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Covers of Abelian varieties as analytic
Zariski structure

M.Gauvrilovich

Abstract:

We use tools of mathematical logic to analyse the notion oéth pn an complex
algebraic variety, and are led to formulate a "rigidity” pesty of fundamental groups
specific to algebraic varieties, as well as to define a bonatdiplelogy closely related

to etale topology. These appear as criteriaXercategoricity, or rather stability and

homogeneity, of the formal countable language we proposkesaribe homotopy classes of

paths on a variety, or equivalently, its universal coverspgce.

Technically, for a varietyd defined over a finite field extension of the figdof rational
numbers, we introduce a countable langudgel) describing the universal covering space
of A(C), or, equivalently, homotopy classes of pathsrif{ A (C)). Under some assumptions
on A we show that the universal covering spaceAdfC) is an analytic Zariski structure
[19], and present at.,, ., (L(A))-sentence axiomatising the class containing the structure
and that is stable and homogeneous over elementary subsnddhe "rigidity” condition
on fundamental groups says that projection of of the fundahgroup of a variety is
the fundamental group of the projection, up to finite inded ander some irreducibility
assumptions, and is used to prove that the projection ofraducible closed set is closed in

the analytic Zariski structure.

In particular, we define an analytic Zariski structure on dinésersal covering space of an

Abelian variety defined over a finite extension of the fi@df rational numbers.
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1. Introduction

In 81 we describe our approach in a non-technical mannet; Btlescribes our philosophy behind
the author’s thesis [3], the present paper and [4], and Barinounces our main results but not detailing
definitions. A detailed exposition of our motivation is falim §1.2. In §2.1 we give the definitions and
state the results in §2.2. The rest of the paper is devotdutproof.

1.1. General Framework
1.1.1. Our philosophy

Is the notion of homotopy on a complex algebraic variety ayeltaic notion? That is, can the
notion of homotopy be characterised in a purely algebraig wahout reference to the complex topol-

ogy?
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We can restrict to 1-dimensional homotopies only: a 1-disi@mrmal homotopy is a path, so the ques-
tion is now whether the notion of a path on a complex algebreinifold, up to fixed point homotopy,
can be characterised in a purely algebraic way.

We provide a partial positive answer to the following moregise question. Assume that one has
an abstract notion of a path up to homotopy, so that one istatdpeak about homotopy classes of
paths, their endpoints, liftings along topological comgs, paths lying in a subvariety. Can this notion
be described without recourse to the complex topology?

Is it true that one can axiomatise this notion in such a watdhg of its realisations comes from
a choice of an embedding of the underlying field ifttoor equivalently, a choice of a locally compact
Archimedean Hausdorff topology on the underlying field téf¢ardinality is2%0)?

Is the resulting formal theory “good” from a model-theocqioint of view?

Model theory allows a rigorous formulation of the questiartlae problem of proving categoric-
ity of a structure related to the fundamental groupoid, arieently the universal covering space,
of a complex algebraic variety. Such categoricity questiare extensively studied in model theory,
specifically by Shelah [15, 16] and a short list of conditicusficient for categoricity of arl,, -
sentence is known (this is the notion of an excellent the@yy model-theoretic analysis shows that
the positive answer to our question is plausible and is ¢isdigrequivalent to deep geometric and
arithmetic properties of the underlying variety. Some @f pnoperties are known to hold, some others
are conjectured.

We study the interaction between the model theory, arittmagid geometry of complex algebraic
varieties. Our main results state that certain basic mtigsiretic conditions do indeed hold. In general
the proofs require some technical finiteness and compactmeslitions and assume some complex-
analytic and arithmetic properties and conjectures. Foresdasses of varieties, for example Abelian
varieties, these conditions are known to hold, and for teseses the results are unconditional. In par-
ticular we prove that there exists &n-categoricalL,,, .,-axiomatisation of universal covering spaces
in such classes.

In [3, Ch.V](cf. also [4]) we consider a special case where tinderlying variety is an elliptic
curve, and prove that theatural L, . -axiomatisation of the universal cover of an elliptic cuise
N;-categorical; analysis there shows tRatcategoricity of that axiomatisation is essentially e@ileant
to a arithmetic conjecture on Galois representations krfowalliptic curves.

Finally we would like to note that the model-theoretic as#yof universal covers falls very nat-
urally into the framework of (analytic) Zariski geometristarted by Hrushovski-Zilber in [8] and
further developed by Zilber and his collaborators [23, 2110, 19] around an expectation that many
basic mathematical structures may be considered as a rtamt@ktic structure with nice properties,
above all categoricity. Importantly, it has been underdttieat the model theory relevant here is es-
sentially non first-order. In fact, our main result is that gtructures we consider are indeed analytic
Zariski as defined in [19], thus providing a series of exampleanalytic Zariski geometries.

1.1.2. Technical summary of results

In 83.1 we define a natural formal countable languageassociated with the universal covering
spacep : U — A(C) of a complex projective algebraic varie®y(C) defined ovefQ or Q. Assuming
subgroup separability of the fundamental group along wstiCartesian powers, we prove that

* the positively type-definable setslig form a topology analogous to Zariski topology on the set
of geometric points of a variety,

and, moreover, that

% the universal covering spadg’, as anL-structure, is an analytic Zariski structure [19,
Def.6.1.11]
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By virtue of U being analytic Zariski, we then know

% the structureU’ is homogeneous over countable submogieisnodel homogeneity), ane-
alises countably many types over a countable submodel

We then consider in 85 a fragment of thglw(LA)-theoryTheoryﬁi‘w(U) of Ula and introduce
a natural set of axiom® of geometric, analytic Zariski flavour to show that

* the class of models defined Hyis stable (in a non-elementary context) over countable fspde
and all its models are homogeneous over submodels.

These are prerequisites, by Shelah’s theory, of categypiitiuncountable cardinals. Notice that
some of the properties, e.g. atomicity of every model, cobid Shelah’s theory, be obtained just
by an L,,,.-definable expansion of the theoX This, by Shelah’s theory, is enough to imply-
categoricity of anl,,, .,-class® containingUZ4, for an arbitrary smooth projective variety with
certain conditions on the fundamental group. (Cf. Definittol.2.1 for the exact definition of the class
of algebraic varieties).

Finally we remark that our approach is essentially difféfeam Zilber's of [22] since our language
La is in general stronger than Zilber’s. In faEx “adjusts” itself to the geometric properties of the
covering of A, and is defined for anyl whereas [22] is restricted to the class of Abelian varieties
Our language allows us to produce a sentence in all casgectarally categorical for suitably “self-
sufficient” A whereas [22] is restricted only to considering Abelian eteis, and those are sometimes
obviously not “self-sufficient”, say Abelian varieties afitbnsion greater than 1. We refer to [3, IV§6]
for details. Here we just remark that it is possible to coesithe languagé.a corresponding to an
ample homogeneous*-bundleA = L* over X, and show thaf s defines the 1st Chern class of
X (C) as an element; € H?(m (X(C),0),Z) or, equivalently, as an alternating bilinear Riemannian
formA x A — Z.

1.2. Motivations and implications

In this section we discuss the motivations behind our chofdée language and explain our ap-
proach in greater detail. In our opinion the motivationsehare more important than the proofs that
follow.

We should add that we do not mention yet another motivatidating to category theory and
Poincare groupoids ([3, 81.2.3], cf. also [4]), as it has @lation to the methods of this paper.

1.2.1. The Logic approach: What is an appropriate languagetalk about paths?

Abstract algebraic geometry provides a language apptepiatalk about complex algebraic va-
rieties; what language would be appropriate to talk abositithmotopies on the algebraic varieties,
in particular about paths, i.e. 1-dimensional homotop#%fat is the right mathematical measure to
judge appropriateness of the language for such a notion?

Abstract algebraic geometry over a field has no completeognal of the notion. However, there
is a strong intuition based on the naive notion of a path inglemtopology; it is a well-known phe-
nomenon that naive arguments based on the notion of a pathajtén lead to statements which gener-
alise, in one way or another, to, say, arbitrary schemesybiagh are quite difficult to prove. There have
been many attempts to develop substitute notions, stdrting Grothendieck [SGAl,SGAZ,,SGAéA}
who developed for this purpose the notion of a firdteveringin the category of arbitrary schemes
(étale morphism); see Grothendieck [5] for an attempt tovipkean algebraic formalism to express
homotopy properties of topological spaces, and Voevodi&kyranov [18] for exact definitions.
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Thus, from the point of view of philosophy of mathematicdsihatural to try to understand why
the notion of a path is so fruitful and applicable, despite fdict that all attempts to generalise it to
non-topological contexts have had only partial success.

We intend to propose in this work a model-theoretic struetuhich contains an abstract substitute
for the notion of a path. The substitute must possess thdifamroperties of paths appearing in the
topological context, rich enough to imply a useful theorypaths; in particulathey must determine
the notion of a path on an abstract algebraic variety unigugb to isomorphism

Note that Grothendieck [5], cf. also Voevodsky-Kaprand@®][provides a natural algebraic setup to
talk about paths thereby rather directly leading to a chof@elanguage (of 2-functors). Our approach
is in fact based on a similar idea.

Model theory provides a framework to formulate the uniqusnproperty in a mathematically
rigorous fashion. Following [20, 21] we use the notioncategoricity in uncountable cardinal®f
non-elementary classes). In his philosophy categorisity inodel-theoretic criterion for determining
when an algebraic formalisation of an object, of perhapsmgnc character, is canonical and reflects
the properties of the object in a complete way.

In this work we introduce a languadg which is appropriate for describing the basic homotopy
properties of algebraic varieties in their complex topgland prove some partial results towards cat-
egoricity and stability of associated structures in thaglzage. The expressive powerlgf is studied
elsewhere; here we make the following remarks whose juific can be found in [3, Ch.11]. The lan-
guageLx is capable of expressing properties of 1-dimensional hopies, i.e. the properties of paths
up to homotopies fixing the ends. We can speak4nin terms of lifting paths to a topological cover-
ing, paths lying in closed algebraic subvarieties (i.e. mbmpy class has a representative which lies
in the subvariety), paths in direct products and so on. Thesgerties are sufficient to carry out many
basic 1-dimensional homotopy theory constructions. Mogloly, following a construction in Mum-
ford [12] one can definably construct a bilinear fogm : 71 (A (C),0) x 1 (A(C),0) — 71 (C*, 1) in
the second homology group?(A(C),Z) = A\* H*(A(C),Z) associated to an algebrait-bundle
L over a complex Abelian variet (C). Thus, generally the language has more expressive power
than the one considered originally by Zilber in [22]; in pewtar, some Abelian varieties which are
not categorical in Zilber's language of [22] are expecteddaategorical in our language. It would be
interesting to know whether our language can interpret ldatecomposition on cohomology groups,
using the isomorphismi™ (A (C),C) =2 A" H'(A(C),C) = A" Hom (71 (A(C),0),C) (cf. [12]).

The results which we prove towards categoricity in uncobiletaardinalities are partial. We prove
categoricity in cardinality; for some special classes of algebraic varieties, e.qg. liptielcurves. We
also prove important necessary conditions, such as $yabiid homogeneity over models, for much
wider classes.

1.2.2. The Geometric approach: Analytic Zariski structige

The universal covering of an algebraic variety is one of ihgptest analytic structures associated
to an algebraic variety and which is more than an algebraietyatself; the universal covering space
inherits all the local structure the base space possesgess particular, for a complex algebraic variety
it is a complex analytic space. Thus it is natural to consitler the context of Zariski geometries
[23]: one wants to define a Zariski-type topology on the ursakcovering spac¥ of variety A(C)
reflecting the connection betwedh and A, and such thalU possesses homogeneity, stability and
categoricity properties, perhaps in a non-first ordey,,,, way, in a countable language related to the
chosen topology oftJ.

For this, consider the universal covering space U — A(C) of an algebraic variety. It
is natural to assume that the covering mapnd the full algebraic variety structure a%(C) are
definable. Then the analytic subsetdbfvhich are the preimages ' (Z(C)) of algebraic subvarieties
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Z of A(C), are definable. It is natural to let the analytic irreducitdenponents of such sets also be
definable; one justification for this might be the desire foiraeducible decomposition.

The above considerations lead us to define a topologlJaas generated by unions of analytic
irreducible components of the preimage of a closed algeltdivariety ofA (C).

It turns out that this topology is rather nice in that it (abtjoadmits quantifier elimination down
to the level of closed sets, has DCC (the descending chaiditgmm) for irreducible sets, and can be
defined in a countable language (assuming that the the @artpewers of the fundamental group
are subgroup separable, a condition we believe to be temhnidhese properties of the topology
are axiomatised in the notion of an analytic Zariski struetin [19], and are sufficient to imply the
model homogeneity of the structupe U — A(C), and, more generally, to construct &n, ,-class
containingp : U — A(C) which is stable over models and whose models are model hameogs.

It also turns out that the language obtained in this way idahguage appropriate for describing the
paths, as explained in subsection above. We explain theaction in §2.3.3.

2. A Zariski topology on a universal covering space of an Abelian variety

2.1. Definitions and background
2.1.1. Notations and some background

We briefly introduce basic notions of topology we requiren@dt [13, Ch.4,882-4] or [9] for
details.

For a Hausdorff, locally connected and locally linearly nected topological spade with a dis-
tinguished base-poirtt € B, theuniversal covering spac@/, uy) of (B, b) is the space of albaths
starting at the base-poift i.e. continuous maps : [0,1] — B, v(0) = b, considered up to ho-
motopy fixing the end-points, and endowed with the natunabkogy, and further equipped with the
covering homeomorphism: U — B, p(y) = v(1). Two pathsy;, y2 : [0,1] — B areend-point
homotopidiff there exists ahomotopyl” : [0, 1] x [0,1] — B such thaf’(0,t) = v (¢),T'(1,t) =
7 (), T(t,0) = 7(0) = 71(0),T'(¢,1) = v(1) = 71(1). Thefundamental groupoid (B) is the
set of all paths considered up to end-point homotopy, eaupyth the partial operation of concate-
nation. Aconcatenationyy:, v0(1) = v1(1) of paths is a path which first follows the first path,
and then goes along the second paththis defines concatenation up to homotopy. Tinedamental
group(B,b) = p~1(b) is the group of all loops € m(B), v(0) = v(1) = b. A deck transformation
of U is a homeomorphism : U — U commuting withp, 7 o p = p. Deck transformation ot/
form a groupl’ = 7(U) calledthe deck transformation groufhe deck transformation groug(U)
is canonically identified with the fundamental gromp( B, b): to an elementy € =(V”) there corre-
sponds path(v.; ~.,) whereb’ € U is arbitrary such that(b') = b. The coveringmap : U — B
is a local homeomorphism; a analytic space structur@dnduces a unique analytic space structure
onU. There is a&Galoiscorrespondence between normal subgratdps I' of I' and covering spaces
BH < U/H — B. The mapU — B¥ is a universal covering map, and its deck transformation
group isH; the mapB¥ — B is a covering and its deck transformation group is the factamp
I/H.

A mapp : X — Y is called afibration iff for any spaceZ any homotopyF' : Z x I — Y
coveredat the initial timet = a, can becoveredat all timesa < t < b, I = [a, b] by some homotopy
G:ZxI— X sothapoG(z,t) = F(z,t),G(z,a) = g(z). Thatis, if mapf(z) = F(z,a) : Z =Y
iscoveredbyamap : Z — X, f(z) = F(z,a) = po g(2),z € Z, then there exist a homotopy
G:ZxI— XcoveringF:Z x1I— X,

G(z,a) = g(2)

F(z,t) = po G(z,1).
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HomotopyG is called acovering homotopy with initial condition. We also say that homotopy
lifts to homotopyG, and that fibratiorp : X — Y haslifting property. We will use extensively the
case wherZ = I is an interval and = ¢(0, a) is a simply a point; this case is called thath-lifting
property. A covering is a fibration with discrete fibres.

Often one modifies the definition by restrictiagto a subclass of spaces, efj= I" is required
to be a direct product of intervals (Serre fibration). Thigidiction is not important in this paper.

2.1.2. Our Assumptions.

The most interesting, and the only unconditional, exampien& our theorems apply, is that of
U/T an Abelian varietyU = C%9,T = n(U/T, 0) is a lattice inU.

However, our assumptions are geometric; in particular #sei@ptions do not mention the group
structure of an Abelian variety. We call the correspondilags of varieties ERF.

We assumdJ is a smooth complex analytic space equipped with an freerapaot actionl” :
U — U of a subgroup separable (cf. 2.1.2) finitely generated gioupU — U. Further we
assume that all Cartesian powersloére subgroup separable, and tRBAT" is a projective algebraic
variety.

Subgroup separability of(U). A groupl is calledsubgroup separablerlocally extended residually
finite, often abbreviatetérf, iff for any finitely generated subgroup < I" and an element ¢ G there
exists afinite index subgroupd such thatG < H andg ¢ H. This is a non-trivial property rather
hard to establish; it is known that the fundamental groupsoofiplex curves ([14]) and™, SLy(Z)
are subgroup separable; however, it is known fitak F3 ([11]) is not subgroup separable, and so in
general the products of subgroup separable groups are Iogtaip separable. This property may be
reformulated topologically: the grodp = 7 (A) is subgroup separable if and only if for any finitely
generated; < T and any compact subsétc A% = U/G, the covering splits ad® — A% — A
such thatd” — A is afinite covering and the compaGtmaps toA” by a homeomorphism. In fact,
we need this property only whe® is the fundamental group of an algebraic subseA of

LERF varieties.The above enables us to define the class of LERF varieties ichvair theorems
apply.

Definition 2.1.2.1. We call a smooth projective algebraic variety
A(C) LERFif all finite Cartesian powers of the group of deck transfotioras 7(U) are subgroup
separable.

2.1.3. Co-etale topology, its core and inner core
We define topologies oby and Cartesian powers dj.

Definition of the co-etale topologyVe give 3 equivalent definitions ai-etale topologyn U; we
prove the equivalence in Decomposition Lemma 2.3.2.1.

Definition 2.1.3.1. (I) A subset ofU™, n > 0, is closed in co-etale topolog¥ iff it is either (I)(i) an
irreducible analytic component of a closed analytic sehghat the set is set-wise invariant under the
action of the fundamental group, or (1)(ii) a closed analgtt such that each of its analytic irreducible
component satisfies (1)(i) above.

We call a closed analytic subsgtof U™ unfurlediff every connected component &f is irre-
ducible. It is known that every smooth closed analytic semifurled.

(C) A subset ofU™, n > 0, is closed in co-etale topolog® iff it is either (C')(¢) a connected
component of an unfurled closed analytic set such that this set-wise invariant under action of a
finite index subgroup of the fundamental group(6%)(ii) a closed analytic set such that each of its
analytic irreducible components satisfies (C)(i) above.
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8 Misha Gavrilovich 2018

(C") A subset ofU", n > 0, is closed in co-etale topolog® iff it is either (C’)(¢) a connected
component of an unfurled closed analytic set such that thés set-wise invariant under action of
a finite index subgroup of the fundamental group{6f)(ii) a countable intersection of sets as in

(C)(@)

Countable coreCy. By our assumptionsA(C) = U/T is a complete projective algebraic variety
defined overQ, and therefore by Chow's Lemma every closed analytic subse¥(C) is in fact
algebraic and defined over a finitely generated subfiel@.oThis enables us to speak tife field
of definition of al"-invariant closed analytic subsef U/T, asI'-invariant closed analytic subsets are
in 1-1 correspondence with closed analytic subsets ).

This enables us to define the following.

Definition 2.1.3.2. The countable coreC, con_sists of closed sets that are unions of irreducible com-
ponents of-invariant closed sets defined ovgr

Note that a point. € U is in the countable core iff(x) € A(Q).

In Lemma 3.2.0.4 we prove that core sets are enough to defisetsj in the following way: that
every irreducible co-etale closed sub&et U™ can be represented as a connected compdherly }
of a hyperplane sectio’ N U™ x {g} of a co-etale closed sét’ in the countable core.

Countable inner cor& . In fact, in our structure we may define analogs of sets @véor perhaps
the maximal Abelian extension @), and not just).

Definition 2.1.3.3. Thecountable inner cor€y consists of the subsetsBf* x U™ defined by relations
' ~p y andz’ ~z A y' whereZ C A" is a closed subvariety defined over the field of definition of
A, H afinite index subgroup df, and the relation is defined as follows.

2’ ~z Ay <= pointsz’ € U™ andy’ € U" lie in the same (analytic) irreducible component
of theI-invariant closed analytic set ' (Z(C)) c U".

2~y = IreH":12/ =Y.

We shall also consider

a' ~G an Yy iff 2’ andy’ lie in the sameconnecteccomponent of the preimage,' (Z;(C)),
Z; ¢ A (C)" an irreducible component of algebraic variply' (Z(C)) ¢ A7 (C).

2.2. Our Results: Definition of analytic Zariski structure, and the main theorem.

We have defined a topology on every Cartesian power of U, anddtion of countable core.

Every co-etale closed set is closed in analytic topologg, thas possesses the dimension; let this
be the dimension function of the analytic Zariski structure

Theorem 2.2.0.4.The data as defined above, form an analytic Zariski strucagralefined in [19,
Def.6.1.11]. Moreover, the analytic Zariski structure ted)s to an explicitly axiomatisefl,, ,,-class
X(A(Q)) that isw-stable over submodels, every modebisomogeneous.

Corollary 2.2.0.5. Every countable model extends uniquely to a model of calithing . Itis consistent
with ZFC that every countable model extends uniquely to agtafctardinality continuum.

The rest of paper is devoted to the proof of these claims; $edlgeorem 6.0.4.7 and Theo-
rem 6.0.4.8.

We also formulate a conjecture; see [3, §1V.6-81V.7] or dtiooming paper to clarify its relation-
ship to a categoricity conjecture of [22].
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Conjecture 2.2.0.6.For generic complex Abelian varietiegs defined over a number field, an analo-
gously defined.,,, ,-classX(A (C) x C*) is analytic Zariski, excellent and categorical in uncousig
cardinalities. A sufficient condition is that the Mumforatd group ofA is the symplectic group, i.e.
the largest possible.

2.3. Reduction to unfurled subsets: equivalence of the defiions

In this section we prove that the definitions 2.1(3)land 2.1.3.1C') of the collectionS do agree.
It is the main prerequisite to prove thatis a topology.

2.3.1. Prerequisites on analytic irreducible decompasitiand coverings in algebraic geometry

Irreducible Decomposition in smooth analytic spac&e.avoid confusion, below we say “an open
ball” to mean a neighbourhood open in complex topology, ndhé analytic Zariski topology.

Fact 2.3.1.1.Let U be a smooth complex analytic space, andgf’ C U be closed analytic subsets
in U. Then

1. (irreducible decompositiony admits a unique decompositioh = U;enZ; into a countable
union of analytic irreducible closed subséfgs.

2. (analyticity is a local property) a set C U is analytic iff for allz € X, there exists an open
ball x € B, such thatX N B, is an analytic subset a8,

3. (local identity principle) for an open balB C U, if Y is irreducible andY’ N B C Z N B then
YCcZ

4. (local identity principle; analytic continuation) formraopen ballB € U, if Y and Z are irre-
ducible, andY” N B andZ N B have a common irreducible component, thén- Z

5. (density of smooth points) for an open b&lic U, if Z, C Z N B is an irreducible component
of ZN B, then there exist a poiny € Z, and an open bally € By C B suchthatBoNnZ C Z,

6. (local finiteness) a compact s€tC U intersects only finitely many irreducible components of
a closed analytic seX

7. (analyticity of a union of irreducible components) a ungd, possibly infinitely many, irreducible
components of an analytic set is analytic

8. (irreducible decomposition) if C Z andY is irreducible, thert” is contained in an irreducible
component o/

9. (smooth points of irreducible sets) the set of smoothtpaihan irreducible set is connected;
consequently, the irreducible decompositiér= U, Z; of a closed analytic sef is determined
by the decompositiod*™ = U;(Z*™ N Z;) into connected components of the set of its smooth
points.

Proof. Those are well-known properties of smooth complex anagjiaces.

(1) is by [17, 85.4,Theorem, p.49]. By Prop. 5.3 of [17], Ttexa 5.1 [ibid.] states (7) and (6).
Corollary 2 of Prop. 5.3 [ibid.] implies (3) and (4). Theordm [ibid.] implies (5). (2,3,4) together
imply (8). (9) is by [17,85.4,Theorem]. O
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Finite topological coverings in algebraic geometije also need a form of Riemann existence theo-
rem.

Fact 2.3.1.2(Generalised Riemann existence theorehgt A (C) be a normal algebraic variety over
C.If¢: T — A(C) is afinite covering of topological spaces, thEradmits a structure of a complex
algebraic variety such thag;,, : 77 — A(C) becomes an algebraic morphism, i.e. there exists an
algebraic varietyB(C) overC, an algebraic morphism,;, : B(C) — A(C), and a homeomorphism

¢ : T — B(C) of topological spaces such that the diagramme of topoldgigaces commutes

T 2, A(C)

| al
B(C) —™ A(C)

Moreover, the homeomorphism: T — B(C) is well-defined up to an automorphismBfcom-
muting with the covering morphisgg;,.

Proof. Grothendieck [SGAL,Exp.XII,Th.5.1]; by a variety ov€rwe mean a Noetherian scheme of
finite type overC. One may also look in [7, Appendix B,83,Theorem 3.2] for s@xrplanations.
O

2.3.2. Reduction to unfurled subsets : the proof

ForasubseZ Cc U, letT'Z = |J vZ' denote thd -orbit of setZ.
yel
For H<g, I, letpy : U — U/ ~pg be the factorisation map sin¢e = U/T; by Fact 2.3.1.2, we
choose and fix isomorphisn#s’’ (C) = U/, whereA¥ (C) is an algebraic variety; the deck group

of coveringA# (C) — A(C) is the finite groud"/ H.

Lemma 2.3.2.1(First Decomposition lemma; Noetherian property; Reducto Unfurled Subsets)
AssumeA is LERF.

Every T'-invariant analytic closed set has a decomposition as aefinition of unfurled closed
analytic subsets invariant under the action of a finite indekgroup of".

In other words, d -invariant analytic closed set has an analytic decompositf the form

W'=HZyU...UHZ,,

where H <5, is a finite index normal subgroup @f, the analytic closed setgi, ..., Z;. are irre-
ducible, and for any- € H eitherrZ, = Z or 7Z; N Z! = 0.

Such decomposition also exists for closed analytic setsiamt under the action of a finite index
subgroup of".

Proof. Let us prove thata) there exists a decomposition as above without the conditibimtersec-
tions, and then provg) the irreducible components satisfy! = Z, orrZz/ N Z/ = @ forr € T.

The proof of(a) is relatively simple, and follows from the Fact 2.3.1.1 irather straightforward
way; we do it first.

The proof of the second clairfb) uses rather more delicate local analysis of the structure, a
several local-to-global properties of analytic subsetsraboth complex analytic spaces as well as
some finiteness properties of Zariski geometry of algehraiieties.

So let us start to provg:). Let Z’ be an irreducible component pf *(Z(C)); by T'-invariance of
p~1(Z(C)), for any~y € T, the setyZ’ is also an irreducible component pf!(Z(C)), and sol'Z’
is a union of irreducible components pf 1 Z(C); thus, by Fact 2.3.1.1 abovEZ’ C p~1(Z(C)) is
analytic.
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The covering morphism : U — A(C) is a local isomorphism, and analyticity is a local property;
by I'-invariance of" Z’, it impliesp(T"Z’) is analytic. For differentirreducible componetts # 7/ of
p~1(Z(C)) it can not hold thap(Z]) € p(Z}); indeed, thed'Z| = p~'p(Z;]) C TZ5 = p~1p(Z}),
andsaZ; = |J(Z1nyZ}),~v € T'; thus,Z; can not be irreducible unlegg c 7, forsomey € I'. To
conclude, closed set§Z’), Z' vary among irreducible components of an algebraic subyafiéC),
cover the whole o (C); they are also irreducible. Thus they are the analytic irodgsle components
of Z. The analytic irreducible components of an algebraic sealgebraic and irreducible by [6], and
thus they are the algebraic irreducible components; inquéar there are only finitely many of them.
That gives the required decompaosition.

Now let us start to prové). First of all, note that we may suppo&eto be irreducible.

Letz'™) =JZ/ N...N Z, be the union of all intersections eftuples of different irreducible
components 0p~1(Z(C)).

Claim 2.3.2.2. The seip(Z'(™) is an algebraic subset of (C), for n > 0. For n sufficiently large,
Z'™) is empty.

Proof. By the local finiteness (Fact 2.3.1.1) a compact subsetsatts only finitely many of the
irreducible componentsZ!’s; thus Z'(") is locally a finite union of intersections of analytic sets,
and therefore is analytic. By the-invariance ofyZ!’s it is T-invariant, and thug provides a local
isomorphism ofZ’("™) and its image; therefore the imag&z’(™)) is analytic. By Chow Lemma this
implies it is in fact algebraic. If is greater then the number of local irreducible componeragaint

of Z in A, then by Fact 2.3.1.1(local identity principl&)(™) has to be empty. O

The claim above implieg’(™ are co-etale closed, for any By Claim (a) of Lemma, we may
choose finitely many pointg’s so that any irreducible component 8f("™), for eachn > 0, contains
al'-translate of one of!’s.

By Fact 2.3.1.1(5) every point, is contained in only finitely many irreducible components of
p Y (Z(C). LetZ},..., Z; be all the irreducible components pf!(Z(C) containing at least one of
the points:!’s.

For a subseV ¢ U", definethe deck transformation group dfas#(V) ={y eI : vV C V}.

If V is a connected component Bfinvariant sep~(p(V), thenz (V) is canonically identified with
the fundamental group: (V' (C),zo): to an elementy € = (V') there corresponds papiy.; ;)
wherez € V' is arbitrary such thai(z() = zo.

Notice thatr(Z!) = #(Z!N(T'Z!)*™) where(T'Z!)S™is the set of smooth points 6¥7/, and that by
Fact2.3.1.1(9) the set/N(I"Z!)%™) is a connected component@fZ;)™. By the topological argument
above,n(Z!) is the fundamental group of a constructible algebraicp$&t)*™. As a constructible
algebraic set, it admits a finite triangulation into simpfice.g. by o-minimal cell decomposition, and
this implies that its fundamental group is finitely presente particular, it is finitely generated and
we may apply subgroup separability Bfto find a normal finite index subgroui C I' such that
HZ};# HZ;fori # j,i.e.pu(Z;) # pu(Z;).

ConsiderZ! NhZ!,h € H and assum@ C Z/ N hZ! C Z!. Then there exists ! € T such that
T2l € ZinhZj ezl € yZ]NyhZ] = vZ] N h'yZ]. BothyZ] andh/vZ], ' € H are connected
components containing and by definition we have chos¢éhsmall enough so that v Z] # Hh'yZ;,

a contradiction.

In other words, we have proven that there exists a normatfinitex subgroup/ < =(A(C) such
that Z! is a connected component pf,' p (Z!), i.e. the connected components of the preimages of
the irreducible components pf;p~!(Z(C)) are irreducible. O
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2.3.3. Equivalence of the two definitions of co-etale topgyo

The next corollary shows equivalence of the two definitiohsosetale topology.

Notice that the notion of aff -invariant set is essentially algebraic: Hrinvariant set is a preimage
of a closed algebraic subset in the finite cove (C). Thus, the meaning of the next corollary that
in fact co-etale closed sets encode a mix of algebraic datdogological, homotopicatiata, not of
analytic one.

Corollary 2.3.3.1. Definitions 2.1.3.1(I) and 2.1.3.1(C) are equivalent. Intjzaular, an irreducible
co-etale closed set is a connected component of a unfurbsgdlanalytic set invariant under action
of a finite index subgroup of the fundamental group.

Proof. Lemma 2.3.2.1 above implies that each co-etale irreducibked set according to 2.1.3.1(l)
is also closed according to 2.1.3.1(C), i.e. is a conneaeatponent of a a unfurled closed analytic set
invariant under action of a finite index subgroup of the fundatal group. .

On the other hand, the lemma implies that e&timvariant set is a finite union of sets of the form
HZ! whereZ! are irreducible. Therf; Z! is also closed analytic as a finite union of translateH &f,,
and moreover, each translatefis an irreducible component ®7Z/ and thus co-etale closed. This
implies every (C)-closed set is also (l)-closed. O

An algebraic reformulation.The Lemma has the following algebraic consequence. All thieons
mentioned in the Corollary are preserved under replacieggtiound field by another algebraically
field; thus it holds for any characteristic O algebraicalsed field instead of . One may think of this
property as a rather weak property of irreducible decontiposior theco-etaletopology; it is also a
statement about a resolution of non-normal singularities.

Corollary 2.3.3.2. Let A be LERF. Then for any closed subvarigty A (C), there exists a finite étale
coverg : AH(C) — A(C) such that, for any further étale covgr: A“(C) — A (C), the connected
components of’ "' (Z;) ¢ A%(C) are irreducible, whereZ;’s are the irreducible components of

q(2).
Proof. Indeed, it is enough to také as in Decomposition Lemma. O

Note that wher¥ is normal, the corollary is a well-known geometric fact.

2.4, Co-etale topology is a topology.

Lemma 2.4.0.3.(a) The collectionS of subsets otJ” forms a topology, for every. (&) Moreover,
the collectionS satisfies Axioms (L1)-(L8) of [19]. (b) AB-irreducible S-closed set is analytically
irreducible closed set. (c) An analytically irreducibleroponent of aS-closed set is5-closed&-
irreducible.

Proof. (b) By Definition 2.1.3.1(l), a co-etale irreducible coletalosed set?’ is a countable union
of irreducible component df-invariant closed analytic sets. Those components ard¢ate-eosed by
definition, and thus co-etale irreducibility implies theiamis necessarily trivial. Thus, the set is an
analytic irreducible component ofl&invariant set, i.e. in particular irreducible as an arialgét.

(c) is immediate by Definition 2.1.3.1(l).

(a) As & consists only of closed analytic sets, an analytic irreoleatomponent of a finite union
of G-closed sets is an analytic irreducible component of onéheimt this shows tha® is closed
under finite union. To prové& is closed under infinite intersection, we first observe thatr@ducible
component of an infinite intersection (that is still a closalytic set) is necessarily the intersection
of irreducible closed analytic components of these setthéylescending chain condition for analytic
irreducible closed sets, the intersection is necessanitgfiThus, by Definition 2.1.3.1(l) it is enough
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to show that each irreducible component of the interseaifdrreducibleS-closed sets i$5-closed
(irreducible).

Thus, it is enough to prove that the intersection of two in@tle G-closed sets, say X and Y, is
G-closed. Now, by Definition 2.1.3.1(C), X and Y azennectedcomponents of closed analytic sets
X’ andY” invariant under action of finite index subgroups, say H an@fGhe fundamental group.
Then,X N'Y is aconnecteccomponent of the intersectio’ N Y” that is invariant under action of
H N G, the latter also being a finite index subgroup. By Definitioh.2.1(C), this implies thak N Y
is &-closed. This proves (a); note the interplay betweBrand(C') of Definition 2.1.3.1.

(a) We have just proven (L1); axioms (L2-L7) are immediate tspiection of any of the definitions.
(L8) requires 2.1.3.1(C) : a hyperplane section afomnecteccomponent of a closed analytic set
invariant under action of a finite index subgroup isannectedomponent of the intersection that is
also invariant under a finite index subgroup. (This argurdest not work for irreducible components,
as they may intersect).

O

2.5. Good dimension notion : (DP), (DU), (Sl), (AF)

The following properties are defined in [19, §3.1]. Folloginotation thereS C.; S’ readsS is
a closed subset &', S C,,, S’ readsS is an analytic subset &’, andS C,, S’ readsS is an open
subset ofS’.

Lemma 2.5.0.4(Good dimension) (DP) Dimension of a point is 0

(DU) Dimension of unionsdim(.S; U S3) = max(dim S, dim Ss)

(S1) Strong irreducibility: ForS C; V' C,,, U™, dimS1 < dimS, if Sisirreducible andS; C S
is closed, therb; = S

(AF) Addition formula: For any irreducibles C.; V' C,, U™ and a projection mapr : U" —
um,

dim S = dimpr (S) + min_dim(pr ~'(a) N S).
a€pr(S)

(PS) Presmoothness: For any closed irreducible.S; C U™, the dimension of any irreducible

component of; N Ss is not less than

dim S7 + dim Sy — dim U”.

Proof. These are inherited from complex analytic geometry. O

2.6. Analyticity (AS), (SI),(DP),(CU), (INT),(CMP), (CC)

Recall that[19, §86.1.2] distinguishes a class of sets ipaltgy that he calls 'analytic’. Namely, in
a topology!” a locally closed sef is calledanalyticin an open set/ iff .S is a closed subset &f and
for everya € S thereis an open € V, C,, U such thatS NV, is the union of finitely many relatively
closed irreducible subsets. Note that by Fact 2.3.1.1,(&,@xally closed analytic set is analytic in this
sense: tak&, to be the completement of the union of the irreducible coneptmofS not containing
a. This argument also works for co-etale topology, i.e., iretale topology, each locally closed set is
analytic in this sense.

Next Lemma establishes (INT), (CMP),(CC) and (AS) of [létc, 6.1], and therefore, th&f is a
topological structure with a good dimension thefioc.cit.,Def.6.1.1].

Lemma 2.6.0.5(Analytic sets) (INT) (Intersections) 15, S; C,,, U™ are irreducible and analytic
in U™, thenS; N S, is analytic inU™

(CMP) (Components) If C,,, U™ anda € S then there isS, C,, U™, a finite union of
irreducible analytic subsets &f", and somes’, C,,,, U™ such thats € S, \ S/, andS =S, U S/,
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(CC) (Countability of the number of components) Sh¢ ., U™ is a union of at most countably
many irreducible components.

(AS) [Analytic stratification] Every locally closed set inalytic.

(aPS) [Analytic Presmoothness] $f;, So T, V' Cop, U™ and bothSy, S; are irreducible, then
for any irreducible componerfy of S; N Sy

dim Sy > dim S; + dim S5 — dim U”.
Proof. Immediate by Fact 2.3.1.1. O

2.7. ©-definable sets©-generic points and©-definable closure

Recall thatU /T = A(C) has the structure of an algebraic variety oeand that the -invariant
sets are in a bijective correspondence with the algebraiessieties of
A(C). This suggests us that we may try to pull backitehe notion of a generic point iA (C).

The following definition behaves well only f&@ c C algebraically closed.

Definition 2.7.0.6. We say that d&'-invariant co-etale closed subd&t c U is defined over an alge-
braically closed subfiel® c C iff p(W’) C A(C) is a subvariety defined ovér.

An co-etale closed set defined over a subfiel® c C iff it is a countable union of irreducible
components of -invariant co-etale closed subsets defined éver

Definition 2.7.0.7. For a setV c U™, let ClgV be the intersection of all closegl-definable sets
containingV’:
Clo(V) = N w
VCW,W/© is ©-definable closed
A pointv € V is called®-genericiff V' = Clg(v), i.e. there does not exist a clos@ddefinable
proper subset of” containingy.

Lemma 2.7.0.8. (a) Cle(V) is ©-definable
(b) Clo(V) =U,ev Clo(v) = Ugc, v Clo(S) (union over all finite subsets)

Proof. (a) : By Decomposition Lemma, it is sufficient to consider onhedtucibleV. However, for
irreducibleV we may assume that all sets appearing in the definitiatlgf1") are again irreducible
and therefore the intersection is finite. It is immediate théinite intersection oB-definable sets is
O-definable.

(b) : This follows from the Decomposition Lemma. ¥ is irreducible, therd” = Clg(v) for v
a ©-generic point ofV. If not, by Decomposition Lemm&/ decomposes as a union of translates of
irreducible setd/1, ..., V,,. Thus the union J, _,, Cle(v) is the union of the corresponding translates
of the closure<Clg (V4),... Cle(V;,) of the irreducible components,, ..., V,. By Lemma 2.4.0.3,
Cle(V;) being closed implies any union of translatestd§ (V;) is closed; and thuk), ., Cle(v) is
a finite union of closed sets, therefore closed itself. Butiaisly V' C J, .y Cle(v) and therefore
Cle(V) € U,ev Clo(v). Onthe other hand, for anye V Clg(v) C Clg(V), and thusClg (V') D
Uuev Cle(v). This implies the lemma. O

Lemma 2.7.0.9. If a setW’ C Uis defined ovef) C C thenW’ C U is La-defined with parameters
fromp~ ' (A(Q)).

Proof. Anirreducible component of the preimage of an algebraietaiV (C) C A(C) defined over
Q is an irreducible component of the preimage of the variety

U cW(C)
o€Gal(Q/k)
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defined overk. In order for the union to be finite, we use tH&t is defined overQ, i.e. over a finite
degree subfield a. The relation~yy is in La (A), andW’ can be defined by ~y a1 & . .. &z ~w

ay, for some set of)-rational pointsy, . .., ax, € W'(Q). O

Recall we assum® to be algebraically closed.

Lemma 2.7.0.10.For every finite index subgrouff <i5,I', if W is irreducible co-etale closed, then
w' € W'is ©-generic iffw = py(w') € W = pg(W’) is ©-generic iniV.

Proof. The pointw’ € W’ is not©-generic iff there exists &-defined irreducible set’ € V' C W/;
necessarilylim V' < dim W’ andpg (V') # pa(W'). O

We would rather avoid using this corollary due to its non{getric character, but unfortunately we
do useiit.

Lemma 2.7.0.11.A connected component of a non-emPtgeneric fibre of a co-etale closed irre-
ducible set defined ovér contains a©-generic point. Thatis, if¥’ ¢ U x U is co-etale irreducible
andpr : W’ — U is the projection, and’ € Clpr W' is a ©-generic point of the co-etale closed set
V'’ = Clpr W', then theo-generic fibrélV;, = pr ~1(g") contains a®©-generic point of’.

Proof. Basic properties of generic points of algebraic varietieply this property for algebraic va-
rieties. LetiV* be a connected component of a fibrelbf over a®©-generic pointy’ of Clpr W,
Thenp(W,?) Is a connected component of the fillig,, whereW = py (W’), g = p(g’) is such that
W' is a connected componentp)gl(W); this may be seen with the help of the path-lifting property,
for example. Genericity of’ € Clpr W’ implies that the poiny € Clpr W is ©-generic, and, as a
connected component of the fibig, of an algebraic variet;p(W;F) contains @-generic point, and
then its preimage iM/;]’,C is also©-generic. O

2.8. (WP) Weak properness : Stein factorisation and fundamatal groups

Above establishes th&f satisfies all but those axioms of an analytic Zariski streecthat describe
the image of a projection — (SP),(WP) and (FC). To prove tliesse axioms, we use that in algebraic
geometryall morphisms ar¢opologicallyvery simple eachmorphism of complex smooth connected
algebraic varieties is, excepting a closed subset of smdilleension, a topologicdibre bundlewith
connectedibres, followed by a finitéopological coverindi.e., a fibre bundle with finite fibres). This
is known asStein factorisationVia the long exact sequence of a fibration, this allows ugtzdbe the
behaviour of the fundamental group with respect to algebrairphisms. We use this to prove (FC).

Let us give an idea behind the calculations. We need to egdhe counterexample of a finite
non-closed spiral ifC* x C* projecting onto a circle irC*. In the cover, the spirab unwinds to
a curveS’ of finite length while the circles* unwinds to an infinite line.. As countably many deck
translates opr S’ cover the whole of the liné, their dimension must be the same in an analytic Zariski
structure. Observe that for the counterexample it is eggdehat the projectiopr 7(S) — w(S’) is
not surjective, a possibility excluded by Proposition 2.8.

Let us remark that although the circle is not definable foriobs reasons, the variety* is defin-
able and homotopic to the circle, and so considerationsealoply that we need to show there is no
irreducible co-etale closed subset@f with finite deck transformation group projecting surjeetiv
ontoC*.

2.8.1. Prerequisites: topological structure of algebraitorphisms
Exact sequence of fundamental groups of a fibration.
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Fact 2.8.1.1.For afibration f : A — B of (nice, e.g. Hausdorff, linearly connected, locally knly
connected) topological spaces, a pair of poiats A,b = f(a) € B, we have an exact sequence of
homotopy groups

— mo(B,b) — mi(f1(b),a) — m1(A,a) — 7(B,b) — mo(f 1 (b),a) — mo(A, a) — mo(B,b) — 0

Remark 2.8.1.2. In fact, fibrations are thought of as analogues of exact sempseof Abelian groups
in 'the non-Abelian context’ of topological spaces.

Normal closed analytic sets.

Definition 2.8.1.3. ([2, §7.2,Def.7.4]) A closed analytic subsEtis normalat a pointz € X if the
ring Ox , of germs of holomorphic functions over neighbourhoods &f integrally closed in its field
of fractions. A closed analytic subset is normal iff it is @l at every point.

A normalisation morphisnm of varietyY is a morphisrm : X — Y from a normal varietyX
such that any dominant, i.e. surjective on a Zariski opersstmorphismf : Z — Y lifts up to a
unique morphisny : Z — X such thatf = f o n.

Any smooth closed analytic set is normal ([2, §7.4]).
We only use the following two properties of a normal variety:

Fact 2.8.1.4.A normalisation morphism exists for any variety, and is farial. Namely, for every va-
riety (Y,y),y € Y with a base-point we may choose a normalisation morphisnin(Y'), n(y)) —
(Y, y) such that for every pair of morphisnfs: (X,z) — (Y,y),g: (Y,y) — (Z, z) it holds that

n(fg) =n(f)n(g).
Proof. Lemma 87.11 of [2] and Oka’s normalisation principle of [kcit,§7.12]. O

Fact 2.8.1.5.Let X be a closed analytic subset of a Stein manifold, otelbe an algebraic variety.
If X is connected and normal, thexiis irreducible.

Proof. Implied by [2, §7.4]. O
Fundamental groups of open subsets of normal varieties.

Fact 2.8.1.6. Let Y be a connectechormal complex space and® C Y be open. Then
m (YO(C),yo) — m (Y (C), o) is surjective, for every, € Y9(C).

Proof. Kollar, Prop.2.10.1 O
Stein factorisation.

Fact 2.8.1.7. Any projective morphisnf : Y — X of algebraic varieties admits a factorisation
f = fo o f1 as a product of a finite morphisify : Y — Y’ and a morphisny; with connected fibres.

Proof. [7, Ch. lll, Corollary 11.5] O

A morphism of normal algebraic varieties is topologicallfilaration on an Zariski open subsefor
normal varieties we have a more precise statement:

Fact 2.8.1.8.Let f : X — Y be a morphism of irreducibleormalalgebraic complex varieties such
thatY C f(X).
Then there exist an open subgét C Y and X° = f~1(Y?), and a varietyZ° such thatf
factories as follows:
X0 1% 70 5" y0
where
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1. Z° — YV is afinite topological covering in complex topology (i.e.é&ale morphism)
2. X° — ZYis a topological fibre bundle (in complex topology) with cented fibres

In particular,
3.f: X% — YYis afibration, and its fibres are of boundedly many connecteoponents
4. we have a short exact sequence

— m(Y(C),y0) — Wl(f‘}lo((c)(yo), z9) — 1 (X°(C),z0) — 1 (Y?(C),y0) — 7To(f|}lo((c) (%0), o)
Proof. Kollar, Proposition 2.8.1. O

Note that whilef® : X° — Y70 is interpretable in the theory of algebraic varieties and.in
as indeed any morphism of algebraic varieties is, the thewy not say anything about the induced
morphism(f°), : U(X°) — U(Y"?) of the universal covering spaces®f (C) andY?(C).

Morphisms of fundamental groups of normal varietidfie Fact 2.8.1.8 above leads to a fact about
fundamental groups specific to algebraic geometry.

Fact2.8.1.9.Letf : X — Y be amorphism of normal algebraic connected complex vagetissume
that f(X) is openisY.

Then there is an open subséf c Y defined over the same field &S such that for every point
g € Y°(C) c Y(C), every poinyy’ € X, = f~1(g) a generic fibre off over generic poing € Y (C),
it holds that the sequence

fe:m(Xg(C), ') = m(X(C), ') = m(Y(C),g9) = 0
is exact up to finite index.

Proof. Follows from Facts 2.8.1.6 and 2.8.1.8 and 2.8.1.1(thetesaguence of the fundamental
groups of a fibration). That is, Kollar, Proposition 2.8.Haollar, Proposition 2.10.1. O

2.8.2. Extending to non-normal subvarieties

The above provides an explicit description of morphism®logically, between normal algebraic
varieties.

However, we need to deal with arbitrary subvarieties, not necessarily normal. We do so by
considering the image of the fundamental groups in the bigiant variety that is normal.

Fundamental subgroups of non-normal subvarieties.

Fact 2.8.2.1.AssumeA is LERF.

Letp : U — A(C) be the universal covering space, letW — A x A be a closed subvariety,
and letZ = Clpr W. Assume that— (W (C)) andp~!(Z(C)) are unfurled.

Then there is an open subsé? c Z defined over the same field &s such that for every point
g € Z°(C) c Z(C), every point(g,g') € W, = f~1(g) a generic fibre off over generic point
g € Z(C), it holds that the sequence of subgroupsofA (C)?, (p(¢'), p(g))

L*Fl(WQ(C)a (gagl)) — LxT (W((C)v (gvg/)) — LT (Z((C)vg) —0

which is exact up to finite index, and the homomorphisms amsethof subgroups of
m1(A(C)%, (p(g"), (9))-
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Proof. We prove this by passing to the normalisation of varietiéandZ = Clpr W. The assumption
about the irreducibility of connected components impliest tthe composite maps of fundamental

groupsry (W) — (W) — v, (W) andmy (Z) — m1(Z) — 1.mi(Z) are surjective.

To show this, first note that the universal covering spaté€) andZ(C) are irreducible as ana-
lytic spaces; indeed, normality is a local property, andsy tare normal as analytic spaces; they are
obviously connected, and for normal analytic spaces cdivitgdmplies irreducibility.

By properties of covering maps, a morphism between anadptces lifts up to a morphism be-
tween their universal covering spaces (as analytic spates) the normalisation mapy, : W — W

lifts up to a morphismay, : W — U. The normalisation morphismyy is finite and closed by
Hartshorne [7, Ch.11,83,Ex.3.5,3.8]; therefaig, is also, and the image of an irreducible set is irre-

ducible. Thereforéiy (W) is an irreducible subset of a connected componept 17/ (C)). More-
over, if we choose different lifting&y,, we may covep—! (W (C)) by a countable number of such
sets. Now, we use the assumption that a connected compdnentdV (C)) is irreducible to conclude

that the imageny (1) coincides with a connected componenpof' (W (C)). This implies that the
map of fundamental groups is surjective; this may be easdy $f one thinks of a fundamental group
as the group of deck transformations.

Letny : W — W, nw, : W, — W, andnz : Z — Z be the normalisation of varietid&, v/,
andZ.

By the universality property of normalisation in §2.8.1 weynlift the normalisation morphism
ny, : W, — W, to construct a commutative diagram:

W, - W = Z
| J 1
Wg = W — Z

By functoriality of 7y, this diagram and embeddiag W — A x A gives us

m(W,) — m (fV) - m i )

7T1(Wg) — 7T1(W) — 7T1(Z)
4 { {

L*Wl(Wq) — L*ﬂ'l(W) — L*ﬂ'l(Z)

Now, ¢’ is ©-generic int’,; We are almost finished now. By Fact 2.8.1.9 the upper row ef th
diagram is exact up to finite index, and (W) — QZ) are surjective, up to finite index; by as-
sumptions o’ and Z, the composite morphisms, (Z) — w.m(Z) andm (W) — w.m (W) are
surjective. Diagram chasing now proves that the bottom m®also exact up to finite index, and the

mape.m (W) — w.m(Z) is surjective up to finite index. O

2.8.3. Deck transformation groups of co-etale irreducibéets

Recall notationr (V') = {y € I'" : vV/ C V'} for V' C U", and that ifV’ is a connected
component ofp~1(V(C)), then the deck transformation gromgV’’) is canonically identified with
the fundamental group, (V(C), zo), 2o € p(V'): to an element € =(V’) there corresponds path
P(Vay, vay,) Wherexy € V' is arbitrary such that(zg) = xo.

Deck transformation group of a co-etale irreducible setas@mpact .

Corollary 2.8.3.1. In a co-etale irreducible sél/’, the deck transformation group(1V) acts cocom-
pactly, i.e. transitive up-to-compact.
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That is, for every co-etale irreducible closed $Etthere is a compact subsBt, C W such that
every pointw € W there areywo, v € 71(W),wo € Wo andw = ywo.

Proof. By Decomposition Lemmal}/ is a connected component &fiV = p,}lpH(W), for some
finite index subgroupgd < T'. As py is a local isomorphismH W being closed analytic implies
pu(W) =py(HW) C U™/H™is closed analytic and therefore Zariski closed by Chow Lenifhis
implies thatlV is a topological covering of a closed set compact in compewlogy, andr(W) N H
is its deck transformation group. This implies the corgllar O

Deck transformation group of the projection of an irreddeibo-etale closed set.

Proposition 2.8.3.2Action of 7 (U) on U). LetWW’ andV’ = Clpr W’ be co-etale irreducible closed
sets. Then there is a finite index subgrdtlipig,,I' such that

LaWYNH={yeH: AW CW}={yeH:AyWnW #£0}={ye€ H:~xy €W},
for any pointz) € W’

2.pr[r(W)YNH]==(V)NH.

3. for an open subsét® c V” it holds that for arbitrary connected compone} of fibre W),
overg’ € VY there is a sequence exact up to finite index

m(W)) —— (W) L 2 (V) —— 0,

i.e. there exists a finite index subgrofpags,I" independent of andV[/'g’,c such that the sequence
is exact:

T(W))NH —— 7#(W)N[H x H == 7(V)NH —— 0,

Moreover, if W’ and V'’ are defined over an algebraically closed fighj so isV — V°. In
particular, the above sequence is exact§a ©-generic point of”’ = Clpr W'.

Proof of Proposition.To prove(1), apply Decomposition Lemma to the co-etale closed'$&t; by
Decomposition Lemma, takH <ig,I" to be such that the s&ti’’’ decomposes as a union of a finite
number ofH -invariant sets whose connected components are irreéyeibtl therefore they are trans-
lates ofW’. This implies(1). The item(2) is implied by (3).

Let us now prove iteng3). Let H be such thatV’ andV’ are connected componentggf W (C),
py (V(C)), respectively, wher# (C) = pu(W’),V(C) = pu(V'). Consider projection morphism
pr : A x A — A;itinduces a morphismr : W(C) — V(C). By Lemma 2.8.2.1 it gives rise to a
sequence exact up to finite index:

L1 (Wi (C),w) = 1 (W(C), w) — e (V(C),prw) — 0

wherel¢ is a connected component of a fibreléfoverg € V, andg varies in an open subsgt’
of V, andw varies inW;. The index depends only on the Stein factorisation of thgeptmn, and is
therefore independent gfand fibre%’?.

Recall that there is a canonical identification efW’) and ¢.m (W (C),w), and of
tem (Wi (C),w) andw(V[((]’,c’), etc. As a canonical identification respects morphismsp®sition is
implied. O

Corollary 2.8.3.3. Let W’ be a co-etale irreducible closed set, andWt= Clpr W’. Thenr(pr W)
is a finite index subgroup af(V").

Proof. By item (3) of Lemma 2.8.3.2. O
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2.8.4. Corollary: (WP) Weak Properness, i.e. Chevalley lram
Corollary 2.8.4.1(Chevalley Lemma) For the co-etale topology , it holds:

(SP) Projections of closed irreducible sets are irredueiblosed.

(SP)a4 Projections of closed sets invariant under a finite indexgsabp of the fundamental group, are
closed

(SP)gen Projection of an irreducible constructible set containkg#neric points of the projection.

(WP) The projection of an irreducible set open in its clostwatains an open subset of the closure of
the projection. closure.

Proof. Itis easy to check that the projection of Arinvariant closed set is closed; indeed, sayHoe
T, notepr p(TW’) = ppr (W), and thupr TW' = p~ip(pr W’) = p~1p(V), whereV = prp(W’).
As A(C) is projective,V is a closed algebraic subset Af(C), and thusp~!p(V) is a-invariant
closed subset df/. By definition ofEt, it is co-etale closed. This provésSP) ..

To prove (SP), letV’ be a co-etale irreducible closed set which is a connectegooent of H 17/,
Let V' be the closure ofr W’; we intend to apply item (3) of Proposition above.

The setpr HW' is closed, and thuB’ C pr HW’. The sefi”’ is closed, and thus it is contained in
a connected componeWt of pr HW”.

Takev' € V' c V/, and findw’ € W’ such thatpr (hw') = ¢'; this is possible due t&’ C
pr HW'. Alsopr W/ c V', and thugpr (w’) € V/, pr (h)pr (w') = v" € V'. Thenv’ € pr (h)V/NV].
We may further takd{ sufficiently small so that

a(VYNH={rel:7(V/)NV{ #£0} ={rel:7V] =V/}.

Thenpr (k) € 7(VY), and Proposition 2.8.3.2(2) implies there exists an elemgr T'(IW')N[H x H|
such thapr (k) = pr hy. Then,h; W’ = W/, and thupr (hqw') = pr (h)prw’ = v, as required.

This argument can be given topologically. We repro9¢),;, topologically.

First, we may assume thet’ is a connected component' pz (W) = HW', and by Chevalley
Lemma for algebraic varieties there is a 88t C prpy (W’) C V such thatV’® C V is open inV.
Let V' be the connected componentgf' (V) containingpr W'. TakeV® = V' N p,' (V?); then
V% c V' is openinV’ as an intersection with an open set.

Takev' € VY, and takew’ € W/, prpg(w') = py(v') € VO C prW; such a point’ in W’
exists by what we call the covering property of connected maments. Nowpr w’ € V', and thus
70 € (V') wherevy, is defined byy’ = yoprw’. Conditionpr pg (w') = pg(v') € A7 (K) implies
Yo € H. Thus the inclusiopr #(W')N H = « (V') N H implies there exists; € ©(W'), pry1 = 7o,
and thus/ = yyprw’ = pr (y;w’), and the Chevalley lemma is proven.

(SP)gen is implied by (SP), as the projection is irreducible and g\féare above a generic point
of pr W contains a generic point & = cl .S that is necessarily contained

(WP) is also implied by (SP). Lét/ c U" be irreducible, and I8t/; = W; N W C W be closed
irreducible subsets df such that J, W; is closed. We need to prove that(W \ |J, W;) C U™ is
open in its closure. It is easy to notice that that we may assiimat| J, W; is I'y = ker(7(W) —
7(pr (W))-invariant: usey-invariance of every fibrél’, = pr ~!(x) to check that the projection

pr(WA\ W) =pr W\ () (JyW2)
i el i
does not change: i, = (|J, W;) N W, then
we= () v(Jw)nw)= (O UJwon ) We= [ JyW:) N We.
v€ly % el i yely vyely i
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The infinite intersection is closed in co-etale topologyd dnerefore every compact subsetGf*
intersects only finitely many of closed subsetmerg (U; YW3).

Take an open balB ¢ U™ such thatits closure is compact, and take a finite index sulpgfd < T’
such that for everyV; intersectingor ~!(B) and everyy € H", eitheryW; = W; oryW; N W; = 0;
we may do so by Proposition 2.8.3.2 taking into account trebwly need to consider finitely many
Wi's by I'g-invariance. Finally consider the quotigity = (W\U. cr, w,npr —1(5)20 YWa) /H" ™.

It is a subset of an algebraic variety, and, in Zariski togglas open in its closure. Therefore
by [HartAG,Ch.l,Ex.3.10,Ch.Il,Ex.3.23}r (W) is constructible and alspr (W \ U;W;) N B =
H™pr (Wy) N B. Thus, for every open balB, inside of B the setlV}, = prW \ pr (W \ U;W;)
coincides with a union of co-etale constructible sets, andsequently, the closure &f in complex
topology coincides with a finite union of co-etale closedsktcally in every open balB. This implies
V4 is closed analytic, and than, in the analytic irreducibleaieposition, every irreducible component
coincides with an irreducible component of a co-etale dasst. By definition (1), this implie¥, is
closed in co-etale topology, as required. O

Remark 2.8.4.2.1tis not sufficient to show that locally in complex topolody,contains an open sub-
set ofpr W, as the following counterexample shows. Let us explain tbeige. Consider a countably
infinite family of lines inC? passing though a point, and take the union of countably mateyvials
lying on these lines. Then, the union is not contained in tragetement of any closed analytic set;
and it is easy to ensure that, on every compact subset, tba isicontained in the completement of
only finitely many of these lines, i.e. is in the completemad closed analytic set.

2.8.5. Corollary: (FC) Parametrising fibres of particularichensions
The proof of (FC)(min) is quite similar to that of (WP).

Corollary 2.8.5.1. (FC). For a locally closed irreducible set¥ ¢ U™ x U™ and the projection
pr : U" x U™ — U™, it holds

(FC)(min) there exists an open set V such tHatprS # () and for everyw € VNprsS, dim(pr=—1(v)N
S) = min{dim(pr=(a) N S)}

(FC)(>) The setw € prS : dim(pr—1(a) N S) > k is of the formI” N prS for some constructibl@'.

Proof. (FC)(min) LetW = cl.S be the closure ofS and let H < T a finite index subgroup
as provided by Proposition 2.8.3.2. By [HartAG,Ch.I,EXBCh.II,Ex.3.22], for an open subset
VO c prH"™™W, for every pointv € VO, it holds that every irreducible component of fi-
bre (W/H"™*™), of the algebraic morphismpr : W/H"*™ — U™/H™ is of dimension
e =dimW — dimpr W = dim(W/H"*™) — dim pr (W/H"*t™). The latter that every irreducible
component obr ~*(W/H"*t™), is of dimensiore unless empty, antf® N pr W is as required. The
proof of (FC)(>) is similar. O

2.8.6. Uniformity of generic fibres
Let o (V') denote the set of irreducible component$1of.

Corollary 2.8.6.1(Generic Fibres) In notation of Proposition above, for a poipt € V/ = Clpr W’
not contained in some propér-definable closed subsetdf the fibrelV, has finitely many connected
components, and for any connected compo#igfitof W, it holds

W'ng x HWVF = g x WF,
W' ng' x HW), = ¢g" x W,.
In particular, the formulae above hold fgf a ©-generic point of/.

©2018



22 Misha Gavrilovich 2018

Proof. Let H be as in Proposition 2.8.3.2. The fibi€| is the intersection ofV, with a coordinate
plane, and therefore is co-etale closed. By Decompositiemra, the fibréV,, is a union of -
translates of a finite number of irreducible séts . . ., Z;..

To prove the claim, take € H suchthaz;, hZ; C W,,. Then(id, h) € Hx H,and(id, h~")W'n
W' > ¢’ x Z! # 0, and by Proposition 2.8.3.2(1) this impliégl, »~")W’ = W’ and(id,h ') €
m(W'). However, by Proposition 2.8.3.2(2)W,°) N H = ker(pr .(m(W') — pr (V")) N H), and
thush € m(W)¢), hRW¢ = W¢ for any connected componeit© of fibre ..

To proveW' N g' x HW)* = g’ x W¢, takeh € H such thaty’ x hWW,, N W # (. Then
(id,h) € H x H and

(id, )W NW' > g’ x hW, N W, # 0,

by Proposition 2.8.3.2(1) this impliefd, )W’ = W’ ie. (id,h) € =(W’). Now Proposi-
tion 2.8.3.2(2Q)w (W,7) N H = ker(pr.(x(W') — pr (V")) N H) givesh W, = W/, i.eh € =(W,,),
as required.

In particular, W' N HW,, = W), andW’ N W)¢ = g' x W¢ O

3. Core sets: A language for the co-etale topology: k-definable sets

So far we have analysed the topology@r(and its Cartesian powefs™’s) whose closed sets are
rather easy to understand. Now, to put the consideratiomgeain a framework of model-theory, we
want to define é&anguageable to define closed sets in the co-etale topology. Fromgabedic point of
view, that corresponds to defining an automorphism groug efith respect to the co-etale topology.
The automorphism group is to be an analogue of a Galois group.

In the terminology of [19], this corresponds to a choice ofecclosed subsets. Our language is
smaller than that: core closed subsets are definable withmters (corresponding to core subsets).

Let us draw an analogy to the action of Galois group®@as an algebraic variety defined over
Q endowed with Zariski topology. The Galois group may not béneéel as the group of bijections
continuous in Zariski topology: for example, all polynoimi@aps are continuous in Zariski topology;
linear and affine maps — ax + b are such continuous bijections.

Thus we distinguish certaifp-definable subsets among Zariski closed subse@%hnd then de-
fine Galois group as the group of transformation@fpreserving the distinguishe@-defined subsets

(of @3); in this case the graphs of addition and multiplicationsitienderived, rather trivially, that
this implies that Galois group acts by transformation candius in Zariski topology.

Recall the way this is derived: thg-definable subsets are giveamesin this case addition and
multiplication, and then each closed set (subvariety)uegia name by the equations defining the set
of its points; in fact, in algebraic geometry the word varigieans rather theame the set of equations,
rather that the set of points the equations define.

In order to define a useful automorphism group of the co-&glelogy, we follow the same pattern.

Model theory provides us with means to give precise mearitige argument above, and to define
mathematically what is it exactly that we want. In these &rthe distinguished subsets forntaa-
guage and the Galois group is the group of automorphismthefstructure in that languagéodel
theory studies that group via the study of the structure.

3.1. Definition of a languageLa for universal covers in the co-etale topology

In this §, it becomes essential thatis defined over an algebraic fiekdc Q ¢ C embedded irt.
We considep : U — A(C) as a structure in the following language.

Definition 3.1.0.2. We consider the universal covering spaceU — A (C) as a one-sorted structure
U, in the languagé.,a which has the following symbols:
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the symbols~; A for Z a closed subvariety ok (C)™ defined over number field, and,
the symbolsv, for each normal subgroufi <is,m(U)™ of finite index

The symbols are interpreted as follows:

' ~z Ay <= pointsz’ € U" andy’ € U" lie in the same (analytic) irreducible component
of theT-invariant closed analytic set *(Z(C)) c U".

o ~py = FrexnU)": 72’ =y andr € H.

Note that we do not assunieto be connected.
As justified by Corollary 3.1.0.3, we get a bi-interpretalaleguage by considering the following
predicates instead:

! ~G AH y' iff 2’ andy’ lie in the sameconnecteccomponent of the preimage,* (Z;(C)),
Z; c AH(C)" an irreducible component of algebraic varigly' (Z(C)) ¢ A (C)".

Corollary 3.1.0.3. For every closed-invariant analytic subseZ’ of U", there exist closed analytic
subsetsZ;, ..., Z/ invariant under action of a finite index subgro@pofI", such that

T~z Yy = xw%{y\/xw‘ééy\/...VxNCZ;zy.

Consequently, for every closed subvarigtpf A, there exist subvarietieg, . .., Z, of a finite étale
coverAf such that

Tzy = vy yVar~g YV Vo ~y oy
Proof. TakeH andZj,..., Z! asin Decomposition Lemma 2.3.2.1. O

Note that the languagk, is countable. This is an essential property, from modebitheoint of
view; in technical, down-to-earth terms it is useful to makauctive constructions.

Let us use this opportunity to remind that we use symbglsrather abusively to mean “lie in the
same irreducible component of” eithe?, p;,' (%), etc.

3.2. La-definability of w(U)-action etc
In the next lemma, a closed set means a co-etale closed set.
Lemma 3.2.0.4.For any normal finite index subgroud <5, I' it holds

1. the relation
Affg(x,y,2z,t) =Ty € H : yx = y&kyz =1t

is La (0)-definable
2. AnH-invariant closed set ig. -definable with parameters.

3. A connected component of a generic fibre of.grdefinable irreducible closed set is uniformly
La-definable; the definition is valid over an open subset of ttogeption, definable over the
same set of parameters.

4. Any co-etale closed irreducible set is a connected compiorf a fibre of anl.a -definable set.

5. Anirreducible closed set 4 -definable.
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Proof. To prove (1), note that

p~HA©) = [J{(z,y2) 2 € U}

~el’

whereA = {(z,z) : x € A} is an algebraic closed subvariety defined dveFhe connected compo-
nents{(z,vx) : « € U}, € I are the equivalence classes of the relatioq, and thus are definable
with parameters.

Evidently Aff,(x,y,s,t) iff (z,y) ~a (s,t) lie in the same connected component of
pH(A(C)) CUxU.

To prove (2), we consider two casé$-case:An irreducible closed subvarie®) C A defined
overQ is an irreducible component of subvariety

Zv=|J o2

o:kz—C

of A, wherek is the field of definition ofZ of finite degree. The formula implies is La -definable
with parameters with the help of symbel, 4; the parameters may be taken to lieA{Q) but not
necessarily iM (kz). A slightly more complicated argument could give a condtauncdefiningZ as
a connected component.

For an analytic co-etale closed irreducible étC U, it holds thatZ’ is an irreducible component
of ' Z',i.e. itis an irreducible component pf }(Z) = p~!p(Z’). Thus the above argument gives that
every co-etale irreducible subsetldfdefined ovefQ is L, -definable with parameters.

Q(ty,...,t,)-case:Thus we have to deal with the case whe#) is notQ-definable. Our strategy
is to show that any such set is a connected componen@afjianeric fibre of &)-definable set, and
then show that such connected components are uniformlyat#éinUniformity will be important for
us later in axiomatisingJ.

Let us see first that each co-etale closed irreducible set@aected component of a fibre of a
co-etale closed irreducible set defined oQer

Take a co-etale irreducible s&t and takeH <15,I" such thatZ’ is a connected component of
HZ' = py*(Z), for an irreducible algebraic closed sét= py(Z’). By the theory of algebraically
closed field, we know thaZ can be defined as a Boolean combination, necessarily aveosite, of
Q-definable closed subsets and their fibres; by passing to kesmabset if necessary, we see that the
irreducibility of Z implies that algebraic subsgtc
A(C) is a connected component oflageneric fibre of &)-definable closed subsBt C
A(C)". ThenH Z' is the corresponding fibre ¢f,,' (). The closed sef’ is a union of the corre-
sponding fibres of the irreducible component$9f (W), and irreducibility ofZ’ implies that union is
necessarily trivial. Thus, we have thatis a connected component of a fibre of an irreducible co-etale
closed set defined ové. We may also ensure that is a connected component ofdageneric fibre
of W' by intersectingV’’ with the preimage of an irreducibl@-definable set containingr Z’, and
repeating the process if necessary.

Let us now prove that the connected components of@hgeneric fibres of an irreducibi®-
definable set ar@-definable.

Let W’ c A(C)?, and letV’ = Clpr W’ be as in Proposition 2.8.3.2 and Corollary 2.8.6.1. The
morphismpr : W — V admits a Stein factorisation (Fact 2.8.1p7)= f, o f1 as a composition of a
finite morphismf, : W — V4 and a morphism with connected fibrgs: V1 — V. In particular, two
pointsz1, z2 € W, lie in the same connected component of fibdrg iff fo(x1) = fo(z2).

Now set

/

o~y Yy == 2l ~w y'&pra’ = pry'&fo(pu(a’)) = folpu(y')) (ChY
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(here subscripg is a part of the notation, and does not denote an elemdd) of
In notation of Corollary 2.8.6.1, we have

Corollary 3.2.0.5. If prz’ = g’ € V'°, then the formula’ ~, y’ holds iff2’ ~g v andz’ and

y’ lie in the same connected component of fildfg of W. If W,V are ©-definable, so i9/7°. The
parameters needed to defing,, liveinU/H.

Proof. This is a reformulation of the formuldl”” N ¢’ x HW)* = ¢ x W¢. Indeed,pra’ =
pry'&folpu(a’)) = folpu(y')) holds iff 2’,y" € g’ x HWF for g = pra’ = pry’ and some
W,¢ a connected component of fibreléf’ aboveg’. The relation of lying in the same connected com-
ponent of a fibre being translation invariant, we may as wsdlaner’, ' € W' if 2’ ~y 3/ € W' lie
in the same connected componentBf. Then the formula means that, 3’ lie in the same connected
component of fibrg' x W,.

The claim that the formula holds faf € V'° in an open subset i®-definable is a part of the
conclusion of Corollary 2.8.6.1. O

The claim above implies (3); (4) and (3) imply (5) and (2). O

Corollary 3.2.0.6. Let Auty, (U) be the group of bijectiong : U — U preserving relations-z a €
La; thenAuty, (U) acts by transformations continuous in the co-etale topplog

Proof. Immediate by Lemma 3.2.0.4. O

The results above justify thinking ¢fut, (U) as aGalois group ofU.

Remark 3.2.0.7. Via identificationsUjy = A (C), there is a natural inclusion of a subgroup
of Autr, (U) into Aut(C/Q); what can one say about the common subgroup\of;, (U) and
Aut(C/Q), or rather a conjugacy class of such subgroups? Is therestations betweeAut;, (U)
and the Grothendieck’s fundamental gratigAg, 0)?

4. Model homogeneity: an analogue of n-transitivity of Autz, (U)-action.

Now we want to study the action dfut, (U) on U, and analyse orbits of its action df and
U™ n > 1. In model theory one would hope that the aforementioned®dain be analysed in terms
of the language; in presence of a nice topology possessingpamess property (WP) or (SP) we may
hope to analyse orbits in terms of closed sets.

The situation when this is possible is called homogeneitgperty 4.0.0.12 below statesodel
homogeneitpf U. Model homogeneity says, roughly, that two tuples of pdiets1 the same orbit (of
the action fixing an algebraically closed subfield) iff thare no obvious obstructions, i.e. iff they lie
in the same closed sets (defined over an algebraically ckggfeld which we assume fixed).

Definition 4.0.0.8. We say thatV is a©-constructible seiff

1. the closure&C1lV is defined ove®

2. W contains all®-generic points of the irreducible component<hfi/.
An irreducibleconstructible set is a set whose closure is irreducible.

Definition 4.0.0.9. We say thatv € W is a©-generic point of an irreducible constructible setuiff
does not lie in a proped-definable subset di.

We say that a property holds foruamiform generic poinof 1 iff it holds for every point is some
openO-definable subset di/.

Lemma 4.0.0.10.A projection of an irreducibl@®-constructible set i®-constructible.
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Proof. Let W C U x U be an irreducible set defined ovér, and let?, be the set of all®-
generic points ofV; generally speakinglV, is not definable. We need to prove thatlV is also
O-constructible. Lely be a®©-generic point of the closure gfr W; we knowg € pr W by (SP) of
Lemma 2.8.4.1. By Lemma 2.8.6.1 we know that the (non-enfitisg 1V, contains &-generic point
of W, and thugy € pr Wy, as required. O

The set of realisations of a complete quantifier-free syittagpe p/© with parameter se® is
O-constructible; and conversely, evedyconstructible set can be represented in this form.
Thus, the above lemma is equivalenttédhomogeneity for such types.

Definition 4.0.0.11.We say thalU ishomogeneous for irreducible closed sets @®eorhomogeneous
for syntactic quantifier-free complete types o#ror model homogeneolf$ either of the following
equivalent conditions holds

1. the projection of an irreducibl@-constructible set i®-constructible;

2. forany tuples:, b € U™ andc € U™ if gftp(a/0O) = qftp(b/©) then there existd € U™ such
thatqftp(a, c/©) = qftp(b,d/O)

To see that the conditions are equivalent, note that thefgseatisations of a complete quantifier-
free typeqftp(a, ¢/©) is ©-constructible; its projection contaiasand also i€9-constructibley is its
©-generic point; thenp(a/0) = tp(b/©) impliesb is also©-generic, i.e. belongs to the projection.

The above proves the following result.

Property 4.0.0.12. The standard model: U — A(C) in languag€e_.s is model homogeneous, i.e. it
is w-homogeneous for closed sets over arbitrary algebraickged subfiel® c C.

Proof. Follows directly from Def. 4.0.0.11 and Lemma 4.0.0.10. O

Corollary 4.0.0.13. The set of realisations of a quantifier-free tygfep(z/0) overp=1(A(0)) con-
sists of©-generic points of some co-etale irreducible closed subisbt

Proof. Follows from the previous statements. O

5. An L,,,-axiomatisation X(A(C)) and stability of the corresponding L,,,-Class.

In this § we introduce an axiomatisatio®( A.(C)) for L,,,.,(La )-class which contains the standard
modelp : U — A(C), and is stable over models and all models in it are model hemegus. We then
show that the class of models satisfies, —,x, ) of Theorem 6.0.4.8.

5.1. Algebraic La (G)-structures

We know thatU /G = A% (C) carries the structure of an algebraic variety over figldhe cover-
ing A%(C) — A(C) carries a structure in a reduki (G) of languagel . In fact, similar interpreta-
tion works for an arbitrary algebraically closed fididinstead ofK’ = C.

For every finite index subgrou@<is,I', there is a well-defined coverilg® — A of finite degree.
The spaceA (C) is projective, and thud “(C) is also a complex projective manifold. By Fact 2.3.1.2,
A€ has the structure of an algebraic variety.

Recall that we use the following fact as the defining propeftsn étale covering: the morphism
B(K) — A(K) of varieties over an algebraically closed fiditlof char 0 isétaleiff there exists an
embedding : K’ — C of the field K’ of definition of A and B into C such that the corresponding
morphismi(B)(C) — i(A)(C) is a covering of topological spaces.
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Definition 5.1.0.14(Finitary reducts ofLs). Letpe : A9(K) — A(K) be a finite étale morphism.
Let Lo (G) C La be the language consisting of all predicated.gfof form ~, and symbols- g for
G C H.ThenA%(K) — A(K) carries anla (G)-structure as follows:

1.2 ~z 3y <= pointsz’,y’ € A(K)" lie in the same irreducible component of algebraic
closed subsei,' (Z(K)) of A% (K)".

2.2/ ~g y <= there exist an algebraic morphism: A — A% and a co-etale covering
morphismg : A — A¥ such that-(z') = v/ andr o ¢ = ¢:

AG —T , AG

lq étale cover lq

AH id AH

For G = e the trivial group andK’ = C, the construction above would degenerate into the inter-
pretation ofU — A if it were well-defined.

ForG =T, A% = A, and thusl4 (T) is just a form of the language for the algebraic variaty
here the point is that we have predicates for the relationgifeducible components df-definable
closed subsets only.

In general, the above is simply a variation of an ACF struetmA.. In particular, all Zariski closed
subsets of A“)"(K) are La (G)-definable.

5.2. Axiomatisation X(A (C)) of the universal covering spacel

We define the axiomatisatiaki = X(A(C)) to be anL.,.(La)-sentence corresponding to Ax-
iom 5.2.1.1 and Axioms 5.2.2.1-5.2.2.5 below.

5.2.1. Basic Axioms
These axiom describe quotatiods ~y for H<ig,I", and some properties & — U/ ~p.

Axiom 5.2.1.1. All first-order statements valid ity and expressible in terms @f -interpretable rela-
tions
xl NZ_’AG yl = Exllayll(xll ~g yl/&xll ~G xl&y/l ~G y/)’ Gqﬁnl—\

and~qg, G<gnl'.
Essentially, these axioms descridg; as an algebraic variety.

5.2.2. Path-lifting Property Axiom, or the covering propigr Axiom

Axiom 5.2.2.1(Path-lifting Property foil’; Covering Property foiV). For everyLa -predicate~yy
and all G<g,I" small enough, we have an axiom

.':C/ NW_’AG y/ _— Ely//(y// ~a y/&x/ ~W y//)

We also have a stronger axiom ffiibresof 1; here we use that the relation “to lie in the same
connected component of a fibre of a variety” is algebraic &edefore the correspondirigrinvariant
relation isLa -definable.

Axiom 5.2.2.2(Lifting Property for fibres) For all G<g,I" sufficiently small, we have an axiom
(@, 21) ~y, ac W0, v1) = 3T o ~a wodeyt ~a yi&(ah, #1) ~w (25, 47)]
in a slightly different notation

@~y ae Y =3 (Y ~a y&pra’ = pry&a ~w y)
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The relationz’ ~, AG ' is defined by the formula (3.1) (cf. Claim 3.2.0.5).
Axiom 5.2.2.3(Fundamental group is residually finite)

Va'Vy' (¢’ =y <= AN 2’ ~uv)
Ii<]fimF

Thus, it says that two elements ©f separated by an element Bf for every H <i5,I", have to be
equal.

The next property is strengthening of the previous one; manfien element is ~ y-equivalent
to an element of a group generateddyy. . ., a,,, then it is actually in the group. In terms of paths,
this has the following interpretation: take loops . . . , v, and a loop\. If for every H <ig,,I" it holds
that \ is ~g-equivalent to some concatenation of paths. . . , v, then it is actually a concatenation
of these paths.

Axiom 5.2.2.4(*Translations have finite length”, subgroup separabilityor all N € N we have an
L, ,-axiom

VbVa; ... Vay.

/\ \/ th . hn (b ~H hn&hl = al& /\ v (hiahi-l-l) ~A (aj,aj+1)>

H<gnI neN 1<i<n 1<G<N

— v dhi...hy, (b: hp,&hi = a1 & /\ v (hiahi-l-l) ~A (aj,aj+1)>

neN 1<i<n 1<G<N

The next axiom is needed to apply the axioms above. It refleetiact that the fundamental groups
of varieties are finitely generated, a fact we used and potied proof of Lemma 2.3.2.1. recall that
this was proved as a corollary of the fact that topologicatiyalgebraic variety can be triangulated into
finitely many contractible pieces nicely glued together.

Axiom 5.2.2.5(Groupsr(W,) are finitely generated)For every symbok-y;, and for eachH C T’
small enough we have dn,,, ,,-axiom:

VNEN E|CL1 e EaNVb,

N
A (@i ~w a;&a; ~g aj&pra; = praj)& (/\ (b ~w a;&prb=pra;) =
1<i#Aj<N i=1

N N-1
\/ th . hn <b = hn&hl = al& /\ V (hl, hi+1) ~A (CLj,(IjJrl)&pI‘ hl = pr hi+1>>

neN j=1 j=1

In fact, we may combine the two axioms above into one weakienmaxvhich would requiresub-
group separability with respect to the subgroug$?’).

5.2.3. Standard modeU is a model of%

The universal covering spage U — A(C) satisfies the Axiom 5.2.1.1 by definition.

To proveU satisfies Axiom 5.2.2.1, note that faf<s,I" small enough, the relations ~w.¢ v
means thapg(z') andpg(y') lie in the same irreducible componeiif; of the preimage oV C
A(C)™ in A9(C)". Take a pathy connectingy(0) = pg (') and~(1) = pa(y’) lying in W;; by
the lifting property it lifts to a pathy’,+/(0) = 2’ such thatpg(7/(¢)) = ~v(¢), 0 < ¢t < 1. Then,
pa(7' (1)) = pe(y'), and thusy’' (1) ~¢ y’. On the other handy’ (1) andz’ lie in the same connected
component of the preimage of the irreducible componi&ntin U. Now note that by Decomposi-
tion Lemma 2.4.0.3 fof7 small enough such a connected component has to be irredpaid thus
Axiom 5.2.2.1 holds.
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The Axiom 5.2.2.2 has a similar geometric meaning as Axioth51; the assumption is that
pe(z’) andpg(y') lie in the same connected component of a fibirg; it is enough to takey to
lie in fibre W, to arrive to the conclusion of Axiom 5.2.2.1.

Axiom 5.2.2.3 follows from the condition 2 of the definitioh@ LERF variety.

Axioms 5.2.2.4 is condition 2 of the definition of a LERF vayie

The geometric meaning dh;, hit+1) ~a (a;,ai+1) is as follows. The pair of points;, a;11
determines a path in A(C), v(0) = (1) = p(a;) = p(ait+1). For pointsh;, h;;1 such thap(h;) =
p(hit+1), they can be joined by a lifting of iff (h;, hi+1) ~a (ai,ait1). ... Thus the assumption in
the axiom says that if any two points of fibre abg:é) = p(a,) can be joined by a concatenation
of liftings of finitely many pathsy;’s in A(C), up to a translate by an element f, then they can in
fact be just joined by such a sequence. In a way, this can hgthof as disallowing paths of infinite
length.

On the other hand, the conditiqh;, h;+1) ~a (a;,a;41) can be interpreted as; .1 = 7;h;
wherer; is the deck transformation taking into a; 1, ;a; = a;1+1. Then, the assumption says that
if b € w(U) belongs to the group generated h3s, up to~y, thenb does belong to the subgroup
generated by;’s.

The last remaining Axiom 5.2.2.5 means that the fundamentalpsr (W,) is finitely generated,
and we already used this Fact in the proof of Lemma 2.3.2.1.

5.3. Analysis of models ofx
5.3.1. ModelsU/~.,, as algebraic varieties

Let U = X be anLa-structure modelling axiomatisatiacl(A (C)), and letU be the standard
model, i.e. the universal covering space of
A(C) considered as aha -structure.

We know thatU/~.,; = A¥ (C) for some algebraic varieties (C) defined ovefC. The relations
~,~z g are essentially relations dM/NH, and thus Axiom 5.2.1.1 says that the first-order theories
of U/~ and that of standard mod&l/~. ,; in the languagda (H) = {~u,~zpu: Z varieg coin-
cide. We know by properties of analytic covering maps thairaducible co-etale closed subset of
U covers an irreducible Zariski closed subsetddf (C), and thus the relatior 7 7 on U/~ ; inter-
prets as saying that,y € A¥(K) lie in the same (Zariski) irreducible component of the praj®
of Z(K) in AH(K). In particular, every component is definabledy 7 y whereg is taken to be its
generic point. Since evef@-definable closed subvariety is an irreducible componeat®fdefinable
subvariety, this implies that evefy-definable closed subvariety &f” (C) is La (H )-definable. Thus,
full theory of an algebraically closed field is reconstrhlgtiin La (H) on U/~ y; and thus, there is an
algebraically closed fiel& = K, chark = 0 such thatU/ ~y= A" (K).

Fix these isomorphism&/ ~y= Af(K), and letpy : U — A (K) be the projection mor-
phism. Then the above considerations say

2 ~wuy <= pu(@) ~ww puly) < 2’ andy lie the same (Zariski) irreducible
component of the preimage af{ K ) in A? (K).

r ~g 3y <= there exist an algebraic morphism: A — A and a co-etale covering
morphismg : A# — A% such that-(2') = v’ andr o ¢ = ¢

AH T, AH

lq étale cover lq

AG 4, AG
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An important corollary of above considerations is that aay & form py,' (Z(K)), Z(K) C
AT (K)is Lp-definable.
Notation5.3.1.1 Let us introduce new relations dd; eventually we will prove that they are first-
order definable. We introduce the relations below for evérged subvariety oA (K'), not necessarily
defined ovek (those would be i)

' ~wy = pu(a’) ~wom pa(y') forall H<g,T.

An irreducible componerf relation~y; is a maximal set of points il pairwise~y,-related. A
subset ofU is basic closedff it is a union of irreducible components of relatiorsy, , . . ., ~w,, , for
someWs, ..., W,. Anirreducible closed se an irreducible component of a relatien, for some
closed subvarietyV’. Let us call a subset dJ co-etale closedff it is the intersection of basic closed
sets. This defines an analogue of the co-etale topolody.on

5.3.2. Group action of fibres 0p : U — A(K) on U

For a pointzg € U, letn(U,z)) = {y : y ~r x,} = p~'p(x}) be the fibre op : U — A(K).
For every point’ € U and every poiny’ ~r z, there exists a point” € U such thapg(z', ') ~a
pc(zh,y'); this follows from Axiom 5.2.1.1. Then, by lifting properfpr A ¢ A%(K), there exists
2" € Usuchthat” ~¢g z” and(z’, 2’"") ~a (z5,y’). Moreover, such a point” is unique. Indeed,
by Axiom 5.2.1.1 the conditiongy (2”') ~g pu(2”) and(2’, 2"") ~a. o (z3,y’) determinepy (2)
uniquely for everyH <15, G. This implies that'” is unique by Axiom 5.2.2.3.

The above construction defines an actioof 7(U,z)) = {y : y ~r 24} = p~'p(z;) onU: a
pointy’ ~r z( sends:’ into 2", o, 2’ = z’"". Axiom 5.2.1.1 and Axiom 5.2.2.1 imply that it is in fact
a group action.

Let 7(U) be the group of transformations &f induced byr (U, x{,); the group does not depend
on the choice of{,. We refer tor(U) as thegroup of deck transformationsr the fundamental group
of U. This terminology is justified by the fact thato p = p, forp : U — A(K) the covering map.

ForasubseV c U”, letar(W) ={r: U" - U": 7(W) C W, € m(U)"}.

5.3.3. Decomposition Lemma foJ
We use a Corollary to Lemma 2.3.2.1.

Lemma 5.3.3.1(Decomposition lemma; Noetherian propert@ssumeA is LERF.
A subsep— (W), W C A(K) has a decomposition of the form

W'=HZ/U...UHZ,,

where H <5,I" is a finite index normal subgroup &, the co-etale closed sef, ..., Z; are irre-
ducible components of relations;,, for some algebraic subvarietigs of A(K), and for anyr € H
eitherrZ! = Zl orrZ/ N Z! = 0.

Proof. By a corollary to Decomposition Lemma 2.3.2.1 we may chaldse;,I" with the following
property.

LetZ; ¢ A (K)'s be theirreducible componentspafp—! (W). Then, they have the property that
the connected componentsyafpy,' (Z;) € A%(K) are irreducible. ChoosE! to be an irreducible
components of relations z,, i.e. the closed sets;;' (Z;). We claim that theseZ!’s give rise to a
decomposition as above.

Before we are able to prove this, let us prove lifteng property for ~z,, namely that the map
pu : Z, — Z;(K) is surjective. For convenience, we drop the indéeelow.

By passing to a smaller subgroup if necessary we may find atydsi ¢ A (K)" defined over
Q such that for some € A"(K), Z; is a connected component of fibvg of V overg, and it holds
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that if pointsz’, 3" are such thapy ('), pu(v') € Z; andz’ ~w o', pu(praz’) = pu(pry’) = ¢
lie in the same connected componenttfoverg, py(g’) = g, then in factz’ andy’ lie in the same
connected component of the preimageof Z;, 2’ ~z v/'.

Consider Axiom 5.2.2.2 for all7 <15, I" sufficiently small

SC/ Nt‘:‘/g_’AG y/ _— Ey//(y// ~a y/&prx/ — pry//&x/ ~y y//)

Now take any point’ € Z’ C U and a pointy € Z(K). We want to provery(Z') D Z(K),
and thus it is enough to prove there exigtsc U, py(y1) = y, 2" ~z y1. We know that there exist
¥ € U, 2/ NCZ,AG Yo, due to Axiom 5.2.1.1. Sinc& = V, for someg € U"~!, we also have
(¢',2") ~V, AG (¢',y2), and takingpy (¢') = g, 2" = (¢, 2'),y' = (¢',y=2), Axiom 5.2.2.2 gives the
conclusion

Elyll(yll ~a yl&pr x/ — pr yll&xl ~y yll).

The conclusion says points, y” € U™, py(z'),pa(y’) € Z; lie in the same connected com-
ponent ofp,;'(V), are ~g-equivalent, and lie above the same poiitpr(g’) = g. Then by
Lemma 3.2.0.5 we know thaty(z'), pr(y’) lie in the same connected component of the corre-
sponding preimage af;. By definition of Z’, this meangr.y’ € Z’. Thus, we have proved that
pu(Z') = Z(K) is surjective.

Now the following by now standard argument concludes thefro

The the covering property implies that

pi (Z(K) = |J n2' =HZ';
heH

indeed, by properties of we know that the relations’ ~z s ' are equivalence relations for all
G<isnH. Moreover, we know that any two equivalence classes areugatgd by the action of an
element ofH; this is so because the covering property implies that tleea@ element of each of the
classes above each elementdf). This implies the lemma. O

We single out the following part of the proof as a corollary.
Recall that~¢ means “to lie in the same connected component of”.

Corollary 5.3.3.2(the covering property)For a subvarietyZ C A(K), 2’ ~% o y' = " (y" ~c

yler' ~5 ).

Proof. The proof of the lifting property above proves the corolléoy Z ¢ A (K) such that the
relations~% and~z are equivalent. However, by Decomposition Lemma anypgjé(Z) can be
decomposed into a union of such sets; then going from onducible component to another one
intersecting it gives the corollary. O

Corollary 5.3.3.3 (Topology onU). The collection of co-etale closed subsetdbforms a topol-
ogy with a descending chain conditions on irreducible s@tbasic co-etale closed set possesses an
irreducible decomposition as a union of a finite number ofibas-etale closed sets whose co-etale
connected components are co-etale irreducible. A uniorrediicible components of a co-etale closed
set is co-etale closed.

That is,

1. the collection of co-etale closed subsetéfinn > 0 forms a topology. The projection and inclu-
sion mappr : U" — U™, (z1,...,2,) = (Tiy,..., @i, ) ande : U" = U™ (21,...,2,) —
(Tiys .oy Ti s Cmss. .., Cp) @€ CONtINUOUS.
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2. There is no infinite decreasing chainC U;1 C U; C ... C Uy of co-etale closed irreducible
sets.

3. Aunion of irreducible components of a co-etale closedssat-etale closed.

4. A set is basic co-etale closed iff it a union@nnecteccomponents of a finite number &f-
invariant sets, for somél <i5,,I" a finite index subgroup df.

5. A basic co-etale closed set is a union of a finite number sichzo-etale closed sets whose co-
etale connected components are co-etale irreducible. biae those sets may be taken so that
their connected components within the same set are trasstateach other by the action of a
finite index subgroup! <ig, T

Proof. The last item is a reformulation of Decomposition Lemma.tAd items but (1) trivially follow
from (5).

Let us prove the intersection of two co-etale closed&eindY; is co-etale closed.

AssumelV’ andV’ are unions of connected componentffinvariant setsH W’ and HV'. The
intersectionH W' N HV' is H-invariant and the sél’ NV is a union of the connected components of
HW'NHV'. Theintersectiodl W/ NHV' = py,' (pa (W) Npr (V")) is co-etale closed by definition,
and thus its connected components are also co-etale cBgetkfinition this impliesiV’ N V' is co-
etale closed.

An infinite intersection is closed by definition.

The descending chain condition follows from the fact thatreeducible subset of an irreducible
set necessarily has smaller dimension. O

5.3.4. Semi-Properness (SP)
Let W’ C U be anirreducible closed subseif U, i.e. a subset otJ defined by

x~w oar & & ~woan

whereaq, ..., a, € U are such that

YyVz /\ y~a;& /\ Zra; =Y~ 2

1<i<n 1<i<n

Such a sef¥’ we call an irreducible component of closed set definedcbyy, x, or simply an
irreducible component of relatior .

Lemma 5.3.4.1(Chevalley Lemma, (SP))A projection of a co-etale irreducible closed set is co-etal
closed.

Proof. Let W’ be such an irreducible set, and Iét = Clpr W’ be the least closed set containing
its closure. By definition oV’ py (pr W) C pu(V'); and by definition of closur®”’ C pr HW' =
py (prpa(W')); the setpr pyr (W) is closed by Chevalley Lemma for projective algebraic vage
The inequalities imply g (pr W') = py (V') for every subgroupf <ig,,I.
A deck transformation leaving’’ invariant, also leave®” invariant, i.e.pr 7(W’) C 7(V’). On
the other hand, the equalipy; (pr W') = pu (V') implies for anyH <ig,, I, pr 7 (W')/H = «(V')/H.
Let us now use Axiom 5.2.2.4 to show that this implies thatr(W) N [H x H]) = =(V’) N H.
Let us now prove that(W') N H x H is finitely generated for somH <ig,,T".
We know by Corollary to Lemma 2.8.6.1 thiat’ = Y, is a fibre of aQ-defined set” over a point

g’ suchthaby(g') € prpu(Y') Q-generic.
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We know that for every<ig, H, for a connected componeht; of pgp;f(Y), the intersection
Yo N g x pepy'(Y,) is connected; geometrically, that means that a liftingiof= Y, C Y along
the covering magz — Y is a fibre ofY. This holding for evenyG<is, H, it implies that forY” a
connected componentpf;' (Y), the intersection”;, = Y'Ng’ xpy (Y,) is connected, and therefore
it coincides with a connected componenpgf (Y,) = p;' (W). Moreover, this implies that it € H
is such thahY’;, C py'(Y,) thenhY’s, C Y’y ie.h € m(Y'y,) N H = =(Y,,) N H. Thus, to prove
thatr(W) N H = =(Y'y,) N H is finitely generated, it is enough to prove that’;,) N [ is finitely
generated. However, the latter is claimed by Axiom 5.2.8r&fery varietyty” defined ove.

Let g1,..., 9, be the generators of(WW') N [H x H]. Now taker € n(V') N H,7(V') = V'.
We know thatr/G € pr«(W')/G, for everyG<is, H, and therefore, up to~¢, is expressible as a
product ofgy, ..., g,. In other words, that means thetandrz’ can be joined by a sequence of points
x' = hi,ha, ..., hy = 72’ such thath;;1 = g;,h; forall 1 < i < n, and herer = n(G) depends on
subgroupG. By Axiom 5.2.2.5 there is a uniform bound on suck= n(G), andr is expressible as a
product ofgy, . .., gn, and therefore belongs ta = (1W").

Now we finish the proof by the covering property argument kimio the topological proof of
Chevalley Lemma in complex case.

LetVp C prpu(W') C V whereVy C Vis openinV; thenV is irreducible. RecalV’ = Clpr W’
and takelj = V' N py' (Vo); we knowVy C V' is open inV’. We also know/y C Clpr W"'.

Takev' € V{, and takew’ € W/, prpg(w') = pu(v') € Vo C pr W, such a point’ in W' exists
by the covering property. Nowsyr w’ € V’, and thusy, € =(V’) wherey, is defined by’ = ~vopr w'.
Conditionpr py(w') = pr(v') € A" (K) impliesy, € H. Thus the inclusiopr7(W') N H =
7 (V') N H implies there existy; € ©(W'), pry1 = 7o, and thus’ = yyprw’ = pr (y1w’), and the
Chevalley lemma is proven. O

6. Homogeneity and stability over models

In the 88 above we have established the main properties afdfetale topology ofU (and its
Cartesian powerl™). That allows us to define and prove the basic properti€s-géneric points, for
O an algebraically closed subfield &f.

The notion of a@-generic point extends U in a natural way. Recall that for a closéddefined
setV’, the setClg V' is the set of al®-generic points o¥’. Recall also that a set &§-generic points
of a ©-defined set is calle®-constructible.

Lemma 6.0.4.2(Homogeneity) Any structureU = X is model homogeneous, i.e. the projection of a
©-constructible set i®-constructible, for any algebraically closed subfiédf the ground field.

Proof. First note that a pointw’ € W' in an irreducible setV’ is ©-generic iff p(w') € p(W’) is
©-generic. By Chevalley Lemma, the fibF&, is non-empty forg’ € pr W’ ©-generic. Moreover,
by Lemma 2.7.0.10 a connected component of fibig ¢ = p(¢’) always contains &-generic point
w € W of W. The lifting w’, p(w’) = w is always©-generic, and we may find such a lifting in any
connected component of a fibre over a generic point. Thisigaphe lemma. O

Definition 6.0.4.3. Let U, U1, U5 = X be La-models of¥(A(C)) andU C U; N Us. We say that
tuplesa € U7 andb € U} have the same syntactic quantifier-free type dven class if « andb
satisfy the same quantifier-frég -formulae with parameters it.

Definition 6.0.4.4. A classit of La-structures isyntactically stable over countable submodifor
any countable structurg € R, the set of completéa -types over a structuré realised in a structure
U’ € R is at most countable.
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Definition 6.0.4.5. A class®R of La-structures isjuantifier-free syntactically stable over countable
submodelsif there are only countably many quantifier-free syntattjges in clasgt over any count-
able modelU € R.

Lemma 6.0.4.6(Stability over submodels)AssumeA is LERF. The class afs-models of(A(C))
is quantifier-free syntactically stable over submodels.

Proof. If U < U’ is an elementary substructure, then= U’ (©) = {u € U’ : p(u) € A(©)}, for
some algebraically closed subfigid

Every positive quantifier-fred.a -formula overU determines a closed set defined o@erFor
every tuplev’ € U’, there is a least closed st = Clg(v’) containingy’ and defined ove®; it is
irreducible, and is a connected component of an algebréaicsietyV/© of A defined ove®, for
someH <5,I". Moreover,Clg (v') has a®-pointvg. Thus, the quantifier-freé, -type of tuplev’ is
determined by the point; € U and a subvariety’/©. Therefore, there are only countable number of
such types, which implies that clafisis quantifier-free syntactically stable over submodels. O

Theorem 6.0.4.7{Homogeneity and Stability of clag®). AssumeA is LERF.
All structures La-models ofX(A(C)) are model homogeneous. The classIgf-models of
X(A(Q)) is syntactically quantifier-free stable over countablersoblels.

Proof. Implied by preceding two lemmata. O
Finally, we may state Theorem 6.0.4.8, which was the godi®paper.

Theorem 6.0.4.8Model Stability of ¥(U)). Let A be a smooth projective algebraic variety which is
LERF. LetLa be the countable language defined in Def. 3.1.0.2. Then

(2»,—x,) Any two modeld); = X andU, = X of axiomatisatiorX and of cardinalityX,, such that
there exist a common countable submddgl= X, Uy C U; andU, C U;
are isomorphiclU; =, Us, and, moreover, the isomorphismis identity onUj.

Proof. This is closely related to Proposition 6.0.4.7; howevdrukeprove this directly in an explicit
manner; in this argument we try to put an emphasis on the piep@f the topology, although this
could also be treated as a very common model-theoretic agtim

We will prove that every partiala -isomorphismf : Uy --» Us, f(a) = b,a € U7, fiu, = id|y,,

n € N finite, defined orJy U {a4, ..., a,}, can be extended tdy U {a1,...,a,} U{c}, f(c) € U,

for any element € U,. This allows to extend a partidla -isomorphism from aountablemodel

to its countableextension. This is enough: by taking unions of chains of talole submodels we get
isomorphism between models of cardinality Note that one cannot getisomorphism between models
of cardinalityX, in this way.

Let Vi = Cly,(a), W1 = Cly,(a,c) be the minimal closed irreducible subsets containing goint
a € UT and(a,c) € UT™; letV, = Cly,(f(a)) be the corresponding subsetd$. Sincef is an
L-isomorphism, set¥; andV; are defined by the sanleformulae with parameters id.

Take a subgroupl <ig,,I" sufficiently small such thaty, V5, Wy, W5 are connected components of
Vi), 0 pa(Va), i pa(Wh), py pr(Wa), respectively. Pick points;,w; € Ug such that
v € V1, Vs andws € Wi, Wa.

Now, by definition ofilW; we havepr py Wo = pg Vs, and alsor wy € Va; chooser’ € U, such
that (p (b), pu(c')) € pu(W2) is aUg-generic point ofpr (W3). Then by the lifting property for
W, there exists a poinft’, ¢’) € Wy such thatpy (b') = pu(b),pu(c’) = pu(cd). However, this
implies thatt! € pr W, C Vs is aUp-generic point ofl’,. Therefore by the homogeneity properties
in Lemma 6.0.4.2, or equivalently because the projegtiol; is a closed set definable oviy, this
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implies Vo, C pr W, and, in particular, there exists € U; such that(b,d) € W, is a Ug-generic
point. Now setf(c) = d. By construction, the point&,c¢) € U; and(b,d) € Ux lie in the same
Uo-definable closed sets, and, since every basic relatidip oflefines a closed/(-defined set, this
implies thatf is indeed an_ -isomorphism, as required. O
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