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Covers of Abelian varieties as analytic
Zariski structure

M.Gavrilovich

Abstract:
We use tools of mathematical logic to analyse the notion of a path on an complex

algebraic variety, and are led to formulate a ”rigidity” property of fundamental groups
specific to algebraic varieties, as well as to define a bona fidetopology closely related
to etale topology. These appear as criteria forℵ1-categoricity, or rather stability and
homogeneity, of the formal countable language we propose todescribe homotopy classes of
paths on a variety, or equivalently, its universal coveringspace.

Technically, for a varietyA defined over a finite field extension of the fieldQ of rational
numbers, we introduce a countable languageL(A) describing the universal covering space
of A(C), or, equivalently, homotopy classes of paths inπ1(A(C)). Under some assumptions
onA we show that the universal covering space ofA(C) is an analytic Zariski structure
[19], and present anLω1ω(L(A))-sentence axiomatising the class containing the structure
and that is stable and homogeneous over elementary submodels. The ”rigidity” condition
on fundamental groups says that projection of of the fundamental group of a variety is
the fundamental group of the projection, up to finite index and under some irreducibility
assumptions, and is used to prove that the projection of an irreducible closed set is closed in
the analytic Zariski structure.

In particular, we define an analytic Zariski structure on theuniversal covering space of an
Abelian variety defined over a finite extension of the fieldQ of rational numbers.
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1. Introduction

In §1 we describe our approach in a non-technical manner; §1.1.1 describes our philosophy behind
the author’s thesis [3], the present paper and [4], and §1.1.2 announces our main results but not detailing
definitions. A detailed exposition of our motivation is found in §1.2. In §2.1 we give the definitions and
state the results in §2.2. The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof.

1.1. General Framework

1.1.1. Our philosophy

Is the notion of homotopy on a complex algebraic variety an algebraic notion? That is, can the
notion of homotopy be characterised in a purely algebraic way, without reference to the complex topol-
ogy?
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We can restrict to 1-dimensional homotopies only: a 1-dimensional homotopy is a path, so the ques-
tion is now whether the notion of a path on a complex algebraicmanifold, up to fixed point homotopy,
can be characterised in a purely algebraic way.

We provide a partial positive answer to the following more precise question. Assume that one has
an abstract notion of a path up to homotopy, so that one is ableto speak about homotopy classes of
paths, their endpoints, liftings along topological coverings, 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 way that any of its realisations comes from
a choice of an embedding of the underlying field intoC, or equivalently, a choice of a locally compact
Archimedean Hausdorff topology on the underlying field (if its cardinality is2ℵ0)?

Is the resulting formal theory “good” from a model-theoretic point of view?
Model theory allows a rigorous formulation of the question as the problem of proving categoric-

ity of a structure related to the fundamental groupoid, or equivalently the universal covering space,
of a complex algebraic variety. Such categoricity questions are extensively studied in model theory,
specifically by Shelah [15, 16] and a short list of conditionssufficient for categoricity of anLω1,ω-
sentence is known (this is the notion of an excellent theory). Our model-theoretic analysis shows that
the positive answer to our question is plausible and is essentially equivalent to deep geometric and
arithmetic properties of the underlying variety. Some of the properties are known to hold, some others
are conjectured.

We study the interaction between the model theory, arithmetic and geometry of complex algebraic
varieties. Our main results state that certain basic model-theoretic conditions do indeed hold. In general
the proofs require some technical finiteness and compactness conditions and assume some complex-
analytic and arithmetic properties and conjectures. For some classes of varieties, for example Abelian
varieties, these conditions are known to hold, and for theseclasses the results are unconditional. In par-
ticular we prove that there exists anℵ1-categoricalLω1,ω-axiomatisation of universal covering spaces
in such classes.

In [3, Ch.V](cf. also [4]) we consider a special case where the underlying variety is an elliptic
curve, and prove that thenatural Lω1,ω-axiomatisation of the universal cover of an elliptic curveis
ℵ1-categorical; analysis there shows thatℵ1-categoricity of that axiomatisation is essentially equivalent
to a arithmetic conjecture on Galois representations knownfor elliptic curves.

Finally we would like to note that the model-theoretic analysis of universal covers falls very nat-
urally into the framework of (analytic) Zariski geometriesstarted by Hrushovski-Zilber in [8] and
further developed by Zilber and his collaborators [23, 21, 1, 10, 19] around an expectation that many
basic mathematical structures may be considered as a model-theoretic structure with nice properties,
above all categoricity. Importantly, it has been understood that the model theory relevant here is es-
sentially non first-order. In fact, our main result is that the structures we consider are indeed analytic
Zariski as defined in [19], thus providing a series of examples of analytic Zariski geometries.

1.1.2. Technical summary of results
In §3.1 we define a natural formal countable languageLA associated with the universal covering

spacep : U → A(C) of a complex projective algebraic varietyA(C) defined overQ orQ. Assuming
subgroup separability of the fundamental group along with its Cartesian powers, we prove that

⋆ the positively type-definable sets inLA form a topology analogous to Zariski topology on the set
of geometric points of a variety,

and, moreover, that

⋆ the universal covering spaceULA , as anLA-structure, is an analytic Zariski structure [19,
Def.6.1.11]

c©2018
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By virtue ofULA being analytic Zariski, we then know

⋆ the structureULA is homogeneous over countable submodels(ω-model homogeneity), andre-
alises countably many types over a countable submodel.

We then consider in §5 a fragment of theLω1ω(LA)-theoryTheoryLA

ω1ω(U) of ULA and introduce
a natural set of axiomsX of geometric, analytic Zariski flavour to show that

⋆ the class of models defined byX is stable (in a non-elementary context) over countable models,
and all its models are homogeneous over submodels.

These are prerequisites, by Shelah’s theory, of categoricity in uncountable cardinals. Notice that
some of the properties, e.g. atomicity of every model, could, by Shelah’s theory, be obtained just
by anLω1ω-definable expansion of the theoryX. This, by Shelah’s theory, is enough to implyℵ1-
categoricity of anLω1,ω-classΦ containingULA , for an arbitrary smooth projective varietyA with
certain conditions on the fundamental group. (Cf. Definition 2.1.2.1 for the exact definition of the class
of algebraic varieties).

Finally we remark that our approach is essentially different from Zilber’s of [22] since our language
LA is in general stronger than Zilber’s. In factLA “adjusts” itself to the geometric properties of the
covering ofA, and is defined for anyA whereas [22] is restricted to the class of Abelian varieties.
Our language allows us to produce a sentence in all cases, conjecturally categorical for suitably “self-
sufficient”A whereas [22] is restricted only to considering Abelian varieties, and those are sometimes
obviously not “self-sufficient”, say Abelian varieties of dimension greater than 1. We refer to [3, IV§6]
for details. Here we just remark that it is possible to consider the languageLA corresponding to an
ample homogeneousC∗-bundleA = L∗ overX , and show thatLA defines the 1st Chern class of
X(C) as an elementc1 ∈ H2(π1(X(C), 0),Z) or, equivalently, as an alternating bilinear Riemannian
formΛ × Λ → Z.

1.2. Motivations and implications

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

We should add that we do not mention yet another motivation relating to category theory and
Poincare groupoids ([3, §I.2.3], cf. also [4]), as it has no relation to the methods of this paper.

1.2.1. The Logic approach: What is an appropriate language to talk about paths?

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

Abstract algebraic geometry over a field has no complete analogue of the notion. However, there
is a strong intuition based on the naive notion of a path in complex topology; it is a well-known phe-
nomenon that naive arguments based on the notion of a path quite often lead to statements which gener-
alise, in one way or another, to, say, arbitrary schemes, butwhich are quite difficult to prove. There have
been many attempts to develop substitute notions, startingfrom Grothendieck [SGA1,SGA2„SGA412 ]
who developed for this purpose the notion of a finitecoveringin the category of arbitrary schemes
(étale morphism); see Grothendieck [5] for an attempt to provide an algebraic formalism to express
homotopy properties of topological spaces, and Voevodsky-Kapranov [18] for exact definitions.

c©2018
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Thus, from the point of view of philosophy of mathematics, itis natural to try to understand why
the notion of a path is so fruitful and applicable, despite the fact 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 structure which contains an abstract substitute
for the notion of a path. The substitute must possess the familiar properties of paths appearing in the
topological context, rich enough to imply a useful theory ofpaths; in particularthey must determine
the notion of a path on an abstract algebraic variety uniquely up to isomorphism.

Note that Grothendieck [5], cf. also Voevodsky-Kapranov [18], provides a natural algebraic setup to
talk about paths thereby rather directly leading to a choiceof a language (of 2-functors). Our approach
is in fact based on a similar idea.

Model theory provides a framework to formulate the uniqueness property in a mathematically
rigorous fashion. Following [20, 21] we use the notion ofcategoricity in uncountable cardinals(of
non-elementary classes). In his philosophy categoricity is a model-theoretic criterion for determining
when an algebraic formalisation of an object, of perhaps geometric character, is canonical and reflects
the properties of the object in a complete way.

In this work we introduce a languageLA which is appropriate for describing the basic homotopy
properties of algebraic varieties in their complex topology, and prove some partial results towards cat-
egoricity and stability of associated structures in that language. The expressive power ofLA is studied
elsewhere; here we make the following remarks whose justification can be found in [3, Ch.II]. The lan-
guageLA is capable of expressing properties of 1-dimensional homotopies, i.e. the properties of paths
up to homotopies fixing the ends. We can speak inLA in terms of lifting paths to a topological cover-
ing, paths lying in closed algebraic subvarieties (i.e. a homotopy class has a representative which lies
in the subvariety), paths in direct products and so on. Theseproperties are sufficient to carry out many
basic 1-dimensional homotopy theory constructions. Most notably, following a construction in Mum-
ford [12] one can definably construct a bilinear formϕL : π1(A(C), 0)×π1(A(C), 0) → π1(C

∗, 1) in
the second homology groupH2(A(C),Z) ∼=

∧2
H1(A(C),Z) associated to an algebraicC∗-bundle

L over a complex Abelian varietyX(C). Thus, generally the language has more expressive power
than the one considered originally by Zilber in [22]; in particular, some Abelian varieties which are
not categorical in Zilber’s language of [22] are expected tobe categorical in our language. It would be
interesting to know whether our language can interpret Hodge decomposition on cohomology groups,
using the isomorphismHn(A(C),C) ∼=

∧n H1(A(C),C) =
∧n Hom(π1(A(C), 0),C) (cf. [12]).

The results which we prove towards categoricity in uncountable cardinalities are partial. We prove
categoricity in cardinalityℵ1 for some special classes of algebraic varieties, e.g. for elliptic curves. We
also prove important necessary conditions, such as stability and homogeneity over models, for much
wider classes.

1.2.2. The Geometric approach: Analytic Zariski structures

The universal covering of an algebraic variety is one of the simplest analytic structures associated
to an algebraic variety and which is more than an algebraic variety itself; the universal covering space
inherits all the local structure the base space possesses; and in particular, for a complex algebraic variety
it is a complex analytic space. Thus it is natural to considerit in the context of Zariski geometries
[23]: one wants to define a Zariski-type topology on the universal covering spaceU of varietyA(C)
reflecting the connection betweenU andA, and such thatU possesses homogeneity, stability and
categoricity properties, perhaps in a non-first order,Lω1ω, way, in a countable language related to the
chosen topology onU.

For this, consider the universal covering spacep : U → A(C) of an algebraic varietyA. It
is natural to assume that the covering mapp and the full algebraic variety structure onA(C) are
definable. Then the analytic subsets ofU which are the preimagesp−1(Z(C)) of algebraic subvarieties

c©2018
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Z of A(C), are definable. It is natural to let the analytic irreduciblecomponents of such sets also be
definable; one justification for this might be the desire for an irreducible decomposition.

The above considerations lead us to define a topology onU as generated by unions of analytic
irreducible components of the preimage of a closed algebraic subvariety ofA(C).

It turns out that this topology is rather nice in that it (almost) admits quantifier elimination down
to the level of closed sets, has DCC (the descending chain condition) for irreduciblesets, and can be
defined in a countable language (assuming that the the Cartesian powers of the fundamental group
are subgroup separable, a condition we believe to be technical ). These properties of the topology
are axiomatised in the notion of an analytic Zariski structure in [19], and are sufficient to imply the
model homogeneity of the structurep : U → A(C), and, more generally, to construct anLω1ω-class
containingp : U → A(C) which is stable over models and whose models are model homogeneous.
It also turns out that the language obtained in this way is thelanguage appropriate for describing the
paths, as explained in subsection above. We explain the connection 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 require. Consult [13, Ch.4,§§2-4] or [9] for
details.

For a Hausdorff, locally connected and locally linearly connected topological spaceB with a dis-
tinguished base-pointb ∈ B, theuniversal covering space(U, u0) of (B, b) is the space of allpaths
starting at the base-pointb, i.e. continuous mapsγ : [0, 1] −→ B, γ(0) = b, considered up to ho-
motopy fixing the end-points, and endowed with the natural topology, and further equipped with the
covering homeomorphismp : U −→ B, p(γ) = γ(1). Two pathsγ1, γ2 : [0, 1] −→ B areend-point
homotopiciff there exists ahomotopyΓ : [0, 1] × [0, 1] −→ B such thatΓ(0, t) = γ0(t),Γ(1, t) =
γ1(t),Γ(t, 0) = γ0(0) = γ1(0),Γ(t, 1) = γ0(1) = γ1(1). The fundamental groupoidπ1(B) is the
set of all paths considered up to end-point homotopy, equipped with the partial operation of concate-
nation. Aconcatenationγ0γ1, γ0(1) = γ1(1) of paths is a path which first follows the first pathγ0,
and then goes along the second pathγ1; this defines concatenation up to homotopy. Thefundamental
groupπ1(B, b) = p−1(b) is the group of all loopsγ ∈ π(B), γ(0) = γ(1) = b. A deck transformation
of U is a homeomorphismτ : U −→ U commuting withp, τ ◦ p = p. Deck transformation ofU
form a groupΓ = π(U) calledthe deck transformation group. The deck transformation groupπ(U)
is canonically identified with the fundamental groupπ1(B, b): to an elementγ ∈ π(V ′) there corre-
sponds pathp(γx′

0,γx
′

0
) whereb′ ∈ U is arbitrary such thatp(b′) = b. The covering mapp : U −→ B

is a local homeomorphism; a analytic space structure onB induces a unique analytic space structure
onU . There is aGaloiscorrespondence between normal subgroupsH < Γ of Γ and covering spaces
BH =def U/H −→ B. The mapU −→ BH is a universal covering map, and its deck transformation
group isH ; the mapBH −→ B is a covering and its deck transformation group is the factorgroup
Γ/H .

A map p : X → Y is called afibration iff for any spaceZ any homotopyF : Z × I → Y
coveredat the initial timet = a, can becoveredat all timesa 6 t 6 b, I = [a, b] by some homotopy
G : Z×I → X so thatp◦G(z, t) = F (z, t), G(z, a) = g(z). That is, if mapf(z) = F (z, a) : Z → Y
is covered by a mapg : Z → X , f(z) = F (z, a) = p ◦ g(z), z ∈ Z, then there exist a homotopy
G : Z × I → X coveringF : Z × I → X ,

G(z, a) = g(z)

F (z, t) = p ◦G(z, t).

c©2018
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HomotopyG is called acovering homotopy with initial conditiong. We also say that homotopyF
lifts to homotopyG, and that fibrationp : X → Y haslifting property. We will use extensively the
case whenZ = I is an interval andg = g(0, a) is a simply a point; this case is called thepath-lifting
property. A covering is a fibration with discrete fibres.

Often one modifies the definition by restrictingZ to a subclass of spaces, e.g.Z = In is required
to be a direct product of intervals (Serre fibration). This distinction is not important in this paper.

2.1.2. Our Assumptions.
The most interesting, and the only unconditional, example where our theorems apply, is that of

U/Γ an Abelian variety:U = C2g, Γ = π(U/Γ, 0) is a lattice inU.
However, our assumptions are geometric; in particular the assumptions do not mention the group

structure of an Abelian variety. We call the corresponding class of varietiesLERF.
We assumeU is a smooth complex analytic space equipped with an free cocompact actionΓ :

U −→ U of a subgroup separable (cf. 2.1.2) finitely generated groupΓ : U −→ U. Further we
assume that all Cartesian powers ofΓ are subgroup separable, and thatU/Γ is a projective algebraic
variety.

Subgroup separability ofπ(U). A groupΓ is calledsubgroup separable, or locally extended residually
finite, often abbreviatedlerf, iff for any finitely generated subgroupG < Γ and an elementg 6∈ G there
exists afinite index subgroupH such thatG < H andg 6∈ H . This is a non-trivial property rather
hard to establish; it is known that the fundamental groups ofcomplex curves ([14]) andZn, SL2(Z)
are subgroup separable; however, it is known thatF2 × F2 ([11]) is not subgroup separable, and so in
general the products of subgroup separable groups are not subgroup separable. This property may be
reformulated topologically: the groupΓ = π1(A) is subgroup separable if and only if for any finitely
generatedG < Γ and any compact subsetC ⊂ AG = U/G, the covering splits asAG −→ AH −→ A
such thatAH −→ A is a finite covering and the compactC maps toAH by a homeomorphism. In fact,
we need this property only whenG is the fundamental group of an algebraic subset ofA.

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

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

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

Definition of the co-etale topology.We give 3 equivalent definitions ofco-etale topologyon U; we
prove the equivalence in Decomposition Lemma 2.3.2.1.

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

We call a closed analytic subsetZ of Un unfurled iff every connected component ofU is irre-
ducible. It is known that every smooth closed analytic set isunfurled.

(C) A subset ofUn, n > 0, is closed in co-etale topologyS iff it is either (C)(i) a connected
component of an unfurled closed analytic set such that the set is set-wise invariant under action of a
finite index subgroup of the fundamental group, or(C)(ii) a closed analytic set such that each of its
analytic irreducible components satisfies (C)(i) above.

c©2018



8 Misha Gavrilovich 2018

(C′) A subset ofUn, n > 0, is closed in co-etale topologyS iff it is either (C′)(i) a connected
component of an unfurled closed analytic set such that the set is set-wise invariant under action of
a finite index subgroup of the fundamental group, or(C′)(ii) a countable intersection of sets as in
(C′)(i)

Countable coreC0. By our assumptions,A(C) = U/Γ is a complete projective algebraic variety
defined overQ, and therefore by Chow’s Lemma every closed analytic subsetof A(C) is in fact
algebraic and defined over a finitely generated subfield ofC. This enables us to speak ofthe field
of definition of aΓ-invariant closed analytic subsetof U/Γ, asΓ-invariant closed analytic subsets are
in 1-1 correspondence with closed analytic subsets ofA(C).

This enables us to define the following.

Definition 2.1.3.2. Thecountable coreC0 consists of closed sets that are unions of irreducible com-
ponents ofΓ-invariant closed sets defined overQ.

Note that a pointu ∈ U is in the countable core iffp(x) ∈ A(Q).
In Lemma 3.2.0.4 we prove that core sets are enough to define all sets; in the following way: that

every irreducible co-etale closed subsetZ ⊂ U
n can be represented as a connected componentZ×{g}

of a hyperplane sectionZ ′ ∩ Un × {g} of a co-etale closed setZ ′ in the countable core.

Countable inner coreC∅ . In fact, in our structure we may define analogs of sets overQ (or perhaps
the maximal Abelian extension ofQ), and not justQ.

Definition 2.1.3.3.Thecountable inner coreC∅ consists of the subsets ofU
n×Un defined by relations

x′ ∼H y′ andx′ ∼Z,A y′ whereZ ⊂ A
n is a closed subvariety defined over the field of definition of

A, H a finite index subgroup ofΓ, and the relation is defined as follows.

x′ ∼Z,A y′ ⇐⇒ pointsx′ ∈ Un andy′ ∈ Un lie in the same (analytic) irreducible component
of theΓ-invariant closed analytic setp−1(Z(C)) ⊂ Un.

x′ ∼H y′ ⇐⇒ ∃τ ∈ Hn : τx′ = y′.

We shall also consider

x′ ∼c
Z,AH y′ iff x′ andy′ lie in the sameconnectedcomponent of the preimagep−1

H (Zi(C)),

Zi ⊂ A
H(C)n an irreducible component of algebraic varietyp−1

H (Z(C)) ⊂ A
H(C)n.

2.2. Our Results: Definition of analytic Zariski structure, and the main theorem.
We have defined a topology on every Cartesian power of U, and the notion of countable core.
Every co-etale closed set is closed in analytic topology, and thus 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 structureas defined in [19,
Def.6.1.11]. Moreover, the analytic Zariski structure belongs to an explicitly axiomatisedLω1ω-class
X(A(C)) that isω-stable over submodels, every model isω-homogeneous.

Corollary 2.2.0.5. Every countable model extends uniquely to a model of cardinality ℵ1. It is consistent
with ZFC that every countable model extends uniquely to a model of cardinality continuum.

The rest of paper is devoted to the proof of these claims; see §6, Theorem 6.0.4.7 and Theo-
rem 6.0.4.8.

We also formulate a conjecture; see [3, §IV.6-§IV.7] or a forthcoming 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 varietiesA defined over a number field, an analo-
gously definedLω1ω-classX(A(C)×C∗) is analytic Zariski, excellent and categorical in uncountable
cardinalities. A sufficient condition is that the Mumford-Tate group ofA is the symplectic group, i.e.
the largest possible.

2.3. Reduction to unfurled subsets: equivalence of the definitions

In this section we prove that the definitions 2.1.3.1(I) and 2.1.3.1(C) of the collectionS do agree.
It is the main prerequisite to prove thatS is a topology.

2.3.1. Prerequisites on analytic irreducible decomposition and coverings in algebraic geometry

Irreducible Decomposition in smooth analytic spaces.To avoid confusion, below we say “an open
ball” to mean a neighbourhood open in complex topology, not in the analytic Zariski topology.

Fact 2.3.1.1.LetU be a smooth complex analytic space, and letY, Z ⊂ U be closed analytic subsets
in U. Then

1. (irreducible decomposition)Z admits a unique decompositionZ = ∪i∈NZi into a countable
union of analytic irreducible closed subsetsZi’s.

2. (analyticity is a local property) a setX ⊂ U is analytic iff for allx ∈ X , there exists an open
ball x ∈ Bx such thatX ∩Bx is an analytic subset ofBx

3. (local identity principle) for an open ballB ⊂ U, if Y is irreducible andY ∩B ⊂ Z ∩B then
Y ⊂ Z

4. (local identity principle; analytic continuation) for an open ballB ⊂ U, if Y andZ are irre-
ducible, andY ∩B andZ ∩B have a common irreducible component, thenY = Z

5. (density of smooth points) for an open ballB ⊂ U, if Z0 ⊂ Z ∩B is an irreducible component
ofZ∩B, then there exist a pointz0 ∈ Z0 and an open ballz0 ∈ B0 ⊂ B such thatB0∩Z ⊂ Z0

6. (local finiteness) a compact setC ⊂ U intersects only finitely many irreducible components of
a closed analytic setZ

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

8. (irreducible decomposition) ifY ⊂ Z andY is irreducible, thenY is contained in an irreducible
component ofZ

9. (smooth points of irreducible sets) the set of smooth points of an irreducible set is connected;
consequently, the irreducible decompositionZ = ∪iZi of a closed analytic setZ is determined
by the decompositionZsm = ∪i(Z

sm ∩ Zi) into connected components of the set of its smooth
points.

Proof. Those are well-known properties of smooth complex analyticspaces.
(1) is by [17, §5.4,Theorem, p.49]. By Prop. 5.3 of [17], Theorem 5.1 [ibid.] states (7) and (6).

Corollary 2 of Prop. 5.3 [ibid.] implies (3) and (4). Theorem5.4 [ibid.] implies (5). (2,3,4) together
imply (8). (9) is by [17,§5.4,Theorem].
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Finite topological coverings in algebraic geometry.We also need a form of Riemann existence theo-
rem.

Fact 2.3.1.2(Generalised Riemann existence theorem). LetA(C) be a normal algebraic variety over
C. If q : T → A(C) is a finite covering of topological spaces, thenT admits a structure of a complex
algebraic variety such thatqtop : T → A(C) becomes an algebraic morphism, i.e. there exists an
algebraic varietyB(C) overC, an algebraic morphismqalg : B(C) → A(C), and a homeomorphism
ϕ : T → B(C) of topological spaces such that the diagramme of topological spaces commutes

T
qtop

−−−−→ A(C)

ϕ





y
id





y

B(C)
qalg

−−−−→ A(C)

Moreover, the homeomorphismϕ : T → B(C) is well-defined up to an automorphism ofB com-
muting with the covering morphismqalg.

Proof. Grothendieck [SGA1,Exp.XII,Th.5.1]; by a variety overC we mean a Noetherian scheme of
finite type overC. One may also look in [7, Appendix B,§3,Theorem 3.2] for someexplanations.

2.3.2. Reduction to unfurled subsets : the proof
For a subsetZ ⊂ U, letΓZ =

⋃

γ∈Γ

γZ ′ denote theΓ-orbit of setZ.

ForH⊳finΓ, let pH : U → U/ ∼H be the factorisation map sinceA = U/Γ; by Fact 2.3.1.2, we
choose and fix isomorphismsAH(C) ∼= U/∼H whereAH(C) is an algebraic variety; the deck group
of coveringAH(C) → A(C) is the finite groupΓ/H .

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

EveryΓ-invariant analytic closed set has a decomposition as a finite union of unfurled closed
analytic subsets invariant under the action of a finite indexsubgroup ofΓ.

In other words, aΓ-invariant analytic closed set has an analytic decomposition of the form

W ′ = HZ ′
1 ∪ . . . ∪HZ ′

k,

whereH⊳finΓ is a finite index normal subgroup ofΓ, the analytic closed setsZ ′
1, . . . , Z

′
k are irre-

ducible, and for anyτ ∈ H eitherτZ ′
i = Z ′

i or τZ ′
i ∩ Z ′

i = ∅.
Such decomposition also exists for closed analytic sets invariant under the action of a finite index

subgroup ofΓ.

Proof. Let us prove that(a) there exists a decomposition as above without the conditionon intersec-
tions, and then prove(b) the irreducible components satisfyτZ ′

i = Z ′
i or τZ ′

i ∩ Z ′
i = ∅ for τ ∈ Γ.

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

The proof of the second claim(b) uses rather more delicate local analysis of the structure, and
several local-to-global properties of analytic subsets ofsmooth complex analytic spaces as well as
some finiteness properties of Zariski geometry of algebraicvarieties.

So let us start to prove(a). LetZ ′ be an irreducible component ofp−1(Z(C)); by Γ-invariance of
p−1(Z(C)), for anyγ ∈ Γ, the setγZ ′ is also an irreducible component ofp−1(Z(C)), and soΓZ ′

is a union of irreducible components ofp−1Z(C); thus, by Fact 2.3.1.1 above,ΓZ ′ ⊂ p−1(Z(C)) is
analytic.
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The covering morphismp : U → A(C) is a local isomorphism, and analyticity is a local property;
byΓ-invariance ofΓZ ′, it impliesp(ΓZ ′) is analytic. For different irreducible componentsZ ′

1 6= Z ′
2 of

p−1(Z(C)) it can not hold thatp(Z ′
1) ( p(Z ′

2); indeed, thenΓZ ′
1 = p−1p(Z ′

1) ⊂ ΓZ ′
2 = p−1p(Z ′

2),
and soZ ′

1 =
⋃

(Z ′
1∩γZ

′
2), γ ∈ Γ; thus,Z ′

1 can not be irreducible unlessZ ′
1 ⊂ γZ ′

2, for someγ ∈ Γ. To
conclude, closed setsp(Z ′), Z ′ vary among irreducible components of an algebraic subvariety Z(C),
cover the whole ofZ(C); they are also irreducible. Thus they are the analytic irreducible components
of Z. The analytic irreducible components of an algebraic set are algebraic and irreducible by [6], and
thus they are the algebraic irreducible components; in particular there are only finitely many of them.
That gives the required decomposition.

Now let us start to prove(b). First of all, note that we may supposeZ to be irreducible.
Let Z ′(n) =

⋃

Z ′
i1
∩ . . . ∩ Z ′

in
be the union of all intersections ofn-tuples of different irreducible

components ofp−1(Z(C)).

Claim 2.3.2.2. The setp(Z ′(n)) is an algebraic subset ofZ(C), for n > 0. For n sufficiently large,
Z ′(n) is empty.

Proof. By the local finiteness (Fact 2.3.1.1) a compact subset intersects only finitely many of the
irreducible componentsγZ ′

i’s; thusZ ′(n) is locally a finite union of intersections of analytic sets,
and therefore is analytic. By theΓ-invariance ofγZ ′

i’s it is Γ-invariant, and thusp provides a local
isomorphism ofZ ′(n) and its image; therefore the imagep(Z ′(n)) is analytic. By Chow Lemma this
implies it is in fact algebraic. Ifn is greater then the number of local irreducible components at a point
of Z in A, then by Fact 2.3.1.1(local identity principle)Z ′(n) has to be empty.

The claim above impliesZ ′(n) are co-etale closed, for anyn. By Claim (a) of Lemma, we may
choose finitely many pointsz′i’s so that any irreducible component ofZ ′(n), for eachn > 0, contains
aΓ-translate of one ofz′i’s.

By Fact 2.3.1.1(5) every pointz′i is contained in only finitely many irreducible components of
p−1(Z(C). Let Z ′

1, . . . , Z
′
k be all the irreducible components ofp−1(Z(C) containing at least one of

the pointsz′i’s.
For a subsetV ⊂ U

n, definethe deck transformation group ofV asπ(V ) = {γ ∈ Γn : γV ⊂ V }.
If V is a connected component ofΓ-invariant setp−1(p(V ), thenπ(V ) is canonically identified with
the fundamental groupπ1(V (C), x0): to an elementγ ∈ π(V ′) there corresponds pathp(γx′

0
,γx′

0
)

wherex′
0 ∈ V ′ is arbitrary such thatp(x′

0) = x0.
Notice thatπ(Z ′

i) = π(Z ′
i∩(ΓZ

′
i)

sm) where(ΓZ ′
i)

sm is the set of smooth points ofΓZ ′
i, and that by

Fact 2.3.1.1(9) the setZ ′
i∩(ΓZ

′
i)

sm) is a connected component of(ΓZ ′
i)

sm. By the topological argument
above,π(Z ′

i) is the fundamental group of a constructible algebraic setp(Z ′
i)

sm. As a constructible
algebraic set, it admits a finite triangulation into simplices, e.g. by o-minimal cell decomposition, and
this implies that its fundamental group is finitely presented. In particular, it is finitely generated and
we may apply subgroup separability ofΓ to find a normal finite index subgroupH ⊂ Γ such that
HZ ′

i 6= HZ ′
j for i 6= j, i.e.pH(Z ′

i) 6= pH(Z ′
j).

ConsiderZ ′
i ∩ hZ ′

i, h ∈ H and assume∅ ( Z ′
i ∩ hZ ′

i ( Z ′
i. Then there existsγ−1 ∈ Γ such that

γ−1z′j ∈ Z ′
i ∩ hZ ′

i, i.e.z′j ∈ γZ ′
i ∩ γhZ ′

i = γZ ′
i ∩ h′γZ ′

i. BothγZ ′
i andh′γZ ′

i, h
′ ∈ H are connected

components containingz′j and by definition we have chosenH small enough so thatHγZ ′
i 6= Hh′γZ ′

i,
a contradiction.

In other words, we have proven that there exists a normal finite index subgroupH < π(A(C) such
thatZ ′

i is a connected component ofp−1
H pH(Z ′

i), i.e. the connected components of the preimages of
the irreducible components ofpHp−1(Z(C)) are irreducible.
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2.3.3. Equivalence of the two definitions of co-etale topology
The next corollary shows equivalence of the two definitions of co-etale topology.
Notice that the notion of anH-invariant set is essentially algebraic: anH-invariant set is a preimage

of a closed algebraic subset in the finite coverA
H(C). Thus, the meaning of the next corollary that

in fact co-etale closed sets encode a mix of algebraic data and topological, homotopicaldata, not of
analytic one.

Corollary 2.3.3.1. Definitions 2.1.3.1(I) and 2.1.3.1(C) are equivalent. In particular, an irreducible
co-etale closed set is a connected component of a unfurled closed analytic 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 irreducibleclosed set according to 2.1.3.1(I)
is also closed according to 2.1.3.1(C), i.e. is a connected component of a a unfurled closed analytic set
invariant under action of a finite index subgroup of the fundamental group. .

On the other hand, the lemma implies that eachH-invariant set is a finite union of sets of the form
HZ ′

i whereZ ′
i are irreducible. Then,ΓZ ′

i is also closed analytic as a finite union of translates ofHZ ′
i,

and moreover, each translate ofZ ′
i is an irreducible component ofΓZ ′

i and thus co-etale closed. This
implies every (C)-closed set is also (I)-closed.

An algebraic reformulation.The Lemma has the following algebraic consequence. All the notions
mentioned in the Corollary are preserved under replacing the ground field by another algebraically
field; thus it holds for any characteristic 0 algebraically closed field instead ofC. One may think of this
property as a rather weak property of irreducible decomposition for theco-etaletopology; it is also a
statement about a resolution of non-normal singularities.

Corollary 2.3.3.2. LetA be LERF. Then for any closed subvarietyZ ⊂ A(C), there exists a finite étale
coverq : AH(C) → A(C) such that, for any further étale coverq′ : AG(C) → A

H(C), the connected
components ofq′−1

(Zi) ⊂ A
G(C) are irreducible, whereZi’s are the irreducible components of

q−1(Z).

Proof. Indeed, it is enough to takeH as in Decomposition Lemma.

Note that whenZ 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 ofUn forms a topology, for everyn. (a′) Moreover,
the collectionS satisfies Axioms (L1)-(L8) of [19]. (b) AnS-irreducibleS-closed set is analytically
irreducible closed set. (c) An analytically irreducible component of aS-closed set isS-closedS-
irreducible.

Proof. (b) By Definition 2.1.3.1(I), a co-etale irreducible co-etale closed setW ′ is a countable union
of irreducible component ofΓ-invariant closed analytic sets. Those components are co-etale closed by
definition, and thus co-etale irreducibility implies the union is necessarily trivial. Thus, the set is an
analytic irreducible component of aΓ-invariant set, i.e. in particular irreducible as an analytic set.

(c) is immediate by Definition 2.1.3.1(I).
(a) AsS consists only of closed analytic sets, an analytic irreducible component of a finite union

of S-closed sets is an analytic irreducible component of one of them; this shows thatS is closed
under finite union. To proveS is closed under infinite intersection, we first observe that an irreducible
component of an infinite intersection (that is still a closedanalytic set) is necessarily the intersection
of irreducible closed analytic components of these sets; bythe descending chain condition for analytic
irreducible closed sets, the intersection is necessarily finite. Thus, by Definition 2.1.3.1(I) it is enough
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to show that each irreducible component of the intersectionof irreducibleS-closed sets isS-closed
(irreducible).

Thus, it is enough to prove that the intersection of two irreducibleS-closed sets, say X and Y, is
S-closed. Now, by Definition 2.1.3.1(C), X and Y areconnectedcomponents of closed analytic sets
X ′ andY ′ invariant under action of finite index subgroups, say H and G,of the fundamental group.
Then,X ∩ Y is a connectedcomponent of the intersectionX ′ ∩ Y ′ that is invariant under action of
H ∩G, the latter also being a finite index subgroup. By Definition 2.1.3.1(C), this implies thatX ∩ Y
isS-closed. This proves (a); note the interplay between(I) and(C) of Definition 2.1.3.1.

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

2.5. Good dimension notion : (DP), (DU), (SI), (AF)
The following properties are defined in [19, §3.1]. Following notation there,S ⊆cl S

′ readsS is
a closed subset ofS′, S ⊆an S′ readsS is an analytic subset ofS′, andS ⊆op S′ readsS is an open
subset ofS′.

Lemma 2.5.0.4(Good dimension). (DP) Dimension of a point is 0
(DU) Dimension of unions:dim(S1 ∪ S2) = max(dimS1, dimS2)
(SI) Strong irreducibility: ForS ⊆cl V ⊆op U

n , dimS1 < dimS, if S is irreducible andS1 ⊆cl S
is closed, thenS1 = S

(AF) Addition formula: For any irreducibleS ⊆cl V ⊆op U
n and a projection mappr : Un −→

U
m ,

dimS = dimpr (S) + min
a∈pr(S)

dim(pr−1(a) ∩ S).

(PS) Presmoothness: For any closed irreducibleS1, S2 ⊆ U
n, the dimension of any irreducible

component ofS1 ∩ S2 is not less than

dimS1 + dimS2 − dimU
n.

Proof. These are inherited from complex analytic geometry.

2.6. Analyticity (AS), (SI),(DP),(CU), (INT),(CMP), (CC)
Recall that [19, §6.1.2] distinguishes a class of sets in a topology that he calls ’analytic’. Namely, in

a topologyT a locally closed setS is calledanalyticin an open setU iff S is a closed subset ofU and
for everya ∈ S there is an opena ∈ Va ⊆op U such thatS∩Va is the union of finitely many relatively
closed irreducible subsets. Note that by Fact 2.3.1.1(6,7), a locally closed analytic set is analytic in this
sense: takeVa to be the completement of the union of the irreducible components ofS not containing
a. This argument also works for co-etale topology, i.e., in co-etale topology, each locally closed set is
analytic in this sense.

Next Lemma establishes (INT), (CMP),(CC) and (AS) of [loc.cit., §6.1], and therefore, thatU is a
topological structure with a good dimension theory[loc.cit.,Def.6.1.1].

Lemma 2.6.0.5(Analytic sets). (INT) (Intersections) IfS1, S2 ⊆an U
n are irreducible and analytic

in U
n, thenS1 ∩ S2 is analytic inUn

(CMP) (Components) IfS ⊆an U
n and a ∈ S then there isSa ⊆an U

n, a finite union of
irreducible analytic subsets ofUn, and someS′

a ⊆an U
n such thata ∈ Sa \ S

′
a andS = Sa ∪ S′

a
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(CC) (Countability of the number of components) AnyS ⊆an U
n is a union of at most countably

many irreducible components.
(AS) [Analytic stratification] Every locally closed set is analytic.
(aPS) [Analytic Presmoothness] IfS1, S2 ⊆an V ⊆op U

n and bothS1, S2 are irreducible, then
for any irreducible componentS0 of S1 ∩ S2

dimS0 > dimS1 + dimS2 − dimU
n.

Proof. Immediate by Fact 2.3.1.1.

2.7. Θ-definable sets,Θ-generic points andΘ-definable closure
Recall thatU/Γ ∼= A(C) has the structure of an algebraic variety overC and that theΓ-invariant

sets are in a bijective correspondence with the algebraic subvarieties of
A(C). This suggests us that we may try to pull back toU the notion of a generic point inA(C).

The following definition behaves well only forΘ ⊂ C algebraically closed.

Definition 2.7.0.6. We say that aΓ-invariant co-etale closed subsetW ′ ⊂ U is defined over an alge-
braically closed subfieldΘ ⊂ C iff p(W ′) ⊂ A(C) is a subvariety defined overΘ.

An co-etale closed set isdefined over a subfieldΘ ⊂ C iff it is a countable union of irreducible
components ofΓ-invariant co-etale closed subsets defined overΘ.

Definition 2.7.0.7. For a setV ⊂ U
n, let ClΘV be the intersection of all closedΘ-definable sets

containingV :
ClΘ(V ) =

⋂

V⊂W,W/Θ isΘ-definable closed

W

A point v ∈ V is calledΘ-genericiff V = ClΘ(v), i.e. there does not exist a closedΘ-definable
proper subset ofV containingv.

Lemma 2.7.0.8. (a) ClΘ(V ) isΘ-definable

(b) ClΘ(V ) =
⋃

v∈V ClΘ(v) =
⋃

S⊂finV
ClΘ(S) (union over all finite subsets)

Proof. (a) : By Decomposition Lemma, it is sufficient to consider only irreducibleV . However, for
irreducibleV we may assume that all sets appearing in the definition ofClΘ(V ) are again irreducible
and therefore the intersection is finite. It is immediate that a finite intersection ofΘ-definable sets is
Θ-definable.

(b) : This follows from the Decomposition Lemma. IfV is irreducible, thenV = ClΘ(v) for v
aΘ-generic point ofV . If not, by Decomposition Lemma,V decomposes as a union of translates of
irreducible setsV1, . . . , Vn. Thus the union

⋃

v∈V ClΘ(v) is the union of the corresponding translates
of the closuresClΘ(V1),. . . ,ClΘ(Vn) of the irreducible componentsV1, . . . , Vn. By Lemma 2.4.0.3,
ClΘ(Vi) being closed implies any union of translates ofClΘ(Vi) is closed; and thus

⋃

v∈V ClΘ(v) is
a finite union of closed sets, therefore closed itself. But obviouslyV ⊂

⋃

v∈V ClΘ(v) and therefore
ClΘ(V ) ⊂

⋃

v∈V ClΘ(v). On the other hand, for anyv ∈ V ClΘ(v) ⊂ ClΘ(V ), and thusClΘ(V ) ⊃
⋃

v∈V ClΘ(v). This implies the lemma.

Lemma 2.7.0.9.If a setW ′ ⊂ U is defined overQ ⊂ C thenW ′ ⊂ U is LA-defined with parameters
fromp−1(A(Q)).

Proof. An irreducible component of the preimage of an algebraic varietyW (C) ⊂ A(C) defined over
Q is an irreducible component of the preimage of the variety

⋃

σ∈Gal(Q/k)

σW (C)
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defined overk. In order for the union to be finite, we use thatW is defined overQ, i.e. over a finite
degree subfield ofQ. The relation∼W is inLA(A), andW ′ can be defined byx ∼W a1& . . .&x ∼W

ak, for some set ofQ-rational pointsa1, . . . , ak ∈ W ′(Q).

Recall we assumeΘ to be algebraically closed.

Lemma 2.7.0.10.For every finite index subgroupH⊳finΓ, if W ′ is irreducible co-etale closed, then
w′ ∈ W ′ isΘ-generic iffw = pH(w′) ∈ W = pH(W ′) isΘ-generic inW .

Proof. The pointw′ ∈ W ′ is notΘ-generic iff there exists aΘ-defined irreducible setw′ ∈ V ′ ( W ′;
necessarilydimV ′ < dimW ′ andpH(V ′) 6= pH(W ′).

We would rather avoid using this corollary due to its non-geometric character, but unfortunately we
do use it.

Lemma 2.7.0.11.A connected component of a non-emptyΘ-generic fibre of a co-etale closed irre-
ducible set defined overΘ contains aΘ-generic point. That is, ifW ′ ⊂ U×U is co-etale irreducible
andpr : W ′ → U is the projection, andg′ ∈ ClprW ′ is aΘ-generic point of the co-etale closed set
V ′ = ClprW ′, then theΘ-generic fibreW ′

g′ = pr−1(g′) contains aΘ-generic point ofW ′.

Proof. Basic properties of generic points of algebraic varieties imply this property for algebraic va-
rieties. LetW ′c

g′ be a connected component of a fibre ofW ′ over aΘ-generic pointg′ of ClprW ′.
Thenp(W ′c

g′ ) is a connected component of the fibreWg, whereW = pH(W ′), g = p(g′) is such that
W ′ is a connected component ofp−1

H (W ); this may be seen with the help of the path-lifting property,
for example. Genericity ofg′ ∈ ClprW ′ implies that the pointg ∈ ClprW is Θ-generic, and, as a
connected component of the fibreWg of an algebraic variety,p(W ′c

g′ ) contains aΘ-generic point, and
then its preimage inW ′c

g′ is alsoΘ-generic.

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

Above establishes thatU satisfies all but those axioms of an analytic Zariski structure that describe
the image of a projection — (SP),(WP) and (FC). To prove thesethese axioms, we use that in algebraic
geometry,all morphisms aretopologicallyverysimple: eachmorphism of complex smooth connected
algebraic varieties is, excepting a closed subset of smaller dimension, a topologicalfibre bundlewith
connectedfibres, followed by a finitetopological covering(i.e., a fibre bundle with finite fibres). This
is known asStein factorisation. Via the long exact sequence of a fibration, this allows us to describe the
behaviour of the fundamental group with respect to algebraic morphisms. We use this to prove (FC).

Let us give an idea behind the calculations. We need to exclude the counterexample of a finite
non-closed spiral inC∗ × C∗ projecting onto a circle inC∗. In the cover, the spiralS unwinds to
a curveS′ of finite length while the circleS1 unwinds to an infinite lineL. As countably many deck
translates ofprS′ cover the whole of the lineL, their dimension must be the same in an analytic Zariski
structure. Observe that for the counterexample it is essential that the projectionpr π(S) −→ π(S′) is
not surjective, a possibility excluded by Proposition 2.8.3.2.

Let us remark that although the circle is not definable for obvious reasons, the varietyC∗ is defin-
able and homotopic to the circle, and so considerations above imply that we need to show there is no
irreducible co-etale closed subset ofCn with finite deck transformation group projecting surjectively
ontoC∗.

2.8.1. Prerequisites: topological structure of algebraicmorphisms

Exact sequence of fundamental groups of a fibration.

c©2018
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Fact 2.8.1.1.For a fibrationf : A −→ B of (nice, e.g. Hausdorff, linearly connected, locally linearly
connected) topological spaces, a pair of pointsa ∈ A, b = f(a) ∈ B, we have an exact sequence of
homotopy groups

−→ π2(B, b) −→ π1(f
−1(b), a) −→ π1(A, a) −→ π(B, b) −→ π0(f

−1(b), a) −→ π0(A, a) −→ π0(B, b) −→ 0

Remark 2.8.1.2. In fact, fibrations are thought of as analogues of exact sequences of 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 subsetX is normalat a pointx ∈ X if the
ringOX,x of germs of holomorphic functions over neighbourhoods ofx is integrally closed in its field
of fractions. A closed analytic subset is normal iff it is normal at every point.

A normalisation morphismn of varietyY is a morphismn : X → Y from a normal varietyX
such that any dominant, i.e. surjective on a Zariski open subset, morphismf : Z → Y lifts up to a
unique morphism̃f : Z → X such thatf = f̃ ◦ 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 functorial. Namely, for every va-
riety (Y, y), y ∈ Y with a base-point we may choose a normalisation morphismn : (n(Y ),n(y)) −→
(Y, y) such that for every pair of morphismsf : (X, x) −→ (Y, y), g : (Y, y) −→ (Z, z) it holds that
n(fg) = n(f)n(g).

Proof. Lemma §7.11 of [2] and Oka’s normalisation principle of [loc.cit.,§7.12].

Fact 2.8.1.5.LetX be a closed analytic subset of a Stein manifold, or letX be an algebraic variety.
If X is connected and normal, thenX is irreducible.

Proof. Implied by [2, §7.4].

Fundamental groups of open subsets of normal varieties.

Fact 2.8.1.6. Let Y be a connectednormal complex space andY 0 ⊂ Y be open. Then
π1(Y

0(C), y0) −→ π1(Y (C), y0) is surjective, for everyy0 ∈ Y 0(C).

Proof. Kollar, Prop.2.10.1

Stein factorisation.

Fact 2.8.1.7. Any projective morphismf : Y → X of algebraic varieties admits a factorisation
f = f0 ◦ f1 as a product of a finite morphismf0 : Y → Y ′ and a morphismf1 with connected fibres.

Proof. [7, Ch. III, Corollary 11.5]

A morphism of normal algebraic varieties is topologically afibration on an Zariski open subset.For
normal varieties we have a more precise statement:

Fact 2.8.1.8.Let f : X → Y be a morphism of irreduciblenormalalgebraic complex varieties such
thatY ⊂ f(X).

Then there exist an open subsetY 0 ⊂ Y and X0 = f−1(Y 0), and a varietyZ0 such thatf
factories as follows:

X0 →f0

Z0 →fet

Y 0

where

c©2018



Misha Gavrilovich 17

1. Z0 → Y 0 is a finite topological covering in complex topology (i.e. anétale morphism)

2. X0 → Z0 is a topological fibre bundle (in complex topology) with connected fibres

In particular,
3. f : X0 −→ Y 0 is a fibration, and its fibres are of boundedly many connected components
4. we have a short exact sequence

−→ π2(Y
0(C), y0) −→ π1(f

−1
|X0(C)(y0), x0) −→ π1(X

0(C), x0) −→ π1(Y
0(C), y0) −→ π0(f

−1
|X0(C)(y0), x0)

Proof. Kollar, Proposition 2.8.1.

Note that whilef0 : X0 → Y 0 is interpretable in the theory of algebraic varieties and inLA,
as indeed any morphism of algebraic varieties is, the theorymay not say anything about the induced
morphism(f0)∗ : U(X0) → U(Y 0) of the universal covering spaces ofX0(C) andY 0(C).

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

Fact 2.8.1.9.Letf : X → Y be a morphism of normal algebraic connected complex varieties; assume
thatf(X) is open isY .

Then there is an open subsetY 0 ⊂ Y defined over the same field asY , such that for every point
g ∈ Y 0(C) ⊂ Y (C), every pointg′ ∈ Xg = f−1(g) a generic fibre off over generic pointg ∈ Y (C),
it holds that the sequence

f∗ : π1(Xg(C), g
′) → π1(X(C), g′) → π1(Y (C), g) → 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(the exact sequence of the fundamental
groups of a fibration). That is, Kollar, Proposition 2.8.1 and Kollar, Proposition 2.10.1.

2.8.2. Extending to non-normal subvarieties

The above provides an explicit description of morphisms topologically, between normal algebraic
varieties.

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

Fundamental subgroups of non-normal subvarieties.

Fact 2.8.2.1.AssumeA is LERF.
Let p : U → A(C) be the universal covering space, letι : W → A ×A be a closed subvariety,

and letZ = ClprW . Assume thatp−1(W (C)) andp−1(Z(C)) are unfurled.
Then there is an open subsetZ0 ⊂ Z defined over the same field asZ, such that for every point

g ∈ Z0(C) ⊂ Z(C), every point(g, g′) ∈ Wg = f−1(g) a generic fibre off over generic point
g ∈ Z(C), it holds that the sequence of subgroups ofπ1(A(C)2, (p(g′), p(g))

ι∗π1(Wg(C), (g, g
′)) → ι∗π1(W (C), (g, g′)) → ι∗π1(Z(C), g) → 0

which is exact up to finite index, and the homomorphisms are those of subgroups of
π1(A(C)2, (p(g′), p(g)).
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Proof. We prove this by passing to the normalisation of varietiesW andZ = ClprW . The assumption
about the irreducibility of connected components implies that the composite maps of fundamental
groupsπ1(Ŵ ) → π(W ) → ι∗π1(W ) andπ1(Ẑ) → π1(Z) → ι∗π1(Z) are surjective.

To show this, first note that the universal covering spaces˜̂
W (C) and ˜̂

Z(C) are irreducible as ana-
lytic spaces; indeed, normality is a local property, and so they are normal as analytic spaces; they are
obviously connected, and for normal analytic spaces connectivity implies irreducibility.

By properties of covering maps, a morphism between analyticspaces lifts up to a morphism be-
tween their universal covering spaces (as analytic spaces); thus the normalisation mapnW : Ŵ → W

lifts up to a morphismñW :
˜̂
W → U. The normalisation morphismnW is finite and closed by

Hartshorne [7, Ch.II,§3,Ex.3.5,3.8]; thereforeñW is also, and the image of an irreducible set is irre-

ducible. ThereforẽnW (
˜̂
W ) is an irreducible subset of a connected component ofp−1(W (C)). More-

over, if we choose different liftings̃nW , we may coverp−1(W (C)) by a countable number of such
sets. Now, we use the assumption that a connected component of p−1(W (C)) is irreducible to conclude

that the imagẽnW (
˜̂
W ) coincides with a connected component ofp−1(W (C)). This implies that the

map of fundamental groups is surjective; this may be easily seen if one thinks of a fundamental group
as the group of deck transformations.

Let nW : Ŵ → W , nWg
: Ŵg → Wg andnZ : Ẑ → Z be the normalisation of varietiesW ,Wg

andZ.
By the universality property of normalisation in §2.8.1 we may lift the normalisation morphism

nWg
: Ŵg → Wg to construct a commutative diagram:

Ŵg → Ŵ → Ẑ
↓ ↓ ↓
Wg → W → Z

By functoriality ofπ1, this diagram and embeddingι : W → A×A gives us

π1(Ŵg) → π1(Ŵ ) → π1(Ẑ)
↓ ↓ ↓

π1(Wg) → π1(W ) → π1(Z)
↓ ↓ ↓

ι∗π1(Wg) → ι∗π1(W ) → ι∗π1(Z)

Now, g′ is Θ-generic inŴ ′
g′ ; We are almost finished now. By Fact 2.8.1.9 the upper row of the

diagram is exact up to finite index, andπ1(Ŵ ) → π1(Ẑ) are surjective, up to finite index; by as-
sumptions onW andZ, the composite morphismsπ1(Ẑ) → ι∗π1(Z) andπ1(Ŵ ) → ι∗π1(W ) are
surjective. Diagram chasing now proves that the bottom row is also exact up to finite index, and the
mapι∗π1(Ŵ ) → ι∗π1(Ẑ) is surjective up to finite index.

2.8.3. Deck transformation groups of co-etale irreduciblesets

Recall notationπ(V ′) = {γ ∈ Γn : γV ′ ⊂ V ′} for V ′ ⊂ U
n, and that ifV ′ is a connected

component ofp−1(V (C)), then the deck transformation groupπ(V ′) is canonically identified with
the fundamental groupπ1(V (C), x0), x0 ∈ p(V ′): to an elementγ ∈ π(V ′) there corresponds path
p(γx′

0
,γx′

0
) wherex′

0 ∈ V ′ is arbitrary such thatp(x′
0) = x0.

Deck transformation group of a co-etale irreducible set is cocompact .

Corollary 2.8.3.1. In a co-etale irreducible setW , the deck transformation groupπ(W ) acts cocom-
pactly, i.e. transitive up-to-compact.
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That is, for every co-etale irreducible closed setW there is a compact subsetWO ⊂ W such that
every pointw ∈ W there areγwO, γ ∈ π(W ), wO ∈ WO andw = γwO.

Proof. By Decomposition Lemma,W is a connected component ofHW = p−1
H pH(W ), for some

finite index subgroupH < Γ. As pH is a local isomorphism,HW being closed analytic implies
pH(W ) = pH(HW ) ⊂ U

n/Hn is closed analytic and therefore Zariski closed by Chow Lemma. This
implies thatW is a topological covering of a closed set compact in complex topology, andπ(W ) ∩H
is its deck transformation group. This implies the corollary.

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

Proposition 2.8.3.2(Action ofπ(U ) onU ). LetW ′ andV ′ = ClprW ′ be co-etale irreducible closed
sets. Then there is a finite index subgroupH⊳finΓ such that

1. π(W ′) ∩H = {γ ∈ H : γW ′ ⊂ W ′} = {γ ∈ H : γW ′ ∩W ′ 6= ∅} = {γ ∈ H : γx′
0 ∈ W ′},

for any pointx′
0 ∈ W ′

2. pr [π(W ′) ∩H ] = π(V ′) ∩H .

3. for an open subsetV 0′ ⊂ V ′ it holds that for arbitrary connected componentW ′c
g′ of fibreW ′

g′

overg′ ∈ V 0 there is a sequence exact up to finite index

π(W ′c
g′ ) −−−−→ π(W ′)

pr ∗

−−−−→ π(V ′) −−−−→ 0,

i.e. there exists a finite index subgroupH⊳finΓ independent ofg andW ′c
g′ such that the sequence

is exact:

π(W ′c
g′ ) ∩H −−−−→ π(W ′) ∩ [H ×H ]

pr ∗

−−−−→ π(V ′) ∩H −−−−→ 0,

Moreover, ifW ′ and V ′ are defined over an algebraically closed fieldΘ, so isV − V 0. In
particular, the above sequence is exact forg aΘ-generic point ofV ′ = ClprW ′.

Proof of Proposition.To prove(1), apply Decomposition Lemma to the co-etale closed setΓW ′; by
Decomposition Lemma, takeH⊳finΓ to be such that the setΓW ′ decomposes as a union of a finite
number ofH-invariant sets whose connected components are irreducible, and therefore they are trans-
lates ofW ′. This implies(1). The item(2) is implied by(3).

Let us now prove item(3). LetH be such thatW ′ andV ′ are connected components ofp−1
H W (C),

p−1
H (V (C)), respectively, whereW (C) = pH(W ′), V (C) = pH(V ′). Consider projection morphism

pr : A ×A → A; it induces a morphismpr : W (C) → V (C). By Lemma 2.8.2.1 it gives rise to a
sequence exact up to finite index:

ι∗π1(W
c
g (C), w) → ι∗π1(W (C), w) → ι∗π1(V (C), prw) → 0

whereW c
g is a connected component of a fibre ofW overg ∈ V , andg varies in an open subsetV 0

of V , andw varies inW c
g . The index depends only on the Stein factorisation of the projection, and is

therefore independent ofg and fibreW ′c
g′ .

Recall that there is a canonical identification ofπ(W ′) and ι∗π1(W (C), w), and of
ι∗π1(W

c
g (C), w) andπ(W ′c

g′

′
), etc. As a canonical identification respects morphisms, Proposition is

implied.

Corollary 2.8.3.3. LetW ′ be a co-etale irreducible closed set, and letV ′ = ClprW ′. Thenπ(prW ′)
is a finite index subgroup ofπ(V ′).

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

(SP) Projections of closed irreducible sets are irreducible closed.

(SP )alg Projections of closed sets invariant under a finite index subgroup of the fundamental group, are
closed

(SP )gen Projection of an irreducible constructible set contains all generic points of the projection.

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

Proof. It is easy to check that the projection of anH-invariant closed set is closed; indeed, say forH =
Γ, notepr p(ΓW ′) = ppr (W ′), and thusprΓW ′ = p−1p(prW ′) = p−1p(V ), whereV = pr p(W ′).
As A(C) is projective,V is a closed algebraic subset ofA(C), and thusp−1p(V ) is aΓ-invariant
closed subset ofU . By definition ofÉt, it is co-etale closed. This proves(SP )gen.

To prove (SP), letW ′ be a co-etale irreducible closed set which is a connected component ofHW ′.
Let V ′ be the closure ofprW ′; we intend to apply item (3) of Proposition above.

The setprHW ′ is closed, and thusV ′ ⊂ prHW ′. The setV ′ is closed, and thus it is contained in
a connected componentV ′

1 of prHW ′.
Takev′ ∈ V ′ ⊂ V ′

1 , and findw′ ∈ W ′ such thatpr (hw′) = v′; this is possible due toV ′ ⊂
prHW ′. AlsoprW ′ ⊂ V ′, and thuspr (w′) ∈ V ′, pr (h)pr (w′) = v′ ∈ V ′. Thenv′ ∈ pr (h)V ′

1∩V
′
1 .

We may further takeH sufficiently small so that

π(V ′
1 ) ∩H = {τ ∈ Γ : τ(V ′

1 ) ∩ V ′
1 6= ∅} = {τ ∈ Γ : τV ′

1 = V ′
1}.

Thenpr (h) ∈ π(V ′
1 ), and Proposition 2.8.3.2(2) implies there exists an element h1 ∈ Γ(W ′)∩[H×H ]

such thatpr (h) = pr h1. Then,h1W
′ = W ′, and thuspr (h1w

′) = pr (h)prw′ = v′, as required.
This argument can be given topologically. We reprove(SP )alg topologically.
First, we may assume thatW ′ is a connected component ofp−1

H pH(W ′) = HW ′, and by Chevalley
Lemma for algebraic varieties there is a setV 0 ⊂ pr pH(W ′) ⊂ V such thatV 0 ( V is open inV .
Let V ′ be the connected component ofp−1

H (V ) containingprW ′. TakeV 0′ = V ′ ∩ p−1
H (V 0); then

V 0′ ⊂ V ′ is open inV ′ as an intersection with an open set.
Takev′ ∈ V 0′ , and takew′ ∈ W ′, pr pH(w′) = pH(v′) ∈ V 0 ⊂ prW ; such a pointw′ in W ′

exists by what we call the covering property of connected components. Now,prw′ ∈ V ′, and thus
γ0 ∈ π(V ′) whereγ0 is defined byv′ = γ0prw

′. Conditionpr pH(w′) = pH(v′) ∈ A
H(K) implies

γ0 ∈ H . Thus the inclusionprπ(W ′)∩H = π(V ′)∩H implies there existsγ1 ∈ π(W ′), pr γ1 = γ0,
and thusv′ = γ0prw

′ = pr (γ1w
′), and the Chevalley lemma is proven.

(SP )gen is implied by (SP), as the projection is irreducible and every fibre above a generic point
of prW contains a generic point ofW = clS that is necessarily contained inS.

(WP) is also implied by (SP). LetW ⊂ U
n be irreducible, and letWi = Wi ∩W ⊂ W be closed

irreducible subsets ofW such that
⋃

i Wi is closed. We need to prove thatpr (W \
⋃

iWi) ⊂ U
m is

open in its closure. It is easy to notice that that we may assume that
⋃

iWi is Γg = ker(π(W ) −→
π(pr (W ))-invariant: useγ-invariance of every fibreWx = pr−1(x) to check that the projection

pr (W \
⋃

i

Wi) = pr (W \
⋂

γ∈Γg

(
⋃

i

γWi))

does not change: ifWx = (
⋃

iWi) ∩Wx then

Wx =
⋂

γ∈Γg

γ((
⋃

i

Wi) ∩Wx) =
⋂

γ∈Γg

(
⋃

i

γWi) ∩
⋂

γ∈Γg

γWx =
⋂

γ∈Γg

(
⋃

i

γWi) ∩Wx.
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The infinite intersection is closed in co-etale topology, and therefore every compact subset ofU
n

intersects only finitely many of closed subsets of
⋂

γ∈Γg
(
⋃

i γWi).
Take an open ballB ⊂ U

m such that its closure is compact, and take a finite index subgroupH < Γ
such that for everyWi intersectingpr−1(B) and everyγ ∈ Hn, eitherγWi = Wi or γWi ∩Wi = ∅;
we may do so by Proposition 2.8.3.2 taking into account that we only need to consider finitely many
Wi’s byΓg-invariance. Finally consider the quotientWH = (W \

⋃

γ∈Γg,Wi∩pr−1(B) 6=∅ γWi)/H
n−m.

It is a subset of an algebraic variety, and, in Zariski topology, is open in its closure. Therefore
by [HartAG,Ch.I,Ex.3.10,Ch.II,Ex.3.22]pr (WH) is constructible and alsopr (W \ ∪iWi) ∩ B =
Hmpr (WH) ∩ B. Thus, for every open ballB, inside ofB the setVb = prW \ pr (W \ ∪iWi)
coincides with a union of co-etale constructible sets, and,consequently, the closure ofVb in complex
topology coincides with a finite union of co-etale closed sets, locally in every open ballB. This implies
Vb is closed analytic, and than, in the analytic irreducible decomposition, every irreducible component
coincides with an irreducible component of a co-etale closed set. By definition (I), this impliesVb is
closed in co-etale topology, as required.

Remark 2.8.4.2. It is not sufficient to show that locally in complex topology,Vb contains an open sub-
set ofprW , as the following counterexample shows. Let us explain the picture. Consider a countably
infinite family of lines inC2 passing though a point, and take the union of countably many intervals
lying on these lines. Then, the union is not contained in the completement of any closed analytic set;
and it is easy to ensure that, on every compact subset, the union is contained in the completement of
only finitely many of these lines, i.e. is in the completementof a closed analytic set.

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

Corollary 2.8.5.1. (FC). For a locally closed irreducible setS ⊂ U
n × U

m and the projection
pr : Un ×U

m −→ U
m, it holds

(FC)(min) there exists an open set V such thatV ∩prS 6= ∅ and for everyv ∈ V ∩prS, dim(pr−1(v)∩
S) = min{dim(pr−1(a) ∩ S)}
(FC)(>) The seta ∈ prS : dim(pr−1(a) ∩ S) > k is of the formT ∩ prS for some constructibleT .

Proof. (FC)(min) Let W = clS be the closure ofS and letH < Γ a finite index subgroup
as provided by Proposition 2.8.3.2. By [HartAG,Ch.I,Ex.3.10,Ch.II,Ex.3.22], for an open subset
V 0 ⊂ prHn+mW , for every pointv ∈ V 0, it holds that every irreducible component of fi-
bre (W/Hn+m)v of the algebraic morphismpr : W/Hn+m −→ U

m/Hm is of dimension
e = dimW − dimprW = dim(W/Hn+m) − dimpr (W/Hn+m). The latter that every irreducible
component ofpr−1(W/Hn+m)v is of dimensione unless empty, andV 0 ∩ prW is as required. The
proof of (FC)(>) is similar.

2.8.6. Uniformity of generic fibres
Let π0(W

′) denote the set of irreducible components ofW ′.

Corollary 2.8.6.1(Generic Fibres). In notation of Proposition above, for a pointg′ ∈ V ′ = ClprW ′

not contained in some properΘ-definable closed subset ofV , the fibreW ′
g′ has finitely many connected

components, and for any connected componentW ′c
g′ ofW ′

g′ , it holds

W ′ ∩ g′ ×HW ′c
g′ = g′ ×W ′c

g′ ,

W ′ ∩ g′ ×HW ′
g′ = g′ ×W ′

g′ .

In particular, the formulae above hold forg′ a Θ-generic point ofV .
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Proof. Let H be as in Proposition 2.8.3.2. The fibreW ′
g′ is the intersection ofWg with a coordinate

plane, and therefore is co-etale closed. By Decomposition Lemma, the fibreW ′
g′ is a union ofH-

translates of a finite number of irreducible setsZ ′
1, . . . , Z

′
k.

To prove the claim, takeh ∈ H such thatZ ′
i, hZ

′
i ⊂ W ′

g′ . Then(id, h) ∈ H×H , and(id, h−1)W ′∩

W ′ ⊃ g′ × Z ′
i 6= ∅, and by Proposition 2.8.3.2(1) this implies(id, h−1)W ′ = W ′ and(id, h−1) ∈

π(W ′). However, by Proposition 2.8.3.2(2)π(W ′c
g′ ) ∩ H = ker(pr ∗(π(W

′) → pr (V ′)) ∩ H), and
thush ∈ π(W ′c

g′ ), hW ′c
g′ = W ′c

g′ for any connected componentW ′c
g′ of fibreW ′

g′ .
To proveW ′ ∩ g′ × HW ′c

g′ = g′ × W ′c
g′ , takeh ∈ H such thatg′ × hW ′

g′ ∩ W 6= ∅. Then
(id, h) ∈ H ×H and

(id, h)W ′ ∩W ′ ⊃ g′ × hW ′
g′ ∩Wg 6= ∅,

by Proposition 2.8.3.2(1) this implies(id, h)W ′ = W ′ i.e. (id, h) ∈ π(W ′). Now Proposi-
tion 2.8.3.2(2),π(W ′c

g′ ) ∩H = ker(pr ∗(π(W
′) → pr (V ′)) ∩H) giveshW ′

g′ = W ′
g′ , i.eh ∈ π(W ′

g′ ),
as required.

In particular,W ′ ∩HW ′
g′ = W ′

g′ andW ′ ∩W ′c
g′ = g′ ×W ′c

g′

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

So far we have analysed the topology onU (and its Cartesian powersUn’s) whose closed sets are
rather easy to understand. Now, to put the considerations above in a framework of model-theory, we
want to define alanguageable to define closed sets in the co-etale topology. From an algebraic point of
view, that corresponds to defining an automorphism group ofU with 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 of core closed subsets. Our language is
smaller than that: core closed subsets are definable with parameters (corresponding to core subsets).

Let us draw an analogy to the action of Galois group onQ as an algebraic variety defined over
Q endowed with Zariski topology. The Galois group may not be defined as the group of bijections
continuous in Zariski topology: for example, all polynomial maps are continuous in Zariski topology;
linear and affine mapsx → ax+ b are such continuous bijections.

Thus we distinguish certainQ-definable subsets among Zariski closed subsets ofQ
3
, and then de-

fine Galois group as the group of transformation (ofQ) preserving the distinguishedQ-defined subsets

(of Q
3
); in this case the graphs of addition and multiplication. It is thenderived, rather trivially, that

this implies that Galois group acts by transformation continuous in Zariski topology.
Recall the way this is derived: theQ-definable subsets are givennames, in this case addition and

multiplication, and then each closed set (subvariety) is given a name by the equations defining the set
of its points; in fact, in algebraic geometry the word variety means rather thename, the set of equations,
rather that the set of points the equations define.

In order to define a useful automorphism group of the co-etaletopology, we follow the same pattern.
Model theory provides us with means to give precise meaning to the argument above, and to define

mathematically what is it exactly that we want. In these terms, the distinguished subsets form alan-
guage, and the Galois group is the group of automorphisms ofthe structure in that language. Model
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 thatA is defined over an algebraic fieldk ⊂ Q ⊂ C embedded inC.
We considerp : U → A(C) as a structure in the following language.

Definition 3.1.0.2. We consider the universal covering spacep : U → A(C) as a one-sorted structure
U , in the languageLA which has the following symbols:
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the symbols∼Z,A for Z a closed subvariety ofA(C)n defined over number fieldk, and,

the symbols∼H , for each normal subgroupH⊳finπ(U)n of finite index

The symbols are interpreted as follows:

x′ ∼Z,A y′ ⇐⇒ pointsx′ ∈ Un andy′ ∈ Un lie in the same (analytic) irreducible component
of theΓ-invariant closed analytic setp−1(Z(C)) ⊂ Un.

x′ ∼H y′ ⇐⇒ ∃τ ∈ π(U )n : τx′ = y′ andτ ∈ H .

Note that we do not assumeZ to be connected.
As justified by Corollary 3.1.0.3, we get a bi-interpretablelanguage by considering the following

predicates instead:

x′ ∼c
Z,AH y′ iff x′ andy′ lie in the sameconnectedcomponent of the preimagep−1

H (Zi(C)),

Zi ⊂ A
H(C)n an irreducible component of algebraic varietyp−1

H (Z(C)) ⊂ A
H(C)n.

Corollary 3.1.0.3. For every closedΓ-invariant analytic subsetZ ′ of Un, there exist closed analytic
subsetsZ ′

1, . . . , Z
′
n invariant under action of a finite index subgroupH ofΓ, such that

x ∼Z′ y ⇐⇒ x ∼c
Z′

1
y ∨ x ∼c

Z′

2
y ∨ . . . ∨ x ∼c

Z′

n
y.

Consequently, for every closed subvarietyZ of A, there exist subvarietiesZ1, . . . , Zn of a finite étale
coverAH such that

x ∼Z y ⇐⇒ x ∼c
Z1

y ∨ x ∼c
Z2

y ∨ . . . ∨ x ∼c
Zn

y.

Proof. TakeH andZ ′
1, . . . , Z

′
n as in Decomposition Lemma 2.3.2.1.

Note that the languageLA is countable. This is an essential property, from model-theory point of
view; in technical, down-to-earth terms it is useful to makeinductive constructions.

Let us use this opportunity to remind that we use symbols∼Z rather abusively to mean “lie in the
same irreducible component of” eitherΓZ, p−1

H (Z), etc.

3.2. LA-definability of π(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 subgroupH⊳finΓ it holds

1. the relation
AffH(x, y, z, t) = ∃γ ∈ H : γx = y&γz = t

isLA(∅)-definable

2. AnH-invariant closed set isLA-definable with parameters.

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

4. Any co-etale closed irreducible set is a connected component of a fibre of anLA-definable set.

5. An irreducible closed set isLA-definable.
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Proof. To prove (1), note that

p−1(∆(C)) =
⋃

γ∈Γ

{(x, γx) : x ∈ U}

where∆ = {(x, x) : x ∈ A} is an algebraic closed subvariety defined overk. The connected compo-
nents{(x, γx) : x ∈ U}, γ ∈ Γ are the equivalence classes of the relation∼∆, and thus are definable
with parameters.

Evidently Affπ(x, y, s, t) iff (x, y) ∼∆ (s, t) lie in the same connected component of
p−1(∆(C)) ⊂ U × U .

To prove (2), we consider two cases.Q-case:An irreducible closed subvarietyZ/Q ⊂ A defined
overQ is an irreducible component of subvariety

Zk =
⋃

σ:kZ →֒C

σ(Z)

of A, wherekZ is the field of definition ofZ of finite degree. The formula impliesZ is LA-definable
with parameters with the help of symbol∼Zk,A; the parameters may be taken to lie inA(Q) but not
necessarily inA(kZ ). A slightly more complicated argument could give a construction definingZ as
a connected component.

For an analytic co-etale closed irreducible setZ ′ ⊂ U , it holds thatZ ′ is an irreducible component
of ΓZ ′, i.e. it is an irreducible component ofp−1(Z) = p−1p(Z ′). Thus the above argument gives that
every co-etale irreducible subset ofU defined overQ isLA-definable with parameters.

Q(t1, . . . , tn)-case:Thus we have to deal with the case whenp(Z) is notQ-definable. Our strategy
is to show that any such set is a connected component of aQ-generic fibre of aQ-definable set, and
then show that such connected components are uniformly definable. Uniformity will be important for
us later in axiomatisingU .

Let us see first that each co-etale closed irreducible set is aconnected component of a fibre of a
co-etale closed irreducible set defined overQ.

Take a co-etale irreducible setZ ′ and takeH⊳finΓ such thatZ ′ is a connected component of
HZ ′ = p−1

H (Z), for an irreducible algebraic closed setZ = pH(Z ′). By the theory of algebraically
closed field, we know thatZ can be defined as a Boolean combination, necessarily a positive one, of
Q-definable closed subsets and their fibres; by passing to a smaller subset if necessary, we see that the
irreducibility ofZ implies that algebraic subsetZ ⊂
A(C) is a connected component of aQ-generic fibre of aQ-definable closed subsetW ⊂
A(C)n. ThenHZ ′ is the corresponding fibre ofp−1

H (W ). The closed setZ ′ is a union of the corre-
sponding fibres of the irreducible components ofp−1

H (W ), and irreducibility ofZ ′ implies that union is
necessarily trivial. Thus, we have thatZ ′ is a connected component of a fibre of an irreducible co-etale
closed set defined overQ. We may also ensure thatZ ′ is a connected component of aQ-generic fibre
of W ′ by intersectingW ′ with the preimage of an irreducibleQ-definable set containingprZ ′, and
repeating the process if necessary.

Let us now prove that the connected components of theQ-generic fibres of an irreducibleQ-
definable set areQ-definable.

Let W ′ ⊂ A(C)2, and letV ′ = ClprW ′ be as in Proposition 2.8.3.2 and Corollary 2.8.6.1. The
morphismpr : W → V admits a Stein factorisation (Fact 2.8.1.7)pr = f0 ◦ f1 as a composition of a
finite morphismf0 : W → V1 and a morphism with connected fibresf1 : V1 → V . In particular, two
pointsx1, x2 ∈ Wg lie in the same connected component of fibreWg iff f0(x1) = f0(x2).

Now set

x′ ∼c
Wg

y′ ⇐⇒ x′ ∼W y′&pr x′ = pr y′&f0(pH(x′)) = f0(pH(y′)) (3.1)
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(here subscriptg is a part of the notation, and does not denote an element ofU).
In notation of Corollary 2.8.6.1, we have

Corollary 3.2.0.5. If pr x′ = g′ ∈ V ′0, then the formulax′ ∼c
Wg

y′ holds iffx′ ∼H y′ andx′ and

y′ lie in the same connected component of fibreW ′
g′ of W . If W,V are Θ-definable, so isV ′0. The

parameters needed to define∼c
Wg

live inU/H .

Proof. This is a reformulation of the formulaW ′ ∩ g′ × HW ′c
g′ = g′ × W ′c

g′ . Indeed,pr x′ =
pr y′&f0(pH(x′)) = f0(pH(y′)) holds iff x′, y′ ∈ g′ × HW ′c

g′ for g′ = pr x′ = pr y′ and some
W ′c

g′ a connected component of fibre ofW ′ aboveg′. The relation of lying in the same connected com-
ponent of a fibre being translation invariant, we may as well assumex′, y′ ∈ W ′ if x′ ∼W y′ ∈ W ′ lie
in the same connected component ofW ′. Then the formula means thatx′, y′ lie in the same connected
component of fibreg′ ×W ′

g′ .
The claim that the formula holds forg′ ∈ V ′0 in an open subset isΘ-definable is a part of the

conclusion of Corollary 2.8.6.1.

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

Corollary 3.2.0.6. LetAutLA
(U) be the group of bijectionsϕ : U → U preserving relations∼Z,A∈

LA; thenAutLA
(U) acts by transformations continuous in the co-etale topology .

Proof. Immediate by Lemma 3.2.0.4.

The results above justify thinking ofAutLA
(U) as aGalois group ofU.

Remark 3.2.0.7. Via identificationsU/H ∼= A
H(C), there is a natural inclusion of a subgroup

of AutLA
(U) into Aut(C/Q); what can one say about the common subgroup ofAutLA

(U) and
Aut(C/Q), or rather a conjugacy class of such subgroups? Is there any relations betweenAutLA

(U)
and the Grothendieck’s fundamental groupπ̂1(AQ, 0)?

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

Now we want to study the action ofAutLA
(U) on U, and analyse orbits of its action onU and

U
n, n > 1. In model theory one would hope that the aforementioned orbits can be analysed in terms

of the language; in presence of a nice topology possessing a properness property (WP) or (SP) we may
hope to analyse orbits in terms of closed sets.

The situation when this is possible is called homogeneity; Property 4.0.0.12 below statesmodel
homogeneityof U. Model homogeneity says, roughly, that two tuples of pointslie in the same orbit (of
the action fixing an algebraically closed subfield) iff thereare no obvious obstructions, i.e. iff they lie
in the same closed sets (defined over an algebraically closedsubfield which we assume fixed).

Definition 4.0.0.8. We say thatW is aΘ-constructible setiff

1. the closureClW is defined overΘ

2. W contains allΘ-generic points of the irreducible components ofClW .

An irreducibleconstructible set is a set whose closure is irreducible.

Definition 4.0.0.9. We say thatw ∈ W is aΘ-generic point of an irreducible constructible set iffw
does not lie in a properΘ-definable subset ofW .

We say that a property holds for auniform generic pointof W iff it holds for every point is some
openΘ-definable subset ofW .

Lemma 4.0.0.10.A projection of an irreducibleΘ-constructible set isΘ-constructible.
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Proof. Let W ⊂ U × U be an irreducible set defined overΘ, and letW0 be the set of allΘ-
generic points ofW ; generally speaking,W0 is not definable. We need to prove thatprW is also
Θ-constructible. Letg be aΘ-generic point of the closure ofprW ; we knowg ∈ prW by (SP) of
Lemma 2.8.4.1. By Lemma 2.8.6.1 we know that the (non-empty)fibreWg contains aΘ-generic point
of W , and thusg ∈ prW0, as required.

The set of realisations of a complete quantifier-free syntactic type p/Θ with parameter setΘ is
Θ-constructible; and conversely, everyΘ-constructible set can be represented in this form.

Thus, the above lemma is equivalent toω-homogeneity for such types.

Definition 4.0.0.11.We say thatU ishomogeneous for irreducible closed sets overΘ, orhomogeneous
for syntactic quantifier-free complete types overΘ, or model homogeneousiff either of the following
equivalent conditions holds

1. the projection of an irreducibleΘ-constructible set isΘ-constructible;

2. for any tuplesa, b ∈ U
n andc ∈ Um if qftp(a/Θ) = qftp(b/Θ) then there existsd ∈ Um such

thatqftp(a, c/Θ) = qftp(b, d/Θ)

To see that the conditions are equivalent, note that the set of realisations of a complete quantifier-
free typeqftp(a, c/Θ) isΘ-constructible; its projection containsa and also isΘ-constructible;a is its
Θ-generic point; thentp(a/Θ) = tp(b/Θ) impliesb is alsoΘ-generic, i.e. belongs to the projection.

The above proves the following result.

Property 4.0.0.12.The standard modelp : U → A(C) in languageLA is model homogeneous, i.e. it
is ω-homogeneous for closed sets over arbitrary algebraicallyclosed subfieldΘ ⊂ C.

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

Corollary 4.0.0.13. The set of realisations of a quantifier-free typeqftp(x/Θ) overp−1(A(Θ)) con-
sists ofΘ-generic points of some co-etale irreducible closed subsetof U.

Proof. Follows from the previous statements.

5. An Lω1ω-axiomatisation X(A(C)) and stability of the corresponding Lω1ω-class.

In this§ we introduce an axiomatisationX(A(C)) for Lω1ω(LA)-class which contains the standard
modelp : U → A(C), and is stable over models and all models in it are model homogeneous. We then
show that the class of models satisfies(2ℵ0→ℵ1

) of Theorem 6.0.4.8.

5.1. AlgebraicLA(G)-structures

We know thatU/G = A
G(C) carries the structure of an algebraic variety over fieldC. The cover-

ing A
G(C) → A(C) carries a structure in a reductLA(G) of languageLA. In fact, similar interpreta-

tion works for an arbitrary algebraically closed fieldK instead ofK = C.
For every finite index subgroupG⊳finΓ, there is a well-defined coveringAG → A of finite degree.

The spaceA(C) is projective, and thusAG(C) is also a complex projective manifold. By Fact 2.3.1.2,
A

G has the structure of an algebraic variety.
Recall that we use the following fact as the defining propertyof an étale covering: the morphism

B(K) → A(K) of varieties over an algebraically closed fieldK of char 0 isétaleiff there exists an
embeddingi : K ′ → C of the fieldK ′ of definition ofA andB 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 ofLA). Let pG : AG(K) → A(K) be a finite étale morphism.
Let LA(G) ⊂ LA be the language consisting of all predicates ofLA of form∼Z and symbols∼H for
G ⊂ H . ThenAG(K) → A(K) carries anLA(G)-structure as follows:

1. x′ ∼Z y′ ⇐⇒ pointsx′, y′ ∈ A
G(K)n lie in the same irreducible component of algebraic

closed subsetp−1
G (Z(K)) of AG(K)n.

2. x′ ∼H y′ ⇐⇒ there exist an algebraic morphismτ : AG → A
G and a co-etale covering

morphismq : AG → A
H such thatτ(x′) = y′ andτ ◦ q = q:

A
G τ

−−−−→ A
G





y

q étale cover





y

q

A
H id

−−−−→ A
H

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

ForG = Γ, AG = A, and thusLA(Γ) is just a form of the language for the algebraic varietyA;
here the point is that we have predicates for the relations for irreducible components ofk-definable
closed subsets only.

In general, the above is simply a variation of an ACF structure onA. In particular, all Zariski closed
subsets of(AG)n(K) areLA(G)-definable.

5.2. AxiomatisationX(A(C)) of the universal covering spaceU
We define the axiomatisationX = X(A(C)) to be anLω1ω(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 quotationsU/ ∼H for H⊳finΓ, and some properties ofU → U/ ∼H .

Axiom 5.2.1.1. All first-order statements valid inU and expressible in terms ofLA-interpretable rela-
tions

x′ ∼Z,AG y′ := ∃x′′∃y′′(x′′ ∼Z y′′&x′′ ∼G x′&y′′ ∼G y′), G⊳finΓ

and∼G, G⊳finΓ.

Essentially, these axioms describeU/G as an algebraic variety.

5.2.2. Path-lifting Property Axiom, or the covering property Axiom
Axiom 5.2.2.1(Path-lifting Property forW ; Covering Property forW ). For everyLA-predicate∼W

and allG⊳finΓ small enough, we have an axiom

x′ ∼W,AG y′ =⇒ ∃y′′(y′′ ∼G y′&x′ ∼W y′′)

We also have a stronger axiom forfibresof W ; here we use that the relation “to lie in the same
connected component of a fibre of a variety” is algebraic and therefore the correspondingG-invariant
relation isLA-definable.

Axiom 5.2.2.2(Lifting Property for fibres). For all G⊳finΓ sufficiently small, we have an axiom

(x′
0, x

′
1) ∼

c
Wg ,AG (y′0, y

′
1) =⇒ ∃y′′1 [y

′
0 ∼G x′

0&y′′1 ∼G y′1&(x′
0, x

′
1) ∼W (x′

0, y
′′
1 )]

in a slightly different notation

x′ ∼c
Wg ,AG y′ =⇒ ∃y′′(y′′ ∼G y′&prx′ = pr y′′&x′ ∼W y′′)
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The relationx′ ∼c
Wg ,AG y′ is defined by the formula (3.1) (cf. Claim 3.2.0.5).

Axiom 5.2.2.3(Fundamental group is residually finite).

∀x′∀y′(x′ = y′ ⇐⇒
∧

H⊳finΓ

x′ ∼H y′)

Thus, it says that two elements ofU separated by an element ofH for everyH⊳finΓ, have to be
equal.

The next property is strengthening of the previous one; namely, if an elementb is ∼H-equivalent
to an element of a group generated bya1, . . . , an, then it is actually in the group. In terms of paths,
this has the following interpretation: take loopsγ1, . . . , γn and a loopλ. If for everyH⊳finΓ it holds
thatλ is ∼H -equivalent to some concatenation of pathsγ1, . . . , γn, then it is actually a concatenation
of these paths.

Axiom 5.2.2.4(“Translations have finite length”, subgroup separability). For all N ∈ N we have an
Lω1ω-axiom

∀b∀a1 . . .∀aN .

∧

H⊳finΓ

∨

n∈N

∃h1 . . . hn

(

b ∼H hn&h1 = a1&
∧

16i6n

∨

16j<N

(hi, hi+1) ∼∆ (aj , aj+1)

)

=⇒
∨

n∈N

∃h1 . . . hn

(

b = hn&h1 = a1&
∧

16i6n

∨

16j<N

(hi, hi+1) ∼∆ (aj , aj+1)

)

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

Axiom 5.2.2.5(Groupsπ(Wg) are finitely generated). For every symbol∼W and for eachH ⊂ Γ
small enough we have anLω1ω-axiom:

∨

N∈N ∃a1 . . .∃aN∀b.

∧

16i6=j6N

(ai ∼W aj&ai ∼H aj&pr ai = pr aj)&

(

N
∧

i=1

(b ∼W ai&pr b = pr ai) =⇒

∨

n∈N

∃h1 . . . hn

(

b = hn&h1 = a1&
N
∧

j=1

N−1
∨

j=1

(hi, hi+1) ∼∆ (aj , aj+1)&prhi = pr hi+1

))

In fact, we may combine the two axioms above into one weaker axiom which would requiresub-
group separability with respect to the subgroupsπ(W ).

5.2.3. Standard modelU is a model ofX
The universal covering spacep : U → A(C) satisfies the Axiom 5.2.1.1 by definition.
To proveU satisfies Axiom 5.2.2.1, note that forG⊳finΓ small enough, the relationsx′ ∼W,G y′

means thatpG(x′) andpG(y′) lie in the same irreducible componentWi of the preimage ofW ⊂
A(C)n in A

G(C)n. Take a pathγ connectingγ(0) = pG(x
′) andγ(1) = pG(y

′) lying in Wi; by
the lifting property it lifts to a pathγ′, γ′(0) = x′ such thatpG(γ′(t)) = γ(t), 0 6 t 6 1. Then,
pG(γ

′(1)) = pG(y
′), and thusγ′(1) ∼G y′. On the other hand,γ′(1) andx′ lie in the same connected

component of the preimage of the irreducible componentWi in U . Now note that by Decomposi-
tion Lemma 2.4.0.3 forG small enough such a connected component has to be irreducible, and thus
Axiom 5.2.2.1 holds.
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The Axiom 5.2.2.2 has a similar geometric meaning as Axiom 5.2.2.1; the assumption is that
pG(x

′) and pG(y
′) lie in the same connected component of a fibreWg; it is enough to takeγ to

lie in fibreWg to arrive to the conclusion of Axiom 5.2.2.1.
Axiom 5.2.2.3 follows from the condition 2 of the definition of a LERF variety.
Axioms 5.2.2.4 is condition 2 of the definition of a LERF variety.
The geometric meaning of(hi, hi+1) ∼∆ (ai, ai+1) is as follows. The pair of pointsai, ai+1

determines a pathγ in A(C), γ(0) = γ(1) = p(ai) = p(ai+1). For pointshi, hi+1 such thatp(hi) =
p(hi+1), they can be joined by a lifting ofγ iff (hi, hi+1) ∼∆ (ai, ai+1). . . . Thus the assumption in
the axiom says that if any two points of fibre abovep(b) = p(a1) can be joined by a concatenation
of liftings of finitely many pathsγi’s in A(C), up to a translate by an element ofH , then they can in
fact be just joined by such a sequence. In a way, this can be thought of as disallowing paths of infinite
length.

On the other hand, the condition(hi, hi+1) ∼∆ (ai, ai+1) can be interpreted ashi+1 = τihi

whereτi is the deck transformation takingai into ai+1, τiai = ai+1. Then, the assumption says that
if b ∈ π(U ) belongs to the group generated byτi’s, up to∼H , thenb does belong to the subgroup
generated byτi’s.

The last remaining Axiom 5.2.2.5 means that the fundamentalgroupsπ(Wg) 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/∼H as algebraic varieties

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

We know thatU/∼H
∼= A

H(C) for some algebraic varietiesAH(C) defined overC. The relations
∼H ,∼Z,H are essentially relations onU/∼H , and thus Axiom 5.2.1.1 says that the first-order theories
of U/∼H and that of standard modelU/∼H in the languageLA(H) = {∼H ,∼Z,H : Z varies} coin-
cide. We know by properties of analytic covering maps that anirreducible co-etale closed subset of
U covers an irreducible Zariski closed subset ofA

H(C), and thus the relation∼Z,H on U/∼H inter-
prets as saying thatx, y ∈ A

H(K) lie in the same (Zariski) irreducible component of the preimage
of Z(K) in A

H(K). In particular, every component is definable byg ∼Z y whereg is taken to be its
generic point. Since everyQ-definable closed subvariety is an irreducible component ofaQ-definable
subvariety, this implies that everyQ-definable closed subvariety ofAH(C) isLA(H)-definable. Thus,
full theory of an algebraically closed field is reconstructible inLA(H) onU/∼H ; and thus, there is an
algebraically closed fieldK = K̄, charK = 0 such thatU/ ∼H

∼= A
H(K).

Fix these isomorphismsU/ ∼H
∼= A

H(K), and letpH : U → A
H(K) be the projection mor-

phism. Then the above considerations say

x′ ∼W,H y′ ⇐⇒ pH(x′) ∼W,H pH(y′) ⇐⇒ x′ andy′ lie the same (Zariski) irreducible
component of the preimage ofZ(K) in A

H(K).

x ∼G y′ ⇐⇒ there exist an algebraic morphismτ : AG → A
H and a co-etale covering

morphismq : AH → A
G such thatτ(x′) = y′ andτ ◦ q = q:

A
H τ

−−−−→ A
H





y

q étale cover





y

q

A
G id

−−−−→ A
G
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An important corollary of above considerations is that any set of form p−1
H (Z(K)), Z(K) ⊂

A
H(K) isLA-definable.

Notation5.3.1.1. Let us introduce new relations onU; eventually we will prove that they are first-
order definable. We introduce the relations below for every closed subvariety ofA(K), not necessarily
defined overk (those would be inLA)

x′ ∼W y′ ⇐⇒ pH(x′) ∼W,H pH(y′) for all H⊳finΓ.

An irreducible componentof relation∼W is a maximal set of points inU pairwise∼W -related. A
subset ofU is basic closediff it is a union of irreducible components of relations∼W1

, . . . ,∼Wn
, for

someW1, . . . ,Wn. An irreducible closed setis an irreducible component of a relation∼W for some
closed subvarietyW . Let us call a subset ofU co-etale closediff it is the intersection of basic closed
sets. This defines an analogue of the co-etale topology onU .

5.3.2. Group action of fibres ofp : U → A(K) on U

For a pointx0 ∈ U, let π(U, x′
0) = {y : y ∼Γ x′

0} = p−1p(x′
0) be the fibre ofp : U → A(K).

For every pointz′ ∈ U and every pointy′ ∼Γ x′
0, there exists a pointz′′ ∈ U such thatpG(z′, z′) ∼∆

pG(x
′
0, y

′); this follows from Axiom 5.2.1.1. Then, by lifting propertyfor ∆ ⊂ A
2(K), there exists

z′′′ ∈ U such thatz′′′ ∼G z′′ and(z′, z′′′) ∼∆ (x′
0, y

′). Moreover, such a pointz′′′ is unique. Indeed,
by Axiom 5.2.1.1 the conditionspH(z′′′) ∼H pH(z′′) and(z′, z′′′) ∼∆,H (x′

0, y
′) determinepH(z′′′)

uniquely for everyH⊳finG. This implies thatz′′′ is unique by Axiom 5.2.2.3.
The above construction defines an actionσ of π(U, x′

0) = {y : y ∼Γ x′
0} = p−1p(x′

0) onU: a
pointy′ ∼Γ x′

0 sendsz′ into z′′′, σy′z′ = z′′′. Axiom 5.2.1.1 and Axiom 5.2.2.1 imply that it is in fact
a group action.

Let π(U) be the group of transformations ofU induced byπ(U, x′
0); the group does not depend

on the choice ofx′
0. We refer toπ(U) as thegroup of deck transformations, or the fundamental group

of U. This terminology is justified by the fact thatτ ◦ p = p, for p : U → A(K) the covering map.
For a subsetW ⊂ U

n, letπ(W ) = {τ : Un → U
n : τ(W ) ⊂ W, τ ∈ π(U)n}.

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

Lemma 5.3.3.1(Decomposition lemma; Noetherian property). AssumeA is LERF.
A subsetp−1(W ),W ⊂ A(K) has a decomposition of the form

W ′ = HZ ′
1 ∪ . . . ∪HZ ′

k,

whereH⊳finΓ is a finite index normal subgroup ofΓ, the co-etale closed setsZ ′
1, . . . , Z

′
k are irre-

ducible components of relations∼Zi
, for some algebraic subvarietiesZi ofA(K), and for anyτ ∈ H

eitherτZ ′
i = Z ′

i or τZ ′
i ∩ Z ′

i = ∅.

Proof. By a corollary to Decomposition Lemma 2.3.2.1 we may chooseH⊳finΓ with the following
property.

LetZi ⊂ A
H(K)’s be the irreducible components ofpHp−1(W ). Then, they have the property that

the connected components ofpGp
−1
H (Zi) ⊂ A

G(K) are irreducible. ChooseZ ′
i to be an irreducible

components of relations∼Zi
, i.e. the closed setsp−1

H (Zi). We claim that theseZ ′
i’s give rise to a

decomposition as above.
Before we are able to prove this, let us prove thelifting property for∼Zi

, namely that the map
pH : Z ′

i → Zi(K) is surjective. For convenience, we drop the indexi below.
By passing to a smaller subgroup if necessary we may find a varietyV ⊂ A

H(K)n defined over
Q such that for someg ∈ A

n(K), Zi is a connected component of fibreVg of V overg, and it holds
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that if pointsx′, y′ are such thatpH(x′), pH(y′) ∈ Zi andx′ ∼W y′, pH(pr x′) = pH(pr y′) = g′

lie in the same connected component ofV ′ overg, pH(g′) = g, then in factx′ andy′ lie in the same
connected component of the preimage ofg × Zi, x′ ∼Z y′.

Consider Axiom 5.2.2.2 for allG⊳finΓ sufficiently small

x′ ∼c
Vg ,AG y′ =⇒ ∃y′′(y′′ ∼G y′&prx′ = pr y′′&x′ ∼V y′′)

Now take any pointz′ ∈ Z ′ ⊂ U and a pointy ∈ Z(K). We want to provepH(Z ′) ⊃ Z(K),
and thus it is enough to prove there existsy1 ∈ U, pH(y1) = y, z′ ∼Z y1. We know that there exist
y2 ∈ U, z′ ∼c

Z,AG y2, due to Axiom 5.2.1.1. SinceZ = Vg for someg ∈ U
n−1, we also have

(g′, z′) ∼c
Vg,AG (g′, y2), and takingpH(g′) = g, x′ = (g′, z′), y′ = (g′, y2), Axiom 5.2.2.2 gives the

conclusion

∃y′′(y′′ ∼G y′&prx′ = pr y′′&x′ ∼V y′′).

The conclusion says pointsx′, y′′ ∈ U
n, pH(x′), pH(y′) ∈ Zi lie in the same connected com-

ponent ofp−1
H (V ), are ∼G-equivalent, and lie above the same pointg′, pH(g′) = g. Then by

Lemma 3.2.0.5 we know thatpH(x′), pH(y′) lie in the same connected component of the corre-
sponding preimage ofZi. By definition ofZ ′, this meanspr 2y′ ∈ Z ′. Thus, we have proved that
pH(Z ′) = Z(K) is surjective.

Now the following by now standard argument concludes the proof.
The the covering property implies that

p−1
H (Z(K)) =

⋃

h∈H

hZ ′ = HZ ′;

indeed, by properties ofZ we know that the relationsx′ ∼Z,G y′ are equivalence relations for all
G⊳finH . Moreover, we know that any two equivalence classes are conjugated by the action of an
element ofH ; this is so because the covering property implies that thereis an element of each of the
classes above each element ofZ(K). This implies the lemma.

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

Corollary 5.3.3.2(the covering property). For a subvarietyZ ⊂ A(K), x′ ∼c
Z,G y′ =⇒ ∃y′′(y′′ ∼G

y′&x′ ∼c
Z y′′).

Proof. The proof of the lifting property above proves the corollaryfor Z ⊂ A
H(K) such that the

relations∼c
Z and∼Z are equivalent. However, by Decomposition Lemma any setp−1

H (Z) can be
decomposed into a union of such sets; then going from one irreducible component to another one
intersecting it gives the corollary.

Corollary 5.3.3.3 (Topology onU). The collection of co-etale closed subsets ofU forms a topol-
ogy with a descending chain conditions on irreducible sets.A basic co-etale closed set possesses an
irreducible decomposition as a union of a finite number of basic co-etale closed sets whose co-etale
connected components are co-etale irreducible. A union of irreducible components of a co-etale closed
set is co-etale closed.

That is,

1. the collection of co-etale closed subsets onUn, n > 0 forms a topology. The projection and inclu-
sion mapspr : Un → Um, (x1, . . . , xn) 7→ (xi1 , . . . , xim) andι : Un →֒ Um, (x1, . . . , xn) 7→
(xi1 , . . . , xim′

, cm′ , . . . , cm) are continuous.
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2. There is no infinite decreasing chain.. ( Ui+1 ( Ui ( . . . ( U0 of co-etale closed irreducible
sets.

3. A union of irreducible components of a co-etale closed setis co-etale closed.

4. A set is basic co-etale closed iff it a union ofconnectedcomponents of a finite number ofH-
invariant sets, for someH⊳finΓ a finite index subgroup ofΓ.

5. A basic co-etale closed set is a union of a finite number of basic co-etale closed sets whose co-
etale connected components are co-etale irreducible. Moreover, those sets may be taken so that
their connected components within the same set are translates of each other by the action of a
finite index subgroupH⊳finΓ.

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

Let us prove the intersection of two co-etale closed setZ ′
i andY ′

i is co-etale closed.
AssumeW ′ andV ′ are unions of connected component ofH-invariant setsHW ′ andHV ′. The

intersectionHW ′∩HV ′ isH-invariant and the setW ′∩V ′ is a union of the connected components of
HW ′∩HV ′. The intersectionHW ′∩HV ′ = p−1

H (pH(W ′)∩pH(V ′)) is co-etale closed by definition,
and thus its connected components are also co-etale closed.By definition this impliesW ′ ∩ V ′ is co-
etale closed.

An infinite intersection is closed by definition.
The descending chain condition follows from the fact that anirreducible subset of an irreducible

set necessarily has smaller dimension.

5.3.4. Semi-Properness (SP)
LetW ′ ⊂ U be anirreducible closed subsetof U, i.e. a subset ofU defined by

x ∼W a1& . . .&x ∼W an

wherea1, . . . , an ∈ U are such that

∀y∀z





∧

16i6n

y ∼ ai&
∧

16i6n

z ∼ ai =⇒ y ∼W z



 .

Such a setW ′ we call an irreducible component of closed set defined byx ∼W x, or simply an
irreducible component of relation∼W .

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

Proof. Let W ′ be such an irreducible set, and letV ′ = ClprW ′ be the least closed set containing
its closure. By definition ofV ′ pH(prW ′) ⊂ pH(V ′); and by definition of closureV ′ ⊂ prHW ′ =
p−1
H (pr pH(W ′)); the setpr pH(W ′) is closed by Chevalley Lemma for projective algebraic varieties.

The inequalities implypH(prW ′) = pH(V ′) for every subgroupH⊳finΓ.
A deck transformation leavingW ′ invariant, also leavesV ′ invariant, i.e.prπ(W ′) ⊂ π(V ′). On

the other hand, the equalitypH(prW ′) = pH(V ′) implies for anyH⊳finΓ, pr π(W ′)/H = π(V ′)/H .
Let us now use Axiom 5.2.2.4 to show that this implies thatpr (π(W ) ∩ [H ×H ]) = π(V ′) ∩H .
Let us now prove thatπ(W ′) ∩H ×H is finitely generated for someH⊳finΓ.
We know by Corollary to Lemma 2.8.6.1 thatW ′ = Y ′

g′ is a fibre of aQ-defined setY ′ over a point

g′ such thatpH(g′) ∈ pr pH(Y ′) Q-generic.
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We know that for everyG⊳finH , for a connected componentYG of pGp
−1
H (Y ), the intersection

YG ∩ g′ × pGp
−1
H (Yg) is connected; geometrically, that means that a lifting ofW = Yg ⊂ Y along

the covering mapYG → Y is a fibre ofY . This holding for everyG⊳finH , it implies that forY ′ a
connected component ofp−1

H (Y ), the intersectionY ′c
g′ = Y ′∩g′×p−1

H (Yg) is connected, and therefore
it coincides with a connected component ofp−1

H (Yg) = p−1
H (W ). Moreover, this implies that ifh ∈ H

is such thathY ′c
g′ ⊂ p−1

H (Yg) thenhY ′c
g′ ⊂ Y ′c

g′ , i.e.h ∈ π(Y ′c
g′) ∩H = π(Y ′

g′ )∩H . Thus, to prove
thatπ(W ) ∩H = π(Y ′c

g′ ) ∩H is finitely generated, it is enough to prove thatπ(Y ′
g′ ) ∩H is finitely

generated. However, the latter is claimed by Axiom 5.2.2.4 for every varietyY defined overQ.
Let g1, . . . , gn be the generators ofπ(W ′) ∩ [H × H ]. Now takeτ ∈ π(V ′) ∩ H, τ(V ′) = V ′.

We know thatτ/G ∈ prπ(W ′)/G, for everyG⊳finH , and thereforeτ , up to∼G, is expressible as a
product ofg1, . . . , gn. In other words, that means thatx′ andτx′ can be joined by a sequence of points
x′ = h1, h2, . . . , hn = τx′ such thathi+1 = gjihi for all 1 6 i 6 n, and heren = n(G) depends on
subgroupG. By Axiom 5.2.2.5 there is a uniform bound on suchn = n(G), andτ is expressible as a
product ofg1, . . . , gn, and therefore belongs toprπ(W ′).

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

LetV0 ⊂ pr pH(W ′) ⊂ V whereV0 ( V is open inV ; thenV is irreducible. RecallV ′ = ClprW ′

and takeV ′
0 = V ′ ∩ p−1

H (V0); we knowV ′
0 ⊂ V ′ is open inV ′. We also knowV ′

0 ⊂ ClprW ′.
Takev′ ∈ V ′

0 , and takew′ ∈ W ′, pr pH(w′) = pH(v′) ∈ V0 ⊂ prW ; such a pointw′ in W ′ exists
by the covering property. Now,prw′ ∈ V ′, and thusγ0 ∈ π(V ′) whereγ0 is defined byv′ = γ0prw

′.
Conditionpr pH(w′) = pH(v′) ∈ A

H(K) implies γ0 ∈ H . Thus the inclusionpr π(W ′) ∩ H =
π(V ′) ∩H implies there existsγ1 ∈ π(W ′), pr γ1 = γ0, and thusv′ = γ0prw

′ = pr (γ1w
′), and the

Chevalley lemma is proven.

6. Homogeneity and stability over models

In the §§ above we have established the main properties of theco-etale topology onU (and its
Cartesian powersUn). That allows us to define and prove the basic properties ofΘ-generic points, for
Θ an algebraically closed subfield ofK.

The notion of aΘ-generic point extends toU in a natural way. Recall that for a closedΘ-defined
setV ′, the setClΘV ′ is the set of allΘ-generic points ofV ′. Recall also that a set ofΘ-generic points
of aΘ-defined set is calledΘ-constructible.

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

Proof. First note that a pointw′ ∈ W ′ in an irreducible setW ′ is Θ-generic iff p(w′) ∈ p(W ′) is
Θ-generic. By Chevalley Lemma, the fibreW ′

g′ is non-empty forg′ ∈ prW ′ Θ-generic. Moreover,
by Lemma 2.7.0.10 a connected component of fibreWg, g = p(g′) always contains aΘ-generic point
w ∈ W of W . The lifting w′, p(w′) = w is alwaysΘ-generic, and we may find such a lifting in any
connected component of a fibre over a generic point. This implies the lemma.

Definition 6.0.4.3. Let U ,U1,U2 |= X beLA-models ofX(A(C)) andU ⊂ U 1 ∩ U2. We say that
tuplesa ∈ Un

1 andb ∈ Un
2 have the same syntactic quantifier-free type overU in classℜ if a andb

satisfy the same quantifier-freeLA-formulae with parameters inU .

Definition 6.0.4.4. A classℜ of LA-structures issyntactically stable over countable submodelsiff for
any countable structureU ∈ ℜ, the set of completeLA-types over a structureU realised in a structure
U ′ ∈ ℜ is at most countable.
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Definition 6.0.4.5. A classℜ of LA-structures isquantifier-free syntactically stable over countable
submodelsiff there are only countably many quantifier-free syntactictypes in classℜ over any count-
able modelU ∈ ℜ.

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

Proof. If U ≺ U ′ is an elementary substructure, thenU = U ′(Θ) = {u ∈ U ′ : p(u) ∈ A(Θ)}, for
some algebraically closed subfieldΘ.

Every positive quantifier-freeLA-formula overU determines a closed set defined overΘ. For
every tuplev′ ∈ U ′, there is a least closed setV ′ = ClΘ(v

′) containingv′ and defined overΘ; it is
irreducible, and is a connected component of an algebraic subvarietyV/Θ of AH defined overΘ, for
someH⊳finΓ. Moreover,ClΘ(v′) has aΘ-point v′Θ. Thus, the quantifier-freeLA-type of tuplev′ is
determined by the pointv′Θ ∈ U and a subvarietyV/Θ. Therefore, there are only countable number of
such types, which implies that classℜ is quantifier-free syntactically stable over submodels.

Theorem 6.0.4.7(Homogeneity and Stability of classℜ). AssumeA is LERF.
All structuresLA-models ofX(A(C)) are model homogeneous. The class ofLA-models of

X(A(C)) is syntactically quantifier-free stable over countable submodels.

Proof. Implied by preceding two lemmata.

Finally, we may state Theorem 6.0.4.8, which was the goal of the paper.

Theorem 6.0.4.8(Model Stability ofX(U)). LetA be a smooth projective algebraic variety which is
LERF. LetLA be the countable language defined in Def. 3.1.0.2. Then

(2ℵ0→ℵ1
) Any two modelsU1 |= X andU2 |= X of axiomatisationX and of cardinalityℵ1, such that

there exist a common countable submodelU0 |= X, U0 ⊂ U1 andU0 ⊂ U1

are isomorphic,U1
∼=LA

U2, and, moreover, the isomorphismϕ is identity onU0.

Proof. This is closely related to Proposition 6.0.4.7; however, let us prove this directly in an explicit
manner; in this argument we try to put an emphasis on the properties of the topology, although this
could also be treated as a very common model-theoretic argument.

We will prove that every partialLA-isomorphismf : U 1 99K U2, f(a) = b, a ∈ Un
1 , f|U0

= id|U0
,

n ∈ N finite, defined onU0 ∪ {a1, . . . , an}, can be extended toU0 ∪ {a1, . . . , an} ∪ {c}, f(c) ∈ U2

for any elementc ∈ U1. This allows to extend a partialLA-isomorphism from acountablemodel
to its countableextension. This is enough: by taking unions of chains of countable submodels we get
isomorphism between models of cardinalityℵ1. Note that one cannot get isomorphism between models
of cardinalityℵ2 in this way.

Let V1 = ClU0
(a),W1 = ClU0

(a, c) be the minimal closed irreducible subsets containing points
a ∈ Un

1 and(a, c) ∈ Un+1
1 ; let V2 = ClU0

(f(a)) be the corresponding subset ofU2. Sincef is an
L-isomorphism, setsV1 andV2 are defined by the sameL-formulae with parameters inU 0.

Take a subgroupH⊳finΓ sufficiently small such thatV1, V2,W1,W2 are connected components of
p−1
H pH(V1), p

−1
H pH(V2), p

−1
H pH(W1), p

−1
H pH(W2), respectively. Pick pointsv1, w1 ∈ U0 such that

v1 ∈ V1, V2 andw2 ∈ W1,W2.
Now, by definition ofW2 we havepr pHW2 = pHV2, and alsoprw2 ∈ V2; choosec′ ∈ U 2 such

that (pH(b), pH(c′)) ∈ pH(W2) is a U 0-generic point ofpH(W2). Then by the lifting property for
W2 there exists a point(b′, c′′) ∈ W2 such thatpH(b′) = pH(b), pH(c′′) = pH(c′). However, this
implies thatb′ ∈ prW2 ⊂ V2 is aU0-generic point ofV2. Therefore by the homogeneity properties
in Lemma 6.0.4.2, or equivalently because the projectionprW2 is a closed set definable overU0, this
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impliesV2 ⊂ prW2, and, in particular, there existsd ∈ U1 such that(b, d) ∈ W2 is a U0-generic
point. Now setf(c) = d. By construction, the points(a, c) ∈ U 1 and(b, d) ∈ U2 lie in the same
U 0-definable closed sets, and, since every basic relation ofLA defines a closedU0-defined set, this
implies thatf is indeed anLA-isomorphism, as required.
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