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ABSTRACT

Using the universal torsor method due to Salberger, we study the approx-

imation of a general fixed point by rational points on split toric varieties.

We prove that under certain geometric hypothesis the best approximations

(in the sense of McKinnon-Roth’s work) can be achieved on rational curves

passing through the fixed point of minimal degree, confirming a conjecture

of McKinnon. These curves are also minimal in the sense of deformation

theory, and they correspond, according to Batyrev’s terminology, to the

centred primitive collections of the structural fan.
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2 ZHIZHONG HUANG

1. Introduction

1.1. Background and motivation. K. Roth’s theorem 1 [Rot55] is one of the

most outstanding and beautiful results in classical Diophantine approximation.

Let θ ∈ R be a real number and µ(θ) > 0 be the approximation exponent, that

is, the supremum of positive real numbers µ such that the inequality
∣∣∣∣
p

q
− θ

∣∣∣∣ <
1

max(|p|, |q|)µ

has infinitely many solutions p
q ∈ Q. The exponent µ(θ) measures how well

the real number θ can be approximated by rational numbers with error term

controlled by their “size”. It is easy to see that if θ ∈ Q, then µ(θ) = 1. A

classical result of Dirichlet [Dir42] asserts that, if θ is irrational, then µ(θ) > 2.

Thus any irrational number is better approximated than any rational number.

It was commonly recognized that the main difficulty lay in bounding µ(θ) from

above. K. Roth’s theorem states

(1) µ(θ) = 2 if 2 6 [Q(θ) : Q] < ∞.

Thus K. Roth’s theorem gives the exact approximation exponent 2 for all irra-

tional algebraic numbers.

Amongst the generalizations of K. Roth’s theorem to higher dimensional

cases, let us mention the Schmidt subspace theorem (see [Sch80]) and the

Faltings-Wüstholz Theorem (see [FW94]). Recently, in a series of works [McK07],

[MR15] and [MR16], McKinnon and M. Roth introduced the notion of approxi-

mation constant α (Definition 4.1) and formulated a framework of Diophantine

approximation of rational points on arbitrary algebraic varieties. For X a va-

riety defined over a number field K (embedded into a fixed algebraic closure

K), and for every fixed Q ∈ X(K), choose some distance function dν(·, Q) with

respect to some fixed place ν of K. Choose a height function HL associated to

some fixed line bundle L. Then the (best) approximation constant αL,ν(Q,X)

is defined as the infimum of positive real numbers γ such that the inequality

(2) dν(P,Q)γHL(P ) 6 1,

has infinitely many solutions Pi ∈ X(K) satisfying dν(Pi, Q) → 0. It measures

local behaviour of rational points around Q by means of how fast their heights

1 In this article, we quote contributions from two mathematicians named Roth – Klaus F.

Roth and Mike Roth.
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must grow when approaching the fixed point Q on the variety X . It also plays

a central role in recent investigations [Hua17] [Hua19] [Hua20] of the author on

local distribution of rational points. As we put the exponent γ on the distance

rather than on the height, smaller α means better approximation. For example,

on P1, its relationship with the approximation exponent is αO(1),∞(θ,P1) =

µ(θ)−1 (Example 4.3). As pointed out before, bounding α from below and

even computing its value seem to be challenging problems. Inaugurated by

Nakamaye, it now becomes a classical fact that local positivity of a line bundle

should govern the its Diophantine approximation quality. McKinnon and M.

Roth called it the “local Bombieri-Lang phenomena”. Bearing this spirit, they

provide lower bounds for the constant α using local geometric invariants. One

version [MR15, Theorem 6.3] of their main results is that for any rational point

Q ∈ X(K) and any ample line bundle L,

(3) αL,ν(Q,X) >
1

2
εL(Q).

where εL(Q) is the Seshadri constant of L at Q. Moreover, the inequality above

is an equality if and only if both α and ε are computed on some rational curve

on X passing through Q. See also [Gri18] for analogous results over function

fields.

According to some heuristic due to Batyrev and Manin, there exist many sim-

ilarities between the distribution of rational points and that of rational curves.

For example, let us mention Manin’s conjecture [Man93, RCC] on existence of

rational curves via the number of rational points of bounded height. In an at-

tempt to formulate a local analogue, McKinnon made the following conjecture,

based on the empirical fact that rational points tend to accumulate on rational

curves when approaching a fixed point.

Conjecture 1.1 ([McK07] Conjecture 2.7): Let X be a variety over a number

field K, L be an ample line bundle and ν be a place of K. Suppose that

Q ∈ X(K) and that there exists a rational curve defined overK passing through

Q on X . Then there exists a rational curve C on X passing through Q achieving

the best approximation constant at Q with respect to L and ν, i.e.,

αL,ν(Q,X) = αL,ν(Q,C).
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Assuming Vojta’s Conjecture (see [Voj87]), McKinnon [McK07, §4] showed

the consistency of Conjecture 1.1 for varieties of general type 2.

There have been a number of works on computation of the approximation

constant. See [McK07], [MR16], [Hua17], [Hua19], [Hua20]. All of them mostly

consider rational surfaces, often (weak) del Pezzo surfaces of degree > 3, and

they all satisfy Conjecture 1.1. Such surfaces are special kinds of rationally

connected varieties (see [Kol96, IV. 3.2]). One big advantage of working with

them is that there exist free rational curves (over K) through every general

point, so conjecturally (see [CT03, p. 174]) they contain many rational points

(if there exists at least one). However, apart from the simplest varieties like the

projective spaces and naive constructions such as products of varieties, there

are very few higher dimensional cases for which the constant α is known to have

been computed. A similar difficulty appears for the Seshadri constants, even

though they are known for all del Pezzo surfaces (see [Bro06], [GP98]).

In contrast to the notion of (globally) accumulating varieties which appears

in the Batyrev-Manin-Peyre Principle (see [BM90], [Pey95]) and refers to the

subvarieties on which the growth of rational points of bounded height dominates

the whole variety, the α-constant helps detect the locally accumulating subva-

rieties (Definition 4.8 (2)). These subvarieties contain rational points that are

“closer” to the given point Q, in the sense that when γ is sufficiently close to

αL,ν(Q,X), almost all solutions of the inequality (2) are located there. Thus

it makes sense to study what happens on open dense subsets obtained by re-

moving some closed locally accumulating subvariety. The essential constant

αess,L,ν(Q) (Definition 4.7) first introduced by Pagelot [Pag08] provides such a

characterization, which we shall call generic (best) approximations. It is defined

as the supremum of αL,ν(Q,U) as U ranges over all Zariski dense open sets. If

αess,L,ν(Q) is finite and the supremum can be achieved on some open set, then

in the light of Conjecture 1.1, rational curves realizing αess,L,ν(Q) should be

deformable while fixing Q (hence very free) and should cover this open set.

In all, even though local behaviour of rational points is very rich and com-

plicated, as already seen on surfaces, all known results are in favour of the

following enhanced version of Conjecture 1.1:

2 Further evidence for toric varieties is given in a recent paper of McKinnon and Satriano

[MS20].
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Principle: Assume that the variety is rationally connected and the point to be

approximated is general. Then the best (resp. generic) approximations should

be achieved on subvarieties swept out by free (resp. very free) rational curves

of small degree.

1.2. Main results. Toric varieties are special kinds of rational varieties ad-

mitting a generically transitive group action. Their arithmetic has been in-

tensively studied. Rational points are very well distributed in the sense of

the Batyrev-Manin-Peyre Principle, thanks to the works of Batyrev-Tschinkel

[BT98], [BT95] and Salberger [Sal98].

We shall be interested in smooth projective toric varieties X of dimension

> 2 satisfying the following geometric condition.

(∗) The cone of pseudo-effective divisors Eff(X) is simplicial.

Typical examples are products of projective spaces, projectivizations of direct

sums of line bundles over projective spaces, and can have arbitrarily large Picard

number. We assume that the point to be approximated is general, so that it lies

on the open orbit, i.e. the torus T = GdimX
m . The (global) accumulating subva-

riety is the union of boundary divisors and does not play a role here. We prove

the following two results, which confirm the Principle and answer affirmatively

McKinnon’s Conjecture 1.1. The first one concerns the best approximations.

Theorem 1.2 (see Theorem 6.1): Let X be a split smooth projective toric

variety defined over a number field K and equipped with a line bundle L. Let

Q ∈ T (K). Suppose that X verifies Hypothesis (∗).

(1) If L is nef, then the best approximations for Q can be achieved on any

free rational curve through Q of minimal L-degree.

(2) If L is ample, then the best approximations for Q are properly achieved

on the subvariety swept out by the free rational curves through Q of

minimal L-degree.

The precise meaning of “properly achieved” and “can be achieved” will be

discussed in Section 4 (Definition 4.8, Remarks 4.9). Our result not only gives

the precise value of the approximation constant α, but also reveals the exact

shape of locally accumulating subvarieties, therefore it can be seen as an effective

version of the main theorems in [MR15, §6] in the toric setting. Theorem 1.2

also generalises [McK07, Corollary 3.4] which considers all dimension 2 cases.
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All rational curves achieving the best approximation in Theorem 1.2 are

smooth. In fact, they correspond to the so-called centred primitive collections,

a notion first invented by Batyrev [Bat91]. They turn out to be parametrised

by the components of the space of rational curves RatCurven(X) (see [Kol96,

Definition 2.11]) that are minimal, whose existence for general varieties now

relies on Mori’s theory.

Our second result concerns generic approximations.

Theorem 1.3 (see Theorem 7.5): Under the assumption of Theorem 1.2, sup-

pose that X has Picard number 6 2 (in particular they verify (∗)), and that L

is nef. Then the generic best approximations for Q can be achieved on every

very free rational curve through Q of minimal L-degree.

Under the weaker assumption that L is moreover big, then in many cases we

can show that (see Theorem 7.5 (2)) the subvariety swept out by the minimal

free rational curves through Q is locally accumulating as in Theorem 1.2 (2).

Based on results about surfaces, we observe that both the best approxima-

tions and the generic approximations, especially the latter, seem to show some

degeneration-invariance amongst families of polarized varieties. Studying Dio-

phantine approximation on toric varieties may give some evidence on what

happens about other varieties admitting toric degenerations. It would also be

interesting to compare our result with [Ito14], which gives an estimate of the

Seshadri constant for toric varieties. By performing the geometric argument as

in [McK07, §3] [MR16, §3], we would be able to work out Conjecture 1.1 for a

larger class of varieties not necessarily toric but admitting birational morphisms

to toric ones.

Without Hypothesis (∗), the situation is noticeably more complicated. In-

deed, it is not always true that smooth rational curves of minimal degree con-

tribute to the best or the generic approximations, especially when the pseudo-

effective cone or the nef cone has too many generators. McKinnon [McK07, §4]

exhibits first examples — smooth cubic surfaces — on which the best approxi-

mations for a general point are properly achieved on a singular cubic curve (see

[MR16, Theorem 4.5] for a detailed statement). So does their toric degeneration

with 3A2 singularities. 3 Note that (the desingularisation of) this toric variety

does not verify Hypothesis (∗). For the generic approximations, see the surfaces

3 See also [MS20, §8] for another example of a weighted projective space.
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Y3, Y4 in [Hua19] and [Hua20]. The phenomenon is that, certain singular ratio-

nal curves, whose approximation constants are equal to their degree divided by

the factor 2 coming from K. Roth’s theorem (1) or by the multiplicity at the

singular point, give better approximations than the smooth ones. Moreover, the

nodal type and the cuspidal type singularities have different contributions. See

[MR15, Theorem 2.16]. The appearance of such singular curves is quite general

(see a family of examples in [Hua19, §5.5]) and they merit further investiga-

tion. By Theorem 1.2, Hypothesis (∗) indicates a sufficient condition for which

singular curves do not enter. Nevertheless, all known results shed light on the

definition of the Seshadri constant: looking for (singular) rational curves whose

multiplicities at a fixed point are comparable with their degrees.

1.3. Outline of the proof. We first outline a general strategy about how

to compute the approximation constant. Let us denote by αL,ν(Q, Y ) the ap-

proximation constant for a point Q computed with respect to a subvariety Y .

To prove that αL,ν(Q, Y ) 6 γ for some γ > 0, it suffices to find a rational curve

l such that Y contains some open dense part of l and that αL,ν(Q, l) = γ. If l

is smooth at Q, then αL,ν(Q, l) is just degL(l) (see Proposition 4.4). The main

difficulty lies frequently in obtaining a lower bound. Assume for simplicity that

L is ample. If we could choose properly a height HL(·) and a distance function

dν(·, Q) locally around the fixed point Q, and prove a Liouville-type inequality

of the form

(4) dν(P,Q)γHL(P ) > C

for certain C > 0 and uniformly for all K-points P of Y near Q, this would

imply that αL,ν(Q, Y ) > γ (see Proposition 4.5). Combining the previous upper

bound, we get the exact value of αL,ν(Q, Y ).

Now assume that Y is Zariski closed. To derive that the constant αL,ν(Q,X)

is properly achieved on Y , we first need to show that

αL,ν(Q,X) = αess,L,ν(Q, Y ).

This amounts to saying that Y itself does not contain any proper Zariski closed

subset with smaller approximation constant. This is usually the case when Y

is the deformation locus of a class of free rational curves (but not very free)

achieving αL,ν(Q,X). Secondly, we need to do better than (4), that is, we need



8 ZHIZHONG HUANG

to prove that there exists some δ > 0 such that

(5) dν(P,Q)αL,ν(Q,X)+δHL(P ) > C′ > 0,

uniformly for every K-point P near Q not in Y. This implies (see Proposition

4.5)

αess,L,ν(Q) > αL,ν(Q,X \ Y ) > αL,ν(Q,X) + δ > αL,ν(Q,X).

To parametrize rational points, we make use of universal torsors à la Colliot-

Thélène and Sansuc [CS87], which allow to lift rational points into integral

points in some affine space. And surprisingly, the incorporation of Hypothe-

sis (∗) minimizes the complexity introduced by such integral coordinates. We

appeal to the work of Salberger [Sal98], which pioneers combinatorial ways of

computing toric height functions. He derives explicit height formulas that also

encode information on positivity of the line bundle, and he uses it to prove the

Batyrev-Manin-Peyre Principle for split toric varieties over Q. Pieropan [Pie16]

extends Salberger’s result to imaginary quadratic fields, and Frei [Fre13] treats

the singular cubic surface with 3A2 singularities over arbitrary number fields.

In the case of function fields, Bourqui [Bou09b] [Bou16] studies the distribution

of families of rational curves and proves the geometric Batyrev-Manin-Peyre

Principle for many types of toric varieties. Carrying out the estimation of (4)

and (5) is a sophisticated task, and is very different from the procedure of count-

ing rational points of bounded height in [Sal98, §11], although it is essentially

a comparison between the growth of height and the decreasing of distance. We

shall explain more in Section 6, based on toric geometry, how Hypothesis (∗)

and centred primitive collections together help to deduce stronger positivity

(e.g. Proposition 6.7) of toric heights.

Thanks to the classification due to Kleinschmidt [Kle88], we know all possible

fans defining smooth complete toric varieties of Picard number 2. In particular

they always satisfy Hypothesis (∗). With more explicit information, we can

improve the estimate (5) for a properly chosen Y by adapting the exponent on

the distance to be the expected value, namely the minimal L-degree of very

free rational curves, so as to bound the constant αL,ν(Q,X \ Y ) from below.

It remains to find a dominant family of rational curves in X \ Y all passing

through Q and achieving αess,L,ν(Q), and the family of general lines will do.

1.4. Layouts of the article. In Section 2 we shall recall some basic toric

geometry and the notion of freeness for rational curves, including the geometry



RATIONAL APPROXIMATIONS ON TORIC VARIETIES 9

of centred primitive collections. We also derive a criterion of characterizing very

free rational curves on toric varieties, which may be of independent interest.

The parametrization of rational points on toric varieties via universal torsors,

together with the formula of calculating heights associated to globally generated

line bundles, are given in Section 3. We define the best approximation constant

α and the essential constant αess in Section 4 and discuss several fundamental

properties. In Section 5 we recall a few useful classical facts about algebraic

number fields. Section 6, the most technical part, is devoted to the proof of

Theorem 1.2. In Section 7 we study toric varieties of Picard number 2 in

detail including their structural fans, various cones of divisors, very free curves

of minimal degree, and we prove Theorem 1.3. In this article, most of the

intermediate results are formulated in the language of toric geometry.

1.5. Notation. We fix throughout this paper a number field K. Let OK be

the ring of integers, ClK be the class group and MK be the set of places of

K. The set MK = Mf
K ⊔M∞

K comprises finite places and infinite ones. For

ν ∈ Mf
K , we shall use the absolute value | · |ν normalized with respect to K.

That is, if p is a prime number such that ν | p, then |x|ν = |NKν/Qp
(x)|p. If

ν ∈ M∞
K , we put | · |ν = | · | if ν is real and | · |ν = | · |2 if ν is complex, where | · |

is induced by the usual absolute value on the completion Kν via the embedding

ςν : K →֒ Kν . Let Norm(·) be the norm function defined for all fractional ideals

of K. For p ∈ SpecOK , ordp(·) denotes the valuation order in the ring OK,p.

Let V be a vector space over a field F and P ⊂ V . Then VectF (P ) denotes

the vector subspace of V spanned by elements in P . Further notation for toric

varieties will be introduced in subsequent texts.

Acknowledgements. This paper grew out of part of my Ph.D. thesis re-

alised at Université Grenoble Alpes. I would like to thank Emmanuel Peyre

for constant encouragement over the past few years, and I’m grateful to David
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brought up by Michel Brion, to whom I address my gratitude. Special thanks

go to the anonymous referee for numerous suggestions which lead to significant
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partly supported by the project ANR GARDIO, by a Riemann fellowship and

by grant DE 1646/4-2 of the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft.
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2. Geometric preliminaries

2.1. Toric geometry. We refer the reader to excellent books [Ful93] and

[CLS11] for general introduction to toric varieties. In this section we state

several well-known facts needed mostly without proof and fix notation.

Fix a rank n lattice N ≃ Zn and let M = N∨ = HomZ(N,Z). We denote by

T = Spec(K[M ]) ≃ Gn
m,K the open orbit. The lattice N (resp. M) is naturally

identified with the set of co-characters (resp. characters) of the torus T . For

m ∈ M , write χm : T → Gm for its associated character. For any v ∈ N , write

λv : Gm → T be the co-character associated to v.

Let△ be an n-dimensional fan consisting of a finite collection of (strongly con-

vex, rational polyhedral and simplicial) cones σ ⊂ NR whose support Supp(△)

is ∪σ∈△σ ([CLS11, Definition 3.1.2]). We denote by △max the set of maxi-

mal cones. For any σ ∈ △max, σ∨ ⊂ MR denotes its dual cone and Uσ =

Spec(K[σ∨∩M ]) ≃ An
K denotes its associated affine open neighbourhood. The

toric variety X = X(△) associated to △ is constructed by gluing the data

(Uσ, σ ∈ △).

Each one-dimensional cone (called a ray) contains a unique primitive element

in N , which we shall call generator (of the ray). Let △(1) be the set of gen-

erators, so that every ρ ∈ △(1) generates the ray R>0ρ. For every cone σ,

σ(1) = △(1) ∩ σ denotes the set of generators of its rays. We call σ regular if

elements of σ(1) form part of a basis of the lattice N . The toric variety X is

complete and smooth if and only if Supp(△) = NR and all cones are regular

([CLS11, Theorem 3.1.19]). We suppose throughout this paper that X is pro-

jective and smooth, i.e. complete, smooth and admitting at least one ample

divisor, unless otherwise specified.

The group Pic(X) being torsion-free, we let r = rankZ Pic(X). We recall

that for smooth toric varieties there is no difference between the numerical

equivalence and the rational equivalence of divisors, in other words, Pic0(X) =

0,Pic(X) ≃ NS(X), the Néron-Severi group ([CLS11, Proposition 6.3.15]).

Each ρ ∈ △(1) corresponds to a T -invariant boundary divisor Dρ. Moreover let

Cτ be the torus invariant curve corresponding to a (n− 1)-dimensional cone τ

such that the elements of τ(1) together with ρ generate a maximal cone. Then

we have 〈Dρ, Cτ 〉 = 1 ([CLS11, Proposition 6.4.3]). So the intersection prod-

uct induces a non-degenerate and perfect paring Pic(X)× A1(X) → Z, where

A1(X) denotes the Chow group of 1-cycles modulo numerical equivalence.
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Definition 2.1: In this article, we call any non-trivial equality P :
∑

ρ∈△(1) aρρ =

0 a relation between generators, or simply a relation. It is called positive if all

coefficients aρ are non-negative. We denote by P(1) the subset of ρ ∈ △(1)

such that aρ 6= 0.

We may identify the set of relations as a subgroup of Z△(1) with addition

operated respectively on each coefficient. The set of positive relations forms a

semi-group.

Recall the following fundamental exact sequence of Z-modules ([Bat91, Propo-

sition 2.12], [Ful93, §3.4], [CLS11, Theorem 4.1.3]):

(6) 0 // M
h

// Z△(1) i
// Pic(X) // 0,

where Z△(1) is naturally identified with the abelian group of T -invariant divisors

on X . In particular ♯△(1) = n+ r. By taking duals, we obtain

(7) 0 // Pic(X)∨
f

// Z△(1)
g

// N // 0,

where Pic(X)∨ is the dual lattice of Pic(X), identified with A1(X). The maps

f, g, h, i are given as follows. For m ∈ M ,

h(m) = (〈m, ρ〉)ρ∈△(1) ∈ Z△(1).

For (aρ)ρ∈△(1) ∈ Z△(1),

i((aρ)ρ∈△(1)) =
∑

ρ∈△(1)

aρ[Dρ] ∈ Pic(X).

For a curve l ⊂ X ,

f([l]) = (〈Dρ · l〉)ρ∈△(1) ∈ Z△(1).

We extend f to A1(X) by linearity. Finally for (aρ)ρ∈△(1) ∈ Z△(1),

g((aρ)ρ∈△(1)) =
∑

ρ∈△(1)

aρρ ∈ N.

We may identify the group A1(X) as the kernel of g, a subset of Z△(1). That

is, we view curve classes as their associated relations via g, whose coefficients

are precisely the intersection multiplicities with boundary divisors.

Theorem 2.2: The following three sets are in one-to-one correspondence with

each other:
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(1) the classes of (rational) curves in A1(X) intersecting with the open

orbit;

(2) the set of positive relations;

(3) the equivalent families of non-zero homogeneous polynomials (fρ(u, v))ρ∈△(1)

with coefficients in K indexed by △(1) such that
∑

ρ∈△(1) deg(fρ)ρ = 0

and satisfying the coprimality condition:

(8) for every I ⊂ △(1),
⋂

ρ∈I

Dρ = ∅ =⇒ gcd
ρ∈I

(fρ(u, v)) = 1.

Sketch of proof. On the one hand, if a curve meets the open orbit T , then it

intersects properly with all boundary divisors. So all coefficients of its asso-

ciated relation are non-negative. On the other hand, given a positive relation∑
ρ∈△(1) aρρ = 0, aρ > 0, we check that for every (n + r)-tuple of pairwise

distinct elements (bρ)ρ∈△(1) ∈ K△(1), the Zariski closure of the map

Gm 99K T , x 7→
∏

ρ∈△(1)

(λρ(x− bρ))
aρ

is a rational curve. The image of its class under f in (7) is (aρ)ρ∈△(1). This

establishes the equivalence between (1) and (2).

The equivalence between (1) and (3) can be seen as a description of universal

torsors for toric varieties (see Section 3 below) over rational function fields of

one variable. It is also a particular case of the functoriality of toric varieties

due to Cox [Cox95b]. We refer to [Bou09a, §1.2] for a presentation.

To every T -invariant divisor D =
∑

ρ∈△(1) aρDρ, we associate a polyhedron

PD = {m ∈ MR : for all ρ ∈ △(1), 〈m, ρ〉 > −aρ} ⊂ MR ≃ Rn,

whose lattice points correspond to global sections ofOX(D) (see [CLS11, Propo-

sition 4.3.3]). We also associate a piecewise affine (i.e. linear on every maximal

cone) function φD : NR → R as follows. For any γ ∈ NR, choose a maxi-

mal cone σ =
∑n

i=1 R>0ρi containing γ. Let {ρ∗1, · · · , ρ
∗
n} be the dual basis of

{ρ1, · · · ρn} and

(9) mD(σ) =
n∑

i=1

−aρi
ρ∗i ∈ M, 4

4 Our definition of m(σ) differs from [Sal98, §8] by a minus sign.
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that is, mD(σ) is the unique element in M determined by 〈mD(σ), ρ〉 = −aρ

for every ρ ∈ σ(1). Then we define φD(γ) = 〈mD(σ), γ〉. The function φD is

called convex, if for all σ ∈ △max,

(10) φD(·) 6 〈mD(σ), ·〉.

It is called strictly convex if moreover for every γ ∈ NR and every σ ∈ △max

such that γ 6∈ σ, we have

(11) φD(γ) < 〈mD(σ), γ〉.

Intuitively, the (strict) convexity means that the graph of φD lies (strictly)

below that of the linear function 〈mD(σ), ·〉 for every σ ∈ △max.

The following result establishes several equivalences between different types

of positivity of line bundles, convexity of associated affine functions and volume

of associated polyhedra.

Theorem 2.3: Let X be a smooth projective toric variety, and D be a T -

invariant divisor.

(1) (Demazure) The line bundle OX(D) is globally generated (resp. ample)

if and only if it is nef (resp. very ample). This holds precisely when the

function φD is convex (resp. strictly convex).

(2) The line bundle OX(D) is big (see [Laz04, §2.2]) if and only if PD has

strictly positive n-dimensional volume.

Proof. For the first part, see for example [Ful93, p. 68, p. 70], and [CLS11,

Theorem 6.3.12]. The second assertion follows from vol(D) = n! VolRn(PD),

established in [ELM+06].

For every σ ∈ △max, on the affine open set Uσ the line bundle OX(D) triv-

ializes as χmD(σ)OUσ
. We see from Theorem 2.3 (1) that if OX(D) is globally

generated, then mD(σ) ∈ PD ∩ M and χ−mD(σ) lifts to a global section of

OX(D).

Definition 2.4: For D a T -invariant divisor and P :
∑

ρ∈△(1) aρρ = 0 a relation,

we define degOX(D) P , the OX(D)-degree of P , to be

degOX (D)P = −
∑

ρ∈△(1)

aρφD(ρ).
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If the class of a curve C corresponds to P , then from the definition of φD

and the exact sequences (6) and (7), degOX(D) P is nothing but the intersection

number 〈D,C〉, i.e. the OX(D)-degree of the curve C.

2.2. Primitive collections. This notion is introduced by Batyrev in classi-

fying higher dimensional smooth toric varieties. We refer to [Bat91, Definitions

2.6-2.10] and the book [CLS11, Definition 6.4.10] for more details.

Definition 2.5 (Batyrev): A subset of generators I ⊂ △(1) is called a primitive

collection if the members of I do not generate a cone of △ but those belonging

to any proper subset of I do. Since △ is complete, there exists a unique cone

σ containing the vector
∑

ρ∈I ρ in its relative interior. If σ = 0, we call this

collection centred, and we say that the relation P :
∑

ρ∈I ρ = 0 is a centred

primitive relation. We usually write I = P(1). Its cardinality is ♯I = ♯P(1).

The OX(D)-degree (Definition 2.4) of a centred primitive collection I is thus

−
∑

ρ∈I φD(ρ). The following result gives sense to this notion.

Theorem 2.6 (Batyrev, Chen-Fu-Hwang): There exists a centred primitive

collection for every smooth projective toric variety.

Proof. See [Bat91, Proposition 3.2] or [CFH14, Corollary 3.3].

We are going to show that centred primitive collections give rise to rational

curves that are “minimal” amongst deformation families on a smooth projec-

tive toric variety. For this we need to introduce some more notions and we

refer to [Kol96, II.2 & IV.2] for details. For X a smooth proper uniruled

variety, let RatCurven(X) be the normalized space of rational curves on X ,

p : Univrc(X) → RatCurven(X) be the universal family and q : Univrc(X) → X

be the cycle map. We say that an irreducible component K of RatCurven(X)

is minimal if q|p−1(K) is dominant and p−1(K) ×X {x} is proper for a general

point x of X . Members of K are called minimal rational curves. For any line

bundle L on X , the L-degree of K is the L-degree of any of its members. A

minimal rational curve is free (see Section 2.3 below, i.e. its deformation family

covers a general point of X) and does not admit any deformation that “breaks”

into a reducible curve.

Now suppose that X = X(△) is smooth projective toric. Fix a centred

primitive relation I = {ρ1, · · · , ρm+1} and its associated relation P . For i ∈

{1, · · · ,m + 1}, the elements in I \ {ρi} generate a cone σi in △. Let ΣI be
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the subfan of △ consisting of all faces of σi, 1 6 i 6 m + 1. It defines an open

toric subvariety Y of X isomorphic to Pm × Gn−m
m . Let pr2 be the projection

Y → Gn−m
m . Every line contained in any fibre of pr2 has anticanonical degree

m + 1, and its class corresponds exactly to the relation P . The deformation

family of any such line covers Y , which is open and dense in X . And for

every x ∈ Gn
m ⊂ Y , any deformation of a line with fixed point x is a line in

Pm × {pr2(x)} which is proper. The irreducible component in RatCurven(X)

corresponding to P is thus minimal.

The following result shows that any minimal component arises in this way.

Theorem 2.7 (Chen-Fu-Hwang [CFH14], Proposition 3.2): Let X be a smooth

complete toric variety. Then the minimal components of anticanonical degree

d ∈ N>2 are in one-to-one correspondence with centred primitive collections of

cardinality d.

The following result, due to Batyrev, shows that when L is nef, rational curves

belonging to the minimal components of minimal L-degree are indeed those of

minimal L-degree amongst all curves passing through a general point5.

Theorem 2.8 (Batyrev): Let X be a smooth projective toric variety.

(1) If L is ample, then a positive relation has minimal L-degree if and only

if it is a centred primitive relation of minimal L-degree.

(2) If L is globally generated, then the minimal L-degree of positive rela-

tions equals the minimal L-degree of centred primitive relations.

Proof. If L is (Q−)ample, the proof of [Bat91, Proposition 3.2] (in a slightly

different setting) actually shows that P 7→ degL(P) attains minimum precisely

when P is centred primitive.

Now suppose that L = OX(D) is globally generated (or equivalently by The-

orem 2.3 (1) that L is nef), where D =
∑

ρ∈△(1) aρDρ. Since the ample cone

is the relative interior of the nef cone by Kleiman’s theorem [Laz04, Theorem

1.4.23], for every δ > 0 sufficiently small, we can choose an ample Q-divisor

Dδ =
∑

ρ∈△(1) aρ,δDρ such that for every ρ ∈ △(1),

|aρ − aρ,δ| 6 δ.

5 In general this is not always true, when L is not sufficiently positive.
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For every relation P :
∑

ρ∈△(1) bρρ = 0, let ‖P‖ = maxρ∈△(1) |bρ|. Pick a

positive relation P0 :
∑

ρ∈△(1) bρ,0ρ = 0 such that

degL(P0) = min
P positive

degL(P) 6 min
P centred primitive

degL(P).

Now we have

degL(P0) =−
∑

ρ∈△(1)

bρ,0φD(ρ)

>−
∑

ρ∈△(1)

bρ,0φDδ
(ρ)− n‖P0‖δ

=degOX(Dδ)
(P0)− n‖P0‖δ

> min
P positive

degOX(Dδ)(P)− n‖P0‖δ

= min
P centred primitive

degOX(Dδ)(P)− n‖P0‖δ

> min
P centred primitive

degL(P)− n(‖P0‖+ 1)δ,

where for the last equality we use Theorem 2.8 (1). This shows that

min
P positive

degL(P) = min
P centred primitive

degL(P),

as desired.

2.3. Free and very free curves. For more details see [Kol96, II.3].

Definition 2.9: Fix X a smooth variety over K. Let f : P1 → X be a rational

curve and d ∈ N. We say that f is d-free if the sheaf f∗TX⊗OP1(−d) is globally

generated. We write “free” for 0-free and “very free” for 1-free.

By Grothendieck’s theorem [Har77, V. Exercise 2.6], any locally free sheaf F

of finite rank on P1 splits, i.e., there exist integers a1, · · · , am such that

F ≃ O(a1)⊕ · · · ⊕ O(am),

we define µmin(F) = min16i6m ai. With this notation, F is ample if and only

if µmin(F) > 1. The rational curve defined by f above is free (resp. very free)

if and only if µmin(f
∗TX) > 0 (resp. > 1).

Example 2.10 (Centred primitive collections): Now let X be smooth projective

toric of dimension n. One can show that for a rational curve f : P1 → X
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corresponding to a centred primitive collection I,

f∗TX ≃ O(2)⊕O(1)⊕ · · · ⊕ O(1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
♯I−2

⊕O ⊕ · · · ⊕ O︸ ︷︷ ︸
n−♯I+1

.

As we have seen in Section 2.2, such a curve is a line l in the projective space

P♯I−1 lying in a fibre of the toric subvariety Y = P♯I−1 × Gn+1−♯I
m via the

projection pr2 onto Gn+1−♯I
m . Hence

f∗TX = TP♯I−1 |l ⊕O
⊕(n−♯I+1)
P1 .

So, unless X = Pn, we have ♯I < n + 1 and thus µmin(f
∗TX) = 0, hence f is

not very free 6.

We now prove the following useful criterion for detecting very free curves. It

also outlines a general procedure to compute the pull back of cotangent bundle

for rational curves on toric varieties intersecting the open orbit.

Theorem 2.11: A positive relation P represents very free rational curves if

and only if VectQ{ρ : ρ ∈ P(1)} = NQ.

We begin with a well-known lemma, whose proof is straightforward.

Lemma 2.12:

(1) Let a1, a2 ∈ N and fi ∈ H0(P1,OP1(ai))\{0}. Suppose that gcd(f1, f2) =

1. Then we have the exact sequence:

0 −→ OP1 −→ OP1(a1)⊕OP1(a2) −→ OP1(a1 + a2) −→ 0

h 7−→ (hf1, hf2)

(g1, g2) 7−→ f2g1 − f1g2.

(2) Let a1, · · · , an ∈ N and fi ∈ H0(P1,OP1(ai))\{0} satisfying gcd(fi, fj) =

1 for all 1 6 i 6= j 6 n. Let G be the (locally free) quotient of

F =
n⊕

i=1

OP1(ai)

by the image of OP1 under (fi)
n
i=1. Then we have µmin(G) > µmin(F).

6 This gives evidence that, if X 6= P
n, for every Q ∈ T ≃ Gn

m, the closed subvariety

P
♯I−1 ×{pr2(Q)} is locally accumulating when approximating Q (see Definition 4.7 and

Remark 6.2 below).
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Proof of Theorem 2.11. Let us first discuss how to compute f∗TX for toric va-

rieties. Write △(1) = {ρ1, · · · , ρn+r} and consider the generalized Euler exact

sequence ([CLS11, Theorem 8.1.6]) of sheaves of OX -modules:

0 // Ω1
X(X) //

⊕n+r
i=1 OX(−Dρi

) // Pic(X)⊗Z OX
// 0 ,

whose dual gives rise to

0 // A1(X)⊗Z OX
//

⊕n+r
i=1 OX(Dρi

) // TX
// 0 .

Fix a positive relation P :
∑n+r

i=1 ciρi = 0. By relabelling we may assume that

P(1) = {ρi : ci 6= 0} = {ρ1, · · · , ρm}. By Theorem 2.2, let f : P1 → X

be non-constant intersecting T and corresponding to P . Choose a general lift

(fi)
n+r
i=1 , fi ∈ H0(P1,OP1(ci)) of f , that is, gcd(fi, fj) = 1. The pull back by f

of the exact sequence above gives

(12) O⊕r
P1

φP
//

⊕n+r
i=1 OP1(deg f∗(OX(Dρi

))) // f∗TX
// 0 ,

and we have f∗(OX(Dρi
)) ≃ OP1(ci). Then we get from (12) that

(13) f∗TX ≃
n+r⊕

i=1

OP1(ci)/ Im(O⊕r
P1 ),

where Im(O⊕r
P1 ) is the sub-bundle generated by the image of O⊕r

P1 under φP in

⊕n+r
i=1 OP1(ci). Any non-trivial relation (not necessarily positive)Q :

∑n+r
i=1 wiρi =

0 defines a morphism

iQ : OP1 →
⊕

i∈{1,··· ,n+r}
ci 6=0

OP1(ci) →֒
n+r⊕

i=1

OP1(ci);

h 7→ (wihfi)i:ci 6=0 .

(14)

To compute f∗TX it suffices to choose any r linearly independent relations

(Pj)16j6r and compute the sub-bundle generated by iPj
(OP1), 1 6 j 6 r.

We start by proving the sufficiency. Suppose that the ρi’s generate the

ambient space NQ = Qn. Then #P(1) = m > n+ 1 and we may suppose that

{ρ1, · · · , ρn} is a Q-basis of NQ. So for every n + 1 6 k 6 n + r, there exist

integers bk 6= 0 and aj,k, 1 6 j 6 n such that we have the following relations

(15) Qk : bkρk −
n∑

i=1

ai,kρi = 0, n+ 1 6 k 6 n+ r,
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each one giving rise to a morphism iQk
as in (14). These r relations are linearly

independent and form a Q-basis of A1(X)Q. We define

(16) F =

n+r⊕

i=1

OP1(deg f∗(OX(Dρi
))) =

(
m⊕

i=1

OP1(ci)

)
⊕O⊕n+r−m

P1 ,

and M1 (resp. M2) to be the sub-bundle of F generated by images of the

morphisms iQk
,m+ 1 6 k 6 n+ r (resp. n+ 1 6 k 6 n+ r). We then define

G = F�M1, H = f∗TX = F�M2.

We now show that

(17) G ≃
m⊕

i=1

OP1(ci).

Since ci > 0 for all 1 6 i 6 m, G is thus ample. Since

deg f∗(OX(Dρi
)) = ci > 0, 1 6 i 6 m; deg f∗(OX(Dρi

)) = 0,m+1 6 i 6 n+r,

the polynomials fk,m + 1 6 k 6 n + r are of degree 0, so they are non-zero

constants. Define polynomials gi,k, (1 6 i 6 n,m + 1 6 k 6 n + 1) via the

equalities

bkfkgi,k = ai,kfi.

Consider the automorphism of F defined by

Ψ : F −→F

(h1, · · · , hn+r) 7−→ (H1, · · · , Hn, hn+1, · · · , hn+r) ,

where Hi = hi −
∑n+r

k=m+1 hkgi,k, 1 6 i 6 n. Let us show that

Ψ(M1) = {(0, · · · , 0, F1, · · · , Fn+r−m) : Fi ∈ OP1} = 0⊕O⊕n+r−m
P1 ⊂ F ,

(18)

thus the claim (17) reduces to (18). Indeed, for m + 1 6 k 6 n + r, recalling

(15) (16), the morphism iQk
factorises as

iQk : OP1 →


 ⊕

i∈{1,··· ,n},ai,k 6=0

OP1(ci)


 ⊕OP1 →֒ F .

Composed with the automorphism Ψ, it becomes

Ψ ◦ iQk
: h 7−→Ψ(a1,khf1, · · · , an,khfn, 0, · · · , 0, bkhfk, 0, · · · , 0)

= (0, · · · , 0, bkfkf, 0, · · · , 0).
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Recall that fk ∈ K∗ and bk 6= 0. Hence

Im(Ψ ◦ iQk
(OP1)) = {(0, · · · , 0, h, 0, · · · , 0) : h ∈ OP1}.

This proves the claim (18).

Now let M3 denote the sub-bundle generated by the image of M2 via the

projection π : F → G. Note thatM3 is generated by the images of Ψ◦iQk
, n+1 6

k 6 m in G. We arrive at, since the lift (fi)16i6n+r is general,

H = F�M2 ≃ G�M3 ≃

(
m⊕

i=1

OP1(ci)

)
�M3,

Since G is ample by (17), it remains to apply Lemma 2.12 to conclude that

µmin(H) > µmin(G) = min
16i6m

(ci) > 0,

which says that f∗TX is also ample.

We now prove the necessity. Suppose that V = VectQ{ρ : ρ ∈ P(1)} 6= NQ.

We may assume that {ρ1, · · · , ρq} is a Q-basis of V for certain q 6 min(m =

♯P(1), n−1), and we complete it into {ρ1, · · · , ρq, ρm+1, · · · , ρm+n−q}, aQ-basis

of NQ. The r relations (where bk 6= 0, ai,k, dj,k are integers)

(19)

Rk : bkρk =

q∑

i=1

ai,kρi+

n−q∑

j=1

dj,kρm+j , q+1 6 k 6 m,m+n−q+1 6 k 6 n+r.

are linearly independent. Preserving the notation F in (16), let M4 (resp. M5)

be the sub-bundle of F generated by the images of the morphisms iRk
,m+n−

q+ 1 6 k 6 n+ r (resp. k ∈ {q+1, · · · ,m,m+ n− q+ 1, · · · , n+ r}) given by

the relations (19) and let L,K be defined as

L = F�M4, K = F�M5.

Arguing as before, on proves that (again since (fi)16i6n+r is general),

(20) L ≃

(
m⊕

i=1

OP1(ci)

)
⊕O⊕n−q

P1 .

Denote by M6 the sub-bundle of L generated by the images of iRk
, k ∈ {q +

1, · · · ,m}, so that K ≃ L�M6. However, since ρk ∈ V for q + 1 6 k 6 m, we

have dj,k = 0 for every 1 6 j 6 n− q. Thus for every such k the morphism iRk
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factorises as

iRk
: OP1 →

m⊕

i=1

OP1(ci) →֒ F .

So up to automorphism M6 is contained in the first direct-sum factor of L in

(20). Write M6 for it. Consequently,

f∗TX ≃ K = L�M6 ≃

(
m⊕

i=1

OP1(ci)�M6

)
⊕O⊕n−q

P1

is not ample since it possesses n− q > 0 trivial factors.

3. Universal torsors and Cox coordinates

The notion of universal torsors is first introduced by Colliot-Thélène and Sansuc

in [CS87]. Following Salberger [Sal98], in this section we shall sketch an explicit

construction in the toric setting. Let X be a smooth projective toric variety

with open orbit T . We continue to use the notation in Section 2.

3.1. Construction and parametrization. The exact sequence (6) gives

rise to

(21) 1 // TNS
// G∆(1)

m
// T // 1

between split tori over K (see [Sal98, (10.2)]), where TNS is the Néron-Severi

torus (associated to NS(X)). The affine space A△(1) is identified with the

spectrum of the Cox ring Cox(X) [Cox95a] of X , whose points are (n + r)-

tuples (Xρ)ρ∈△(1) indexed by △(1). Consider the open subset

(22)

T = A∆(1) \
⋃

I⊂∆(1)
∩ρ∈IDρ=∅


⋂

ρ∈I

(Xρ = 0)


 = A∆(1) \


 ⋂

σ∈∆max


 ∏

ρ6∈σ(1)

Xρ = 0




 .

Then we have the geometry quotient ([Sko01, Definition 3.1.1]) π : T → X ≃

T � TNS.
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Theorem 3.1 (Colliot-Thélène & Sansuc [CS87] §2.3, Salberger [Sal98] §8):

The quasi-affine variety T is a universal torsor (unique up to K-isomorphism7)

over X under TNS.
8

We now write the morphism π in coordinates. Choose a maximal cone

σ ∈ △max and let σ(1) = {ρ1, · · · , ρn} = σ ∩ △(1). Since X is smooth, the

lattice N is generated by ρ1, · · · , ρn. Let {ρ∗1, · · · , ρ
∗
n} be the dual basis. Now

the restriction of π to the affine neighbourhood Uσ ≃ An can be written as,

according to (6),

π : π−1Uσ −→ Uσ

(X1, · · · , Xn+r) 7−→




n+r∏

j=1

X
〈ρ∗

i ,ρj〉
j




16i6n

.(23)

The exact sequence (21) clearly extends to

1 // T̃NS
//
˜
G∆(1)

m
// T̃ // 1

between split OK-tori [Sal98, (10.3)]. So does the construction of T and we

denote by π̃ : T̃ → X̃ the morphism between toric schemes, which is a smooth

OK-model of π : T → X [Sal98, Remark 8.6 (b)]. If ClK is non-trivial, in or-

der to parametrize all rational points, it is necessary to introduce “twisted”

torsors [Sko01, p. 20-22] by elements in ClrK . Following [Rob98, §2] and

[Pie16, §2.1], we introduce the following notation. Let C be a set of ideals

as representatives of ClK . For any r-tuple c = (c1, · · · , cr) ∈ Cr, we iden-

tify it as a class [c] in H1
ét(X̃, T̃NS,X̃) via the morphism (see [CS87, Théorème

1.5.1]) Clrk = H1
ét(Spec(OK), T̃NS) → H1

ét(X̃, T̃NS,X̃). The twisted torsor π̃c :

T̃c → X̃ is a universal torsor of class [T] − [c] in H1
ét(X̃, T̃NS,X̃). Fix a basis

D = {[Dρ1 ], · · · , [Dρr
]} for Pic(X) over Z. For a divisor D, write

(24) [D] =

r∑

j=1

bj [Dρj
], bj ∈ Z, 1 6 j 6 r

7 Since TNS is split, the unicity follows from the Hilbert 90: H1
ét(K,TNS) = 1. See [CS87,

§2.2].
8 It is called principal universal torsor in [Sal98, p. 191]
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in terms of the basis D. We define the fractional ideal

(25) cD =

r∏

j=1

c
bj
j .

The following result says that any rational point of X admits a lift to an OK-

point in some twist of T. Lifts differ by the action of the Néron-Severi torus.

Theorem 3.2: The set T̃c(OK) contains precisely the (n+r)-tuples (Xρ)ρ∈△(1) ∈⊕
ρ∈△(1) c

Dρ ⊂ K△(1) satisfying the coprimality condition

(26)
∑

σ∈△max

∏

ρ∈△(1)\σ(1)

Xρc
−Dρ = OK .

Moreover, we have

X(K) =
⊔

c∈Cr

π̃c(T̃c(OK)).

Proof. This is a reformulation of [CS87, §2.3] originally stated for fields. See

[Rob98, p. 15] and also [FP16, Theorem 2.7], [Pie16, p. 419].

3.2. Heights on toric varieties. In this section we follow [Sal98] and derive

height formulas based on the combinatorial data of the fan △. We write △(1) =

{ρ1, · · · , ρn+r}. Let D =
∑n+r

i=1 aρi
Dρi

be a T -invariant divisor considered as

an element of Z△(1) in the exact sequence (6). We suppose that the line bundle

L = OX(D) is globally generated.

For every σ ∈ △max, the associated character χmD(σ) of the element mD(σ) ∈

M (recall (9)) generates L on Uσ, and χ−mD(σ) lifts to a global section of L.

For ν ∈ MK , Pν ∈ X(Kν), and any s ∈ H0(X,L), we define the ν-adic norm

to be

‖s(Pν)‖D,ν = inf
σ∈△max

Pν∈Uσ(Kν)

∣∣∣∣
s

χmD(σ)
(Pν)

∣∣∣∣
ν

.

For a point P0 = (X1, · · · , Xn+r) ∈ K△(1), let (whenever it is well-defined)

(27) X(P0)
D =

n+r∏

i=1

X
aρi

i ,

and for every σ ∈ △max, let

(28) D(σ) = D +

n+r∑

i=1

〈mD(σ), ρi〉Dρi
=

∑

ρ∈△(1)

aρ,σDρ,
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where for every ρ ∈ △(1),

(29) aρ,σ = aρ + 〈mD(σ), ρ〉.

Since L is globally generated, we have 〈mD(σ), ρ〉 > −aρ for every ρ ∈ △(1),

and hence aρ,σ > 0. In particular aρ,σ = 0 for ρ ∈ σ(1). So D(σ) is an

effective divisor with support in ∪ρ∈△(1)\σ(1)Dρ (see [Ful93, p.61–68] or [Sal98,

Proposition 8.7]). Viewing D(σ) as an element of Z△(1), the expression (27) for

X(P0)
D(σ) is well-defined for every P0 = (X1, · · · , Xn+r) ∈ K△(1).

Proposition-Definition 3.3 (Salberger): The function HL : X(K) → R>0

defined by the formula

HL(P ) =
∏

ν∈MK

‖s(P )‖−1
D,ν,

where s ∈ H0(X,L) is such that s(P ) 6= 0, is an Arakelov Height. It does not

depend on the choice of s. Its equivalence class only depends on the class of D

in Pic(X). Suppose that P ∈ X(K) lifts to P0 ∈ T̃c(OK) for some c ∈ Cr, then

(30) HL(P ) =
∏

ν∈MK

sup
σ∈∆max

|X(P0)
D(σ)|ν .

Proof. This is a combination of [Sal98, Propositions 9.2, 9.8, 10.5, 10.12 and

10.14].

We now generalise [Sal98, Proposition 11.3] and [Pie16, Proposition 2] which

give the formula for Hω−1
X
.

Proposition 3.4: With the notation in Proposition-Definition 3.3, we have

HL(P ) =
1

Norm(cD)

∏

ν∈M∞
K

sup
σ∈∆max

|X(P0)
D(σ)|ν .9

Proof. Write P0 = (Xρ)ρ∈△(1) ∈ K△(1). Fix p ∈ Spec(OK) and denote by

ν ∈ MK the corresponding place. We now compute the ν-adic part of the

height in (30). For every ρ ∈ △(1), define mρ,p,Xρ,p ∈ Z to be

mρ,p = ordp(c
Dρ), Xρ,p = ordp(XρOK).

9 A brief reason why there are only archimedean factors left is due to the coprimality

condition (26) in Theorem 3.2 which bounds supσ∈∆max
|X(P0)D(σ)|ν for all finite places

ν.
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Then, on recalling (28) (29),

sup
σ∈△max

|X(P0)
D(σ)|ν = sup

σ∈△max

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∏

ρ∈△(1)

Xaρ,σ
ρ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ν

= sup
σ∈△max

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∏

ρ∈△(1)\σ(1)

Xaρ,σ
ρ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ν

= Norm(p)−minσ∈△max

∑

ρ∈△(1)\σ(1) aρ,σXρ,p .

(31)

Let (bj)16j6r be such that (24) holds. Because for every σ ∈ △max, [D] = [D(σ)]

in Pic(X), we get the following equality (recall (25))

(32) ordp(c
D(σ)) =

∑

ρ∈△(1)\σ(1)

aρ,σmρ,p =

r∑

j=1

bjmρj ,p = ordp(c
D).

Note that Xρ ∈ cDρ by Theorem 3.2, so Xρc
−Dρ is an ideal of OK . In particular

mρ,p 6 Xρ,p for every ρ ∈ △(1). Thanks to the coprimality condition (26), we

have

min
σ∈△max

ordp


 ∏

ρ∈△(1)\σ(1)

Xρc
−Dρ


 = 0.

So there exists σ′ ∈ △max such that

ordp


 ∏

ρ∈△(1)\σ′(1)

Xρc
−Dρ


 =

∑

ρ∈△(1)\σ′(1)

(Xρ,p −mρ,p) = 0.

Thereforemρ,p = Xρ,p for every ρ ∈ △(1)\σ′(1). With this we can now compute

the exponent appearing in (31):

min
σ∈△max

∑

ρ∈△(1)\σ(1)

aρ,σXρ,p

= min
σ∈△max


 ∑

ρ∈△(1)\σ(1)

aρ,σ(Xρ,p −mρ,p) +
∑

ρ∈△(1)\σ(1)

aρ,σmρ,p




= min
σ∈△max


 ∑

ρ∈△(1)\σ(1)

aρ,σ(Xρ,p −mρ,p)


+

r∑

j=1

bjmρj ,p

=
r∑

j=1

bjmρj ,p,

which is exactly the p-th order of cD by (32).
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Finally returning to (30), we get
∏

ν∈Mf
K

sup
σ∈△max

|X(P0)
D(σ)|ν =

∏

p∈Spec(OK)

Norm(p)−
∑r

j=1 bjmρj,p

= Norm(cD)−1.

Plugging into Proposition-Definition 3.3, we get the desired formula.

4. Approximation constants

In this section we recall briefly the definition of the approximation constant due

to McKinnon and M. Roth. We refer the reader to [MR15, §2] for a detailed

exposition and many illuminative examples. With the help of this α-constant,

we define the essential (approximation) constant (Definition 4.7) and formulate

the notion of locally accumulating varieties and its variants (Definition 4.8).

Let X be a projective variety over K, i.e. a separated reduced projective

scheme of finite type over K. We fix a rational point Q ∈ X(K), ν ∈ MK ,

and L a line bundle, to which we associate a height function HL : X(K) →

R>0. We can define ν-adic projective distance functions on X(Kν) × X(Kν)

as in [MR15, p. 522]. We shall frequently use the distance function (partially

evaluated at Q) of the following form. Fix | · |ν̄ an extension of | · |ν to K.

Let F be a finite extension of K such that Q ∈ X(F ). Let j : X →֒ PN
K be

an embedding. Choose an affine neighbourhood U = j−1(V ) of X such that

j(Q) = (x1, · · · , xN ) ∈ V (F ), where V ≃ AN
K is a standard affine chart of PN

K

with coordinate functions X1, · · · , XN . Then

(33) dν(·, Q) = min(1, max
16i6N

(|Xi(·) − xi|ν̄))

is a ν-adic distance function on U(Kν). Any other distance functions arising

from different embeddings are equivalent (see [MR15, Proposition 2.4, Lemma

2.5]). One can show that when Q ∈ X(K), the function dν(·, Q)−1 is a local

ν-adic Weil height function associated to the exceptional divisor of the blow up

of X at Q (see for example [MR16, Lemma 3.1]).

4.1. The α-constant after McKinnon and M. Roth.

Definition 4.1 (McKinnon-M. Roth, Definitions 2.7–2.9 [MR15]): For any sub-

variety Y ⊂ X , we define the (best) approximation constant αL,ν(Q, Y ) (de-

pending on L and ν) to be the infimum of AL,ν(Q, Y ), where AL,ν(Q, Y ) is the
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following set

{γ > 0 : ∃C > 0, ∃(Pi) ∈ (Y (K) \ {Q})N, dν(Pi, Q) → 0,

and for every i, dν(Pi, Q)γHL(Pi) < C}.

Remarks 4.2:

(1) The value of α is independent of the choices of the distance function

dν(·, Q) and the height function HL. So this notion is intrinsic for each

rational point and should inherit geometric properties from the ambient

variety.

(2) If X is toric, then height functions are equivalent under torus action,

and the same holds for distance functions as well. So αL,ν(·, X) is

constant on T (K).

Examples 4.3:

(1) K. Roth’s Theorem (1) can be reformulated by using this α-constant.

Since

H

(
p

q

)
=

max(|p|, |q|)

gcd(p, q)

is anO(1)-height, and in Definition 4.1 the exponent γ is on the distance

function, we obtain that for θ ∈ P1(Q) ∩P1(R),

αO(1),∞(θ,P1) =
1

µ(θ)
=




1 if θ ∈ P1(Q);

1
2 otherwise.

(2) On combining K. Roth’s theorem with the Mordell-Weil theorem, one

can show that (see [Ser97, p. 98]) for X any abelian variety over K, L

ample and Q ∈ X(K), αL,ν(Q,X) = ∞.

Some useful properties of α are gathered together below.

Proposition 4.4 ([MR15], Lemma 2.13, Proposition 2.14): We have:

(1) Let Q ∈ Pn(K). Then for every ν ∈ MK , we have αO(1),ν(Q,Pn) = 1.

(2) For any m ∈ N>1, we have αmL,ν(Q, Y ) = mαL,ν(Q, Y ).

(3) For any subvarieties Y1, Y2 ofX such that Y1 ⊂ Y2, we have αL,ν(Q, Y1) >

αL,ν(Q, Y2).

We frequently use the following two ways to estimate the approximation con-

stant. Firstly, by using Proposition 4.4 (3), we can bound αL,ν(Q,X) from
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above. Ideal candidates are the rational curves. If there exists l a smooth ratio-

nal curve through Q, then by Proposition 4.4, we get αL,ν(Q,X) 6 αL,ν(Q, l) =

degL l. On the other hand, we have:

Proposition 4.5: For any closed subvariety Z of X such that Y 6⊂ Z and

infP∈Z(K) dν(P,Q) > 0, consider the set

BZ
L,ν(Q, Y ) = {γ > 0 : ∃C > 0, dν(P,Q)γHL(P ) > C, for every P ∈ (Y \Z)(K)\{Q}}

and let

bZL,ν(Q, Y ) = supBZ
L,ν(Q, Y ).

Then

(1) αL,ν(Q, Y ) > bZL,ν(Q, Y ).

(2) Assume moreover that L verifies the Northcott property (see [MR15,

p. 530]) on Y \ Z, that is, #{P ∈ (Y \ Z)(K) : HL(P ) 6 C} < ∞ for

any C > 0, then αL,ν(Q, Y ) = bZL,ν(Q, Y ).

Our definition the set BZ
L,ν(Q, Y ) is inspired by the classical notion of irra-

tionality measure. Recall that µ > 0 is an irrationality measure of a real number

θ if there exists C(µ) > 0 such that the inequality
∣∣∣∣
p

q
− θ

∣∣∣∣ >
C(µ)

|q|µ

holds for any p
q ∈ Q. An equivalent definition of the approximation exponent

µ(θ) is the infimum of all irrationality measures of θ.

In particular, Proposition 4.5 implies that an estimate of the shape dν(P,Q)γH(P ) >

C > 0 valid for every P ∈ (X \Z)(K) \ {Q} implies γ ∈ BZ
L,ν(Q,X). Hence we

get the lower bound αL,ν(Q,X) > bZL,ν(Q,X) > γ.

Proof of Proposition 4.5. Our argument is similar to [MR15, Proposition 2.11]10.

First it is clear that if BZ
L,ν(Q, Y ) is non-empty, then it is an interval: γ0 ∈

BZ
L,ν(Q, Y ) implies that [0, γ0] ⊂ BZ

L,ν(Q, Y ).

We now show (1). For any δ > 0, by Definition 4.1, we can find a sequence

(Pi) ∈ (Y (K)\{Q})N such that dν(Pi, Q) → 0 and that dν(Pi, Q)αL,ν(Q,Y )+δHL(Pi)

is bounded. This implies that

dν(Pi, Q)αL,ν(Q,Y )+2δHL(Pi) → 0.

10 Note however that our formulation of the set BZ
L,ν(Q,Y ) is different from [MR15, Defi-

nition 2.10].
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Since infP∈Z(K) dν(P,Q) > 0 by assumption, all but finitely many elements

of (Pi) are in Y \ Z. Therefore αL,ν(Q, Y ) + 2δ 6∈ BZ
L,ν(Q, Y ), and hence

αL,ν(Q, Y ) + 2δ > bZL,ν(Q, Y ). So αL,ν(Q, Y ) > bL,ν(Q, Y ).

We turn to (2). Indeed, for any δ > 0, we can find a sequence (Pi) ∈

((Y \Z)(K)\{Q})N such that dν(Pi, Q)b
Z
L,ν(Q,Y )+δHL(Pi) → 0. Since L verifies

the Northcott property on Y \ Z, by passing to a subsequence if necessary we

may assume that HL(Pi) → ∞. Therefore we must have dν(Pi, Q) → 0. This

shows that bZL,ν(Q, Y )+ δ ∈ AL,ν(Q, Y ) and hence bZL,ν(Q, Y )+ δ > αL,ν(Q, Y ).

This gives the desired equality.

Remark 4.6: Assume that L is big, then some power of L defines a rational map

X 99K PN ′

K which is birational onto the image on a Zariski open dense set U of

X (see [Laz04, Corollary 2.2.7]). Hence the line bundle L verifies the Northcott

property on U . If Q ∈ U(K) and Y ∩ U 6= ∅, then it follows from Proposition

4.5 that αL,ν(Q, Y ) = b
X\U
L,ν (Q, Y ). For instance, this is the case if X is toric,

Q is in the open orbit T and Y intersects with T , because we have T ⊂ U by

torus action.

4.2. Local accumulation. The definition of essential (approximation) con-

stant first appeared in the work of Pagelot [Pag08] concerning statistical prob-

lems of rational points, and was heavily used in the works [Hua17], [Hua19],

[Hua20]. To ease notation, we shall omit the subscripts L, ν in all α-constants

as they are considered fixed throughout.

Definition 4.7 (Pagelot [Pag08]): With the notation in Definition 4.1, we define

the essential constant of Q (with respect to Y ) to be

αess(Q, Y ) = sup
V⊂Y

α(Q, V ),

where V ranges over all Zariski open dense subvarieties11 of Y such that

inf
P∈V (K)

dν(P,Q) = 0.

We write αess(Q) = αess(Q,X).

Definition 4.8: For Z a proper closed subvariety of X ,

11 In [Hua19, Définition 2.3] and [Hua20, Définition 2.2], the essential constant was defined

by taking the supremum amongst all dense constructable subsets. This turns out to be

equivalent to Definition 4.7, because a constructable subset is dense if and only of it

contains an open dense subset.
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(1) if α(Q,Z) = α(Q,X), we say that the best approximations (of Q) can

be achieved (or the constant α(Q,X) can be achieved) on Z;

(2) if αess(Q,Z) < αess(Q), we say that Z is locally accumulating (with

respect to X);

(3) if α(Q,X) = αess(Q,Z) < α(Q,X \Z), we say that the best approxima-

tions (of Q) are properly achieved (or the constant α(Q,X) is properly

achieved) on Z;

(4) if α(Q,Z) = αess(Q), we say that the generic best approximations (of

Q) can be achieved on Z.

The notion “locally accumulating” first appeared in [Hua17, Définition 2.1]12.

And the other three conventions were implicitly stated in [Hua19] and [Hua20].

Remarks 4.9: Let us assume that α(Q,X) < ∞.

(1) That the best approximations can be achieved on Z amounts to saying

that for any δ > 0, we can find an infinite sequence (Pi) of K-rational

points, all lying in Z, such that dν(Pi, Q) → 0 and dν(Pi, Q)α(Q,X)+δHL(Pi)

remains bounded.

(2) If Z is locally accumulating, then for any γ such that αess(Q,Z) < γ <

αess(Q), some open dense subset U of X contains at most finitely many

rational points which are solutions of the inequality (2), whilst any

dense open subset of Z contains an infinite sequence of such solutions.

In particular Z ∩ U = ∅.

(3) If the best approximations are properly achieved on Z, then for any

infinite sequence (Pi) ∈ (X(K) \ {Q})N such that dν(Pi, Q) → 0 and

dν(Pi, Q)γHL(Pi) being bounded hold simultaneously with α(Q,X) <

γ < α(Q,X \Z), then all but finitely of the Pi lie in Z. This means that

we have to restrict ourselves to Z while looking for a sequence of rational

points to compute α(Q,X). In particular, Z is also locally accumulat-

ing, because α(Q,X \ Z) 6 αess(Q). Moreover, for every subvariety W

of Z, since α(Q,X) 6 α(Q,W ) 6 αess(Q,W ) 6 αess(Q,Z) by Proposi-

tion 4.4 (3), all these inequalities are in fact equalities. This means that

Z does not contain any locally accumulating subvariety with respect to

12 Definition 4.8 (2) is stronger than [Hua17, Définition 2.1]. But they amount to the same

thing for all varieties studied in these articles because all essential constants are attainable

on some open subset.
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itself, and that Z is the union of irreducible locally accumulating subva-

rieties Z0 of X , each one verifying α(Q,X) = α(Q,Z0) = αess(Q,Z0).

It is easy to see that there is no locally accumulating subvariety if dimX = 1

or if X is an abelian variety (see Examples 4.3). For a fixed rationally connected

variety X of dimension > 2 (having at least one K-rational point), in the spirit

of Conjecture 1.1 and the Principle in Section 1, we expect that there exists a

tower of locally accumulating subvarieties (swept out by free rational curves of

varying degrees) with different essential constants, and there are only finitely

many possible values of these essential constants. In particular αess(Q) < ∞.

We may view this as a local analogue of finiteness of the arithmetic stratification,

conjectured by Manin [Man93, LGC].

4.3. An example. We give a short self-contained analysis for S7 – the toric

del Pezzo surface of degree 7. For simplicity we work over Q. We compute

the α-constants with respect to the ample anticanonical line bundle ω−1
S7

and

ν = ∞, and we shall omit all these subscripts. We can assume that S7 is the

blow-up of P2 (with homogeneous coordinates [x : y : z]) in [1 : 0 : 0] and

[0 : 1 : 0]. It is easy to see that Eff(S7) is generated by the class of (the proper

transform of) the line z = 0 and those of the two exceptional divisors E1, E2,

and is therefore simplicial. Let Q = [1 : 1 : 1]. Let l1 (resp. l2) be the proper

transform of the line (x = z) (resp. (y = z)) in P2. They have the minimal

ω−1
S7

-degree 2 amongst all curves through Q. Note that any other lines passing

through Q have degree 3 and they cover S7 \ (l1 ∪ l2 ∪ E1 ∪ E2).

As a special case of Theorem 1.2, we claim that for S7, the best approxi-

mations are properly achieved (resp. can be achieved) on the subvariety l1 ∪ l2

containing minimal degree rational curves through Q which are free but not very

free (resp. on each li, i = 1, 2). Every li, i = 1, 2 is also locally accumulating.

Similarly to Theorem 1.3, the generic best approximations can be achieved on

every general line through Q, which is very free of minimal degree. Moreover,

in this example there is only one possible value for the essential constant of any

locally accumulating subvariety.

First of all by using Proposition 4.4, we have the upper bound

α(Q,S7) 6 α(Q, li) = 2.

For any open dense set U , take a line l through Q different from l1, l2 such that

l ∩ U 6= ∅. Since l \ U is finite, we have α(Q, l) = α(Q, l ∩ U) = 3, which gives
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the upper bound α(Q,U) 6 α(Q, l ∩ U) = 3. Hence by Definition 4.7,

αess(Q) 6 3.

Let (ei)i∈{1,2} be the standard basis of R2. The fan of S7 consists of 5 rays,

whose primitive generators are

ρ1 = e1, ρ2 = e2, ρ3 = −ρ1, ρ4 = −ρ2, ρ5 = −ρ1 − ρ2.

We choose the universal torsor π : T → S7 embedded into Spec(Cox(S7)) = A5.

Write the coordinates (X1, · · · , X5) for A5. On the affine chart Uσ0 , where

σ0 = R>0ρ1 +R>0ρ2, according to (23), the map π is given by

π : (X1, · · · , X5) 7−→

(
X1

X3X5
,

X2

X4X5

)
.

For every P ∈ T (Q), let P0 = (X1, · · · , X5) ∈ T(Z) be one lift into the torsor T

satisfying (26). Note that Xi 6= 0 for all 1 6 i 6 5. Define the distance function

d∞(P,Q) = max

(∣∣∣∣
X1

X3X5
− 1

∣∣∣∣
∞

,

∣∣∣∣
X2

X4X5
− 1

∣∣∣∣
∞

)

= max

(∣∣∣∣
X1 −X3X5

X3X5

∣∣∣∣
∞

,

∣∣∣∣
X2 −X4X5

X4X5

∣∣∣∣
∞

)
.

Note that ω−1
S7

=
∑5

i=1 Dρi
(see [Ful93, §4.3]). To estimate the toric height

function Hω−1
S7

defined in §3.2, we consider the trivialization of ω−1
S7

on Uσ0 ,

which is determined by mω−1
S7

(σ0) = −ρ∗1 − ρ∗2 ∈ (Ze1 + Ze2)
∨. By (28), this

gives rise to

ω−1
S7

(σ0) = 2Dρ3 + 2Dρ4 + 3Dρ5

sitting in the class of ω−1
S7

. By Proposition 3.4, we get

Hω−1
S7

(P ) > |X(P0)
ω−1

S7
(σ0)|∞ = |X2

3X
2
4X

3
5 |∞.

Suppose P 6= Q, then either X1 6= X3X5 or X2 6= X4X5. Without loss of

generality assume the first one holds. We obtain

d∞(P,Q)2Hω−1
S7

(P ) >

∣∣∣∣
X1 −X3X5

X3X5

∣∣∣∣
2

∞

|X2
3X

2
4X

3
5 |∞

= |X1 −X3X5|
2|∞|X2

4X5|∞ > 1,

which implies that

α(Q,S7) > bS7\T (Q,S7) > 2
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by Proposition 4.5. If moreover P 6∈ l1 ∪ l2, then

min(|X1 −X3X5|∞, |X2 −X4X5|∞) > 1,

and hence

d∞(P,Q)3Hω−1
S7

(P ) >

∣∣∣∣
X1 −X3X5

X3X5

∣∣∣∣
2

∞

∣∣∣∣
X2 −X4X5

X4X5

∣∣∣∣
∞

|X2
3X

2
4X

3
5 |∞

= |X1 −X3X5|
2|∞|X2 −X4X5|∞|X4|∞ > 1.

This shows that

αess(Q) > α(Q,S7 \ (l1 ∪ l2)) > bS7\T (Q,S7 \ (l1 ∪ l2)) > 3

by Proposition 4.5 and Definition 4.7.

Gathering together these bounds and those we obtained in the beginning, we

get

α(Q, l1 ∪ l2) = αess(Q, l1 ∪ l2) = α(Q,S7) = 2,

α(Q,S7 \ (l1 ∪ l2)) = αess(Q) = α(Q, l) = 3, for all l 6= l1, l2.

This proves our claim. 13

5. The canonical embedding of a number field

In this section we collect some classical useful facts about algebraic number

fields and we refer to standard textbooks (e.g. [Sam67, §4.2]) for proofs. Recall

that [K : Q] = r1+2r2, where r1 (resp. r2) is the number of real (resp. complex)

places of K and that each ν ∈ M∞
K defines an embedding ςν : K → Kν . Then

the map ς = (ςν1 , · · · , ςνr1+r2
), νi ∈ M∞

K embeds K into the R-vector space

Rr1 ×Cr2 . We want to control uniformly any non-archimedean absolute value

using archimedean ones. The following simple observation can be generalised

to any fractional ideal, at the expense of adding some extra constant multiple.

Lemma 5.1:

(1) There exists a constant κK > 0 depending only on the number field

K such that for every x ∈ OK \ {0} and for every ν ∈ M∞
K , we have

|x|ν > κK .

13 However, if ν is ultrametric, we need to take more sections of ω
−1
S7

into account, as it

turns out that the single one X(P0)
ω
−1
S7

(σ0) is insufficient. This is one of the technical

point of the proof of Theorem 1.2. We postpone the details to §6.
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(2) Let x ∈ OK \ {0}. Then for every ν ∈ Mf
K , |x|−1

ν divides
∏r1+r2

i=1 |x|νi .

In particular, |x|ν >
∏r1+r2

i=1 |x|−1
νi .

Proof. (1) This is because ς maps OK into a lattice of full rank in Rr1 ×Cr2 .

(2) This follows directly from the product formula. Alternatively, let p denote

the prime ideal correspond to ν. Let mx = ordp(xOK). Then in Rr1 × Cr2 ,

ς(xOK) is a sublattice of ς(pmx). We thus obtain the following divisibility

relation between their co-volumes:

|x|−1
ν = Norm(pmx) | Norm(xOK) = |NK/Q(x)|∞ =

r1+r2∏

i=1

|x|νi .

6. Determination of α-constants and locally accumulating subvari-

eties

The goal of this section is to prove the following detailed version of Theorem

1.2. Throughout this section we write △(1) = {ρ1, · · · , ρn+r}, and we fix

(34) D =

n+r∑

i=1

aiDρi

a T -invariant divisor and the line bundle L = OX(D) on X = X(△), which

we assume to be smooth projective of dimension at least two and split over K.

By torus action, we can assume that the point to be approximated is the unit

element (1, · · · , 1) by Remark 4.2 (2). Define β ∈ N as

(35) β = min
P centred primitive

degL P .

Theorem 6.1: Suppose that X verifies Hypothesis (∗). Let Q0 = (1, · · · , 1) ∈

T (K).

(1) Suppose that L is nef. Then for every place ν ∈ MK , we have αL,ν(Q0, X) =

β.

(2) Suppose that L is ample and X 6= Pn. Then the constant αL,ν(Q0, X)

is properly achieved on a proper closed subvariety Y which is a finite

union of Yi ≃ PNi , each one being the fibre PNi × {1} of an open toric

subvariety of X isomorphic to PNi ×Gn−Ni
m . Furthermore, if there exist

two different such Yi, Yj , then Yi ∩ Yj = Q0.

Remark 6.2: As seen from the discussion before Theorem 2.7, every such Yi is

swept out by a family of minimal rational curves corresponding to a centred
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primitive collection of L-degree β and of cardinality Ni + 1 through Q0, each

one realizing αL,ν(Q0, X).

6.1. Some more toric geometry. We start by proving several technical lem-

mas. We first of all translate Hypothesis (∗) in the beginning into a combina-

torial one.

Lemma 6.3: Hypothesis (∗) is equivalent to

(∗∗) there exists σ0 ∈ △max such that all generators in △(1) \ σ0(1) are linear

combinations of those in σ0(1) with negative integer coefficients.

Proof. The pseudo-effective cone is generated by the boundary divisors by

[CLS11, Lemma 15.1.8]:

Eff(X) = R>0[Dρ1 ] + · · ·+R>0[Dρn+r
] ⊂ Pic(X)R.

For every rn-tuple of real numbers (bi,j)16i6n,16j6r, observe the following

equivalence:

(36) [Dρi
] =

r∑

j=1

bi,j [Dρn+j
], 1 6 i 6 n ⇔ ρn+j = −

n∑

i=1

bi,jρi, 1 6 j 6 r.

Indeed, both systems of equations are equivalent to the existence of mi ∈

MR, 1 6 i 6 n such that

〈mi, ρk〉 =




1 if i = k,

0 otherwise,
1 6 k 6 n; 〈mi, ρn+j〉 = −bi,j , 1 6 j 6 r,

and in particular, {ρ1, · · · , ρn} is a R-basis of NR. This is obvious for the

system on the right-hand-side of (36) by taking {m1, · · · ,mn} to be the R-dual

basis of {ρ1, · · · , ρn} and applying mi to every ρn+j , 1 6 j 6 r. The left system

results from the image of h(mi) ∈ R△(1), 1 6 i 6 n via the map i in the exact

sequence (6) tensored by R.

Therefore, assuming Hypothesis (∗), that is, by relabelling if necessary,

(37) Eff(X) = R>0[Dρn+1 ] + · · ·+R>0[Dρn+r
],

then we get

(38) bi,j > 0 for all 1 6 i 6 n, 1 6 j 6 r,

and hence necessarily ρ1, · · · , ρn form the set of generators of a maximal cone

and all bi,j are integers, thanks to the completeness and regularity of the fan.
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We conclude that

(39) σ0 = R>0ρ1 + · · ·+R>0ρn ∈ △max,

which means that Hypothesis (∗∗) holds with σ0. On the other hand, assuming

Hypothesis (∗∗), i.e. (38), we deduce (37) and that bi,j ∈ N in the same way.

Now the equivalence between Hypotheses (∗∗) and (∗) is proved.

Under Hypothesis (∗∗), let σ0 be as in (39). The right-hand-side of (36) gives

rise to

(40) Pn+j : ρn+j +

n∑

i=1

bi,jρi = 0, 1 6 j 6 r,

which are all positive relations. If L is globally generated, then we have (recall

Definition 2.4, (34) and β (35))

(41) degL(Pn+j) = an+j +
n∑

i=1

aibi,j > β

by Theorem 2.8 (2). We keep using the notation

σ0,Pn+j , 1 6 j 6 r, (ai)16i6n+r, (bi,j)16i6n,16j6r

throughout the rest of this section.

We next prove lemmas about centred primitive collections. The first one

seems well-known.

Lemma 6.4: Let I1, I2 be two different centred primitive collections. Then

I1 ∩ I2 = ∅.

Proof. If there exists ρ ∈ I1 ∩ I2, then by Definition 2.5, we can write

−ρ =
∑

ρi∈I1\{ρ}

ρi =
∑

ρj∈I2\{ρ}

ρj ,

which yields two expressions of −ρ as positive combinations of generators of

cones in △. Therefore they are the same, i.e., I1 = I2.

For 1 6 i 6 n, let σi denote the maximal cone adjacent to σ0, i.e.

(42) σi ∩ σ0 = R>0ρ1 + · · ·+ R̂>0ρi + · · ·+R>0ρn,

where “̂” means this term does not appear in the summation. The existence of

exactly n such maximal cones follows from the completeness and the regularity
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of △ 14. Write for some 1 6 ji 6 r,

(43) σi = R>0ρ1 + · · ·+ R̂>0ρi + · · ·+R>0ρn +R>0ρn+ji .

Our second lemma is concerned with particular coefficients of the relations

(Pn+j)16j6r .

Lemma 6.5: Under Hypothesis (∗∗), for each 1 6 i 6 n, we have bi,ji = 1.

Proof. The transition matrix M between σ0(1) and σi(1) satisfies | detM| =

|bi,ji |. Then |bi,ji | = 1 because the fan △ is regular. Therefore necessarily

bi,ji = 1 since bi,ji > 0 under Hypothesis (∗∗).

Our next lemma says that the maximal cone σ0 contains all except one of the

elements of any centred primitive collection, so do its adjacent cones.

Lemma 6.6: Under Hypothesis (∗∗), for every centred primitive collection I,

we have

#(I \ σ0(1)) = 1.

Moreover, for each 1 6 i0 6 n, (recall the index ji0 in (43),) we have ρn+ji0
∈

σi0 (1) ∩ I if and only if ρi0 ∈ I.

Proof. Since I 6⊂ σ(1) for every σ ∈ △max, let ρn+j1 ∈ I \ σ0(1) for certain

1 6 j1 6 r. We can write

(44) ρn+j1 = −
n∑

i=1

bi,j1ρi = −
∑

ρ∈I\{ρn+j1}

ρ.

As before this also gives two expressions of −ρn+j1 in terms of positive combi-

nations of bases of cones and hence they coincide. Hence I \ {ρn+j1} ⊂ σ0(1).

Now fix i0 and recall the relation Pn+ji0
in (40). If ρn+ji0

∈ σi0(1)∩I, which

means ji0 = j1, then bi0,j1 = 1 by Lemma 6.5. So the equality (44) shows that

ρi0 ∈ I. Conversely, if ρi0 ∈ I, by moving terms in Pn+ji0
, we get

ρn+ji0
+

∑

i∈{1,··· ,n}\{i0}

bi,ji0ρi = −ρi0 =
∑

ρ∈I\{i0}

ρ,

an equality between two positive combinations of generators of σi0 . So they

coincide and in particular ρn+ji0
∈ I.

14 hence each codimension 1 cone is the common face of a unique pair of maximal cones,

see [Sal98, Lemma 8.9]
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The crucial use of Hypothesis (∗∗) will be clear from the next proposition.

It provides us some kind of “strong positivity” for the relations (Pn+j)
r
j=1.

In geometric terms, every curve intersecting with the open orbit T and the

boundary divisor Dρn+j
has L-degree greater than some multiple of β (35).

Proposition 6.7: Suppose that L is globally generated. Then for every 1 6

i0 6 n, 1 6 j0 6 r, we have, under Hypothesis (∗∗), (recall D =
∑n+r

i=1 aiDi,

Definition 2.4 and β (35))

degL(Pn+j0) = an+j0 +
n∑

i=1

aibi,j0 > bi0,j0β.

Suppose that L is ample. If moreover there exists i0 ∈ {1, · · · , n} (resp. j0 ∈

{1, · · · , r}) such that ρi0 (resp. ρn+j0) does not belong to any centred primitive

collections of L-degree β, then for all 1 6 j0 6 r (resp. for all 1 6 i0 6 n), we

have

degL(Pn+j0) = an+j0 +

n∑

i=1

aibi,j0 > bi0,j0β.

Proof. We begin with the first part, i.e. assume that L is globally generated.

We fix indices i0 ∈ {1, · · · , n}, j0 ∈ {1, · · · , r} and look at the maximal cone σi0

(42). If j0 = ji0 , the desired inequality is nothing but (41) because bi0,ji0 = 1

by Lemma 6.5. From now on suppose j0 6= ji0 . We write ρn+j0 in terms of the

generators of the cone σi0 , namely {ρ1, · · · , ρ̂i0 , · · · , ρn, ρn+ji0
}, using the fact

that bi0,ji0 = 1:

ρn+j0 = −
n∑

i=1

bi,j0ρi

= bi0,j0


 ∑

i∈{1,··· ,n}−{i0}

bi,ji0ρi + ρn+ji0


−

∑

i∈{1,··· ,n}−{i0}

bi,j0ρi

= bi0,j0ρn+ji0
−

∑

i∈{1,··· ,n}−{i0}

(bi,j0 − bi0,j0bi,ji0 )ρi.

Using the assumption that L is globally generated, the piecewise linear function

φD is convex. In particular, its graph lies “below” that of the linear function
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〈mD(σi0 ), ·〉, where

mD(σi0) = −


 ∑

i∈{1,··· ,n}\{i0}

aiρ
∗
i + an+ji0

ρ∗n+ji0


 .

Applying φD to the above equality of ρn+j0 we get (by (10))

−an+j0 = φD(ρn+j0)

6 〈mD(σi0), ρn+j0〉 =


 ∑

i∈{1,··· ,n}−{i0}

ai(bi,j0 − bi0,j0bi,ji0 )


 − an+ji0

bi0,j0 .

(45)

So again by (41) and that bi0,ji0 = 1,

an+j0 +
n∑

i=1

aibi,j0 > bi0,j0

(
an+ji0

+
n∑

i=1

aibi,ji0

)

= bi0,j0 degL(Pn+ji0
) > bi0,j0β.(46)

Now assume that L is ample and let ρi0 be as in the assumption. That is,

ρi0 is not a member of any centred primitive I with degL(I) = β. Recall σi0

and the index ji0 (43). Fix j0 ∈ {1, · · · , r}. If j0 = ji0 , then by Lemma 6.6,

ρn+j0 6∈ I(1) for every centred primitive I of L-degree β. Hence by Theorem

2.8 (1), degL(Pn+j0) = an+j0 +
∑n

i=1 aibi,j0 > bi0,ji0β = β. If j0 6= ji0 , then

ρn+j0 6∈ σi0(1). So the strict convexity of the function φD (11) yields that

the inequality (45) above is strict. Now assume that ρn+j0 satisfies the second

assumption. That is, ρn+j0 is not a member of any centred primitive I with

degL(I) = β. Fix i0 ∈ {1, · · · , n}. If j0 6= ji0 , that is, ρn+j0 6∈ σi0 (1), then

as before the inequality (45) is strict. If j0 = ji0 , we have bi0,j0 = 1. Since by

assumption, the positive relation Pn+j0 is not centred primitive of L-degree β,

the inequality (46) is now strict by Theorem 2.8 (1).

6.2. Proof of Theorem 6.1. With all these preparations, we are going to

prove our main theorem.

6.2.1. Preliminaries and sketch of the proof. To ease notation we shall use the

simplification α(Q0, Y ) = αL,ν(Q0, Y ) and “centred primitive collection” will

be abbreviated as “CPC”. We shall use the affine neighbourhood Uσ0 induced
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by the maximal cone σ0 (36), in which the parametrization is given by (see

(23)):

π : π−1Uσ0 −→ Uσ0

(X1, · · · , Xn+r) 7−→ (y1, · · · , yn) =

(
X1∏r

j=1 X
b1,j

n+j

, · · · ,
Xn∏r

j=1 X
bn,j

n+j

)
.

(47)

Recall that Q0 = (1, · · · , 1). For ν ∈ MK , we shall work with the ν-adic

distance function (see (33))

(48) dν(P,Q0) = min

(
1, max

16i6n

∣∣∣∣∣
Xi∏r

j=1 X
bi,j

n+j

− 1

∣∣∣∣∣
ν

)
.

To fix a parametrisation, choose C a set of ideals ofOK as representatives of ClK

and choose D = {[Dρn+1 ], · · · , [Dρn+r
]} as a basis for Pic(X) (see (36)). The

choice of the set C and the equivalent Hypothesis (∗∗) (Lemma 6.3) guarantee

that for every r-tuple c ∈ Cr, cDρ is an ideal of OK for every ρ ∈ △(1), so that⊕
ρ∈△(1) c

Dρ ⊂ O
△(1)
K . By Theorem 3.2, for every P = (y1, · · · , yn) ∈ T (K),

we can choose c ∈ Cr and P0 = (X1, · · · , Xn+r) ∈ T̃c(OK) to be one lift for P

satisfying Xi 6= 0, 1 6 i 6 n+ r and (26).

A large part of the proof is devoted to showing inequalities of the form

dν(P,Q0)
γHL(P ) > C > 0,

uniformly for P ∈ T (K)\{Q0}. Before going into the long details, let us sketch

the main ideas. In order for P to approximate Q0 with respect to a fixed place

ν ∈ MK , that is,

max
16i6n

∣∣∣∣∣
Xi∏r

j=1 X
bi,j

n+j

− 1

∣∣∣∣∣
ν

→ 0,

if ν ∈ M∞
K , the ν-adic values of the denominators (

∏r
j=1 X

bi,j

n+j , 1 6 i 6 n) and

the numerators (Xi, 1 6 i 6 n) both tend to infinity, and they have almost

equal sizes. However in ultrametric cases things are different. It is their dif-

ferences (Xi −
∏r

j=1 X
bi,j

n+j , 1 6 i 6 n) that should be sufficiently divisible by

powers of the prime ideal p associated to ν, but both of them could have very

small p-adic orders, and hence their ν-adic values could be both bounded from

below. Salberger’s height formula (Proposition 3.4) furnishes us some flexibility

of selecting maximal cones so as to control the growth at archimedean places
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of the numerators and the denominators at the same time. Meanwhile the de-

creasing of the distance (48) can also be controlled by the contribution from

all archimedean places (Lemma 5.1). It remains to carefully compare them and

deduce that the growth of the height “compensates for” the decreasing of (some

power of) the distance. Let us now put all these ideas into practice.

We first prove part (1) in §6.2.2, then prove part (2) in §6.2.3, assuming

stronger positivity condition on L. We shall fix throughout the rest of this

section a place ν ∈ MK and P ∈ T (K) \ {Q0} with a fixed lift P0 ∈ T̃c(OK)

for certain c ∈ Cr.

6.2.2. Assume that L is nef. We first observe that, since P 6= Q0, there exists

i0 ∈ {1, · · · , n} such that yi0 6= 1 (see (47)), or equivalently,

(49)

r∏

j=1

X
bi0,j

n+j −Xi0 6= 0.

Recall the maximal cone σ0 (42). We now determine the divisor D(σ0). By

(28),

D(σ0) = D +
∑

ρ∈△(1)

〈mD(σ0), ρ〉Dρ

=

r∑

j=1

(
an+j +

n∑

i=1

aibi,j

)
Dρn+j

=

r∑

j=1

degL(Pn+j)Dρn+j
,

(50)

viewed as an element in Z△(1). This gives rise to the section (see (27))

(51) X(P0)
D(σ0) =

n+r∏

j=1

X
degL(Pn+j)
n+j .

First let us suppose that ν ∈ M∞
K . According to the height formula (Propo-

sition 3.4), Lemma 5.1 (1) and since P0 ∈ O
△(1)
K , we get

Norm(cD)HL(P ) >
∏

ν′∈M∞
K

|X(P0)
D(σ0)|ν′

> κ
♯M∞

K −1
K

∣∣∣X(P0)
D(σ0)

∣∣∣
ν
.
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Thanks to (49), we obtain the following estimate:

Norm(cD)HL(P )dν(P,Q0)
β

>κ
♯M∞

K −1
K

∣∣∣X(P0)
D(σ0)

∣∣∣
ν
dν(P,Q0)

β

>κ
♯M∞

K −1
K

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∏

j=1

X
degL(Pn+j)
n+j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ν

∣∣∣∣∣

∏r
j=1 X

bi0,j

n+j −Xi0
∏r

j=1 X
bi0,j

n+j

∣∣∣∣∣

β

ν

=κ
♯M∞

K −1
K

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∏

j=1

X
bi0,j

n+j −Xi0

∣∣∣∣∣∣

β

ν

r∏

j=1

∣∣∣XdegL(Pn+j)−βbi0,j

n+j

∣∣∣
ν

>κ
♯M∞

K +β−1+r
K ,

(52)

where for the last inequality we have used Proposition 6.7 and Lemma 5.1 (1).

Next let us suppose that ν ∈ Mf
K . Recall the maximal cone σi0 (42) adjacent

to σ0, the index ji0 (43) and the positive relation Pn+ji0
in (40). Let cn+j , j ∈

{1, · · · , r} \ {ji0} (resp. ci0) denote the coefficient of the term Dρn+j
(resp.

Dρi0
) in D(σi0 ) (also viewed as an element in Z△(1)), so that

(53) X(P0)
D(σi0 ) = X

ci0
i0

∏

j∈{1,··· ,r}\{ji0}

X
cn+j

n+j .

Then by (10) and (41),

ci0 = −φD(ρi0) + 〈mD(σi0 ), ρi0〉 = ai0 + 〈mD(σi0 ), ρi0〉

= ai0 + an+ji0
+

∑

i∈{1,··· ,n}\{i0}

aibi,ji0 = degL(Pn+ji0
) > β,

cn+j = −φD(ρn+j) + 〈mD(σi0 ), ρn+j〉 = an+j + 〈mD(σi0 ), ρn+j〉 > 0.

(54)

For later use in §6.2.3, note that if L is ample, then (11) gives cn+j > 1. By

Proposition 3.4, we have the following lower bound for the height in terms of

(51) and (53):

Norm(cD)HL(P ) >
∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max
(∣∣∣X(P )D(σ0)

∣∣∣
ν′
,
∣∣∣X(P )D(σi0 )

∣∣∣
ν′

)
,



RATIONAL APPROXIMATIONS ON TORIC VARIETIES 43

from which we deduce

Norm(cD)HL(P )dν(P,Q0)
β

>

∣∣∣∣∣
X

bi0,j

n+j −Xi0
∏r

j=1 X
bi0,j

n+j

∣∣∣∣∣

β

ν

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max
(∣∣∣X(P0)

D(σ0)
∣∣∣
ν′
,
∣∣∣X(P0)

D(σi0 )
∣∣∣
ν′

)

>|X
bi0,j

n+j −Xi0 |
β
ν

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max
(∣∣∣X(P0)

D(σ0)
∣∣∣
ν′
,
∣∣∣X(P0)

D(σi0 )
∣∣∣
ν′

)

=|X
bi0,j

n+j −Xi0 |
β
ν

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max



∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∏

j=1

X
degL(Pn+j)
n+j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ν′

,

∣∣∣∣∣∣
X

ci0
i0

∏

j 6=ji0

X
cn+j

n+j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ν′


 .

(55)

Thanks again to (49), we have by Lemma 5.1 (2) that

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∏

j=1

X
bi0,j

n+j −Xi0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ν

>
∏

ν′∈M∞
K

∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∏

j=1

X
bi0,j

n+j −Xi0

∣∣∣∣∣∣

−1

ν′

>4−♯M∞
K

∏

ν′∈M∞
K


max



∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∏

j=1

X
bi0,j

n+j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ν′

, |Xi0 |ν′






−1

.

(56)

Taking (56) into account, by Proposition 6.7 and Lemma 5.1 (1), we can con-

tinue bounding (55) from below via

> 4−β♯M∞
K

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max
(∣∣∣
∏r

j=1 X
degL(Pn+j)
n+j

∣∣∣
ν′
,
∣∣∣Xci0

i0

∏
j 6=ji0

X
cn+j

n+j

∣∣∣
ν′

)

max

(∣∣∣
∏r

j=1 X
bi0,j

n+j

∣∣∣
β

ν′
, |Xi0 |

β
ν′

)

> 4−β♯M∞
K

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

min



∣∣∣∣∣∣

r∏

j=1

X
degL(Pn+j)−βbi0,j

n+j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ν′

,

∣∣∣∣∣∣
X

ci0−β
i0

∏

j 6=ji0

X
cn+j

n+j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ν′




>

(κK

4β

)♯M∞
K

,

(57)

since for all 1 6 j 6 r, the integers ci0 − β, cn+j , degL(Pn+j)− βbi0,j are non-

negative, and hence every term in every inner product is in OK \ {0}.
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All these lower bounds (52) (57) being uniform for P ∈ T (K) \ {Q0} and

c ∈ Cr, we have proved that, by Proposition 4.5,

α(Q0, X) > b
X\T
L,ν (Q0, X) > β.

On the other hand, combining with Proposition 4.4, we get an equality since

α(Q0, X) 6 α(Q0, l) = β,

where l is any smooth rational curve through Q0 whose class is represented by

a CPC of L-degree β (Theorem 2.2). This finishes the proof of Theorem 6.1

(1).

6.2.3. Assume from now on that L ample and X 6= Pn. Let Y be the union of all

Yi, each one being the fibre over 1 ∈ Gn−Ni
m of the toric subvariety PNi ×Gn−Ni

m

corresponding to a CPC Ii of L-degree β and of cardinality ♯Ii = Ni + 1. By

Theorem 2.6, Y is non-empty. Moreover Y is proper Zariski closed by Example

2.10 and Remark 6.2.

To analyse the structure of Y , let us fix any CPC I. By Lemma 6.6, the

cone σ0 contains ♯I − 1 elements of I, so by relabelling one can assume that

I ∩ σ0(1) = {ρ1, · · · , ρ♯I−1}. Let YI be the fibre P♯I−1 × {1} of the open toric

subvariety P♯I−1 × Gn−♯I+1
m associated to the subfan constructed from I. In

the parametrization given by Uσ0 (47), we have

(Uσ0 ∩ YI)(K) = (

♯I−1 coordinates︷ ︸︸ ︷
∗, · · · , ∗ , 1, · · · , 1).

We conclude from this analysis that

(58)

(Uσ0 ∩ Y )(K) =
⋃

I CPC:degL(I)=β

{(y1, · · · , yn) ∈ Kn : ρi ∈ σ0(1) \ I ⇒ yi = 1}.

By Lemma 6.4, any two different CPCs I1, I2 have no common generator, so

Y1 ∩ Y2 = Q0.

In what follows, we shall prove that there exists δ > 0 such that, uniformly

for every place ν and for every P ∈ (T \ Y )(K),

(59) dν(P,Q0)
β+δHL(P ) > CK,δ,△

for certain constant CK,δ,△ > 0 depending only on δ > 0, the number field K,

and the combinatorial data of the fan △. Then Proposition 4.5 implies that

α(Q0, X \ Y ) = b
X\T
L,ν (Q0, X \ Y ) > β + δ > β.
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On the other hand, we note that, every Zariski open dense subset U of Y is

covered by rational lines l in each piece of PNi intersecting with U and passing

through Q0 of degree β (see Section 2.2), and so α(Q0, U) = β. This implies

α(Q0, X \ Y ) > β = αess(Q0, Y ) = α(Q0, X).

So the constant α(Q0, X) is properly achieved on Y (Definition 4.8 (3)) and a

fortiori Y is locally accumulating (Definition 4.8 (2)) by Remark 4.9 (3).

We separate our discussion into the following two cases regarding the geom-

etry of X and the coordinates of P .

Case (I). Assume that there is some ρi0 ∈ σ0(1), i0 ∈ {1, · · · , n}, which is

not a member of any CPC of L-degree β, and such that yi0 6= 1. Let us consider

again the maximal cone σi0 used in §6.2.2 (see (42)). Then the unique element

ρn+ji0
∈ σi0(1) \ σ0(1) is not a member of any CPC of L-degree β by Lemma

6.6. Since ci0 = degL(Pn+ji0
) (see (54)), and bi0,ji0 = 1 by Lemma 6.5, the

strict inequalities in Proposition 6.7 shows that

ci0 > β, and deg(Pn+j) > bi0,jβ, for all 1 6 j 6 r.

This allows raising the power from β to β + δ on the distance in bounding

from below the product of the height and the distance (i.e. (52) & (55)). For

instance, let δ > 0 be such that

ci0 − β > 2δ, and deg(Pn+j) > bi0,j(β + δ) + δ, for all 1 6 j 6 r.

Then, if ν ∈ Mf
K , we obtain, similarly to (55) and (57) that

Norm(cD)HL(P )dν(P,Q0)
β+δ

>4−β♯M∞
K

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

min




r∏

j=1

|Xn+j |
degL(Pn+j)−bi0,j(β+δ)

ν′ , |Xi0 |
ci0−(β+δ)

ν′

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∏

j 6=ji0

X
cn+j

n+j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ν′




>

(
min(κδr

K , κδ+1
K )

4β

)♯M∞
K

= C′
K,δ,△ > 0.

So (59) holds by taking for example CK,δ,△ = C′
K,δ,△minc∈Cr Norm(cD)−1.

The case ν ∈ M∞
K is treated in a similar way via correspondingly modifying

(52). Therefore (59) is proved for Case (I).
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Case (II). Assume that for every ρi ∈ σ0(1), either ρi belongs to a CPC of

L-degree β, or else yi = 1. Consider the collection of pairs of generators of σ0:

G△ = {(i, k) ∈ {1, · · · , n}2 : ρi ∈ Ii, ρk ∈ Ik

where Ii, Ik are two different CPCs of L-degree β}.
(60)

Then under the assumption of Case (II), necessarily G△ 6= ∅ by (58), and

there exists (i0, k0) ∈ G such that yi0 , yk0 6= 1. (Otherwise P would be in

Y (K).)

By relabelling if necessary, we may assume that (i0, k0) = (1, 2) and we

write, for i = 1, 2, (Lemma 6.6) {ρn+i} = Ii \ σ0(1) so that Ii = Pn+i and

degL(Pn+1) = degL(Pn+2) = β. Let σi be the maximal adjacent cone such that

σ0(1) \ σi(1) = {ρi}, which is equivalent to ρn+i ∈ σi(1) \ σ0(1) by Lemma 6.6.

Additionally, consider σ3 (resp. σ4), the maximal cone adjacent to σ1 (resp.

σ2) such that σ1(1) \ σ3(1) = {ρ2} (resp. σ2(1) \ σ4(1) = {ρ1}). We claim

that ρ1 6∈ σ3(1) and ρ2 6∈ σ4(1). Otherwise, for example if ρ1 ∈ σ3(1), since

ρn+1 ∈ σ1(1) ∩ σ3(1) and I1 6= I2, then we would have I1 ⊂ σ3(1), which is a

contradiction to Definition 2.5.

According to the height formula (Proposition 3.4), we have

(61) Norm(cD)HL(P ) >
∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max
06m64

(∣∣∣X(P0)
D(σm)

∣∣∣
ν′

)
.

Let us now look at the divisors D(σm),m = 1, 2, 3, 4 in order to analyse the

sections X(P0)
D(σm). Let ci,j , ck,l, i ∈ {1, 2}, 1 6 j 6 r, k ∈ {3, 4}, 1 6 l 6 n+ r

be defined as

D(σ1) = c1,1Dρ1 +
∑

j 6=1

c1,jDρn+j
, D(σ2) = c2,2Dρ2 +

∑

j 6=2

c2,jDρn+j
,

D(σ3) =

n+r∑

l=1

c3,lDρl
, D(σ4) =

n+r∑

l=1

c4,lDρl
.

By the assumption of Case (II), that L is ample (so (11) holds), and that

ρ1, ρ2 6∈ σ3(1) ∪ σ4(1), ρn+1 6∈ σ2(1), ρn+2 6∈ σ1(1), we have as in (54),

(62) c1,1 = degL(Pn+1) = c2,2 = degL(Pn+2) = β,

(63) c1,2, c2,1, c3,2, c4,1 > 1, ci,j , c3,l, c4,l > 0 otherwise.
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Therefore we deduce from (51) and (62) that,

(64) X(P0)
D(σ0) = Xβ

n+1X
β
n+2

∏

j 6=1,2

X
degL(Pn+j)
n+j ,

(65) X(P0)
D(σ1) = Xβ

1 X
c1,2
n+2

∏

j 6=1,2

X
c1,j
n+j , X(P0)

D(σ2) = Xβ
2 X

c2,1
n+1

∏

j 6=1,2

X
c2,j
n+j .

We also need to compute accurately c3,1 and c4,2. Note that b1,1 = 1, b2,1 = 0.

Let ρn+j′1
∈ σ3(1) \ σ1(1) and write {ρ∗3, · · · , ρ

∗
n, ρ

∗
n+1, ρ

∗
n+j′1

} for the dual basis

of σ3(1). Then

c3,1 = a1 + 〈mD(σ3), ρ1〉

= a1 + 〈−an+1ρ
∗
n+1 − an+j′1

ρ∗n+j′1
−

n∑

i=3

aiρ
∗
i , ρ1〉

= a1 + an+1b1,1 + an+j′1
b2,1 +

n∑

i=3

aibi,1

= a1 + an+1 +

n∑

i=3

aibi,1

= degL(Pn+1) = β.

(66)

The same argument shows that

(67) c4,2 = degL(Pn+2) = β.

Therefore

(68) X(P0)
D(σ3) = Xβ

1

∏

l 6=1

X
c3,l
l , X(P0)

D(σ4) = Xβ
2

∏

l 6=2

X
c4,l
l .

Concerning the parametrisation (47), we have

y1 =
X1

Xn+1

∏r
j=3 X

b1,j

n+j

, y2 =
X2

Xn+2

∏r
j=3 X

b2,j

n+j

,

where, if r = 2, the product
∏r

j=3 is understood as being 1. If r > 3, we also

need to analyse the exponents bi,j and the relations Pn+j for 3 6 j 6 r. Fix

such a j. If ρn+j belongs to some CPC I, then bi,j = 0 for i = 1, 2 since

otherwise ρi ∈ Ii ∩ I, a contradiction to Lemma 6.4 and Lemma 6.6. If ρn+j

does not belong to any CPC of L-degree β, then by Proposition 6.7, we conclude

that in any case,

(69) degL(Pn+j) > bi,jβ, i ∈ {1, 2}, j > 3.
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To derive lower bounds for the product of the height and the distance, we

may assume as before that ν ∈ Mf
K . The ∞-adic cases are simpler as we only

need to care about the denominators (see Subcase (II.1) infra and compare

estimates (52) and (55)). A key tool is the elementary inequality

(70) max(Z1, Z2) > Zλ1
1 Zλ2

2 , for every Z1, Z2, λ1, λ2 > 0 with λ1 + λ2 = 1.

Recall that since y1, y2 6= 1, we have

X1 6= Xn+1

r∏

j=3

X
b1,j

n+j , X2 6= Xn+2

r∏

j=3

X
b2,j

n+j .

Using Lemma 5.1 (2) similarly to (55) and combining (70) with λ1 = λ2 = 1
2 ,

we can bound the distance from below via:

dν(P,Q0) > max
i∈{1,2}

(|yi − 1|ν)

= max
i∈{1,2}

(∣∣∣∣∣
Xi −Xn+i

∏r
j=3 X

bi,j

n+j

Xn+i

∏r
j=3 X

bi,j

n+j

∣∣∣∣∣
ν

)

> max
i∈{1,2}


|Xi −Xn+i

r∏

j=3

X
bi,j

n+j|ν




> max
i∈{1,2}


 ∏

ν′∈M∞
K

|Xi −Xn+i

r∏

j=3

X
bi,j

n+j|ν′




−1

> 4−♯M∞
K max

i∈{1,2}


 ∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max(|Xi|ν′ , |Xn+i

r∏

j=3

X
bi,j

n+j|ν′)




−1

> 4−♯M∞
K

2∏

i=1


 ∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max(|Xi|ν′ , |Xn+i

r∏

j=3

X
bi,j

n+j |ν′)




− 1
2

= 4−♯M∞
K

∏

ν′∈M∞
K




2∏

i=1

max(|Xi|ν′ , |Xn+i

r∏

j=3

X
bi,j

n+j |ν′)




− 1
2

.

(71)

Inserting (71) into the estimate (61), we deduce that for every δ > 0,

(72) Norm(cD)HL(P )dν(P,Q0)
β+δ

> 4−(β+δ)♯M∞
K

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

Lν′(δ, ρ1, ρ2),
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where

(73)

Lν′(δ, ρ1, ρ2) =




2∏

i=1

max(|Xi|ν′ , |Xn+i

r∏

j=3

X
bi,j

n+j |ν′)




− 1
2 (β+δ)

max
06m64

(∣∣∣X(P0)
D(σm)

∣∣∣
ν′

)
.

The remaining of the proof is devoted to determining suitable δ > 0 so that

the product in (72) over (73) is uniformly bounded from below. We divide

our analysis into three cases according to whether the maximum is achieved

on |Xi|ν′ or |Xn+i

∏r
j=3 X

bi,j

n+j|ν′ for i = 1, 2 with respect to every archimedean

place ν′. For this purpose fix such a ν′ ∈ M∞
K in each of the following subcases.

Subcase (II.1). Assume

max(|Xi|ν′ , |Xn+i

r∏

j=3

X
bi,j

n+j |ν′) = |Xn+i

r∏

j=3

X
bi,j

n+j |ν′ , i = 1, 2.

By (69), we can take 0 < δ′1 = δ′1(ρ1, ρ2) < β depending only on △ and ρ1, ρ2

such that

degL(Pn+j) >
1

2
(b1,j + b2,j)β + δ′1, j > 3.

Therefore, for every 0 < δ 6 δ′1, by (64) and Lemma 5.1 (1), we can continue

estimating Lν′(δ, ρ1, ρ2) (73) via

Lν′(δ, ρ1, ρ2) >




2∏

i=1

|Xn+i

r∏

j=3

X
bi,j

n+j |
− 1

2 (β+δ)

ν′


 |X(P0)

D(σ0)|ν′

=|Xn+1|
1
2 (β−δ)

ν′ |Xn+2|
1
2 (β−δ)

ν′

r∏

j=3

|Xn+j |
degL(Pn+j)−

1
2 (b1,j+b2,j)β−δ

ν′

>κ
β−δ+

∑r
j=3(degL(Pn+j)−

1
2 (b1,j+b2,j)β−δ)

K = E
(1)
K,δ,△(ρ1, ρ2),

(74)

where E
(1)
K,δ,△(ρ1, ρ2) > 0 is independent of ν′.

Subcase (II.2). Assume

max(|Xi|ν′ , |Xn+i

r∏

j=3

X
bi,j

n+j |ν′) = |Xi|ν′ , i = 1, 2.

Recall from (63) that we have c3,2, c4,1 > 1, and from (66) (67) that c3,1 =

c4,2 = β. Choose δ′2 = δ′2(ρ1, ρ2) > 0 small enough and ξ1, ξ2 > 0 satisfying

ξ1 + ξ2 = 1 and min(ξ1β + ξ2c4,1, ξ1c3,2 + ξ2β) >
1

2
(β + δ′2).
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The choices of δ′2, ξ1, ξ2 depend only on △ and ρ1, ρ2. Then for every 0 < δ 6 δ′2,

by (68) and Lemma 5.1 (1), Lν′(δ, ρ1, ρ2) (73) admits the following uniform

lower bound via applying (70) to the pair (ξ1, ξ2):

Lν′(δ, ρ1, ρ2) >|X1|
− 1

2 (β+δ)

ν′ |X2|
− 1

2 (β+δ)

ν′ max(|X(P0)
D(σ3)|ν′ , |X(P0)

D(σ4)|ν′)

>|X1|
− 1

2 (β+δ)

ν′ |X2|
− 1

2 (β+δ)

ν′ |X(P0)
D(σ3)|ξ1ν′ |X(P0)

D(σ4)|ξ2ν′

=|X1|
ξ1c3,1+ξ2c4,1−

1
2 (β+δ)

ν′ |X2|
ξ1c3,2+ξ2c4,2−

1
2 (β+δ)

ν′

∏

l 6=1,2

|Xl|
ξ1c3,l+ξ2c4,l
ν′

>κ
ξ1c3,1+ξ2c4,1+ξ1c3,2+ξ2c4,2−(β+δ)+

∑

l 6=1,2(ξ1c3,l+ξ2c4,l)

K = E
(2)
K,δ,△(ρ1, ρ2).

(75)

Subcase (II.3). The remaining cases are

max(|X1|ν′ , |Xn+1

r∏

j=3

X
b1,j

n+j |ν′) = |X1|ν′

and max(|X2|ν′ , |Xn+2

r∏

j=3

X
b2,j

n+j |ν′) = |Xn+2

r∏

j=3

X
b2,j

n+j|ν′ ;

(76)

or

max(|X1|ν′ , |Xn+1

r∏

j=3

X
b1,j

n+j |ν′) = |Xn+1

r∏

j=3

X
b1,j

n+j|ν′ ,

and max(|X2|ν′ , |Xn+2

r∏

j=3

X
b2,j

n+j |ν′) = |X2|ν′ .

(77)

Recall from (63) that c1,2, c2,1 > 1. Thanks to (69), we can choose δ′3 =

δ′3(ρ1, ρ2) > 0 small enough depending only on △ and ρ1, ρ2, so that

3δ′3 6 min(c1,2, c2,1, β) and

(
1

2
−

δ′3
β

)
degL(Pn+j) >

1

2
(β+δ′3)bi,j , i ∈ {1, 2}, j > 3.

Then for every 0 < δ 6 δ′3, if (76) holds, recalling (65), applying (70) to the

pair

λ1 =
1

2
+

δ

β
, λ2 =

1

2
−

δ

β
,
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and using Lemma 5.1 (1), the quantity Lν′(δ, ρ1, ρ2) (73) can be bounded from

below via

Lν′(δ, ρ1, ρ2)

>|X1|
− 1

2 (β+δ)

ν′ |Xn+2

r∏

j=3

X
b2,j

n+j|
− 1

2 (β+δ)

ν′ max(|X(P0)
D(σ0)|ν′ , |X(P0)

D(σ1)|ν′)

>|X1|
− 1

2 (β+δ)

ν′ |Xn+2

r∏

j=3

X
b2,j

n+j|
− 1

2 (β+δ)

ν′ |X(P0)
D(σ0)|λ2

ν′ |X(P0)
D(σ1)|λ1

ν′

=|X1|
λ1β−

1
2 (β+δ)

ν′ |Xn+2|
λ1c1,2+λ2β−

1
2 (β+δ)

ν′

r∏

j=3

|Xn+j |
λ2 degL(Pn+j)+λ1c1,j−

1
2 (β+δ)b2,j

ν′

=|X1|
1
2 δ

ν′ |Xn+2|
1
2 (c1,2−3δ)

ν′

r∏

j=3

|Xn+j |
( 1
2−

δ
β
) degL(Pn+j)−

1
2 (β+δ)b2,j+( 1

2+
δ
β
)c1,j

ν′

>κ
1
2 c1,2−δ+

∑r
j=3((

1
2−

δ
β
) degL(Pn+j)−

1
2 (β+δ)b2,j+( 1

2+
δ
β
)c1,j)

K = E
(3)
K,δ,△(ρ1, ρ2).

(78)

On the other hand if (77) holds, the same argument using the sectionX(P0)
D(σ2)

(65) yields, for 0 < δ 6 δ′3,

(79)

Lν′(δ, ρ1, ρ2) > κ
1
2 c2,1−δ+

∑r
j=3((

1
2−

δ
β
) degL(Pn+j)−

1
2 (β+δ)b1,j+( 1

2+
δ
β
)c2,j)

K = E
(3)′

K,δ,△(ρ1, ρ2).

It is time to summarize what we have obtained in Subcases (II.1) (II.2)

(II.3) for a fixed pair (i0, k0) ∈ G△ (recall (60)). Then for any

0 < δ 6 δ0,△ = min
(i0,k0)∈G△

(min(δ′1(ρi0 , ρk0), δ
′
2(ρi0 , ρk0), δ

′
3(ρi0 , ρk0))) ,

where δ0,△ depends only on △, define EK,δ,△ to be

min
(i0,k0)∈G△

(
min(E

(1)
K,δ,△(ρi0 , ρk0), E

(2)
K,δ,△(ρi0 , ρk0), E

(3)
K,δ,△(ρi0 , ρk0), E

(3)′

K,δ,△(ρi0 , ρk0))
)
.

Then EK,δ,△ > 0 depends only on K, δ,△ and does not depend on ν′ ∈ M∞
K

or (i0, k0) ∈ G△. Inserting (74) (75) (78) (79) into (73), we get

Lν′(δ, ρi0 , ρk0) > EK,δ,△,

the lower bound being independent of ν′ ∈ M∞
K and (i0, k0) ∈ G△. We can

finally continue estimating (72) via

Norm(cD)HL(P )dν(P,Q0)
β+δ

> 4−(β+δ)♯M∞
K

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

EK,δ,△ =

(
EK,δ,△

4β+δ

)♯M∞
K

.
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This proves (59) uniformly for all P ∈ (T \ Y )(K) with

CK,δ,△ = (EK,δ,△/4β+δ)♯M
∞
K min

c∈Cr
Norm(cD)−1

under the assumption of Case II. Therefore we complete the proof of Theorem

6.1 (2) and thereby finish the proof of Theorem 6.1.

7. Toric varieties with Picard number 2

This section is denoted to studying rational approximations on split toric vari-

eties of small Picard number. Those of Picard number 1 are projective spaces

and the conclusion follows easily from Proposition 4.4. We shall be interested

in those of Picard number 2 in what follows. 15

We fix throughout this section X a smooth projective toric variety of Picard

number 2 (constructed by the data in §7.1), equipped with a line bundle L. We

will see that X automatically satisfies Hypothesis (∗), so Theorem 1.2 applies.

We shall be interested in how the generic best approximations are obtained.

The main result is Theorem 7.5, the detailed version of Theorem 1.3.

7.1. Classification. Complete smooth toric varieties whose Picard rank equals

2 are classified by Kleinschmidt [Kle88]. See also [CLS11, §7.3]. They are all

projective and in fact are projective bundles over projective spaces. Klein-

schmidt gives an explicit description of their structural fans. Recall that n

denotes the dimension. Let (ei)16i6n ⊂ Zn be the canonical base of Rn. Let

s, t > 1 be such that s + t = n and at > · · · > a1 > 0 are integers. Then

we define the set of generators (here the labelling starts from 0 by convention)

△(1) = {ρ0, · · · , ρn+1} in the following way:

ρi = ei, 1 6 i 6 t and t+ 1 6 i 6 t+ s;

ρ0 = −
t∑

i=1

ei;(80)

ρn+1 = −
s∑

j=1

et+j +

t∑

i=1

aiei.(81)

15 Amongst other arithmetic results, Mignot [Mig16] succeeded in establishing the Batyrev-

Manin-Peyre conjecture for some hypersurfaces in such varieties.
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Define the set of maximal cones △max = {σi,t+j , 0 6 i 6 t, 1 6 j 6 s + 1},

where

σi,t+j = R>0ρ0+· · ·+R̂>0ρi+· · ·+R>0ρt+R>0ρt+1+· · ·+R̂>0ρt+j+· · ·+R>0ρn+1.

The fan △ is then constructed by the cones in △max and their faces, and the

toric variety is

X(△) = P(OPs ⊕OPs(a1)⊕ · · · ⊕ OPs(at)),

as a projective bundle over Ps.

7.2. The pseudo-effective cone. We now show that all such varieties verify

Hypotheses (∗) ⇔ (∗∗). For this we change the labelling as follows. Let

v0 = ρt, vi = ρi (1 6 i 6 t− 1 and t+ 1 6 i 6 n+ 1), vt = ρ0.

So that equations (80) and (81) become

v0 = −
t∑

i=1

vi,(82)

vn+1 = −
t∑

i=1

bivi −
s∑

j=1

vt+j ,(83)

where

(84) bt = at, bi = at − ai, (1 6 i 6 t− 1)

satisfy bt > b1 > b2 > · · · > bt−1 > 0. Geometrically, this operation is nothing

but the isomorphism [Har77, Lemma 7.9]

P(OPs ⊕OPs(a1)⊕ · · · ⊕ OPs(at))

≃P(OPs(−bt)⊕OPs(−b1)⊕ · · · ⊕ OPs(−bt−1)⊕OPs).

In this way we get two generators which are combinations of other generators

with negative coefficients. Consequently, the cone

(85) σt,n+1 = R>0v1 + · · ·+R>0vn

satisfies (36), i.e., Hypothesis (∗∗) is verified. Equivalently, with the notation

b0 = at (recall that Dρt
corresponds to ρt = v0),

[Dρi
] = [Dρt

] + bi[Dρn+1 ] (0 6 i 6 t− 1); [Dρt+j
] = [Dρn+1 ] (1 6 j 6 s),
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therefore

(86) Eff(X) = R>0[Dρt
] +R>0[Dρn+1 ].

7.3. Free rational curves. Equations (80) and (81) furnish the following

two 1-cycles with corresponding relations

(87) C1 :

t∑

i=0

ρi = 0;

(88) C2 :

s+1∑

j=1

ρr+j −
t∑

i=1

aiρi = 0,

the first one being positive. The second one is not positive in general, unless all

ai = 0, i.e. X = Ps×Pt. They give rise to two primitive collections (Definition

2.5) C1(1) = {ρ0, · · · , ρt} and C2(1) = {ρt+1, · · · , ρn+1}.

Proposition 7.1: The semi-group AE1(X) of effective 1-cycles is generated

by C1 and C2:

AE1(X) = NC1 +NC2 ⊂ A1(X).

Proof. The relations C1 and C2 are linearly independent and primitive, so they

generate the group A1(X). Let C ∈ AE1(X) be the class of an effective curve

E. Then there exist p, q ∈ Z such that

C = pC1 + qC2.

We want to show that p, q > 0. The relation corresponding to C is

(89) pρ0 +

t∑

i=1

(p− qai)ρi +

s+1∑

j=1

qρt+j = 0.

Recall that {ρ0, · · · , ρt}, {ρt+1, · · · , ρn+1} are primitive collections. In par-

ticular none of them is contained in any maximal cone (Definition 2.5). So

∩t
i=0Dρi

= ∩s+1
j=1Dρt+j

= ∅. If q < 0, one would have 〈Dρt+j
, E〉 = q < 0 for

all 1 6 j 6 s + 1 and so E ⊂ ∩s+1
j=1Dρt+j

= ∅, which is absurd. So q must be

non-negative. Similarly if p < 0, then 〈Dρi
, E〉 = p − qai 6 〈Dρ0 , E〉 = p < 0

for every 1 6 i 6 t, which is again impossible since ∩t
i=0Dρi

= ∅.
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Equation (83) furnishes two relations

(90) C3 :

t∑

i=1

bivi +

s+1∑

j=1

vt+j = btρ0 +

t−1∑

i=1

biρi +

s+1∑

j=1

ρt+j = 0,

(91) C1 + C3 : (bt + 1)ρ0 + ρt +

t−1∑

i=1

(bi + 1)ρi +

s+1∑

j=1

ρt+j = 0.

which are positive and verify (viewed as elements in Z△(1))

C3 = atC1 + C2, C1 + C3 = (at + 1)C1 + C2.

Lemma 7.2: The relation C1+C3 represents very free rational curves. So does

the relation C3 if bi 6= 0 for all i ∈ {1, · · · , t}.

Proof. The relation C1 + C3 (91) verifies

VectQ{ρ : ρ ∈ (C1 + C3)(1)} = VectQ{ρ0, · · · , ρn+1} = NQ,

so it represents very free rational curves by Theorem 2.11.

If bi 6= 0 for all i ∈ {1, · · · , t}, then ρi ∈ C3(1) for all i 6= t and so

VectQ{ρ : ρ ∈ C3(1)} = VectQ{ρ0, · · · , ρt−1, ρt+1, · · · , ρn+1} = NQ.

Theorem 2.11 tells us that some curve of class C3 is very free.

Remark: Following the strategy of proving Theorem 2.11, one can show that

for every rational curve l intersecting with T , TX |l equals{
O

P1 (2)
⊕

O
P1 (1)⊕s−1 ⊕

(

⊕t
i=1 O

P1 (bi)
)

if for all i, bi 6= 0, [l] = C3;

O
P1 (2)⊕2 ⊕

O
P1 (1)⊕s−1 ⊕

(

⊕

i∈{1,··· ,t}\{t−1} O
P1 (bi + 1)

)

if there exists bi = 0, [l] = C1 + C3.

7.4. The nef cone and the big cone. Since X has small Picard number, it

is relatively easy to determine whether a divisor is big, nef or ample. LetD be an

effective T -invariantQ-divisor. Write L = OX(D) and [D] = A[Dρt
]+B[Dρn+1 ]

for A,B ∈ Q>0 by (86).

Lemma 7.3:

(1) The line bundle L is nef (resp. ample) if and only if B > Aat (resp.

A > 0 and B > Aat).

(2) The line bundle L is big if and only if AB > 0.

In particular Nef(X) ( Eff(X) unless at = 0, i.e., X ≃ Ps ×Pt where they

coincide.
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Proof. Statement (1) follows from the toric Nakai-Moishezon criterion (see

[Kle88, Theorem 2] or [CLS11, Theorem 6.3.13]) combined with Proposition

7.1, because degLC1 = A, degL C2 = B −Aat. We now quickly show (2) using

Theorem 2.3 (2). 16 To this end we want to find m =
∑n

i=1 civ
∗
i ∈ MQ as an

interior point of the polyhedron PD, i.e. such that

〈m, vi〉 = ci > 0, 1 6 i 6 n,

〈m, v0〉 = −
t∑

i=1

ci > −A ⇔
n∑

i=1

ci < A,

〈m, vn+1〉 = −
t∑

i=1

cibi −
s∑

j=1

ct+j > −B ⇔
t∑

i=1

cibi +

s∑

j=1

ct+j < B.

Once AB > 0, such (ci)16i6n certainly exists (any sufficiently small ci suffice),

and conversely if such (ci)16i6n exists then necessarily AB > 0. This finishes

the proof of the lemma.

Proposition 7.4: Let D be a T -invariant divisor and L = OX(D).

(1) Assume that L is nef, then the minimal L-degree of very free rational

curves are


degL C3 if for all i ∈ {1, · · · , t}, bi 6= 0;

degL C1 + degL C3 if there exists i ∈ {1, · · · , t}, bi = 0.

(2) Assume that L is big. Then very free rational curves of minimal L-

degree have class precisely



C3 if for all i ∈ {1, · · · , t}, bi 6= 0;

C1 + C3 if there exists i ∈ {1, · · · , t}, bi = 0.

Proof. Consider the relation of an effective 1-cycle (Proposition 7.1),

C = pC1 + qC2 ∈ AE1(X), p, q ∈ N,

which represents very free rational curves. Then C is a positive relation by

Theorem 2.2. Comparing the coefficients of (89), we get

(92) p > q max
16i6t

ai = qat.

16 We can also use the fact that the big cone is the relative interior of Eff(X) by [Laz04,

Theorem 2.2.26].
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Observe that C1(1) = {ρ0, · · · , ρt} is a centred primitive collection. It does not

represent very free rational curves, nor does any of its multiples by Example 2.10

(alternatively by Theorem 2.11), since X is not the projective space. Therefore

we must have q > 0.

Assume first that L is nef. By Lemma 7.3 (1) we have degL C1, degLC3 > 0.

We conclude that

(93)

degLC = p degLC1+q degLC2 > q(at degLC1+degL C2) = q degLC3 > degL C3.

So (93) implies that degL C3 is the minimal of degree amongst all very free

rational curves by Lemma 7.2. If there exists some bi = 0, or equivalently,

bt−1 = 0 since it is smallest amongst all bi, then ρt−1 6∈ C3(1). Therefore

VectQ{ρ : ρ ∈ C3(1)} ⊆ VectQ{ρ0, · · · , ρt−2, ρt+1, · · · , ρn+1},

and so dimVectQ{ρ : ρ ∈ C3(1)} 6 r + s − 1 = n − 1. By Theorem 2.11, the

class C3 and all of its multiples do not represent very free curves any more.

Therefore we must have p 6= qat, otherwise we would have C = qC3. Hence

p > qat + 1 by (92), and consequently we get

degL C = p degL C1 + q degL C2

> (qat + 1) degL C1 + q degL C2

= q(at degLC1 + degL C2) + degLC1

= q degLC3 + degLC1

> degLC3 + degLC1.

(94)

Thus the relation C1 + C3 achieves the minimum in (94) by Lemma 7.2.

Now assume that L is big. By Lemma 7.3 (2), we have degL C1, degLC3 > 0.

Then the inequalities (93) (94) still hold. If bi 6= 0 for all i ∈ {1, · · · , t}, then

the inequalities in (93) are all equalities if and only if p = at, q = 1, which

means C = C3. So any very free rational curve having L-degree degLC3 is

represented by C3 by the discussion in the previous paragraph. If bt−1 = 0,

then the inequality (94) is an equality precisely when q = 1, p = at+1, in other

words, C = C1 + C3. Hence C1 + C3 is the only class that represents very free

rational curves of minimal L-degree.

7.5. Generic Diophantine approximation. To state the main result of this

section, let us first define what we shall call “general lines”. They will realize
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the class of minimal L-degree in Proposition 7.4. As in Section 6 we can assume

Q = Q0 = (1, · · · , 1) ∈ T (K). For a maximal cone σ, consider its associated

affine neighbourhood Uσ ≃ An
K . For a n-tuple m = (m1, · · · ,mn) ∈ Kn, a line

through Q0 with parameter m (with respect to the cone σ) is, by definition,

the rational curve which extends the morphism

A1 −→ Uσ

t 7−→
∏

ρi∈σ(1) λρi
(mit+ 1) = (m1t+ 1, · · · ,mnt+ 1),

where λρi
is the co-character associated to ρi ∈ σ(1). We say that this line is

general if the parameter m ∈ Kn satisfies some open condition.

To compute the class as well as the associated relation of such a general line,

we impose the open condition that
∏n

i=1 mi 6= 0. Write σ(1) = {ρ1, · · · , ρn}

and consider the unique cone τ ∈ △ containing −
∑n

i=1 ρi in its relative interior

so that
n∑

i=1

ρi +
∑

ρ∈τ(1)

cρρ = 0,

where all cρ are (strictly) positive. This is the positive relation for general lines

we are looking for. It computes the intersection multiplicities with all boundary

divisors (plus the contribution from the point at infinity).

To state our main result, we continue to use the notation in Section 7.1. All

approximation constants are computed with respect to a fixed place ν ∈ MK

in what follows.

Theorem 7.5: Let X be a split projective smooth toric variety over K with

Picard number 2. Assume that L = OX(D) is nef.

(1) We have

αess(Q0) =




degLC3 if for all i ∈ {1, · · · , t}, bi 6= 0;

degLC1 + degL C3 if there exists i ∈ {1, · · · , t}, bi = 0.

In all cases, outside a Zariski closed subset, the best approximations

can be achieved on general lines (with respect to the cone σt,n+1 (85))

passing through Q0, which are very free of minimal L-degree. Conse-

quently, the essential constant equals the minimal L-degree of very free

rational curves.

(2) Assume moreover that L is big. If either at > 2 or bt−1 = 0, then

minimal free curves through Q0 form a locally accumulating subvariety.
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Proof. Fix a general line l under the parametrization of the cone σt,n+1 gen-

erated by {v1, · · · , vn}. We start by determining the class of l. Consider the

element

ρ =

n∑

i=1

vi =

t−1∑

i=0

ρi +

s∑

j=1

ρt+j .

If bi > 0 for all i, we have, using (83),

−ρ = −
t−1∑

i=0

ρi + ρn+1 +
t−1∑

i=1

biρi + btρ0

= ρn+1 +
t−1∑

i=1

(bi − 1)ρi + (bt − 1)ρ0.

This implies that −ρ belongs to a face of ∩s
j=1σt,t+j . Therefore the correspond-

ing relation of l is

0 = ρ+ (−ρ) = (

t−1∑

i=0

ρi +

s∑

j=1

ρt+j) + (ρn+1 +

t−1∑

i=1

(bi − 1)ρi + (bt − 1)ρ0)

= btρ0 +

t−1∑

i=1

biρi +

s∑

j=1

ρt+j + ρn+1,

namely, the class of l is that of C3 (90). On the other hand, if there exists some

bi = 0, then necessarily bt−1 = 0 and using again (83) we get

−ρ = ρt + ρn+1 +

t−2∑

i=1

biρi + btρ0 ∈
s⋂

j=1

σt−1,t+j ,

which gives the relation

0 = ρ+ (−ρ) = (

t−1∑

i=0

ρi +

s∑

j=1

ρt+j) + (ρt + ρn+1 +

t−1∑

i=1

biρi + btρ0)

= (bt + 1)ρt +

t−1∑

i=1

(bi + 1)ρi +

s∑

j=1

ρt+j + ρn+1.
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So the class of l is that of C1 +C3 (91). Therefore in any case l is very free by

Lemma 7.2. we conclude from Definition 4.7 that

αess(Q0) 6 α(Q0, l) = degL(l)

=




degL C3, if for all i ∈ {1, · · · , t}, bi 6= 0;

degL C1 + degL C3, if there exists i ∈ {1, · · · , t}, bi = 0.
(95)

Recall (82), (83). We shall work under the parametrization given by σt,n+1

(see (23)):

π : π−1(Uσt,n+1) → Uσt,n+1 ≃ An

(X0, · · · , Xn+1) 7−→

(
X0

XtX
bt
n+1

,
X1

XtX
b1
n+1

· · · ,
Xt−1

XtX
bt−1

n+1

,
Xt+1

Xn+1
, · · · ,

Xn

Xn+1

)
.

(96)

We shall work with the toric height function HL associated to the nef line

bundle L defined in §3.2. We shall use the distance function (48) defined for all

P = (y1, · · · , yn) near Q0:

dν(P,Q0) = min

(
1, max

16i6n
(|yi − 1|ν)

)
.

To ease notation, as in §6.2 we shall omit the subscripts L, ν in all α-constants

below. We define the Zariski closed subset

(97) Z =
n⋃

i=1

(yi = 1)
Zar

,

where as in §6.2, (yi) ⊂ Kn denotes the coordinates of points in Uσt,n+1(K).

The rest of the proof is devoted to proving

α(Q0, X \ Z) > α(Q0, l),

which implies the lower bound

αess(Q0) > α(Q0, l).

We shall only consider the cases where ν ∈ Mf
k , as the estimation for archimedean

places is simpler and almost identical to (52). For any fixed P ∈ (T \ Z)(K).

Having chosen a set C comprising integral ideals representing the group ClK ,

let P0 = (Xi)06i6n+1 ∈ (K \ {0})n+2 be one integral lift of P in some twisted

torsor T̃c for some c ∈ C2 (Theorem 3.2). With the choice of the Z-basis
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D = {[Dt], [Dn+1]} for Pic(X), we have P0 ∈ (OK \ {0})n+2. By Salberger’s

height formula (Proposition 3.4), we have

(98) Norm(cD)HL(P ) >
∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max
16j6s+1

(|X(P0)
D(σt,t+j)|ν′).

For every 1 6 j 6 s+1, write D(σt,t+j) = ct,t+jDρt
+dt,t+jDρt+j

, viewed as an

element in Zn+2. According to the equations (82) (83) and the relations (87)

(90), we have as in (50) (54),

(99) ct,t+j = degL C1, dt,t+j = degLC3.

Therefore

X(P0)
D(σt,t+j) = X

degL C1

t X
degL C3

t+j .

Since P 6∈ Z(K), we have yt+j =
Xt+j

Xn+1
6= 1 for all 1 6 j 6 s. Now fix any such

j0. By Lemma 5.1 (2), we have

dν(P,Q0) >

∣∣∣∣
Xt+j0 −Xn+1

Xn+1

∣∣∣∣
ν

>|Xt+j0 −Xn+1|ν

>
∏

ν′∈M∞
K

|Xt+j0 −Xn+1|
−1
ν′

>4−♯M∞
K

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max (|Xt+j0 |ν′ , |Xn+1|ν′)−1 .

(100)

On taking the sectionsX(P0)
D(σt,n+1) andX(P0)

D(σt,t+j0 ) in (98), together with

(100), and on applying Lemma 5.1 (1), we obtain the following lower bound,

which is uniform for all P ∈ (T \ Z)(K).

Norm(cD)HL(P )dν(P,Q0)
degL C3

>4−(degL C3)♯M
∞
K

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max
(∣∣∣XdegL C1

t X
degL C3

n+1

∣∣∣
ν′
,
∣∣∣XdegL C1

t X
degL C3

t+j0

∣∣∣
ν′

)

(max (|Xn+1|ν′ , |Xt+j0 |ν′))degL C3

>4−(degL C3)♯M
∞
K

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

|X
degL C1

t |ν′ >

( κK

4degL C3

)♯M∞
K

.

So this proves, by Proposition 4.5,

(101) α(Q0, X \ Z) > b
X\T
L,ν (Q0, X \ Z) > degL C3.
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If there exists some bi = 0, more is true. First we have bt−1 = 0. It leads us

to look at the additional maximal cones σt−1,n+1, σt−1,t+j0 . For this we rewrite

(82) and (83) as (also true for j0 = s+ 1)

vt−1 = −
t−2∑

i=0

vi − vt,

vt+j0 = −
∑

i∈{1,··· ,t}\{t−1}

bivi −
∑

j∈{1,··· ,s+1}\{j0}

vt+j .

Therefore we get similarly to (99),

X(P0)
D(σt−1,t+j0 ) = X

degL C1

t−1 X
degL C3

t+j0
,

X(P0)
D(σt−1,n+1) = X

degL C1

t−1 X
degL C3

n+1 .

We now bound the height from below using four maximal cones:

(102)

Norm(cD)HL(P ) >
∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max(|X(P0)
D(σi,t+j)|ν′ , i ∈ {t, t−1}, j ∈ {j0, s+1}).

Since P 6∈ Z(K) (recall (96) and (97)), thanks to bt−1 = 0, by using additionally

the (t)-th coordinate

yt =
Xt−1

XtX
bt−1

n+1

=
Xt−1

Xt
6= 1

at the same time, similarly to (100), one has

dν(P,Q0)

>4♯M
∞
K max


 ∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max(|Xt|ν′ , |Xt−1|ν′)−1,
∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max(|Xn+1|ν′ , |Xt+j0 |ν′)−1


 .
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Integrating this into the lower bound (102) and applying again Lemma 5.1 (1),

we finally deduce

Norm(cD)HL(P )dν(P,Q0)
degL C1+degL C3

>
∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max
(
|X(P0)

D(σt,n+1)|ν′ , |X(P0)
D(σt−1,n+1)|ν′ ,

|X(P0)
D(σt,t+j0 )|ν′ , |X(P0)

D(σt−1,t+j0 )|ν′

)

×


4♯M

∞
K

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max(|Xt|ν′ , |Xt−1|ν′)




−(degL C1)

×


4♯M

∞
K

∏

ν′∈M∞
K

max(|Xn+1|ν′ , |Xt+j0 |ν′)




−(degL C3)

>

( κK

4degL C1+degL C3

)♯M∞
K

.

This lower bound is again uniform for P ∈ (T \ Z)(K). So under the extra

condition ∃bi = 0, by Proposition 4.5, we have proved

(103) α(Q0, X \ Z) > b
X\T
L,ν (Q0, X \ Z) > degLC1 + degL C3.

In summary, part (1) of Theorem 7.5 is now a union of (95) (101) (103) and

Proposition 7.4 (1).

Finally, assume moreover that L is big. If at > 2, then X 6= Ps × Pt, in

particular the only centred primitive collection of X is C1(1). Thus minimal

free rational curves all have class C1 by Theorem 2.7, and those through Q0

form a subvariety Y1 isomorphic to Pt, which satisfies (Proposition 4.4)

α(Q0, Y ) = αess(Q0, Y1) = degL C1.

Since L is big and nef, we get by Lemma 7.3 that

degLC3 > at degL C1 > 2 degLC1 > degL C1 > 0.

Hence we conclude from part (1) of Theorem 7.5 that

αess(Q0) > degL C3 > αess(Q0, Y1),

which shows that Y is locally accumulating by Definition 4.8 (2). If bt−1 = 0,

we also deduce from part (1) that

αess(Q0) = degLC1 + degLC3 > max(degL C1, degLC3).
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Note that C2(1) (88) may become another centred primitive collection, and this

happens precisely when all ai = 0, corresponding to X = Ps ×Pt. In that case

C2 coincides with C3 (90). The deformation locus Y2 of the minimal rational

curves of class C2 through Q0 is isomorphic to Ps and

α(Q0, Y2) = αess(Q0, Y2) = degL C3.

So the variety Y1 ∪ Y2 satisfies

αess(Q0, Y1 ∪ Y2) = max(degL C1, degLC3),

and is therefore locally accumulating. The case where there is some ai 6= 0

(assuming bt−1 = 0) is also reduced to the previous one. This completes the

proof of part (2) of Theorem 7.5.
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811, 2016.

[Fre13] Christopher Frei. Counting rational points over number fields on a singular cubic

surface. Algebra Number Theory, 7(6):1451–1479, 2013.

[Ful93] William Fulton. Introduction to toric varieties. Annals of Mathematics Studies 131.

Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1993.
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