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ON ANOMALOUS SUBVARIETIES OF HOLONOMY VARIETIES OF

HYPERBOLIC 3-MANIFOLDS

BOGWANG JEON

ABSTRACT. Let M be an n-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold having rationally independent
cusp shapes and X" be its holonomy variety. We first show that every maximal anomalous
subvariety of X’ containing the identity is its subvariety of codimension 1 which arises by
having a cusp of M complete. Second, we prove if X°* = (), then M has cusps which
are, keeping some other cusps of it complete, strongly geometrically isolated from the
rest. Third, we resolve the Zilber-Pink conjecture for holonomy varieties of any 2-cusped
hyperbolic 3-manifolds.
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1. Introduction
1.1. Main results

Let G" := (Q")™ or (C*)™. By an algebraic subgroup H in G", we mean the set of solutions
of monomial types of equations, and an algebraic coset K is defined to be a translate gH
of some algebraic subgroup H by some g € G".

In [2], Bombieri-Masser-Zannier defined the following:

Definition 1.1. Let X be an algebraic variety in G™. An irreducible subvariety ) of X of
positive dimension is called anomalous if it lies in an algebraic coset K in G™ satisfying

dimY > dim K + dim X — n. (1.1)

In particular, if K is an algebraic subgroup, then Y is called a torsion anomalous subvariety
of X. Also Y is said to be maximal if it is not contained in a strictly larger anomalous
subvariety of X.

The expected dimension of ) is
dim X +dim K —n

when both X and K are in general position, and so an anomalous subvariety of X is
obtained when X intersects with an algebraic coset of G™ unusually.

The concept arises very commonly in number theory. For instance, the following, which
generalizes many classically known results and one of the central conjectures in Diophan-
tine geometry, concerns about the distribution of torsion anomalous subvarieties of X.

Conjecture 1 (Zilber-Pink). For every irreducible variety X (C G") defined over Q, there
exists a finite set T of proper algebraic subgroups such that, for every algebraic subgroup
H and every component Y of X N H satisfying

dim) > dim H +dim X — n,
one has Y C T for someT € T.

Note that it is assumed dim ) > 0 in Definition but dim) = 0 is allowed in the
Zilber-Pink conjecture. If dim Y = 0, we call it a torsion anomalous point of X.

In short, the conjecture says the union of torsion anomalous subvarieties and points
are not arbitrarily distributed but instead lying in a finite number of proper algebraic
subgroups. In some ways, the conjecture is faithful to the spirit of the Bombieri-Lang
conjecture, saying the set of rational points on an algebraic variety of general type is not
Zariski dense but contained in its proper algebraic subvarieties. The Zilber-Pink conjecture
was proved for the curve case by G. Maurin [9], but is widely open for other cases.

The following theorem is due to Habegger and Bombieri-Masser-Zannier [5]:

Theorem 1.2 (Bombieri-Habegger-Masser-Zannier). Let X be an r-dimensional irre-
ducible variety in G™¢ defined over Q and X°* be the remains of X after removing all
anomalous subvarieties of X of positive dimensions. Then
U aenH
dim H=s—1

18 finite.



The above theorem implies that the set of torsion anomalous points of X lies in its
anomalous subvarieties of nontrivial dimensions possibly except for finitely many of them.
By the work of Bombieri-Masser-Zannier, it is known that X'°? is a Zariski open subset of X’
(Theorem . Thus if X°% # () and further X has only finitely many maximal anomalous
subvarieties {Y;}1<i<n, the Zilber-Pink conjecture for X is reduced to the same conjecture
over {Y;}1<i<n. Of course X°® = () is also possible and Theorem tells us nothing in
this case.

The goal of this paper is to study the structure of anomalous subvarieties of a special
type of algebraic varieties so called holonomy varieties of hyperbolic 3-manifolds. The
holonomy variety X of a cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold M is defined as

Hom (71 (M), SLoC)/ ~

with a special choice of coordinates related to the geometric structures of the cusps of M.
The subject has been studied in great detail, as it provides much topological information
of M. In the paper, assuming a condition on M, we classify the maximal anomalous
subvarieties of X containing the identity and find a necessary condition for M to sat-
isfy X°¢ = (). In particular, we link these classification and condition with well-known
geometric concepts in the field.

Our first main result is the following:

Theorem 1.3. Let M be an n-cusped (n > 2) hyperbolic 3-manifold having rationally
independent cusp shapes and X be its holonomy wvariety. Then a mazimal anomalous
subvariety of X containing the identity is its subvariety of codimension 1 obtained by
keeping one of the cusps of M complete.

See Definition [2.3]for the precise meaning of the assumption on M. If a cusp of M allows
the complete hyperbolic metric, two coordinate functions over X associated to the cusp
are fixed by 1 and they together determine an anomalous subvariety of X of codimension
1. This is one of the simplest types of the anomalous subvarieties of X naturally arisen.
We provide a further detailed account of this in Section [2.1]

The next is our second main theorem:

Theorem 1.4. Let M and X be the same as in the above theorem. If X°* = (), then
there exist cusps of M, keeping some other cusps complete, strongly geometrically isolated
(SGI) from the rest cusps of M.

Strong geometric isolationH was first introduced by W. Neumann and A. Reid in [10].
Simply put, it means there exists a set of cusps of a manifold moves independently without
affecting the rest cusps. In the case, its holonomy variety X is represented as the product
of two varieties of lower dimensions, that is,

X:X1XX27

and so one easily finds X°% = (). (See Theorem[2.5|) However, X°* = () does not necessarily
mean SGI but a slightly weaker version of SGI according to Theorem [[.4] See Section
for the definitions of SGI and its generalization as well as further discussions around
them.

Theorem [1.4]is an extension of the following theorem proved by the author in his thesis:

LFor simplicity, let us still denote this by “SGI”.
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Theorem 1.5. [06] Let M is a 2-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold having rationally indepen-
dent cusp shapes. Then X° =) if and only if two cusps of M are SGI each other.

Moreover, we also prove the following theorem, which completely classifies X°® = () for
the 2-cusped case:

Theorem 1.6. Let M be a 2-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold and X be its holonomy variety.
If xX° =), then X is the product of two algebraic curves.

As a byproduct of Theorem we resolve the Zilber-Pink conjecture for the holonomy
variety of any 2 cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold. This is our last main result.

Theorem 1.7. Let M be a 2-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold and X be its holonomy variety.
Then the Zilber-Pink conjecture is true for X.

Using the above theorem, in [§], we further prove a weak version of the Zilber-Pink
conjecture for X x X and apply it to classify Dehn fillings of M. Here M and X are the
same as in Theorem

The general structure theorem of anomalous subvarieties of an arbitrary algebraic vari-
ety was given by Bombieri-Masser-Zannier in [2] (see Theorem [2.8). We use this theorem
as a key player to attain our main results. Also, instead of holonomy varieties, by tak-
ing logarithm to each coordinate, we work in the context of holomorphic functions. In
particular, various symmetric properties of Neumann-Zagier potential functions (see The-
orem play crucial roles throughout the proofs. The basic ideas of the proofs are
elementary, primarily based on linear algebra, and many parts of the proofs are relying on
computational methods with a variety of interesting aspects.

We finally remark that if M has cusps SGI from the rest, as mentioned earlier, its holo-
nomy variety X satisfies X°* = () and is of the form X x X5. Although nothing is obtained
from Theorem in this case, it is possible to approach the Zilber-Pink conjecture by
induction on dimensions of the varieties, and this is exactly how we prove Theorem
We hope the observation here would help to resolve the Zilber-Pink conjecture fully for
holonomy varieties of any hyperbolic 3-manifolds in future work.

1.2. Acknowledgement

The first main result, Theorem was announced in [7]. However, as [7] is not intended
for publication in a journal, we reproduce it here again. Other two main results, Theorems
and are new and have never appeared in other papers. The author would like to
thank Stephan Tillmann and an anonymous referee for many valuable comments on earlier
drafts of the paper.

2. Background
2.1. Holonomy variety

Let M be an n-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold. Let T; be a torus cross-section of the
ith-cusp and my, l; be the chosen meridian-longitude pair of 7T; (1 < i < n). Then the
holonomy variety of M with respect to m;,l; (1 <i<n)is

Hom (m (M), SLoC)/ ~, (2.1)



parametrized by M;, L;, the derivatives of the holonomies of m;,[; respectively (1 < i <

n). E| In general, has several irreducible components, but we are only interested

in a so called geometric component of it. It is known that a geometric component of

is an n-dimensional algebraic variety in (CQ”( = (M, L, ..., M,, Ln)) and contains

(1,...,1) which gives rise to the complete hyperbolic metric structure of M. We denote

the component by X and, by abuse of notation, still call it the holonomy variety of X.
Let

ui:=log M; (1<i<n) (2.2)
vi:=log L; (1<i<n). (2.3)

Then, for each i (1 < i < n), the following statements hold in a neighborhood of the origin
in C" with uy,...,u, as coordinates [11]:

Theorem 2.1 (Neumann-Zagier). (1) v; = u; - 7i(u1,...,u,) where 7;(u1,...,uy) is a
holomorphic function with 7;(0,...,0) =7, € C\R (1 <i<mn).

100
(2) There is a holomorphic function ®(uy,...,u,) such that v; = 29 (1<i<n)and

2 Uj
®(0,...,0) =0.
(3) ®(u1,...,uy) is even in each argument and so its Taylor expansion is of the following
form:

D(ug,...,up) = (Tlu% 4+ 4+ Tnu%) + (1714,.,,7011‘11 4+ 4+ m07..,74ui) + (higher order).
We call 7; the cusp shape of T; with respect to m;,l; and ®(uq,...,u,) the Neumann-
Zagier potential function of M with respect to m;,l; (1 <i < n).
Definition 2.2. The complex manifold defined locally near (0, ...,0) € C?(:= (uy,v1,. .., Un,vp))
via the following holomorphic functions
UZ‘:’U,Z"Ti(Ul,...,Un) (1§1§n) (24)
is called the analytic holonomy variety of M and denoted by log X.

Clearly log X is locally biholomorphic to a small neighborhood of (1,...,1) in X.
Let H is an algebraic subgroup in (C*)?" defined byE|

M{lilLl{il .. MginL%n =1 (1<i<m). (2.5)

In general, YN H may have several irreducible components but, since we are only concerned
about the one containing the identity, we always mean X N H that component unless
otherwise stated. Taking logarithm to each coordinate, (2.5)) is equivalent to

ajiur + bipvr + - - + @iy + bipv, =0 (1 <0 <m),
and, locally near the identity, X N H is biholomorphic to the complex manifold defined by
a;1u1 + biluln(ul, . ,Un) + -+ aipun + bmunTn(’u,l, - ,un) =0 (1 <1< m) (2.6)
2For n = 1, this is the so called A-polynomial of M introduced in [4]. See [6] for more detailed

descriptions of the holonomy variety.
3For convenience of later reference,

am1 bll o Amn bmn

is said to be the coefficient matriz of H.



The dimension of X N H is obtained by computing the rank of the Jacobian
air +7bir ... aip + Tabin
: : (2.7)
am1 + 7—1bl1 cor Gpp T+ 7—nbmn

of (2.6 at (0,...,0). We denote the complex manifold defined in (2.6) by log(X N H) and
call (2.7) simply the Jacobian of log(X N H).

By Theorem [2.8] (1), for each i (1 < i < n), u; = 0 if and only if v; = 0, and this implies
is an anomalous subvariety of X. Geometrically, M; = L; = 1 corresponds to the complete
hyperbolic structure of the i-th cusp of M. We call (2.8) the anomalous subvariety of X

obtained by keeping the i-th cusp of M complete.
The following definition appeared in the statements of Theorems

Definition 2.3. Let M be an n-cusped manifold and 11,...,7, be its cusp shapes. We
say M has rationally independent cusp shapes if the elements in
{Til"‘Til | 1 << - <il STL}

are linearly independent over QH

2.2. Geometric isolation

The following is one of the equivalent definitions of SGI given in [10]:

Definition 2.4. Let M be an n-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold. We say cusps 1,...,k are
strongly geometrically isolated (SGI) from cusps k+ 1,...,n if vi,...,vx only depend on
ULy .., Ul GNA NOE ON Ukt 1, - -+, Up-

For instance, for a given 2-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold M with its holonomy variety
X, if log X is defined by
v = urTi(ur), v2 = uzme(uz),
then two cusps of M are SGI each other.
The following theorem is proved easily.

Theorem 2.5. Let M be an n-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold and X be its holonomy variety.
If M has cusps which are SGI from the rest, then X°* = ().

Proof. Without loss of generality, suppose cusps 1,...,k (k < n) are SGI from the rest.
Since each v;(u1,...,up) (1 < i < k) (vesp. vj(ut,...,un) (k+1 < j < n)) depends

only on u,...,ur (resp. ugi1,-..,uUy), the holonomy variety X is of the form X; x Xs in
G2k x G* 2, Let H(E{",---,EL) be an algebraic coset defined by
My =€ Li=¢&, ..., My=¢&r, Lp=E¢ (2.9)

where (5{”,...,5;@) € A1. Then clearly H(ﬂn’m,%) N X is isomorphic to X> for each
«&r, ... ,{i) € Xy and, as
dim&y =n —k>dimHen o)+ dimX —2n = (2n —2k) + (n) — (2n) = n — 2k,

4Note that the definition is independent of the choice of m;,l; (1 <i < n).
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H (€l N X is an anomalous subvariety of X'. Moreover,
U Hgp.gnd) =2,
(€7 &) eX
implying X°% = (). O

However, the opposite direction of the above theorem is not true in general. For instance,
suppose there exists a 3-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold M whose Neumann-Zagier potential
function ®(ug,ug,us) is given as

o0 o0 o0 o0 o0
i i i i j k.l
D(uy,ug,uz) = g ajuy + g agius + g as;uy + g bi’julué + E i, U U3,

iceven iceven iceven i,j:even k,l:even

and thus log X is defined by

1 (o] o0 (o]
v = 5( Z ialiu’fl + Z ibmulflu% + Z kckylulfflué),

iceven i,j:even k,l:even
1 00 00 ‘
vy = 5( Z iagiub 4 Z jbi,juﬁuj{l), (2.10)
iteven i,j:even
1 00 00
Y LT R )
iceven k,l:even
For &1, & € C sufficiently close to 0,
(w1 = &1, u2 = &, v2 = v2(&1,&2)) Nlog X (2.11)

is a 1-dimensional analytic subset of log X. Equivalently, if H, ¢,) is an algebraic coset
defined by

My =€, My=e%2, Ly=e2182) (2.12)

then X' N H¢, ¢,) is a 1-dimensional anomalous subvariety of X. Clearly,

U (=& =&,0 = 0a(61,6)) Nlog X ) = log
(é1,62)€C?
and thus X% = (). However obviously none of the cusps of M are SGI from the rest.
Inspired by this, we further refine and generalize (2.4)) as below.

Definition 2.6. Let M be an n-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold (n > 3). Suppose k,l are
integers such that 0 < k <1 < n. We say that cusps 1,...,k are weakly geometrically
isolated (WGI) from cusps k+1,...,1 if each

vi(ug,...,u;,0,...,0) (1<i<k)

depends only on uq, ..., ur not on ug41,...,u. In other words, keeping cusps l+1,...,n
complete, if cusps 1,...,k are SGI from cusps k+1,...,1, then we say cusps 1,...,k are
WGI from cusps k+1,...,1.

For instance, if u; = 0 in (2.10), it is reduced to

o0

1 ; 1 .
. i—1 . i—1
V2 = 5 g 1aUy —, V3 = 5 E waziug

i:even 1:even

7



and therefore the second cusp is WGI from the third cusp in the example.
Using Definition [2.6] now Theorem is simply restated as follows:

Theorem 2.7. Let M and X be the same as in Theorem[1.3 If
XOCL — @
then there exist cusps of M which are WGI from other cusps of M.

2.3. Structure theorem

The following theorem tells us the structure of anomalous subvarieties of an algebraic
variety (Theorem 1.4 in [2]).

Theorem 2.8 (Bombieri—Misser—Zannier). Let X be an irreducible variety in G™ of posi-
tive dimension defined over Q.
(a) For any torus H with

1<n—-dimH <dimAX, (2.13)
the union Zg of all subvarieties Y of X contained in any coset K of H with
dimH =n—(14+dimX) +dim Y (2.14)

s a closed subset of X.

(b) There is a finite collection ¥ = Wy of such tori H such that every mazimal anomalous
subvariety YV of X is a component of X NgH for some H in V satisfying and
and some g in Zg. Moreover X°% is obtained from X by removing the Zg of all H in ¥,
and thus it is Zariski open in X .

Examples explaining the above theorem were already provided in the previous subsec-
tion. For X = &) x Ay(C G?! x G?>*~2F) given in the proof of Theorem as each L;
(1 <i < k) depends only on My, ..., My over Ay, if H is an algebraic subgroup defined
by

M= =M,=Li=1 (1<i<k),

then one can check Zy = X.
If Zy = X (and so X°* = (), we say X is foliated by anomalous subvarieties contained
mn
U xngH
9gE€EZH
or algebraic cosets of H.

3. Maximal anomalous subvarieties of X
3.1. Preliminary lemmas

Before proving Theorem we first show a couple of lemmas that will play key roles in
the proof of the theorem. The proofs of these lemmas are elementary, mostly based on
linear algebra, but they are fairly long. So we would like to recommend a reader to skip
ahead the proofs in this section at first reading.
Let us start with the following definition:
8



Definition 3.1. Let V be a vector space and V = {vy,...,vn} be a basis of V. We say
v €V is interchangeable with vi (inV) if

{V1,..-,Vi_1,V,Vit1,--+,Vn}
is a basis of V. Similarly we say A(C ]7) is interchangeable with B(C V) if
(VAB)UA
s a basis of V.

For example, if Visa vector space generated by v1,va, vs, then v + vy is interchange-
able with either vq or vo in V.
The following lemma is proved easily.

Lemma 3.2. Let V; c---C f)\,; be a sequence of vector spaces. Let

Vi={vi,...,Vn,}

and
ViU{Vhy41,---sVhy}
be bases ofﬁ and % respectively. Inductively, we let
Vier == { V415> Vo 1 (3.1)
and suppose
ViU-- UV

is a basis of]jl:l. For each 1 <i < m, if there exist vy, € V; and V;i € 171 such that vy,
is interchangeable with vy, (in V;), then

v vt
1s interchangeable with

{Vays- sVt
n V.
Proof. Rearranging if necessary, we simply assume

Vn; = Vhy

for each 1 <4 < m. We also represent each v{li as

hi
/ P .. .
Vni = CLUVJ
j=1

where a;;; # 0 for each . Then the matrix representation of the linear transformation
from (J", V; to

(v1 U- UV U {vgl,...,v;m})\{vnl,...,vnm} (3.2)
with respect to the basis
Viu---UV,
is a triangular form with the determinant [["; a;,, # 0. Therefore (3.2) is a basis of
V. O

The following lemma is central and repeatedly used in the proof of Theorem [1.3]
9



Lemma 3.3. Let

{V1,W1,...,Vn,Wn} (3.3)
be a set of vectors in Q™. Suppose, for any subset
{ui,...,un} (3.4)
of (3.3) where vy = vi or wi (1 < i < n), the vectors in (3.4) are linearly dependent.
Then there exists {i1,...,im} S {1,...,n} such that the dimension of the vector space
spanned by
{Viy, Wiy« Vi, Wi, } (3.5)

15 at most m.

Note that v; or w; could be the zero vector. For instance, if
Vi = Wj = 0,
for some i, we get the desired result simply by letting (3.5) be {v;, w;}.

For each i (1 <i < mn), we call vj (resp. w;j) the counter vector of wj (resp. vj).

Proof. Let
U= {uil,...,uih} (3.6)
be a subset of satisfying
(1) uj = vj or wj for each i € {iy,...,in};
(2) the vectors in (3.6) are linearly independent over Q;
(3) the cardinality of U is the biggest among all the subsets of satisfying (1) and

(2).
Let
!/ / /
U :{uj17""ujk (37)
be another subset of (3.3 associated with U satisfying

(1) {jh v 7.7k} - {ib e aih};

(2) uj :=wj (resp. v;) if uj := v;j (resp. w;) for each j € {j1,....jk};

(3) uiy, ..., uyy,, ugl, o ugk are linearly independent over Q;

(4) the cardinality of U’ is the biggest among all the sets satisfying (1), (2), and (3).
(There may be several different choices for U and U’, but we choose one of them.) Rear-

ranging vi, w;i if necessary, we assume

U={vi,...,vn}
and
U'={w1,...,wi}
where k < h < n. Instead of U and U’, from now on, let us denote them by Vg and Wx

respectively. Also the vector spaces spanned by Vi and Wy are denoted by 171; and W/T(
respectively.

Claim 3.4. If h=Fk, thenvi=w; =0 forh+1<i<n.
Proof. Suppose vi # 0 for some i (h+1 < i <n). By the definition of Vi, v; € Vi. Since
wW1,...,Wp are linearly independent vectors not contained in Vy,

Wi,...,Wh,Vj

are linearly independent. But this contradicts the assumption on A. Similarly w; = 0 for
allh+1 <3 <n. O
10



Thus if h = k, by letting (3.5) be

{Vh+17 Wh+41,--+,Vn, Wn}:

we get the desired result.
Now suppose h > k, and let

Vink = {Vk+1,---,Vn}

and Vi i be the vector space spanned by Vi . We denote {Vht1,---,Vn}and {Wpi1,...,Wn}

—_~

by Vi g and Wy g respectively. Likewise, Vi g and Wy g represent the vector spaces
spanned by Vg and W\ g respectively.

Claim 3.5. VN\Hv WN\H C VH\K

Proof. Suppose there exists v € Vi g such that v ¢ VE\K-

(1) If v € Vg, since v ¢ Vi\k, the vectors in
Vink U{v}
are linearly independent vectors in ]7;1 Since ]7;1 N )7\/\]/( = {0},
Wk UV g U{v}

is a set of (h + 1)-linearly independent vectors, which contradicts the assumption
onh.
(2) If v ¢ Vp, the vectors in

Vg U{v}
are linearly independent, again contradicting the assumption on h.

Similarly, one can show w € 17;\; for all w € Wy . O

Let V1 be the largest Subsetﬂ of Vi i such that every element of V; is interchangeable

either with a vector of Va\ g or Wiy g in Vi g
If V4 = (), none of the vectors in Vg U W\ g is interchangeable with any vector of

Vik in 17}7\;, implying
Vv UWn g = {0}

That is, every vector in Vy\g U W\ g is the zero vector. Therefore, we get the desired

result by letting (3.5) be Vi g U Wi -
Now suppose Vi # () and, rearranging if necessary, let

Vi ={vhy,..-,vh} (h1 <h) (3.8)

and W be the set of the counter vectors of the vectors in V;. (See Table [1])
We have the following two claims:

e~ —~—

Claim 3.6. VN\H7WN\H C 9;

5Since both Va\a and W\ g are in )71{\\; by Claim V1 is well-defined.
11



Proof. By Claim [3.5] for v € Vi g, there exist agy1,...,a, € Q such that
y \ +
V = ak4+1Vk+1 + -+ aQpVh.

Note that aj # 0 (k+ 1 < j < h) if and only if v; is interchangeable with v in ]7;\? By
the definition of V1, if vj is interchangeable with v, then v; € V; and so

a;j =0 (k+1<j<h;—1).
In other words,

V = ap,Vh, —|—---+ahvh€171.

Similarly one can show w € VY, for w € Wam- O

Claim 3.7. W) C Vi .

—_—~—

Proof. Suppose w; ¢ Vi k for some w; € W (where hy < ¢ < h). For v; € Vi, by the
definition of Vi, there exists j (h+1 < j < n) such that either v;j or wj is interchangeable

with vi in Vi ¢ Without loss of generality, we assume vj is the one.

(1) If w; € ]713, since vj is interchangeable with v; in 17;\; and w; & Vi g,
(Vink — {vi}) U{wi, v}

is a set of linearly independent vectors in Vi. Since Vi N Wi = {0}, the following
(h 4 1)-vectors in

Wi U (Ving — {vi}) U{wi,v;j}
are linearly independent. But this contradicts the assumption on h.
(2) Suppose w; ¢ Vy. In this case,
Vi U (VH\K — {Vi}) @] {Wi, Vj}

is a set of (h + 1)-linearly independent vectors. But this again contradicts the
assumption on h.

0

Let V3 be the largest subset of Vi g — V1 such that every element in V5 is interchangeable

—_—

with some vector of W1 in Vi k-
If V5 = 0, none of the vectors in W is interchangeable with a vector in Vink — Vi

Since W7 C ]71_{\\; (Claim , this implies W7 C V;. Thus the rank of
ViuWw; (3.9)
is at most |Vi| (= |W7]). We get the desired result by letting (3.5)) be (3.9).

Now assume V5 # () and, rearranging if necessary, let
V2 = {th, e ,Vhlfl} (hg S hl - 1). (310)

Let W5 be the set of the counter vectors of the vectors in V5 and Vi U Vo be the vector
space spanned by V3 U V5.

Claim 3.8. Wi C V; U Vs.
12



Vu

Vo i 25V
Vi, - Vk, ‘ Vk+1, - ‘ Vhyy, Vh;-1, ‘ Vhy, Vh, ‘ Vh+1, Vn
Wi, -+ Wk, ‘ Wk+1, ‘ Why, °° Wh;—1, ‘ Wh;, - Wh, ‘ Wh+1, Wn
—_——
Wk Wi Wi\
TABLE 1.

—~—

Proof. For w; € Wy (where hy < i < h), by the previous claim, w; € Vp\ g and so

Wi = Qk4+1Vk+1 T -+ apVh (3.11)
for some aji1,...,a, € Q. Note that a; # 0 (k+ 1 < j < h) if and only if vj is
interchangeable with w; in Vi . By the definition of V5, if vj € Vi g is interchangeable

with w; (in ]7;\;), then either vj € Vi or vj € Vo. Thusa; =0forall k +1<j < hy—1
in (3.11). In other words, w; belongs to the vector space spanned by V; and Vs, that is,

Vi UVs. O

Claim 3.9. Ws C Vi .

Proof. Suppose w; ¢ 17;\; for some i (hg < i < hy —1). By the definition of V5, there

exists wj € Wi (b1 < j < h) such that wj is interchangeable with v; in V; U Vs, By
the definition of V7 and Claim there exists vi or w; (h+ 1 < [ < n), which is

interchangeable with v; in V1. Without loss of generality, we assume v is the one. By
Lemma {wj, v1} is interchangeable with {vj, vj} in Vg g and so

(Ving — {vi, vj}) U{wj, v}

is a basis of ]7[_{\\; Since w; ¢ ]7;{;, the following (h — k + 1)-vectors in

(VH\K - {Viavj}) U {wj, vi, wi}
are linearly independent. Now we split the problem into two cases.
(1) If w; € Vg, then the following (h + 1)-vectors in

Wi U (Ving — {vi, vj}) U{wj, v, w;}

are linearly independent (since Wx NVg = {0}). But this contradicts the assump-
tion on h.
(2) If w; ¢ Vp, then

Vi U (Ving — {vi, vi}) U{wj, vi, wi}

is a set of (h+ 1)-linearly independent vectors, again contradicting the assumption
on h.

O
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We define V3 to be the largest subset of
Ving — (ViuVa)

—_—

such that every element of V5 is interchangeable with some vector of Wa in Vi g
If V3 = (), then, similar to the previous cases, one can show
Wy C V1 U Vy,
and thus o
Wi UWsy C Vi UVy
by Claim Now we get the desired conclusion by letting (3.5 be
ViuVouW; UWs.

If V3 # (), we continue the above process and define V; analogously. Since V,, = ) for
some m € N, it eventually leads to the desired result. This completes the proof of Lemma

B3l O

3.2. Codimension 1

As a warm-up, we first treat the simplest case of Theorems We prove the theorems
under the assumption that the given anomalous subvarieties are all of codimension 1. The
proofs in these cases are not only simpler than the general ones but also showing how the
ideas of Theorems and are applied to get the desired results.

We first prove the following lemma using Lemma [3.3

Lemma 3.10. Let
aq bl C1 d1
(a2 oo d2> (3.12)

be an integer matriz of rank 2, and T, T be algebraic numbers such that 1,71, 19, 170 are
linearly independent over Q. If the rank of the following (2 x 2)-matriz

a1+ b1 ¢ +dim
( ag + bam o+ doo > (3.13)

is equal to 1, then either ¢; =d; =0 ora; =b; =0 (i =1,2). That is, (3.12) is given as
either

aq bl 0 0 0 0 C1 d1

CLQbQOO or OOCQdQ‘
Proof. Let

b d
V1::<Z;), W1::<b;>, V2::<E;>, W2::<d;).

Since the rank of (3.13)) is 1, equivalently, we have
.

det u; up =0
|

where u; = vi or w; for each 1 <4 < 2. Thus the rank of either

al b1
a9 bQ

14



or
C1 d1
(o0 10

is at most 1 by Lemma [3.3] Without loss of generality, we assume the first case and
az = by = 0 by applying the Gauss elimination if necessary. Again, as the determinant of
is 0, it follows that either a; + mby = 0 or ¢y + domo = 0. That is, a3 = by = 0 or
co =doy =0 1in . If ¢o = dy = 0, it contradicts the fact that the rank of is 2
and so a; = b = 0.

Similarly, if the rank of is at most 1, then ¢; =d; =0 for i =1, 2. O

Using the lemma, we prove a special case of Theorem
Theorem 3.11. Let M be and X be the same as in Theorem[1.3 Let H be an algebraic

subgroup of codimension 2 such that X N H is an anomalous subvariety of X containing
(1,...,1). Then
for some 1 < i <n.
Proof. Let H be defined by
Man b pfin phin — 1,
221 ;21 7;:2” Z2n (316)
M L3 M2 L2 = 1.
As remarked in Section X N H is locally biholomorphic to log(X N H) defined by
aj1uy + bll(Tlul + - ) + -+ apuy + bln(Tnun + - ) =0,
agiu + bor (Tiur + -+ ) + -+ agnun + b (Thun + -+ ) = 0.

Since XN H is an (n—1)-dimensional variety, (3.17)) defines an (n—1)-dimensional complex
manifold and thus the rank of

air + bt - an +binT
a1 +ba1mi -+ agp + b,

(3.17)

is equal to 1. By Lemma for every i # j, we have either
a1; = by; = ag; = ba; =0
or
a1; = bij = agj = baj = 0.
In other words, is reduced to
MM =1,
ML =1
for some . Since aq;b9; — agiby; # 0 and (1,...,1) € X N H, we get the desired result. [
Using the above theorem, we now prove a special case of Theorem

Theorem 3.12. Let M and X be the same as above. Suppose X°% = () and, further, X
has infinitely many maximal anomalous subvarieties of dimension n — 1. Then M has a
cusp which is SGI from the rest.

15



Proof. By Theorem there exists an algebraic subgroup H of codimension 2 such that
those anomalous subvarieties are contained in translations of H. By the previous theorem,
H is
M;=L;=1
for some 1 < ¢ < n and, without loss of generality, let us assume ¢ = 1. If
XN(M =&, Li=&) (€0
is an (n — 1)-dimensional anomalous subvariety of X', equivalently,
up =logé&r, v =logé&y

is an (n — 1)-dimensional analytic subset of log X. But this is possible if and only if v;
depends solely on u;. That is, the first cusp is SGI from the rest. U

3.3. Proof of Theorem [1.3

Throughout this subsection, let M and X be the same as in Theorem We first prove
Theorem under the assumption that the codimension of a given algebraic subgroup is
less than or equal to n, the dimension of X.

Theorem 3.13. Let H be an algebraic subgroup defined by
MELh M Lhin =1 (1< < m), (3.18)
where n > m. Then X N H is an anomalous subvariety of X if and only if the rank of
a1 +mbi1 ... aip + Tubin
: | : (3.19)
am1 + T1bm1 -+ Gmn + Tnbmn
1s strictly less than m. Moreover, every anomalous subvariety X N H of X satisfies
XNHC(M;=L; =1)
for some 1 < i <n.

Proof. “Only if” direction is clear. Indeed, if the rank of is m, by the implicit
function theorem, dim (log(X N H)) = n —m and so dim(X N H) = n —m. But this
contradicts the fact that XN H is an anomalous subvariety of X (i.e. dim(XNH) > n—m).

Now we prove “if” direction. For each fixed n, we prove the theorem by induction on
m. Note that the theorem is true for any n > 2 and m = 2 by Theorem Now assume

m > 3 and the statement holds for 2,...,m — 1. We show that the result is true for m as
well.
Since the rank of (3.19) is less than m, the determinant of
a1 +11b11 ... aim + Timbim
I : : (3:20)
am1 + b1 oo Gmm + Timbmm

is 0. Since M has rationally independent cusp shapes by the assumption, if
ai; bii

Vi = ,  Wji= ’

16



then

det| w1 -+ um =0

where u; = vj or w; for each 1 <7 < m. By Lemma we get

{i1,...,4} S {1,....,m} (I<m) (3.21)
such that the rank of
ay, by ... ay; by
: : : : (3.22)
Amiy bmil -oo OGmy, bmil

is at most [. Let [ be the smallest number having this property and, without loss of
generality, assume i; = j for 1 < j < [. Applying Gauss elimination if necessary, we
further suppose the coefficient matrix of H and (3.19)) are given as

allr ... bll al(H_l) e bln
apn ... by aji+1) ... bin,
0 ... 0 agrnary -+ barn
0 oo 0 am(l+1) e bmn
and
ain +7ibin ... ay +mby ars1) + T+1biga ces ain + Tnbin
apn +mbn ... an+ by a+1) T 710141 . Al + Tnbin
0 o 0 agrnsn) by - @y + Tbagn
0 R 0 Am(1+1) + Tl+1bm(l+1) cee Amn + Tnbmn
(3.23)
respectively.
(1) If the rank of
air +7ibir ... ay + by
: o (3.24)
ap +7ibpy ... ag+ by

is m, then the rank of the following submatrix

agsna+1) + by - @uenn + Tbmen

O (141) T Tl+1bm(l+1) <o A + Tabmn

of (3.23)) is strictly less than m — [ (otherwise, it contradicts the fact that the rank
of (3.23) is strictly less than m). If H' is an algebraic subgroup defined by

i b; , . .
M TVLY - M Ly = 1 (141 <6 < m),
17



by induction, X N H' is an anomalous subvariety of X’ containing X N H and
contained in

My=1L;=1

for some [ +1<7<m.
(2) Suppose the rank of ([3.24) is strictly less than [. By Lemma[3.3] there exists

{it,...,in} € {1,...,1}
such that the rank of

aiy, by, ... ai, big,

ai, by, .. au, by,

is strictly less than h. But this contradicts the assumption on .

Now we complete the proof of Theorem [1.3], which we restate simply as follows:

Theorem 3.14. If H be an algebraic subgroup such that X NH is an anomalous subvariety
of X, then

XNHC(M;=L; =1)
for some 1.
Proof. Let H be defined by
Mg b panphie =1 (1 <i<m). (3.25)

For n > m, the theorem was proved in Theorem so we assume m > n. If H' is an
algebraic subgroup defined by the first n equations in (3.25]), then log(X N H') is given as

aipur + bir(Trur + ) o+ @ity + b (Tauny + -0 ) =0, (1 <di<n) (3.26)
and the Jacobian of (3.26)) at (0,...,0) is
ann +7ibin ... aip + Tobin

(3.27)

an1 +T1bp1 ... Qpn + Tubon

If the determinant of ([3.27)) is nonzero, by the inverse function theorem, (3.26|) is equiv-

alent to
==y =0,
implying
XNH =XNH=XN(M;=-=M,=1).

But this contradicts the fact that the dimension of X N H is positive.

If the determinant of (3.27) is zero, by Theorem

XﬂHIC(Mi:Lizl)

for some 1 < ¢ <n. O
18



4. X =)
4.1. Preliminary lemmas

In this subsection, we prove several preliminary lemmas required for the proof of Theorem

4l

First, we further refine the definition of an anomalous subvariety in the following;:

Definition 4.1. Let X be an irreducible variety in G™ and b > 0 be an integer. We say
that X N K is b-anomalous if it satisfies

dim(X N K) = dim K + dim X — n + b.

The above definition is firstly given in [3]. In the original definition, b is assumed to be
positive, but b = 0 is allowed in our case. (This is for the sake of convenience in the proofs
of the lemmas below.) Note that 0-anomalous subvarieties are not anomalous in the sense
of Definition [l

For instance, if X is the holonomy variety of an n-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold, then

Xﬁ(Mil:Lilz'-':Mim:Limzl) (0<m<n)
is an m-anomalous subvariety of X.
In general, let H™) be an algebraic subgroup of codimension m defined by
M ph NG b =1 (1 < <m). (4.1)

If the rank of the Jacobian matrix (i.e. (3.20)) associated to log(X N H(™)) is m, then
X N H™) is a 0-anomalous variety of X, that is,

XNHM =xn (M= =My,=1)
by the implicit function theorem (as seen in the previous section). Further, if we add
MLy MG b =1 (m41 <0 < m+ D) (4.2)

to (4.1) and define H (m+b) a5 an algebraic subgroup of codimension m + b by (4.1)-(4.2),
then

XNHMXYANH™ =xn (M= =My, =1)
and thus X N H(™H) is a b-anomalous subvariety of X. In the following, we show this is

always the case, that is, every b-anomalous subvariety of X always arises in this way.

Lemma 4.2. Let M and X be the same as in Theorem[I.4 If H be an algebraic subgroup
of codimension m + b such that X N H is a b-anomalous subvariety of X and
XNH=XNM, =---=M,=1), (4.3)
then H is defined by equations of the following forms:
MililLll)“'.'Mg’LimL%m -1 (1 §i§m+b).
Further, there exists an algebraic subgroup H™) of codimension m such that
(1) Hc H™;
2 XNH™ =xn (M =---= M, =1).
Further, we state the following lemma, which is analogous to the previous one but more
general than that. We first prove Lemma [4.3] and use it to prove Lemma Indeed, the

first conclusion of Lemma [£.2] follows immediately as a corollary of Lemma [4.3]
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Lemma 4.3. Let M and X be the same as in Theorem[1.] Let H be an algebraic subgroup
such that X N H is a b-anomalous subvariety of X and

XNHC (M = =M,=1),

XNH¢ (M =1) (44)

fori e {m+1,....n}. Then b < m and there exists an algebraic subgroup H™+®) of
codimension m + b such that

(1) HcC H(erb);
(2) XNHMY) = xn (M= =M, =1);
(3) H™H) s defined by equations of the following typesﬁ
ML MG bim =1 (1 <i <m+b).
Proof. We prove by induction on n and m. Clearly the claim is true for n = m = 1.
(1) Suppose n > 2 and m = 1. It is enough to show either
b:1, HC(M1:L1:1)
or
b=0, HcC (ML{=1)
for some ¢,d € Z. Let
X(l) =AN (M1 =1 = 1), H(l) =HnN (M1 =L = 1). (4.5)
Then
dimH —-2< dimH(l) < dim H
and so
dimH =dim H) +a
for some a € {0,1,2}. We suppose A{y), H(j) are embedded in (G2("_1)( =
(My, Lo, ..., M,, Ln)) under the following projection
Pr : (Ml, Ll, ceey Mn,Ln) — (MQ, LQ, cey Mn, Ln)

and regard X{1) as the holonomy variety of an (n—1)-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold.
Note that

dimX NH =dim&X) N Hqy =dim&X +dimH —2n+b
= (dimX(l) +1)+ (dimH(l) +a)—2n+b= dimX(l) + dimH(l) —2n—-1)4a+b—1.
(4.6)
(a) If b > 2, then

dim X(l) N H(l) > dim X(l) + dimH(l) —2n—-1)+1

and so X(1yNH(y) is an anomalous subvariety of X(y) (in G2(”_1)). By Theorem
there exists some i (2 < i < n) such that

X(l) N H(l) C(M;=L;=1).

But this contradicts the assumption on m.

6Equivalently, H™ ) satisfies
(H™A(Mi=Li= =Mn=Ln=1)=(M =Ly == My =Ln=1).
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(b) For b =1 and a = 1, one gets the same contradiction as above. For b = 1 and
a =0, dim H = dim H(;) and this implies

HC(M1:L1:1).
(c¢) If b =0, then
dimX(l) N H(l) = dimX(l) + dimH(l) —2n—-1)4+a—1.

(i) If @ = 0, then it contradicts the following standard fact (in the inter-
section theory)

dim X1y N H(yy > dim Xy + dim Hyy — 2(n — 1).
(ii) If a =1, then
dim H =1+ dim H(y). (4.7)
By the definition of H(y) given in , we have
H c (M{L{=1).

(iii) If @ = 2, then X(y) N H(y) is an anomalous subvariety of X(;), again
contradicting the assumption on m.
(2) Now suppose n > m > 2 and assume the claim holds for any X', H satisfying either
dim X < n or

dimX =n, XNHC (M, =--=M,=1), XNH¢ (M=1)

where | < m and j € {1,...,n}\{i1,...,49}. We show the claim holds for X, H
satisfying

dimX =n, XNHC(My=--=M,=1), XNH¢ (M;=1)

where j € {m+1,...,n}. Let Xy, H() be the same as in (4.5)) and consider them
as subsets in GQ"_Q( = (My, Lo, ..., My, Ln)) If dim H = dim H(;) + a (for some
a € {0,1,2}), then

dimX(l) N H(l) = dimX(l) +dimH(1) —2n—-1)4+a+b—-1

by (4.6). That is, X1y N H(y) is an (a + b — 1)-anomalous subvariety of () in
G?"~2. Since dim X1y = n — 1, by induction hypothesis,

bt+a—1<m-1=b<m

and there exists an algebraic subgroup H gr)L Fa+b=2) of codimension (m—1)+ (a+
b — 1) satisfying
+a+b—2 +a+b—2
Hoy € B2 Xy n B = Xy n(My =+ = My, =1). (48)
Moreover, H ((SL Fa+0=2) 45 defined by equations of the following types:

MgRLh2 Mo =1 (1<i<m+a+b—2).
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By the definition of H(y), one further obtains an algebraic subgroup H (m+a+b=2)

in G*" satisfyingﬂ
HcC H(m+a+b72)7 H(m+a+b72) N (Ml — I, = 1) _ H((Sz—l-a-i-b—?) N (Ml =L, = 1)‘
(4.10)
(a) If a =1, it means
Hc (M{Lé=1)
for some ¢, d € Z and so H™=1 0 (M{L{ = 1) is an algebraic subgroup of
codimension m + b containing H. Since
XN (MLd=1) c (M, =1),
we get
XNH™ DML =1)=xn(My == M, =1)
by (4.8) and - Thus we get the desired result by letting H("tb) =
m+b 1) (Mch — 1)
(b) If a =0, then
HC(M1:L1:1).
Similar to the previous case, the conclusion follows by letting H
HH=2 (M = Ly = 1).
(c) If a = 2, then H(™*Y) itself is an algebraic subgroup of codimension m + b
containing H. So, to complete the proof, it is enough to show

Claim 4.4.
XNH™Y —xn (M, = =M, =1). (4.11)
Proof of the claim. As H"Y) is defined by equations given in (&.9)), if (4.11)

fails, then the rank of the Jacobian of log(X N H(™*Y)) is strictly less than m
and it implies X N H(™*Y) is an anomalous subvariety of X (in the sense of

Definition by Theorem Thus
XN H™Y c(M; =1)
for some 2 < i < m by Theorem [1.3|° Let I be the largest number such that

(m+b) .

XNHMY (M, = = M;, =1)
where {i1,---,4;} € {1,...,m} and, without loss of generality, we simply
assume {i1, -+ ,i;} = {m—I+1,...,m}. Since [ < m, by induction hypothesis,
there exists an algebraic subgroup H’ such that
H™M) c H' and XNH =XN0 (Mp_jy1 =+ = My, =1). (4.12)
Let
Xy = XN (Myp—p1 =+ = M = 1), (4.13)
H(l) =HnN (Mm—l—l-l =Lpgy1==Mp=Ln= 1)
"The second equality implies H ™ +**=2) is defined by equations of the following forms:
ML MG L =1 (1<i<m+a+b—2). (4.9)

8If § = 1, then we get the desired result (i.e. - ) by .
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and consider them as varieties embedded in G2~V (:= (M,_i511,- -+ , Lm)).
Since dim &(;) < n and

X(l)ﬂH(l)C(Mlz'”: m—1 = 1),
by induction hypothesis, there exists an algebraic subgroup B—T(Z)(C G2("*l))
satisfying
H(l) - H(l) and X(l) N H(l) = X(l) N (Ml = =My = 1). (4.14)

By the definition of H;) in (4.13)), there further exists an algebraic subgroup
H" containing H such that

Hpy N (My—i41=Lyp—ig1 ="+ =My =Ly =1) = H' N (My,_111 = Lin_111 = -+ = My, = Ly, = 1).
(4.15)
We argue H™tb) — H' 0 H”. First note that
XNH NH"=xN(My=-=M,=1) (4.16)
by (£T2), () and (ET5), and so
XNH™NH NH =X (M) == M, =1)
. b
by the definition of H ((SL ) and (4.10]). Let
X(m) ::XQ(Mlz---ZMm=1), H(m) ::Hﬂ(Mllezu-:Mm:Lm:l)

and consider &/, H(,,) as subsets of G2 (:= (Mps1, Lins1,s - - -, My, Ly)).
Since
codim H™H0) = p 4 m,

if Hm+0) £ H' 0 H”, then
codim (H™*) N H' N H") > b+ m.

As
Hc H™Y g nH"
and
(H™INH'NH'N(M =L = =Mp=Lp=1)=M =L == My =Ly =1),
we get

codim H,,) (in G2*"=2™m) < codim H — codim (H™*) n H' N H") < codim H — b —m,
implying
dim H ) (in G*"?™) = (2n — 2m) — codim Hyy > (2n —2m) — codim H +b+m
>2n—-2m)— (2n—dimH)+b+m=dimH —m+b
and so
dim X () +dim H(,,,) — (2n—2m) > (n—m)+(dim H —m+b) —(2n—2m) = dim H —n+b.

(4.17)
On the other hand, we have

dim Xy N Hipy = dim X N H = dim X + dimH —2n+b=dimH —n+b,  (4.18)
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which, combining with (4.17)), contradicts the following standard fact (from

the intersection theory)
dim X(m) N H(m) > dim X(m) + dim H(m) — (2n —2m).

Thus H™+% = H' N H” and (4.16) implies (#.11)). This completes the proof
of the claim. O

O

Using Lemma we now prove Lemma

Proof of Lemma . To simplify the proof, let us assume b = 1 and show the claim only
for this case. (Indeed, this is the case that we will need later in the proof of Theorem [1.4})
For each fixed n, we prove by induction on m. If m = 1, since H is defined by M; =
L1 = 1 by Theorem we get the desired result by letting H) be defined by either
M1 =1or L1 =1.
Assume m > 2 and the claim is true for 1,...,m — 1. By Lemma H is defined by
equations of the following types:

Mg b pamhm — 1 (1< <m+1). (4.19)

Let H™) be an algebraic subgroup defined by the first m-equations in ([£.19).
(1) If dim(X N H™)) = n — m, the Jacobian matrix (i.e. (3.20)) associated with

log(X N H™) is invertible so log(X N H™)) is contained in u; = - - - = u,, = 0 by
the implicit function theorem. Hence
XNH™ =xn (M= =M, =1)

and the result follows by letting H m).— 7 (m)._
(2) Suppose dim X N H™ >n —m+1 (ie. X N H™ is an anomalous subvariety of
X). Since codim H = codim H™) — 1,

n—m=dmXNH<dimxnHa™ -1
and so dim X N H™) =n —m — 1. Let [ be the largest number such that
XNH™ cxn (M =--=M;,=1)

where {i1,...,4} C {1,...,m} and, without loss of generality, assume i; = j
(1 <j<1). By Lemma H(™) is contained in an algebraic subgroup H(¢+D
defined by equations of the following types

Mf“LIi“ . MZQ”L?“ -1 (1 <<+ 1) (420)

and, by induction hypothesis, HU+Y ig further contained in an algebraic subgroup
HW of codimension [ satisfying

XNHO =xnAEY =xn (M =--- = M =1). (4.21)
Without loss of generality, if H®) is defined by the first [ equations in , then

Hcgm™c gt « g
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and the Jacobian matrix of log(X N H) is of the following form:

a11+b117'1 all+b117’l 0 0
ag+n1 +baenim oo aggy Hbarinm 0 0
ags2)r Hbayonm oo aggan +buranm ag+2yi+1) T oara+ )T+ - aug2)m T 0ar2mTm
Amt)1 T O0ma1 1T o+ Q) T 0T Gmt1)+1) T Om+1)+)TIHL -+ GmtDm Tt Om1)mTm
(4.22)
By the definition of H® and (4.21)),
air +bum ... ay +bym
an +bpnm ... ay+ by
is invertible and, by (4.3]),
a@+2)0+) T o0 )T+ - A@2)m T 0 2)mTm
Ut (+1) T O+ Ti+1 -+ Amanym T OmtrymTm

is also invertible. In conclusion, if H(™) is an algebraic subgroup defined by
Mileiu .. .Mlaing’il =1 (1<i<l),
M@ LY METIE =1 (1+2<j<m+1),

then it is the desired one.

4.2. Proof of Theorem [1.4]

In this subsection, we prove our second main result, Theorem [I.4, We show it by splitting
it into several special cases.

First if X°% = (), by Theorem [2.8] there exists an algebraic subgroup H such that X N H
is a 1-anomalous subvariety of X and X = Zp, i.e., X is foliated by maximal anomalous
subvarieties contained in

U xngH. (4.23)
9E€ZH
Let m (> 1) be the largest number such that
XNHC (M, = =M =1),
(M im =1) (4.24)
XNH{¢ (M, ,=1)
for i1 € {1,....,n}\{i1,...,imn}. Without loss of generality, we assume
=i (1<j<m). (4.25)

By Lemma H is contained in an algebraic subgroup H(t1) of codimension m + 1
defined by equations of the following types
MELLhY o MGm Lhim — 1 (0 < i < m). (4.26)
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Thus if

dim(X¥NH):=n—-—m-—1, codimH:=m+I[+1, (I>0), (4.27)
one may assume H is defined (4.26]) and equations of the following forms
/_ b,~ /_ b/~
ijlLljl o MZJnLan =1, (1<j<. (4.28)
Note that H™t1) above satisfies
XNH™D —xn (M= =M, =1)

and, by Lemma H™+D is further contained in an algebraic subgroup H() of codi-
mension m satisfying

XﬂH(m):XQH(m+1):Xﬂ(M1:"': m = 1). (4.29)
Without loss of generality, we suppose H(™) is defined by
Mf“L’{“ .. .Mggmijlm =1, (1<i<m). (4.30)

We first claim

Lemma 4.5. Having the same notation and assumptions as above, there exists an analytic
function ©(s1,...,S$m,t1,...,t;) such that

apruy + borvi + -+ + agmUm + bomVm = @(81, R S 7 ,tl) (4.31)

where '
si = aipul + bipvr + - - + QGimUm + bimvm (1 <i < m),

tj = ajur + 0o + - 4 dhun + 050, (1< <1).
Proof. Since X is foliated by anomalous subvarieties in (4.23), equivalently, log X is foliated

by elements in (J log(X NgH). As each log(X N gH) is defined by equations of the
following types

(4.32)

9E€EZH

Ci = apul + bjrvr + -+ + aimUm + bimvm (0
C], = aglul =+ b;lvl —+ -+ a;nun + b;nvn (1
where (;,(; € C, if we set
T :={(Co,...,¢) € C™HFL . ([@33) is a complex manifold of dimension n —m — I},
then

(4.33)

dim T = dim(log X) — dim (log(X NH)) =n— (n—m —1) =m+1.
Thus 7 is a hypersurface in C™*! and this implies there exists © satisfying (#.31)). O

Later in Section [£.2.3] it will be shown that = 0. At the moment, let us assume [ =0
and consider the following two subcases:

& [ = 0 and there is no H' such that H C H' and XN H’ is an anomalous subvariety
of X;

& [ = 0 and there exists H' such that H C H' and XN H’ is an anomalous subvariety
of X.

In the first case, we show that cusps 1,...,m are SGI from the rest and, in the second,
find a proper subset of cusps 1,...,m which are WGI from cusps m +1,...,n.
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4.2.1. & = SGI

In this subsection, we prove the following theorem:

Theorem 4.6. Let M, X and H be the same as above. If H satisfies the assumption in
&, then cusps 1,...,m of M are SGI from the rest.

The general strategy of the proof is as follows. If cusps 1,...,m are not SGI from the
rest, there exists v; (1 < i < m) having a term divisible by some u; (m+1 < j <n). We
find such a term of the lowest degree, compare two coefficients of the term in and
get an equality involving a;j,bi;, 7 (0 < 4,4,k < m). Under the assumption in &, it is
shown that there are no nontrivial a;j, b;; satisfying the equality and thus contradicts the
initial assumption.

Proof. Let

o0

_ i1 i
(I)(ulv cee 7“71) = E Cityyinty © " Uy’
(81 y-veyin ) E(ZT)M

be the Neumann-Zagier potential function of M and S be the set of all u’f - uln satisfying

Ciy,ooyin 7 0
(i1 ... im) % (0, ..., 0);
(Gmt1y---s0n) # (0,...,0);

i1 + -+ + i is the minimum.

Note that S = () if and only if cusps 1,...,m are SGI from cusps m +1,...,n. So let us
assume S # () and uj' ---ulr € S. Without loss of generality, it is further assumed i1 # 0
and
1 .
u:= iilcil, i ull L o

By Lemma there exists an analytic function
O(S1,. ., 8m) = €181 + - - - &Sy + higher degrees,

satisfying (4.31]). Comparing two coefficients of u in both the left and right sides of (4.31]),
we get

T
el b11

bo1 = . (4.34)

em bm

If gy # 0, then bj; # 0 for some i (1 < i < n) by (4.34). Hence, by applying Gauss
elimination if necessary, it is assumed bg; = 0 in - (4.31)

and (4.34
Comparing the coeflicients of the linear terms of the both sides i 1n, it follows that

ap1
ain +buitt o0 Gm1 + b el
ap2 + boaT2 _ .

' Wm +01mTm - Gmm + O™ Em
aom + bomTm
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and S(ﬂ

ao1

el a1 +buutt 0 am1 + byt
ap2 + boa o

€m am +01mTm - Gmm + b Tm ’
aom + bomTm

Combining it with (4.34), we further get

T
T aol
el b1 oz + boaTs ai + b7 a1m + b1mTm
0(=bor) = | : N : - : '
€m b1 A0m +'bOme am1 +bmim 0 amm + b Tm
(4.35)

We show the above equality (4.35)) contradicts the condition in &. Let
vii= (a1 +bam ... Gm+bmTm ) (0<i<m). (4.36)
By the inverse matrix formula, (4.35)) is equivalent to

Vo Vi Vi
Vo V2 m :
—bydet | V3 | 4+ 4 bpi(—1)"det : =0=> ba(-1)'det| v [=0
: Vm—1 i=1 :
Vm Vo v;n
(4.37)

where V; := vq for each 7. We claim
Claim 4.7. b;; # 0 for some 1 <i <m.

Proof of Claim[{.]. On the contrary, suppose b;; = 0 for all ¢ (1 < i < m). Then the
coefficient matrix of H is

a1 0 age boz ... aom bom
: (4.38)
ami 0 am2 bmo ... Gmm bmm
If a;1 = 0 for all 0 < ¢ < m, then
XNH¢ (M =1),

contradicting our initial assumption. Thus a;; # 0 for some ¢ and, without loss of gener-
ality, we assume a,,1 # 0. Applying Gauss elimination if necessary, we further assume

apn =+ =0a@p-1)1 =0
9Note that
a1 +bumn Gm1 + bm1T1
A1m + blme - . Amm + bmme

is the Jacobian of log(X N H(m)) and it is invertible by the assumptions on H™ made in (14.29)- (4.30]).
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and rewrite (4.38)) as

0 0 ap2 b()g . aom, bOm
0 0 am-12 bm-12 -+ Um-1m Om-1)m
am1 0 am?2 m2 cee Qmm, mm
Since the rank of
0 ap2 + bgaTo . aom + bomTm
: : (4.39)
0 A(m—1)2 + b(m—l)QTQ s A(m—1)m + b(m—l)me
am1 m2 + bmaTe cee Amm + bmmTm
is m by the assumption, the rank of the following submatrix
ap2 + bozT2 e aom + bomTm
: : (4.40)
A(m—1)2 + b(m—1)27_2 s O(m—1)m + b(m—l)me

of (4.39) is m — 1. Let H' be an algebraic subgroup whose coefficient matrix is

ap2 bo2 e aom bom

A(m—1)2 b(m—1)2 <o Qm—1)m b(m—l)m

Then ([4.40]) is the Jacobian of log(X N H') and this implies X N H' is an anomalous
subvariety of X by Theorem As H C H', it contradicts the assumption on H made
in &. In conclusion, b;; # 0 for some 1 < i < m. O

Without loss of generality, let us assume

bit 20 (1 <i<h),

By elementary properties of determinants, (4.37)) is equivalent to

b11vo

ba1
b, V1 T V2

bp1 _
det T Vh-1+ Vh =0

Vh+1

Vm
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and so
b11vo
ba1v1 + b11va

det bhivh-1 + b(h—l)lvh =0. (4.41)

Vh+1
Vm
Let
Wi = (ail bil coe Qgm bzm)

and H' be an algebraic subgroup whose coefficient matrix is

b11wo
bo1wy + b1 wa

bhiWh-1 + b(rh—1)1Wn
Wh+1

Wim

Then clearly H' is an algebraic subgroup satisfying H C H' and, as the matrix in (4.41)) is
the Jacobian matrix of log(X N H'), X N H' is an anomalous subvariety of X by Theorem
However the existence of H' contradicts the assumption made in &. This completes
the proof of Theorem O

42.2. & = WGI

Now we consider the second case #.

Let H' be an algebraic subgroup such that H C H' and X N H' is an anomalous
subvariety of X. We further assume H’ is the largest algebraic subgroup satisfying this
property. That is, there is no algebraic subgroup H” containing H’ properly and X N H”
is an anomalous subvariety of X. By the assumption,

XﬂH’ZXﬂ(Mil ::Mzh:1)
for some {i1,...,i,} C {1,...,m} and, without loss of generality, we assume i; = j
(1 <j<h). By Lemma H' is defined by the following types of equations
MLy MPPLY =1 (0< i< h)
and so H is defined by
My b phie =1 (0 < < h),

b]l .

MO LY MET I =1 (W41 < <m).

Theorem 4.8. Let M, X and H be the same as in Theorem [{.6l Suppose H satisfies
the assumption in & and H' is an algebraic subgroup containing H as given above. Then
cusps 1,...,h of M are WGI from cusps m+1,...,n of M.
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Proof. Recall from Lemma that there exists an analytic function O(s1, ..., s,,) satis-
fying

aoru1 + bo1vr + - - - + agpup + bopvn = @(81, cee Sm)
where
s; = ajruy + bjrvy + - -+ ajpup + bipvp, (1 <0 < h),
s;j = ajiur +bj1v1 + - + ajmUm + bjmvm (A +1< 5 <m)
Also note that the Jacobian of log(X N H) at (0,...,0) is
agp1 + bo171 aon + bonTh 0 0
ap1 + bp1 11 anp + OpnTh 0 0
a1yl o1 oo Ar)h T O+ 1)RTR A1) (ht1) T O (A1) TR o Qg 1)m Tt O 1ymTm
m1 + bmi71 ce. amh + bmnTh Am(h+1) + bm(h+1)7—h+l ce Amm + OmmTm
(4.42)
and the following two submatrices
ail +bum ... aip+biTh
: : : (4.43)
ap1 +bp1m ... app + OupTh
and
Ah1)(ht1) T Ot ) TRt -+ Qar)m T O 1)ymTm
: : : (4.44)
Am(h+1) + bm(h+1)7-h+1 cen Amm + OmmTm

of ([#42) are invertible[l So if
O(S1,-+-y8m) := €181 + + -+ + €mSm + higher degrees,

then
-1
el air + bt - apr + bt aop1 + bo171
en atp +b1nTh 0 apn + bpaTh aon + bonTh
and
Eht1 = = €mn = 0.
Let
Uptl =+ = Uy = 0.

By the assumptions on H’, applying the same methods as in the proof of Theorem |4.6] it
is concluded

vi(ul,...,uh,O,...,O,umH,...,un) (1§2§h)

depends only on ui,...,up. That is, cusps 1,...,h of M are WGI from cusps m +
1,...,n. ([

101f the determinant of ([#.43) is 0, by Theorem [3.13| there exists an algebraic subgroup H” containing
H' such that X N H” is an anomalous subvariety of X. But it contradicts the assumption on H'. If the
determinant of (4.44)) is 0, then it contradicts the assumption ((4.24]).
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423.1=0

Lastly we prove Il =0 in . Once | = 0 is shown, combining with Theorems 4.10
it will complete the proof of Theorem |1.4] To prove [ = 0 in , it is enough to show
O in is independent of ¢; (1 < j <1). Indeed, if © depends only on s1,..., Sy, it
means an analytic set defined by

G = aj1ur + biavy + - + GimUm + bim U,

where (; € C(1 <i <m)and {y = O((1, ..., ) is an analytic subset of log X’ of dimension
n —m. Said differently, a translation of an algebraic subgroup H(™*Y defined by

MLy MEm L =1 (0 < i < m)

contains an anomalous subvariety of X' of dimension n —m. Since H ¢ H™*1 and each
X NgH in is a maximal anomalous subvariety of X of dimension n —m — 1,1 =0
follows.

Now we state

Theorem 4.9. © in (4.31)) is independent of t; (1 < j <1). That is, © depends only on
si (1<i<m).

By (4.32)), the Jacobian matrix of s1,...,Sm,t1,...4 at (u1,...,u,) = (0,...,0) is

a1 +buimt ... aim +b1imTm 0 0
Am1 F 01Tl ... Qmm + bmmTm 0 . 0
/ / / / / / / /
/ / / / !/ / / /
ap + bllT1 cee gy F blme al(m—i—l) + bl(m—i—l)Tﬂ’L‘i‘1 e QT blnTn

(4.45)
To simplify the proof, we further reduce (4.45) to a row-echelon form using changes of
H m

variables as follows. By the assumption on ) in ([.29)-(.30),

ain +bum 0 aim + b
A= : . :
am1 +bom1iT 0 Qmm + D Tm
is invertible, so if
a1 51
=A"1 ], (4.46)
T, Sm
then each z; (1 <7 < m) is of the form
x; = u; + higher degrees. (4.47)
Adding linear combinations of x1,...,x,, to each t; (1 < j <) if necessary, we further
suppose
afy =V = =ah, =0, =0 (1<j<1I) (4.48)

in (4.32) and (4.45). Since
XNH¢ (M=1)
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for m + 1 < j < n, equivalently, it implies

ej ¢ R(A") (4.49)
where R(A’) is the row vector space of
a/l(m—i-l) + b/l(m—i-l)TmJrl o alln + bllnTTL
A= : :
a;(m-i—l) + b;(m+1)7—m+1 o a’;n + bgnTn

and e;j is a unit 1 x (n —m) matrix whose j-th entry is 1. By (4.49), we therefore find an
invertible (I x [)-matrix L such that, for

(1 31
: =1L : , (4.50)
Y b
Y
is given as
Y
> ki, C1kU; + higher degrees
: (4.51)
> ki, Cikuj + higher degrees
where the coefficients c;j, satisfy the following
o mj <nj (1<j<I)
® Cim; Cny 70 (1 <5 <1); (4.52)
em+1<m <. <my;
e ny < ---<ny<n.
In conclusion, by changing variables from s1,..., Sm,t1,...,8 t0 T1,..., T, Y1,---, i

via (4.46[), (4.48)) and (4.50]), the matrix in (4.45) is transformed into the following (m +

l) x n row-echelon form matrix

1 ... 0 A O

0 1 0 .. 0

0o ... 0 Clmy; -+ Clmy 0 0 ’

: 0 . 0

0 ... ... ... 0 am - an O
which is the Jacobian of x1,...,Zm,y1,..., 5 at (u1,...,u,) = (0,...,0). Clearly, O is a
function of s1,...,sm,t1,...,t if and only if it is a function of z1,...,Zm,vy1,...,y;. By
abuse of notation, we rewrite (4.31)) as

ao1u1 + bo1vy + -+ + aomUm + bomVm = O(T1, .., T, Y1, -5 Y1)- (4.53)

Now Theorem [£.9]is equivalent to the following theorem:

Theorem 4.10. O in (4.53)) is independent of y1,...,y;. That is, © in (4.53) depends
only on z; (1 <i<m).
33



We prove the theorem by showing that, if © depends on z; (1 <1i < m), then O, as a
function of wuy,...,u, (by and ), contains a term such that the exponent of
some u; (m+ 1 < i < n) in the term is odd. However, according to Theorem the
exponent of every u; (m+1 <i <n) in each term of agiu; + bp1v1 + - - - + AomUm + bomVm
must be even and so it is a contradiction.

Proof of Theorem[{.10. Let
o0
(&1, s Y- 1) = S it iyl oy (454)

(’il,...,im7j1,...,jl)€Zm+l
and S be the set of all monomials z%' x%y{l yljl in (4.54) satisfying

® Citrimjtyit 7 05

o (i1 im) 7 (0,..,0);

e (ji,---»41) # (0,...,0);

® i1+ -+ 1, is the minimum.

We fix (i1, ...,%,) and define T(;, ;) to be the set of monomials x’f coeplmy L yljl in

S further satisfying
e cach element in 7(;  _;  is divisible by a;zf coplm
® ji + -+ is the minimum.

Let @T(il,---,im) be the following subseries of @

i dm J1
E Cit s g1, 01 L1 Tm' Y1 Y-
i imo g1

xll"’xwLyll”'yzleT(il ,,,,, im)

By (4.47) and (4.51)), if @T(il YYYY i) 18 represented as a function of uq,...,uy, then

ni . ny .
lead L i i J1 J
GT(il im) E : Cityeryim,giyengt U1 Un’f( § Cliui) s C1iUy;
i1 im, J1 . i=m1 i=my

Ty Tm Y7 "yljleT(il ..... im)
is the leading terms of it. Since the degree of u; (m + 1 < j < n) in each term of

ap1u1 + borvr + - -+ + aomUm + bomUm

is even by Theorem the same property must be true for ©, @T(il Olead

77777 im)’ T(il,m,im)
However, we show this is impossible in the following claim.
For simplicity, we say a monomial
is odd if some i; (1 < j < n) is odd.
Claim 4.11. Let
ni ny
Z1] = Z C15Uy, ceey Z] = Z C15Uj.
Jj=m1 J=my
For r € N, any linear combination of elements in
{2 L+ a=r, (4.55)

llBy the definition of T(;, ... i), 6T(i1 i)
divisible both by uzf --~ulm and some u; where m +1 < j < n.
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when considered as a polynomial in u; (m+1<j <n), contains an odd term.

Proof of the claim. We prove by induction on [. For [ = 1, clearly
ni r
Z{ = ( Z Clju]')
j=m1
contains an odd term as z; has at least two non-trivial terms (i.e. u,,, and wu,,) by the

assumptions given in ({4.52]).

Suppose [ > 2 and the claim is true for 1,...,1 — 1. Let

Yo GaAd (122 (4.56)
Jiteta=r
be any linear sum of elements in .
(1) First, assume ¢, 0 # 0 in .
(a) If r is odd, by @D, Up,, 18 @ non-trivial odd term appearing only in z7, thus
it appears in (]@ as well.
(b) For r even, we split it into the following two cases.
(i) If the coefficient of 2] ~'z; in is non-zero for some j (2 < j <),
let h be the largest such j. Then ufn_llunh is odd and appears only in
27712, (again by ([4.52))), hence possesses the desired property.
(i) If the coefficient of 2]~ 'z; in is zero for every j (2 < j <), then
an odd monomial u:rjllun1 appears only in 2], so it does in as
well.

(2) Now suppose ¢rp,..0 = 0 in (4.56). By induction, for each k (0 < k < r), any linear
combination of elements in {zg2 e zljl | jo+---+71 = r—k}, when represented as a
polynomial of u; (m+1 < j < n), has an odd term. Hence, for each k (0 < k < r),
a linear sum of any elements in

Zk::{z‘{l...z‘ln|jl+...—’—jl:r’ j]_:k})
contains an odd term as well divisible by u¥, .- This further implies a linear com-

bination of elements in UZ;E Z),, when expressed as a polynomial in u; (m +1 <
j < n), contains a non-trivial odd term.

This completes the proofs of Claim as well as Theorems .9 O
]

5. 2-cusped case

In this section, we prove Theorems and

5.1. Classification of X°* = () (Proof of Theorem [1.6))

A more detailed description of Theorem is stated as

Theorem 5.1. Let M be a 2-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold and X be its holonomy variety.
If X°% = (), then X is the product of two algebraic curves. More precisely, if X°% = (),

then either one of the following holds:
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(1) two cusps of M are SGI;
(2) there exists a two variable polynomial f such that X is defined by

FMPLYMSLE, MMMy =0, f(MPLY My Ly, MMy ™) =0 (5.1)
for some a,b,c,d € Z and m € Q satisfying mbd # 0.

The proof of the above theorem is based on Theorem as well as various symmetric
properties of log X given in Theorem

Proof. By Theorem it is enough to show that if M has rationally dependent cusp
shapes and the two cusps of M are not SGI each other, then X is defined by equations

given in ([5.1)).
Since X°* = (), by Theorem X is foliated by maximal anomalous subvarieties
contained in

U angH.
gEZH
Let H be defined by

MOIE MO LY =1, MELP2MERLe =1, (5.2)
By changing basis if necessary, we assume (5.2)) is of the following form
MULMMS LS =1, MPMg? = 1.
Then X N H is locally biholomorphic to
aiul + bivr + crus + divg =0,  asuy + coug = 0.

If X NgH is an anomalous subvariety of X’ for infinitely many g € Zg, equivalently, the
following equations

arur + b1vr + crug + diva = &1, agur + caup = &2

define a 1-dimensional complex manifold for infinitely many &1,&> € C. Thus there exists
a holomorphic function A such that

a1uy + bivy 4+ crug + dyve = h(a2u1 + CQUQ). (53)
If by = 0 (resp. di = 0), then one can easily check that d; = 0 (resp. b = 0) and
aiul + crug = m(agul + Cg’u,z)

for some m € Q\{0}. But this contradicts the fact that H is an algebraic subgroup of
dimension 2. Without loss of generality, we assume b1, d; # 0. Now we claim

Claim 5.2.
(c2,a2) = m(by, dy)
for some m € Q\{0}.

Proof of the claim. Let h(t) in (5.3)) be defined by Y52, e;t*~1 and so

21—1
ai1uy + bivr + crug + divg = E ei(agul + CQUQ) v

=1
©° 2i—1 2% — 1 ) . . (5'4)
i=1 j=0 J
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By Theorem since the degree of u; (resp. u;4+1) in every term of v; is odd (resp. even),
we split ([5.4]) as follows:

0 2i—2 2 — 1
=1\ 2i-1-j 5 2i-1-j j
ajuy + byvg = g e g ( _ )a2 Tdul™ ) |,
i=1

. J
7=0,even
9.9
0o 2i—2 2 1 ( )
— Qi i %—l—d 4
clug + divg = Z e E ( . >C2l Ja%u; Juj1 .
i=1 j=0,even J

109 109
Since 290, = v; and 290 = vg by Theorem we get
1 1 20— 1\ o9i_1—i i 92— 4 1 1 20—1\ 917 1 2i-1 1
b12i—jei< j >a2Z I dul "l = d12i—lei< l >c§z labui=hyb (5.6)
for all 7, 7,1 such that j +1 = 2i (> 4) from (5.5). Now (5.6) implies

1 1 20— 1Y\ 9515 11 20 =1\ 914
1 == i
b12i—j< j >a2 2T hn—\ 1 )2 ™

1/2:—1 1/2i—1
= - ‘ dica =~ bras
l J J l

1 (2i—1) 1 (20— 1)
[ 12— 1— 2T i n@i— 1=
1 1 1 1
—-—————dico==-——0b
L — M2 T G — e
— dlcQ = blag.
This completes the proof of the claim. O

By Theorem since the degree of u; (resp. uz) in each term of vg is even (resp. odd),
(5.4) implies

[e.o]

aruq + bivy — cqug — djvg = Z ei(agul — CQUQ)QZ'il = h(agul — CQUQ). (57)
i=1

Let C:= XN (My = Ly = 1) and C’ be the image of C under the following transformation:
M= MMLbh ) L) = M2,
By projecting onto the first two coordinates if necessary, we consider C’ as an algebraic
curve in C2(:= (M{, L})). Let f(M{, L}) = 0 be the defining equation of C’, which is, near
(1,1), locally biholomorphic to
Vi = h(uy)

where v} :=log M{,v] :=log L. Then (5.3)) (resp. (5.7)) is equivalent to

FIMP LM LI M2 MS2) =0 (vesp. f(M{MLY My Ly™ MM, ) = 0).  (5.8)

Since v; and vy are determined by (5.3)) and , X is defined by the two equations in
(5.8)- O
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5.2. Zilber-Pink conjecture (Proof of Theorem [1.7)

Finally we prove our last main result Theorem in this subsection. Before proving it,
we first quote a couple of theorems needed in the proof.

Theorem 5.3. Let M be a 1-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold and X be its holonomy variety.
Then X°* # () and the height of
XNH

1s uniformly bounded for any algebraic subgroup H of dimension 1. Moreover, X contains
only finitely many torsion points.

Proof. See Theorems 3.10-11 in [6] for the first statement. The last one follows from
Theorem [1.2| O

The following is Lemma 8.1 in [I].

Theorem 5.4 (Bombieri-Masser-Zannier). Let X' be an algebraic variety in G™ of dimen-
sion k < n—1 defined over Q and X' be the complement of torsion anomalous subvarieties
of X. Then for any B > 0 there are at most finitely many points P in X**(Q) N H,_k_1
with h(P) < B where H,_;_1 is the set of algebraic subgroups of dimension n—k—1 and
h(P) is the height of P.

Also recall the following theorem of Maurin [9] mentioned earlier in Section

Theorem 5.5 (Maurin). Let C be an algebraic curve defined over Q and Hz be the set of
all the algebraic subgroups of codimension 2. If Ho N C is not finite, then C is contained
i an algebraic subgroup.

Now we prove Theorem

Theorem Let M be a 2-cusped hyperbolic 3-manifold and X be its holonomy va-
riety. Then the Zilber-Pink conjecture is true for X.

Proof. First note that X is not contained in an algebraic subgroup by Theorem 3.10 in [6].
To prove the theorem, it is enough to show that X has only finitely many 1-dimensional
torsion anomalous subvarieties and, possibly except for finitely many, most torsion anoma-
lous points of X are lying over those 1-dimensional torsion anomalous subvarieties.
(1) Suppose X% # (Z)H We first assume X’ contains infinitely many torsion anomalous
points. More precisely, let { H;};c7 be a family of infinitely many different algebraic
subgroups of dimension 1 such that

XNH; #0
for each ¢ € Z. Then
|J x°*n H;
i€l
is a finite set by Theorem and thus, except for those finitely many, almost all
of
Jaxnm (5.9)
€L

126ince X is an algebraic surface, X°* # ) implies X has only finitely many 1-dimensional anomalous
subvarieties and they are all maximal.
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are all contained in anomalous subvarieties of X.

Let K be an algebraic coset such that X N K is an anomalous subvariety of X
containing infinitely many points in . We claim X N K is a torsion anomalous
subvariety of X. Since XN K is an algebraic curve in G* intersecting with infinitely
many 1-dimensional algebraic subgroups H;, there exists an algebraic subgroup H
such that

XNKCH (5.10)
by Maurin’s theorem. Let H be an algebraic subgroup of the smallest dimension
satisfying (5.10]). If there exists H; (¢ € Z) such that dim(H; N H) = 0 and
XNH; C K,then XN H; (= HN H;) is torsion and thus K is a torsion algebraic
coset. Now suppose dim(H; N H) =1 for all i € Z. Projecting onto H, we regard

XNKNH (5.11)
as an algebraic curve in GY™# (= H). Since (5.11)) intersects with infinitely many
H;NH, if

dim H; + dim(X N K) < dim H,
there exists an algebraic subgroup H' (C H) satisfying

XNKcCH

by Maurin’s theorem again. However this contradicts the assumption on H. There-
fore
2=dimH; +dim(X N K) > dim H
and so either dim H =1 or 2.
(a) Suppose dim H = 1.
(i) If dim(X N H) =1, then
XNK=XNH
and thus X N K is a torsion anomalous subvariety of X.
(ii) If dim(X' N H) = 0, then it X N H is a set of finite points, contradicting
the fact that it contains infinitely many X N H;.

(b) If dimH = 2, as X ¢ H (by Theorem 3.10 in [6]) and X N H; C X N H for
infinitely many 4, we get dim (X N H) = 1. That is,

XNK=XnNH,

implying X N K is a torsion anomalous subvariety of X.
(2) Now we assume X% = ().
(a) First suppose two cusp of M are SGI each other and so X is defined by
fi(My, L1) =0, fa(Ma, L2) =0
where f;(M;, L;) = 0 is the defining equation of X N (M; = L; = 1). Then
every anomalous subvariety of X is either
(fi(My1,L1) =0)N (Ma = &1, Ly = o)
or
(My = &1, Ly = &2) N (fa(Ma, L2) = 0)

for some &1,& € C.
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(i) Let {H;};cz be a family of infinitely many 2-dimensional algebraic sub-
groups such that {X¥' N H;};c7 are anomalous subvarieties of X'. For each
1, there exist &;1, &2 € C such that

XN H; = (fi(M,L1) =0) N (Ma = &1, Lo = £2:) (5.12)
or
XN H; = (My =&, L1 = &) N (fa(Ma, Le) = 0).

Without loss of generality, we assume the first case and H; is defined
by

ML MEH LS = 1,
Zgi 221' 2622' 221' (513)
M@z b Mg L = 1.
(A) Suppose ciidy; — c2idy; # 0.
o If ay;bo; — agiby; # 0, then H; N (My = &4, Lo = &2;) is
i 7b1i¢c1i¢dr
Mfl L11 ﬁ 21'1 =4 (5 14)

ML = 1,
and so Mj, L, are also constants, which contradicts the fact
dim(X N H;) = 1.

o If ay;00;—a9;b1; = 0, without loss of generality, we further assume

(5.13) is of the form:
M{L“ LI{MMQC“Lg“ =1,

‘ . (5.15)
ML = 1.
If ay; 75 0 or by; 75 0, then H; N (M2 =&, Lo = 521) is
Mo b C;igd;i =1,
1 1 12 21 (5.16)
C2ig¢dai _
1i 52¢ ’

and so
XNH;N (M =&, Lo = &)

is a set of points, again contradicting the assumption that it is 1-
dimensional. Thus a1; = b1; = 0 and &5, &9; in are torsion
numbers. By Theorem [5.3] as there are only finitely many torsion
points in fo(Ma, Le) = 0, it is concluded that

UJxnH,
i€l
is a family of finitely many torsion anomalous subvarieties of X.
(B) If c1ida; — coidi; = 0, we simply assume ((5.13)) is of the following
form:
M{luLliuMQCliLgu =1,
ML =1
Since M, Ly are constants on
(fi(My, Ly) = 0) N (M2 L2 = 1),
40
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we conclude
XNH;N (M = &4, Ly = &24)

is O-dimensional, which is a contradiction.
(ii) Suppose {H;};c7 are infinitely many algebraic subgroups of dimension
1 such that

XN H; #0

for each i € Z. Without loss of generality, by applying Gauss elimination
if necessary, we further assume H; is defined by

ML = 1,
L Mg L3 =1,
ML = 1.
If
Py = (&4, €21, €315 §i) € X N H;,
since
(&34, &4i) € (f2(Ma, Lo) =0)N (MQ%LZ& =1),

the height of (£3;,&4;) is uniformly bounded by Theorem Similarly,
the height of (£14, £24) is also uniformly bounded. By Theorem|5.4} possi-
bly except for finitely many, { P, };c7 are contained in torsion anomalous
subvarieties of X. As shown above, X has only finitely many torsion
anomalous subvarieties, so it is finally concluded

UXmm
€L

is contained in finitely many torsion anomalous subvarieties of X' except
for finitely many elements of it.
(b) If two cusps of M are not SGI each other, by Theorem there exists a
polynomial f(z,y) = 0 such that X is defined by

FIMPLYMSLS, M M3™) = 0, f(M{ LY M, Ly %, M{" M, ™) = 0. (5.18)
Let
M = M{LYMSLY, LY = MM, My .= M{LYMy Ly, Ly = MMM, ™.
Then becomes
f(Mg,LY) =0, f(Mj,Ly) =0, (5.19)

and so the problem is reduced to the previous case.
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