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THE VOLUME OF A DIVISOR AND CUSP
EXCURSIONS OF GEODESICS IN HYPERBOLIC
MANIFOLDS

SIMION FILIP, JOHN LESIEUTRE, AND VALENTINO TOSATTI

ABSTRACT. We give a complete description of the behavior of the
volume function at the boundary of the pseudoeffective cone of cer-
tain Calabi—Yau complete intersections known as Wehler N-folds.
We find that the volume function exhibits a pathological behavior
when N > 3, we obtain examples of a pseudoeffective R-divisor D
for which the volume of D + sA, with s small and A ample, oscil-
lates between two powers of s, and we deduce the sharp regularity
of this function answering a question of Lazarsfeld. We also show
that h°(X, |[mD| + A) displays a similar oscillatory behavior as m
increases, showing that several notions of numerical dimensions of
D do not agree and disproving a conjecture of Fujino. We accom-
plish this by relating the behavior of the volume function along a
segment to the visits of a corresponding hyperbolic geodesics to
the cusps of a hyperbolic manifold.

1. Introduction

1.1. The volume function

1.1.1. Volume of divisors. Let X" be a smooth projective variety
over C, and D a Cartier divisor on X. As shown by Lazarsfeld [Laz04,
§2.2.C], its volume

h° (X, mD
vol(D) = lim sup (X, mD)

— = € R,
m——+oo m”/n -

is a numerical invariant, which thus descends to a function defined on
the Néron-Severi group N'(X) of divisors modulo numerical equiva-
lence. The limsup is actually a limit, and divisors with positive volume
are called big. The volume of a nef divisor D is simply equal to its
selfintersection (D™).

The volume function is homogeneous of degree n, so its definition can
naturally be extended to Q-divisors, and Lazarsfeld [Laz04, Theorem

2.2.44] showed that the resulting volume function on N*'(X)gq is locally
1
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Lipschitz, hence it extends to a continuous function
vol : NY(X)g — R,

on the real Néron-Severi group of R-divisors modulo numerical equiva-
lence.

1.1.2. Behavior at the pseudoeffective boundary. The volume
function is strictly positive precisely on the big cone Big(X) C N!(X)g,
whose closure is the pseudoeffective cone Eff(X). Thus vol vanishes
on the boundary of Eff(X), and a natural problem (see e.g. [Lehl13,
McC18]) is to understand its order of vanishing. More precisely, given
D € 0Big(X) a pseudoeffective R-divisor with volume zero, and given
an ample divisor A, then D + sA is big for s > 0 and one can ask at
what rate the function

[0,1] 5 s — vol(D + sA),

approaches 0 as s decreases to 0. It was initially believed that this
function should behave asymptotically like s¢ for some positive integer
d, which is what happens when D is nef. This was recently disproved by
the second-named author [Les22], who on a Calabi-Yau 3-fold (which
is a general complete intersection of type (1,1), (1,1), (2,2) in P? x P3)
constructed a pseudoeffective R-divisor D such that

Cls? < vol(D + sA) < C's?,

for all s > 0 small and for some C' > 0 (see also [CP21, HS22, HSYn22,
Yn22] for other recent papers that apply the method of [Les22] to other
examples). He and McCleerey [McC18, Questions 4.1 and 4.2] then
raised the question whether we always have

(1.1.3) C~1s* < vol(D + sA) < Cs*,
for some a € R+, or at the very least whether the limit
1 (D + sA
(1.1.4) lipy 108 VOILD & 54).
510 log s
exists.

1.2. Growth of sections

1.2.1. Titaka dimension. Given a Cartier divisor D, a fundamental
result (see e.g. [Laz04, Corollary 2.1.38]) is that the growth rate of
hO(X,mD),m > 1, is polynomial, at least for m sufficiently divisible,
namely either h%(X,mD) = 0 for all m > 1, or else there exists C' > 0
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and an integer 0 < k < n (known as the litaka dimension of D), such
that for all m > 1 sufficiently divisible we have

C'm" < h°(X,mD) < Cm".

In fact a much more precise result, due to Kaveh-Khovanskii [KK12],
shows that in this case the ratio h°(X, mD)/m" converges to a positive
finite limit as m sufficiently divisible goes to 4o0.

1.2.2. R-divisors. If D is more generally an R-divisor, one can still
consider the space of sections using round-downs, thus looking at
hO(X,|mD]). Nakayama [Nak04] discovered that to have better nu-
merical properties it is convenient to twist this by an ample divisor A,
and consider the growth rate of

hO(X,|mD]| + A).

It was initially hoped that this growth might also be polynomial in
m [Nak04, Leh13, Eck16], which is indeed the case when D is nef
[Nak04, Proposition V.2.7]. However, the aforementioned example by
the second-named author [Les22] shows that this is not the case in
general: the pseudoeffective R-divisor D that he constructs satisfies

C'm?? < WX, |mD| + A) < Cm?/?,

for some C' > 0 and all m sufficiently large.

Although this growth rate is not polynomial, it is not too far removed,
and a natural question posed in [Les22, Remark 5] asks whether given
any pseudoeffective R-divisor D and sufficiently ample divisor A we
always have

(1.2.3) C'm* < hY(X, |[mD| + A) < Cm?,

for some o € R+, some C' > 0 and all m sufficiently large.

1.3. The main result

Our main result shows that all the above expectations (1.1.3), (1.1.4),
(1.2.3) fail.

1.3.1. Theorem (Oscillation of volume). For every N > 3 there exists
a smooth Calabi—Yau N-fold X such that given any real number
6 € [1, 5] there exists a pseudoeffective R-divisor D with vol(D) = 0
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FIGURE 1.3.6. Volume on the Wehler 3-fold

so that given any sufficiently ample divisor A we have

log vol(D + sA)

(1.3.2) lim inf =4,
50 log s
(133) lim sup log vol(D + sA) _N
o s10 log s 2’
log h(X D+ A
(1.3.4) lim sup og (X, [mD] + 4) =N -,
m—00 logm
(1.3.5) lim jnf 8P ImDI+4) N
o m—00 logm 2

The manifolds X in Theorem 1.3.1 are Calabi—Yau manifolds known
as Wehler manifolds [Weh88], which are general hypersurfaces in (P1)N+1
of degree (2,2,...,2). We will use some basic results about these man-
ifolds which were proved by Cantat-Oguiso [CO15].

Figure 1.3.6 is a numerical plot of the volume of D;+ sA on a Wehler
3-fold, where the variable s € [0, 1] is plotted going “into” the picture,
the t variable is the horizontal axis, and D, parametrizes a family of
pseudoeffective R-divisors with volume zero. For the values of ¢t where
Dy is a Q-divisor, vol(D;+sA) grows linearly but with different slopes as
t varies, while in between these “hills” of linear growth one sees “valleys”
of slower growth like s3. In this case, the divisors D constructed by
Theorem 1.3.1 (with § = 1) are such that D + sA encounters infinitely
many of such hills, and infinitely many of such valleys.

The fact that the limsup of volume (and lim inf of h°) appearing in
Theorem 1.3.1 equal N/2 is, as it turns out, a general feature of the
examples were consider:
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1.3.7. Theorem (Limits for every divisor). Suppose that X is a general
Wehler example Calabi-Yau N-fold. Then for every pseudoeffective
R-divisor D in the boundary of Eff(X) there ezists an integer s(D) €

{0,...,N —2} and a real 6(D) € [1, (N - s(D))} such that

(1.3.8) lim inf 108 YOD £ 54) _ 5
o 510 log s ’

(13.9) lim sup log vol(D + sA) _N- s(D)
e 510 log s 2 ’

0
(1.3.10) lim sup log (X, [mD] + A) =N -,
m—00 logm

(13.11) lim inf log h°(X, [mD] + A) _ N+s(D)

o m—00 logm 2 '

This result is a paraphrasing of Theorem 3.2.5 below, combined with
the estimates in Section 6 allowing us to analyze the behavior of h° in
terms of vol.

1.4. Regularity of the volume function

1.4.1. C! differentiability. We now discuss a consequence of Theo-
rem 1.3.1 to the regularity of the volume function on the pseudoeffective
cone of X. As mentioned earlier, in [Laz04, Theorem 2.2.44] Lazars-
feld proved that the volume function vol : N'(X)g — Rs is locally
Lipschitz continuous, strictly positive in the big cone Big(X) and zero
on its complement. More regularity was obtained by Boucksom-Favre-
Jonsson [BFJ09] and Lazarsfeld-Mustata [LM09] who proved that vol is
C! differentiable on the big cone, and in general not C? [Laz04, Example
2.2.46]. The same C! differentiability statement was proved by Witt
Nystrom [WN19] for the volume function on HY(X,R) D N'(X)g
(as defined by Boucksom [Bou02] using analysis) in the cone of big
(1,1)-classes, and it is conjectured to hold for general compact Kahler
manifolds [BDPP13].

1.4.2. Higher regularity. The question of further regularity of the
volume function has been highlighted for example in [Laz04, Remark
2.2.52] and [ELM™05, Conjecture 2.18]. In private conversations with
the third-named author in 2015, Lazarsfeld asked whether vol enjoys
better regularity at the boundary of the pseudoeffective cone, and
more precisely whether given any pseudoeffective R-divisor D with
vol(D) = 0 and any ample A the function s +— vol(D + sA) is smooth
or even real analytic for s € [0,¢) for some € > 0 (which is of course
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the case when D is nef). As a corollary to Theorem 1.3.1 we show that
this is not the case, and find its sharp regularity:

1.4.3. Corollary. Let X be as in Theorem 1.53.1, and let D be a pseu-
doeffective R-divisor given by that theorem setting 6 = 1. Then the
function

s — vol(D + sA),

defined for s € [0,1] is C* differentiable on [0,1] but it is not C* on
[0,¢) for any € > 0 and any a > 0.

Of course this implies that vol is also not C** at (the numerical class
of) D when viewed as a function on Eff(X) or on all of N(X)g.

In our result the lack of higher regularity happens at the boundary
of the big cone, so it is natural to ask about the optimal regularity
(in general) of the volume function inside the big cone. As mentioned
above, vol is known to be C! in Big(X), and on the blowup of P? at a
point it is C* in Big(X) but not C?, see [Laz04, Example 2.2.46).

1.4.4. Question. Is there 0 < o < 1 such that for any smooth projec-
tive variety X, the volume function is C’llo’g on Big(X)? If yes, what
is the supremum of such a?

As far as we are aware, in all the known examples where vol can be
computed explicitly, it is always piecewise analytic (and often piecewise
polynomial, e.g. on toric manifolds and on surfaces), see [BKS04] and
the discussion in [ELM™05, Conjecture 2.18]. Since a piecewise analytic
C'! function is C’llo’i , this suggests that the answer to Question 1.4.4 may
be affirmative, with a = 1.

1.5. Numerical dimensions

We discuss next some applications of Theorem 1.3.1 to the study of
notions of numerical dimensions of pseudoeffective R-divisors. For a
nef R-divisor D the classical notion of numerical dimension is

(1.5.1) v(D) = max{k € N | (D*) # 0 in H**(X,R)},

and a natural extension of (1.5.1) to general pseudoeffective R-divisors
was proposed by [BDPP13]:

vgppp (D) = max{k € N | (D*) # 0 in H**(X,R)},

where (-) denotes the positive intersection product [BDPP13, BFJ09],
which they also show agrees with (1.5.1) when D is nef. However, as
observed by Nakayama [Nak04], there are a number of other possible
definitions that one can propose.



VOLUME AND CUSP EXCURSIONS IN HYPERBOLIC GEODESICS 7

1.5.2. Nakayama’s r,. We recall here Nakayama’s definitions [Nak04,
V.2.5]: given a pseudoeffective R-divisor D and a sufficiently ample
divisor A he defined

%X, |mD]+ A
/@U(D):max{k:GN limsuph ( ’Lka+ ) >O},
m——4oo m
OX,|mD]+ A
ﬁ;(D):maX{kEN liminfh( ’Lka+ )>O},
m——+00 m

0
kF (D) = min {k € N | limsup WX, \mD] + A) < oo} :

m—»—+o00 mk

Clearly k(D) < k(D) < k} (D). Nakayama showed [Nak04, V.2.7]
that these notions are all equal when D is nef, and asked whether
these are all equal in general [Nak04, Problem, p.184]. The aforemen-
tioned example by the second-named author [Les22] satisfies k(D) =
ko (D) =1,kF (D) = 2, so kI is not necessarily equal to k.

1.5.3. Real number extensions. Furthermore, one can define real
numbers k57(D) < k¥(D) < x®T(D) with the same definitions as
above but allowing & € R and replacing max/min with sup/inf (see
e.g. [Les22, CP21]). Generalizing Nakayama’s question, it is natural
to then ask whether one always has

kg (D) = t55(D) = 15,7 (D).

o

This does hold in the second-named author’s example [Les22], where
all these numbers are equal to %

Lastly, following [Leh13, Eck16] we define one more type of numerical
dimension by

Wol(D) = max{k € N|Je > 0s.t. vol(D+tA) > ct" % for all t > 0}.
In all previously known examples it was the case that
VVOI(D) = K:O'(D)7

and the second-named author asked in [Les22, Remark 8] whether this
always holds. We can also ask a similar question for the “real numbers”
versions of these (where vX,(D) is defined in the obvious way).

Our examples show that in general x_ is not equal to x, either, that

Vyol # Ko, and similarly for the “real numbers” versions of these:

1.5.4. Corollary. Let X and D be as in Corollary 1.4.3. Then we
have

(155)  ro(D) = VZJ . ke(D)>N-2 kHD)=N -1,
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(1.5.6) ke (D) = 5 ke(D) = ket (D)= N — 1,
(15.7) D)= |5 ] D) =5

The reader is referred to [CP21] for a recent overview of general
inequalities relating these (and more) different notions of numerical
dimensions, including examples (based on [Les22|) showing that vgppp
is also in general different from vy, and from k, [CP21, Example 4.2].

1.5.8. A conjecture of Fujino. On a related note, motivated by the
second-named author’s results in [Les22], Fujino posed the following
conjecture [Fuj20, Conjecture 1.4]:

1.5.9. Conjecture. Let X be a smooth projective variety over C, and
D a pseudoeffective R-divisor on X. Then there exist mg > 1,¢ > 0
and an ample divisor A such that for all m sufficiently large we have

(1.5.10) KX, |lmmoD| + A) > em" (D).

Again as a corollary of Theorem 1.3.1 we will see that this conjecture
fails:

1.5.11. Corollary. Conjecture 1.5.9 does not hold on any Wehler N -
fold, N > 5.

1.6. Ildea of proof

Hyperbolic manifolds. The analysis of the volume function is facili-
tated by the fact that it is invariant under pseudo-automorphisms of X
and Wehler examples admit a large group of these, namely PsAut(X)
is equal to the free product W of N + 1 copies of Z/2. It was observed
by Cantat-Oguiso [CO15] that W preserves a quadratic form of signa-
ture (1, N) on the Néron—Severi group of X. One can then consider
the action of W on the corresponding hyperbolic space HY and form
the quotient, a hyperbolic manifold M := H”" /W which is of infinite
volume as soon as N > 3. The group and manifold are nevertheless
geometrically finite and we have a “convex core” M C M, see §2.3
for these notions. Furthermore, M is not compact but rather admits
a decomposition into a compact subset and finitely many cusps, see
§4.2. Additionally, the complement M\ M consists of infinite-volume
“funnels”.

Hyperbolic geodesics. Similarly to [FT23], our analysis proceeds by
associating to a path of divisors D + sA with s € [0, 1] a hyperbolic
geodesic v; on the manifold M, and vice-versa. When D is on the
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boundary, this leads to an infinite geodesic ray so t € [tg, +00). The
behavior of the volume function is then naturally related to the behavior
of the geodesic: large values of the volume correspond to deep excursions
into a cusp. With this principle understood, it is immediate to produce
hyperbolic geodesics along which the volume oscillates as desired in
Theorem 1.3.1.

Furthermore, every infinite to one side geodesic ray in M is either
recurrent (returns infinitely often to a compact part) or eventually
goes out into a cusp. This dichotomy is, in particular, responsible for
Theorem 1.3.7: when the geodesic goes into a cusp, the calculation of
volume is explicit, while in the recurrent case it always achieves low
values along a subsequence.

Inductive structure. The above outline applies to divisors D such
that the associated hyperbolic geodesic is confined to M. To analyze
an arbitrary D, we introduce in Theorem 2.4.2 a “divergent-recurrent”
decomposition of D = D, + D, that reduces the analysis of the volume
function along D + sA to that along D, + sA, which in turn is related
to a recurrent geodesic ray in M.

Specifically, D, is a divisor whose associated hyperbolic geodesic
ray stays in M, while Dy is the W-image of a linear combination of
hyperplane sections. The geodesic ray associated to Dy leaves M and
goes out into a “funnel” of M \ M, but along which the behavior
of volume (and its influence on the volume of D) is analyzed by an
elementary calculation. The precise statement is contained in Theo-
rem 3.2.5.

Scaling. By construction, the volume function of an N-fold is N-
homogeneous, namely vol(AB) = A" vol(B). When passing between
linear paths D + sA and hyperbolic geodesics 7;, the scaling of volume
has to be taken into account and it is interesting to note that N/2
appears as the natural symmetry point.

Cone Conjecture. It is expected [Mor93, Kaw97, LOP18] that Calabi—
Yau manifolds have large groups of (pseudo-)automorphisms which
control their pseudoeffective cones, in particular have a finite-sided
polyhedral fundamental domain. In cases where such a property holds,
we expect that the methods of this paper can be used to analyze the
behavior of volume for all points on the boundary as well.
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2. Notation and the basic objects

Outline of section. In this section we introduce some notation for
the basic objects of interest, which include various positive cones in the
cohomology of a Wehler N-fold, and give a decomposition of points
on the boundary of the big cone as a sum of a “divergent” part and a
“recurrent” part in Theorem 2.4.2.

2.1. Wehler manifolds

Throughout this paper, X will denote a Wehler N-fold, N > 2, which is
a general hypersurface in (P1)V*! of degree (2,2,...,2). By adjunction
we see that X is Calabi—Yau. It is important to keep in mind that the
case N = 2, where X is then a K3 surface, behaves differently from
the case N > 3.

X has N + 1 projections to (PY)Y, by forgetting one of the factors,
which are all ramified 2 : 1 covers, and we let 0;,0 < i < N, be the
birational covering involutions of X. Since X is Calabi—Yau, these are
pseudo-automorphisms of X, i.e. isomorphisms in codimension 1. In
particular, each o; acts on N'(X)g by pulling back divisors. Further-
more, thanks to [CO15, Theorem 1.3|, the birational automorphism
group of X is isomorphic to the free product W of N + 1 copies of Z/2,
generated by 0;,0 <4 < N. The Néron-Severi group N'(X) is of rank
N + 1, generated by the restriction of the N + 1 hyperplane classes
from the P! factors.

2.2. Bases and some cones

2.2.1. Setup. We take N > 2 for this discussion, with the caveat that
when N = 2 some of the faces in Proposition 2.3.6 consist of one vector
only and the algebro-geometric interpretation of the cones in §2.2.11 is
a bit different as well. Note that our notation follows Cantat—Oguiso
[CO15] but uses w; instead of the ¢; for the dual basis.
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2.2.2. Basis of hyperplane sections. Let wy,...,wy € N'(X) be
the basis given by the hyperplane sections. The quadratic form intro-
duced by Cantat-Oguiso is, up to dividing by 2(N — 1), given by the
following bilinear form (see [CO15, §2.2.3]):

(2.2.3) (wipwi) = —(N=2) ¥
<wi7wj> =1 VZ#‘]
It is nondegenerate of signature (1, V).

2.2.4. Duals to hyperplane sections. Let ag,...,ay € N'(X) be
defined by

Q=W+ Wil — W Wi+ FwN
U= Wy + s + WwnN

so that:
;= U — 2(,01‘
Then we have (w;,a;) = 2(N — 1)d;; and {a;} are (up to a factor)
the basis dual with respect to the bilinear form. We have the basic
identities:

(aj,0;) = =2(N —1) < 0and (o, ;) =2(N—1)>0 i#j.
Furthermore (u,u) = 2(N + 1) while (u,w;) = 2.

(2.2.5)

2.2.6. The reflections. We will make use of the following involutions
on N'(X), which clearly preserve the bilinear form as they are given
by orthogonal reflections in «;:

(v, a;)

oi(v) :=v+ N % Ot explicitly:
(2.2.7) (w, oy
oi(wj) = e
w; +2a; ifi=7j

Let W C O(N'(X)) be the group generated by the reflections {o;}.
These N + 1 generators satisfy no relations other than o? = 1 so we
have that W = Z/2 % --- % Z/2. These reflections coincide with the
action by pullback of the covering birational involutions of X discussed
in §2.1, see [CO15, Theorem 3.3].

2.2.8. Cones and Duality. We will be interested in several convex
cones inside N'(X); a cone will refer to any subset invariant under
scaling by R.g. Our cones will always be properly convex, meaning
that they are convex and do not contain any line through the origin.
Recall that for any cone £ C N'(X), its dual £* C N'(X) with
respect to the bilinear form consists of all vectors v such that (v, t) >



12 SIMION FILIP, JOHN LESIEUTRE, AND VALENTINO TOSATTI

0,Vt € L. Note also that with this definition, the dual of a cone is
always closed, even if the original wasn’t. The closure of a cone £ (or
any other subset) will be denoted by £. The Hahn-Banach theorem
implies that £** = L.

2.2.9. The basic simplicial cones. Denote by A the open cone in
N'(X) spanned by the {w;}, i.e. consisting of all vectors 3°; r;w; with
z; > 0. Let also C denote the open cone in N*(X) spanned by the
classes {a;}, i.e. consisting of all vectors Y, z;a; with x; > 0. Then its
closure C is dual to A.

2.2.10. The Tits and minimal cones. Consider the cone T := WA,
which is neither open nor closed. In the literature on Coxeter groups,
this is also called the Tits cone, hence the reason for denoting it by
T. The closure of the Tits cone T is a properly convex, closed, and
W-invariant cone and furthermore maximal with these properties by
[DGK*21, Prop. 4.1].

Conversely, let CH denote the dual of 7. This is necessarily a closed
cone, and is furthermore minimal among closed W-invariant properly
convex cones (since 7 is maximal) and hence contained in 7.

2.2.11. Algebro-Geometric dictionary. Let us recall (see §2.1) that
if X is a Wehler N-fold, then the reflections o; are given by the action
in N'(X) of pseudo-automorphisms (denoted by the same symbols) of
X; we let PsAut(X) denote the group of pseudo-automorphisms of X.

We also have the following interpretations of our cones in terms of
the geometry of X, assuming N > 3 (see [CO15, §3.4] for the case
N =2):

e The open cone A is the ample cone of X while its closure A is
the nef cone of X, by [CO15, Thm. 1.3, Thm. 3.1(2)].

e The cone 7 is the movable effective cone of X, by [CO15,
Thm. 1.3(3), Thm. 4.1(3)].

2.2.12. Proposition (The pseudoeffective and big cones).

(i) The closure T coincides with the pseudoeffective cone of X.
(ii) The interior of T coincides with the big cone of X.

Proof. Both the pseudoeffective and the big cone are PsAut (X )-invariant,
and the first is closed while the second is open. Furthermore the first
contains A while the second one contains A. It follows that the pseu-
doeffective cone contains 7 while the big cone contains the interior of

T.
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Since T is the maximal properly convex closed W-invariant cone (by

§2.2.10) it follows that the preceding containments are in fact equalities.
O

Let us end by remarking that the classes «; from §2.2.4 do not
have any (apparent to us) meaning in terms of the geometry of X.
Specifically, since {a;} is the basis dual to {w;} for the ad hoc quadratic
form, it would be interesting to understand if there is some natural way
to associate a curve class to each w; so as to define the quadratic form
geometrically.

2.3. Some further cones and some dynamics

We keep the notation from the preceding paragraph.

2.3.1. Projectivization. For a subset Q C N'(X) we will denote
by [Q] C PN!(X) its image inside the real projectivized Néron—Severi
group. When dealing with cones, we will work exclusively with properly
convex ones, so that the cone can be recovered from its projectivization
uniquely, up to a choice of connected component which will always be
the one intersecting the big cone. B

Additionally, given a set R C PN'(X), we will denote by R its
preimage intersected with the closure of the Tits cone. In particular, in
all the situations we consider we’ll have for Q@ C N'(X) that Q = [Q].
When speaking of the convez hull of a set X C PN'(X), we will always
understand this as the convex hull of X , projectivized.

2.3.2. Hyperbolic space. Let H denote the connected component
of vectors satisfying (v,v) > 0 that intersects A. Then H is an open
cone, with closure denoted H. Denote by H' C H the hyperboloid of
unit-norm vectors, it provides a model for hyperbolic N-space. The
projectivization [H] is naturally in bijection with #H!.

2.3.3. Limit set. Denote by A C 9[H] = {W} \ [H] the limit set of
the group W. By definition, A is the set of accumulation points of an
orbit W - [v] for some [v] € [H]; it is independent of the choice of such

[v]. Furthermore, it is the smallest closed W-invariant set in 0[H], see
[Rat19, §12.2] for all these assertions.

2.3.4. Convex hull of limit set. Recall from §2.2.10 that CH denoted
the dual of 7 and was the smallest closed properly convex W-invariant
cone. Furthermore, by [DGK*21, Prop. 2.6] or [Ben00, Prop. 3.1] we
have that CH is the convex hull of the (deprojectivized) limit set A. We
will denote by CH the interior of CH. Following [Rat19, §12.4, p. 634]
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but with some license, we will refer to CH NH' as the “convex core” of
the group W.

Note also that we have the sequence of W-invariant cones CH C H C
T which is exchanged by duality, in particular H is its own dual.

2.3.5. Fundamental domains. We already know from §2.2.10 that A
is a fundamental domain for W acting on 7. To obtain the fundamental
domain on H, we simply intersect A with H.

Set now F := CNA, where recall that C was the cone dual to 4. Then
by [DGK™21, Thm. 5.2] we have that F := F NH is the fundamental
domain for the W-action on CH. Note also that both of C and A are
simplicial cones (i.e. the vertices give a basis of the ambient vector
space).

For ease of notation, from now on we will denote

[N]:={0,...,N}.

2.3.6. Proposition (Convex core fundamental domain properties).
Suppose that N > 3. Define the vectors

wy; = (wo+ - +wn) — (wi +wj)

for all two-element subsets {i,j} C [N], for a total of (N;d).

(i) The vectors Wy are isotropic and span all the extremal rays of

F.
(ii) The cone F has 2(N + 1) faces of codimension 1:

Fi = Rxg-span of {ws: k ¢ {i,j}} k=0...N
Fo = Rxg-span of {wg: ked{i,j}} k=0...N

(iii) The face Fy, is contained in wi- and ?@ is contained in ai .

In particular, the reflection oy fixes pointwise ‘727 while o; for
i # k keeps Fy in the hyperplane wit.
We will make use of the above statements and notation when N = 2
as well, the only caveat is that F, is not a face but an extremal ray of
the fundamental domain.
We will also refer to Fj as a divergent face and ?E as recurrent face.
This is not standard terminology, but will be useful to keep track of
other structures.

Proof. Tt is a direct calculation that wy; Is isotropic. It also follows from
the definition of F as the intersection of C and A that it has at most
2(N +1) faces of codimension 1, as it is given by the 2(/N + 1) equations

{v: (a;,v) >0, {w;,v) >0 i=0...N}.



VOLUME AND CUSP EXCURSIONS IN HYPERBOLIC GEODESICS 15

It is also immediate to compute from the definitions that the vectors
w5 belong to the listed hyperplanes:

(wg,wi) =0 if k ¢ {i, j}
(wy an) =0 if k€ {i,j}

The claim about the action of g; on the faces, and their hyperplanes,
is again immediate from the definition of the reflections.

It remains to verify that the W indeed span extremal rays of F,
and that there are no others. First, observe that Wy belongs to the

intersection of the N +1 hyperplanes w;- for k € [N]\{i,j} and o;", o,
and is in the strictly positive halfspace determined by the remaining
N + 1 equations. This implies that indeed the ray it spans is extremal.

To verify that there are no other extremal rays, suppose there was
one spanned by a vector e # 0. If e € wi for some k then we can
proceed inductively (see also §2.4 for related arguments) and conclude

that it was one of the W If on the other hand it did not belong to any

wit, then it must be in the intersection of at least N hyperplanes a;,

which would imply it agrees with some w; which is a contradiction. [

2.3.7. Parabolic vectors. Any vector that is proportional to a vector
in the W-orbit of any of the W will be called a parabolic vector. Note

that a parabolic vector belongs to W - A, so by the action of a single
element w € W it can be made to belong to A.

On the other hand, it also belongs to the limit set JN\, since wg is
fixed by the two reflections ¢;,0; whose composition is a unipotent
transformation with attracting ray spanned by wg, Le. for any v ¢ w%

we have that
n n—-+o0o .
(0i0;)"[v] = [ws] in PN (X).

2.3.8. Geometric finiteness and recurrence. We record a few basic
properties of the group W and its limit set A. First, the action of W on
hyperbolic space H! has a finite-sided polyhedral fundamental domain,
namely A N H!. Therefore, W is geometrically finite in the sense of
[Rat19, §12.4, pg. 635]. In particular, every point in the limit set is
either conical, or bounded parabolic by [Rat19, Thm. 12.4.5].

A boundary limit point p is conical if for every point a € H!, there
exists a compact set N,, C H' such that the hyperbolic geodesic ray
connecting a to p enters infinitely often the W-orbit of N, ,, see [Rat19,
§12.3, Definition]. It is elementary to check that if we fix a compact
set of the convex core K C H! N CH, then there exists a compact set
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Ny also in the convex core, such that Nx can be used in the definition
of a conical limit point, taking any a € K.

Finally, we recall that a bounded parabolic limit point p (see [Rat19,
§12.3, pg. 618]) is one for which the quotient (A \ {p}) /Staby (p) is
compact.

Let us also note that by [Rat19, Thm. 12.4.4], we have that the only
rays in AN A are precisely the parabolic ones, namely the rays spanned
by the Wy from Proposition 2.3.6.

2.3.9. The structure at the cusp. For future use, we describe also
the structure of F near the ray spanned by wys- The faces to which it
belongs are

e The (N — 1) divergent faces Fy with k € [N]\ {i,7}.

e The 2 recurrent faces F;, 7.
Note, in particular, that F is not simplicial at the ray of W, since
N + 1 faces meet there instead of N. Note also that when N = 2 the
one divergent face is in fact a ray.

To determine which other rays spanned by wg, are adjacent to the

ray of w;;, we note that it should be on at least N — 1 faces from the
above list. This gives the list of vectors

wy with £ € [N]J\{z,j} and  wg with k € [N]\ {1, j}.

2.4. Inductive structure of boundary

Let us fix a point a € F, for definiteness we could take a = >, w; for
example. Our goal is to now give a classification of points p in T
according to how the segment [a, p] crosses different IW-translates of
the fundamental domains A.

2.4.1. Setup. Fix a subset S C [N]. Associated to it we can define

Ag = {szwsz s >0 Vsée S}

seS

Ws:=(0s:VseS)yCcW

So Ag is the interior of a facet of A, while Wy is the subgroup of
W generated by the reflections in S. Additionally, we will denote by
Ag C O [H] the limit set of Wy in the sense of §2.3.3, and its lift to the
vector space will be denoted Ag.

If we abbreviate the complement as S¢:= [N]\ S then the stabilizer
of Ag is Wge. We can now state the main result:
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2.4.2. Theorem (Divergentfrecuirent decomposition of limit points).
Suppose N > 2. For everyp € 0T there exists a unique decomposition

p=pa+tp with pa,p- €T

characterized by the following properties:
(i) There exists a w € W such that if we write
p=w-q PpPg=-W- 44 Pr=wW-(gr

then qq € Ag, with Sq C [N] of mazimal cardinality among all
possible choices of w € W.

(ii) Furthermore, with the same choice of w € W we have that
qr € Ag, where S, C [N] is disjoint from Sq. In particular W,
fizes qq.

Furthermore, if S, is nonempty then |S.| > 3 and if Sy is nonempty
then |Sq| < N — 1.

We will refer to p; and p, as the “divergent” and “recurrent” part of p
respectively.

2.4.3. Remark (On uniqueness).

(i) Since the decomposition in Theorem 2.4.2 is unique, any other
possible choice of w € W differs by a stabilizer of both Ag,
and Ag,. Therefore, w gives a unique coset in W/Wp with
T :=[N]\ (Sq115,).

(ii) The maximality condition on S, is needed because of parabolic
vectors, see §2.3.7. Indeed, W belongs both to the limit set and
to Ain\fij1- Its decomposition resulting from Theorem 2.4.2 is

Wi = Wy + 0
~ =~
Pd Pr
with vanishing recurrent part.

2.4.4. Remark (On extremal rays). Theorem 2.4.2 provides in partic-
ular a description of the extremal rays of 7. Namely, we find that the
extremal rays of 7 are spanned by the w; and their W-orbits, as well as
the (lift of) the limit set of W. However, the decomposition provided
by the Theorem gives further information about the structure of the
boundary.

2.4.5. Base case: N = 2. Since we will prove the statement by
induction, we treat the base case first. We then have that 0T = 0H = A
since the reflection group W is a lattice in this case. There are two
possibilities for a point p € A: either it is parabolic, or not. If p is
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parabolic then we set p = py, in accordance with Remark 2.4.3 above,
and if it is not parabolic then we set p = p,.

2.4.6. Preliminaries for induction. To describe the inductive step,
we introduce some temporary notation. Assume N > 3. We will use
the subscript N for cones that occur in the Néron—Severi group of a
hypersurface of dimension N, and respectively subscript N — 1 for those
of one dimension lower. In addition we will add a ' superscript to objects
corresponding to hypersurfaces of one dimension lower to distinguish
them from analogous ones in one dimension higher. For example, Wiy_y
is a subgroup of Wy; while W[’N_” denotes the corresponding reflection
group in one dimension lower.

We will denote the corresponding vector spaces by Vy and Vi _,
respectively and work with the conformal embedding

wgr—>wz~—l—)\wN 1=0...N—-1

where A is determined from the condition ¢(w)) € wy, i.e. A = 5.

The embedding is almost isometric — it scales the quadratic form by
(N —1)/(N —2). It is also equivariant for the action of W/y_, on V4
and the morphism ¢y : W[’N_”%W[N,H C Winy-

Denote by Ty, Tx_, the corresponding Tits cones. With this prelim-
inary notation, we can now state:

2.4.7. Proposition (Codimension 1 decomposition). Let wy’ denote
the halfspace of vectors in Vi with nonpositive inner product with
WHN -

(i) We have that

TnNwy =6 (’T/NA) -
(ii) Furthermore we have that
TnN wﬁo = Cvz. Hull (RzowN, TnN wﬁ,) )

Proof. The embedding ¢ from §2.4.6 is an isometry of V},_; onto wy
and takes the fundamental domain A to the intersection A N W
From W{y_y-equivariance of the embedding it therefore follows that
o ('TIN_l) is contained inside 7 yNwy;. Furthermore both sets are closed
properly convex and Wy_y-invariant, and by maximality of 7—,/N_1 in
Vi_, it follows that they must coincide.

To establish the second claim, note again that both wy and wfv NT N
belong to T x N w]%,o, so we have an inclusion one way. Suppose there
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is some point z outside the specified convex hull. Project it onto wy
along wy, using the orthogonal decomposition Vy = wy @ wy;, to obtain
another point z’. Since the same projection of Ty N wx’ would be
another closed Wy _y-invariant subset, we conclude that 2’ € Tw ﬂwfv.
So we have that wy belongs to the interior of the segment [z, 2'], itself
contained in T y. Acting again by Wy_1) on the segment [z, 2], using
that wy € [z, 2/] is fixed, and that the Wy_qj-orbit of 2’ yields a basis
of wx;, we conclude that wy is in the interior of 7. This, however,
is absurd since Wy) acts properly discontinuously on the interior of
T ([Vin71, Thm. 2] or [DGK*21, Fact 3.8]), but wy has the infinite
stabilizer Wiy_y. O

2.4.8. Remark. Let us note that since wy has the infinite stabilizer
Win—1, the assertion in [CO15, Remark 2.12] cannot hold as stated.
One must require that the sequence of elements in Wy diverge in the
coset space Wn)/Win_1}, and to justify the “easy induction” claimed
in the subsequent [CO15, Remark 2.13] we have to appeal to a more
delicate study of Coxeter groups.

2.4.9. Proof of Theorem 2.4.2. Consider the union of all the W-
translates of all the hyperplanes w;, denoted H, := UiemW - wi. On
the interior of 7T, this is a locally finite collection of hyperplanes (i.e.
every point of the interior has a neighborhood intersecting only finitely
many of the hyperplanes). Note also that each hyperplane w;" yields two
half-spaces, one of which contains CH. Furthermore the intersection of
all these half-spaces is precisely equal to CH, since this cone is the dual
of T and T is the closure of the span of all the W-orbits of all the w;.

Let now a € A and p € T be two points and consider the segment
la,p] C T. We will parametrize points by

as:=(1—s)a+sp forsel0,1].

Note also that if [a, p] stays entirely in CH, then p necessarily belongs
to the limit set of W. We have three mutually exclusive possibilities:

(i) Either [a, p] never intersects H,,
(ii) or [a,p] N He = {p},
(iii) or ds € [0, 1) such that as € H,.

We treat each separately.

2.4.10. Case (i). In the first case, p necessarily belongs to the limit
set A and is not parabolic, so p = p,. Furthermore S, = [N] since p
cannot lie in a limit set of a (conjugate of a) smaller Wy, since those
limit sets are contained in the W-orbit of some w;-

i
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2.4.11. Case (ii). In the second case, suppose for simplicity that the
index of the hyperplane to which p belongs is N, i.e. that p € wp - wy

for some wy € W. In the notation of §2.4.6, we have by induction that
wy 'p = ¢(w1 - (py +p§~)> wy € Wiy_y,0, € 0Ty,

and furthermore p; € Ag, with Sj C [N — 1] and p, € /~\’ST with
SI C [N —1]\ 5. Recall that ¢(w)) = w; + Awy so we can write
explicitly:

Py = Z T, and so
(IS
qd
p=wowi [ Y ziw; + A (Z xz> wy + o(pl)

; - ~——
w ies), i q

where we use the notation of Theorem 2.4.2. The claim follows with
Sq:=S,U{N} and S, = S..

2.4.12. Case (iii). Suppose there exists a; € H, with s € (0,1) (with
our choice, a ¢ H,). For simplicity of notation, suppose that a; € wg-wy
for some wy € W, and we take the smallest value of s possible; since
H, forms a locally finite family in the interior, the possible choices of
s € (0,1) is discrete and not accumulating at 0.

From Proposition 2.4.7 it follows that

p = wo (zwy + yp1) with py € 87JN_1,x >0,y > 0.

Note that > 0 since p ¢ w - wy. If y = 0 then p is proportional

to w - wy, which is its divergent part and there is no recurrent part.
Otherwise, by induction applied to p; we have that
p=¢(w(pg+1,) wi € Wy_y,00 €T N1
We proceed analogously to case (ii) and write
= zw; and so
€S
qa

p=wowr | Y yzw; + [x +yA (ZZ: mzﬂ wy + o(pl)
qr

w €Sy

Note that we were able to factor out w; since it fixes wy. Again the
claim follows, with Sy = S, U{N} and S, = 5. O
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2.4.13. Additional notation for the decomposition. For future
use, let us introduce the map

Qbk,N: Vk, — VN

where V/ is spanned by wy, . . ., wj, with quadratic form as in Eqn. (2.2.3),
and with

Or,N (w;) = w; + ﬁ (Wry1 + - +wn)
Note that again the embedding is conformal, up to a scaling factor
of (N —1)/(k — 1) and the image is the orthogonal complement of
Wkil,--.,wWyn. We also have the corresponding map of groups W[/k] —
Wn) such that ¢ n is equivariant for the two group actions.

3. Volume function(s)

Outline of section. In this section we begin our study of the volume
function on the big cone of a Wehler N-fold, and state the main tech-
nical result Theorem 3.2.5 which describes the asymptotic behavior of
vol(D + sA) when s goes to zero in terms of the divergent-recurrent
decomposition of D. This theorem immediately implies the first half of
Theorem 1.3.1.

3.1. A family of piecewise-homogeneous functions

3.1.1. Setup. We keep the notation for cones, vectors, and groups
from Section 2. For inequalities, the expression A < B will mean that
there exists a constant ¢ > 0, possibly depending on N, such that
A < ¢B. Similarly A < B will be a shorthand for A < B and B < A.
If the constants involved depend on further parameters, they will be
indicated with a subscript, e.g. A <x B means that there exists ¢ > 1,
depending on X, such that %A < B < cA.

3.1.2. Definition (k-volume function). For k € {0,1..., N} and for
a € A of the form v = ¥, z;w; define the function

volg(a) == > @y ... 3y
IC[N]
\T|=k

where by convention we set voly(a) := 1.

Extend the function vol, to 7 in a W-equivariant way, so that voly (w-
a) = volg(a) for any w € W,a € A.

It is immediate from the definitions that

volg(Aa) = A voli(a) VA €Rog,VacT.
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Our main interest will be in voly but to study it inductively, all the
functions will have to be taken into account. Note that voly; will not
appear in any considerations below; note also that voly.; vanishes on
the codimension 1 faces of F.

3.1.3. Volume on the boundary of A. For future use, we explicitly
evaluate the k-volume of points on the boundary of A. Since we will
be interested in the coarse behavior only, we note that if p € Ag then

voli(p) = 0, if k> |9]
P e, ik <]

where ¢;,, denotes a strictly positive constant, that does depend on k
and p.

3.2. Volumes and divergent-recurrent decomposition

3.2.1. Setup. Fix now a point p € 7. By Theorem 2.4.2 we can
write p = pg + p, and there exists w € W, q € 0T such that p = w - g,
Pd = W - qq,pr = W - g and furthermore ¢ € Ag, and ¢, € /~\S,. with
Sq4, S, disjoint and S; of maximal cardinality among all choices of w.

Without loss of generality and to simplify notation, since the volume
function is PsAut(X)-invariant, we can assume that w = 1 and so
P =q,Ppe = qo for @ € {d,r}.

3.2.2. Decomposing the path. For later use, to match the conven-
tions from algebraic geometry, we will be interested in the points
as:=s-a+p, se€l0,1], ae€A,

which are not quite on the segment [a, p], but are proportional to points
on it and for most purposes give equivalent asymptotic quantities later
on.

3.2.3. Lim-sup and lim-inf. To express the possible behaviors, let
us introduce the following notation:

log voly (as
d°"(p) := limsup 705;\1/0 n(as) € R,
s og s
(3.2.4) 10 | 1g o)
. . . Og VOoln|ag
& (p) :=liminf —=———"> € R
(p) = limin og 5 ,

which are easily seen to be independent of the choice of a € A, see e.g.
[JW23, Lemma 2.2 (1)]. If the lim sup and lim inf agree, we will denote
the limit by d(p).

Our main result regarding these quantities states:
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3.2.5. Theorem (Volume of points). Suppose p = pq+p, is the decom-
position of a point p € OT as in Theorem 2.4.2, with Sy denoting the
set of nonzero coefficients of pg in the basis {w;} (up to the W-action,
and possibly empty).

(i) If p, = 0 then 6(p) = N — |Sq.

(ii) If pa = 0 then
&P(p) =iN  and 6™ (p) € {1, 1N}
Furthermore, for every § € [1, %N] there exists p, € OT with

6t (p,) = 4.

(iii) If both pg, p, are nonzero, set k := N —|Sy| and recall we defined
N Vi = Vi in §2.4.13. Set p. € Vi, such that ¢ n(p).) = pr
and note that p. is itself a recurrent point in the boundary of

the corresponding Tits cone. Let also o' € V| be such that a,ad’
share the first k + 1 coordinates in the w;,w, bases. Then

voly(s-a+p) =xvolg(s-d' +p,) for0<s <1
and hence §*(p) = 6*(p..) for e € {sup,inf,D}. In particular
5 (p) = L (N —[S4]) and 6" (p) € [1, 5 (N — |Su])]

and any allowed value of 5™ is realized by some p.

Note that if both pg, p, are nonzero, then since |Sy| + |S,| < N + 1 and
|Sy| > 3, we have that N — |S,| > 2.

After some preliminary constructions in hyperbolic geometry, we will
prove the first two parts of the theorem in §4.4. The last part we
address now.

3.2.6. Preliminary notation. We will work in the basis w;, w} as in
§2.4.13 and abbreviate points as

N
inwi =:(xg:-:xN)
i=0

We may suppose that after an appropriate action of the group W (and
renumbering the basis elements) we have that S; = {k +1,..., N},
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that S, C [k], and the vectors are:

Pa=(0::0: figyy i py)
ag=(0:--:0:ap - :an)
ar, = (ap:---:ag:0---:0)

a = a, + aq

pr_<)\0:"'1)\kizi)\i;...:Zz)‘i)
p;‘:()\o)\k>

Let us now decompose the expression of interest as:

3'a+p:(8'ar+pr)+(8'ad+pd>'

Note that for 0 < s < 1 we have that s-aq + ps € Ag, and its
entries are uniformly bounded above and away from zero. To compute
voly(s-a+p), we must apply an element w(s) € W, , which in particular
fixes s - aq+ pq, such that w(s) - (s-a, + p,) belongs to the fundamental
domain A, i.e. the first k + 1 coordinates are nonnegative.

Theorem 3.2.5 (iii) then follows from the following estimate, together
with the claim that vol;(a}) < 1 established in Corollary 4.2.11 below.

3.2.7. Proposition (Reduction of volume). Suppose that o' = (x¢ :
: xg) with x; > 0 and that pgyq, ..., uy satisfy p; € [%,C’] for
some C' > 0. Set

a:= (ffoi"'il‘kiZk:i?‘i‘ﬂkﬂi'“i%ifi‘i‘ﬂN)

Then
voly (a) =¢ voly (') - [1 + voly (a)]V "

Proof. Observe that vol;(a’) = ¥, z; by definition. Expanding now
voly(a) using the definition, recall that it has N + 1 terms, labeled by
which one of the N + 1 coordinates was omitted from the product. We
have (denoting by Z a term that’s omitted from the product):

voly(a) ¢ <ZO To...T;.. xk> 11+ voly (&)Y " + (zo. .. a) [1 + voly (a))V

— voly(a') [1 4 voly (a')]¥ ™" + voles (@) [1 + voly (a/)] V1
Now it is elementary that for x; > 0 we have that
voly(a’) voly(a’) Z voly1(a’)
so the first term in the last expression dominates:

voly (a) =¢ voly(a') [1 4 voly (a)]V 7" .
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giving the claim. O

4. Hyperbolic geometry

Outline of section. In this section we give the proof of Theorem 3.2.5,
by comparing the volume function to the hyperbolic distance from a
basepoint, and estimating this distance along cusp excursions. The cru-
cial construction of boundary points with prescribed volume behavior
is achieved by gluing together pieces of hyperbolic geodesics.

4.1. Volumes along geodesics

4.1.1. Setup. We keep the notation from Section 2. Consider a bound-
ary point p € 9T such that p € Ag for some S C [N], and such that
pgEW- Ag for a smaller S’ Suppose also that p is not parabolic, i.e.
|S| > 3. In other words, the divergent-recurrent decomposition of p
only has a recurrent part and it is p itself.

4.1.2. Reparametrizations. Consider as in §3.2.2 the segment
as:=s-a+p sel0,1]

for some fixed a € F. We assume, for convenience and without loss of
generality, that (a,p) = 1/2 and (a,a) = 1. Note that (as, as) = s(1+s).
Introduce also p_ := a—p and note that (p_,p_) = 0. Let us introduce
a new coordinate ¢ defined implicitly by the identity:

- Qs - -
M = (4 9) T [0+ 5]

=e'p_ +elp = w

Working out explicitly the value of ¢ we find that

1
s = e_ztm =e ?ast— +oo
Note that with our normalizations we have that (w;,w:) = 1, and

therefore setting a, := as/ ||as|| we find that
a, = w; with s and t as above.

Using the scaling properties analysis of the volume function, we will
reduce the analysis of voly(as) to that of voly(wy).
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4.2. Calculations in the cusp

4.2.1. Heights and horoballs relative to a cusp. Recall from Pro-
position 2.3.6 that

wg = (E;) wi> — (w; + wj)

is an isotropic vector. For a vector v we set
Il

(0.5
ij

whenever the quantity is defined and will refer to Ht;;(v) as the height
of v relative to the cusp corresponding to the parabolic point W3- Note

that Ht;;(Av) = Ht;;(v) for any scalar A > 0.
We also define the associated horoball:

Hti]‘(v) =

Hor;;(L) := {v € H: Ht;;(v) > L} .

4.2.2. Normalizations. For the fundamental domain F := F N H
from Proposition 2.3.6 we set

Fij(L) := FNHory(L) and FL(L):=Fy(L)NH"

We will also want to normalize vectors to belong to a specified hyper-
plane. Namely, given ag € H and K > 0, we set

Fok = Fn{v: (v,ap) =K} and FN(L) == Fy(L) N FokK,

4.2.3. Theorem (Asymptotics of volume in the cusp, on hyperboloid).
There exists Ly > 0 such that if L > Ly, we have for every a € F;(L)
that

Ht; fk=1
WMWPQ{H;S%J2 Zk=N

Using the scaling properties of the functions involved, we will deduce
in §4.2.5 the above claim from to the following equivalent form:

4.2.4. Theorem (Asymptotics of volume in the cusp, on hyperplane).
There exists Ly > 0 such that if L > Ly, and given ag € H and
K >0, for any a € ]ﬂ‘}O’K(L) we have

1 ifk =1

=7 a0 k¢ Ht ! d vol =Ia
Ha” L,ag,K % (a) an VOk(a) L,ag,K {||CLH2 ka _ N
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4.2.5. Proof of Theorem 4.2.3 assuming Theorem 4.2.4. Fix
once and for all ap, X' (so we will omit dependence of constants on
these choices) and suppose that a is normalized so that (agp,a) = K
and then set a := a/ ||al|. Then we have

1, if k=1

~ a - B
voly(a) = voly (WH) = [la|| " voly(a) =z, [|a]| 7 {HGHQ ifk=N

Theorem 4.2.4 also gives us
lall =r Hty;(@) ™

since Ht;;(a) = Ht;;(a). Combined with the other conclusion of Theo-
rem 4.2.4 we deduce Theorem 4.2.3. U

4.2.6. The structure of the horoball. To proceed, we need a more
detailed description of the horoball. From §2.3.9, we know that the
“link” of F at the ray spanned by Wy 1s generated by the rays of the

vectors wg, wy over all k, € € [N]\ {4, j}. The condition that w4+ Awg

belongs to the horoball F;;(L), for A > 0, translates to:
L <w.A ws + )\wﬁg> < Hw;j + Awz

@5’

which leads to A < 75 for a uniform constant.

4.2.7. Proof of Theorem 4.2.4. Instead of normalizing a to {(ag, a) =
K, it will be more convenient to take a of the form

a:wa+2akwﬁg+26gwl§.
i ¢

with oy, 8 € [0,1/L?]. Indeed, once L is sufficiently large, (ao,a)
stays uniformly bounded above and away from zero and rescaling it
accordingly will only affect the constants, not the conclusions. Note
that the above representation of a is not unique, but we will establish
the estimates up to some combinatorial multiplicative factors that will
not affect the choice of such a representation.

Next, once L is sufficiently large we find that

lall® = > ax + 3 5
k ¢

since the wy, are isotropic but have nonvanishing, strictly positive pair-
wise inner products, and furthermore the terms quadratic in ay, By are
dominated by the linear terms.

Similarly, <a, w;j> = >k + >y Be from which we conclude that

Htij(a)_l — <a’w2{5> -
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which was the first claim to be proved.

For the volume function, let us note that for £ = 1 we have more
generally a bound on all of F% & not just in the horoball. Indeed
Fo-K is compact, and the continuous nonnegative function vol, does
not vanish anywhere on it. By compactness it is uniformly bounded
above and away from zero. It remains to analyze voly(a).

It is clear that voly(a) is a polynomial f(as, f,), which is furthermore
symmetric in each set of variables. Let us note that the constant term
vanishes since volN(wiAj) = 0. Let us also note that the linear term
doesn’t vanish, since if we set all but one of the variables to zero we
find that

voly (w5 + aowg) = ap + O (ag) :

We conclude that for L large enough we have
voly(a) <> ax+ > B
k ¢
as desired. U

To put all the cusps together, we will use the following basic estimate:

4.2.8. Proposition (Height and distance to basepoint). There ezists
Ly > 0 such that if L > Ly, given any ay € F* we have for any
a € F5(L) the estimate:

(4.2.9) sty (a00) — "t (a)
for an appropriately normalized hyperbolic distance distyy, on H'.

Proof. The identity is checked in the Poincaré upper half-space model
which identifies H! with (z1,...,2y_1,%) € RY and y > 0, such that
the cusp w5 goes to oo.

Equip first the Poincaré model with the Riemannian metric
The cusp }"}J(L) gets mapped to a set of the form F := D x {y > ¢}
with D C RY~! a compact set. In this model, the hyperbolic distance
from ag to a point x € F satisfies distyyp(ao, z) = logy + Oy, (1). As
we will see below, we also have that Ht;; = c;y“ for some constants
c1,co > 0, so if we rescale the hyperbolic metric we find that

Ht,j(a) =g eX5mw (@@ for g ¢ Fi(L)

dy2+zi d:c?
y? :

as desired.

It remains to justify that Ht;; = ¢;y. To verify it, two approaches
are possible. One would be to go through the transition maps between
the different models of hyperbolic space and check the identification,
which would be quite tedious and require references to several points
in the literature; this turns out to give that ¢o = ¢y = 1.



VOLUME AND CUSP EXCURSIONS IN HYPERBOLIC GEODESICS 29

To verify just the existence of ¢y, co, one can however proceed using
Lie theory. Namely, the stabilizer of an isotropic vector in RMW is
a unipotent subgroup of SO; n(R) and clearly both y and Ht;; are
constant on its orbits, so the level sets of the two functions agree. We
also use the 1-parameter subgroup ¢; € SO; y(R) with entries ef, e~
and 1, and expanding by a factor of e’ the isotropic vector &;;. It gives
a hyperbolic geodesic through the basepoint ay going at constant speed
to the point at infinity &;;. We have that y(g; - ag)/y(ap) = e** and
Ht;(g: - ao)/Htyj(ag) = €' so the desired claim follows. O

4.2.10. Proposition (Distance to basepoint controls volume). Fiz
a basepoint ag € M = CH'/W and let ¢(a) := distyyp(ao,a) be
defined on M and lifted to the cover CH!.

Then for any a € CH' and k € [N] we have that

R ifk=1
VOlk(a) 70 ) o(N=2)-¢(a) if k=N

Proof. We work in the fundamental domain F' C CH! for the W-
action. For any L > 0, F! decomposes into the cusp neighborhoods
F;(L) and their complement which is (pre)compact. On a compact set
the exponential of any continuous function is comparable to that of any
other, while in each F;(L) we have that Ht;;(e) < exp (disthyp(ao, o)),
something that again can be seen in the upper half-space model. The
claim then follows from Theorem 4.2.3. U

4.2.11. Corollary (Boundedness of volumes on F'). For any k < N
we have that voly, restricted to W - F' = CH! is uniformly bounded
away from zero.

Furthermore, suppose w is any geodesic ray starting at ag and staying
in CH', parametrized isometrically as w; with wy = ay and t > 0.
Then we have that

et . €—¢(wt) >

~ag

1.

In the parametrization where a; = sa + p and sY/? =< et the last
inequality is equivalent to

voly (as) < 1.

Proof. The first claim follows immediately from Proposition 4.2.10. The
second is also geometrically clear, since it is equivalent to saying that
t— ¢(wt) Z _Oa()' |:|
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4.3. Gluing geodesics

We establish below several elementary estimates on geodesics in hyper-
bolic space, which will later allow us to construct recurrent boundary
points with prescribed behavior. It will be useful to alternate between
the ball and Poincaré upper half-space model of hyperbolic space.

The properties are standard, but we include them for completeness.
In this section, we will work with explicit forms of the hyperbolic metric
and since all our statements are invariant under one initial rescaling
of the hyperbolic metric, the results apply to the normalization in
Proposition 4.2.8.

4.3.1. Standard cusp excursion. Suppose HY = {(x1,...ax_1,9): y >
0} is the upper half-space model of hyperbolic space, and w: HY — HY

is an isometry fixing oo of the form z — z + 7, with 7,, € R¥=1\ {0}.
Note that scalings and elements of Oy _;(RR) are also isometries of HY,
so by changing coordinates we can normalize 7, to any other nonzero
vector.

For zy € HY, a standard cusp excursion associated to z, and w is
the geodesic segment connecting z, and w*zy for any k € Z. When
w is part of a larger discrete group of isometries W of HY, we will
use the same terminology for the image in the quotient HY /W. For
a geodesic segment v, we will denote by s., e, its starting and ending
points respectively, and by ¢s,, te, its tangent vectors at those points.

For the next statement, recall from Section 2 that H! denoted the
hyperboloid of unit norm vectors and the convex hull of the limit set
is CH. We will denote by M := CH'/W and M := H'/W the
associated quotients, so that M is a complete hyperbolic manifold and
Me€ is its convex core. When N = 2 we have CH = H. For a point
r € M we will denote by T!M the unit norm tangent vectors at z.

4.3.2. Proposition (Can go into the cusp anytime). Suppose N = 2.
Given any xo € M, there exist Ly > 0,9 > 0 with the following
properties. Given any nonempty open neighborhood U C Txloj\/l“ of
size less than g and any L > Lg, there exists v € U and a standard
cusp excursion vy, with the following properties:

(i) It starts at xo in the direction v, i.e. s, = xg,ts, = v.
(ii) It has length L+ O,y (1).
(iii) The endpoint is also xq, but the tangent vector is near —v, i.e.
ey = x¢ and dist(—v, te,) < g.

For general N > 2 an analogous proposition holds, but the neighbor-
hood U would have to contain some points of the limit set as well.
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Proof. When N = 2, the limit set is the entire circle at infinity, and
furthermore parabolic points are dense in the limit set (apply [Rat19,
12.1.3] to the closure of the set of parabolic points). So for any neigh-
borhood U of T}, M, there exists a vy such that the geodesic starting
at xo in the direction vy lands at a parabolic point. Thus, there exists
an isometry wy € W such that, switching to the upper half-space model,
we have that zo = (0,y9) € H?, that wy(z) = = + 1, and the tangent
vector vy points vertically.

Recall that the hyperbolic geodesic connecting xg with xy + & is the

arc of the circle of radius ry, := \/(k/2)? + y3 and center (k/2,0). An

elementary integral (involving only the integration of rational functions)
reveals that the length of the arc is

log (rk + @) — log (rk — @) = log |k| + O, (1)

where we assume that k # 0. If |k| is large enough the geometric
statements about the starting and ending vectors are directly verified
(note that tangent spaces at x¢ and xo+ k are identified by the isometry
x+— x + k). We can also choose k so that L = log|k| 4+ O,,(1), in fact
L = log [kl + 0,9 1(1). .

We will also need the following estimates for piecewise geodesic seg-
ments.

4.3.3. Proposition (Gluing geodesics). There exist Ly > 0,61 > 0
with the following properties. Let o, 3 be two geodesics in HY of
lengths £y, Lg > L. Suppose that o ends at the starting point of 3,
i.e. eq = S and the tangent vectors are near, i.e. dist(te,,tsp) < €.
Then the geodesic v connecting s, to eg satisfies:

(i) The starting vector of v is exponentially close to that of «,
namely
dist(£5q,ts,) < et
(ii) We have that
b+l —0(1) < U, < ly+ g

(iii) Furthermore, the Hausdorff distance between v and o U 3 1is
also O(1).

Note that the estimate on the angle between ts, and ts, improves as «
gets longer. This, together with the uniformity of estimates, will allow
us to show that certain geodesic rays exist and are approximated by
prescribed piecewise geodesic segments.

Proof. We work in the ball model, and since the two geodesics a, 8
are contained in a 2-dimensional hyperbolic subspace, we can assume
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N = 2. We choose coordinates so that s, = (0,0) and e, = (z,0) with
x € (0,1). Again an elementary integral shows that {, = d(sq,€q) =
—log(1 — x) + O(1), or equivalently 1 — z =< e~*e.

The extreme case of all estimates is when [ is along the ray starting
at e, at angle 6 with |@| = £;. Such rays are contained in a cone based
at 0 of width < [tanf|(1 — z) < e‘. The other claims also follow
from elementary hyperbolic geometry and this constraint. 0

We can now put the two previous propositions together:

4.3.4. Proposition (Arbitrary cusp excursions, N = 2). Suppose
N =2 and xg € M, Ly > 0 is as in Proposition 4.3.2. All O(1)
bounds in this proposition are assumed to depend on xg.

Suppose ;i > 0 is a sequence of positive reals with €; > Lo+ O(1)
where the O(1) is again as in Proposition 4.3.2(ii). Then, for any
open set U C TQ}OM, there exists an infinite geodesic ray vy, starting at
xo and with initial tangent vector in U, with the following properties:

(i) The geodesic ray has a decomposition into geodesic segments

v =[x, zis1) 2 €n
i>0
with lengths Ui, 2, ) = €; + O(1) and dist(zo, ;) < O(1).

(ii) Furthermore [x;,x;11) is at bounded Hausdorff distance from a
standard cusp excursion based at o, of length ¢; + O(1).

(iii) Let m; € (x;,xi41) denote the midpoint of the segment. Then
the distance function disty(xg, —) restricted to (x;,x;y1) is
within O(1) of the function that linearly grows from 0 at x;
to %ﬁi at m;, and then linearly decreases back to 0.

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 4.3.2 that we can form a piecewise
geodesic segment v = [[7; with ~; starting and ending at xq, with
most of the listed properties. We only need to verify the claim about
the distance function to z( restricted to each ;. This can again be
verified in the Poincaré model, as was done in the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.3.2. Indeed we need to minimize the distance from (z,y) to the
points (k,yo) over all k € Z (and y > o). We see that this distance is
log(y/yo) + O(1) = log(y) + O(1) which yields the required claims.

To deduce that a geodesic ray exists with the same properties, we
apply inductively Proposition 4.3.3. First we apply it to the segments
70,71 to obtain a geodesic v;. Then we apply it to v; and 7, to obtain
v45. So at each step we obtain a geodesic segment 7, connecting z( to
xo but staying near vo[[---1]v;, and then glue it to ~;,1 to obtain
vi41- Note that by the estimate on the angle from Proposition 4.3.3,
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the angles of 7/ form a Cauchy sequence that converges exponentially
fast to an angle, and hence to a geodesic ray v as required. U

4.3.5. Theorem (Arbitrary cusp excursions). Suppose N > 2, xy €
M, and U C TQ}OM is an open set containing a W -orbit of the limit
set A[Q].

Then there exists Ly > 0, such that for any sequence {;,i > 0 with
l; > L1+ O(1), a geodesic ray ~y satisfying the same conclusions as
in Proposition 4.3.2 exists, with O(1) bounds depending on x.

Proof. Fix z{, € M to be a point on the totally geodesic boundary of
Me, corresponding to the subgroup Wiy of W. Using the identification
TIM= = gHY for x = g, x), let U’ C T,; M be the corresponding
open set. Then Proposition 4.3.4 applies to 2, and the open set U’
(intersected with the totally geodesic copy of H?) to give a geodesic ray
7/ starting at z{, and endpoint p € JHY. It is now immediate that the
corresponding geodesic v starting at xy and with the same endpoint
has the required properties, up to additive O(1)-terms depending on
X0, T()- O

4.4. Proof of the theorem

Using the estimates established in the previous two sections, we can
now proceed to the proof Theorem 3.2.5.

4.4.1. The case of no recurrence. Suppose that we are in case (i),
i.e. p. = 0in the decomposition p = p;+p,. Then we compute directly:

voly (8-a+pg) < Vol (swot- - 48wy |5, FWN |5, 41+ - Fwn) < sV 1%

hence giving the claim in this case.

4.4.2. The case of pure recurrence. Suppose now that we are in
(ii), i.e. pg = 0 in the decomposition. Recall that as = s-a + p,, that
llas|| < s'/% and that we set @, := a,/ ||as|| and a reparametrization
s = wy with s7/2 < e~ as in §4.1.2.

Then we have that

a
voly(as) = ||a5]|Nv01N <S> = sM2voly (@) =
(4.4.3) | as|]
= e "N voly(wy) < etV . eV TDwr)

by Proposition 4.2.10 that also defines ¢.
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Now ¢ > 0 and for a recurrent point we have that lim inf ¢(w;) < O(1)
so liminf ¢(w;)/t = 0. We thus find:

_ logvoly(as) . —t- N+ (N = 2)¢(w)
lim sup ———— = limsup
510 log s t—-+00 —2t
_ N N=2 q1i.: (b(wt)_ﬂ
=T =

which was one half of the claim. With an analogous calculation we find

log voly (as) N _ N-2 P(wr)
.

liminf =——-"—>% = lim su
510 log s 2 2 L

We do have ¢(w;) —t < O(1) by Corollary 4.2.11 so lim sup @ € [0,1].
To prove the remaining part of Theorem 3.2.5(ii) it suffices to show
that any value in [0, 1] can be achieved by an appropriate choice of p;..

To do so, we invoke Theorem 4.3.5 with parameters ¢; to be specified.
We obtain a geodesic ray v decomposed into subsegments v; of length
¢; + O(1), such that on each ~; the function ¢(t) grows linearly from 0
to ¢;/2, and then decreases linearly to 0, all up to a uniform additive
error.

It follows that the expression @ achieves its local maxima at the

midpoints of the 7; (up to O(1) error) so
. Plwe) . /24 O(1)
1 =1
e T T+ 62+ On)
Let us now take ¢,, := L™ with L > 1 and calculate:
L+o01) 3401 nostoo, L —1

L4 LDy 0(n) 5 +3+0(nL) "L+1

As L ranges in (1, 400) the above limit ranges in (0, 1).

To obtain the extreme value 0, take the sequence ¢, := n'" (or any
other polynomial of degree at least 2 will suffice). To obtain the value
1, take £, := 10" or any other sequence that grows sufficiently fast.

This completes the proof of item (ii) and the theorem. O

10(

4.4.4. Summary. For later usage, we summarize here what this con-
struction gives us in the recurrent case (ii), where § € [1, N/2] is a given
real number and p = p, is the point in 97 given by Theorem 3.2.5 with
5 (p,) = 6,5 (p,) = .

Recalling (4.4.3), the inequalities ¢(w;) > 0 and ¢(w;) < t+ C (from
Corollary 4.2.11), after going back to the s variable show that for all

s > 0 small we have

(4.4.5) voly(as) > C's2,

v|2
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(4.4.6) voly(as) < Cs.

Also, by the above construction, there is a sequence t,, — 400 (where
¢(wy) achieves its local maxima) such that if ¢/, is any other sequence
with [t — t,] < C (for some fixed C'), then we have the very crude
bound

N -2,

t. —olty).
N_Qn O(”)

(4.4.7) Olwr,) >

Plugging this into (4.4.3), and letting as usual s/, = e~ s, = e 2,

this gives
(4.4.8) voly(ay ) > C7(sh,) W),
and so along the sequence s/, the quantity

log voly (as )
log s/,

converges to its liminf, which is 8™ (p,) = §. Similarly, there is a se-
quence t, — +oo with ¢(w;,) = 0, such that that if ¢/, is any other
sequence with |t —t,| < C (for some fixed C'), then we have

(4.4.9) blwy) < C,

for some fixed C’. Plugging this into (4.4.3), and letting §, = e~ %% 5, =

e~ this gives
N
5l

(4.4.10) voly(ag,) < C(8,) =,

which along this sequence matches (4.4.5) up to a fixed multiplicative
factor, and also shows that along the sequence § the quantity

log voly (as )
log s,

converges to its limsup, which is §°"P(p,) = %

5. Regularity of the volume function

Outline of section. In this section we prove Corollary 1.4.3, which
describes the sharp regularity of the volume function at the pseudoef-
fective boundary on Wehler N-folds.
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5.1. C! differentiability at the endpoint

Before we give the proof of Corollary 1.4.3, let us observe the following
general fact, which seems to be well-known but whose proof is not
available in the literature:

5.1.1. Proposition. Let X" be a smooth projective variety, D a pseu-
doeffective R-divisor and A an ample R-divisor. Then f : [0,1] —
R>o given by

f(s) =vol(D + sA),

is Ct differentiable on [0,1], and
(5.1.2) f'(s) =n{(D+sA)" 1) - A,

holds for all s € [0,1].

Here (-) denotes the positive intersection product [BFJ09].
Proof. Thanks to the differentiability result for the volume [BFJ09,
Theorem A], [LM09, Corollary C], we know that f is C'* differentiable on
(0,1] and that (5.1.2) holds for s € (0,1]. To prove C! differentiability

at the endpoint s = 0, we first note that by definition [BFJ09, Definition
2.10] we have

lin((D + s4)") = (D",
so if we define
B = TL<Dn71> . A c RZ()’
then we have

(5.1.3) lim f'(s) =

s40 7

and so we have to show that f(s) is right differentiable at s = 0 with
derivative equal to B. Indeed, given any 0 < t < s, since f is C' on

[t, s] we can write
t +/ f'(u)du
t

and rearranging and letting ¢t — 0

f(s);f( _hntlﬁ)ul) / Flu
and so also

M — B =limsup i /S(f/(u) — B)du,

S tl0
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and thanks to (5.1.3), given ¢ > 0 we can find sy > 0 such that
|f'(u) — B| <¢efor 0 <u < sp. Thus, for s < sy we have

|f(8>_ () ‘<hmsup /]f — Bldu < ¢,
£10

as desired. O

5.1.4. Remark. The argument extends verbatim to the case when D
is replaced by a pseudoeffective (1, 1)-class and A by a Kéahler class, by
using the C'* differentiability result of [WN19] in place of [BF.J09, LMO09].
It would also immediately extend to arbitrary compact Kéahler manifolds
provided that the conjectured differentiability is proved in that setting.

5.2. Failure of higher regularity

Let now X be a Wehler N-fold, N > 3. Thanks to Theorem 3.2.5 we
know that there exists a pseudoeffective R-divisor D such that

logvol(D 4+ sA) N

2.1 I ==
(5.2.1) im sup og 5 5
log vol(D + sA
(5.2.2) lim inf 108 VOD £ 54) _ )
510 log s

for any ample divisor A. The following result, together with Proposi-
tion 5.1.1, proves Corollary 1.4.3:

5.2.3. Proposition. For such X, D, A, we have that the function f :
[0,1] = Rx¢ given by
f(s) =vol(D + sA),
is not C+* on [0,¢) for any e > 0 and any o > 0.
Proof. We argue by contradiction, and suppose that f is C** on [0, ¢)

for some € > 0 and o > 0. Using the mean value theorem, we can write
for any given s € [0, ¢)

fs) = sf(€),
for some 0 < ¢ <'s. Now thanks to (5.1.2) we have
f1(0) =n(D") - Al
Next, we claim that
(D™ 1 = 0.

For this we use an argument from [Leh13, Theorem 6.2 (7)<(1)] (us-
ing the basic properties of the positive product [BFJ09]): if we had
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(D" # 0 then we would have (D" ') - A > 0, and therefore
(D+sA)" 1) -A>0,

for all s > 0, hence

Cs < s{((D+sA)" ')A = ((D+sA)" "sA) < ((D+sA)") = vol(D+sA),

and this would imply that for s > 0 small we have

log vol(D + sA) <14 1og(]’
log s log s

hence
, log vol(D + sA)
lim sup
10 log s
which contradicts (5.2.1).
We thus conclude that f'(0) = 0, and since f’ is assumed to be Holder

continuous of order a > 0 on [0, ¢), we have |f'(§)| < C&* < Cs® for
some fixed C' > 0, and so

<1

fls) < Cse,

for s close to 0. Therefore

log vol(D + sA) S1taqt logC’7
log s log s
which implies
1 (D + sA
lim inf 0g vol(D + s4) > 1+ a,
510 log s
contradicting (5.2.2). O

6. From volume to sections

Outline of section. In this section we connect the decay rate of vol(D+
sA) as s — 0 to the growth rate of h°(X, |mD]| + A) as m — +o0,
and use this to complete the proof of Theorem 1.3.1, and to derive
Corollary 1.5.4 and Corollary 1.5.11.

6.1. Recap

Let X be a Wehler N-fold, N > 3. Thanks to Theorem 3.2.5 we know
that given any ¢ € [1, %] we can find a pseudoeffective R-divisor D
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which satisfies

1 (D + sA N
(6.1.1) lim sup og vol(D + s4) = —,
sl0 logs 2
1 (D + sA
(6.1.2) lim inf 108 YD £54) _ 5
540 log s

for any ample divisor A, which proves (1.3.2) and (1.3.3) in Theo-
rem 1.3.1. To complete the proof of Theorem 1.3.1 we need to prove
(1.3.4) and (1.3.5), namely we need to show that if A is sufficiently
ample then

logh®(X, (mD] +A) N

(6.1.3) lmioréf Togm =3
logh%(X, |mD] + A
(6.1.4) lim sup og (X, [mD] + 4) _ N —4.
m—00 logm

These in fact follow from (6.1.1), (6.1.2) together with the very recent
[JW23, Theorem 1.7, Lemma 2.3], which uses sophisticated results from
birational geometry due to Birkar [Bir23], and it applies to all Calabi—
Yau 3-folds, as well as higher-dimensional Calabi—Yau manifolds for
which the Kawamata-Morrison cone conjecture is known to hold (this
includes Wehler N-folds thanks to [CO15]). On the other hand, our
proof of (6.1.3), (6.1.4), which we had found before [JW23] was posted,
is quite direct and self-contained.

6.2. Effective nonvanishing on Wehler manifolds

During the proof of (6.1.3), (6.1.4), we will need the following result,
which is an analog of [Les22, Lemma 5:

6.2.1. Proposition. Let X be a Wehler N-fold, N > 3. There is a
constant Cy > 0 such that for every nef and big Cartier divisor G
on X we have

(GY) _ o (G™)

(6.22) NI < h(X,G) < CNT-

An explicit constant Cy can be easily found by tracing through our

argument.

6.2.3. Remark. Observe that Proposition 6.2.1 implies that every nef
and big line bundle on X is effective, a fact which is conjectured by
Kawamata to hold for all Calabi—Yau manifolds [Kaw00, Conjecture
2.1]. This conjecture was proved in [CJ20, Theorem 1.6] for a class of
Calabi—Yau complete intersections which includes our X as a special
case.
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6.2.4. Remark. Moreover, in [CJ20, Question 1.8] the authors ask
whether all the components Tdy; of the Todd class of a Calabi-Yau
manifold are quasi-effective (meaning that they intersect nonnegatively
with every nef line bundle). The case of Tdy is a classical result of
Miyaoka and Yau [Miy87, Yau77], and [CJ20, Theorem 4.6] proves this
for Td4 for complete intersections Calabi—Yau manifolds. Our proof
of Proposition 6.2.1 shows in particular (see (6.2.7) below) that the
question of Cao-Jiang has an affirmative answer on Wehler manifolds.

Proof. We can write
N+1

G =) ww,
=1

with z; € N. The intersection form on X has the property that all
classes w; square to zero, i.e. w]z = 0in H*(X,Z), and for the top order
intersections we have

2, ifdq,..., 1y distinct,

6.2.5 Wiy - Wiy = _
( ) Wialip 1 Wiy {O, otherwise.

Since X is Calabi—Yau, Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing gives
RY(X,G)=0, i>0,

and Hirzebruch—Riemann-Roch then gives

(X,G)=x(X,G) = /X e OTI(X)

(6.2.6) )

= T Z m(GN*j - Td; (X)),

Jj=1

where Td;(X) € H?I(X) is the degree 2j component of the Todd class
of X. The main task is thus to understand the Todd class. We have
the exact sequence

0—TX — (T(PYN)| — N =0,

where N = O(2,...,2)|x is the normal bundle of X in (P!)V*!. By
the multiplicative property of the Todd class, we see that
Td(X) = Td(T(P")"*')(Td(N)) ™!

= [T (1 +wy)(Td(N)) ™,

j=1

using that Td(TP') = 1 + w (where w is the hyperplane class). It will
be useful to denote by o, the pth elementary symmetric function on
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the variables w; (0 < p < N), so that we can write

_ (2} ap) (Td(N)) ™.

But recalling now that any monomial in the variables w; where some
variable is raised to a power larger than 1 vanishes, we can use the
multinomial expansion of ¢} and write for 0 < p < N,

and so

Td(x) = (Z "f) (Ta(V)
_ 71 (TA(N)) .

The first Chern class of N is equal to

N+1

N):QZWjZQO'l,
Jj=1

and so from the definition of Todd class we see that

C1(N) . 20’1
1 —ea®) 1 —¢e-201’

Td(N) =

and so
1 _ 6—201
20'1

Td(X) =e™

sinh (o)

01
;) 2p—|—
from which we see that for all 7 > 0
Td2j+1 (X) =0,

which is a general fact when ¢;(X) = 0 [Hir95, Remark 1, p.14], and
also

o (2))
(25 +1)! (25 +1)!

(6.2.7) Tdy; (X) =

02;5.
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Inserting this into (6.2.6) gives

GN [N/2] 1

PO = X @ T )

B Z (27 + YN — 2j)!

7=1

LN/2] (27)! N+1 N=2j
= Z 2]+1 N 2])| j;xjwj “025 |

7j=1

(GN™% - 0y))

and writing 7, for the pth elementary symmetric function on the vari-
ables x;, and recalling again that w?- = 0 as well as (6.2.5), we can

expand
N+1 N=2j
(Z xj%‘) " 025
j=1
= (N - 23)' Z Liy = Tiy_o; (wh T Wiy g UZJ)
7;1<"'<7:N,2j
=2(N=2))! > @iy miy,
1< <IN -—2;
= 2(N — 2j)!TN72j7
and so
GN [v/2] 2(24 |
(6.2.8) WX,G) -~ =} (2))

and since x; > 0, we have 7y_y; > 0 and so the first inequality in
(6.2.2) follows. As for the second one, observe that

GN
N
so the main task is to obtain an upper bound for

TN-2j X1 - TN—2j T+ Tjya TN+l

TN xl...xN+...+x2...xN+1 ’
where 1 < j < |N/2].
For this, since G is big (i.e. 7v > 0) at most one of the x;’s can vanish.
First assume that they are all strictly positive integers (i.e. z; > 1 for
all j), then each term in the sum in the numerator is bounded above by

. . . N+1
the whole denominator, and since the numerator contains ( +

2 +1) terms
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we can bound
ey (N o
™  \25+1) —
If on the other hand one of the z;’s vanishes, say zx1; = 0, then

TN-2j Ly " TN-2j L2j4+1" " TN

= _|_ e _|_ —_—
TN ml...xN ml...xN
and each term in this sum is bounded above by 1, so on this case we
also have
IN-2j <N> < Cy.
™ ~ \25)
Going back to (6.2.8) we obtain
GV 2 2 (29)! GV
R(X,G)— — < C ——— 7y =20y1Ny = Cy—
(X.G) = Jp = N;(2j+1)!TN NTN = BN T
which proves the other inequality in (6.2.2). O

6.3. Completion of the proof of Theorem 1.3.1

We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem 1.3.1, by showing
(6.1.3) and (6.1.4). To start, observe that to define the rounddown
|mD] we have to choose an actual R-divisor D (not just a numerical
equivalence class of R-divisors). However, a simple argument as in
[JW23, Lemma 2.2] (originating from [Nak04, V.1.3, V.2.7 (1)]) shows
that the quantities on the LHS of (6.1.3), (6.1.4) only depend on the nu-
merical equivalence class of D. We will make a precise choice presently.

We have now our pseudoeffective R-divisor (numerical class) D such
that (6.1.1), (6.1.2) hold. We can choose very ample divisors {4;}
whose numerical classes form a basis of N'(X), and then choose an
R-divisor representing the class of D which is in the R-linear span of
the A;’s. With this choice, given any m € Ny, the divisors

em =mD — |mD],

are ample (or trivial) and they lie in a compact subset of N'(X)gr. We
then choose A sufficiently ample so that A > 2¢,, holds for all m > 1.

The Cartier divisor |mD| + A is then big for all m > 1 since we can
write it as

A A
(6.3.1) LmDJ—i—A:mD%—;—i—;—ém.
—_——— ——
big pseff

Given m > 1, thanks to Proposition 2.2.12 we know that there exists
a pseudo-automorphism ¢ such that the pullback divisor ¢(|mD] + A)
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is nef. Since pulling back via ¢ does not affect the volume or the
dimension of spaces of sections, it follows that ¢(|mD] + A) is also big
and we have

RY(X, |mD]| + A) = h°(X, ¢(|mD] + A)).
Thus
G := ¢(|mD| + A),

is a big and nef Cartier divisor. To relate the dimension of the space
of sections of G to its volume

vol(G) = (GV),
we use Proposition 6.2.1 which gives

(6.3.2)
vol(|mD] + A) = vol(¢(|mD] + A)) < Nh(X, ¢(|mD]| + A))
< Cyvol(p(|mD| + A)) = Cyvol(|lmD| + A).

Recalling that h°(X, ¢(|mD] + A)) = h°(X,|[mD] + A), this shows
that h°(X, [mD] + A) is uniformly comparable to vol(|mD| + A).

6.3.3. Volume and round-downs. Our next goal is to compare
vol(|mD] + A) to vol(mD + A). One direction is easy, since €, =
mD — [mD]| is ample (or trivial), and so

(6.3.4)  vol(lmD| + A) <vol(|mD] + A+ ¢,,) = vol(mD + A).

On the other hand, from (6.3.1) we see that
A
(6.3.5) vol(|mD| + A) > vol (mD + 2) ,

and combining (6.3.2), (6.3.4) and (6.3.5) gives
(6.3.6)

1 1
m” vol <D + 2A> < NWRY(X, |mD| + A) < Cym” vol (D + A) :
m m
and so

logvol (D + 3 A) < logh°(X, [mD] +4) | log N!
log (%) - logm logm

(6.3.7) | (Daia
0g Vo + =
<10gCN+N— gV ( o )

~ logm log (%)
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6.3.8. The liminf. We now claim that

(6.3.9) lim inf tog vol (D - %A) = 0.
B e

Indeed, from (6.1.2) we clearly have that

logvol (D + LA 1 1D+ sA
(6310) lmjnf — Chs: )Zliminf ogvol(D + s4)
m—00 log (%) 510 log s

:5,

and we claim that equality holds here. Indeed, recall that using the
parameter t = —% log s, the liminf on the RHS is achieved along a fast-
growing sequence t,, — +00o, and furthermore thanks to the discussion
in §4.4.4 we know that if ¢/, — +o0 is another sequence with |t/ —¢,| <
C for some fixed C' then the liminf on the RHS is also achieved along
{t! }. Tt then suffices to observe that the sequence

1
t = 5 log|e*™ |,

satisfies |t], —t,,| < C for some fixed C and all n large, and so if we take

My = e = e ],

then we will have

logvol (D + ;- A)
lim inf “ =0,
n——+00 log (%n)
which together with (6.3.10) implies (6.3.9). Arguing in a similar way,
we see that

(6.3.11) lim inf 27 (D + 5:4) =4,
P )

6.3.12. The limsup. Next, we claim that
logvol (D + + A N
(6.3.13) lim sup < = ) =—.
m—00 log (%) 2
Indeed, from (6.1.1) we have

logvol (D + + A ] 1(D+sA) N
(6.3.14) limsup ( = ) < lim sup ogvol (D +s4) _ —,
m—00 log (%) s10 IOgS 2

and again we claim that equality holds here. Switching to ¢t = —% log s,
the limsup on the RHS is achieved along some other fast-growing se-
quence t,, — +00, and again from §4.4.4 we know that this limsup is
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also achieved along any other sequence {f.} with |t/ —,| < C, so if
we choose

- 1 -
(6.3.15) t = Elog[th”J,

then |t/ —t,| < C for all n large, so if we take
(6.3.16) iy 1 €2 = |2 |

then we will have

10gv01(D+ L )_5

M

lggJSrgop log ( 7711”)

which together with (6.3.14) implies (6.3.13). Arguing in a similar way,
we see that

)

logvol (D + -2 A N
(6.3.17) lim sup & ( 2m ) =—.

Inserting (6.3.9), (6.3.11), (6.3.13) and (6.3.17) into (6.3.7) finally proves
(6.1.3) and (6.1.4).

6.4. Numerical dimensions

In this section we give the proof of Corollary 1.5.4 and Corollary 1.5.11.
Here X, D are as in Corollary 1.4.3, so that (6.1.1), (6.1.2), (6.1.3),
(6.1.4) hold with § = 1.

Proof of Corollary 1.5.4. First, from (4.4.5) and (6.3.6), we see that for
all m > 1 we have

1
N'RY(X, |mD] + A) > m" vol <D + QA) >C 'm?,
m
which implies
0
lim inf WX, LmNDJ +4)

m—+0o0 m=

and so k, (D) > {%J and k¥~ (D) > Z. On the other hand, taking the

sequence 3, = e~ 2n such that (4.4.10) holds, define #, by (6.3.15) and
i, by (6.3.16), then |f], —,| < C and so taking &), = =, from (4.4.10)
and (6.3.6) we see that

>0,

WX, D) + 4) < Cin vol (D + }A) <z,

my



VOLUME AND CUSP EXCURSIONS IN HYPERBOLIC GEODESICS 47

which implies that for every € € R.y we have

0(X D A
liminfh(  [mD] + 4)

m—>—+0oo m%ﬂ-:

=0,

2 2
(1.5.5) and (1.5.6) are proved.

and so k(D) < {EJ and k%7 (D) < £ and the first equalities in
5.6
Next, from (4.4.6) and (6.3.6), we see that for all m > 1 we have

1
RO(X, |mD] + A) < Cym™ vol (D 4 A) <Ol
m
which implies

(X, |mD| + A)

miN—1

lim sup
m—+00

and so k,(D) < kF(D) < N —1 and k%(D) < kBT (D) < N —1. On
the other hand, taking the sequence s, = e~?» such that (4.4.8) holds,

define
1 1
f=21 2{ 2th>

which satisfies |t —t,| < C, and

Y

1
mn = \\262th 9
so taking s/, = ﬁ, from (4.4.8) and (6.3.6) we see that

1

my

NURO(X, [maD] + A) > mY vol ( Dy A) > Om-1-o)

which implies that for every ¢ € Ry we have

(X, |mD]| + A
(6.4.1) lim sup ( ’Lﬁl_J +4) = +00,
m—+o0o m €
and so k5T(D) > kB(D) > N — 1, and k,(D) > N — 2. Observe that
(6.4.1) also means that if k£ € R is such that
(X, |mD]| + A
lim sup ( ’Lmk 1+4) < 00,
m—+o0 m
then necessarily k¥ > N — 1, and so x} (D) > N — 1, and the rest of
(1.5.5) and (1.5.6) are proved.
Lastly, from (4.4.5) we see that there is ¢ > 0 such that for all s > 0
small we have

vol(D + sA) > cs? > csNT L%L
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from which it follows immediately that vyq (D) > {EJ and R

2 V01<D) Z %7

while (4.4.10) gives us a sequence s, | 0 with
vol(D + sA) < Csn%,
which implies that if & € R>( satisfies
vol(D 4 sA) > sV ",
for some ¢ > 0 and all s > 0 small, then we must have k < %, and so
Vool (D) < {%J and v (D) < &, and so (1.5.7) is proved. O

To conclude, we turn to the proof of Corollary 1.5.11.

Proof of Corollary 1.5.11. Suppose (1.5.10) holds. Up to enlarging A,
we may assume without loss that A is sufficiently ample, so that using
(6.3.6) and (1.5.5) we get

1
C'mreP) < pO(X, |mmeD] + A) < Cm vol (D + A> ,
mmgo

for all m sufficiently large, and from Corollary 1.5.4 we know that
Ko(D) > N — 2, s0

(6.4.2) m? vol (D + A) > C iR

mmygo

Using again (4.4.10), we find a sequence §,, — 0 such that

(6.4.3) vol(D + 5,4) < C57

and the same bound holds for any other sequence §,, — 0 such that
by = —31log§,,1, .= —1log§), satisfy |t/ —1,] < C for some fixed C.
Consider then the sequence of intervals I, := [fn — 1.4, + 1], and the
sequence of real numbers

~

1
L 1= 5 log(mmy).

Since t,, grows much slower than linearly, while each I,, has width 2, it
follows that there are sequences m; — +oo and n; — +oo such that
fmj € I, so

|ty — o, | < 1.

The s parameter that corresponds to fmj is —L— 5o (6.4.3) applied to

mjmg’
this sequence gives

1

m;myo

_N
2

vol (D + A) < C’mj ,



VOLUME AND CUSP EXCURSIONS IN HYPERBOLIC GEODESICS 49

which combined with (6.4.2) gives

N
2

Cm

J

> mjv vol (D + A) > C’_lmév_Q,

m;mo

for all j large, which is a contradiction as long as N > 5. U
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