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FUJITA’S CONJECTURES AND COMPACTIFICATION OF HOMOLOGY

TRIVIAL COMPLEX MANIFOLDS

PING LI

Abstract. Takao Fujita proposed in 1980 three closely related conjectures called An, Bn

and Cn, which relate the Kähler smooth compactification of contractible complex manifolds

to the uniqueness of Kähler structure on cohomology complex projective spaces. Recently

Peternell solved An and Bn when n are even. In this note we push forward his arguments

to show that the conjectures An and Bn are true when n 6= 3 (mod 4). Moreover, the

contractility condition can be weakened to homology triviality. A related application is given

and some remarks are discussed.

1. Introduction

We begin by recalling two problems in Hirzebruch’s famous 1954 problem list: Problems

27 and 28 in [Hi54, p.231].

A pair (M,D) is called an (analytic) compactification of an open n-dimensional complex

manifold U if M is an n-dimensional compact complex manifold and D ⊂ M an analytic

subvariety such that M\D is biholomorphic to U , which we simply denote by M\D ∼= U .

Such a compactification (M,D) is called smooth or Kähler if D is smooth or M is Kähler

respectively. In [Hi54, Problem 27], Hirzebruch asked the problem of classifying the compact-

ifications (M,D) of U = C
n with the second Betti number b2(M) = 1. The Betti number

condition is equivalent to the irreducibility of the subvariety D. The standard example is

(M,D) = (Pn,Pn−1), where P
n−1 is some linearly embedded subspace in P

n. When n = 1 or

2, (Pn,Pn−1) is the unique example ([RvdV60]). The only smooth compactification for n = 3

is (P3,P2) ([BM78, Thm 2.4]). When n = 3 and A is allowed to be singular, the classification

is complicated (see [Hir87, p.781-782] and the references therein). When n ≤ 6, the only

Kähler smooth compactification is (Pn,Pn−1) ([vdV62], [Fu80-2]). We refer to [BM78] and

[PS91] for a survey on these historical materials. It has been a long-standing open question if

the only Kähler smooth compactification of Cn is (Pn,Pn−1) ([BM78, Conjecture 3.2]), which

was recently answered in the affirmative by Li and Zhou ([LZ24]).

In [Hi54, Problem 28], Hirzebruch asked the problem of determining all complex or Kähler

structures on (the underlining differentiable manifold of) Pn. For the complex structure the

uniqueness is well-known for n = 1 and now known for n = 2 ([Ya77], [De15, §3]). There is no

any real progress to date when n ≥ 3, to the author’s best knowledge. Hirzebruch observed

that ([Hi54, p.223]) the uniqueness of complex structure on P
3 would imply the nonexistence of

complex structures on S6 (see [To17, Prop.3.1] for a detailed proof). For the Kähler structure

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 32J05, 14F35, 14F45, 14J70.
Key words and phrases. compactification, cohomology complex projective space, homotopy complex pro-

jective space.
The author was partially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No.

12371066).

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2502.01072v1


2 PING LI

this problem has been solved due to the following uniqueness result: a Kähler manifold home-

omorphic to P
n must be biholomorphic to P

n. Its proof combines a result of Hirzebruch and

Kodaira ([HK57]), the homeomorphic invariance of rational Pontrjagin classes due to Novikov

([No65]), and the now called Miyaoka-Yau Chern number inequality ([CO75],[Ya77]). A de-

tailed proof can be found in the nice expository paper [To17] by Tosatti. When the dimension

n are small enough (n ≤ 6), the condition “homeomorphic to P
n” can be further relaxed to

various weaker conditions ([Fu80-2],[LS86],[Wil86],[LW90],[Ye10],[Li16],[De15]). We remark

that all these results rely on a well-known criterion due to Kobayashi and Ochiai ([KO73]):

the Fano index of an n-dimensional Fano manifold is no more than n+1, with equality if and

only if it is biholomorphic to P
n.

Motivated by these two problems and some related results, Fujita raised in [Fu80-2, §1] the

following three different but closely related conjectures.

Conjecture 1.1 (An). Let U be an n-dimensional contractible complex manifold and (M,D)

its Kähler smooth compactification. Then U ∼= C
n and (M,D) is the standard example

(Pn,Pn−1).

Conjecture 1.2 (Bn). Let M be an n-dimensional projective manifold and D a smooth

ample divisor on M . Suppose that the natural homomorphism Hk(D;Z) −→ Hk(M ;Z) is

bijective for 0 ≤ k ≤ 2(n − 1). Then M ∼= P
n and D is a hyperplane on it.

Conjecture 1.3 (Cn). Let M be an n-dimensional Fano manifold such that its integral

cohomology ring H∗(M ;Z) ∼= H∗(Pn;Z). Then M ∼= P
n.

Conjecture (An) is a much more stronger version of the aforementioned folklore conjec-

ture solved in [LZ24]. Fujita showed that (Cn) implies (Bn) and (Bn+1), (Bn) implies (An)

([Fu80-2, p.233]), and (Cn) is true for n ≤ 5 ([Fu80-2, Thm 1]). Combining some results in

[Fu80-2] with a Chern number identity in [LW90] cleverly, Peternell recently solved Conjecture

(Bn) for even n in [Pe24, Thm 1.1], and hence also solved Conjecture (An) for even n (although

he didn’t explicitly mention it). As a consequence, this provides an alternative (perhaps more

direct) proof of the folklore conjecture that the only Kähler smooth compactification of Cn is

the standard (Pn,Pn−1) for even n ([Pe24, Cor.1.2]).

The major purpose in this note is to push forward Peternell’s arguments to show the

following result, which solves Conjecture (Bn) in the affirmative for n 6= 3 (mod 4). Namely,

we have

Theorem 1.4. Let M be an n-dimensional projective manifold, D a smooth divisor on M ,

and the natural homomorphism Hk(D;Z) −→ Hk(M ;Z) is bijective for 0 ≤ k ≤ 2(n− 1).

(1) If n 6= 3 (mod 4), M ∼= P
n and D is a hyperplane on it.

(2) If n = 3 (mod 4), either M ∼= P
n and D is a hyperplane, or M is a Fano manifold

with Picard number one, of index 1
2(n+1), and D ∈ |OM (1)|. Moreover, in the latter

case the cohomology rings H∗(M ;Z) ∼= H∗(Pn;Z) and H∗(D;Z) ∼= H∗(Pn−1;Z).

Remark 1.5. The condition ampleness in Conjecture 1.2 turns out to be redundant. When

n = 3 (mod 4), the Fano index of D in the non-standard case is 1
2(n+1)−1 = 1

2(n−1), which

is half of dimD. There are some structural results for Fano n-folds of second Betti number

b2 ≥ 2 with Fano indices 1
2(n + 1) (n odd) and 1

2n (n even) respectively ([Wis91], [Wis93]).

We suspect that the non-standard case may not occur. But we are unable to exclude it.
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As a consequence, Conjecture (An) is also true when n 6= 3 (mod 4). Indeed, Conjecture

(An) can be solved in a more general setting.

Theorem 1.6. Let U be an n-dimensional open complex manifold which is homology trivial

(namely the reduced homology H̃i(U ;Z) = 0 for all i), and (M,D) its Kähler smooth com-

pactification. Then the conclusions in Theorem 1.4 hold. In particular, Conjecture 1.1 is true

whenever n 6= 3 (mod 4).

This provides a more direct proof of the fact that the only Kähler smooth compactification

of Cn is (Pn,Pn−1) when n 6= 3 (mod 4).

In addition to proving Theorem 1.6, we give another application to Theorem 1.4. Sommese

showed in [So76] that there are severe restrictions on a projective manifold if it can be realized

as an ample divisor in some other projective manifold. Fujita further improved in [Fu80-1]

some of Sommese’s results and answered some questions and conjectures raised in [So76].

As remarked in [Fu80-2, Remark 2], a positive answer to Conjecture 1.2 would lead to the

following result, which solves [Fu80-1, Question 4.5] and gives a sharpened form of [So76, p.64,

Prop.5].

Theorem 1.7. Let D be a smooth ample divisor in a projective manifold M and f : D −→ S a

holomorphic mapping of maximal rank onto a compact complex manifold S. Assume f extends

holomorphically to F : M −→ S. Then dimM ≥ 2 dimS. If moreover dimM = 2dimS or

2 dimS + 1, and n 6= 3 (mod 4), both f and F are fiber bundles with fibers being isomorphic

to projective spaces so that each fiber of f is a hyperplane on the respective fiber of F .

Remark 1.8. When dimD − dimS ≥ 2, it turns out that the extension F always exists

([So76, p.61, Prop.3]).

The rest of this note is structured as follows. Since [Fu80-2, Thm 2] is crucial in establishing

the main results, a detailed proof is provided in Section 2 for the reader’s convenience as well

as for making this note more self-contained. In Section 3 we recall Peternell’s main result in

[Pe24]. Then Section 4 is devoted to the proof of our main results.

2. Preliminaries

Temporarily we only assume that M is a 2n-dimensional closed (connected) oriented (topo-

logical) manifold with n ≥ 2, and D
i
→֒M a 2(n− 1)-dimensional closed (connected) oriented

submanifold in M . Let

PM (·) := (·) ∩ [M ] : Hk(M ;Z)
∼=
−→ H2n−k(M ;Z) (0 ≤ k ≤ 2n)

be the Poincaré duality of M , where [M ] is the fundamental class of M determined by the

orientation and “ ∩ ” the cap product. Let

(2.1) x := P−1
M

(
i∗([D])

)
∈ H2(M ;Z)

be the Poincaré dual of D in M , i.e., x ∩ [M ] = i∗([D]). Let x0 := i∗(x) ∈ H2(D;Z) be the

restriction of x to D.

With the notation above understood, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Assume that the natural homomorphism

Hk(D;Z)
i∗−→ Hk(M ;Z)
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induced by D
i
→֒M is bijective for 0 ≤ k ≤ 2(n− 1).

(1) The even-dimensional cohomology rings H2∗(M ;Z) = Z[x]/(xn+1) and H2∗(D;Z) =

Z[x0]/(x
n
0 ).

(2) If furthermore the first Betti number b1(M) = 0, the cohomology rings H∗(M ;Z) =

Z[x]/(xn+1) and H∗(D;Z) = Z[x0]/(x
n
0 ).

Proof. It is well-known that the isomorphisms i∗ imply isomorphisms on cohomology ([Ha02,

Cor.3.4])

(2.2) Hk(M ;Z)
i∗

−→
∼=

Hk(D;Z), 0 ≤ k ≤ 2(n− 1).

Let ĩ : Hk(D;Z)
∼=
−→ Hk+2(M ;Z) be the isomorphism so that the following diagram com-

mutes:

(2.3)

Hk(M ;Z)
i∗

−→
∼=

Hk(D;Z)
ĩ
−→
∼=

Hk+2(M ;Z)

H2n−2−k(D;Z)

∼= PD

∨
i∗−→
∼=

H2n−2−k(M ;Z),

∼= PM

∨

(
0 ≤ k ≤ 2(n − 1)

)
.

Namely, ĩ := P−1
M ◦ i∗ ◦ PD. We assert that the composition ĩ ◦ i∗ in (2.3) is such that

(2.4)
ĩ ◦ i∗ : Hk(M ;Z)

∼=
−→Hk+2(M ;Z)

θ 7−→ θ ∪ x
, 0 ≤ k ≤ 2(n − 1).

Indeed we have

ĩ ◦ i∗(θ) = P−1
M ◦ i∗ ◦ PD

(
i∗(θ)

)
= P−1

M ◦ i∗
(
i∗(θ) ∩ [D]

)

= P−1
M

(
θ ∩ i∗([D])

)

= θ ∪ x,

where the last equality is because of

PM (θ ∪ x) = (θ ∪ x) ∩ [M ] = θ ∩
(
x ∩ [M ]

) (2.1)
= θ ∩ i∗([D]).

This completes the proof of (2.4). The isomorphisms ĩ ◦ i∗ in (2.4) and i∗ in (2.2) imply that

the even-dimensional cohomology rings of M and D are as in Part (1) in Lemma 2.1.

If moreover b1(M) = 0, the universal coefficient theorem yields that H1(M ;Z) = 0, which

leads to Hodd(M ;Z) = 0 and Hodd(D;Z) = 0, still due to the isomorphisms in (2.4) and (2.2).

This completes the proof of Part (2) in Lemma 2.1. �

With Lemma 2.1 in hand, we can now prove the following crucial result due to Fujita

([Fu80-2, Thm 2]), whose proof borrowed some ideas from that in [So76, Prop.5].

Theorem 2.2 (Fujita). Let M be an n-dimensional compact Kähler manifold with n ≥ 2,

D
i
→֒M a smooth divisor, and Hk(D;Z)

i∗−→
∼=

Hk(M ;Z) for 0 ≤ k ≤ 2(n − 1). Then

(1) x := c1(LD) > 0 and so Pic(M) = ZLD, where LD is the line bundle determined by

the divisor D.

(2) H∗(M ;Z) = Z[x]/(xn+1) and H∗(D;Z) = Z[x0]/(x
n
0 ), where as before x0 := i∗(x).



FUJITA’S CONJECTURES AND COMPACTIFICATION OF SOME COMPLEX MANIFOLDS 5

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, Zx = H2(M ;Z) ∼= Z. Since M is Kähler, either x > 0 or x < 0

(and hence M is projective due to the Kodaira embedding theorem). The line bundle LD is

associated to the effective divisor D, which implies that it has a nontrivial global holomorphic

section ([GH78, p.136]). Namely, h0(M,LD) > 0. If x < 0, the vanishing theorem implies

that h0(M,LD) = 0, which is a contradiction. Thus x > 0. This completes the proof of Part

(1).

By considering the Albanese map, it turns out that (see [Fu80-2, p.232] or [RvdV63, p.156])

for every projective manifold X with dimX ≥ 2, if b1(X) > 0, then X has a nontrivial

holomorphic two-form, i.e., the Hodge number h2,0(X) ≥ 1, which implies that b2(X) =

h1,1(X) + 2h2,0(X) ≥ 3. By Part (1) in Lemma 2.1, in our situation b2(M) = 1, we have thus

b1(M) = 0. This, together with Part (2) in Lemma 2.1, gives the desired proof of Part (2) in

this theorem. �

3. Peternell’s result

The χy-genus χy(M) ∈ Z[y] of a compact complex manifold M was introduced by Hirze-

bruch ([Hi66]). When expanding χy(M) at y = −1, it is well-known that the constant

term χ−1(M) is the Euler number cn[M ], where n = dimM . A direct calculation using the

Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch theorem shows that the coefficient in front of the quadratic term

(y + 1)2 is exactly

(3.1)
n(3n− 5)

24
cn[M ] +

1

12
c1cn−1[M ],

and hence the Chern number c1cn−1[M ] can be determined by the Hodge numbers of M via

an explicit formula ([NR79, p.18], [LW90, Thm 3], [Sa96, Cor.3.4]). As a consequence, we

have ([LW90, Cor.2.5])

Proposition 3.1. If M is an n-dimensional compact Kähler manifold with the same Betti

numbers as Pn, then

c1cn−1[M ] = c1cn−1[P
n] =

1

2
n(n+ 1)2.

Remark 3.2. The formula (3.1), implicitly or explicitly, has been obtained by several inde-

pendent articles with different backgrounds ([NR79], [LW90], [Sa96]). This kind of formula is

a special case of a general phenomenon, which was called −1-phenomenon and investigated

by the author in [Li15] and [Li17]. The reader may refer to [Li19, §3.2] for a summary on

these materials.

The following theorem is due to Peternell ([Pe24]), which solves Conjecture 1.2 when n are

even.

Theorem 3.3 (Peternell). Let the conditions and notation be as in Theorem 2.2. Then(
c1(M), c1(D)

)
=

(
(n + 1)x, nx0

)
or

(
1
2(n+ 1)x, 12(n − 1)x0

)
.

Remark 3.4. The latter case in Theorem 3.3 can occur only if n is odd. So when n is even,(
c1(M), c1(D)

)
=

(
(n + 1)x, nx0

)
and hence Conjecture 1.2 is true due to the well-known

criterion of Kobayashi-Ochiai ([KO73]).

Proof. The three holomorphic vector bundles i∗(TM) = TM
∣∣
D

(the restriction to D of the

tangent bundle TM), TD and the normal bundle ND of D in M are related by the short
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exact sequence

(3.2) 0 −→ TD −→ i∗(TM) −→ ND −→ 0.

By Theorem 2.2 the Chern classes ci(M) ∈ Zxi and ci(D) ∈ Zxi0. So ci(M) and ci(D) can

be viewed as integers by abuse of notation. With this understood and taking the first and

(n− 1)-th Chern classes on i∗(TM) via (3.2), we have

(3.3) c1(M) = c1(D) + 1, cn−1(M) = cn−1(D) + cn−2(D) = n+ cn−2(D)

as cn−1(D) is the Euler number of D. Theorem 2.2 implies that the Betti numbers of M and

D are the same as those of Pn and P
n−1 respectively. Hence Proposition 3.1 yields

(3.4) c1(M)cn−1(M) =
1

2
n(n+ 1)2, c1(D)cn−2(D) =

1

2
(n− 1)n2.

By (3.4) both c1(M) 6= 0 and c1(D) 6= 0. Hence putting (3.3) and (3.4) together we have

(3.5)
n(n+ 1)2

2c1(M)
= n+

(n− 1)n2

2(c1(M)− 1)
.

Solving (3.5) leads to c1(M) = n+ 1 or 1
2 (n+ 1). �

4. Proof of main results

Our starting point to improve on Peternell’s Theorem 3.3 is the following fact, which should

be known to some experts as it is an application of some quite classical results in algebraic

topology. But it is difficult for us to find a reference and so we provide a proof ourselves.

Proposition 4.1. Let M be a simply-connected smooth closed 2n-dimensional manifold such

that its cohomology ring H∗(M ;Z) ∼= H∗(Pn;Z). Then M is homotopy equivalent to P
n.

Proof. By a basic fact about the Eilenberg-MacLane space K(Z, 2) = P
∞ ([Ha02, Thm 4.57]),

we have H2(M ;Z) ←→ [M,P∞]. Then there exists a continuous map, f : M −→ P
∞,

such that f∗(u) = x, where H∗(P∞;Z) = Z[u] and H∗(M ;Z) = Z[x]/(xn+1). By the cellular

approximation theorem ([Ha02, Thm 4.8]), there exists another continuous map g : M −→ P
∞

which is homotopic to f such that g(M) ⊂ 2n-skeleton of P∞ = P
n. Since g∗(u) = f∗(u) = x,

this map g : M −→ P
n induces an isomorphism on their cohomology rings:

(4.1) g∗ : H∗(Pn;Z) = Z[u]/(un+1)
∼=
−→ H∗(M ;Z) = Z[x]/(xn+1).

By (4.1), g∗(un) = xn and therefore the degree of g is ±1. Choose suitable orientations [M ]

and [Pn] on M and P
n. We have for each 0 ≤ k ≤ n,

g∗(x
n−k ∩ [M ]) = g∗

(
g∗(un−k) ∩ [M ]

)
= un−k ∩ g∗([M ]) = ±un−k ∩ [Pn].

By Poincaré duality, this implies that g induces isomorphisms on all integral homology groups:

(4.2) g∗ : H∗(P
n;Z)

∼=
−→ H∗(M ;Z).

Due to the simple-connectivity of M and P
n, and the fact (4.2), the Whitehead theorem

([Sp66, p.399]) tells us that g induces isomorphisms on all homotopy groups:

g∗ : πk(M)
∼=
−→ πk(P

n), for all k.

Namely, g is a weak homotopy equivalence ([Sp66, p.404]) and hence a homotopy equivalence

in our situation ([Sp66, p.405]). �
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Since a Fano manifold is simply-connected ([Zh00, p.225]), Proposition 4.1 has an immediate

consequence.

Corollary 4.2. A Fano manifold whose integral cohomology ring is the same as that of Pn

must be homotopy equivalent to P
n.

Remark 4.3. This implies that in Conjecture 1.3 the manifold in question is indeed homotopy

equivalent to P
n. Libgober and Wood showed that a compact Kähler manifold homotopy

equivalent to P6 is biholomorphic to P6 ([LW90, Thm 1]). So Conjecture 1.3 is true when

n ≤ 6 (see also [De15, §7]).

Now are are ready to prove the main results of this note.

Proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof. By Theorem 3.3, the Fano index of the (Fano) manifold M is either n+1 or 1
2(n+1).

Assume that the index is 1
2(n + 1). By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 4.2, M has the same

homotopy type as P
n. The classical Wu formula ([MS74, p.130]) says that Stiefel-Whitney

classes are homotopy type invariants. Thus

(4.3)
1

2
(n+ 1) ≡ n+ 1 (mod 2)

as the first Chern class modulo two is the second Stiefel-Whitney class. From (4.3) we obtain

n = 3 (mod 4). �

Remark 4.4. The fact that the first Chern class modulo two is a homotopy type invariant

was used throughout the arguments in [LW90].

Proof of Theorem 1.6.

Proof. The general form Poincaré-Alexander-Lefschetz duality theorem ([Br93, p.351]) says

that, for compact subsets B ⊂ A in M , we have

(4.4) H2n−k(M −B,M −A;Z) ∼= Hk(A,B;Z), 0 ≤ k ≤ 2n.

Taking (A,B) = (M,D) in (4.4) yields

Hk(M,D;Z) ∼= H2n−k(M −D;Z) = 0, 0 ≤ k ≤ 2n − 1,

as by the assumption in Theorem 1.6 the open manifold U = M − D is homology trivial.

This, via the homology long exact sequence for the pair (M,D)

· · · −→ Hk+1(M,D;Z) −→ Hk(D;Z)
i∗−→ Hk(M ;Z) −→ Hk(M,D;Z) −→ · · · ,

yields that the the natural homomorphism Hk(D;Z)
i∗−→ Hk(M ;Z) is bijective for 0 ≤ k ≤

2(n − 1). Then Theorem 1.6 follows from Theorem 1.4. �

Proof of Theorem 1.7.

Proof. The conclusion dimM ≥ 2 dimS was proved in [So76, p.64, Prop.5]. Let Dx := f−1(x)

and Mx := F−1(x) be the respective fibers at x ∈ S. When dimM = 2dimS or 2 dimS + 1,

the natural homomorphism

Hk(Dx;Z) −→ Hk(Mx;Z)

is bijective for 0 ≤ k ≤ 2 dimDx (see the last two lines in [So76, p.64]). Applying Theorem

1.4 to the pair (Mx,Dx) yields the desired proof. �
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