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ABSTRACT. A survey of special curves, special subvarieties of Mg , and related topics. A large portion of
the text discusses various possible interpretation of the word “special” in this context by giving also concrete
examples. One highlight is the bi-algebraic viewpoint for atypical intersections appearing in Hodge theory as
well as, more recently, in Teichmüller theory.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Curves of genus g and their moduli space, Mg, are central objects in both classical and modern mathematics.
See, for example, Mumford’s famous outline [156]. Many mathematicians have a favorite curve, and there
are many possible explanations for why they like such a curve. Often, it is either because the curve is
unexpectedly linked to another area of mathematics, or because it has some surprising properties. Of course,
there might be a non-trivial connection between the two explanations. Rarely does anyone claim to like the
generic curve, or even the generic hyperelliptic curve.

The main topic of these notes is the question posed in the title:

Question 1.1. What makes a curve special?

From the above informal discussion, we should at least keep in mind the following slogan:

special curves should be rare.

Here, "rare" should be understood as meaning "there are only finitely many families of curves with such a
property," or even better, "there are only finitely many such curves."

There are at least two angles (metric and algebro-geometric) that are related but arise from different
communities that we will survey and we will highlight some of their common features. Along the way,
we will popularize some conjectures, present various results, and showcase examples of families of curves,
seeking similarities. In essence, the Zilber-Pink viewpoint, in one form or another, will pervade our discussions.
The text is organized in three parts, and we now survey the main players and cornerstone results.

For an introduction, we also refer to the volumes on the geometry of algebraic curves [9, 8]. For a more
topological stand point, we recommend the book by Farb and Margalit [80].

1.1. Hodge theory. From the Hodge-theoretic perspective, the H1 of a curve naturally determines a prin-
cipally polarized abelian variety, called the Jacobian. Indeed, Riemann’s theorem defines an equivalence
between polarized abelian varieties over C and the category of polarizable integral Hodge structures of type
{(1, 0), (0, 1)}. Algebraic cycles on self-products of a curve X determine Hodge cycles on Jac(X), and
it is natural to investigate Jacobians with extra algebraic/Hodge cycles. One notable example is provided
by Jacobians whose endomorphism algebra is larger than expected. Among these, Jacobians with complex
multiplication occupy a special place. The theory of Complex Multiplication lies at the heart of Number
Theory, and understanding such Jacobians is a fascinating challenge. We will explore this aspect, which will
lead us to the study of sub-Shimura varieties of Ag (and their Hecke translates) that are generically contained
in Mg.

1.2. Teichmüller theory. A simple yet powerful observation lies at the heart of this way of thinking,
borrowed from the introduction of [134]. When X is equipped with a (non-zero) holomorphic one-form
ω ∈ Ω(X), X acquires a geometric character (contrasted with the algebro-geometric flavor described above).
For example, such a form determines a Euclidean metric on X (with singularities at the zeros of ω) and a
foliation F(ω) by horizontal geodesics. Similarly, the Hodge bundle ΩMg exhibits features absent in the
underlying moduli space of curves Mg: a stratified linear structure and a natural action of GL2(R)+.

Indeed, while ΩMg is a rank g vector bundle (possibly deprived of the zero section), it is stratified by the
algebraic subsets ΩMg(κ) of holomorphic 1-forms with zeros of multiplicities given by κ = (κ0, . . . , κn),
where

∑
i κi = 2g − 2 (thanks to the Riemann-Hurwitz formula). We refer to [113] for a discussion on

connected components of the strata and to [44] for results concerning the Kodaira dimension of (projectivized)
strata of Abelian differentials.

A holomorphic 1-form ω on X provides a collection of "charts" on X mapping to C, where the transition
maps are translations. These charts ramify at finitely many points corresponding to the zeros of ω and are
locally described by z 7→

∫ z
z0
ω. These charts induce the so-called period coordinates on ΩMg(κ), which

are modeled by the relative cohomology group H1(X,Z(ω);C).
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We will later discuss the flat picture and the GL2(R)+-action in that "global" setting. For the introduction,
we take the period coordinates perspective: decompose v ∈ H1(X,Z(ω);C) into real and imaginary parts,
v = Re v + i Im v and set [

a b
c d

]
·
[
Re v
Im v

]
=

[
aRe v + b Im v
cRe v + d Im v

]
.

This is a vast topic, but here we will primarily focus on the algebro-geometric aspects of the theory. For an
introduction to Teichmüller dynamics from this angle, we refer to the notes [43]. We also note that, in the
dynamical approach, Hodge theory appears in formulas and results about the Lyapunov exponents of a linear
cocycle (the so-called Kontsevich–Zorich cocycle), which encodes the topological/homological behavior
of trajectories of translation flows and the tangent cocycle of the Teichmüller flow [112]. For more on this
perspective, see [85]. Another interesting discussion about the relationship between the two viewpoints
described so far can be found in the problem section at the end of the introduction of [153].

1.3. The bi-algebraic viewpoint. Bi-algebraic geometry, as outlined in [110, Sec. 3 and 4], has recently
emerged due to its deep connections with the so-called André-Oort conjecture. The basic idea can be
summarized as follows. Let V be a smooth quasi-projective complex variety, with universal covering Ṽ . In
many interesting cases, Ṽ is not algebraic. (For example, if V is projective, are there examples of such V with
infinite fundamental group but not dominated by abelian varieties?) Nevertheless, Ṽ may admit holomorphic
maps to algebraic varieties W . However, in the one dimensional case, Ṽ turns out to be algebraic if and only
if it is bi-holomorphic to the projective line or the complex numbers. By fixing one such map d : Ṽ →W ,
bi-algebraic geometry suggests that bi-algebraic subvarieties (i.e., the Zariski-closed subvarieties of V that
can also be locally described algebraically in W ) should play a special role. We will explain how this angle
relates the previous two viewpoints.

We present a few examples:

• Let V be a product of n Riemann surfaces of higher genus, then Ṽ ∼= H× · · · ×H (cf. Theorem 2.1),
W is the product of n copies of P1, and the map is induced by the standard inclusion H → P1;

• If V supports a family of abelian varieties, Ṽ comes with a holomorphic map to a Hermitian
symmetric domain D. Even if D is not algebraic itself (it is only semi-algebraic), it comes with
various maps to algebraic varieties, as we will review in Section 7.1;

• Another related example is given by ΩMg where one has local period coordinates. We will see later
examples of the bi-algebraic viewpoint in this setting, even though the period coordinates do not
cleanly relate to the universal cover.

1.4. What is in this text?
• Various explicit examples of families of curves whose Jacobians have endomorphism ring unusually

large;
• We survey the known results regarding sub-Shimura varieties generically contained in Mg as well as

other results on the Hodge locus of Mg;
• An introduction to Teichmüller geometry and Teichmüller curves;
• The Eskin-Filip-Wright finiteness theorem for atypical orbit closures;
• An exposition of functional transcendence that tries to describe uniformly the Shimura and Teich-

müller sides;
• Further considerations inspired by the Zilber-Pink philosophy;
• Several classical and new questions on the topic.

1.5. Notation. Two types of curves will appear: [X] ∈ Mg and C ⊂ Mg, and they should not be confused.
The first is a smooth projective curve of genus g (sometimes described by affine equations rather than their
projective models), while the second may be neither smooth nor projective. Often, though not always, we
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will implicitly replace Mg by a finite covering. Our focus is mainly on objects defined over Q and C (with a
fixed embedding of the former into the latter).

Every curve here will be algebraic; nevertheless, it is worth noting that transcendental curves played a
fundamental role in the development of mathematics and physics in the 17th century (e.g., spirals, catenaries,
the brachistochrone, and other tautochrones). However, some proofs presented here may actually involve
non-algebraic curves (specifically, definable curves). This will be discussed only in Section 10.1 and relates
to the beautiful Pila–Wilkie theorem [168, 30].

1.6. Disclaimer. We selected a few topics that can be unified by the role of periods and that are not commonly
found together in other surveys. These notes may be viewed as a complement/update to the beautiful [152],
with the addition1 of a discussion on the Teichmüller perspective on Mg. The motivation for this came from
the recent works [109, 84, 25], which presented a perspective that integrates aspects of both theories.

Unsurprisingly, the literature on this topic is extensive, and we did not attempt the impossible task of
surveying every result (although we ended up collecting a large number of references). We apologize to
anyone we may have inadvertently omitted. These notes are an extended version of a talk given by the
author during the Simons Symposium on Periods and L-values of Motives (2024), held at Schloss Elmau,
based on [25] and, partially, on [22]. We hope that the emphasis we put on period coordinates viewpoint on
Teichmüller theory fits well a conference on Periods!

While preparing this text, we aimed to refine certain results throughout. The only new contributions can be
found in Section 3.2, Section 6.2, Section 9, and several questions that we have interspersed in the notes.

1.7. Acknowledgements. First of all we wish to thank J.-B. Bost and S. Zhang for organizing the Simons
Symposium. Recently we gave also a talk based on Part 1 in Berlin, during the conference Hodge theory,
periods and special loci (in memory of Tobias Kreutz) and we thank all the participants for remarks and
questions.

We are grateful to Y. André, B. Farb, S. Filip, B. Klingler, J. Lam, C. Matheus, C. McMullen, E. Ullmo, D.
Urbanik, and S. Zhang for various insightful discussions. We gained much knowledge on the Teichmüller
perspective during the study group on Orbit closures and their properties, organized with C. Matheus and it is
a pleasure to thank him as well as all the participants. Thanks to D. Lombardo, N. Khelifa, and C. McMullen
for their comments on a previous draft.

Finally, in 2016 at Monte Verità, I attended a lecture series by Frans Oort on CM Jacobians. This took
place the summer before I began my Ph.D. studies, and I have always kept in mind the setting and questions I
first heard from Oort, along with some discussions we shared over lunches. It is therefore a pleasure to write
these related notes and to thank him as well.

During the final stages of this work, the author was partially supported by the grant ANR-HoLoDiRibey of
the Agence Nationale de la Recherche.

1In op. cit., this is mentioned only once, following [152, Qtn. 6.11], due to the work of Möller [146].
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Part 1. Hodge theoretic viewpoint

2. CURVES AND THEIR JACOBIANS

Let X be an irreducible smooth projective algebraic curve over C, or simply a (compact) Riemann surface.
The first invariant one associates to a Riemann surface X is its genus g. One of the most important theorems
is the following:

Theorem 2.1 (Koebe, Poincaré 1907). The only connected, simply connected Riemann surfaces are P1
C, C,

and B1
C.

(Here we denote by B1
C the unit disc in C. Notice that it is biholomorphic to the upper half plane H. In the

sequel we will use both descriptions.)
As a corollary the universal covering X̃ of any connected Riemann surface is one of the three, and depends

only on the genus: g = 0 iff X̃ ∼= P1
C, g = 1 when X̃ ∼= C and higher genus in the remaining cases. For a

complete and recent discussion on the above theorem, we refer to [60].
We have already hinted to at least three ways of presenting X , and each of them hints already to a possible

definition of special (taking the nomenclature from [121]):
• (Fuchs viewpoint) If X ∼= Γ\H, one could say that X is special the more special Γ is, among the

other lattices in PSL2(R);
• (Jacobi viewpoint) Considers the periods associated to (X,ω), where ω is a nonzero meromorphic

differential form on X,
∫
γ ω ∈ C;

• (Riemann viewpoint) By looking at the algebraic equations defining the curve X (let’s say, by
imagining it embedded in some projective space).

We will start with the second perspective. To compare one curve to another, it is most useful to have a moduli
space of such objects. We denote by Mg the moduli stack of curves of genus g (over C, but we notice here
that it can be defined over Spec(Z)). It is a quasi-projective smooth irreducible Deligne-Mumford stack of
dimension max {g, 3g − 3}.

One of the most famous period maps is the Torelli map [182] (see also, e.g. [138]):

j : Mg → Ag = [Sp2g(Z)\Hg], C 7→ j(C) = (J(C), θ),

where J(C) is the Jacobian of the curve C with its principal polarization θ. Here Hg is the Siegel upper
half-space of genus g: the set of g × g symmetric matrices over the complex numbers whose imaginary part
is positive definite. It is the symmetric space associated to the symplectic group Sp2g(R). Ag is the moduli
space of principally polarized abelian varieties of dimension g and has dimension g(g + 1)/2.

Denote by Tg the Zariski closure of the image of j in Ag. From several perspectives, researchers have
examined subvarieties of Mg that exhibit special properties. A few key examples include: Brill-Noether loci
[119], Teichmüller geodesics (arising from billiard dynamics [135], initiated by Veech), and the Kodaira-
Parshin construction.

Remark 2.2. In the boundary Tg − j(Mg) one finds the decomposed Jacobians: A point of Tg is in the
boundary iff the corresponding principally polarized abelian variety is isomorphic to the product of two
principally polarized abelian varieties (of dimension >0, and as ppav). Cf. the end of Section 1.3 in [152].

2.1. Why Jacobians. With the goal in mind of defining special curves by associating some other vari-
ety/Hodge structure to a curve one might argue that there are many possibilities, apart from the Jacobians.
Of course the Jacobians look very natural (see for example the Rmk. below), and Farb [79] proved that
the Torelli map is essentially unique in Hom(Mg,Ag) (improving upon a representation theoretic result of
Korkmaz). This is one of the few theorems that uses Mg rather than a covering thereof, see indeed the various
Prym constructions, like in [26]. Prym varieties form a special class of principally polarized abelian varieties,
more general than Jacobians, and were discovered by Wirtinger in 1895. Unfortunately we’ll not discuss this
fascinating topic.
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There are however other constructions of local systems/variations of Hodge structures on Mg. For example,
in the early 90’s, quantum representations of the mapping class group of a surface were discovered as a
byproduct of a more general structure called topological quantum field theory (TQFT) [125].

Remark 2.3. It is an old theorem of Matsusaka [129] that every abelian variety over an algebraic closed field
is a quotient of a Jacobian.

2.2. Endomorphisms. Abelian varieties with the largest endomorphism ring are called with Complex
Multiplication, or simply CM. We will come back to this topic several times, see Definition 2.29 for an
equivalent definition. Given an abelian variety A, we write End0(A) = End(A)⊗Q.

Definition 2.4. We say that an abelian variety A has complex multiplication if End0(A) contains a
commutative, semisimple Q-subalgebra of dimension 2 dimA.

Definition 2.5. Let F be a totally real number field. We say that an abelian variety A has real multiplication
by OF , if there is an action of the ring of integers OF on A such that the Lie algebra of A is free of rank one
over OF (which acts by functoriality)

In particular, this requirement forces the dimension of A and the degree of F to be equal. We will often be
concerned with the case where End0(A) is equal to (and not bigger than) a totally real field of dimension
dim(A). On the other hand, we do not require always the full ring of integers of this field to act on A. We
call this more general case real multiplication by F .

Remark 2.6. Both CM abelian varieties and abelian varieties with real multiplication (RM) are dense in Ag.
We will see that this can drastically change when we restrict to Jacobians.

We record here the following folklore and open ended question.

Question 2.7. Every endomorphism of Jac(X), can be represented by a divisor on X ×X . What can be said
on such divisor? Do they have a conceptual explanation, e.g. in the case of Jacobians with real or complex
multiplication?

It’s worth mentioning at least one example of a family with a rather special property–we will see more
examples in a moment.

Theorem 2.8 (Earle [68]). For each n = 2k + 1 odd, the families of hyperelliptic curves (for t ̸= 0, 1)

(2.1) Ct,n : {y2 = (xn − 1)(xn − t)}
have the following property: there are two curves Y1,t,k, Y2,t,k of genus k such that Jac(Cn,t) is isomorphic
to the product of the two jacobians.

Remark 2.9. We will be mainly concerned with abelian varieties over the complex numbers. However,
Robert Coleman conjectured that for a given number field k only finitely many rings, up to isomorphism, can
be realised as the ring of End0 of an abelian variety defined over k. See Conjecture C(e, g) from [34].

2.3. Albert classification. The structure of End0(A), for A simple, is described by the Albert classification
of division algebras with involution. To a principally polarized abelian variety (A, λ) we associate the pair
(D = End0(A), †), † the Rosati involution. D is a simple Q-algebra of finite dimension and † is a positive
involution. Let K be the center of D (so that D is a central simple K-algebra), and K0 be the subfield of
symmetric elements in K. Write e = [K : Q]. We know that either K0 = K, in which case † is said to be of
the first kind, or that K0 ⊂ K is a quadratic extension (second kind).

(If Q is a quaternion algebra over a field L, its canonical involution is the involution given by q 7→
TrdQ/L(q)− q.)

Theorem 2.10 (Albert). The pair (D, †) is of one of four types:
Type I. K0 = K = D is a totally real field and † =identity

6



Type II. K0 = K is a totally real field, and D is a quaternion algebra over K with D ⊗K,σ R ∼=M2(R) for
every σ : K → R.

Let d 7→ d∗ be the canonical involution on D. Then there exists an element a ∈ D such that
a2 ∈ K is totally negative, and such that d† = ad∗a−1 for all d ∈ D.

We have an isomorphism D ⊗Q R ∼=
∏
σ : K→RM2(R) such that the involution † on D ⊗Q R

corresponds to the involution (d1, . . . , de) 7→ (dt1, . . . , d
t
e).

Type III. K0 = K is a totally real field, and D is a quaternion algebra over K with D ⊗K,σ R ∼= H for
every embedding σ : K → R. (We write H for the Hamiltonian quaternion algebra over R). † is the
canonical involution on D.

We have an isomorphismD⊗QR ∼=
∏
σ : K→RH such that the involution † onD⊗QR corresponds

to the involution (d1, . . . , de) 7→ (d̄1, . . . , d̄e).
Type IV. K0 is a totally real field, K is a totally imaginary quadratic field extension of K. Write a 7→ ā for

the complex conjugation of K over K0. If v is a finite place of K, write v̄ for its complex conjugate.
The algebra D is a central simple algebra over K such that:

– If v is a finite place of K with v = v̄ then invv(D) = 0;
– For any place v of K we have invv(D) + invv̄(D) = 0 in Q/Z.

If m is the degree of D as a central simple K-algebra, we have an isomorphism

D ⊗Q R ∼=
∏

σ : K0→R
Mm(C)

such that the involution † on D ⊗Q R corresponds to the involution (d1, . . . , de) 7→ (d̄t1, . . . , d̄
t
e).

2.4. Automorphisms. We pause for a moment to discuss what can actually be said regarding automorphisms
of a curve, rather than endomorphism of its Jacobian.

Theorem 2.11. Let X be a curve of genus ≥ 2, then Aut(X) is finite.

Sketch of the proof. Since X is of higher genus, we saw before that it is uniformized by H. Since the
automorphism group of H preserves the metric of constant curvature −1 on H, we obtain a hyperbolic metric
on X . Schwarz Lemma implies that Aut(X) acts by isometries on X . In particular it is a compact group.
To obtain finiteness, it is enough to show that it is discrete. This follows from the fact that the natural map
Aut(X) → Mod(X) is injective, cf. [130, Thm. 2.2] (here Mod(X) denotes the mapping class group of X ,
cf. [80]). □

Theorem 2.12 (Hurwitz’s automorphisms theorem, 1893). If ≥ 2, he group Aut(X) has cardinality at
most 84(g − 1). Moreover the equality is reached if and only if X is a branched covering of P1 with three
ramification points, of indices 2,3 and 7.

Example. The famous Klein quartic discovered in 1879, K = {x3y+y3z+z3x = 0} ∈ M3 has automorphism
group PSL2(F7) with cardinality 168 = 84(3− 1).

Modular curves are simply quotients of the complex upper half-plane H by the action of a congruence
subgroup Γ of SL2(Z). The resulting curve is however not compact. See Appendix A.4 for a more detailed
discussion on this topic. For the time being we just point out that they naturally parametrize elliptic curves
with extra structures, depending on the congruence subgroup Γ. We will say more on this in the appendix.
There are also examples of compact Shimura curves that would naturally fit into the narrative.

Remark 2.13. The Klein quartic described before is a modular curve of level 7.

The Fermat curve is another example of highly studied curve:

(2.2) Fd := {xd + yd + zd = 0}.
It is smooth, of genus (d− 1)(d− 2)/2 (and gonality d− 1).

Of course many more example of famous algebraic curves are around– one could look at Pierre de Fermat
and his 1659 treatise on quadrature, for example.

7



Remark 2.14. Extra automorphisms are rare, and several question can be asked on the structure of Aut(X).
Perhaps the most natural one is how often the Hurwitz bound is achieved. Macbeath showed that this bound
is attained for infinitely many values of g and Accola proved that it fails to be attained infinitely often. A
further interesting discussion is offered by Larsen in [118]. See also [177].

2.4.1. Cyclic automorphisms. Irokawa and Sasaki [103] gave a complete classification of curves over C with
an automorphism of order N ≥ 2g + 1: such curves are either hyperelliptic with N = 2g + 2 and g even, or
are quotients of the Fermat curve of degree N by a cyclic group of order N .

2.4.2. Related works. Let X be a curve of genus ≥ 2. Following Rauch and Wolfart, we say that X has
many automorphisms if it cannot be deformed non-trivially together with its automorphism group. Müller
and Pink [154] determine all complex hyperelliptic curves with many automorphisms and decide which of
their jacobians have complex multiplication. For a study of superelliptic curves with many automorphisms
and CM Jacobians, see also [158].

We refer to [78, Prob. 2.19], for an interesting related problem.

2.5. Completely decomposable Jacobians, à la Ekedahl-Serre. Ekedahl and Serre [70] produce many
examples of curves of suitable genera g up to 1297, whose Jacobian is isogenous to a product of elliptic
curves (aka completely decomposable Jacobians). These curves are constructed either as modular curves or
as coverings of curves of genus 2 or 3; and in the end have genus up to 1297.

Example ([162, Thm. 2]). The genus 5 hyperelliptic curve

y2 = x(x10 + 11x5 − 1)

has Jacobian isogenous to the fifth power of the elliptic curve y2 = x(x2 + 11x− 1).

In the paper [70], they also ask:

Question 2.15 (Ekedahl-Serre). For every g, is there a curve of genus g whose Jacobian is completely
decomposable? Or, are the genera of curves with completely decomposable Jacobians bounded?

We refer to the preprint [45] for some partial results in that direction, as well as to the work of Paulhus and
Paulhus-Rojas [163] for the new values of g for which there exist totally decomposable Jacobians of genus g.
Another interesting results of theirs is:

Theorem 2.16 ([163, Thm. 3.3]). Let g ∈ {11 − 19, 21 − 29, 31, 33 − 35, 37, 40, 41, 43 − 47, 49, 52,
53, 55, 57, 61, 65, 57, 69, 73, 82, 91, 93, 95, 97, 109, 129, 145, 193}. Then there is a dimension one (or larger)
family of completely decomposable Jacobians of curves of genus g.

Contrary to the previous cases, the approach in Theorem 2.16 is based on the use of Riemann surfaces
with non-trivial automorphism group (and computational tools). For further results on this topic, we refer
also to the monograph [117].

Remark 2.17. There are also various approaches to study questions of the following form. Consider the
one-parameter family of hyperelliptic curve

Ct = {y2 = f(x)(x− t)}

for some polynomial f ∈ Z[X] of degree 2g, g ≥ 1. Let K be a number field. What can be said on the locus
of t ∈ K such that Jac(Ct) is non-simple? Even if one knows that only finitely many such t can appear, it
is hard to understand how this finite number varies as f changes. Various approaches to such question are
discussed in [72]. Related are also [203] and [201].

We can now believe that Completely decomposable Jacobians and we now try to see whether CM (and
RM) are also rare phenomena for Jacobians.
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2.6. Real and Complex multiplication.

Conjecture 2.1 (Coleman-Oort, arithmetic version [46, Conj. 6]). For sufficiently large genus g (specifically,
g ≥ 8), Mg contains only finitely many curves with a CM Jacobian.

Remark 2.18. An example of a CM Jacobian is given by the Fermat (2.2) equation –see for example [127]
(and references therein) for more on this, as well as [87, Sec. 5]. Another family of examples will be
discussed in Remark 2.34. See also [154, Table 1] and [37] for further interesting examples.

We will discuss more about this in the later sections, but for now, we just record the following nice result:

Theorem 2.19 ([124, 150]). For g ≥ 8, only finitely many genus g hyperelliptic curves can have CM
Jacobians

See also [152, Sec. 6] for more conjectures and questions (due to Oort and Moonen-Oort). To mention one
striking example (see also [69, Prob. 4]):

Question 2.20. Do we know the existence of, or can we construct, a curve C of genus at least 4, with
Aut(C) = {id} and CM Jacobian?

Versions of the above conjecture for the RM case will be discussed in Section 6.2.

2.7. Some examples (RM). Ellenberg [71], using branched covers of the projective line, constructed
interesting families of curves whose Jacobians are acted on by large rings of endomorphisms. In his
construction, the endomorphisms arise as quotients of double coset algebras of the Galois groups of these
coverings. It is a generalisation of the work of Mestre and Brumer, who produce, for each odd prime
p, families of curves X of genus (p − 1)/2 such that End0(Jac(X)) contains the real cyclotomic field
Q(ζ + ζ−1), as well as work of Tautz-Top-Verberkmoes that we explain below. We refer to op. cit. for more
references and constructions (including the work of Hashimoto-Murabayashi, Bending, Shimada, etc.). See
also [54], for other related examples.

Theorem 2.21 (Tautz-Top-Verberkmoes [179]). Let p be an odd prime, ζp a primitive p-th root of unity, and
let F ∈ Z[x] be the minimal polynomial of −ζp − ζ−1

p , then

(2.3) Ct = Ct,p = {y2 = x · F (x2 − 2) + t}
defines a family of curves of genus (p− 1)/2 whose jacobians contain the totally real field Q(ζp + ζ−1

p ) in
their endomorphism algebra.

Remark 2.22. We will get back to this example after we discuss Teichmüller curves in Section 4.3.

Sketch of the proof. To see where the above equation comes from, consider the family of curves

Dt = {y2 = x(x2p + txp + 1)}.
We picked it because it has many automorphisms related to ζp. Indeed Z/2Z×Z/pZ acts via the hyperelliptic
involution and ζ : (x, y) 7→ (ζpx, ζp

p+1/2y). There’s also the involution σ : (x, y) 7→ ( 1x ,
y

xp+1 ) which
commutes with the hyperelliptic involution (therefore the quotient is again hyperelliptic), but not Z/pZ. One
verifies that Ct,p = Dt/⟨σ⟩ [179, Prop 3.]. The point now is that Z/pZ does not descend to automorphisms
but define correspondences. Indeed [ζ] defines an automorphisms of Jac(Dt) and we show now that [ζ]+[ζ]−1

restricts to Jac(Ct), as desired. By working with the tangent spaces, it is enough to show that ζ+ζ−1, seen as
an element of the group ring C[Aut(Dt)] stabilises the space of σ-invariant differentials in H0(Dt,Ω

1
Dt/C).

A basis of such space is given by the differentials ωj = (xj − xp−1−j)dxy , for 0 ≤ j ≤ (p− 3)/2. And one
computes

(ζ∗ + (ζ−1)∗) · ωj =
(
ζ(p+1)/2−j−1
p + (ζ−1

p )
(p+1)/2−j−1

)
· ωj .

□
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Question 2.23. For p ≥ 17, are there any CM points on the families Ct,p? Can the CM points be described?

A priori it is not fully clear that the set of CM points on Ct,p is actually finite. (At each t0 ∈ C−Q we will
have necessarily End0(J(Ct0)) = Q(ζp + ζ−1

p ), but at algebraic numbers it can have bigger endomorphism
ring).

2.8. Some examples (CM).

Theorem 2.24 (De Jong-Noot [58]). The families

(2.4) {y3 = x(x− 1)(x− t1)(x− t2)(x− t3)} ⊂ M4;

(2.5) {y5 = x(x− 1)(x− t)} ⊂ M4;

(2.6) {y7 = x(x− 1)(x− t)} ⊂ M6;

have infinitely many fibers with CM Jacobians.

Remark 2.25. For a discussion about the corresponding Higgs bundle in (2.5) we refer to [164, Example
4.4] “An interesting Shimura curve in the Torelli locus”. See also the discussion about a question of Fujita in
op. cit. and references therein.

It is easy to observe that the curves in (2.5) have an automorphism of order 5 given by multiplying y by
a 5-th root of unity. This already implies End0 of their Jacobians contain Q[ζ5]. An observation that we
learned from a MathOverflow answer of Tim Dokchitser is that a large group of automorphisms of a curve
forces presence of roots of unity in the endomorphism algebra of its Jacobian, and this is likely to produce
products of abelian varieties with CM by abelian fields. We will come back to this point later in the text.

Remark 2.26. Examples with g = 5 and g = 7 were later found by Rohde [174]. Moonen [149] considered
families of cyclic covers of P1, fixing the covering group and the local monodromies and varying the branch
points. He proves that there are precisely twenty such families that give rise to a special subvariety in the
moduli space of abelian varieties. See also [152, Sec. 5] for a complete discussion (especially Table 1 in op.
cit.).

To justify the g ≥ 8 in Conjecture 2.1, we conclude by presenting the two known examples of one
dimension families with a dense set of CM points in M7:

Theorem 2.27 (Rohde). The families

{y9 = (x− t1)
3(x− t2)

5(x− t3)
5(x− t4)

7} ⊂ M7

{y12 = (x− t1)
4(x− t2)

6(x− t3)
7(x− t4)

7} ⊂ M7

have infinitely many fibers with CM Jacobians.

2.9. Schottky problem. This is the problem of characterizing which principally polarized abelian varieties
are Jacobians of curves. There are several solutions or conjectural solutions of this problem: there is an
analytical approach as well as a geometric one. Another interesting Tannakian approach was recently
proposed by Weissauer and Krämer, and we refer to [171] for recent results in genus ≤ 5 (and references
there in, for more about this topic).

However, to the best of our knowledge, they are not clearly related to the questions motivating our text.
We refer to [61] for more about this. See also the discussion [152, Sec. 4.17]. Interestingly the Schottky
problem appears implicitly also in the Teichmüller viewpoint that we will describe later, as indeed [134, Thm.
1.1] and [17] demonstrate.
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As Oort writes (in the notes CM Jacobians, from a 2012 conference in Bordeaux): In general it is hard to
see from properties of a given curve whether its Jacobian is a CM abelian variety. On the other hand known
criteria which decide whether a given principally polarized abelian variety is a Jacobian does not enable us,
it seems, to single out from the large class of CM abelian variety many CM Jacobians:

• starting with a curve C it is hard to decide whether Jac(C) is a CM abelian variety;
• starting with an abelian variety A (maybe CM, principally polarized, g > 3) it is hard to decide

whether it is the Jacobian of an algebraic curve.
In this direction, see also the discussion from [78, Sec. 4.4].
We pause here to say some words on computing endomorphisms of Jacobians. If the curve is defined over

a number field, then Costa-Mascot-Sijsling-Voight [52] gave an answer (and Lombardo in genus 2 [122, Sec.
3], initiated by van Wamelen for the CM case). Their algorithm, if terminates, gives the correct answer and,
conditionally on the Mumford-Tate conjecture it terminates [51].

Unfortunately the examples worked out in [52, Sec. 8] are of small genus. Can this algorithm be used
to address Question 2.20? Implemented in MAGMA there is also an algorithm that computes the group of
automorphism of a curve. See also [102] as well as the book [32].

2.10. Noether-Lefschetz Locus. Debarre-Lazlo [62] classified the Noether-Lefschetz locus in Ag, i.e. the
locus of abelian varieties with Neron-Severi rank > 1. They proved that the irreducible components NL are
of two types:

(1) For each integer k ≤ g , the locus of principally polarized abelian varieties containing an abelian
subvariety of dimension k such that the induced polarization is of a fixed degree.

(2) For every divisor n of g, n ̸= g, the irreducible components of the locus of Hilbert modular varieties
(cf. Appendix A.4).

The Noether-Lefschetz locus is a special case of a more general concept, namely the Hodge locus which we
will discuss. More about Hodge theory and the framework of Shimura varieties can be found in Appendix A.

2.11. Hidden symmetries and the André–Oort conjecture. The angle presented here traces back to Serre’s
work on open image theorems for abelian varieties and the related work of Mumford [155] and Tate from
1969. They sought to predict the image of the Galois group acting on the ℓ-adic Tate module of an abelian
variety A, introducing the notion of the Mumford-Tate group. We refer to Appendix A.2.1 for an introduction
to Hodge structures and related topics.

Definition 2.28. The Mumford-Tate group of a Hodge structure V , MT(V ), is the Tannakian group
associated to the category ⟨V ⟩⊗ ⊂ QHS. Equivalently, it is the Q-Zariski closure of the C∗-action defining
the Hodge decomposition, or the stabilizer in GL(V ) of the Hodge classes in arbitrary tensor operations.

Deligne [63] proved that the image of the Galois group acting on Tate module is a subgroup of MT⊗
Qℓ. Pohlmann [172], in ‘68, proved the Mumford-Tate conjecture for abelian varieties with Complex
Multiplication. We recall now the most general definition of CM:

Definition 2.29. A Hodge structure V is CM if its Mumford-Tate group MT(V ) is commutative.

In its most elementary form the André–Oort conjecture (often abbreviated by AO) asserts the following.

Theorem 2.30 (André [2]). Let V be an irreducible algebraic curve in the complex affine plane, which is
neither horizontal nor vertical. Then V is a modular curve Y0(N), for some N > 0, if and only if it contains
infinitely many points (j′, j′′) ∈ C2 such that j′ and j′′ are j-invariants of elliptic curves with complex
multiplication.

The Mordell-Lang conjecture, proven by Faltings, includes the famous statement that a smooth projective
curve of genus > 1 has only finitely many K-points over any number field K, and the Manin-Mumford
conjecture which asserts the following:

11



Theorem 2.31 (Raynaud [173]). Let A be an abelian variety over a field of characteristic 0 and E be a
subset of torsion points. Then the Zariski closure of E is special. That is, it is a finite union of torsion cosets
a+B for some abelian subvariety B of A and a torsion point a ∈ A.

In 1989, André [1], and later Oort in 1995 [159], proposed the André-Oort conjecture (AO) for Shimura
varieties, partly inspired by non-abelian analogues of the Manin-Mumford conjecture and the distribution of
CM points on moduli spaces. Shimura varieties, a class of varieties that include modular curves and, more
generally, moduli spaces parametrizing principally polarized Abelian varieties of a given dimension (possibly
with additional prescribed structures), were originally introduced by Shimura in the 1960s in his study of the
theory of complex multiplication.

Definition 2.32. An irreducible component of a Shimura subvariety of a Shimura variety S, or of its image
under a Hecke operator, is called a special subvariety of S.

See for example [152, Sec. 3.6] for more about special subvarieties. Often, by abuse of notation, we will
call special subvarieties of a Shimura variety simply sub-Shimura varieties.

Theorem 2.33 (AO for Shimura varieties, [166, 184]). Let S be a Shimura variety. An irreducible subvariety
is special if and only if it contains a Zariski-dense set of CM points.

More generally, the above questions are inspired by the following. Given a reductive group G ⊂ GSp2g,
what can be said of the set

HG := {x ∈ Mg : MT(x) is conjugate to G}?

Assuming the Hodge conjecture, the points in HG correspond to curves whose Jacobian (or a power of it) has
some unexpected algebraic cycle. We will come back on this perspective in Section 6.1.

Remark 2.34. Principally polarized abelian varieties with Mumford-Tate group smaller than the very general
one (i.e. GSp2g) can have extra Hodge classes related to divisor classes or not (cf. Section 2.10). The Hodge
classes of latter case are called exceptional. So far, we didn’t say much this fascinating subject. Often a
abelian variety supporting exceptional Hodge classes is called degenerate. An example of a curve whose
Jacobian is CM and degenerate is

Cm : {y2 = xm + 1} ∈ Mg,

(for g = ⌊m− 1/2⌋) for m is an odd composite number [94]. We wish to refer the reader to the interesting
recent work of Gallese, Goodson, and Lombardo [87], for the computations of several interesting arithmetic
invariants of Jac(Cm). We will see other examples, of a different kind, of degenerate Jacobians in Section 6.3.

To connect with Section 2.4, Riemann surfaces of higher genus with automorphism group of cardinality
> 2 have necessarily Mumford-Tate group smaller than the very general one.

Remark 2.35 (D. Lombardo). From the examples discussed so far, it seems that most of CM points on Mg

actually lie on the hyperelliptic locus (cf. Theorem 2.19) and one can wonder how hard it is to construct,
for every g, a non-hyperelliptic Jacobian with CM other than Fermat. Davide Lombardo pointed out to the
author the following construction, and we reproduce here his argument. Fix d and consider

Fa,b,c : y
d = xa(1− x)b

for a, b, c positive integers whose sum is equal to d. Each Fa,b,c is a quotient of the Fermat curve Fd (2.2)
and therefore have CM Jacobians. Following the work of Coleman [47, Sec. IV], one can determine which
Fa,b,c are hyperelliptic, and this seldom happens. Take d = 2k + 1 odd such that d = a + b + c for some
distinct a, b, c such that (d, a) = (d, b) = (d, c) = 1, then Fa,b,c is not hyperelliptic [47, Prop. 8].

One could still ask for examples of non-hyperelliptic CM points of Mg that are not quotients of Fermat.
12



3. COLEMAN–OORT CONJECTURE

One of the most ambitious conjectures about the distribution of CM points on Mg is due to Coleman and
Oort, which we have already encountered in Section 2.6. We state here a geometric reformulation:

Conjecture 3.1 (Coleman-Oort, geometric version). For sufficiently large genus g (specifically, g ≥ 8), there
are no sub-Shimura2 varieties Z ⊂ Ag of positive dimension that are generically contained in Mg.

Thanks to Theorem 2.33– the solution of the André-Oort conjecture– the above geometric question is
equivalent to an arithmetic one stated in Conjecture 2.1.

It is worth mentioning also the work by Toledo [181], who seems to be the first to have considered such
type of geometric questions. Indeed, in 1987, he wrote:

. . . ask if the image of Mg contains any straight lines of the symmetric geometry, i.e., any complex totally
geodesic curves.

(It’s easy to see that sub-Shimura curves are totally geodesic. See Definition 7.1 and the discussion there
for more about totally geodesic subvarieties).) Toledo’s motivation came from differential geometry and
curvature properties of the Torelli map, and we will discuss his result later, see Theorem 3.9.

Remark 3.1. Coleman was advertising his conjecture on CM Jacobians [46, Conj. 6] in ‘87. The link
between Coleman’s conjecture and Toledo’s question is the AO conjecture, as we explained before. The first
appearance of a problem of AO type was in ‘89 in the work of André [1], and, a posteriori, also in ‘88 in
the work of Wolfart [194]. It is interesting to observe how many different perspectives and motivations lead
mathematicians at the end of the 80s to consider these kind of questions. Understanding the precise link
between them, and finding a framework for actually proving some of these conjecture kept the community
occupied for several decades! To conclude, the first formulation of a AO for mixed Shimura varieties appears
in 2001 [5, Lecture 3] (see also later work of Gao [88] as well as Appendix A.6 for a brief discussion about
mixed Shimura varieties).

The most general question in this spirit is the following [152, Qtn. 6.11].

Question 3.2. Does the Torelli locus contain any totally geodesic subvarieties (for the symmetric metric on
Ag) of positive dimension?

Related is also the following formulated by Farb, with different motivations and after his earlier work with
Masur [81]:

Question 3.3 ([78, Qtn. 2.5]). Does there exist some g for which π1(Mg) contains a subgroup Γ isomorphic
to a cocompact (resp. noncocompact) lattice in SO(m, 1) with m ≥ 5 (resp. m ≥ 4)? A cocompact lattice in
SU(n, 1), n ≥ 2? Must there be only finitely many conjugacy classes of any such fixed Γ in π1(Mg)?

We will later see a proof of the following, which asserts that such subvarieties are rare.

Theorem 3.4 (Geometric AO for Mg [186]). If g ≥ 4, the collection of totally geodesic subvarieties
generically contained in Mg is not Zariski dense in Mg.

Remark 3.5. We remark here that the Coleman-Oort conjecture is not a consequence of AO, nor the more
general Zilber-Pink conjecture (or just ZP, for brevity) that we will later discuss. CO can be thought as an
(very!) effective version of Theorem 3.4. Albeit effective approaches to the geometric ZP conjecture exist, it
still seems difficult to implement them to obtain evidences in favour of the CO conjecture (especially for all
g).

2Here by sub-Shimura varieties we mean special subvarieties in the sense of Definition 2.32 (i.e. we allow Hecke translates).
We prefer this, admittedly looser, terminology, because later we will have a different definition of special subvarieties. Namely the
pull-back along the Torelli map of any special subvariety from Ag to Mg .
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There are actually many proofs of the above. It should be compared to the more surprising (and for which
essentially one proof is known):

Theorem 3.6 (Corollary of [184]). If g ≥ 4, the collection of genus g curves with CM Jacobian is not Zariski
dense in Mg.

In fact a stronger result in proven in op. cit.: there are only finitely many maximal special subvarieties of
Ag generically contained in Mg.

3.1. Known cases. The current state of this area is nicely summarized in Moonen’s article [150], which
builds on the work of Hain [100] (which builds on the work of Farb and Masur mentioned above [81]), and
de Jong–Zhang [59]. There has also been extensive and interesting work by the “Italian school” (Colombo,
Frediani, Ghigi, Penegini, Pirola, Porru, Tamborini, Torelli, among others). Notably, they offer an extensive
study of the differential-geometric properties of the Torelli map, particularly through the second fundamental
form (see, e.g., [86]). Combining the two strands of research:

Theorem 3.7. Let g ≥ 8. Assume there are infinitely many smooth complex curves of genus g whose
Jacobians are CM abelian varieties. Then there exists a special subvariety S ⊂ Tg of positive dimension
such that S ∩Mg ̸= ∅, and at least one of the following holds:

(1) dim(S) = 1;
(2) dim(S) = 2 and S is compact;
(3) S is a compact ball quotient.

Moreover, any special subvariety generically contained in Mg satisfies dim(S) ≤ 2g − 1 if g is even, and
dim(S) ≤ 2g if g is odd.

Ball quotients, which are locally Hermitian spaces of the form Γ\Bn (where Γ is neat), are particularly
notable examples of Shimura varieties. Picard modular varieties, discussed in more details in Appendix A.4,
belong to this class. As far as we know, not much is known about which types of ball quotients can arise in
Mg.

A recent theorem of Yeung, combined with the above works, elucidates the study Shimura varieties on
the complement of the hyperelliptic locus Hg in the open Torelli locus (he actually describes also the case
g = 2, 3, 4). See also [142] for another approach.

Theorem 3.8 (Yeung [199, Thm. 1 and Thm. 2]). Let g ≥ 5, the set j(Mg −Hg) contains no sub-Shimura
varieties of Ag.

The above theorem is really about sub-Shimura varieties contained in j(Mg −Hg), rather than the weaker
notion of generically contained. We will comment more on this in Section 4.5.

To take care of the Shimura curves, the author proves that they are indeed Shimura-Teichmüller curves and
uses a result of Möller [146] (in genus > 5) and Aulicino and Norton in genus 5 [10]. We will get back to
this point after we discuss more about Teichmüller curves.

3.2. Work of Toledo. Toledo [181] proved that most of compact totally geodesic curves in the Siegel
moduli space Ag cannot lie in the image of the Torelli morphism. The meaning of "most" is in terms of the
holomorphic sectional curvature of Siegel space:

Theorem 3.9. Let g ≥ 3, and C ⊂ Mg a smooth compact curve of genus h such that j(C) ⊂ Ag is totally
geodesic of curvature −1/l. Then l ≤ (g − 1)/3.

Sketch of the proof. By restricting the universal family of curves Cg → Mg to C we obtain a surface S and a
fibration π : S → C in smooth genus g curves. We compute the Chern numbers of S:

c2(S) = c1(C)c1(fibre) = 4(g(C)− 1)(g − 1)
14



for c1(S)2 we use Grothendieck-Riemann-Roch. So we just need to compute ch1(R1π∗OS). To see that
it is equal to −l(g(C)− 1) we use the Gauss-Bonnet formula and the fact that j(C) is totally geodesic of
curvature −1/l.

Since S is necessarily minimal and of general type, the Miyaoka-Yau inequality gives

c21 = 4(g(C)− 1)(2g − 2 + 3l) ≤ 3c22 = 12(g(C)− 1)(g − 1),

which implies the desired bound. □

Remark 3.10. It seems that one can improve the above bound to l < (g − 1)/3, since the equality in MY
implies that S is a ball quotient (as one obtains from Yau’s proof of the Calabi’s conjecture). But a result
of Liu [120] shows that a compact complex-hyperbolic surface S does not admit nonsingular holomorphic
fibrations over complex curves. Unfortunately it seems that the result is not widely accepted by the community.
However, another proof appears also in [114].

Corollary 3.11. For g ≤ 4, Mg contains no compact totally geodesic curves.

Proof. The result is interesting only for g = 3, 4, in this range Mg contains indeed many compact curves. In
[181, Sec. 2], Toledo rules out the case l = 1, so this follows from the above theorem. □

3.3. Related works. We collect here some related work
• Another fruitful method for excluding Shimura curves is the use of the so called Arakelov inequalities.

We refer to [192] for details on this powerful technique.
• See also [123, 115] for further investigations.
• In [57], de Gaay Fortman and Schreieder show, among other things, that for a very general principally

polarized abelian variety of dimension at least four, no power is isogenous to a product of Jacobians
of curves.

• In [4], Andreatta discusses an analogue of the Coleman-Oort conjecture for the locus of degenerate
irreducible curves.
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Part 2. Teichmüller viewpoint

4. DYNAMICAL AND METRIC PERSPECTIVE

We now introduce the second main source of special subvarieties of Mg (and related moduli spaces like
Mg,n and ΩMg). For an introduction of this circle of ideas, we refer to [135].

4.1. Metric geometry. This is a large world with contributions of many people. We simply refer to the
recent survey [42].

Let X be a smooth quasi-projective variety. The Kobayashi pseudometric dK = dK,X is the largest
pseudometric on a (smooth quasi-projective) variety X such that

dK(f(x), f(y)) ≤ ρ(x, y),

for all holomorphic maps f : ∆ → X (where ρ(x, y) is the Poincaré metric)–cf. Kobayashi’s book [111].

Definition 4.1. A complex manifold Y is said to be Kobayashi hyperbolic if the Kobayashi pseudo-metric
is in fact a metric: dK,X(p, q) > 0,∀p ̸= q.

Definition 4.2. A subvariety Y ⊂ X is called K-totally geodesic if dK,Y is equal to the restriction to Y of
dK,X .

The definition makes sense also if dK is not a metric, and for example, for abelian varieties (where dK = 0)
the K-totally geodesic subvarieties are translate of sub-abelian varieties [198].

We can represent Mg (or better its complex points) via the uniformization Mod(g)\Tg. The Teichmüller
space Tg is inhomogeneous, for example Aut(Tg) = Mod(g) is discrete. Nevertheless there are a lots of
isometric holomorphic map F : H → Tg. We call such curves complex Teichmüller geodesics (CT-geodesic).
Indeed every two points can be connected by a CT-geodesic. The projection of the image of F to Mg is
almost always dense. If it lies in an algebraic curve C ⊂ Mg, we call C a Teichmüller curve. We will now
explain that they are rare objects and what is known about their existence.

Remark 4.3. Royden, in the 70s, proved that the Teichmüller metric and the Kobayashi metric are the
same [175, 176]. The result that the holomorphic automorphism group of the Teichmüller space is exactly
the mapping class group is a consequence of this fact. Furthermore Mg does not admit any nontrivial
automorphisms or correspondences (as long as g ≥ 3), [141, Thm. 6.1].

From now on, we see moduli space Mg both as metric space and an algebraic variety. The metric comes
from the Teichmüller distance (of Kobayashi ) between [X], [Y ] ∈ Mg.

It is proved in [133, Thm. 1.2] that, unless g = 1, the Torelli map j : Mg → Ag is not an isometry for the
Kobayashi metric.

4.2. Flat uniformization and GL2(R)+-action.

Theorem 4.4. Let g ≥ 1. Every [X] ∈ Mg can be presented can be presented as the quotient of a polygon
P ⊂ R2 by translations.

Remark 4.5. For example, in genus 1, one can write X = C/L for some lattice L. Alternatively, if we
choose a parallelogram P ⊂ C that is a fundamental domain for the action of L, we construct X by gluing
together opposite sides of P.

The problem of the above theorem is that there are many different ways to present X in this way. The
better version is the following:

Theorem 4.6. Every (X,ω) ∈ ΩMg can be presented as (X,ω) = (P, dz)/ ∼.

(The induced flat metric on X has, in general, isolated singularities of negative curvature corresponding to
vertices of P.)
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As alluded to in the introduction, on the Hodge bundle (without the zero section) ΩMg there exists a
natural action of GL2(R)+. We explain it in the flat picture. Write R2 = C with z = x + iy. Given an
element g ∈ GL2(R)+ we consider

g · (X,ω) = (Xg, ωg) = (g(P), dz)/ ∼

where g naturally acts on P ⊂ R2.
In fact, the action is most interesting when restricted to SL2(R), and we now explain it more geometrically.

By considering the K ·A ·K decomposition, it is enough to describe the action of at =
[
et 0
0 e−t

]
and of

the rotation by θ, kθ ∈ SO(2):

• The action of at is by stretch and shrink, as the following picture shows:

• The action of kθ is given by

kθ · (X,ω) = (X, eiθω)

(the two Xs appearing above have the same complex structure).

4.3. Teichmüller curves. Consider the digram:

GL2(R)+ GL2(R)+ · (X,ω) ⊂ ΩMg

GL2(R)+/SO(2) ∼= H Mg

f

Denote by SL(X,ω) ⊂ SL2(R) the stabilizer of (X,ω), we observe that f factors through V := SL(X,ω)\H.

Question 4.7. When is V algebraic? More generally, when does f factorise through a strict algebraic
subvariety?

We refer to the image of f as a complex geodesic. We remark that SL(X,ω) is always a discrete subgroup
of SL2(R), which is in fact often trivial. For this theory, the V s that are not Zariski dense certainly play a
special role.

Remark 4.8. It is a deep theorem of Eskin, Mirzakhani, and Mohammadi, that all GL2(R)+-orbit closures
are invariant varieties (see Section 5.1), but one almost never needs to appeal to this theorem to show a given
variety is invariant.
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4.3.1. Square-tiled surfaces. Consider a translation surface (X,ω) (cf. the next section for a detailed
discussion) such that its period point has rational coordinates in the relative cohomology. We can assume ω
has entries in Z[i/N ]. Fixing a reference point 0 ∈ X , we have a covering map

X → C/Z+ iZ, p 7→ N ·
∫ p

0
ω

which has degree N [ω] ∩ [ω].
In this case, the orbit GL2(R)+ · (X,ω) is a Teichmüller curve, with field of affine definition Q. Indeed,

the stabilizer of (X,ω) is a finite index subgroup of SL2(Z).

4.3.2. The regular n-gon (after Veech). We present some of the results of Veech [190].

Theorem 4.9 (Veech). For (X,ω) = (Pn, dz)/ ∼ (the regular nth-gon), SL(X,ω) is always a lattice.
Furthermore

SL(X,ω) =

{
∆(2, n,∞) if n = 2g + 1 is odd,
∆(n/2,∞,∞) if n = 4g, 4g + 2 is even.

In particular, the above theorem produces three examples of Teichmüller curves in M2 (i.e. for n = 5, 8, 10).
See also [135, Sec. 3] for more about billiards.

Remark 4.10. C. McMullen kindly pointed out to us that the examples Ct,p from Theorem 2.21 are
Teichmüller curves associated to billiards in a regular p-gon. Indeed any Riemann surface parametrized by
such Teichmüller curve has a factor with RM by the trace field K of the Veech group (in this case the triangle
group ∆(2, p,∞)), so K = Q(ζp + ζ−1

p ). Since p = 2g + 1, we have g = [K : Q] so in fact the whole
Jac(X) has RM.

4.3.3. Triangle group series of Bouw-Möller [31]. There is a two-parameter family of Teichmüller curves
with Veech groups Γm,n commensurable to triangle reflection groups ∆(m,n,∞). See also [195].

See also [131, Sec. 7] for a related discussion regarding the case m = 2 and 3, as well as explicit algebraic
equations.

4.4. Classification in genus 2, after McMullen. Since there is already a beautiful account in [135, 131], we
simply describe some of the results of McMullen that classify Teichmüller curves in genus two.

Theorem 4.11 (McMullen). There are infinitely many Teichmüller curves in M2

In fact, in ΩM2 the invariant subvarieties are:

• ΩM2(2) (which is Zariski closed);
• ΩM2(1, 1) (open dense);
• ΩED, the locus of (X,ω) such that Jac(X) has real multiplication by OD = Z[x]/x2 + bx+ c with
D := b2 − 4c ≥ 4 and congruent to 0 or 1 mod 4, and ω is an eigenform for the real multiplication
(i.e. T ∗ω = λω);

• ΩWD = ΩM2(2) ∩ ΩED which is invariant since it is the intersection of two invariants.

Finally ΩWD projects to M2, with image WD, a finite union of Teichmüller curves. Determining the number
of connected components is hard, in that directions McMullen proves:

Theorem 4.12 (McMullen). WD is irreducible when D ̸= d2, except it has two components when D > 9
and congruent to 0 or 1 mod 8.

The conditions about RM appearing above are the first hint of the link between the fist two parts of text.
18



4.4.1. Explicit example in genus 2, after Kumar and Mukamel. The authors give the first explicit algebraic
models of Teichmüller curves of positive genus. This is based on the study of certain Hilbert modular forms
and the use of Ahlfors’s variational formula to identify eigenforms for real multiplication. We record here
just one example of their results:

Theorem 4.13 ([116, Thm. 4.1]). The Jacobian of the curve

y2 = x5 − 2x4 − 12x3 − 8x2 + 52x+ 24

admits real multiplication by Z[
√
3] with eigenforms dx/y (which has a double zero) and x · dx/y.

4.5. Shimura-Teichmüller curves and applications. We continue with the link from Section 3. Looking
for special behaviours of families of curves in Mg one is naturally brought to the following. A curve C ⊂ Mg

is Shimura-Teichmüller (ST-curves) if it has both properties, i.e. it is a Teichmüller curvea and, when
considered in Ag, Shimura curves.

We start by recalling the work of Möller [146] plus Aulicino and Norton for g = 5 [10]:

Theorem 4.14. For g = 2 and g ≥ 5 there are no ST-curves. In both M3 and in M4 there is only one
ST-curve:

{y4 = x(x− 1)(x− t)} ⊂ M4,

{y6 = x(x− 1)(x− t)} ⊂ M4.

The following natural analogue seems to be open, cf. [153, Prob. 6 (page 789)]. We call an irreducible
(Zariski closed) subvariety W ⊂ Mg generically Shimura if the Zariski closure of j(W ) ⊂ Ag is a Shimura
subvariety (or an Hecke translate of such), where j is the Torelli map.

Question 4.15. Are there Teichmüller curves V ⊂ Mg that are generically Shimura?

Clearly Conjecture 3.1 implies that the answer should be negative, for g >> 0. Nevertheless, the above
question could be a good starting point in favour of the Coleman–Oort conjecture.

Now we give a sketch of the proof of Theorem 3.8. A key input is the following:

Theorem 4.16 (Antonakoudis, [6, Thm. 1.1]). There is no holomorphic embedding of complex unit ball of
dimension > 1 into Tg which is isometric with respect to the Kobayashi metrics.

Sketch of the proof of Theorem 3.8 (after Yeung). If we consider the Torelli map as a map between stacks, it
is known to be an immersion apart from the hyperelliptic locus (where it is 2 to 1).

(1) Any symmetric variety S in j(Mg −Hg) ⊂ Ag has to be of real rank 1 as a locally symmetric space
(Hain [100], cf. also Theorem 3.7). Therefore S has to be a complex ball quotient.

(2) Yeung observes that a ball quotient in j(Mg −Hg) ⊂ Ag which is a sub-Shimura variety of Ag is
necessarily totally geodesic in Mg for the Kobayashi metrics, see [199, Lem. 2]

(3) Antonakoudis result recalled above implies that the complex dimension of S is 1 and hence M is a
hyperbolic Riemann surface.

(4) Such a Riemann surface S has to be a Shimura-Teichmüller in the above terminology, since the
Kobayashi metric, which is well-known to be the same as the Teichmüller metric on Teichmüller
spaces (cf. Remark 4.3), is the same as the natural hyperbolic metric on S as it is a totally geodesic
curve in Ag

Now we conclude thanks to Theorem 4.14.
□

(Möller already notices that his results, and the work of Viehweg-Zuo, implies that there is no Shimura
curve in Ag for g ≥ 6 that lies entirely in Mg).

Remark 4.17. Mok [142, Thm. 5.1] proved that in a Hermitian symmetric space of noncompact type, a
totally geodesic complex submanifold is automatically given by holomorphic isometric embedding with
respect to the Kobayashi metric.
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5. TRANSLATION SURFACES AND THEIR STRATIFIED MODULI SPACE

A translation surface is a pair (X,ω), where X is a curve and ω is a non-zero global section of the
cotangent bundle of X . If g ≥ 1 is the genus of X , then ω has 2g − 2 zeros, counted with multiplicities.
The Hodge bundle ΩMg → Mg is naturally equipped with a stratification by smooth (though not necessarily
irreducible, cf. Section 5.3) algebraic subvarieties ΩMg(κ), indexed by the multiplicities of zeros of ω.

A holomorphic 1-form ω on X provides a collection of “charts” on X mapping to C, where the transition
maps are translations. These charts ramify at finitely many points corresponding to the zeros of ω and are
locally described by z 7→

∫ z
z0
ω. These charts induce the so-called period coordinates on ΩMg(κ). As a result,

there is an action of GL2(R)+ on ΩMg(κ), locally represented as a diagonal action on a product of copies of
C ∼= R2 (that was also described in the flat picture in the previous section). While this action seems outside
the scope of algebraic geometry, it turns out to be intimately related to Hodge theory. As explained before, cf.
Question 4.7, of particular interest in the proposed investigation are the GL2(R)+-invariant varieties3.

These submanifolds are, in fact, algebraic subvarieties of ΩMg(κ) and project to interesting subvarieties of
Mg. The fundamental invariants associated with N are three natural numbers: r, d, and t, called the cylinder
rank, degree, and torsion corank of N, respectively, as we will see in more details in the next section.

A remarkable constraint on the distribution of orbit closures was discovered by Eskin, Filip, and Wright
(for a beautiful overview and further references we simply refer to Filip’s notes [84]):

Theorem 5.1 ([73, Thm. 1.5]). In each (irreducible component of each) stratum ΩMg(κ), all but finitely
many orbit closures have rank 1 and degree at most 2.

We will come back on this in Section 8.3, and give a sketch of its proof following [25].

5.1. Properties of invariant subvarieties. Given (X,Z) a pair of a Riemann surface and a finite set of
points Z = {z1, . . . , zn} ⊂ X (corresponding to the zeros of ω), we have a short exact sequence:

(5.1) 0 → H̃0(Z;Z) → H1(X,Z;Z) → H1(X;Z) → 0.

The middle term is relative cohomology and the the last term the absolute cohomology. Note that the form ω
naturally induces a class inside both H1(X,Z(ω);Z) and H1(X;Z) by integrating over homological cycles
and using homology-cohomology duality.

Fix a base point (X0, ω0) ∈ ΩMg(κ), and look at the developing map/period coordinates, where −̃ denotes
the universal covering

(5.2) Dev : Ω̃Mg(κ) → H1(X0, Z(ω0);C).

Concretely, the map sends (X ′, ω′) to ω′ ∈ H1(X ′, Z(ω′);C) and then applies the flat transport to obtain an
element of H1(X0, Z(ω0);C). By a theorem of Veech, locally, Dev is biholomorphic.

We have a version of (5.1) for flat bundles above ΩMg(κ) (see also [84, 3.1.13]):

(5.3) 0 →W0 → H1
rel → H1 → 0.

The notation is justified by the fact that W0 denotes the weight-zero local subsystem for the mixed VHS
structure on H1

rel.
We recall a special case of a theorem of Eskin, Mirzakhani, and Mohammadi [75, Thm. 2.1] see also [84,

Thm. 1]:

Theorem 5.2 (Linearity/topological rigidity). Each orbit closure N ⊂ ΩMg(κ) is locally in period coordi-
nates a linear manifold, i.e. any sufficiently small open U ⊂ N is such that Dev(U) is an open set inside a
linear subspace.

3It turns out that this class coincides with the orbit closures N := GL2(R)+ · (X,ω) ⊂ ΩMg(κ), where (·) denotes the
topological closure, also known as affine invariant submanifolds thanks to a deep theorem of [75].
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Remark 5.3. The very first investigations of the notion of linear manifold that comprises Teichmüller curves,
Hilbert modular surfaces and the ball quotients of Deligne and Mostow (that we will review in Section 10.5)
can be found in the article of Möller [145].

Let N ⊂ ΩMg(κ) be an orbit closure, and denote by TN its tangent bundle. The linearity of orbit closures,
as recalled in Theorem 5.2, allows one to realize TN as a local subsystem of H1

rel. As a consequence we
have another short exact sequence of real bundles above N:

(5.4) 0 →W0(TN) → TN → H1(TN) → 0.

To explain the notation: H1(TN) is just the image of TN ⊂ H1
rel in H1 (the absolute cohomology), and

W0(TN) = TN ∩W0.

Theorem 5.4 (Isolation property, [75, Thm. 2.3], see also [84, Thm. 4.1.8.]). For every sequence of orbit
closures (Ni) there are SL2(R)-invariant measures µi, and after passing to a subsequence (Ni, µi) there
is another linear immersed submanifold M, with finite SL2(R)-invariant measure µ such that Ni ⊂ M and
µi → µ.

We can now recall the following theorem of Filip [83] (which builds on the earlier work [82], as well
as earlier work of Wright [196] and Möller [144]), see also [84, Thm. 2 and Thm. 4.4.2]. We denote by
K = KN ⊂ R the smallest field over which N is K-linear in the sense of Theorem 5.2. We have:

Theorem 5.5 (S. Filip). Let N ⊂ ΩMg(κ) be an orbit closure. There exist, up to isogeny, a factor F ⊂ J of
the relative Jacobian over N, and a subgroup S of the free abelian group on the zeros of 1-forms, such that:

(1) F admits real multiplication by K (i.e. K = End0(FN)), which is, in particular, a totally real
number field;

(2) The Abel-Jacobi map, possibly twisted by real multiplication, AJ : S → F assumes torsion values;
(3) For each (X,ω) ∈ N, ω is an eigenform for the real multiplication on the fibre of F above X (see

also [84, §4.2.17]).
Furthermore, these conditions, together with a dimension bound, characterize N.

(See [84, §4.5] for more details on the twisted torsion condition.)

Corollary 5.6. Each orbit closure is algebraic, that is a Zariski closed subvariety ΩMg. In fact, orbit
closures are defined over Q, and their Galois conjugates are again orbit closures.

From Theorem 5.5, one may introduce real multiplication, torsion and eigenform invariants (see Section 8.3,
for a geometric description). In particular, we write

• r = rN, the (cylinder) rank 1
2 dimH1(TN) (which is in fact an integer, since TN is known to be

symplectic thanks to [11]);
• d = dN, to simply denote the degree of the number field defining the linear equations of N (that is
[K : Q]);

• And finally t = tN the torsion corank is dimW0(TN).
With this notation, the dimension bound appearing at the end of Theorem 5.5 is just

dimN = 2rN + tN.

In fact the above theorem is close to the philosophy explained in Section 2. Namely of finding subvarieties
of Mg rich in Hodge symmetries.

5.1.1. Further remarks on linearity.
• There are examples of linear subvarieties of ΩMg(κ) which are not invariant, namely the Linear

Hurwitz spaces. Let indeed E be an elliptic curve and Hg,d(E) be the coarse Hurwitz moduli space
parametrizing [X] ∈ Mg together with a degree d branched cover X → E. By pullback along
the branched cover we obtain a 1-form on each X , and therefore a map (in fact an immersion)
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Hg,d(E) → ΩMg. The (connected components) of the intersection Hg,d(E) ∩ ΩMg(κ), are linear
subvarieties and are not invariant unless E is defied over Q, see [109, Sec. 1.2.2]. In fact for g > 2
these are the only algebraic leaves of the isoperiodic foliation [35, Thm. 1.5].

• We clarify the relation between the two notions here (linear and SL2(R)-invariant), cf. [137, Thm.
5.1]. First of all any closed set M ⊂ ΩMg locally defined by real linear equation is SL2(R)-invariant.
Furthermore, letN ⊂ ΩMg(κ) be an algebraic variety whose irreducible components have dimension
at least d ≥ 1. Suppose that for every (X,ω) ∈ N there is a d-dimensional subspace L = L(X,ω),
defined over a real number field, such that [ω] ∈ L ⊂ H1(X,Z(ω);C). Then N is locally defined
by real linear equations in period coordinates, and dim(M) = d. In particular, as remarked above, it
is SL2(R) invariant.

For a discussion about further special subvarieties known as the Eierlegende Wollmilchsau and Ornithorynque,
we refer to [85, Sec. 7]

Remark 5.7. There are higher dimensional examples of invariant subvarieties recently constructed by Eskin,
McMullen, Mukamel, and Wright [137, 74]. We refer also Goujard’s survey for the Bourbaki seminar [95]
for an overview of such beautiful results.

5.2. Totally geodesic subvarieties.

Theorem 5.8 ([197, Thm. 1.2]). There are only finitely many (maximal) totally geodesic subvarieties (in the
sense of Definition 4.2) of Mg,n of dimension greater than 1.

We recall how the above theorem is proven, and the relationship between totally geodesic subvarieties and
orbit closures, simply following the end of [197, §2]. By Theorem 1.3 in op. cit., if N is a totally geodesic
subvariety of dimension at least 2, then ΩN has rank at least 2. Here we denote by ΩN the locus of square
roots of quadratic differentials in the largest dimensional stratum of the cotangent bundle to N . Since ΩN
determines N , and there are a finite list of strata that may contain ΩN for N a totally geodesic subvariety of
Mg,n, the result in turn follows from Theorem 5.1.

Another interesting result is the following, which shows the difference between the symmetric and the
Kobayashi metrics on a Hilbert modular variety HK .

Theorem 5.9 (McMullen [136, Thm. 1.9]). There exists a compact geodesic curve f : V → HK with
dimHK = 6 such that f(V ) is not contained in any proper Shimura subvariety S ⊂ HK

5.3. Irreducible components. The problem of classifying irreducible components is also hard, as we saw in
Section 4.4. For completeness, we recall the main result of Kontsevich and Zorich [113, Thms. 1,2 ]: If g ≥ 4

• ΩMg(2g − 2) and ΩM2k+1(2k, 2k) each have three connected components: the hyperelliptic one,
and two more (distinguished by even/odd spin structures).

• ΩM2k(2k − 1, 2k − 1) has two connected components, a hyperelliptic and a non-hyperelliptic one.
• When each entry of κ is divisible by 2 hen there are two connected components (distinguished by

spin structures).
• All other strata are connected.

In the remaining (low) genera, we have:
• g = 3: ΩMg(2, 2) and ΩMg(4) each have two components, the hyperelliptic and the odd spin one.

The remaining strata are connected.
• g = 2: there are two connected strata ΩMg(1, 1) and ΩMg(2).

5.4. The work of Apisa and Wright. Mirzakhani conjectured that the only invariant subvarieties of
ΩMg of rank 2 or more are those coming from strata of 1-forms or quadratic differentials. Some rank 2
counterexamples to the conjecture were constructed, but it follows from Theorem 5.1 that there can be only
finitely many counterexamples to the conjecture in any fixed stratum. Even better:
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Theorem 5.10 ([7, Thm. 1.1]). Let M ⊂ ΩMg be an invariant subvariety with rank(M) ≥ g
2 + 1. Then M

is either a connected component of a stratum, or the locus of all holonomy double covers of surfaces in a
stratum of quadratic differentials.
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Part 3. Bi-algebraic viewpoint and Zilber-Pink conjecture

6. ZILBER-PINK CONJECTURE AND SOME PREDICTIONS

The André-Oort conjecture for Ag we discussed in Section 2.11 is a special case of a more general, widely
open conjecture about atypical intersections. The conjecture has various levels of generality, ranging from
semi-abelian varieties to the case of variations of mixed Hodge structures. Here, we focus on the case of the
moduli space of principally polarized abelian varieties and its subvarieties.

6.1. The Conjecture. In 1999, Bombieri, Masser, and Zannier [29, 200] began studying other types of
atypical intersections—e.g., curves against algebraic subgroups of multiplicative groups. Independently,
Zilber [202] explored similar questions in the setting of exponential sum equations and the Schanuel
conjecture. Pink [170], motivated by unifying the Mordell-Lang and André-Oort conjectures, proposed his
own version of the conjecture. A further important step came with the advent of the Pila-Zannier strategy for
Manin-Mumford (see the recent book [165]).

Let V be a family of principally polarized abelian varieties on an irreducible smooth quasi-projective
variety S. We identify V with the associated polarized variation of Hodge structures (VHS) of weight 1
obtained by interpolating the various H1(−,Z).

At this point, it is useful to formally introduce the Hodge locus of (S,V):

(6.1) HL(S,V⊗) := {s ∈ S(C) : MT(Vs) ⊊ MT(V)},
where MT(V) denotes the Mumford-Tate group at a very general point of S, fixed and denoted by 0. Some
of the terminology from Hodge theory was already introduced in Section 2.10 and Section 2.11; we refer to
the appendix for a quick but self-contained introduction to Shimura varieties and their sub-Shimura varieties.

Informally, the Hodge locus parametrizes the closed points of S corresponding to Hodge structures with
additional Hodge symmetries. It is easy to observe that such a Hodge locus is a countable union of subvarieties
of S, known as special subvarieties for4 (S,V). The datum V is encoded in the associated period map

(6.2) ψ : S → Ag, s 7→ [Vs].

Here Ag is considered as the period domain of Hodge structures of weight 1, which is naturally a homogeneous
space under G, the real points of MT(V). In particular, HL(S,V⊗) can be interpreted as the preimage of
sub-Shimura varieties of Ag, i.e., subvarieties that are maximal among those with a given generic Mumford-
Tate group (cf. Definition 2.32). In short, special subvarieties Y are components of ψ−1(ΓY \DY ), and, in
this writing, we always assume that ΓY \DY is the smallest sub-Shimura variety containing ψ(Y ). (If S is
fixed, it is more natural to factorize ψ through ΓS\DS ⊂ Ag.)

The link between Part I and Part II of the text appears in the following open-ended question, which is part
of a more general philosophy on the study of families of motives:

Question 6.1. Can the Hodge locus of Mg (with respect to the universal family of curves) be explicitly
described?

Some special examples were already discussed in Section 2.7 and Section 2.8. See also [45, Sec. 5], for a
related discussion.

To quantitatively describe the behaviour of the Hodge locus one is naturally lead to the following definition:

Definition 6.2. A special subvariety Y = ψ−1(ΓY \DY )
0 is atypical if

codimψ(S)(ψ(Y )) < codimDS
(DY ),

and typical otherwise.

4The same results for arbitrary pure VHS is a deep result of Cattani, Deligne, and Kaplan [38]. The difficulty lies in the fact that
the period domain associated to V is often non-algebraic. For a quick overview of the ZP philosophy in this this more general setting,
as well as a discussion on functional transcendence, we refer also to [20].
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The atypicality condition can be rephrased as an excess of dimension of the intersection.

Conjecture 6.1 (Zilber–Pink Conjecture). There are only finitely many maximal atypical subvarieties for
(S,V). In particular, the atypical Hodge locus is not Zariski-dense in S.

The formulation we gave above might not look the easiest to digest. However, it is the one that easily
generalizes to the context of more general VHS–discussed in Appendix A.2.2.

Remark 6.3. We show how the above implies the André–Oort conjecture (AO), which asserts that CM points
accumulate only on sub-Shimura varieties. It is part of the general theory that a5 CM point exists on any
Shimura variety (this fact is sometimes attributed to D. Mumford). Let S be a subvariety of Ag. CM points
of S belong to HL(S,V⊗), as long as dimψ(S) > 0. They are atypical whenever S is not a sub-Shimura
variety. Therefore, Conjecture 6.1 posits that the only possibility for the Zariski closure of a set of CM points
is to accumulate on sub-Shimura varieties.

If S = Ag, the Zilber–Pink conjecture trivially holds true, since there are no atypical special subvarieties
(as alluded to in the above remark). In particular, it says nothing on Mg, for g = 1, 2, 3. For certain larger gs,
we saw in Section 2 various examples of atypical special subvarieties– determining whether or not they are
maximal is often not that easy. See for example Theorem 2.21, Theorem 2.24, Theorem 2.16, and (2.2).

It can happen, for combinatorial reasons, that every special component is atypical. If this is the case, the
Zilber-Pink conjecture appears even more striking, predicting that the Hodge locus consists of finitely many
maximal components. We record here one case (another, in a different direction, can be found in [22, Thm.
1.5, Cor. 1.6]):

Conjecture 6.2. Let g ≥ 3, and let C be a Hodge generic6 curve in Ag. For all but finitely many x ∈ C(C),
MT(x) = GSp2g; i.e., the collection of intersections between C and the sub-Shimura varieties of Ag is a
finite set.

Proof of Conjecture 6.2 assuming ZP. Let x ∈ C(C) be a point with a Mumford-Tate group smaller than
expected. This can either correspond to a typical or an atypical intersection. The former occurs, by definition
(and the fact that C is Hodge generic), only when

{x} ⊂ C ∩ Γx\Dx

for some sub-Shimura variety ΓY \DY ⊂ Ag of codimension 1 (since C is one-dimensional). The condition
g ≥ 3 guarantees that Ag contains no codimension-one sub-Shimura variety, and therefore the claim follows
from Conjecture 6.1. □

One can actually describe quantitatively the Hodge locus, not only its atypical part. (In fact, one can prove
that Conjecture 6.1 implies Conjecture 6.3, cf. [22, 108].)

Conjecture 6.3 (Density of the Typical Hodge Locus). The following are equivalent:
(1) HL(S,V⊗)typ is non-empty;
(2) HL(S,V⊗)typ is dense in S(C);
(3) There exists a Hermitian symmetric subspace D′ ⊂ DS such that dimS − codimDS

D′ ≥ 0.

Remark 6.4. Interestingly, the first works towards Conjecture 6.3 were inspired by the study of Jacobians.
See the works of Colombo-Pirola [49] and Izadi [104], who were motivated by the following question: Given
an integer k between 1 and g − 1, is the set of genus g curves whose Jacobian contains a k-dimensional
abelian subvariety dense in Mg? Later, Chai [40] provided a version of this result for arbitrary Shimura
varieties. The situation is now understood in the broader context of variational Hodge theory, cf. [22] (for the

5By the existence of one CM point, it is easy to deduce their density (even for the analytic topology) by applying Hecke
translations.

6I.e., it is not contained in any smaller Shimura subvariety (or equivalently, its algebraic monodromy is as large as possible,
namely Sp2g). In the previous notation, this is to say that ΓS\DS = Ag .
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pure case) and [25] (for the mixed case). We will expand on this in Section 7.3. Finally, we remark here that
in the 80s McMullen noticed that the set of Riemann surfaces admitting a map to an elliptic curve are dense
in Mg; see also [48] for related techniques. (This fact also follows from the density of square tiled surfaces
we reviewed earlier. in Part 2)

6.1.1. First Applications. A g-dimensional abelian variety A is said to be a Weyl CM abelian variety if
End0(A) is a field of degree 2g over Q whose Galois closure has degree 2g · g! over Q. It can be shown that,
in a suitable sense, most CM abelian varieties are of this type.

Theorem 6.5 (Chai-Oort,Tsimerman [41]). For every g > 3, the number of Weyl CM points in the Torelli
locus is finite.

Sketch of the Proof. Suppose there are infinitely many genus g Weyl CM Jacobians. The Zariski closure of
this set contains an irreducible positive-dimensional subvariety. By AO, this is a special subvariety. The
Weyl condition implies that this is a Hilbert modular variety (of dimension g), but we have seen before (in
Theorem 3.7) that this can occur only for g ≤ 3, cf. [59, 17]. □

6.2. Predictions of the Zilber-Pink conjecture. Van der Geer and Oort [189, Sec. 5] actually expect excess
intersection of the Torelli locus and certain special subvarieties of Ag: “. . . one expects excess intersection of
the Torelli locus and the loci corresponding to abelian varieties with very large endomorphism rings; that is,
one expects that they intersect much more than their dimensions suggest.”.

In Section 2.7, we mentioned various results supporting this belief. However these examples where usually
related to the field Q(ζp + ζ−1

p ). What would actually happen for a generic totally real number field?
Let K be a totally real number field of degree g. Consider the set

Eg,K := {x ∈ Mg : End(Jx)
0 ∼= K}.

Conjecture 6.4. Fix g ≥ 7, each Eg,K is contained in a finite union of Hilbert modular varieties. Moreover
EK is empty for all but finitely many K.

Conjecture 6.5. Let g ≤ 6. For each K, Eg,K is dense in Mg(C).

For g = 1, 2, 3 the above conjecture trivially holds true.

Remark 6.6. For a related discussion regarding the case of quaternionic multiplication (once more an
example of large endomorphism ring), we refer to [36, Rmk. 7.3.4].

Theorem 6.7. Zilber-Pink (i.e. Conjecture 6.1) implies Conjecture 6.4 and Conjecture 6.5.

As alluded to above, the set Eg,K is related to the geometric problem of understanding the intersections
between Mg and Hecke translates of Hilbert modular varieties (cf. Appendix A.4). It is indeed the pull-back
to Mg of the set

{a ∈ Ag : End(a)
0 = K}

which is contained in a infinite union of Hilbert modular varieties. (This set is Zariski dense in Ag.) Roughly,
there is indeed a HK := SL2(OK)\Hg totally geodesic embedded in Ag, corresponding to the abelian
varieties with End (not End0) containing OK , and then one applies Hecke correspondences to cover all
possible orders in K.

In particular we are trying to intersect Mg, a 3g − 3 dimensional variety, with a g dimensional one (the
Hilbert modular varieties associated to K), inside the ambient variety Ag of dimension g(g + 1)/2. As usual,
we write j : Mg → Ag.

ZP implies Conjecture 6.4 (large g). If Eg,K is empty, there is nothing to prove. The first claim is that each
Eg,K is not Zariski dense in Mg, i.e. finitely many Hecke translates suffices (rather than countably many).
Consider j−1(HK) and its Hecke translates. Since g ≥ 7, each component of such preimage is an atypical
special subvariety. Moreover, to be in Eg,K , we are looking at points that lie in j−1(HK) but not on any
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smaller sub-Shimura variety. In particular they are automatically maximal, i.e. the only sub-Shimura variety
of Ag containing them is one of the HK . Conjecture 6.1 implies directly the claim.

The latter claim is that EK is empty for all but finitely many (isomorphism class of degree g totally real)
fields K. This follows once more from Conjecture 6.1, maximality, and the fact that HK truly varies with
K: If EKi ̸= ∅ for a sequence (Ki)i∈N, then ZP implies that there exists finitely a sub-Shimura variety
containing the

⋃
EKi . □

ZP implies Conjecture 6.5 (small g). For g ≤ 6, we are looking at typical intersections, as 3g − 3 + g ≥
g(g + 1)/2. The claim is now just a reformulation of Conjecture 6.3, which is known to follow from ZP.
(More details on a similar argument will be provided during the proof of Theorem 6.9). □

Proposition 6.8. ZP holds true for the one-dimensional family of curves described in Theorem 2.21.

Proof. This follows from André-Oort since here if the Mumford-Tate group drops at a point p, then p has to
be a CM point. □

6.3. A question of Serre and Gross. In [155] Mumford shows the existence of principally polarized abelian
varieties X of dimension 4 having trivial endomorphism ring, that are not Hodge generic in A4: they have an
exceptional Hodge class in H4(A2,Z). Serre asks if one can describe “as explicitly as possible” such abelian
varieties of Mumford’s type, cf. also [69, Proble 1].

Theorem 6.9 ([22, Thm. 3.17]). There are infinitely many smooth projective curves X/Q of genus 4 whose
Jacobians have a Mumford-Tate group isogenous to a Q-form of the complex group Gm × SL3

2.

(For a discussion on a related question of Oort see [22, Rmk 11.6] and [123]).

Sketch of the proof. Let M4 be the moduli space of curves of genus 4, and j : M4 ↪→ A4 be the Torelli
morphism. Denote the image of j by T0

4 = j(M4) ⊂ A4, and by T4 its Zariski closure. It is well known that
T4 is Hodge generic in A4 and that 1 = 10− 9 = codimA4(T4).

Recall that A4 contains a special curve Y whose generic Mumford-Tate group H is isogenous to a Q-form
of Gm × (SL2)

3/C, as proven by Mumford [155]. It’s not hard to see that T4 cuts many Hecke translates Yn
of Y , that is: the union, varying n, of T4 ∩ Yn is dense in T4. In particular, upon extracting a sub-sequence of
Yn, we have

(6.3) Yn ∩ T0
4 ̸= ∅,

since it is not possible that all intersections happen on T4 − T0
4 .

Since the Yn are one dimensional, for each P ∈ Yn, there are only two possibilities:

• P is a special point, i.e. MT(P ) is a torus (so P corresponds to a 4-fold with CM);
• MT(P ) = MT(Yn), which is isogenous to some Q-form of Gm × (SL2)

3.

Therefore, to conclude, we have to find a n and a non-special P ∈ Yn ∩ T0
4 . Heading for a contradiction,

suppose that, for all n, all points of Yn ∩ T0
4 are special. By density of of the intersections, this means that T4

contains a dense set of special points. André–Oort now implies that T4 is special, which is the contradiction
we were looking for.

□

6.4. Further results and remarks.

6.4.1. G-function method. There are a recent series of works, initiated by ideas of C.Daw and M.Orr, on
height bounds on atypcal points, following a strategy first envisioned by Y. André, using what is now referred
to as the G-functions method. See for example [55, 161, 188] and the notes of André [3].

We just mention one result that fits well in the narrative:
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Theorem 6.10 (Papas [161, Thm. 1.1]). Let C be a smooth irreducible curve in Mg defined over Q whose
image in Ag is Hodge generic. Assume that g is odd with g ≥ 3 and that the curve intersects the 0-dimensional
stratum of the boundary of the Baily-Borel compactification of Ag.

Then the set of t ∈ C(C) whose corresponding Jacobian, Jac t, is non-simple is finite.

Perhaps these kind of results can eventually be applied to Teichmüller curves (even though they are not
Hodge generic, as we explained early on), to obtain interesting arithmetic consequences.

6.4.2. Other interesting subvarieties. On a different direction, a feature of the Zilber-Pink philosophy is that
it applies to any subvariety of Ag and, often, the results described above use only the fact that Mg is Hodge
generic and has dimension 3g − 3. This might seem a deficit of the theory, but at the same time one can
investigate interesting subvarieties of Mg with the same techniques. To elucidate this point, we present one
example that doesn’t seem to be already in the literature.

Let d ≥ 3, and Ud be the moduli space of plane curves of degree d. By this we mean the quotient
of the open locus of smooth curves in the Hilbert scheme of plane curves of degree d by the action of
Aut(P2) = PGL3(C). It has dimension (d+2)(d+1)

2 − 9 and comes with an immersive period map into Mg,
for g = (d−1)(d−2)

2 . Since the algebraic monodromy of the VHS is the Q-algebraic group Sp2g, then Ud is
Hodge generic in Ag.

Proposition 6.11. The set of plane curves of degree d whose Jacobian contains an elliptic curve is dense in
Ud(C) (with respect to the euclidean topology).

Proof. It is enough to check that dimUd > codimAg(Ag−1 ×A1) = g − 1., explicitly:

(d+ 2)(d+ 1)

2
− 9 ≥ (d− 1)(d− 2)

2
− 1.

The result then follows from Theorem 7.13, which is a weaker but unconditional version of Conjecture 6.3. □

6.5. Digression on degree d surfaces. A simple, yet rich, scenario for applications of the Zilber-Pink
philosophy (once extended to arbitrary VHS) is the study of the so called Noether-Lefschetz locus, which
we briefly mentioned for Mg in Section 2.10. Let U2,d ⊂ P(H0(O(d))) be the parameter space of smooth
degree d surfaces in P3

C. Define

NLd := {[X] ∈ U2,d : Pic(P3
C) → Pic(X) is not an isomorphism}.

If d ≥ 4, it is a countable union of (strict) subvarieties of U2,d. For a surface X outside NLd, every curve on
X has the pleasant and useful property that it is the complete intersection of X with another surface in P3.
This object has been the subject of many beautiful studies by Griffiths, Green, Voisin, Ciliberto, Harris, and
Miranda, and many others. We refer to the introduction of [21] for the link between ZP and the distribution
of the components of NLd, and to Theorem 20 in op. cit. for a discussion of a more general setting.

In this setting, it is worth stating the analogue of Conjecture 6.2 which again follows from the most general
ZP, cf. [21, Conj. 3]:

Conjecture 6.6. Suppose that Y → P1 is a Lefschetz pencil of degree d surfaces in P3. If d ≥ 5 the Picard
number of Ys is greater or equal to 2 for at most a finite number of values of s ∈ P1(C).

7. FUNCTIONAL TRANSCENDENCE

In this section we review the class of weakly special subvarieties and explain an important tool that
will be used in the later sections, namely the Ax-Schanuel theorem(s). This is the key result of functional
transcendence and it reduces the ZP conjecture to a Galois problem, as demonstrated in [56].
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7.1. Weakly special subvarieties of Shimura varieties. Sub-Shimura varieties of Ag (and their Hecke
translates) are part of a more general class of subvarieties called weakly special. We now review some of their
properties, cf. [148, 187], or [25] for the most general setting. A pair (S,V) (with a smooth base point 0 ∈ S)
as in Section 6.1 defines a local system, which corresponds to a representation of π1(S, 0) into GLn(Q). We
denote by HS its algebraic monodromy, that is the neutral component of the Zariski closure of the image of
π1(S, 0) in GLn /Q. It is a Q-algebraic group. (If S is not smooth one wither computes the monodromy of
its smooth locus, or of its normalization.)

Definition 7.1. The weakly special subvarieties of (S,V) are the closed irreducible algebraic subvarieties
Y ⊂ S maximal among the closed irreducible algebraic subvarieties Z of S whose algebraic monodromy
group HZ (with respect to V|Z) equals, possibly up to conjugation due to the change of base point, HY .

We write π : Hg → Ag(C) = Sp2g(Z)\Hg for the uniformization map. Let L = L(VQ, φ) denote the
symplectic Grassmanian of Lagrangian, i.e. the scheme parametrizing maximal isotropic subspaces of VQ
with respect to the form φ. The map

(7.1) B : Hg → L(C)

that sends a Hodge structure y ∈ Hg to the corresponding Hodge filtration Fil0 ⊂ VC is the open immersion
(the Borel embedding) of the g-dimensional Siegel space into its compact dual (after denoted by Hg

∨).

Definition 7.2. An irreducible subvariety Y ⊂ Ag is bi-algebraic if some (equivalently any) analytic
component of π−1(Y ) is algebraic in the following sense: there exists an algebraic subvariety Y ∨ ⊂ L such
that Y = B−1(Y ∨).

Theorem 7.3 (Moonen, Ullmo-Yafaev). Let Y ⊂ Ag be an irreducible subvariety. The following are
equivalent:

• Y is weakly special;
• Y is bi-algebraic;
• the smooth locus of Y is totally geodesic with respect to the Bergamm metric (equivalently Y is the

image of a totally geodesic Hermitian subdomain DY ⊂ Hg);
• There is a sub-Shimura datum (H,DH) of the Shimura datum (GSp2g,Hg) such that the adjoint

Shimura datum splits as a product: (Had, Dad
H ) = (H1, D1)× (H2, D2), and Y is the image in S of

D1 × {x2}, for some x2 ∈ D2.

Furthermore, a weakly special subvariety is special (in the sense of Definition 2.32) if and only if it contains
a CM point.

The original sources [148, Sec. 4] and [187, Thm. 1.2] contain the most details on the subject; see also
[110, Sec. 4] for a nice overview. We just sketch one highlight: A key input in the theory is the following,
which links the monodromy group to the Mumford-Tate:

Theorem 7.4 (Deligne-André monodromy theorem). Let s ∈ S. We have:

Normality. The monodromy group at s, HS is a normal subgroup of the derived subgroup of the
generic Mumford-Tate Gder of V;
Maximality. Suppose S contains a special point. Then the monodromy equals Gder.

Remark 7.5 (Linearity). In analogy with what we described in Theorem 5.2 (the linearity properties of
orbit closures), we add some words on the Harish-Chandra and the Borel (7.1) embeddings (following [187,
Sec. 3.1]). Fix a point 0 ∈ Hg, and let p+ ⊂ Lie(Sp2g) be the holomorphic tangent bundle at 0 in Hg.
Thanks to the work of Harish-Chandra, Hg can be canonically realised as a bounded symmetric domain in
p+ ∼= Cg(g+1)/2. This gives an equivalent notion of algebraic subvariety of Hg (independent of the base
point). We will give a more detailed description of the Harish-Chandra realization in Section 10.5.1.
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In this description, the bi-algebraic subvarieties are in fact linear: they are of the form V ∩ Hg, for
V ⊂ Cg(g+1)/2 a complex vector subspace corresponding to the tangent space of a totally geodesic Hermitian
subdomain. This is a well know fact of the theory, see for example [142, Prop. 2.4].

7.2. Ax-Schanuel after Blázquez-Sanz, Casale, Freitag, and Nagloo. Thanks to Theorem 7.4 (or Deligne’s
semisimplicity theorem), we observe that the monodromy groups appearing here are always semisimple
(the monodromy of a mixed VHS is a semidirect product of a unipotent group and a semisimple one). In
particular, for this section will simply focus on such algebraic groups.

Let S be an (irreducible, complex) smooth variety, and H a complex linear algebraic group which is
semisimple. Let π : P → S be an H-principal bundle, that is H acts on P (on the right, with the action
denoted by ·) and such that the action induces an isomorphism

P ×H ≃ P ×S P, (p, g) 7→ (p, p · g).
In particular the fibers of π are principal homogeneous spaces, and the choice of a point p ∈ Ps := π−1(s)
induces an isomorphism H ∼= Ps, given by g 7→ p · g. We have the following exact sequence of S-bundles

(7.2) 0 → ker dπ → TP → TS ×S P → 0.

A connection ∇ is a section of (7.2). We say that ∇ is H-principal if it is H-equivariant. We additionally say
that ∇ is flat if it lifts to a morphism of Lie algebras: the equation ∇[v,w] = [∇v,∇w] holds on the level of
maps of C-schemes. From now on all connections are H-principal and flat.

Definition 7.6. An integral submanifold of P is a locally closed complex submanifold whose tangent
subbundle lies entirely in the image of ∇. A leaf is a maximal integral submanifold. An irreducible
subvariety V ⊂ P is a minimal ∇-invariant variety if it is the Zariski closure of a ∇-horizontal leaf.

Let V be a minimal ∇-invariant variety. Then the Galois group of S

HV := Gal(∇) = Gal(S) = {g ∈ H : V · g = V },
is an algebraic subgroup of H and π|V is an HV -principal bundle (cf. [28, Lem. 2.3]). We can assume, from
now on, that H = Gal(∇) = Gal(S).

Definition 7.7. A Zariski closed irreducible subvariety Y ⊂ S is ∇-special if its Galois group Gal(Y ) =
Gal(∇|Y ) is strictly contained in Gal(S), and it is maximal for this property.

Let π : P → S with flatH-equivariant connection ∇. The following is the main theorem of Blázquez-Sanz,
Casale, Freitag, and Nagloo (see also [18] and references therein).

Theorem 7.8 ([28, Thm. 3.6]). Let V be a subvariety of P , x ∈ V , and let L ⊂ P be a horizontal leaf
through x. Let U be an analytic irreducible component of V ∩ L.

If dimV < dimU + dimH , then the projection of U in S is contained in a ∇-special subvariety.

Remark 7.9. In the theory of Shimura variety, there is an automorphic bundle, usually called the standard
bundle. See e.g. [139, Sec. 3]. Over a Shimura variety associated to (G,X), it will give indeed an algebraic
G-torsor naturally equipped with the desired data. We will denote it by π : P → Ag. Here ∇-special
subvarieties are exactly the weakly special ones, described by Theorem 7.3.

The above discussion implies the following, originally due to Mok, Pila and Tsimerman [143, Thm. 1.1]
in the case of Shimura varieties (Bakker and Tsimerman in general):

Theorem 7.10 (Ax-Schanuel for VHS). LetW ⊂ S×Hg be an algebraic subvariety. Let U be an irreducible
complex analytic component of W ∩ S ×Ag Hg such that

codimS×Hg U < codimS×Hg W + codimS×Hg(S ×Ag Hg) .

Then the projection of U to S is contained in a strict weakly special subvariety of S.
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7.2.1. Schanuel’s conjecture. It is worth pausing for a second on why the above theorems are called Ax-
Schanuel and how they link to transcendence theory.

Conjecture 7.1 (Schanuel’s conjecture). Given z1, . . . , zn ∈ C that are linearly independent over Q, the
field extension

Q(z1, . . . , zn, exp (z1), . . . , exp (zn))

has transcendence degree at least n over Q.

By replacing Q ⊂ C by C ⊂ C[[t1, . . . , tm]], one obtains a functional version of the above, which is in
fact a theorem of Ax:

Theorem 7.11 (Ax [12]). Let x1, . . . , xn ∈ C[[t1, . . . , tm]] have no constant term and be linearly independent
over Q. Then tr.deg.CC(x1, . . . , xn, ex1 , . . . , exn) is at least n+ rank

(
∂xi
∂tj

)
.

There is a Geometric equivalent formulation, which we recall now:

Corollary 7.12. Let W ⊂ Cn × (C∗)n be an irreducible algebraic subvariety. Let U be an irreducible
analytic component of W ∩Π, where Π is the graph of the exponentiation map. Assume that the projection
of U to (C∗)n is not contained in a translate of any proper algebraic subgroup. Then dimW = dimU + n.

To see the equivalence between the two formulation, notice that:
• tr.deg.CC(x1, . . . , xn, ex1 , . . . , exn) is the dimension of the Zariski closure of U in Cn × (C∗)n;
• rank

(
∂xi
∂tj

)
is the (analytic) dimension of U ;

• The xi have no constant terms and are linearly independent over Q, then the projection of U to Cn
contains the origin and is not contained in a linear subspace defined over Q.

7.3. Typical Intersections in Hodge theory. This is a brief continuation of the discussions appearing
around Conjecture 6.3 and Remark 6.4. We would like to explain how Hodge theory actually gives a simple
combinatorial criterion to decide whether HL(S,V⊗)typ is empty or not. Denote by Ψ the period map
associated to (S,V). We follow the recent works of Eterovic-Scanlon, Khelifa-Urbanik [76, 108]. They
proved:

Theorem 7.13 (Eterovic-Scanlon, Khelifa-Urbanik). If (H, DH) ⊂ (G, DG) is a strict sub-Hodge datum
such that dimΨ(San) + dimDM ≥ dimD, then

HL(S,V⊗,H) := {s ∈ S : ∃g ∈ G(Q)+,MT(Vs) ⊂ gHg−1}
is dense in San.

The full ZP conjecture would predict that the above ⊂ can be replaced by an equality. This is the meaning
of the density of typical Hodge locus and it is still open.

Sketch of the proof. Denote by S̃ the universal cover of S, and s̃ ∈ S̃ a Hodge generic point. Fix (H, DH) ⊂
(G, DG) a Hodge sub-datum satisfying the dimension inequality and g ∈ G(R) such that s̃ ∈ g · DH .
Consider U = S̃ ∩ g ·DH ⊂ DG, which contains s̃. Since s̃ is Hodge generic, Ax-Schanuel (Theorem 7.8)
implies that U has an analytic irreducible component of the expected dimension (at s̃). The same holds true
for any g′ sufficiently close to g, and we conclude by density of the rational points of G in the real ones. □

7.4. Ax-Schanuel in Families. We now explain one of the links between Ax-Schanuel and the Zilber-Pink
conjecture, more precisely with its geometric part.

In Hodge theory, the special intersections in S are particular cases of weakly special subvarieties, i.e. the
maximal subvarieties of S with a given monodromy group. The plan is roughly as follows:

I. Relate the atypicality inequality to an analogous one appearing in an opportune period torsor P → S.
II. Over-parametrize by an algebraic parameter space Y all subvarieties of P that can give rise to atypical

intersections with flat leaves in P above S;
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III. Use an Ax-Schanuel Theorem in families to show that, all atypical intersections with leaves parame-
terized by Y project into the fibres of finitely many families of weakly special subvarieties of S (not
necessarily atypical themselves); and

IV. Conclude by either using some rigidity or maximality property.
To implement the above strategy, Hodge theory (essentially through the fixed part theorem, cf. Theorem 7.4)
is needed at two steps. It is used to guarantee, a priori, that the atypical intersections we are interested in can
be over-parametrized by algebraic families (of subvarieties of P ), as well as to say that the weakly special
subvarieties one obtains after applying Ax-Schanuel fibre-by-fibre can be assembled in countably many
families (of subvarieties of S).

Here we highlight the use of the Ax-Schanuel in P rather than the Hodge-theoretic one associated to
some period domain D. At first sight, this might look like a small and technical difference but, in reality, it
makes the scope of the Zilber-Pink theory much broader. The reason is that the Hodge-theoretic Ax-Schanuel
considers only atypical intersections inside S ×D, which usually has much smaller dimension than P . This
means that there can be more atypical intersections in P , since there is more freedom to impose algebraic
conditions on leaves L ⊂ P then on the graph of some period map. This difference is crucial for treating
the case of orbit closures: the space ΩMg(κ) supports a ZVMHS, but the atypicality of the orbit closure N

can be detected only in an opportune automorphic bundle above the mixed Shimura variety associated to
the ZVMHS. Said in more plain terms: the conditions defining orbit closures include algebraic conditions
on periods of the one-form ω which do not come from conditions on Hodge structures, but can be imposed
inside P .

In practice, we need the following two results, that can be found in [25, Sec. 3.3], and follow from
Theorem 7.8:

Proposition 7.14. Let (P,∇) be an algebraic H-principal bundle with connection on an algebraic variety S,
and let f : Z → Y be a family of subvarieties of P . Then the locus

Y(f, e) := {(x, y) ∈ P × Y : dimx(Lx ∩ Zy) ≥ e}
is algebraically constructible.

For a family of h : C → B of subvarieties of S, we define:

Y(f, e, h) :=

(x, y) ∈ P × Y :
exists an embedded analytic germ

(x,D) ⊂ (x,Zy ∩ Lx) of dimension
at least e mapping into a fibre of h


The following says that if one applies the Ax-Schanuel theorem to a family of subvarieties then the

resulting intersections belong to a family of weakly special subvarieties.

Theorem 7.15. Fix some family of subvarieties of P , f : Z → Y, and an integer e ≥ 1, such that each fibre
of f has dimension < dimH + e.

Suppose that there exists a countable collection of families {hi : Ci → Bi}∞i=1 of subvarieties of S, all of
whose fibres are weakly special, and that all weakly special subvarieties of S are among the fibres of these
families. Then the set Y(f, e) introduced in Proposition 7.14 is contained in a finite union of Y(f, e, hi).

7.5. The geometric part. From Theorem 7.15 and some various facts from Hodge theory, one can deduce of
the so called geometric part of ZP in its most general setting: admissible graded-polarizable integral VMHS.
A similar argument will be discussed in more detail in Section 8.3.1.

Theorem 7.16 (Geometric mixed ZP, [25, Thm. 7.1]). There is a finite set Σ = Σ(S,V) of triples (H, DH ,N),
where (H, DH) is some sub-Hodge datum of the generic Hodge datum (GS , DS), N is a normal subgroup
of H whose reductive part is semisimple, and such that the following property holds.

For each monodromically atypical maximal (among all monodromically atypical subvarieties) Y ⊂ S
there is some (H, DH ,N) ∈ Σ such that, up to the action of Γ, D0

Y is the image of N(R)+N(C)u · y, for
some y ∈ DH .
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The above theorem intermediately implies Theorem 3.4

8. STRATA OF ABELIAN DIFFERENTIALS

We are now ready to go back to the setting of Teichmüller geometry, as in Section 5.1, and try to use what
we learned on functional transcendence in the process. A first comparison with the case of Shimura varieties
was discussed in Remark 7.5.

8.1. The work of Klingler and Lerer. The initial observation for the bi-algebraic perspective for ΩMg(κ)
and the developing map is that orbit closures are linear in period coordinates. One is therefore naturally lead
to consider linear subvarieties and, more generally, the bi-algebraic ones, as first promoted in [109].

Definition 8.1. A subvariety W ⊂ ΩMg(κ) is bi-algebraic if it is algebraic in the period coordinates. It is
Q-bi-algebraic if it is moreover defined over Q, for both structures.

Klingler and Lerer proposed a general framework and made the following conjecture, inspired by the
André–Oort conjecture (Section 2.11):

Conjecture 8.1 ([109, Conj. 2.13]). Let S ⊂ ΩMg(κ) be an irreducible algebraic subvariety containing a
Zariski-dense set of arithmetic points. Then S is Q-bi-algebraic.

They also prove:

Theorem 8.2 ([109, Thm. 2.6]). Any invariant linear subvariety of ΩMg(κ) of rank 1 and degree at least 2
does not contain a Zariski-dense set of arithmetic points. In particular any Teichmüller curve of degree at
least 2 contains only finitely many arithmetic points.

On the geometric properties of bi-algebraic subvarieties, they show:

Theorem 8.3 ([109, Thms. 2.8, 2.9]). The bi-algebraic curves in ΩMg(κ) satisfying condition (⋆) (cf. Def.
6.5 in op. cit.) are linear, as well as the ones contained in an isoperiodic leaf.

We review some results related to the geometry of bi-algebraic subvarieties (the arithmetic properties are
harder to investigate).

8.2. Non-linear bi-algebraic subvarieties, after Deroin and Matheus. We briefly discuss [67, Thm. 1.1,
1.3], as well as some of the computations from [132, Thm. 8.3]. The condition (⋆) from Theorem 8.3
indicates that the families of curves whose Jacobians possess non-trivial fixed parts are potential sources of
non-linear bi-algebraic subvarieties, and in fact:

Theorem 8.4 ([67, Thm. 1.1, 1.3]). There is a non-linear bi-algebraic curve, resp. surface, of abelian
differentials of genus 7, resp. 10. They are given by

(8.1) Ct = {y6 = x(x− 1)(x+ 1)(x− t)}, ωt =
x2dx

y5
;

(8.2) Ca,b,c = {y6 = x(x− 1)(x− a)(x− b)(x− c)}, ωa,b,c =
dx

y5

for (a, b, c) in a generic algebraic surface S ⊂ C3, (a, b, c distinct and /∈ {0, 1}).

Question 8.5. What is the monodromy/generic Mumford-Tate group of the above families (e.g. what is the
weakly special closure of Ca,b,c)? Can the set of CM points of those families be described?
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8.3. Orbit closures as (a)typical intersections. In this section we give a geometric reinterpretation of
the conditions appearing in Theorem 5.5, following [25, Sec. 6] (which is inspired by the work of Filip).
Unsurprisingly, we study orbit closures via various period maps. For every n, let Ag,n → Ag denote the
fibration whose fibre over a point [A] ∈ Ag is Sym[n]A (the unordered n-tuples of points of A). The varieties
Ag and Ag,n can be interpreted as mixed Shimura varieties, cf. Appendix A.6. For Ag this is the standard
Siegel space description. In general one has a natural bijection

Ag,n ≃ {(H,E) : H ∈ Sp2g(Z)\Hg, E ∈ Ext1MHS(H,Zn))},
where we view Sp2g(Z)\Hg ≃ Ag as the moduli space for principally polarized pure weight one Z-Hodge
structures, and we view Zn as a pure weight zero Hodge structure; see [84, 4.3.14]. One obtains an algebraic
mixed period map φ : ΩMg(κ) → Ag,n which sends (X,ω) to the isomorphism class of the extension. The
data of φ is equivalent to the data of the mixed ZVHS H1

rel. Note that φ is quasi-finite, cf. the discussion at
the end of [109, §3.4]. We will typically work with the factorization

ΩMg(κ)
Ωφ−−→ ΩAg,n → Ag,n,

of φ, where the first arrow is obtained by seeing the differential ω on the Jacobian of X .
We think of an orbit closure N (with associated invariants r, d, t) as an irreducible component of

(Ωφ)−1(E[N]), where E[N] ⊂ ΩAg,n is an algebraic subvariety constructed using the conditions appearing
in Theorem 5.5. In accordance with the structure of Theorem 5.5, the variety E[N] is constructed in three
stages, depicted in the following diagram:

(8.3)

N E[N] M [N] S[N]

ΩMg(κ) ΩAg,n Ag,n Ag

:

(1) Let S[N] ⊂ Ag be the smallest weakly special subvariety of Ag containing the image of N. It lies in
the locus R[N] of g-dimensional principally polarized abelian varieties that have real multiplication
of the same type of N (in the sense of Theorem 5.5). The latter is a special subvariety of Ag whose
generic Mumford-Tate group is isomorphic to

(
ResK/QGSp2r,K

)
×GSp2(g−dr).

(2) Let M [N] ⊂ Ag,n be the smallest weakly special subvariety of Ag,n containing N. It lies in T [N],
the bundle over R[N] consisting of n-tuples of points satisfying the same torsion conditions as N.

(3) Let E[N] be the bundle of 1-forms over M [N] inside in the K-eigenspace containing the restriction
of the section ω to N.

The notation S[N] is chosen as we think of the variety S[N] as giving the Shimura condition. Similarly,
M [N] gives the mixed-Shimura condition (see also Appendix A.6), and E[N] includes also the eigenform
condition in addition to the previous two.

The conditions R[N] and T [N] are simply geometric reinterpretations of the first two items in Theorem 5.5,
whereas the conditions S[N] and M [N] may in principle be stronger. The condition E[N] corresponds to the
third condition in Theorem 5.5.

Definition 8.6 (Relative (a)typicality — Intersection theoretic version). Let M be a orbit closure in some
stratum ΩMg(κ) (possibly equal to component of the latter). Then an orbit closure N ⊂ M is said
(intersection theoretically) atypical (relative to M) if

codimE[M]N < codimE[M](E[N]) + codimE[M](M),

and (intersection theoretically) typical (relative to M) otherwise.

We can now discuss a proof of Theorem 5.1 inspired by the philosophy of atypical intersections. More
precisely, with the vocabulary of Definition 8.6:
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Theorem 8.7 ([25, Thm. 6.5]). Let M ⊂ ΩMg be an orbit closure (possibly equal to an irreducible
component of some stratum ΩMg(κ)). Then M contains at most finitely many (strict) orbit closures N that
are:

(1) Maximal, i.e. the only suborbit closures of M containing N are N and M;
(2) Atypical (relative to M) in the sense of Definition 8.6.

In particular in each (connected component of each) stratum ΩMg(κ), all but finitely many orbit closures
have rank 1 and degree at most 2.

For simplicity we treat only the case M = ΩMg(κ) some fixed orbit closure.

8.3.1. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 8.7. We now let (H,∇) be the algebraic vector bundle with regular
singular connection associated to V = H1

rel, and consider the bundle P and map ν constructed above. The
graded quotient of H which corresponds to H1

abs we denote Habs. Then ω is an algebraic section of Habs, and
we then obtain any algebraic map r : P → Habs,s0 given by

[η ∈ Hom(Hs,Hs0)] 7→ η(ωs).

Lemma 8.8. The map r lands inside a unique eigenspace EM = EM,s0 ⊂ Habs,s0 for the field of real
multiplication KM associated to M. The complex algebraic variety (EM \ {0})× Ď0 consists of a single
H(C)-orbit, and the map r × ν : P → (EM \ {0})× Ď0 is H(C)-equivariant and surjective.

Proof. Let L ⊂ P be a leaf coming from the rational structure of the underlying local system V. Then from
the third part of Theorem 5.5, the image r(L) lies in a KM-eigenspace EM = EM,s0 . Because L is Zariski

dense in P as a consequence of the previous discussion on leaves, we have r−1(r(L)
Zar

) = P and hence
r(P ) ⊂ EM.

It is clear by construction that the map is H(C)-invariant, so surjectivity will follow if we can show that in
fact (EM \ {0})× Ď0 is an orbit of H(C). This is easy in the case M equals a stratum and more delicate in
general. □

Given a suborbit closure N ⊂ M, we will write ZN := EN× Ď0
N for the analogous subvariety of EM× Ď0

associated to N. It is well-defined up to the action of the monodromy group ΓM.

Proposition 8.9. We have dim(EN×Ď0
N) = dimE[N]. If N is an intersection-theoretically atypical suborbit

closure of M, then we have the following inequality of formal codimensions:

codimP N < codimP (r × ν)−1(EN × Ď0
N) + codimP M.

Proof. The first equality of dimensions is formal and can be seen by translating the abelian variety data into
its Hodge-theoretic incarnation. For the second we use the fact that P → (EM \ {0}) × Ď0 has constant
fibre dimension to rewrite the inequality in Definition 8.6. The key fact is that

codimP (r × ν)−1(EN × Ď0
N) = dim[EM × Ď0

M]− dim[EN × Ď0
N]

= dimE[M]− dimE[N].

□

8.3.2. Over-parametrization. We describe a family of subvarieties of P that (over) parametrizes all the data
that can give rise to suborbit closures of M, regardless whether such an orbit closure is typical or atypical.

Lemma 8.10. There exists an algebraic family f : Z → Y of subvarieties of ZM = EM × Ď0 such that all
subvarieties ZN ⊂ ZM associated to suborbit closures N ⊂ M arise as a fibre f−1(y) for some y ∈ Y.

Proof. It suffices to handle the two “factors” separately. In particular, sinceEN ⊂ EM is an inclusion of linear
subspaces, it is clear all possible choices for such a subspace are parameterized by a union of Grassmannian
varieties. It thus suffices to show that all weakly special subdomains of Ď0 belong to a common algebraic
family, which is a consequence of Lemma 8.11 below. □
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Let (HM, Ď
0
M) be the monodromy datum associated to (M,V|M) (where V is the standard ZVMHS on

some stratum containing M).

Lemma 8.11. There is an algebraic family (over a disconnected base) f : Z → Y of subvarieties of Ď0
M

such that, for every weakly special sub-datum (Hi, Ďi), Ďi appears as a fibre of f .

Proof. This is a consequence of [88, Lem. 12.3] and [89, Sec. 8.2]. In particular, it is enough to take as base
Y the disjoint union of finitely many copies of G× Ď0

M, where the group G is defined right above [88, Lem.
12.3]. The algebraic family obtained parametrizes orbits at some point x ∈ Ď0

M of some G(C)-translate of a
finite set of representatives of weakly special subdomains of Ď0

M. (In the pure case a stronger result can be
found for example in [193, §4.2].) □

In what follows we abusively write f : Y → Z for the pullback of the family in Lemma 8.10 to P along
the map r × ν. We write f (j) : Y(j) → Z(j) for the subfamily where the fibres have dimension j.

Sketch of the proof of Theorem 8.7. Let (Ni)i∈N be an infinite sequence of intersection theoretically atypical
(relatively to M) suborbit closures that don’t lie in any other suborbit closure. The first input is as the
beginning of [73, Proof of Thm. 1.5]: the Zariski closure of their union is a finite union of orbit closures, so it
is enough to show that they are not Zariski dense in M. We may fix the dimension e of the suborbit closures
Ni we consider; it suffices to prove the theorem for each e separately. Similarly, we may fix the dimension j
of the inverse images (r × ν)−1(EN × Ď0

Ni
).

Now let us apply Theorem 7.15 to our situation using the family f (j). The hypotheses are satisfied by
Proposition 8.9, which gives the atypicality inequality with e = j − dimHM, and some standard Hodge
theory which produces the desired weakly special families. We therefore obtain finitely many families
{hi : Ci → Bi}mi=1 of strict weakly special subvarieties of S such that each Ni maps into a fibre of one of the
hi, and each map Ci → M is quasi-finite. The proof is then completed by the following:

Lemma 8.12. Let h : C → B be an algebraic family of subvarieties of M such that π : C → M is
quasi-finite. Then only finitely many fibres of h contain a maximal suborbit closure of M.

□

9. FUNCTIONAL TRANSCENDENCE FOR STRATA OF MEROMORPHIC DIFFERENTIALS

In this section we discuss the Ax-Lindemann and Ax-Schanuel for meromorphic differentials and some
applications.

Our starting point is the Ax-Lindemann for abelian differentials, conjectured by Klingler and Lerer [109,
Conj. 2.5]. Shortly after it was proved by Bakker-Tsimerman [18, Thm. 5.4] as a consequence of new
Ax-Schanuel theorems in the period torsor, as we recalled above as Theorem 7.8. We will find their theorem
at the end of the section, see Corollary 9.5, but we take this occasion to generalize the picture, utilizing
essentially the same circle of ideas. In a related direction, Pila and Tsimerman studied an Ax-Schanuel
theorem for complex curves and differentials [167, Thm. 3.2].

Remark 9.1. At the moment there aren’t similar functional theoretic statements whose conclusion is a linear
subvariety/an orbit closure. A first attempt can be found in [27].

Let’s start by recalling the more general meromorphic setting. Let µ = (µ1, . . . , µn) be an integer partition
of 2g − 2, and denote by ΩMg(µ) the stratum of (meromorphic) differentials of type µ. I.e. the parameter
space of pairs (X,ω) for [X] ∈ Mg and ω a meromorphic differential with zeros of order µi > 0, poles of
order µi > 0, and marked points corresponding to µi = 0. Each stratum inherits an algebraic structure as
a stratification of the Hodge bundle. We denote by Z(ω) and P (ω) the zeros and poles of ω respectively.
Locally at a point (X0, ω0), we pick a choice of basis for the relative homology H1(X0 \ P (ω0), Z(ω0);Z)
(whose dual naturally comes equipped with a mixed Hodge structure). This basis extends locally via the
flat connection and local orbifold coordinates known as period coordinates are obtained by integrating the
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differential by this basis. Let S be a connected component of ΩMg(µ) (cf. the work of Boissy and [84,
3.3.2]). As in the usual case of abelian differentials, we have a holomorphic developing map

(9.1) Dev : S̃ → H1(X0 \ P (ω0), Z(ω0);C),
and set

(9.2) Π := {(v, πDev−1(v)), ∀v ∈ H1(X0 \ P (ω0), Z(ω0);C)} ⊂ H1(X0 \ P (ω0), Z(ω0);C)× S

where π : S̃ → S is the uniformization map. See for example [84, Sec. 3.3 and 3.4], [147], and we refer
also to [16] (and related works of the authors) for more general settings. What we need here is simply a
variety/orbifold whose tangent space underlines a ZVMHS.

Remark 9.2. Bakker and Mullane [147, App.] noticed that strata of meromorphic differentials can contain
R-linear, but non-algebraic manifolds, in contrast to the setting of holomorphic differentials (and Filip’s
theorem).

9.1. Some results and applications. We start with a simple observation regarding the monodromy of
bi-algebraic subvarieties (the definition is the same as the one appearing in Definition 8.1).

Proposition 9.3. Let S ⊂ ΩMg(µ) be a bi-algebraic subvariety. If S is strictly contained in ΩMg(µ) then
the monodromy group of V|S is strictly contained in the monodromy of V|ΩMg(µ). Furthermore bi-algebraic
curves are maximal with this property, i.e. they are weakly special for the pair (ΩMg(µ),V), in the sense of
Theorem 7.3.

Proof. Let s = (X0, ω0) ∈ S(C) be a smooth point, and s̃ ∈ H1 := H1(X0 \ P (ω0), Z(ω0);C) be a point
above s. Since S is bi-algebraic, there is an algebraic variety YS ⊂ H1 above S, passing through s̃. We can
consider the orbit Os := π1(S(C), s) · s̃ ⊂ H1. It lies in YS . Since Y is algebraic, the Zariski closure of Os
is contained in YS . It is easy to observe that OZars is equal to HS(C) · s̃. If S is strictly contained in the
stratum, then HS(C) · s̃ has to be strictly contained in H1, which therefore implies that HS(C) is not the full
group HΩMg(µ).

In general, the above argument shows that

YS =
⋃
p∈YS

Op
Zar

.

but it is not clear whether one orbit suffices. If S has dimension one, this is clearly the case, for dimension
reasons. Therefore curves are weakly special, i.e. every bigger subvariety has bigger monodromy. □

We take this occasion to offer a statement and a proof of a stronger result, namely an Ax-Schanuel for
meromorphic differential (along the lines of thought of [25]). Set H1 := H1(X0 \ P (ω0), Z(ω0);C).

Theorem 9.4. Let W ⊂ H1 × ΩMg(µ) be an algebraic subvariety. Let U be an analytic component of
W ∩Π. If U is atypical, i.e.

dimW − dimU < dimH1,

then the projection of W to ΩMg(µ) lies in a strict bi-algebraic subvariety.

Let ΩMg(µ) be a stratum as above, and V its natural VHS, with target in a mixed Shimura variety S,
generalizing the setting described in Section 8.3. As observed in Remark 7.9, we have the so called standard
automorphic bundle P → S, which is a G-torsor for G the monodromy of V. Given S ⊂ ΩMg(µ) an
irreducible subvariety, we have (cf. [18]) a factorisation of (9.1):

S̃
σ−→ P = P (V|S)

r−→ H1.

The latter arrow r is algebraic and H(C)-equivariant, where HS it the monodromy group of V|S (or the
smooth locus of S).

Proof. By pulling back to P , we can apply Theorem 7.8, cf. proof of [18, Thm. 5.4]. □
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Corollary 9.5 (Bakker-Tsimerman’s Ax-Lindemann for abelian differentials, [18, Thm. 5.4]). For any
algebraic subvariety Y of H1(X0, Z(ω0);C), the Zariski closure of π(Y0) is bi-algebraic for any component
Y0 of dev−1(Y ).

Proof. We simply explain how it formally follows from Theorem 9.4: just set W = Y × π(Y0)
Zar. □

10. RELATED RESULTS AND CONJECTURES

10.1. Sketch of the proof of André-Oort. We thought it is worth sketching, in a very crude form, the proof
of AO since it is a result that was used many times in the text and whose mere existence highly influenced the
angle of these notes. A further reference for an introduction to the bi-algebraic point of view is [110]. The
proof consists of three main steps that form the so called Pila-Zannier strategy (originated in [169]):

• definability in some o-minimal structure of the restriction of the uniformization map to a semi-
algebraic fundamental set F for the action of Γ on X

• functional transcendence (in the easier case called Ax-Lindemann)
• Pila-Wilkie’s counting theorem and a good lower bound for the size of Galois orbits of special points

(which we detail below).
Thanks to the averaged Colmez conjecture, Tsimerman proved [184] (see also [69, Prob. 14]):

Theorem 10.1 (Large Galois Orbits). Let g ≥ 1. There exists δg > 0 such that if E is a CM field of degree
2g, Ψ a primitive CM type for E, A an abelian variety with CM by (OE ,Ψ), then the field of moduli of A
satisfies

[Q(A) : Q] ≫g | disc(E)|δg .

As an application of such result, Orr and Skorobogatov proved:

Theorem 10.2 ([160, Thm. A]). There are only finitely many C-isomorphism classes of abelian varieties of
CM type of given dimension which can be defined over number fields of given degree.

10.2. Isogenies over the algebraic numbers. Another notable example is the work of Tsimerman [183],
who proved the existence of a Q abelian variety isogenous to no Jacobian (using also the main result of [203]
that we discussed before).

We recall the following folklore question.

Question 10.3. Let g ≥ 4, and let A be a generic abelian variety over an algebraically closed field k. What is
the lowest integer g′ such that there exists a Jacobian J of dimension g′ and a surjection J → A?

In characteristic zero, the first results were obtained by Chai-Oort [41], Tsimerman [183], and after in a
more general setting by Masser-Zannier [128]. For simplicity we just cite the most recent and general one
[185]:

Theorem 10.4 (Tsimerman). For any two integers g ≥ 4 and g′ ≤ 2g − 1, there exist g-dimensional abelian
varieties over Q which are not quotients of a Jacobian of dimension g′.

Regarding the existence of abelian varieties not isogenous to Jacobians over characteristics p function
fields see [178].

10.3. Ceresa cycles. Another exciting result related to the Zilber–Pink conjecture is the study of the torsion
locus of the Ceresa normal function by Gao and Zhang [90], as well as related work by Kerr-Tayou [107] and
Hain [101]. (Hain’s approach is not related to ZP, but argues by induction on the genus– the base case g = 3
uses a result of Collino and Pirola).

Let g ≥ 2, and [X] ∈ Mg. For each x ∈ X(C), the Abel–Jacobi mapping µx : X → Jac(X) sends p to
[p]− [x] and embeds X in its Jacobian. Denote by Xx the 1-cycle in JacX obtain by image of X along µx,

38



and by X−
x the image of Xx under the multiplication by −1. The Ceresa cycle associated to (X,x) is the

algebraic 1-cycle
Ce(X,x) := Xx −X−

x .

When X is a general curve of genus ≥ 3, the Ceresa cycle is not algebraically equivalent to 0, as proven by
Ceresa [39] in the 80s.

Theorem 10.5. For all g ≥ 3, the normal function ν of the Ceresa cycle has the maximum possible rank,
namely 3g − 3.

Gao and Zhang have proved a version of the above theorem and used it to prove that, for all g ≥ 3, there is
a Zariski open subset of Mg/Q on which the Bloch-Beilinson height of the Ceresa and Gross-Schoen cycles
have the Northcott property, see indeed [90, Thm. 1.1 and Cor. 1.2] .

10.4. Compact families of curves. We describe some results on the maximal compact subvarieties of
Siegel modular varieties [99]. We study the maximal dimension of a compact subvariety of V , which
we denote mdimc(V ). We define also the maximal dimension of a compact subvariety of V passing
through a very general point of V : mdimc,gen(V ). The next theorem also uses Theorem 7.13 which is
once more related to typical intersections, as described in Section 7.3. Keel and Sadun [106] proved that
mdimc(Ag) ≤ g(g − 1)/2− 1 for any g ≥ 3, see [99, Thm. A] for stronger bounds.

Denote by Mct
g the moduli space of curves of compact type. In [99, Cor. C], the authors prove:

Theorem 10.6 (Grushevsky, Mondello, Salvati Manni, Tsimerman). For p ∈ Ag a very general point, the
maximal dimension of a compact subvariety of Ag containing p is equal to g − 1.

For Mct
g the following equality holds:

mdimC(M
ct
g ) =

⌊
3g

2

⌋
− 2 for any 2 ≤ g ≤ 23,

and for the image of Mct
g along the (proper) extended Torelli map J : Mct

g → Ag we have the following
upper bound:

mdimC(J(M
ct
g )) ≤ g − 1 for any 2 ≤ g ≤ 15.

In contrast (there’s also a more recent simple algebraic proof by D. Chen), the situation on strata of
holomorphic differentials presents a difference:

Theorem 10.7 (Gendron [91]). The stratum ΩMg(κ) of holomorphic differentials of type κ does not contain
complete curves.

10.5. A digression on (non-arithmetic) ball quotients. We briefly discussed ball quotients in Section 3.1
and we wish now to further elaborate on this topic. We will actually consider quotients by arbitrary lattices
Γ ⊂ PU(1, n) = Aut(BnC). The study of such lattices has indeed fascinating connections with the material
exposed so far.

Remark 10.8. It’s interesting to observe that weight one C-Hodge structures of signature (1, n) are parame-
terized by the complex ball BnC, and weight one R-Hodge structures (on a vector space of dimension 2g) are
parameterized by the Siegel space Hg.

The Margulis super-rigidity theorem [126] implies the arithmeticity of irreducible lattices in all noncompact
semisimple Lie groups except SO(1, n) and PU(1, n), i.e., for all but real and complex hyperbolic lattices.
Specifically, Margulis proved superrigidity of irreducible lattices in semisimple Lie groups of real rank at
least two. Using the theory of harmonic maps, this was later extended to the rank one groups Sp(1, n) and
F

(−20)
4 by Corlette [50] and Gromov–Schoen [98]. Real hyperbolic lattices are known to be softer and more

flexible than their complex counterpart and non-arithmetic lattices in SO(1, n) can be constructed for every
n. Non-arithmetic complex hyperbolic lattices have been found in PU(1, n), only for n = 1, 2, 3.
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We briefly survey some of the results on complex hyperbolic lattices that are closest to the narrative of our
text.

• Deligne-Mostow [66]. Every configuration of distinct points t = (t1, . . . , tn) ∈ Cn determines
a curve Xd,t by setting yd =

∏
(x − ti). The braid group Bn acts on the cohomology of Xd,t.

Restricting attention to a single eigenspace, one obtains an irreducible unitary representation

ρq : Bn → U(H1(Xd,t)q) ∼= U(r, s)

They identified numerical criteria to guarantee when the image is a discrete subgroup of U(r, s),
when it is arithmetic or non-arithmetic (in U(1, n)).

• Thurston [180] concerning moduli spaces of flat Euclidean structures with conical singularities on
the two dimensional sphere. This gives a geometric interpretation of the Deligne-Mostow complex
hyperbolic structures.

• In [191], Veech extends to compact (oriented) surfaces of arbitrary genus several basic results of
Thurston’s approach.

• Ghazouani and Pirio [93, 92] studied moduli spaces of flat tori with cone singularities and prescribed
holonomy by means of geometrical methods relying on surgeries on flat surfaces.

• Another link between the Teichmüller viewpoint on ΩMg and ball quotients appear in the work of
Kappes-Möller [105].

• In [53], the authors give formulas for the Chern classes of linear submanifolds of the moduli spaces
of Abelian differentials and hence for their Euler characteristic. As an application, they obtain an
algebraic proof of the theorems of Deligne-Mostow and Thurston that suitable compactifications of
moduli spaces of k-differentials on the 5-punctured projective line are ball quotients.

Remark 10.9. In [132], McMullen offers an account of the unitary representations of the braid group that
arise via the Hodge theory of cyclic branched coverings of the projective line.

The following was proved independently by Bader, Fisher, Miller and Stover and Baldi–Ullmo by
completely different methods (dynamics and Hodge theory, respectively) and resembles Theorem 5.8 (see
also earlier work [13]).

Theorem 10.10 ([14, Thm. 1.1], [24, Thm. 1.2.1]). Suppose thatM is a non-arithmetic finite-volume complex
hyperbolic n-manifold, n ≥ 2. Then M contains only finitely many irreducible totally geodesic divisors.

An irreducible totally geodesic divisor is simply an immersed complex codimension one totally geodesic
complex submanifold. The approach of the latter team [24] is actually to build a ZVHS on the ball quotient
M realizing the totally geodesic subvarieties as atypical intersections and then apply a result of ZP type.
The VHS generalizes the modular embeddings of triangle groups that we have seen, behind the scenes, in
Theorem 2.24 and Theorem 5.9.

Remark 10.11. This circle of ideas linked to ZP actually leads to interesting results also in the arithmetic
case. This new line of investigation was considered in [23].

Interestingly both Theorem 10.10 and Theorem 5.8 can now be proven via atypical intersection techniques.
It is natural to wonder whether there’s a deeper link between the two world. For example:

Question 10.12. How do Kobayashi totally geodesic subvarieties (in the sense of Definition 4.2) distribute in
general?

For example, on a general smooth hypersurface X in Pn of degree big enough (in fact > O(n2n+6)), the
Kobayashi psuedo-metric is a metric, as proven by Brotbek [33]. Does X contain only finitely many maximal
totally geodesic subvarieties?
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10.5.1. Some remarks about Shimura varieties. We recall some facts about the Kobayashi (pseudo)-metric,
along with a brief overview of McMullen’s work [133], and [6]. The first fact is that that we have already
encountered is that the Kobayashi metric on Teichmüller spaces agrees with the Teichmüller metric.

The Kobayashi metric of a bounded symmetric domain X does not coincide with its Hermitian symmetric
metric, unless X has rank one, i.e., X ∼= Bn. Let X be a bounded symmetric domain and x ∈ X . As
explained in Remark 7.5, there is an essentially unique holomorphic embedding i : X → CN whose image
is a strictly convex circular domain centered at 0 = i(x) — the so-called Harish-Chandra realization of
X (centered at x). A useful description is as follows: There exists a finite-dimensional linear subspace
VX ⊂Mn,m(C), the space of complex n×m matrices, such that

X = {v ∈ VX : ||v|| < 1}
is the unit ball for the operator norm on VX , where ||v|| = sup||ξ||2=1 ||v(ξ)||2. There is a natural identification
Tx(X) ∼= VX ∼= CN . The Kobayashi norm, as discussed in [6, (p. 462)], on VX coincides with the operator
norm, and the Kobayashi distance from the origin is given by 2d(0, v) = log

(
1+||v||
1−||v||

)
.

Question 10.13. How do the Kobayashi geodesic subvarieties of a Shimura variety behaved? Do they share
similar properties of their smaller class of “standard geodesics” (described in Theorem 7.3)?

10.6. Other special families of curves. Weakly special subvarieties were described in terms of their
algebraic monodromy. In this short section we try to look for finer monodromic properties.

Question 10.14. Is there a curve C ⊂ Ag (projective or not) which is Hodge generic and π1-injective? Can
we find C in Mg?

In certain Hilbert modular varieties, a positive answer follows from Theorem 5.9.
We now briefly recall an example of thin monodromy after Nori [157], i.e. monodromy that have infinite

index in the Z-points of the Zariski closure of their monodromy. (In contrast, for example, to Mg whose π1
dominates Sp2g(Z).)

Theorem 10.15 (Nori). The family over Sc := C − {0, 1, c−1} given by Aλ = Eλ × Ecλ. The image
of the associated monodromy representation is Zariski dense in SL2×SL2 but it has infinite index in
SL2(Z)× SL2(Z).

Nori also shows that such image is not finitely presented, as a consequence of a group theoretic result of
Bieri.

Sketch of the proof. Consider the family of elliptic curves (for λ ∈ C− {0, 1})

Eλ = {y2 = x(x− 1)(x− λ)}.
Let c ∈ C − {0, 1} and Sc := P1

C − {0, 1, c−1,∞}. There is a family of abelian surfaces A → Sc whose
fiber at λ is

Aλ = Eλ × Eλ·c
with associated monodromy representation

ρ : π1(Sc) → SL2(Z)× SL2(Z).
Nori shows (1) that the image of ρ is Zariski dense in SL2×SL2 (so the family is Hodge generic in
A1 ×A1 ⊂ A2) and (2) that Im(σ) has infinite index in SL2(Z)× SL2(Z).

Both claims follow from the fact that inclusion of Sc into (C− {0, 1})2 given by λ 7→ (λ, λ · c) induces
an exact sequence of groups

(10.1) π1(Sc) → π1((C− {0, 1})2) → Z → 1.

Define f : (C− {0, 1})2 → C∗, (x, y) 7→ x−1y. Since Sc = f−1(c), we find a complex of groups

π1(Sc) → π1((C− {0, 1})2) → π1(C∗) → 1
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such that all fibres of f are smooth and non-empty, and the restriction of the complement of f−1(1) is a fibre
bundle over C− {0, 1} with connected fibres. This is enough to show exactness. □

10.7. Further questions on the Hodge locus. Two questions for which we expect a positive answer and
that are perhaps within reach:

Question 10.16. Does every Shimura variety contain a Z-Hodge generic point? Does Mg contain a Z-Hodge
generic point?

Question 10.17. For each g ≥ 3, is there a curve C ⊂ Ag, defined over Q (resp. Z) with empty Hodge locus
(i.e. MT(c) = GSp2g, for all c ∈ C)? Can C be found in Mg?

In the first part of the question C is implicitly required to be irreducible and Zariski closed, otherwise one
can simply remove a finite number of points from C.
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APPENDIX A. QUICK INTRODUCTION TO SHIMURA VARIETIES AND HODGE THEORY

We collect here some standard notation we often use.
• Given an algebraic group G/Q, Gder ⊂ G denotes its derived subgroup, Z(G) its center, G →
Gab := G/Gder its abelianization and G → Gad := G/Z(G) its adjoint quotient. Moreover by
reductive group we always mean connected reductive;

• We denote by Af the (topological) group of finite Q-adeles, i.e. Af = Ẑ⊗Q, endowed with the adelic
topology. Given a subgroup K ⊂ G(Af ) ⊂

∏
ℓG(Qℓ), we write Kℓ ⊂ G(Qℓ) for the projection of

K along G(Af ) → G(Qℓ). If a compact open subgroup of G(Af ) may be confused with a number
field K, we denote the former by K̃;

• As in [65, 0.2] we write (−)0 to denote an algebraic connected component and (−)+ for a topological
connected component, e.g. G(R)+ is the topological connected component of the identity of the
group of the real points ofG. We writeG(R)+ for the subgroup ofG(R) of elements that are mapped
into the connected component Gad(R)+ ⊂ Gad(R). Finally we set G(Q)+ := G(Q) ∩G(R)+ and
G(Q)+ := G(Q) ∩G(R)+.

Given a complex algebraic variety S, we denote by San the complex points S(C) with its natural structure of
a complex analytic variety. We denote by π1(S) the topological fundamental group of San and by πét1 (S) the
étale one. Unless it is necessary, we omit the base point in the notation. Given an algebraic variety S defined
over a field K, S/K from now on, we write SK for the base change of S to Spec(K).

A.1. Shimura varieties. Special instances of Shimura varieties were originally introduced by Shimura in
the 60’s. Deligne outlined the theory of Shimura varieties in [65, 64]. For introductory notes on this vast
subject we mention [140]. In this short appendix, we try to summarise some of the aspects the theory of
Shimura varieties that are relevant to the main text, roughly following [19, Sec. 2.2].

Let S denote the real torus ResC/R(Gm), which is usually called the Deligne torus.

Definition A.1. A Shimura datum is pair (G,X) where G is a reductive Q-algebraic group and X a G(R)-
orbit in the set of morphisms of R-algebraic groups Hom(S, GR), such that for some (equivalently all) h ∈ X
the following axioms are satisfied:

SD1. Lie(G)R is of type {(−1, 1), (0, 0), (1,−1)};
SD2. The action of the inner automorphism associated to h(i) is a Cartan involution of Gad

R . That is, the set

{g ∈ Gad(C) : h(i)gh(i)−1 = g}

is compact;
SD3. For every simple Q-factor H of Gad, the composition of h : S → GR with GR → HR is non trivial.

Let (G,X) be a Shimura datum and K̃ a compact open subgroup of G(Af ). Notice that G(Q) acts on the
left on X ×G(Af ) by left multiplication on both factors and K̃ acts on the right just by right multiplication
on the second factor. We set

Sh
K̃
(G,X) := G(Q)\

(
X ×G(Af )/K̃

)
.

Let X+ be a connected component of X and G(Q)+ be the stabiliser of X+ in G(Q). The above double
coset set is a disjoint union of quotients of X+ by the arithmetic groups Γg := G(Q)+ ∩ gK̃g−1 where g
runs through a set of representatives for the finite double coset set G(Q)+\G(Af )/K̃. Baily and Borel [15]
proved that Sh

K̃
(G,X) has a unique structure of a quasi-projective complex algebraic variety. Moreover if

K̃ is neat, then Sh
K̃
(G,X) is smooth.

Remark A.2. Arithmetic subgroups of G are in particular lattices in G(R). That is discrete subgroups of
finite covolume.
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For every inclusion K1 ⊂ K2 we have a map ShK1(G,X) → ShK2(G,X), which is an algebraic map
again by a result of Borel. If K1 is normal in K2 then it is the quotient for the action by the finite group
K2/K1 and therefore these morphisms are finite (as morphisms of schemes). That means that we can take
the limit (projective limit) of the system of these, in the category of schemes, which we denote by Sh(G,X).
We have

Sh(G,X)(C) = G(Q)\X ×G(Af ).
Denote by π the projection

π : Sh(G,X) → Sh
K̃
(G,X) = G(Q)\(X ×G(Af )/K̃).

Given a Shimura datum (G,X) there exists an adjoint Shimura datum (Gad, Xad) where Xad is the
Gad(R)-conjugacy class of the morphism had, defined as the composition of any h : S → G and G→ Gad.
The construction gives a natural morphism of Shimura data (G,X) → (Gad, Xad) and, choosing a compact
open K̃ad in Gad(Af ) containing the image of K̃, we obtain also a finite morphism of Shimura varieties

Sh
K̃
(G,X) → Sh

K̃ad(G
ad, Xad).

A.2. Shimura varieties as moduli spaces of Hodge structures. We discuss how conditions SD1-3 of
Definition A.1 imply that connected components of X are Hermitian symmetric domains and faithful
representations of G induce variations of polarisable Q-Hodge structures. For an introduction to Hodge
theory we refer to the book [96].

A.2.1. Hodge structures. Let VR be a finite dimensional R-vector space and VC = C⊗R VR it complexifica-
tion. The complex conjugation acts on VC by λ⊗ v 7→ λ⊗ v. A Hodge decomposition of VR is a direct sum
decomposition of VC into C-subspaces V p,q indexed by Z2:

VC = ⊕(p,q)∈Z×ZV
p,q,

such that V p,q = V q,p. An R-Hodge structure is a finite dimensional R-vector space VR with a Hodge
decomposition. The type of this Hodge structure is the set of (p, q) for which V p,q ̸= 0. The datum of an R
Hodge structure is equivalent to the one of a real representation of the Deligne torus

h : S → GL(VR).

With this interpretation we have natural notions of dual, homomorphism, tensor product, direct sum and
irreducibility of Hodge structures. Fixing an n ∈ Z, the subspace

Vn := ⊕p+q=nV
p,q

is stable under complex conjugation and it is referred to as a Hodge structure of weight n.
A Q-Hodge structure (HS from now on) is a finite dimensional Q-vector space V together with an R-HS

on V ⊗ R and a Z-HS is a free Z-module of finite rank VZ together with a Q-HS on VZ ⊗Q.

Definition A.3. Let (V, h) be a Q-HS of weight n. A polarisation of (V, h) is a bilinear map of Q-Hodge
structures q : V ⊗ V → Q(−n), that is qR(h(z)v, h(z)w) = (zz)nqR(v, w), such that

q(v, h(i)w)

defines a positive definite symmetric form on VR. Finally (V, h) is called polarisable if there exists a
polarisation q on it.

The category of Q-HS is abelian and the category of polarisable Q-HS is semisimple.

Remark A.4. Since h(i)2 = (−1)n, q is symmetric if the weight is even, alternating if it is odd.

All the HSs we will consider will be polarisable (and often pure). We therefore simply say Hodge structure
to mean polarisable Hodge structure. If it is clear from the context, by HS we could also mean Q-HS.
Moreover a weight and a type will in general be fixed. We conclude this short section with an important
definition.
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Definition A.5. Let (VQ, h) be a Q-HS. The Mumford–Tate group of (V, h), simply denoted by MT(h), is
the Q-Zariski closure of the image of

h : S → GL(VR)

in GL(VQ). That is the smallest Q-subgroup H of GL(VQ) such that HR contains h(S).

A.2.2. Variations of Hodge structures. Let S be a smooth quasi-projective variety and let V = (VZ,F,QZ) a
polarized variation of Z-Hodge structure on S (VHS from now on). That is the data of

• A local system VZ with a flat quadratic form QZ;
• A holomorphic locally split filtration F of VZ⊗ZOSan such that the flat connection ▽ satisfies Griffiths

transversality:
▽(Fp) ⊂ Fp−1 for all p;

• (VZ,F,QZ) is fiberwise a Z-HS.
In the same way we have definitions of Z,Q, K and R-VHS, where K is a sub-field of R.

Let λ : S̃ → S be the universal cover of S and fix a trivialisation λ∗V ∼= S̃ × V .
It is well know that there exists a countable union Σ ⊊ S of proper analytic subspaces of S such that:

• For s ∈ S −Σ, MTs ⊂ GL(V ) does not depend on s, nor on the choice of s̃. We call this group the
generic Mumford–Tate group of V and we simply write it as G;

• For all s and s̃ as above, with s ∈ Σ, MTs is a proper subgroup of the generic Mumford–Tate group
of V.

To be more precise Σ is also known to be a countable union of algebraic subvarieties of S. This follows
indeed from the work of Cattani, Deligne and Kaplan [38].

A.2.3. Period domains. Let (VZ, qZ) be a polarized Z-Hodge structure. Let G be the Q-algebraic group
Aut(VQ, qQ). Consider the space D of qZ-polarized Hodge structures on VZ with specified Hodge numbers
(it is homogeneous for G). Fixing a reference Hodge structure, we write D = G(R)/M where M is a
subgroup of the compact unitary subgroup G(R) ∩ U(h) with respect to the Hodge form h of the reference
Hodge structure.

Let S be a smooth quasi-projective complex variety. By period map

San → Γ\D
we mean a holomorphic locally liftable Griffiths transverse map, where Γ is a finite index subgroup of
G(Z) = Aut(VZ, qZ). A period map San → G(Z)\D is equivalent to the datum of a Z-VHS on S with
generic Mumford–Tate group G/Q. The period map lifts to Γ\D if Γ contains the image of the monodromy
representation of the corresponding Z-VHS.

Remark A.6. Shimura varieties are particular cases of period domains. See indeed [64, Prop. 1.1.14 and
Cor. 1.1.17]. Period domains, in the generality defined above, do not have a natural algebraic structure [97].
Shimura varieties could indeed be thought as the most special example of period domains.

A.3. Canonical models and reflex field. To be of arithmetic interest, Shimura varieties must admit models
over a number field. Thanks to the work of Borovoi, Deligne, Milne and Milne-Shih, among others, the
C-scheme

Sh(G,X) = G(Q)\ (X ×G(Af )) ,
together with its G(Af )-action, can be canonically defined over a number field E := E(G,X) ⊂ C called
the reflex field of (G,X). That is there exists an E-scheme Sh(G,X)E with an action of G(Af ) whose base
change to C gives Sh(G,X) with its G(Af )-action. For the precise definition of canonical model we refer to
[65, section 2.2]. For the easier fact that Shimura varieties can be defined over Q, we refer for example to
[77].

It follows that for every compact open subgroup K̃ of G(Af ), the variety Sh
K̃
(G,X) admits a canonical

model over E in such a way that Hecke correspondences commute with the Galois action. Moreover the map
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π : Sh(G,X) → Sh
K̃
(G,X) is defined over E. In general we write K for a finite extension of E such that

Sh
K̃
(G,X)(K) is not empty.

A.4. Some examples of Shimura varieties. We briefly discuss some of the main motivating examples of
Shimura varieties. For brevity we actually describe here five examples of connected Shimura varieties.

Example (Modular curves). Denote by H the complex upper half plane. It becomes a Hermitian symmetric
space when endowed with the metric y−2dxdy. The SL2-action(

a b
c d

)
· z = az + b

cz + d
, where

(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(R) and z ∈ H,

identifies SL2(R)/{±I} with the group of holomorphic automorphisms of H, where I ∈ SL2(R) denotes
the identity. For any x+ iy ∈ H

x+ iy =

(√
y x/

√
y

0 1/
√
y

)
· i,

and so H is a homogeneous space. Let Γ be a congruence subgroup of SL2(Z), that is a subgroup containing

Γ0(N) := {M ∈ SL2(Z) :M ≡ ImodN},
for some N . The curve Γ\H is a connected modular curve and can be realized as a moduli variety for elliptic
curves with some level structure.

Let L be a totally real number field. What if we want to take the quotient of H by (subgroups of) SL2(OL)?
The problem is that SL2(OL) is in general not discrete in SL2(R). This can be circumnavigated by a
construction called Weil restriction.

Example (Hilbert modular varieties). Let nL be the degree of L over Q. The subgroup SL2(OL) can naturally
be identified as G(Z), where G is the Weil restriction from L to Q of SL2 /L. Indeed, using the nL-real
embeddings of L, we see that SL2(OL) acts on the product of nL copies of H. Hilbert modular varieties
are obtained as quotients Γ\HnL , where Γ is a congruence subgroup of G(Z) and naturally parametrise
principally polarized nL-dimensional abelian varieties with OL-multiplication (with some level structure).

Example (Siegel modular varieties). Let g be an integer ≥ 1. Consider the Siegel upper half space

Hg := {M ∈Mg(C) :M is symmetric and Im(M) is positive definite }.
By Riemann every matrix in Hg is the period matrix of some principally polarized abelian variety, unique up
to isomorphism of polarized abelian varieties. The Siegel modular variety, also denoted as Ag, is the quotient
Sp2g(Z)\Hg. As in the case of modular curves one can see that there is a bijection between the complex
points of the Siegel modular variety and isomorphism classes of principally polarized g-dimensional abelian
varieties.

Finally one of the oldest and simplest examples of Shimura varieties. They were first studied by Picard in
1881.

Example (Picard modular surfaces). LetE be an imaginary quadratic extension of Q and V be a 3-dimensional
E-vector space (which we consider as a vector space over Q). Fix an integral structure on V , given by an
OE-lattice L ⊂ V and let

J : V × V → E

be a non-degenerate Hermitian form on V , satisfying J(αu, βv) = αβJ(u, v) and which is OE-valued on L
and has signature (1, 2) over V ⊗ R. Let G′ := SU(J, V )/Q be the special unitary group of J , viewed as a
semisimple algebraic group over Q. The group G′(R)/K ′, for any compact maximal K ′ ⊂ G′(R) can be
identified with the complex two-dimensional ball. The Picard modular group of E is

G′(Z) := {γ ∈ G′(Q) : γL = L},
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and given a finite index subgroup Γ of G′(Z) we obtain a Picard modular surface Γ\X . Picard modular
surfaces parametrise 3-dimensional homogeneously polarized abelian varieties with OE-multiplication,
signature (1, 2) and some level structure.

Part of the beauty of the theory of Shimura varieties is that many problems stated in the moduli language
translate in the “(G,X)-language”. Such translation often allows us to use in a more transparent way powerful
group-theoretical tools and, in many cases, it is the first step towards understanding more general period
domains.

A remark regarding the difference between Shimura varieties and connected Shimura varieties is in order.

Remark A.7. Already in the example of modular curves we described the connected case when we decided
to consider the upper half plane H, rather than

H± := C− R,
with its natural GL2-action. The main advantage of Shimura varieties, over their connected counterparts, is
that their canonical models do not depend on a realisation of G as the derived group of a reductive group
nor on the level structure. For example the curve Γ0(N)\H admits a (geometrically connected) model over
Q(µN ), rather than over Q.

A.5. Sub-Shimura varieties of Ag, some examples. Special curves in A2 are of three types, as we now
recall. Curves parametrising abelian surfaces

(1) with quaternionic multiplication;
(2) isogenous to the square of an elliptic;
(3) isogenous to the product of two elliptic curves, at least one of which has complex multiplication.

More generally, Moonen [151] recently gave a classification of all 1-dimensional Shimura subvarieties of
Ag, in terms of Shimura data.

A.6. Mixed Shimura varieties. Since, in Section 8.3, we discussed mixed Shimura varieties (namely Ag,n

and its special subvarieties), we end by recalling their definition and some properties.

Definition A.8. A (connected) mixed Shimura datum is a pair (G,D+) where
• G is a connected linear algebraic group defined over Q, with unipotent radical W , and an algebraic

subgroup U ⊂W which is normal in G;
• D+ ⊂ Hom(SC, GC) is a connected component of an orbit under the subgroupG(R)·U(C) ⊂ G(C);

satisfying axioms (i)-(vi) in [170, Def. 2.1]. A (connected) mixed Shimura variety associated to (g,D+) is a
complex manifold of the form Λ\D+ where Λ is a congruence subgroup of G(Q)+ acting freely on D+.

A mixed Shimura datum allows to take into consideration groups of the form GSp2g ⋉G2g
a . For suitable

congruence subgroups the associated connected mixed Shimura variety is the universal family of abelian
varieties over the moduli space of principally polarised abelian varieties (with some n-level structure). The
point is that every (principally polarised) abelian variety can be realised as a fibre of such a family. This is
indeed what we used in Section 8.3 to take care of the torsion conditions appearing in the Hodge theoretic
description of orbit closures.

As for the pure case, there are notions of special and weakly special subvarieties of mixed Shimura varieties
(see [170, Sec. 4]). As the reader may expect every irreducible component of the intersection of special
subvarieties (resp. weakly special) is again special (resp. weakly special), and a weakly special subvariety
containing a special point is itself special. For example special points in the universal family of abelian
varieties correspond to torsion points in the fibers As over all special points s ∈ Ag.
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quasiconform. Mappings, Braşov 1969, 273-286 (1971)., 1971.
[176] H. L. Royden. Invariant metrics on Teichmüller space. Contribut. to Analysis, Collect. of Papers dedicated to Lipman Bers,

393-399 (1974)., 1974.
52

https://www.jmilne.org/math/xnotes/svi.pdf


[177] J.-C. Schlage-Puchta and G. Weitze-Schmithüsen. Finite translation surfaces with maximal number of translations. Isr. J.
Math., 217:1–15, 2017.

[178] A. N. Shankar and J. Tsimerman. Abelian varieties not isogenous to Jacobians over global fields. arXiv e-prints, page
arXiv:2105.02998, May 2021.

[179] W. Tautz, J. Top, and A. Verberkmoes. Explicit hyperelliptic curves with real multiplication and permutation polynomials.
Can. J. Math., 43(5):1055–1064, 1991.

[180] W. P. Thurston. Shapes of polyhedra and triangulations of the sphere. In The Epstein Birthday Schrift dedicated to David
Epstein on the occasion of his 60th birthday, pages 511–549. Warwick: University of Warwick, Institute of Mathematics,
1998.

[181] D. Toledo. Non-existence of certain closed complex geodesics in the moduli space of curves. Pac. J. Math., 129(1):187–192,
1987.

[182] R. Torelli. Sulle varietà di Jacobi. Rom. Acc. L. Rend. (5), 22(2):98–103, 437–441, 1913.
[183] J. Tsimerman. The existence of an abelian variety over Q isogenous to no Jacobian. Ann. Math. (2), 176(1):637–650, 2012.
[184] J. Tsimerman. The André-Oort conjecture for Ag . Ann. of Math. (2), 187(2):379–390, 2018.
[185] J. Tsimerman. Abelian varieties are not quotients of low-dimension Jacobians. arXiv e-prints, page arXiv:2302.05860, Feb.

2023.
[186] E. Ullmo. Applications du théorème d’Ax-Lindemann hyperbolique. Compos. Math., 150(2):175–190, 2014.
[187] E. Ullmo and A. Yafaev. A characterization of special subvarieties. Mathematika, 57(2):263–273, 2011.
[188] D. Urbanik. Geometric G-functions and Atypicality. arXiv e-prints. To appear in DMJ, page arXiv:2301.01857, Jan. 2023.
[189] G. van der Geer and F. Oort. Moduli of abelian varieties: a short introduction and survey. In Moduli of curves and abelian

varieties. The Dutch intercity seminar on moduli, pages 1–21. Braunschweig: Vieweg, 1999.
[190] W. A. Veech. Teichmüller curves in moduli space, Eisenstein series and an application to triangular billiards. Invent. Math.,

97(3):553–583, 1989.
[191] W. A. Veech. Flat surfaces. Am. J. Math., 115(3):589–689, 1993.
[192] E. Viehweg. Arakelov inequalities. In Geometry, analysis, and algebraic geometry. Forty years of the Journal of Differential

Geometry. Based on the 7th conference on geometry and topology, Cambridge, MA, USA, May 2008. In memory of Prof. C.-C.
Hsiung, pages 245–275. Somerville, MA: International Press, 2009.

[193] C. Voisin. Hodge loci. In Handbook of moduli. Volume III, pages 507–546. Somerville, MA: International Press; Beijing:
Higher Education Press, 2013.

[194] J. Wolfart. Werte hypergeometrischer Funktionen. Invent. Math., 92(1):187–216, 1988.
[195] A. Wright. Schwarz triangle mappings and Teichmüller curves: The Veech-Ward-Bouw-Möller curves. Geom. Funct. Anal.,

23(2):776–809, 2013.
[196] A. Wright. The field of definition of affine invariant submanifolds of the moduli space of abelian differentials. Geom. Topol.,

18(3):1323–1341, 2014.
[197] A. Wright. Totally geodesic submanifolds of Teichmüller space. J. Differ. Geom., 115(3):565–575, 2020.
[198] K. Yamanoi. Pseudo Kobayashi hyperbolicity of subvarieties of general type on abelian varieties. J. Math. Soc. Japan,

71(1):259–298, 2019.
[199] S.-K. Yeung. Open Torelli locus and complex ball quotients. Math. Res. Lett., 28(5):1595–1612, 2021.
[200] U. Zannier. Some problems of unlikely intersections in arithmetic and geometry. With appendixes by David Masser, volume

181 of Ann. Math. Stud. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2012.
[201] U. Zannier. Some specialization theorems for families of abelian varieties. Münster J. Math., 13(2):597–619, 2020.
[202] B. Zilber. Exponential sums equations and the Schanuel conjecture. J. Lond. Math. Soc., II. Ser., 65(1):27–44, 2002.
[203] D. Zywina. Families of abelian varieties and large Galois images. Int. Math. Res. Not., 2023(20):17494–17551, 2023.

CNRS, IMJ-PRG, SORBONNE UNIVERSITÉ, 4 PLACE JUSSIEU, 75005 PARIS, FRANCE

E-mail address, G. Baldi: baldi@imj-prg.fr

53


	1. Introduction
	Part 1. Hodge theoretic viewpoint
	2. Curves and their Jacobians
	3. Coleman–Oort conjecture

	Part 2. Teichmüller viewpoint
	4. Dynamical and metric perspective
	5. Translation surfaces and their stratified moduli space

	Part 3. Bi-algebraic viewpoint and Zilber-Pink conjecture
	6. Zilber-Pink Conjecture and Some Predictions
	7. Functional transcendence
	8. Strata of abelian differentials
	9. Functional transcendence for strata of meromorphic differentials
	10. Related Results and Conjectures
	Appendix A. Quick introduction to Shimura varieties and Hodge theory
	References


