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THE SHAFAREVICH CONJECTURE FOR VARIETIES WITH

GLOBALLY GENERATED COTANGENT

THOMAS KRÄMER AND MARCO MACULAN

Abstract. We prove the Shafarevich conjecture for varieties with globally
generated cotangent bundle, subject to mild numerical conditions.

1. Introduction

Let K be a number field and Σ a finite set of primes in K. In this paper we prove
new cases of the following conjecture:

Shafarevich conjecture for canonically polarized varieties. Fix P ∈ Q[t],
then up to K-isomorphism there are only finitely many smooth projective canonically
polarized varieties over K with Hilbert polynomial P and good reduction outside Σ.

Here by the Hilbert polynomial of a variety we mean the one of its canonical
bundle. We say that a smooth projective canonically polarized variety Y over K
has good reduction outside Σ if it admits a smooth projective model Y over the
ring of Σ-integers R = OK,Σ such that the canonical bundle detΩ1

Y/R is relatively

ample. If such a model exists, then it is unique up to isomorphism. In what follows
we will simply talk about good reduction, assuming that Σ has been fixed.

The above conjecture is a special case of the Lang-Vojta conjecture, predicting
the nondensity of Σ-integral points on varieties of log general type over K. Indeed,
the moduli spaces (or rather stacks) of canonically polarized varieties are known to
be of log general type, as are all their subvarieties [CP15]. The complex analogue of
the above conjecture says that the moduli stacks of canonically polarized varieties
do not contain entire curves, which is a celebrated result of Viehweg and Zuo [VZ03];
however, these hyperbolicity properties will play no role in our arguments.

In the case of curves the conjecture is due to Shafarevich and was proven by
Faltings on his path to the Mordell conjecture [Fal83]. Since then, many cases of
the conjecture and analogous finiteness results for unpolarized varieties have been
proven [Sch85, And96, She97, Tak20, JL15, JL17, Jav15, JL18, JL21, Tak19]. All
of these rely on some classification of the varieties under consideration; this is not
the case in [KM23] where we proved the Shafarevich conjecture for subvarieties of
abelian varieties with ample normal bundle, using the method of [LV20, LS20] and
the big monodromy criterion from [JKLM23]. In this paper we extend the scope of
the results in [KM23] to a much larger class of canonically polarized varieties:

Definition. A projective variety Y over k has amply generated cotangent bundle
if it is smooth, geometrically connected and the morphism H0(Y,Ω1

Y)⊗k OY → Ω1
Y

is surjective with nonzero and antiample (that is, with ample dual) kernel.

If Y has a k-rational point y ∈ Y(k), then Y has amply generated cotangent
bundle if and only if the Albanese morphism alby : Y→ Alb(Y) is unramified with
ample normal bundle. In [KM23] we discussed smooth projective varieties that
embed in their Albanese variety with ample normal bundle, but the current class
is much larger and goes beyond subvarieties of abelian varieties:

http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.20570v1
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Example. Let k be a field of characteristic zero, and let S be an irreducible smooth
projective variety over k such that the evaluation morphism H0(S,Ω1

S)⊗k OS → Ω1
S

has locally free cokernel C of rank r (for instance take h0(S,Ω1
S) = 0). Let A be an

abelian variety over k, and let

Y ⊂ A× S

be a smooth complete intersection of ample divisors of dimension d > 2. Then the
morphism Alb(Y) → Alb(S) × A is an isomorphism by the Lefschetz theorem. If
moreover d+ r < dimA× S and Y is generic, the cotangent bundle of Y is globally
generated. The kernel K of the evaluation morphism H0(Y,Ω1

Y) ⊗k OY → Ω1
Y is

nonzero and sits in the short exact sequence

0 −→ q∗C∨ −→N−→K∨ −→ 0

where N is the normal bundle of Y in A× S and q : Y → S the morphism induced
by the second projection. The vector bundle N is ample, thus so is K∨ and with
the above terminology Y has amply generated cotangent bundle.

It may happen that Y embeds into its Albanese over an algebraic closure of k, but
the following construction gives new examples where this is not the case. Suppose
that S admits a connected finite étale cover f : S′ → S of degree > 1 inducing an
isomorphism

Alb(S′)
∼
−→ Alb(S).

Over k = C such a cover exists whenever there is nontrivial torsion in H1(S,Z),
e.g. for an Enriques surface S. In general, the preimage Y′ = S′ ×S Y has amply
generated cotangent bundle and its Albanese variety is isomorphic to Alb(Y). So
any Albanese morphism Y′ → Alb(Y′) factors through Y and hence cannot be an
embedding, and the same holds after any finite extension of the base field. This
construction can be iterated by using Y and Y′ in place of S and S′.

1.1. Intrinsic results. Varieties with amply generated cotangent bundle are in
particular canonically polarized, so when they are defined over the number field K,
our notion of good reduction from above applies. In the case of surfaces our main
result takes the following form:

Theorem A. Fix an integer c > 1. Then up to K-isomorphism there are only
finitely many projective surfaces Y over K with amply generated cotangent bundle,
good reduction, c2(Y) = c and h0(Y,Ω1

Y) > 6.

In fact we obtain an analogous result for varieties of arbitrary dimension, subject
to certain mild numerical conditions:

Theorem B. Fix P ∈ Q[t] of degree d. Then up to K-isomorphism there are
only finitely many projective varieties Y over K with amply generated cotangent
bundle, good reduction, Hilbert polynomial P, h0(Y,Ω1

Y) > 2d+2 and satisfying the
numerical conditions 1.1 and 1.2 below with π = id.

Conditions 1.1 and 1.2 will be discussed in the next section. They in particular
hold if d = 2, so theorem B implies theorem A since by the Bogomolov-Miyaoka-Yau
inequality, the Hilbert polynomial of a surface S with amply generated cotangent
bundle is controlled by c2(S) [KM23, 2.7]. For odd d and h0(Y,Ω1

Y) > 4d+ 2 the
conditions 1.1 and 1.2 are empty, so theorem B in particular implies:

Corollary. Fix P ∈ Q[t] of odd degree d. Then up to K-isomorphism there are
only finitely many projective varieties with amply generated cotangent bundle, good
reduction, Hilbert polynomial P and h0(Y,Ω1

Y) > 4d+ 2.
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1.2. Numerical conditions. To formulate the two numerical conditions that go
into theorem B and into theorem C below, let Y be a smooth projective variety
over a field k of characteristic zero. The first condition compares the topological
Euler characteristic χtop(Z) of the smooth projective variety Z = Y×Y to the Euler
characteristic of the vector bundle Ωd

Z:

Condition 1.1. If d = dimY > 4 is even, assume that

(−1)d χ(Ωd
Y×Y) 6 1

2 χtop(Y ×Y).

For the second numerical condition, we place ourselves in a slightly more general
framework that will be used in theorem C, starting from an arbitrary surjective
morphism π : Alb(Y) → A of abelian varieties; in fact in theorem C the variety Y
will be given together with a morphism Y→ A and we then tacitly assume π to be
induced by this morphism. Consider the vector subspace

V := (LieA)∨ −֒→ (LieAlb(Y))∨ = H0(Y,Ω1
Y)

and suppose that the induced morphism ϕ : V ⊗k OY → Ω1
Y is surjective. If k is

algebraically closed, let alby : Y → Alb(Y) be the Albanese morphism associated
with y ∈ Y(k). The composite morphism

f = π ◦ alby : Y −→ A

is unramified because ϕ is assumed to be surjective. Denote the stabilizer of the
image of f by

G := StabA(f(Y)) = {a ∈ A(k) : f(Y) + a = f(Y)}.

Then Y is of general type if and only if the group G is finite; see section 2.1. In
this case we set

χtop,π(Y) :=
χtop(Y)

n
for n = |G| · deg(f),

where χtop(Y) is the topological Euler characteristic of Y. Note that χtop,π(Y) is an
integer since it is equal to the topological Euler characteristic of the normalization
of the quotient f(Y)/G (this normalization is smooth by lemma 2.4). We also say
that Y is symmetric with respect to π if f(Y) = a− f(Y) for some a ∈ A(k). This
notion and the definition of χtop,π(Y) do not depend on y, so by extending scalars
they make sense also when the base field k is not algebraically closed. Our second
condition excludes a few values of χtop,π(Y) in terms of g = dimA:

Condition 1.2. If d = dimY > (g − 1)/4 and Y is symmetric with respect to π,
assume that

|χtop,π(Y)| 6= 22m−1 for all m ∈ {3, . . . , d} with m ≡ d modulo 2.

We take advantage of the general setup of this section to give two definitions to
be used in sections 1.4 and 1.5. When k is algebraically closed, a subvariety X ⊂ A
of dimension d > 2 is said to be

• a product if there are X1,X2 ⊂ A of dimension > 0 with X = X1 +X2 such
that the sum morphism induces on normalizations an isomorphism

X̃1 × X̃2
∼
−→ X̃,

• a symmetric power of a curve if there is a curve C ⊂ A with X = C+ · · ·+C
such that the sum morphism induces on normalizations an isomorphism

Symd C̃
∼
−→ X̃.

When k is arbitrary, we say that a subvariety X ⊂ A is a product resp. a symmetric
power of a curve if its base change to an algebraic closure of k is.
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1.3. Extrinsic result. We will deduce theorem B from a general result for smooth
projective varieties with an unramified morphism to an abelian variety. Let A be
an abelian variety of dimension g over K and L an ample line bundle on it. Recall
that A has good reduction if it is the generic fiber of an abelian scheme A over the
ring of Σ-integers OK,Σ, in which case A is unique up to isomorphism.

Definition. A finite unramified morphism f : Y → A has good reduction if it
extends to an unramified morphism Y→ Awhere Y is a smooth projective scheme
over OK,Σ with generic fiber Y. Note that then in particular Y is a smooth variety.

For varieties Y with amply generated cotangent bundle and y ∈ Y(K), the
Albanese morphism alby : Y→ A = Alb(Y) has good reduction if and only if Y has
good reduction in the sense explained at the beginning of this paper. We show:

Theorem C. Fix P ∈ Q[t] of degree d < (g− 1)/2. Up to isomorphism of schemes
over A, there are only finitely many finite unramified morphisms f : Y → A with
good reduction and ample normal bundle such that Y is geometrically integral, f(Y)
is not a product, f∗L has Hilbert polynomial P, and conditions 1.1 and 1.2 hold.

Theorem B is deduced from theorem C via the Shafarevich conjecture for abelian
varieties that was proven by Faltings [Fal83]. The argument here is identical to the
one in [KM23, 2.4-2.6] and we will not repeat it: roughly speaking, when looking
at the moduli space of canonically polarized varieties with Hilbert polynomial P, it
suffices to consider the locus where the relative Albanese morphism of the universal
family is unramified, instead of being a closed embedding. Theorem C follows
from the big monodromy criterion in the next section and the nondensity result
in [KM23, th. D]. The latter is based on the Lawrence-Venkatesh method [LV20] as
elaborated by Lawrence-Sawin [LS20]; in section 3 we will explain the main changes
that are needed for the proof of theorem C compared to [KM23, 2.2-2.3].

1.4. Big monodromy. We now formulate the big monodromy criterion which is
the main geometric input for the proof of theorem C. Let S be a smooth connected
variety over k = C, and A a complex abelian variety of dimension g. Suppose
we are given a morphism f : Y→ A × S such that the projection πS : Y→ S is
smooth with connected fibers of dimension d. Given an n-tuple χ = (χ1, . . . , χn)
of characters

χi : π1(A(C), 0) −→ C×

of the topological fundamental group of the abelian variety, let Lχ = Lχ1
⊕· · ·⊕Lχn

be the direct sum of the associated local systems of rank one on A(C), and consider
the local system

Vχ := RdπS∗ π
∗
A Lχ

where πA : Y → A is the projection. We want to ensure that for all n and for
sufficiently general tuples of characters, the Zariski closure of the image of the
monodromy representation of Vχ is as large as possible. In this case we say Y→ S

has big monodromy for most tuples of torsion characters; see [KM23, 1.5] for the
precise definition. As in loc. cit. it will be convenient to phrase our criterion in
terms of the fiber over a geometric generic point η̄ of S. We show:

Big Monodromy Criterion. Suppose fη̄ : Ȳη → AS,η̄ is unramified with ample
normal bundle, d < (g − 1)/2 and condition 1.2 holds. Then, the following are
equivalent:

(1) fη̄ is birational onto its image, and this image is nondivisible, not constant
up to translation, not a product and not a symmetric power of a curve;

(2) f : Y→ A× S has big monodromy for most tuples of torsion characters.
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Here the subvariety f(Ȳη) ⊂ AS,η̄ is said to be constant up to translation if it is
a translate Y + a of a complex subvariety Y ⊂ A by a point a ∈ A(η̄). If f(Y)η̄
is nondivisible, then by [JKLM23, cor. 4.8] it is constant up to translation if and
only if the family f(Y)→ S is isotrivial. Also note that the morphism fη̄ is finite,
hence it is is birational if and only if Ȳη is the normalization of its image in AS,η̄.

As in [JKLM23, 1.1], if f(Ȳη) is divisible, or constant up to translation, or a
product, or a symmetric power of a curve, then Vχ does not have big monodromy

for most tuples of torsion characters. If fη̄ is not birational, then the pushforward
to AS,η̄ of the constant sheaf on Ȳη has several direct summands, so the monodromy
decomposes in block matrices and cannot be big. This proves (2) ⇒ (1).

The nontrivial implication (1) ⇒ (2) is the one relevant for theorem C and the
main content of the big monodromy criterion. By [JKLM23, th. 4.10], it suffices
to show that the subvariety f(Ȳη) ⊂ AS,η̄ has big Tannaka group with respect to
the convolution of perverse sheaves, which we will explain in the next section.

1.5. Big Tannaka groups. We reset notation and let A be an abelian variety of
dimension g over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero. Our results
hold both in the algebraic and in the analytic framework. In the former, we consider
perserve sheaves for the étale topology on A with coefficients in F = Q̄ℓ for a
prime ℓ; in the latter, we assume k = C and consider perserve sheaves for the
classical topology on A(C) with coefficients in F = C. For background about
perverse sheaves we refer to [BBDG18].

Let Y be a smooth projective variety of dimension d and f : Y→ A a semismall
morphism in the sense that dimY ×A Y = dimY. The constant sheaf δY := FY[d]
on Y placed in degree −d is a perverse sheaf, and the semismallness of f then
implies that P = f∗δY is also perverse. The group law on A induces a convolution
product on perverse sheaves, and P generates a neutral Tannaka category 〈P〉 with
respect to convolution [JKLM23, 3.1]. We fix a fiber functor

ω : 〈P〉 −→ Vect(F)

and consider the associated Tannaka group

GY,ω := Aut⊗(ω) ⊂ GL(V) where V := ω(P).

We say that f : Y → A is symmetric up to translation if there is an involution ι
of Y and a point a ∈ A(k) such that f(ι(x)) = a − f(x) for all x ∈ Y. In this
case, the group GY,ω preserves a bilinear form θ : V ⊗ V → F which is symmetric
if d is even and alternating otherwise. The group GY,ω is then said to be big if the
derived subgroup G∗

Y,ω of its connected component is

G∗
Y,ω =











SL(V) if Y is not symmetric up to translation,

SO(V, θ) if Y is symmetric up to translation and d is even,

Sp(V, θ) if Y is symmetric up to translation and d is odd.

If f is finite birational, which is the case relevant here, then Y is the normalization
of its image X ⊂ A and therefore P = δX is the perverse intersection complex on
this image, in which case GY,ω can be thought as the Tannaka group of X.

Big Tannaka group Criterion. Suppose that f is unramified with ample normal
bundle, d < (g − 1)/2 and condition 1.2 holds. Then, the following are equivalent:

(1) f is birational onto its image, and this image is nondivisible, not a product
and not a symmetric power of a curve;

(2) GY,ω is big.
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Similarly to the big monodromy criterion, the implication (2) ⇒ (1) is easy
and the main task is to prove (1) ⇒ (2). We follow the strategy explained in the
introduction of [JKLM23]:

The first step is to ensure that the algebraic group G∗
Y,ω is simple. For this we

do not need to assume f is unramified: in theorem 5.1 we show under very mild
conditions that the Tannaka group of a subvariety X ⊂ A fails to be simple only
if the subvariety is a product. We are then in good shape since V is known to
be a minuscule representation of G∗

Y,ω by [JKLM23, cor. 5.15] and there are very
few minuscule representations of simple algebraic groups. Except for the standard
representations of classical groups (which lead to big Tannaka groups), we are left
with wedge powers of the standard representation of SLn, spin representations, and
the smallest irreducible representations of the exceptional groups E6 and E7. In
theorem 6.1 we show that wedge powers occur if and only if Y is the symmetric
power of a smooth curve and f is a closed embedding; in theorem 7.1 we exclude
spin representations, and in theorem 8.1 we rule out the groups E6 and E7.

Acknowledgements. We thank Olivier Benoist for suggesting us the motivating
example in the introduction. This project has been carried out during a Research
In Paris and we thank the Institut Henri Poincaré for their hospitality.

Conventions. By a variety over a field k we mean a separated k-scheme of finite
type. Subvarieties are always taken to be closed. We write X̃ for the normalization
of a variety X and say that X has smooth unramified normalization if X̃ is smooth
and the normalization morphism X̃ → X is unramified. If this is the case and
if X ⊂W is given as a subvariety of a smooth projective variety W, we say that X̃
has ample normal bundle if the unramified morphism X̃→W does.

2. Varieties with globally generated cotangent bundle

In this section we recall some generalities about varieties with globally generated
cotangent bundles that will be used throughout this paper.

2.1. Basic properties. Let f : Y→ A be a morphism between a smooth projective
variety Y and an abelian variety A over a field k. By definition f is unramified if
and only if the cotangent map LieA ⊗k OY → Ω1

Y is surjective. If this is the case,
then the cotangent bundle of Y is globally generated. For instance, if

f = alby : Y −→ A = Alb(Y)

is the Albanese morphism associated with a point y ∈ Y(k), then the cotangent
map is the evaluation morphism H0(Y,OY) ⊗k OY → Ω1

Y. Therefore the Albanese
morphism is unramified if and only if the cotangent bundle is globally generated.

Lemma 2.1. Let f : Y → A be an unramified morphism where Y is a smooth
projective variety and A an abelian variety. Then, the normalization X̃ of X = f(Y)
is smooth and the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) Y is canonically polarized;

(2) X̃ is canonically polarized;

(3) Y is of general type;

(4) X̃ is of general type;

(5) X is of general type.

Proof. First of all, the morphism g : Y→ X̃ induced by f is unramified, hence étale
by [Stacks, Lemma 0BTF], thus X̃ is smooth. The étale morphism g induces an

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0BTF
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isomorphism between the canonical bundle of Y and the pull-back of X̃, yielding
the following implications:

(1) ⇐⇒ (2) =⇒ (3) ⇐⇒ (4) ⇐⇒ (5).

It suffices to show that if Y is of general type, then the canonical bundle KY

of Y is ample. Since Y is smooth, being of general type means that its canonical
bundle KY is big. It is also nef, because Ω1

Y is globally generated. In this case
the non-ample locus Z := B+(KY) is covered by rational curves; see for instance
[BBP13, Corollary A]. Since there are no rational curves on A and f is finite, Z must

be finite. Then by [BCL14, Theorem A] the morphism hd : Y → P(H0(Y,K⊗d
Y )∨) is

an isomorphism outside Z for any integer d > 1 divisible enough. In other words hd

is finite and KY = h∗
dO(1) is ample. �

2.2. Models. Let K be a number field, Σ a finite set of places and R = OK,Σ. For
a smooth scheme X over R we denote by KX/R = detΩ1

X/R its relative canonical

bundle. We will use the following key property:

Lemma 2.2. Let X be a smooth proper R-scheme such that, for any ring morphism
R→ k to an algebraically closed field k, the base change Xk admits an unramified
morphism towards an abelian variety. If the generic fiber XK is of general type,
then the relative canonical bundle KX/R is relatively ample.

Proof. We show that for any s ∈ S = SpecR the canonical bundle Ks = KXs
of

the fiber Xs at s is ample. In view of lemma 2.1 it suffices to show that Ks is big.
For the generic point of S this is true because XK is assumed to be of general type.
When s is a closed point, for any n > 1 we have h0(Xs,K

⊗n
s ) > h0(XK,K

⊗n
XK

) by
semicontinuity. Therefore Ks is big, which concludes the proof. �

Lemma 2.3. Let d > 1 and let Y be a projective and flat scheme over R with
geometrically integral generic fiber. Then, up to isomorphism of schemes over Y,
there are only finitely many unramified surjective morphisms f : X → Y with X

projective smooth over R, KX/R relatively ample and deg f 6 d.

Proof. Let Ỹ be the normalization of Y. We may suppose that there exists an
unramified surjective morphism X → Y with X projective smooth over R, the

statement being trivial otherwise. The induced morphism X→ Ỹ is unramified,

hence étale by [Stacks, Lemma 0BTF]. It follows that Ỹ is smooth over R. Let K̄

be an algebraic closure of K and Ỹ = Ỹ̄K the base change to K̄ of the generic fiber

of Ỹ. By [KM23, lemma 2.7] it suffices to show that, up to isomorphism of schemes

over Ỹ, there are only finitely many finite étale morphisms X → Ỹ of degree 6 d.
This is standard, as we may fix an embedding K̄ →֒ C and use that the topological
fundamental group of the complex manifold Ỹ(C) is finitely generated. �

2.3. Normalization and stabilizer. Let X ⊂ A a geometrically integral subva-
riety of an abelian variety A over a field k. Recall that the stabilizer StabA(X) is
the algebraic subgroup of A whose points with values in a k-algebra R are

{a ∈ A(R) : XR + a = XR}.

Let f : X̃→ X be the normalization. Suppose that G = StabA(X) is smooth. This
is always the case if k of characteristic zero; when k is of characteristic p > 0, this is
true for instance if G is finite of rank prime to p. Under the smoothness assumption
the action of G lifts to an action on X̃ by functoriality of the normalization and the
compability of its construction with respect to smooth base change [Stacks, Section

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0BTF
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081J]. It follows that we have the following commutative diagram

X̃ X

X̃′ := X̃/G X′ := X/G

π̃

f

π

g

where π and π̃ are the quotient morphisms. Note that Z is integral and Z̃ is normal
by [MFK94, p. 5].

Lemma 2.4. The morphism g : X̃′ → X′ is the normalization. Moreover, if X̃ is
smooth, then so is X̃′.

Proof. The action of G on X is free, thus the action on X̃ is free. It follows that π
and π̃ have same degree, thus g is finite birational because f is so. Therefore g is
the normalization. If X̃ is smooth, then so is X̃′ by [MFK94, prop. 0.9]. �

3. Proof of theorem C

In this section we explain how to deduce the theorem C from the big monodromy
criterion in section 1.4 and the nondensity result in [JKLM23, th. D].

3.1. Finiteness for subvarieties of abelian varieties. The proof of theorem C
is similar to [KM23, 2.2-2.3], but the arguments at the level of Hilbert schemes
are a bit subtler, so we include them here. The key point is a Shafarevich-type
finiteness result for subvarieties of abelian varieties that have smooth unramified
normalization with ample normal bundle.

Let K be a number field, Σ a finite set of primes in K and OK,Σ ⊂ K the ring
of Σ-integers. Let A be an abelian variety over K with good reduction and A the
unique abelian scheme over R extending A. Fix an ample line bundle L on A.

Theorem 3.1. Fix P ∈ Q[z] of degree d < (g − 1)/2. Then up to translation
by points in A(K) there are only finitely many geometrically integral subvarieties
X ⊂ A which are not a product with the following properties:

(1) X has smooth unramified normalization with ample normal bundle,

(2) X̃ satisfies the numerical conditions 1.1 and 1.2,

(3) the normalization X̃ of the Zariski closure X⊂ A of X is smooth over R,

(4) X̃ has Hilbert polynomial P with respect to L.

Before deducing theorem 3.1 from the big monodromy criterion in section 1.4,
let us show how it implies theorem C:

Proof of theorem C. Let f : Y→ A be an unramified morphism with Y projective
smooth over OK,Σ and let f : Y → A be its generic fiber. The point is that the

normalization of X̃ of X = f(Y) has good reduction in the sense of theorem 3.1 (3)
and Hilbert polynomial controlled by that of X. More precisely, the normalization
X̃ of X = f(Y) is smooth over OK,Σ because the induced morphism Y → X is
unramified, thus étale by [Stacks, Lemma 0BTF]. If Y is integral and f∗L has

Hilbert polynomial P(t), then X̃ has Hilbert polynomial Q(t) := P(t)/ deg f with
respect to L. Now there are only finitely many integers n > 0 such that the
polynomial P(t)/n takes integral values at nonnegative integers. Thus there is
a finite subset Q ⊂ Q[t] depending only on P such that Q ∈ Q. With these
considerations, theorem 3.1 implies that up to translation by points in A(K) there
are only finitely many geometrically integral subvarieties X ⊂ A which are not a
product and

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/081J
https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/0BTF
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• X is the image of an unramified morphism f : Y → A with smooth source
Y, ample normal bundle and good reduction in the sense of section 1.3,

• the Hilbert polynomial of f∗L is P,

• Y satisfies conditions 1.1 and 1.2.

By lemma 2.3 there are only finitely many étale covers of the normalization of such
a variety X, which concludes the proof. �

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of theorem 3.1. As a preliminary
step, we need to pass from the relevant Hilbert scheme to a certain constructible
cover as explained in the next section.

3.2. A constructible cover. For an ample line bundle L ∈ Pic(A) and P ∈ Q[t],
consider the subset

HL,P ⊂ HilbA

which consists of the images of all geometric points SpecΩ→ HilbA corresponding
to integral subvarieties X ⊂ AΩ such that

• X is nondivisible, not a product, and has smooth unramified normalization
with ample normal bundle,

• X̃ has Hilbert polynomial P with respect to L and satisfies the numerical
conditions 1.1 and 1.2.

The main obstacle compared to [KM23, 2.2] is that the normalization does not
behave well with respect to arbitrary base change. In particular, there is no natural
parameter space for the normalization of subvarieties of A. Instead, we will cut HL,P

into finitely many constructible pieces over which normalization is well-behaved,
similarly to what is done in [Kol93, prop. 2.4]. To do this, given a constructible
subset Z ⊂ A of the Hilbert scheme of A, we consider the restriction XZ → Z to Z
of the universal family on X→ HilbA and let πZ : X̃Z → XZ be the normalization
of the scheme XZ. Then, we have the following:

Lemma 3.2. There is a cover of HL,P by a finite collection of pairwise disjoint

constructible subsets Z ⊂ HilbA of finite type over K such that X̃Z is smooth over Z,
πZ is unramified and, for each z ∈ Z, the fiber of πZ at z is the normalization of Xz.

Proof. By definition any geometric point in HL,P corresponds to a subvariety X

whose normalization f : X̃ → X has Hilbert polynomial P with respect to L. To
show that these varieties form a bounded family we need to control the Hilbert
polynomial of X rather than the one of its normalization X̃. This is possible as X
is reduced: in this case, by [SGA 6, exp. XIII, cor. 6.11] the Hilbert polynomial
is controlled by the degree of X with respect to L, that is, the top self-intersection
Ld
|X of L|X where d = dimX. As the normalization morphism f is birational, the

degree of X coincides with that of X̃ which is in turn d! times the leading coefficient
of P. It follows that HL,P lies in finitely many components of HilbA. Therefore it
is of finite type over K as soon as it is constructible.

To prove the existence of the constructible cover in the statement, consider the
open subset of HilbA where the universal family X → HilbA has geometrically
integral fibers. The above discussion shows that HL,P meets only finitely many
connected components of such an open subset, and we denote by U their union.
Since U is of finite type, arguing as in the proof of [Kol93, prop. 2.4], there is a

finite cover of U by pairwise disjoint constructible subsets Z such that, X̃→ Z is
smooth, πZ is unramified and, for any z ∈ Z, the fiber of πZ : X̃Z → Xz at z is the
normalization of Xz .
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To conclude the proof, it suffices to show Z ∩ HL,P is constructible. Ampleness
and being nondivisible are open conditions, and the same holds for conditions 1.1
and 1.2. Being a product is not a closed condition but by Noetherian induction a
spreading out argument as in the proof of [KM23, lemma 2.1] shows that Z ∩HL,P

is constructible. �

3.3. Proof of theorem 3.1. We first prove the finiteness statement in the theorem
only for nondivisible subvarieties, and then deduce it in the general case.

The nondivisible case. The proof of the finiteness for nondivisible subvarieties X
is similar to [KM23, th. 2.3], so we just point out how to use lemma 3.2 instead of
[KM23, lemma 2.1]. Consider the family of constructible subsets of HilbA given be
lemma 3.2. For any such constructible subset Z ⊂ HilbA, let Z̄ its Zariski closure
in HilbA and X̄Z the restriction to Z̄ of the universal family X→ HilbA. Let X̃̄Z

be the normalization of the scheme X̄Z and consider the open subset Z⊂ Z̄ where

the morphism X̃̄Z → Z̄ is smooth. The schemes Z and Z are constructed in such
a way that the following property is satisfied: for a point in Z(OK,Σ) extending a
K-rational point of Z, the corresponding closed subscheme X⊂ A is such that the
normalization X̃ is smooth over OK,Σ. Let

F ⊂ Z(OK,Σ) ∩ HL,P

be a subset and S an irreducible component of the Zariski closure of F in Z. By
Noetherian induction, it suffices to show that there is a nonempty open S′K ⊂ SK,
a morphism a : S′K → AK and a subvariety X ⊂ AK such that

XS′

K
= X+ a.

Hence the proof of [KM23, th. 2.3] goes through without changes if we replace the
big mondromy criterion from loc. cit. by its generalization in section 1.4.

The general case. We pass now to the proof of the statement with no additional
assumptions on the varieties in question. To reduce to the nondivisible case, we will
mod out by the stabilizer and, to do so, we need to show that only finitely many
subgroups of A can occur as stabilizers of the varieties in the statement. Note
that all the varieties in question are of general type, so their stabilizer are finite
subgroups of A. To bound their order, we may restrict ourselves to subvarieties of A
corresponding to K-rational points of a fixed constructible subset Z ⊂ HilbA given
by lemma 3.2. It follows from lemma 2.4 that, for any z ∈ Z(K), the stabilizer of
corresponding subvariety X ⊂ A divides the topological Euler characteristic of the
normalization X̃ of X. The topological Euler characteristic of the fibers of X̃Z → Z
is locally constant, thus takes only finitely many values. Therefore the set

F := {StabA(Xh) | z ∈ Z(K)}

is finite. To apply the nondivisible case, we need to ensure that good reduction
is preserved after having mod out by the stabilizer. To do this, we may enlarge
Σ and suppose that the prime divisors of χtop(X̃z) for z ∈ Z(K) lie in Σ. Under
this additional assumption, the Zariski closure G⊂ A of any G ∈ F is smooth over
OK,Σ. The abelian variety A′ := A/G is the generic fiber of the abelian scheme
A′ := A/G and thus has good reduction. Since the set F is finite it suffices to
prove the statement for those subvarieties X ⊂ A in the statement having a fixed
G ∈ F as stabilizer and corresponding to a point of Z. To do this, let X⊂ A be the
Zariski closure of such X and X̃ the normalization of X, which is smooth over OK,Σ

by hypothesis. In particular, the Zariski closure G⊂ A of G is the stabilizer of X.
Since the construction of the normalization is compatible with smooth base change
[Stacks, Section 081J], the action of G on X extends to the normalization X̃. Such

an action being free, the quotient X̃′ := X̃/G is smooth over OK,Σ [MFK94, prop.

https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/081J


THE SHAFAREVICH CONJECTURE FOR VARIETIES WITH SPANNED COTANGENT 11

0.9] and is the normalization of X′ := X/G by lemma 2.4 applied to generic fibers.
The subvariety X′ := X/G ⊂ A′ is nondivisible, so the statement follows from the
nondivisible case as soon as we know that the Hilbert polynomial of X′ for some
polarization of A′ takes finitely many values; see [KM23, end of 2.3]. �

4. Perverse sheaves and characteristic cycles

The rest of this paper will be concerned with Tannaka groups of perverse sheaves
on abelian varieties. In this section we set up the general framework and recall a
few facts about characteristic cycles that will be used in what follows.

4.1. Setup. From now on A will always denote an abelian variety of dimension g
over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero, and X ⊂ A an integral
subvariety of dimension d. We treat the algebraic and analytic framework on the
same footing: in the former we use perverse sheaves for the étale topology on A
with coefficients in F = Q̄ℓ for a prime ℓ, in the latter we work over k = C and use
perverse sheaves for the classical topology on A(C) with coefficients in F = C. We
denote by

δX ∈ Perv(A,F)

the perverse intersection complex supported on X ⊂ A. By [JKLM23, prop. 3.1]
the convolution powers of this intersection complex generate a neutral Tannaka
category 〈δX〉. We fix a fiber functor

ω : 〈δX〉 −→ Vect(F)

and consider the associated Tannaka group GX,ω := Aut⊗(ω) ⊂ GL(ω(δX)). This
is a reductive group, and we denote the derived group of its connected component
by

G∗
X,ω := [G◦

X,ω,G
◦
X,ω].

4.2. Characteristic cycles. The above Tannaka groups are closely related to the
conormal geometry of subvarieties. Recall that the conormal variety to X ⊂ A is
defined as the Zariski closure in T∨A = A×Lie(A)∨ of the conormal bundle to the
smooth locus of X. This is a conic Lagrangian subvariety of T∨A. We denote its
projectivization by

V

X ⊂ A× PA where PA := P(Lie(A)∨)

and define the Gauss map of the subvariety as the projection γX :

V

X → PA. In the
context of perverse sheaves such conormal varieties arise naturally as irreducible
components of characteristic cycles:

Over k = C one may attach to any P ∈ Perv(A,F) a characteristic cycle CC(P),
which is a finite formal sum of conormal varieties to the strata in a suitable Whitney
stratification of the support Supp(P) [Dim04, def. 4.3.19]. We denote by cc(P) the
cycle on A × PA which is obtained from the projectivization of the characteristic
cycle by discarding any components with non-dominant Gauss map. If X ⊂ A is a
smooth subvariety of general type, then cc(δX) =

V

X. We are interested in a class
of subvarieties which may be singular but still satisfy this last condition.

Over an arbitrary algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero this leads to
the following notion:

Definition 4.1. We say that a subvariety X ⊂ A has integral characteristic cycle
if for any embedding σ : k →֒ C, the associated complex subvariety Xσ ⊂ Aσ has
characteristic cycle

cc(δXσ
) =

V

Xσ
.
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Note that this condition is independent of the chosen embedding σ: indeed, the
characteristic cycle of the perverse intersection complex can be defined over k via
Saito’s theory for ℓ-adic sheaves [Sai17], and the base change of this cycle via σ
gives back the characteristic cycle in the above sense by [Rai23, th. 1.2].

The reason for the above definition is that for any nondivisible subvariety X ⊂ A
with integral characteristic cycle, the Tannaka group G∗

X,ω acts via a minuscule

representation on ω(δX), see [Krä22, cor. 1.10] [JKLM23, cor. 5.15]. The main class
of subvarieties with integral characteristic cycles to be considered in this paper will
be the following:

Definition 4.2. We say that variety X has smooth unramified normalization if X̃
is smooth and the normalization morphism ν : X̃→ X is unramified.

If this is the case and if X ⊂W is a subvariety of a smooth variety W, then the
kernel

CX̃/W = Ker
(

ν∗(Ω1
W) −→ Ω1

X̃

)

is a vector bundle whose associated projective bundle is the pullback of the conormal
variety:

P(CX̃/W) = X̃×X

V

X

We say that X ⊂W has smooth unramified normalization with ample normal bundle
if it has smooth unramified normalization and the normal bundle ÑX/W = (CX̃/W)∨

is ample. Let us now again take W = A to be an abelian variety.

Lemma 4.3. For any subvariety X ⊂ A with smooth unramified normalization, the
following properties hold:

(1) X has integral characteristic cycle and the morphism
V

X → X has constant
fiber dimension.

(2) X is of general type if and only if the Gauss map γX :

V

X → PA is dominant,
in which case γX is generically finite of degree

deg(γX) = χ(δX) = (−1)d χtop(X̃) where d = dimX.

(3) The following three properties are equivalent:

• The normal bundle ÑX/A is ample.

• The Gauss map γX :

V

X → PA is finite.

• For every ω ∈ H0(A,Ω1
A) \ {0} the pull-back ν∗ω has finite zero locus.

(4) If ÑX/A is not ample, then there is a curve C ⊂ X lying in a smaller abelian

subvariety of A. In particular, if A is simple, then ÑX/A is ample.

Proof. We may assume k = C. For claim (1) we begin by showing that the charac-
teristic variety

Char(δX) := Supp(CC(δX)) ⊂ T∨A

is irreducible. Note that δX = ν∗(δX̃) since the normalization ν : X̃→ X is a finite
birational morphism. So we may apply Kashiwara’s estimate for the characteristic
variety of direct images [Kas76, th. 4.2(b)]: the morphism f : X̃ → A induces a
correspondence

T∨X̃
ρ
←− X̃×X T∨A

̟
−→ T∨A

where ̟ = f × id and ρ = df , and with this notation

Char(δX) = Char(ν∗(δX̃)) ⊂ ̟(ρ−1(Char(δX̃)).

Here Char(δX̃) is the zero section T∨X̃. Since f is unramified, the codifferential ρ is
smooth equidimensional with integral fibers of dimension r = g−d where d = dimX,
so ρ−1(Char(δX̃)) is integral of dimension g. Since ̟ is a finite morphism, it follows
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that ̟(ρ−1(Char(δX̃)) is integral of dimension g. So the inclusion in Kashiwara’s
estimate is an equality since Char(δX) is of pure dimension g. In particular, the
characteristic cycle cc(δX) coincides with the conormal variety

V

X, which is in turn
the projectivization

P(CX̃/A) ⊂ A× PA

of the conormal bundle CX̃/A of the unramified morphism X̃ → A. Hence the

projection

V

X → X is the composite morphism

P(CX̃/A) −→ X̃ −→ X,

so it has constant fiber dimension. This proves claim (1). Claim (2) then follows
from the Kashiwara index formula together with the identity

χ(δX) = χ(ν∗(δX̃)) = χ(δX̃) = (−1)dχtop(X̃)

where the last equality uses that X̃ is smooth. The claims (3) and (4) are proven
in [Laz04, prop. 6.3.10] in the special case where f is a closed embedding, but the
proof goes through verbatim when f is only unramified. �

4.3. Lower bounds for the Euler characteristic. Recall that the group GX,ω

comes with a natural faithful irreducible representation ω(δX) whose dimension is

given by dimω(δX) = χ(δX) = |χtop(X̃)|. In section 7.4 we will use the following
lower bound on this topological Euler characteristic:

Lemma 4.4. Let X ⊂ A be an integral subvariety of dimension d < g that has
smooth unramified normalization with ample normal bundle. Then

|χtop(X̃)| > g.

Proof. We may assume that k = C. The claim then follows from [BSS93, th. 4] by

identifying χtop(X̃) with the top Segre class of the normal bundle, since the normal

bundle is ample, globally generated, and H1(X,C) 6= 0. �

The above bound is clearly not sharp, as one already sees for curves. For surfaces
we have the following bound:

Lemma 4.5. Let S be a smooth minimal surface of general type and q = h1(S,OS)
its irregularity. Then

χtop(S) > 3q − 9.

Proof. Since S is of general type, the Chern classes ci = ci(TS) satisfy c21 6 3c2
by the Bogomolov-Miyaoka-Yau inequality. By Noether’s formula this is equivalent
to 3χ 6 c2 where χ = χ(S,OS) = 1− q + p for p = h2(X,OX). As S is minimal, we
have p > 2q − 4 by [Deb82, appendix]. This is equivalent to χ > q − 3. Combining
these inequalities we obtain c2 > 3(q − 3). �

5. Simplicity

In this section we prove a criterion for the simplicity of Tannaka groups that
applies to a large class of singular subvarieties of abelian varieties, including all
subvarieties that receive a finite dominant morphism from a smooth variety.
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5.1. Main result. We say that an integral variety X has uniruled modifications if
for every proper birational morphism

f : X′ −→ X

from a normal variety X′ all irreducible components of the exceptional locus of f
are uniruled over X. When X is normal, this is the definition in [Kol95, VI.1.6]. The
class of varieties that have uniruled modifications is quite large: in particular, by
[Kol95, chapt. VI, th. 1.2 and (1.6.2.3)] it includes all varieties which receive a finite
dominant morphism from a smooth variety. More generally, Hacon and McKernan
have shown that any normal variety with divisorially log terminal singularities
has uniruled modifications [HM07, cor. 1.6]. The main goal of this section is the
following result:

Theorem 5.1. Let X ⊂ A be an integral nondivisible subvariety with uniruled
modifications and dimension d < g − 1. If every component of cc(δX) has finite
Gauss map, then the following are equivalent:

(1) G∗
X,ω is not simple.

(2) X = X1+X2 for positive dimensional integral subvarieties X1,X2 ⊂ A such
that the sum morphism induces an isomorphism

X̃1 × X̃2
∼
−→ X̃.

Moreover, all subvarieties X1,X2 ⊂ A with the property (2) have finite Gauss map.

Before we come to the proof, which will take up the rest of this section, let us note
that the theorem in particular applies to subvarieties X ⊂ A which have smooth
unramified normalization with ample normal bundle: for such subvarieties the char-
acteristic cycle cc(δX) is integral with finite Gauss map by lemma 4.3. In such a
situation also the summands X1,X2 ⊂ A have smooth unramified normalization
with ample normal bundle:

Corollary 5.2. Let X ⊂ A be an integral nondivisible subvariety which has smooth
unramified normalization with ample normal bundle and dimension d < g − 1. For
any decomposition X = X1 + X2 with integral subvarieties Xi ⊂ A such that the
sum map induces an isomorphism

X̃1 × X̃2
∼
−→ X̃,

both Xi ⊂ A have smooth unramified normalization with ample normal bundle.

Indeed, if X has smooth unramified normalization, then so do both Xi. If X̃→ A
moreover has ample normal bundle, then X has finite Gauss map by lemma 4.3. In
this case the last sentence in theorem 5.1 shows that the Gauss maps of both Xi

are finite, hence X̃i → A has ample normal bundle as claimed.

5.2. A necessary criterion for simplicity. In the proof of theorem 5.1, we will
apply the following criterion to show the implication (2) ⇒ (1) and the finiteness
of the Gauss map for the summands:

Lemma 5.3. Let X ⊂ A be an integral subvariety such that every component
of cc(δX) has finite Gauss map. Suppose there are two subvarieties X1,X2 ⊂ A of
positive dimension such that δX ≃ δX1

∗ δX2
. Then

(1) the group G∗
X,ω is not simple, and

(2) the subvarieties X1,X2 ⊂ A have finite Gauss map.
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Proof. Replacing all the subvarieties by their image under the isogeny [n] : A→ A
for some n ∈ N, we may assume that X is nondivisible; moreover, replacing all
the subvarieties by suitable translates we may assume that H := Gω(δX1

⊕ δX2
) is

a semisimple group [Krä21, lemma 5.3.1]. Since by assumption every component
of cc(δX) has finite Gauss map, it then follows by [Krä20, lemma 2.3] that the
natural morphism

H ։ GX,ω

is an isogeny. Hence if G∗
X,ω were a simple algebraic group, then H∗ would be as

well. But in
ω(δX) ≃ ω(δX1

)⊗ ω(δX2
)

the left hand side is a nontrivial irreducible representation of H while the right
hand side is a tensor product of two nontrivial irreducible representations. This
contradicts the uniqueness of the number of irreducible factors in a tensor product
of representations of simple algebraic groups [Raj04], thus proving (1). Claim (2)
follows from the fact that

[n]∗ cc(δXi
) ∈

〈

cc(δX)
〉

for some n ∈ N by [Krä20, prop. 2.5, lemma 2.6 and ex. 2.3]. �

5.3. Proof of theorem 5.1. (2) ⇒ (1): If X = X1 + X2 where X1,X2 ⊂ A are
integral subvarieties of positive dimension such that the sum morphism induces an
isomorphism X̃1 × X̃2 → X̃, then the sum morphism X1 × X2 → X is finite and
birational. It follows that

δX ≃ δX1
∗ δX2

and lemma 5.3 shows that in this situation the Tannaka group G∗
X,ω is not simple

and the subvarieties X1,X2 ⊂ A again have finite Gauss map.

(1) ⇒ (2): If G∗
X,ω is not simple, then as in the proof of [JKLM23, prop. 6.10]

there exist clean effective cycles

V

1,

V

2 ∈ 〈cc(δX)〉 of Gauss degree deg(

V

i) > 1 and
an integer n > 1 such that

V

1 ◦

V

2 = cc(δY) for Y = [n](X),

where ◦ denotes the convolution product of clean cyclesn [JKLM23, def. 5.2]. The
cycle on the right has the form cc(δY) =

V

Y + R where R is either zero or an
effective clean cycle which is supported over a strict subvariety of Y ⊂ A. Since the
convolution of effective clean cycles is effective, in the above product decomposition
there must be components

V

Yi
⊂ Supp(

V

i) over integral subvarieties Yi ⊂ A such
that

V

Y1
◦

V

Y2
=

V

Y + · · ·

where · · · is a sum of components of R. By assumption all components of cc(δX)
have finite Gauss map, so for i = 1, 2 the Gauss map of

V

Yi
∈ 〈cc(δX)〉 is finite.

Since dimX < g − 1, it follows that

dimY = dimY1 + dimY2

by [JKLM23, cor. 5.7]. The product decomposition

V

Y1
◦

V

Y2
=

V

Y + · · · then
shows that the sum morphism induces a birational morphism Y1 × Y2 → Y. Note
that dimYi > 0 for both i = 1, 2: if not, then by irreducibility we could assume
that Y1 = {p} is a point, in which case Y2 = Y− p by the product decomposition.
But since

V

1 ◦

V

Y2
⊂

V

1 ◦

V

2 =

V

Y +R,

this could happen only if

V

1 =

V

{p} which is impossible since deg(

V

1) > 1.

It remains to deduce from the above decomposition of Y a similar decomposition
of X. Since X ⊂ A is nondivisible, the morphism [n] : X→ Y is birational. Hence if
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we pick irreducible components Xi ⊂ A of the preimage [n]−1(Xi) for i = 1, 2 such
that X = X1 +X2, then the sum morphism X1 ×X2 → X is birational. By passing
to normalizations we obtain a birational morphism

σ̃ : X̃1 × X̃2 −→ X̃.

Since X̃ has uniruled modifications, any positive-dimensional fiber of σ̃ would have
to be uniruled. But X̃1 × X̃2 admits a finite morphism to an abelian variety A×A
and hence it cannot contain any uniruled subvariety of positive dimension. Thus
the morphism σ̃ is finite, and the claim follows since any finite birational morphism
between normal varieties is an isomorphism. �

6. Wedge powers

We now focus on subvarieties that have smooth unramified normalization with
ample normal bundle. In this section we show that for such subvarieties of high
enough codimension, wedge powers of the standard representation of SLn(F) occur
only if the normalization is a symmetric power of a curve.

6.1. Main result. Let r > 1 be an integer. We say that a subvariety X ⊂ A is
an r-th wedge power if there exists an integer n > r such that the Tannaka group
is

G∗
X,ω ≃ Altr(SLn(F)) with the standard action on ω(δX) ≃ Altr(Fn).

If r is given, then n is determined by the Euler characteristic of the intersection
cohomology since

χ(δX) = dimF(ω(δX)) =
(

n
r

)

.

By duality it suffices to discuss wedge powers for r 6 n/2. In this case we have:

Theorem 6.1. Let X ⊂ A be an integral nondivisible subvariety which has smooth
unramified normalization with ample normal bundle and dimension d < (g − 1)/2.
Suppose that χ(δX) =

(

n
r

)

with 1 < r 6 n/2. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) X ⊂ A is an r-th wedge power.

(2) r = d and there is an irreducible curve C ⊂ A such that

• X = C+ · · ·+C ⊂ A is the sum of d copies of C, and

• the sum map induces on normalizations an isomorphism Symd C̃→ X̃.

Any such C ⊂ A has smooth unramified normalization with ample normal bundle.

The proof will proceed in three steps: in section 6.2 we discuss the general
structure of conormal varieties of wedge powers, then in section 6.3 we show the
finiteness of the resulting sum morphism, and in section 6.4 we conclude by some
general arguments about symmetric powers of varieties.

6.2. Conormal varieties of wedge powers. Let Z ⊂ A be a subvariety with
dominant Gauss map. Then there exists an open dense subset U ⊂ PA over which
the Gauss map γZ is finite and flat. For an integer r > 1 we consider the Zariski
closure

V[r]
Z :=

V×r
Z|U r∆r ⊂ Ar × PA

and put

Altr

V

Z := 1
r! σ∗(

V[r]
Z ) ∈ L(A).

for the sum morphism σ : Ar × PA → A× PA, (z1, . . . , zr, ξ) 7→ (z1 + · · ·+ zr, ξ).
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Proposition 6.2. Let X ⊂ A be a nondivisible subvariety with dimX > 0 and with
integral characteristic cycle. If ω(δX) is an r-th wedge power for some r > 1, then
there exists an integer e > 1 and an integral subvariety Z ⊂ A with

V

Z ∈ 〈

V

X〉 such
that

Altr

V

Z =

V

[e](X).

In this case we have

deg

V

X =
(

n
r

)

for n = deg

V

Z,

and if the Gauss map γX :

V

X → PA is a finite morphism, then so is γZ :

V

Z → PA.

Proof. In [JKLM23, th. 7.4] this was stated only when X ⊂ A is a smooth integral
subvariety, but the same proof applies verbatim also under the weaker assumption
that X ⊂ A is a subvariety with integral characteristic cycle. �

6.3. The sum morphism. The next step in the proof of theorem 6.1 is to use the
dimension estimate for the image

Altr Z := Im
(

prA : Supp(Altr

V

Z)→ A
)

⊂ A

of the support of the cycle constructed above: for any integral subvariety Z ⊂ A
such that the Gauss map γZ is a finite morphism and dimAltr Z < (dimA − 1)/2
for some r 6 deg(γZ)/2, we have

r dimZ < dimA

by [JKLM23, th. 7.5]. We can therefore apply the following result to Y = [e](X):

Proposition 6.3. Let Y,Z ⊂ A be integral subvarieties with finite Gauss map such
that

Altr

V

Z =

V

Y

for some r > 1 with r dimZ < dimA. Then the following properties hold:

(1) The sum morphism σ : Zr → A has image Y ⊂ A and induces a birational
morphism

τ : Symr Z = Zr/Sr −→ Y

(2) If prY :

V

Y → Y has constant fiber dimension, then τ is finite.

Proof. The finiteness of the Gauss map γZ implies that the subvariety Z ⊂ A is
nondegenerate [JKLM23, th. 2.8]. As in the proof of [JKLM23, prop. 7.12], the
assumption r dimZ < dimA thus implies that Y ⊂ A is a sum of r copies of Z and
that the sum morphism τ : Symr Z → Y is birational, thus proving (1). Claim (2)
amounts to the statement that if the projection prY has contant fiber dimension,
then σ is a finite morphism. This follows as in loc. cit. from the commutative
diagram

Zr V[r]
Z PA

Y

V

Y PA

σ σ̃

pr
Z,r γZ,r

pr
Y

γY

by the semicontinuity of the fiber dimension for proper morphisms, using that σ̃ is
a finite morphism since the Gauss maps γZ and γZ,r are finite. �

Note that

V

Y → Y has constant fiber dimension when Y = [e](X) for some
integer e > 1 and for some nondivisible integral subvariety X ⊂ A with smooth
unramified normalization; see lemma 4.3 (1).
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6.4. Conclusion of the proof of theorem 6.1. Let X ⊂ A be an integral nondi-
visible subvariety of dimension d < (g− 1)/2 which has smooth unramified normal-
ization with ample normal bundle, and suppose that χ(δX) =

(

n
r

)

with 1 < r 6 n/2.

If condition (1) in the theorem holds, then by propositions 6.2 and 6.3 we can
find an integral subvariety Z ⊂ A and an integer e > 1 with the property that the
sum morphism induces a finite birational morphism Symr Z→ Y = [e](X). Taking
preimages under [e] : A → A, the same argument as in [JKLM23, proof of th. 7.6]
goes through without changes and shows that the sum morphism induces a finite
birational morphism

Symr C −→ X,

where C ⊂ A is a suitable translate of an irreducible component of [e]−1(Z). So we
get an isomorphism

Symr C̃
∼
−→ X̃

between the respective normalizations. Since by assumption the normalization X̃
is smooth, it follows that C must be a curve. Hence (2) holds. Moreover, since we

assumed the morphism X̃→ X to be unramified, we know that Symr C̃→ Symr C
is unramified. By looking at points over the diagonal one sees that this can happen
only if C̃→ C is unramified.

Conversely, suppose that condition (2) of the theorem holds for some integral
nondegenerate curve C ⊂ A and some integer r > 1. We have a commutative
diagram

Symr C̃ X̃

Symr C X

τ̃r

µr νr

σr

where τ̃r is an isomorphism and µr and νr are finite birational since they are
normalization morphisms. To reduce to the case r = 2, we fix r − 2 general points
on C̃ and embed Sym2 C̃ into Symr C̃ by adding those points. Then τ̃r restricts to
a morphism

Sym2 C̃ −→ X̃

which is still an isomorphism onto its image. Denote this image by W̃2 ⊂ X̃ and
put W2 = ν(W̃2). We get a commutative diagram

Sym2 C̃ W̃2

Sym2 C W2

τ̃2

µ2 ν2

τ2

where τ̃2 is still an isomorphism and where µ2 and ν2 are still finite birational
because we fixed r − 2 general points of C̃. Hence it follows that τ2 is a finite
birational morphism. By precomposing it with the double cover C2 → Sym2 C we
see that the sum morphism σ2 : C

2 −→W2 is finite of degree two, so the convolution
square

δC ∗ δC = σ2∗(δC2)

has only two perverse direct summands. It then follows from Larsen’s alternative
that G∗

X,ω ≃ SLn(F) where n = χ(δC), see [JKLM23, lemma 3.7]. Moreover, by
construction

ω(δX) ≃ ω(τr∗(δC)) ≃ Altr(ω(δC)),

hence condition (1) in the theorem holds. �
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7. Spin representations

We now exclude spin representations for subvarieties of high codimension that
have smooth unramified normalization with ample normal bundle.

7.1. How to rule out the spin case. For n > 1, we say that a subvariety X ⊂ A
is

• of spin type Bn if its Tannaka group is the spin group G∗
X,ω ≃ Spin2n+1(F),

• of spin type Dn if its Tannaka group is a half-spin group G∗
X,ω ≃ Spin±2n(F).

In this definition we do not make any assumption on the representation VX = ω(δX)
of the Tannaka group, since it will be automatically determined in the case relevant
to us: If a nondivisible subvariety X ⊂ A has smooth unramified normalization,
then by lemma 4.3 it has integral characteristic cycle, so the group G∗

X,ω acts on VX

via a minuscule representation [Krä22, cor. 1.10] [JKLM23, cor. 5.15]. A look at
the list of faithful minuscule representations then shows:

• If X is of spin type Bn, then VX is the spin representation.

• If X is of spin type Dn, then VX is the associated half-spin representations.

We exclude both cases in high enough codimension:

Theorem 7.1. Let X ⊂ A be an integral nondivisible subvariety which has smooth
unramified normalization with ample normal bundle and dimension d < (g − 1)/2.

(1) The subvariety X ⊂ A is not of spin type Bn for any n > 1.

(2) If X is of spin type Dn for some n, then d > (g − 1)/4 and n = 2m for
some integer m ∈ {3, . . . , d} which has the same parity as d.

The proof of this follows a similar pattern as the argument for wedge powers and
will take up the rest of this section.

7.2. Conormal varieties in the spin case. Let Z be a symmetric reduced clean
effective cycle on A with dominant Gauss map. Then there exists an open dense
subset U ⊂ PA over which the Gauss map γZ is finite étale. For an integer r > 1
we consider the Zariski closure

V[r]
Z,S :=

V×r
Z|U r (∆r ∪∆−

r ) ⊂

V×r
Z

and put

AltrS

V

Z := σ∗(

V[r]
Z,S)

for the sum morphism σ : Ar×PA → A×PA. We say the Gauss map γZ :

V

Z → PA

has even monodromy if its degree is an even integer deg(γZ) = 2n and the finite
étale cover γZ|U :

V

Z|U → U has its monodromy group contained in the index two
subgroup

H := {±1}n+ ⋊Sn ⊂ {±1}
n ⋊Sn

where {±1}n+ := {(ε1, . . . , εn) ∈ (±1)n | ε1 · · · εn = 1}. Looking at the orbits
of this index two subgroup on a general fiber of the Gauss map, one obtains a
decomposition

V[n]
Z,S =

V[n]
Z,S,+ +

V[n]
Z,S,−

where H acts transitively on the fibers of each of the two summands

V[n]
Z,S,± on

the right hand side. Note that there is no intrinsic way to distinguish the two
summands from each other. For r = n we put

Altn
S,±

V

Z := σ∗(

V[n]
Z,S,±).

These appear naturally as characteristic cycles in the spin case:
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Proposition 7.2. Let X ⊂ A be a nondivisible subvariety with dominant Gauss
map and integral characteristic cycle. If X is of spin type Bn or Dn for some n,
then there exists a ∈ A(k), a reduced symmetric effictive cycle Z on A of Gauss
degree deg

V

Z = 2n and an integer e > 1 with the following properties:

(1) If X is of spin type Bn, then Altn
S

V

Z =

V

[e](X+a).

(2) If X is of spin type Dn, then the Gauss map γZ has even monodromy and
we have

Altn
S,ε

V

Z =

V

[e](X+a) for some ε ∈ {+,−}.

In both cases, if γX :

V

X → PA is a finite morphism, then so is γZ :

V

Z → PA.

Proof. In [JKLM23, th. 8.5] this was stated only when X ⊂ A is a smooth integral
subvariety, but the same proof applies verbatim also under the weaker assumption
that X ⊂ A is a subvariety with integral characteristic cycle. �

7.3. The sum morphism. The next step in the proof of theorem 7.1 is to consider
the image

Altn
S,ε Z := prA(Supp(Alt

n
S,ε)) ⊂ A for ε ∈ {+,−,∅}.

For any reduced symmetric effective cycle Z on A whose Gauss map is a finite
morphism of even degree deg(γZ) = 2n, we know from [JKLM23, th. 8.6]:

(1) If dimAltnS Z < (g − 1)/2, then n dimZ < g − 1.

(2) If γZ has even monodromy and there is ε ∈ {+,−} for which r := dimAltn
S,ε Z

satisfies

r <

{

(g − 1)/4 if n = 2m is even and m 6 r + 1,

(g − 1)/2 otherwise,

then n dimZ < g − 1.

In what follows, we will use the uniform notation AltnS,ε

V

Z for ε ∈ {+,−,∅} to
include all the above cases. For ε ∈ {±1} this notation includes the tacit assumption
that the Gauss map γZ has even monodromy. With this convention we have the
following dimension estimate in the opposite direction to (1) and (2) above:

Proposition 7.3. Let X ⊂ A be a nondivisible subvariety with finite Gauss map
and integral characteristic cycle such that the projection prX :

V

X → X has constant
fiber dimension. Suppose that there is a reduced symmetric effective cycle Z on A
with finite Gauss map of degree 2n such that

AltnS,ε

V

Z =

V

[e](X)

for some integers n > 2, e > 1 and some ε ∈ {+,−,∅}. Then n dimZ > g.

Proof. In [JKLM23, th. 8.7] this was stated only when X is smooth, but the proof
goes through without change in the more general setting considered here. �

7.4. Conclusion of the proof of theorem 7.1. Let X ⊂ A be a nondivisible
subvariety of dimension d with smooth unramified normalization and ample normal
bundle. Suppose X is of spin type Bn or Dn for some integer n > 1. Replacing X
by some translate, we obtain from proposition 7.2 an integer e > 1 and a reduced
symmetric effective cycle Z on A with finite Gauss map of degree deg(γZ) = 2n
such that

AltnS,ε

V

Z =

V

[e](X) for some ε ∈ {+,−,∅}.
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Since X has smooth unramified normalization, the projection prX :

V

X → X has
constant fiber dimension. Moreover, the Gauss map γZ is finite, so proposition 7.3
shows n dimZ > g. But

dimAltn
S,ε Z = dim[e](X) = dimX = d.

Hence by the above items (1) and (2) with r = d together with [JKLM23, lemma 8.8]
we have

d > (g − 1)/2

unless X is of spin type D2m for some integer m 6 d+1, in which case d > (g−1)/4.
In this case m must have the same parity as d because the half-spin representation
is orthogonal for even m and symplectic for odd m [JKLM23, rem. 8.2]. It only
remains to exclude the case where m = 2 and d is even. But in this case we would
have χtop(X̃) = χ(δX) = 8, which is impossible by lemmas 4.4 and 4.5. �

8. Exceptional groups

Finally we rule out the appearance of exceptional groups as Tannaka groups in
the cases relevant to theorems A and B.

8.1. How to rule out exceptional groups. The main goal of this section is the
following result:

Theorem 8.1. Let X ⊂ A be an integral subvariety which has smooth unramified
normalization with ample normal bundle and dimension d < (g − 1)/2. Then,

G∗
X,ω 6≃ E6,E7.

This statement is sharp because for (d, g) = (2, 5) the group E6 occurs as the
Tannaka group of the Fano surface X of lines on a smooth cubic threefold, embedded
in A = Alb(X). Actually, one can show as in [KLM24, th. A] that for d < g/2
this is the only example of subvarieties with exceptional Tannaka group. Since we
do not need this for theorems A and B, we here limit ourselves to the following
positive statement:

Proposition 8.2. Suppose X ⊂ A is nondivisible of dimension d < g/2 and has
smooth unramified normalization with ample normal bundle. If G∗

X,ω ≃ E6, then X
is surface with

χ(X̃,OX̃) = 6, c2(X̃) = 27 and g = 5.

The proof of this will be given in section 8.2. To rule out the group E7 we will use
a simpler argument, based on the decomposition of the convolution square. Recall
that

δX ∗ δX = Sym2(δX) ⊕ Alt2(δX)

where the symmetry constraint of the convolution product acts trivially on Sym2(δX)
and by − id on Alt2(δX). The representation theory of E7 then implies:

Proposition 8.3. Let X ⊂ A be an integral nondivisible subvariety which has
smooth unramified normalization with ample normal bundle. If G∗

X,ω ≃ E7, then

d = dimX is odd, we have X = a− X for some a ∈ A(k), and

Alt2(δX) ≃ P⊕ δa ⊕N

for a simple perverse sheaf P ∈ Perv(A,F) and a negligible complex N ∈ Db
c(A,F).
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The proof is the same as in [JKLM23, cor. 8.2], since by lemma 4.3 (1) the cycle
cc(δX) is integral. To exclude the situation in the above proposition for subvarieties
of dimension d < g/2 we then use as in loc. cit. a stronger geometric version of
Larsen’s alternative. It will be more natural to state the latter in a more general
setup. For a subvariety X ⊂ A of dimension d, we define

T+(δX) :=

{

Sym2(δX) if d is even,

Alt2(δX) if d is odd.

If X = a − X for some a ∈ A(k), then δa is a direct summand in T+(δX). If X
is nondivisible, then a is unique and we denote by S+(δX) a complementary direct
summand so that

T+(δX) = S+(δX)⊕ δa.

The skyscraper summand gives rise to a bilinear form θ : V ⊗ V → ω(δa) which is
symmetric if d is even and alternating if d is odd. Hence the derived subgroup G∗

X,ω

of the connected component of GX,ω is contained in SO(V, θ) is d is even and
in Sp(V, θ) if d is odd. To have a uniform notation, in the case where X is not
symmetric up to translation we set

S+(δX) := T+(δX).

We then have the following version of Larsen’s alternative:

Proposition 8.4. Let X ⊂ A be an integral nondivisible subvariety which has
smooth unramified normalization with ample normal bundle and dimension d < g/2.
Then S+(δX) is a perverse sheaf without negligible direct summands. If this perverse
sheaf is simple, then

G∗
X,ω =











SL(V) if X is not symmetric up to translation,

SO(V, θ) if X is symmetric up to translation and d is even,

Sp(V, θ) if X is symmetric up to translation and d is odd.

The proof of this will be given in section 8.3. Putting everything together, we
can rule out exceptional Tannaka groups as follows:

Proof of theorem 8.1. If X ⊂ A is the preimage of a subvariety Y ⊂ B under an
isogeny A → B, then we have G∗

X,ω ≃ G∗
Y,ω by [JKLM23, cor. 3.5], and Y still

has smooth unramified normalization with ample normal bundle. Hence in what
follows we will assume that X ⊂ A is nondivisible.

In this case, proposition 8.2 rules out the Tannaka group E6 since (d, g) = (2, 5)
does not satisfy the condition d < (g − 1)/2 in theorem 8.1. Likewise, for d < g/2
the Tannaka group E7 is ruled out by combining propositions 8.3 and 8.4. �

8.2. Proof of proposition 8.2. By [JKLM23, cor. 4.4] we may assume that k = C

and work analytically. We first prove that X is a surface with

χ(X̃,OX̃) = 6 and c2(X̃) = 27.

As noted above, G∗
X,ω acts on V := ω(δX) via a minuscule representation. The only

minuscule representations of E6 are the irreducible representations of dimension 27,
hence

c2(X̃) = χtop(X̃) = 27.

For the remaining claims we use Hodge theory. Recall that up to isomorphism the
group G∗

X,ω does not depend on our choice of the fiber functor ω. In what follows

we fix a torsion character χ : π1(A, 0) → C× with Hi(X,Lχ) = 0 for all i 6= d and
take

ω : 〈δX〉 −→ Vect(C), P 7−→ H0(A,P⊗ Lχ).
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Let Lχ ∈ Pic(A) be the line bundle defined by the torsion character χ, and let r be
the order of this character. By [KM23, prop. B.1] the Hodge decomposition of the

normalization of [r]−1(X) gives a decomposition of the vector space V = Hd(X̃,Lχ)
as a direct sum

V =

d
⊕

p=0

Hp(X̃) where Hp(X̃) = Hd−p(X̃,Ωp

X̃
⊗Lχ).

Moreover, we have
dimHp(X̃) = (−1)d−pχ(X̃,Ωp

X̃
)

by [KM23, prop. B.3]. The normal bundle of the unramified morphism X̃ → A is

ample, so the zero locus on X̃ of any nonzero differential form ω ∈ H0(A,Ω1
A) is

finite by lemma 4.3 (3). So by [KM23, th. A.1] we have

(−1)d−pχ(X̃,Ωp

X̃
) >











g − d+ 1 for p ∈ {0, d},

2 for p ∈ {1, d− 1},

1 for 2 6 p 6 d− 2.

Let λ : Gm → GL(V) be the cocharacter such that λ(z) acts by z2p−d id on Hp(X̃).
By [KLM24, th. C] this cocharacter takes values in the subgroup G∗

X,ω ⊂ GL(V),
hence

d = 2 and h0(X̃) = χ(X̃,OX̃) = 6

due to [KLM24, prop. 4.3]. To apply this latter result, note that the cocharacter λ
has the properties (H1), (H2), (H3) in loc. cit., see also [KM23, prop. B.3].

It remains to show g = 5, for which we will need to unveil the link with cubic
threefolds. To begin with, Noether’s formula and the Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch
theorem yield c1(X̃)2 = 45 and χ(X̃,Ω1

X̃
) = −15. Consider the short exact sequence

of vector bundles

(8.1) 0 −→ T−→ LieA⊗k OX̃ −→N−→ 0,

where T is the tangent bundle of the smooth variety X̃ and N is the normal bundle
of the unramified morphism X̃→ A. From this sequence we obtain

c1(N)2 = 45 and c2(N) = c1(X)
2 − c2(X) = 18.

The Gauss map γ : X̃ → Gr2(LieA), x 7→ TxX̃ is a finite morphism because X is
nondivisible [Deb95, prop. 3.1]. By interpreting c2(N) as the top Segre class of T,
the positivity of c2(N) implies that the morphism π : P(T)→ P(LieA) is generically
finite onto its image. One easily checks that the generic degree of π is bounded by

deg π > degD for the difference morphism D: X×X −→ X−X,

see e.g. [KLM24, lemma 7.3] (the cited result is only for smooth subvarieties Z ⊂ A,
but the same proof works for smooth varieties with a morphism Z → A birational
onto its image). A key point is now that

degD > 6

by the same argument as in [KLM24, prop. 4.6] (which used smoothness only to
ensure δX has integral characteristic cycle). By construction the degree deg(π)
divides c2(N) = 18, thus

deg π ∈ {6, 9, 18}.

Furthermore, the morphism X̃→ P(Alt2 LieA) given by γ followed by the Plücker

embedding of Gr2(LieA) is the one defined by the canonical bundle KX̃ of X̃. In

particular deg γ must divide c1(KX̃) = c1(X̃)
2 = 45, hence

(8.2) deg γ ∈ {1, 3, 9}.
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It follows that image Y ⊂ P(LieA) of π has dimension 3 and degree

degY = c2(N)/ deg π ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

The subvariety X generates the abelian variety A since it is nondegenerate, so Y is
not contained in any hyperplane; hence degY 6= 1. The classical lower bound (see
e.g. [EH87, prop. 0])

degY > 1 + codimY

implies that Y has codimension 1 or 2 in P(LieA). Up to replacing X by X̃, the
proof of [KLM24, prop. 7.4] goes through without changes and shows that the
codimension 2 case is not possible, hence g = 5 as required. �

8.3. Proof of proposition 8.4. With notation as in proposition 8.4, let T−(δX)
be the direct summand complementary to T+(δX) in the convolution square δX ∗δX
so that

δX ∗ δX = T+(δX)⊕ T−(δX).

We then have the following result:

Lemma 8.5. Suppose that X ⊂ A is nondivisible of dimension d < g/2 and has
smooth unramified normalization with ample normal bundle.

(1) The convolution δX ∗ δX is a perverse sheaf without negligible summands.

(2) If S+(δX) is simple, then

(a) the sum morphism f : Sym2 X→ X+X is birational, and

(b) T−(δX) is a simple perverse sheaf with support X+X.

Proof. The proof is the same as in [KLM24, cor. 8.7] except for the following two
changes: in (1) the Gauss map

V

X → PA is finite by lemma 4.3 (3). In (2) one has

to replace Sym2 X by Sym2 X̃. The latter is a rational homology manifold since X̃
is smooth [Bri99, prop. A.1(iii)]; hence the intersection complex on Sym2 X̃ is the
constant sheaf shifted in degree −2d by [HTT08, prop. 8.2.21]. �

Proof of proposition 8.4. Part (1) of lemma 8.5 shows in particular that S+(δX) is
a perverse sheaf. Hence it only remains to show that if this perverse sheaf is simple,
then

G∗
X,ω =











SL(V) if X is not symmetric up to translation,

SO(V, θ) if X is symmetric up to translation and d is even,

Sp(V, θ) if X is symmetric up to translation and d is odd.

But this follows from part (2b) of lemma 8.5 and [JKLM23, lemma 3.7]. �
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