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ARITHMETIC BOGOMOLOV-GIESEKER’S INEQUALITY
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ABSTRACT. Let f: X — Spec(Z) be an arithmetic variety of dimension d > 2 and (H, k)
an arithmetically ample Hermitian line bundle on X, that is, a Hermitian line bundle with
the following properties:

(1) H is f-ample.

(2) The Chern form c1(Hco, k) gives a Kéhler form on Xoo.

(3) For every irreducible horizontal subvariety Y (i.e. Y is flat over Spec(Z)), the

height ¢ ((H, k)|y)¥™Y of Y is positive.

Let (E,h) be a rank r vector bundle on X. In this paper, we will prove that if F is

semistable with respect to Hoo on each connected component of X, then

—1
’ 61<E,h>2} e (H, k)2 > 0.

{EQ(E, h) —

Moreover, if the equality of the above inequality holds, then E is projectively flat and h
is a weakly Einstein-Hermitian metric.
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Introduction. Let f: X — Spec(Z) be a d-dimensional arithmetic variety (i.e. X is a
d-dimensional integral scheme and f is a projective and flat morphism with the smooth
generic fiber). Let (E, h) be a rank r» Hermitian vector bundle on X. In [Mo], we proved
that, if d = 2 and Eo (= E ®z C) is semistable on X, (= X ®z C), then

r—1
T

& (B, h) — 28 (E,h)? > 0.

We would like to generalize the above inequality to a higher dimensional arithmetic
variety. For this purpose, let (H, k) be a Hermitian line bundle on X such that H is
f-ample and the Chern form ¢ (Ho, k) gives a Kéhler form on X .. Unfortunately, even
if F is H.-semistable,

r—1
T

{EQ(E, h) — ¢ (F, h)z} -1 (H, k)42

is not non-negative in general. For example, if F,, is not projectively flat and c is a
sufficiently large positive number, then

r—1

{EQ(E, h) a(E, h)?} GL(H, ck)2 < 0.

r
This indicates us that we need a good condition for (H, k). That is “arithmetical ample-
ness” due to S. Zhang [Zh], which is, roughly speaking, a natural arithmetic analogy of
Nakai-Moishezon criterion for ampleness. More precisely, (H, k) is said to be arithmeti-
cally ample if the following conditions are satisfied.

(1) H is f-ample.

(2) The Chern form ¢;(Hxo, k) gives a Kéhler form on X .

(3) For every irreducible horizontal subvariety Y (i.e. Y is flat over Spec(Z)), the

height 1 ((H, k)|y)4™Y of Y is positive.

Using an arithmetically ample Hermitian line bundle, our main theorem of this paper is
the following.

Main Theorem. Let f: X — Spec(Z) be an arithmetic variety of dimension d > 2 and
(H, k) an arithmetically ample Hermitian line bundle on X . Let (E, h) be a rank r vector
bundle on X. If Eo is semistable with respect to Hy, on each connected component of
X, then we have

—1
r —G (8, h)2} E(H, k)42 > 0.

{EQ(E, h) —

Moreover, if the equality of the above inequality holds, then E., is projectively flat and h
18 a weakly Finstein-Hermaitian metric.

Here, we would like to explain technical aspects of the proof of Main Theorem. In
the geometric case, the Bogomolov-Gieseker’s inequality is derived from the Bogomolov-
Gieseker’s inequality on surfaces and Mehta-Ramanathan’s restriction theorem [MR].
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But the arithmetic case is not so simple. For example, let ¢ be a section of H°(X, H).
Then

~ r—1_ ~ _
{CQ(E,h)— o 61<E,h)2} ~Cl<H,]€)d 2:

R r—1_ ~ -
{02((E, h)|div(¢)) — 701((E, h>|div(¢))2} -a((H, k)|div(¢>))d ’

—1
! - cl(Eoo,h)Q}cl(Hoo,k)d_3.

- [ toa(viTo) {eatrat -

To proceed induction of dim X, we need a section ¢ with the following properties.

(a) div(¢eo) is smooth.
(b) E0°|div(¢>oo) is semistable.

(©) l[llsup < 1.

By S. Zhang’s result [Zh] concerning the existence of strictly effective sections, we can find
a section ¢ satisfying (a) and (c), replacing H by H™ if necessarily (cf. Corollary 1.3
and Theorem 2.3). Unfortunately, Mehta-Ramanathan’s restriction theorem does not
guarantee a section with (a), (b) and (c). We need a more powerful restriction theorem,
that is,

Bogomolov’s restriction theorem. (cf. Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 4.3.2) Let X be
a smooth projective variety of dimension d > 2 over an algebraically closed field of
characteristic zero and H an ample divisor on X. Let E be a semistable torsion free
sheaf on X with respect to H. Then, there are an effectively determined integer mqy and
closed points x1,... ,xs of X such that, for all m > mg, if C € |mH| is normal and
Cn{zy,...,zs} =10, then E|, is semistable with respect to H|.

The original result of Bogomolov [Bo2] was restricted to the surface case, but in this
paper, we generalize it to a higher dimensional variety.

In §1, §2 and §3, we will prove a generalization of Bogomolov’s restriction theorem.
84 and §5 are preliminaries for the proof of the main theorem. §6 is devoted to the proof
of the main theorem.

1. Intersection pair and positive cone. Let X be a smooth projective variety of
dimension d > 2 and Hy,...,Hy_o ample divisors on X. We set H = (Hy,...,Hg_2)
and N1(X) = ({divisors on X}/ =) ® R. Here we define a natural pairing

( )y : N (X)x NY(X)=R

by (x-y)y = (x-y-Hy---Hyg ). The set {x € N*(X) | (x-x)y > 0} consists of
two connected components. One of them contains all ample divisors. This component is
called the positive cone of X and is denoted by P(X;#). The following lemma is useful
for later purpose.
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Lemma 1.1. Let P(X;H) be the topological closure of P(X;H). Then, we have the
following.

(1) (z-y)u >0 for all z € P(X;H) and y € P(X;H)\ {0}.

(2) z € P(X;H) if and only if (x-y)y >0 for ally € P(X;#H) \ {0}.

Proof. (1) By Hodge index theorem, we have a basis {e1,...,e,} of N1(X) such that
e1 € P(X;H), (e1-e1)yu =1, (ea-ea)yy = (e3-e3)y =+ = (én - ey)u = —1 and that
(e;-€j)y =0fori#j. Weset v =x1e1 +---+zpe, and y =yie1 + -+ ype,. Then,

21>V (22)2 4+ (22)? and g1 >V (12)2+ -+ ()%

Since y # 0, y; > 0. Thus, by Schwartz’ inequality, we get

(- y)u =T1y1 — Tay2 — - — Tn¥n
> z1yr =V (@2)2 4+ (20)2V (y2)2 + -+ (yn)?
=yi(z1 = V/(22)2 + - + (22)?)+
V()2 + -+ (€)1 = V(02)2 + -+ (yn)?)

> 0.

(2) By (1), it is sufficient to show that x € P(X;H) if (z-y)x > 0 for all y €
P(X;H)\{0}. Weset x =x1e1 + -+ zpe,. Since 1 = (z- 1)y > 0, we may assume
that 2; = 1. Moreover, we may assume that (z2)% + -+ (2,)% # 0. We set

1

V@l + o (o)

y=e1+ (zo€g + -+ 4+ zpey).

Then y € P(X;H)\ {0}. Thus,

(- Yu=1—(22)2 4+ (z,)2 > 0.

Therefore, we have
(z-2)p=1—((22)>+- + (z,)?) > 0. O

2. Unstability theorem. First of all, we will introduce several notations. Let X be
a smooth projective variety of dimension d > 2 and H, Hy, ..., Hy_o ample divisors on
X. We set H = (Hy,...,Hy_2). For a torsion free sheaf F on X, an averaged degree
wE;H, Hy, ... ,Hy_o) of E with respect to H, Hy,...,Hy 5 and a discriminant dy (FE)
of E with respect to ‘H are defined by

(qi(F)-H-Hy---Hg_9)
rk B ’

/‘L(E’Hle) 7Hd—2> =



61 (E) = ((%clw)? - CQ(E)> “Hy-- -Hd_2> :

We say E is stable (resp. semistable) with respect to H, Hy,...,Hg o if, for all sub-
sheaves F' with 0 C ' C E,

/’L(Fa H7 Hl?"' 7Hd—2) < /J/(E7 H7H17"' 7Hd—2)~

(resp. p(F;H, Hy,... ,Hq o) < u(E;H,Hy,... ,Hq 2))

Moreover, for torsion free sheaves F and F' on X, we set

_alF)  a®)
rk F tk B~

d(F,E)

Let 0 - S — E — @ — 0 be an exact sequence of torsion free sheaves on X. We can
easily see that

2.1 ulE) = ou(5) + (@) + TS (s, By
In particular, if (d(S, E)?)y > 0, then
(2:2) () < () + 0@ + EEZ W g5y,

The purpose of this section is to give a generalization of Bogomolov’s unstability
theorem [Bol] to a higher dimensional projective variety.

Theorem 2.3. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension d > 2 over an alge-
braically closed field of characteristic zero and H = (Hy, ... ,Hg_2) a sequence of ample
divisors on X. Let E be a torsion free sheaf on X. If §3(E) > 0, there is a saturated
subsheaf F' of E with d(F,E) € P(X;H).

Proof. Let H be another ample divisor on X. We set
W(G) = {z € P(X;H)\ {0} | (d(G, E) - 2)3 > 0}

for a saturated subsheaf G of F with (d(G,E) - H)y > 0. Then, by virtue of (2) of
Lemma 1.1, d(G, E) € P(X;H) if and only if W(G) = P(X;H) \ {0}. Here we claim:

Claim 2.3.1. The set
{[d(G, F)] € NY(X) | G is a saturated subsheaf of E with (d(G,E)- H)# > 0}

18 finite.

For this purpose, it is sufficient to show the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.3.2. Let T be a torsion free sheaf on X and M a real number. Then, the set
{[ecr(L)] € NY(X) | L is a rank 1 subsheaf of T with (c1(L) - H)y > M}

18 finite.

Proof. It is easy to see that there is a filtrationof T: 0O =Ty Cc Ty C ---CTi_1 CT; =T
such that T;/T;_1 is a rank 1 torsion free sheaf for every i. Let L; be double dual of
T;/T;—1. Let L be arank 1 subsheaf of T' with (¢;(L)-H )y > M. Pick up i with L ¢ T;_4
and L C T;. Then, since L — T;/T;_; is non-trivial, there is an effective divisor D, on
X such that ¢;(L) + Dy, = ¢1(L;). Thus

(Dr - H)y < (a1(Li) - H)w — M.

Therefore Dj has a bounded degree. It follows that Dy sits in a bounded family of
effective divisors on X. Hence, we have our lemma. [

Since 6% (F) > 0, by Corollary 4.7 of [Mi], F is not semistable with respect to
H,Hy,... ,Hy 5. Thus, there is a saturated subsheaf F' of E with (d(F,E)- H)y > 0.
Then, by (2.1),

(rk E)(rk F)

(2.3.3) On(E) = 0nlF) + 0B/ F) + o

(d(F7 E)Q)H~
First, we consider the case where Tk E = 2. Since rk ' = rk E/F = 1, we have
63(F) <0 and 6 (E/F) < 0. It follows (d(F, E)?)3, > 0 by (2.3.3).

In general, we prove this theorem by induction on rk E. Here we claim that

Claim 2.3.4. If (d(F, E)?)y <0, then there is a saturated subsheaf Fy of E such that
(d(F1,E)-H)y >0 and W(F) C W(Fy).

Since (d(F, E)2)y < 0, by (2.3.3), we have either 83 (F) > 0 or 6 (E/F) > 0.

If 64 (F) > 0, then by hypothesis of induction there is a saturated subsheaf F; of F’
with d(Fy, F) € P(X;H). Here since d(Fy, E) = d(Fy, F) + d(F, E), we have W (F) C
W (Fy).

If 3 (E/F) > 0, then by hypothesis of induction there is a saturated subsheaf F; of
E such that ' C Fy and d(Fy/F,E/F) € P(X;#). Here by an easy calculation, we get

rk(Fy /F)
rk Fl

rk Frk(E/Fy)
rk Fy rk(E/F)

d(Fy, E) = d(F,/F,E/F) + d(F, E).

Therefore, W (F) C W(Fy). Thus we have our claim

We set Fy = F. If (d(Fy,E)?)y > 0, Fy is our desired subsheaf. Otherwise, by
Claim 2.3.4, there is a saturated subsheaf F; of E such that (d(F1,FE)- H)y > 0
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and W (Fy) € W(Fy). If (d(F1, E)?)3 > 0, then we have our theorem. Otherwise,
by Claim 2.3.4, we get a saturated subsheaf F5 of E such that (d(F», E)- H)y > 0
and W (Fy) € W(Fy). Here we assume that continuing these procedures, we can not
get a saturated subsheaf F,, with d(F,,,F) € P(X;H). Then, there is a sequence
{Fy, F1, Fs,... ,F,,...} of saturated subsheaves of E such that (d(F;,E)- H))y > 0

for all 7 > 0 and
W(Fy) CW(F) S CW(F,) -+ S P(X;H)\ {0}

In particular, the numerical classes [d(F};, )] of d(F;, E) are distinct. This contradicts
to Claim 2.3.1. 0

Corollary 2.4. Let X,Hq,...,Hy o be same as in Theorem 2.3. Let E be a torsion
free sheaf on X. If 63 (E) > 0, then we have the following.
(1) There is a saturated subsheaf F' of E with d3(F) <0 and d(F,E) € P(X;H).
(2) There is a saturated subsheaf T of E with 64 (FE/T) <0 and d(T,E) € P(X;H).

Proof. (1) We set
D(FE) ={F | F is a saturated subsheaf of E with d(F,FE) € P(X;H)}.

By Theorem 2.3, D(E) # (). Moreover, by virtue of Claim 2.3.1, the image of D(FE)
in N'(X) is finite. Therefore, there is an element F' of D(E) such that (d(F, E)?)y is
maximal. Let us see oy (F) < 0. If 6% (F) > 0, by Theorem 2.3, there is a saturated
subsheaf L of F with d(L, F) € P(X;H). Then, d(L, E) = d(L, F)+d(F, E) € P(X:;H).
Thus, by (1) of Lemma 1.1,

(d(L, B)*)n = ((d(L, F) + d(F, E))?),, > (d(F, E)*).

This is a contradiction.

(2) Applying (1) to the dual EY of F, we have a saturated subsheaf T’ of EYV
with 05 (EYY/T') < 0 and d(T", EVY)y € Pxy. We set T = T' N E. Then we have
d(T,E) = d(T',EVY) and d4(E/T) < 65 (EVY/T’) < 0. Thus we have the second
assertion. [

Corollary 2.5. Let X, Hy,... ,H; o be same as in Theorem 2.3. Let E be a torsion
free sheaf on X. If 6(E)y > 0, there is a saturated subsheaf L of E such that 3;(L) <0,
d(L,FE) € P(X;H) and that

tk E(rk E — 1)
2

(d(L, B)*)3 > 6(E)u.-

Proof. By (2) of Corollary 2.4, there is a filtration of E: 0 =Ty C 1Ty C --- C Tj—1 C
T, = E of length [ > 2 with the following properties:

(a) T;/T;—1 is torsion free for every 1 <i <.

(b) dn(T;/Ti—1) <0 for every 1 <i <1

(c) d(T;—1,T;) € P(X;H) for every 2 <i <1



8

Thus by (1) of Lemma 1.1 and (2.2), we get

l l
rk T;( rkT -1
<Y on(T/T) + Y DT, 1))
=2

=1 1=

l
rk B kE—l
r E Tl 17T
=2

I 2
k B( kE—l
< EG (Zd ih:&))

=2

H

rk E( rkE—l

= d(T;
2 17 )H

Therefore, T7 is our desired subsheaf. [

3. Restriction theorem. Let E be a rank r vector bundle on a smooth projective
variety of dimension d over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. We assume
that F is semistable with respect to an ample divisor H. V. Mehta and A. Ramanathan
[MR] proved that, for a sufficiently large m and a general member C' of |mH]|, the
restriction E|, to C is also semistable. Unfortunately, by their method, we can not find
an effective estimation of m. For example, this is very important to see boundedness of
a family of semistable vector bundles. In [F1], H. Flenner found an effective estimation
of m. More precisely, he proved that if m satisfies an inequality

d+m
( m ) ! d r?—1
- >(H)max{ 1 ,1},
then, for a general hypersurface C' in [mH|, the restriction E|, to C is also semistable.

Next it is very natural to ask whether semistability is preserved by a special restriction
or not. Recently, F. A. Bogomolov [Bo2| gives an answer of the above question for the
case where d = 2. His result says that the restriction of a stable vector bundle to a
smooth member of |mH | is also stable. In the semistable case, his result doesn’t not hold
in general. For example, there is a rank 2 vector bundle £ on P? with an exact sequence
0 — Op2 =+ E — m, — 0, where m, is the maximal ideal at a point € P2. Then, F is
semistable, but E|. is not semistable for all curves C' passing through x. This example
shows us that we must take care of pinching points of the Jordan-Hoélder filtration in the
semistable case. In this section, we would like to give a generalization of Bogomolov’s
restriction theorem [Bo2| to a higher dimensional variety including a semistable case. To
state the main theorem of this section, first of all, we will introduce a Jordan-Ho6lder
filtration of a semistable vector bundle.

If a vector bundle E is semistable with respect to H, Hy, ... , Hy_o, there is a filtration
of E:

O=FEyCFE,C---CE1CE =F



with the following properties:

(1) E;/E;_; is torsion free for every 1 <i <.

(2) E;/FE;_1 is stable with respect to H, Hy,... ,Hy_o for every 1 <i <.

(3) /J,(EZ/EZ_l, H, Hl, . ,Hd_g) = /J,(E, H, Hl, e ,Hd_g) for every 1 S /) S l.
The above filtration is called a Jordan-Holder filtration of E. It is well know that
@221 E;/E;_1 does not depend on the choice of a filtration. So we denote this sheaf
by Gr’#(E).

The main theorem of this section is the following:

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension d > 2 over an al-
gebraically closed field of characteristic zero and H,Hy,... ,Hy_o ample divisors on X.
We set H = (Hy,...,Hq—2). Let E be a semistable torsion free sheaf with respect to
H Hy, ... Hy o on X. Let m be a positive integer with

m> max {~2tk(\ E)su(\ E)}

O0<p<rk E

and C a divisor in |mH| such that C is normal and GrJH(f\pE)‘C has no torsion for

all 0 < p < vk E, where /_\p means p-th exterior power modulo torsion. Then, E|. is
semistable with respect to Hi|o, ..., Hi—2|s. Moreover, if E is reflexive, then

AP AP rk B rtkE —2
pnax {=2rk(/\ E)ou(/\ B)} = _2([rkE/2]) ([rkE/2] _ 1) on(E).

(Note that /_\pE is semistable with respect to H, Hy,... ,Hgy_o for every 0 <p <tk E.)
The following lemma is a key for the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension d > 2 over an alge-

braically closed field of characteristic zero and H,Hy, -+, Hy_o ample divisors on X.
We set H = (Hy, ... ,Hqg_2). Let E be a rank r stable torsion free sheaf with respect to
H Hy,...,Hy 5. Let m be a positive integer with m > —2rdy(E) and C a divisor in

\mH| such that C is normal and E|. has no torsion. Then, for all rank 1 torsion free
quotient sheaves Q of E|,, we have

N(E|c ) H1|C IR Hd—2|c) < #(Q? H1|C ) Hd—2|c)-

Proof. Assume that there is a rank 1 torsion free quotient sheaf @ of E|. with
N(E|c ) H1|C ORI Hd—2|c) > #(Q? H1|C ) Hd—2|c)-

We set F' = Ker(FE — Q). Then it is easy to see that ¢;(F) = ¢;(E) — C and

(co(F)-Hy---Hg—2) = (co(E) - Hi---Hg2) —deg(E|s; Hilg, ..., Ha—2|o)
+deg(Q; Hile ..., Ha—2lp).
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Thus we have

r—1

Oy (F) = 63 (E) + " (C*)n
+M(E|C ) H1|c:--- ) Hd—2|c) - #(Q? H1|C,--- ) Hd—2|c>
2(p
> o (E) + %(H%H-

Since —2rdy (E) is a non-negative integer, it is easy to see that

—27’(57.[ (E)

"N o)

It follows 03, (F') > 0. Thus, by Corollary 2.5, there is a saturated subsheaf L of F' such
—1
that d(L, F') € P(X;H) and %(d(L,Fﬁ)H > 03 (F). In particular, we get

=) ((d(LJE) +2) )H > a8 + " D (1),

which implies that

Here we claim that

(d(L, E)- (d(L, E)+ m—H))H <0.

r

If (d(L,E)?) < 0, the assertion is trivial because F is stable. So we may assume
that (d(L,E)?)3 > 0. Then, —d(L,E) € P(X;H). On the other hand, d(L,F) =
d(L,E)+ (m/r)H € P(X;H). Thus we have our assertion by (1) of Lemma 1.1.

By the above claim, we get

m(r —1)

5H(E> < 5

Let | be a rank of L. Since Ir(d(L, E)- H )3 is a negative integer, we have (d(L, F)-H)y <
—1/lr. Therefore
—m(r—1) —m
2lr - 2r
Thus m < —2rdy(F). This is a contradiction. [

5H(E) <
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Corollary 3.3. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension d > 2 over an al-
gebraically closed field of characteristic zero and H,Hy,--- , Hqy_o ample divisors on X.
We set H = (Hy,...,Hq_2). Let E be a semistable torsion free sheaf with respect to
H,Hy,...,Hy_o. Let m be a positive integer with m > —21k(E)dy(F) and C a divisor
in |/mH| such that C' is normal and GrJH(E)}C has no torsion. Then, for all rank 1
torsion free quotient sheaves Q of E|., we have

N(E|c ) H1|C ORI Hd—2|c) < #(Q? H1|C ) Hd—2|c)-

Proof. Let 0 = Ey C By C --- C Ej_1 C E; = E be a Jordan-Holder filtration of
E. We set Q; = E;/FE;_1. By (2.1) and Hodge index theorem, dy(E) < 2221 01 (Qq)-
Therefore, we have —2r1k(F)dy(E) > —2rk(Q;)dx(Q;) for all i. Let j be the minimal

number such that E;|, — @ is non-trivial. Then, we have a non-trivial homomorphism
Qjlo — Q. Therefore, by Lemma 3.2, we get

m(Qjiles Hilg s, Hamale) < p(@Q; Hile s -, Ha—al ).
Thus we have our Corollary. [J

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let us start the proof of Theorem 3.1. Let @ be a rank p torsion
free quotient sheaf of E|,. Then, A"Q is arank 1 torsion free quotient sheaf of \” (E lo)-

Since A” (E|g) =~ (A” E)|q, we have A" (E|) ~ (A? E)| /torsion. On the other hand,
(A" E)|. /torsion ~ </_\pE> ‘ because there is a surjective homomorphism (A" E)|, —

( /_\pE> ‘C and ( /_\pE> ’C is torsion free. Therefore, A\"Q is a rank 1 torsion free quotient
sheaf of (f\pE) ‘C. Thus, by Corollary 3.3, we get

AP N4
M( (/\ E) ‘Ca HI‘C P Hd—2‘c’) < M(/\ Q’ H1|C' P Hd—2|0)7
which implies that

N(E|C ) H1|C yeee s Hd—2|c) < #(Q? H1|C yeee s Hd—2|c)-

Therefore, E| is semistable.
If F is reflexive, then, by a calculation of Chern classes, we have

(For this calculation, we may assume that d = 2 and FE is locally free.) Therefore,

AP AP rk B rtkE —2
o<r£lfff<E{_2rk(/\ B\ )} = _2([rkE/2]) <[rkE/2] - 1) on(E).

Thus, we get the last assertion of Theorem 3.1 [J
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4. Sufficiently ample divisor. In this section, we will consider an estimation of the
degree of the locus of singular divisors in a complete linear system. Let X be a smooth
projective scheme over an algebraically closed field. A divisor H is said to be sufficiently
ample if, for all x £y € X, Ox(H) ® mimy is generated by global sections, where m,
and m, is the maximal ideals at  and y. If H is sufficiently ample, then it is easy to see
that, for all x € X, Ox(H) ® m, is generated by global sections. Thus, H is very ample.
Conversely, let try to see that a higher multiple of an ample divisor is sufficiently ample.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a smooth projective scheme over an algebraically closed field and
H an ample divisor on X. Then, there is a positive integer mqg such that, if m > my,
then mH 1is sufficiently ample.

Proof. We consider two closed subschemes A; and Ay in X x X x X given by

Ay ={(z,y,2) [z =y} and As={(z,y,2) |z =2z}
Let In, and Ia, be the defining ideals of A; and Ay, Let pog : X x X x X — X x X
and p; : X X X X X — X be the natural projections to the second-third factor and the

first factor. Since pj(Ox(H)) is pas-ample, there is a positive integer mg such that, if
m > mo, then Ripos, (p}(Ox(mH)) @ In,In,) = 0 for all i > 0 and

P23" P23, (P1(Ox (mH)) © Ia, In,)) = p1(Ox(mH)) @ Ia, I,
is surjective. Thus, we have our lemma. [J

Here we introduce several notations. Let X be a smooth projective scheme over
an algebraically closed field and X = X; U--- U X; a decomposition into connected
components. Let H be a divisor on X. We set

[H| =P(H*(X1,0x, (H))) x - x P(H(X,, Ox, (H))).

(Note that, if X is not connected, then |H| does not coincide with the usual complete
linear system P(H?(X,Ox(H))).) A hypersurface Z in |H| is said to be decomposable if
there are hypersurfaces Z; in P(H(X;, Ox,(H))) such that Z = pi(Z1) + - + pf(Z),
where p;’s are the natural projections |H| — P(HY(X;,Ox,(H))). It is easy to see
that if a hypersurface Z is decomposable, then there are homogeneous polynomials
fi € Sym" ((H°(X;,Ox,(H)))V) such that Z = div(fi---f;). Moreover, we denote
by Sing(|H|) the set of all singular divisors in |H|. Using these notations, we have the
following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let X be a smooth projective scheme of equi-dimension d (i.e. every
connected component is of dimension d) over an algebraically closed field and H a suf-
ficiently ample divisor on X. Then, Sing(|H|) is a decomposable hypersurface in |H| of

degree
d

> (i 4 1)(ca—i(QK) - HY).
i=0
Moreover, if X is connected, then Sing(|H|) is irreducible.

Proof. First of all, we need the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.2.1. Let X and H be as in Theorem 4.2. If X is connected, then Sing(|H|)
is an irreducible hypersurface in |H| and there is a non-empty Zariski open set U of
Sing(|H|) such that if D € U, then D has only one isolated ordinary double point.

Proof. We set
Y={(z,D)e X x |H| |z € D}.

Let p: 3 — X and ¢ : ¥ — |H| be the natural projections. Moreover, we set
B={(z,D)e X x |H| |z € D and D is singular at z.}.

We denote by B, the fiber of p : B — X at x. Since H is very ample, as in the
proof of [Ha, Theorem I1.8.18], B, = P(H°(X,Ox(H) ® m2)) and dim B, =n —d — 1,
where n = dim|H|. Thus, B is irreducible and of dimension n — 1. Therefore, since
Sing(|H|) = p(B), Sing(|H]|) is irreducible and of dimension < n — 1. Hence, in order
to see our lemma, it is sufficient to see that, for all x € X, there is a non-empty Zariski
open set U, of B, such that if D € U,, then D\ {z} is smooth and D has an ordinary
double point at x. Moreover, since

HY(X,0x(H) @m3z) = O(H) @ mg/m;;

is surjective, it is sufficient to find an open set U, of B, such that if D € U, then D\ {z}
is smooth. For this purpose, we consider the following scheme.

T={(y,D) e (X\{z}) x |H||z,y € D and D is singular at = and y.}.
Clearly we have T Np~'(y) = P(H°(X,Ox(H) ® m?m2)). Since
H°(X,0x(H) @m3) = Ox(H) ® (Ox/my)

and
HO(X,0x(H) ® mimy) = Ox(H) @ (my/m})

are surjective, we get dim(T Np~t(y)) = n —2d — 2. Therefore, dimT = n —d — 2. Thus
T is a proper closed subset of B,. Therefore, we have our assertion. []

Let us go back to the proof of Theorem 4.2. First, we consider the case where X is
connected. Then, by Lemma 4.2.1, there is a pencil {H)} cpr on X with the following
properties.

(1) Nyepr Hx is smooth.
(2) If I is a corresponding line of the pencil () p1 Hy in [H|, then

#(Sing(|H[) N1) = deg(Sing(|H])).

(3) Hy has at most one ordinary double point for all A € P*.
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Let 1 : Y — X be a blowing-up along (),cp: Hx and f:Y — P! the induced morphism.
Let
0= f*(Qp1) = Qy = Oy p1 = 0.

the canonical exact sequence. Then, by (2), (3) and [Fu, Example 3.2.16],
deg(Sing(|H|)) = ca(Qy @ (f*(Qp1))")-
Therefore, by [Fu, Example 3.2.2 and Theorem 15.4], we have

deg(Sing(|H|)) = ca(Qy) + 2ca—1(Qp, )
= ca(x) + ca—2 () + 2¢4-1(Qy,)

where H, is a general element of {H)}xcpr and C = [y cp1 Hx. On the other hand,

d d

ca-1(Qp,) = Z(Cd—i(Q}x) -H') and  cq-2(Q¢) = Z(i —1)(ca—i(Qx) - HY).
Hence, we have
d
deg(Sing(|H[)) = Y (i + 1)(cai() - H').
i=0

Next we consider a general case. Let X = X; U---U X; be a decomposition into
connected components. Then,

!
Sing(|H|) = U H|x, |- x Sing(| H|x |)x - x| H|y,|.
Therefore, Sing(|H]|) is a decomposable hypersurface and
l
deg(Sing(|H|)) = ) _ deg(Sing(| Hl|x, |))-
j=1

Thus,

d

deg(Sing([H|)) = > > (i +1)(ca—s(Qk,) - H") =Y (i + 1)(ca—i(Q) - H').

j=1 =0 1=0

Therefore, we have our theorem. [J
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Corollary 4.3. Let X be a smooth projective scheme of equi-dimension d > 2 over an
algebraically closed field of characteristic zero and H ample divisors on X. Let E be a
torsion free sheaf on X such that E is semistable with respect to H on each connected
component. Then, there are closed points x1,...,xs of X such that, if m is sufficiently
large and C' is a smooth divisor of |[mH | with CN{x1,... ,xs} =0, then E| is semistable
with respect to H|. Moreover, let Zp, be the set of all divisors D of |mH| such that D is
singular or DN {xy,... ,xs} # 0. Then, if m is sufficiently large, Z,, is a decomposable
hypersurface of |mH| at most of degree

d

Z(i + D (cq—i(Q) - HYm' + s.

Lemma 4.3.1. Let A be a commutative ring with the identity, M a A-module and N
a A-submodule of M. If a is not a zero-divisor for M/N, then N/aN — M/aM is
injective.

Proof. Assume that N/aN — M /aM is not injective. Then, there is an element x € N
such that x ¢ aN and x € aM. Thus, we have y € M with x = ay. Since y € N, y Z0
mod N. On the other hand, ay =0 mod N. Thus, a is a zero-divisor for M/N. This is
a contradiction. [J

Lemma 4.3.2. Let X be a smooth scheme over an algebraically closed field and F a
torsion free sheaf on X. Then, there are closed points {x1,... ,xs} of X such that, for
any smooth divisor D on X, if DN {x1,... ,zs} =0, F|, has no torsion.

Proof. Let E be the double dual of F. Since E is locally a second syzygy sheaf, by
Lemma 4.3.1, E|, has no torsion for all smooth divisors D. Let {P,...,FPs} be the
set of associated primes of E/F and V; = Spec(Ox/P;). Pick up closed points z; € V;
with z; ¢ V; for j # i. Let D be a smooth divisor with {z1,---,2s} N D = (. Then,
D ¢ P; for all i. Thus, by Lemma 3.1.1, F|, — E|[ is injective. Therefore, F|, has
no torsion. [J

Proof of Corollary 4.3. Let us start of the proof of Corollary 4.3. The first assertion is
an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 4.3.2. Let x be a close point of
X. Then, the set of all divisors in |mH| passing through = is a decomposable hyper-
surface in |[mH| of degree 1. Hence the second assertion is obtained by Lemma 4.1 and
Theorem 4.2. [

5. Strictly effective section. In this section, we will consider strictly effective sections
of a Hermitian line bundle on an arithmetic variety. First of all, we introduce a simple
notation. If an integer a has the prime factorization a = +pi* - p5? - - - pSr, then we set

rad(a) = p1-p2- - pr.

Lemma 5.1. Let f : X — Spec(Z) be an arithmetic variety and L an f-ample line
bundle. Let x1,x2,... ,x, be distinct points of X such that the residue field k(x;) at x;
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has the positive characteristic for every i. We set | = rad(char(k(xy)) - - - char(k(z,))).

Then, there is a positive integer ng such that, for all n > ng, if e1,e2,...,€pn) are
generators of HY(X, L™) as a Z-module, there are integers ay, . . . , Ap(n) With the following
properties:

(1) 0<a; <l for alli.
(2) If we set s = (a1+lki)er+- -+ (apm) +Hlkpm))epm) for any integers ki, ... kym),
then s(xz;) # 0 for all i.

Proof. Let Z; be the Zariski closure of {z;}. We pick up closed a point y; of Z; such that
y; € Z; for all j # i. Let m; be the maximal ideal at y;. Since L is f-ample, there is a
positive integer ng such that

HY(X,L"®m ® - ®@m,) =0

for all n > ng. Thus we have

H(X, L") — @ L"/m;L"

=1

is surjective. Hence there is t € H(X, L™) with t(y;) # 0 for all i. Since I[H°(X, L") C
Ker(H°(X,L™) — L"/m;L") for all i, (t + lk)(y;) # 0 for all k € H°(X,L") and
all 4. Therefore, there are integers ai, ... ,app) such that 0 < a; < [ for all ¢ and
aiei + -+ + apn)€p(n) does not vanish at y; for all <. Thus, if we set s = (a1 + lky1)e; +
4 (apen) + kpn))epn), then s(y;) # 0 for all 4. In particular, s(z;) # 0 for all i. [

Lemma 5.2. Let k be a field of characteristic zero, V' a vector space over k, and f
a polynomial function over V at most degree d, that is, f € @DycjcySym' (V). Let
€1,...,en be generators of V, ay,... ,a, € k, and c € k\ {0}. If

f((a1 +civ)er + -+ (an + cin)e,) =0

for all non-negative integers iy, ... i, with i1 +---+1, < d, then f =0.

Proof. Clearly, we may assume eq, ... ,es form a basis of V. We set
arer + -+ ag€s + asp1€541 + -+ ane, = ajer + -+ ases.
Then, we have
(a1 +cir)er+- -+ (as+cis)es +asyies i1+ Aanen = (@) +cir)er +- - -4 (af +cis)es.

Thus,
f((ay +civ)er + -+ (al, + cis)es) =0
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for all non-negative integers i1, ... ,is with i1 +--- 4+ i5 < d. Therefore, we may assume
that {e1,...,e,} is a basis.

Let {X;y,---,X,} be the dual basis of {e1,---,e,}. Then, f is an element of a
polynomial ring k[ X7, -- -, X,] such that deg(f) < d and

flay +ciy, ... an +ciyp) =0

for all non-negative integers iq,...,4, with i1 +--- + i, < d. Changing variables by
Y; = ¢ (X; — a;), we may assume that a; =---=a, =0 and ¢ = 1.
We prove this lemma by induction on n. We set

f = ang -l- al(Xl, . ,Xn_l)Xg_l + e + ad(Xl, . ,Xn_1>.

Since f(0,...,0,a) = 0 for all non-negative integer a with 0 < a < d, we have ag = 0.
We fix non-negative integers i1,... ,%,_1 with 41 +---+4,_1 < 1. Then

f(il, e ,in_l,a) =0
for all non-negative integers a with 0 < a < d — 1. Thus we have ay(i1,... ,i,—1) = 0.
Hence, since deg(a;) < 1, by hypothesis of induction, we get a; = 0. Next we fix
non-negative integers i1,...,4,_1 with 1 +---+ 14,1 < 2. Then

f(il, . ,in_l,a) =0
for all non-negative integers a with 0 < a < d — 2. Thus we have as(i1,... ,i,—1) = 0.
Hence, since deg(az) < 2, by hypothesis of induction, we get a; = 0. Continuing the
same procedures, we have ag = a1 = as = --- = aq = 0. Therefore, f =0. 0O
Theorem 5.3. Let f: X — Spec(Z) be an arithmetic variety and (H, k) an arithmeti-
cally ample Hermitian line bundle on X. Let x1,xa, ... ,x, be distinct points of X such

that the residue field k(x;) at x; has the positive characteristic for every i. Let Z,, be
a decomposable hypersurface of |HZ|. If there is a polynomial d(t) with deg Z,, < d(m)
for all m, then, for a sufficiently large integer m, there is a section ¢ € H°(X, H™) with
following properties:

(1) ¢(x;) # 0 for all x;.

(2) The divisor div(¢oo) in |HZ2| does not belong to Z,,.

(3> ||¢||sup <L

Proof. Replacing H by a higher multiple of H, we may assume that
Sym™(H°(X,H)) — H°(X,H™)

is surjective for all m > 1. Moreover, by [Zh, Corollary 4.8], we may assume that there
is a basis {¢1, -+, ¢n} of H'(X, H) as a Z-module such that ||¢;||sup < 1 for all i. We
set 7 = maxi<;<n{||®i||sup}- Since Sym™(H®(X, H)) — H°(X, H™) is surjective,

e e
{017 9" Yoy >0,... ens0,
e1+--+ep=m
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forms generators of H°(X, L™). Thus, by Lemma 5.1, if m is sufficiently large, there are
integers ae,...., such that 0 <ae,...., <! and if we set

¢ = Z(a€1~~~en + keyoe, )Pt - DS

for integers ke, ..., , then ¢(x;) # 0 for all ¢, where [ = rad(char(k(z1)) - - - char(k(z,))).
On the other hand, by Lemma 5.2, we can find integer k,...., such that k. ... > 0,
Y keyoie,, < d(m) and that, if ¢ is the same as before, div(¢o) € Z,,. Moreover, it is
easy to see that

1llsup < (p(m) (L = 1) + d(m)l)r™,

where p(m) = rkSym™(H°(X, H)). Therefore, since p(m) and d(m) are polynomials
and r < 1, if m is sufficiently large, ||@||sup < 1. O

6. Proof of Main Theorem. Let X, d, r, (H, k) and (E, h) be the same as in Main
Theorem.
For a Hermitian metric e of E, we set

-1
i r /C\1<E76)2} 'EI<H7 k)d_z'

Ale) = {EQ(E, e) —

It is easy to see that, for a positive smooth function p on X, we have A(pe) = A(e).
Thus, we may assume that det(h) is an Einstein-Hermitian metric of det(FEy).
Let {ht}o<t<oo be a unique smooth solution of the evolution equation

(61) ht_lat(ht) = K(ht) —cl
of F,, with the initial condition hy = h, where

27(d — 1)(c1(Ew) - HI?)
r(HS )

CcC =

and K (h;) is the mean curvature of (Es, h:) (cf. [Ko, Chap.VI, §6, §7, §8]).
Since (det hy) 10 (det hy) = tr(h; '0;hs), by (6.1), we have

(det hy) 104 (det hy) = K (det hy) — rc.

Therefore, det h; also satisfies the evolution equation of det(F ). On the other hand,
det hg = det h is Einstein-Hermitian. Thus, det h; is Einstein Hermitian for all 0 <t < oo
(cf. [Ko, Chap.VI, Proposition 9.1]). Hence, we have a smooth function ¢(¢) on [0, c0)
with det hy = p(t) det h.
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Lemma 6.2. A(hy) is a monotone decreasing function of t. In particular, A(h) > A(hy)
for all t > 0.

Proof. Let t, t' be real number with 0 < ¢ < t’. By the same way as in [Mo, Theorem 6.3],
A(he) = Ahy) = (A(he) = A(h)) = (A(he) — A(h))
= (A(he) = A/ 2(t)h)) = (A(her) = A/ p(t')D)
= DL(hs, /p(t)h) = DL(hyr, 3/p(t)h)

= DL(hy,h) — DL(hy, h), (". [Ko, Chap.VI, Lemma 3.23])

where DL is the Donaldson Lagrangian. Since {h;} is a solution of the evolution equa-
tion, DL(h¢, h) is a monotone decreasing function (cf. [Ko, Chap.VI, Proposition 9.1]).
Therefore, A(hy) > A(hy). O

Let us start the proof of Main Theorem. In the case of dim X = 2, our theorem is
true by [Mo]. We will prove it by induction on dim X. Clearly we may assume that X
is normal. Let X — Spec(R) — Spec(Z) be the Stein factorization of f : X — Spec(Z).
Let x1,...,x; be the generic points of irreducible components of singular fibers of X —
Spec(R). Since

r—1
{CQ(EU) - cl(En)Q} -Hf;_?’ >0

on the generic fiber X,, of X — Spec(R),

(6.3 {ealBly) - S5 (Bl | (1 ) 2 0

for all smooth fibers X, of X — Spec(R). By Corollary 4.3 and Theorem 5.3, for
a sufficiently large integer m, there is a section ¢ € HY(X, H™) with the following
properties:

(1) ¢(x;) # 0 for all z;.

(2) div(¢oo) is smooth on X .

(3) Eoolgiv(g..) is semistable.

(4> ||¢||sup <1
Let divp =Y +a1F1 + - - - + asFs be the decomposition of div ¢ into irreducible divisors
such that Y is horizontal and F;’s are vertical. By (1), all F;’s are smooth fibers. Here,
replacing H by H™, we may assume that m = 1. Then, we have

Ah) = {@(B k) = "3 B (B ) |6 (D)

+ Y e { (Bl - a2} )
=1

r—1 _
- cl(Eoo,ht)z} -1 (Hao, k)33,

- [ oatVF@a) {ea(ucat) -
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Therefore, by hypothesis of induction, we get

r—1 _
(B i)} 1 (o )"

64) A=~ [ o k<¢,¢>>{cQ<Eoo,ht>—

oo

On the other hand, by [Ko, Chap.VI, Proposition 9.1 and Lemma 10.15],

lim maX|K(ht) —cl| =0.

t—o0

Thus, by the same way as in [Ko, Chap.IV, Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 5.7], for any
positive number ¢, if ¢ is sufficiently large, there is a non-negative function v on X, such
that

r—1

{cz(Eoo,ht) cl(Eoo,ht) } -cl(Hoo,k)d_?’ > (u— e)cl(Hoo,k)d_l

Thus

Alhy) > - / log(v/E(, 8))(u — €)ex (Hoo, k)™~

oo

> / log(v/F(&, 9))e1 (oo, k)P

oo

for a sufficiently large ¢, which implies that

t—o00

lim A(hg) > e/X log(\/k(¢, ¢))c1(Hoo, k)31

Hence we have tlim A(h;) > 0. Therefore, by Lemma 6.2, we get A(h) > 0.
—00

Next, we consider the equality condition. Clearly, we may assume that det(h) is
Einstein-Hermitian.

Lemma 6.5. If A(h) =0, then (Ex, h) is Finstein Hermitian.

Proof. Let e be another Hermitian metric of Es,. We set ¢/ = {/det(h)/det(e)e and
a = {/det(e)/det(h). By the same way as above, we have A(e)—A(h) = DL(e ,h). Thus,
DL(e¢,h) > 0. On the other hand, DL(e,h) = DL(ae’,h) = DL(e',h) + DL(a€’,¢€’).
Here, since det(e’) is Einstein-Hermitian, by an easy calculation, we have

rv/—1
2

DL(ae',€') = / d(loga)d(loga)c (Hao, k)72 > 0.
Xoo

Therefore, we have DL(e, h) > 0. This show us that DL(e, h) has the absolute minimal
value at e = h. Hence, h is Einstein-Hermitian. [
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By Lemma 6.5, if dim X = 2, our assertion is trivial. So we may assume that dim X >
3. We take a section ¢ € H°(X, H™) as before. Then, by (6.4), we have

r—1

AW =~ [ 108l v/i(5.9) {ea(Baat) = T a(Bw? | a2

r

Since h is Einstein Hermitian, by the same way as in [Ko, Chap. IV, Theorem 4.7], there
is a non-negative function v on X, such that

r—1
2r

{cQ(Eoo,h) — cl(Eoo,h)z} e1(Hoo, k)73 = uci (Hoo, k)31

and that v is identically zero if and only if (F,h) is projective flat. Here we assume
that w is not identically zero. Then, since log(y/k(¢, ¢)) < 0 for all points = € X,

A(h) > /X 10g(vE(B, )yuct (oo, k)1 > 0

This is a contradiction. [
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