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1 Introduction.

In this article we deal with the following conjecture by Yv&sdré and Frans Oort.

Conjecture 1.1 (André-Oort) Let (G, X ) be a Shimura datum. Léf be a compact open sub-
group ofG(A¢) and letS be a set of special points tthy (G, X)(C). Then every irreducible
component of the Zariski closure §fin Shi (G, X )¢ is a subvariety of Hodge type.

The introduction tol]2] (and references contained thereamtains a comprehensive exposi-
tion of terminology and notations relative to this conjeetuSince we use the same terminology
and notations, we do not reproduce them here. The intrashutdi[2] also contains an exposition
of results on this conjecture obtained before the artidle@ne out.

In this article we prove the following theorem, which is aty the statement conjectured
by Yves André in 1989 in his book][1] (see Problem 9). Thisesteent (without the assumption
of the GRH) is now referred to as a conjecture of Yves André.

Theorem 1.2 Assume the Generalised Riemann Hypothesis (GRH) for CMdidl@t(G, X)
be a Shimura datum. Lét be a compact open subgroup@(A;). Let C be an irreducible
closed algebraic curve contained in the Shimura vafegy(G, X' ) and such that' contains an
infinite set of special points. Then is of Hodge type.

In the article[[3] we considered a curve in a Shimura vartéty (G, X) containing an infinite
setS of special points satisfying the following condition. Thas a faithful rational representa-
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tion of G such that th&)-Hodge structures corresponding to the points wia this representa-
tion lie in one isomorphism class. We proved that such a cisreé Hodge type. This was the
strongest result towards the André-Oort conjecture dttifmes.

In the article [3] we introduced some technical tools tockttdne André-Oort conjecture. In
particular we obtained the following characterisationdfarieties of Hodge type of a Shimura
variety associated to a Shimura datgéi X') with G semisimple of adjoint type. Let be a
Hodge generic subvariety 6h (G, X) contained in its image by some Hecke correspondence
T, with g an element of7(Q,) i.e. Z C T,Z. Suppose thap is bigger than some integer
depending orz, X, K andZ and thaty is such that for any simple facte¥; of G, the image
of g in G;(Q,) is not contained in a compact subgroup. THems of Hodge type provided
contains at least one special point.

The strategy used to prove our main theofem 1.2 is the santeeasne used in[3] (see
Section 2 of[[3] for details). We use the characterisationtineed above. After having reduced
ourselves to the case where the gréups semisimple of adjoint type and where the cuévés
Hodge generic, we try to gét to be contained in its image by a suitable Hecke correspa@den
We consider intersections 6f with its imagesl,C' by Hecke correspondencés with g some
elements ot7(Q, ) for various prime%. For suitably chosep andg such intersection contains a
Galois orbit of some special point 6f. We prove that one can choose a pripr@nd an element
g, both satisfying the conditions mentioned above, in suchyatat the Galois orbit is too large
for the intersectiorf,C' N C to be finite. The choice of a prime with this property is made
possible by the assumption of the GRH and the use of the pi#eetrsion of the Chebotarev
density theorem. We conclude th@ts of Hodge type.

The heart of this paper is a proof of a theorem about lower 8stor Galois orbits of special
points of Shimura varieties. Our theorem on Galois orbita artial answer to Edixhoven'’s
guestion Open Problem 14 in [4]. Using the GRH we refine loveemals for Galois orbits given
in [3] enough to be able to prove the conjecture of Yves André

In section 2.2 we obtain precise information about Mumfdatie groups of special points
and their representations coming from special points om8ta varieties. This information
allows us to bring the following improvement to the main fesii[3].

Theorem 1.3 Let (G, X') be a Shimura datum. Lét be a compact open subgroup@®¢Ay).
Let C be an irreducible closed algebraic curve contained in then@fa varietySh (G, X) and
such that” contains an infinite set of special points satisfying the following condition.

For any points of S we choose an elemef®, g) of X x G(Ay) lying overs. We suppose
that the Mumford-Tate groupdT (s) lie in one isomorphism class @f-tori ass ranges through
the setS. ThenC' is of Hodge type.



2 Lower bounds for Galois orhits.

In this section we prove a theorem giving lower bounds foroBabrbits of special points of
Shimura varieties.

Theorem 2.1 Assume the GRH for CM fields. Le¥ be a positive integer. L&l=, X) be a
Shimura datum witli; semi-simple of adjoint type, and l&f be a neat compact open subgroup
of G(Ay). Via a faithful representation 6f, we viewG as a closed algebraic subgroug#t,, o,
such thatK is contained irGLn(Z). Let V; be the induced variation &-Hodge structure on
Shi (G, X). Fors inShi (G, X), we letV; be the corresponding Hodge structure &BH(V;) its
Mumford-Tate group (viewed as a closed algebraic subgréGiq ;). Let F C C be a number
field over whichShy (G, X)) admits a canonical model. For any special peiit Shy (G, X),
let L, be the splitting field oMT (V) andd,, be the absolute value of its discriminant.

There exist real, > 0 andc, > 0 such that for any special poigtin Shy (G, X)#(Q) we
have:

|Gal(Q/F)-s| > ¢ log(dp,)Y 11 Cop

{p prime| MT(Vs)g,, is not a toruy

2.2 Reciprocity morphisms and Mumford-Tate groups.

In this section we recall the definition of the Mumford-Tat®gp and reciprocity morphism
attached to special elements &f and prove some technical results about the Mumford-Tate
groups and reciprocity morphisms to be used later on.

Let (G, X) be a Shimura datum withh semisimple of adjoint type, 18t be a faithful rational
representation aff and letl;, be a lattice in/. Thenl7 induces a variation df-Hodge structure
over X. Let h be a special element of. The morphisn®.: S — Gg, composed with the
representation gives aR-Hodge structuré.: S — GL(Vg). Let z andz be the generators of
the character group &f. The morphisnh, corresponds to the decomposition

Ve = @MV”"]

whereV/?1 is theC-vector subspace on whihacts through the charactetz?. The spaceg??
satisfy the following conditio/»¢ = V%7, Let W be the collection of pairs of intege(s, q)
that intervene in this representation. Sincelihiklodge structures corresponding to elements of
X lie in one isomorphism class, the dét does not depend on the eleménin X. The fact
thatG is of adjoint type implies that for anfp, ¢) in W we havep + ¢ = 0. Let M C GL(V)
be the Mumford-Tate group of and letL be its splitting field. Let us recall that/ is the
smallest algebraic subgroup of GL(V') having the property that factors throught/z. The
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group M is aQ-torus becauseé is special andV/ is given aZ-structure by taking its Zariski
closure in theZ-group schemé:L(Vz). We let X*(M) be the character group dff i.e the
groupHom (Mg, Gm@). The groupX*(M) is a freeZ-module of rank equal to the dimension of
M with a continuouszal(Q/Q)-action.

Lemma 2.3 The fieldL is a Galois CM field. Futhermore, the degred.a bounded in terms
of the dimension oV’ .

Proof. The field L is Galois since it is the splitting field of a torus (the grotpl(Q/L) is
exactly the kernel of the morphisMal(Q/Q) — GL(X*(M)) hence is a normal subgroup
of Gal(Q/Q)). The fact thatZ is a CM field follows from the fact thaid(h(i)) is a Cartan
involution of G (this is a part of axioms imposed upon Shimura data).

Let £ be the centre of the endomorphism algebra of the Hodge steict The algebrat
is a finite product of number fields = E; x --- x E,,. The torusM is a subtorus of the torus
IT.2, Resg, /oG, - HencelM is split over the composite of the Galois closures of fhevhose
degree is clearly bounded in terms of the dimensiol @inly. O

Let 7" be theQ-torus Res;,G,,,. Let G be the Galois group of. over Q and let
r: T — M C GL(V) be the reciprocity morphism associated/to Let us recall howr
is defined. The morphism gives, by extending scalars froi to C, the morphisnhc from
G X G to Me C GL(Vg). Letu: G, o — M be the morphisnic(z, 1). This morphism
w is defined ovel.. Henceyu induces a morphisi®y, , — M, which, by taking the restriction
of scalars fron. to Q gives the morphism

Resyou: Resy oGy, — RespoMy.

This morphismRes;, /ou followed the by the norm morphistResy, oM — M givesr. The
morphismX*(r) between character groups' (M) and X*(T) is injective (because is a sur-
jective morphism ofQ-tori). The Galois moduleX*(T") is naturally isomorphic t&[G]. We
enumerate the elements@f, thus choosing a basis fof*(7") so that it now makes sense to talk
about coordinates of elements.®f (7).

The morphism-, when composed with the representation, defines an actitre dbrusi” on
theQ-vector spacé’. There is a subset of X*(7") such that this representation corresponds to
a direct sum decomposition

Vg = ©xex Vi

where eaclV, is aQ-subspace oF5 on whichT5 acts through the charactgr The space¥’
satisfy the condition that)? = V,,, (which insures that the representation is defined @jer
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The representatiohc(z, 1) of G, corresponds to the decompositibh = @, e V71
whereG, . acts via the charactef on /4. This representation is defined ovehence induces
a representation db, ;. We get a decompositioVi, = @, oew V?? WhereG,,; acts through
the charactet? on V74, The representationof 77, is obtained by taking the restriction of scalars
of this representation @&, followed by the norm froni. to Q.

It follows that the characters of *(T") that belong to* have coordinates (with respect to
the basis we have chosen) can be only integess ¢ where(p, ¢) is some element ofl’. In
particular they are bounded, in absolute value, indepdhdeithe element.. Furthermore, the
characters i¥’ have the property that for anyin X', the charactex’ is the identity because
the morphismr satisfies the so-called Seere’s condition (the gréus of adjoint type) and
p + q = 0 for every pair(p, ¢) in W. We refer to Section 2 of Chapter | ofi [5], in particular the
Proposition 2.4 for facts about Hodge structures of CM tyfve.summarise what has been said
in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4 There is an integek > 0 such that the following holds. Lét be a special
element ofX, M its Mumford-Tate group and its splitting field. Choose a basis far (T") by
enumerating the elements@f,. With respect to the basis the coordinates of the charactérs
that intervene in the decompositidg = ©,cxV, coming from the representatierassociated
to h have absolute value at mdstFurthermore, for any charactenn X' the charactex is the
identity.

We now apply this Proposition to prove a number of resultaiaumford-Tate groups of
special elements ok and reciprocity morphisms attached to such elements. Tiessdts will
be used later on to prove lower bounds for Galois orbits.

Proposition 2.5 There is a real > 0 such that the following holds. Létbe a special element
of X. Let M be the Mumford-Tate group @fandL be its splitting field. Let: T'— M be the
reciprocity morphism attached to Letp be a prime. The index of((Q, ® L)*) in M(Q,) is
finite bounded above by The index of-((Z, ® O)*) in the maximal compact open subgroup
of M(Q,) is finite and bounded above by

Proof. Let P be theZ-submodule ofX*(7") spanned by the vectors.¥. Recall that we identify
X*(M) with its image byX*(r) i.e we view it as a submodule df*(7") and we have chosen
a basis forX*(7"). The moduleX*(M) is P. The groupM(Q,) is canonically isomorphic
to the groupHomg, (X*(M), (Q, ® L)*) of G -invariant homomorphisms. Similarly the group
(Q,® L)* isisomorphic tdlomg, (X*(T), (Q,® L)*) and the morphism: 7(Q,) — M(Q,)

IS
r: Homg, (X*(T), (Q, ® L)*) — Homg, (X*(M), (Q, ® L)*)
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which is just the restriction. The groulg*(7")/P is a product of a free abelian group and a
torsion group. LetZ be the order of this torsion subgroup. Since, by the previtraposition,
the coordinates of the vectors generatingre bounded (in absolute value) by a unifrm constant
k, the number® is bounded in terms df andn;, only. It is straightforward to see that the order
of the cokernel is bounded in terms Bfandn, only. The first claim follows.

The maximal compact open subgroup\éfQ, ) is Homg, (X*(M), (Z,20.)*). The second
claim is proved using exactly the same arguments. O

Proposition 2.6 There is an integeB > 0 such that the following holds. Lét be a special
element ofX and letM be its Mumford-Tate group anH its splitting field. Letp be a prime
splitting L (henceM ). There is &.-basis of the character gro' (M) such that the differences
of coordinates of the characters (with respect to this pdis& intervene in the representation
Vo, of Mg, have absolute value at mast

Proof. The moduleX*(Mg,) is a submodule ok ™*(7") (along with its given basis). generated
by vectors whose coordinates are bounded in absolute valtleelintegert from the Proposi-
tion[Z4. This integer is independent of the paintlt follows that there is only finite number
(depending otk andny, only) of possibilities for the set’ and hence for the submodul&* (M)

of X*(7T"). Choose some basis fof* (/) for each of this finite number of cases. Takeo be
the maximum of absolute values of the differences of coateis of characters i’ with respect
to these bases. O

Proposition 2.7 There is a real’ > 0 such that the following holds. Let be a prime. For
any special elemeittin X with Mumford-Tate group\l such that\ly, is a torus, the following
holds. Lety be a subspace of,. LetT be the stabiliser of in Mg, (as defined in the Lemma
3.3.1 of [3]). The order of the group of connected componehis; has order at most. The
order of the cokernel of the morphish(F,) — (M /T)(F,) is at most.

Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of the Lemma 4.4.1.6f [3], we redineg@roof of this propo-
sition to the proof of the fact that stabilisers of lines sigtthe conclusion of the statement above.
We have a decompositioit, = ®,cxV,. Letv be an element oz, writev = _ v,. The
stabiliser of the lingv is the intersection of the kernels pf- \’ with y andy’ distinct characters
such thaw,, # 0 andv,, # 0. Since the torsion of eacdi-moduleX*(T")/(x — x’)Z is bounded
independently of and of the charactergandy’ in X, the order of the group of connected com-
ponents of the stabiliser @&f- v is bounded independently ef p and the subspace. This proves
the first claim.



As for the second claim, using the Lemma 4.4.2 0f [3], we satttte order of the cokernel of
the mapM (F,) — (M/T)(F,) is bounded by the order of the group of connected components
of Iy, which is uniformly bounded by what has just been said. Thersgclaim follows. [

Proposition 2.8 There is a reaD > 0 such that the following holds. Létbe a special element
of X and letM be its Mumford-Tate group. L&t ,, be the maximal compact open subgroup of
M (Ay). The intersectiod! (Q) N Ky, is finite of order bounded byp.

Proof. The groupM (Q) N K, is finite becausé/(R) is compact {/(R) stabilises the point
h of the Hermitian symmetric domaiX’ and the group-r is of adjoint type) and the group
M(Q) N Ky, is discrete. Let. be the splitting field ofd/. Choose any basis for the character
group X*(M) and use this basis to embéd into a product oflim () copies ofT;. Then the
groupM (Q) N Ky, is, via this embedding, a finite subgroup of the product obpies ofO; . It
follows that it is contained in the product dfm(A/) copies of the group of roots of unity ih
which is finite of order bounded independently of the painThe claim follows. O

2.9 Getting rid of G.

Choose a set of representativiesn G(A¢) for the set of double classéqQ)\G(A¢)/K. Note
that R is finite. Fors in Shy (G, X) there exists a uniqug in R and an elemerg in X unique
up tol, := G(Q) N g,Kg;', such thats = (3, g,). Let K, be the compact open subgroup of
G(A¢) defined byK, := g,Kg;'. We letMT(3) be the Mumford-Tate group &f (the smallest
algebraic subgroup/ of G such that factors throught{z). The Mumford-Tate groupIT (V)
is the image oM T (5) by the representation (this follows from the explicit constion of the
variation of Hodge structures ovehy (G, X) given in the Section 3.2 of[3]). The element
gives an embedding of the Shimura dat(¥iiI'(s), {5}) into (G, X).

In this section we reduce the problem of giving a lower boundtiie Galois orbit of the

point s of Shx (G, X) to the one of giving a lower bound for the Galois orbit of thénpads, 1)
of SthﬁMT(g)(Af) (MT(g))

Proposition 2.10 The morphism of Shimura varieties

Sh, () an) (MT(8)) — Shg (G, X)

sending s, t) to (3,t - g,) Is injective.

Proof. Let M := MT(5). Let H be the centraliser oM in G. Let (5,t) and(s,t') be two
points ofSh ki) a,) (MT(5)) such thats, ¢ - g;) = (5, - g5) in Shx (G, X). There exists an
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elemeny of H(Q) and an element of K such that we have the following relation

t=qt'gskg;"

Since H(Q) and M(A¢) commute, this relation implies thatt~' belongs to
M(As) N HQ)Us with U, := H(Af) N K,. Hence what we need to prove is that
M(Af) N HQ)K, = M(Q)(M(A¢) N Us). Consider the quotient of algebraic groups
H — H = H/M, which is well defined sincé/ is normal inH. The image ofU, of U,
in H(A;) is neat. On the other hand(R) is compact sincé? (R) is compact (as a stabiliser
of a point in a hermitian symmetric domain and beca@sgeis of adjoint type) and the map
H(R) — H(R) is surjective on identity components. It follows tha{Q) is discrete infl (A;)
and hencd? (Q) N U, is trivial by neatness df,.

Now suppose that is in H(Q) andu in U, such thatiu is in M (A¢). Then, inH(A), we
haveh-u = 1, henceh = = 1in H(A¢). That means thatis in M(Q) andu is in M (A;) NUs.
The claim follows. O

2.11 Lower bounds for Galois orbits.

We keep the notations of the preceding section. Let furtbeerh be the splitting field oMT(s).

Let r be the reciprocity morphism attached d@s explained in Section 2.2. To simplify the
notation we write)M/ for MT(5). The morphismBShy, ~vrs)a,) (MT(5)) — Shg (G, X) is
defined overL. The action ofGal(Q/L) on the Hecke orbit of3, g,) is defined as follows.
The groupGal(Q/L) acts through its maximal abelian quotient, which is, by léeid theory,
isomorphic to a quotient of a product of a finite group of cartad components ofR ® L)*

(of order bounded in terms of the degreelobnly) and of(A; ® L)*/(Z ® O1)*. Leto be an
element ofGal(Q/L) andt be an element ofA; @ L)* such that some element in the preimage
of o in (A ® L)* followed by the projection tdA; ® L)* ist. Then

0’(5, gs) = (‘§7 ’I“(t) ' gs)

It follows that the size of the Galois orbit is, up to a unifdyrbounded factor, the size of the set
(5,7((Af ® L)*) - gs). From the last lemma it follows that to prove the Theofen 2suffices
to give a lower bound for the size of the image of the(set ((A; ® L)*)) in Shg,nnap)(M).
Since the seRk of elementgy; is finite, the indeXK : K, N K] is bounded independently of

and it suffices to give a lower bound for the Galois orbit ofploént (s, 1) of the Shimura variety

ShGLn(Z)ﬂM(Af) (M).

Lemma 2.12 There is an element of GL,,(Q) such that the torud!’ := qMq~' satisfies the
condition thatVly is a torus for any prime not dividing the discriminant of.
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Proof. Let .S be the finite set of primesg such thatM/ (Z,) is not the maximal compact sub-
group Homg, (X*(M),(Z, ® Or)*) of M(Q,). For every primep in S, choose a latticd,,,

in Q) invariant under the maximal compact subgroup)éfQ,). Letg = (g,) be an ele-
ment of GL,(A;) such that eacly, is an element olGL,(Q,) such thatl, = g,Z;. As
GL,(A¢) = GL,(Q)GL,(Z), we get an element of GL,(Q) such thaty = ¢k for somek

in GLH(Z). By the Lemma 3.3.1 of ]3], the torug’ := gM ¢! is a torus for every unramified
in L. O

A

The morphisninn, induces an isomorphism betwegf(Q)\ M (A¢) /M (A¢) N GL,(Z) and
M (Q)\M'(A¢)/M'(Ag) N qGL,(Z)g~'. We letr’ denote the morphisrimn, o . To give a

lower bound for the Galois orbit of the poif#, 1) of Shy , y,ar., 2),-1 (M) it suffices to give
a lower bound for the image of((As ® L)*) in M'(Q)\M’(A¢)/M'(A¢) N qGL,(Z)q".

Proposition 2.13 The size of the image of ((A+ ® L)*) in Shy . )ngar., g2 (M) IS, up to
a uniform (i.e depending only on the Shimura variety, notspwonstant, the size of the im-

age ofr’((A¢ ® L)*) in Shy 5 (M) times the size of the image of((A; @ L)*) N M'(Z) in
M'(Z)/M'(Z) N qGL,(Z)q ™.

Proof. We are interested in the size of the set

P ((Ar @ L)) /r'((Ar ® L)) N (M'(Q)(¢GLA(Z)g ™" N M'(Ay))).

A

SinceM’(Z) is the maximal compact subgroup &f (A¢), we have an inclusion
M'(Ag) N qGLA(Z)g ™" € M'(Z).

Hence the size of the set we are interested in is the size of

A

r'((Ar @ L)) /r'((Ar @ L)) n M (Q)M'(Z)
times that of

' ((Ar® L)) N M/ (Q)M'(Z) /7' ((Ar ® L)*) N (M'(Q)M'(Ar) N gGL,(Z)g ™).

A

The order ofM’'(Q) N M'(Z) is bounded independently of the poinby the Propositio 218
hence the size of

(A @ L)) N M'/(Q)M'(Z) /7' ((As © L)*) N (M'(Q)qGL,(Z)g™* N M’ (As))

A

is, up to a uniformly bounded constant, that of the of the ienafy’((A; @ L)*) N M'(Z) in
M'(2)/M'(Z) N ¢GLo(Z)g ™. 0



Proposition 2.14 The size of the image of((A¢®L)*)NM'(Z) in M'(Z) /M (Z)NgG Ly (Z)q ™"

is at least
H Cap

{p prime| MT(3)g,, is not a toruy

wherec, is strictly positive real constant independenpands.

Proof. Clearly it suffices to give a lower bound for the size of the gmaf ' ((Z ® OL)*) in
M'(2)/M'(Z) N qGLy(Z)g".

The group M'(Z)/M'(Z) N ¢qGL,(Z)¢~' is a product over primesp such that
M'(Z,) # M'(Z,) N qGL,(Z,)q~* of groupsM’(Z,)/M'(Z,) N qGL,(Z,)q""'. Hence we need
for every suclp to give a lower bound for the image of (Z, ® O)*) in the quotient.

Let p be such prime. Using the fact thel{(Z, ® O.)*) has uniformy bounded index in
M'(Z,), we see that up to a uniformly bounded constant, the sizeedftage of'((Z, ® Or)*)
in M'(Z,)/M'(Z,) N qGL,(Z,)q" is the size oM’ (Z,,) /M'(Z,,) N qGL,(Z,)q .

The size of the seW’(Z,) /M’ (Z,)NqGLy(Z,)q " is the size of the orbit!’(Z,)-q,Z; where
g, is the image of; in GL,,(Q,). The Proposition 4.3.9 of[3] tells us that the size of thisibis
at leastep if My does not fix the lattice,Z;,. This last condition means exactly thdfl'(V;)r,
is not a torus (by Lemma 3.3.1 ofi [3]). The only thing we havdaas to check that the constant
¢ can actually be taken independentsofThe proof of the Proposition 4.3.9 ofi [3] tells us that
this constant depends only on the orders of the groups ofemted components of the stabilisers
of subspaces df} in Mg,. By the Lemmd&2]7, these orders are bounded independentlsrud
s and the subspace in question. O

The remaining task in order to prove the theofenh 2.1 is to gil®ver bound for the size of

A

the set”’((As @ L))/ ((Ar ® L)*) N M'(Q)M'(Z). We prove the following Theorem.

Theorem 2.15 Assume the GRH for CM fields. LeY¥ be a positive integer. There is a real
constant > 0 independent of the choice efand)M’ (but depending oiN) such that the size of
the set’((Ar @ L)*)/r'((Ar ® L)*) N M'(Q)M'(Z) is at least:1og(d,)".

Proof. In what follows, we writeM for M’ andr for r' to simplify the notations. Let; be

the degree of. overQ. Letm > 0 be an integer at mo% and letp,...,p,, bem
distinct primes split in. and smaller thatog(d;)®. Their existence is provided by the effective
Chebotarev theorem (under GRH), providgds bigger than some absolute constant, which we
assume. We refer to the Proposition 8.2 6f [2] for the exatestent of the effective Chebotarev
theorem that we use. For eack- 1,...,m, we choose a place of L lying overp;. We let P,

be the uniformiser at the plaee. Letn,...,n,, be integers satisfyingu;| < N. Let I be the
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element of(A; ® L)* that equals”" at the place), fori = 1,...,m and1 elsewhere. Suppose

A

thatr(7) belongs toM (Q)M (Z). Letw be a corresponding element df(Q) (this element is
defined up to an element @/ (Q) N M (Z) which is, by the PropositioR 2.8, a finite group of
uniformly bounded order). Let, as befofE be the toruskes; oG,,;. Recall that there is a set
X C X*(T) such that the representatiorof 7" gives a decompositiol, = @,cxV, which is
Galois invariant. Let be the cardinality oft’ and let(m, . .., 74) be thed elements of.* which
are images ofr by thed characters iX’. The fieldQ(m, ..., m,;) is Galois because the s&tis

Galois invariant.
Lemma 2.16 Suppose that not all; are zero. Then the fiel@(m, ..., ny) is L.

Proof. It suffices to prove that the groupal(L/Q(m, ..., 7)) acts trivially onQ @ X*(M)
(alternatively onQ ® X. (M), X.(M) being the group of cocharacters).

To simplify the exposition we suppose that = 1 (the general case is done using exactly
the same arguments). Letbe an element ofzal(L/Q(m,...,7;)). So we have a primg
splitting L, we choose a plaaeof L lying overp and a uniformiseP atv. We consider the idele
I = P" with n > 1 some integer. We suppose th&f) belongs toM (Q)M(Z). As p splits
M, we haveM (Q,) = Hom(X*(M),Q;) = X.(M) ® Q. It follows that the evaluation map
v,: Q5 — Z induces an isomorphism betweaf(Q,)/M(Z,) and the group of cocharacters
X.(M) of M. Let K be the kernel of, then we have an exact sequencé&efector spaces with

Gal(Q/Q)-action
0 —-QeX.(K)— Qe X,(T) — Q® X.(M) — 0.

It suffices to prove that acts trivially onQ® (X.(7')/ X.(K)). Sinceo fixes eachr; and the set
of m; is G'r-invariant,o fixes all the elements(71) of M (Q,)/M(Z,) with T ranging through
Gr. The Galois action on/(Q,)/M(Z,) is being given by identifying it withX, (1) which
has a Galois action. Since the morphisfpn(7') — X..(M) is surjective, for any- in G, we
haveor] = 71N Q® (X.(T)/X.(K)). Letey, ..., e,, be the basis o ® X.(T') given by the
thenth powers of uniformisers at the places lying opeirheirimages iQ @ (X.(7")/X.(K))
generate this vector space. Sincfixes these elements,acts trivially onQ ® (X.(7")/ X.(K)).
The claim follows. O

Let = be the integelp; - - - p,,,)* with k the integer from the Propositidn2.4. Letbe a
character int. The element(I) of (A¢®L)* belongs t&Z®0 . On the other hand this element
is of the forma; (for somei) times some element (QZ ®Op)*. Itfollows thatzm; isin Oy. We
replacer; with z7;. The fact thatyy is the identity shows that,7; is 22 = (p; - - - p,, )2V, The
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field Q(my, ..., mq) is L. Let us choose a badhs, . . ., b,, of L overQ consisting of monomials

in 7,...,mq of degree bounded by a constant depending.pronly. The discriminant of the
rng Zbs, . .., by, ] is the discriminant of the matrid whose entriesi;; are A;; = Try,q(b:b;).

The absolute values of th&;; are bounded by a uniform power @f; - - - p,,)¥. We see that the
discrimiant of A is the sum of.; ! terms whose absolute values are bounded by a uniform power
of (p1 -+ pn)Y hence there is a uniform constarguch that

|discZ[by, ..., bp, ]| < (p1- - o)™
SinceZlb,, ..., b,, ] is an order inD ., we have
|discZ[by, ..., by, || > dL
Replacingt with 5¢, we get the following inequality
log(dp)N™ > dy,

Hence, if] is such that-(I) belongs tal/ (Q) M (Z), then

log(dy)
tloglog(dy)

Let us now consider elements pf; ® L)* that equalP™ at the placey; and1 outside of the

placesy; and whergn;| < N/2 with N andm are such thatvm < %. From the above

inequality it follows that these elements have distinct-tmrial images inM (A;) /M (Q)M (Z)

A

by r. It follows that the set((Af ® L)*)/r((As ® L)*) N M(Q)M (Z) contains at leastV/2)™
elements ifN andm being such thatvm < %. Takingm = WM (which is
possible by the effective Chebotarev), we easily see(tNa2)™ is at least:log(d. )" elements

wherec is some real positive constant not depending @bt of course depending o). [

Nm >

3 Proof of main results.

In this section we prove the Theorems] 1.2 1.3.

Let (G, X) be a Shimura datum anl a compact open subgroup @#(A¢). Let C' be an
irreducible closed algebraic curve $hx (G, X) containing an infinite set of special points.
For any special point of C' we let L, be the splitting field of the Mumford-Tate group of some
elements lying overs and we letd, be the absolute value of the discriminant/qf

Proposition 3.1 Suppose that the discriminant bf is bounded as ranges througk. ThenC
is of Hodge type.

12



Proof. We can assume thét is semisimple of adjoint type (passing to the adjoint groapsd
not change the property @f being of Hodge type by the Proposition 2.2 pf [3] and does not
change the property thdi,, is bounded). Let us choose some faithful representdtiaf G.
Since the discriminant of.; is bounded as ranges througlt;, there are only finitely many
possibilities forL,. Hence we can assume that for all poists ¥, the field L, is the same
field L. For anys in 3, we let3 be an element ok such thats = (3, g) for someg in G(A;).
The reciprocity morphism; gives a rational representation of the toiius= Res; oG, ;. This
representation corresponds to a direct sum decompositicA @,y V, for some subset’ of
X*(T). As before, we identify thé&,-module X*(7") with Z[G ] and enumerate elements of
G, thus getting a basis fok*(7"). Using the fact that coordinates of the characters in th&'set
are bounded in absolute value bywhich does not depend on(Propositior Z1), we see that
there are only finitely many possibilities for the sétass ranges through.. Hence, possibly
replacingX by an infinite subset, we can and do assume that th& getconstant as ranges
through. We can further assume that the dimensions oflithare constant. We now see that
the Q-Hodge stucture¥; are isomorphic as ranges through.. HenceC' is of Hodge type by
the main theorem of [3]. O

From the proof of this Proposition the Theoréml 1.3 followadded, letC' be a curve in
Shy (G, X)) that contains an infinite sét of points such that the corresponding Mumford-Tate
groups are isomorphic &-tori. Since the Mumford-Tate groups of pointsXfare isomorphic,
they have the same splitting field. From the proof of the alqmeposition, it follows that”
contains an infinite set of special points such that@hdodge structures corresponding to these
points via some faithful representation@flie in one isomorphism class. By the main result of
[3], C is of Hodge type.

In what follows we assume thdt _ is unbounded as ranges through.. From Propositions
2.1 and 2.2 ofiB], it follows that we can assuiido be semisimple of adjoint type arddto be
Hodge generic. Writéx = GG; x - - - x GG, whereG; are simple. We can and do assume that
is the product of compact open subgroupsof the G(Q,) and that is neat. Choose a faithful
representatiof” of G through which we view- as a closed subgroup 6fL,, o such thatx is in
GL,(Z). Also choose d -invariant lattice in//,,. This gives a variation df-Hodge structure on
Shy (G, X) (Section 3.2 ofi[B]). LetX ™ be a connected component®f After possibly having
replacedC' by an irreducible component of its image under a suitablekel@orrespondence
we can and do assume th@tis contained in the imagg of X* x {1} in Shx(G, X). Since
C contains an infinite set of special points which areSin (G, X)(Q), C is defined over a
Galois number field®' containing the reflex field ofGG, X') (as an absolutely irreducible closed
subscheme’r of Sh (G, X)r).
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Proposition 3.2 Assume the GRH for CM fields. There is a primend a point in X which
have the following properties

1. p splitsMT(Vj).
2. MT(V;)g, is a torus.

3. Letk be an integer as in the Corrollary 7.4.4df [3]. THERI(Q/F) - s| > p*.

Proof. Let, as in the section 7 of][3], define the functian — 7Z as follows. Fors in X, let
i(s) be the number of prime numbersuch thab T (V;)g, is not a torus. Then, by the Theorem
27, there exist real;, > 0 andc, > 0 such that for any in X we have

1Gal(Q/F) - 5| > ¢ log(dy, ) i i(s)!

wherek is the integer from the Corollary 7.4.4 afl [3]. Using this quality and the effective
Chebotarev theorem (in the form stated in the Propositi@no8J2]) we see that the number
of primes split inL, and smaller thanGal(Q/F) - s|'/* is bigger thani(s) whend;_ is large
enough. This finishes the proof of the proposition. 0J

Take a primep and a points given by the previous proposition. Let be an element of7(Q,,)
given by the Corollary 7.4.4 of[3] (this Corrolary can be bggbecause of our PropositibnP.6).
Then some Galois conjugate ofs in C' N T,,C and sinceC' N7T,,C is defined ovel’ the whole
Galois orbit ofs is contained inC' N T,,,C. If the intersectiorC' N T,,,C was finite, its cardinality
would be smaller thap*. By the choice of) ands, this intersection can not be finite hencas
contained ir7;,,C. We conclude that’ is of Hodge type using the Theorem 7.1af [3].
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