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DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATIONS AND FOLIATIONS
by MicHaeL McQUILLAN

AsstrACT. — In this paper we indicate the proof of an effective version of the Green-Griffiths conjecture
for surfaces of general type and positive second Segre class (i.e. ¢} > ¢;). Naturally this effective version is stronger
than the Green-Griffiths conjecture itself.

0. Introduction

Let X be a regular projective scheme over a base S, and H an ample divisor on X.
Ultimately we will only be interested in S = Spec C, but for the moment we allow the
possibility that S = Spec 0 where @ is the ring of integers in an algebraic number field or
indeed a function field. Our interest will concern maps f: Y — X where Y has several
possible flavours. If S = Spec G then Y may be either a finite ramified cover of P! or even
a finite ramified cover p : Y — C, while if S = Spec 0 then of course Y = Spec @’ where
0’ is a finite integrally closed extension of @. In any case if wy, is the dualising sheaf
then subject to suitable metricisation, and according to the flavour we may measure the
heights h, (f), ha(f) of f with respect to wy,s and H respectively (). Equally we may
also measure the ramification of f over a suitable base, i.e. its so called discriminant d( f),
in the case where Y is a smooth curve this is just the degree of the canonical bundle of Y
plus twice the degree of the cover, while in the arithmetic case it would be the logarithm of
the discriminant of the appropriate number field (?).

With these preliminaries in mind we may state the relevant conjecture of Lang,
Vojta et al. (cf. [VI]) regardless of the flavour:

Conjecture 0.0. — There exists a constant « and a proper subscheme Z of X such that for
any f whose generic point does not lie in Z we have

Pois( S) < 0d(f) + o(ha(S)),

where the  little o > term is used to indicate that the error term tends to zero as the height of f goes
to infinity.

(1) Note when we are in the case of a finite ramified cover over C, this must all be done at a fixed radius
r>0,ie if Y(r) = p1{z:|z| < r} then what we measure is the height of f: Y(r) = X. The appropriate defi-
nitions will be given in I, § 0.2.

(3) The same caveat as previously applies for ramified covers of the complex line.
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122 MICHAEL McQUILLAN

The said conjecture is therefore the so-called effective or hard version of what are
termed problems of Mordell type (arithmetic case) or Green-Griffiths type (incomplete
curve case), i.e. observe that if X ® 2(S) has general type then the conjecture implies
that the rational points of X cannot be Zariski dense or in its analytic flavour that no
holomorphic map f: C — X can have a Zariski dense image.

Let us recall that if S = Spec C and X, Y are both smooth curves then the conjecture
is a trivial exercise (i.e. the Riemann-Hurwitz theorem). Equally for X still a curve but
Y now a ramified cover of C then the conjecture is basically Nevanlinna’s Second Main
Theorem (cf. [L-C]), and is already significantly less trivial, while in the arithmetic case,
i.e. X®E(S) a curve, an elegant proof for £(S) a field of functions may be found in the
work of Vojta, cf. [V2], however for @ a ring of algebraic integers there are no known
non-trivial cases, and indeed if it were known for even one curve of genus at least two
then it would imply the a, b, ¢-conjecture. In higher dimensions we may certainly note
that for Y a complete or incomplete curve the conjecture is known if X has ample
cotangent bundle, or if X is a subvariety of an abelian variety (). Otherwise the single
non-trivial higher dimensional case which is known for any of the flavours is the following
theorem of Bogomolov (cf. [B1] or [D]) viz:

Theorem 0.1 (Bogomolov). — Let X |G be a smooth projective surface of general type
with 55(X) > 0 (i.e. ¢;(X)2> ¢y(X)); then there exist constants o and B such that for any map
Y =X, where Y is a smooth complete curve, we have

he (f) < ad(f) + B.

Our goal will be to generalise this to the case of Nevanlinna theory and to prove
a semi-effective version of the Green-Griffiths conjecture for such surfaces, i.e.

Theorem 0.2. — Let X/C be a smooth projective surface of general type with so(X) > 0;
then there exists a proper subvariety Z of X such that if Y - X (%) s a finite ramified cover of G
o
C
mapping to X, but not contained in Z, then after a possible base extension,
Y* g
x /X
) D Y— f
c $ l
C

T

(1) We are not sure that this is actually proved elsewhere in the case of Nevanlinna theory, but we give a
proof in the spirit of this article in [M3].

(3) Throughout this introduction, and indeed throughout the manuscript, this is to be understood wherever
it is written under the assumption that the ramification of f and p are mutually disjoint, and indeed both disjoint
from the fibre over zero. This evidently involves little or no loss of generality.
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where h € T'(Og) is étale, and g = K" f, there is a constant «, depending on g, such that
h(8(r)) < @ d(g(r)) + o(ka(g(r)))

Sor all r e R, outside a set of finite Lebesgue measure.

We make a couple of remarks. In the first place observe that the Green-Griffiths
conjecture for such surfaces (i.e. there is no holomorphic map f: G — X with Zariski
dense image) is a trivial corollary, but the theorem is strictly stronger than this; indeed
it is stronger than the analogue in Nevanlinna theory of asking that the curves of a fixed
genus on such surfaces are bounded in moduli (which is how Bogomolov’s theorem is
stated, although in turn it is stronger than this) as opposed to simply knowing that there
are finitely many rational or elliptic curves on the surface. The étale base extension in
the theorem is necessitated by the methodology, since without it we could do no better
than an error term of the form O(rhy?*°(f(r))) although if the surface has positive
61(X)? — 265(X)

3

index, i.e. 7(X) = > 0, then we have

Theorem 0.3. — Let X|C be a smooth projective surface of gemeral type and posi-

tive index then there exists a proper subvariety Z and o> 0 such that, if Y e X is a finite
o

ramified cover of G mapping to X but not contained in Z, then G

e (f (1)) < 0 d(f(r)) + O(log 7 + log kg (f(1)))-

The stated inequality being valid for all 7 outside a set of finite measure depending on f,
and all implied constants being effective.

This latter theorem is in fact a trivial consequence (modulo work of Bogomolov
and Miyaoka, cf. [B2] and [Mil]) of our tautological inequality which as well as being
a key step towards Theorem 0.2 is of independent interest, viz

Theorem A. — Let X be a smooth projective variety, Y - X a map from a ramified cover

)
C
of the complex line and f': X — P(Qx) (*) it’s derivative with Opqy\(1) the tautological bundle, then

hopy,w(f'(1) < d(f(r)) + O(log 7 + log hg(f(1))),

where again the stated inequality is valid for all r outside a set of finite measure depending on f, and
all the implied constants are effective.

(1) Throughout we employ the conventions of E.G.A. on projective tangent bundles, as they seem to us techni-
cally advantageous.
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Now the method of proof of Theorem A () is our method of dynamic diophantine
approximation in Nevanlinna theory as introduced in [M1], and based on ideas in
Faltings, [F], and Vojta, [V3]. Its proof will be the object of Chapter I, wherein some
further introduction will be found. Although to our knowledge Theorem A implies all
known “ Main Theorem Type ” results for ramified covers of the complex line, it is
still far from proving Theorem 0.2, for which we need

Theorem B. — Let X be a surface of general type and Y - X a map from a finite ramified
I»
C

cover of the complex line with Zariski dense tmage, which is a leaf of a foliation on X. Then after
a possible étale base change a la Theorem 0.2, there is a constant «, depending on g, such that

b (8(r)) < @ d(g(r)) + o(hu(g(r))),

where again r € R, is excluded from a set of finite measure depending on f.

We remark that the constant « is shown to exist by the Hodge-Index Theorem,
and therefore seems by this method to be hopelessly ineffective (*). In any case along
with the aforesaid method of dynamic diophantine approximation, the essential ingre-
dients are the * semi-positivity  of the cotangent bundle as demonstrated by Miyaoka,
and a theory of ¢ residual heights >’ along foliations. More will be said in the introduction
to Chapter II, wherein Theorem B will be proved.

It remains to thank Dan Abramovich, Jean-Benoit Bost, Fabrizio Catanese, Alain
Connes, Ofer Gabber, Nick Shepherd-Baron and Paul Vojta for their help, and of course
Cécile for her typing. We apologize in advance to those who expected positive charac-
teristic arguments in this paper, but they are implicit in the use of the above theorem
of Miyaoka—which we failed to improve on.

I. DYNAMIC DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATION
0. Introduction

0.1. Relation with arithmetic

Classically in arithmetic the method of diophantine approximation was considered
as proceeding along the following lines, viz

Suppose a variety X has more rational points than expected, then one finds some
sort of polynomial F and points #,, ..., ,, such that F(x,, ..., x,,) = 0 for some purely

(*) Noguchi has brought to our attention that a weak version of Theorem A was already proved by himself
in [No].
(*) Added in proof: M. Brunella, Courbes entitres et feuilletages holomorphes, has communicated to us some
simplifications of our argument which in fact permit a best possible determination of a, i.e. 1 + ¢.
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formal reason, then do a lot of hard work to show that this does not happen. Viewed
from the perspective of Arakelov theory the process is clearer, the choosing of the poly-
nomial F corresponds to a line bundle L, say, on some auxiliary variety W associated
to X (e.g. in the work of Faltings and Vojta, cf. [F], [V3] and [V4], W = X", and L
is cooked up with the help of the so-called Poincaré bundles), further one has a point
w € W by virtue of the points on X, and for purely formal reasons one knows that the
intersection ¢; (L) N w is negative. Subsequently one then does the hard work to produce
sections on L or something close to L which do not vanish at w, whence obtaining a
contradiction.

Ultimately the diophantine approximation is just an application of the celebrated
principle of calculating the same thing in two different ways, with a view to proving
a non-trivial theorem (or proving that Wittgenstein was right all along, depending on
your point of view). The particular thing which we are calculating being an Arakelov
intersection number.

On the other hand, given a line bundle L on a variety X and a curve Y one might
hope to calculate the intersection number ¢,;(L) Nn'Y by any manner of means, e.g. a
formal calculation such as adjunction, a dynamic intersection (cf. [Fu])—i.e. one finds
a family of curves Y, - Y and proceeds to justify a  principle of continuity ”, viz:
(L) nY, - ¢, (L) n Y—or some mélange of these such as deformation to the normal
cone.

Now it would be nice to believe that dynamic intersection may be possible in
Arakelov theory, though currently the theory is purely static, i.e. there is no moving
lemma, and naive efforts at a ¢ principle of continuity > will certainly flounder due to
the obstruction posed by Ullmo’s Theorem, cf. [U]. However if we instead turn our
attention to Nevanlinna theory, then it is not unreasonable to believe that a * principle
of continuity >’ will be justifiable, and indeed we find that it is, though how universal
it may be we are not sure since we tend to justify it as needs require. Evidently due to
the presence of “ metricised terms at infinity *°, justifying the said principle will be less
straightforward than that for complete curves. Ultimately, however, this method appears
to be at its most powerfull in studying problems on defect relations, cf. [M2], while for
the purposes of proving Theorem A we have a quasi-formal calculation based on the
deformation to the normal cone. Nevertheless, we present both approaches.

0.2. Notations and generalities

Throughout, X/C will be a smooth projective complex variety, H an ample line
bundle on X, p:Y — G a finite ramified cover and f:Y — X a holomorphic map.
For purely technical reasons (cf. 1.1) we impose the condition that the ramification
loci of f and p are pairwise disjoint, and indeed both disjoint from p~*(0).

Now let I?E(X) be the group of metricised Cartier divisors, i.e. Gartier divisors
with metric, while for r e R, let Y(r) := p7*{A,}, where A, C C is the disc of radius 7.
We have:
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Definition 0.2.1. — Let D € Pic(X). Then we define the height ks(f(r)) of f at r to be,
dt =
msre) =[5 ),
0 Y(8)

where ¢;(D) € A¥Y(X) is the usual chern class. Equally we will employ the classical notation

T, 5(r) = ks(f(r)) if it is computationally convenient, or even Y(r)-,D, should the desire to be
more geomelrical take us.

Observe that the height is trivially additive with respect to metricised divisors
and that we have the so called Green-Jensen formula of Nevanlinna, i.e. if s is a mero-
morphic section of Ox(D), and 7 indicates a local coordinate about any y e p~1(0),
then, provided that f is contained in neither the zeros or poles of s,

|~ a1 ()

+logr X ord,(f* s)-l—— 2 hmlog{—llj—[—sl—lf—}.

.
yE N0 2 ye 7y 10 |y [Fordyr o

(0.2.2) hs(f(N) = = ord,(f*s)log

o<|om|<r

In particular if D is effective then Ag(f(r)) > Op(1), i.e. a constant depending on D,
while if D, D correspond to different metrics on the same underlying Cartier divisor
then in fact, |Ag(f(r)) — h5(f(r)) | < O(1), the implied constant being dependent

on D and D. Whence unless there is cause to worry about it, any dependence on the
metric will be notationally ignored.
Similarly we associate a discriminant to f as follows:

Definition 0.2.3. — Notations as above; then

(1) N! Rs,m(f) = > ordv(R log l
' 0< o] < r )
(11) Np, Ra.m( ) = > ordy(R ) log
o< | |<r

(i) d(f (") 1= Np, zam(r) — Ny gan(7),
where R, R are the ramification divisors of f and p respectively.

Remark 0.2.4. — One ought to think of f(Y(r)) C X as the object of our study,
hence the appearance of the f ramification in our discriminant, rather than just the
p-ramification as found in arithmetic.

Now observe that if P(Q}) is the projective tangent bundle of X, then we have
the derivative, f':Y — P(Q}) lifting f, thus we may state:

Theorem 0.2.5 (Tautological Inequality). — For r € R outside a set of finite measure,

hopaym(Sf' (1)) < d(f(r)) + O(log h(f(r)) + log).
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Remark 0.2.6. — The implied constant is effective, about 4 will do, plus some
constant terms which may be evaluated as the leading terms of appropriate Taylor series.

0.3. Some estimates

Although the following will play no role in this chapter—rather they will arise
naturally in the context of foliations—this seems the appropriate place to consider height
estimates of boundary forms on X. We begin with a definition.

Definition 0.3.1. — For r> 0 and v € A*(X) we define the height transform:
dt
T = [ [
0 Y(t)

Remarks 0.3.2. — (i) Evidently T,(r) may be viewed as a current on X.
(ii) We will employ the same notations and conventions even if 7 is simply 2,
provided that the height transform exists.

Now unlike the current of integration associated to a complete curve, T,(r) is
certainly not closed, so its value on boundaries may be a priori quite big. However
observe that if 4 is (1, 1), d-closed, and a & or d-boundary, then in fact = dd°p for
some smooth ¢ on X (cf. [So]), so that | T,(r) (n) | is bounded by a constant independent
of r. The goal of this section will be to show that—under suitable hypothesis—such a
result holds more generally if we only know that % is a & or @ boundary.

We suppose in what follows that f does not factor through a complete curve on X;
then our estimate is

Proposition 0.83.8. — There exists an étale map h € T'(O;) and a set ECR of finite
measure such that, if ¢ € A¥°(X) and

\x

L 1

is the corresponding base change, then
| The g(r) (%) | < Ty rn(r), Vré¢E.

Remarks 0.3.4. — (i) Although % and E are independent of ¢, it is clear that the
“little o > term depends on ¢.

(ii) Equally we have the same thing for &¢, where ¢ € A>*(X).
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Proof. — We confine ourselves to the case Y = C for simplicity of notation, and
begin by calculating T,(r) (99) in order to establish what sort of & we ought to look for.
Since C is of dimension 1, Stokes’ theorem gives:

10 @ =[ 5[ re

Now if we write f* ¢ = ®.dz for some smooth ® on C and further choose a metric
on H such that ¢,(H) is a positive (1, 1)-form, then we may define | f |* by the formula

dz A dz
— 2m

Sfra(H) = |f |2

and we conclude by the compactness of X that
o] <]f 1,

from which we compute that
I Ty0) o) | < [ 17" dr.do;

on the other hand we observe that

1 , 1o Ldt dO
Toal) = [ 1771
So that by Cauchy-Schwarz we have
(0.3.5) | Ty(r) (@9) | < { 7T} u(r) }**. (log r)** + O(1),

where all the implied constants depend on ¢. On the other hand T, x(r) is increasing,
so by [L-C] (I.3.1) (or cf. 2.3.5-2.3.6) we know that there is a set of finite measure
E CR such that

T}H() fH(r){longH()}z, Vr¢E,
so we obtain

| Ty(r) (39) | < T, n(r)"®log T, x(r) (rlog r)*",

for all r outside a set of finite measure depending only on f. Consequently the proposition
will follow on showing that we may make a good choice of % such that the order of growth
of T,., u(r) is sufficiently large. Intuitively & = exp(exp(z)) ought to be more than
adequate, and this is indeed true. We give a few details:

Fact 0.3.6. — Hpypothesis on f as given, then
Texp‘f,H(r) > TI,H(exp(r/2)) + o(1).
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Progof. — Put V(r) -f Sf*e¢(H), then we seek to estimate f exp* f* cl(H) in

Dy
terms of V(¢) for ¢ sufficiently large about bigger than 8= will be perfectly adequate,
Let us put n = [é] and, for 1 < 2< n, consider the following diagram which ought

to illuminate our strategy:

Im(z) =y
A

it |

2nni
21tki
2n(k—1)i

On the boundary of the region R, as indicated in the diagram we have that
x> 4/{167%n® — 4n*n*} > #/2

whence J exp* f*¢,(H) > f o,
B Afexp(t/2), 1)
where A(exp(#/2), 1) is the annulus { z: 1 < | z| < exp(#/2) }. Consequently,

f exp’ f* ¢ (H) > 2 kE f exp’ f* ¢,(H) » tf fe
Dy =1 B.'k

Afexp(t/2), 1)
= t{V(exp(#/2)) — V(1) }.
However by hypothesis f does not factor through a complete curve and so V() — o as

t — oo, whence for ¢ sufficiently large %V(exp(t/2)) > V(1) and we obtain

Texr 1,u(r) > T, n(exp(7/2)) + O(1),

as required.

Necessarily, k(z) = exp(exp(z)) is more than adequate for our purposes, since by
hypothesis no multiple of log r can bound T, y(r). Consequently we could even take
exp(z?), and allow for a little extra-ramification.

17
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Remarks 0.3.7. — (i) The proof works equally well as an estimate for integrals

of the form
T dt
f 7 VA
0

where ¢ is a 1-form on X whose coefficients may be bounded on a finite number of
polydiscs, and will indeed be so employed.

(ii) A priori one might express philosophical doubts about using such a cheap
trick as reparametrisation by double exponential on the left in order to deduce anything
remotely useful in the context of the Green-Griffiths conjecture. More precisely if we
were to believe the analogue in Nevanlinna theory of Manin’s conjectures on the
growth rates of rational points (cf. [L1]), then the growth rates of incomplete
curves— “‘suitably normalised ”—ought to give us much information about the effec-
tive cone in NS,(X). However from the latter point of view we are interested in dedu-
cing algebraic structure from the growth rates, while what actually concerns us is
deducing something about rates of growth from algebraic structure. Consequently
there is nothing paradoxical about re-parametrising in this way. Indeed the arith-
metic analogue would be simply to take a sparse subset of an infinite set of rational
points.

0.4. Lelong numbers, currents and cohomology

We proceed to refine some of the notations introduced in the previous section,
with a view to their eventual application in the chapter on foliations. In particular
f:Y — X will be assumed to be suitably re-parametrized in order that 0.3.3 is satisfied,
and any subsets of the real line appearing will be supposed to exclude a specified set
of finite measure, certainly containing that indicated in the said proposition. Our
starting point is:

Definition 0.4.1. — Let z € X(C) with f~2(2) Nnp~1(0) = 0, { x;} a local coordinate
system at z, and € > 0. Then we define

1
'V‘f,z(% 1') = ;2 Tf(r) { 1: dd’ ” x ”2 },
where || x ||> = 2| %, |°, and 1, is the characteristic function of the disc { || x || < e}.
Remark 0.4.2. — Now although a priori the definition appears to depend on the
choice of local coordinates the standard comparison theorems for Lelong numbers,

cf. [Del], will subsequently justify this omission from the notations.
In any case if we define a counting function a la 0.2.3 for f at z by taking the
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corresponding order function as that for the exceptional divisor E of the blow-up
w:X — X of X in z, then a standard integration by parts yields

3

3| sl =150 e () + s
oY(r) € g

Now let us step back a little, and view the T,(r) (resp. T7(r), where Fifts fto X)

1
m T,(r) (resp.

T;(r)) is a family of bounded currents, so that for any sequence r, — oo,

2 d
043)  Yifen =N -, f f*{islog@}p* (2—0)
oY ()

as currents on X (resp. X). Moreover in the weak topology ®@(r) :=

By L
) ,H()

we may find a subsequence R = (r,) such that ®(r,) (resp. ®(r,)) converges weakly
to @y (resp. @y), say. In addition 0.3.3 being satisfied implies that ®; (resp. ®y) is
a closed positive current, and we have:

Proposition 0.4.4. — If v(z, Dy) denotes the Lelong number of @y at z, then

_ 7 (ra) E(E)) T,(r)
v(z, @p) = lm Tj’(’“)_(jﬁ’)“) + i B T,jn(r,,,)

(1. dd°log || = [*).

Progf. — Immediate from 0.4.3. O

T7(ra) (@2(E))
T, (ra) (&,(FD)
theoretic point of view, to be called the multiplicity of f at z. Unfortunately, in this more
general context, we cannot seems to prove an analogue of the classical ¢ Lelong number
= multiplicity ” type theorem. This inevitably leads to complications.

(ii) In the Lelong number minus multiplicity error term, it is intended that it
should be understood naively as a height transform, not as a current.

Remarks 0.4.5. — (i) The quantity lim deserves, from an intersection

The next step is to specialize to X a surface, and to give a more geometric inter-
pretation of the error term. In particular we suppose that H is in fact very ample, so
that there is a natural semi-positive metric on n* H® EV deduced from a Fubini-Study
type metric on H, and A = n* H®2® EV is very ample. Whence, on using the above
recipe to metricize A we may consider the measure || @y || := @5 A 6,(A) on X and
deduce:

Proposition 0.4.6. — Notations and suppositions as given, then

o) (1, diog 11 17) = [ 4211 all = [ 68 i

lim lim
£, H( m)

£—>0 rm—>ao

where the implied measure on E is precisely that induced by ¢,(A).
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Progf. — The first equality is basically the definition, while the second is a straight-
forward application of the dominated convergence theorem and Fubini’s theorem. O

Finally we close this section by making some simple remarks on the functoriality
of these definitions. To achieve this we will assume that f has Zariski dense image, and
denote by B € NS'(X; Q) the class of a big rational divisor, whence we define:

Definition 0.4.7. — A sequence R = (r,) C R, is said to be convergent for the pair ( f, B)

if the weak limit of currents T,(r,) exists.

1
Ty(ra) (B)
Remarks 0.4.8. — (i) In light of our assumptions regarding the height of f along
the boundary of 1-forms, the normalizing factor T,(r,) (B) is essentially independent of
our choice of lifting of § to a (1, 1)-form.
(ii) The height of f along 8 certainly dominates a multiple of the height along
an ample bundle, by virtue of the assumption that f is non-degenerate.

Now all this being so, consider the following data:

(i) A proper generically finite morphism = : XX, together with a lifting
Y >Xof £

(i) A big class p € NS'(X)q, whence necessarily =* B is also big.

(iii) A sequence R = (r,) C R, which is convergent for ( f, B) and ( f =* B)—neces-
sarily any unbounded sequence in R, contains such a sequence.

Then, with this data:

Proposition 0.4.9. — We have the equality n*(an) = 0.

Proof. — Yet another direct application of the definitions. O

In this way we can therefore use the harmonic projection on X to define for any
suitable R, convergent for ( f; B), a cohomology class ¢g, or just ¢ should there be no
confusion, associated—all be it rather non-canonically—to f, which satisfies a not
unreasonable type of functoriality. In any case a final, and trivial, observation is:

Proposition 0.4.10. — Notations as above (so that in particular f has Zariski dense image),
then for X a surface oy is nef, and consequently ¢% > 0.

1. Deformation to the normal cone of the diagonal
1.1. Basic construction

This will of course follow Fulton, cf. [Fu]. Philosophically speaking if we wish to
estimate the derivative of something, then not only should we use the diagonal, but an
infinitesimal neighbourhood of it, i.e. Fulton’s deformation to the normal cone. The
construction is best seen by a diagram, and our notations will be fixed as those which
are found therein.
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A F L paleoy=4Axi

/v /

F 1
S F W=Bl, XxXxP) |V

(1.1.1) _
Y = Ay Ay x1=X
A F
/ v/
Bl,, ;0 (Y X Y) = X x X xP'

The map F is initially constructed as the rational map

SXfX[p:p]: Y XY ->X XX XP,

which is resolved by blowing up in (p X p)~(0), S is some further resolution, which
may involve an infinite sequence of blow-ups since f is a priori holomorphic; however
the essential point is that this resolution does not involve blowing up any point on the
diagonal, since the condition that f and p have disjoint ramifications ensures that the

excess intersection F~!(A X 1) — A, contains no double points on Ay itself. Obviously
all the other arrows denoted by F naturally derive themselves from this one.

Note in addition that the maps from S (resp. Bl , ,-1(Y X Y)) to Y X Y will
also be denoted by v, while the i-th-projection, i = 1 or 2, be it from W, X x X x P!,
or X X X (resp. Y X Y) to X (resp. Y) will be denoted by =; while the projection
from W or X X X X P! to P! will be denoted by .

1.2. Why bother?

TN . . ~
Observe that A X 1[3%7 = Opgreon(— 1) so if we can deform suitably Ay we
will obtain a dynamic intersection estimate for — kg, Lo ox o |z, (1), at any

r €e R, and since anything off the diagonal ought to have positive height with respect
to AX 1, we ought to deduce an upper bound for h@mn§@ cox)(l)(F |z, (r)). Let us

therefore consider the map, F:Y — P(Q} ® Of) in more detail. In local coordinates

JA®))
()
[0] := P(Ox) — P(Qx ® O)

it is given by y [ (), ], so that blowing up in the zero section,

ought to give us a measure of the ramification.
For the moment let us denote P(Q} ® 0y) by P, and note that the short exact
sequence of sheaves of graded algebras,

0 - Sym(Q% @ Ox) (— 1) ®,, Q% — Sym(Qf ® Ox) — Sym(Ox) -0,
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gives rise to a surjection, Op(— 1) ®,, v Q; — S, and whence a diagram,

V:i=Bly(P) < P(Oy(— 1) &, v Q)

I !>

(1.2.1) P« —  PxPQ
X P(Q;i)

So that,

(1.2.2) v Op(1) = " Opiu,(1) ®g, O5([01),

and consequently an upper bound for the height with respect to @p(1) is exactly what
we need to prove Theorem A, in the case of the complex line. Equally for arbitrary
ramified covers, we need only observe that 0p(1) is represented by the hyperplane at oo,
viz: [o0] := P(Q}) & P(Q} @ O), whose finite intersection with F is certainly the
discriminant, and whence we need only control the so-called proximity term in the
intersection, which turns out to require little other than some basic measure theory.

2. Dynamic approximation

2.1. Notations and remarks

Throughout this section we will confine ourselves to specific dynamic intersection
estimates for the situation of § 1, with our notations fixed as those therein. In addition
we will only give the details for Y = C, since the method is based on integral repre-
sentations of holomorphic functions, which do not generalize well, while the defor-
mations of Ay <Y X Y will in general have essential singularities, thus adding insult
to injury, although when Y admits a compactification an alternative approach is provided
to a dynamic intersection estimate by taking so-called Vojta divisors (cf. [V3] or [Bo])
onY X Y.

Nevertheless it will be clear that there is a certain amount of generality in the
techniques which we will employ, though as previously remarked they are by no stretch
of the imagination universal. We note in addition that the ideas proposed are funda-
mental to the more sophisticated and aforesaid proximity estimates in [M2].

2.2. The deformation

From now on Y = C, and taking G X C = A X Al, where the perpendicular is
taken with respect to the standard inner product, gives us our rather trivial deformation
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of the diagonal in this case, In addition we denote by (£, n) the natural coordinates
on A x At and by A; , the twisted diagonal map, A;,:C —C X C: 2z~ (82, 12).
Equally there is of course a lifting Zm :C > S.

2.3. The estimates

Observe that if H is an ample line bundle on X, then for suitable m,n e N we
have that G := #n] H*® n; H" ® ©* Op,(m) ® Oy(— n AA;I) is very ample on W, and
consequently gives an embedding, W — P¥ := P(I'(W, G)V), as usual.

Note further that if we consider the composite, S — W < P¥, and denote by S’
the open subset of S obtained by removing the exceptional divisors arising from the
double point locus of f, together with the point in the exceptional divisor over zero
corresponding to § = 0, n = 1, then we may write, F = [F,, ..., Fg] : S = P, where
the F; are holomorphic functions on S’, without common zero.

Consequently equipping G with the Fubini-Study metric we obtain,

(2.3.1) B F0) = 5| L JoB 11 e F ) | () — g log | B, F(O) I

N
where ||F||2:= X |F,|2%. Now firstly observe that the variation of the term
i=0

log || Az , F(0) || with & and = is simply that of a rational curve while for | z| =1,

and almost all &, v — log || ng F(2) ||? is a well defined pluri-subharmonic function
of u, so that for all | £|> > 0, we obtain,

(2.3.2) f! | ho(B: , F(1)) w(dn) > ho(Bt o F(1)) + O(log | £ ).
n|l=¢
So that on using the additivity of the height, we have

Proposition 2.3.8. — For |£]|>e> 0,

f! - hezi(B;, F(1) — hi(B;  F(L) Yu(dn)

< 27”‘{ ha(f(|E] +¢) — ha( £ E]) } + O(log | £ ).

Remarks 2.3 .4. — (1) As noted in the above considerations, a discrete set of possible
values of £ are excluded a priori from the statement of the proposition, while the integrand
on the left is defined for almost all .

(2) The heights with respect to the ample bundle H are taken with respect to a
positive metric to guarantee that they are increasing functions of | §|, whence the
inequality on combining (2.3.2) with the definition of G. ‘
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Consequently it is natural to seek a bound for Ag(f(| €| + €)) — Ag(f( E])),
though in what follows the only property of the height that we will make use of is that
with respect to a positive metric on H it is an increasing, unbounded function of |  |.
Whence let T(x) be such a function of a real variable x > 0; then the following lemma
sets the scene:

+ Lemma 2.3.5. — Let « > 0 then for x outside a set of finite measure (depending on o)
we have

T(x + "‘r‘(lﬁ) < (1 + «) T().

Proof. — Cf. [L2], Lemma 3.7, p. 177. O

Actually, although this would suffice for many of the applications that we have in
mind, it is not, however, solely for the sake of aesthetics that we try a bit harder. Let
us fix some X > 0 to be decided and choose a positive increasing differentiable function,
¢:1:=[X, o) >R, such that:

< 03

@ o) = [ xqj"("x)

b) 3¢> 0 such that ¢'(x) < ¢ M, where the former is decreasing and the latter
tends to zero as x — co. *

Whence for example ¢(x) = { log(x) }' T8, B> 0, together with a suitable choice
of X will suit our purposes admirably. Such, so called, Khintchine functions appear in
the work of Lang and Cherry, cf. [L-C], and generalizing their thoughts a little we
obtain:

Lemma 2.3.6. — Let S: I —R., be any increasing differentiable function such that
S(x) > T(x) for all x €1; then putting (x) = 1/S(x), we have, for x outside a set of finite
Lebesgue measure,

8(, e(x)) 1= T(x + =(x)) — T(#) < O(e(*) (T (¥)) T(x)) + O(1),
where the implied constant may be taken to be 1 + v, for any ¥ > 0.
Progf. — Let us take some o > 0 and define

E:={xel:T(x + gx)) — T(x) > e(x) T(x 4 ¢(x)) $(T(x + (x)) }

and F:={er:S(x-|—S—(lx—)>>(l—l—oc)S(x)}.




DIOPHANTINE APPROXIMATIONS AND FOLIATIONS 137

We will bound the measure of E\F; observe that

T(x + &(x)) — T(x)
HEN < [ o T o) ST + <))

= (1 — xp(x)) w(dx) J*z+ e(@)
1&(x) T(x + &(x)) $(T(x + =(x)))

() (1= ()}
< LTo@on *“ D crcorw ol M

T'(y) v
< fI T(_}’) ¢(T'(}’)) H(d)’) J\ﬂ—(l-}-a) €(¥) S(x) de < o

Consequently applying Lemma 2.3.5, we conclude that E has finite measure, and a
further application of the said lemma, together with our assumptions about ¢ concludes
the proof. O

(1 — 2g(x)) p(dx)

T'(») w(@)

@

Thus combining Proposition 2.3.3 and Lemma 2.3.6 gives

Proposition 2.8.7. — Let (| £|) be a function satisfying the constraints of 2.3.3 and
2.3.6. Then, .

Lnl=s(|&|){ hxa (B F(1) — ARt o F(1)) } (dn)

<O{e(| &) Aa(S(ED) b(Aa(S(ED) } + O(lég [E1])

Jor all | €| outside a set of finite measure.

Remark 2.3.8. — As will be seen in the following section this is precisely the shape
of estimate which we need to justify a “ dynamic intersection principle ” for incomplete
curves. Needless to say the above method worked because of the peculiar shape of the
very ample bundle G, and examples indicate that perfectly natural constructions may
fail to admit such an estimate should the aforesaid peculiarities of G not be present.

2.4. Control of the proximity function, and end of demonstration
As noted in the introduction the additional difficulty in utilising a dynamic inter-
section principle for incomplete curves is presented by the metricised term at infinity, or
L —
what is classically termed the proximity function. Now in particular if s € T'(W, Oy (A x 1))

and Im(&; , F) ¢ div(s) = A % 1, then:

(2.4.1) hx(B:, F(1) = X —ord,(A;, F*s)log | z| + m(%, )

2 € D

18
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where D* is the punctured unit disc, and if ¢ is the order of Zgn F* s at zero then the
proximity function m(&, n) is given by,

~ Re T+ oll2
(@.42) mEnm) = —12[ logl| Ky, st u(dy —l—-;—log{ lim 11882 F <P }
lz]=1

lel>0 | z]|%

The compactness of W assures that the integral term appearing in (2.4.2) is

TN
bounded below by a constant depending only on the metricised divisor A x 1, which
only leaves what we may term the residue at zero to take care of, which we will denote

by T(E, 7])'
Denote by 1 €0 =X P! (the exceptional divisor over 0 in s), the point Kg’o(O), and

choose y a local generator of (DW(A/\XJI) in a neighbourhood of F(1) with || y(F(1)) || = 1.
Now observe that on some fixed small neighbourhood of 1 we may write F* s = ¢.F* v,
where ¢ is holomorphic on the said neighbourhood and the variation of || F* y || across
the neighbourhood is as small as we may subsequently choose to decide. Equally near

to 1 we may take local coordinates &, ¢ for some suitable parameter ¢ such that n = ¢£,
whence,

e
for some my, n, € N, and for a generic choice of £ and v, [7(§, n) —log| X a, ,&™ " 7"||
n=1ng

is arbitrarily small, provided that | y/€ | is smaller than some fixed a priori constant.
However applying the Green-Jensen formula for sufficiently small positive € gives

(2.4.3) fm log| X a,,, 8™ " 9" |.n(dy) > nylog e + log | a,,,, E™~™|.
=g n = ny

Whence combining (2.4.2) and (2.4.3) we obtain that for ¢ and | n/€ | less than
some suitable constant,

©.4.4) fl A, F(V) w(én) > Ollog e + log | €.

So that utilising Proposition 2. 3. 7 with a choice of

1
ha(F(1 E1)) bha(S(ED))

and {¢(x) = {log(x) }? gives, on combining with (2.4.4),
(2.4.5) hixi(8s,0 F(1)) > O(log hg(| € |) + log(| € ])).

(&) =

From which the tautological inequality immediately follows in light of (1.2.1). O
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3. A quasi-formal approach
3.1. Some observations

The space Y is necessarily Stein with a trivial Picard group and so we
may choose some global generator ¢ of the tangent bundle, and whence the map

F: Y >PQ®0) :=P,
of 1.2, should be more correctly written as y — [p( ) £.(9), £.(9)]. Further on representing
the tautological bundle @p(1) by the divisor at co it is naturally metricised by a choice

of metric on X together with the canonical metric on the trivial bundle, and in conse-
quence, up to some constant, the height of F with respect to this divisor is given by

(3.1.1) Doy (E(r))

1 | £.(9) |2 40
—N ——1 1
s 2J % {llpu)f(a) P +12.0 |2}” ( )*O‘”
3.2. The calculation

As remarked in 1.2, Theorem A must certainly follow on controlling the metricised
term in 3.1.1. This is however extremely easy. To begin with we may evidently choose
the metric on X to be induced by a positive metric on some ample line bundle H. For
convenience of calculation we will denote the height of f with respect to this metric
by T(r), and note that

“de nf.w)nh( dz d7 )
Ty = | 2| WL BH )
0= 7] ot (o
and in consequence,

('T'(r))" _ 1A 112 )
r B 2J6Y(r) |P,. Izp (277

Furthermore T(r) and rT’(r) are both increasing functions of r, so & la [L-C], a couple
of applications of 2.3.6 with ¢ = log?, or in fact a simpler variant of it, give

Lemma 3.2.1. — For all r outside a set of finite measure (depending on f) we have

J I1£(9) 1I?

v | 2:(9) |z”( ) O(TY(T)) ¢(r o($(T) T)).

The concavity of the logarithm, together with an immediate application of 3.2.1
then bounds the metricised term in 3.1.1 by an estimate of the form O(log r + log T(r)),
for r outwith a given set of finite measure, from which we conclude.
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II. FOLIATIONS

0. Introduction

0.1. Notation and Generalities

Henceforth unless stated otherwise X will denote a smooth complex surface, and
& a foliation on X, i.e. a short exact sequence of sheaves

(0.1.1) 0->N->QL >L.I, >0

where L, N are line bundles on X, and I, is the ideal of a subscheme Z of X supported
in dimension zero, which may very well fail to be reduced.

Observe that the sequence (0.1.1) gives rise to a short exact sequence of sheaves
of graded algebras

(0.1.2) 0 - N ®,, Sym Q(— 1) ——>Sme§—>”e=90L”.I;-—>O.
So that to the foliation &# we may associate the divisor
D := Proj{ @ L .17} P(QL).

Thus Opaty (D) = Opar,(1) @ n* NV,

where = : P(QY) — X is the projection, and D 5 Bl,(X), the exceptional divisor on D
being thus 7 L ® Opg1)(— 1)|p. In particular therefore D < P(Qy) is a quasi-section
of = in the sense of Reid (cf. [R]), i.e. the closure of a section s : X - P(QL) defined
everywhere except on a subset of dimension zero. Indeed there is a one-to-one corres-
pondence between quasi-sections of 7 and foliations, since given a quasi-section D — P(Q3)
with Opq1)(D) = Opgy)(1) ® n* NV, for some line bundle N on X, we obtain a short
exact sequence of the form (0.1.1) by applying =, to the injection of sheaves

(0.1.3) 0 — 7" N — Opqy(1).

For the details of this equivalence, one is again referred to the aforesaid article
of Reid.
In any case our interest will be in leaves of the fohatlon Z, i.e.

‘Definition 0.1.4. — Let Y be a smooth curve (complete or incomplete) and f: Y — X
a morphism; then f—or simply Y if there is no confusion—is said to be a leaf Qf .93' if f*Nis
contained in the kernel of the natural map f* QY% — Q. ’
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It is therefore natural to ask whether Conjecture 0.0 holds in this situation, i.e. a
so-called second main theorem for incomplete curves on surfaces which are themselves
leaves of some a priori fixed foliation. For ease of exposition we re-work Theorem B
as stated in the introduction a little. We begin with a definition.

Definition 0.1.5. — Given a ramified cover Y e X which is a leaf of a foliation F on X,

?

we will call it large if: C

a) f has Zariski dense image.

b) There exists > O such that, he (f(r)) > ehg(f(r)) + o(bg(f(r))), where as usual
H is ample on X.

¢) f satisfies the conclusions of 1.0.3.3.

If in addition, we have:
d) There does not exist a set of finite measure F and o> 0 such that

hee(f (1) < @ d(f(r)) + o(ka(f(r))), Vr¢F.
Then we will call the leaf very large.

Our re-statement of Theorem B, and the goal of this chapter is then given by

Theorem 0.1.6. — Let X be a surface which admits a very large leaf of some foliation F,
then some (possibly singular) bi-rational model of X is dominated by a normal surface S on which
there is a global vector field.

We remark that Theorem 0.1.6 is equivalent to Theorem B, by the following
observation (%), viz: even if S is singular we still have that the tangent space to the
automorphism scheme of S is the global derivations of S. Consequently, since we are in
characteristic zero, a positive dimensional group scheme must act on S. Whence X is
either fibered by rational or elliptic curves, or is itself an abelian surface. We even a priori
know however that Conjecture 0.0 holds for maps from ramified covers of the complex
line to abelian surfaces (it is a trivial deduction from Theorem A) and so we certainly
have the desired equivalence. It is also worth noting that the above re-formulation is
consistent with what appears to be Lang’s intuition vis-a-vis a proof of the Green-
Griffiths conjecture, [N]; i.e. given a holomorphic map f: G — X with Zariski dense
image one should try and show the existence of a global vector field on X.

Now although thanks to some elegant jet spaces constructed by Arrondo, Sols,
and Speiser (cf. [A-S-S]) the Green-Griffiths conjecture would follow for arbitrary

(%) For which I thank Dan Abramovich.
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surfaces on knowing a suitable analogue of Theorem 0.1.6 for foliations by curves on
essentially a tower of P'-bundles over X (1), we choose not to discuss the consequences
of Theorem A in this generality (however cf. [De2]) and proceed to motivate the theorem
by that which is directly relevant (and indeed necessary to recall) i.e. Bogomolov’s
proof of Theorem 0.1 of the introduction and Miyaoka’s almost ampleness theorem.

0.2. Summary of Bogomolov-Miyaoka

Throughout this section X will be a minimal surface of general type with 5,(X) > 0,

P:=P(QL) 5> X will be the projectivised tangent space, and @(l) the tautological
bundle on P. We will follow the succinct presentation of Lu and Yau, cf. [L-Y].

Theorem 0.2.1 (Bogomolov). — Notations as given; then O(1) is big.

Progf. — By assumption ¢,(0(1))® = 5,(X) >0 and so by Riemann-Roch,
x(P, O(m)) > cm® for some suitable positive constant ¢, and all sufficiently large integers m.
On the other hand, #(P, O(m)) = (X, Sym™ Q%) = 0, for all ¢> 3. Moreover, by
Serre-duality, A*(X, Sym™ Q%) = A%(X, Sym™ QY ® Ky ™~ V), and Ky is effective by
assumption, whence the result. O

Now let us apply this to the study of curves on X in the style of Bogomolov, i.e. let

Y — X
f

2

C

be a ramified cover of G mapping to X, and let us suppose that Im( f) is Zariski dense
in X; then by Theorem A, we have the tautological inequality, viz

hea(f'(1)) < d(f(r)) 4 O(log 7 + log T, y(r)),

where H is an ample line bundle on X, and 7 is excluded from a set of finite measure.

On the other hand since 0(1) is big, then for m sufficiently large m0(1) — =* H > 0,
whence if the image of the derivative, f”, is not contained in the base locus of the linear
system | O(m) ® =* HV |, we obtain

ha(f (7)) <€ d(f(r)) + O(log 7 + log T, u(7)),

the implied constant certainly being effectively computable by the Riemann-Roch
theorem, and in particular the conjectured second main theorem holds. Thus we are
done unless f lies in some irreducible divisor D < P, and evidently if we suppose that
S is Zariski dense then this divisor must dominate X. In this context Miyaoka refined
Bogomolov’s argument to prove,

(1) Although in [G-G] it is shown that a non-degenerate f: C — X, X a surface of general type, is a leaf
of a foliation on some variety dominating X, it is not shown (as a result of the jet spaces used) that this foliation
has dimension 1.
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Theorem 0.2.2 (Miyaoka’s Almost Ampleness Theorem). — Let A : D—>D tea

0? d 26‘2

resolution of the singularities of D; then if X has positive index (i.e. 7(X) 1= 3 > 0),
the bundle I 04(1) is big.

Proof. — Let d:= deg(D/X); then for some line bundle M on X we have
0,(D) = 0(d) ® =" MV, and so applying =, to the map =* M — 0(d) yields a non-trivial
homomorphism M — Sym®Q}. Thus by the semi-stability of Q% (and whence of
Sym?® Q%) with respect to Ky we have

(Sym? QL) . (Ky)  d
[0 namy < [ HEFIIAED _ Lo

On the other hand we have the equalities

| o) namy = | ate) na®y aD
— d(X) — [ (Ko 0 M

and f (Op(1))* = f (0(1))* A D = dsy(X) — f o(Ky) A M

so that f 6(05(1)) N e(Ky) > ;—lcl(X)2 and f 6 (05(1) > %fl (X).

Thus the theorem, by Riemann-Roch and Serre duality, applied to 4* 0p(1) on D. O

Now applying this to the situation of our incomplete curve f, given the assumption
of Zariski-dense image, we see that again we have the second main theorem since f
necessarily lifts to D and the height inequality is functorial.

However there is still a long way to go when we do not have the condition of
positive index. Nevertheless we may observe that the kernel F of the canonical map,

Q% |p — O0p(1) — 0, admits a map, &*F — Q%, which is generically an injection of line
bundles since D — X is generically étale. Moreover taking the saturation of A* F in Qf

we obtain some foliation on D of which the lifting of f to D is a leaf. Consequently it
is clear that Theorem 0.1.6 must imply the second main theorem in this context.

0.3. Strategy

Returning then to the notations of § 0.1 our set up will be that we suppose there
exists a very large leaf Y — X of a given foliation # on X. Now since Ky = L + N,

b7
C

and the height is additive, we propose to proceed as follows:

(i) Show that the height of f with respect to N is not too big.
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(ii) Deduce from this that in fact the height with respect to L. dominates the height
with respect to some ample bundle.

(iii) Apply the method of diophantine approximations, once more, in order to refine
the tautological inequality sufficiently so that in fact (ii) will imply Theorem 0.1.6.

Part (i) will be achieved by a study of what may be termed residual heights along
foliations, while the tools of part (ii) will be those of the bi-rational geometry of surfaces,
specifically Miyaoka’s semi-positivity theorem for the cotangent bundle, and Zariski
decomposition.

1. Residual heights

1.1. An observation

To begin with, let us permit X to be a projective complex variety of arbitrary
dimension » and # a smooth foliation by curves on X, i.e. a short exact sequence

0—->N->Q; -L -0,
where L is a line bundle and N a vector bundle of rank (r» — 1); then we have

- Proposition 1.1.2.
(N) e Im{ H(X, N) - HY(X, Q%) }.

Proof. — Since & is a foliation by curves, we may apply the Frobenius theorem
to the foliation (LV < Ty being automatically closed under the Lie bracket) to obtain
a cover { A, | « € A} by polydiscs of X such that N] a, is generated by dzf, ..., dz;_,
for some 2¥,...,2%_,eI'(A,). Whence A"! N‘Aa =05, dz A ... Ndzy_; with

corresponding transition functions g,, € I'(A, N Ag)* satisfying
dzin ... Ndzy_ =g dZP A ... nd2E_

from whence we obtain, dlog(g,s) € I'(A, N Ay, N), so that calculating Cech coho-
mology with respect to the given cover yields the proposition. O

Whence, modulo @ of smooth forms, ¢;(N) is represented by a (1, 1)-form  in
I'(0{ x ® N}), where &y is the sheaf of smooth functions. On the other hand if

Y % X is a leaf of & then a priori f* @ = 0, and so if Y is complete fyf* 6 (N) =0,
while if Y is a ramified cover of C then, should it factor through a complete curve,
| Ax(f(r)) | is, by the above, bounded by an absolute constant independent of r; otherwise

I.0.3.3 applies, to give that | hg(f(r)) | < o(ky(f(r))) after a possible reparametrisation
of f by composition with a global holomorphic function on the left, and of course for r
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outside a set of finite measure. We also remark that we have a derivation,
Oz : Ay — Ay ®, L, defined in the natural way, and one may hope to construct a suitable
Hodge theory to give in fact that, f* ¢ = dd°{ for ¢ smooth on X, independent of
any re-parametrisation of f, and consequently an amelioration of the above; however
for foliations which are not ergodic, continuity of the corresponding harmonic forms in
the direction normal to the foliation is problematic while in the case of singular foliations
there appears to be a fairly significant problem in trying to prove even a ‘ smoothing
lemma > for solutions of the appropriate Laplacian in the tangential direction, and so
we confine ourselves to using 1.0.3.3, as indicated. In any case it is clear that in the
case of smooth foliations, on combining these observations with Theorem A, Conjecture 0.0
is proved for leaves of such. Unfortunately there is absolutely no reason to believe that
the foliations arising in the context of the Green-Griffiths conjecture will be smooth,
but the above observation certainly indicates that the height of a leaf of & with respect
to N in the notation of (0.1.1) ought not to be too big.

1.2. Complete residue formula

As a guide to what will follow for incomplete curves, and out of a certain intrinsic
interest we will compute a residue formula for the degrees of complete leaves of a foliation
with respect to the determinant of the corresponding subsheaves of Q%. For the final
time we continue to allow X to have arbitrary dimension z, X of course being smooth
and projective.

From the point of view of obtaining a nice residue formula it is convenient to
view our foliation by curves as an injection of a line bundle F into Ty, where the given
injection of sheaves fails to be an injection of line bundles on a closed subscheme Z of X
of codimension at least two, and 4" will denote the annihilator of F < Ty in Q%.

Now we will suppose that Y is a smooth complete curve and Y —> X a leaf of the

foliation with f(Y) & Z, i.e. f~*(Z) (C) is finite. Given a point y e f ~(Z) (C), choose
a polydisc about f( ») with coordinates (x,, ..., %,) and 9 = ‘§1 i local generator

of F, for some holomorphic functions a,, ..., a, on the polydisc. Moreover if we fix a
local coordinate z on Y in a neighbourhood of y then we may define a meromorphic

(g}

fro

function by the formula,

Sroef Tk,

ﬁ(;;)= #(z)

o

Understanding these notations in the natural way as y varies we have therefore
19
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Proposition 1.2.1 (Residue Formula).

2
4
%) po3 8 g

i=10x;

e (N) = — Y Re | Res
fo 1( ) vE fUZ) (0 Y f*a

Remarks 1.2.2. — a) Re of course denotes the real part.

b) It is clear from considerations in local cohomology that the residue formula
exists, indeed such considerations show that the right hand side would be zero for singu-
larities of codimension at least three, however this explicit formula compares favourably
with those calculated for the higher Chern classes of /" by Baum and Bott (cf. [B-B]).

¢) The residue formula together with Seidenberg’s theorem—to be discussed in
the next section—permits an effective calculation of the constant § appearing in Bogo-
molov’s theorem (cf. Theorem 0.0.1) as demanded by Lang (cf. [L1]).

Proof. — Notations as given, one finds that a local generator for det(.#") in a neigh-
bourhood A of f(y) is given by o = ‘21(—- Diagde,n ... A th:/\ ... Adx,. On the

other hand for any x € f~(A) distinct from y—supposing that a priori A is sufficiently
small—we may choose a neighbourhood A, of f(x) such that «, generates det(A") ] A
and o, is closed (cf. proof of Proposition 1.1.2). Consequently, if we write o, = g, ®
then we find that dlog(g,) A ® = — dw, from which we obtain

*\oz) (2 .. oa,
f*dlog(gz)='— f*az (‘g"‘lf*a_:})'dz)

i

and the formula follows in view of the considerations already made away from the
singularities as found in Proposition 1.1.2. O

1.3. Seidenberg’s Theorem

From now on our notations will be those of § 0. Clearly as we have seen in § 1
our goal would be achieved if we were studying smooth foliations, and an obvious initial
thought might be that after a finite number of monoidal transformations we could
desingularise our initial foliation. This however is false (consider the foliation defined
by x dy + y dx on A?) though what can be achieved after a finite number of monoidal
transformations is not actually too bad as was shown by Seidenberg (cf. [S]). Given
then that the intersection theory of incomplete curves is significantly more complicated
than that for complete curves we will be obliged to work out the theory of residual
heights for the former on foliations which are as good as possible, i.e. utilising Seidenberg’s
theorem. Noting that the language employed in the context of this theorem seems mal-
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adapted to algebraic geometry, and consequently to our purposes, we will employ a
different terminology, indicating where it exists the existing terminology.

Definition 1.3.1. — A singularity z € Z(C) of a foliation F is said to be of Seidenberg
type if N, = Ox ,.o, where for some local coordinates x, y (either formal or holomorphic)
o = xdy + ¥y dx (mod mi ,®, Q%), and N € C is not a strictly negative rational number.

Remark 1.3.2. — Such singularities are normally called reduced, however with such
notation x dy + »* dx would be reduced, yet the singularity is not just the point (0, 0),
but the scheme with reduced structure defined by the ideal (x, »%). There is therefore
a real and important sense—as we shall see—in which such a singularity ought not to
be called reduced.

Now the theorem of Seidenberg as one might imagine is

Theorem 1.3.3 (Seidenberg). — Given a foliation F on X, there exists a finite sequence
of monoidal transformations X, > X, , —> ... > X, > X, (each X, —>X,_, being a
monotidal transformation in a geometric point of the singular locus of the induced foliation on X;_))
such that the singularities of the induced foliation F, on X, are of Seidenberg type.

Proof. — (Cf. [S].) O

In order to have a little more geometric feeling for this work of Seidenberg, observe
that, for all x € X — Z, there is a unique germ of an integral analytic curve through x,
which is a local leaf of the foliation by the Frobenius theorem. On the other hand
interpreting the statement that a germ of an integral analytic curve is a local leaf of
the foliation in a natural way, we have:

Theorem 1.3.4 (Seidenberg). — Given a foliation F on X, there exists a sequence of
monoidal transformations, of the type one finds in Theorem 1.3.3, such that through any point
z € Z,(C) of the singular locus of the induced foliation F, on X, there are at most two germs of
integral analytic curves which are local leaves of the foliation.

Remark 1.3.5. — Integral is intended in the sense of reduced and irreducible.
Progf. — (Idem.) O

Let us now consider more precisely the result of a monoidal transformation in a
point z € Z(C)—i.e. the blow-up in the reduced structure—on the foliation #. Put

X = BI(X) = X; then the induced foliation Z on X must be of the form
0 — =" N ©, 03(vE) ->Qf > L®0g((1 —v) E).Iz -0,

where E is the exceptional divisor, v € N, and outside the exceptional divisor Z is iso-
morphic to Z.
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Calculating ¢,(X) then yields:

6 (L) N ey(N) + v(v — 1)]+ deg(Z) = c(X) = 5(X) + 1
= ¢(L) N ¢y (N) + deg(Z) + 1.

Whence we obtain
(1.3.6) deg(Z) = deg(Z) + 1 — v(v — 1).

Consequently we observe that, if v> 2, the degree of the singular locus must
decrease, whereas if v = 1, then in fact its degree must increase by one. In particular

if v = 1 then the first Chern class of the quotient of Q% occuring in F is simply the pull
back of that of Q) occuring in &#. With this in mind we make the following definitions.

Definition 1.8.7. — A foliation F on X is said to be stable under monoidal transformations

if for all monoidal transformations in all points of Z(C) the corresponding v of (1.3.6) is equal
to one.

Definition 1.3.8. — A foliation F on X is said to be very stable under monoidal trans-
Jformations if for any sequence of monoidal transformations, X; - X,;_, - ... > X, > X, =X
where X; — X, _, is a monoidal transformation in a geometric point of the singular locus of the,
induced foliation on X,_,, the induced foliation on X, is stable under monoidal transformations.

Remark 1.3.9. — Provided that there is unlikely to be any confusion with the
stability, or otherwise, of Q!, we will often drop the precision under monoidal trans-
formations.

Now clearly after a suitable sequence of monoidal transformations we may assume
that the foliation is stable, whether or not however it is very stable is a more subtle
question which is answered by the following.

Theorem 1.3.10. — If a foliation F on X has singularities of Seidenberg type then it is
very stable under monoidal transformations.

Corollary 1.3.11. — Given a foliation F on X there exists a suitable sequence of monoidal
transformations X, — ... — X, = X, such that the induced foliation F, on X, is very stable
under monotdal transformations.

Proof. — Immediate by Theorems 1.3.3 and 1.3.10. O

The proof of Theorem 1.3.10 will be a similarly straightforward deduction from
the following two lemmas.

Lemma 1.3.12. — If a foliation F has singularities of Seidenberg type then it is stable
under monoidal transformations.
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Lemma 1.3.13. — If X5 X is a monoidal transformation in a geometric point of the
singular locus of a foliation F on X which has singularities of Seidenberg type, then the induced

Jfoliation F on X also has singularities of Seidenberg type.

Proof of Lemmas 1.3.12 and 1.3.13. — It will suffice to consider what happens
to a singularity of Seidenberg type under monoidal transformations, our notation will
be that of Definition 1.3.1. Further it will clearly be sufficient to view the problem
on an infinitesimal neighbourhood of the singularity in which we will blow up, thus
since X is smooth we may without loss of generality assume that it is Spec C[[x, y]],
with 0 as the singularity of &#. In any case put X = Bly(X) & X x P' 5 X; then
viewing P! as having projective coordinates [S, T], X is covered by the standard open
neighbourhoods S # 0, and T # 0 on which we have coordinates x, ¢ (with y = x¢) and
5,y (with x = sp) respectively.

Case 1. — The singularity has non-trivial reduced structure, i.e. » = 0.

In this case we may assume that a priori x, y were chosen so that o = x dy + ¢( ) dx
where () = ¢ + ..., d> 2, e C[[y]], (cf. [C-M], p. 125-127). Then,

o = x(tdx + x dt) 4+ {(xt) dx

on the S % 0 piece which gives the generator of the induced foliation, i.e. the satu-
~ {(xt

ration N of =* N in Q}, as being ¢ dx + x dt + (—i—z dx. Whence the foliation is certainly

stable, and the induced foliation on this piece has a singularity of Seidenberg type at

x =10, t=0. Moreover on the T % 0 piece, the induced foliation has generator
$ (1 + @-) dy + ¢(y) ds, which again has a singularity of Seidenberg type at s = 0,
=0, a.: required.

Case 2. — One has X % 0.

Write o = xdy + Ay dx + 7, where © e m§ (®, Q%, and let us fix attention on
the S # 0 part. Then, n*(xdy + W dx) = x{ (1 4+ ) tdx + xdt}. On the other hand
let us write © = a, dx + by dy + a dx + b dy, where a,, b, are quadratic and the terms
occurring in a, b are of degree at least three. Now certainly n* v = xt, for some regular
differential , and since A is not strictly negative rational then a fortiori (1 + ) * 0,
and so the foliation is certainly stable. Whence in light of (1.3.6) the singularities of
the induced foliation will necessarily occur at p:x =¢ =0 on the S + 0 piece and
¢:y=s=00nT =% 0. Let us therefore restrict our attention to the germ of the induced

foliation at p where we find that ;lc—vt*(b2 dy +adx + bdy) € mzim ®py Q. On the
1
other hand writing a, = ax? + Bxy 4 v»? we see that - ' ({ Bry + yp2}dx) emk, ®pg Q.
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Whence there is a local generator & of the induced foliation with,

& ={(1 42 ¢+ ax}dr + x di(mod my , ® Q).
Now if 3 is the corresponding derivation annihilating w, in Tg then likewise

~ 0 0
o={(1 —}-)\)t-l—ocx}a—t—*xé;(modm%m@@;Tg),

142 «
—1
since A is not strictly negative rational, whence the matrix is diagonalisable, so that

to which we associate the matrix [ ] € GL,(C). However A + 1+ — 1,

after a linear change of coordinates we may write

~ 2 2 )
o= (1412 t.a—t— xa(modmg’,,@@;Tg),

which implies & = (1 + A) ¢dx + x dt(mod mf;,p ®py Tg); 1e. the singularity of the
induced foliation at p is of Seidenberg type, and since equally 1/A is not strictly negative
rational the induced foliation also has a singularity of Seidenberg type at ¢. O

1.4. Incomplete residue estimate

In this section X will be a smooth projective complex surface and & a foliation
with singularities of Seidenberg type, while Y — X will be an incomplete dense leaf
Ir
C
of the foliation, suitably re-parametrised by a possible composition on the left with a
global holomorphic function in order to ensure that the conclusion of I1.0.3.3 is valid.
In addition =: X — X will be the blow up of X in Z(C), with E the total exceptional
divisor, f the lifting of £, and Z’ the set of reduced singularities on the induced foliation
on X. Recalling the notations on Lelong numbers, currents and cohomology classes
introduced in I1.0.4 our goal is to show:

Theorem 1.4.1 (Incomplete residue estimate, weak version). — There exists a set
F C R of finite measure and constants ey, ¢ > 0 such that for all € < e, there is a constant C(c)
Sor which given any R = (r,) CR,\F tending to infinity and convergent for (f, H) and
( f = H) we have:

N.o< C(e){E.§; + zezz,v(z, B) )+ ce

where of course H is an ample divisor on X.
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 Theorem” 1.4.1 bis (Incomplete residue estimate, hard version). — There exists
a set F C R of finite measure and constants e, ¢ > O such that for all € < ¢, there is a constant C(e)
Jor which we have:

he(f (1)) < C(e) hu(S () + cehu(f(r)), VY r¢F.

Remarks 1.4.2. — (i) The importance of the precise order of quantifiers in the
theorem is non-trivial for applications.

(ii) We may certainly take C(e) = 0(c~%*%), as will be seen in the course of
the proof.

(iii) As the quotation marks indicate 1.4.1 bis is not really a theorem, since the
proof flounders on our inability to do a seemingly inocuous integral (Problem 1.4.7).
Nevertheless the exposition of this section is geared towards proving 1.4.1 bis, and
from what we do prove it is an easy exercise to obtain Theorem 1.4.1, on which little
further comment will be offered.

(iv) Whether in 1.4.1 or 1.4.1 bis, should all the singularities be reduced we
could replace the C(e) by basically the maximum over all the local residues appearing
in the complete residue theorem, cf. 1.2.1.

Unfortunately the proof is complicated by the possible presence of singularities
with reduced structure, which will necessarily entail a division into cases. However for
simplicity let us begin by assuming that all the singularities are reduced and of Seidenberg
type, so that the graph (cf. 3.1.1) of the foliation is just the blow up X of X in Z(C).
The induced foliation on X is of the form

(1.4.3) 0> N®Oz(E) »Q¢ > L.Izy >0

where of course 7 : X — X is the projection and Z the induced singular locus. On the
other hand we may consider the bundle Q%(log E) of 1-forms with logarithmic poles.
We have a natural map, Q% — Qk(log E), and the saturation of =*N® Ox(E) with
respect to this map is actually a sub-line bundle of Q¢ (log E), i.e. we get an exact sequence

of line bundles
(1.4.4) 0 - n* N® 03(2E) - Q%(log E) - =* L — 0.

Let us put U = X — Z, and consider the commutative diagram with exact rows
and columns arising from taking local cohomology with coefficients in (1.4.4), viz:
H}(X, =" N® 0%(2E)) — H'(X, =* N® 03(2E)) —> H'(U, =* N ® 05(2E))

! ! l

H; (X, Qk(log E)) ——— H'(&, Qk(log E)) ——— H'(U, Qy(log E))

l l l

H X~ L) —> HE L) — HY(U, =" L).



152 MICHAEL McQUILLAN

Using the natural map Hl(}’z, Q%) — Hl(i, Q% (log E)), we may consider the
images of Chern classes of line bundles in the latter group. Observe of course that the
image of ¢;(E) under this natural map is zero. Whence by the considerations of 1.1.2,
¢;(N) must map to zero in H'(U, =* L). Moreover since everything appearing in (1.4.4)
is a line bundle the local cohomology in the left hand column vanishes, and we conclude
that ¢,(N) lies in the image of natural map Hl(}~(, ©* N® 0%(2E)) — Hl(i, Q% (log E)).
Intuitively we may think of this as proving that ¢;(N) is zero on the foliation modulo @
of a 1-form with logarithmic poles, which is clearly very close to proving the incomplete
residue theorem. However rather than computing the above groups using a log-Dolbeault
complex, it seems better to start again and compute the local cohomology of (1.4.3).

Let us compute therefore the obstruction to extending the principle enunciated in
Proposition 1.1.2 across the singularities of a foliation. We will continue to assume that
the singularities are reduced and we will work locally about a neighbourhood A, of our
singularity z. Consequently we may assume that our foliation on A, is defined by a
l-form o, = xa dy — MB.dx, where x, y are some local coordinates, x = 0 being the
equation of the exceptional divisor through x, «, 8 are units on A,, with «(0) = B(0) == 1,
and 0 + A € G, not a strictly positive rational number.

Firstly let us put A; = A\{ #}, and take { A,: « € A} to be a cover of A} such
that over A, the foliation is given by dz, for some local coordinate z, € I'(A,)—whence
of course the cover may be infinite. In any case we have that: dz, = &, »,, for some
h,eT'(A,)*, and if g,; = h,[hy then dlog(g,s) € I'(As, n* N ® O%(E)).

Consider now the restriction of (1.4.3) to A}, i.e.

z

0 - 7" N ® 0(E) |5, > Qi > L

a3 "‘>0.

Then necessarily 6(d log 4,) ] a, = 8(dlog hy) [ a, and so patch to give a section L, say, of
I'(A;, L). On the other hand L is a line bundle and X is smooth, so I'A;, L) =I'(A,, L).
We compute the section ¢ € I'(A,, L) by viewing I'(A,, L) as I'(A,, LV)V, where

Lv |Az =0, 0 and 0 = xa.aﬁ + MB.%. Using, as before, dlog(k,) A 0, = — do,,
< x
0 0 z .. [dx
we find that 4(9) = — Py (%) + p (MB) i Equally a priori 0 " defines a mero-
x )

morphic section of I'(A,, L) ; however 0 (dzx) () =« €eI'(A,)* so that in fact 6 (d-;x) is
actually a holomorphic section, and indeed is everywhere non-zero. Whence:
(426 (éxf) +¢el(A,, L.1). Consequentily there exists a holomorphic form
7, € D(A,, Q4 ) such that v, =1, — (1 + ) ;" — dlog(h,) is a section of N® Oy(E)

over A, with possibly meromorphic poles along x.
Now let us examine the global consequences of this local observation. We will return
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to arbitrary singularities, but continue to give precisions as to which case we are in res-
pectively. Further we will take a finite cover of X by polydiscs { A, |« e A}U{A,|z€Z}.
A priori we demand that A, is the only element of the cover containing z, that, for z + w,
A,, A, are far apart, and certainly therefore disjoint, while A, N A, + ¢ implies that
A, is contained in some slightly bigger polydiscs about z, finally we demand that the
Frobenius theorem holds on A, and of course {p, | x € A}U{p,| 2€Z} is a partition
of unity subordinate to this cover. Other precisions will appear in the course of what
follows.

Firstly for notational s1mphc1ty we put N:= = N ®,y Oz(E) and it will clearly

suffice to prove Theorem 1.4.1 with N instead of N. We may also writte E= X E,,
2 € Z(C)

where E, denotes the fibre of the exceptional divisor over z € Z(C). Let us observe:

Lemma 1.4.5. — (i) There exists x, € T'(f~1(A%), QY) such that

1 _
Toxlr) = — o T7(n{ d(P,( —K,)) } 4 o(T,u()-
e zEZ(G)
(i1) If E, is an irreducible component of the exceptional divisor with {0, oo } the two singu-
larities in 'Z(C) N E,, then for x,, x,, local equations for E, in the appropriate neighbourhoods
of 0 and oo respectively we have:

Ty ma(t) = — Ty(r) { d(po d° log I xol + d(p,, d°log | %, |*) }
+ o(Ty,u("))-

Proof. — (i) This is just a standard re-writing of the above considerations on
putting x, = f* d log(g,,), where (g,5) are the transition functions for N, together with
1.0.3.3.

(ii) Idem on using that E, is a leaf of the foliation. O

Remarks 1.4.6. — (i) This is equally true regardless of whether or not the singu-
larities are reduced.

(ii) From now until the end of the chapter we employ the notation T,(r) in place
of our previous height notation, in light of the rather computational nature of what
follows. '

Consequently to complete the proof of the incomplete residue estimate, at least
for reduced singularities, it would suffice to show that the modulus of the height trans-
forms of 9(p, 0 log | %, |?) and 8(p, @log | %, |*) are bounded by the height along the
exceptional divisor. The trouble lies in their respective failures to be @ or & closed.

In any case we will be done if we can prove:

Problem 1.4.7. — Notations being as above there is a constant C > 0 such that:

| T/(r){8(po log | %, [*) }| < C. Ty 5,(r) + o(T,u(r))-
20
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Remark 1.4.8. — A solution to the problem for reduced singularities, implies its
solution for non-reduced singularities.

Let us now therefore proceed to consider the case of reduced singularities. We
begin with a lemma:

Lemma 1.4.9. — For any W C Z and n e N we have:

Q Ts0) = — 5 I lim T, {dledls, — 5))
1

fim T(r) { d(e,(x, — %)) } + o(Tx(r))-

47t 1€ HO — WO n>w

@) T, =— X lim T,(){d(e}dlog|x, ")}

wEWN{0,0} B>

— b T, (r) {d(py d°log | % |*) } + o(T;5(r)-
w E(Z~WINn{0, o}

Proof. — This is precisely the same as the method for 1.4.5 together with an

observation. Namely if we put for we W, A, ={axecA:A, NnA, + ¢}CA, the set
parametrising our cover, then for any n e N,

Po=p0+ (o s Few) X e
aE Ay
while T S L DY R
aE A,

consequently we use the foliation hypothesis together with I.0.3.1 to obtain the lemma. O

Remark 1.4.10. — We will use 1.4.9 (ii) as follows, i.e. if a priori z is a non-reduced
singularity then on E, we have a reduced singularity at co, say, and a non-reduced
singularity at 0; then

T, ulr) = — Hm T,(r) {d(eg d°log | 5,9 }
— T,(r) { d(pn, d° log | %, [9) } + o(T,(r)).

Should 1.4.7 hold, then the modulus of the latter is bounded by the height along
the exceptional divisor, and whence consequently the former. In any case we can certainly
bound the latter by a Lelong number at a reduced singularity, and so obtain the residue
estimate in its weak form.

Now to begin our calculation. Let us first note that if x = 0 is the equation of the
exceptional divisor through our non-reduced singularity z, and e the degree of the singu-
larity, then we may choose a local generator of N on a suitably small neighbourhood A,
of z to be of the form

mz=de_dey,
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where x is an algebraic equation defining the exceptional divisor, and y is an algebraic
approximation to the branch of the foliation transverse to the exceptional divisor. Further,
modulo some arbitrarily large power N of the maximal ideal of 0y , we may a priori
choose x and y so that, in addition,

B=py(modmy,) y=x""Ah(x) (modmy ),

where A(x) is a polynomial in x with A(0) + 0. We fix a priori some sufficiently large N,
about 4¢ would be more than adequate.

Finally we will make a specific choice of bump function, viz: p, = p(| x |?) o(| ¥ |?)
where p is some symmetric bump function of the form

The width of the support will be chosen as we require, but the important thing
is that p'(] x |?) is thus non-positive. Put p, = p(| x |?) and p, = p(| ¥ |*) and define, so
to speak, local Chern characters, on Y (note henceforward we drop f*)

¢ (E)y = —f"p,d(p,d°log | x |*)
cl(E)v = _f* Pa d(Pu d° lOg l X ]2)

and similarly for ¢,(N),, and ¢(N), with ‘24—1"
TC

0 0
Now if 0:= A + 8 » we may of course find a rational function ¢ defined

* replacing the d°log | x |2

0
on f~1(A,) such that f, (@—C) = ¢(Q) (f* 9) ef* Tx; dp will denote the usual measure

onY (e.g. _ & /;idz

Observe then the following formulae for our so-called local Chern classes, i.e.
aB)s ={elecl-12*[v[*} @ " du
a(E), ={e, ey | 7 Re(+B) }| ¢ [* du
aMN), = —{ey | e |- #[*Re(yu) }| o |* de
a(N), = —{e, | 0|7 Re(up) }| ¢ |* du

ifY=C).

0 0
where u := P (v) + 5’ (B), cf. 1.2.1. Now both u and “ 8]y > are very close to one, so

we have that ¢,(E),, is very positive in the horizontal direction and ¢,(N),,, very negative
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in the vertical direction (where of course ¢;(N),, = ¢;(N), + ¢;(N),, etc.) so the game
is to consider a suitable constant G > 0 such that G.¢(E),, — ¢;(N),, is positive. If

1 1
oy (= l‘ci|n=f.‘;y to define C and, ¢:= C + ¢ — m then using that the

lz|<e
maximum modulus theorem is true for y (mod O(e¥)) we find that ¢ = O(e*~¢) > 0.

Further if A, is the polydisc { | x| <&, |y| < &}, then on @ A, we obtain
Cey(E), — a(N), 2 — O(¢) a1(E),

we put

and
(1.4.11) Cey(E), — e1(N), > — O(e) p, d(p, d° log | y |*).

Equally there is a finite thickening, all be it a small one, on which this holds, so
we naturally take p(¢) = 1, < €2, and p(¢) < 1 for ¢> €2, and collapse to the boundary
by considering p} = ¢} p; as n — oo.

We thus obtain:

K, — K

1' . n je¢ 2 n (3
Lim T (r) Cd(p,dloglx1>+d(p,A p_ )}

> — O(e) lim T,(r){ — d(pz d"log | x |") — d(py d°log |y [*) }-

While we note that x, for example, is well-defined as a meromorphic function on X,
and p is a function with compact support on P! so that the height transform of
d(p2 d°log | x |*) makes sense.

However if we consider the map f*x:Y - P, we see that the calculation of

lim T,(r) { — d(p2 d°log | x[9) }

reduces to the calculation of the height with respect to the tautological bundle on P!
by an easier version of the methods employed previously (i.e. just use the partition of
unity trick), so we conclude in particular that

lim T,(r) { — d(e2 d°log | % [*) } = O(T,,(r))

and similarly for y, as required. O

2. Positivity of the cotangent bundle along a leaf
2.1. Quick introduction

Given a smooth foliation &, say on a surface X, and a complete leaf f: Y — X,
with Y smooth, then we immediately have,

(2.1.1) [, fra@) =20(Y) —2
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where g(Y) is the genus of Y; consequently if Y is neither rational nor elliptic, then
fY S e (L) > 0, ie. L is positive along such leaves. The goal of this section will be to

prove that this continues to hold for large incomplete leaves of a singular foliation,
cf. Definition 0.1.5. The singularities of any foliation appearing in this section will of
course be assumed to be of Seidenberg type.

2.2. Cohomological consequences of the residue estimate

As always our set-up is that p:Y — C is a finite ramified cover, and f: Y - X
is a leaf of a given foliation &, with Im( f) Zariski dense. The notations for cohomology
classes associated to f are those of 1.0.4, whose functoriality we will use along the map
X = Bl,,(X) - X, while f will be used undiscriminately for a lifting of £ In any case if
E, is the exceptional divisor over z € Z(C), then of course N S(X)g=NS(X)z®{ D RE,},
and the pull back of any big divisor is again big. e

Fixing an ample divisor H, recalling our definitions of a large leaf (i.e. Defini-
tion 0.1.5) and returning to our height notation, we find that the following is immediate:

Lemma 2.2.1. — If f is a large leaf of a foliation F and 11£t1 'i1>1t; %—% < 0, 7 being

outside a given set of finite measure, then there exists a sequence R = (r,) C Ry, tending to infinity
such that:

(i) R is convergent for (f, H) and (f, =* H).
(i) ¢p.L<O.
(ifi) @p.N> 0.

From now on we will assume that indeed the leaf fis large. In any case, the func-
toriality of our cohomology classes guarantees that, if 7,:=¢.E, > 0, then
= ¢R=$R+ 2 anz'
%2 € Z(C)
Whence on making a suitable choice of & (i.e. ce < min{ ¢3.N, g, }, in the notation
of 1.4.1) and applying the residue estimate in its weak version we obtain:
S+ 2 v(w, @) > 0.
2E€EZ wezZ
Now observe that ¢y, is nef, so if some n, were strictly positive then ¢ would be
not only nef, but nef and big (i.e. ¢% > 0). Equally the height along any exceptional
curve obtained by blowing up X in some w € Z’ is certainly bounded by some z,, so
a * Lelong number = multiplicity > type theorem would ensure this; on the other hand
we cannot pove this, so dropping the dependence on R we go after:

Proposition 2.2.2. — If some multiple of o is in fact in NS(X; Q) then
v(w, ®;) > 0 for some w e Z' = 92> 0.
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Proof. — We of course suppose that v(w, ) > 0 and ¢? = 0, and proceed to
obtain a contradiction. In particular the above discussion demands that all the =, are
zero, so that ¢ = n* ¢. Whence on multiplying by a constant we may assume without
loss of generality that § is rational, and 2 = 0, and replace the original X by X, and
similarly X by the blowing up of the old X in w, with E being the exceptional curve.
Next, we apply the celebrated theorem of Siu, cf. [Si], that the Lelong numbers are

upper semi-continuous in the Zariski topology, in conjunction with Proposition 1.0.4.6,
to obtain:

v(E) := inf{v(x, ®) : x e E}> 0.

Equally following Siu we may naturally extend the definition of v(C) to arbitrary
curves in X, and use the said theorem once more (1) to obtain a closed positive (1, 1)
current ¥ such that:

(2.2.3) D= Z (G + ¥

where needless to say 8, denotes integration over C, and the C; are the irreducible
components of the set{ x € X : v(x, ®) > v(E) } D E. Consequently on taking some positive
rational numbers ¢; < v(C;) we obtain a pseudo-effective class ¢ € NS(X; Q) such that

¢= ‘_‘?19& G + 4.
In order to proceed further we recall:

Definition 2.2.4. — An effective divisor F = £ §; F;, §,> 0, F, integral curves, is said
to be contractible, if the intersection matrix F;.F; is negative definite.

Along with,

Theorem 2.2.5 (Zariski decomposition) (cf. [Fuj]). — If D e NS(X; Q) is pseudo-
effective, there exists a contractible divisor F e NS(X; Q) and a nef divisor P e NS(X; Q)
such that,

D=P+F, ad P.F=0.

Evidently we apply this by letting ¢ = P 4 F be the Zariski decomposition of ¢,
and obtain, ¢.P = 0. On the other hand the Hodge index theorem leads us to conclude
that P is in fact a multiple of ¢, and whence that 3 is actually an effective class satisfying

F=x X ¢C

i=1

for some A > 0, where the inequality sign indicates that the difference is an effective divisor.
Armed with all this additional information we may now prove

(1) Properly speaking we are using not the theorem quoted but Siu’s decomposition theorem, cf. op. cit.
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Lemma 2.2.6. — If v(G) > 0, then G is a leaf of the foliation.

Proof. — Suppose indeed v(C) > 0 and C is not a leaf of the foliation, then the
above discussion (or in fact a minor variant of it) shows that we can find a Cartier
divisor D on X such that C is contained in the support of D, D is nef, and §.D = 0.
Whence at a generic point of C we may calculate the Lelong number with a coordinate
system consisting of a local equation for D and a coordinate { normal to the foliation,
i.e. d{ vanishes on leaves. It is then an easy exercise to see that D being nef allows us
to conclude that the Lelong number is bounded by ¢.D, and whence zero, which is
absurd. O

On the other hand we know, cf. [J], that if the foliation has infinitely many
complete leaves then it is a pencil, which is contradictory to the assumption that f has
Zariski dense image, and so we may refine (2.2.3) to obtain,

$=x§wcg%,+w,

where now the C; are the finitely rriany components of the set, {x e X: v(x, &5) >0},
and ¥ is a closed positive (1, 1)-current whose Lelong numbers occur on a discrete
subset of X. However for such a current ¥ Demailly, cf. [De3], has shown that its

harmonic projection is actually nef and so another application of the Hodge index
theorem brings us to conclude that there exists ¢, > 0 for which -

o= X qC,.

i=1
Nevertheless by hypothesis ¢? = 0, and so, for 1< i< n, we must have

—4,CG= 3 q,C.C,
EE L

At the same time the G; are leaves of the foliation which has singularities of Seidenberg
type, and so we have that 2 C; is a divisor with simple normal crossings. In particular
1

the G; are smooth, from which we deduce:

N.G, = — C — 5(G),
where s5,(G,) is the Segre class of G, along the singular loci, Z, of the foliation. On the
other hand the GC;’s can only cross at the singularities of the foliation and so,

52(G) > X G;.C,.
i#i

Combining the above observations therefore yields, for each 1< i< n,

4 N.G< 2 4,;C.C, — X 4C,.C,.
IT X i#i

Summing over ¢ then gives N.¢ < 0, in contradiction to 2.2.1. O
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2.8. Positivity or else
Our object is to prove

Theorem 2.3.1. — If f is a large leaf of a foliation &, which is not a ruling by rational

AT
curves and lim inf ha(f(1))

bi-rational model X is dominated by a surface S on which there is a global vector field.

< 0, r being excluded from a given set of finite measure, then some

Remark 2.3.2. — The model in question may be singular.

Now modulo a rationality assumption, Lemma 2.2.1 and Proposition 2.2.2 yield
a big and nef class ¢ € NS(X)y satisfying L.¢ < 0 and ¢2> 0. Since the reduction of
a big and nef class is in fact nef in almost all finite characteristics the ideas of Ekedhal
(cf. [E] or [S-B]) apply and allow us to conclude that the foliation would be a schematic
equivalence relation (i.e. has a “ global algebraic solution ”’) in almost all positive
characteristics. However we were able to make no additional use of this beyond what
Miyaoka had already proved, by reduction to finite characteristic, viz:

Theorem 2.3.3 (Miyaoka’s semi-positivity theorem for surfaces). — If F is not a
JSoliation by rational curves then L is pseudo effective, i.e. L.H > 0 for all ample divisors H on X.

Proof. — Cf [Mi2] or [S-B].

In any case we conclude that L.p > 0 and whence in fact L.¢ = 0. On the other
hand, we may let P + F be the Zariski decomposition of L in the above notation, and
whence: 0 = L.¢ = P.¢ + F.9. However ¢ is nef, so that in particular P.¢ = 0.
Now consider the possible cases: either ¢*> 0 in which case the Hodge-index theorem
guarantees that P = 0, or ¢2 = 0. In the latter case, however, we know ¢ % 0 so P2 = 0,
and again by Hodge ¢ is a multiple of P. This however guarantees the rationality
assumption of Proposition 2.2.2, and so indeed we conclude that L is contractible,
in NS(X; Q).

Note that as Definition 2.2.4 suggests we have:

Theorem 2.3.4. — Let ¥, ..., F, be irreducible curves on a normal surface X, then the

n
intersection matrix ¥,.F; is negative definite if and only if the union .U F, can be contracted to a
Jfinite number of normal points. =t

Proof. — Cf. [Sa].

In particular let X > S be a normal contraction, of the contractible divisor
representing L in NS(X)q, so that outside the finite set WC S to which we contract,
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S is smooth. Let us put U := S\W. Observe that we have of course an induced foliation
on S, viz:

(2.3.5) 0> >Q -Z% -0

where 4" and Z are simply coherent rank one sheaves. Now we would like to believe
that this foliation is * simpler > than the foliation on X. To be precise simpler ought
to mean that, £|; > 0y, where for purely notational simplicity we suppose that
n(Z) C W. In this context then we note the following:

Proposition 2.3.6. — If £|; = Oy then T'(S, &) + 0, i.e. S admits a global vector field.

Obviously then if we can reduce to the case of this Proposition we will be done.
In any case let us give a proof. We begin with a lemma.

Lemma 2.3.7. — We have HE (S, £V) =0 for g =0 or 1.

Proof. — The question is local so we may assume that S = Spec @, and W = {w }
is a single point, and all that is necessary to show is that £ has depth at least two (there
being no confusion in our notation since localisation and taking duals commute for
coherent sheaves). Certainly £ is torsion free, so the depth is at least one.

Furthermore S is normal and so there exists a regular sequence { x, y } of length
two in @, . So suppose that y is a zero divisor in &Y /x%Y. Then there exist ¢, § € LY
such that: (i) y.¢ = x.¢ and (ii) ¢ # 0 (mod +%#Y). However for any ¢ € %, we have

that: y.¢(¢) = x{(¢) and a priori y is not a zero divisor in @,/(x), so we conclude that
%cp(t) € 0,, which is absurd. O

Going from the lemma to the Proposition is now immediate. The long exact
sequence in local cohomology gives an exact sequence:
0 > Iy (S, £Y) -~ I'S, 2V) - I'(U, Oy) - Hy(S, £V)
so we conclude to an isomorphism, I'(S, #V) 5 I'(U, 0y) > G, and of course we have
the embedding I'(S, #V) < I'(S, &;), and so we are done. O
To reduce ourselves to the above proposition we divide ourselves into cases according
to the irregularity of X.
Case 1, ¢(X) > 2 (2.3.8)
We have an exact sequence:
0 ->I'(X,N) ->I'(X, Q}) - I'(X, L).
So either I'(X, L) + 0 or A°(X, N) > 2. Let us suppose the latter, i.e. that 3 linearly
independent, o,, o, € I'(X, N).
Consider then the rational map, ¢ = 21, X > Pl Now we know that ©q,
. o

2
o, are closed, and whence: dp A @, = 0, i.e. dp is a meromorphic section of N, whence

21
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the foliation is just the pencil ¢ = constant, and we conclude that f cannot be
Zariski dense, which is absurd. Thus L is isomorphic to some Cartier divisor Og(D).
However by the information that we have already calculated in N§(X)q, we conclude
that £,(D) % 0in NS(S)q, but D is effective, and so this can only happen if D is supported
on the contractible curves, and whence L|; = Z|; = 0.

Case 2, ¢(X) =1 (2.3.9)

In this case the albanese of X is an elliptic curve E, and we have a map, = : X — E.
Consequently if « is the global holomorphic differential on E either n* o restricts to a
global section of L, or =" » € I'(X, N). However the latter implies that the lifting of /* =
to the universal cover of E is constant, which is absurd, and so we are reduced to the
considerations of the previous case.

Case 3, ¢(X) =0 (2.3.10)

In this case Pic®(X) = 0. However the Zariski decomposition theorem is only
a priori valid with rational coefficients, and so we conclude that for some m e N,
L®™ 3 0. (D) where D is an effective Cartier divisor supported on the contractible
curves, and so: £¥™ 3 Oy, i.e. we are close, but not quite done.

Evidently however we are reduced to Proposition 2.3.8 if we can prove:

Proposition 2.3.11. — There exists a normal space Z and a flat map p : Z — S such that
the restriction, p~*(U) — U is étale and &, 1y, is trivial.

Progf. — Take an affine cover { V, | « € A} of U such that (£;)®™ is represented
by the Cartier divisor (V,, &,) where 4, € I'(V,)*, and m is the smallest positive integer
for which this holds. Consequently if g, are the transition functions for £y with respect
}TB .

Continuing to restrict our attention to U we define a subspace, Z,, of V(ZY)
as the space cut out by a sheaf of ideals # of Sym £V, defined as follows. Over V,
write; LY = Oy T, so that, T, = g,3' Ty. Then Sym £y = 0y [T,] and we put
Iy, = (T™ — h,). By construction then, p:Z, — U is étale and £|, is isomorphic
to the trivial line bundle.

To complete over the singularities observe that k(Z,)/k(S) is galois, and that 0,
is the integral closure of @y in %2(Z,). Define Z therefore to be the integral closure of Og
in k(Z,), then since the extension is galois the fibres of Z over S are conjugate under
galois so we get the extra bonus that Z — S is not only finite, but flat. O

to this cover, things may be arranged so that: gy, =

3. Refined tautological class inequality
3 1. What is left to a’op

Clearly a combmatlon of the tautological inequality and Theorem 2.3. l is very
close to completing the demonstration of Theorem B. However for a singular foliation &#
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there will certainly be a difference between L and the tautological bundle. To facilitate
examining this difference let us make the following definition,

Definition 3.1.1. — The graph X of a foliation F on X is the corresponding quasi-section
(¢f 11.0.1) in P(Q3) (V).

Remark 3.1.2. — Even if & has singularities of Seidenberg type, since X 3 Bl,(X),
and Z may carry reduced structure, X will not in general be smooth.

Now if 0%(1) denotes the restriction of the tautological bundle to the graph of the
foliation and E is the total exceptional divisor then, v L = 0%(1) ®, O3(E) where
v:X - X is the projection (retaking the notations of I.1.1.1). At this point it may
seem that the optimal course of action would be to refine our method of diophantine
approximation so as to obtain an inequality for L, however for arbitrary X this is certainly
false—e.g. consider a suitable foliation by elliptic curves on P>—but what we will do is to
prove a height inequality for the tautological class plus ¢ enough” of the exceptional divisor.

3.2. Graphs of foliations of Seidenberg type

In this paragraph, and until the end of the paper & will be a foliation of Seidenberg
type. Now let X be its graph, then the singularities of X appear by blowing up in any
reduced structure that may arise in the singularities of #. However we have already
observed that a non-reduced singularity of Seidenberg type and degree d > 2 is equivalent
to writing a local generator for N, in some formal coordinates ¥, y about the singularity,
as xdy + £(y) dx, where £(y) = ¢® + ... e C[[J]], ¢ + 0. Consequently if X; — X is
a minimal smooth resolution of X then its local description in a neighbourhood of a
singularity is very simple, viz:

a) Evidently if the singularity is reduced then locally about the singularity X, — X,
is just the blow up in the singularity, and it is locally isomorphic to X.

b) If the singularity is reduced of degree d > 2 then locally about the singularity
X, — X is obtained by a sequence of monoidal transformations,

X, =V;»>V,_,»>... >V, >V, =X

where V, — V,_, is the blow up of V,_, in the reduced structure at the point where
the induced foliation has a singularity of degree d.
Whence the fibre of X; — X over a singularity of degree d is of the form,

@.2.1) f

i.e. a chain of d rational curves.

(1) Given the context, no confusion is anticipated with the use of the words graph of a foliation as employed
by Connes, et al., cf. [C].
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 Now let us introduce some notation, i.e. if X, X — X, is a minimal smooth
resolution of the graph then we know that X; — X is obtained via a sequence of monoidal
transformations, X; =T, -T,_, - ... > T; > Ty = X where T, = T;_, is a blow
up in the reduced structure of a singularity of the induced foliation on T,_,. Denote
therefore by E, the pull-back to X, of the exceptional divisor arising from the monoidal
transformation T; — T, _,. Certainly therefore E;,.E; = — §,; and since & is supposed
to be of Seidenberg type, it is consequently very stable, whence if %#; is the induced
foliation on X, then it is given by

(3.2.2) 0>vN®Oy (B, + ... +E,) -0} »LI, >0

where of course we continue to denote the projection to X by v, and Z, is the induced
singular locus. Observe that we have shown that zn = deg(Z) and so by (1.3.6)
deg(Z,) = 2 deg(Z). In fact we may make our picture (3.2.1) of the fibre over a singu-
larity z € Z(C) of degree d more precise, i.e.

(3.2.3)

The ~ of course denotes proper transform, while V0 < i< d — 1, z is a singularity of
degree 1, with z; a singularity of degree 4 for the induced foliation #,.
In addition we have of course a short exact sequence of line bundles on X, viz

(3.2.4) 0 >vN®Ox (E; + ... +E,) >v' 0Ok
- Vv L®0g(—E; ... —E;) >0.
From which we conclude that Og(1) le =vL®0Og(—E;... —E,). Now let us
ho "(r
suppose that lim inf M < 0, r € R, being outside a given set of finite measure,

norse hg(f(r)

and consider the consequences. As in § 2.2 and 2.3 we of course associate cohomology
classes @, € N§(X;)g and ¢, € NS(X)g to f for a suitable sequence R C R such that,

Jvu=n b [a@ne>0 o @) nes<o.
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From which of course we conclude,
n
(3.2.5) 3 [ oE) f\cpl>f 6(L) A 9y > 0.
=1 X, Xo

So that as previously observed Theorem B will certainly follow if we can refine the
tautological inequality sufficiently by adding “ enough * of the exceptional divisor term.
Consider therefore the following sequence of varieties, viz:

(3.2.8) oo > X1 > Xy > Xy, > X 2 X =X

where X; — X, _, is the minimal smooth resolution of the graph of the induced foliation
on X; ,. Further let Oy (1) denote the restriction of the tautological bundle on the
graph to X;, and E,, ..., E,; the exceptional divisors appearing in the sequence of
monoidal transformations that give rise to X, from X,_,, precisely as we defined the
E,, ..., E, above. Observe that if v, : X; — X is the projection then,

k(1)

05 (1) =V LO O B —Ey).

k(i —1)
Yet on the other hand, 0, (1) |X1 =viL®0Og( X —NE,_, ;),where 5: X; >X;_,
k(i) ki —1) i=1
is the projection. However: X E;< X A E,_,;, and so at each stage we certainly
C =1 i=1

obtain a refinement of the tautological inequality on X, so let us suppose that this
is still not good enough to prove Theorem B, i.e. if f; : Y — X is the i-th lifting of f then

h (r
we suppose that lim inf M
wor=n hg(f(r))
In any case let us denote by F, C R, the set of finite measures outside which the
tautological inequality holds for f lifted to X;; then there exists some large ¢, e R, such

that if F; := F; n [0, #], and F;" := F;, — F;, the measure of F’ is bounded by 1/i"

< 0 being outside a given set of finite measure.

Whence if we put F":= U F;’, F”’ is of bounded measure. Consequently we obtain
i=1

a sequence of classes ¢, € NS(X;, R) for which the tautological inequality holds, and
such that: :

(3.2.7) a) (3)(0) = Mi—)u(pizy) = - = (M).(91) = @0

b) fxcl(L) N> 0

o) |_alexm) nes<o.
Now let us define non-negative real numbers «;; by the formula,

(3.2.8) g 1= fxiclwx,.(Eu)) oy
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We must have

0]
(3.2.9) Q=N Q_, — jglaia'Eij'
From which we obtain,
N k@)
(3.2.10) P = V;q Py — ‘Zl ’g %5 VN1 i

where vy; : X — X, is the natural map. On the other hand f;: Y — X continues to
have Zariski-dense image, so that I1.2.2.5 applies to give 9% > 0, i.e.

N k)

(3.2.11) a> X X o).
i=13j=1

However by (3.2.5) we have

k(i)

(3.2.12) b aﬁf a(L) Ngp:=¢>0, VieN.
i=1 X

Initially one might hope that (3.2.11) and (3.2.12) are mutually contradictory,
however one has the basic estimate

k(i) k(i)

(3.2.13) EI“‘?“ G ){Z o

while unfortunately (i) = 2¢ deg(Z), so we can only obtain a contradiction by reducing
the number of singularities that we need to count at the ¢-th stage. This will be done
in the next section, the singularities in question being those through which there are
two complete leaves of the foliation.

3.3. Proof of refined tautological inequality, and end of demonstration
Let us begin with a definition.

Definition 3.3.1. — A singularity z € Z(C) of a foliation F will be called small if:
(1) The scheme structure of Z supported at z is reduced.
(i1) There exist precisely two leaves of the foliation through z, both complete, whose intersec-
tion—scheme-theoretically—is precisely z.

Furthermore we will denote by Z' C Z the set of all small singularities (so that in
particular Z'’ = Z'(C)) and Z"":=7Z — Z'.

As in the previous section we continue to denote by X P(QY) the graph of the
foliation, and @Ox(1) the restriction to X of the tautological bundle. The fibre over a
small singularity z will of course be a smooth rational curve, E,, which is in fact a Cartier
divisor since the singularity is reduced. This being so, our refined tautological inequality is
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Theorem 3.3.2. — Let H be an ample bundle on X; then
hog(f'(1) 4 2 hogien (S (1) < d(S() + Ollog 7 + log (£ (7)))-

In fact when Y = G we can prove a much better inequality, valid for a perfectly general
Jf: G - X which omits both the hypothesis on the foliation, and indeed the dimension, viz:

Theorem 3.3.2 bis. — Let X be a smooth projective variety, with H ample on X, Z' a
reduced set of dimension zero, f: G — X a holomorphic map and 8 > O; then, if f': G — P(Q;)
is the lifting to the projective tangent space, we have:

hoyqyyn (S (1)) + my 2 (1) < Sha(f(r)) + O(log r 4 log hg(f(r))),

where m, ,(r) is the defect of f with respect to Z, i.e. the defect with respect to the exceptional divisor
on the blowing up of X in Z.

The inequality being valid off a set of finite measure which depends on H, but
not 8. The implied constant in the error term depending on 3 only in so much as
Os(log 7 4 log T, g(r)) = O(log r + log T, x(r)) 4 Os(1), where the subscript, or lack
of it, denotes dependence or non-dependence on 3 respectively. Evidently the previous
conditions on small singularities are such that they allow us to conclude a weak version
of Theorem 3.3.2 from Theorem 3.3.2 bis.

Bearing in mind the considerations of the previous section, let us proceed to

~ complete the proof of Theorem B, while assuming Theorem 3.3.2. In fact let us assume
the slightly worse error term of Theorem 3.3.2 bis, for fun. ’

Observe that if our goal is to obtain a contradiction from the convergence of the
series appearing in (3.2.11) we may without loss of generality replace X, = X by X,,
i.e. we may assume that through each singularity of the foliation there is a smooth
rational curve of the form indicated in (3.2.3). Whence if z is a singularity of degree d,
and C the aforesaid complete rational leaf of the foliation, then there is a singularity
w € C, distinct from z, of degree 1, and the fibre over C in X, may be represented by
a diagram of the form:

(3.3.3)
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From which we see that deg(Z,) < deg(Z), and indeed for any ieN,
deg(Z;") < deg(Z), since a monoidal transformation in a small singularity must lead to
two new small singularities, given that a priori we are assuming & to be of Seidenberg
type with at most two leaves through any point.

Let us therefore, for each ¢ € N, denote by E;;, 1 < j< k(¢)", those divisors among
our previous set E;;, 1< j< k(¢), which arise on X; from monoidal transformations
in singularities which are not small; of course k(i) = deg(Z;’) < deg(Z).

Now this time we will assume that the height of f, with respect to
Ox,(1) ® Ox,(2,c 5 E,) does not dominate a suitable multiple of the ample height
outside a given set of finite measure (i.e. as previously

’ 1
lim inf ——— A ) . <0 ;
nor=n ho(f(r) @x,(1)®@x,(z§z'Ez)(f;( ) )

then proceeding as in the previous section and with the same notations we obtain a
sequence of classes ¢; € NS(X;; R) such that

(3.3.4) 2) (W)u(e) = h=p)uleia) = -+ = M)u(e1) = @05

b) fx 6(L) A 9> 0,

o [ (a(0s) + T a(@EN}neso.

Consequently arguing as in (3.2.8)-(3.2.13) with the same notations we obtain,

k@)’
(3.3.5) z %'>f (L) Ngyi=2e>0.
i=1 X
Whence we obtain,
N :
(3.3.6) @2 > deg@) &%, for any suitably large N.

An evident contradiction from which we conclude that there exists some suitable
constant «( f) depending on f, for which Theorem B holds in the form claimed.

Let us now retake the notations of I.1.1.1 and proceed to the proof of the refined
tautological inequality in the harder form of Theorem 3.3.2 bis. As noted previously
the dynamic approach appears to be more adapt to producing inequalities involving
proximity functions. To begin with, observe that through a small singularity there are
precisely two leaves, both complete, whence since we suppose that Im(f) is Zariski-
dense we conclude that f cannot meet a small singularity. Consequently we will suppose
for simplicity that f does not meet Z’; the additional complication is not a problem
as exemplified in [M2]; in any case if we were to blow up W in

v iz x 2 X 1) = P(QL ®k(z) ®1)
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then F would lift from S to this blowing up, and a dynamic intersection estimate with

respect to the proper transform of AX1 ought to give us what we are looking for.
Unfortunately a dynamic intersection estimate of a suitable form appears to be false
for this naive construction whence we proceed as follows, notations being fixed once
more according to those in the diagram;

W, := Bls;, (W)
v
] \%
W, = Blg, (W)
(3.3.7) ‘ v ~ Blyxz:xp'(Wo)
W, :=W=Bl,, X xXxP
v
v

W, := X xX xP'

Note that if z € Z’ then v~ !(z X z X P!) is the union of the two subvarieties
P,:=PQy®k(2)®1) Ax1 , and the proper transform B! of z X z X P! Naturally
then, T’}, = yz f’;, and P, = Uz P,, the two unions being disjoint. While, more-

z ! 2€Z '
over, P, and ?}‘ meet in the zero section 0, = [0, 0, 1] over z. Equally therefore we

denote 0, := Uz 0,. Naturally then INDZ, is just the proper transform of P, in W,,
z€Z'

ie By = z'éJz' Bloz(Pz). Now let us denote by 2f’lz the total transform of PL, in W,; the

total transform of 2PL, in W, is again some irreducible divisor denoted *PL,, while simi-
larly we write *P, for the total transform of P, in Wj. In addition one sees, on
explicit computation, that with respect to W3 — W, the inverse of the ideal defining

Z' X Z' x P is precisely Oy (— 3§z,).(9wa(— 3?2) Denoting then by D the total
exceptional divisor on Bl . , , p(W;), we have

(3.3.8) vD=2F, +PL.
The reason for all this being, as we shall see, that a good dynamic intersection estimate
with respect to D is very straightforward. In any case let us note further that the proper
transform 2A X 1 of A x 1 in W, is isomorphic to Bl (P(Q% @ 0x)), while the propér
transform 8A x 1 of *A x 1 in W; is isomorphic to Blj, (2&\></ 1) and that the total
‘transform of A X 1 with respect to W; — W, is given by
(3.3.9) VAX1) =%AX1+B,.

22
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As indicated previously, then, our plan will be to carry out the dynamic intersection
g
procedure with respect to 3A X 1. Before proceding, let us consider what answer we

may expect. As in § 1.2 let us denote AX1 5 P(Qx ® Og) by P; then as previously
indicated we have the tower of blow-ups arising from the construction of (3.3.7)

. S~ .
restricted to A X 1, viz:

0, < 3[0] U, > *Ax1=Bl(Ax1) — > 3B,

} ! ! !

(3.8.10) 20, < 2[0] U0, <> *AX1 =Bl (P) <> B, =B, (P,)

! ! ! !

0, © [0] < AX1=PQ,®0) =P «<— P,.

Those objects not already defined are defined by the condition that all the squares in

the diagram are cartesian; note in addition that the fibre of [0] over 2A X1 — A X 1
is indeed scheme-theoretically as indicated. Consequently we obtain a map

v:Vy = Bl (*A X 1) — V, := Bl,(P)
with
(3.3.11) v 0y,C[0]) = 0y,(0% + *[01%),
where # denotes taking the fibre with respect to bthe map, V; A X 1. Necessarily
therefore by I.1.2.1 we have a map v:V; - P(Q}) and the formula
(3.3.12)  Gp(1) |y, = " Gray(1) Oy, Oy, (0F + *[01%).
Moreover if for ze€Z' we consider E,:= P(Q} ®k(z)) & P(Qk), and of course

E,:= U E,, then the scheme-theoretic pre-image v~!(E,) is just 36*2, v ;{ﬁg
2EZ

in V; so that we obtain a map v:V, ——>l;(\(2_§;) := Blg,,(P(Q%)); consequently if E,
is the total exceptional divisor we have the formula,

(3.3.13) v B, =08 + Bt
Whence combining (3.3.9), (3.3.12) and (3.3.13) we obtain,
(3.3.14)  Ogzi(— A X1) |y, = ' { Oua(1) @ Oy (Ez) }©cr, O3, CT0D)

An estimate of the form already obtained in the dynamic intersection procedure of

Chapter I with respect to 3A % 1 will therefore yield precisely what we are looking for.
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Turning then to the question of justifying a dynamic intersection estimate in this
case, and denoting by =, (respectively =) the projection from Wj to the i-th X factor
(vespectively P'), let us put G = =] H" ® n; H" ® n* Opy(m) ® Oy (— °A x 1) for some
sufficiently large m € N to be decided. Then we have

Lemma 8.8.15. — There exists a nef bundle B on W, such that G = B + v* D, where
D is as in (3.3.8).

Progf. — Observe that,
B:=G—v'D=mH"®mH"® 1" Op(m) ®v O (— A x 1 — 2P})

is just the pull back of some bundle on W,. On the other hand for m >0,

m H" ® n; H" ® 7* Opi(m) ® Oy (— A/\X/ 1) is certainly ample on W,, while taking
m sufficiently large guarantees that the intersection of B with an integral curve on W,
is positive unless the curve is the proper transform of a curve on W, contracted by
W,; - W. Consequently the lemma reduces to the observation that if % : Bl,(P*) — P”,
is the blowing up of P" in a point, and E the exceptional divisor then A* Op(1) ® O(— E)
is nef on BL,(P"). O

We now fix 8§ > 0 a small rational number, and M an ample bundle on Wj so
that for some sufficiently large n €e N we have that: A := n(B 4 8M) is very ample
on W,. Moreover since f misses Z’' we have that there is a lifting of F: S —~ W, to a
map F:S — W, (cf. I, § 1 and § 2), so that repeating the arguments—and notations—of
§ 2 we find, for almost all £ and all | £|> &> 0 that,

©3.16)  of  m(E, 1) uien)
+f|n|=="‘*(3§'“ F(1)) w(dn) > hy(A;  F(1)) + O(log | £ |).

On the other hand M must necessarily be of the form =} H® n; H® n* Op:(m) minus
some suitably weighted sum of the exceptional divisors arising in the blowing up process
to obtain W, whence on controlling the proximity functions a4 la I.2.4, we obtain
for € and | 7/¢ | bounded by some appropriate a priori constant,

@8a7) [ k(B () () 200 (£ 2]+ <)
> hy(Bt,, F(1)) +0 (log | £ | + | logee )-

Evidently then we are very close to producing the necessary analogue of Proposition 2.3.3,
and hence Proposition 2.3.7, provided that we can get a good dynamic intersection
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type estimate with respect to D. However, this is reasonably straightforward, in fact
we have:

Proposition 3.8.18. — Let <(| £ |) be a function bounded by 1/r* T3 (| £]) log* (T, x(|€ ),
and also by a suitable constant as indicated above, then for all | € | outside a set of finite measure,

flml=z(|5|){th}(zx&’?l F(l)) - h"‘D(ZEyOF(l))}“(dn) I < O(l)-

Remark 3.3.19. — It is evident from the discussion of I, § 2 that a bound of the
type indicated holds without the absolute value sign on the left hand side; needless to
say we require the stronger estimate as given above.

Proof. — Let us denote by W the blow up of X X X in Z’' X Z’; then, since f
misses Z', f X £: Y X Y > X x X lifts to W and we have a commutative diagram

N\

j Bl 1 p1(Wo)

/

S —— W,

(3.3.20)

¥

YXYmW.

Consequently by the functoriality of the height we are reduced to proving our
estimate for the map F =f X f: Y x Y - W, with respect to the total exceptional
divisor on W, also denoted D by abuse of notation. This is however a rather special
case of [M2], Proposition 6, from which we conclude. O '

Remark 3.3.25. — This method of proof fails to justify the naive plan of obtaining
a dynamic intersection estimate for the exceptional divisor on W; blown upin z X z X 1,
since a similar estimate for X X P! blown up in z X 1 appears false—essentially because
J may get closer to z arbitrarily quicker than a rational function approaches 1.

Combining then (3.3.17) with Proposition 3.3.18 and Lemma 2.3.6 we see that
we have proved

Proposition 3.8.26. — Let (| £ |) satisfy the constraints of Proposition 3.3.18, then,
Jor | €| outside a set of finite measure,

[ (1 B F0) = s B FO1) () < 23k £ 4-2)
+ O(e(| & ) Aa( (1 & 1) bl £ &)
+0(log | £| + | log <(| £ ]) )

Remark 3.3.217. We see from the proof that the set of finite measure that it
was necessary to exclude in the above proposition had no dependence on 3, and indeed
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that the variation of the implied constants on the right with § is simply that of the type
indicated in Theorem 2.3.2.

Consequently therefore we have obtained precisely the analogue of Proposition I.
2.3.7 we require, and the refined tautological inequality follows immediately via the
arguments employed in I, § 2.4.

Should we content ourselves with supposing that f is a dense leaf of a foliation
on a surface then of course f misses all the small singularities, so that if E,, is the total
sum of the exceptional curves on X,, the minimal smooth model of the graph, contracting
to Z’ then the map F of I.1.2 arising from the deformation to the normal cone of the
diagonal on X naturally gives rise to 2 map F:Y —P(0 (1) (E;) ® Ox). Everything
is now almost formally identical, for an arbitrary ramified cover to I.3 with the Q in
the general case now being replaced by the Oy (1) (E;), the only problem being that
there is a slightly more difficult metricised term at infinity. This term, however may be
handled by a suitable variant of the Ahlfors-Wong method (which incidentally would
not be the case for non-reduced singularities) as may be found for example in [M3]. O

BIBLIOGRAPHY

[A-S-S] E. Arronpo, I. Sors, B. SpEISER, Global Moduli For Contacts, MSRI preprint (1992).

[B-B] P. Baum, R. Borr, Singularities Of Holomorphic Foliations, J. Differential Geometry T (1972), 279-342.

[B1] F. BocomoLov, Families Of Curves On Surfaces Of General Type, Soviet Math. Dokl. 18 (1977), 1294-1297,

[B2] F. BocomoLov, Holomorphic tensors and vector bundles on projective varieties, Math. USSR Izv. 13
(1978), 499-555.

[Bo] E. Bowmsieri, The Mordell Conjecture Revisited, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci (4) 17 (1990), no 4,

615-640. Errata-corrigé: The Mordell conjecture revisited, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci (4) 18
(1991), no 3, 473.

[C] A. Connes, Non Commutative Geometry, Academic Press, 1994.
[C-M] D. Cerveauv, J.-F. MattE1, Formes intégrables holomorphes singuliéres, Astérisque vol. 97 (1982).
[D] M. Descuawmps, Courbes de genres géométrique borné sur une surface de type général (d’aprés F. A. Bogo-

molov), Séminaire Bourbaki 519 (1977/1978).

[Del] J. P. DEmAILLY, Monge-Ampére operators, Lelong numbers, and intersection theory, Complex Analysis
and Geometry, V. Ancona and A. Silva Eds, Plenum, New York, London (1993).

[De2] J. P. DemaiLLy, Algebraic Criteria for Kobayashi Hyperbolic Varieties and Jet Differentials, Lecture notes of
a course given at AMS summer research Institute, Santa Cruz (1995).

[De3]  J. P. DEmaILLY, Regularization of closed positive currents and intersection theory, JAG 1 (1992), 361-409.

[E] T. ExepaHL, Foliations and Inseparable Morphisms, Algebraic Geometry, Bowdoin, Proc. Symp. Pure
Math. 46, S. Bloch ed., AMS, Providence (1987), 139-149.
[F] G. FaLtings, Diophantine Approximation on abelian Varieties, Ann. Math. 188 (1991), 549-576.

[Fu] W. FurtoN, Intersection Theory, New York, Springer Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg (1984).

[Fuj] T. Fujita, On the Zariski problem, Proc. Japan Acad. 55 (1979), 106-110.

[G-G] M. GreeN, P. Grirrrrs, Two applications of algebraic geometry to entire holomorphic mappings, The
Chern Symposium, New York, Springer Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, (1979), 41-74.

[H] R. HARTSHORNE, Ample subvarieties of algebraic varieties, LNM 156 (1970).

J1 J. P. Jouanorou, Hypersurface solutions d’une équation de Pfaff analytique, Math. Ann. 282 (1978),
239-245.

[L1] S. LanNe, Number Theory III, Encyclopedia of Mathematical Sciences, volume 60, New York, Springer
Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1991.

[L2] S. Lang, Introduction to complex hyperbolic spaces, New York, Springer Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg (1987).



174

[L-C]
[L-Y]

[Mi1]
[M2)

[M3]
[Mil]
[Mi2]

N]
[No]

[R]
[s]

[Sa]
[S-B]

[Si]
[So]

U]

[vi]
[v2]
[v3]
[v4]

MICHAEL McQUILLAN

S. Lanc, W. CHERRY, Topics In Nevanlinna Theory, LNM 1433 (1990).

S. Lu, S. T. Yau, Holomorphic curves in surfaces of general type, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. USA 87 (1990),
80-82.

M. McQuiLLAN, A new proof of the Bloch conjecture, JAG 5 (1996), 107-117.

M. McQuiLLaN, A Dynamical Counterpart To Faltings’ Diophantine Approximation On Abelian Varieties, IHES
preprint, 1996.

M. McQUILLAN, La mappa di Faltings e la construzione grafica di Macpherson, lectures given at the Universita
di Napoli, ¢ Federico II ”, to appear.

Y. Mivaoka, Algebraic Surfaces With Positive Index, Classification of algebraic and analytic manifolds (Kata
Symposium Proc. 1982), Progress in Math. 89, Birkhauser, Boston Basel Stuttgart (1983), 281-301.

Y. Mivaoka, Deformations of Morphisms Along a Foliation, Algebraic Geometry, Bowdoin, Proc. Symp.
Pure Math. 486, S. Bloch ed., AMS, Providence (1987), 245-268.

M. NAKAMAYE, conversation at tea, MSRI, 1992.

J. Nogucsi, On the value distribution of meromorphic mappings of covering spaces over C™ into algebraic
varieties, J. Math. Soc. Japan 37 (1985), 295-313.

M. Remw, Bogomolov’s Theorem ¢ < 4¢,, Proc. Intern. Collog. Algebraic Geometry (Kyoto, 1977), 623-642+
A. SEIDENBERG, Reduction of singularities of the differential equation A dy = B dx, American Journ. Math. 89
(1967), 248-269.

F. Sakar, Weil Divisors on normal surfaces, Duke Math. J. 51 (1984), 877-887.

N. SHEPHERD-BARON, Miyaoka’s Theorems, Flips And Abundance For Algebraic Threefolds (Janos
Kollar ed.), Asterisque vol. 211 (1992), 103-114.

Y. T. S, Analyticity of sets associated to Lelong numbers and the extension of closed positive currents,
Invent. Math. (1974), 53-156.

C. SouLt, Lectures On Arakelov Geometry, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics 88, Cambridge,
1992.

E. ULLMo, Positivité et discrétion des points algébriques des courbes, to appear.

P. Vojra, Diophantine Approximations and Value Distribution Theory, LNM 1239 (1987).

P. Vojra, On Algebraic Points On Curves, Comp. Math. 78 (1991), 29-36.

P. Vojra, Siegel’s Theorem In The Compact Case, Ann. Math. 183 (1991), 509-548.

P. Vojra, Integral points on subvarieties of semi-abelian varieties I, to appear.

All Souls College,
Oxford OX1 4AL,
Angleterre

Manuscrit regu le 18 juin 1997.



