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HOLOMORPHIC ONE-FORMS ON VARIETIES OF GENERAL TYPE
CHRISTOPHER D. HACON AND SANDOR J. KOVACS

ABSTRACT. It has been conjectured that varieties of general type dadmit nowhere van-
ishing holomorphic one-forms. We confirm this conjecturedmooth minimal varieties and
for varieties whose Albanese variety is simple.

1. INTRODUCTION

The impact of zeros of vector fields on the geometry of the tyithg variety has been stud-
ied extensively, cf. [Bot67], [BB70], [BB72], [CL73], [CHK3], [CL77], [ACLS83], [AC83],
[ACL86]. For instance, it is known that the existence of a heve zero vector field on a
compact complex manifold implies that all of its characicinumbers vanish.

Carrell asked whether something similar is implied by thistexce of a nowhere vanishing
holomorphic one form. He proved that this is the case forag@s$, namely it is a compact
complex surface admitting a nowhere vanishing holomorphiform, there; (5)? andc,(.S)
are zero [Car74]. On the other hand, he also gave an exampl¢hoéefoldX, aP!-bundle
over an abelian surface, for whie(X)? = 0. This suggests that one needs to treat varieties
with negative Kodaira dimension differently.

At the same time, Carrell’s proof in the surface case stgrfgtving that a surface admitting
a nowhere vanishing holomorphic one form is necessarilyimah i.e., contains ng—1)-
curves. Hence one might suggest the following.

Wild Guess 1.1. If X admits a nowhere vanishing holomorphic one form, thers minimal.

Unfortunately, we cannot expect this to hold in higher disien: LetX = A x Y whereA
is an abelian variety and is arbitrary, or more generally Iéf admit a smooth morphism onto
an abelian varietyl with general fibr&”. ThenX admits nowhere vanishing holomorphic one
forms, namely the ones pulled back frofn but if Y is not minimal, then neither iX. The
reason that this didn’t happen for surfaces is that everyosimzurve is minimal.

So one may try the other part of the problem and ask whetheexiséence of a nowhere
vanishing holomorphic one form onnainimalvariety X implies thatc, (X )4 = 0. For a
minimal variety X, Ky is nef, therefore;; (X)4™X £ 0 is equivalent tak ™~ > 0 which is
equivalent taX being of general type.

We are also led to varieties of general type via a differetit.pd X admits a nowhere vanish-
ing holomorphic one-form, then [GL87, Theorem 3.1] implikat for generic? ¢ Pic’(X),
one hadf’(X, %, ® &) = 0foralli, j. In particular,y(X,wx) = 0. On the other hand, when
X is of maximal Albanese dimension (i.elim X = dimalbx (X))) andAlb(X) is simple,
then X is a variety of general type if and onlyyf X, wx) > 0.
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All of these considerations naturally lead to the followoanjecture.

Conjecture 1.2. Let X be a smooth projective variety of general type. Tiedoes not admit
a nowhere vanishing holomorphic one form.

Finally observe, that once we restrict to varieties of gahgpe, (1.1) does not seem so wild
anymore and one has a much more reasonable guess.

Conjecture 1.3 (Carrell). Let X be a smooth projective variety of general typeXlfadmits
a nowhere vanishing holomorphic one form, théns minimal.

REMARK 1.4. As mentioned above, this is known for surfaces and usi@glassification of
extremal contractions one can easily see that it also holdthfeefolds. This was explicitly
checked in [LZ03, Lemma 2.1].

Conjecture 1.2 has been confirmed for canonically polanzeigties (i.e., whose canonical
divisor is ample) in [Zha97] and for threefolds in [LZ03].

An immediate consequence of this conjecture is that a yaofegeneral type does not admit
any smooth morphisms onto an abelian variety. For otheli@ins the reader is referred to
[Zha97].

In this article we first prove Conjecture 1.2 for smooth miaiwarieties.

Theorem 1.5 =Theorem 2.5.Let X be a smooth projective minimal variety of general type.
ThenX does not admit a nowhere vanishing holomorphic one form.

This completely confirms Conjecture 1.2 assuming Conjeciu8. Using (1.4) this also
gives a new proof of the threefold case [LZ03, Theorem 1].

Using different methods than the ones used to prove (1.5pls@confirm Conjecture 1.2
for varieties whose Albanese variety is simple.

Theorem 1.6 =Theorem 3.1.Let X be a smooth variety of general type. If its Albanese variety
is simple, thenX does not admit a nowhere vanishing holomorphic one form.

1.7 DEFINITIONS AND NOTATION. Let X be a proper variety. A line bundl¢’ on X is called
nefif deg (£|,) > 0 for every proper curvé’ C X. .Z is calledbig if the global sections of
Z™ define a generically finite map for some> 0. X is of general typaf w is big.

Ford € H°(X,Qx), Z(#) denotes the zero locus 6f

Let.# be a torsion-free sheaf oXi and. : U — X the locus where# is locally free. Then
Sm(Z) denotes the reflexive hull of the" symmetric power ofZ, i.e.,S™ (%) = LS ()

2. SMOOTH MINIMAL MODELS

The main goal of this section is to prove the following.

Theorem 2.1. Let Y be a projective variety with only rational singularities dimensionn,
and let¢ : X — Y be a resolution of singularities df. Let ¢ Qy = im[p*Qy — Qx].
Assume that there exist¥lac H°(X, ¢#Qy) such that the zero locus éfis empty. Then for
any ample line bundleZ onY, H*(Y, .Z) = 0.

Before we can prove this theorem we need some preparation.

Let X be a smooth variety of dimension Let ® be the functor of regular functions and
the functor of Kahler differentials, i.e®x = Ox andUx = Qx. Then any) € H°(X, Q)
induces a morphisry : &x — V. In fact itinduces a morphisiy, : oy, — Uy, via pull
back for everyX; that admits a morphismy; : X; — X, to X. In other word¥) induces a
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natural transformation fron® to W in the category ofX-schemes. Then by [Kov04, 2.6, 2.9]
there exists a functorially defined), € Ob(D(X)) for all r > —1 such that for every € N
there exists a distinguished triangle,
(*) QO — 9 T

Furthermore), ~0if r > n —1andQy_ ' ~ wy.

SupposeZ (0) is empty. Then by [Ful84, Appendix B.3.4] the Koszul complex

A0 A A0 AD. 1 AO
0— Ox — Q) = 0% = 5 Q¥ 5 Q% — 0,

induced by taking the wedge product witlis exact. Lets~! = 0, and
&' = ker(A0) : O — QF?
fori=1,...,n—1. ThenQ) =~ Etlforr=1,...,n—2.1n particularg%x ~ Ox.
Next, results regarding the generalized De Rham compleresimmarized in the following
theorem.

Theorem 2.2. ([DB81], [GNPP88, 111.1.12, V.3.3, V.3.6, V.5.1Hor every complex schemeé
of dimension n there exists &}, € Ob(Dy;;(Y')) with the following properties.

(2.2.1) Leto. : X. — Y be any hyperresolution &f. ThenQ, ~ R¢..Qy .
(2.2.2) The definition is functorial, i.e., th : X — Y is a morphism of complex schemes, then
there exists a natural magp* of filtered complexes
¢": Qy — Rp.Qx.

Furthermore, Q. € Ob(D}, .,(Y)) and if ¢ is proper, theng* is a morphism in
Df‘ilt,coh(y>' . . . .
(2.2.3) Let Q- be the usual De Rham complex of Kahler differentials comedievith the
“filtration béte”. Then there exists a natural map of filteredmplexes

Qy = Qy
and if Y is smooth, it is a quasi-isomorphism.
(2.2.4) LetQy. = Grh. Qi [p]. Then®y, ~ RO for any hyperresolutio. : X. — Y.
(2.2.5) If Y is projective and? is an ample line bundle oF, then

HY(Y, Q) @ Z)=0 forp+q>n.

To extend the definition @%X to singular varieties we need the following.

Lemma 2.3. Let ¢. : X. — Y be a hyperresolution of . Let¢"Qy be defined as in (2.1).
Letd € H°(Xy,¢"Qy) andby, : Oy, — Qx, the morphism induced by the sectiénThen
R¢.,. Q. is independent of the hyperresolution chosen.

Proof. Let & be a morphism of hyperresolutions.

«

X — X/

“| K

X — X
idx
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Then by [Kov04, 4.1] there exists a commutative diagram:

_ +1
Ry, —— ReO%, —— ReQ)  ——

R

—1
Re"Qb L — 5 Re"Q%, —— Re'QY
—Yxn . —Uxn

Now Re'CY, ~ QFf ~ Re"QY, by (2.2.4), and the statement follows from [DB81, 2.1.4] and

(x) by descending induction gn O

Definition 2.4. Let Y be a variety of dimension. Let¢. : X. — Y be a hyperresolution of
Y and letd € HO(XO,gb#Qy). We defineQ), = R¢.,Q forr > —1. By the lemma, this
is independent of the hyperresolution chosen, in partidfil® is smooth, it agrees with the
previous definition o), .

Proof of Theorem 2.1By (%) there exists a distinguished triangle,

-1 +1
(x) Qp " — 9 — 9 —.

for everyp € N, so by (2.2.5),
Hn_p(Y, g};y ® g) _ Hn_(p_l)(Y, g};;l ®$)
is surjective for allp, and then
is also surjective. Now’ (Y, Q% ®.Z) = 0sinceQ); = 0, sowe obtain that
H"(Y, QY ©.Z)=0.

On the other hand, the previous observation in the ¢age = (), (2.2.2), (2.2.3),%x) and
[Kov04, 4.1] implies that the following diagram is communat

Oy —— & — 9

g | |
R¢.0x —— R$.Q% —— R¢.Q) .

Now p has a left inverse, and hence in turn the morphigm— Q%Y has a left inverse. Finally
that implies thatt" (Y, .2) — H"(Y, Q) ® %) = 0is injective. O
Theorem 2.5. Let X be a smooth projective variety such that is nef and big, and let
6 € H(X,Qx). ThenZ(6) # 0.
Proof. Consider the Albanese morphism; X — A and let

g: Y:ProjAZh*w%”%A

and¢ : X — Y the induced natural morphism. Note that by constructidactors asgj o ¢.

Y has rational singularities by [EIk81] (cf. [Kov00]), angl is a line bundle by the Basepoint-
free theorem [KM98, Theorem 3.3] (cf. [Rei83]). In partiayly” is Gorenstein.

Next letn € H°(A,Q4) such that = h*y. It follows thatd € H°(X, "), and hence by
Theorem 2.1, ifvy is ample, therZ () # (). Therefore it is enough to prove that is ample.
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Consider the canonical model af:
Z =Proj »  H(X wy).

m >0

We want to prove that” ~ 7.

By construction there is a natural morphism: X — Z that factors throughy. Let
n:Y — Z be the induced morphism such that= 7 o ¢.

For alla € A, wy, is ample. On the other hand, for any cuiwecontained in a fibre of
1, wy = N*wyz is trivial on C. HenceY, intersects every fiber of in a zero dimensional
subscheme.

Let £ be a component of the exceptional locus)oBy [Kaw91, Theorem 2]F is covered
by rational curves that are contracted hy By the above observation these rational curves
cannot be contained in any of thig. SinceA does not contain any rational curves we conclude
that £ must be empty.

ThusY ~ Z, in particularw,- is ample. OJ

3. VARIETIES WHOSEALBANESE VARIETY IS SIMPLE

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a smooth variety of general type anldby : X — A: = Alb(X)
its Albanese morphism. K is simple, then any holomorphic one-fothe H°(X, Q%) has a
non-empty zero set.

We are going to study the Albanese morphisnkXo&dnd employ different strategies depend-
ing on whether it is surjective or not.

CASE I: alby IS NOT SURJECTIVE

Proposition 3.2. Let Z C A be a proper closed subvariety of the abelian varidtyIf A is
simple, then for every holomorphic one-fofne H°(A, 2}), 6|, has a non-empty zero set.

Proof. Let W C H°(A, 2}) be the set of those holomorphic one-forths H°(A, 2}) such
thatd|, vanishes at some poiate Z. Itis easy to see that/ is closed and so it suffices to
show thatV is dense inf°( A, Q).

Let r = dim Z and Z, the set of smooth points of. For anyz € Z;, one has that the
tangent spacé,(Z)t = C9" C T.(A)Y = H(A, Q) = CY. Let Z C P! be the closure
of the imagez, of the corresponding projective bundke:= P(7'(Z,)*) under this map. One
sees that ifZ = P!, thenW is dense inH°(A, Q).

Suppose thaz # P9!, ie.,dimZ < g — 1. Letp € Z be a general point, then
dim Z < g — 1 implies that the corresponding fib&, is positive dimensional. Consider
now the projectionr : P — Z, and the subvariety, given by the closure aof (P,) N Z, C A,
one has

dmZ,=¢g—-1-dimZ > 0.
For generake € Z,, one has forL, the line corresponding tp that L, c 7,(Z)* and so
T.(Z,) C T.(Z) C H, := L. It follows thatZ, generates a proper abelian subvariety
A, C A. This is a contradiction, sV = H°(A4, Q). O

Corollary 3.3. Let X be a projective variety and : X — A a morphism to a simple abelian
variety. If Z := a(X) # A, then every holomorphic one-form

0 S OZ*HO(Au Q}é&) - HO(X7 Q}X’)



6 CHRISTOPHER D. HACON AND SANDOR J. KOVACS

has a non-empty zero set.
CAsE ll: alby IS SURJECTIVE

NOTATION 3.4. LetX be a projective variety and : X — A a surjective morphism to an
abelian variety. Lef\ C A be the locus whera is not smooth.

Proposition 3.5. Under the assumptions of (3.4) assume thabntains an irreducible divisor

D of general type. Then every holomorphic one-férm o*H° (A, QY) € H°(X, Q%) has a
non-empty zero set.

Proof. ConsidenV c HY(A, QL) the set of those holomorphic one-forise H°(A, })
such thatv*0 € H°(X, %) vanishes at some pointc X. As above)V is closed and so it
suffices to show that it is dense.

ConsiderD’ c D a (non-empty) open set such that for alE D° there is a point: € X,
with rank(da,) = ¢g — 1 (cf. [Har77, 111.10.6]) andD is smooth at. Letz,...,z, be local
coordinates of4 at z such thatD is defined byz, = 0 andd = 6, € H°(A4,Q}) such
thatf(z) = dz,. Then,f spans the subspadg(D)*- c H°(A,QY) andd|,, vanishes at
and a*f vanishes at some point € X such thata(x) = z (in fact at any such point with
rank(da,) = g — 1). SinceD is of general type, by [GH79] (cf. [Mor87, (3.9)]), its Gauss
map is generically finite and so one sees that thé&ét € D°} C Wis dense inH%(A, Q).
(Reasoning as in the previous proposition, we have®hat Z, andP — P! is generically
finite and so it is dominant.) O

Proposition 3.6. Under the assumptions of (3.4) assume that there existsitiMeagtegerm
such thato, (w¥, ) is big. Then is not smooth in codimension one, iA.contains a divisor.
Proof. Sincea*(w;’g/A) is big, for any ample line bundléZ’ on A there exists an integer> 0
such thats“(a, (w?}%))@%‘l is big. Letmy, : Ay ~ A — A be multiplication by an integer
k, somy, is an étale map such that; 7 = (4,)* with 27, an ample line bundle oA,. Let

g =dimA, r = dim X — dim A, andk = 3r(¢g — 1)ma. Further letH, be a divisor on4;,
such that4(Hy) ~ 74, and finally let

O/ZX/Z:XXAAk—)Ak:A.

Then R R
mip (S (W)@ ™) = 540 (W 4)) R (A4 H) 7

is big (cf. [Mor87, (5.1.1) (d)]) and henc€., (wy, ,)@(s4°9~") =™ is also big. Sinced, is
ample,3H, is very ample. LetC be a curve obtained by intersecting- 1 general elements in
3H,| and.er := #"9"V| .. Then

degwe = (9 — 1)(3H,)? and deg.o = 3r(g — 1)Hy, - (3H;,)9 ™V = rdegwe.

LetY = (¢/)"'(C) andh = o], : Y — C. If a is smooth in codimension one, thehis
smooth in codimension one and &ds smooth. Since

(o @ity )R | = hu(eiio)eer ™,
it follows thath*(w;”/c)®d—m is also big and hence ample. By [VZ01, Proposition 4.1] (with
0 =0,s =0), one has
deg o7 < dim(Y/C) degwe = r degwe.
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This is impossible and henceis not smooth in codimension one. 0J

Proof. (of Theorem 3.1) Sincel is simple, by [Uen75, 10.9] (cf. [Mor87, Theorem 3.7]) any
proper subvariety ofd is of general type. By (3.3) we may assume thidéty : X — Ais
surjective. Then by (3.5), we may assume ttiat; is smooth in codimension one (again using
[Uen75, 10.9] to see that every divisor is of general type).

Now let X — Z — A be the Stein factorization aflby. ThenZ — A is smooth and
hence étale in codimension one, Zds birational to an abelian variety. It follows thatis
birational toA andalby : X — A is an algebraic fiber space. Sin&eis of general type,
(albx).(w¥,4) = (albx).(w¥) is big for somen > 0, but by (3.6) this is impossible. [
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