arXiv:2212.02471v2 [math.NT] 31 Jul 2023

SOME GENERALIZATIONS OF SCHMIDT’S SUBSPACE THEOREM

SI DUC QUANG

Abstract. The aim of this paper is twofold. The first is to give a quantitative version of Schmidt’s subspace theorem for arbitrary families of higher degree polynomials. The second is to give a generalization of the subspace theorem for arbitrary families of closed subschemes in algebraic projective varieties.

1. Introduction

The theory of Schmidt’s subspace theorem is an important branch of Diophantine approximation with many significant applications to Diophantine equations, Diophantine geometry. The first versions of the subspace theorem were established by Schmidt in the 70’s of the last century (see [15, 16, 17]). After that, his results have been improved and generalized by many authors. In 2008, Evertse and Ferretti gave a very strong generalization of these results. In order to state their result, we recall the following standard notions in Diophantine approximation.

Let K be a number field. Denote by M_K the set of places (equivalence classes of absolute values) of K and by M^∞_K the set of archimedean places of K. For each v ∈ M_K , we choose the normalized absolute value |.|_v such that |.|_v = |.| on Q (the standard absolute value) if v is archimedean, and |p|_v = p^{−1} if v is non-archimedean and lies above the rational prime p. Denote by K_v the completion of K with respect to v and set ‖x‖_v := |x|^{nv}_v where n_v := [K_v : Q_v ]/[K : Q].

The absolute logarithmic height of a projective point x = (x_0 : · · · : x_N ) ∈ P^N (K) is defined by

h(x) := ∑ v∈M_K log max{‖x_0‖_v, . . . , ‖x_N ‖_v}. Also, we choose an extension of |.|_v to Q which amounts to extending |.|_v to the algebraic closure K_v of K_v and choosing an embedding Q into K_v. For x = (x_0, . . . , x_N ) ∈ Q^{N+1} we put ‖x‖_v := max{|x_0|_v, . . . , |x_N |_v}. For a given system f_0, . . . , f_m of homogeneous polynomials in Q [x_0, . . . , x_N ], define h(f_0, . . . , f_m) := h(a), where a is a vector consisting of the nonzero coefficients of f_0, . . . , f_m. The height of a projective subvariety X of P^N defined over Q is defined by h(X) := h(F_X ), where F_X is the Chow form of X (see Section §2).

Denote by G_K the Galois group of Q over K. For each x = (x_0, . . . , x_N ) ∈ Q^{N+1}, σ ∈ G_K we write σ(x) = (σ(x_0), . . . , σ(x_N )). Evertse and Ferretti proved the following quantitative version of the subspace theorem.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: Primary 11J68, 11J25; Secondary 11J97, 32A22. Key words and phrases: Diophantine approximation; subspace theorem; homogeneous polynomial; closed scheme. 1

Theorem A (Evertse and Ferretti [2], Theorem 1.3). Let δ be a real with 0 < δ < 1, K a number field, S a finite set of places of K of cardinality s, X be a projective subvariety of P^N defined over K of dimension n ≥ 1 and of degree d, and f^{(v)}_0 , . . . , f^{(v)}_n (v ∈ S) be a system of homogeneous polynomials in Q [x_0, . . . , x_N ]. Assume that

X(Q ) ∩ {f^{(v)}_0 = 0, . . . , f^{(v)}_n = 0} = ∅ for all v ∈ S.

Then there are homogeneous polynomials G_1, . . . , G_u ∈ K[x_0, . . . , x_N ] with

u ≤ A_1, deg G_i ≤ A_2 for i = 1, . . . , u

which do not vanish identically on X, such that the set of x ∈ X(Q ) with

log ∏ v∈S n∏ i=0 max σ∈G_K |f^{(v)}_i (σ(x))|^{1/ deg f (v)i} v ‖σ(x)‖_v ≤ −(n + 1 + δ)h(x), h(x) ≥ A_3H

is contained in ⋃_u i=1(X ∩ {G_i = 0}), where A_1, A_2, A_3, H are explicitly estimated.

As we known that, there is a close relation between the Diophantine approximation and Nevanlinna theory via the dictionary of Vojta, in which Schmidt subspace theorem correspondences to the second main theorem. In order to get the a general second main theorem for arbitrary families of hypersurfaces, in [10], the author introduces the notion of distributive constant of a family of hypersurfaces. We state its reformulation as follows.

Definition B (see [10, Definition 3.3], reformulation) Let X be a subvariety of a projective variety V and D = {D_1, . . . , D_q} a family of q divisors in V such that X ⊄ D_j (1 ≤ j ≤ q). The distributive constant of the family D with respect to X is defined by

δ_{D,X} = max ∅≠J⊂{1,...,q} ♯J dim X − dim X ∩ ⋂ j∈J D_j ,

where dim ∅ = −∞.

We now generalize Theorem A to the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let δ be a real with 0 < δ < 1, K a number field, S a finite set of places of K of cardinality s, X a projective subvariety of P^N defined over K of dimension n ≥ 1 and of degree d, and f^{(v)}_0 , . . . , f^{(v)}_m (v ∈ S) a systems of homogeneous polynomials in Q [x_0, . . . , x_N ], where m ≥ n. Assume that X(Q ) ⊄ {f^{(v)}_j = 0} for all j = 0, . . . , m, v ∈ S, X(Q ) ∩ {f^{(v)}_0 = 0, . . . , f^{(v)}_m = 0} = ∅ for all v ∈ S

(1.2) and assume also that for each v ∈ S, the distributive constant of the family of divisors {div(f^{(v)}_0 ), . . . , div(f^{(v)}_m )} with respect to X does not exceed δ_X , where δ_X > 0. Put α =^{(m+1)δX}_{n+δX} and

C := max ( [K(f^{(v)}_i ) : K], v ∈ S, i = 0, . . . , m ) , Δ := lcm ( deg f^{(v)}_i : v ∈ S, i = 0, . . . , m ) , (1.3)

A_1 := exp ( 2^{12n+4}(α(n + 1) + 1)^{4n}δ^{−2n}d^{2n+2}Δ^{n(2n+2)} ) ×4(m + 1)s(2e(α(n + 1) + 1)δ^{−1})^{(m+1)s−1} log(4C) · log log(4C), A_2 := (8n + 6)(α(n + 1) + 1)^2dΔ^{n+1}δ^{−1}, A_3 := exp ( 2^{6n+8}m(α(n + 1) + 1)^{2n+2}δ^{−n−1}d^{n+2}Δ^{n(n+2)} log(2Cs) ) , H := log(N + m) + h(X) + max ( h(1, f^{(v)}_i ), v ∈ S, 0 ≤ i ≤ m ) . (1.4)

Then there are homogeneous polynomials G_1, . . . , G_u ∈ K[x_0, . . . , x_N ] with

u ≤ A_1, deg G_i ≤ A_2 for i = 1, . . . , u

which do not vanish identically on X, such that the set of x ∈ X(Q ) with log ∏ v∈S m∏ i=0 max σ∈G_K |f^{(v)}_i (σ(x))|^{1/ deg f (v)i} v ‖σ(x)‖_v ≤ − (α(n + 1) + δ) h(x), (1.5)

h(x) ≥ A_3H

(1.6)

is contained in ⋃_u i=1(X ∩ {G_i = 0}).

We note that, if the family of divisors {div(f^{(v)}_0 ), . . . , div(f^{(v)}_m )} is in m-subgeneral position with respect to X then its distributive is bounded above by (m − n + 1). Hence, Theorem 1.1 generalizes some previous results, such as [2, Theorem 1.3] of Evertse-Ferretti, [5, Theorem 1.1] of Giang and [11, Theorem 1.1] of Quang.

On the other hand, from Theorem A we may deduce the following version of the subspace theorem.

Theorem B (Evertse-Ferretti [2]). Let X be a projective variety of dimension n defined over a number field K. Let S be a finite set of places of K. For each v ∈ S, let D_{0,v}, . . . , D_{n,v} be effective Cartier divisors on X, defined over K, in general position. Suppose that there exists an ample Cartier divisor A on X and positive integers d_{j,v} such that D_{j,v} is linearly equivalent to d_{j,v}A (which we denote by D_{j,v} ∼ d_{j,v}A ) for j = 0, . . . , n and all v ∈ S. Then, for every ϵ > 0, there exists a proper Zariski closed subset Z ⊂ X such that for all points x ∈ X(K)\Z, ∑ v∈S n∑ j=0 d^{−1}_{i,v} λ_{Dj,v ,v}(x) ≤ (n + 1 + ϵ)h_A(x). Here, by λ_{D,v} we denote the Weil function of the divisor D with respect to the place v. For this definition and detailed properties, we refer readers to [6, Chapter 10] or [21, Section 8]. For convenience, we list here some properties of Weil functions for varieties and divisors defined over a number field K. Let X be a normal complete variety, let D be a Cartier divisor on X, both defined over k. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) D is effective.

(2) λ_D is bounded from below by an M_K -constant. (3) For all v ∈ M_K , λ_{D,v} is bounded from below. (4) There exists v ∈ M_K such that λ_{D,v} is bounded from below.

Now, let Y be a closed subscheme of X. Then, there exist effective Cartier divisors D_1, · · · , D_r such that Y = r⋂ i=1 D_i. The (local) Weil function for Y with respect to v ∈ M_k is defined by λ_{Y,v} = min_{1≤i≤r} {λ_{Di,v}} . We refer readers to the paper [14] of Silverman for fundamental properties of the Weil function.

We have the definition of the Seshadri constant of a closed subscheme with respect to a nef divisor as follows.

Definition C. Let Y be a closed subscheme of a projective variety X and let π : X̃ → X be the blowing-up of X along Y . Let A be a nef Cartier divisor on X. The Seshadri constant ϵ_Y (A) of Y with respect to A is defined by

ϵ_Y (A) = sup { γ ∈ Q^{≥0} | π^∗A − γE is Q-nef } , where E is an effective Cartier divisor on X̃ whose associated invertible sheaf is the dual of π^{−1}I_Y · O_{X̂} .

Definition 1.7. Let X be a subvariety of a projective variety V and Y = {Y_1, . . . , Y_q} a family of closed subschemes on V such that X ⊄ Y_j (1 ≤ j ≤ q). The distributive constant of the family Y = {Y_1, . . . , Y_q} with respect to a subvariety X ⊂ V is defined by

δ_{Y,X} = max ∅≠J⊂{1,...,q} max { 1; ♯J dim X − dim X ∩ ⋂ j∈J Y_j } , where dim ∅ = −∞.

Recently, Heier and Levin generalized Theorem B to the case where the families of divisors are replaced by the families of closed subschemes in general position (see [4, Theorem 1.3]). Our second aim in this paper is to generalize these results to the case of arbitrary families of closed subschemes. Our result is stated as follows.

Theorem 1.8. Let X be a projective variety of dimension n defined over a number field k. Let S be a finite set of places of k. For each v ∈ S, let Y_{0,v}, . . . , Y_{q,v} be closed subschemes on X, defined over k such that the distributive constant of the family Y_{0,v}, . . . , Y_{q,v} with respect to X does not exceed δ_X , where δ_X > 0. Let A be an ample Cartier divisor on X. Then, for every ϵ > 0, there exists a proper Zariski closed subset Z ⊂ X such that for all points x ∈ X(k)\Z, ∑ v∈S q∑ j=0 ϵ_{Yj,v} (A)λ_{Yj,v ,v}(x) ≤ (δ_X (n + 1) + ϵ)h_A(x).

By simple computation, we see that if the family of closed subschemes {Y_{1,v}, . . . , Y_{q,v}} is in l-subgeneral position with respect to X then its distributive is bounded above by (l − n + 1). Therefore, Theorem 1.8 also generalizes the recent result of He and Ru [3, Main Theorem].

2. Quantitative Schmidt’s subspace theorem

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.1. We need the following preparations.

2.1. Chow weights. We recall some notion and results from [1, 2]. Let X be a projective subvariety of P^N defined over K of dimension n and degree Δ_X . The Chow form of X is the unique polynomial, up to a constant scalar,

F_X (u_0, . . . , u_n) = F_X (u_{00}, . . . , u_{0N} ; . . . ; u_{n0}, . . . , u_{nN} )

in N + 1 blocks of variables u_i = (u_{i0}, . . . , u_{iN} ), i = 0, . . . , n with the following properties:

• F_X is irreducible in K[u_{00}, . . . , u_{nN} ];

• F_X is homogeneous of degree δ in each block u_i, i = 0, . . . , n;

• F_X (u_0, . . . , u_n) = 0 if and only if X ∩ H_{u0} ∩ · · · ∩ H_{un} contains a K-rational point, where H_{ui} , i = 0, . . . , n, is the hyperplane given by u_{i0}x_0 + · · · + u_{iN} x_N = 0.

Let c = (c_0, . . . , c_N ) be a tuple of real numbers and let t be an auxiliary variable. We write

F_X (t^{c0} u_{00}, . . . , t^{cN} u_{0N} ; . . . ; t^{c0} u_{n0}, . . . , t^{cN} u_{nN} ) = t^{e0} G_0(u_0, . . . , u_N ) + · · · + t^{er} G_r(u_0, . . . , u_N ),

with G_0, . . . , G_r ∈ K[u_{00}, . . . , u_{0N} ; . . . ; u_{n0}, . . . , u_{nN} ] and e_0 > e_1 > · · · > e_r. The Chow weight of X with respect to c is defined by

e_X (c) := e_0.

Theorem 2.1 (see [12, Theorem 3.2]). Let Y be a projective subvariety of P^R defined over K of dimension n ≥ 1 and degree Δ_Y . Let m (m ≥ n) be an integer and let c = (c_0, . . . , c_R) be a tuple of non-negative reals. Let H_0, . . . , H_R be hyperplanes in P^R defined by H_i = {y_i = 0} (0 ≤ i ≤ R). Let {i_0, . . . , i_m} be a subset of {0, . . . , R} such that:

(1) c_{im} = min{c_{i0} , . . . , c_{im} }, (2) Y (K) ∩ ⋂_{m−1} j=0 H_{ij} ≠ ∅, (3) and Y ⊄ H_{ij} for all j = 0, . . . , m.

Let δ_Y be the distributive constant of the family {H_{ij} }^m_{j=0} with respect to Y . Then

e_Y (c) ≥

Δ_Y δ_Y (c_{i0} + · · · + c_{im} ).

Applying the above theorem, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Let Y be a projective subvariety of P^R defined over K of dimension n ≥ 1 and degree Δ_Y . Let m (m ≥ n) be an integer and let c = (c_0, . . . , c_R) be a tuple of non-negative reals. Let H_0, . . . , H_R be hyperplanes in P^R defined by H_i = {y_i = 0} (0 ≤ i ≤ R). Let {i_0, . . . , i_m} be a subset of {0, . . . , R} such that: Y (K) ∩ m⋂ j=0 H_{ij} = ∅ and Y ⊄ H_{ij} for all j = 0, . . . , m. Assume that the family {H_{ij} }^m_{j=0} has the distributive constant with respect to Y at most δ. Then

e_Y (c) ≥

Δ_Y (n + δ) (m + 1)δ

(c_{i0} + · · · + c_{im} ).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that c_{i0} ≥ · · · ≥ c_{im} and Y (K) ∩ ⋂_{l−1} j=0 H_{ij} ≠ ∅, Y (K) ∩ ⋂_l j=0 H_{ij} = ∅ for an index l, 1 ≤ l ≤ m. Let δ^′ be the distributive constant of the family {H_{ij} }^l_{j=0} with respect to Y . Then by Theorem 2.1, we have

e_Y (c) ≥

Δ_Y δ^′ (c_{i0} + · · · + c_{il} ) ≥ Δ_Y (l + 1) (m + 1)δ^′

(c_{i0} + · · · + c_{im} )

[since δ^′ ≤ l − n + 1] ≥

Δ_Y (n + δ^′) (m + 1)δ^′

(c_{i0} + · · · + c_{im} )

[since δ^′ ≤ δ] ≥

Δ_Y (n + δ) (m + 1)δ

(c_{i0} + · · · + c_{im} ).

The theorem is proved. □

2.2. Twisted height. Let K be a number field and L be a finite extension of K. If w is a place of L which lies above a place v of K, then |x|_w = |x|^{d(w|v)}_v , for x ∈ K with d(w|v) = [L_w : K_v] [L : K] . For v ∈ M_K , let c_v = (c_{0v}, . . . , c_{Rv} ) be a tuple of reals such that c_{0v} = · · · = c_{Rv} = 0 for all but finitely many places v ∈ M_K and put c = (c_v : v ∈ M_K ). Further, let Q ≥ 1 be a real. For y = (y_0, . . . , y_R) ∈ P^R(K), we define the twisted height of y by H_{Q,c}(y) := ∏ v∈M_K max 0≤i≤R (|y_i|_v Q^{civ} ) .

For any finite extension L of K we put c_{iw} := c_{iv}.d(w|v) for w ∈ M_L, where M_L is the set of places of L and v is the place of K lying below w. The twisted height of y ∈ P^R(Q ) is defined by H_{Q,c}(y) := ∏ w∈M_L max 0≤i≤R (|y_i|_wQ^{ciw} ) , (2.3)

where L is any finite extension of K such that y ∈ P^R(L).

2.3. Some auxiliary results. Let Y be a projective subvariety of P^R of dimension n ≥ 1 and degree D, defined over K, and let c_v = (c_{0v} , . . . , c_{Rv} ) (v ∈ M_K ) be tuples of reals such that c_{iv} ≥ 0 for v ∈ M_K , i = 0, . . . , R, (2.4) c_{0v} = · · · = c_{Rv} = 0 for all but finitely many v ∈ M_K ,

(2.5) ∑ v∈M_K max{c_{0,v} , . . . , c_{R,v}} ≤ 1. (2.6) Put E_Y (c) := 1 (n + 1)D ∑ v∈M_K e_Y (c_v) , (2.7)

where e_Y (c_v ) is the Chow weight defined in Section 2.

For 0 < δ ≤ 1, we put B_1 := exp ( 2^{10n+4}δ^{−2n}D^{2n+2} ) . log(4R) log log(4R), B_2 := (4n + 3)Dδ^{−1}, B_3 := exp ( 2^{5n+4}δ^{−n−1}D^{n+2} log(4R) ) . (2.8)

Theorem 2.9 (see [2, Theorem 2.1]). There are homogeneous polynomials F_1, . . . , F_t ∈ K[y_0, . . . , y_R] with t ≤ B_1, deg F_i ≤ B_2 for i = 1, . . . , t, which do not vanish identically on Y, such that for every real number Q with log Q ≥ B_3.(h(Y ) + 1) there is F_i ∈ {F_1, . . . , F_t} with { y ∈ Y (Q ) : H_{Q,c}(y) ≤ Q^{EY (c)−δ} } ⊂ Y ∩ {F_i = 0}. For a polynomial f, we write f = ∑ m∈M_f cf (m)m, where the symbol m denotes a monomial,

M_f is a finite set of monomials, and c_f (m) (m ∈ M_f ) are the coefficients. For any map σ on the definition field of f, we put σ(f) := ∑ m∈M_f σ(c_f (m)) · m. Let f_i = ∑ m∈M_{fi} cfi (m) · m (i = 1, . . . , r) be r polynomials with complex coefficients. We define

the following norms: ‖f_1, . . . , f_r‖ := max (|c_{fi} (m)| : 1 ≤ i ≤ r, m ∈ M_{fi} ) , ‖f_1, . . . , f_r‖_1 := r∑ i=1 ∑ m∈M_{fi} |c_{fi} (m)|. If all coefficients of f_i (i = 1, ..., r) belong to Q , we define ‖f_1, . . . , f_r‖_v := max (|c_{fi} (m)|_v : 1 ≤ i ≤ r, m ∈ M_{fi} ) (v ∈ M_K ), ‖f_1, . . . , f_r‖_{v,1} := ‖f_1, . . . , f_r‖_v (v ∈ M^0_K ), ‖f_1, . . . , f_r‖_{v,1} := ‖σ_v(f_1), . . . , σ_v(f_r)‖^{[Kv :R]/[K:Q]}_1 (v ∈ M^∞_K ), (2.10)

where σ_v (for v ∈ M^∞_K ) is the isomorphic embedding σ_v : Q → C such that |x|_v = |σ_v(x)|^{[Kv :R]/[K:Q]} for x ∈ Q . If all coefficients of f_i (i = 1, ..., r) belong to K, we may define heights

h(f_1, . . . , f_r) := log ∏ v∈M_K ‖f_1, . . . , f_r‖_v ,

h_1(f_1, . . . , f_r) := log ∏ v∈M_K ‖f_1, . . . , f_r‖_{v,1} . More generally, for polynomials f_1, . . . , f_r with coefficients in Q , we choose a number field K containing the coefficients of f_1, . . . , f_r and define the weights h(f_1, . . . , f_r), h_1(f_1, . . . , f_r) as above. We see that these definitions are independent of the choice of K.

Lemma 2.11 (see [2, Lemma 5.2]). Let θ be a real with 0 < θ ≤^1_2 and let q be a positive integer. Then there exists a set W of cardinality at most (e/θ)^{q−1}, consisting of tuples (c_1, . . . , c_q) of nonnegative reals with c_1 + · · · + c_q = 1, with the following property: for every set of reals A_1, . . . , A_q and Λ with A_j ≤ 0 for j = 1, . . . , q and ∑_q j=1 A_j ≤ −Λ, there exists a tuple (c_1, . . . , c_q) ∈ W such that A_j ≤ −c_j (1 − θ)Λ for j = 1, . . . , q.

2.4. Proof of Quantitative Subspace Theorem 1.1. In this subsection, we will prove Theorem 1.1. We mainly follow the method of Evertse and Ferretti in [2].

(a) let K be a number field, S be a finite set of places of K and X, N, m, n, d, s, C, f^{(v)}_i (v ∈ S, i = 0, . . . , m), C, Δ, A_1, A_2, A_3, H be as in Theorem 1.1. Denote the coordinates on P^N by x = (x_0, . . . , x_N ).

Denote by f_0, . . . , f_R the distinct polynomials among σ(f^{(v)}_j ) (v ∈ S, j = 0, . . . , m, σ ∈ G_K ). From (1.3), we have R ≤ C(m + 1)s − 1. (2.12)

Put g_i = f^{Δ/ deg fi} i for i = 0, . . . , R. Then g_0, . . . , g_R are homogeneous polynomials in K[x_0, . . . , x_u] of degree Δ. Consider the map φ : x → (g_0(x), . . . , g_R(x)), Y := φ(X).

By (1.2), φ is a finite morphism on X, and Y is a projective subvariety of P^R defined over K^′, where K^′ is the extension of K generated by all coefficients of f_0, . . . , f_R. . We have dim Y = n, deg Y =: D ≤ dΔ^n.

(2.13)

For every v^′ ∈ M_K′ , we choose an extension of |.|_v′ to Q . Since K^′/K is a normal extension, for every v^′ ∈ M_K′ , there is τ_v′ ∈ G_K such that |x|_v′ = |τ_v′ (x)|^{1/g(v)}_v for x ∈ Q , (2.14)

where v ∈ M_K is the place below v^′ and g(v) is the number of places of K^′ lying above v. For each v^′ ∈ M^∞_K′ , there is an isomorphic embedding σ_v′ : K^′ → C such that |x|_v′ = |σ_v′ (x)|^{[Kv′ :R]/[K′:Q]} for x ∈ Q . Then, we define norms ‖.‖_v′ ,‖.‖_v′_{,1} for polynomials similarly as in (2.10), with K^′, v^′, σ_v′ in place of K, v, σ_v .

(b) From [11, Equations (3.19), (3.20)], we have the following estimate:

h_1(1, g_0, . . . , g_R) ≤ 6Δ^2Cms · H;

(2.15) h(Y ) ≤ 25nmdΔ^{n+2}Cs · H, (2.16)

where H is defined by (1.4).

(c) Fix a solution x ∈ X(Q ) of (1.5). For v ∈ S, denote by I_v the subset of {0, . . . , R} such that {f^{(v)}_j : j = 0, . . . , m} = {f_i : i ∈ I_v}. Put G_v := ‖1, g_0, . . . , g_R‖_{v,1} for v ∈ S. Then ∑ v∈S ∑ i∈I_v log ( max σ∈G_K |g_i(x)|_v G_v ‖σ(x)‖^Δ_v ) ≤ −(α(n + 1) + δ)Δh(x).

We see that all terms in the sum are ≤ 0. Applying Lemma 2.11 with q = (m + 1)s and θ =^δ

2(α(n+1)+δ) = 1 − α(n+1)+δ/2 α(n+1)+δ , we get a set W with ♯W ≤ ( 2e(α(n + 1) + δ) δ )_{(m+1)s−1} ≤ [ (2e(α(n + 1) + 1)δ^{−1})^{(m+1)s−1} ] . (2.17)

consisting of tuples of nonnegative reals (c_{iv} : v ∈ S, i ∈ I_v) with ∑ v∈S ∑ i∈I_v c_{iv} = 1

(2.18)

such that for every solution x ∈ X(Q ) of (1.5) there is a tuple (c_{iv} : v ∈ S, i ∈ I_v) ∈ W with log ( max σ∈G_K |g_i(σ(x))|_v G_v · ‖σ(x)‖^Δ_v ) ≤ −c_{iv} ( α(n + 1) + δ 2 ) Δh(x)

(2.19) for all v ∈ S, i ∈ I_v. Denote by S^′ the set of places of K^′ lying above the places in S. Let v^′ ∈ S^′ and let v be the place of K lying below v^′ and τ_v′ ∈ G_K be given by (2.14). We define the subset I_v′ ⊂ {0, . . . , R} and c_{i,v}′ (i ∈ I_v′ ) by {g_i : i ∈ I_v′ } = {τ^{−1}_{v′} (g_j ) : j ∈ I_v} for v^′ ∈ S^′, c_{i,v}′ := c_{jv} g(v) for v^′ ∈ S^′, i ∈ I_v′ , where j ∈ I_v is the index such that g_i = τ^{−1}_{v′} (g_j ) and g(v) is the number of places of K^′ lying above v. Further, we put G_v′ := ‖1, g_0, . . . , g_R‖_v′_{,1} for v^′ ∈ M_K′ .

By (2.14), we may rewrite (2.19) as log ( max σ∈G_K |g_i(σ(x))|_v′ G_v′ · ‖σ(x)‖^Δ_{v′} ) ≤ −c_{i,v}′ ( α(n + 1) + δ 2 ) Δh(x)

(2.20)

for all v^′ ∈ S^′, i ∈ I_v′ . Combining (2.17), (2.18) we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 2.21. There is a set W^′ of cardinality at most [ (2e(α(n + 1) + 1)δ^{−1})^{(m+1)s−1} ] , consisting of tuples of nonnegative reals (c_{i,v}′ : v^′ ∈ S^′, i ∈ I_v′ ) with ∑ v∈S^′ ∑ i∈I_v′ c_{i,v}′ = 1, (2.22)

with the property that for every x ∈ X(Q ) with (1.5) there is a tuple in W^′ such that x satisfies (2.20).

Consider the solutions of a fixed system (2.20). Put • c_{i,v}′ = 0 for v^′ ∈ S^′, i ∈ {0, . . . , R} \ I_v′ and v^′ ∈ M_K′ \ S^′, i = 0, . . . , R. • c_v′ := (c_{0,v}′ , . . . , c_{R,v}′ ) for v^′ ∈ M_K′ and c := (c_v′ : v^′ ∈ M_K′ ).

(2.23)

Denote by y = (y_0, . . . , y_R) the coordinates of P^R. We define H_{Q,c}(y), E_Y (c) similarly as (2.3), (2.7), respectively, but with K^′ in place of K.

Lemma 2.24. Let x ∈ X(Q ) be a solution of (2.20) satisfying (1.6) and let σ ∈ G_K . Put y := φ(σ(x)), Q := exp ((α(n + 1) + δ/2) Δh(x)) .

Then H_{Q,c}(y) ≤ Q^{EY (c)−δ/2(α(n+1)+1)2} .

(2.25)

Proof. Let v^′ ∈ S^′ and I_v′ = {i_0, ..., i_m}. The assumption (1.2) implies that X(Q ) ∩ {g_{i0} = 0, ..., g_{im} = 0} = ∅. Since Y = φ(X), for every y = (y_0, ..., y_R) ∈ Y (Q ), there is x = (x_0, ..., x_N ) ∈ X(Q ) such that y_i = g_i(x) (0 ≤ i ≤ R). Therefore, Y (Q ) ∩ {y_{i0} = 0, ...., y_{im} = 0} = ∅. By Theorem 2.2, we have 1 (n + 1)D e_Y (c_v′ ) ≥ 1 α(n + 1) (c_{i0 ,v}′ + · · · + c_{im,v}′ ) = 1 α(n + 1) ∑ i∈I_v′ c_{i,v}′ . We also note that if v^{′′} ∉ S^′, we have c_{i,v}′′ = 0 (0 ≤ i ≤ R) and hence e_Y (c_v′′ ) = 0. Therefore, summing up the both sides of the above inequality over all v^′ ∈ S^′, we obtain.

E_Y (c) ≥ 1 α(n + 1)

, (by (2.22)).

(2.26)

Now, consider a solution x of (2.20) which satisfies (1.6) and an element σ ∈ G_K . From (2.23), we see that σ(x) satisfies (2.20) for all v ∈ M_K and i = 0, ..., R. Put y_i = g_i(σ(x)) (i = 0, ..., R) and y = (y_0, ..., y_R) = φ(σ(x)). Choose a finite normal extension L of K^′ such that σ(x) ∈ X(L). Let ω be a place of L. We take v^′ to be the place of K^′ lying below ω. Then there exists τ_ω ∈ G_K′ such that |x|_ω = |τ_ω(x)|^{d(ω|v′ )}_v′ for x ∈ L, where d(ω|v^′) = [L_ω : K^′_v′ ]/[L : K^′]. Putting c_{iω} = d(ω|v^′)c_{i,v}′ , we have the following estimate |y_i|_ωQ^{ciω} = |g_i(σ(x))|_ω Q^{ciω} = (|g_i(τ_ω(σ(x)))|_v′ Q^{ci,v′} )^{d(ω|v′ )} ≤ ( G_v′ ‖τ_ω(σ(x))‖^Δ_v′ )_{d(ω|v}′_) = G^{d(ω|v′ )} v^′ ‖σ(x)‖ Δ ω . This implies that max 0≤i≤R |y_i|_ωQ^{ciω} ≤ G^{d(ω|v′ )}_{v′} ‖σ(x)‖^Δ_ω . Taking the product of both sides of the above inequality over all ω ∈ M_L and using h(σ(x)) = h(x), we obtain

H_{Q,c}(y) ≤ exp(h_1(1, g_0, ..., g_R))Q^{1/(α(n+1)+δ/2)} .

(2.27) By the definition of Q and the inequality (2.26), we have ( E_Y (c)− δ 2(α(n + 1) + 1)^2 − 1 α(n + 1) + δ/2 ) log Q ≥ ( 1 α(n + 1) − δ 2(α(n + 1) + 1)^2 − 1 α(n + 1) + δ/2 ) ( α(n + 1) + δ 2 ) Δh(x) = δ (2α(n + 1) − α(n + 1)δ/2 + 1) 2α(n + 1)(α(n + 1) + 1)^2

Δh(x) ≥ 3δ 4(α(n + 1) + 1)^2

Δh(x)

[by using (1.6)] ≥ 3δΔ 4(α(n + 1) + 1)^2

A_3H

[from (2.15)] ≥ 6Δ^2CmsH ≥ h_1(1, g_0, ..., g_R).

Combining the above inequality and (2.27) we obtain

H_{Q,c}(y) ≤ Q^{EY (c)− δ2(α(n+1)+1)2} .

The lemma is proved. □

(d) Proof of Theorem 1.1. We have the following fundamental estimate:

2^{6n+7}m(α(n + 1) + 1)^{2n+2}δ^{−n−1}d^{n+2}Δ^{n(n+2)} log(2Cs)

≥ 2^{5n+4}2^{n+1}(α(n + 1) + 1)^{2n+2}δ^{−n−1}d^{n+2}Δ^{n(n+2)} log(2^3Cms)

≥ 2^{5n+4}(2(α(n + 1) + 1)^2δ^{−1})^{n+1}d^{n+2}Δ^{n(n+2)} log(4C(m + 1)s);

and 2^{6n+7}m(α(n + 1) + 1)^{2n+2}δ^{−n−1}d^{n+2}Δ^{n(n+2)} log(2Cs) ≥ 26nmdΔ^{n+2} log(2Cs) ≥ log(26nmdΔ^{n+2}Cs).

Denote by B^′_1, B^′_2, B^′_3 the quantities obtained by substituting δ/(2(α(n + 1) + 1))^2 for δ, C(m + 1)s − 1 for R, and dΔ^n for D in the quantities B_1, B_2, B_3 in (2.8). Then, for x satisfying (1.6) and Q = exp ( α(n + 1) +^δ_2 ) Δh(x), we have

log Q = ( α(n + 1) + δ 2 ) Δh(x) ≥ A_3H

= exp ( 2^{6n+8}m(α(n + 1) + 1)^{2n+2}δ^{−n−1}d^{n+2}Δ^{n(n+2)} log(2Cs) ) · H ≥ exp ( 2^{5n+4}(2(α(n + 1) + 1)^2δ^{−1})^{n+1}d^{n+2}Δ^{n(n+2)} log(4C(m + 1)s) ) × ( 26nmdΔ^{n+2}Cs ) · H = B^′_3 · ( 26nmdΔ^{n+2}Cs ) · H [by (2.16)] ≥ B^′_3(h(Y ) + 1).

Moreover, if x is also a solution of (1.5) then by applying Lemma 2.24 for the points y = φ(σ(x)) (σ ∈ G_K ), we have H_{Q,c}(y) ≤ Q^{EY (c)−δ/2(α(n+1)+1)2} . Now we apply Theorem 2.9 with K^′, δ/(2(α(n+1)+1))^2 in place of K, δ and, in view of (2.12) and (2.13), with D ≤ dΔ^n and R = C(m+1)s−1. From (2.22), (2.23), we see that the conditions (2.4), (2.5), (2.6) (with K^′ in place of K) are satisfied. Therefore, Theorem 2.9 implies that there are homogeneous polynomials F_1, . . . , F_t ∈ K^′[y_0, . . . , y_R] not vanishing identically on Y , with t ≤ B^′_1 and deg F_i ≤ B^′_2 for i = 1, . . . , t, so that: for such above points y, there is F_i ∈ {F_l, . . . , F_t} such that F_i(y) = 0. And hence, for every solution x of (1.5) with (1.6), there is F_i ∈ {F_l, . . . , F_t} such that F_i(φ(σ(x))) = 0 for every σ ∈ G_K .

Therefore F̃_i(σ(x)) = 0 for every σ ∈ G_K , where F̃_i is the polynomial obtained by substituting g_j for y_j in F_i for j = 0, . . . , R. We note that F̃_i ∈ K^′[x_0, . . . , x_N ], deg F̃_i ≤ B^′_2Δ. Then we may write F̃_i = ∑_M k=1 ω_kF̃_{ik}, where ω_1, . . . , ω_M is a K-basis of K^′, and the F̃_{ik} are polynomials with coefficients in K. Since F̃_i does not vanish identically on X, we may choose a polynomial G_i among {F̃_{ik} : k = 1, . . . , M} not vanishing identically on X. Since σ(F̃_i)(x) = 0 for σ ∈ G_K and the polynomials F̃_{ik} are linear combinations of the polynomials σ(F̃_i) (σ ∈ G_K ), one has F̃_{ik}(x) = 0 for k = 1, . . . , M, so in particular G_i(x) = 0.

It means that there are homogeneous polynomials G_1, . . . , G_t ∈ K[x_0, . . . , x_N ] with t ≤ B^′_1 and deg G_i ≤ B^′_2Δ for i = 1, . . . , t not vanishing identically on X, such that the set of x ∈ X(Q ) satisfying (2.20) and (1.6) is contained in ⋃_t i=1(X ∩ {G_i = 0}).

By Lemma 2.21, there are at most T := [ (2e(α(n + 1) + 1)δ^{−1})^{(m+1)s−1} ] different systems (2.20), such that every solution x ∈ X(Q ) of (1.5) satisfies one of these systems. Therefore, there are homogeneous polynomials G_1, . . . , G_u ∈ K[x_0, . . . , x_N ] not vanishing identically on X, with u ≤ B^′_1T and with deg G_i ≤ B^′_2Δ for i = 1, . . . , u, such that all solutions x ∈ X(Q ) of (1.5) with (1.6) are contained in ⋃_u i=1(X ∩ {G_i = 0}). In order to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1, it remains to show that B^′_2Δ = A_2 and B^′_1T ≤ A_1. Indeed, we have:

• B^′_2Δ = (4n + 3)(dΔ^n)(2(α(n + 1) + 1)^2δ^{−1})Δ = (8n + 6)(α(n + 1) + 1)^2dΔ^{n+1}δ^{−1} = A_2, • B^′_1T ≤ exp ( 2^{10n+4}(2(α(n + 1) + 1)^2)^{2n}δ^{−2n}(dΔ^n)^{2n+2} ) × log(4(m + 1)Cs) log log(4(m + 1)Cs) · (2e(α(n + 1) + 1)δ^{−1})^{(m+1)s−1}.

(2.28) Note that log(λx) ≤ √ 2x log(λ) for all x ≥ 2, λ ≥ 4 and log(λx) ≤ 2x log(λ) for all x ≥ 2, λ ≥ log 4. Then, we have the following fundamental estimates:

log(4(m + 1)Cs) · log log(4(m + 1)Cs) ≤ √ 2(m + 1)s log(4C) · log( √ 2(m + 1)s log(4C)) ≤ 4(m + 1)s log(4C) · log log(4C).

Therefore, from (2.28) we have

B^′_1T ≤exp ( 2^{12n+4}(α(n + 1) + 1)^{4n}δ^{−2n}d^{2n+2}Δ^{n(2n+2)} ) × 4(m + 1)s(2e(α(n + 1) + 1)δ^{−1})^{(m+1)s−1} log(4C) · log log(4C) = A_1.

The proof of the theorem is completed. □

3. Subspace theorem for arbitrary closed schemes In order to prove Theorem 1.8, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.1 (see [13, Lemma 38] and also [10, Lemma 3.2]). Let V be a projective subvariety of P^N (C ) of dimension n. Let Q_0, . . . , Q_l be l hypersurfaces in P^N (C ) with defining homogeneous polynomials Q̃_0, . . . , Q̃_l of the same degree d ≥ 1, such that ⋂_l i=0 Q_i ∩ V = ∅ and dim (_s ⋂ i=0 Q_i ) ∩ V = n − u for u ∈ {1, . . . , n}, s ∈ {t_{u−1}, . . . , t_u}, where t_0, t_1, . . . , t_n are integers with 0 = t_0 < t_1 < · · · < t_n = l. Then there exist n + 1 hypersurfaces P_0, . . . , P_n in P^N (C ) with the defining homogeneous polynomials of the forms

P̃_u = t_u∑

j=0 c_{uj}Q̃_j , c_{uj} ∈ C , u = 0, . . . , n, such that ( ⋂_n u=0 P_u) ∩ V = ∅. Lemma 3.2 (see [13, Lemma 3.9] also [10, Lemma 3.1]). Let t_0, t_1, . . . , t_n be n + 1 integers such that 1 = t_0 < t_1 < · · · < t_n, and let δ = max_{1≤s≤n} t_s − t_0 s . Then for every n real numbers a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1} with a_0 ≥ a_1 ≥ · · · ≥ a_{n−1} ≥ 1, we have a^{t1−t0}_0 a^{t2−t1}_1 · · · a^{tn−tn−1}_{n−1} ≤ (a_0a_1 · · · a_{n−1})^δ.

Lemma 3.3 (see [18, Lemma 2.5.2] and also [14, Theorem 2.1(h)]). Let Y be a closed subscheme of V , and let Ṽ be the blowing-up of V along Y with exceptional divisor E. Then λ_{Y,v}(π(P )) = λ_{E,v}(P ) + O_v(1) for P ∈ Ṽ \SuppE.

Lemma 3.4 (see [7, Lemma 5.4 .24]). Let X be projective variety, I be a coherent ideal sheaf. Let π : X̃ → X be the blowing-up of I with exceptional divisor E. Then there exists an integer p_0 = p_0(I) with the property that if p ≥ p_0, then π_∗O_{X̃} (−pE) = I^p, and moreover, for any divisor D on X,

H^i (X, I^p(D)) = H^i ( X̃, O_{X̃} (π^∗D − pE) ) for all i ≥ 0.

We now prove Theorem 1.8. The proof basically follows Heier-Levin’s proof (see [4, Page 7]).

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Denote by I_{i,v} the ideal sheaf of Y_{i,v}. Let π_{i,v} : X̃_{i,v} → X be the blowingup of X along Y_{i,v} and E_{i,v} be the exceptional divisor on X̃_{i,v}. Fix the real number ϵ > 0. Choose a rational number δ > 0 such that

δ_X (n + 1 + δ)(1 + δ) < ϵ.

Then for a small enough positive rational number δ^′ depending on δ, δπ^∗A−δ^′E_{i,v} is an Q-ample on X̃_{i,v} for all i ∈ {0, . . . , l} and v ∈ S. By the definition of Seshadri constant, there exists a rational number ϵ_{i,v} > 0 such that ϵ_{i,v} + δ^′ ≥ ϵ_{Yi,v} (A) and π^∗_{i,v}A − ϵ_{i,v}E_{i,v} is Q-nef on X̃_{i,v} for all 0 ≤ i ≤ l, v ∈ S. With such choices, we have (1 + δ)π^∗_{i,v}A − (ϵ_{i,v} + δ^′) E_{i,v} is ample Q-divisor on X̃_{i,v} for all i, v. Let N be an integer large enough such that N(1 + δ)π^∗_{i,v}A and N [ (1 + δ)π^∗_{i,v}A − (ϵ_{i,v} + δ^′) E_{i,v} ] are very ample integral divisors on X̃_{i,v} for all 0 ≤ i ≤ l and v ∈ S.

Fix v ∈ S, we claim that there are divisors F_{0,v} , . . . , F_{n,v} on X such that (a) N(1 + ϵ)A ∼ F_{i,v} and π^∗_{i,v}F_{i,v} ≥ N (ϵ_{i,v} + δ^′) E_{i,v} on X̃_{i,v} for all i = 0, . . . , q. (b) The distributive constant of the family of divisors {F_{0,v} , . . . , F_{q,v}} with respect to X does not exceed δ_X .

We construct these divisors by induction as follows. Assume F_{0,v} , . . . , F_{j−1,v} have been constructed so that the assertion (a) holds for all i = 1, . . . , j − 1 and the distributive constant of the family {F_{0,v} , . . . , F_{j−1,v}, Y_{j,v}, . . . , Y_{l,v}} with respect to X does not exceed δ_X . To find F_{j,v}, we let F̃^{(j)}_{i,v} = π^∗_{j,v}F_{i,v}, i = 0, . . . , j − 1, and Ỹ^{(j)}_{i,v} = π^∗_{j,v}Y_{i,v} for i = j + 1, . . . , q. We choose s_{j,v} ∈ H^0 ( X̃_{j,v}, N(1 + δ)π∗A − N (ϵ_{j,v} + δ′) E_{j,v} ) such that s_{j,v} does not vanish

indentically on any irreducible components of any (⋂ i∈I F̃_{i,v} ∩ ⋂_{i∈J} Ỹ_{i,v} ) , where I ⊂ {1, . . . , j − 1} and J ⊂ {j, . . . , l} are not both empty. Put F̃_{j,v} := div (s_{i,v}) + N (ϵ_{j,v} + δ^′) Ỹ_{j,v}. By Lemma 3.4, we have, for N big enough,

H^0 ( X, O_X (N(1 + δ)A) ⊗ I^{N(ϵj,v+δ′)} j,v ) = H^0 ( X̃_{j,v}, O_{X̃j,v} (N ((1 + δ)π^∗_{j,v}A − (ϵ_{j,v} + δ^′) E_{j,v})) ) . Then, there exists a divisor F_{j,v} on X such that F̃_{j,v} = π^∗F_{j,v}.

For I ⊂ {1, . . . , j−1} and J ⊂ {j, . . . , l}, not both empty, we consider an irreducible component Γ with maximal dimension of F_{j,v} ∩ ⋂ i∈I F_{i,v} ∩ ⋂ i∈J Y_{i,v}. If Γ ⊂ Y_{j,v} then we have

dim Γ ≤ dim Y_{j,v} ∩ ⋂ i∈I F_{i,v} ∩ ⋂ i∈J Y_{i,v}. If Γ ⊄ Y_{j,v} then π^∗Γ ⊄ div (s_{j,v}), and hence

dim Γ = dim(π^∗Γ \ E_{j,v}) ≤ dim( ⋂ i∈I F̃_{i,v} ∩ ⋂ i∈J Ỹ_{i,v} \ E_{j,v}) − 1 ≤ dim( ⋂ i∈I F_{i,v} ∩ ⋂ i∈J Y_{i,v} \ Y_{j,v}) − 1, (since π is isomorphic outside E_{j,v}). Therefore, we have max { 1, 1 + ♯I + ♯J n − dim Γ }

≤ max { 1; 1 + ♯I + ♯J n − dim Y_{j,v} ∩ ⋂ i∈I F_{i,v} ∩ ⋂ j∈J Y_{j,v} ; ♯I + ♯J n − dim( ⋂ i∈I F_{i,v} ∩ ⋂ j∈J Y_{j,v} \ Y_{j,v}) } . Hence, the distributive constant of {F_{0,v}, . . . , F_{j,v}, Y_{j+1,v}, . . . , Y_{q,v}} with respect to X does not exceed the distributive of {F_{0,v} , . . . , F_{j−1,v}, Y_{j,v}, . . . , Y_{q,v}}, in particular not exceed δ_X . Also, by the construction, we have π^∗_{j,v}F_{j,v} ≥ N (ϵ_{j,v} + δ^′) E_{j,v} on X̃_{j,v}. So the claim holds by induction.

Since π^∗_{j,v}F_{j,v} ≥ N (ϵ_{j,v} + δ^′) E_{j,v} on X̃_{i,v}, by applying Lemma 3.3, for every point P ∈ X̃_{j,v}\SuppE_{j,v}, we have Nϵ_{Yj,v} (A)λ_{Yj,v ,v} (π_{j,v}(P )) ≤ N ( ϵ_{j,v} + δ^′ ) λ_{Yj,v ,v} (π_{j,v}(P )) = N ( ϵ_{j,v} + δ^′ ) λ_{Ej,v,v}(P ) ≤ λ_π∗_{j,v Fj,v,v}(P ) = λ_{Fj,v ,v} (π_{j,v}(P )) Then, for every x ∉ ⋃ j,v Y_{j,v}, we have N ∑ v∈S q∑ j=0 ϵ_{Yj,v} (A)λ_{Yj,v ,v}(x) ≤ ∑ v∈S q∑ j=0 λ_{Fj,v} (x). Note that δ_X (n + 1 + δ)(1 + δ) < ϵ. Therefore, in oder to finish the proof of the theorem, it suffices for us to prove the following claim.

Claim 3.5. There is a a proper Zariski-closed subset Z of X such that for all x ∈ X \ Z, ∑ v∈S q∑ j=0 λ_{Fi,v,v}(x) ≤ δ_X [(n + 1) + δ]h_{N(1+δ)A}(x).

By adding more divisors if necessary, we assume that ⋃_q i=0 F_{i,v} = ∅. There is a permutation I^v = (I^v(0), . . . , I^v_q ) of {0, . . . , q} such that λ_{FIv (0),v ,v}(x) ≥ · · · ≥ λ_{FIv (0),v ,v}(x), ∀v ∈ S. Let l_v be the smallest index such that ⋃_{lv} i=0 F_Iv_{(i),v} = ∅ for each v ∈ S. Then there are indexes 0 = t_{0,v} < t_{1,v} < · · · < t_{n,v} = l_v such that dim s⋂ j=0 F_Iv_{(j),v} ∩ X = n − u ∀ 1 ≤ u ≤ n; t_{u−1,v} ≤ s ≤ t_{u,v} − 1.

Then, δ_X ≥^{tu,v}_u for all u = 1, . . . , n.

Denote by ϕ : X → P^{Ñv} (k) the canonical embedding associated to the very ample divisor N(1 + δ)A and let H_{0,v}, . . . , H_{q,v} be the hyperplanes in P^Ñ (k) with F_{j,v} = ϕ^∗H_{j,v} for j = 0, . . . , q. We denote H̃_{0,v}, . . . , H̃_{q,v} the linear forms defining H_{0,v}, . . . , H_{q,v} respectively. By Lemma 3.1, there exist hyperplanes L_{0,v}, . . . , L_{n,v} with defining linear forms L̃_{0,v}, . . . , L̃_{n,v}, such that L̃_{0,v} = H̃_Iv_{(0),v} , and for every s ∈ {1, . . . , n}, L̃_{s,v} ∈ span_k ( H̃_{Iv(0),v} , . . . , H̃_{Iv (ts),v} ) and ϕ^∗L_{0,v}, . . . , ϕ^∗L_{n,v} are located in general position on X. Applying Theorem B to ϕ^∗L_{0,v}, . . . , ϕ^∗L_{n,v}, we conclude that, for δ > 0, there exists a Zariski closed set Z such that for all x ∈ X(k) \ Z, ∑ v∈S n∑ i=0 λ_ϕ∗_{Li,v ,v}(x) ≤ δ_X [(n + 1) + δ]h_{N(1+δ)A}(x).

Hence, for P = ϕ(x), we have ∑ v∈S q∑ i=0 λ_{Hj,v} (P ) = ∑ v∈S l_v∑

j=0 λ_{HIv (tj ),v} (P ) + O(1)

≤ ∑ v∈S n−1∑ s=0 (t_{s+1,v} − t_{s,v}) λ_{HIv (ts),v} (P ) + λ_{HIv (tn),v} (P ) + O(1)

[by Lemma 3.2] ≤ ∑ v∈S δ_X n−1∑ s=0 λ_{HIv (ts),v} (P ) + λ_{HIv (tn),v} (P ) + O(1)

[since λ_{HIv (ts),v} (P ) ≤ λ_{Ls,v} (P )] ≤ δ_X ∑ v∈S n∑ s=0 λ_{Ls,v} (P ) + O(1)

≤ δ_X ∑ v∈S n∑ s=0 λ_ϕ∗_{Ls,v} (x) + O(1)

≤ δ_X [(n + 1) + δ]h_{N(1+δ)A}(x) + O(1).

Here, we note that there are only many finite points x ∈ X such that h_{N(1+δ)A}(x) is bounded above by a bounded term O(1) and there are only many finite hyperplanes H̃_{s,v} ocurring above (althrough the family {H̃_{s,v}} depends on x). Therefore, ∑ v∈S q∑ i=0 λ_{Fj,v} (x) ≤ δ_X [(n + 1) + δ]h_{N(1+δ)A}(x)

for all x ∈ X(k) outside a Zariski closed proper subset. Then, the claim is proved and the proof of the theorem is follows. □

Remark 3.6. As we known that there is a close relationship between Diophantine approximation and Nevanlinna theory due to the works of Osgood (see [8, 9]) and Vojta (see [18, 19, 20]). Especially, Vojta has given a dictionary which provides the correspondences for the fundamental concepts of these two theories. Via this dictionary, the subspace theorem corresponds to the second main theorem in Nevanlinna theory. By the standard notions in Nevanlinna theory, with the usal arguments, the proof of Theorem 1.8 can be adapted to prove the following generalization of the Second Main Theorem in the side of Nevanlinna theory.

Theorem 3.7. Let X be a complex projective variety of n-dimension, Y_0, . . . , Y_q closed subschemes of X. Let f : C → X be a holomorphic map with Zariski dense image, A an ample

Cartier divisor on X, δ a positve number, and ϵ > 0. Then ∫_{2π} 0 max_J ∑ j∈J ϵ_{Yj} (A)λ_{Yj} (f(re^{iθ})) dθ 2π ≤_{exc} (δ(n + 1) + ϵ)T_{f,A}(r),

where the maximum is taken over all subsets J of {0, . . . , q} such that the distributive constant of the family {Y_j , j ∈ J} with respect to X at most δ, and the notation ≤_{exc} means that the inequality holds for all r ∈ (0, ∞) outside of a set of finite Lebesgue measure.

Here, T_{f,A}(r) is the characteristic function of the holomorphic curve f with respect to the ample line bundle generated by the divisor A. This theorem also gives a generalization for the recent second main theorem of Wang-Cao-Cao [22, Theorem 1.7].

Acknowledgements. This work was done during a stay of the author at the Vietnam Institute for Advanced Study in Mathematics (VIASM). He would like to thank the staff there, as well as the partially support of VIASM. This research is supported by Vietnam National Foundation for Science and Technology Development under grant number 101.02-2021.12. Disclosure statement. No potential conflict of interest was reported by the authors.

References

[1] J. H. Evertse and R. G. Ferretti, Diophantine inequalities on projective varieties, Internat. Math. Res.

Notices 25 (2002), 1295–1330.

[2] J.H. Evertse and R.G. Ferretti. A generalization of the subspace theorem with polynomials of higher degree.

In Diophantine approximation, pages 175–198. Springer, 2008 [3] Y. He, M. Ru, A generalized subspace theorem for closed subschemes in subgeneral position, Journal of Number Theory 229 (2021), 125–141.

[4] G. Heier, A. Levin, A generalized Schmidt subspace theorem for closed subschemes, American J. Math.

143(1) (2021), 213–226.

[5] L. Giang, On the quantitative subspace theorem, J. Number Theory 145 (2014), 474–495. [6] S. Lang. Fundamentals of diophantine geometry. Springer-Verlag New York, 1983. [7] R.K. Lazarsfeld. Positivity in algebraic geometry I, volume 48 of Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge / A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2017.

[8] C. F. Osgood, A number theoretic-differential equations approach to generalizing Nevanlinna theory, Indian J. Math. 23 (1981), 1–15.

[9] C. F. Osgood, Sometimes effective Thue-Siegel-Roth-Schmidt-Nevanlinna bounds, or better, J. Number Theory 21 (1985), 347–389.

[10] S. D. Quang. Generalizations of degeneracy second main theorem and Schmidt’s subspace theorem, Pacific J. Math. 318 (2022), 153–188.

[11] S. D. Quang. Quantitative subspace theorem and general form of second main theorem for higher degree polynomials, Manuscripta Math. 169 (2022), 519–547.

[12] S. D. Quang. An effective function field version of Schmidt’s subspace theorem for projective varieties, with arbitrary families of homogenous polynomials, J. Number Theory 241 (2022), 563–580.

[13] S. D. Quang. Meromorphic mappings into projective varieties with arbitrary families of moving hypersurfaces, J. Geom. Anal. 32 (2022), Article No. 52.

[14] J. H. Silverman. Arithmetic distance functions and height functions in diophantine geometry. Mathematische Annalen, 279(2) (1987), 193–216.

[15] W. M. Schmidt, Norm form equations, Ann. of Math. 96 (1972), 526–551.

[16] W. M. Schmidt, Simultaneous Approximation to Algebraic numbers by Elements of a Number Field, Monatsh. Math. 79 (1975), 55–66.

[17] W. M. Schmidt, The subspace theorem in Diophantine approximation, Compos. Math. 96 (1989), 121–173. [18] P. Vojta, Diophantine approximation and Value Distribution Theory, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol.

1239 (Springer, Berlin, 1987).

[19] P. Vojta, A refinement of Schmidt’s subspace theorem, Amer. J. Math. 111 (1989), 489–518. [20] P. Vojta, On Cartan’s theorem and Cartan’s conjecture, Amer. J. Math. 119 (1997), 1–17. [21] P. Vojta. Diophantine approximation and Nevanlinna theory, In Arithmetic geometry, pages 111–224.

Springer, 2011.

[22] L. Wang, T.B. Cao and H.Z Cao, A generalized second main theorem for closed subschemes, Annales Polon.

Math. 129 (2022), 275–290.

Si Duc Quang 1Department of Mathematics, Hanoi National University of Education, 136-Xuan Thuy, Cau Giay, Hanoi, Vietnam.

2Thang Long Institute of Mathematics and Applied Sciences, Nghiem Xuan Yem, Hoang Mai, HaNoi, Vietnam. E-mail: quangsd@hnue.edu.vn