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Classification of Non-rigid Families of Abelian Varieties

Masa-Hiko Saito (%l EZ)
Kyoto University (IR AKZFEERFE)
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COMXTRCLEBSNOFBRLEHFENABERES L OEET — <V
ZHAED family(IEFHEIZIZ S £ abelian scheme) T. non-rigid % (S *EAEL/- % %
BRTRCEREHT) bOOMERET D, ZOMEROBMIIE, Futings D7 — <
NMERAEIAT B Arakelov BIEH (1983, Fal] TH 5, Faltings DER & B~ B Hi1C,
FFEDBHE % > 72 Arakelov DFEREERTH T I,

IR 1.1 ([A])) B%* C Lo¥BAZMEKMH. & % BOoARMOMAOES,
g FABMET B, Cy(B,L) ¥ BLOWHY g DREMBOEf . X — BT,
B — % Lk smooth b DORERDEEET B, E6IT. RC,(B,X) C C(B,X) %
non-isotrivial 2P L L AZWAEE LT B, g 2> 2 DR RFRELT 5,

(i) Co(B, %) & FF. (BB, Cy(B, L) i scheme of finite type.’

(i) f: X — B € RC,(B,X) % bH, fi2C,(B,X) DI LT igid (5. B
&L REELARFEAWULERERFLZV)

512 RC,(B;T) A RS,

el Q%ﬂli‘ 1962 550) Stockholm @ ICM 22w T, Shafarevich 252t L /=%
FHROMBHEMNTSH 2,

F18 1.1 (= Faltings theorem [Fa2]) K ¥, T % K OR iP5 % B4R
BEET B, Cy(K,D) % K L= Nl g R BIAET. T BATIE good re-
duction ¥ O b DRAEHOLTRE LT B, g2 2 LTI C (K, X) RARKSE.

COFRRACHOATYAD LT, 19 8 341 Faltings[Fa2] i< ~ Wi sn, ¥
TowbH w5 “Parshin trick” 2* 5 Mordell TR OEBICEE SNV SN, D

Lf disotrivial &it, BULHAMELTR 7. B — B12d ) f': X xg B' — B' #AFLEER
HERHEL 2 LA RES,




EERFVYOBREL)MET DERET - NVSREOHRUERFE S 1 Falt-
ings BENERLZZRTHH Fixend h A Lanic BB LDRET — X V& ik
(234§ % Arakelov BIEH [Fal] % FEB L T2 2,

THE 1.2 ([Fal]) (B,Z) & Th. 1.1 D@EH T 5, A(B,E)% B~ X LoD gkt
FEBT RV Ty AX-AOREROLTRE, A (B,E) 28§20 2.1) DEMH (+)
XL To0PL%D AYB, L) OBARELT D, ZORKDIKY LD,

(1) (FHtE) A (B,X) 1. scheme of finite typeo

(2) (Rigidity) [f]:=(f:X — B,)) ?* rigid & [f] D&M (x) £iliz7,

512 4,(B, %) 3 ERES.

COEMRIE Arakelov DEE 1A, ARH QR EDITWIT 54, rigidity i£2
VTR L DML R (+) FLETFEE > T B T ERL TV S, Kb Faltings 127
BRI THRMF (+) %172 8 ¥ isotrivial part 2R/ WHIZBER L TWwh, Chid,
BRFEDT —NWEREDT 7 3V —CE2RELOMTEFHF OMBE SN BAK -
B-ER77—n—ZMELTHEALNS, —H Deligneid[D1] T, g<3IDK77
3 —Hisotrivial part 2R/ T, S (+) ¥ (EREICE. (x) & D3EVFEH (T))
P ILERLTWS, (82 ¥RE.)

CDL)LERDPL, Hlaifd <g<T7OR, HIKIT g D non-rigid abelian scheme
PEFET 5D, %72 non-rigid abelian scheme OFNX ED & 5 IR s 2 »H OB
HERERIADLDN T B,

ZOETIE. [Sal] D non-rigid abelian scheme D IFTFEELRSIHKEREBNT
b, HRPHE) & g < TLBE, isotrivial part 7%\ abelian scheme i3 rigid
Th5H I LIRS, Faltings DB non-rigid ZF DI RTBAD D E %> T
AHNEPD, T2, THEREPOFII—B T 74— OMERFIRICELVEHIBRYES 2
CLBAPDEORAEL LTHM KT g OMR2RoND, T4, EWDREDE LT
FUREVE ) FO 3 —FBITE 5 rigidity D+ %M 68505, L W% [Sal]
FRTWAELEE 2, F 72 K3 BT 5 FHEOKER X -Zucker[Sa-Z) {OF 5,

2 (%)
KB TIREH (») XHPL. rigidity L DBRERRS,

BRI OV TIREO N1, Deligne[D2] bS5 Tvid, TRIKDWTIZ 37 2 BHOZ £,




2.1 Abelian scheme & VHS

BUICRLTFOREE T 5,

BT Sk CLe#ks /e Rae s 2,
[fl:==(f: X — S,)) ¥ S LD abelian scheme £ 45, $7% 25,

(i) f: X — S : smooth, proper group scheme over S with conn :cted geometric
fibers,.

- (i) A: X — XV := Pic®(X/S) polarization,

OtE+ B, Kerd i3 S L finite group scheme T, s € S 52w T, 774
Nl (Z)6Z S T)6L S - ® T)6,Z)%, (6il6ips) EFBIE %D, ~ O ) I2 type
§=(6y,---,6,) EFFIENE,

Ag5(S)
(f: X — S,)\) {RH abelian scheme over S .

= . . .. /1som,
of rel. dim = g,  with the polarization of type 6

KIiZ{HE VHS(polarized Variation of Hodge Structure) DE#* 3 5.

TEE 2.1 =28 (Wg, {F7)},Q) 7S LOEX -1(resp. 1) DIRHE VHS (polarized vari-
ation of Hodge structiure) Tdh 5 L i,

(i) Wz 25 S L rank 2g @ Z- IBEORATR,
(i1) Hodge filtration : Wo := Wz @z Os DRFTEBBIC L B 714 05 7|

0=F'CcFCcF'=Wq,,

(resp. 0=F:CF'C F'=Wy,),

ThHY.,
f“ea'ﬁgwos. (resp.fIEB._fT'*‘_"'Wos.)

@zt COT7ANIV—a itk ERAAse SN L Wy, :=Wz,0zR
O Well (EREC, B¥ET 5,

(i) R4 Q: Wz 'x Wz EOFHERE L > 7L o774 IRIAREXQ TEH s
22T Q,(z,Coy) ¥ Wi, EOEEMHFHRL %S 6D,



BAs €SI UREQ BN Wz, DEER ENIE, sI2E5 T RKOKEOT
Flick WRBREN D, '
( & \

—&;

\ _59 /
TR Uy ST 6= (61,608, & (6]6:) 27T EEBFITH S, COMQ %
type § D{RIELE ). .
T
VH;,}(S) ::{
LEC
ET(f: X — S50) € A,s(S) L. RifZx %, 774/ -D1K+AED
V-HroEI2RHARLET A0 :
0 — Ry f.Zx — Lie(X/S) — O(X) — 0.
%A S5 LORBOFEEFINFLET 5. BL Lie(X/S) 12 f D Lie algebra . & 512,
F' = Rifilx ®z,0s

U
Fo = ker{Rif.Zx ®z; Os — Lie(X/S)}

EBECE, {FP}IREE -1 @ Hodge filtration ¥ 52 5. F/:. typed DIRE L 5,
R,f.Zx LORIL type DR Q 2560 %, BIL, KOBRLRERMGLNE,
85: A(S) —  VHINS)
(X/5,0) — (RifiZx,{F*?},Q)

(Wz,{F?},Q) S Lo type § DIRBL ¥
HE -1 O VHS s.t. rankzWg = 2g.

~ Jisom.

ERE 2.1 ((4.4.3), [D1]) L0EZ s 3 E~ORKTH 2,
b, RITREN A,

EER 2.2 8 4,5(5) = VHH(S) ¥, C LOBHFRAO AL RHOWHBHSIAT
b5,

COERIX, Faltings[Fal], O[N] OER» 4. 512, FOOKER» LR,
EHITFH L A 5(S) DIEEFBP AT NS KOV TIIET THRBT 5,



2.2 & (T) & (%)
&, [Wz] = (Wz,{F7},Q) € VH,3(S) k3L
Ez = End(Wgz) = H°(S*", End(Wz)) D E3 = End?(W z)

¥, TNEFN Wz O (KEFHERKE, L% 2) ERKR, €L TR Q IKBIL T “skew” %
T2 A5BMRET B, Deligne[D1] 12 & X, Ez 13ES 0 ® Hodse HEEH2,
AL, ROGEHHFES 5.

Ez®z C =@, E™PP, E-pp X EPP

(EZ)—#» = E-PPNES LEBCo BT, (f: X — S, )) % W] &3S B @4 abelian
scheme £ $5, (Wz 2R, f.Zx)o n % SOERR, X, ZERT 74 N"—-tTBL
X, & K = C(S) L abelian variety TH %, Ends(X) TX O Sk DEERPEOKT
Wik d L. FEFEnds(X) = Endg(X,) ¥FET S, T/, BRLPGHEEE

¢ : Ends(X) < Ez = End(Ry f.Zx)
PHEET D, 85ICF 72 D1 ORELS
#(Ends(X)) = End(R, f.Z x )*°
PEY LD,
TET, RD2O0DEMEEL B,
ER 2.2 (1) £#(T) © ¢ 3K, BIL. End(R,f.Zx) i type (1,0).
(2) %# (x) & End®(Rif.Zx) = End®(R, f.Zx)"%.

Remark 2.1 A 2%k K LE#K X n/: abelian variety, 7 = Gai(K/K) % K ®
Myt 7B Ti(A) = im_A[l*|(K) % Tate- Ii#¥ & 3 28, Faltings [Fa2] 1Kk ®
Tate FRERL 720

(A) # © Ti(A) DYERIZFH,
(B) Bf% Endk(A) ®z Zi — End,(Ti(A)) 1 F#.

ED%&H (T) R0 (B) i3t L. F 72 (A) i3 Deligne & 5 VHS @ == 7 Fu 3 —{EH
DY MPEITITIE L TV B,



Remark 2.2 R,f.Zx ® Hodge # 1 7ix. (-1,0) & (0, -1) % ¢ T &# (T), &
% (+) HELEN '

%4 (T) & (End(R. f.Zx) ®z C)™' = {0},
%t (+) © (End?(R,f.Zx ®z C)™™' = {0}
& K.

Remark 2.3 Deligne it [D1] {22 T abelian scheme f : X — S #%isotrivial fac-

tor X372 ¢, MK g B3IUT2OIE, Fff (T) PWALTH I EX L TWVD, (4.4.13,
[D1))e g = 4 DEFICGAF (T) % /- S %2\ isotrivial factor 2¥F2 2V old H 5 A5, &

# (+) B2

8T, b DOFH % polarized abelian scheme NDEF & &F U 1 72D ik Faltings|Fal]
Thol, HAFZIR S PHEMBEL OFRMBOZ LRV IEEGEER L 725, Peters[P]
W—BEDESNDZ-VHS L—DXRTTD S DHPEFCHRL 2o STk, REMIZ—
BATELVHS DES-1 L LTEREBRL I,

T 2.3 [Wz] = [Rif.Zx] € VH;L(S) LT, (S EEEL L)Wz 0LEOF
BT Zariski BEEMHIIZ ‘

(End?(Wz) ®2 C)™*
L@, 7o, [Wz] KR 3B VH |(S) RETETEER
End?(Wgz) ®z C)~V' /(A BRE¥)
D BAICRY B germ & .

% 2.1 R#E VHS [Wz] = [Rif.Zx] € VH;}(S) 25, rigid &% 5 {0 LB+ %4
‘i%ftf‘ (*) '(‘ﬁz)o

3 VHS OERME

Z DOH T abelian scheme f : X — S 1A IET 2R VHS Wy = R, f,Zx Ol
FHIREz £ 723 E ;= End(R, f.Qx) OHE L BE5D, ROEFW:ORROEHET
b5,



I 3.1 ((4.2.6) and (4.2.8) in [D1]). f: X — S, Wq =R f.Qx ¥ LO&
D, s€SEBAMET Do RIKILT 5,

(i) Wq,, ~0 ,(S,;s) DRI 4.
(i) BEFERE = End(R,f.Qx) RFHMIRT, HRZEZ 00 Yodge BIE%

2o

(iii) E o type (0,0).

E3% 3.1 SE0 Q-BHAT HEVKAKZENRIFIROMTH LM, Drimary” &
ML s,

EH 3.1, (i) £ 9. WE Q-VHSWq i15%
Wq= (V)" e(Vo) & & (V)™

EHO. LV, REOBMARBRT, i £ k5HV, £ V, b5, SHTRHR
(Vi)™ & Wq @ primary B & FHENL 2 25, & primary B i3 Weil EFE0/E I
L YEER., BIHLE5Q-VHS TH %,

T Q-VHSWq i} “primary” &fEEL L 9. ST T. V% Wq OBEM Q- 8553
BiRE L,

D = End(V), F = Cent(D), U = Hom(V, W) (1)

LB<. Schur D#REL Y. D ik Q LOFHE (division algebra). F iz Q DHRXKIL
KETHL, VIRERICE D-MEORKEAR. U A D- MBEOHEE R,

[F:Q]=d, [D: F)=r?

dimpl =m, rankpV = n.
EBZH,
W 3.1 LoRFOTIRRMRILT 5.
Wq=Ug®pV (2)
E = End(Wq) & Endg(V) (3)



Proof: £ [S1], Ch.VI ® Lemmal.l iZ X %,

LI REQILED, W RHACERMKNTH S, Mimse S ZEEL
Ex End,,l(s',)(WQ,,) C End(WQ,,)

LEIRA—-BETE. Q. PTV a4 ¥ kY, Ead(Wgq,) ®*i4 (involution)’
(=RRAETKRHK 2T D) (,HEEEBH. 0 Q, M (S,s) FETHLTIL
6, R EOE—-HOL ETE OME

t:E—E

“H{o ¢, 12 End(Wq,)%° = End(4,) @z Q IKHIRY 2 &\ 3Hied S 4@t X, 228 <
Rosati &I —KTHHbMP 2, 261, W BT ARHBARHAA VAT
B9 THHHEASWAY D = End(V) EHE 0o HEE Y, 5610k = Cent(E) =
Cent(D)ix e BU 1o K& 2 TRENT 1op = yr L% %o S THA 3.1(511) 226 F ik
type (0,0) THY DT EDL sop = yr REMATHIERE), HIHL 2z € F* 128
L Trpq(zzt) >0 ThH B, & oT Albert DL LR o

HHE 32 LORBLEZOTIRRDVT DI HRILT 5.
(i) F SREREE, 22 yp=id Thb,
(ii) F 2 CM4E, 20 up REEXZTH S,
4 REBOSEEEFBILK
ETIZT, FHOBC % HREQ D, il 310 W DG ( 2) 3BT 557
e, IBRBEKKOVWTRRS, '
4.1 REDOHEE

EXEHBODK, DekbofMkET B, FEDOHRLEL, [F: k] =d[D:
Fl = &8, 1wk D EOME, TREBERG D-MBET 5, = £1 £33
B, o235 (D,e)- TV I— MBERh LIk, b BEHBRL: TxT7 — D Tho
TROUEL T OLDOTH 5,

h(v,v'a) = h(v,v')e, (4)

h(v',v) = eh(v,v')", for all v,v' € T,a € D (5)



(Dye)- TV3I—FER AR, 5 T 0 D- FEIHT 2TFIRFAFTY T 58 FB1L
ERREN D, 1o XY ZIEBAL (Dye)- T I— MR A LT

U(T, k) = {g € GL(T/D)|h(vg,v'g) = h(v,v") (v,v" € T} (6)

SU(T,h) = U(T, k) n SL(T/D) (7)

tE<‘o ChHR P-REBETHHH, &6, Wal OBRBBIR Ry, 2&Y, kL
OREBELOBX B, (T, ED- MO, D O opposite algebra D ED A5
bnE¥ & Bo TRRICERT 2, )

BHE 4] AELIDRELEFOTRRIEILT 5. D LOME o KT BE D-In
BORHARYV Lo, FBEEBRIL (D,e) cvI—tERh &, 5 D- U LoFKE
b (D, =€) TV I — MER W HFEL. Wq=UQ®pV LOREQ i

Q@ =Trp/q(k' ®p h) (8)

EFEEND, TTT, BFBe=H+11, (o 1GOOI QI ME—IZFEL Y,
E2HOBRIEETH S,

4.2 {REBILX

#7#A 3.1 primary Q-VHS D438 Wq = U ®p V L 4. 10 Q D5 %4%
bh/-dt, ENOLDORANDRBILREEREL L),

DOHLF E3FE i3t L Ft = {z€ Flz° =2} EBLE. FY BREARKT
HHHE 2L Y, ROVT RSN LD,

(R) F = F* T F 3#ERHIE,
(C) F it F+ o#l 7% 2 kikK.

[Ft:Q=ttBE&, {r,:Ft 9 R,1<i<t} % FtOR% Bt R~DEDA
AET B,
WO = Wq ®F+ R (9)
EEBLEWORR- N2 PVERDORITR Wg = Wq@q R DB5RARTHHIE
ilbiy
Wg =l W (10)

%%,



Ft @ Hodge ¥4 74 (0,0) 20T, ZOBRIEZET 74 /53— D Hodge & & ML
T5. L8 WO Wr 085 R-VHS ThH 5, o T, Weill tFA% C LR Qr
RERD LS R ER2.

C,=&!_,CY, foreach s€ 5§ (11)
£HDAS 1, Fr SREMLT, k0 L) cBL,
F9 = F@p . R, (13)
D™ = D ®r+ 5 R, (14)
V=V ®r+r R, (15)
U™ =U ®r+, R. (16)

FO i3 ko (R) Xi2 (C) DAL D EREFRR X C KA THY . D™ it FO k
OFLHERMIRTH LD T, 5 division algebraD ) 2 FEL T

DT o~ M,(D("))
Ehibo CORABEEAEL €}, £ D™ OFTFIRS & L 7B
VO = VT, Ut := UTiel|

LB, chbiRENFRET-BREAE DO MBETH A,

8 4.1 Wq ¥ E& -1, Hodge ¥ 4 7 (-1,0)+(0, -1) D S L® prir.ary Q-VHS &
T5, LOREDOTIKRDOEREASEY L2,

W =i g, v (17)
ELREMs€ S L WO O Weil fERE C, 12
ct = 1 @ (18)
EFHB, BLIZTIO LD enen U0 L VO 0 R-HEEHE.

KB Q DMK LDV TR B,

10



W 4.2 ) % o »HET 5 DO LOME, Q = trpq(h ®p h) EfA 4.0
BREOMEET 5, £1 <i <tiHLh@ VO Lo, 23432 (DO, eny)- T
I—MEBR M RUOLED (DO, —eny)- Th 3 — MEREHFEL
, QY = Trper(k® ®p b?) (19)
F2. QY OIEfEHD S ROGEEE B,

GRH 4.2 WM 4.1, HE ORELERBOT, &1 <i <t KDV TROMAS B
LY %,

r=1 (IJO2=-1 e =-1

C 1 » s i - »

(Case(1)) RO >>0 and hO716) >> 0
0 =—-1 =1 =1,
RO >> 0 and h{) >> 0.

BLZZThOIO ER—KER h (2, I0y) £FL “b'0) >> 07 @B -LIRa DO)-
MBELOEEETHHHEEERT ..

(Case(2))

5 Q-Symplectic &I & (XHEF

R URI4 T, primary Q-VHS W q O5#(2) (R Q D5k (8 £ D4R E:
KOGFREXER Lz TNERICENS Q-Symplectic BV & » 1TIZHHIZE
By %o

5.1 Q-Symplectic &}

AB. EHERIRE L ERRRR URIE S Ho Abel SH40 uni.ersal family *
ML 725, £hid. Q- REEOH WO FAF L i7-F Symplectic iE~DEB ( Q-
Symplectic &BR) L N FONIAR -EK-FEH7 74 N—EEL LT--KfLans,
CHIZEZM A AR FIROBEGRIEZEN (VWbw 2 EHEERE) & 15 Abel ZH
D family Th ) BERIC S BT SFEFICHIREVH DO THZ . Q-Symplectic
FRIX ERONEMSIC b Mumford RER KK L VR (RS2, ERIZIZIZED
AL L 72 (B2 [S1], [S2))e

Gq * Q- fUBEE T R-valued point G #* Zariski MAS % ¥ W v 3 — MO Lie
Beiab0ttsb, GROBARSHE K *—2B%EL D= Gr/K «dc¥ sz

11



12

I-PARMBRRET S, G K EMIET A Lie REL. P % K o Killing Bz &
SEAXHEMETBRE. Hp € CentK Tadp(Hp)? = —1 % BTCHEESE T BrvTHE—
FHET 2. SO (G, Ho) % Q-hermitian pair EF ) o

EHE 5.1 (Wq, pq, Qq, I) #* Q-hermitian pair (Gq, Ho) ® Q-Sympi ctic KR & i3,

(i) Wq %29 RitD Q ~ 2 +VZER],
(i) Qq & Wq x Wq LOIERIL symplectic 3K
(i) BERAKE pgGq — Sp(Wq, Qq)
(iv) HEHE I € D(Wg,Qnr) TH#

[dor(Ho) — (1/2)1,dpr(X)] =0 for all X € Gp

iy bo, 8L D(Wr,Qr) B
{1 € EndWr)| I* = —1wg, Qr(z,Iy) FEB(LIEE M FRIE ).

5.2 {UH&EF
Wq % S LOEE -1 Hodge # 1 7' (-1,0) + (0, -1) ® primary Q-VHS & ¥ %, 4
31,8 4140
Wq=U®pV (20)
Q =Trp/q(h" @ph) (21)
LBABIEOND, se S REELLY. T bLFEAE 200 F BB SU(V,,Q,),

SU(U, ') 348 & 115 F Weil DERIHIBR functor Rpyq % VT,
Gq = Rp/q(SU(V,,h,)), Gb = Rp/q(SU(U,h"))
%D Q- fCHBEE BB, BRI |

pr:Gq = Req(SU(V.h,)) — SU(V, h,)
pll : GIQ = RF/Q(SU(U) hl)) - SU(Ua h’))

3]
[SV]
N’

LEoFfE 20218, £R
p=luy®p: GQ = RF/Q(SU(Vsahs)) — SP(WQ,.H Cc 5) (

p'=p ®1v, : Gy = Reiq(SU(U,I')) — 5p(Wq,, G ",

—_
[N]
Lo

~—

iRohnsd,



& T Gq, Gq @ R-valued points Gr, G ¥ %X L) #il 4.24 b RO
Y5,

t
GR = H SU(V.(:)a hg)): (24)
=1
. ;
Gr = [[ sUWUY, w0 (25)
i=1

ROEHVELENTH S,

EHE 5.1 LORFOTRRIRLY 5.

(i) Q-1 Gq & G & Zariski #4552, €D R-valued points (7, G H reduc-
tive TV I — & R-{U8EE,

(ii) Gr % 7242 G ?* non-compact THNiX, ¥ HHTH %,

(iii) GR(resp. Gg) % non-compact DE, i s € S IZH LT, Gy(resp. Gy) P

H-element Ho, (resp. Hy,) B"HHE L. (Wq,,p,Q,,C,) (resp. (Wq,,,0,Q,C,))

#* Q-hermitian pair (Gq, Ho) (resp. (G, Hy)) P Q-symplectir £H L% %,

ST H, %8 51125 % Gy D H-element, G = K'@P' €0k 135 ¥ 5 Lie 1
DAET B, P =PtoP - kWM adp/(H)) BT 2 Pr OFRET B,

EXH 5.2 oSO TRAROREIEILT 5,
(End®(R:f.Zx) ®z C)™" = P+ (26)
COFEBER 21V LRORERED,

% 5.1 primary Z-VHS Wz %% rigid {272 LB+ 4412 ( 25) O R- L3EE G #¢
compact - BHhZ ETH 5B,

= m(S,5) D Wq, ~DEJ FOI-KBRIL p: Gq — Sp(Wq,., Q.) &M
1%, BIbHRER

st m(S,s) — Gq = Rey(SU(V,, h,))

PFAEL puy, A€ FOI—KBX 5L 5, ZOFLLROGENL .

13



w8 5.1 Gg 2 compact T B &, Z-VHS Wz i} iso-triviall Th 5D, Lo THET
% abelian scheme f: X — S5 b iso-trivial '

3T, (24) & (25) KRT, GO = SU(VO R, GO = SU(L™) p0) B

Do
#rif 4.20) (Case (1)) RU (Case (2)) 3 LT,
Case (1) = G') compact
Case (2) = GU) compact
PRI T Bo &b i Case (1) OB, AMKOPSER VT GO i non-compact, ¥ 7:
Case (2) DBfiz G'® #f non-compact 2% %,
ChHoDBER 51,8 5.106RIBALT 5,

F 5.2 f: X — S % abelian scheme, $i¥ B Q-VHS WQR, f,Qx #* primary &
RET 5. LOREDTICKRMRILT 5,

(i) GY 2% non-compact %+ 12, G') it compact, ¥i< f: X — S # non-isotrivial
% HIX Gp K non-compact & ). Gy 13 compact factor % F2:

(ii) f: X — S 2" non-rigid % Hi¥. G} & non-compact & Y. Gx i3 compact fac-
tor ¥,

(iii) f: X — S o non-isotrivial # 5. Gr, GR 3t compact factor B £ U non-
compact factor DEFTEF2, i, t=[FHQ]>2,

6 FTTEH

6.1 #ZEOSE

EH51LD. Q-VHS Wq L &R s € 5 WML, REMH Gq, Go RUENLD
Q-Symplectic #H p, p' BFET 2HIMHh oo ST T, ERD Q-Lymplectic £H
DE ([S1], [S2]) AV ROF LWABERS LN D,

X 6.1 f: X — S % abelian scheme, #/iF 3 Q-VHS Wq = R,£.Qx #* pri-
mary tﬁ%—rbo %3 ﬁﬁ\ % 4 gﬁ@ﬁa—%@?‘: *@{i}ﬂi)‘ﬁ‘ﬁiﬁ"'é 3

14



(R1) (e=~1) D=F=Ft @RERBH, dimrV,=n,dimpU=m L §5 &

GR = :Spn/2(R) X oo X SPH/Q(R)J.
dx(I‘IrI),,/z
Gp ¥ SO.(R)x - x SO.(R).

“
dx compact

L b,
(R2,¢) F=F* 3RERBYRT, Dk F LolTHk, rankpV, =n,rankpl =
m tﬁ < o

D®QR’=“HX---xHxM2(R)x;-ng(Rj,

t -t

& BOR_B 7 FoROBELMIBEITE L e= 41 KL > TROfI0 A

ALY LD,
(e=1)
GRr = §UH(H) X +ee X SUn(H)‘x Spa(R) x --- x Sp,(R).
t'xc;r(npact ) . (t«t');(r(III),.
R = :9Um(H)' X - X SUL(H)™ x§02m(R) X -+ X 50y, (R).
t'x(?[)m : (t—t‘)x:ompm
(e=-1)
Gr= SU,(H)” x - %X SU,(H)” X 802,(R) X - -- X 50,,(R).
] t’x(il),. (tf-t’)x:ompact
r= SUn(H)x .- x SU,(H) x Spn(R) x -+ x Sp,.(R).
‘ t’xcoTnpacl (t—t");(”[)m
(C) F BREABM F* ORBZXIKAHE, [D: F)=r? rankpV, =n,rankplU =
m &:E( [
Gr = I, SU(pi, ¢i, C) X SUp(C) x -+ x SU,,(C}).
(If':q‘ (t—t')):;mpact
Gr & SUn(C) x - x SUn(C) X Mizpyr SU(Pi, ¢, C)
\ -~ Nmamstmtn, . e
(t'x compact) (I)p:q

&:&60
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Remark 6.1 <3 — FHFRMHFEHAR

(INn = {Z € Ma(C)'Z = Z,1,, —* ZZ >> 0},
(INn ={ZeM,(C)Z=-2,1,-'ZZ >>0}.

(g ={Z e M(p,q,C)|1, ' ZZ >> 0}.
DRI, BLOBBEYRRDERDEKELR S,

Gr D =D(T,h) dimcD R-rank
Spay2(R) (IIDwpp | (n/2)(n/2+1)/2| n/2
SU,(H)- I | nm-1)2 [/2]

SU(p,q,C) (e P q min(p, q)

Remark 6.2 5.2, EH 6.1& £® Remark &£ Y, primary Q-V IS Wq #f non-
isotrivail 2*2 non-rigid % & if,

(R2,1) ¢/>0,t—¢'>0,n>1, m>?2
(R2,-1) >0, t-t'>0,n22,m2>1
(C) t'>0,t—t'>0,nr>2 mr>2

DN TR RS 2 v,

6.2 GEOMETRIC RESULTS

EH 6.1, Remark 6.2& VW RKOEXEEMNEL N5,
EHE 6.2 f: X — S % abelian scheme THIET 5 Q-VHS Wq = R, f.Qx #
primary ERFET 5o Wq =UQpV %@l S.1OF M. rankpV = n,rankpl =m,

[F*F : Q] =t&t¥2, (GEBRE3IM 4WERL.) f: X — S i3 isotrivial
factor %72, D non-rigid £ ¥ 5, ROMNDHEY LD,

(R) F = Cent(D) *&EXYM% biX, D it F LOMTHET,

D@qR=HX - - x Hx M3(R) x--- x My(R;

t vl
t—t

16



LB bMD, SO f: X — SOMMKRTEg LT DL,
g=(1/2)rankqU®p V=2-t-n-m

Thh, T >0,t—t'>0p2(R2, 1) n>1, m>2F i (R2,-1)
n>2 m>1 TEHNEELLV, £oT, FiKgik sHEDEHTH S,

(C) F = Cent(D) % CM##%6IE [F: Q] =2t ThY

D@qR =M, (C)x---x M,(C).

t

Erb, CORAIRTT g 13
g=(1/2)-2t-nr-mr=t-nr-mr

THZLUEN, RV 22, nr > 2, mr > 2 TRITNIELRS %, $HIC,
g28.

# 6.1 f: X — S % isotrivial factor ¥ 7% VHIIRIT g D abel.anscheme & F
Bo g <77%64E[f] B rigido

F6.2 f: X — SEERT 74 /5~ X, »* simple abelian variety % % non-isotrivial
abelian scheme &4 5%, b L. #IRIT g 25 E % HiE f i3 ngido

6.3 E/FOI-ER
% 5.2& VHS /@€ ./ F O 3 —® quasi-unipotency ﬁ‘E;J(U) WEigs,

EI 6.3 f: X — S % abelian scheme THIET 5 Q-VHS Wq = R, £.Qx »* pri-
mary L REY Do S ¥ non-compact P DEREEN T DY 0)3)5}%}% £/ FOI—2f
ERUB TH-7-ETHL. fidrigid.

Remark 6.3 ®® 6.2 sharp. BEl%H, T 6.20t,n,m OEFLELEEAE
AR -EH T T AR L o T, BROEH LT noniotrivia D non- mgzd
% abelian scheme PRSI N D, DT &b G, Fallings DR L7 8KFTD 7 7 3
V-0, CMELERERIZE 272 8RO family ¥R TE 5, “nilo2wTid
[Sal] R &,
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T BEMMEREN

7.1 HOOFER

B [N) KR T, compact EZHEAED Zariski RIES S » 5FAMHHEL D O
MBI 1L 5BEMT\D ~NOEMBRDOEY 25 4 W Hol(S.['\D) DiEE%
HMRELROEFLVHERER

yipi 7.1 ' C Aut(D) i3 torsion-free % WA MBI EF £ 7212 T\D #° compact %
2b0LT B,

(1) Hol(S,I'\D) 3k REHESHETH S,
(ii) Z % Hol(S,T\D) 0BHEHEZ LT 5, Z 3HAERMNHAL D’ OBEM I'\D' L
FRIRBTH YKL s € S IOV TD evaluation mapping
b,z:Z>hv— h(s) eT'\D
BRI DAH (totally geodesic embedding) Tdh 5o

&T. hy € Hol(S,T\D) Tdimy,Hol(S,T\D) > 0D bD% &5, (hg it non-
rigido ) LOER 7.1(ii) & Y hy%k Bt Hol(S,I\D) DMEMEESF Z (dimZ > 0) ixd
3 \D LK,

U:Z xS3(h,s)— h(s) eT\D

% B5ER%EZ S E Hol(Z,T\D) ® universal property 25, LB o : S — Hol(Z,T'\D)

MEoNns, Z2'% afS) PEUEEESETALRUZ = F’ \D” L% 5,
~ E

S x {ho} =» 2'x Z L T\D
ThY Z'x Z=T"\D" x I'\D' Thd, TETLUGH) LDV % 2’ x 2 O&EHSH

BT 2 LefiptZ2nis BILRMMHERE LTOHEDRAL) THAHEMN, SLIZK
HEO-HE [N-M KL TRENT 2,

TIR 7.2 Ui 20 nAs T b,
INLOERLBAOEBRLOMBERRTEC ), BLDOBRED & V—-¥1E

¥l H, THY., T RIBHHWEREIHTH S, [ IIELLFRIENO ERMS R
E5Z EI2E Y torsion-free ICHIRZ 26, FHIHET 5, LOFO BEHOERML

18
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BORZ2LMMIBORAAR Y BERBOLARUL2LETVE, F1b, Q LOEIHD
Q-Symplectic RB L Lb#Er N TV b, THAFERHESEO (22), (23) THELN Q-
symplectic & p, p' Td 5. p,p' PEVICTTHRLZEBHTHY, /2

F ® pGq x Gq — Sp(Wq,., Q)

P
b Q-Symplectic KB THY, THOTVH—KZp' @ pHFLOV KMHETHHDTH
%o

Remark 7.1 H#O0#RE (MEkoERTH) RKEROMREFEMIHV T
Wb, F7. T\D 2 compact DBFIEH M [Sul], [Su2] P B, 7z, R - AR [I-
KjbyERnZ &, :

7.2 Deligne D#ER

Deligne X\ Faltings[F1] DR snT, [D2JRRTVHS D £/ FB3-—
EROHERELRL TV 5,

S ¥ I REFENEEE, Wy 2 EEOESOREZ-VHES LT 5, S Lo Q-
N7 P VEMORFTR VX, b 3R Z-VHS Wz #H>T. VX Wq 0HGRITR
L7 n & &5 Hodge ¥ 4 7 LIE R,

T 7.3 S L EERN 2ERT 5, M N OB Hodge ¥ 4 7 0 RFTH 0 RME
IZARRME L2 v,

EW DB, Tate FHROGEW B TRKE Vs £§. Deligne[D1j( X 721 Schmit)
KWRTRENAZVHS KT A€/ Fu IR0 EMUELL, £/ FoI-%H)p:
71(S,8) — GL(N,Q) gt x, K Lo THRES LD 6, HEOFRULXS AR
Vo m(S) RERERTHIN O, EDERIT vy, -, 1m FIIUTELE v, . x,(%), (=
l,---,m) KL TRESND, A% X = GL(N,Q)™ WEFIRE L T, GL(N,Q)

DI AR L BRER ACLNQ) 2% % 5, Procesi i & 1L, ASEWVQ) i3 Tr(g; g:, - - 9i,)
DD & > THEKEN B, Hilbert 2 X L, ACLWVQ BHFRAEKIRTHE05
FRMED Tr(gi,gi, - i) CEo TERINTVDE I ENEDP B, FNIET S 7 ,(S)
DHMBBIBRET 2oL, BB x, 3 {Tr(p(7) v €T} DEHEATKRED, Lo

Ty Tr(p(7),y € T DEOHRYERET LW 5OHE Tr(p(~)) & 2 KEEIR

0T ROWHE L YERFTEET B,

#HE 7.1 Kyem(S) KM LTHEEHC(7) > 0 BHFELETD p i D2nT

ITr(p(v))I < C(7)
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COWBOER R AR ROBWNEEREH V5,
X, ROFEROVEY LD,

FH 74 SLERMN. $rEsmeEET S, S EOESmORE Z-VHSW 5
T, Wz O N T Hodge ¥ 1 7RURHED Y A TEEE LI &,

End(Wz) = End(Wz )0’0

7 BHE Z-VHS (1A RME,

- 101 —
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