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HYPERBOLICITY AND MODEL-COMPLETE FIELDS

MICHA L SZACHNIEWICZ AND JINHE YE

Abstract. We study model-complete fields that avoid a given quasi-project variety V .
There is a close connection between hyperbolicity of V and the existence of the model
companion for the theory of characteristic-zero fields avoiding rational points on V . This
gives a model theoretic notion of hyperbolicity that we call excludability.

In particular, we show that if V is a Brody hyperbolic projective variety over Q with
V (Q) = ∅, then the model companion, called V XF, exists. We also study some model-
theoretic properties of V XF. This extends the results for curves by Will Johnson and the
second author.

1. Introduction

As suggested by Artin, maximal subfields of an algebraic closed field avoiding a given set of
points exhibit interesting properties, see [Qui62, McC67, EV83, EV82, GM80]. Similarly, one

could ask about ‘maximal’ fields avoiding points in certain varieties. More precisely, let Ṽ

be a smooth projective variety over a characteristic zero field k0 with an open subset V ⊂ Ṽ
such that V (k0) = ∅. Let TV be the theory of fields extending k0 that do not have points in
V . A field k |= TV can be thought of as ‘maximal’, if it is existentially closed, which means
that whenever X is a quasi-projective variety over k with X(l) 6= ∅ for some k ⊂ l |= TV ,
then X(k) 6= ∅. Equivalently, a field k extending k0 with V (k) = ∅ is existentially closed,
if and only if the following conditions hold:

(IV ) if l/k is any proper finite extension, then V (l) 6= ∅;
(IIV ) for any geometrically integral variety X/k, either there is a non-constant rational

map f : X 99K Vk over k or X(k) is Zariski dense in X .

We present an algebro-geometric proof of this equivalence in Section 2.
If the class of existentially closed models of TV can be axiomatized by first-order formulas

we say that TV has a model companion and the model companion of TV is the set of such
axioms.

In [JY23a] the authors proved that if V is a curve C of genus greater or equal two, then
the model companion exists.
Theorem 1.1. [JY23a, Theorem 2.1] The theory TC has a model companion CXF.

The theories CXF provide interesting examples of classes of non-large fields. Recall that a
field k is large if for any smooth curve D over k with D(k) 6= ∅, the set D(k) is Zariski dense
in D. Largeness is a tameness notion introduced by Pop to study regular inverse Galois
problems [Pop96].

It has long been believed that the concept of largeness holds significance in model theory of
fields. Specifically, it is believed that largeness plays a crucial role in simplifying conjectures
concerning model theory of fields. For instance, Koenigsmann provided a straightforward
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proof of the Podewski conjecture for large fields of arbitrary characteristic, a conjecture only
known to be true in characteristic p [Wag00].

The relationship between largeness and model-theoretic tameness was extensively inves-
tigated in [JTWY24] through the introduction of the étale open topology. As a notable
application, the paper resolved the stable fields conjecture for large fields. Subsequently,
these methodologies were extended to encompass large simple fields in [PW23]. Further ex-
ploration of the étale open topology was conducted in [WY23, JWY23, DWY22], revealing
a uniform approach for studying the structure of definable sets within large fields. Notably,
this approach encompasses essentially all previously known examples of model-theoretically
tame fields.

In [JY23a], CXF’s were introduced as the very first examples of non-large fields whose
logical theories remain tame, answering questions by Koenigsmann and Macintyre concern-
ing largeness, model-complete fields, and their Galois groups. Moreover, CXF’s exhibit
intriguing combinations of properties, notably:

(1) Model-theoretically, they are NSOP4 and TP2.
(2) Some models of CXF give rise to the first known examples of non-large, Hilbertian

fields with a decidable theory.
(3) The decidability of the partial theory CXF is equivalent to the effective Mordell

conjecture for C.

The properties exhibited by CXF’s suggest that the precise relationship between largeness
and logical tameness is more subtle than initially anticipated, warranting further investiga-
tion and attention.

To delve deeper into the relationship between largeness and logical tameness, a promising
way is to construct and examine new examples. For instance, in [JY23a, Section 8], the au-
thors pose a question regarding the possible extension of their findings to higher-dimensional
varieties V (where V (k0) = ∅) as opposed to a curve C. More precisely:

Question 1.2. What conditions on a quasi-projective variety V over k0 ensure that the
theory TV of fields extending k with no points in V has a model companion?

Equivalently, one can form it in the following way:

Question 1.3. What conditions on a quasi-projective variety V over k0 ensure that axioms:

(IV ) if l/k is any proper finite extension, then V (l) 6= ∅;
(IIV ) for any geometrically integral variety X/k, either there is a non-constant rational

map f : X 99K Vk over k or X(k) is Zariski dense in X ;

are first-order conditions on a field k extending k0?

We say V is excludable if the above question has a positive answer and denote the resulting
model companion by V XF. Note that the axiom (IV ) is always first-order, see Remark 2.14.
In this paper we provide many examples of higher dimensional excludable varieties and study
properties of VXF. More precisely, we find a generalization of the condition “genus bigger
or equal two” for a curve. This leads to the following theorem.

Main Theorem (Theorem 6.5). Let Ṽ be a geometrically integral, geometrically pure,

projective variety over k0. Let V0 ⊂ Ṽ be a closed subscheme such that Ṽ is geometrically
bounded modulo V0. Let V = Ṽ \ V0 and assume that V (k0) = ∅. Then V is excludable.
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In the case V0 = ∅, the assumptions of this theorem are satisfied, if for example k0 = Q

and V (C) is Brody hyperbolic. Also, using [BD18] and [Fal91] together with the above, one
gets that a ‘random enough’ subvariety of an abelian variety has an excludable open set.
Corollary 1.4 (Corollary 6.7). Let A be an abelian variety over k0 with an ample line

bundle OA(1). Let Ṽ be a sufficiently general intersection of at least half dimA many high

enough powers of OA(1) defined over k0. Then Ṽ (k0) is not Zariski dense in Ṽ and if V ⊂ Ṽ
is any open subscheme such that V (k0) = ∅, then V is excludable.

Let us elaborate on the conditions on the pair V0 ⊂ Ṽ appearing in the statement of
Theorem 1. Fix a field k and a pair of varieties X0 ⊂ X over k with X projective and X0 a
closed subscheme. We say that:

• X is pure, if for every smooth variety T over k are rational map T 99K X extends to
a regular map to X .

• X is bounded modulo X0, if for every normal projective variety Y over k, the scheme
Homk(Y,X) \ Homk(Y,X0) is of finite type over k.

• X is indecomposable (over k), if for any integral, smooth, projective varieties X1, X2

over k, any map X1 ×X2 → X factors through X1 or X2.

In the case where k is not algebraically closed, we add “geometrically” to any of these
properties, if it holds after base-changing to the algebraic closure. For details on pureness,
boundedness modulo a subvariety and other notions of hyperbolicity, see Section 5 and
[vBJK24], [Jav20]. The notion of indecomposability is introduced to capture the property
of all non-constant maps to X being rigid. We need it to study properties of V XF for many
examples of V , in particular we make use out of the following proposition.

Proposition 1.5 (Proposition 4.13). Let X be a projective variety over k0. If X is geo-
metrically indecomposable, then Xl is indecomposable over l for any field extension k0 ⊂ l.
Moreover, X is geometrically indecomposable, if and only if Xl is.

It allows us to prove Lemma 7.2 which in turn proves the proposition below. Let us
highlight that once VXF is known to exist as a first-order theory, its model-theoretic analysis
more or less follows from [JY23a]. The real work of this paper in comparison to [JY23a] lies
in (i) identifying the analogue of genus > 1 in higher dimensions, and (most importantly)
(ii) proving that the model-companion V XF exists under this assumption.
Proposition 1.6 (Proposition 7.4). Let V be a quasi-projective excludable variety over

k0. Assume that V has a projective compactification Ṽ which is geometrically integral and
geometrically indecomposable. Then the theory V XF has the following properties.

(1) Let l1, l2 |= V XF. Then l1 ≡ l2 if and only if Absk0(l1) ≃ Absk0(l2) as k0-fields.
Moreover, for any algebraic extension k0 ⊂ k avoiding V , there is a model l |= VXF
such that Absk0(l) = k.

(2) VXF has quantifier elimination if we expand by the predicates

Soln(x0, ..., xn) ↔ ∃y x0 + yx1 + ...+ ynxn = 0.

(3) Model-theoretic and field-theoretic (relative) algebraic closure coincide in models of
VXF. In particular, models of VXF are algebraically bounded over k0.

(4) VXF is a geometric theory, i.e., acl satisfies the exchange property and ∃∞ is uni-
formly eliminated.
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(5) Every proper finite extension of models of V XF is a Hilbertian PAC field.
(6) Models of VXF are Hilbertian. Moreover, the absolute Galois group is ω-free.
(7) In the axiomatization of V XF one can in fact skip the axiom (IV ). In other words,

fields k that avoid V and satisfy (IIV ) are models of V XF.
(8) Model-theoretically, VXF is NSOP4 and TP2.

It is worth mentioning that in the context of Theorem 1.4 the assumptions of Theorem 1.6
are satisfied because of the Brotbek and Darondeau theorem [BD18].

Before we conclude the introduction, let us briefly discuss the relationship between exclud-
ability and other notions of hyperbolicity. In the main theorem, we prove that boundedness
implies excludability. There is a weaker property than boundedness, called grouplessness
that is conjectured to be equivalent to boundedness (for details, see Remark 5.3). If ex-
cludability implies grouplessness, it would give a new intermediate property in the list of
conjecturally equivalent hyperbolicity properties of a variety [Jav20, Conjecture 12.2]. Thus,
we ask the following.

Question 1.7. Is there a geometrically integral, smooth projective variety V over k0 (with
no rational points in k0) that is excludable, but not groupless?

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present some definitions from logic
in algebro-geometric flavour. In Sections 3 and 4 we survey some results from intersection
theory and the theory of Hilbert schemes respectively. In the latter section we prove Proposi-
tion 4.13. In Section 5 we describe relations between various notions of hyperbolicity/rigidity
in algebraic geometry. In Sections 6 and 7 we prove the main theorems of the paper. At
last, in Section 8, we provide an example in characteristic p, of a curve C such that TC does
not admit a model companion. This is the content of Proposition 8.2. We also pose some
questions about possible further directions of studies.

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Ehud Hrushovski, Ariyan Javanpeykar, and Will
Johnson for their helpful remarks. We would also like to thank Piotr Achinger, George
Cooper, Joachim Jelisiejew, Adrian Langer, Benedikt Stock, and Jakub Wiaterek for some
discussions and references. Lastly, we would like to thank the anonymous referees for their
suggestions on improving the paper.

2. Existential closedness and model companion

In this section we present some definitions coming from logic in an algebro-geometric
flavour. The results follow easily by generalising [JY23a, Section 1], however, we decided to
include them here for the convenience of the reader. Fix a characteristic zero field k0. We
work with the language consisting of plus, minus, multiplication, and constants from k0. Let
V be a quasi-projective variety over k0.

Definition 2.1. Let TV be a theory in the above-introduced language such that models of
TV are fields k containing k0 with V (k) = ∅. We denote it by k |= TV .

This is a first-order theory, which means that it can be written as a set of axioms being
first-order sentences. Recall that first-order means that one can quantify over elements, but
not over subsets. For example, if V ⊂ PN is the intersection of the zero set of homogeneous
polynomials f1, . . . , fn and the non-vanishing locus of homogeneous polynomials g1, . . . , gm,
then TV can be given by the following axioms.

4



• Axioms for relations in k0: if for example a + b = c in k0, then we put here the
corresponding relation among constants from k0.

• Field axioms: for example (∀x)(x+0 = 0+ x = x) or (∀x)(x 6= 0 → (∃y)(x · y = 1)).
• Excluding V axiom: ¬(∃x = (x0, . . . , xN))(x 6= 0 ∧

∧n

i=1 fi(x) = 0 ∧
∨m

j=1 gj(x) 6= 0).

Note that this theory is consistent (i.e., has a model) if and only if V (k0) is already empty.
Moreover, it is clear that this theory only depends on the reduction of V . We now present
the definition of existential closedness in an algebro-geometric fashion.

Definition 2.2. If k is a model of TV , then k is called existentially closed if for every quasi-
projective variety X over k, if there exists an extension k ⊂ l within models of TV such that
X(l) 6= ∅ (i.e., X has a Spec(l)-point over Spec(k)), then X(k) 6= ∅.

Remark 2.3. If an embedding k ⊂ l of fields satisfies the condition from the above definition,
for every quasi-projective variety X over k, then we say that k is existentially closed in l.
Example 2.4. If V is the empty variety, then by Nullstellensatz, a field is existentially
closed if and only if it it algebraically closed. Thus, one can think of existentially closed
models of TV as models of TV that are as close to algebraically closed fields as the condition
of not having points in V allows.

If TV is consistent, existentially closed models exist, but the question is when do they also
form an elementary class.

Definition 2.5. We say that TV has a model companion if the class of existentially closed
models of TV is elementary, i.e., if there exists a set T of first-order axioms such that
existentially closed models of TV are exactly the models of TV satisfying the axioms from T .
Note that if such T exists, it is unique up to logical consequences.

Example 2.6. If V is the empty variety, then as mentioned in Example 2.4, existentially
closed models of TV are just algebraically closed fields and those can be axiomatized by the
following countable list of axioms:

{(∀y0, . . . , yn−1)(∃x)(x
n + yn−1x

n−1 + · · ·+ y1x+ y0 = 0) : n ∈ N}.

Definition 2.7. Let V be a quasi-projective variety over k0. We call it excludable if the
theory TV has a model companion. Then we denote by V XF the theory axiomatizing exis-
tentially closed models of TV .

Assume from now on that V is a geometrically integral positive-dimensional variety with
V (k0) = ∅. In the rest of this section we focus on giving conditions for being an existentially
closed model of TV .
Lemma 2.8. If k is existentially closed in all finitely generated extensions k ⊂ l within TV ,
then k is an existentially closed model of TV .

Proof. This follows from the fact that a subfield of a model of TV (containing k0) is a model
of TV . �

Lemma 2.9. If k is an existentially closed model of TV and k ⊂ l is a proper finite extension
of fields, then V (l) 6= ∅.

Proof. If V (l) = ∅, then l |= TV . Let a ∈ l \ k be an element with a minimal polynomial
P (x) ∈ k[x]. From the definition of existentially closedness, we then get that the equation
P (x) = 0 has a solution in k, which gives us a contradiction. �
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The next lemma is well-known, but we include it for the sake of completeness.
Lemma 2.10. Let X be an integral variety over k. Then X is geometrically integral if and
only if k ⊂ k(X) is regular, i.e., there is no proper finite extension k ⊂ l with l contained in
k(X).

Proof. Note that by [Sta24, Lemma 020I] the scheme X is geometrically integral if and only
if it is geometrically irreducible, as we assume characteristic zero. By [Sta24, Lemma 054Q]
this is equivalent to the field k(X) being geometrically irreducible over k. By [Sta24, Lemma
038I] this is equivalent to k(X)⊗k k

′ being irreducible for every finite extension k′/k. But by
the primitive element theorem, every finite extension of k is of the form k[x]/(P ) for some
irreducible polynomial P ∈ k[x]. Thus the geometric integrability of X is equivalent to the
fact that for an irreducible P ∈ k[x], it is still irreducible as an element of k(X)[x]. This is
equivalent to the extension k ⊂ k(X) being regular.

�

Remark 2.11. Let X be an integral variety over k. Then the set of rational maps X 99K Vk

over k can be naturally identified with the set Vk(k(X)) (morphisms in Schk). Under this
identification Vk(k) corresponds to constant maps (factoring through Spec(k)) from X to Vk.
Lemma 2.12. Let X be an integral variety over k. Then the embedding k ⊂ k(X) is
existentially closed, if and only if X(k) is Zariski dense in X.

Proof. First, assume that k ⊂ k(X) is existentially closed. If U ⊂ X is a Zariski open
non-empty subset, then U(k(X)) 6= ∅, so by existential closedness, we get that U(k) 6= ∅.
Hence X(k) is Zariski dense in X .

Second, assume that X(k) is Zariski dense in X . Let Y be a quasi-projective variety over
k and assume that Y (k(X)) is non-empty. By Remark 2.11 we conclude that there is a
rational map f : X 99K Y over k. Let U ⊂ X be an open subset such that f : U → Y is
a regular map. By assumption U(k) is non-empty, so we get that Y has a k-point, which
finishes the proof. �

Corollary 2.13. Let k be a model of TV . It is existentially closed if and only if the following
conditions hold:

(IV ) If l/k is any proper finite extension, then V (l) 6= ∅.
(IIV ) For any geometrically integral variety X/k, either there is a non-constant rational

map f : X 99K Vk over k or X(k) is Zariski dense in X.

Proof. Assume first that k is existentially closed. Point (IV ) is Lemma 2.9. Fix a geometri-
cally integral variety X/k and assume there is no non-constant rational map f : X 99K Vk

over k. By Remark 2.11 we have Vk(k(X)) = Vk(k) = ∅. Thus k(X) is a model of TV . By
Lemma 2.12 we are done.

On the other hand, assume that k satisfies (IV ), (IIV ). By Lemma 2.8 it is enough to check
that k is existentially closed in every finitely generated extension k ⊂ F with F |= TV . By
(IV ) there is no proper finite extension k ⊂ l with l contained in F . Pick an integral variety
X over k with k(X) = F over k. By Lemma 2.10 we know that X is geometrically integral
and by Remark 2.11 there is no rational map X 99K Vk over k. Hence, X(k) is Zariski dense
in X by (IIV ). By Lemma 2.12 we are done. �

Remark 2.14. The condition (IV ) above is a first-order condition on a field k. Indeed, one
can present it as an axiom schema of the form “for all degree n extensions l/k there is a
point in V (l)” for all natural n. These are first-order, because a degree n extension of l/k
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can be encoded by a tuple of elements αijk ∈ k such that if {ei}i=1,...,n is a basis of l over k,
then ei · ej =

∑
k αijkek.

The condition (IIV ) is a priori not a first-order condition on k. The main result of this
paper is that some hyperbolicity assumptions on V actually make it first-order.

3. Intersection theory

In this section we present some properties of the intersection product in algebraic geome-
try. We work over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero. For a more thorough
introduction to intersection theory we refer the reader to [Ful98] and [Vak24, Chapter 21].

Definition 3.1. For an irreducible projective variety X over k we denote by Ai(X) the i’th
Chow group of X consisting of cycles of dimension i (i.e., integer combinations of irreducible
subvarieties of X of dimension i) up to rational equivalence. In particular Ad−1(X) is the
group of Weil divisors on X modulo rational equivalence, if d = dimX . If α ∈ Ae(X) and
L1, . . . , Le are line bundles on X , then we can form an intersection number denoted by∫

α

c1(L1) · . . . · c1(Le) ∈ Z.

If α = [Z] is a class of a subvariety Z ⊂ X we denote this also by
∫

Z

c1(L1) · . . . · c1(Le).

These intersections numbers do not depend on the order of Li’s and are multilinear with
respect to the tensor product of line bundles.

Remark 3.2. We will need a few operations/properties from intersection theory. We de-
scribe them below.

(1) Let s1, . . . , sp be global sections of L1, . . . , Lp respectively, and assume that their
zero sets restricted to Z form a complete intersection W . Recall that this means
that si is not a zero divisor locally on Z ∩ div(s1) ∩ . . . ∩ div(si−1) for i ≤ p and
W = Z ∩

⋂
i≤p div(si). Then∫

Z

c1(L1) · . . . · c1(Le) =

∫

W

c1(Lp+1) · . . . · c1(Le).

Moreover, if p = e, then W is just a disjoint sum of copies of Spec(k) and the number
of copies is exactly the intersection number.

(2) For a morphism f : X → Y between proper varieties, there is a family of pushforward
maps f∗ : Ae(X) → Ae(Y ) for all e. For an irreducible subvariety V ⊂ X we have

f∗[V ] = deg(V/f(V ))[f(V )],

where by [−] we denote the class of a subvariety in the Chow group, and deg(V/f(V ))
is the degree of the extension of the field of rational functions on f(V ) by the field
of rational functions on V . If deg(V/f(V )) is infinite, we put f∗[V ] = 0.

(3) For a morphism f : X → Y between schemes, if L is a line bundle on Y , we can pull
it back on X and we denote the pullback by f ∗L. If moreover X and Y are proper
irreducible varieties and α ∈ Ae(X), then the projection formula holds:

∫

α

c1(f
∗L1) · . . . · c1(f

∗Le) =

∫

f∗α

c1(L1) · . . . · c1(Le).
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(4) The intersection number
∫
Z
c1(L1) · . . . · c1(Le) can be defined in terms of Euler

characteristics of tensor products of duals of Li’s restricted to Z. In particular,
if X → S is a morphism, L1, . . . ,Le are line bundles on X and we are given a
subscheme Z ⊂ X flat over S (for the definition of flatness see Remark 4.2) with
relative dimension e, then for any field l and any s ∈ S(l) the numbers

∫

Zs

c1((L1)s) · . . . · c1((Le)s)

are constant. This is because Euler characteristic is constant in flat families.

Remark 3.3. If X is smooth, then one usually writes Ai(X) := Ad−i(X) and A∗(X) :=⊕d
i=0A

i(X) has a structure of a graded ring.

Let X be a projective variety over k. We present the definition of the Néron–Severi group
of X .

Definition 3.4. If L is a line bundle on X and C is an 1-cycle in X , then we define
L.C :=

∫
C
c1(L). See [Vak24, Chapter 21] for the definition in the non-smooth case. This

operation gives a pairing

Pic(X)× A1(X) → Z,

where Pic(X) is the set of isomorphisms classes of line bundles on X . Two line bundles
L,M ∈ Pic(X) are numerically equivalent (denoted L ≡ M) if for all γ ∈ A1(X) we have
L.γ = M.γ. Similarly, two 1-cycles γ, δ ∈ A1(X) are numerically equivalent (denoted γ ≡ δ)
if for all line bundles L ∈ Pic(X) we have L.γ = L.δ. The Néron–Severi group of X is the
group

NS(X) := Pic(X)/ ≡ .

It is a finitely generated abelian group and we use the notation N1(X) := NS(X) ⊗Z R.
Moreover, we write N1(X) := (A1(X)/ ≡) ⊗Z R and intersecting line bundles and 1-cycles
yields a perfect pairing

N1(X)×N1(X) → R.

Below we introduce some important cones in N1(X), N1(X).

Definition 3.5. (1) The effective cone of curves is the closed convex cone in N1(X)
spanned by classes of irreducible curves C ⊂ X .

(2) The nef cone is the closed convex cone in N1(X) consisting of classes α ∈ N1(X)
such that for all irreducible curves C ⊂ X we have α.[C] ≥ 0. In other words, it is
the dual cone to the effective cone of curves.

(3) The ample cone is the interior of the nef cone in N1(X). Equivalently, it is the open
cone generated by the classes of ample line bundles. Recall that L ∈ Pic(X) is ample,
if there exists a positive tensor power L⊗n of L which is very ample, i.e., such that
the mapping

X → PN

x 7→ [s0(x) : s1(x) : · · · : sN(x)],

defines a closed embedding, where s0, . . . , sN is some basis of H0(X,L⊗n).
8



Remark 3.6. Assume that d is the dimension of X and let L,M be nef line bundles on
X . For i = 0, . . . , d define si =

∫
X
c1(L)

ic1(M)d−i. Then the Khovanskii-Teissier inequalities
assert that the sequence si is log-concave, i.e.,

s2i ≥ si−1si+1,

for i = 1, . . . , d− 1. For a proof, see [Laz04a, Example 1.6.4]. Note that it follows from the
projection formula, that a pullback of a nef line bundle is also nef, hence one can use these
inequalities also in such context.

4. Hilbert schemes

In this section we introduce Hilbert schemes and mention a few results needed later in the
text. See also [FGl+05] for a detailed introduction and [MPZ23, Section 6] for an introduction
avoiding the language of schemes. Let S be a scheme which will serve as our base-scheme.
We denote by k an arbitrary field. If X is a projective variety over k, then the Hilbert
scheme Hilbk(X) is a countable sum of projective schemes over k such that k-points of
Hilbk(X) correspond to closed subschemes Z ⊂ X . For a family of varieties X → S indexed
by a variety S one can put the Hilbert schemes of the fibers into one scheme over S. We
introduce it below.

Definition 4.1. Let X → S be a flat projective morphism with a relatively ample line
bundle O(1) on X . The Hilbert scheme of X over S denoted by HilbS(X ) is a scheme over
S which is characterised by the following property. For every T ∈ SchS morphisms from T
to HilbS(X ) can be described as

HilbS(X )(T ) =
{
Z ⊂ XT : Z is a closed subscheme of XT flat over T

}
.

There exists a disjoint decomposition

HilbS(X ) =
⋃

P

HilbP
S (X ),

where P varies among polynomials in Q[t], such that each HilbP
S (X ) is a projective scheme

over S. Moreover, for a field k and s ∈ S(k), the k-points of HilbP
S (X ) over s are in a natural

bijection with
{
Z ⊂ Xs : Z is a closed subscheme of Xs with the Hilbert polynomial P

}
.

We recall that the Hilbert polynomial of a closed subscheme Z ⊂ Xs (with respect to O(1))
is the unique polynomial P ∈ Q[t] such that for natural numbers m big enough we have

P (m) = dimk H
0(Z,O(m)|Z),

or equivalently P (m) = χ(Xs, IZ(m)) for all natural m, with IZ being the ideal sheaf of Z
in Xs and χ being the Euler characteristic.
Remark 4.2. For the definition of flatness we refer to [Sta24]. A projective morphism
between varieties over k is flat if and only if the Hilbert polynomials of all geometric fibers
are the same.
Remark 4.3. Fix the notation from the above definition. We list here some useful properties
of Hilbert schemes. The first three properties follow from the definition of functor defying
Hilbert schemes, see e.g. [FGl+05] for details. The last property is [Ful98, Example 2.5.2]
or [Sta24, Proposition 0BJ8].
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• If Y is a closed subscheme of X flat over S, then there is a natural closed immersion
HilbS(Y) ⊂ HilbS(X ).

• For s ∈ S(k) the base-change of HilbS(X ) via the map s : Spec(k) → S is isomorphic
to Hilbk(Xs).

• The identity morphism HilbS(X ) → HilbS(X ) corresponds to a canonical closed
subscheme U ⊂ X ×S HilbS(X ) flat over HilbS(X ), which we refer to as the universal
family of HilbS(X ). Consider f : Spec(k) → HilbS(X ) corresponding to a closed
subscheme Z ⊂ Xs with s ∈ S(k) being the composition of f and the projection to
S. If we form the Cartesian diagram

Us U

Xs X ×S HilbS(X )

Spec(k) HilbS(X )
f

the subscheme Z will be exactly the image of Us in Xs (the ideal sheaves will be the
same).

• Let P be the Hilbert polynomial of [Z] ∈ Hilbk(X)(k) for a projective variety X over
algebraically an closed field k with respect to an ample line bundle L on X . Then
the degree of P is d := dimZ and the leading coefficient of P can be calculated using
intersection theory as 1

d!

∫
Z
c1(L)

d.
Remark 4.4. Not every polynomial P ∈ Q[t] can be obtained as the Hilbert polynomial of
some closed subscheme X ⊂ Pn

k with respect to O(1). By a theorem of Gotzmann [Got78]
(see also the discussion in [Laz04a, Section 1.8.C, Theorem 1.8.35]) there are unique integers

a1 ≥ a2 ≥ · · · ≥ as ≥ 0,

such that P (m) can be expressed in the form

P (m) =

(
m+ a1

a1

)
+

(
m+ a2 − 1

a2

)
+ · · ·+

(
m+ as − (s− 1)

as

)
.

In particular, there are only finitely many possibilities for such P of a fixed degree and
bounded leading coefficient.

Using Hilbert schemes one can build a countable family of schemes parametrising all
projective schemes. We need the following variant.
Proposition 4.5. There is a countable family of smooth projective morphisms between finite
type schemes over k

{Xi → Si}i∈I

together with closed subschemes Zi ⊂ Xi such that Si are quasi-projective over k and for
every smooth, geometrically integral variety X ⊂ Pn

l together with a closed subscheme Z ⊂
X over any field l extending k, there is an i ∈ I and s ∈ Si(l) such that the inclusions
Z ⊂ X, (Zi)s ⊂ (Xi)s are isomorphic over l.

10



Proof. Let H0 be a connected component of Hilbk(P
n
k) and denote by U ⊂ Pn

k ×k H0 the
intersection of the universal family of Hilbk(P

n
k) with Pn

k ×k H0. Note that U → H0 is a flat
morphism between projective varieties over k.

LetH1 = HilbH0
(U) and denote by Z ⊂ U×H0

HilbH0
(U) the universal family of HilbH0

(U).
Let S1 be a connected component of H1 and let X1 = U ×H0

S1. Moreover, define Z1 to be
the intersection of Z with X1.

Let Z ⊂ X ⊂ Pn
l be a given tuple of subschemes of Pn

l over a field l extending k. Let
h = [X ] ∈ Hilbk(P

n
k)(l) be the corresponding point in the Hilbert scheme and assume that

h ∈ H0(l). By the definition of the universal family U we then get that Uh ⊂ Pn
l is equal

to X in the sense of Remark 4.3. Morphisms from Spec(l) to H1 over h ∈ H0(l) correspond
to subschemes of Uh = X , so there is s ∈ H1(l) corresponding to Z ⊂ X . Assume that
s ∈ S1(l). Then we get a pullback diagram

Z Z

X X1

Spec(k) S1
s

In this construction we made a choice of a connected component twice. By looking at all
possible such choices, and then shrinking each component obtained S1 by a (relatively) open
subset over which fibers of X1 → S1 are smooth and geometrically integral (note that this
is possible by generic smoothness, e.g. by [Sta24, Lemma 0C3K, Lemma 056V]), we get a
countable family {Xi → Si}i∈I that we were looking for. �

Closely related to Hilbert schemes are Hom schemes. Intuitively, the point is that if we
can form moduli of subsets of varieties, then we can also form moduli of morphisms between
varieties, by looking at graphs of such morphisms. We give a functorial description below.

Definition 4.6. Let X ,Y be two projective schemes over S with X → S flat. There exists
a scheme over S denoted by HomS(X ,Y) such that for any scheme T ∈ SchS the set of
morphisms from T to HomS(X ,Y) is naturally identified with

HomS(X ,Y)(T ) = {morphisms XT → YT over T}.

We call this scheme the Hom scheme of morphisms from X to Y over S. There is an open
embedding HomS(X ,Y) → HilbS(X ×S Y) which on the level of functors SchS → Set is
given by sending a morphism f : XT → YT to its graph Γf ⊂ XT ×T YT = (X ×S Y)T (which
is flat over T ).

Again, the relative Hom scheme fits together the family of Hom schemes of morphisms
between fibers of families X ,Y . More precisely, if s ∈ S(k), then the base-change of
HomS(X ,Y) via s is the scheme Homk(Xs,Ys) and its k-points correspond to maps Xs → Ys

over k.
Remark 4.7. If Y0 ⊂ Y is a closed subscheme, then there exists a natural closed immersion
HomS(X ,Y0) ⊂ HomS(X ,Y) of S-schemes. As a map of functors it sends f : XT → (Y0)T
to the composition of f with the embedding (Y0)T ⊂ YT .
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Remark 4.8. Consider the morphism Y → HomS(X ,Y) of S-schemes given by the map of
functors

(T
g
−→ Y) 7→ (XT

p2
−→ T

(g,id)
−−−→ YT ).

This map is a monomorphism and one can check that it satisfies the valuative criterion of
properness. Thus it is a closed immersion. We will denote by Homc

S(X ,Y) the corresponding
closed subscheme of HomS(X ,Y), and by Homnc

S (X ,Y) its complement.

To understand the structure of the constant and non-constant parts of the Hom scheme,
one can use the following.
Lemma 4.9. [Vak24, 11.5.12. Rigidity Lemma] Let X be a projective, geometrically integral
variety over k with a k-point, and Y be an irreducible variety over k. Fix a morphism
f : X ×k Y → Z. If q ∈ Y (a scheme theoretic point) is such that f is constant on X ×{q},
then f factors through Y .
Remark 4.10. Let X,Z be projective varieties over k with X geometrically integral. Con-
sider the closed immersion Z ≃ Homc

k(X,Z) ⊂ Homk(X,Z). In this case, its image is
actually a connected component of Homk(X,Z), as otherwise one could construct a map
from an irreducible variety Y → Homk(X,Z) whose image intersects Homc

k(X,Z), but this
would contradict the rigidity lemma above, at least after passing to the algebraic closure of
k. Note that we can pass freely to the algebraic closure, as

Homk(X,Z)⊗k k ≃ Homk(Xk, Zk).

Using Hom schemes we study the following property.

Definition 4.11. We call a projective variety X (over k) indecomposable over k, if for any
geometrically integral, smooth, projective varieties X1, X2 over k, any map X1 × X2 → X
factors through X1 or X2. Moreover, for a variety over a non-necessarily algebraically closed
field, we call it geometrically indecomposable if its base-change to the algebraic closure is
indecomposable.
Lemma 4.12. Let X2, X be projective varieties over k with X2 geometrically integral.
Consider the following properties:

(1) The scheme Homnc
k (X2, X) is discrete.

(2) For every geometrically integral, projective variety X1 over k any map X1×kX2 → X
factors through a projection to X1 or X2.

Then (1) =⇒ (2) and if k is algebraically closed, also the other implication holds.

Proof. Note that by Remark 4.10, a non-constant map X1 → Homnc
k (X2, X) corresponds

exactly to a map X1 ×k X2 → X over k not factoring through the projections to both X1

and X2.
If X1 is geometrically integral, then any map from X1 to a discrete scheme over k factors

through a morphism from Spec(k). Thus discreteness of Homnc
k (X2, X) implies that any map

X1 → Homnc
k (X2, X) factors through a k-point of Homnc

k (X2, X) which corresponds to the
fact that any map X1 ×k X2 → X factors through a projection to X2.

On the other hand, in the case k is algebraically closed, if Homnc
k (X2, X) is not discrete,

then there is an integral variety X1 over k with a non-constant map X1 → Homnc
k (X2, X)

which contradicts (2). �

12



Proposition 4.13. Let X be a projective variety over k. If X is geometrically indecom-
posable, then Xl is indecomposable over l for any field extension k ⊂ l. Moreover, X is
geometrically indecomposable if and only if Xl is.

Proof. Let {Xi → Si}i∈I be the set from Proposition 4.5. By Lemma 4.12 (and resolution
of singularities), indecomposability of X is equivalent to the following condition: for every
morphism Xi → Si from the above collection, if X → S is its base-change to k, then the
morphism H := Homnc

S (X , XS) → S has discrete fibers over k-points. Note that by choosing
relatively ample line bundle on X and an ample line bundle on X , the scheme H → S can
be presented as a disjoint sum of quasi-projective components over S. Hence, H → S is
locally quasi-finite, and one can use [Sta24, Lemma 06RT] to get that for any field extension
k ⊂ l, the fibers over l-points of S are also discrete, which by Lemma 4.12 proves that Xl is
indecomposable over l.

To see the moreover part of the proposition, we only need to see that if the fibers over
l-points of S of morphisms H → S are discrete, then also fibers over k-points of S are
discrete. This is clear as we can embed k ⊂ l. �

5. Rigidity in algebraic geometry

In this section we present some results from algebraic geometry that one can use to find
examples of varieties V for which the theory of fields without points in V has a model
companion and some further nice properties. In the case of [JY23a] the variety V = C is
a genus ≥ 2 curve and this assumption is used to construct some uniformly definable sets
(moduli) of rational functions from smooth varieties to C. Recall that the genus of a smooth
curve C is the dimension of the space of global differential forms on C. It this section we
consider some other positivity assumptions on the vector bundle ΩV of differential forms
on V . We outline how such assumptions imply existence of (moduli) spaces of rational
functions from smooth varieties to V . We mostly follow [Laz04b, Chapter 6] and [JK20] in
our presentation.

Let X be a smooth projective variety over an algebraically closed field k. If X is a curve,
then the cotangent bundle is in fact a line bundle on X and it makes sense to ask whether
it is ample. This is not the case in higher dimensions. Still, Hartshorne defined a notion of
ampleness for vector bundles of arbitrary rank. For a vector bundle E on X , we denote by
P(E) the projectivisation of E, i.e., the set of codimension one hyperplanes passing through
zero in fibers of E over X .

Definition 5.1. A vector bundle E on X is ample, if the line bundle OP(E)(1) on P(E) is
ample. Note that OP(E)(1) is always relatively ample over X .

For a smooth curve C its cotangent bundle is ample if and only if the genus of g is bigger
than one. In higher dimensions ampleness of the cotangent bundle intuitively means that
the variety is very rigid. To make this statement more precise we introduce some rigidity
notions in algebraic geometry.
Definition 5.2. Let X be a smooth projective variety over k. Fix an ample line bundle L
on X . Below we only consider maps over k. We say that X is:

(1) Brody hyperbolic if k = C and there is no non-constant holomorphic map f : C → X ,
where here we treat X as a complex manifold;
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(2) algebraically hyperbolic if there exists a, b ∈ R≥0 such that for every smooth curve C
over k and a finite map f : C → X we have

∫

C

c1(f
∗L) ≤ a · g(C) + b,

where g(C) is the genus of C;
(3) bounded if, for every normal integral projective scheme Y over k, the scheme Homk(Y,X)

is of finite type over k (in particular it is definable in ACF0 over k);
(4) 1-bounded if, for every smooth projective curve C over k, the scheme Homk(C,X) is

of finite type over k;
(5) groupless if, for any connected finite type group scheme G over k, there are no non-

constant maps G → X ;
(6) pure (over k) if, for any smooth variety T over k, any rational map T 99K X extends

to a regular map T → X .
Remark 5.3. In fact the following implications hold:

(1) =⇒ (2) =⇒ (3) ⇐⇒ (4) =⇒ (5) =⇒ (6),

where (1) =⇒ (2) only makes sense if k = C. For the proofs of many of these implications,
see [JK20]. Also, conditions (1)− (5) are conjectured to be equivalent, see [JK20, Section 9].
This is motivated by the case of curves, where (1) − (5) are equivalent to the genus of the
curve being bigger or equal two. Note that an elliptic curve over k is pure, but not groupless.
Remark 5.4. Properties (2) − (6) are all geometric, in the sense that for any extension
k ⊂ l of algebraically closed fields, they hold for X over k if and only if they hold for Xl

over l. For the proofs see [JK20, Theorem 1.5, Theorem 1.11] and the next remark.
Remark 5.5. It is worth to note that some of the above properties can be described
differently (assuming notation from Definition 5.2), namely:

• X is pure if and only if every morphism P1 → X is constant;
• X is groupless if and only if for all abelian varieties A over k, all morphisms A → X
are constant;

• X is bounded (or equivalently 1-bounded) if and only if there exist real numbers α(g)
depending on X,L, such that for all smooth projective curves C over k and maps
f : C → X we have ∫

C

c1(f
∗L) ≤ α(g(C)),

where g(C) is the genus of C.

For the proofs, see [JK20]. Also, let us remark that in [JK20, Definition 3.1] there is an
additional condition on the rational map T 99K X , namely that it is defined on an open
subset U ⊂ T with complement of codimension ≥ 2. This assumption is redundant for
projective X , for example by the curve-to-projective theorem from [Vak24, Exercise 17.5.B].

If the base-field is not necessarily algebraically closed, we use the following variant of
pureness.

Definition 5.6. Let k0 be any characteristic zero field (not necessarily algebraically closed).

A projective variety Ṽ over k0 is geometrically pure, if the base-change Ṽk0
is pure.

Geometric pureness is preserved under base-change in the following strong sense.
14



Proposition 5.7. [GLL14] Let Ṽ be a geometrically pure, projective variety over a field k0.

Let k0 ⊂ l be any field extension. Then Ṽl satisfies the definition of pureness over l, i.e., for

any smooth variety T over l, any rational map T 99K Ṽl extends to a regular one.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of [GLL14, Proposition 6.2] if we put X = Ṽl ×l T →
T = S in the notation there. �

There exists a relative version of 1-boundedness which we present below.

Definition 5.8. Let ∆ ⊂ X be a closed subscheme. We say that X is 1-bounded modulo
∆, if for every smooth projective curve C over k, the scheme Homk(C,X) \ Homk(C,∆) is
of finite type over k. Similarly, we say that X is bounded modulo ∆, if for every normal
projective variety Y over k, the scheme Homk(Y,X) \ Homk(Y,∆) is of finite type over k.

In the case where k is not algebraically closed, we say that X is geometrically bounded
modulo ∆ if after base-change to the algebraic closure of k the corresponding pair satisfies
the definition of being bounded modulo a subscheme.

In the non-relative setting these two notions are the same. In the relative setting this is
only known under an additional assumption.
Lemma 5.9. [vBJK24, Lemma 9.9] Assume that k is uncountable. Then X being 1-bounded
modulo ∆ implies that X is bounded modulo ∆.

Moreover, similarly as in the non-relative case, it is true that boundedness modulo ∆
implies existence of a uniform bound on degrees of curves mapped into X with the image
not in ∆.
Theorem 5.10. [vBJK24, Theorem 1.26] Let X be bounded modulo ∆ and fix an ample
line bundle L on X. Then there exist real numbers α(g) depending on X,∆, L, such that for
all smooth projective curves C over k of genus g and for all maps f : C → X with f(C) 6⊂ ∆
we have ∫

C

c1(f
∗L) ≤ α(g(C)).

Now we present a result that connects ampleness of the cotangent bundle to the rigidity
conditions introduced above.

Theorem 5.11. (Kobayashi’s theorem [Kob75], [Laz04b, Theorem 6.3.26]) Assume that X
is a smooth variety with an ample cotangent bundle ΩX . Then X is algebraically hyperbolic.
Moreover, if k = C, then X is Brody hyperbolic.

The other implication does not hold and one can conclude it for example from the following
result originally proved by Kalka, Shiffman and Wong in [KSW81, Corollary 4] in the analytic
setting.
Theorem 5.12. [Laz04b, Corollary 6.3.30] Assume that X is a smooth variety with an
ample cotangent bundle ΩX . Let Y be an integral projective variety. Then the scheme
Homnc

k (Y,X) is finite.

So in particular, if C is a curve of genus greater than one, then C × C is algebraically
hyperbolic (even Brody hyperbolic if k = C), but does not have ample cotangent bundle.
Indeed, note that for each a ∈ C(k) there is a morphism C → C × C given by b 7→ (b, a),
hence the scheme Homnc

k (C,C × C) is infinite.
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Note that from Theorem 5.12 it follows that smooth varieties with ample cotangent line
bundles are indecomposable. We also observe the following.
Lemma 5.13. Assume that X is indecomposable. Then X is groupless.

Proof. Assume for a contradiction that there is a non-constant map A → X from an abelian
variety A over k. If we compose this map with addition A×k A → A we get a map

A×k A → X

which does not factor through any projection to A. �

Remark 5.14. By the above lemma, an indecomposable variety is pure. Thus, in the
definition of indecomposability we could equivalently impose, that all rational maps X1 ×
X2 99K X factor through X1 or X2.

Motivated by the conjectural equivalence of conditions (1) − (5) from Definition 5.2 we
ask the following.

Question 5.15. Assume that X is indecomposable. Is X bounded?

Note that this question has a positive answer in dimension one, where indecomposability
and all other hyperbolicity properties are equivalent to having genus at least two. For some
partial results in arbitrary dimension see [vBJK24].

A plenty of examples of smooth varieties with ample cotangent bundle is provided by the
following theorem proved by Brotbek and Darondeau.
Theorem 5.16. [BD18, Theorem 0.1] Let M be an N-dimensional smooth projective variety
over k with a very ample line bundle OM (1). Pick an integer N/2 ≤ c ≤ N and δ ∈ (Z>0)

c.
Then there exists ν(δ) ∈ Q such that for all multi-degrees (d1, . . . , dc) = ν · (δ1, . . . , δc)
with ν ∈ Q such that ν ≥ ν(δ), the complete intersection of general hypersurfaces H1 ∈
|OM(d1)|, . . . , Hc ∈ |OM(dc)| has ample cotangent bundle.

For some other examples of varieties with ample cotangent bundle, see [Laz04b, Section
6.3]. Let us also note that strong positivity assumptions on ΩX can also yield finiteness
results like the following.
Theorem 5.17. [Mor94] Let X be a smooth variety over a number field k0 such that ΩX is
ample and globally generated (i.e., the canonical map H0(X,ΩX)⊗k0OX → ΩX is surjective).
Then X(k0) is finite.

Moreover, Lang’s conjecture predicts that in the above theorem global generatedness is
redundant, see [Mor94, Conjecture D]. The above result ultimately relies on the following
theorem of Faltings.
Theorem 5.18. [Fal91] Let X be a closed subvariety of an abelian variety A over k. Then
there is a closed proper subscheme Y ⊂ X such that X is Mordellic modulo Y , i.e., for any
finitely generated field k0 and any model X0 for X over k0, the set X0(k0) \ Y is finite.

In particular, using this theorem we can get plenty of examples of varieties that we will
later see to be excludable.
Corollary 5.19. Let A be an abelian variety over k and let X by obtained by a sufficiently
general intersection of ample line bundles as in Theorem 5.16. Then there is a finitely
generated subfield k0 ⊂ k, a k0-model X0 of X and a closed proper subscheme Y0 ⊂ X0, such
that (X0 \ Y0)(k0) is empty, and the cotangent bundle of X0 is ample. Moreover, we can
assume that X0 is geometrically integral and smooth.
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6. Model companion via Hilbert schemes

In this section, we fix a characteristic zero field k0 (not necessarily algebraically closed)
and use the notation k for an extension of the field k0. Fix a geometrically integral projective

variety Ṽ over k0. Let V0 ⊂ Ṽ be a closed proper subscheme such that Ṽ geometrically is
bounded modulo V0 and denote V = Ṽ \V0. Moreover, fix a smooth projective morphism be-
tween varieties X → S over k0 with geometrically integral fibers and with a closed subscheme
Z ⊂ X . The below proposition is a variant of [Laz04b, Theorem 6.3.29] in families.
Proposition 6.1. There is a quasi-projective morphism H → S, such that for each s ∈ S(k)

the pullback Hs is isomorphic to Homnc
k (Xs, Ṽk) \Homk(Xs, (V0)k).

Proof. By Remark 4.7 and Remark 4.8 the scheme HomS(X , Ṽ ×k0 S) has two closed sub-

schemes Homc
S(X , Ṽ ×k0 S) and HomS(X , V0 ×k0 S). Take H to be their complement, i.e.,

H = Homnc
S (X , Ṽ ×k0 S) \HomS(X , V0 ×k0 S). Note that fibers of H over points of S are as

claimed, so it is enough to check quasi-projectivity over S.
Note that H is an open subscheme of HomS(X , Ṽ ×k0 S) which furthermore is naturally

an open subscheme of the Hilbert scheme

HilbS(X ×S (Ṽ ×k0 S)) = HilbS(X ×k0 Ṽ ).

If we fix a relatively ample line bundle on X over S and an ample line bundle on Ṽ , this
scheme can be written as a disjoint sum

HilbS(X ×k0 Ṽ ) =
⋃

P

HilbP
S (X ×k0 Ṽ ),

where P varies among Hilbert polynomials with respect to the relatively ample line bundle
(over S) induced on X ×k0 Ṽ . Moreover, all HilbP

S (X ×k0 Ṽ ) are projective over S, and by
Remark 4.4 there are only finitely many Hilbert polynomials with fixed degree and bounded
leading coefficient. Since all components HilbP

S (X ×k0 Ṽ ) are projective over k0, to prove
that H is quasi-projective, it is enough to show that for k = k0, if

[f ] = (f : Xs → Ṽk) ∈ H(k),

then there is a bound on the leading coefficient of P such that [f ] ∈ HilbP
k (Xs ×k Ṽk), and

this bound is independent of f and of the image s ∈ S(k) of [f ]. Note that by Remark 4.3

(the last point) the degree of P such that [f ] ∈ HilbP
k (Xs×k Ṽk) is fixed and equal to dimXs,

because the dimension of the graph of f is equal to the dimension of Xs.
Fix [f ] and s ∈ S(k) as above. Let L be a relatively ample line bundle on X over S

and let L be an ample line bundle on Ṽ . Note that the degree of the Hilbert polynomial of

[f ] ∈ HilbP
k (Xs ×k Ṽk) can be calculated as the following intersection number

1

d!

∫

Xs

c1(Ls ⊗ f ∗(Lk))
d,

where d is the relative dimension of X over S. By using the same reasoning as in [Laz04b,
Proof of Theorem 6.3.29], if we can bound the number

∫

Xs

c1(Ls)
d−1c1(f

∗(Lk))
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independently of s and [f ], then we will be done (one can also argue the sufficiency of such
bound by the Khovanskii-Teissier inequalities, see Remark 3.6).

Now we use Bertini theorem to take sections ti in H0(Xs,Ls) for i = 1, . . . , d−1 such that
the zero sets of ti’s form a complete intersection smooth curve C ⊂ Xs which is not mapped
to (V0)k by f (this curve depends on s and f). Let g be the genus of C. By Theorem 5.10
we get that there is a number α(g), such that

∫

Xs

c1(Ls)
d−1c1(f

∗(Lk)) =

∫

C

c1(f
∗(Lk)) ≤ α(g).

Let e =
∫
Xs

c1(Ls)
d and note that it is independent of s by flatness of the family X over S.

We can bound g using [GLP83] in the following way

g ≤ e2 − 2e+ 1.

This yields the bound
∫

Xs

c1(Ls)
d−1c1(f

∗(Lk)) ≤ α(g) ≤ max
g≤e2−2e+1

α(g),

which is independent of [f ] and s. This finishes the proof. �

Remark 6.2. Note that the above proof actually shows that if the conclusion of Theo-

rem 5.10 is satisfied for the base-change to the algebraic closure of the pair V0 ⊂ Ṽ , then Ṽ
is geometrically bounded modulo V0. Moreover, if in the above proof we assume that V0 is
empty and the fiber Xs is fixed, then the curve C does not depend on f . Thus in that case
the above proof recovers the implication “1-bounded implies bounded” from [JK20, Theorem
9.3].

Lemma 6.3. Assume that Ṽ is geometrically pure. Let H → S be the quasi-projective
morphism constructed in the above proposition. The following conditions on the field k are
equivalent.

(1) For any pair Z ⊂ X/k appearing as a k fiber of Z ⊂ X → S, either there is a

non-constant rational map f : X 99K Ṽk over k not factoring through the inclusion

(V0)k ⊂ Ṽk or (X \ Z)(k) is non-empty.
(2) The following sentence is true:

(∀s ∈ S(k))(Hs(k) 6= ∅ ∨ (X \ Z)s(k) 6= ∅).

Proof. First, note that, by Proposition 5.7, it follows that Ṽk itself satisfies the extension
principle from the definition of pureness. In particular, in (1) above we can only quantify

over regular maps f : X → Ṽk over k. This finishes the proof of this lemma, by the
characterisation of fibers of the scheme H from Proposition 6.1. �

Corollary 6.4. Let Ṽ0 be a geometrically integral projective variety over k0 and V0 ⊂ Ṽ be

a closed proper subscheme such that Ṽ geometrically is bounded modulo V0. Let V = Ṽ \ V0.
Consider the property (IIV ) for a field k, i.e.,
(IIV ) For any geometrically integral variety X/k, either there is a non-constant rational map
f : X 99K V over k or X(k) is Zariski dense in X.
This is an elementary property of the field k. More precisely, it is elementary in Lrings(k0),
i.e., in the language of rings expanded with constant symbols for elements in k0.
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Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.5 and Lemma 6.3. �

Over all this proves the following statement.
Theorem 6.5. Let Ṽ be a geometrically integral, geometrically pure, projective variety over

k0. Let V0 ⊂ Ṽ be a closed subscheme such that Ṽ is geometrically bounded modulo V0. Let

V = Ṽ \ V0. Then V is excludable.

Remark 6.6. In the above corollary one can skip the assumption that Ṽ is geometrically
pure. This follows from the proof of Proposition 6.1 and the proof of existence of model
companion for curve excluding fields in [JY23a] (using Chow schemes rather than Hilbert
schemes). We leave this as an exercise to the reader.

Corollary 6.7. Let V0 ⊂ Ṽ be a pair obtained as in Corollary 5.19 (with V0 = Y0, Ṽ = X0).

Then V = Ṽ \ V0 is excludable.

Remark 6.8. In general, if Ṽ is only assumed to be 1-bounded/bounded, it is unclear if the
axiomatisation of V XF is computable. The computability of the set of the axioms of VXF

relies on the computability of the function α from the data of X,L in Remark 5.5. If Ṽ is
algebraically hyperbolic, then the axiomatisation above is indeed computable.

In some sense, one can use the complexity/computability of axiomatisation in VXF as a
measurement of the hyperbolicity of V . However, there might not be any real examples fitting
in between as suggested by the conjecture that groupless implies algebraically hyperbolic.

7. VXF for indecomposable V

Throughout this section, we fix a characteristic zero base-field k0 and let V be a quasi-
projective excludable variety over k0. Moreover (if not stated otherwise) assume that V has

a projective compactification Ṽ which is geometrically integral and geometrically indecom-

posable. We study the properties of V XF for such V . Note that this is the case when Ṽ is
X0 from Corollary 5.19. We freely use Proposition 4.13 and Proposition 5.7 for base-changes

of Ṽ . Slightly abusing notation, let V XF∀ be the theory TV of k0-fields that avoid V , which
explicitly means that V (K) = ∅. We skip the proofs that follow exactly as the curve case
in [JY23a].

Proposition 7.1. Let V be an arbitrary excludable quasi-projective variety with a smooth
projective completion Ṽ . If k |= VXF, then k is large if and only if Ṽ (k) = ∅.
Lemma 7.2. If k is a field and l1, l2 are two regular extensions satisfying V XF∀, then
Frac(l1 ⊗k l2) |= V XF∀.

Proof. This is essentially a restatement of the geometrically indecomposability of Ṽ . We may
assume that l1 and l2 are finitely generated over k, hence li = k(Xi) for some geometrically
integral, smooth (by resolution of singularities) Xi/k. Since li avoids V , there is no non-
constant rational map Xi 99K Vk over k. Assume for a contradiction, that there is a rational

map f : X1 ×k X2 99K Vk over k. Since Ṽ is geometrically pure, there is a regular extension

f : X1 ×k X2 → Ṽk over k. As Ṽ is geometrically indecomposable, f factors through the
projection to X1 or X2. This gives a contradiction. Hence Frac(l1⊗k l2) = k(X1×X2) avoids
V . �
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The above lemma is the replacement for [JY23a, Lemma 4.3, 4.4], which enables us to
generalise (without any changes) some results from the curve case in [JY23a] to VXF. For
example, we immediately get the following.

Lemma 7.3. Let k be a k0-field and l1, l2 be two regular extensions of k satisfying VXF.
Then the identity map from k to k is partial elementary between the Li’s. In other words,
l1 ≡k l2.

For the remainder of the statements, we list the generalisations here and point the readers
to the proofs in [JY23a]. Let us recall the terminologies involved before stating the theorem.

For a field extension k0 ⊂ l, recall that Absk0(l) for the field l∩k0. Recall that an expansion
of field (K,+, ·, ...) is algebraically bounded over (a subfield) F if for any formula ϕ(x̄, y), there
are finitely many polynomials P1, . . . , Pm ∈ F [x̄, y] such that for any ā, if ϕ(ā, K) is finite,
then ϕ(ā, K) is contained in the zero set of Pi(ā, y) for some i such that Pi(ā, y) does not
vanish. We say that K is algebraically bounded if it is algebraically bounded over K [vdD89].
By [JY23b], algebraically bounded over the prime field is the same as very slim in the sense
of [JK10]. We say a field k is Hilbertian if there is k � k′ and t ∈ k′ \ k such that k(t)
is relatively algebraically closed in K ′. Lastly, recall that for a field k, its absolute Galois
group Gal(k) is ω-free1, if for any surjective homomorphism of finite groups α : H → G and
any continuous surjective homomorphism β : Gal(k) → G, there is a continuous surjective
homomorphism γ : Gal(k) → H making the diagram commute:

Gal(k)
γ

//❴❴❴

β
##●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

H

α

��

G.
Proposition 7.4. The theory VXF has the following properties.

(1) Let l1, l2 |= V XF. Then l1 ≡ l2 if and only if Absk0(l1) ≃ Absk0(l2) as k0-fields.
Moreover, for any algebraic extension k0 ⊂ k avoiding V , there is a model l |= VXF
such that Absk0(l) = k.

(2) VXF has quantifier elimination if we expand by the predicates

Soln(x0, ..., xn) ↔ ∃y x0 + yx1 + ...+ ynxn = 0.

(3) Model-theoretic and field-theoretic (relative) algebraic closure coincide in models of
VXF. In particular, models of VXF are algebraically bounded over k0.

(4) VXF is a geometric theory, i.e., acl satisfies the exchange property and ∃∞ is uni-
formly eliminated.

(5) Every proper finite extension of models of V XF is a Hilbertian PAC field.
(6) Models of VXF are Hilbertian. Moreover, the absolute Galois group is ω-free.
(7) In the axiomatization of V XF one can in fact skip the axiom (IV ). In other words,

fields k that avoid V and satisfy (IIV ) are models of V XF.
(8) Model-theoretically, VXF is NSOP4 and TP2.

Proof. Essentially all of the proofs here follows from the proof of the analogue statement
in [JY23a] replacing [JY23a, Lemma 4.5] with Lemma 7.3.

1This definition is slightly different from the usual definition (for example in [FJ05]). Our definition is
the first-order characterization of having ω-free Galois group in the classical sense.
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The proof of (1) follows exactly the same as [JY23a, Theorem 4.6, 4.16], replacing the
usage of Lemma 4.5 with Lemma 7.3.

For (2), it follows word for word as in the proof of [JY23a, Corollary 4.7].
For (3), it is [JY23a, Theorem 4.9].
(4) is the same as [JY23a, Corollary 4.12].
(5) and (6) are [JY23a, Theorem 4.23, 4.27] and [JY23a, Section 8].
(7) follows from (5).
(8) is the same as [JY23a, Corollary 4.28] and [JY23a, Theorem 6.7] relying on the fact

that both V XF and ωPAC0 admit quantifier elimination in the same language as in (2). �

Lastly, we have the following description of the decidability of the incomplete theory VXF.
The proof is the same as in [JY23a, Theorem 4.20] combined with Remark 6.8.

Proposition 7.5. Let k0 be a number field and Ṽ be algebraically hyperbolic over k0 and V
as before. Then the following two decision problems are Turing equivalent:

(1) Given a sentence φ in the language of k0-algebras, determine whether VXF ⊢ φ.
(2) Given a finite extension k/k0, determine whether V (k) = ∅.

8. Remarks and Questions

We start by explaining some reasons why in general we cannot hope for the existence the
model companion of fields excluding V in positive characteristic.

Let k0 be a perfect characteristic p field properly containing the algebraic closure of a finite
field. Let V be a genus two, smooth, geometrically integral, geometrically indecomposable,
projective curve over k0, with V (k0) = ∅, which is not defined over any finite field. In
particular, we can form Frobenius twists of V which we denote by V (pn) for n ∈ Z. Note
that all V (pn)’s are also genus two, smooth, geometrically integral, projective curves over k0
as base-changes of such. Moreover, these Frobenius twists can be assumed to be pairwise
non-isomorphic (even geometrically). Indeed, to ensure this we can pick V to be defined by
the Weierstrass equation for genus two curves, outside countably many closed conditions on
parameters defining V .
Lemma 8.1. Assume that C is a genus two, smooth, geometrically integral, projective curve
over a field k extending k0 with a non-constant map to Vk over k. Then C is isomorphic to
some negative Frobenius twist of Vk, possibly after passing to the algebraic closure of k.

Proof. Fix a non-constant map f : C → Vk over k from the assumptions. By [Sta24,
Proposition 0CD2] we can decompose it as C → C(pn) → Vk for some natural n, where
C(pn) → Vk induces a separable field extension.

Note that C(pn) is also a genus two, smooth, geometrically integral, projective curve over
a field k, by being a flat base-change of such. Hence, by the Riemann-Hurwitz theorem, as
in [Sta24, Lemma 0C1D], the map C(pn) → Vk is an isomorphism.

By definition C(pn) and Vk are base-changes via n’th power of Frobenius of C and V
(p−n)
k

respectively. Passing to the algebraic closure of k, the Frobenius map becomes an automor-

phism of k. Hence, we get that over k the curve Ck is isomorphic to V
(p−n)

k
, which finishes

the proof. �

Proposition 8.2. In the above context, the theory TV does not admit a model companion.
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Proof. Assume for a contradiction that the model companion VXF exists. Let C → S be the
Weierstrass family of genus two smooth, geometrically integral, projective curves. Then each
geometric isomorphism type of a fiber appears only finitely many times. For more details,
see for example [Igu60].

Consider a model k |= V XF. Note that for s ∈ S(k) the curve C = Cs can be in one of
two groups:

• either C admits a non-constant map to Vk over k, in which case C(k) is empty,
• or, C does not admit such a map, in which case C(k) is infinite.

By geometric indecomposability of V , one could show that V XF eliminates ∃∞ as in Theo-
rem 7.4. Hence, the set of s ∈ S(k) belonging to any of two groups above is definable.

We claim that the set {s ∈ S(k) : Cs(k) = ∅} is in fact countable, which will give a
contradiction by compactness (since k is an arbitrary model of V XF). This follows from
Lemma 8.1 and the fact that in C → S each geometric isomorphism type of a fiber appears
only finitely many times. �

Next, we list some potential extensions and questions of immediate relevance.

Question 8.3. (1) The results presented in Section 7 are established for geometrically
indecomposable varieties V . However, the model theory of V XF remains rather
mysterious when V is decomposable. It is anticipated that VXF would exhibit more
exotic behavior in this scenario.

(2) In the proposition above, we give an example of a variety V in characteristic p,
such that TV does not admit a model companion. What about such examples in
characteristic zero? Does excludability of V implies some form of “rigidity” of V ?

(3) What are the concrete models of V XF? For example, is there k |= VXF such that
k ⊂ Q? This seems hard and should be very much related to the notion of diophantine
stability [MR18].

(4) In the examples of VXF where we can determine the Galois group, the Galois group
becomes ω-free, it might be worthwhile finding more examples along this line where
the absolute Galois group becomes more interesting. One potential candidate is to
look at fields avoiding V in the language where we expanded by a group action.
As suggested by the machinery developed in [HK18], it is believable that the model
companion in this setting exists as well.
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[EV83] , Digging holes in algebraic closures à la Artin. I, Math. Ann. 265 (1983), no. 2, 263–271.
MR 719139

[Fal91] Gerd Faltings, Diophantine approximation on abelian varieties, Annals of Mathematics 133

(1991), no. 3, 549–576.
22
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