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Abstract. We give a criterion for a nef divisor D to be semi-ample
on a Calabi–Yau threefold X when D3 = 0 = c2(X)·D and c3(X) 6= 0.
As a direct consequence, we show that on such a variety X , if D is
strictly nef and ν(D) 6= 1, then D is ample; we also show that if
there exists a Cariter divisor D 6≡ 0 in the boundary of the nef cone
of X , then X contains a rational curve when its topological Euler
characteristic is not 0.
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1 Introduction

From the point of view of the birational classification of algebraic varieties,
varieties with trivial canonical bundle and mild singularities (in short, K-trivial
varieties) are one of the fundamental building blocks. Hence, their study is
central to the understanding of the structure of algebraic varieties as a whole.
By a well-known result of Beauville and Bogomolov [Bea83], every smooth
variety with trivial canonical bundle can be decomposed, after a finite étale
cover, as a product of abelian, hyperkähler and Calabi–Yau manifolds. For
the purpose of this note, a smooth projective variety X with trivial canonical
bundle is Calabi–Yau if it is simply connected and Hi(X,OX) = 0 for 0 < i <
dimX .
One of the central problems in modern birational geometry is the so-called
Abundance Conjecture, see [Kol13, §8.7].

Conjecture 1.1. Let (X,∆) be a log canonical pair, where ∆ is a Q-divisor.
If KX +∆ is nef, then it is semi-ample.
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For K-trivial varieties, the above conjecture is expected to hold in even greater
generality, cf. [Kol15, Conjecture 51], [LOP18, Section 4] and [LP20] for con-
ventions and a survey of several related conjectures.

Conjecture 1.2 (Semi-ampleness conjecture for K-trivial varieties). Let X be
a projective klt variety with KX ≡ 0. Assume that H1(X,OX) = 0. Let D be
a nef divisor on X. Then D is semi-ample.

The major difference between Conjecture 1.1 for a K-trivial variety and Con-
jecture 1.2 is that the divisor D, while nef, is not required to be effective.
The assumption that H1(X,OX) = 0 implies that Pic0(X) is 0-dimensional,
which is a necessary condition, as otherwise there would be numerically triv-
ial line bundles that are non-torsion, although one can formulate a version of
the conjecture where semi-ampleness of D holds up to numerical equivalence,
cf. [LP20]. The condition is automatically satisfied for Calabi–Yau manifolds
and simple hyperkähler manifolds. In the realm of simple hyperkähler man-
ifolds, Conjecture 1.2 is equivalent to the so-called Strominger–Yau–Zaslow
(SYZ) conjecture, [Ver10, Conjecture 1.7].
While the Conjecture 1.1 is known to hold in a number of cases, e.g., it holds
for projective K-trivial threefolds, so that if D is an effective nef divisor then D
is semi-ample, cf. [KMM94, Corollary, p.100] or [Ogu93], Conjecture 1.2 is only
known to hold in full generality for K-trivial varieties of dimension at most 2.
In dimension 3 and higher, only very few cases of the conjecture have been
verified, cf. [Kol15,LOP18].
In this paper, we study some cases of Conjecture 1.2 together with some appli-
cations to other problems on Calabi–Yau threefolds.
The first result that we present is the following theorem quantifying precisely
the possible failure of the Conjecture 1.2 for a nef divisor of numerical dimen-
sion 2 on a Calabi–Yau threefold. We recall, for the reader, that a prime divi-
sor S is said to be orthogonal to a Cartier divisor D if D|S ≡ 0; the numerical
dimension ν(D) of a nef divisor D is ν(D) := max{h ∈ N | Dh 6≡ 0}.

Theorem 1.3 (=Theorem 4.2). Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold and D a nef
divisor on X with ν(D) = 2. Let S1, . . . , Sr be all the prime divisors on X
orthogonal to D. Let gj be the irregularity of a resolution of Sj for each j. If

c3(X)

2
6= r −

r∑

j=1

gj ,

then D is semi-ample.

Theorem 1.3 is a generalization of [LOP20, Theorem 8.5]. The important
improvement in this generalization is that we drop the positivity condi-
tions [LOP20, Theorem 8.5(i)-(ii)] that the authors were using to be able to
carry out certain cohomological computations. Instead, we obtain an uncon-
ditional statement, by showing that those conditions are not needed, via a
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Fujita-type vanishing trick, cf. § 3-4. The ideas and statements that appear
here and in [LOP20] are influenced by early work of Wilson on this topic,
cf. [Wil92,Wil94a].
Conjecture 1.2 is strictly intertwined with the existence of rational curves on K-
trivial varieties, a classically hard problem particularly on Calabi–Yau varieties.
This link is highlighted by the following conjecture due to Oguiso.

Conjecture 1.4 ([Ogu93, Conjecture, p.456]). Let X be a Calabi–Yau three-
fold. Assume that there exists a non-trivial Cartier divisor D contained in the
boundary of Nef(X). Then X contains a rational curve.

Indeed, it is not hard to show that if Conjecture 1.2 holds then also Oguiso’s
conjecture holds, as the Iitaka fibration of the divisor D will contain rational
curves in some fibers, cf. Lemma 2.5. By applying the techniques used for
Theorem 1.3, we are able to prove the following almost complete solution of
Conjecture 1.4, which also complements the main result of [DF14].

Theorem 1.5 (=Theorem 6.3). Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold. Assume
that there exists a non-trivial Cartier divisor D contained in the boundary of
Nef(X). If either c3(X) 6= 0 or the second Betti number b2(X) 6∈ {2, 3, 4},
then X contains a rational curve.

In Section 7, we show also how the problem of the existence of rational curves
on Calabi–Yau threefolds is strictly intertwined with another important conjec-
ture regarding the birational structure and the mirror symmetry of Calabi–Yau
threefolds, the Kawamata–Morrison Conjecture. In this regard, we discuss also
how geometric and cohomological considerations inspired by the conjecture
could be used towards a definitive solution of Oguiso’s conjecture. A differ-
ent point of view on how to connect hyperbolicity problems with the Mirror
Symmetry viewpoint on Calabi–Yau threefolds can be found in [KV20].
Conjecture 1.2 is also intertwined with another conjecture due to Ser-
rano [Ser95]. A strictly nef divisor D on a normal variety X is a nef Cartier
divisor such that D · C > 0 for any curve C on X . In [Ser95], Serrano conjec-
tured that by twisting a sufficiently large multiple of a strictly nef divisor with
the canonical bundle, one should obtain an ample divisor. On a Calabi–Yau
manifold, as the canonical bundle is trivial, Serrano’s conjecture just predicts
that strictly nef divisors should be ample, in agreement with Conjecture 1.2.
Here, we show an instance in which this principle holds on Calabi–Yau three-
folds.

Theorem 1.6 (=Theorem 5.2). Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold with
c3(X) 6= 0. Let D be a strictly nef divisor on X with ν(D) 6= 1. Then D
is ample.

The two results above are based on the solution of the following special case of
Conjecture 1.2 for Calabi–Yau threefolds, which can be seen as a corollary of
Theorem 1.3.
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Theorem 1.7. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold with c3(X) 6= 0. Let D be a
nef divisor with D3 = 0 = c2(X) · D. Assume that there exists a very ample
line bundle H on X and a general member G ∈ |H | of the linear system such
that D|G is ample. Then D is semi-ample.

It is not hard to see that if the conditions D3 = 0 = c2(X) ·D are not satisfied,
then D is semi-ample, cf. Lemma 2.2. Moreover, those implies that numerical
dimension of D is 2, i.e., ν(D) = 2. A weaker statement had been obtained
in [LOP20, Theorem 1.2]: in their statement, the authors used a strong posi-
tivity condition on a certain sheaf of 1-forms with poles along an ample divisor
and coefficients in D. Hence, we successfully remove their hypothesis from the
statement to obtain a more general result that allows us to obtain Theorems 1.5
and 1.6.
The main idea in the proof of Theorem 1.7 is to use the positivity condition
on the restriction of D to an element G ∈ |H | together with Fujita’s vanishing
theorem 3.1 and the Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch formula to produce sections
of the nef divisor D.
Finally, if a Calabi–Yau threefold X satisfies c3(X) = e(X) = 2(h1,1(X) −
h2,1(X)) = 0, then such a X would lie exactly on the axis of symmetry of the
famous “Zoo of Calabi–Yau threefolds”, cf. [KS00, Figure 1]. It is a folklore
conjecture, based on the knowledge of existing models acquired over the past
40 years, that all Hodge numbers of Calabi–Yau threefolds should lie inside
the cup shape appearing in [KS00, Figure 1]. One of the first sources for
this cornucopia of examples to be explored were smooth divisors in the anti-
canonical linear system of a 4-dimensional Q-factorial Gorenstein toric Fano
variety with terminal singularities. By Batyrev’s construction in [Bat94], this
class of toric Fano varieties are completely determined by reflexive polytopes
in dimension 4; Kreuzer and Skarke in [KS00] listed all elements in this class
of polytopes, by means of a computer-aided classification. As a result, we
now know that there are 30, 108 distinct Hodge diamonds for the 473.8 million
families of Calabi–Yau threefolds. Appearing in this list, there are just 136
pairs of Hodge numbers of Calabi–Yau threefolds X with h1,1(X) = h2,1(X),
hence, c3(X) = 0. Thus, the condition that c3(X) = 0 appears relatively rarely
distributed within our current picture of the “Zoo of Calabi–Yau threefolds”.
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2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we work over the complex numbers field C. A scheme is
always assumed to be separated and of finite type over C. A variety is a reduced
and irreducible scheme. For notation and conventions, we refer to [KM98] and
[Laz04a,Laz04b].
As mentioned in the introduction, we define the numerical dimension ν(D) of
a nef Q-divisor D as

ν(D) := max{h ∈ N | Dh 6≡ 0}.

It is well-known that ν(D) ≥ 0, κ(D) ≤ ν(D) ≤ dimX and ν(D) = dimX
if and only if D is big, see, for example, [Nak04]. By Kleiman’s Ampleness
Criterion, it is also well-known that

Lemma 2.1. If ν(D) = dimX − 1, then DdimX−1 · H > 0 for any ample
divisor H on X.

2.1 Cones of divisors

We adopt the following notation to denote the various cones of divisors on a
variety X :

• N1(X)R denotes the Néron–Severi R-vector space on X , while N1(X)R
denotes its dual, that is, the R-vector space of 1-cycle classes modulo
numerical equivalences.

• The effective cone Eff(X) ⊂ N1(X)R is the convex cone spanned by the
classes of all effective R-divisor classes on X .

• The pseudo-effective cone Eff(X) ⊂ N1(X)R is the closure of Eff(X). The
interior of Eff(X) is the convex cone of all big R-divisor classes.

• The nef cone Nef(X) ⊂ N1(X)R is the convex cone of all nef R-divisor
classes on X . The interior of Nef(X) is the convex cone of all ample
R-divisor classes.

• The effective nef cone Nefe(X) is equal to Nef(X) ∩ Eff(X). It is not
necessarily closed.

• The cone of effective curves NE(X) ⊂ N1(X)R is the closure of the cone
spanned by effective 1-cycles with coefficients in R.
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It is well-known that Nef(X) ⊂ Eff(X) and Nef(X) is the dual cone of NE(X),
see [Laz04a, Chapter 1].

2.2 Calabi–Yau threefolds

We collect here a few basic results on Calabi–Yau threefolds that will be used
in the rest of the paper, cf. [LOP20]. In this subsection, X will denote a
Calabi–Yau threefold.
In this paper, we will use the Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch formula on a Calabi–
Yau threefold X . If F is a vector bundle on X , then the Hirzebruch–Riemann–
Roch formula is as follows:

χ(X,F) =
1

12
c1(F)c2(X) +

1

6

(
c1(F)3 − 3c1(F)c2(F) + 3c3(F)

)
. (2.1)

In particular, for a Cartier divisor D on X , (2.1) can be simplified to give

χ(X,D) =
D3

6
+

D · c2(X)

12
. (2.2)

It is well-known that on X the second Chern class c2(X) has non-negative
intersection with nef divisors by the Miyaoka–Yau inequality [Miy87]; more-
over, c2(X) 6= 0, as otherwise X would be dominated by an abelian threefold,
cf. [GKP16].

Lemma 2.2. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold. Let D be a nef Cartier divisor
on X. Then the following hold:

1. D is semi-ample if and only if κ(D) ≥ 0;

2. if ν(D) = 2 and c2(X) ·D > 0, then D is semi-ample;

3. if ν(D) = 1 and c2(X) ·D > 0, then D is semi-ample;

Proof. 1. This follows from the solution of Conjecture 1.1 for threefolds
[KMM94,KMM04].

2. Using the Kawamata–Viehweg vanishing theorem and its generalization
[Laz04a, Example 4.3.7], if ν(D) = 2 and c2(X) ·D > 0, then κ(D) ≥ 0
by (2.2). The conclusion follows from (1).

3. This is [Ogu93, Main Theorem].

Remark 2.3. In view of Lemma 2.2, the only case left to consider to prove
Conjecture 1.2 for Calabi–Yau threefolds is when κ(D) = −∞. As D is nef,
this immediately implies that we can assume D3 = 0.

In the proof of Theorems 1.7 and 1.3, we will use the following result taken
from [Wil94a, Proposition 3.1], [LOP20, Proposition 3.4]. A generalization of
this result to higher dimensions appears in [LP18, Theorem 8.1].
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Proposition 2.4. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold. Let D be a nef divisor
on X with κ(D) = −∞. Then there exists a positive integer m0 such that

H0(X,Ωq
X ⊗OX(mD)) = 0

for all |m| ≥ m0 and q ≥ 0.

The following two simple observations will play an important role in our discus-
sion of rational curves on a Calabi–Yau varieties. These results are immediate
consequences of standard birational geometry results.

Lemma 2.5. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold. Let D be a semi-ample but not
ample divisor on X. Then, X contains a rational curve.

Lemma 2.6. Let X be a klt projective variety with KX ≡ 0. Assume that X
does not contain rational curves. Then, Nef(X) = Eff(X).

In particular, Lemma 2.6 holds for a Calabi–Yau threefold.

2.3 Nef divisors and their null loci

Let X be a normal projective variety and D a nef Cartier divisor. We study
the set CD := {C ⊂ X | D · C = 0, dimC = 1, C is irreducible}. We recall
here the following standard general observation.

Lemma 2.7. Let X be a normal projective variety of dimension 3 and D a
nef Cartier divisor on X with ν(D) = 2. Assume that the set CD is at most
countable. Then for any very ample divisor H on X and for a very general
member G ∈ |H |, D|G is ample.

Proof. The proof of [LOP20, Lemma 2.5(b)] applies in this context.

Corollary 2.8. Let X be a normal projective variety of dimension 3 and D
a strictly nef divisor on X with ν(D) = 2. Then for any very ample divisor H
on X and for any very general member G ∈ |H |, D|G is ample.

Proof. The result follows immediately from Lemma 2.7 as CD = ∅ since D is
strictly nef.

We will also use, particularly in § 6, the following result inspired by [LOP20,
Theorem 2.7].

Lemma 2.9. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold and D a nef divisor on X with
ν(D) = 2. Assume that X does not contain rational curves. Then exactly one
of the following conditions holds true:

1) through any point x ∈ X there exists a curve Cx with D · Cx = 0; in
particular in this case D is semi-ample; or

2) the set CD is at most countable.
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Proof. By the existence and properness of the Hilbert scheme, cf. [Kol96, Chap-
ter I], and the nefness of D, if through a general point x ∈ X there exists an
irreducible curve Cx with D · Cx = 0, then the same conclusion holds for any
point of X . In this case, D is semi-ample by [LOP20, Theorem 2.7(ii)].
Therefore, we can assume that through the general point of X there is no
curve C such that D ·C = 0. By the structure of the Hilbert scheme, there are
at most countably many schemes Ti, i ∈ I whose general points parametrize
irreducible curves C with D · C = 0. If each Ti is 0-dimensional then prop-
erty 2) in the statement of the lemma holds. Hence, we are left to consider the
case that at least one of the Ti, say T1, contains a curve L such that curves
parametrized by L span an irreducible surface S covered by curves parametrized
by L. Then [LOP20, Theorem 2.7(i)] implies that D · S = 0. On the other
hand, we have the following claim.

Claim. The surface S is an ample divisor in X .

Proof of the claim. As X does not contain rational curves, Nef(X) = Eff(X),
by Lemma 2.6. Therefore, S is an effective nef divisor on X and S is semi-ample
by log abundance for threefolds. If S is not ample, then X must contain rational
curves, cf. Lemma 2.5, a contradiction to the assumptions of the lemma.

Lemma 2.1 and the claim imply that D2 · S > 0, which provides the sought
contradiction.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.7

First let us recall Fujita’s vanishing theorem from [Fuj83a, Theorem (1)]
and [Fuj83b, (5.1) Theorem], see also [Laz04a, Theorem 1.4.35].

Theorem 3.1 (Fujita’s vanishing theorem). Let X be a projective scheme.
Let F be a coherent sheaf and H an ample Cartier divisor on X. Then there
exists a positive integer t0 = t0(F , H) such that

Hi(X,F ⊗OX(tH +D)) = 0

for all i > 0, t ≥ t0 and any nef Cartier divisor D on X.

We use Fujita’s vanishing theorem to derive the following vanishing result for a
general coherent sheaf, when we are in the presence of a nef divisor restricting
to an ample divisor along a hyperplane section.

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a projective scheme. Let F be a torsion-free coherent
sheaf, H a very ample Cartier divisor and D a nef Cartier divisor on X.
Assume that there exists a very general member G ∈ |H | of the linear system
such that D|G is ample. Then there exists a positive integer m0 such that

Hi(X,F ⊗ OX(mD)) = 0

for all i ≥ 2 and m ≥ m0.
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Proof. By Fujita’s vanishing theorem, we know that there exists t0 = t0(F , H)
such that

Hi(X,F ⊗OX(tH +mD)) = 0 (3.1)

for all i > 0, m ≥ 0 and t ≥ t0. Moreover, we can assume that D|G′ is ample
for a general G′ ∈ |t0H |. In fact, since D|G is ample, D is also ample when
restricted to the non-reduced scheme associated to t0G ∈ |t0H | by [Laz04a,
Proposition 1.2.16]. Since being ample is an open property along the fibers of
a proper morphism, see [Laz04a, Theorem 1.2.17], the claim follows.
Let us consider the following short exact sequence

0 → F ⊗OX(mD) → F ⊗OX(mD +G′) → G ⊗OG′((mD +G′)|G′) → 0,

where G := F /F ⊗OX(−G′). The exactness on the left follows from the
torsion-freeness assumption for F . The vanishing in (3.1) implies that

Hi(G′,G ⊗ OG′((mD +G′)|G′)) ≃ Hi+1(X,F ⊗OX(mD))

for all i ≥ 1 and m ≥ 0. Since D|G′ is ample, by Serre’s vanishing theorem
there exists a positive integer m0 such that

Hi(G′,G ⊗ OG′((mD +G′)|G′)) = 0

for all i ≥ 1 and m ≥ m0, thus concluding the proof of the lemma.

Remark 3.3. When X is a Calabi–Yau manifold of dimension n and F is its
cotangent bundle, we can give a quick alternative proof of the vanishing result
in Lemma 3.2 without referring to Fujita’s vanishing theorem.
In fact, let π : Y := P(Ω1

X) → X be the projection morphism such that
π∗OY (1) = Ω1

X . Note that OY (1) is π-ample. Therefore, there exists a fixed
integer t1 such that OY (1) ⊗ OY (tπ

∗H) is ample for all t ≥ t1. Equivalently,
for such t, Gt := Ω1

X ⊗OX(tH) is ample. Hence,

Hi(X,ωX ⊗ Gt ⊗ detGt ⊗OX(D′)) = 0 (3.2)

for all i ≥ 1 and any nef divisor D′ by [LOP20, Lemma 2.11]. By assumption,
detΩ1

X ≃ ωX ≃ OX . Therefore, detGt ≃ detΩ1
X ⊗ OX(ntH) ≃ OX(ntH).

Taking t̄ = (n+ 1)t1, it follows from (3.2) that

Hi(X,Ω1
X ⊗OX(t̄H +D′)) = Hi(X,ωX ⊗ Gt1 ⊗ detGt1 ⊗OX(D′)) = 0

for all i ≥ 1 and any nef divisor D′. Taking D′ = D+ (t− t̄)H then completes
the argument.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let us assume by contradiction that D is not semi-
ample. Then, by [LOP20, Proposition 2.2(iv)] and Serre duality, for all s ∈ Z,

χ(X,Ωq
X ⊗OX(sD)) = (−1)q

c3(X)

2
, for q = 1, 2. (3.3)
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The assumption in the statement of the theorem implies that there exists a
positive integer s0 such that for any s ≥ s0

Hi(X,Ωq
X ⊗OX(sD)) = 0, for i ≥ 2, q = 1, 2, (3.4)

by Lemma 3.2. Hence, Proposition 2.4 and (3.4) imply that for any s ≥ s0, we
can rewrite (3.3) in the following ways

−
c3(X)

2
= χ(X,Ω1

X ⊗OX(sD)) = −h1(X,Ω1
X ⊗OX(sD)) ≤ 0,

c3(X)

2
= χ(X,Ω2

X ⊗OX(sD)) = −h1(X,Ω2
X ⊗OX(sD)) ≤ 0.

These two inequalities together imply that c3(X) = 0, which gives the desired
contradiction.

Remark 3.4. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold and let F be the cotangent
bundle of X . The result of Theorem 1.7 was implicitly claimed by Wilson in
the proof of [Wil94a, Theorem 2.3]. As the proof of Wilson’s claim is sketched
loosely, Lazić–Oguiso–Peternell tried to reprove this result in [LOP20], but
ended up needing to add the extra assumption (i) in [LOP20, Proposition 5.2]
to obtain the desired statement. Our result shows that this assumption is
indeed not necessary.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section, we aim to prove Theorem 1.3. The variety X will be a Calabi–
Yau threefold and D will be a nef divisor of numerical dimension 2 on X . Let
us recall that a prime divisor S ⊂ X is orthogonal to D if S · D = 0, or,
equivalently, D|S ≡ 0.
A birational morphism φ : X → Z is said to be a good Calabi–Yau model for a
nef divisor D provided that, cf. [LOP20, Definition 8.2],

• Z is a Q-factorial K-trivial threefold with canonical singularities;

• the exceptional locus of φ contains all and only the divisors orthogonal
to D; and

• D ∼ φ∗DZ , for some Cartier divisor M on Z.

In the following theorem, we recall the existence of good Calabi–Yau models
ofr nef divisors, proven in [LOP20, Theorem 8.3], together with some of its
immediate consequences.

Theorem 4.1. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold. Let D be a nef Cartier divisor
on X and let S1, . . . , Sr be the prime divisors orthogonal to D on X. Then,
the following hold:
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1. there exists a smooth Calabi–Yau threefold X ′ and an isomoprhism in
codimension one α : X 99K X ′ such that D′ := α∗D is nef and X ′ admits
a good Calabi–Yau model φ′ : X ′ → Z for D′;

2. the orthogonal divisors for D′ on X ′ are given by the strict transforms
S′
1, . . . , S

′
r of S1, . . . , Sr on X ′. Moreover, for all j ∈ {1, . . . , r} the irregu-

larity gj of a resolution of Sj coincide with the irregularity of a resolution
of S′

j.

3. D and D′ are crepant birational: if

Y
q

  
❆❆

❆❆
❆❆

❆

p
~~⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦

X
α

//❴❴❴❴❴❴❴ X ′

(4.1)

is any common projective resolution of indeterminacies for α, then p∗D =
q∗D′;

4. D is semi-ample if and only if D′ is semi-ample; and,

5. c3(X) = c3(X
′).

Proof. 1. This is [LOP20, Theorem 8.3]. Let us recall that α is con-
structed α = γ−1 ◦ β, where β : X 99K X ′′ is a minimal model for the
(KX + ǫ(

∑r

i=1 Si))-MMP on X , for 0 < ǫ ≪ 1 and γ : X ′ → X ′′ is the
terminalization of (X ′′, 0) and D′ = γ∗β∗D.

2. As at each step of the (KX+ǫ(
∑r

i=1 Si))-MMP constructing β, the curves
contracted have intersection 0 with the strict transform of D, then D =
β∗β∗D. Since β∗

∑r

i=1 Si = 0, then X ′′ does not contain any orthogonal
surfaces for D′′ and the exceptional divisor of γ is given by the sum of
the S′

i. As D′ = γ∗β∗D, then the conclusion follows.

3. Since
D′ = α∗, D′ = γ∗β∗D, and D = β∗β∗D,

the conclusion follows immediately from the commutativity of the dia-
gram (4.1)

4. This follows immediately from (3).

5. As X and X ′ are isomorphic in codimension one, their Hodge numbers
coincide, cf. [Bat99]; in particular, c3(X) = c3(X

′).

In view of Theorem 4.1, in order to prove Theorem 1.3, we can substitute X
(resp. D) with X ′ (resp. D′) and assume that X is endowed with a good
Calabi–Yau model φ : X → Z for D. Thus, it suffices to prove the following
theorem.
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Theorem 4.2. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold and D a nef divisor on X with
ν(D) = 2, such that there exists a birational morphism φ : X → Z which is a
good Calabi–Yau model for D. Let S1, . . . , Sr be all the prime divisors on X
orthogonal to D. Let gj be the irregularity of a resolution of Sj for each j. If

c3(X)

2
6= r −

r∑

j=1

gj ,

then D is semi-ample.

In order to prove Theorem 4.2, we will need the following generalization
of [LOP20, Proposition 8.13]. Let us recall that since φ is a good Calabi–Yau
model for D, we can assume, by definition of such model, that D ∼ φ∗DZ .

Lemma 4.3. Notation as in Theorem 4.2. Fix a resolution τ : Y → X such
that the exceptional set of the morphism π : Y → Z where π := φ ◦ τ , is a
simple normal crossings divisor E =

∑s

j=1 Ej on Y . Suppose that D is not
semi-ample. Then

Hq
(
Y,Ω1

Y (logE)⊗ π∗OZ(mDZ)
)
= 0

for any q ≥ 0 and m ≫ 0,

Proof. As showed in [LOP20, Proposition 8.13], it suffices to prove the following
vanishings:

(i) H1
(
Z,Ω

[1]
Z ⊗OZ(mDZ)

)
= H3

(
Z,Ω

[1]
Z ⊗OZ(mDZ)

)
= 0 for any m ≪ 0,

(ii) χ
(
Z,Ω

[1]
Z ⊗OZ(mDZ)

)
= 0 for all integers m,

(iii) Hq
(
Z,Ω

[1]
Z ⊗OZ(mDZ)

)
= 0 for all q and all integers m such that |m| ≫ 0,

and

(iv) Riπ∗Ω
1
Y (logE) = 0 for i = 1, 2.

We only sketch the proof of (i) and (ii), since the proof of the other two is
exactly the same as that in [LOP20, Lemma 8.10 and Proposition 8.13] and
does not use the extra hypotheses in the statement of the proposition. Let us
recall that

π∗Ω
p
Y (logE) ≃ Ω

[p]
Z and φ∗Ω

p
X ≃ Ω

[p]
Z (4.2)

for 0 ≤ p ≤ 3, as in [LOP20, Equation (37)].

(i) As KZ ∼ 0, by Serre duality, it follows that for any m ∈ Z,

H1
(
Z,Ω

[1]
Z ⊗OZ(mDZ)

)
≃ H2

(
Z,Ω

[2]
Z ⊗OZ(−mDZ)

)
.
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Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 3.2 imply that

H2(Z,Ω
[2]
Z ⊗OZ(mDZ)) = 0, ∀m ≫ 0. (4.3)

Hence, the first part of (i) follows by combining these two observations.
The second vanishing claimed in (i) follows instead from the following
isomorphisms

H3
(
Z,Ω

[1]
Z ⊗OZ(mDZ)

)

≃ Hom
(
Ω

[1]
Z ⊗OZ(mDZ),OZ

)
[by Serre duality]

≃ H0
(
Z,Ω

[2]
Z ⊗OZ(−mDZ)

)
[since KZ ∼ 0]

≃ H0
(
X,Ω2

X ⊗OX(−mD)
)
= 0 [by (4.2)]

= 0. [by Proposition 2.4]

(ii) By the same proof as [LOP20, Proposition 8.13, (iii)], we obtain that

χ
(
Z,Ω

[1]
Z ⊗OZ(mDZ)

)
is independent of m.

By Proposition 2.4 and (4.2), H0(Z,Ω
[1]
Z ⊗ OZ(mDZ)) = 0, for all

|m| ≫ 0. Moreover, by Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 3.2, for all m ≫ 0,

Hi(Z,Ω
[j]
Z ⊗OZ(mDZ)) = 0, i = 2, 3, j = 1, 2. (4.4)

Hence, (4.4) and Serre duality, together with (i), imply that

χ
(
Z,Ω

[1]
Z ⊗OZ(mDZ)

)
{
≤ 0 for m ≫ 0,

≥ 0 for m ≪ 0,

which concludes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. With the notation introduced above, the proof
of [LOP20, Theorem 8.5] applies almost verbatim after replacing [LOP20, The-
orem 8.13] with our Lemma 4.3.

In the proof of Lemma 4.3, we used the following result.

Proposition 4.4. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold. Let D be a nef divisor
of numerical dimension 2 on X which is not semi-ample. Assume that there
exists a good Calabi–Yau model φ : X → Z for D. Let DZ be a Q-Cartier
divisor on Z such that D ∼Q φ∗DZ . Let HZ be a very ample divisor on Z.
Then for a very general G ∈ |HZ |, DZ |G is ample.
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Proof. We give a proof by contradiction.
Assume that for all G ∈ |HZ |, DZ |G is not ample. By Lemma 2.1, D2

Z ·G > 0.
Hence, by the Nakai–Moishezon criterion, for any G ∈ |HZ | there exists a curve
CG ⊂ G such that DZ ·CG = 0. In particular, as the Hilbert scheme of Z with
respect to the polarizaton given by HZ has countably many components, there
exists a family C of curves that have intersection 0 with DZ on Z, such that
the dimension of C is ≥ 2. Let

SC =
⋃

C∈C

C ⊂ Z.

Then dimSC ≥ 2.
If SC = Z, we show that D is semi-ample, which prompts the desired contra-
diction. Indeed, by taking the strict transform CX of the general curve C ∈ C
on X , it follows that X itself is covered by curves having intersection 0 with D
and we can apply then [LOP20, Theorem 2.7(ii)] to prove that D is semi-ample.
The strict transform CX of the general element C ∈ C exists, since C covers Z
and so CX is not contained in the exceptional locus of φ.
If SC ( Z, let S′ be an irreducible component of SC . Then, it follows
from [LOP20, Theorem 2.7(i)] that

S′
X ·D = 0, where S′

X := φ−1
∗ S′. (4.5)

This prompts the desired contradiction, since (4.5) implies that S′
X would have

to be contracted by φ, by definition of a good Calabi–Yau model.

5 Strictly nef divisors

Let us recall that a strictly nef divisor D on a normal variety X is a nef Cartier
divisor such that D · C > 0 for any curve C on X . In general, a strictly nef
divisor D is not necessarily ample, as shown by many classical example, e.g.,
the examples of Mumford and Ramanujam, see [Har70, appendix to Chapter I].
On the other hand, given a strictly nef divisor D on a projective variety X , the
ampleness of D is implied by D being semi-ample, as then strict nefness of D
forces the Iitaka fibration π : X → Z of D to be finite.
While, as we have just discussed, we cannot expect strictly nef divisors to
always be ample, the situation is expected to improve if we allow twisting
with the canonical bundle, as it is often the case when working with positivity
properties in algebraic geometry. In this context, Serrano [Ser95] proposed
the following conjecture that aims to bound the distance between ample and
strictly nef divisors once we allow such twisting. This conjecture can be also
thought as a weak analogue of Fujita’s Conjectures, cf. [Laz04a, § 10.4.A], for
strictly nef divisors.

Conjecture 5.1. Let X be a projective manifold of dimension n and D a
strictly nef divisor on X. Then KX+tD is ample for any real number t > n+1.
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In [Ser95], Serrano showed that Conjecture 5.1 holds in dimension 2, and that
in dimension 3 the only unknown cases are the following two:

(i) X is a Calabi–Yau threefold and c2(X) ·D = 0, and

(ii) κ(KX) = −∞, and either the irregularity q(X) ≤ 1 or else q(X) = 2 and
χ(OX) = 0.

A decade later, Campana–Chen–Peternell [CCP08] ruled out the latter case
and proved some partial results for projective manifolds of dimension higher
than 3. When X is a Calabi–Yau threefold and D is a strictly nef divisor, by
Lemma 2.2, we can assume that κ(D) = −∞ and c2(X) ·D = 0, which in turn
implies that D3 = 0 and 1 ≤ ν(D) ≤ 2.
The results proven in the previous sections allow us to prove that Serrano’s
conjecture holds on a Calabi–Yau threefold if we assume that the numerical
dimension ν(D) of the strictly nef divisor D is 6= 1, when c3(X) 6= 0.

Theorem 5.2. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold with c3(X) 6= 0. Let D be a
strictly nef divisor on X with ν(D) 6= 1. Then D is ample.

Proof. The result follows at once from Corollary 2.8 and Theorem 1.7.

In the case ν(D) = 1, instead, it is possible to prove the following result,
valid for Calabi–Yau varieties of any dimension ≥ 3, which is a special case
of [LP18, Theorem 6.5].

Theorem 5.3. Let X be a Calabi–Yau manifold of dimension n ≥ 3 and D
a nef divisor on X with ν(D) = 1. Assume that there is a singular hermi-
tian metric h on OX(D) with a semipositive curvature current such that the
multiplier ideal sheaf I(h) ( OX . Then κ(D) ≥ 0.

Note that for a pseudo-effective Cartier divisor D, thus including the case
where D is nef, we can always find a singular hermitian metric h on OX(D)
with a semipositive curvature current, cf. [Dem92]. In general, it is rather
hard to determine whether the multiplier ideal sheaf I(h) of the metric h is
contained in OX strictly or not.

Corollary 5.4. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold and D a strictly nef divisor
on X. If there is a singular metric h on OX(D) with semipositive curvature
current such that I(h) ( OX , then ν(D) 6= 1.

We conclude this section with a final remark on the case ν(D) = 1.

Remark 5.5. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold and D a strictly nef divisor
on X with ν(D) = 1. Then X cannot contain any del Pezzo, K3 or abelian
surfaces.
Indeed, if S ⊂ X is a del Pezzo surface, then D|S is semi-ample by the
basepoint-free theorem. As D|S must also be strictly nef, D|S is ample which
contradicts the assumption that ν(D) = 1. It is well-known that, on abelian
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and K3 surfaces strictly nef divisors are semi-ample, hence ample; thus, the
same argument as in the del Pezzo case shows that such types of surfaces cannot
be contained in X .
As a consequence of this simple observation, the existence of a strictly nef
divisor D with ν(D) = 1 implies that there cannot possibly exist morphisms
φ : X → Y such that:

• φ is a birational morphism contracting a del Pezzo surface to a point; or

• φ is a morphism whose generic fibre is an abelian or K3 surface.

In particular, there is no nef effective divisor E on X such that ν(E) = 1:
indeed, E would then be semi-ample and its Iitaka fibration would give a fi-
bration in abelian/K3 surfaces, cf. the proof of Lemma 2.5.
Conversely, if there is a contraction φ of X as above, then there is no strictly
nef divisor of numerical dimension 1 on X . This type of observation will also
be used in the analysis of the existence of rational curves in the next section.

6 Existence of rational curves

Another classical problem in the study of K-trivial varieties is to determine
whether or not they contain rational curves. Existence of rational curves is fully
established only in dimension 2 thanks to Bogomolov and Mumford [MM83],
while only partial results are known in dimension 3 and higher, as we dis-
cuss below. Even though it is widely believed that every Calabi–Yau manifold
should contain rational curves, already in the threefold case this appears to be
a very difficult problem.
In his study of the birational structure of Calabi–Yau threefolds, Oguiso pro-
posed Conjecture 1.4 which is a weakened version of the classical question on
the existence of rational curves. We recall it here for the reader’s convenience.

Conjecture 6.1. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold. Assume that there exists
a non-trivial Cartier divisor D contained in the boundary of Nef(X). Then X
contains a rational curve.

The existence of a divisor D satisfying the hypotheses of Conjecture 6.1 is a
rather strong assumption. First of all, it requires that b2(X) > 1. It also im-
plies that the boundary of the nef cone contains rational points other than the
origin. The lack of rational points in the boundary of the nef cone is a rather
typical situation if we do not assume that π1(X) = {1} or hi(X,OX) = 0 for
0 < i < dimX . For example, the nef cone of an abelian variety contains non-
zero rational points if and only if it admits a morphism to a lower dimensional
abelian variety; in [Ogu14], Oguiso has constructed examples of hyperkähler
manifolds and of Calabi–Yau threefolds of Picard number 2 whose nef cones
do not contain rational points other than zero in the boundary. Nonethe-
less, abelian varieties do not contain rational curves, while Verbitsky proved
in [Ver15] that hyperkähler manifolds are not Kobayashi hyperbolic provided
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that their second Betti number is > 3. Moreover, the analogous of Conjec-
ture 6.1 is expected to hold also for hyperkähler manifolds.
In a fundamental series of works [Wil89, Wil92, Wil93], Wilson studied the
structure of the nef cone of a Calabi–Yau threefold. In particular, he showed
that if b2(X) is sufficiently big (b2(X) ≥ 13), then there always exists a bi-
rational morphism f : X → Y . In particular, this forces the existence of a
non-zero rational point in the boundary of the nef cone of X . Moreover, as
already mentioned in Lemma 2.5, the exceptional locus of f is uniruled, so
that rational curves exist in X . Thus, to solve Conjecture 6.1, we just need to
focus on Calabi–Yau varieties of low Picard rank, that is, of small second Betti
number. Building on the seminal works of Wilson, Diverio–Ferretti proved the
following result in [DF14, Theorem 1.2] which partially solves Conjecture 6.1.

Theorem 6.2. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold. Assume that there exists
a non-trivial Cartier divisor D contained in the boundary of Nef(X) and
b2(X) ≥ 5. Then X contains a rational curve.

We briefly explain some of the arguments contained in the proof of the above
theorem.
By contradiction, if there is no rational curve on X , we can assume that
Nef(X) = Eff(X) and D3 = 0 = c2(X) · D, cf. the proof of Lemma 2.5
and Lemma 2.6; thus, we can assume that the cohomology class of D lies on
the intersection between the cubic hypersurface

W := {T ∈ H2(X,R) | T 3 = 0} ⊂ H2(X,R) (6.1)

and the hyperplane

c2(X)⊥ := {H ∈ H2(X,R) | c2(X) ·H = 0}. (6.2)

In this case, the Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch formula in (2.2) implies that for
all m ∈ Z,

χ(X,OX(mD)) = 0.

It is then not clear in general how to produce sections in any of the linear
systems |mD|. Let W̃ ⊂ P(H2(X,R)) be the projectivization of W . If D2 = 0,
then the point pD associated to D in P(H2(X,R)) is a singular point of W̃ .
Hence, either W̃ is the union of a hyperplane and a conic both defined over Q
and their intersection contains the rational point pD, or W̃ is irreducible. In the
latter case, in turn, projecting from pD to a hyperplane in P(H2(X,R)), then
either W̃ is a rational variety over Q or W̃ is a cone over a cubic hypersurface in
Pb2−2 with vertex in pD. This last case cannot happen, as a simple computation
shows that it would imply that the numerical dimension of D is 0. As a
consequence of the above discussion, W̃ contains a dense set of points defined
over Q. As Nef(X) ⊂ W , then X carries an elliptic fibration. By Lemma 2.5, X
contains a rational curve.
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When ν(D) = 2, in [DF14], the authors carefully analyze the configuration
of W̃ and c2(X)⊥, together with results of Wilson, to conclude the proof of
Theorem 6.2.
We show that when c3(X) 6= 0 it is actually possible to fully prove Oguiso’s
conjecture. We use the results of § 3 to show that under these assumptions
the divisor D contained in the boundary of the nef cone will be semi-ample.
Hence, by Lemma 2.5, X will then contain a rational curve.

Theorem 6.3. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold. Assume that there exists a
non-trivial Cartier divisor D contained in the boundary of Nef(X). Then, X
contains a rational curve provided that either c3(X) 6= 0 or the second Betti
number b2(X) 6= 2, 3, 4.

Proof. By contradiction, we assume that X does not contain rational curves.
We distinguish two cases.
Case 1. We assume that c3(X) 6= 0.
By the above discussion, we can assume that c2(X) ·D = D3 = 0 6= D2. If X
does not contain any rational curve, then by Lemma 2.9 the set CD is at most
countable. Hence, Lemma 2.7 and Theorem 1.7 imply that D is semi-ample,
which prompts a contradiction by Lemma 2.5.
Case 2. We assume that c3(X) = 0 and b2(X) 6= 2, 3, 4.
The result follows from Theorem 6.2.

The material in the next section contains some considerations about possible
strategies to prove the missing cases.

7 Kawamata–Morrison Conjecture

In the final section we explain how Conjecture 6.1 is closely intertwined with
another important conjecture regarding Calabi–Yau manifolds, the so-called
Kawamata–Morrison Cone Conjecture, [Mor93,Kaw97].

Conjecture 7.1 (Kawamata–Morrison Cone Conjecture). Let X be a Calabi–
Yau manifold and Aut(X) the group of automorphisms of X. There exists a
rational polyhedral cone Π which is a fundamental domain for the action of
Aut(X) on Nefe(X), in the sense that

a) Nefe(X) =
⋃

g∈Aut(X) g
∗Π; and

b) Int Π ∩ Int g∗Π = ∅ unless g∗ = IdN1(X).

Moreover, the number of Aut(X)-equivalence classes of faces of the cone
Nefe(X/Y ) corresponding to birational contractions or fiber space structures
is finite.

There is an analogous version of the conjecture involving the birational au-
tomorphism groups and its action on the cone of effective movable divisors
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of X . There is now a fairly extensive literature on the Cone conjecture; for
the case of Calabi–Yau threefolds that we treat here, the most relevant papers
are [LP13,LOP18,FHS21].
The above conjecture predicts that if Aut(X) is finite then the cone on which
that group acts should be rational polyhedral. It follows that, if Nef(X) is
polyhedral, then those divisors contained in the facets of ∂ Nef(X) not con-
tained in the hyperplane c2(X)⊥ are semi-ample (but not ample). In that
case, X will contain rational curves, by Lemma 2.5. Moreover, assuming Con-
jecture 7.1 holds, Conjecture 6.1 holds in some of the cases that are not covered
by Theorem 6.3, as we proceed to explain now.
We follow the notation introduced in the previous section.

Proposition 7.2. Let X be a Calabi–Yau threefold. Assume that Conjec-
ture 7.1 holds true. Assume that b2(X) 6= 3, 4 and that W̃ is not the union
of the hyperplane P = c2(X)⊥ and a quadric Q of rank b2(X) which does not
contain any rational points. Then Conjecture 6.1 holds.

Proof. We may assume, by contradiction, that X does not contain rational
curves and proceed to a case by case analysis. Thus, by Lemmata 2.5 and 2.6,
Nef(X) = Eff(X), the boundary of Nef(X) is contained in W and it does
not contain any semi-ample divisor D 6∼ 0. Let D be a non-zero Cartier
divisor contained in the boundary of Nef(X); thus, D3 = 0 = c2(X) · D. By
abusing notation, we will use D to denote also the rational point in P(H2(X,R))

associated to it, so that D ∈ W̃ .
Case b2(X) = 2. The hypersurface W ⊂ H2(X,R) is a union of three lines,
l1, l2, l3; one of the lines, say l1 is generated by the class of D, as D3 = 0; hence
c2(X)⊥ = l1, while the other two lines, l2, l3, are defined over a quadratic
extension of Q and are conjugated under the Z2-action of Galois group. As
the matrix Mg corresponding to the action of an element of g ∈ Aut(X) on
N1(X)R is defined over the integers, and l1 is an eigenspace of eigenvalue 1, then
Mg must be the identity as it has to preserve Nef(X). Hence, Conjecture 7.1
implies that Nef(X) is polyhedral, which then implies ∂Nef(X) 6⊂ W .
Case b2(X) = 3. Then the possible configurations for the pair (W̃ , c2(X)⊥),
excluding the one in the statement of the proposition, are the following:

1. W̃ is the union of three distinct lines H1, H2, H3, while c2(X)⊥ is a line;

2. W̃ is the union of a line P and a conic C, and c2(X)⊥ is a line. If the
rank of C is maximal, then C contains rational points;

3. W̃ is geometrically irreducible and c2(X)⊥ is a line L.

We will show that, in all these cases, the boundary of Nef(X) must contain
a semi-ample but not ample divisor. In case (1) either the three hyperplanes
H1, H2, H3, are all defined over Q and so the boundary of Nef(X) contains a nef
divisor E with c2(X) ·E > 0; or, up to relabeling the Hi, H1 is defined over Q
and H2, H3 are defined over a real quadratic extension of Q and are conjugated
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under the Z2-action of the Galois group. In this case, either H1 6= c2(X)⊥,
so that, again, H1 will contain a nef and semi-ample divisor, or the point
pF = H2 ∩H3 is defined over Q and it corresponds to projectivization of a nef
divisor F with c2(X) · F > 0, and again we can conclude as above.
In case (2), the boundary of the nef cone is contained in W̃ , hence either P
is tangent to C and the nef cone is contained in the oval given by the interior
of C, or the nef cone is contained in one of the subsets in which the line P
partitions the oval given by the interior of C. In the former case, then P ∩C is
a rational point, hence C is rational over Q and we are done. In the latter case,
if c2(X)⊥ 6= P then P will contain rational points corresponding to semi-ample
divisors. Hence, we can assume that c2(X)⊥ = P . Moreover, if C has maximal
rank and contains a rational point, then we can conclude as above. While, if
rank C = 2 then C is a cone and its vertex corresponds to a nef divisor D′

with D2 = 0 6= c2(X) ·D. Hence D′ is semi-ample.
In case (3), as W̃ is geometrically irreducible, it follows immediately that the
action of Aut(X) on the second cohomology embeds in the automorphisms
of the pair (W̃ , c2(X)⊥

|W̃
), that are finite, as W̃ is a cubic hypersurface and

we are furthermore fixing the linear section c2(X)⊥; hence, the finiteness of
the representation of the automorphisms of X on N1(X)R implies that the nef
cone of X is rational polyhedral and in particular there are semi-ample but not
ample divisors on X .
Case b2(X) = 4. Since we are assuming that the only semi-ample divisors on X
are the ample ones and that c2(X) is not strictly positive on Nef(X)\{0}, then
[Wil94b, Proposition 2.1] implies that W̃ = Q ∪ P ⊂ P3

R, where Q is a rank 4
quadric with no rational points and P = c2(X)⊥.

To conclude, let us explain how Conjecture 7.1 is also connected to the question
of whether or not Calabi–Yau threefolds are Kobayashi hyperbolic.
By [Bro78], a compact complex space is Kobayashi hyperbolic if and only if
it does not contain any non-constant holomorphic curve f : C → X . A now
classical conjecture of Kobayashi predicts that if a smooth projective variety is
Kobayashi hyperbolic then the canonical class KX is ample on X . In particular,
according to this conjecture, no Calabi–Yau manifold is Kobayashi hyperbolic.
Kobayashi conjecture is known to hold for smooth projective surfaces. In di-
mension 3, the only missing case for the verification of the conjecture is that of
Calabi–Yau threefold, see [Div12] for more details about the state of the art.
It is not hard to see that if Conjecture 6.1 holds then also Kobayashi con-
jecture holds in dimension 3. Even though we are not able to show that if
Conjecture 7.1 holds then also Conjecture 6.1 holds, it is still possible to show
that X is indeed not Kobayashi hyperbolic at least when b2 ≥ 2.

Proposition 7.3. [Div12, Proposition] Assume that Conjecture 7.1 holds.
Then the Kobayashi conjecture holds true in dimension 3, except possibly if
there exists a Calabi–Yau threefold of Picard number one which is hyperbolic.

Documenta Mathematica 27 (2022) 1581–1604



Rational Curves & Strictly nef Divisors on CYs 1601

References

[Bat94] V. V. Batyrev, Dual polyhedra and mirror symmetry for Calabi–Yau
hypersurfaces in toric varieties, J. Algebraic Geom. 3 (1994), no. 3,
493–535. ↑1584

[Bat99] V. V. Batyrev, Birational Calabi–Yau n-folds have equal Betti num-
bers, New trends in algebraic geometry (Warwick, 1996), London
Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., 264. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cam-
bridge, 1999, pp. 1–11. ↑1591

[Bea83] A. Beauville, Variétés Kähleriennes dont la première classe de Chern
est nulle, J. Differential Geom. 18 (1983), no. 4, 755–782 (1984)
(French). ↑1581

[Bro78] R. Brody, Compact manifolds and hyperbolicity, Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 235 (1978), 213–219. ↑1600

[CCP08] F. Campana, J. A. Chen, and T. Peternell, Strictly nef divisors,
Math. Ann. 342 (2008), no. 3, 565–585. ↑1595

[Dem92] J.-P. Demailly, Singular Hermitian metrics on positive line
bundles, Complex algebraic varieties (Bayreuth, 1990), Lecture
Notes in Math., 1507. Springer, Berlin, 1992, pp. 87–104, DOI
10.1007/BFb0094512. MR1178721 ↑1595

[Div12] S. Diverio, Rational curves on Calabi–Yau threefolds and a conjecture
of Oguiso, Komplexe Analysis. Oberwolfach Rep. 9 (2012), 2612–
2615, DOI 10.48550/arXiv.1311.6612. ↑1600

[DF14] S. Diverio and A. Ferretti, On a conjecture of Oguiso about rational
curves on Calabi–Yau threefolds, Comment. Math. Helv. 89 (2014),
no. 1, 157–172. ↑1583, 1597, 1598

[DFM19] S. Diverio, C. Fontanari, and D. Martinelli, Rational curves on fibered
Calabi–Yau manifolds, Doc. Math. 24 (2019), 663–675. ↑1584

[FHS21] S. Filipazzi, C. D. Hacon, and R. Svaldi, Boundedness
of elliptic Calabi–Yau threefolds (2021), arXiv manuscript,
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.01352. ↑1599

[Fuj83a] T. Fujita, Vanishing theorems for semipositive line bundles, Alge-
braic geometry (Tokyo/Kyoto, 1982), Lecture Notes in Math., 1016.
Springer, Berlin, 1983, pp. 519–528. ↑1588

[Fuj83b] T. Fujita, Semipositive line bundles, J. Fac. Sci. Univ. Tokyo Sect.
IA Math. 30 (1983), no. 2, 353–378. ↑1588

[GKP16] D. Greb, S. Kebekus, and T. Peternell, Étale fundamental groups of
Kawamata log terminal spaces, flat sheaves, and quotients of abelian
varieties, Duke Math. J. 165 (2016), no. 10, 1965–2004. ↑1586

[HM07] C. D. Hacon and J. Mckernan, On Shokurov’s rational connected-
ness conjecture, Duke Math. J. 138 (2007), no. 1, 119–136, DOI
10.1215/S0012-7094-07-13813-4. MR2309156 ↑

Documenta Mathematica 27 (2022) 1581–1604

https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.01352


1602 H. Liu, R. Svaldi

[Har70] R. Hartshorne, Ample subvarieties of algebraic varieties, Lecture
Notes in Math., 156. Springer, Berlin-New York, 1970. Notes written
in collaboration with C. Musili. ↑1594

[Huy16] D. Huybrechts, Lectures on K3 surfaces, Cambridge Studies in Ad-
vanced Mathematics, 158. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
2016. MR3586372 ↑

[KV20] L. Kamenova and C. Vafa, Kobayashi non-hyperbolicity of Calabi–
Yau manifolds via mirror symmetry, Comm. Math. Phys. 378

(2020), no. 1, 329–334. ↑1583

[Kaw97] Y. Kawamata, On the cone of divisors of Calabi–Yau fiber spaces,
Internat. J. Math. 8 (1997), no. 5, 665–687. ↑1598

[Kol96] J. Kollár, Rational curves on algebraic varieties, Ergebnisse der
Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, 32. Springer, Berlin, Heidel-
berg, 1996. ↑1588

[Kol13] J. Kollár, Singularities of the minimal model program, Cambridge
Tracts in Mathematics, 200. Cambridge University Press, Cam-
bridge, 2013. With a collaboration of Sándor Kovács. ↑1581

[Kol15] J. Kollár, Deformations of elliptic Calabi–Yau manifolds, Recent ad-
vances in algebraic geometry, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser.,
417. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2015, pp. 254–290. ↑1582

[KM98] J. Kollár and S. Mori, Birational geometry of algebraic varieties,
Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 134. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, 1998. With the collaboration of C. H. Clemens and A.
Corti; Translated from the 1998 Japanese original. ↑1585

[KMM94] S. Keel, K. Matsuki, and J. McKernan, Log abundance theorem for
threefolds, Duke Math. J. 75 (1994), no. 1, 99–119. ↑1582, 1586

[KMM04] S. Keel, K. Matsuki, and J. McKernan, Corrections to: “Log abun-
dance theorem for threefolds” [Duke Math. J. 75 (1994), no. 1, 99–
119], Duke Math. J. 122 (2004), no. 3, 625–630. ↑1586

[KS00] M. Kreuzer and H. Skarke, Complete classification of reflexive poly-
hedra in four dimensions, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 4 (2000), no. 6,
1209–1230. ↑1584

[Laz04a] R. Lazarsfeld, Positivity in algebraic geometry. I, Ergebnisse der
Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. [Results in Mathe-
matics and Related Areas. 3rd Series], 48. Springer, Berlin, 2004.
Classical setting: line bundles and linear series. ↑1585, 1586, 1588,
1589, 1594

[Laz04b] R. Lazarsfeld, Positivity in algebraic geometry. II, Ergebnisse der
Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. [Results in Mathe-
matics and Related Areas. 3rd Series], 49. Springer, Berlin, 2004.
Positivity for vector bundles, and multiplier ideals. ↑1585

Documenta Mathematica 27 (2022) 1581–1604



Rational Curves & Strictly nef Divisors on CYs 1603

[LOP18] V. Lazić, K. Oguiso, and T. Peternell, The Morrison-Kawamata cone
conjecture and abundance on Ricci flat manifolds, Uniformization,
Riemann–Hilbert correspondence, Calabi–Yau manifolds & Picard–
Fuchs equations, Adv. Lect. Math. (ALM), 42. Int. Press, Somerville,
MA, 2018, pp. 157–185. ↑1582, 1599

[LOP20] V. Lazić, K. Oguiso, and T. Peternell, Nef line bundles on Calabi–
Yau threefolds. I, Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 19 (2020), 6070–6119.
↑1582, 1583, 1584, 1586, 1587, 1588, 1589, 1590, 1591, 1592, 1593,
1594

[LP13] V. Lazić and T. Peternell, On the cone conjecture for Calabi–Yau
manifolds with Picard number two, Math. Res. Lett. 20 (2013), no. 6,
1103–1113. ↑1599

[LP18] V. Lazić and T. Peternell, Abundance for varieties with many dif-
ferential forms, Épijournal Géom. Algébrique 2 (2018), Art. 1, 35 p.
↑1586, 1595

[LP20] V. Lazić and T. Peternell, On generalised abundance. I, Publ. Res.
Inst. Math. Sci. 56 (2020), no. 2, 353–389. ↑1582

[Miy87] Y. Miyaoka, The Chern classes and Kodaira dimension of a minimal
variety, Algebraic geometry, Sendai, 1985, Adv. Stud. Pure Math.,
10. North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1987, pp. 449–476. ↑1586

[MM83] S. Mori and S. Mukai, The uniruledness of the moduli space of curves
of genus 11, Algebraic geometry (Tokyo/Kyoto, 1982), Lecture Notes
in Math., 1016. Springer, Berlin, 1983, pp. 334–353. ↑1596

[Mor93] D. R. Morrison, Compactifications of moduli spaces inspired by
mirror symmetry, Astérisque 218 (1993), 243–271. Journées de
Géométrie Algébrique d’Orsay (Orsay, 1992). ↑1598

[Nak04] N. Nakayama, Zariski-decomposition and abundance, MSJ Memoirs,
14. Mathematical Society of Japan, Tokyo, 2004. MR2104208 ↑1585

[Ogu93] K. Oguiso, On algebraic fiber space structures on a Calabi–Yau 3-
fold, Internat. J. Math. 4 (1993), no. 3, 439–465. With an appendix
by Noboru Nakayama. ↑1582, 1583, 1586

[Ogu14] K. Oguiso, Automorphism groups of Calabi–Yau manifolds of Picard
number 2, J. Algebraic Geom. 23 (2014), no. 4, 775–795. ↑1596

[Ser95] F. Serrano, Strictly nef divisors and Fano threefolds, J. Reine Angew.
Math. 464 (1995), 187–206. ↑1583, 1594, 1595

[Ver10] M. Verbitsky, HyperKähler SYZ conjecture and semipositive line
bundles, Geom. Funct. Anal. 19 (2010), no. 5, 1481–1493. ↑1582

[Ver15] M. Verbitsky, Ergodic complex structures on hyperkähler manifolds,
Acta Math. 215 (2015), no. 1, 161–182. ↑1596

[Wil89] P. M. H. Wilson, Calabi–Yau manifolds with large Picard number,
Invent. Math. 98 (1989), no. 1, 139–155. ↑1597

Documenta Mathematica 27 (2022) 1581–1604



1604 H. Liu, R. Svaldi

[Wil92] P. M. H. Wilson, The Kähler cone on Calabi–Yau threefolds, Invent.
Math. 107 (1992), no. 3, 561–583. ↑1583, 1597

[Wil93] P. M. H. Wilson, Erratum: “The Kähler cone on Calabi–Yau three-
folds” [Invent. Math. 107 (1992), no. 3, 561–583], Invent. Math. 114
(1993), no. 1, 231–233. ↑1597

[Wil94a] P. M. H. Wilson, The existence of elliptic fibre space structures on
Calabi–Yau threefolds, Math. Ann. 300 (1994), no. 4, 693–703. ↑1583,
1586, 1590

[Wil94b] P. M. H. Wilson, Minimal models of Calabi–Yau threefolds, Classifi-
cation of algebraic varieties (L’Aquila, 1992), Contemp. Math., 162.
Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1994, pp. 403–410. ↑1600

Haidong Liu
Sun Yat-sen University
Department of Mathematics
Guangzhou, 510275
China
liuhd35@mail.sysu.edu.cn

jiuguiaqi@gmail.com

Roberto Svaldi
Università degli Studi di Milano
Dipartimento di Matematica
“F. Enriques”

Via Saldini 50
Milano (MI) 20133
Italy
and
EPFL
SB MATH-GE, MA B1 497
(Bâtiment MA), Station 8
CH-1015 Lausanne
Switzerland
roberto.svaldi@unimi.it

Documenta Mathematica 27 (2022) 1581–1604

liuhd35@mail.sysu.edu.cn
jiuguiaqi@gmail.com
roberto.svaldi@unimi.it

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Cones of divisors
	Calabi–Yau threefolds
	Nef divisors and their null loci

	Proof of Theorem 1.7
	Proof of Theorem 1.3
	Strictly nef divisors
	Existence of rational curves
	Kawamata–Morrison Conjecture

