arXiv:0808.3647v3 [math.AG] 27 Apr 2009

EXTENSION THEOREMS FOR DIFFERENTIAL FORMS AND
BOGOMOLOV-SOMMESE VANISHING ON LOG CANONICAL VARIETIES

DANIEL GREB, STEFAN KEBEKUS, AND SANDOR J KOVACS

ABSTRACT. Given a normal variety, ap-form o defined on the smooth locus &f, and
a resolution of singularities : Z — Z,we study the problem of extending the pull-back
7* (o) over ther-exceptional seff C Z.

For log canonical pairs and for certain valuesppfve show that an extension always
exists, possibly with logarithmic poles aloiig As a corollary, it is shown that sheaves of
reflexive differentials enjoy good pull-back propertiesndtural generalization of the well-
known Bogomolov-Sommese vanishing theorem to log canbtticeefold pairs follows.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULT

1.A. Introduction. Let Z be a normal projective variety arde HO(Z, Q[é’}) ap-form
which is defined away from the singularities. A natural giogsto ask is: Ifr : Z 7
is a resolution of singularities, can one extetids) as a differential form to all ofZ,
perhaps allowing logarithmic poles along thexceptional set?

If p = dim Z and if the pair(Z, () is log canonical, the answer is “yes”, almost by
definition. For other values ¢f, the problem has been studied by Hodge-theoretic methods
—see the papers of Steenbrink [Ste85], Steenbrink-vanedt@SS85], Flennef [Fle88]
and the references therein. In a nutshell, the answer is’ if/¢ise codimension of the
singular set is large.

In this paper, we consider logarithmic varieties with logn@aical singularities. We
show that for these varieties and certain valugs tfie answer is “yes”, irrespective of the
codimension of the singular set.

As a corollary, we show that sheaves of reflexive differédatemjoy good pull-back
properties and prove a version of the well-known Bogomdammese vanishing theorem
for log canonical threefold pairs.

1.B. Main results. The following is the main result of this paper. In essencesgerts
that a (logarithmich-form defined away from the singular set of a log canonicaefold
pair gives rise tgp-forms on any log resolution.

Theorem 1.1(Extension theorem for log canonical pairdéet Z be a normal variety of
dimensiom andA C Z a reduced divisor such that the pdiZ, A) is log canonical. Let
w: Z — Z be alog resolution, and set

Elc := largest reduced divisor contained in! (A U non-klt locus of Z, A)),

where the non-klt locus is the minimal closed subb¥et- Z such that that paifZ, A) is
kit away fromW'. If p € {n,n — 1,1}, then the sheaf. Q7 (log Ay) is reflexive.

Remarkl.1.1 Logarithmic differentials are introduced and discussdtii®2] Chapt. 11c]
or [Del70, Chap. 3]. The notion of log resolution is recalledefinition[2.6 below. We
refer the reader t6 [KM98, Sect. 2.3] for the definition of aponical and kit singularities.

Remarkl.1.2 Since the coefficients of its components are equal (cf. Definition[2.3),
the boundary divisoA is contained in the non-klt locus 0K, A). We have nevertheless
chosen to explicitly include it in the definition d,. for reasons of clarity.

The name “extension theorem” is justified by the followingeek.

Remarkl.2 Theoreni 1l asserts precisely that for any oper/set Z and any number
p € {n,n — 1,1}, the restriction morphism

(121)  H(x'(U), Q(log Ar)) = H(x(U) \ Exc(r), Q% (log Ay))

is surjective, wher&xc () C Z denotes ther-exceptional set,

Remarkl.3. After this paper appeared in preprint form we learned thatengeneral re-
sults had been claimed ih [Lan03, Thms. 4.9 and 4.11]. Howeénediscussions with
A. Langer we found that the proof df [Lani03, Thm. 4.9] consaingap that at present has
still not been filled: In the last paragraph of the proof, ihi clear that the prerequisites
of [Lan03, Lem. 4.8] are satisfied. For a special case of theistent for surfaces, see
[Can01, Thm. 4.2].
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For an application of Theorem 1.1, recall the well-known Baglov-Sommese van-
ishing theorem for snc pairs, cf. [EVO2, Cor. 6.9]: Afis a smooth projective variety,
A C Z adivisor with simple normal crossings ard C Q7 (log A) an invertible sub-
sheaf, then the Kodaira-litaka dimensiondfis not larger tham, i.e.,x(«/) < p. As a
corollary to Theorerm 111, we will show in Sectidh 8 that a $amiesult holds for threefold
pairs with log canonical singularities. We refer to DefimitiZ.3 for the definition of the
Kodaira-litaka dimension for sheaves that are not neciégarally free.

Theorem 1.4(Bogomolov-Sommese vanishing for log canonical threefalad surfaces)
Let Z be a normal variety of dimensiatim Z < 3 and letA C Z be a reduced divisor
such that the paitZ, A) is log canonical. Leky C Q[g] (log A) be a reflexive subsheaf of
rank one. Ife is Q-Cartier, thenx(<) < p.

In fact, a stronger result holds—see Theofenh 8.3 on jpage 21.

1.C. Outline of the paper. We introduce notation and recall standard facts in Se€fion 2
In Section B we prepare for the proof of Theorenl 1.1 by showiog extension prop-
erties of a given spacg can often be deduced from extension properties of finite rsove
of Z. This already gives extension results for an importantscti#ssurface singularities
that appears naturally within the minimal model programcd&ese of their importance in
applications, we briefly discuss these singularities inseehor 3.B.

Theoreni Il is shown in Sectidngb—7 feforms, (n — 1)-forms andi-forms, respec-
tively. The proof of the extension result fon — 1)-forms relies on universal properties
of the functorial resolution of singularities and on lifji;m of local group actions. The
extension forl -forms is shown using results of Steenbrink and NamikawbateHodge-
theoretic in nature.

Section[B discusses pull-back properties of sheaves d@rdiftials and gives a proof
of the Bogomolov-Sommese vanishing theorem for log carabrttereefolds and sur-
faces, Theorerm 1.4. For the reader’s convenience, an appeuwdlling the variant of
Hartshorne’s formal duality theorem for cohomology witlpparts that is required in our
context is included, cf. Sectién 4.C.

1.D. Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Thomas Peternell, Duco van Straten
and Chengyang Xu for numerous discussions that motivaegithblem and helped to
improve this paper. We would also like to thank Joseph Stéeklor kindly answering
our questions by e-mail.

PART I. TOOLS
2. NOTATION AND STANDARD FACTS

2.A. Reflexive tensor operations.When dealing with sheaves that are not necessarily
locally free, we frequently use square brackets to inditaktig the reflexive hull.

Notation2.1 Let Z be a normal variety and” a coherent sheaf of,-modules. Let
n € Nand set" := @lnle7 := (a7®m)**, Sym" o7 := (Sym™ o)**, etc. Likewise,
for a morphismy : X — Z of normal varieties, sefl*.o7 := (y*.&)**. If o is reflexive
of rank one, we say tha¥ is Q-Cartier if there exists an € N such that7["! is invertible.

In the sequel, we will frequently state and prove resultshioéd for the sheaf of differ-

entiaIsQ[Z”, the reflexive hull of its symmetric products, exterior pnots, tensor products,
or any combination of these tensor operations. The follgvginorthand notation is there-
fore useful.
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Notation2.2. A reflexive tensor operation is any combination of the reflexensor prod-
uct ®¥, the symmetric producSymm or the exterior producﬂ\[m]. If T is a tensor
operation, such a% = ®? Sym®, and.Z is a sheaf o#7,-modules on a schent, we
often write T.# instead o@[g]z Sym[ﬁg]z Z.

We will be working with the Kodaira-litaka dimension of reflee sheaves on normal
spaces. Since this is perhaps not quite standard, we reealkfinition here.

Definition 2.3 (Kodaira-litaka dimension)Let Z be a normal projective variety and’ a
reflexive sheaf of rank one @i If h°(Z, «/I") = 0 for all n € N, then we say that/
has Kodaira-litaka dimension(.«7) := —oco. Otherwise, set

M :={neN|n(Z, o) >0}

Recall that the restriction of7 to the smooth locus df is locally free and consider the
rational mapping

G+ Z - P(H*(Z, o7!™)7) for eachn € M.
The Kodaira-litaka dimension of is then defined as

k() = nmg\);(dim Pn(Z)).

2.B. Logarithmic pairs and the extension theorem. For the reader’s convenience, we
recall a few definitions of logarithmic geometry. Althougttquite standard, the following
notion of a morphism of logarithmic pairs is useful for ourposes.

Definition 2.4 (Logarithmic pair) A logarithmic pair(Z, A) consists of a normal variety
or complex spac¢ and a reduced, but not necessarily irreducible Weil dividaoc 7. A
morphism of logarithmic pairs : (Z, A) — (Z, A) is a morphismy : Z — Z such that
7~1(A) = A set-theoretically.

Definition 2.5 (Snc pairs) Let (Z, A) be a logarithmic pair, and € Z a point. We say
that (Z, A) is snc atz, if there exists a Zariski-open neighborhobidof z such thatU is
smooth and\ N U has only simple normal crossings. The p@t, A) is sncif it is snc at
all z € Z.

Given a logarithmic pair(Z, A), let (Z, A),es be the maximal open set &f where
(Z,A) is snc, and lefZ, A)n, be its complement, with the induced reduced subscheme
structure.

Remark2.5.1 If a logarithmic pair(Z, A) is snc at a point, this implies that all compo-
nents ofA are smooth at. Without the condition that/ is Zariski-open this would no
longer be true, and Definitidn 2.5 would define normal craggiairs rather than pairs with
simple normal crossing.

Definition 2.6 (Log resolution) A log resolutionof (Z, A) is a birational morphism of
pairsw : (Z,A) — (Z,A) such that ther-exceptional seExc(r) is of pure codimen-

sion one, such tha@f, supp(A U Exc(r))) is snc, and such that is isomorphic over
(Z, A)reg-

The following definitions will be helpful in the proof of TheemI.1 and its corollaries.

Notation2.7. If (Z, A) is a logarithmic pair, and a reflexive tensor operation, the sheaf
TQL (log A) will be called the sheaf of -forms.
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Definition 2.8 (Extension theorem)If (Z, A) is a logarithmic pair, andT a reflexive
tensor operation, we say thétte extension theorem holds forforms on(Z, A), if the
following holds: Letr : (Z,A) — (Z,A) be a log resolution andZ, the union of all
m-exceptional components not containedinThen the push-forward sheaf

m.TQL (log(A + En))
is reflexive. Equivalently, the restriction morphism
(2.8.1) H(n'(U), TQL(log(A + Ea))) — H°(x ' (U) \ Exc(r), TQ%(logA))
is surjective for any open sét C 7.

2.C. Pull-back properties of logarithmic and regular differentials. Morphisms of snc
pairs give rise to pull-back morphisms of logarithmic difatials. In this section, we
briefly recall the standard fact that the pull-back morphé&ssociated with a finite map is
isomorphic if the branch locus is contained in the boundefg.refer to [lit82, Chap. 11]
for details.

Fact 2.9. Let~ : (Z, E) — (Z,A) be a morphism of snc pair§] C Z an open set and
U = v~ }(U). Then there exists a natural pull-back map of forms

v : H(U, Qy(log A)) — HO((}7 le(logﬁ)),
and an associated sheaf morphism
dy : v*Qy(log A) — le(log 3)
If v is finite and unramified oveX \ A, thend~ is an isomorphism. O

Remark2.1Q If T is any reflexive tensor operation, then the pull-back maphalso
gives a pull-back off-forms,v* : H%(Z, TQ}(log A)) — H°(Z, TQL(logA)), that
obviously extends to a pull-back of rationgdforms.

We state one immediate consequence for future reference.following notation is
useful in the formulation.

Notation2.11 Let X be anormal variety,' C X areduced Weil divisor anéf a reflexive
coherent sheaf af x -modules. We will often consider sections.&f| x\r. Equivalently,
we consider rational sections of with poles of arbitrary order along, and let.% (xI")

be the associated sheaf of these section& oMore precisely, we define

F(+T) = lim ((9 ® Ox(m- r))**) .

With this notation we havél® (X, .7 («I')) = H*(X \ T, .%).

Corollary 2.12. Under the conditions of Fa¢i 2.9, |&t be any reflexive tensor oper-

ation and assume that is a finite morphism. Let' C Z be a reduced divisor and

o€ H(Z, TQ,(log A)(«I')) a T-form that might have poles alofy

(2.12.1) Ify is unramified overZ \ A, then the formv has only logarithmic poles along
I if and only ify*(o) has only logarithmic poles alongipp(y~*(I)), i.e.,

o€ H(Z, TQ,(logA)) & 7*(0) € H'(Z, TQL(log A)).
(2.12.2) If T = /\[”], theno is a regular form if and only ify* (o) is regular, i.e.,
ceH(Z,9) & (o) € H(Z, OL).
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Proof. Assertion[[2.112]1) follows immediately from F&ctl?.9. Thegf of (Z12L2) is left
to the reader. O

2.D. Comparing log resolutions. Reflexivity of the push-forward of sheaves of differen-
tials from an arbitrary birational model of a given pair cdten be concluded if we know
the reflexivity of the push-forward from a particular logoggion. This is summarized in
the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 2.13. Let (Z, A) be a logarithmic pair andV C Z a subvariety. Foii € {1, 2},
letm; : (Z;,A;) — (Z,A) be a birational morphism of logarithmic pairs and

I'; := largest reduced divisor contained # * (A U W).

If T is a reflexive tensor operatioriZs, I'2) is snc and(7r2)*TQlZ2 (logI'y) is reflexive,
then(m; ). TQY, (logT) is reflexive as well.

Remark2.13.1 In the setup of Lemm& 213, the sheaves).TQ} (logI'1) and
(7r2)*TQlZ2 (logI'2) are isomorphic away from a set of codimension at least twdhdf
sheaves are reflexive, this implies that they are in fact cspimic.

Proof of Lemm&Z.13Choose an snc logarithmic paiZ, A), together with birational
morphisms of pairs; : (Z,A) — (Z;,A;) such thatl'y := supp(p; ' (I'2)) is a di-
visor with snc support and such that the following diagramuouwtes:

(Z,8) —=> (Z2, As)

(ZlvAl) T (ZvA)

LetU C Z be open and € H°(U, TQ}(log A)) aT-form onU. For convenience, set
1) :=m o p1 = T2 0 g and denote the preimageséfon 7, Zs, andZ by Uy, Us, and
U respectively.

By assumptions; (o) extends to & -form on(Z,, I's) without poles along the excep-
tional setBixc(my), i.e.,m3(0) € H (U, TQy, (logTs)). If we set

I := largest reduced divisor containeckin ' (A U W),

thenT containsl’, and FacEZ19 implies that* (o) extends to a-form on (U, T). In
particular,

V*(0) € H'(U, TQ%(logTy)) € HO(U, TQ}(logT)).
Now, if I} c Exc(m) is any irreducible component with strict transfofth c Z, it
is clear that thél-form 7§ (o) has (logarithmic) poles alorig; if and only if o375 (o) =
¥* (o) has (logarithmic) poles alonﬁ’l. The proof is then finished once we observe that
I CrrH(AUW)ifand only if T, C 1 (AUW). 0

3. FINITE COVERING TRICKS AND LOG CANONICAL SINGULARITIES

3.A. The finite covering trick. In order to prove the extension theorem for a given pair
(Z,A), itis often convenient to go to a cover Bfand argue there. For instance(#, A)

is log canonical one might want to consider local index-omeeecs where singularities are
generally easier to describe.
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Proposition 3.1 (Finite covering trick) Consider a commutative diagram of surjective
morphisms of logarithmic pairs as follows,

o 5, finite ~ ~
(X, D) (Z,A)
T log resolution,
contractsE x contractsE z
(X, D) ~, finite (2,4)

where X is the normalization of the fiber produét x 7 X. LetT be a reflexive tensor
operation,s € H°(Z, TQL(logA)) a T-form, andE; C Exc(r) C Z am-exceptional
divisor. Assume that either
(3.1.1) E is the union of allr-exceptional components not contained\nor
3.12)T=A ! and no componentdf, C Z is contained inA.
Then

7#y(0) € HY(X, TQk (log(D + Ex))) = 7*(0) € H°(Z, TQL(log(A + Ez))),
whereEx := supp(7~1(Ez)) is the reduced preimage &f.

Example3.1.3 If T is not of the form/\[”], the assumption made in (3.1.1) is indeed
necessary. For an example in the simple case whereSym!? andA = 0, let Z be the
total space otp: (—2), and E; the zero-section. It is reasonably easy to write down a
form
o€ HO(Z, Sym? QIZ(log Ez))\ H° (Z Sym? QI—Z~)

Becauser; contracts to a quotient singularity that has a smooth 2:Eicdkis example
shows that the conclusion of Propositlonl3.1 holds only féfecentials with logarithmic
poles alongFz, and that the boundary given there is indeed the smallesttpes

In order to give an explicit example fot, consider the standard coordinate coverof
with open seté/,, U, ~ A?, whereU; carries coordinates;, y; and coordinate change is
given as

br2: (T, 1) = (22,92) = (a1, 2im).

In these coordinates the bundle midp — P! is given as(z;,y;) — z;, and the zero-
sectionEy is given asEly N U; = {y; = 0}. Now take

o2 =y ' (dy2)* € H®(Ua, Sym* (2% (log Ez)))
and observe that; ,(o2) extends to a form it (U, Sme(Qlé(log Ez))).

Proof of Propositiofi 3]1.Suppose that we are giverTaform o € H° (Z, TQ (log A))
such that

(3.1.4) #y(0) € H'(X, TQL (log(D + Ex))).

We need to show that extends to all ofZ as aT-form, i.e., that

(3.1.5) (o) € H*(Z, TQ(log(A + Eyz))).

Since [3:1b) holds outside dfxc(w), and sinceTQlé (log(ﬁ + Ez)) is locally free, it
suffices to show{(3.115) near general points of componenkxofr). Thus, letE), C

Exc(m) be an irreducible component ande E?, a general point. Over a suitably small
neighborhood of:, the morphismy is branched only along?,, if at all.
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We will apply Corollary[2.IP for this small neighborhood ©f If E/, C A + Eg,
then [3.15) follows from[(3.114) by (Z.1{2.1). This provée statement in case (3.1.1).
If £, & A + Ez, we are in case (3.1.2), $b = /\[p]. Then Inclusion[(3.115) follows
from (3. 1.2) by[2.112]2). This proves the statement in caskZ). O

The following are two immediate consequences of Propaggid.

Corollary 3.2. Let(Z, A) be alogarithmic pair,T a reflexive tensor operation and assume
that there exists a finite morphism of pairs (X, D) — (Z, A) such that the extension
theorem holds foff-forms on(X, D), in the sense of Definitidn 2.8. Then the extension
theorem holds foff -forms(Z, A).

Proof. Letr : (Z,A) — (Z, A) be a log resolution and consider the snc divisor
I'z :=supp (& U Exc(r)).
Further letU C Z be an open set and
0 € HO(U\ (Z, A)sing, TQy(log A)) = H (x~(U) \ Exc(n), TQ%(logT'2))

a T-form defined away from the singularities. We need to showithgull-back extends
toaT-formon (7~ (U), T'z), i.e.,

(3.2.1) (o) € H' (7~ 1(U), TQ(logT'z)).

For convenience of notation, we shrigkand assume without loss of generality that=
Z. In order to prove[(3.2]1), consider a commutative diagrésugective morphisms of
pairs,

75, finite

(3.2.2) (X,D) (Z,A)
%l llog re7srolution
(X’ D) ~, finite (Z’ A)’

whereX is the normalization of the fiber product. Let
Iy := supp(ﬁ_l(l"z)) = supp(f) U Exc(7)).
Then it follows from Lemm&2.13 that y* (o) extends to &-formon (X, I'x), i.e.,
Fat(o) =7y"(0) € H*(X, TQ% (logI'x)).
SinceExc(m) C T'z, (321) follows from case (3.1.1) of Proposition]3.1 withy, :=
Exc(m) \ A. O
Corollary 3.3. In order to prove the Extension Theoreml1.1 in full geneyaiitsuffices to
show it under the additional assumption thag + A is Cartier.

Proof. Assume that Theorem 1.1 has been shown for all log canomigatithmic pairs
whose log canonical divisor is Cartier. Lgt, A) be an arbitrary logarithmic pair that is
log canonical with log resolution : (Z,A) — (Z, A) and assume we are given an open
subset/ C Z and a formo € H%(U, Q[g](logA)), with p € {dim Z,dim Z — 1,1}. We
need to show that

(3.3.1) (o) € H(U, Q¥ (log Aro)),
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wherelU := 7—1(U) and
&C := largest reduced divisor containedzin! (A U non-klt locus of( Z, A)).

Since the assertion of Theoréml1.1 is local6in the Zariski topology, we can shrink
7 and assume without loss of generality thhat= 7, and thatK; + A is Q-torsion,
i.e., that there exists a number € N such thatd; (m(KZ + A)) >~ 0. Letwy :
(X, D) — (Z,A) be the associated index-one-cover, as described in_in [KIA%2] or
[Rei87, Sect. 3.6f]. By the inductive assumption, the steiet of Theoreri I]1 holds for
the pair(X, D).

Sincey branches only over the singular points(af, A), if at all, 5.20] imme-
diately gives that X, D) is again log canonical. Better still, [KM98, 5.20] impligsat

non-klt locus of(X, D) C v~ " (non-kit locus of(Z, A)).

Thus, deﬁning)? as the normalization ok x ; Z, 7 : X — X the natural morphism, and
setting

f)lc := largest reduced divisor containedzin! (D U non-klt locus of( X, D)),

gives thatD,. C 7*1(&C). Now, applying the argument from the proof of Corollaryl3.2
along with case (3.1.2) of PropositibnB.1 implies (3.3ak)desired. O

3.B. Finitely dominated and boundary-lc pairs. It follows from Corollary(3:2 that the
extension theorem holds for pairs with quotient singuilesitor in fact for pairs that can be
locally finitely dominated by snc pairs. Surface singuiasithat appear in minimal model
theory often have this property. Because of theirimporanthe applications, we discuss
one class of examples in more detail here.

Definition 3.4 (Finitely dominated pair) A logarithmic pair(Z, A) is said to befinitely
dominated by analytic snc paiifsfor any pointz € Z, there exists an analytic neighbor-
hoodU of z and a finite, surjective morphism of logarithmic paifs, D) — (U, A N U)
whereU is smooth and the divisdd has only simple normal crossings.

Remark3.5. By Corollary[3.2, if T is any reflexive tensor operation, then the extension
theorem holds foil-forms on any paifZ, A) that is finitely dominated by analytic snc
pairs.

Definition 3.6 (boundary-Ic) A logarithmic pair(Z, A) is calledboundary-Idf (Z, A) is
log canonical and Z \ A, 0) is log terminal.

Example3.7. It follows immediately from the definition that dit pairs abeundary-Ic,
cf. 2.37]. For a less obvious example, [étbe the cone over a conic am the
union of two rays through the vertex. Thé#, A) is boundary-Ic, but not dlt.

The next example shows how boundary-Ic pairs appear aslohdlt pairs. These lim-
its play an important role in Keel-McKernan'’s proof of theydhishi conjecture for sur-
faces,[[KMc99, Sect. 6], and in the last two authors’ recéenapts to generalize Shafare-
vich hyperbolicity to families over higher dimensional bananifolds, [KK07[ KK08b],

see also[KSQ6].

Example3.8. Let (Z, A) be a log canonical logarithmic pair. Suppose thas Q-Cartier
and that for any positive, sufficiently small rational numbes Q*, the non-reduced pair
(Z,(1—¢)A) is dit, or equivalently kit. ThetiZ, A) is boundary-Ic.
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Lemma 3.9. Let (Z, A) be a boundary-Ic pair of dimensich ThenZ is Q-factorial
and(Z, A) is finitely dominated by analytic snc pairs. In particulalt surface pairs are
finitely dominated by analytic snc pairs.

The proof of Lemm&3]9 uses the notion of discrepancy, whiehegall for the reader’s
convenience.

Definition 3.10 (Discrepancy, cf.[[KM98, Sect. 2.3])Let (Z, A) be a logarithmic pair
and letr : (Z,A) — (Z,A) be a log-resolution. A’ c A is the strict transform of
A, theQ-divisors K ; + A’ and 7 (KZ + A) differ only by aQ-linear combination of
exceptional divisors. We can therefore write

Kz+ AN =r"(Kz+A)+ Y a(B;, Z,A)-E;.
E; C Z
m-exceptional divisors

The rational numbea(E;, Z, A) is called thediscrepancy of the divisaE;.

Proof of Lemm@&3]9Let = € (Z, A)qing be an arbitrary singular point. i ¢ A, then the
statement follows fron [KM98, 4.18]. We can thus assume atitHoss of generality for
the remainder of the proof thate A.

Next observe that for any rational numbér < ¢ < 1, the non-reduced pair
(Z,(1 —e)A) isnumerically dlt see[[KM98, 4.1] for the definition and use [KM98, 3.41]
for an explicit discrepancy computation. By [KM98, 4.19,is thenQ-factorial. Us-
ing Q-factoriality, we can then choose a sufficiently small ZariseighborhoodU of
z and consider the index-one cover fArn U. This gives a finite morphism of pairs
v ([7, ﬁ) — (U, ANU), where the morphism is branched only over the singularities
of U, wherey~1(z) = {2} is a single point, and wherd = ~*(A N U) is Cartier—
see [[KM98, 5.19] for the construction. Since discrepanciely increase under taking
finite covers, [KM98, 5.20], the paif/, A) will again be boundary-Ic. In particular, it
suffices to prove the claim for a neighborhooddh (U, A). We can thus assume without
loss of generality that € A and thatA is Cartier in our original setup.

Next, we claim thatZ, §)) is canonical at. In fact, letE be any divisor centered above
z, as in [KM98§, 2.24]. Since € A, and sinceA is Cartier, the pull-back ofA to any
resolution wherery appears will contairy with multiplicity at leastl. In particular, we
have the following inequality of discrepanciegs:< a(E, Z,A) + 1 < a(FE, Z,0). This
shows thafZ, §)) is canonical at as claimed.

By 4.20-21], it is then clear thaZ has a Du Val quotient singularity at
Again replacingZ by a finite cover of a suitable neighborhood:9fand replacing by its
preimage in the covering space, we can henceforth assumeuvibss of generality that
Z is smooth. But then the claim follows from [KM®B8, 4.15]. O

Remark3.11 It follows from a result of Brieskorn[[Bri68], that any twadimensional
pair (X, A) that is finitely dominated by analytic snc pairs has quot&ngularities in
the following sense: For every poimte X there exists a finite subgroup C GL2(C)
without quasi-reflections, an analytic neighborhddédn X, and a biholomorphic map
¢ : U — V to an analytic neighborhood of 7(0,0) in C?/G, wherer : C* — C?/G
denotes the quotient map. Furthermore, the preimagéo(A N V)) coincides with the
intersection ofi; Dy + ax D2 with =1 (V'), wherea; € {0,1} andD; = {z; = 0} Cc C2.
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4. VECTOR FIELDS AND LOCAL GROUP ACTIONS ON SINGULAR SPACES

In this section, we discuss vector fields on singular comppaces and their relation to
local Lie group actions. We will then show that local groupiats and vector fields lift to
functorial resolutions. This will be used in the proof of #sdension theorem fam — 1)-
forms in Sectionl6.

4.A. Local actions and logarithmic vector fields. For the reader’s convenience, we re-
call the standard definition of a local group action.

Definition 4.1 (Local group action, cf[[Kau65, Sect. 4]Let G be a connected complex
Lie group andZ a reduced complex space. lécal G-actionis given by a holomorphic
map® : © — Z, where® is an open neighborhood of the neutral sectiar} x Z in
G x Z such that
(4.1.1) forallz € Z the subse®(z) := {g € G | (g, 2) € O} is connected,
(4.1.2) settingd(g,z) =: gez, we havecez = z forall z € Z, and if (gh,2) € O, if
(h,z) € ©®and(g, hez) € O, then(gh)ez = ge(hez) holds.

There is a natural notion of equivalence of loGahctions onZ given by shrinking to
a smaller neighborhood &} x Z in G x Z. To an equivalence class of actions one assigns
alinear map\ from the Lie algebra of G into the Lie algebrad/® (Z, .7;) of vector fields
on Z, as follows. If¢ € gis any element of the Lie algebra, its image= A\(¢) is defined
by the equation

§2(f)(z) = P f(expg(—t€)ez),
t=0

where f is an arbitrary holomorphic function defined neaandexp, : ¢ — G is the
exponential map ofs. If we considerg as the Lie algebra of left-invariant vector fields on
G, the mapX is a homomorphism of Lie algebras. The converse statementliassical
result of complex analysis.

Fact 4.2(Vector fields and local group actions, [Kau65, Satz 3{)\ : g — H°(Z, 7z)
is a homomorphism of Lie algebras, then up to equivalen@gthxists a unique local
G-action onZ that induces the givei. In particular, any vector field) € HO(Z, ﬂz)
induces a localC-action®,, on Z. O

We also note that ifZ, A) is a logarithmic pair, then the loc@l-actions stabilizingh
are precisely the ones that correspond to logarithmic vdehls, i.e. global sections of
Tz(—log A).

The next result is crucial for the lifting property of localgip actions.

Lemma 4.3 (Smoothness of the action map)he action map? : © — Z of a local
G-action is smooth, i.e., a flat submersion.

Proof. Since the mag is locally equivariant, it suffices to show that it is smootipaints
of the form(e, z) € ©. Given such a pointe, z) € ©, there exits an open neighborhood

—

Z = Z(e) of the identitye € G and two open neighborhood@s U’ of z in Z such that
V:ExU—=ExU, (g9,2)— (9,99, 2))

is well-defined. The may is an open embedding; in particular, it is smooth. If we denot

the canonical (smooth) projection by : = x U’ — U’, the claim follows from the
observation tha®|z .y = m o ¥ is the composition of smooth morphisms. O
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4.B. Lifting vector fields to functorial resolutions. Unlike in the surface case, there is no
notion of a 'minimal resolution of singularities’ in highdimensions. There is, however,
a canonical resolution procedure that has certain universperties. We briefly recall the
relevant facts.

Theorem 4.4(Functorial resolution of singularities, cf. [KolD7, Thi3.35, 3.45]) There
exists aresolution functoR : (Z, A) — (rz.a : R(Z,A) — (Z,A)) that assigns to any
logarithmic pair(Z, A) a new pairR(Z, A) and a morphismrz a : R(Z,A) — (Z,A),
with the following properties.
(4.4.1) The morphism := 7wz A : R(Z,A) — (Z,A) is alog resolution of Z, A).
(4.4.2) The morphismi is projective over any compact subsetbf
(4.4.3) The functoR commutes with smooth holomorphic maps. That is to say that fo
any smooth morphisnf : (X, D) — (Z, A) of logarithmic pairs there exists a
unique smooth morphis®R(f) : R(X,D) — R(Z,A) giving a fiber product
square as follows.

R(x,D) 2L R(zZ, )
(X,D)—L~(z,A).

O

Notation4.5. We call a log resolutionr : (Z, A) — (Z, A) functorialif it is of the form
R(Z,A).

Proposition 4.6 (Lifting of local actions to the functorial resolution).et® : © — Z be
a local G-action on a complex spacg. Letr : (Z,0) — (Z,) be a functorial log reso-
lution. Then lifts to a local G-action onZ. More precisely, i9 := (Idg x7)~1(0) C
G x Z, then there exits a local actioh : © — Z such that the following diagram com-

mutes:
) Z
Idg XW\L \Lﬂ'
S Z.

Furthermore, if(Z, A) is a logarithmic pair, ifr : (Z,A) — (Z,A) is a functorial log
resolution, if® = &, for some¢ € H(Z, 7;(—logA)) and if W is any®-invariant
subvariety o7, we set

@
R

D
R —

Ay := largest reduced divisor contained 1 (A U W).
Then® stabilizesﬁw.

Proof. Using Lemmd 413 and the fact thRt commutes with smooth holomorphic maps,
we see that the application &f to the diagram

GXZ+—0 -7
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induces a holomorphic map : (Idg x7) ' (©) = © — Z such that the following
diagram commutes:

~ inclusion ~ [ ~

GxZ Z
Ida XTF\L l lﬂ'
GxZ 0—2-7.

inclusion

It remains to check that : © — Z defines a localz-action. First, notice tha® is an open

neighborhood of the neutral secti¢a} x ZinGx Z. By construction, for a point € Z
we have

(4.6.1) 0(2) = O(x(2)).

Furthermore, we havg(2) = m(ge2) forall Z € Z and for allg € ©(2). It immediately
follows that® (%) is connected for alf € Z. Since the biholomorphic map. : Z — Z

fixes any pointinZ \ Exc(), it coincides withld 7. Givenz € Z letg, h € G be such that
the assumptions of (4.1.2) are fulfilled. By (416.1) therisesan open neighborhoddof

7(2) in Z such that botkb;, and®, o &), are defined om—* (U). Since they coincide on
~1(U) \ Exc(), they coincide aE. Hence, we have shown that: © — Z is a local
G-action.
If (Z, A) is alogarithmic pair, it € H°(Z, 7z(—log A)) is alogarithmic vector field,
and if W is ad-invariant subvariety of, forall 2 € Ay andforally € ©(2) = O(=(2))
we haver(ge2) = ger(2) € A UW. SinceO(Z) is connected, this shows the claim.[]

Corollary 4.7. Let (Z, A) be a logarithmic pairr : (Z,A) — (Z, A) a functorial log
resolution andi¥ a subvariety ofZ that is invariant under any local automorphism of
(Z,A). Set

Ay := largest reduced divisor contained 1 (A U W).
Thenr, .75 (— log A ) is reflexive.

Proof. Let U C Z be an open subset and lete H®(U \ (Z, A)ging, Tz(—1log A))
be a vector field. SinceZz(—logA) = QL (log A)* is reflexive,¢ extends to a log-
arithmic vector field onU, i.e., to an elemenf € H°(U, 7z(—logA)). Lifting
the local C-action @, that corresponds tg with the help of Proposition 4.6, we ob-
tain a a localC-action onw—!(U/) that stabilizesAy,. The corresponding vector field
€ € HO(n~Y(U), 75(—log Aw)) is an extension of considered as an element of

HO(n Y (U \ (Z, A)sing)s Tz(—log Aw)). O

PART Il. EXTENSION THEOREMS FOR LOG CANONICAL PAIRS
5. PROOF OFTHEOREM 1.1 FORN-FORMS

In this section, we consider the extension problem for lilyaric n-forms. The proof of
the case = n of Theoreni LIl immediately follows from the following, dlidy stronger
result. Thediscrepancyof an exceptional divisor has been introduced in Definifig3
above.
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Proposition 5.1. Let (Z, A) be ann-dimensional log canonical logarithmic pair. Let
7 : (Z,A) — (Z,A) be a log-resolution andZ,. ¢ Z the union of allr-exceptional
prime divisorskl ¢ A with discrepancy:(E, Z, A) = —1, endowed with the structure of
a reduced subscheme Bf Then the sheaf,. Q% (log(ﬁ + Ey.)) is reflexive.

Proof. After shrinkingZ if necessary, it suffices to show that the puII -back of arprm
o€ H(Z Q[n](logA)) extends to an element di®(Z, Q% (log(A + Elc))). Using
the argument in the proof of Corollafy 8.3 and the dlscrepamtculatlon in the proof
of [KM98] Prop. 5.20], we see that it is sufficient to prove th@m under the additional
assumption thak, + A is Cartier.
First, we renumber the exceptional prime diviséks . . . , £, of 7 in such a way that

5.1 w(E;) CAiff j=1,...,k,

(5.1.2) a(E;, Z,A) > 0 for j —k+1,...,l,

(5.1.3) B\ = U}n:z+1 E;.
Using the assumption thatE;, Z, A) > —1 for all j, we obtain that

k
(5.1.4) Kz +7m HA ZaE Z,A)Bj =Kz +A — ch
for somec; > 0. From [5.14) and the definition of dlscrepancy we conclindé t

(5.1.5) T (Kz+A) = Kz + A+ Ey —ijEj,

=1
for someb; > 0 —note that thé; are integral becaud€ + A is Cartier. Equatior (5.1.5)
then implies that any-formo € H?(Z, Q" (1og A)) = H(Z,07(Kz + A)) extends
to an element of1°(Z, Q%(log(A - Elc))). O

Remarks.2 It follows from the proof of Proposition 5.1 that the assuioptlog canoni-
cal” is indeed necessary for the case: n of the Extension Theoren 1.1.

6. PROOF OFTHEOREM 1.1FOR(n — 1)-FORMS

In this section, we consider the case- n— 1 of Theoreni L. We recall the statement.

Proposition 6.1. Let (Z,A) be a log canonical logarithmic pair of dimension Let
m:(Z,A) = (Z,A) be alog resolution and set

Al := largest reduced divisor contained #1 ! (A Unon-kitlocus of Z, A)).
Thenr. Q%" (log Al) is reflexive.

Proof. After shrinking Z, it suffices to show that the pull-back*c of any o €
HO(Z, Q% Y(log A)) extends to an element df®(Z, Q7 '(logAye)). By Corol-
lary 3.3, we may assume thaf; + A is Cartier, and, possibly after a further shrink-
ing of Z, that K; + A is trivial. Finally, due to Lemm#&2.13 we may assume that
7:(Z,A) = (Z,A) is a functorial log-resolution.

SinceQ[Z” (log A)* = F,(—log A), there exists a unique logarithmic vector figld:
H°(Z, 77(—log A)) that corresponds te via the perfect pairing

Ol (log A) x QY (log A) = 02(K, + A) = 04
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Since the non-klt locus is invariant under the lo€ahction®,, of n, we can liftn to a
vector fieldr € HO(Z Tz (—log &c)) using Corollary 4J7. The assumption that, A)
is log canonical implies, via a d|screpancy computationilainto (5.1.5) in the proof of
Propositiod 5.1, that ; (K 5 +Ak) & 07(D) for some effective divisoD onZ. Hence,
the logarithmic vector field; corresponds to an elemesit HO( Q" Y(log AIC)
05(—D)) via the pairing

Q% (log Aie) x Q2" (log Aie) — O7(Kz + Ai) = 0z(D).
This yields the desired extensmmﬂf O

Remark6.2 If = : (Z,A) — (Z,A) is a log resolution of a log canonical surface pair
(Z,A), not only w.Q (log Ajc) but alsor,. Q% (log A) is reflexive, i.e. 1-forms extend
over the exceptional set of without acquiring further logarithmic poles, see [Wah85,
Lem. 1.3].

We conclude this section with an example showing that themagton “log canonical”
in Theoreni 11 is necessary also for the casesl andn — 1, cf. Remark5.PR.

Example6.3. Let Z be the affine cone over a smooth cueof degree4 in P2. Let Z

be the total space of the line bundie:(—1). Then, the contraction of the zero section
E of Z yields a log-resolution : (Z,0) — (Z,0). An elementary intersection number
computation shows that the discrepancyrofvith respect toZ is equal to—2. If Z =

{f = 0} for some quartic forny in three variables, 21, z2, the (rational) differential

form
- le A dZQ

0f /0o
yields a global generatorfm[zz], cf. [Rei87, Ex. 1.8]. Let := 7*(7) € H° (Z Q%(2E))
be the associated rational two-form Bnand observe that, seen as a section %(2E),
does not vanish along. Finally, let¢ be the vector field induced by the canoni€al
action onZ. Contractingr by ¢ we obtain a regulat-form o = 27 on A \ E that does
not extend to an element &f° (Z le(log E)). To see this, le/ be an open subset of
C' such thatv(—1)|y is trivial, and such that there exists a local coordinatn U. If
the bundle projection is denoted by: Z — C, considerU := =p Y U)=UxC. If
w is a linear fiber coordinate otf, we havell N E = {w = 0}. In these coordinates,
TG = <;;”>dz A dw for some nowhere vanishinge ﬁﬁ(U), andé|; = waw- Hence,
in the chosen coordinates we hawg, = —Wdz ¢ HO(U, QL(log E)).

7. PROOF OFTHEOREM1.1FOR1-FORMS

The aim of the present section is to prove the Extension Emdr.1 for 1-forms. This
is an immediate consequence of the following stronger Bibipo.

Proposition 7.1. Let (Z, A) be a reduced log canonical pair. Let : Z — Zbea
birational morphism such thaf is smooth, ther-exceptional seExc(w) C Z is of pure
codimension one, andipp (7~ (A) U Exc()) is a divisor with simple normal crossings.
Let

(7.1.1) A := largest reduced divisor contained ™! (A Unon-kit locus of Z, A)).
Then the sheaf. QL (log Ay) is reflexive.
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Remark7.1.2 Observe that the morphismin Propositiol 7.1 need not be a log resolution
in the sense of Definition 2.6 as we do not assumesthiatisomorphic over the set where
(Z,A) is snc. The setup of Propositibn17.1 has the advantage thehives well under
hyperplane sections. This makes it easier to proceed byfiwiu

We will prove Propositiof 711 in the remainder of the presdvatpter. Since the proofis
somewhat involved, we chose to present it as a sequenceasfychearked and relatively
independent steps.

7.A. Proof of Proposition 7.1: Setup of notation. For notational convenience, we call a
birational morphism admissible if it satisfies the assuomsimade in Propositidn 7.1.

Notation 7.2 (Admissible morphism)Throughout this section, ifX, D) is a logarith-
mic pair, we call a birational morphism : X — X admissibleif X is smooth, the
n-exceptional seExc(n) is of pure codimension one, and

supp (1~ (D) U Exc(n))
has simple normal crossings.

Notation7.3. In the setup of Propositidn 4.1, we denote the irreduciblamanents of
Exc(m) by E; C Z. Further, letl’ ¢ X denote the set of fundamental pointsof’.
Forx € T, let F, := = !(z) be the associated fiber aid ; := F, N E; the obvious
decomposition.

7.B. Proof of Proposition 7.1: Technical preparations. To prove Propositioh 711, we
argue using repeated hyperplane sectiong.ofe show that the induced resolutions of
general hyperplanes are again admissible.

Lemma 7.4. In the setup of Propositidn 4.1, assume thah Z > 1 and letH C Z be a
general hyperplane section.
(7.4.1) IfAg :=supp(H N A), then the pai H, Ay ) is again log canonical.
(7.4.2) IfH := 7—1(H), then the restricted morphisny ; : H — H is admissible.
(7.4.3) Ifﬁﬁ_’IC is the largest reduced divisor contained in

7' (Ag Unon-kitlocus of H, Ay)),

thenAHIC C Al NH.

Remark?.4.4 TheinclusionA ;. c A, N H of (7.4.3) might be strict.

Proof. Seidenberg’s theorem asserts thais normal, cf.[BS95, Thm. 1.7.1]. Recall from
[KM98| Lem. 5.17] that discrepancies do not decrease wHendayeneral hyperplane sec-
tions. It follows that the paifH, Ay ) is log canonical sincéZ, A) is. This shows (7.4.1).
Assertion (7.4.3) follows from [KM98, Lem. 5.17(1)]. N

SinceH is general in its linear system, Bertini’'s theorem guarasithatH is smooth.
Zariski's Main Theoremi[Har77, V Thm. 5.2] now asserts thabint z € Z is in Exc(m)
if and only if the fiber that containsis positive dimensional; the same holds fgg;. By
construction, we then have that

(7.4.5) Exc(n|5) = Exc(m) N H
(7.4.6) supp (ﬂ'|}11 (Ag)U EXC(7T|I§)) = supp(7~ ' (A) U Exc(n)) N H.
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The left hand side of (7.41.5) is thus of pure codimension arfé iand another application
of Bertini’s theorem implies that the left hand side [of (@)4s a divisor inH with simple
normal crossings. The admissibility asserted in (7.4.8)us shown. O

The following elementary corollary of Mumford’s contrdutity criterion, [Mum61,
p. 6] helps in the discussion of linear systems of divisopgpsuted on fibers over isolated
points.

Proposition 7.5. Let ¢ : Y > Ybea projective birational morphism between quasi-
projective, normal varieties of dimensieiim Y > 1 and assume that is smooth. Let

y € Y be a point whose pre-imagg ! (y) has codimension oBend letFy, ..., F, C
supp(¢~'(y)) be the reduced divisorial components. If all ti& are smooth and

if > k;F; is a non-trivial, effective linear combination, then thesrists a numbey,

0 < j < k such thatk; # 0 and such that

(7.5.1) W (Fy, Oy (S kiF)|r,) =
Proof. If j is any number withk; = 0, then the trivial sheafdr, injects into
Oy (3 kiFy)|r, and equation(Z.511) cannot hold. To prove Proposliich i therefore
sufflces to find a numbersuch that[(7.5]1) holds; the assertiqn;é 0 is then automatic.

In order to do this consider general hyperplaﬁﬁs Hdlmy 5 C Y, and letH =
Hm delmy > be their intersection. TheH is asmooth surface and the intersections
C; = HN F; are smooth curves. The Stein-factorizatiorpf;,

Plz

ﬁ?ﬁl?ya

givesa : H — H’, a birational morphism that maps to a normal surface andractst
precisely the curveg’; C H. Using Mumford’s criterion that the intersection matrix
(Ci-Cj), i is negative definite, we see that there exisisa{1, .. ., k} such that

dege, Oy (XkiF)le, = Cy - (X kiF| ) <0,
where the intersection product in the middle term is thatwfes on the smooth surface
H, cf. [KMMB87] Lem. 5-1-7]. In particular, any section ine HO(F;, Op, (X kiFi|r,;))
vanishes oif; and on all of its deformations. Since thg are general, those deformations

dominateF;, and the section must vanish on all of’;. This shows[(7.5]1) and completes
the proof. O

7.C. Proof of Proposition 7.1: Extendability over isolated poirts. Before proving
Propositio_ZIL in full generality in Sectidn_4.D below, wensider the case where re-
flexivity of W*le(log &C) is already known away from a finite set. This result will be
used as the anchor for the inductive argument used in SEEIAAThe argument relies on
a vanishing result of Steenbrink, [Sté85].

Proposition 7.6. In the setup of Propositidn 4.1, Bt C T be a finite set of points. Assume
thatw*QlZ(log Ay.) is reflexive away fronx. Thenw*Q%(log Ay.) is reflexive.

Proof. If n := dim Z = 2, the result is shown in Propositibn 6.1 above. We will thus
assume for the remainder of the proof that 3. Since the assertion is local ¢f) we can
shrink Z and assume without loss of generality that the followinglkol

e do not assume that~ ' (y) haspurecodimension one.
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(7.6.1) The sek contains only a single point; = {z}, and

(7.6.2) eitherA = () or every irreducible component & contains:.
By LemmdZ2.1B, we are free to blow u’%further, if necessary. Thus, we can also assume
that the following holds:

(7.6.3) the reduced fiber. := (7~ '(2)),,, and

(7.6.4) the divisorﬁ{C = (&C + F,)rea @re simple normal crossings divisors an

To prove Propositioh 716, after shrinkitgymore, if necessary, we need to show that the

natural restriction map

(7.6.5) H°(Z, QL(log Ar)) — H°(Z\ F., QL(log A.))

is surjective. The proof proceeds in two steps. First, wevshurjectivity of [Z.6.5) when
we replaceﬁlC by the slightly larger d|V|soA . Surjectivity of [Z.6.b) is then shown in a
second step.

Step 1: Extension with logarithmic poles aloﬁgc. Sincen > 3, a vanishing result of
Steenbrink,[[Ste§5, Thm. 2.b], asserts that

(7.6.6) R 'm(f5, © Q% (logAL,)) =0

The Formal Duality Theoref Al 1 on palgd 24 states that for acglly free sheaf# on Z
and any numbeb < j < n, there exists an isomorphism

(Rim.7).) = ~H' (2, F owy),

where™ denotes completion with respect to the maximal idealof the pointz € Z.
Setting.7 := 7z, ® Q%" 1(logA .) and using thatZ* @ w; =~ QL 5 (log A}) we see that
the vanlshmg[(ﬁ@ |mpI|es that the following cohomajagth supports vanishes,

H} (Z, Q5 (log AL,)) = {0}.
The standard sequence for cohnomology with supparts, [Fdi7k. 2.3¢e],
= HO(Z, QL(log AL)) = H(Z\ F., Q%L (log Al,)) = HE, (Z, Q5 (log Al,)) —

then shows surjectivity of the restriction m&p (716.5) foe targer boundary divisak|,..

Step 2: Extension as a form with logarithmic poles alaﬁg. To prove surjectivity of
(Z.6.3), we will show that the natural inclusion

(7.6.7) H°(Z, QL(logAw)) — H(Z, Q% (log Al,))

is surjective. The results of Step 1 will then finish the probPropositiod 7.6.

If = € A, orif z is contained in the non-klt locus, then the divisdrsand A’ agree
after some additional shrinking ¢f, and [Z.6.7) is the identity map. So we may assume
thatz ¢ A, and that the paifZ, A) is log terminal (i.e., plt) in a neighborhood of
Assumption (7.6.2) then asserts that= (. It follows thatA;. = (), and thatA], =
F.. In this setup, recall the well-known result théthas only rational singularities af
cf. [KM98| Thm. 5.22]. For rational singularities, surjatty of (Z.6.4) has been shown
by Namikawa,[[NamQ1, Lem. 2]. O
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7.D. Proof of Proposition 7.1: End of Proof. To finish the proof of Propositidn 4.1, after
possibly shrinkingZ, letc € H°(Z \ E, le(log Alc)) be any form defined outside the
m-exceptional seE’ := Exc(r), and letz € H°(Z, Q(log Ai)(E)) be its extension to
7 as a logarithmic form, possibly with poles alohgy

We need to show that indeeddoes not have any poles as a logarithmic form. More

precisely, ifE’ C E'is any irreducible component, then we show thatoes not have any
poles alongt’, i.e.,

(7.6.8) 7€ H'(Z, QL (log Aie)(+(E — E))).
To prove this, we proceed by induction on paftém Z, codim 7 (E’)), which we order
lexicographically as indicated in Talle 1.

For convenience of notation, we renumber the irreduciblemanents; of E, if nec-
essary and assume thiat = E, and that there exists a numbesuch that

{Ev, ..., Ex} = {E; C E anirreducible componefht(E;) = n(Ey)}
Further, letk; € N be the pole orders af along theE;, i.e., the minimal numbers such
that
g€ H(Z, Q3 (log Ai) © Oz(3 ki Ey)).
To prove [Z.6.B) it is then equivalent show tthgt= 0.

Start of induction.In casedim Z = codim w(Ey) = 2, the setl’ of fundamental points is
necessarily isolated, and Propositiod 7.6 aplies

Inductive step.Our induction hypothesis is that the extension statemeint @6.8) holds
for all log canonical pair$ X, D), for all admissible morphismsy : X — X, all loga-

rithmic forms onX defined outside thex -exceptional set and atly -exceptional divisors
E' C X where either

dimX <dimZ or (dimX =dimZand codimnx(EY) < codim(Ep)).

If dim Z = codim w(Ep), then the induction hypothesis asserts that the set of point
wherew*le(log Elc) is not already known to be reflexive is at most finite. But then
Propositior 76 again implies thatkﬂlz(log ZIC) is reflexive everywhere, and the claim
holds. We will therefore assume without loss of generatitythe remainder of this proof
thatdim Z > codim 7(Ey), or, equivalently, thadim 7(Fy) > 0.

Now choose general hyperplands, . .., Hyim »(5,) C Z, consider their intersection
H := HiN:--NHgim »(5,) andits preimagé? =7 Y(H). SettingA i := supp(ANH)
andH = 7~ 1(H), a repeated application of Lemrhal7.4 then guarantees tagiain
(H,Ap) islog canonical, and the restricted morphisfy is admissible. IfﬁH,lC C His
the divisor discussed in Lemrhal .4, the induction hypothagplies to forms ol with
logarithmic poles annng&HJC - &ch.

The varietyH then intersects(E)) in finitely many points which are generalifEy ).
Letz € H N m(Ey) be one of them, and I€f, := 7~ !(z) be the fiber over. Shrinking
7, if necessary, we may assume without loss of generality thiatthe only point of
intersection{z} = H N x(E,). The fiberF, c H will generally be reducible, and need
not be of pure dimension. However, if we set

Fzﬂ' = Fz ﬁEZ

2Alternatively, Propositiofi6]1 would also apply.
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No. 1 23 456 7 8 9 10---
dim Z 2 3 3 4 4 45 5 5 5 ...
codimn(E') 2 2 3 2 3 4 2 3 4 5 ...

TABLE 1. Lexicographical ordering of dimensions and codimerssion

then an elementary computation of dimensions and codiraesshows that the firgt +

1) intersectionsF, o, ..., F. C F., are precisely those irreducible componentdof
that have codimension one fii. For0 < ¢ < k we also obtain that
Fz,i = Ez n ﬁ

In particular, sincer| ;; is admissible by Lemnia 7.4 and tfi& are all smooth by assump-
tion, Bertini’'s theorem applies to show that th&. ;)o<,<x are smooth as well. Note that
all prerequisites of Propositién T.5 are thus satisfied. \Neaply that proposition later
near the end of the proof.

Now consider the standard restriction sequence for Idgaii forms, cf. [KK08a,
Lem. 2.13 and references there],

* N o X
0—— Nﬁ/Z — Q%(log AlC)'ﬁ — Q%(log A1C|ﬁ) — 0,

its twist with.7 := 0z (5 ki E;| ) and its restriction td, ;, for 0 < j < k:

* [e} N ,8 N
NG z®F ——0l(logAi)|g @ F ——= QL (log Aie| ) ® F

| |

Nz 5 ® Zp. —> QL (log Aie) ® F — QL (log Aiel ) @ 7|

F, szj'

The induction hypothesis now asserts thgt is a regular logarithmic form off. More
precisely, using the notatian: Q. (log Al — QL (log Ac|;7) from above, we have

(7.6.9) 0(5|;) € H°(H, Q% (log Ame)) by the induction hypothesis
(7.6.10) C HO(H, Q% (log Ai| 7)) becausé\ . C Aic|; by (Z3)
(7.6.11) C HO(H, Q(log Aie| ) @ F). becaus@y C 7

If j is any number withk; > 0, we can say more. The choice of the guarantees
thato|; is a section ianz(log ch”ﬁ ® .7 that does not vanish alon§ N E;. On
the other hand[(7.6.9J=(7.6]11) asserts {hat|;), i.e., o(c|5) viewed as a section of
Q}}(log &C|I§) ® .%, must necessarily vanish alor N E;. In other words, we obtain
that
(@) #0 and (B or1;)(0]g) = (r2; 0 B)(d]z) = 0.

In other words,ry ;(c|5) is a non-trivial section in the kernel ¢f;. Consequently,
RO(F. ;, N%/Z ® O (3 ki - E;)) # 0 for all j with k; > 0. Note, however, that the
restriction of the conormal bundN}i@I/Z to F, —and hence td@", ;,— is trivial because it

is a pull-back fromi, thatis N7, > = (w1l 7)" (N ).
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Summing up, we obtain that
(7.6.12) R (F.;, Or. (> kiEi|p. ;) # 0 forall j with k; > 0.

Now, if therewasa numbef < j < k with k; > 0, then Inequality((7.6.12) would clearly
contradict Proposition 71.5. It follows that &k; )o< ;< must be zero. In particulaky = 0
as claimed. This completes the proof of Propositiah 7.1 hod the proof of Theorem 1.1
for one-forms. O

PART Ill. BOGOMOLOV-SOMMESE VANISHING ON SINGULAR SPACES

8. PULL-BACK PROPERTIES FOR SHEAVES OF DIFFERENTIALS AND PROOF OF
THEOREM 1.4

In this section we apply the Extension Theoifeni 1.1 to sheafvesflexive differentials
on singular pairs, i.e., sheaves of differentials that axndd away from the singular
set. In good situations, we show that the pull-back of a sb&aéflexive differentials to
a log resolution can still be interpreted as a sheaf of difiéals, and that the Kodaira-
litaka dimension of the sheaves do not change in the prodéssBogomolov-Sommese
Vanishing Theorerfi 114 follows as an immediate corollary.

Theorem 8.1(Extension for sheaves of differentiald)et (Z, A) be a logarithmic pair,
andr : (Z,A) — (Z,A) alog resolution. Lefl be a reflexive tensor operation and
suppose that there exists a reflexive sheafith inclusion. : & — TQL (log A). Further,
assume that one of the following two additional assumptimids:

(8.1.1) the pair{Z, A) is finitely dominated by analytic snc pairs, or
(8.1.2) the painZ, A) is log canonical, the shea¥ is Q-Cartier andT = /\[p], where
p € {dim Z,dim Z — 1,1}.
Then there exists a factorization

s — € — TOL (log(A + Ea)),

whereEx C Z is the union of those-exceptional divisors that are not containedi ¢’
is invertible andx(%) = x(«).

Warning8.2 Sincer!*l.«7 is a subsheaf o, it might be tempting to believe that the
equalityx(¢) = x(&) is immediate. Note, however, that the reflexive tensor pctsdu
used in Definitio 213 of the Kodaira-litaka dimension getfigrdo notcommute with
pull-back. The Kodaira-litaka dimensiarir(*.o7) could therefore be strictly smaller than
k().

Before proving Theoreri 8.1 in Sectién _8.B below, we remaskt tihe following,
slightly stronger variant of the Bogomolov-Sommese vanigiheoreni ZK for log canon-
ical threefolds and surfaces follows as an immediate canptb Theorerh 811.

Theorem 8.3(Bogomolov-Sommese vanishing for log canonical paitst (Z, A) be a
log canonical logarithmic pair. I € {dim Z,dimZ — 1,1} and if &/ C Q[éj] (logA)is
anyQ-Cartier reflexive subsheaf of rank one, thef?) < p.

Proof of Theorems 8.3 alid 1.8Ve argue by contradiction and assume that there exists a
numberp € {dim Z,dim Z — 1, 1} and aQ-Cartier reflexive subshea# C Q[é’] (log A)
of rank one, with Kodaira-litaka dimensiarf.</) > p.
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Letr: (Z,A) — (Z,A) be any log resolution. Theordm .1 then asserts the existenc
of an invertible shea#” C Q%(logA + Ea) with k(¢) = k(7). This contradicts the
classical Bogomolov-Sommese vanishing theorem for sne,d&V92, Cor. 6.9]. O

8.A. Preparations for the proof of Theorem 8.1. As a preparation for the proof of The-
orem[8.1 we show that the pull-back of a sheaf of reflexiveedéfiitials can be interpreted
as a sheaf of differentials if the extension theorem holds.

Proposition 8.4. Let (Z, A) be a logarithmic pair,T a reflexive tensor operation and as-
sume that the extension theorem holdsFeorms on(Z, A), in the sense of Definitién 2.8.
lf 7 : (Z,A) = (Z,A)is any log resolution and C Z the union of those-exceptional
components that are not contained/An then there exists an embedding

(8.4.1) 7ITQL (log A) = TQL(log(A + Ea)).

Proof. As 7 induces an isomorphistd \ Exc(r) ~ Z \ 7 (Exc()), the assumption that
the extension theorem holds forforms on(Z, A) immediately implies that

TQL(log A) ~ m, TQL(log(A + En)),

because both sides are reflexive and agree in codimensioar@h# is S, since it is
normal. Consequently, we obtain a morphism

T TQY(log A) ~ 7w, TQL (log(A + Ea)) — T (log(A + En)),

which is an isomorphism, in particular an embedding, 6n Exc(w). This remains
true after taking the double dual of these sheaves. Therdfwr kernel of the map
mMTOL(log A) — TQL(log(A + Ea)) is a torsion sheaf. SinceTQ}(logA) is
torsion-free, this implies the statement. O

It is well understood that tensor operations commute witlvipack. However, this is
generally not true for reflexive tensor operations/cf. [HKOBhus, if we are in the setup
of Propositiof 81 and it7 ¢ TQL (log A) is any sheaf, it is generally not at all clear if
the embeddind (8.4.1) induces a map between reflexive tgnsducts,

2l grtml —2 s Sym™ TQ%(log(ﬁ + EA)).
If the sheafe is invertible, we can obviously say more.

Lemma 8.5. In the setup of Propositidn 8.4, let c TQ (log A) be an invertible sub-
sheaf. Ifm € N is arbitrary, then the embeddin@.4.1)induces a map

(8.5.1) bl < Sym™ TOL (log(A + Ea)).

Proof. Since« is invertible, all tensor operations o are automatically reflexive. In
particular, we have that/[™] = o7®™ andrl*e7lml = 7% (7®m) = (1 a7)®™, The
existence of[(8.511) then follows from Propositionl8.4. O

8.B. Proof of Theorem 8.1. We maintain the notation and the assumptions of Theo-
rem[8.1. By Theorem 111 or Remark13.5, respectively, thensio@ theorem holds for the
pair(Z, A). Propositiof 84 then gives an embedding.c7 < Sym™ QL (1og(ﬁ+EA))

Let ¢ c TOQL (log( (A + En)) be the saturation of the image, WhICh is automatically
reflexive by [@0 Lem. 1.1.16 on p. 158]. By [OSS80, Lem.1k on p. 154],

% is then invertible as desired. Further observe that for mnyc N, the subsheaf
¢®™ C Sym™ TQ%(log(ﬁ + Ea)) is likewise saturated.
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8.B.1. Proof of Theorem 8.1 ifZ, A) is finitely dominated by analytic snc pairt. As-
sumption (8.1.1) of Theorem 8.1 holds amde N is arbitrary, then again by RemdrkB.5
and Proposition 84, there exists an embedding

s bz ml oy Sym™ TOL (log(A + En)).

It is easy to see that™ factors throughs'®™ as it does so on the open set wherés
isomorphic, and becau$g®™ is saturated in the locally free sheifm™ TQ%(log(A +

En)). It follows thatr (%) = k(7). This completes the proof in the case when Assump-
tion (8.1.1) holds. O

8.B.2. Proof of Theorem 8.1 ifZ, A) is log canonical.lt remains to consider the case
when Assumption (8.1.2) of TheordmB.1 holds. bete N ando € H°(Z, /™) a
section. Thenr*(o) can be seen as a sectiortdi¥™, with poles along the exceptional set
E := Exc(n), i.e.7*(c) € H*(Z,¢%™(«E)). To show thak (%) = (<), it suffices to
prove thatt* (o) does not have any poles as a sectio#ifi", i.e., that

(8.5.2) m™(0) € H*(Z,4®™) ¢ H*(Z,¢%™(xE)).

Since®’®™ is saturated irsym™ Q%(log(ﬁ + Ea)), to show[BER), it suffices in turn to
show thatr* (o) does not have any poles as a section in the sheaf of symmiffeiedtials,
i.e., that

(8.5.3) ©*(0) € H°(Z, Sym™ 0 (log(A + En))).

Since that question is local ii in the analytic topology, we can shridk use that is Q-
Cartier and assume without loss of generality that therst®ainumber such thater' ") =~
Oz. Similar to the construction in the proof of the finite coveritrick, Propositioh 311,
we obtain a commutative diagram

~ ~ 7, finite =~ <
(X, D) (Z,A)
T ~l llog resolution,
contractse contractsE
(X, D) ~, finite (2,4)

wherey is the index-one-cover associated#q )zis the normalization of the fiber product
X xz ZandD C X is the reduced preimage o&f. As before, let

= ~ ~_ ~\ —1

E = Exc(7) = supp(7 "(E)) =supp((vo 7)) (Z, A)sing)
be the exceptional set of the morphismSincey is étale away from the singularities of
Z, the morphismy is étale outside off C A U Ex. In particular, the pull-back morphism
of differentials gives an isomorphism

o (Symm Q%(log A+ EA)) =~ Sym!™ Q[g (1og5 + ED),
where agairEp, C X is union of the7-exceptional divisors not already containedZin
In order to prove[{8.5]3), it then suffices to show that
(8.5.4) (7% (o)) = 7 (0) € HO(X, Sym™ QP (1og(D + Ep))),

X
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cf. casel(2.7P11) of Corollafy 2.112. Since the dair, D) is again log canonical by [KM98,
5.20], Theoreni 111 applies to show that the extension tmedw@ds for(X, D). In par-

ticular, Lemmd 85 applies to the invertible shedf:= (=) c Q¥ (log D). Inclu-
sion [B.5.%) follows if one applies the embedding
71 (1) < Sym™ TQY (1og(D + E))

to the sectior := 1*)() € H(X, 7). This completes the proof of Theoréml8.1 in the
case when Assumption (8.1.2) holds. O

PART IV. APPENDIX
APPENDIXA. DUALITY FOR COHOMOLOGY WITH SUPPORT

The proof of Propositiof 716 relies on the following versiohHartshorne’s Formal
Duality Theorem. Since this is not exactly the version comd in the main reference
[Har7a], we recall the relevant facts and include a full grimo the reader’s convenience.

Theorem A.1(Formal Duality, [Har7D, Thm. 3.3])Letr : Z — Z be a projective bira-
tional morphism of quasi-projective varieties, whéfés non-singular andZ is normal.
Letz € Z,andF := 7~ 1(z) the fiber over.. Then, for any locally free shea# on Z and
any numbef < j < n, the exists a canonical isomorphism
(Rim, Z.) = HE (2, F 2wy),
where™ denotes completion with respect to the maximal iceabf the pointz € 7.
We recall a few facts before giving the proof.

Fact A.2 (Excision for local cohomology| [Har77, Il Ex. 2.3f])Let Z be an algebraic
variety,Y a subvariety and/ C Z an open subset that contaiis If 7 is any number and
7 any sheaf, then there exists a canonical isomorpHigptZ, .7) = Hi. (U, 7 |,). O

Fact A.3 (Serre duality orz, [Har7d, 11l Thm.7.6]) LetZ be a non-singular projective
variety of dimensiom. Then there exists a canonical isomorphism

HI(Z,9) =~ (Ext%_j(%,wz))
forall 7 > 0, and for every coherent she#fon Z. O

Fact A.4 (Approximation of cohomology with support, [Hai67, ThmP.8In the notation
of TheoreniZAl1 above, i is any sheaf of ideals defining the subsetC 7, the local
cohomology groups with support dnand values in a coherent algebraic shéatan be
computed as follows: .

Hy,(2,9) = lim Bxt(0z/ gm.9). O

Fact A.5 (Theorem on Formal Function$, [Hai77, Ch. Ill.11]h the notation of Theo-
rem[A.] above, if# is the;-ideal generated by the image of the maximal idealuinder

the natural mapr—'0,; — 0, and if¥ is any coherent sheaf of, then we have

(Rim.94.) = lim H (Fon, %),

whereF,,, = (F, ﬁg/fm) is the m-th infinitesimal neighborhood of the fibét, and
where¥,, = 9 ® ﬁz//m. O
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Fact A.6 ([Har77, Ch. 11l.6, Prop 6.7]) Let Z be an algebraic variety. For coherent
sheaves# and./" on Z, we have

ExtL(F @ M, N) = ExtL(M,F* @ N)
for every locally free shea# on Z. O

Proof of Theorerh Al1Using the excision theorem for local cohomology, HacllA.2, w
may compactifyZ and Z and assume without loss of generality that battand Z are
projective. By Fadi A, we have

(A6.1) (Rimo2.) = lim HY (Fp, ).
—
The cohomology group on the right hand side[of (A.6.1) is cotag as follows.
HY (F, Fn) = HI (Z, P,

o (Ext’Zl_j (Fms W'z”))* by Fac{A3
o (Ext%’j(ﬁ‘z“/fm,ﬁz* ®w2))* by Fac{A®

Substituting this into[{A.6]1), we obtain
(Rim..) =lim (Bxty? (07 ™, F" @wy))
= (11_r)n Extrzifj (5] 77, F* ®w2))
= (H;—J’(Z, F*® WZ))* by Fac{A%

as claimed. O
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