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DEFORMATIONS OF SINGULAR FANO AND CALABI-YAU VARIETIES

ROBERT FRIEDMAN AND RADU LAZA

ABSTRACT. The goal of this paper is to generalize results concerning the deformation theory of
Calabi-Yau and Fano threefolds with isolated hypersurface singularites, due to the first author,
Namikawa and Steenbrink. In particular, under the assumption of terminal singularities, Namikawa
proved smoothability in the Fano case and also for generalized Calabi-Yau threefolds assuming that
a certain topological first order condition is satisfied. In the case of dimension 3, we extend their
results by, among other things, replacing terminal with canonical. In higher dimensions, we identify
a class of singularities to which our method applies. A surprising aspect of our study is the role
played by the higher Du Bois and higher rational singularities. Among other deformation theoretic
results in higher dimensions, we obtain smoothing results for generalized Fano varieties whose
singularities are not 1-rational, and for generalized Calabi-Yau varieties whose singularities are not
1-rational but are 1-Du Bois under a topological condition on the links which is similar to the first
order obstruction in dimension 3.

INTRODUCTION

This paper is the first in a series investigating the deformation theory of Fano and Calabi-Yau
varieties with certain singularities [FL22|, [FL24a], [FL23]. We begin by describing some of the
relevant history. Let Y be a complex analytic surface with at worst rational double points (i.e.
canonical singularities) such that, if wy is the dualizing sheaf, then either w{,l is ample or wy = Oy

and H'(Y;Oy) = 0. In other words, if Y is the minimal resolution of Y, then either —K is nef

and big (Y is a generalized del Pezzo surface) or Y is a K3 surface. Burns-Wahl [BW74] showed
that, in either case, the deformations of Y are versal for the singularities, and in particular that
Y is smoothable. In dimension 3, following an idea due to Clemens, the first author showed the
following [Fri86]: Let Y be a compact analytic threefold with only ordinary double points which is
the analogue of a Calabi-Yau threefold, in the sense that wy = Oy and h'(Oy) = 0. Let Y/ — Y be
a small resolution, with exceptional curves Ci,...,C,, and let [C;] be the class of C; in H*(Y’;C).
Then Y’ is smoothable provided 1) the classes [C1],...,[C,] generate H?(Y';Q%,) and 2) there
exists a relation a1[Cy] + --- + a,[C,] = 0 € H*(Y';C) with a; # 0 for every i. Subsequently,
independent work of Kawamata [Kaw92], Ran [Ran92|, and Tian [Tia92] showed that assumption
1) is not necessary provided that there exists some resolution Y — Y which is Kihler. The key
point in removing this assumption is a generalization of the unobstructedness theorem for smooth
Calabi-Yau manifolds, in any dimension:

Theorem 0.1 (Kawamata, Ran, Tian). Let Y be a compact analytic variety with only ordinary
double points such that wy = Oy and there exists a resolution Y — Y which is Kahler. Then the
deformations of Y are unobstructed.

Remark 0.2. Here, the hypothesis that there is a Kéhler resolution of ¥ could be replaced by:
there exists a resolution of Y satisfying the 00-lemma. (Compare Remark [5.2])

This theorem was then generalized by Namikawa [Nam94], in the case of dimension three, to
allow for more complicated singularities:
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Theorem 0.3 (Namikawa). Let Y be a compact analytic threefold, all of whose singularities are
isolated canonical local complete intersection (Ici) singularities, such that wy = Oy and h'(Oy) =
0, and such that there exists a resolution Y = Y which is Kihler. Then the deformations of Y are
unobstructed.

Subsequently, in a series of papers both separate and joint [Nam94], [NS95], [Nam02], [Ste97],
Namikawa and Steenbrink significantly generalized the result of [Fri86]. Among other results, they
proved the following;:

Theorem 0.4. Let Y be a compact analytic threefold, all of whose singularities are isolated canon-
ical hypersurface singularities, such wy = Oy and h'(Oy) = 0, and such that there exists a
resolution Y — Y which is Kdhler.

(i) [NS95] Y can be deformed to a generalized Calabi-Yau threefold whose only singularities are
ordinary double points.

(ii) [NamO02] Suppose that all singular points of Y are in addition terminal singularities. Let
Y" — Y be a small resolution of Y at the ordinary double points and an isomorphism
elsewhere, and, for each x € Y which is an ordinary double point, let C, be the corresponding
exceptional curve inY'. If there exists a relation Y az[Cy] = 0 in Hy(Y') with a; € C and
ay # 0 for every x, then' Y is smoothable.

There is also a related result of Gross [Gro97bl Theorem 3.8] in case Y has a crepant resolution:

Theorem 0.5 (Gross). Let Y be a compact analytic threefold, all of whose singularities are isolated
canonical lci singularities, such wy = Oy and such that there exists a resolution Y — Y which
is Kahler and Ky = Og. Then Y can be deformed to a generalized Calabi-Yau threefold whose
only singularities are ordinary double points. More precisely, there exists a small deformation of Y
which smooths all of the singular points which are not ordinary double points and which is locally
trivial at the ordinary double points.

In the case of singular Fano threefolds, the first author in [Fri86] showed that, if Y is a compact
analytic threefold such that all of the singularities of Y have a small resolution, w;l is ample, and
there exists a smooth Cartier divisor H on Y such that wy = Oy (—H), then the deformations of
Y are unobstructed. Moreover, if all singular points on Y are ordinary double points, then Y is
smoothable. Note that, in contrast to the Calabi-Yau case, there is no topological condition on the
exceptional curves on the small resolution. This result was generalized by Namikawa [Nam97):

Theorem 0.6 (Namikawa). Let Y be a compact analytic Gorenstein threefold such that w;l 18
ample. If the singular points of Y are isolated canonical local complete intersection singularities,
then the deformations of Y are unobstructed. If the singularities of Y are Gorenstein terminal
singularities (hence in particular are canonical hypersurface singularities), then'Y is smoothable.

(See also e.g. [Sanl6] for related results in the Q-Fano threefold case.)

The goal of this paper is to understand and strengthen the above results of Namikawa-Steenbrink
and Namikawa in the case of dimension 3 and to find a natural generalization to higher dimensions.
To start, in dimension 3, in the Fano case, we can replace the hypothesis of terminal singularities
with canonical hypersurface singularities, as follows:

Theorem 0.7. Let Y be a compact analytic threefold whose singular points are isolated canonical
hypersurface singularities and such that w{,l is ample. Then'Y is smoothable.

Still in dimension 3, in the Calabi-Yau case, we sharpen Theorem as following:
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Theorem 0.8. Let Y be a compact analytic threefold, all of whose singularities are isolated canon-
ical hypersurface singularities, such that wy = Oy and h'(Oy) = 0, and such that there exists a

resolution Y — Y which satisfies the 00-lemma.

(i) There exists a small deformation of Y which smooths all of the singular points which are
not ordinary double points and which is locally trivial at the ordinary double points.

(il) Let Y' —'Y be a small resolution of Y at the ordinary double points and an isomorphism
elsewhere, and, for each x € Y which is an ordinary double point, let C,, be the corresponding
exceptional curve inY'. If there exists a relation . ay[Cy] =0 in Hy(Y") with a, € C and
ay # 0 for every x, then Y is smoothable.

Before we start our discussion of the strategy of the proofs of the results above and their gen-
eralizations to higher dimensions, let us note that canonical singularities are the natural class of
singularities relevant to degenerations of Calabi-Yau and Fano manifolds. Namely, as a consequence
of the minimal model program, a one parameter degeneration of Calabi-Yau manifolds can be as-
sumed to be minimal dlt [FujlI]. For such a normalized degeneration, the top holomorphic form is
preserved <= the central fiber has canonical singularities [KLSV18], [KLS22]. From a differen-
tial geometric perspective, Calabi-Yau varieties with canonical singularities occur as the limits of
smooth Calabi-Yau manifolds which are at finite distance with respect to the Weil-Petersson metric
[Tos15], [Wan03], [Zhal6]. Similarly, it is known that K-semistable limits of Fano manifolds have
at worst klt singularities [Odal3], [DS14], and thus are canonical, under the Gorenstein assumption
used throughout this paper. Note that under the Gorenstein assumption, a singularity is canonical
if and only if it is rational, and we will use the two notions interchangeably. Finally, in order to
get a good hold on the local deformation theory, we will usually assume that the singularities are
isolated hypersurface singularities (although some of our results hold more generally in the local
complete intersection case).

Let (X, z) be the germ of an isolated canonical hypersurface singularity with dim X > 3, and
let 7: X — X be a good resolution, i.e. such that the exceptional divisor £ = 77!(x) has sim-
ple normal crossings. We will usually replace the germ (X,z) by a good Stein representative.
Recall that a first order deformation of (X, x) is a deformation over the dual numbers Spec Cle],
where €2 = 0, and that these are classified by a finite-dimensional vector space T )1(7507 where T}(
is the sheaf Extl(Q}X; Ox). Likewise, let Y be a compact analytic space with at worst isolated
canonical hypersurface singularities, and similarly let 7: Y 5Y bea good resolution. First order
deformations of Y are defined similarly and are classified by the finite-dimensional vector space
']I‘%, = Extl(Q}X; Ox). There is a natural map ']I‘%, — @xeYs - Txlfx which relates the global defor-
mations to the local deformations of the singularities. Given a deformation X — A of (X, z) over
the unit disk A, there is an associated Kodaira-Spencer class 6 € T)l(,x‘ In general, the class 8 does
not tell us much about how the deformation X’ behaves with respect to the singularities. However,
if (X, x) is the germ of an isolated hypersurface singularity and 6 ¢ mxT)le, then X is smooth in
a neighborhood of z and hence the nearby fibers X; are smooth (Lemma [[.9). In this case, we call
0 (or the corresponding deformation over the dual numbers) a first order smoothing of X. For a
compact Y with isolated hypersurface singularities, a class 6 € T3, is a first order smoothing of Y
if the image of 8 in T, }1/:0 is a first order smoothing for every = € Yiin,.

There are then two main issues:

(1) Analyze the image of T}, in €,y

sing

T)I/,m to see if it contains first order smoothings. Of
course, the ideal case would be if ']I‘%/ — @xeYs g T}/’x is surjective. However, this is almost
never the case. For example, by [Fri86], there are topological obstructions in the Calabi-
Yau case in dimension 3. We generalize this result to higher dimensions in Theorem [G.8
In the Fano threefold case, ']I'%/ — @xeYsing Txlfx is surjective if Y has ordinary double
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points by [Eri86] but not in general, by examples of Namikawa [Nam97]. For singular Fano
varieties Y with dimY > 4, T3, — @xeYS - T)I,@ can fail to be surjective even if Y has only
ordinary double points (Remark B12)(iv)). There are also obstructions to the surjectivity
of T, — DB,y T)I,@ coming from the failure of local deformations of neighborhoods of

sing
the exceptional set in Y to come from global deformations of }A/', which we discuss in more
detail below. (See also Remark [£.12(v) for some higher dimensional examples.)

(2) If first order smoothings of Y exist, determine if any of these arise from global smoothings
of Y. Here, the ideal situation is for all deformations of Y to be unobstructed, and we will
only be able to obtain results in this case.

We return to (1) above. In the local setting, the finite dimensional vector space H' ()Z' iTg) =
HO(X; RlW*T)?) roughly measures the first order deformations of the noncompact complex manifold
X, and there is a homomorphism H 1()/5 ;Tg) — T}(,x whose image can be viewed as the tangent
space to the set of deformations admitting a simultaneous resolution in a certain sense. There is a
similar interpretation for H 1(}/}; Ty ) and its image in Ti.. However, the image of H 1()/(> ;T'g) in T)l(v -
depends on the choice of a resolution. In general, one must work with the image of H 1()? ; Q"X_l),

which does not depend on the particular resolution (see Theorem below). If 7: X 5 Xisa
crepant resolution, which means that K¢ = Ox, or equivalently that K ¢ = m*wx, then the images
of Hl()?;Tf,) and Hl()?;QT)i(_l) are the same, and thus have a geometric meaning. A similar
statement holds if, instead of a good resolution, we use a small resolution 7’: X’ — X, where X’
is smooth but the dimension of the exceptional set is less than n — 1. For hypersurface (or more
generally local complete intersection) singularities, this last case can only happen if dim X = 3 and
the exceptional set is a curve. For a partial discussion of the meaning of the image of H 1()? T3,
primarily in the threefold case, see [FL22].

In the global case, where Y is a generalized Calabi-Yau or Fano variety and w: Y > Y is
a crepant or small resolution, the corresponding image of H'! (}A/;T v) in ']I‘%, is notoriously hard
to control. For example, in the case of a small resolution of the singularity defined locally by
22 4 23 + 22 + 23" = 0, the exceptional set is a C = P! with normal bundle Op1 ® Op1(—2), and
one version of the Clemens conjecture in this case, where Y is a generalized Calabi-Yau threefold,
asks whether there is a deformation of a small resolution Y’ where C' splits up into a union of
smooth curves all of which have normal bundle Opi(—1) @ Opi(—1). Very little is known about
this conjecture in general. In the case of a non-small and non-crepant resolution, the geometric
meaning of the image of H'(Y; Q%‘l) in TL seems even more mysterious. Instead, our idea is to
work modulo this image, both locally and globally.

To make this idea more precise, consider again the local setting. By a result of Schlessinger, if
U = X — {z} is a punctured neighborhood of the singularity, then T' )1” = HY(U;Ty). We can
also identify U with X-E and, by the assumption of canonical singularities, 7'y with Q"){l(—D)

where D is an effective divisor supported on E. Then there are several natural sheaves on X whose
restrictions to U are Ty. In particular, we can look at the inclusions

Q’;{l(log E)(—FE) C Q’;{l - Q’)i{_l(log E).
By standard results (cf. Remark[B.I5), HI(X; Q% (log E)(—E)) and HY(X; Q% (log E)) are birational
invariants of X, i.e. do not depend on the particular choice of a resolution.

With this said, building on [NS95], we show the following:

Theorem 0.9 (Theorem 2.1I[iii)). Let X be an isolated rational complete intersection singularity.
Then the maps H'(X; V' (log B)(—E)) = H'(U; Ty) and H'(X;9Q% '(log E)) — H'(U; Ty) are
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injective. The map Hl()?; Q”X_l) — HY(U;Ty) is not in general injective, but its image is the same
as the image of HY(X; Q’)i(_l(log E)(—E)).

Working modulo the image of H 1()/(: ; Q"X_l) is therefore the same as working modulo the image
of H 1()/5 ; Qn){l(log E)(—FE)). To describe this quotient in more detail, we have the following:

Theorem 0.10 (Theorem 2I)v)). With hypotheses as in Theorem [0.9, let K be the quotient of
HY(U;Ty) by the image of Hl(X;Q;i(_l(logE)(—E)). Then K = H%(X;Q%_l(logE)(—E)) ~
Ker{H%()A(; Q}_l) — H%(X; Q}_l)}, and there is an exact sequence

0— G H™(L) » K — Hp(X; Q% '(log E)) — 0,
where L is the link of the singularity.

Thus, our strategy only has a chance of working in case K # 0. We make the following definition:

Definition 0.11. With K the vector space defined above, the rational singularity (X, z) is 1-
rational if K = 0, and is 1-irrational if K # 0. The rational singularity (X,z) is 1-Du Bois if
H%J()?, Q’)i{_l(log E)) =0, and thus is not 1-Du Bois if H%(X, Q")?_l(log E)) # 0. By Theorem [0.10],
if (X, z) is not 1-Du Bois, then (X, z) is 1-irrational. Finally, (X, z) is 1-liminal if it is 1-Du Bois
but l-irrational, or equivalently if Gr's ' H*(L) # 0 and H%()?;Q;i(_l(log E)) = 0. (N.B. This
terminology differs from an earlier use of the term 1-rational to mean Rlﬂ'*OX = 0 for some or
equivalently all good resolutions 7: X=X )

The meaning of these conditions in dimension 3 is given by the following;:

Theorem 0.12 ([NS95, Theorem 2.2]). If dim X = 3, an isolated rational hypersurface singularity
(X, z) is 1-irrational. Furthermore, (X,x) is 1-liminal < (X, x) is an ordinary double point.

However, in higher dimensions, singularities which are rational but 1l-irrational form a much
more restrictive class of singularities than rational singularities. For example, an ordinary double
point of dimension n > 3 is l-irrational <= n = 3. More generally, the cone over a smooth
hypersurface of degree d in P" is rational <= d < n, l-irrational <— d > %(n + 1), and
Iliminal < d=1(n+1).

To give some context to Definition [0.11], there is a generalization of of Definition defining
m-Du Bois, m-rational and m-liminal singularities for all m > 0, due to [MOPW23], [JKSY22| (1)],
[MP19] in the m-Du Bois case and [KL20, §4], [FL24b] in the m-rational case (see also [FL24c] for
the m-liminal case and further discussion in the isolated complete intersection case). In particular,
for m = 0, an O-rational singularity is just a rational singularity and a 0-Du Bois singularity is a
Du Bois singularity as defined by Steenbrink [Ste83l §3]. In Section [2l we show that, in case m =1,
these definitions agree with Definition [0.111

Given the above definitions, we can state our main results. We begin with the (easier) unob-
structedness results:

Theorem 0.13 (Theorem[4.5]). Suppose thatY is a projective variety with 1-Du Bois local complete
intersection singularities, not necessarily isolated, such that w;l 1s ample. Then all deformations
of Y are unobstructed.

In the Calabi-Yau case, in [FL24b. Corollary 1.5], we obtained the following generalization of
Theorem [0k
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Theorem 0.14 (Theorem 5.3)). Let Y be a canonical Calabi-Yau n-fold (Definition[5.1]) such that
all singularities of Y are 1-Du Bois lci singularities, not necessarily isolated. Then the deformations
of Y are unobstructed.

We note that Gross [Gro97a] has given examples of canonical Calabi-Yau n-folds with non-
isolated singularities with obstructed deformations.

Without more information on the existence of first order smoothings, the above results are not
especially useful. In the Fano case, we show the following:

Theorem 0.15 (Corollary AI1l). Let Y be a compact analytic variety of dimension n > 3 with
isolated rational hypersurface singularities, such that w;l is ample. Suppose that the singularities
of Y are 1-irrational and that there exists a Cartier divisor H not passing through the singularities
of Y such that wy = Oy(—H). Under certain cohomological conditions, Y is smoothable. In
particular, if dimY = 3, or if all singularities of Y are 1-liminal and H™ 3(H; Q}{) =0, then Y 1is
smoothable.

A more precise statement is given in Section Ml It is likely that both the assumption that
wy = Oy(—H) for some H not passing through the singularities of ¥ and the cohomological
hypotheses are not optimal. (Compare Remark [L.12)(iii).)

In the Calabi-Yau case, first order smoothings are constructed via the following theorem:

Theorem 0.16 (Theorem 5.8). Let Y be a canonical Calabi- Yau n-fold with H*(Y;Oy) = 0 such
that all singularities of Y are 1-irrational hypersurface singularities, and are either 1-Du Bois,
hence 1-liminal, or are not 1-Du Bois and satisfy a slightly stronger technical condition that we call
strongly 1-irrational (Definition [2.0). Write Z = Yging = Z' U Z", where Z' is the set of strongly
1-irrational points and Z" is the set of 1-liminal points, and let Y' be a partial resolution of Y at
the points of Z". Then there exists a first order smoothing of Y <= there is a linear relation in
H,—1(Y"), analogous to the condition that, for a canonical Calabi-Yau threefold, for every x € Z”,
there exist nonzero a, € C such that Y i a;[Cy] =0 in Hy(Y').

Putting Theorems [0.16] and [0.14] together, in case dimY > 3, we are able to obtain smoothing
results in the Calabi-Yau case if the singularities are both 1-Du Bois and 1-irrational, or equivalently
1-liminal.

Summary and Outlook. We can roughly summarize the above discussion as follows: In both the
Fano and the Calabi-Yau case, the deformations are unobstructed provided that all singularities are
local complete intersection 1-Du Bois singularities (in dimension 3, for isolated hypersurface singu-
larities, this is just the assumption of ordinary double points, recovering Theorem [0.]). Specializing
further to isolated hypersurface singularities, in the Fano case, under some mild assumptions, first
order smoothings exist as soon as the singularities are 1-irrational. In dimension 3, this is equivalent
to the assumption that the singularities are canonical, or equivalently rational. In the Calabi-Yau
case, in order for first order smoothings to exist, we need to make an essentially topological as-
sumption about the 1-liminal singularities (analogous to the condition of [ETi86] for smoothing
nodal threefolds). Thus, from the point of view of first order smoothings, 1-liminal singularities
are a very natural generalization of ordinary double points of dimension 3. We emphasize that
our main technical results, Theorem [2.1] and Theorems and [£.3] require almost completely dis-
joint conditions on the singularities: 1l-irrational singularities for obtaining first order smoothings,
1-Du Bois for obtaining lifts to higher order deformations. Only the 1-liminal case satisfies both
conditions.
We list some natural open problems:
(1) Can one weaken the assumption of isolated rational hypersurface singularities to isolated

local complete intersection singularities? Compare [Gro97bl §3] in the case of dimension 3.
6



(2) Are there more general unobstructedness results in the Calabi-Yau and Fano cases? For
example, is there a higher dimensional analogue of Theorem covering rational but not
necessarily 1-Du Bois isolated local complete intersection singularities, and possibly even
an extension to the log canonical case?

(3) It is surprising, and somewhat disappointing, that our techniques for finding a first order
smoothing do not apply to the simplest singularities, ordinary double points, in case n =
dimY > 3. For n odd and greater than 3, if Y is a canonical Calabi-Yau n-fold with
only ordinary double points, Rollenske-Thomas [RT09] have found necessary conditions
on the singular points for there to to exist a first order smoothing. Note that the case
of hypersurfaces with many ordinary double points of degree n + 1 or n + 2 in P**+1,
n > 4, shows that the map ']T%, — @xeYSing T }1/1, cannot be surjective in general, so some
obstructions must exist. If n is odd, say n = 2k + 1, ordinary double points are k-liminal,
i.e. both k-irrational and k-Du Bois. The authors have generalized the methods of [RT09] to
the case of Calabi-Yau n-folds with isolated weighted homogeneous k-liminal hypersurface
singularities [FL24a]. How far are these conditions from being sufficient?

(4) The above gives some weak necessary conditions in the k-liminal case. What happens for
1-Du Bois singularities in the non-k-liminal case, for example the case of ordinary double
points when n is even? This case is completely mysterious.

Structure of the paper. The outline of this paper is as follows: In Section [Il we review stan-
dard facts about isolated singularities and collect some of the main technical preliminaries used
throughout the paper. Section [2] is devoted to one of the main technical results, Theorem 2.1
Some of the statements are contained in work of Steenbrink [Ste97]. The key new ingredients are
stated in Parts (iii) and (vi) of Theorem 2.1l We then define 1-rational and 1-Du Bois singularities,
and relate these definitions to the more general definitions of 1-rational and 1-Du Bois singularities
(Proposition 2.10) given by [MOPW23], [JKSY22], [FL24b]. SectionBllooks at the case of weighted
homogeneous singularities, where we have stronger results (e.g. Theorem B.3]). In particular, in-
spired by a result of Wahl [Wah76], we go beyond a strictly numerical characterization of 1-rational
or 1-Du Bois singularities to identify the relevant groups inside of T)lgx in terms of the C*-weights.
Section Ml gives smoothing results for generalized Fano varieties (Theorem and Corollary [£.1T]).
In Section [, we discuss first order smoothings of canonical Calabi-Yau varieties with 1-irrational
singularities and give criteria for the existence of smoothings whenever there is a corresponding
unobstructedness result.

Notations and Conventions. To fix our notation, we emphasize that (X, x) always denotes the
germ of an isolated singularity, with X a good representative, i.e. a contractible Stein representative.
In the local setting, 7 : X — X denotes a good resolution with exceptional divisor E = 77 1(x).
In particular, note that if F is a coherent sheaf on X , H Z()? : F) = HY(X; R'm,F), and further
we can identify the sheaf Rim, F with its global sections. Thus, we will use H Z()? ,F) and Rim, F
interchangeably; of course, in the case of a non-isolated singularity, we would need to consistently
use Rim,F. Weset U = X — {z} = X — E. In the global setting, Y will always denote a
compact complex analytic variety with isolated singularities and 7 : Y 5Ya good resolution with
exceptional divisor, which we also denote by E. Finally, all singular homology and cohomology
groups have coefficients in C.

Acknowledgements. It is a pleasure to thank Johan de Jong, Janos Kollar, Mircea Mustata,
and Mihnea Popa for insightful conversations and correspondence. We would also like to thank
the referees for a very careful reading of this paper and for numerous comments which helped to
improve it.
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1. PRELIMINARIES

1.1. Hodge theory of singularities. We begin by collecting some basic Hodge theory results we
shall need. We use the notational conventions for X, X , E described above. We denote by Q%, the
complex of Kahler differentials on E and by 77, the subcomplex of torsion differentials, i.e. those
supported on Egpng. Then (2%, /77, d) is a resolution of the constant sheaf C on E, and there is a
short exact sequence

(1.1) 0 — Q% (log E)(—E) = Q% — Qp/7 — 0.
The restriction exact sequence
(1.2) 0— Q;A((log E)(-E) — Q;A((log E) — Q;A((log E)|E — 0,
gives rise to a long exact sequence
(1.3) o= HY(X; 0% (log B)(=E)) = HY(X; 0% (log E)) — H*(E; Q% (log E)|E) — ---
Let L be the link of the pair ()?, E) [PSO08, §6.2], so that L has the homotopy type of X-Ein
case F is a deformation retract of X. In this case there is the relative cohomology exact sequence

(1.4) o= HY(L) = HE(X) —» HYE) = HY L) — -+,

which is an exact sequence of mixed Hodge structures if all components of E are compact Kahler.
Similarly, there are exact sequences
(1.5) ---— HYE, Q%(log E)|E) — HI(E; Q%(log E)/QI;A() — HTY (B QL /mh) —

— HIH(E; 0% (log B)|E) — HTY(E; Q% (log B)/Q%) — ...
Using (II) and (2], the exact sequence of the link comes from the exact sequence
0 —— Q;?/Q;A((log E)(—E) —— Q% (log E)/Q;?(log E)(—E) —— Q}((log E)/Q;? — 0

= | H

0 —— Q% /5 S 0% (log E)| E — Q5(log B)/Q% 0

Here HF(E; Q;?(log E)|E) = H*(L) and H*(E; Q;?(log E)/Q;?) = HEH()?) ([Ste83l Theorem 1.9],
[PSO8, §5.5, §6.2]). The long exact sequences on hypercohomology or cohomology then give the

exact sequences (L.4) and (L5]) above.
For an isolated singularity X, the condition that X is Du Bois (= 0-Du Bois) is equivalent to

the statement that R'm,O¢(—E) = 0 for i > 0. The following is then due to Steenbrink [Ste83]:

Lemma 1.1. If (X, z) is a rational singularity, then, fori >0, H(E;Og) =0 and R'm,O4(—E) =
0 (i.e. (X,x) is a Du Bois singularity). Finally, H};(X',Q%) =0 fori <n.

Proof. By [Ste83, Lemma 2.14], with no assumption on (X, z), the map Riﬂ*O)? — HY(E;Op) is
surjective, and hence H Z(E, Og) = 0 for i > 0 in case (X,x) is rational. The second statement
then follows by applying R'rm, to the exact sequence

0= O0¢(—F)— 0 = Op —0,

and using the fact that ROm,O ¢~ H O(E; Op) is surjective. The last statement is a consequence

of duality. 0
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Next, we have the vanishing theorem of Guillén, Navarro Aznar, Pascual-Gainza, Puerta and
Steenbrink:

Theorem 1.2. For p+q > n, H1(X; Q%(log E)(—E)) = 0. Hence, by duality, HL(X; Q’;A((log E)) =
0 forp+q <n. O
Corollary 1.3. (i) For all g > 2,

HI(X; Q1) = HI(E; Q7 rp ) = @ HI(E; Q).

(i) If (X,z) is a rational singularity, HO(E; Q! /r 1) = 0.
Proof. To sce (i), by Theorem [Zand the exact sequence (LI), H9(X; Q’;{l) =~ B, Qe h).
The Mayer-Vietoris spectral sequence for Q%‘l /73%_1 then implies that Q%‘l /73%_1 = P, Q%Z_I
To see (ii), note that HO(E; Q%_I/Tg_l) = P, HO(EZ-;Q%ZI). Also, by the Hodge symmetries,
dim HO(E;; Q%:l) = dim H""!(E;; Og,). Finally, an examination of the Mayer-Vietoris spec-
tral sequence for Op which degenerates at Fs, and the fact that H" '(E;Og) = 0, imply that
H" 1(E;; Op,) = 0 for all 4. O
Next, we recall some of the basic numerical invariants of an isolated singularity [Ste97]:
Definition 1.4. For ¢ > 0, define the Du Bois invariants
b = dim HY(X; Q2 (log E)(—E)) = dim Hyy *(X; Q' ?(log E)).
There are also the link invariants
P9 = dim HY(F; Q%(log E)|E) = dim Grf, HPT9(L).
By Serre duality, (P4 = ¢n—pn=9-1,

Theorem 1.5 ([Ste97]). For p+q > n, b9 = 0. If X is an lci singularity, then b"% = 0 for all
q> 0 unlessp+q=n—1 orn. Finally, ("9 =0 except in the following cases: (p,q) = (0,0) or
(n,n—1), orp+qg=n—1orn. O

Another essential tool is the semipurity theorem of Goresky-MacPherson [Ste83| (1.12)]:

Theorem 1.6. The morphism of mized Hodge structures Hg(f() — H*(E) is injective for k < n,
surjective for k > n, and hence an isomorphism for k = n. O

The first statement in the following lemma is due to Namikawa-Steenbrink [NS95| p. 407], [Ste97,
p. 1369]:

Lemma 1.7. The hypercohomology groups Hk()?;Q;?(log E)(—FE)) = 0 for all k, and hence the
spectral sequence with E}'? = Hq()?;Q%(logE)(—E)) converges to zero. Dually, the hyperco-
homology groups H%()A(;Q}((log E)) = 0 for all k, and hence the spectral sequence with EY? =
HL(X; Q%(log E)) converges to zero.

Proof. We shall just prove the second statement. With U = X — FE, we have the long exact
hypercohomology sequence

- = HN(X; Q% (log B)) — HH(U; Q% (log B)|U) — HEH (X; 0% (log B)) — -+
As Hk()?;Q;?(logE)) =~ H*(U) and Hk(U;Q;?(logE)\U) = H*(U; Q) = H*(U) and the natural
map is the identity under these identifications, we see that H'Erl(}? ; Q% (log E)) = 0 for all k. As
EM — HEMU(X; Q% (log E)), we are done. O



Corollary 1.8. Suppose that (X, x) is a rational or more generally a Du Bois singularity. Then
HE(X; Q”X_l(log E)) =0, and there is an exact sequence

0 — Hp(X; Q% *(log E)) 4 H2(X; Q% (log E)) — A — 0,
where A = Ker{d: H%(X', Q"X_g(log E)) — H%()?, Q’)i{_z(log E))}.

Proof. The Du Bois condition, that Riﬂ'*OX(—E) = 0 for ¢« > 0, is equivalent by duality to the
statement that H}E()? ;Q"X(log E)) = 0 for ¢ < n (cf. Lemma [[I)). The corollary then follows

easily by examining the F; and Es pages of the above hypercohomology spectral sequence E4*? =
HL(X; Q%(log E)) = 0 and using Theorem O

(Compare [Ste97)] for a related dual statement.)

1.2. Deformation theory preliminaries. We begin with the case where (X, z) is the germ of an
isolated hypersurface singularity. In this case, H%(X; T}() is a cyclic Ox z-module. In particular,
u € HO(X;TY) is a generator for HY(X;T%) as an Ox -module < u ¢ m, - HO(X;T%). The
relevance for smoothings of X is the following well-known lemma:

Lemma 1.9. Let X — A be a one-parameter deformation of (X,x) with Kodaira-Spencer class
ue HO(X; T}() Then X is smooth in a neighborhood of x, and in particular gives a smoothing of
(X,z2) &= ug¢m, HO(X;T%).

Proof. Let R = Ox,. By a standard argument, & is smooth in a neighborhood of z <=
Ext}z(Q},cx|X, R) = 0. The Kodaira-Spencer class u of a one-parameter deformation X is by
definition J(1) via the exact sequence

Hompg(R, R) = R & Exth(Qk ., R) — Exth(Q4,|X, R) — 0.

Thus Qkx is locally free in a neighborhood of v += Ext}%(Q}nm\X, R) =0 <= 0(1) generates
Bxth(@l ,, ) = HO(X; ). 0

This motivates the following definition:

Definition 1.10. If (X,z) is the germ of an isolated hypersurface singularity, then an element
u € HY(X;TY) is a first order smoothing of X if u ¢ m, - H*(X;T%). For a compact ¥ with
isolated hypersurface singularities, a class u € T}, is a first order smoothing of Y if the image of u
in T} }1,1, is a first order smoothing for every = € Yiin,.

Turning now to arbitrary isolated singularities, we make the following definitions:

Definition 1.11. Let 7: X — X be a resolution of X , where X has an isolated singularity at x.
Then 7 is equivariant if ROTF*TX‘ = TE){. By e.g. [Fri86, Lemma 3.1], a small resolution is equivariant.
Note that, for ¢ > 0, RI7,T’; is a torsion sheaf supported on x.

The resolution 7: X — X is:

(1) a good resolution or a log resolution if 7~!(z) = E is a divisor with simple normal crossings.

(2) a good equivariant resolution if 7 is good and equivariant.

(3) crepant if K¢ = m*wx and hence K¢ = Og, and is a good crepant resolution if 7 is also
a good resolution. (Thus, for our purposes, a small resolution is crepant but not a good
crepant resolution.) If there exists a crepant resolution, (X, z) is a rational Gorenstein
singularity.
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If Y is a compact analytic space with isolated singularities, a resolution 7: Y - Y is always
assumed to be an isomorphism away from the finite set Yi,s. Then 7: Y — Y is a good resolution
if it is so at every point of Ygne, and similarly for good equivariant resolutions, crepant resolutions,
and good crepant resolutions.

It is well-known that good equivariant resolutions always exist:

Lemma 1.12. Let (X, x) be the germ of an isolated singularity. Then there exists a good equivariant
resolution of (X, x).

Proof. (Sketch.) Choose a resolution algorithm which is functorial with respect to smooth mor-
phisms as in e.g. [Kol07, §3.4], yielding a resolution : X > X. If0 € HO(X;TY), then ¢
has to vanish at x since z is an isolated singular point. Then the vector field # can be inte-
grated to a local one parameter group action as in [Kol07, 3.9.1], i.e. a smooth morphism of germs
(A,0) x (X,z) — (X, ) such that the image of /0t is §. By the argument of [Kol07, 3.9.1], the
local one parameter group action lifts to an action on X. Differentiating this action gives a lift of
f to a neighborhood of the exceptional divisor in X. Then R7, T s =T )0< is surjective, and it is
injective because RY%, T 's s torsion free. Hence RO, T s & T )0(. O

We have the following basic result [KM98], [Kol97] (11.1)]:
Theorem 1.13. A normal Gorenstein singularity is canonical if and only if it is rational. O

Remark 1.14. If X has canonical singularities and 7 is a good, not necessarily crepant resolution,
there exists an effective divisor D whose support is contained in E such that K¢ = Og(D). It
follows that, in general, there is a perfect pairing

1 ~1 ~
Q5 @05 = Q% = 03(D),
and thus T'g = Q% Y(—D). In particular, there is an inclusion T'g — Q% 1,
X X X

We now assume that (X, z) is the germ of an isolated Gorenstein singularity of dimension n > 3,

with 7: X — X a resolution of singularities and X a contractible Stein representative for the germ
(X, 2).

Lemma 1.15. The sheang( has depth at least 2. Equivalently, ifU = X —x = X-FEandi: U — X
is the inclusion, then the natural map T% — i,i*T% is an isomorphism, H°(X;TY) = HO(U;Ty),
and H{(X;TY%) = 0.

Proof. By assumption, Ox has depth at least three. Since T )0< is the dual of the sheaf Q}X, dualizing
a local presentation (9& — 0% — Qﬁ( — 0 gives (locally) an exact sequence 0 — T' )0< — 0% — (9&.
Hence T)O( has depth at least 2. O

Lemma 1.16. If X isa good equivariant resolution of X and X has canonical singularities, m T =
m g (D) = F*Q}_l, and the natural map HO(X; Qn){l) — HY(U;Ty) is an isomorphism.
Proof. The inclusion T — Q}_l leads to a sequence of inclusions

R'mTg = RO Q% — i ROm Q% = " T} = T%,
since T)O( has depth at least 2. As 7 is equivariant, R'7,T 5 — T)O( is an isomorphism, hence
all of the above maps are equalities. Since HO(X';Q"X_l) = HO(X;ROW*Q?{l) = HY(X;TY) and
HO(X;TY) = H(U; Ty), the map HO(X; Qn){l) — HO(U;Ty) is an isomorphism. O

Since depth, X > 3, there is the following result of Schlessinger [Sch71, Theorem 2]:
11



Lemma 1.17. There are natural identifications H2(X;T%) = HY (U, Ty) = HY(X; T%).

Proof. For simplicity, we assume that X is a local complete intersection (the only case we shall
need). Let P* = Ten|X — N be the normal complex, i.e. the dual of the conormal complex
I/1? — QéN]X , where I is the ideal sheaf of the local complete intersection X in C. Hence P*

is a complex of locally free sheaves. The local hypercohomology groups HE(P®) = 0 for k < 2,
because the spectral sequence with Ef = HE(PP) is 0 for ¢ < 2 and all p since depth, X > 3. Since
the cohomology sheaves H*¥P® of P* are T )0< in dimension 0 and T}( in dimension 1, it follows that
the only possible nonzero differential in the spectral sequence with EY? page HZ(HIP®), namely
dy: HY(X;TY) — H2(X;TY), is an isomorphism. Thus HO(X;T%) = HY(X;T%) = H2(X;TS) =
HY(U, Ty). 0

We have the Leray spectral sequence in local cohomology, with F5? term

HY(X; RimTg) = HY(X;Tg).

For ¢ > 0,
HY(X; Rim,Tg) = HP(X; Rim.Tg),
and in particular both sides are 0 if p > 0.
From now on, we assume that 7: X — X is an equivariant resolution of X and that (X, z) is a

rational, hence canonical singularity. Since H1(T%) = 0, we have an exact sequence

0— Hp(Tg) — HY(R'nTg) — HX(TY) — Hp(Tg) — HY(R*m.Ty).
Thus there is an exact sequence

0— Hp(Tg) = HY(R'mTg) — H(X;Tx) — Hp(Tg) — HY(R°m.T).

Tracing through the various identifications, we have the following:

Lemma 1.18. For an equivariant resolutz'oiz X > X of X, wia the natural isomorphism
HYU;Ty) & H2(X;TY), the image of Hl(X;T)?) in H'(U;Ty) is identified with the image of
do: HY(X; RlW*T)?) — H2(X;TY), where dy is the differential in the local cohomology Leray spec-
tral sequence. Likewise, the image of Hl()?;Q"){l) in HY(U; Q")?_1|U) 1s identified with the image
of dp: HY(X; R'm Qi) — HZ(X; ROV h) = HE (X TY).

Proof. More generally, let F be any coherent sheaf on X. The local cohomology sequences for F
on X and for 7w, F on X are compatible, in the sense that there is a commutative diagram

HYU; FIU) —— H2(X; R, F)

| !

HY(U; FIU) ——  HE(X;F).
The isomorphism HY(U; F|U) — HZ2(X; R%7.F) then identifies the kernel of HY(U;F|U) —
HZ%(X;F), namely the image of H*(X; F), with the image of dy: HY(X; R'm.F) — H2(X; RO, F).
Applying this remark to & =T'; or to F = Q;‘A{_l completes the proof. O

The geometric meaning of the map H(R'm,Ts) — H2(T%) = H(X;Ty) is as follows. The
group HO(X; le*T)?) is the tangent space to Def ;. Since X has only rational singularities, there
is a natural morphism Def ¢ — Def x by a theorem of Wahl [Wah76]. By a result of Gross [Gro97bl,

Def ¢ is unobstructed in case X is a crepant resolution (in any dimension), and Defx is always

unobstructed for a local complete intersection (X, z). On the level of tangent spaces, there are two

ways to see the map Def ¢ — Defx: first, one can check using the rationality assumption that
12



there is an isomorphism Extl(ﬂ*Q}(, Og) = Extl(Qﬁ(, Ox). The map QY — Q% leads to a map
Extl(Q}, Og) — Ext!(7*QL, O¢). The map H'(X; Tg) — H°(X;Tx) is then the composition of
the natural maps
HY(X;Tg) = Ext'(Qk,0¢) — Ext!(r*Q%, O5) = Ext' (Qk, Ox)
=~ HO(X; Ext' (Y, Ox)) = HO(X; T).
Te

Another way to see the map H* ()/f ;Te) — H(X;TL) is as the composition

HY(X;Tg) — HNU; T4 |U) = HO(X; T%)
arising from Lemma [[.T7]

We have seen that, for dim X > 3, Tﬁ){ has depth at least 2. For a local complete intersection
(X,0) C (CV,0), we have the exact sequence 0 — I/I% — Q<1CN ol X — Q}X,O — 0. Hence:

Lemma 1.19. If (X, x) is an isolated local complete intersection of dimension n, then depth Q&x >
n — 1. In particular, if dim X > 3, then deptthx > 2 and hence Q%M is reflexive. Finally,
W*Q% = Qk

Proof. We only need to check the last statement. We have a morphism f: QL — W*Q}( which is an

isomorphism away from x. Since Q}X is reflexive and W*Q}( is torsion free, f is an isomorphism. [J

2. LOCAL DEFORMATION THEORY

2.1. Statement and proof of the main theorem. Let (X, z) be the germ of an isolated canon-
ical (hence rational) Gorenstein singularity of dimension n > 3 and let X be a contractible Stein

representative for (X,z). Let 7: X > X bea good equivariant resolution of singularities of X,
with normal crossings exceptional divisor E. Let U = X — {z} = X — E. Note that HO(X; T) =
H'(U;Ty). We can further identify H'(U:Ty) with H'(U; Q% U), H'(U; Q% ' (log E)|U) or
HY\(U; Q}_l(log E)(—E)|U), and each such identification comes with an associated local cohomol-
ogy exact sequence. Our first goal in this section is to prove the following:

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that either dim X = 3 or X is a local complete intersection.
(i) There is an exact sequence (arising from the long exact local cohomology sequence)
0— H'(X; Q% !(log B)) — H'(U; Ty) — Hp(X; % ! (log E)) — 0.
(ii) There is an exact sequence
0— H'(X; Q% !(log E)(—E)) = H'(X; 0% (log E)) — H'(X; 0% ! (log E)|E) — 0,
Thus in particular dim HO(X;T%) = o172 4 pn= b1 4 ¢n=L1 [Ste07, Theorem 4].

(iii) The map H'(X; Q’)i{_l(log E)(—E)) — HY(X; Q"X_l) is injective and H'(X; Q"X_l) and
Hl()A(;Q”)A(_l(log E)(—E)) have the same image in H*(U;Ty). More precisely, there is a
canonical isomorphism

H'(X; 0% ") = HY(X; Q% (log E)(—E)) & HE(X; %)
such that the map H*(X; Q’)i{_l) — HY(U;Ty) is the natural map on H*(X; Q’)i{_l(log E)(—E))
and is 0 on the H}E()A(, Q}_l) summand. Moreover HJ{;()?7 Q%‘l(log E)(—FE)) =0, or equiv-

alently H" (X Q}((log E))=0.
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(iv) [Ste97] Let A = Ker{d: H%(X';Q"X_g(log E)) — H%(X;Q%‘%log E))}. Then there is an
exact sequence
0— HE(X; 2% 2(log ) % HE(X; Q% (log E)) — A — 0.
Hence, with b9 as in Definition [1.7) and a = dim A,
dim HO(T}() — bn—l,l + b2,n—2 + En—l,l +a.
Finally, if X is a local complete intersection and dim X = 3, then the singularity (X, x) has
a good C* action — A=0, or equivalently a = 0. R
(v) Let K = Ker{Hp(X; Q%) — H*(X; Q% )}, Then K = Hp(X; Q% (log E)(—E)), and
there are exact sequences
0— H'(X; Q% !(log E)(—E)) = H'(U; Ty) = K = 0;
0— Griy ' H™(L) — K — Hp(X; Q% (log E)) — 0.

(vi) There is a natural map H%J()?, Q”X_l) — Hgﬂ()?), to be defined in the course of the proof.
Let K' = Ker{H%()A(; Q’)i(_l) — HEH(JA()} Then there is an inclusion
K' &G H"(L) < K.
IfK'® Gr}ff1 H"™(L) — K is an isomorphism, then K' = H%;()A(, Q}_l(log E)). In general,
the image of H%()?, Q"X_l) — Hg“()?) contains the subspace H'(X; Q")?_l(log E)/Q’;{l) =
Gr%‘1 Hg“()?) If equality holds, then K' ® Gr%_1 H™(L) — K is an isomorphism and
hence the second exact sequence in (v) splits:
K =G H(L) @ Hp(X; Q% ! (log B)) = G H™(L) & K.
Finally, if dim X = 3, then CGr% H}l;()?) = H%()?) and
K = Gy H?(L) & Hp(X; Q% (log E)) = H*(L) & Hp(X; Q% (log E)) = H*(L) & K'.
Remark 2.2. The map H!(X; Q}_l(log E)(—E)) — HY(U; Ty) already figures in [NS95, Theorem

1.1] and the group K in (v) above is Im 7 in that notation.

~

Proof. Proof of (i): The local cohomology exact sequence and the identification H'(U;Ty) &
H\(U; Q}_l(log E)|U) give an exact sequence

Hy(Q% '(log E)) — H' (2% '(log E)) — H'(U; Ty) — Hp(Qg ' (log B)) — H* (5 ! (log E)).
But H}E()? ;Q%‘l(log E)) = 0 by Corollary [L8] We claim that, under the assumptions of (i),
HX(X ;Q"X_l(log E)) = 0, giving the exact sequence in (i). To see this, consider the long ex-
act cohomology sequence (L3 for p = n — 1. By Theorem [[.2] HQ(J?;Q%_I(IogE)(—E)) =
H3(X;Q"X_l(log E)(—E)) =0. Thus

H*(X; Q% (log E)) = HX(Q% ' (log E)|E) = Gt H™(L).
If X is a local complete intersection, then H"*1(L) = 0, and therefore Hz()?; Q’;{l(log E)) =0.
Likewise, if dim X = 3, then we have the link exact sequence

HL(X) — HYE) — HYL) —» H3(X).
14



By semipurity, H}%(X' ) — H*(E) is surjective. By duality, H %()? ) is dual to Hi(E). A somewhat
involved direct argument (see [FL22, Proposition 2.1(iii)]) shows that H'(E) = 0 and thus H;(E) =
0. Hence H*(L) = 0.

Proof of (ii): Using the exact sequence (L3]) for p =n — 1 gives
HO(Q% ! (log E)|E) — H'(X; Q% ' (log E)(—E)) — H"(X; % '(log E))
— H'(X; Q% '(log B)|E) — H*(X; Q% '(log E)(—E)),
with H2(X X0 Y(log E)(—E)) = 0. By [Ste97, Lemma 2], HO(Q%_I(log E)|E) = 0, giving the exact
sequence in (11) (Note that we did not need the hypothesis dim X = 3 or X is a local complete

intersection.) A direct argument that H O(Q%_l(log E)|E) = 0 goes as follows: by semipurity, there
is an exact sequence of mixed Hodge structures

0— HE Y(X) = H"Y(E) - H" Y(L) = 0.
By the strictness of morphisms with respect to the Hodge filtration, the map H O(Q%_l /Tg_l) —

HO(Q?{l(log E)|E) is surjective. By Corollary[L3, H°(Q% ! /72 !) = 0. Thus HO(Q?{l(log E)|E)
0 as well.

Proof of (iii): There is a commutative diagram

o
=

2T
i
)
&l

%

0 —— H'(X;0% '(log E)(—E)) —— H'(X;Q%") —— HY(E;Qp ' /rp7") —— 0

HY(U; Ty) —— HYU;Ty).

The map H(X; Q%‘l(log E)(—E)) — HY(U;Ty) is injective since it is the composition of the maps
H'(X; % (log E)(—E)) — H'(X; Q% ! (log E)) — H' (U Ty),
and each of these maps is injective by (ii) and (i). Since the composition
HY(X; Q% (log E)(—E)) — H'(X; Q%) — H'(U; Ty)
is injective the map Hl()? Q"_l(log E)(-E)) —» HY(X; Q"_l) is injective as well. The map
( Q” N HY(X Q” 1) is also injective since its kernel is the cokernel of the map

H(X; Q%) — HO(U; Ty),
which is an isomorphism by Lemma[[ 16l Hence the kernel of the map H*(X; Q;i(_l) — HYU;Ty) is
isomorphic to H}J()?, Q’;{l). If we can show that the composition H}J()?, Q’)i{_l) — Hl()?; Q’)i{_l) —
H(E; Q%_l/ Tg_l) is an isomorphism, then there is a splitting

HY(X; QL") = HY(X; Q% (log E)(—E)) © Hy(X; Q% ),

and in particular H*(X Q" Y and HY(X Q" (log E)(—E)) have the same image in H'(U;Ty).
15



To see that H};(X' ; Qn){l) — HY(F; Q5 /77 1) is an isomorphism, we first show that

Hp(X; Q%) = Hp(X; Q% H(log E) /).

Consider the exact sequence
n—1 n—1 n—1 n—1
0— Q%" — 0% (log E) — S (logE)/QX — 0.
By taking the associated long exact local cohomology sequence, we get
0= H%(Q"X_l(log E)) — H%(Q"X_l(log E)/Q’)i{_l) — HE(Q"X_l) — HE(Q"X_l(log E)).

By Corollary L8] H}E(X;Q”)?_l(logE)) = 0, so that H%(X;Q”){l(logE)/Q"){l) = H};(X;Q"){l).

~

By semipurity, there is an isomorphism of mixed Hodge structures H(X) = H"(FE), and both
are in fact pure HodgE structures of weight n. By the strictness of mquhisms, we get an iso-
morphism Grs ' HR(X) = Gy ' HY(E). But Gy ' HR(X) = H%(X;Q%_l(logE)/Q}_l) =
H};()A(;Q;i(_l) and Gr'y ' HY(E) = HY(E; Q51 /r ). We now have two maps H};()?;Q}_l) —
H'(E; Q%‘l/ Tg_l): the first is the map given by the composition
Hp(X; Q5" = HN(X Q5 ) = H (B Qg g )
and the second is the composition of isomorphisms given by
HY(R: 1) = HY(X; 0 (log B)/0) — H(B: Q™ /7)),

which factors as

Y. On— n—1y 0 V. On— V. On— n— n— n—
Hp(X; Q% (log B)/QE ) = HY(X;QF ) — HY(X; Q1 /9% (log B)(—E)) = HY (B; Q5 /137 ).

Thus the two maps are equal, and in particular the first map is an isomorphism as well. This
completes the proof of the second statement in (iii). Finally, we have the exact sequence

H Q% (log E)(=E)) — H°(U; Tyy) — Hp(Q%(log B)(—E)) — H' (2% ' (log E)(~E)) — H'(U; Tp).

Since H!(X; Q”X_l(log E)(—E)) — HY(U;Ty) is injective, to prove that H};(X, Q"X_l(log E)(—FE)) =
0, it suffices to prove that HO(X; Q;‘{l(log E)(—E)) — H%(U;Ty) is surjective. We have seen that

HY(X; Q%‘l) — HY(U;Ty) is surjective, in fact an isomorphism, so it suffices to show that
HO(X; % (log E)(—E)) — H(X; Q%)

is surjective. But the cokernel of this map is contained in H°(Q7!/7% 1), which is 0 by Corol-
lary L3l (Note that, in the proof of (iii), we did not need the hypothesis dim X = 3 or X is a local
complete intersection. The dual form of the last statement, that H "_1()? ; Q%(log E)) = 0 for an
isolated rational singularity, is proved in [MOP20]. See also below.)
Proof of (iv): The exact sequence was established in Corollary [[.8 (Note that we did not need the
hypothesis dim X = 3 or X is a local complete intersection for this part.) In particular,

dim H(X; Q%! (log E)) = dim H(X; Q% *(log E)) + dim A.

By definition, dim A = a. By duality dim HqE(X; Qé’? (log E)) = dim H" (X ; Q}_p(log E)(—FE)) =
b"~Pm=4. Thus dim H%()?;Q%_l(log E)) = b'"2 = p*>"=2 4 q. From the exact sequences in (i)
and (ii),
dim HO(T%) = dim H(X; Q% ' (log E)) + "% = 5" 5 4 078 4 22 4,
16



Let p be the Milnor number of (X,z) and 7 the Tyurina number. Then, by [Ste97], for an
isolated rational (and hence Du Bois) local complete intersection singularity, u — 7 = a, where a =

dim Coker{d: H°(X; Q"X_l(log E)(—E)) — H(X; Q”X)} (compare Proposition 3, Lemma 2, and the
last line of Lemma 3 in [Ste97]). Set B = Coker{d: H" 3(X; Q}(log E)(—E)) — H" 3(X; Q})},
so that a = dim B in case n = 3. By Lemma [l H'(X;O¢(—F)) = 0. By looking at the E» page
of the spectral sequence with E}"? = HY(X; Q% (log E)(—E)), which converges to 0 by Lemma [I.7]
there is an exact sequence (dual to that in Corollary [L.g])

0— B — H"*(X; Q% (log E)(—E)) - H"*(X; Q% (log E)(—E)) — 0.

Hence, in case n = 3, a = bb! —b*>! = a, by Corollary [L8 and duality (and in fact B =2 AY). Thus,
formn=3 A=0 <= a=0 < a=0 <= pu=r7. By aresult due to K. Saito [Sai71] for
hypersurface singularities and Vosegaard [Vos02] for general complete intersections, u = 7 <=
(X, x) has a good C* action, i.e. is quasihomogeneous.

Proof of (v): From the local cohomology sequence
H'(X; Q") = H'\(U; Ty) — Hp(X; Q%) — HA(X; 0%
and (iii), we get an exact sequence

0 — H'(X; Q% '(log E)(—E)) — H'(U;Ty) — K — 0.

Thus K is isomorphic to the cokernel of H'(X; Q%_l(log E)(—E)) — HY(U;Ty). But this cokernel
is H%J()?, Q’;{l(log E)(—E)) as H2(X; Q’;{l(log E)(—FE)) = 0. Now comparing this with the exact
sequence in (i), there is a commutative diagram with exact rows

0 —— HY(X;Q% '(log E)(—E)) —— H'(U;Ty) —— K — 0

! H l

0 —  HYX;0%'(logE)) —— H'(U;Ty) —— HE(X;9% '(log E)) —— 0

Here, K — H%()A(, Q}_l(log E)) is surjective because H'(U;Ty) — H%()?, Q}_l(log E)) is surjec-
tive. Since K = H%J(X, Q’;{l(log E)(—E)), we have an exact sequence

HE(X; Q% (log E)) — H'(X; % '(log E)|E) — K — Hp(X; 0% ! (log E)) = 0.
Since H }3()? ; Q%‘l(log E)) = 0 by Corollary [I.8] we get the exact sequence

0 — H'(X; Q% '(log B)|E)) = K — Hp(X; 0% (log E)) — 0,

which is the second exact sequence in (v).
Proof of (vi): We begin by defining the map H%J()?, Q”X_l) — Hgﬂ()?) By Lemmal[l.T] H};(X, %) =
H%()A(, (%) = 0. Thus, looking at the spectral sequence with EP? term H]qE()A(; Q’)’A{), which con-
verges to H%Jrq(ﬂs?) = H%Jrq(X), gives the map H%(X;Q%_l) — HpEM(X). As noted in §1,
H-(E; Q% (log E)/ Q;?) =H g“()? ). Moreover, the associated spectral sequence degenerates at F
and computes the Hodge filtration on HEH(X' ). Taking k = n, we have Gript! H}}“(X' ) = 0 for
dimension reasons, and Gr’n Hg“(X) = H(X; Q%(log E)/Q"X) = HYF;wg) =0, as H(E;wg) is
Serre dual to H"1(E; Op) = 0. Thus H*(X; Q"X_l(log E)/Q’;{l) = Grlit Hg“()?) includes into

HEY(X).
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From the exact sequence
0— Q% — Q% (log E) — Q% (log E)/Q% — 0
there is a long exact hypercohomology sequence
s = H Q% (log B)/Q%) = HE(Q%) — HE(Q% (log B)) — HE (9% (log E)/Q%) — HE (Q%) — -+
Since H%(Q}( (log E)) = 0 for all k, there is an isomorphism
HEL(0% (log ) /Q%) = HF1(% (log )/9%) = (%) = HE(X),

compatible with the corresponding spectral sequences. In particular, looking at the E; pages, there
is a map

H'(X; Q% ' (log B) /) — HE(X; Q%)
for which the diagram
H'(X; 0 (log B) /) —— HE(X;9% )
| g
H™(X) ——  HpT(X)

is commutative. Thus the image of /: H%(X;Q"X_l) — Hg“()?) contains Gr'p* Hg“()/f) In
fact, the proof shows that the inclusion

Gry ' Hy™'(X) = Hp(X; Q% ' (log B) /) — Im 8
is given by the coboundary 0 followed by the surjection H%()A( ; Q}_l) — Im S.
Lemma 2.3. As before, let K = Ker{H?E()?; Q’;{l) — H2%(X; Q’;{l)}, and let
K’ = Ker{Hp(X; Q%) — HE ' (X)}.

(i) The natural map Hz()?; Q’;{l) — H"H()?) is injective.

(ii) K’ is contained in K.
Proof. (i) By Corollary [L.3] H%X';Q"X_l) ~ g2(B; Q% /). Since dim E = n — 1,

HO(E; Q™ ™) = HY (B Qg /75) = 0.

As the Hodge spectral sequence HY(E; QY. /) = HPTY(E) degenerates at Ej, there is an
inclusion H2(F; Q5 /77 !) < H"Y(E). From the commutative diagram

HY(X; Q%) —— HYE;Q )
Hn+1()?) =, H"Y(E)

and the fact that the right hand vertical map is injective, the left hand vertical map is injective as
well.
18



(ii) There is a commutative diagram

HE(X; %Y —— HX(X;0%)

! |

HE—H(X) . Hn-i-l()?)

where the right hand vertical map is injective by (i). Hence K’, which by definition is the kernel
of the left hand vertical map, is contained in the kernel of H%(X; Q’;{l) — H?*(X; Q’;{l), which by
definition is K. O

Returning to the proof of (vi) of Theorem 21}, we have the two subspaces K’ and Gr'y * H™(L)

H 1(Q;i{_:l(log E)|E) of K, where the second inclusion is given by the second exact sequence in (v).
We first show that K’ N Grs ' H"(L) = 0. This follows from the commutative diagram

H'(Q% (g E)|E) —— K
H"(L) — Hg"'(X)

where the existence of the left hand vertical map follows because Grx H"(L) = H O(Q"X(log E)|E) =
HY(E;wg) = 0. As noted in §1, Hk(QX (log E)|E) = H*(L), and the associated spectral sequence
degenerates at Ej. Thus the left vertical arrow is the inclusion of Gr™! H"(L) in H™(L), and
in particular it is injective. By Theorem [L.6] H}f(}?) — H™(FE) is surjective, so that H"(L) —
Hg“()?) is injective by the link exact sequence (I4]). Hence, if £ € K’ﬂGr’}_l H™(L), then £ maps
to 0in Hg“()?) by the definition of K’, and thus ¢ = 0. In particular, the map K'@Grx ' H™(L) —
K is an inclusion. _ N R

Next suppose that the image of H%(X; Q"X_l) in HE™(X) is equal to Gr'’s ' H™(X). Then the
coboundary map

H'(X; 0% (log B)/Q%) = Hy(X; Q% (log B) /%) — HE(X; Q%)
splits the surjection H%(X', Q"X_l) — GrF 1H”H(X) Thus H}%J()? Q’k_l) = K'@Grp? HEH(X'),

where by hypothesis K’ = Ker{ H%(X ,Q;i( D Grip ! H"'H( )}. Hence K = K'& K", where K"
is the kernel of

Gri Hpt (X) — HX(X; Q%) = BX(B; Q") = Gop P H'HY(E).
Thus K” is the kernel of Gr’s ' H "+1(X ) — Grl ' H"Y(E) which by semipurity is exactly
G ' HM(L) = Hl(X,Q} 'log E)|E). If K = Grv ' H"(L) ® K’, then the surjection K —
H%J()?, Q’)i{_l(log E)), whose kernel is Gr7s ! H"(L) identifies K’ with H}%J()? Q’i‘l(log E)).
Finally, the statement that Gr% H %(X )= Hi(X X) when dim X = 3 follows from the fact that
Griy Hip(X) = H(X; Q% (log E) /%) = HO(B;wg) =0,
as H*(E;Og) = 0, and
Gr HH(X) = H*(X; Q% (log E) /22 @H (Es; OF,)

as H*(E;Og) = 0 and H*(E;Op) = @, H*(E;; Og,) by the Mayer-Vietoris spectral sequence. [J
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Remark 2.4. As we shall see in Section [3, the condition that K’ @ Grly™! H*(L) = K is satisfied
in case X is a rational weighted homogeneous hypersurface singularity. It is natural to ask if
K' @ Grr}ff1 H™(L) = K for an arbitrary rational local complete intersection singularity.

2.2. First order smoothings and 1-rationality. Theorem 2.1] highlights the relevance of the
groups K = Ker{ H%(X; Q"X_l) — H?(X; Q"X_l)} ~ H2(X; Q"X_l(log E)(—E)), H3(X; Q"X_l(log E),
and Gr;i_l H"(L) to the deformation theory of X. We now specialize to the case of a hypersurface
singularity.
Lemma 2.5. Suppose that (X, x) is moreover a hypersurface singularity and is not a smooth point,
i.e. that T)1< # 0. The following are equivalent:
(i) K #0, i.e. HH(X; Q% (log E)(—E)) #0.
(ii) Bither Grii~' H™(L) = H'(X; Q% '(log E)|E) # 0 or H}(X; % ' (log E)) # 0.
(i) H'(X;Q7% " (log B)(—E)) # H(X;TY), or equivalently Tm H'(X; Q%) # HO(X; TY).
(iv) HY(X; Q’;{l(log E)(—E)) Cm,-HY(X;T%), or equivalently Im H'(X; Q’;{l) Cm, HY(X;TY).
Moreover, the following are equivalent:
(i) HE(X;0% ' (log E)) # 0.
(i) H'(X; Q% (log E)) # HO(X;T}).
(i) H'(X;0Q% " (log E)) € m, - HO(X;T}).
Proof. We begin with the first set of equivalences:
(i) <= (ii): This is clear from the exact sequence (Theorem 2T|(v))

0— Grjp " H'(L) — Hp(X; Q% '(log E)(—E)) = HE(X; Q% ' (log E)) — 0.
(ii) <= (iii): This is clear from the exact sequence (Theorem 2.II(v))

0 — H'(X; Q% '(log E)(—E)) — H(X;Tx) — Hp(X; Q% ' (log E)(—E)) — 0.

(ili) <= (iv): (iv) = (iii) is obvious, using Theorem 2.I|(iii) for the second part. Conversely,
suppose that H!(X; Q"X_l(log E)(—E)) (or equivalently the image of H!(X; Q’;{l)) is not contained
inm, - H°(X;T%). Then H'(X; Q}_l(log E)(—FE)) contains a generator of the cyclic Ox ;-module
HY(X;Ty). As HY(X; Q’;{l(log E)(—E)) is an Ox j-submodule of H°(X;T%), it follows that
(X507 (log B)(—E)) = HO(X:TL).

The proof for the second set of equivalences is similar, using Theorem 2.1[(i) as a point of depar-
ture. U

Given the above lemma and Theorem 2.1 we make a definition which captures when certain
terms in the various exact sequences in Theorem [2.1] vanish. We will relate this definition to more
standard definitions in Proposition 2.10] and Remark 2.11] below.

Definition 2.6. Let (X, z) be an isolated rational lci singularity.
(i) (X,z) is l-rational if K = 0, where as before

K = Ker{Hp(X; %) — HX(X; 5} = HE(X; %5 (log E)(—E),
By duality, (X, z) is l-rational <= H"_z()?; Q% (log E)) = 0. A singularity which is not

1-rational is 1-irrational. Thus, (X, ) is l-irrational <— K # 0.
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(ii) (X,z) is 1-Du Bois if H%(X';Q"X_l(log E)) = 0. By duality, (X,x) is 1-Du Bois <=
H" (X, Q}((log E)(—E)) =0 <= b2 =0. By Theorem 2I|(v), if (X,z) is 1-rational,
then (X, z) is 1-Du Bois.

(iii) (X,z)is 1-liminal if it is 1-Du Bois but 1-irrational, or equivalently if H%(X; Qn){l(log E)) =
0 but Gr’s! H"(L) # 0. Note that in this case G’y ' H*(L) 2 K.

(iv) (X,x) is strongly l-irrational if it is not 1-Du Bois, hence is 1l-irrational, and the map
K' @ Grm ' H"(L) — K defined in Theorem ZI|(vi) is an isomorphism. Note that, if
(X, ) is strongly l-irrational, then K’ = H%(X;Q%_l(log E)) by Theorem 2T|(vi), and
H%()?;Qn){l(log E)) # 0 since (X,x) is not 1-Du Bois. Thus, if (X,x) is strongly 1-
irrational, then K’ # 0.

We can rephrase part of Lemma as follows:

Lemma 2.7. Let X be an isolated rational hypersurface singularity, not a smooth point.
(i) X is 1-irrational <= HI(X;Q%_l(logE)(—E)) Cm, - HY(X;T%).
(ii) X is not 1-Du Bois <= H'(X;Q% '(log E)) € m, - HO(X;TY). O

In terms of the deformation theory of §II, we have the following:

Corollary 2.8. Let X be an isolated rational hypersurface singularity.
(i) If X is 1-irrational, then any subspace T of HO(X;T%) mapping onto K contains a first
order smoothing.
(ii) If X is strongly 1-irrational, then any subspace T of HO(X; T)l() mapping onto K' contains
a first order smoothing.

Proof. (i) Let u € T map onto the image of a generator ug of H*(X;T%). Then u and ug differ
by an element of HI(X;Q"X_I(log E)(—E)) and hence by an element of m, - HO(X;T%). Thus
u ¢ my - HO(X;T). By definition, u is a first order smoothing.
(ii) By Theorem [2ZI)(vi), if X is strongly l-irrational, then K’ = H%()A( ; Q’)i(_l(log E)) and there is
an exact sequence

0— H'(X;9Q% '(log E)) — H(X;Tx) = K' = 0.
The argument then proceeds as in (i). O

We shall in fact use a slight variant of this idea in § and §5l

2.3. Examples and further comments. We begin with a series of explicit examples of 1-
irrational and 1-liminal singularities.

Example 2.9. For n > 3, let f(z) = Z?:Jrll zl‘-i, or more generally the polynomial defining the affine
cone over a smooth hypersurface in P™ of degree d, and let X be the corresponding germ of V()
at 0. As we shall show in the next section (Corollary B.7), X is rational <= d <n+1, X is
lrrational <= d > $(n+ 1), X is strongly l-irrational <= d > %(n+1), and X is 1-liminal
ifd= %(n + 1). In particular, an ordinary double point is 1-rational if n > 3, and our methods do
not apply to such singularities.

Again by Corollary B.7] if n is odd and n > 3, say n = 2k — 1 with k > 2, then the affine cone
over a smooth hypersurface of degree k in P™ is 1-liminal. Likewise, in case n is even and n > 4,
say n = 2k, an example of a 1-liminal singularity is given by the weighted homogeneous polynomial

f(z):Z]f+"'+zln€—l+zr2zk+z721]—€i-l'
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The following shows that our definitions of 1-rational and 1-Du Bois agree with the definitions

of [KL20, §4] and [FL24b] for the 1-rational case, and [MOPW23|, [JKSY22, (1)], [MP19] for the
1-Du Bois case. (See [FL24c, Theorem 5.2(iii) and Theorem 5.3(iii)] for a generalization.)

Proposition 2.10. (i) An isolated rational lci singularity X is 1-rational <> H9(X; Og)=
Hq()?;Q%(logE)) =0 for all ¢ > 0.
(il) An z':s:olated rational Ici ﬁingulam'ty X is 1-Du Bois in the sense of Definition 2.4 <=
HI(X;04(—E)) = HI(X; Q%(log E)(—E)) =0 for all ¢ > 0.
Proof. Proof of (i): The <= implication is clear. Conversely, if X is 1-rational, then by definition
H"_z()?;Q%(log E)) = 0. By Theorem 2.1Jiii), since X is rational, H};()?;Q%_l(log E)(—FE)) =
0, and hence by duality H "‘1()? ;Q%(log FE)) = 0. Then it follows from the exact sequence
(C3) and Theorem that Hq()A(;Q}((logE)) =0for 0 < ¢ < n—2 Thus Hq()/f;O)?) =
HY(X; Q%(logE)) =0 for all ¢ > 0.
Proof of (ii): Again, the <= implication is clear. Conversely, if X is 1-Du Bois, then it is rational.
By Corollary [I.8] H};(X, Qn){l(log E)) = 0, and hence H" (X Q%(log E)(—E)) = 0. Theorem [
implies that that H9(X; Q%(logE)(—E)) —0for 0 < q<n—2 Thus HI(X; Q}((log E)(—E)) =0
for all ¢ > 0. ([l
Remark 2.11. For an algebraic variety X, let Q% denote the filtered de Rham or Deligne-Du
Bois complex of X, which is an object of the filtered derived category (see e.g. [PS08|, §7.3]). Then
IMOPW23|, [JKSY22, (1)], [MP19] have defined X to have a 1-Du Bois singularity if the natural
maps Ox — Q% and QL — Q% are isomorphisms. By [FL24b, Remark 3.20], if X has an isolated

lci singularity and dim X > 3, then X is rational and 1-Du Bois in the sense of Definition —
X is 1-Du Bois in the above sense.

The following is due to Namikawa-Steenbrink [NS95, Theorem 2.2]. A proof in the above language
may be found in [FL24c, Corollary 6.12]:

Proposition 2.12. Let X be an isolated rational hypersurface singularity with dim X = 3. Then
X is 1-wrrational. Moreover, X s 1-liminal <= X 1is 1-Du Bois <= X s an ordinary double
point. O

The last sentence in Theorem 2.1J(vi) then implies:

Corollary 2.13. Let X be an isolated rational hypersurface singularity with dim X = 3. Then
either X is 1-liminal, in which case X is an ordinary double point, or X is strongly 1-irrational. [

An ordinary double point satisfies dim T}Qw = 1. As we shall see, the following is an analogue
for 1-liminal singularities in higher dimensions ([FL24c, Corollary 6.14], where the dual statement
is proved):

Proposition 2.14. Let X be an isolated 1-liminal hypersurface singularity with dim X > 3. Then
bl =1 e dim Gr}ff1 H™(L) =1, and the map

—1 2(%. -1
Gry " H"(L) - K = Hp(X; Q;i( (log E)(—F))
s an isomorphism. O
3. THE CASE OF A WEIGHTED HOMOGENEOUS HYPERSURFACE SINGULARITY

Our goal in this section is to make the condition of 1-irrationality explicit for a weighted homoge-

neous hypersurface singularity, and to sharpen some of the results of Section @l Let X C (C"*!,0)
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be the germ of an isolated, not necessarily rational hypersurface singularity of dimension n > 3
with a good C*-action. We may as well assume that X is affine, say X C C"*!, with an isolated
singularity at 0 € X, and in particular that X is not smooth. Let C* act on C"T! with integer
weights ai,...,a,+1 > 0 and ged(ai,...,an+1) = 1, and suppose that X = V(f), where f is
weighted homogeneous of degree d > 1. Let X 5 Xbea good equivariant resoluAtion of X, which
we may assume is equivariant for the C*-action, with exceptional set F and U = X — E = X —{0}.
We set N = Z"+11 a; — d, so that the canonical bundle of the hypersurface E# defined by f in the
corresponding weighted projective space is Og#(—N).

The C*-action on X induces a C*-action on H°(X;T}) = Hl(U TU) Thus HO(X;T%) =
Brez H(X; Ty ) (k). For a multi-index a = (ov, ..., any1), let 2% = 2" -+ 277", Fix an index set
A of multi-indices « such that {2z : & € A} maps to a basis of HO(X;T%) = C{z1,..., 2011}/ (f).
Define w; = a;/d € Q, so that ) . w; = N/d+ 1. Set

la) = nir:l(ai + Dw;
i=1
For future reference, we note the following (easily checked):
Lemma 3.1. (i) The C*-weight of 2%, viewed as an element of H°(X; T}(), 18
Zaiai —d=d <€(a) - Zwi — 1) =d(l(a) —2) — N.
(ii) The C*-weight of 2% is —N <= l(a) = 2. O

Remark 3.2. There is a C*-equivariant isomorphism
HY (U Ty ® Q) — HYU; Q7).

Here, the line bundle Q} is trivialized by the section w defined by dz1 A--- Adzp41/ f, of C* weight
N =3, a; — d. Thus, under the image of the isomorphisms

HY\U; Q) = H'(U; Tv) - w = H (U3 Ty),
the image in H'(U; Tyy) of the weight space H'(U; Q) (a) is the weight space H'(U; Tyr)(a— N).
Our aim in this section, inspired by a result of Wahl [Wah76, Corollary 3.8], is to prove:
Theorem 3.3. The image of the map
H'(X; Q% ' (log E)) — H'(U; Q% ' (log B)|U) = H'(U; Ty) = H(X;T)
is the space D> _n HO(X;TE) (k).

Remark 3.4. Neither the hypothesis that X is rational nor that it is a hypersurface singularity
play an essential role.

As for the subspace HY(X;T%)(—N) of weight exactly —N, we have the following:
Theorem 3.5. H(X;T%)(—N) = Gy H*(L).
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Corollary 3.6. If (X, ) is a rational isolated weighted homogeneous hypersurface singularity with
dim X > 3, then

P HOX;TX) (k) = H'(X; Q% (log E)(—E));

k>—N

P HOX:Thk) = K;

k<—-N

P HOX: T (k) = HR(X: % (log B)),
k<—N

and finally

K=K oG H(L),
where K' = Ker{ H%(X; Q"X_l) — HY(X)} is as defined in Theorem [Z(vi).
Proof. By Theorem 2.1ii), we have an exact sequence

0 — H'(X; % '(log E)(—E)) —» H'(X; Q% '(log E)) — Gry ' H"(L) — 0.

By Theorem [3.3] Hl()?;Qn){l(log E)=@>_n HO(X;T%)(k). By Theorem 3.5, Grls ! H*(L) =
HY(X;T%)(—N). Hence HI(X;Q%_l(logE)(—E)) = @,-_n H(X;T)(k). Using the exact se-
quence

0— H'(X; Q% !(log E)(—E)) = H(X;T%) = K =0

of Theorem 2.Iv), it follows that K = P, HO(X;T%)(k). Likewise H%()?;Q"){l(log E)) =
B n H(X;Ty)(k) as follows from the exact sequence

0— Gri ' H™(L) — K — Hp(X; Q% '(log E)) — 0.

Finally, since the C*-action on H gﬂ(f( ) is trivial, and hence becomes of weight —N after the shift
of Remark B2 @,y H(X;T%)(k) C K'. Thus K’ & Grly ' H™(L) contains and is contained in
Prc_ny HY(X;TY)(k) = K, and hence K' ® Grly ' H"(L) = K. O

Corollary 3.7. X is l-irrational <= > ,w; < 2, X is not 1-Du Bois <= X is strongly
L-irrational <= ), w; <2 and X is 1-liminal <= ) w; = 2.

Proof. Since the smallest weight of T)lm, is —d, corresponding to 1 € Clzy, ..., zn11]/J(f), Corol-
lary implies that X is l-irrational <— —d < —-N <= N/d <1 < d > %ZZ a; <=
S w; < 2, and similarly X is not 1-Du Bois <= d > $Y".a; <= >, w; <2 and X is 1-liminal
— d= %ZZ a; <= > ,w; = 2. Finally, if X is not 1-Du Bois, then it is strongly 1-irrational
by Corollary B.6l and Definition 2.6](iv). O

Remark 3.8. (i) Let ax be the minimal exponent as defined by Saito [Sai93]. By a result of Saito
[Sail6l (2.5.1)], in the weighted homogeneous case ax = ), w;; this follows directly in case X is
an isolated weighted homogeneous hypersurface singularity, as then ax = £(0) = >, w;. Thus we
recover the numerical conditions that X is l-irrational <= ax < 2, X is not 1-Du Bois <—
ax < 2 [JKSY22, Thm. 1], [MOPW23, Thm. 1.1.], and X is 1-liminal <= ax = 2. See [FL24c|
§6] for more details.

(ii) For the germ of an isolated hypersurface singularity defined by f = 0 in (C"*!,0), we have

the Milnor algebra Qy = Qgﬂl 0 /df N Qi - Tt carries a decreasing filtration vbQ , indexed by
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rational numbers b € Q. In the weighted homogeneous case, Q@ = T )1” and T)l“c(k‘) = Qy(k) =

Grb Q; by e.g. [SS85], where
N
bzé(a)—l:k""T+1‘

Thus Corollary identifies V1Q; with the image of the map H 1()? ; Q}_l(log E)) — T)l(,x and
V>1Q with the image of the map H'(X; Q"X_l(log E)(—FE)) — T}(’x.

In the general, not necessarily weighted homogeneous case, T’ )1” =Qf/fQy and fQy C V>1Q ¥
in case X is rational, since then Q; = V=~ °Q ¢. It is then natural to ask if the image of the map
Hl(X;Q%_l(log E)) — T)lgx is VlT}Qx and if the image of the map H'(X; Q;i(_l(log E)(—-E)) —
T)lm, is equal to V>1T)1<7x in the general case.

Corollary 3.9. With X as above, suppose that 7: X > Xisa crepant resolution. Then the image
of H'(X;Tg) in H(X;Tx) is @y HO(X;Tx) (k).

Proof. In this case, this image is the same as that of H'(X; Q"X_l) and hence, by Theorem 2.1J(iii),
of H'(X; Q% ! (log E)(—E)). O

Proof of Theorem[3.3. Note that X is an affine algebraic variety, and we may assume that Xisa
scheme. For the remainder of the proof of Theorem B.3] as opposed to the tacit conventions in the
rest of this paper, all sheaves, cohomology and higher direct images will be taken with respect to
the Zariski topology and all stacks will be algebraic.

We begin by recalling the weighted blowup X# of X. Let R = Clzy,...,2051]/(f) be the
homogeneous coordinate ring of X, with the induced grading, and hence X = Spec R. Note that
X is normal since X has an isolated singularity. Let E# = ProjR. Then E7 is a hypersurface
in the weighted projective space WP™ = ProjC|z1,...,2,+1]. As usual, there are the sheaves
Op#(k), k € Z and homomorphisms Op# (k) ® Op#(f) — Og#(k + £). Thus @,y Op# (k) and
D).~ Op# (k) are sheaves of graded Opx-algebras. Define

X% = Specy# @ Opx#(k),
k>0
and let p: X#* — E# be the natural morphism. It is easy to check that X7 is normal and that all

fibers of p have dimension one, although p is not in general flat.
We then have the following facts (cf. EGA II [Gro61], 8.6.2, 8.2.7]):

Proposition 3.10. (i) E* = Projgs @y Op# (k).
(ii) Specg# @jcy Op#(k) = X — {0} = X# — E# = U. In particular, X# — E# is smooth.
(i) p«Ox# = By Op# (k).
(iv) If we also denote by p the morphism U = X7 — E%* — E# p,Oxs_ps = pOy =
Drez Op# (k). O

Next, we outline the steps in the proof of Theorem B3l To explain the argument below, we first
recall the basic setup of Wahl [Wah76]: if D is a smooth scheme or complex manifold and V = V(L)
is the total space of a line bundle on D, with D embedded in V as the zero section, then QY (log D)
is the pullback of the vector bundle Qi (log D)|D on D. There is also a more precise description of
the vector bundle Qf,(log D)|D: Poincaré residue Q,(log D) — Op defines an extension

0— QL — QY(log D)|D — Op — 0,
whose extension class is ¢;(L). As we shall show, X7 is an orbifold and E# is an orbifold smooth

divisor in X#. We would like to replicate the argument above for X# and E#: morally, X# =
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V(Op#(1)) with E# embedded as the zero section, and hence Q};l(log E#) = p*W for some vector
bundle W on X# (although we don’t need to have a concrete description of W). If this were indeed
the case, then, for the affine morphism p: X# — E#,
HY(X#;, Q07 (log E#)) = HY (E#; p.p*W) = D HY (E#*; W04 (k) = @ H(X#; Q71! (log E#)) (k),
k>0 k>0
for the grading on H'(X7; Q};l(log E7)) coming from the C*-action. Similarly, using instead the
affine morphism p: U — E#, we have
HU; Qi U) = HYU; Q% (log E#)|U) = HY (Us pup*W) = ) HY(E#; W ® Oy (k)
kEZ
=P E (U U) (R).
keZ
Thus, the image of Hl(X#;Q};l(logE#)) in H'(U; Q% AU = HI(U;Q};l(logE#)\U) is the
nonnegative weight space in H(U; Q;‘(;l (log E#)|U). As in Remark [3.2] under the image of the
isomorphisms
H'\(U; Q") = H'(U; Ty) - w — H' (U3 T),
the image in H'(U;Ty) of the nonnegative weight space Di>o HY(U; Q1) is the space
P °HU;T) = P HUX; Tx)(F),
k>—N k>—N
as claimed. Finally, we would like to identify H!(X; Q’;{l(log E)) with H'(X7; Q;‘(;l (log E#)). In
case E# = F is a smooth hypersurface in P", this argument then gives a proof of the following
special case of [Wah76, Corollary 3.8]:

Proposition 3.11. Suppose that X is the cone over a smooth hypersurface E in P™ of degree d.
Then the image of H'(X;T(—log E)) in H(X;Ty) is Di>o HO(X;TE) (k).

Proof. In this case, we can take X=X # . the ordinary blowup of X at 0, with exceptional divisor
E = E*. Then Tg(—log E) = Q’;{l(log E)® K):(l ®O0g(—F) = Q’)i{_l(log E)® p*Kg'. Since all
of the weights a; are 1, N=n+1—d and Kg = Og(n+1—d) = Og(—N). Thus, after shifting
by N, the image of H'(X;T(—1log E)) is the weight > 0 subspace. O

Because of the orbifold singularities, it is not possible to carry out this argument directly for a

general weighted homogeneous singularity. Instead, we work with stacks. Then the outline of the
proof is as follows:

Step I: Replacing X# and E# by the correspondlng quotient stacks X# and E7, we show that
there is a corresponding vector bundle Q' (log E#) on X# with Q% 1(log E#) = p*W, where
p: X* — E* is the corresponding morphlsm and W is a vector bundle on the stack E*.

Step II: We show that there is an open substack of X7 isomorphic to (the representable stack) U,
identifying Q;;l (log E#)|U with Q’[}_l, and that, as in Wahl’s argument but using the cohomology

of the corresponding sheaves on the appropriate stacks,
HY(X#,Q7 ) (log E#)) = HY(E#; p.p*W) = @D H' (E#; W ® Ops (k)
o k>0
is the nonnegative weight part of
HNU; 957" = @ HY(EH; W ® Ops (k).

keZ
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Step ITI: We identify H'(X7; Qg_#l (log E)) with H'(X#; Q};} (log E7)), where Q};l(log E7)
is the sheaf on the scheme X# defined by Steenbrink in [Ste77bl Definition 1.17].
Step IV: We identify H'(X#; Q}_#l(log E#)) with H'(X; Q”)A(_l(log E)).
Steps I and II: For clarity, first consider the case of the weighted projective space W P™: it is
the coarse moduli space of the quotient stack [C"T! — 0/C*] for the C*-action - (z1,...,2,41) =
(A% 21, ..., A%+12 1), Note that the C*-action extends to a morphism F': C x (C**! —0) — C"*!
defined by (t,z) = (t*zy,...,t%+12z,,1). Working instead with the scheme C x (C"™! — 0) and
the C*-action

A (t, AT ,Zn+1) = (/\_1t, AUz, A0t Zn+1)
defines another quotient stack [C x (C"*! — 0)/C*]. Here, C x (C""! —0) is the normalization of
the closure in C"*! x (C"*! — 0) of the “incidence correspondence” Z C (C**! —0) x (C**! —0)
defined by

7 ={(z,7) € (C"™' —0) x (C"" —0) : there exists A € C* such that z = X - 2'}.

The geometric quotient C x (C™*! —0)/C* is the weighted blowup CnHL of C**1 at the origin: the
morphism F: C x (C"™! —0) — C"™! is C*-equivariant, for the given action on C x (C**! — 0)
and the trivial action on C"*1, and, for t # 0, F(t,2) = F(t,2)) <= (t,2) and (¢,2') are in

the same C*-orbit. Thus, there is a morphism p: C**1 — W P™, arising from /‘Elle C*-equivariant
morphism m: C x (C**! —0) — C"*! — 0, as well as an induced morphism C"*+! — C"*! which
is an isomorphism except over 0, and whose fiber over 0 is W P™. In terms of stacks, identifying a
representable stack with the corresponding scheme, we have a morphism

p: [C x (C™ —0)/C*] — [(C™' —0)/C"],

as well as a morphism [Cx (C"*1—0)/C*] — C"*!, inducing an isomorphism from the open substack
O = [C* x (C"*! —0)/C*] to C"*' — 0. Likewise, the C*-equivariant inclusion 0 x (C"*! —0) —
C x (C™*! —0) defines a closed embedding

[(C™*1 = 0)/C*] = [C x (C™*! - 0)/C"]

which is a section of the morphism [C x (C"*! —0)/C*] — [(C**! —0)/C*].

The stacks [C"T!—0/C*] and [C x (C"T!—0)/C*] can also be covered by orbifold charts. As usual,
we have the morphism C"*! — 0 — [C"*! — 0/C*] defined by the trivial bundle (C"*!' —0) x C*
and the C*-equivariant morphism (C"*! — 0) x C* — C"*! — 0 defined by (z,s) + s-z. Let
A; = SpecClzy, ..., %, ..., 2ns1] = C", which we view as the subset of C"*! —0 where z; = 1. Note
that, while A; is not a C*-invariant subset of C"*1 — 0, the group of aEh roots of unity p,. acts on
A; via

C . (Zl, ceey 22‘, . ,Zn+1) = (C_alzl, ce 721', ce ,C_a’“qzn_i_l).
Moreover, abbreviating (z1,...,2i,...,2ns1) by z, the étale morphism Fj: A; x C* — C**! —0
defined by
Fi(z,8) = (8" 21,...,8%, ..., 8" 2z, 11)

satisfies F;(( ™!z, s) = Fi(z,(s) and thus induces a C*-equivariant morphism A; x#a: C* — C"+1 -0,
where, A; xai C* denotes the quotient of A; x C* by the equivalence relation

(2, 8) ~ (2,(s).
Thus there is a morphism of quotient stacks [4;/p,,] — [(C™™! — 0)/C*], which is an open em-
bedding. Since Fj(z,As) = X - F;(z, s), the composite morphism A; — [4;/p, ] — [(C"T — 0)/C*]
corresponds to the free C*-action on the trivial C*-bundle A; x C* given by

/\-(21,...,22',...,,2”4_1,8):(Zl,...,ii,...,zyH_l,/\S),
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and A; is identified with the geometric quotient (A; x C*)/C*. In particular, the image of A;/p,,
in W P™ is the open subset corresponding to z; # 0. A similar construction works for blowups: let
B; = C x A;, with p,.-action

¢- (t, Zlyenny Zigens ,Zn+1) = (Ct, %21y, 2, .. .,C_a"+12n+1),
and define G;: B; x C* — C x (C"*! —0) by
Gilt,z,8) = (571,821, . .., 8%, ... %z, ).

Note that G; (¢! (t,2),s) = Gi(t, z,(s) and Gi(t, z,As) = X-Gy(t, z,s). Then as before G; is étale
and induces a C*-equivariant morphism B; x*« C* — C x (C"*! — 0) and hence a morphism of
quotient stacks [B;/p,,] — [C x (C"T1 —0)/C*]. As before, [B;/p,,] — [C x (C"T1 —0)/C*] is
an open embedding, the composite morphism B; — [B;/p,.] = [C x (C"*! — 0)/C*] corresponds
to the trivial C*-bundle B; x C*, and B; is identified with the geometric quotient (B; x C*)/C*.
Moreover, the p, -action on B; is compatible both with the projection B; — A; and the inclusion
0 x A; — B;. More generally, the two constructions are compatible in the sense that there is a
commutative diagram

B; —— [Bi/p,] — [C x (C*"! —0)/C]

| | !

A —— [Ai/p, ] ——  [C"T1—-0/C]

This discussion restricts to the affine subvariety X C C**!, with U = X — 0 C C*t! — 0. By
assumption, U is smooth. We have the quotient stacks [U/C*] = E¥ and [C x U/C*] = X7. As
before, we have morphisms X# — E# and X# — X. The open substack U = [C* x U/C*] C X7
is isomorphic to U via my. Likewise, the C*-equivariant inclusion 0 x U — C x U defines a closed
embedding E# — X% which is a section of the morphism X # s B, Finally, we also have orbifold
charts: Let

U ={(z1,--s 21,y 2n+1) €A s f(z1,..., 1, zn1) = 0} = X N Ay,

where we identify A; with the corresponding subset of C**! — 0, and let V; = C x U;. There are
étale morphisms U; x C* — U and V; x C* — C x U, as well as compatible morphisms

Vi —— i/ — X*

| | !

Ui — [Ui/p,,] —— E#

On the level of coarse moduli spaces, X7 is covered by open subsets V;/ K, and E# is covered by
open subsets Ui/uai. Since U; and V; are smooth and U; is the smooth divisor 0 x U; C C x U,
X7 is an orbifold and E# is an orbifold smooth divisor.

Turning now to sheaves, recall that a coherent sheaf F on C**! — 0 together with an action of C*
on F lifting the action of C* on C"*! —0 defines a sheaf F on [C"*! —0/C*], and similarly for any of
the other spaces on which C* acts. For example, the sheaf Ocn+1_g together with the action given
by the character x, of C*, where x,(\) = A", defines the analogue of the sheaf Oy pn (7). Recall that
U =[C*xU/C*] C X# = [Cx U/C*] and that there are morphisms (both of which we shall denote
by p) U — E# and X# — E#. Then C* x U = Spec A(U)[x,z~'] and C x U = Spec A(U)[z],
where C* acts on z, the dual coordinate to t € C, by A-2 = Az. Hence p.Oy = @y Op# (k) and
p*(’)i# = @kzo OE#(k)

We now define the stacky equivalent of the sheaf QFf , (log E7#). Tt suffices to consider the

case p = 1. As before, we begin with the case of the orbifold smooth divisor W P"™ C (6"\:1 On
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n+1
Cx (C"*t1—0), with coordinates t, 21, . . . , Z,+1, we have the Euler vector field £= —t—+z alzl ,

Zq

n+1
0
as well as the analogous vector field £ = Z alzlg on C"*1 —0. Let Q = Q Cx(cr+iog) € C Q(log) =
i=1

dt
Qéx(cnﬂ _0) (log(0 x (C™*! —0))), which is free with basis - ydz1, ... dzpy1. Let Qo C Q be the

annihilator of & Qp = {¢ € Q : ¢(€) = 0}, and define Q(log)y similarly. Thus, in terms of local
sections,

hdt + Zgid«zi €y < th= Zaizigi;

dt
h? + Zgidzi S Q(log)o <~ h= Z a;2;Gi.
It is easy to check that € is locally free: let D; be the open subset of C"T! where z; # 0. Then
a basis of sections of €y over C x D; is given by

dt +t(a;z;)"'dz; and dzj — ajzjdzz',j#i-
a;z;

dt
Similarly, Q(log)g is free with basis aizi~ +dz;, 1 <i<n+1. Over the open set C* x (C"*! —0),
Q(log)o|C* x (C™*1 —0) is the pullback of Qénﬂ_o via the morphism (¢, z) — (% 21, ..., t% 1z, 11),
dt
with basis t% (alzZ + dzl>, 1 <i<n+1and C* acts trivially on this basis. Another useful

basis for Q(log)y over C x D; is given by

ajz;

t
(3.1) dz; — dz,j #1 and d? + (aiz) "tz

Q;z;

; dt
Here C* acts on dzj — i dz; with weight a; and on 7 + (aizi)_ldzi with weight 0.

i%i
Lemma 3.12. The vector bundle Q(log)o is isomorphic to the pullback via 75 of the vector bundle

Q(log)p|0 x (C™t —0), viewed as a vector bundle on C"** —0, and the isomorphism is compatible
with the C*-actions on both bundles.

Proof. By Poincaré residue, after identifying C"*! — 0 with the divisor 0 x (C"*! —0), there is an
exact sequence
0— Q— Qog) = Ocn+1_g — 0.

Restricting the above sequence to 0 x (C"*! — 0) gives an exact sequence
0— J/J? = Q|0 x (C" —0) = Q(log)|0 x (C"™ —0) = Ognt1_¢ — 0,

where .J/J? is the conormal bundle to the smooth divisor 0 x (C**! —0) C C x (C**! —0).
The induced map Q(log)g — Ocn+1_g is surjective: over the open subset C x D; where as before

dt
D; C C™*1 is the open set defined by z; # 0, the Poincaré residue of n + (aizi)_ldzi is 1. The
bundle 0|0 x (C"*! — 0) is locally free with basis dt and dz; — ZJ: zj dz;,j # i and the image of
J/J? is spanned by dt. Thus

Q|0 x (C™+! — /ImJ/J2 QL _o)os



the annihilator of € in Q<1c"+1—0‘ In other words, still under the identification 0 x (C"*! — 0) &

Cr+1 — 0, there is an exact sequence
0 — (Qfns1_g)o — Q2(log)o|0 x (C™! —0) — Ogni1_g — 0.

ajzj

; t
It follows that, over C x D;, Q(log)o|0 x (C"** —0) has basis dz; — ~dz;, j # 1 and d?—i- (a;iz;) tdz

(A
4 Z]' dz; with weight a; and on n + (aizi)_ldzi with weight 0. Pulling back

i

and C* acts on dzj —

ajz

; 14
Ldz;,j # i and d?—k (a;z;) " *dz; of (B1) and thus defines
Zi

via g, this basis lifts to the basis dz; —

Q;
an isomorphism over m, }(D;) from 730(log)o|0 x (C™* —0) to Q(log)o which is compatible with
the C*-actions. Over D; N D; resp. 7, *(D; N D;), the transition functions for the two bases are
clearly compatible since the bases are defined by the same formulas. This defines the C*-equivariant
isomorphism of the lemma. ]

A very similar argument handles the case of the divisor 0 x U C C x U. Note that, as f is
weighted homogeneous, there are Euler vector fields £ and £ on U and C x U, respectively: First,
we have the normal bundle sequence

0 — Ty — Tent1-9|U — Nyjenti_g — 0,

where Np/cn+1_g is the normal bundle to U, the dual to the conormal bundle Iy /I¢ = Oy - [f] and

[f] is the class f mod f2. A derivation 6 defines a homomorphism Iy /I3 to Oy by: 0(h[f]) = ho(f).
Since &(f) = d - f, the section £|U maps to 0 in Ny; scn+1_o and hence defines a section of Ty, also

denoted . Likewise, since f does not depend on ¢, we can define the vector field € as a global
section of Tty and hence the annihilator of £ in Q. ;;(log(0x U)); denote it by Q.. ;(log(0x U))o.
From the conormal sequence, there is an exact sequence

0 — 75 (Iy/I%) — Qlog)o|U — Qb pr(log(0 x U)o — 0.

Since Q(log)o|U and the map 75 (I /I3) — Q(log)o|U are both pulled back from the restriction to
0 x U, it follows that Q}CX[](log(O x U))p is the pullback of the corresponding vector bundle on U,
equivariantly with respect to the C*-actions.

The upshot is that Qf, ;;(log(0 x U))o defines a vector bundle Q.lx# (log E*) on the stack X7,

and it is the pullback of a vector bundle W, on E* via the morphgm p: X = i By taking
the (n — 1)%* exterior power, we similarly have Qg_#l(logﬁ#) = p* (/\”_lwo) = p*W, where
W = A" W,. We can then take the cohomology of Q"X_#l(log E#) and have:
HY(X#:Q0  (log E#)) = HY(X#; p*W) = @ HY(E#; W @ O (k)),
- k>0

with the grading corresponding to the C*-action on H'(X#: Qg_#l(log E#)). Here, the subspace
HY (X7, Qg_#l (log E*))(k) where C* acts with weight k, is equal to H' (E*; W&Og#(k)). Similarly,
restricting to the open substack [C* x U/C*] = U and the morphism p: U — E#, we have

H'(U; 3 (log EF)|U) = H' (U p*W) = D H'(EF; W © O (k).

keZ
again with the grading corresponding to the C*-action. On the other hand, via the morphism
(t,z) = (t21,... 1"z 401), Q(log)o|C* x (C™*! —0) is the pullback of Qf,;, . Similarly the
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restriction of QIX# (log E¥) to the open substack U is QL. Thus also H*(U; Qg_#l (log E#)|U) =
H\(U; Q’[}_l). This completes the proof of Steps I and II.

Step III: The next step is to compare the cohomology group H'(X%: Qg_#l (log E7)) with the
group H'(X7; Q;‘(;l (log E#)), where Q};} (log E#) is the sheaf defined by Steenbrink [Ste77h] on
the coarse moduli space X7#:

Lemma 3.13. For all p,q, HI(X7; Qg#(logﬂ#)) = HI(X#; Q8 , (log E#)).

Proof. We have an open cover of X# by the stacks [V;/ ,,]. We use these to compute Cech cohomol-
ogy. Our goal is to show that the group of sections of Qﬁ(# (log E*) over [Vi/1g,] is (Q, (log Uy))Hei,

which by definition is 9 , (log E#))(Vi/pg,)- Tt suffices to show that the pullback of Qp 4 (log E7)

to V; is O, (log U;); here we use the fact that we are in characteristic zero. We shall Just work out
the argument for the corresponding case of A; and B; = C x A; and for p = 1. Recall that we
have an étale, C*-equivariant morphism A; x C* — C"*! — 0 and hence a corresponding morphism
Gi: B; xC* =C x A; x C* — C x (C"! —0), defined by

a

Gi(t, 21,y %oy 21, 8) = (71, 8% 2y, ..o, s% L 8%+ 2 ).
Since G} is étale, G Q(log) = Q%ixc* (log(A; x C*)), viewing A; x C* as the divisor 0 x A; x C* C
C x A; x C*. Via GY, the basis % + (a;2) tdz;, dzj — %dzi,j # i of Q(log)p pulls back to %,
s%dz;,j # 1, and hence G;§2(log)o is the pullback of Q}Bi (log A;) (or equivalently, is the annihilator
of the Euler vector field & = 8%) Then the sheaf of C*-invariant sections of G} (log)y over

B; x C* is Q}BZ_ (log A;), and similarly for the exterior powers. The analogous statement for U; and
V; then implies that the pullback of Qf’;{#(log E#) to Vj is Qz",i (log U;). O

Step IV: Lastly, we compare H!(X#; Q}_#l (log E#)) with H'(X; Qn){l (log E)):

Lemma 3.14. If)? is a good equivariant resolution of X dominating X7, then, for all p,q,
H(X; Q% (log E)) = HI(X#; 0, (log EY)).
Proof. By construction, X# and hence X dominate the affine variety X and are isomorphic to it

away from 0. Let X be some projective completion of X such that X — {0} is smooth and the
complement F' of X in X is a divisor with normal crossings. Then X defines projective comple-

tions X# and X of X# and X respectively, and we can identify X# - X# and X — X with F
as well. Let j7: X# — X# and j: X — X be the inclusions. Then 47 and J are affine mor-
phisms. Hence Rij*QI;?(log E) =0 for i > 0. By the Leray spectral sequence, H?(X; Q%(log E)) =

H%?; j*Q%(log E)), and likewise HI(X#; O . (log E#)) = HI(X#; ¥ QF , (log E#)). Finally let
Q = j.2% (log B) /% (log(E + F)) = T 0%, (log E¥) /- (log(E™ + F)).

Then the birational morphism X — X# induces a commutative diagram

— s HY(X#; ok —(log(E# + F))) —— HI(X# 708, log(E#)) —— HIYX#;Q) ——

l l |

(log(E+F)) —— HI(X:50%108(E%) —— HI(X;Q) ——
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By [SteT77bl 1.12 and 1.19] (see especially the comments after the proof of 1.19), the homomorphism
HI(XF; 92 (1og(E* + F))) — HY(X; 2 (log(E + F))
is an isomorphism for all p, q. Hence the homomorphism
HYXF GO0, (log E)) — HY(X; 1,07 (log )

is also an isomorphism, so that H9(X#; Q4 (log E7)) — Hq()?; Q%(log E)) is an isomorphism as
well. 0

Remark 3.15. A similar argument shows that, for a general isolated singularity X (not necessarily
a hypersurface singularity or one with a C*-action), and for 7: X — E a good resolution, the groups
HI(X; Q}(log E)) and HY(X; Q}(log E)(—F)) are independent of the choice of X.

Proof of Theorem [3.4. As in Remark 3.8, let Q¢ denote the Milnor algebra. Since X is weighted
homogeneous, H(X;T%) = Qy, and in particular HY(X;T%)(—N) = Q¢(—N). In terms of
the V-filtration on @y, since weight —N corresponds to ¢(a) = 2 and thus (o) — 1 = 1, it
follows from Remark B:8(i) that Q;(—N) = Gr{, Q;. By a result of Scherk-Steenbrink [SS85],
Gr{, Qs =2 Gr'y ' H™(M);, where M is the Milnor fiber of X and the subscript denotes the subspace
of H"(M) where the semisimple part of the monodromy 7' acts trivially. Since the monodromy
is semisimple in the weighted homogeneous case, T" acts trivially on H"(M);. Then H"(M), =
Wy  HY (M), = H"Y(E#)g(—1) = H"(L) as mixed Hodge structures, where H"~1(E#)q denotes
the primitive cohomology (cf. Steenbrink [Ste77al bottom of p. 216]) and H"~!(E#)g(—1) denotes
the Tate twist (not a C*-weight space). Thus Grx ' H"(M); = Gry ' H™(L). In particular,
dim H°(X;TL)(=N) = dim Q¢(—N) = dim Gr's ' H™(L).

Since Gr’s ' H™(L) is a subquotient of H™(L), the C*-action on Grjx ' H™(L) is trivial, i.e.
of weight 0. Viewing Gr%_1 H™(L) instead as a subquotient of H°(X;T%) shifts the weight by
—N. Thus Grls ' H™(L) € H°(X;T%)(—N). As both spaces have the same dimension, they are
equal. O

4. GENERALIZED FANO VARIETIES

For the moment, let Y be an arbitrary compact complex analytic variety of dimension n with
isolated Gorenstein singularities, and let Z = Yi,. Let 7: Y =Y bea good equivariant resolution
with exceptional set E = |J;_, E;, and let V = Y —E. We let X be the union of good representatives
for germs of Y at the singular points and denote by 7: X — X the induced resolution of X , with
U=X-2=X— E. We can write

‘i) =P Ty,
T€EZ

and likewise
_ _ 1 0v. (pl- on—1
K =@ K, = PTy,/ImHY; (R'm.0L),).
r€Z xeZ
There is a global version of Lemma [[LT7] (cf. [Fri86l, Proposition 3.6]):

Lemma 4.1. Under the assumption of isolated lci singularities of dim > 3, H%(Y; T{)) = 0,

HZ(YV; 1Y) = HO(Y;TY), Ty 2 HY(V;Ty), and there is an isomorphism of ezact sequences identi-

fying the local cohomology sequence for T}O, and the Ext spectral sequence relating EX‘E””(Q%,, Oy)
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to HP(Y; Ext1(,, Oy)) as follows:

0 — HYY;T2) —— T3 — HY(Y;T)) —— HY(Y;TY)

L ) -

0=H,(V;T?) —— H'(Y;T?) —— H' (V;T2|V) —— HZ(Y;TY) —— H*(Y;TY).

Proof. Let Z*® be an injective resolution of Oy and let J* = Hom(Q3,,Z°%). Then H{(Y;J®) =
Ext'(Q},, Oy ) = Ti and H/(V; J°*|V) = HY(V;Ty). The local cohomology exact sequence gives an
exact sequence

D HY(V;T°) —— H(Y;T°) —— BV T°V) —— -

H | H

C— By (7)) —— T, —— HY(V;Ty) —— -

(cf. [Gro05), Exposé V1], where H% (Y J*) is denoted Ext% (21, Oy)). There is a spectral sequence
with ES? = HY(Y; Ext?(Q3,,Oy)) converging to HY(Y;J®), with Ext'(Q},,0y) = T{.. Then
HL(TY) = 0 for i = 0,1 by Lemma [[I5, H,(T}+) = 0 for i > 0, T2 = 0, and do: HY(T}) —
HZ(TY) is easily checked by excision to be the isomorphism of Lemma [I7. Hence H}(Y;J°®) =
HQZ(Y; J*) = 0. Comparing the induced maps on the Fy pages of the hypercohomology spectral
sequences shows the commutativity of the diagram in the statement of Lemma [£.11 O

Remark 4.2. It is easy to see that we can weaken the hypothesis of Lemma [[.17] and Lemma [£.1]
from isolated lci singularities to isolated singularities of depth > 3.

Lemma 4.3. We have the following commutative diagram with exact rows:

HNTy)  —— HY(TY)

|

HLY;Ty) —— H'Y;Tp) —— Ty —— HR(Y;To) —— HA(Y;Tp)

an | | | |

HL(Y;Ty) —— HY(R'TTp) —— HOTY) —— HE(Y;Tp) —— HO(R*m,Ty)

| H | H

HY(Y;Ty) —— HYR',Tp) —— HX(TY) —— H*(Y;Tp) —— HO(R*mTy)

Here the second row is the local cohomology exact sequence, using Lemma [£.1l The bottom two
rows come from the Leray spectral sequences in local or ordinary cohomology, using H %(RITF*T?) =
HY(R'7,Ty), Hy(R'm.Ty) = 0 for i > 0, TY = R'm, Ty and HZ(Y;Ty) = HY(U;TY|U) =
HO(Y;Ty). Note that the middle column is exact. The map H\(Y; Ty) — Ty is the map on
tangent spaces of a corresponding morphism on functors Defy — Defy, which is the global
analogue of the morphism of functors Def ¢ — Defx discussed in Section 1.

In case 7: Y — Y is not necessarily crepant, Ko = 7m*wy ® Op(D), where D is an effective
divisor supported in E. Thus
Ty = Q%‘l ® K;l = Q%‘l @ Twy! ® Op(—D),
and hence
Q%_l & W*w;l =T5® O?(D)
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Then, by Lemma, [L.16]
(ROW*Q%_I) Ry = ROTI'*(Q%_I ® mrwyt) = ROTF*(T? ® 0p(D)) = ROTI'*T)A,,
and we can replace T3 by Q%‘l ® w*w;l throughout the diagram (4.1]). Note that, for i > 0,
Rm (' @ mwy!) = (R'm QL) @ wy! = Rim QL

after choosing a local trivialization of wy near each z € Z.
In this case, we have the following:

Lemma 4.4. The diagram

n— x =1\ n— d n— . -
HY(Y; R'm(QF7 @ mwy ) 2 HO(Y; R QL) —=— H(Y; ROm (O @ mwyt))

1 -
HO(Y: TL) — HX(Y;TY)

is commutative. The image of the map HO(Y;le(Q%_1 ® m*wyt)) = HO(Y;TL) ds the same as
the image of the natural map HO(Y; RIF*Q%_l) — HO(Y;TY:) given in Lemma [L138.

Proof. Comparing the Leray spectral sequences in local and ordinary cohomology, there is a com-
mutative diagram

HY(Y; R'm(Q%! @ 7wy ) — H(Y; R'm (! @ mwsy )

| |

HZ(Y; ROm (L @ mrwyt)) 2 HY (Y TY) —— H(Y;R'm QL @ mrwyt)) = HX (Y TY).

By Lemma 1] HZ(Y; 1Y) = HO(Y; 1)) and the map HZ(Y;TY) — H2(Y;TY) is identified with
the map H(Y;T¢) — H?(Y;T). Thus the diagram in the statement of Lemma .4 is commuta-
tive. The last statement follows from the local case (Lemma [L.I8]). O

We turn now to the case of Fano varieties, and begin with a very general and easy unobstruct-
edness theorem in the special case of 1-Du Bois singularities, which however will only be of limited
use. Here, in case the singularities of Y are not isolated, we use the definition of 1-Du Bois described
in Remark 2111

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that Y is a projective variety with 1-Du Bois local complete intersection
singularities, not necessarily isolated, such that w;l is ample. Then Tgf =0 for alli > 2 and
in particular all deformations of Y are unobstructed. Moreover, if the singularities of Y are also
isolated, then H'(Y;TY) =0 for i > 3.

Proof. By e.g. [Ser06, Proposition 2.4.8], since Y is reduced with only local intersection singular-
ities, we have T% = Ext'(Q},, Oy), which is Serre dual to H"/(Y;Q} ® wy). By the 1-Du Bois
assumption,
H"HY;Q) @wy) = H"H(Y; Q) @ wy),

where Q3 is first graded piece of the filtered de Rham complex (Remark ZIT)). If i > 2 and hence
n—i+1 < n, then H*4(Y; Q) ® wy) = 0 by the generalization of the Akizuki-Nakano vanishing
theorem due to Guillén, Navarro Aznar, Pascual-Gainza and Puerta [GNAPGPS88, V Theorem
(7.10)] as wy is the dual of an ample line bundle and Y has Ici singularities. Thus T% = 0 for all
i>2.

The final statement then follows from the Ext spectral sequence, since TE = Emtk(Q%,, Oy)=0
for all k > 2 and H*(Y; T, }1,) = 0 for k£ > 0 since the singularities of Y are isolated. Thus, for i > 3,
H(Y;TY) =T} =0. O

34



To get actual smoothing results, even to first order, we begin with a somewhat ad hoc definition.

Definition 4.6. A generalized Fano variety Y is a projective variety Y with isolated rational
Gorenstein singularities such that w;l is ample.

Lemma 4.7. Let Y be a generalized Fano variety of dimension n.
(i) Fori > 0, H(Y;Oy) = Hi(?;o?) = 0. More generally, H(Y;wy") = 0 fori > 0 and
k> 0.
(i) H(Y;Qp) = HO(Y: Q4 (log E)) = 0.
(iii) If H is an effective Cartier divisor onY such that wy = Oy (—H), then H'(H; Oy (—kH)) =
0 for alli <n—1 and all k >0, as well as for 0 <i<n—1 and k=0.

Proof. (i) By the Kawamata-Viehweg vanishing theorem, H Z(? m*wy) = 0 for ¢ < n since 7 w{,l is
a nef and big line bundle. Thus H*(Y;wy) = 0 for i < n by the assumption of rational singularities.
By duality, H(Y;Oy) = 0 for i > 0, and hence H Z(Y Oyp) = 0, again because the singularities of
Y are rational. The vanishing of H'(Y’; Wy ¥ is similar.

(ii) By the Hodge symmetries on the Moishezon manifold Y, ho(?; Q%/) = hl(?; Op) = 0. Taking
Poincaré residue, we have an exact sequence

0=H(Y;0L) - H(Y;QL(log E)) — @HO(EZ-; Op,) — H'(Y;0}).

Next we claim that the classes [E;] € H 2(17') are linearly independent. This follows from:

Lemma 4.8. Let Y be a smooth projective variety of dimension n > 2, and let m: Y 5 Y bea
morphism from Y to an analytic space Y such that
(i) There exists a divisor E = J; E;, in Y , where E; are the irreducible components of E, with
w(E) = Z a finite number of points;
(i) n|Y — E =Y — Z is an isomorphism.
Then the classes [E;| € H2(Y) are linearly independent.

Proof. The lemma is well-known if n = 2 since the intersection matrix (E - E) is negative. Assume
that the lemma has been proved for Y of dimension n — 1, and let ACY bea general very ample

divisor. Setting A = 7(A) and E} = E; N A, the morphism 7|A: A — A and the divisor E' =\, E;

satisfy the assumptions of the lemm/z}. Hence the classes [E!] € H?(A) are linearly indepeni:lent.

Since [E!] is the image of [E;] € H?(Y'), the classes [E;] must be linearly independent in H?(Y') as

well. O
Returning to the proof of (ii), the lemma implies that @, H°(E;; Og,) — HY(Y; Q;A/) is injective.

Thus HO(Y; Q%(log E))=0.

(iii) We have the exact sequence

0— Oy(—(k+1)H) - Oy(—=kH) —» Og(—kH) — 0.

By the Kawamata-Viehweg Vamshmg theorem as in (i) and the fact that Y has rational Slngularltles
we have H (Y; Oy (—kH)) = H{(Y ; m*w &Y =0 fori < nand k > 0. Thus H'(H; Oy (—kH)) =
fori <n—1and k> 0. The case 0 < i <n —1 and k = 0 is similar. D

We can now state the main theorem of this section as follows.

Theorem 4.9. Let Y be a generalized Fano variety of dimension n > 3 such that the singularities
of Y are local complete intersections.
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(i) Suppose that the map Hz(?;Q%_l ® Trwyl) — HO(Y;R27T*(Q§»L;_1 ® mrwyt)) s injective.
Then ']I‘% =0, and the induced homomorphism
Ty — HO(YV;Ty)/Im HO(YV; R'm Q2 @ miwy ) = K = P k.
T€Z
18 surjective.
(ii) If H3(Y;TY) = 0 and there exists a Cartier divisor H on'Y with wy' = Oy (H) such that
(a) HnN }/sing = @,’
(b) H"(H;Qp) =0,
then the map H*(Y; Q%‘l R THwyt) — HO(R27T*(Q%_1 ® Twy ) is injective and hence the
conclusions of (i) hold for Y.
(iii) If H is as in (i) and is 1-Du Bois in the sense of Remark[2.11), then H"3(H; QL) =0 <
H"3(Y; Q%,(log E)) =0 <= the map @, H" 3(E;; Og,) — H"2(Y; Q%,) is injective and
@, H"4(E;; Op,) — H"3(Y; Q%) is surjective.
Proof. Proof of (i): By Lemma [[LT6]
ROW*(Q%_l @ mrwyt) = ROTF*(T}’; ® Og(D)) = 1Y,
since 7 is equivariant. The Leray spectral sequence with Fy page
ERY = HP(Y; Rqﬂ.*(Q%—l ® ﬂ*w;l)) — HPYI(Y; Q;i/_l ® ﬂ*w}_/l)
satisfies E5? £ 0 only for p = 0 or ¢ = 0. Thus there is a long exact sequence:
HO(RIW*(Q%_1 ® m*wyt)) — H2(R07T*(Q%_1 ® m*wyt)) — H(Y; Q%‘l ® Trwyt) =
— HO(RQW*(Q%_l ® m*wyt)) = H?’(ROW*(Q%_l ® Twyt)).
By assumption, the map HZ(}A/; Q;i/_l ® W*w;l) — HO(Y; RQW*(Q%_l ® W*w;l)) is injective. Thus
the map
H(Y; R'm (2 @ 7wy h)) = HA(Y; ROm (2 @ mwyt)) = HA(Y;TY)
is surjective. By Lemma 4] the map HO(Y;Ty) — H2(Y;TY) is also surjective. Hence T3 = 0.
Moreover, given an element ¢ of H(Y;T3}), we can modify £ by an element 6 in the image of the
map
HY(Y: R'm (@ m'wyt)) — HO(Y; Ty)
so that £ + 6 maps to 0 in HZ(Y;T}Q), and hence is in the image of the map ']I‘%, — HO(Y; Txl,) It
follows that TL, — HO(Y;T¢%)/Im HO(Y; le*(Q%_l ® mwy ') is surjective.
Proof of (ii): By assumption, H3(Y;T{) = 0, and so H3(Y; ROW*(Q?}_l @m*wyt)) = 0 as well. The
long exact sequence in the proof of Part (i) shows that the map
HA(Y; Q4 @ m'wyt) — HOY; RPm (Q4! @ 7wy )
is surjective. To see that it is injective, it suffices to prove that
dim H*(Y; Q2 @ mwy ') < dim HO(Y; R (! @ m°wyh)).
We have Rzﬂ*(Q;i/_l ® ﬂ*w;l) = R27T*Q;i/_1. By Corollary [I3]
HO(Y; R, (! @ mwi ) = €D HP(Ei; ).
i

36



Thus
dim H(Y; RPm (' @ wwy ) = Z 2By = Z RO 3(E).
Hence, it will suffice to prove that dim H 2(Y Q" '@ mwyt) < 32, k0" 3(E;). By duality, we must
show that R
dim H"*(Y; Q) @ *wy) < Y B0 3(E;).
The assumption (a) that H N Yging = () means that we can identify H with its preimage in Y.
Using the conormal sequence

0= Op(—H) = Q4|H = Qpp = 0
and the assumption (b) that H"3(H; Q1) = 0, H"3(Y; Q%]H) = 0 and there is an exact sequence
0— H" (Y;95 © Op(—H)) — H" (Y;Q}) — H'*(H; Q5 |H).
Thus H"2(YV; QL ® mwy) = H"2(YV; 0L © Op(—H)) = Ker{ H"2(V; QL) — H"2(Y;QL|H)}
and we must show that dim Ker{H"2(Y; Q;A/) — H"2(Y; Q%/|H)} <Y ROT(E).
Note that Y — H is affine as H is an ample divisor. By the Goresky-MacPherson-Lefschetz

theorem [GMBSS|, H*(Y — H) = 0 for k > n + 1. The exact sequence of the pair (Y — H, E) leads
to an exact sequence of mixed Hodge structures (cf. [PS08, Proposition 5.46))

..~ H*Y - H,E) » H*(Y - H) - H*(E) —
Moreover Hk(? — H,E) 2 H¥(Y — H,Z), where as usual Z = Ygne. Since Z is a finite set of
points, H*(Y — H,Z) = H*(Y — H) for k > 1. Thus, in this range, there is an exact sequence
- H*Y —H)— H*Y — H) = H*(E) —
(One can also obtain this long exact sequence via the Mayer-Vietoris sequence.) Hence, for k > n+1,

there is an isomorphism of mixed Hodge structures H*(Y — H) =~ H¥*(E). Likewise, the exact
sequence of the pair (Y, H) gives an exact sequence of mixed Hodge structures

— H"YY,H)— H" YY) > H" Y(H) — -
By strictness there is an exact sequence
Gry H* (Y, H) — Grk H" (V) — Gry. H" ' (H).
As Grk H"~ 1(Y) = H”‘z(Y; Q;A/) and Grk H"Y(H) = H"2(H;QL,), where Q) is the first
graded piece of the filtered de Rham complex for H, this identifies the kernel of H ”_2(?; Q%/) —

H"~2(H;Q};) with the image of Grk H"‘l(f/,H). Since Y is smooth and compact, by [PS08,
Lemma B.21, Theorem B.24, §5.5, §6.3], there are isomorphisms of mixed Hodge structures

H" YWY H) 2 H" (Y —H) = Hy (Y — H)(—n) = H""'(Y — H)"(=n) = H""Y{(E)Y (-n).

Moreover Gry H"(E)Y(—n) = Gri; " H"*(E)" = (Grs"' H"*1(E))V. For the normal crossing
divisor F, which has dimension n — 1,

Gryp ' H™PY(B) = HA(B; Q' /i) = @ HA(Bs Q).
Hence, by Serre duality on the E;,

(G n— 1Hn+1 Vo~ <@H2 “Qn 1 > @Hn_3(Ei§OEi)-

i
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In particular,
dim Ker{H"2(Y; QL) — H"2(H; Qpy)} < Y hO"73(E).

)

On the other hand, the homomorphism H”‘z(?; Q%/) — H""2(H; QL) factors as

L
%

H"(Y;Q5) — H'2(Y;Q0 [H) — H' 2 (H; Q) — H'2(H; Qp, ) — H'2(H; Q).
So finally
dim Ker{ H"*(Y; Q%) — H"2(YV; Qp|H)} < dimKer{H"*(Y;Q5) — H"*(H; Q};)}
< Z hO,n—3(Ei)’

as claimed.
Proof of (iii): Arguing as in (ii), we have an exact sequence of mixed Hodge structures

H (Y, H) —— H"%(Y) —— H" 2(H) —— H"YY,H) —— H" 1Y)
H™2(E)Y(—n) H"Y(E)Y(—n)

Thus there is a corresponding exact sequence
Gry H"2(E)Y (—n) — Grk H" 2(Y) — Grp H" 2(H) — Grk H**Y(E)Y(—n) — Grp H" (V).
As before, Grk HE(Y) = HF1(Y; Q%/) and

Gri H*(E)" (—n) = @ H***(E;; Op,).

(2

By the 1-Du Bois assumption on H, Gr, H""2(H) = H"3(H;Qy;) = H"3(H;QL;). Thus there
is an exact sequence

P a" N (Ei; Op,) — H3(Y:0%) — H" 3 (H; Q) — @ H"3(E; Op,) — H"2(Y;Q}).

i
It is clear by construction that the maps @, H FUE;0p) — H k(?, Q%/) are induced by the
Gysin maps H*"1(E;) - H k“(?). In particular, comparing the above exact sequence with the
long exact Poincaré residue sequence
@ H"(E; Og,) —» H"?(YV;Q}) —» H"*(YV; Q% (log B)) — EBH"‘3(Ei; Op,) = H" (Y;Q5),
1 1
we see that H"3(H; QL) =0 <= the map @; H" *(E;; Op,) — H"3(Y; Q;A/) is surjective and
the map @, H"3(E;; Op,) — H”‘z(?; Q%/) is injective <= H”_?’(}A/; Q;A/(log E)) =0. O

In dimension three, we have the following more precise result:

Theorem 4.10. Suppose that Y is a generalized Fano threefold with local complete intersection
singularities. Then H3(Y;TY) = 0. Moreover, either there exists a smooth element H € |wy?],
with HO(H; QL) =0, orY is a complete intersection in a weighted projective space P(1,1,1,1,2,3)
of degree (2,6).
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Proof. By a well-known Riemann-Roch calculation (cf. [Rei83) §4.4]),

3
RO(Y;wyt) = —cl(c;fy) +3>0.
Hence wy = Oy (—H) for some effective Cartier divisor H.
To show that that H3(Y; ) = 0, it suffixes by duality to show that H3(Y;T{)" = Hom(TY,wy) =

0. By Lemma [[LT9] Q}, is reflexive and Qi = F*Q%}. Thus,
Hom(Ty.,wy) = H°(Y; (Q5)"Y @ wy) = H(Y;Qy ® Oy (—H))
for some effective Cartier divisor H. By Lemma L7, HO(Y;Q3,) = HO(Y;T(*Q%}) = HO(Y; Q;A/) =
0. Using the inclusion Q). ® Oy (—H) C Q. and the fact that H(Y;Q1.) = 0, it follows that
HY(Y; 9 ® Oy(—H)) = 0. Hence Hom(TY,wy) = 0 and therefore H3(Y;T{)Y = 0 as well.
If there exists a smooth H € |wy'|, then H is a (smooth) K3 surface and hence HO(H;Q};) = 0.

In the general case, by a theorem of Shokurov and Reid [Rei83, Theorem 0.5], a general element
of |w;1| is a K3 surface, possibly with rational double points. Moreover, essentially by a remark
due to Reid [Rei83| §0.5], [Shi89], [Mel99], standard results on nef and big linear systems on K3
surfaces imply that one of following holds: (i) The linear system |w;.'| is base point free; (i) The
base locus of |wy'| is isomorphic to P! and the general element of |wy'| is smooth; (iii) The base
locus of \w;l\ is a single point y, the general element H of ]w;ll has an A; singularity at y, so that
Y has a compound A; singularity at y, and H3 = 2. In this case, Y is a complete intersection in a
weighted projective space P(1,1,1,1,2,3) of degree (2,6) [Mel99, Theorem 2.9], [JRO6, Proposition
4.1]. Thus, if there does not exist a smooth H € |w{,1|, then the second case of the last sentence in
Theorem [.10] holds. 0

Corollary 4.11. Suppose that Y is a generalized Fano variety with only isolated hypersurface
singularities, such that one of the following holds:
(i) dimY = 3;
(i) The singularities of Y are 1-irrational, there evists an element H € |wy'| with HNYsing = 0,
and H3(Y; 1Y) = H" 3(H;Q};) = 0.
(ili) dimY > 4, the singularities of Y are 1-liminal, there exists an element H € |wy'| with
H N Ysing =0, and H"3(H,; Q}I) =0.
Then Y is smoothable. Moreover, every small smoothing of Y is a Fano variety.

Proof. If dimY = 3 or the singularities of ¥ are 1-liminal, then H*(Y;7{) = 0 by Theorem 10
and Theorem In case dimY = 3 and Y is a complete intersection in P(1,1,1,1,2,3) of degree
(2,6), then Y is clearly smoothable (and a general smoothing of Y is a double cover of P? branched
along a smooth sextic). By Theorem and Theorem [L5, in all remaining cases, T2 = 0, i.e. the
deformations of Y are unobstructed and the map

Ty — H(Y;Ty)/Im HO(V; R'm. Q% @ r'wy') = K = (D K,
T€Z

is surjective. Moreover, in case dim Y = 3, the singularities of Y are necessarily 1-irrational.
We now argue along the lines of Corollary 2.8l For every x € Z = Y, the image of

HO(Y; Rlﬂ'*Q;i/_l ® mrwyt) — T}/’x
is contained in Im HO(Y; (Rlﬂ*Q;i/_l)x). Since the singularities of Y are 1-irrational in all cases,
Im HO(Y; (RIW*Q%_l)x) C mxT)I,@. For x € Z, we have the element 1, € K, which is the image of
1eT; )l/m (for some identification of T}/’x with a cyclic module Oy ;/I). Given an element ¢ € T4,

let £ € HO(Y; Txlf) be the image of ¢ and, for z € Z, let £, be the corresponding component of &
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in T )l/m Since ']I‘%/ — P, Ku is surjective, there exists a 6 € ']I‘%/ whose image in K, is 1, for
every x € Z. For every x € Z, 0, = 1 mod Im H°(Y’; (le*Q%_l)m), and hence 6, = 1 mod mmT},’x.
Thus 6 is a first order smoothing of Y. Since the deformations of Y are unobstructed, there exists
a l-parameter deformation Y — A of Y whose Kodaira-Spencer class is §. By Lemma [[9] ) is
smooth, and in particular is a smoothing of Y. The final statement is clear since w{/l remains
ample for every small smoothing. O

Remark 4.12. (i) If dimY = 3 and Y has only ordinary double point singularities, then, by [Fri86)
Theorem 4.2] and [Nam97, Proposition 4], H*(Y;TY) = 0 and hence the map T} — HO(Y;T3})
is surjective. In particular, the deformations of Y are versal for the deformations of the singular
points. On the other hand, Namikawa has constructed an example of a generalized Fano threefold
Y such that the map ']I‘%/ — HO(Y; T}) is not surjective [Nam97, Example 5]. Hence, our general
strategy of working with the quotient K of H°(Y; Txlf) seems to be required for this case.

(ii) If dimY = 3 and Y is a (2,6) complete intersection in P(1,1,1,1,2,3), a direct argument shows
that T% = 0: By looking at the hyperplane sections, it is easy to check by hand that Y is contained
in the smooth locus of P = P(1,1,1,1,2,3). Then ']I'%, = H?(C*), where C* is the complex (in
degrees 0 and 1)

TplY — Ny/p,

where Ny p is the normal sheaf (Iy /I3)" = Oy (2) & Oy (6). Thus there is an exact sequence
HY(Y;Ny/p) = Ty — H*(Y; Tp|Y).
The vanishing of H'(Y; Ny,p) and H*(Y;Tp|Y') are standard, using the exact sequences

0—=Tp® Iy =Tp — Tp|Y — 0;
0— Op(—=8) = Op(—=2) ® Op(—6) — Iy — 0.

Hence ']I‘%, =0.

(iii) It is likely that the arguments of Theorem can be pushed to handle more general cases,
without making the somewhat unnatural assumption that H N Ygine = (). Without making this

assumption, let H be a general element of ]w{,ll and let H = 7*H be the total transform of H.
In particular, H = H <= H N Ygng = 0. The general strategy would then be to compare the
dimensions of H"~3(H; Q%) and H"~3(H;Q};) and show that they differ by at most > RO ~3(E;),

where the “Z"’ indicates they we only sum over the components E; of F¥ which map onto a point
of HN }/;ing'

(iv) Suppose that dimY > 4. Then Chmutov and Givental [Var83|, [Hirl3l Appendix to no.
75] have constructed examples of projective hypersurfaces of degree d in P"*! with many ordinary
double points. These lower bounds for the maximum number of nodes on a hypersurface of degree d
in P"*! are on the order of Cd"*!/\/n (for d fixed and n — 00). It is easy to see that this procedure
gives examples of generalized Fano varieties with only ordinary double point singularities for which
the map ']T%, — HY(Y; T }1/) is not surjective. For example, using sharp bounds for the maximum
number of nodes on cubic hypersurfaces and strong lower bounds for the maximum number of
nodes on quartic hypersurfaces due to Goryunov [Gor94], such examples exist for degY = 3 and
dimY > 7 (cubic hypersurfaces), as well as degY = 4 and dimY > 4 (quartic hypersurfaces).

(v) Consider the hypersurface of degree n + 1 in P"! defined by zo(320'H! 27) — (04! 20 th).
This hypersurface is a generalized Fano variety whose only singular point is at x = (1,0,...,0)
analytically isomorphic to the cone over the Fermat hypersurface of degree n in P™. In particular,
it is a rational but strongly 1-irrational singularity. It is easy to check that, for n > 4, the
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map ']I‘%/ — H 0(Y;T)l,) is not surjective by looking at the positive weight space of the weighted
homogeneous singularity at x. Cf. [FL23| Example 5.5] for related examples.

5. THE CALABI-YAU CASE

Definition 5.1. A canonical Calabi-Yau variety Y is a compact analytic variety Y with at worst
canonical Gorenstein singularities, such that wy = Oy, and such that either Y is a scheme or YV’
has only isolated singularities and the 09-lemma holds for some resolution of Y.

Remark 5.2. Assume that the singularities of Y are isolated. Since we only consider resolutions
of Y which are an isomorphism away from the isolated singular points, and thus for which the
exceptional divisors are Moishezon, it is easy to see that the d9-lemma holds for one resolution
of Y <= it holds for every such. The reason that we need to assume the d0-lemma in some
form comes from Theorem 53] below as well as the need to know that various spectral sequences
degenerate at E; (cf. the proof of Lemma [5.5]).

By [FL24bl, Corollary 1.5], we have:

Theorem 5.3. Let Y be a canonical Calabi-Yau n-fold such that all singularities of Y are 1-Du
Bois lci singularities, not necessarily isolated. Then the deformations of Y are unobstructed. [

From now on, we assume that Y is a canonical Calabi-Yau variety of dimension n > 3 with
isolated singularities, such that H'(Y;Oy) = 0, and let Z be its singular locus. Let 7: Y — Y
be a good equivariant resolution, so that £ = 77 1(Z) = U.ez Ex is a (not necessarily connected)

divisor with normal crossings. Let V = Y-E=Y—Z. Foreachz € Z , let X, be a good Stein
neighborhood of x. Define X, = 771(X,), a good equivariant resolution of X, with exceptional
divisor E,, and let U, = X, — {z} = X, — E,.

Lemma 5.4. If Y is a canonical Calabi-Yau variety of dimension n and H'(Y;Oy) = 0, then
H'(Y;0p) = H" 1 (Y;Op) =0, and hence H'(Y; Q%) = H* 1(Y: Q%) =0

Proof. By Serre duality on Y, H*~1(Y; Oy) = H" }(Y;wy) = 0. Since Y has rational singularities,
H'(Y;0p) = H"1(Y;Op) = 0. Then by Serre duality on Y, H'(Y; 02) = H" (Y, Qz)=0. O

For the rest of this section, we assume that the singularities of Y are isolated lci singularities.
Recall from Lemma 3] that we have a commutative diagram with exact rows

HE(Y; 04! —— HY(R'mQL') —— HOY;TY) —— K — 0
ey | | | |

HY(Y;007") —— HYR'mQL) —— HAY;TY) —— HA(Y;02)
Here K = Ker{H}(Y; Q%) — HO(R*m, Q% ')} = @, K, where

K, = Ker{Hp, (Xo; % ") —» H* (X, Q% 1)}
as defined in Theorem 2.|(v). For each x € Z, by Theorem 2.I|(vi), there is an inclusion
K., ® GV HY(L,) — Ko,

where K, = Ker{H3, (X.; QE ) = Hp'(X,)}. Let K' = @,z KL

Lemma 5.5. For every x € Z, the induced map K|, — H2(Y; Q;i/_l) is zero.
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Proof. By Lemma [5.4] and the running assumption that H'(Y;Oy) = 0, H(Y; Q”};) = 0. Hence
there is an injection H2(Y; Q%‘l) — H"HL(Y). If

Hp, (X Q%) = Hp (V; Q2 = HA(V; Q21 — H'H (V)
is the composition, then we have a commutative diagram

H%x()?w%ﬁ}j) —— HEY(X,) = HEP(Y)

! |

HY(Y; 00 —— H" (V).
Then K, which is the kernel of the upper horizontal arrow, must map to 0 in H 2(?; Q%_l) since
H2(Y; Q;i/_l) — H"(Y) is injective. O

For each x € Z, we also have the homomorphism Grls ! H"(L,) — H 2(Y; Q)”A/_l) arising from the

composition H"(L;) — Hgﬂ(?) — H"H(}Af). By Equations (I4]) and (L), this homomorphism
is given by the composition
HY\(Y; 92 (log B)|E) — H'(Y; Q2 (log B)/0271) & H2(V; 0271,
Let T be the kernel of the homomorphism
n—1 rrn 2/v. On—1

P ey H Y (L) » B (Y027,

€L
Thus K’ & T C K and the induced homomorphism K’ & T — H2(Y; Q%_l) is zero.

Lemma 5.6. Let Ky be the kernel of the map K — Hz(?;Qg‘;l).

(i) Ko contains K' & T.

(ii) Ko = Ker{@,c, Hf, (Xa; Q’)L(;l) — H2(Y; Q%—l)}.

(iii) The image of the kernel of HO(Y;Ty) — H*(Y;TY) in K contains Ko. Hence, the image

of the composition T, — HO(Y;T{) — K contains K.
Proof. (i) is clear from Lemma .5 and the above remarks. For (ii), by excision, Hz, ()?x, Q”X_l) =
H%;x (17, Q%‘l), and the map H%;x ()?x, Q}_l) — HZ(JA(QC; Q%‘l) factors through the natural map
Hp, (Xos Q1) = Hp, (Vi Qg7 = HA(Y; Q71 = HA(X0; Q).

Hence the kernel of @, ., H%z (X Q%_l) — H2(Y; Q%_l) is contained in K and by definition is
equal to K.

Then (iii) follows from a diagram chase involving (5.I]). Alternatively, to see the last statement
of (iii), we have the commutative diagram

Ty =V, ) ——  Hp(;QE) ——  H(Yi0L)
HO(Txlf) I @er H%Ez(vaQZ?Zl) — @xez H2(Xr597)€1)
using excision to get the middle equality. Then by definition Ky = Ker {K — H 2(37; Q;i/_l)} is

contained in Ker {H?E(fﬂ Q%_l) — H2(Y; Q%_l)} and hence is in the image of T}, O
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Definition 5.7. Suppose that all singularities of Y are isolated lci singularities. We say that Y has a
good configuration of singularities if every singularity of Y is either strongly 1-irrational or 1-liminal.
If x € Z is a 1-liminal hypersurface singularity, then by Proposition 2.14], dim Grr%_1 H™(L,) =1,
say Grl P HY(L,) = C - e, Let Z = Z' U Z", where Z' is the subset of strongly 1-irrational
singularities and Z" is the subset of 1-liminal singularities. Finally, let L' = |J ¢z Ly and E' =
Uyez By, and similarly for L" and E”. Note that L' and L” are subspaces of Y — Z.

If dimY = 3, the condition that Y has a good configuration of singularities is always satisfied
by Corollary 2.13] In case all of the singularities of Y are weighted homogeneous hypersurface
singularities, Y has a good configuration of singularities <= all singularities are 1-irrational.

Theorem 5.8. Suppose that H'(Y;Oy) = 0, that all singularities of Y are isolated hypersurface
singularities and that Y has a good configuration of singularities in the notation of the preceding
definition. Let Y' —'Y be a good equivariant resolution over the points of Z", so that the singular
locus of Y' is Z'. Let p: H"(L") — H,_1(Y") be the composition

H™(L"Y= H, (L") = H,_1(Y"),

where the second map comes from the inclusion L' CY — Z" =2Y' — E" CY'. Finally, suppose
that, for every x € Z", there exists a nonzero a, € C such that

(5.2) > asp(ea) =0 € Hy g (Y).
zeZ"

Then there exists a first order smoothing 6 € ']I‘%,. If the deformations of Y are unobstructed,
then there is a smoothing Y — A with smooth total space Y. Moreover all small smoothings of Y
have trivial canonical bundle.

Proof. Tt is tempting to try to apply Lemma [5:6(iii) directly. However, the hypotheses of Theo-
rem [5.8] are somewhat weaker: we assume that there is a relation Y ., azp(e;) =0 € Hp—1(Y'),

not that > ., aze, € T, i.e. that the image of }°__ .1 aze, is 0 in H2(Y; Qgﬁ/_l). Thus we proceed

slightly differently.
Let y € Z' be a strongly l-irrational singular point of Y. Then by Theorem 2ZI|(vi), K, —

H %y ()A(y; Q};l(log E,)) induces an isomorphism K = H %y ()?y; Q;gl(log Ey)). Moreover, the kernel
1 2 (v .on—1 ; ; ; 1
of Ty, — Hp, (Xys Q"Xy (log Ey)) is contained in my Ty . For each y € Z', we can then choose 1j €
K?’J mapping to the image 1, of 1 € Txlf,y in H%;y (Xy: Q};l(log Ey)) (for some identification of Txlfx
with a cyclic module Oy, /I). By Lemma[E.6l(iii), there exists a §; € TL. whose image in T31/7y maps
to 13, € K. Then, for every y € Z', the image (01)y of 0y in Txlf,y satisfies: (01), = 1 mod myT}l,vy.
If z € Z" is a 1-liminal singular point of Y, then K, = Gr’s ' H"(L) has dimension 1 and ¢, is
a generator. Since the kernel of Txlfx — K, is then m,T }1,71,, every lift of ¢, to T; }1,1, is a generator
of the cyclic module T31,7Z. We claim that there exists a 0y € ']I'%, whose image in 7; }1,1, is agze, for
every x € Z"”. Assuming this, a general linear combination t16; + t26s is an element of ']I'%, whose

projection to @, , T}Z is a generator of T: )1,2 for every z € Z as claimed.
To see the claim, as in Lemma we have an exact sequence

Ty = H'(V; Q)Y = Hp (V; Q%) @ Hp (V2 — HA(V; 027,
It suffices to find an element in @ ., H%Z(Xx;Q"le) = H%,(Y;Q;ﬁ/—l) ® H%,(Y;Q;ﬁ/—l) whose
second component is Y ., az¢(e;) and which maps to 0 in H?(Y’; Q;i/_l). We have ) azes €

Crl P H™(L") and its image in H™(Y) is contained in H2(Y; Q;i/_l) = Grli ! H"(Y). By
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Theorem ZI|(vi), the image of HZ, (Y Q"f/_l) = H}%J,()?; Q”X_l) in Hgfl(?) contains G ! Hgfl(?)
Thus, by strictness, if we can show that, assuming the hypothesis of Theorem (.8, the image of
Y wezn Ar€qp in H"1(Y) is contained in the image of Hgﬂ'l(}?), we will be done.

Via Poincaré duality, the map H™(L") — H""(Y) is identified with the map H,_(L") —
H,_1(Y), and the map Hgfl(?) — H"1(Y) is identified with the map H,_1(E') — H,_1(Y). So

we must show that the image of > _,/ aze, in H,_1(Y) is contained in the image of H,_1(E’).
Taking the exact sequence of the pair (Y, E’) gives an exact sequence

Hy, (E") = Hy (YY) = Hy_1(Y,E).

Also, Hy (Y, E') = H,_(Y',Z'), and H,_1(Y', Z') = H,,_1(Y") since n > 3. In particular, there
is a natural injection H,_1(Y)/Im H,,_1(E") = H,_1(Y”), and ¢ is the composition

H™(L") = Hy_1(L") = Hy_1(Y) = Hy1(Y)/Im Hy,_1(E') — Hy_1(Y').

Thus, the hypothesis >, az¢(ez) = 0 € H,_1(Y’) implies that the image of > .., aze, is
contained in the image of H,_1(E’), as claimed.

The fact that a small deformation Y; of Y has trivial canonical bundle then follows easily from
the assumption that h'(Y;Oy) = 0. O

Remark 5.9. It is easy to check by unwinding the above argument that (5.2]) is a necessary and
sufficient condition for the existence of first order smoothings.

Corollary 5.10. Let Y be a a canonical Calabi- Yau variety of dimension 3 with isolated hypersur-
face singularities and such that H(Y; Oy) = 0.

(i) Y can be deformed to a canonical Calabi- Yau threefold whose only singularities are ordinary
double points. More precisely, there exist small deformations of Y which are locally trivial
at all of the ordinary double points of Y and smooth the remaining singularities, and which
have trivial dualizing sheaves.

(i) Let Y = Y be a small resolution of Y at the ordinary double points and an isomorphism
elsewhere, and, for each v € Z", let C, be the corresponding exceptional curve in Y. If
there exist nonzero a, € C such that ), a.[Cy] = 0 in Hg(?l), then Y is smoothable,
and all small smoothings of Y have trivial canonical bundle.

Remark 5.11. (i) is a somewhat more precise version of [NS95, Theorem 2.4]. (ii) is a strengthening
of [Nam02l, Theorem 2.5], which only proves the result under the assumption that Y has terminal
singularities. (However, in [Nam02| there is an if and only if statement.)

Proof of Corollary[2.10. By [Nam94], the deformations of Y are unobstructed.

(i) As in the statement of (ii), let Y — Y be a small resolution of Y at the ordinary double
points. Then Y’ is also a canonical Calabi-Yau variety of dimension 3 with isolated singularities,
and all singularities of Y are strongly 1-irrational. Hence, by Theorem [(.8] Y’ is smoothable. Let
Y - Abea smoothing, with general fiber 7;. In the smoothing 7, the exceptional curves C, are
rigid for small ¢. Thus we may contract them to obtain a deformation of Y which smooths all of
the singularities which are not ordinary double points. Since ?; has trivial canonical bundle, the
dualizing sheaf of the contraction is trivial as well.

(ii) Let Y’ be as above, and let Y’ — Y be the blowup of Y’ along the curves Cy. A standard
argument identifies the condition that >~ ., asp(e;) = 0 € Hy,_1(Y') with the condition that
Y wezn 02[Ce] = 0 in Hy (7/). Hence Y is smoothable by Theorem [5.8] O

A similar argument, using Theorem [5.3], shows the following:
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Corollary 5.12. Let Y be a a canonical Calabi- Yau variety of dimension n with isolated hypersur-
face singularities and such that H*(Y; Oy) = 0, and suppose that all singularities of Y are 1-liminal.

Let Y — Y be a good resolution of Y at the points of Z = Z". With v: H*(L) — H" YY) the
natural map, suppose that, for every x € Z, there exists a nonzero a; € C such that

Z agt(ex) =0 € H"L(Y).

T€EZ
Then Y is smoothable, and all small smoothings of Y have trivial canonical bundle. O
Remark 5.13. In case dimY = 3 and all singularities are ordinary double points, then by [Fril9],

a nonempty open subset of smoothings of Y will satisfy the d0-lemma. It is natural to expect this
to be true in greater generality.
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