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SPACE OF NILPOTENT ORBITS AND EXTENSION OF
PERIOD MAPS (I): THE WEIGHT 3 CALABI-YAU TYPES

HAOHUA DENG

Abstract

In Kato-Nakayama-Usui’s theory, a certain space of nilpotent orbits can be
constructed and serve as a completion of a given period map. This can
be regarded as a generalization of Mumford’s toroidal compactification for
locally symmetric varieties.

Kato-Nakayama-Usui’s construction requires the existence of a weak fan,
which is not known in general for non-classical cases. In this paper, we
show after some slight modifications, such weak fans exist for a large class
of period maps of weight 3 Calabi-Yau type. In particular, for these cases a
Kato-Nakayama-Usui type completion can be constructed.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. Theories for compactifying locally symmetric varieties have
been developed for decades and are now very rich. For example, in Satake-
Baily-Borel’s theory ﬂSﬁﬁd] and [BB66], for a locally symmetric variety I'\ D
they constructed a projective but highly singular compact model by adding

cusps along the boundary. This is known as the Satake-Baily-Borel compact-
ification F\—DBB. To improve the quality of the compactification, Mumford
et. al. introduced the theory of toroidal compactification in M] which
is not canonical in general, but will provide a smooth projective birational
model for I'\ D with a decent choice of I'-admissable polyhedral decomposi-
tion.

As an application of theories on compactifying locally symmetric varietes,
Completing period mappings for which the Hodge varieties I'\ D are locally
symmetric has also been well-investigated. These are called period maps of
classical types in Hodge theory, which have been widely used to study the
moduli space of polarized abelian varieties (weight 1 case) and polarized K3
surfaces (weight 2 case with h?0 = 1).

One of the major obstructions of using Hodge theory to study families
of general algebraic varieties, especially the degenerating behaviors, is the
absence of theories completing period maps of non-classical types. Some
recent works, for example, ﬂBKL2d], ﬂBHLQj], showed some critical abstract
properties of general period maps, but we still need theories suitable for

applications in other fields like algebraic geometry or mirror symmetry.
In recent years, Kato-Usui, or Kato-Nakayama-Usui have developed new

theories of extending period maps of general types in K[]!)é], KN!]l;j].
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Their theory can be regarded as a generalization of Mumford’s toroidal
compacitification, but the resulting space is essentially different from the
classical cases. Generally speaking, for a period mapping S 2 I'\D, the
resulting enlarged space, which is written as I'\ Dy, lies in a certain category
called logarithmic manifolds, and its construction depends on a choice of a
fan, or weak fan X with certain distinguished properties. This enlarged space
is called the space of nilpotent orbits or logarithmic polarized variation of
Hodge structures.

One of the critical ingredients, also technical difficulties to apply Kato-
Nakayama-Usui’s theory, is to construct, or even prove the existence of X.
The construction of 3 for single-variable period maps is evident. In classical
cases, Kato-Usui’s theory agree with Mumford’s toroidal compactification
and X can be chosen as |[Ash+10] using polyhedral reduction theory. Besides
these known cases, the existence of such an object is an open problem in
general. Some recent works, for example [Den22| and |Che23] have shown
the existence of such a fan or weak fan beyond trivial and classical cases.

1.2. Purpose and organization of the paper. The purpose of this pa-
per is to show that Kato-Nakayama-Usui’s theory can be applied to a large
class of non-classical (multivariable) period maps. The main result can be
summarized as follows:

Main Result (Theorem [6.1]): For a period map ¢ : S — I'\D of weight 3
Calabi- Yau type, if along the boundary divisors of S we only acquire type I
or type IV degenerations in the sense of [KPR19, Example 5.8], then there
exists a finite modification of the period map, called @ : S — I'\D, such that
this modified period map admits a Kato-Usui type extension.

A weight 3 Calabi-Yau type limiting mixed Hodge structure (W (N), F'*, N)
is called type I if:

(1.1) N #£0, N2=0, B30 =1,
or called type IV if:
(1.2) N3 £0,N* = 0.

They can also be characterized by their Hodge-Deligne diagrams, see Figure
6. and Figure

The meaning of finite modification will be explained in Section 6. Gener-
ally speaking, it suffices to prove the existence of 3 which can provide such

an extension. Indeed, > can be obtained by taking all local monodromy
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nilpotent cones arising from the period map ¢, then proceed a finitely gen-
erated subdivision. One of the central observations is the finiteness condition
on subdivisions we need can be induced from the Siegel properties in the
theory of arithmetic groups.

Our methods needs a slight modification on Kato-Nakayama-Usui’s the-
ory. Indeed, the object 3 we will obtain is neither a fan in the sense of [KUOS]
nor a weak fan in the sense of [KNU13|, but a weak fan of restricted type.
This modified object will provide a completion which is slighlty different
from Kato-Usui’s original theorems. For example, the resulting Kato-Usui
type space constructed from a weak fan of restricted type is in general not
a logarithmic manifold, but only a locally analytically constructible space
(Definition B.1T]).

In Section 2, we review some necessary Hodge theory background. In
Section 3 a summary of Kato-Usui’s theory with the minimum requirements
will be presented. In Section 4, we will show how Kato-Nakayama-Usui’s
theory works for the classical weight 1 case. In Section 5, we will show the
main result: For type [ and type IV degenerations in the weight 3 Calabi-Yau
case, the construction can be derived from the weight 1 case, which proves
our main result. In Section 6, we conclude the main result by explaining the
relation between logarithmic modification and period mappings. We will
also review the main results from [Den22] as an example. In Section 7 we
will take a closer look on the combinatorial properties of weak fan. Finally
in the appendix, we will give a more concrete overview on Kato-Nakayama-
Usui’s theory. We will also establish the validity of our modified definition
on weak fan of restricted types.

Acknowledgement: The author is grateful to Matt Kerr and Colleen Rob-
les for sharing a lot of motivating ideas. The author also thanks Ben Bakker,
Chongyao Chen, Charles Doran, Patricio Gallardo, Philip Griffiths, Kazuya
Kato, Bruno Klingler, Yilong Zhang and many others for related discus-
sions.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON HODGE THEORY

Let S be a smooth quasi-projective variety, S be projective with S\S a
simple normal crossing divisor. We assume there is a Z-local system V on
S which induces a polarized variation of Hodge structures. This induces a
period map:

(2.1) p:S—T\D
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where D is the classifying space of polarized Hodge structures defined on
an integral lattice Hy with integral polarization form (). Moreover, denote
G = Aut(H,Q), then I' < Gy is just the monodromy group of the local
system V — S.

Such an abstract model can be realized in algebraic geometry: Suppose

(2.2) T X =8

is a smooth projective family where X is smooth and 7 is a holomorphic
proper submersion. Moreover suppose for any s € S, the fiber X, := 771(5)
is a smooth projective variety of fixed dimension dimcX; = [. Denote Zy
as the Z-constant sheaf on X, then

(2.3) V= R'r.(Zy)

is a Z-local system over S whose fiber at s € S is H := H!(X,, 7). Take the
Hodge decomposition

(2.4) He = H'(X,,2) @ C = @py g HP(X,)

on each fiber into consideration, this gives a variation of Hodge structure of
weight [ on S as well as a period map of the form (2.1).

Moreover for 0 < p < [, let FP be the subsheaves of V ® Og which is
known as Hodge bundles. Under the Gauss-Manin connection V of V, we
have the Griffiths transversality condition:

(2.5) V(FP)c Qo o<p<lL

In this paper we will try to extend ¢ over S with image in a properly
enlarged space of I'\D. We first consider the local model of period map,
i.e., suppose the period map is defined over a product of puntured disks:

(2.6) o1 (A" 5 T\D

where the local monodromy group I' is abelian and generated by 17, ..., T,
where T} is obtained by the analytic continuation over a loop around the
j-th coordinate divisor. If locally S is isomorphic to (A*)F x A" we can
normalize it to the case (A*)™ by setting T; = Id for j > k+1. The following
classical result is known as the Monodromy theorem.

Theorem 2.1 (|Gri70], Theorem 3.1). All T;’s are quasi-unipotent, which
means there exist positive integers w;,v; such that (T;"* —I)" =0 for every
i. Moreover, v; <1+ 1 for each 1.

Consider the Jordan decomposition T; = TjSST;l, the monodromy theorem

implies 77° has finite order. Therefore after a base change we can assume all
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Tj’s are unipotent. Denote g = Lie(G) and N; = log(T}), then N; € gg are
nilpotent elements defined over Q, and {Ny, ..., N,,} generates a nilpotent
abelian subalgebra of gg.

Consider the universal covering map:
(2.7) exp(2mie) : H" — (A™)",
where ) := {z € C | Jm(z) > 0} is the upper-half plane. We have the
following commutative diagram:
n" —¢> D
(2.8) \Lexp(%rio) l
B=(A*)" —£5 T\D

and the action of T1,...,T, on D can be interpreted as:

(2.9) O(21, .y 25 + 1,0, 20) = T5@(21, .., 29)-

Let ¥ : $H"™ — D and ¢ : (A*)" — D be defined as:

(2.10) U(z1, ..., 2n) = exp(— Z 2iN;)p(21, ...y 2n),
1<j<n

(2.11) Y(eXmE P = W (2, ., 2).

Clearly 1 is a well-defined map, and we have the following classical result
which is known as Schmid’s nilpotent orbit theorem.

Theorem 2.2 ([Sch73], Sec. 4). The map 1 can be extended holomorphically
as:

(2.12) Y A" — D

where D is the compact dual of D. Denote 1 (0) =: Ey € D, the following
properties hold:

(i): N;F) C Fg’_l foranyl1<j<nand0<p<I;

(ii): exp(3_7_, 2 Nj) Fg € D for z; € C and Im(z;) >> 0 for any j.

In general, we have the following definition:

Definition 2.3. Suppose Ni,...,N, € gq are commuting nilpotent ele-
ments, and F* € D. We call o = Z;‘L:I Q>0N; a nilpotent cone@ and
Z = exp(oc)F* C D (resp. Z# := exp(iog)F* C D) a nilpotent orbit
(resp. milpotent i-orbit) if the following conditions hold:

1Strictly speaking, o should be defined as the convex hull of {Nq,..., N, }. For simplicity
we assume o is not degenerate, equivalently Ny, ..., N,, are linearly independent.
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(i): NFP Cc FP~! forany N €0 and 0 < p <1;
(ii): exp(3_7_, 2 Nj)F* € D for z; € C and Im(z;) >> 0 for any j.

Remark 2.4. In Definition[2.3 (i) is known as the Griffiths transversality
condition and (i) is called the positivity condition.

For any nilpotent element N € gg, there is a naturally associated Jacobson-
Morozov weight filtration W (V) which is increasing and defined on Hg, see
for example [Robl15, Sec. 2.4]. In particular, if the nilpotency index of N
is p, then W(N)_, = Img(N*) and W (N), = Hg. In [CK82] Cattani and
Kaplan proved the following result:

Theorem 2.5. If (o, F'*) is a nilpotent orbit, then there is a weight filtration
We on Hg such that We = W (N)e for any N in the relative interior of o.

As a consequence, For a nilpotent cone o, it make sense to define the
weight filtration associated to o as W(o)e. Notice if 7 < ¢ is a proper face,
W(o)e and W(r)e are different in general. In the rest of this paper, we
should use the following convention:

Convention 2.6. By a conver polyhedral cone o, we should mean o is
relatively open. In other words, o = @\{Union of all proper faces of o}.

Definition 2.7. Let W, be an increasing (weight) filtration defined on Hg
and F* € D. We say (W,,F®) is a mized Hodge structure (of weight 1)
polarized by N on (H,Q) if:
(i): We = W(N)o[-1].
(if): N(FP) C FP7L.
(ili): Writing Py == ker{N**! : Gr)¥, — G1}¥,_,} and the non-
degenerate bilinear form Qi (v,w) := Q(v, N*w) on Py, F* induces
a weight | + k Hodge structure on P1y polarized by Q.

The following theorem regarding the relation between nilpotent orbits and
limiting mixed Hodge structures is classical, see for example |[CK89, Thm.
3.13]

Theorem 2.8. (0, F'*) gives a nilpotent orbit if and only if (W (o)[—l]e, F'*®)
is a mized Hodge structure polarized by any N € o.

Remark 2.9. The triple (W (o)[—l]e, F®, U)H associated to a nilpotent orbit
(0, F*®) is called the associated limiting mized Hodge structure (LMHS).

2In the rest of the paper, we will denote W (c)s as W (o) for convenience.
7



3. WEAK FAN OF RESTRICTED TYPE AND KATO-USUI SPACES

In this section we briefly overview Kato-Usui’s theory [KUOg|, and intro-
duce a modification of the theory which is suitable for applications.

3.1. Kato-Usui’s main theorems. Let 3 be a collection of rational nilpo-
tent cones in gg, and |X| be its support in gg. For o € X, set I'(0) =
I' Nexp(or). This is a multiplicative monoid, let I'(c)®P be its associated
group.

Definition 3.1. We say X is strongly compatible with I' < Gz if the follow-
ing holds:

(i): X is closed under the action by Adr;
(ii): or = R>o(log(I'(0))) for any o € X.

Definition 3.2 ([KU0g|, [KNU13]). We say X is a fan (resp. weak fan) if
the following (i) and (ii) (resp. (i) and (ii’)) hold:

(i): X is closed under taking faces;

(ii): For any o,7 € X, eithercNT =0 or o =7;

(ii’): For any o,7 € X, suppose o N T is not empty, and there exists
F* € D such that both (o, F'*) and (1, F*) are nilpotent orbits, then

O =T.

Now we suppose Y is a collection of rational nilpotent cones strongly
compatible with I'. Define the spaces of nilpotent orbits and nilpotent i-

orbits:
(3.1) Dy, :={(0,Z) | 0 € ¥,Z is a 0 — nilpotent orbit }
= UsexB(7)
where
B(o) := {o-nilpotent orbits},
and

(3.2) Dg :={(0,Z%) | 0 € £, Z% is a o — nilpotent i-orbit }
= Uyen B#(7),
where
B7# (o) := {o-nilpotent i-orbits}.

For o € ¥, we define D, and D by regarding {all faces of o} as a collection

of rational nilpotent cones strongly compatible with I'(c)8P. Notice that D
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embeds into both D, and DY by F* — ({0}, F*), and I acts on Dy, by:
(3.3) v:(o,F*) = (Adyo,vF*).
The main result of [KUO&] can be summarized as follows.

Theorem 3.3 ([KUOS], Thm. A). Suppose ¥ is a fan which is strongly
compatible with I' < Gz which is assumed to be neat, then:
(i): T\ Dy admits a structure of logarithmic manifold which is also
Hausdorff.
(ii): For any o € X, the natural map T'(0)8P\D, — T'\ Dy, is locally a
homeomorphism.

Theorem 3.4 ([KUO8], Thm. B). Let I' and ¥ be the same as above.
For any period map ¢ : S — T'\D over a quasi-projective variety S whose
momnodromy group s contained in I, ¢ extends uniquely to:

P S — F\Dz

with ¢ a morphism between logarithmic manifolds.

Remark 3.5.

(i): We refer readers to [KUO8] for the more general statement. The
theorems stated here are special cases;

(ii): In (KNU13], ¥ is assumed to be a T'-strongly compatible weak fan
(instead of a fan), and the same results still hold.

Logarithmic manifold is defined in [KUOS, Sec. 3.5.7]. Roughly speaking,
it is locally the vanishing locus of a (finitely generated) ideal of logarithmic
differential 1-forms corresponds to some fs logarthmic analytic space. One
can also understand it as a space locally stratified by complex analytic spaces
without concerning the logarithmic structure.

We will give a more detailed introduction to Kato-Usui’s theory as well
as a sketch of proof for Theorem B3] in the appendix.

3.2. An alternative definition of fan. Besides the space of o-nilpotent
orbits (resp. i-orbits) B(c) (resp. B¥ (o)), we also define:

B(o) := {F* € D|(o, F*) is a nilpotent orbit}.
By Theorem and Theorem 2.8 we have:
B(o) = {F* € D|(W(0)[-1], F*,0) is a limiting mixed Hodge structure}.
Regarding the structure of B(c) C D, [KP16, Chap. 7] says for F* € B(o):

(34) TFoB(O') :3(0') ﬂTF-D
9
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FIGURE 1. Type I and II LMHS for (1,a 4+ b,a +b,1)

where

(3.5) 3(0) := Nnesp Ker(ady) C ge.

We also denote

(3.6) Z(o) :={g € Gc|Ad(9)N = N, VN € og} C Gc.

as the centralizer of 0. Indeed, Z(0) C Py (,)(C) where Py (,) is the Q-
parabolic subgroup of G stabilizing W (o). Clearly Z(o) acts locally tran-
sitively on B(o).

The global structure of B(c) is more complicated. Fix F* € B(c), and
let B(0)° be the Z(o)-orbit containing F*. [KP16, Chap. 7] says:

(3.7) B(0)° = Z(o)N (Uw(0)(C) x Py (5)(R))/Z(0) N StabpeGe.
However as [KP16, Sec. 1.4] has pointed out, B(¢) may not be connected,
and may have more than one (but finitely many) Z(o)-orbits. These orbits
can be classified by the type of limiting mixed Hodge structures (LMHS)
induced by the corresponding nilpotent orbit.

We give an example to illustrate the point. Suppose D is the period
domain parametrizing polarized Hodge structures of type (1,a + b,a + b, 1)
on (Hgp,®) (hence the dimension of H is 2(1 4+ a + b)), then for a nilpotent
element N € gg such that

(3.8) N #0, N? =0, rank(N) = a,

B(N) may contain 2 disjoint Z(c)-orbits parametrizing the following two
types of LMHS described by their Hodge-Deligne diagrams, see Figure
Here we use the type of LMHS defined by |[KPR19, Chap. 5]. Particularly
for the (1,a+ b,a + b, 1) period domain, type X means the Hodge numbers
{hP}, 4e7 satisfy h*=X0 = 1. A quick way to distinguish these 2 types of

LMHS is checking whether N annihilates F3.
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Definition 3.6. Let ® be an index set of limiting mized Hodge structure
types (corresponds to some fized Hodge numbers hP1). We say a nilpotent
orbit (o, F'*) is of type ® if the LMHS induced by the nilpotent orbit has type
included by ®.

For example, in the example above, if a nilpotent orbit (o, F'*) gives type
I LMHS, we say the nilpotent orbit is of type 1. In this case if we let the
index set ® = {Pure LMHS, Type I LMHS}, then (o, F'®) is of type ®.

Next we introduce alternative definitions to (B.1]) and ([B:2]). Define:

(39) Dso:={(0,Z2)|0c€X,Zisaoc—nilpotent orbit of type ® }

= | | B(o,®),

ceEX
where
B(o,®) := {o-nilpotent orbits of type @},
and
(3.10)

D;E’q) :={(0,2%) | 0 € £, Z% is a o — nilpotent i-orbit of type & }
= || B#(0,®),

A
where
B#(0,®) := {o-nilpotent i-orbits of type ®}.
The action of I' on nilpotent orbits preserves the associated LMHS type,
therefore the natural inclusions

(3.11) Ds, ¢ < Ds,
D§,¢ < D
descend to inclusions
(3.12) MNDs g — T'\Dg,
N\DE , — I'\DE.
Definition 3.7. In Definition (3.3, if we keep condition (i) but replace con-
dition (ii) or (ii’) by the following:
(ii”): For any o,7 € X, suppose (o N T)° is not empty, and there

exists F* € D such that both (o, F*) and (1, F*) are nilpotent orbits
with type ® LMHS, then o = .

then we say X is a type ® weak fan. When there is no need to emphasize

the set ®, we also say X is a weak fan of restricted type.
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Remark 3.8. The condition (i1”) in Definition[3.7 is generally weaker than
(ii) and (ii’) in Definition unless ® contains all possible LMHS types
polarized by any o € X.

Now suppose for a given period map
p:S—T\D,
® denotes all LMHS types arising via Schmid’s nilpotent orbit theorem. We
present the following variation of Kato-(Nakayama)-Usui’s theorems.

Theorem 3.9 (Theorem A’). Suppose ¥ is a type-® weak fan strongly com-
patible with I' < Gy which is assumed to be neat, then:

(i): I'\Dx ¢ admits a structure of locally analytically constructible space.
(ii): For any o € X, the canonical projection I'(0)8*\ Dy e — I'\ Dy o
18 locally an isomorphism of locally analytically constructible spaces.

Theorem 3.10 (Theorem B’). Let I' and ¥ be the same as before. For a
period map ¢ : S — T\ D over a quasi-projective variety S whose monodromy
group is contained in U'. If all local monodromy nilpotent orbits along 0S
have types contained in ®, then ¢ extends uniquely to:

[ S — P\DZ@

with @ a morphism between locally analytically constructible spaces.

Here we follow [KUOQS8, Sec. 3.1.4] to define the analytically constructibil-
ity. Notice that a logarithmic manifold is locally analytically constructible,
but the converse is not true in general.

Definition 3.11. A subset S of a complex analytic space X is called ana-
lytically constructible if there exists a finite family (A;)jes of closed analytic
subspaces Aj of X and a closed analytic subspace B; C Aj; for each j, called
the strata of S, such that

(3.13) S={zxeX |xze€A;j=uxec B}

Suppose S C A and T C B are analytically constructible sets. A morphism
f:8 =T is a restriction of some analytic map f: A — B which preserves
the strata.

The proof will be left to the appendix. The motivation for this definition
is the existence of type ® weak fan relies on ®. This feature is not captured
by the original definitions in [KUO&] or [KNU13]. Also, by passing to a weak
fan of restricted types, we will not get a logarithmic manifold as the original

Kato-Usui’s theory in general.
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FIGURE 2. Type I, LMHS for (g, g)

4. WEAK FAN: THE CLASSICAL WEIGHT 1 CASE

4.1. Basic settings. We consider the period domain D, ) parametrizing
weight 1 polarized Hodge structures on (Hyz, Q) with rank(Hz) = 2g. We
have:

(4.1) D4,y = Sp(29,R)/U(g)

Regarding the Hodge-theoretic degenerations, the limiting mixed Hodge
structures Hc = @) HP? are characterized by 0 < a = hbl < g.

Suppose ¢ : S — I'\D is a period map of type (g,g) where S is quasi-
projective with normal crossing boundary divisors, and I' < Sp(2¢,Z) is
assumed to be neat.

Let 3 be the collection of all local monodromy nilpotent cones arising
from . A description of X is as follows: Since S is compact and S\S is a
normal crossing divisor, there exists a finite open cover {Uy, }1<m<m such
that Ui<m<mUs = S, and for each 1 < m < M, there exists 0 < k,,, < n
such that

(4.2) Up NS 22 (A )Em 5 An—hm,

Fix a base point sy € S, each of U, gives a k;,,-dimensional monodromy
nilpotent cone o, and all of its faces, and for any point s € Uy N (S\S),
by Schmid’s nilpotent orbit theorem there is a nilpotent orbit associated to
s well-defined up to monodromy.

By definition, ¥ is obtained by taking all Adp-orbits of {o}, | 1 < m < M}
and all of their faces. Since changing the base point sg is equivalent to
conjugating by an element in G, which does not change the topology of X,
we may assume X is canonically associated to the period map.

In this chapter we will prove the following theorem.

13



Theorem 4.1. There exists a polyhedral subdivision of X2, denoted 2, such
that S is a weak fan strongly compatible with I' and finitely generated under
the action by Adp. In other words, for any o,7 € 3, B(a) N B(T) £ 0 and
oNT#D implyo=r.

Remark 4.2. In Section 7, we will see 3 constructed in Theorem [{-1] is
actually a fan. Moreover, by Proposition[7.3, fan and weak fan are equivalent
in the classical cases.

We begin with analyzing cones in % which could break the weak fan
condition. Let o,7 € ¥ be two nilpotent cones. Suppose there exists a
sequence {7;}i>0 C I' such that there exists 0 # N; € 0 NAd,,7 and {F}} C
D, we have

(4.3) (0, F7), (Ady, 7, F7), (Ni, F7)

are all nilpotent orbits. Theorem implies o and all Ad,,7 generate the
same Jacobson-Morozov weight filtration W (o), therefore ; € I'N Py () for
any . Moreover, we can assume g = Id, otherwise we shift the sequence
{ri} by 1.

The following proposition can be regarded as the local version of Theorem

4.1t

Proposition 4.3. For any triple (43)) there exists a finite polyhedral decom-
position Y(o) of o such that o N Ady,T is the union of some {0} C X(o)
for any 1.

We claim that to prove Proposition [4.3] it suffices to prove the following:

Proposition 4.4. For the set {v;} € I given in Proposition [J.7, its image
under the projection

(4.4) g€ Ge—ge Z(o)\Ge/Z(T)
is finite, where Z(0) < Gg is the centralizer of o.

The reason is the intersection o N Ad,,7 C o is invariant under left mul-
tiplication on ~; by Z(o) and right multiplication on ~; by Z(7), there-
fore the choice of subdivision ¥ (o) is determined only by the class of ~;
in Z(0)\Gc/Z(7), and we only have to consider a finite cell complex as a
consequence of Proposition 44l In Section 7 the way to obtain such a finite
polyhedral decomposition will be explained.

We will prove Proposition 4.3 by studying different cases based on the

type of LMHS generated by the triples (4.3)).
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4.2. The Hodge-Tate degeneration. In this subsection we shall consider
the Hodge-Tate degenerations, i.e. In Figure [ we set a = g.

Let Yy C ¥ be the subcollection generated by all local monodromy
nilpotent cones arising from ¢ whose corresponding LMHS are of Hodge-
Tate type. Note that under the assumption cones in X are relatively open,
YuT C X is not closed under taking faces in general. Now we should assume

in (IE{I), o,T € XuT.
Next, we will prove the following proposition.

Proposition 4.5. With the assumption o,7 € Yyr, in [{3]) we can choose
all F? = Fg. In other words,

(07 F().)v (Ad’YiTv F().)v (Niv FO.)
are all nilpotent orbits producing Hodge-Tate type LMHS.

Proof. Denote

(4.5) He = @HP = Hil,l @ H;),O,
gc=eg =g g @y "

as the Deligne splittings of the LMHS (W (o)[—1], F},0) and its adjoint. In
this case ([B4) is read as:

(4.6) Trs B(0) = Tp» B(Ad,,7) = Tps B(N;) = g; "
We also notice that F§ € B(o). Therefore (3.7) and (@8] imply there exists
gi € Z(0) N Z(Ad,,7) N Z(N;) such that Fy = g;F*, hence we can replace
F? by Fy without destroying the properties of the triple (4.3)). O
From now on we denote:
(4.7) Hc = oHP = Y @ HO
gc=og =g og" ey

as the Hodge-Deligne splittings for (W (o)[—1], F, o) and its adjoint LMHS.
Since for any i we have W(Ad,,7) = W(c), we have Ad,,7 C g~1~ 1.

The remainder of this section will be dedicated to proving Proposition [4.4]
for the case 0,7 € YyT. Denote

(4.8) Z(0) := exp(oc)F§ =: (0, Fy)
Z#(0) 1= exp(ior)F =: (o, F3)*

as the nilpotent orbit and nilpotent i-orbit associated to (W (o)[—1], F§,0).

For different LMHS’s we use the similar notation. The triplet of nilpotent
15



orbit:
(4.9) Z(0) = (0, Fp),
Zi(7) = (Ady,, F7),
Zi(N;) = (0# N; e cNAd, 7, Fy)
induces the triplet of nilpotent i-orbit:
(4.10) 2#(0) := (0, F§)*,
27 (1) = (AdyT, F§)F,
ZF(N;) == (0 #£ N; € 0N Ad, 7, F3)*
which satisfies the third is contained in the intersection of the first two.

Proposition 4.6. There exist open convex polyhedral cones C(c),C(T) C
gg Ng~ b7t such that

(4.11) o CC(o),
T C C(1),
F} € B(C(0)) N B(C(T)).

Proof. For a fixed FJ, the Griffiths transversality condition in Definition
[2.3lis trivial in the classical case. Let C C g='~! be the subset containing
all N € g~ %! such that (N, Fy) is a nilpotent orbit of Hodge-Tate type.
Moreover, C is open convex according to [Ash+10, Chap. 2.1]@. It is possible
to choose a set of vectors {v;} C C containing all dimension 1 faces of o,
and whose convex hull is open in C, hence we can just take C(c) to be the
interior of this convex hull. C(7) can be constructed in the same way. O

Remark 4.7. Another way to see Proposition [{.0] is using the fact that in
C, polyhedral cones and Siegel sets are cofinal. See [Ash+10, Chap. 2].

Moreover, we may assume C(o) and C(7) are both simplicial. Otherwise
suppose C(o) is not simplicial, we proceed a finite simplicial decomposition
on C(o)d. If the sequence {N;} in Proposition [L.5]is infinite, there exists an
open simplicial cone C(o)" in the simplicial decomposition of C(c) and an
infinite subsequence of {N;} lie in C(c)’, then we can replace o by 0 NC(0)'
without destroying the properties of triples in (4.3]). The argument for C(7)
is similar.
3Cisa homogeneous self-adjoint cone in the sense of [Ash+10, Chap. 2].
4Such a simplicial decomposition can be chosen as a star subdivision introduced in [CLS11,

Chap. 11]
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1,—1

Now we suppose the open simplicial cones C(c),C(7) C go N g~ are

generated by:

(4.12) C(o) = (N1, ..., Np)o>0
C(T) = <M17 "'7Mk>(@>0-
with k = dimg(g~>~1). Denote

k

(4.13) U(C(0)) = {exp(D>_ zNj)Fy | 0 < Re(z) < 1}
7j=1

=

Ui(C(7)) = {eXP(Z 2 (M) FS | 0 < Me(z) <1}

.
—_

as the neighborhood of Z#(C(c)) (resp. Zi# (C(7))) in Z(C(0)) (resp. Z;(C(1)))
bounded in the real directions. Clearly ZZ# (N;) cU(C(0)).

Lemma 4.8. There exists

(4.14) gi € Sp(29,Z) Nexp(g— ")
such that
(4.15) ZF(N;) C U(C(0)) N g:lo(C(7)).

Proof. According to the assumptions, we have:
(4.16) F3, viF3 € B(Ad.,T).
Since Ad,,C(7) isopening= b1 =T .F-B(Ad .7) (see (A.0)), we can assume

k
(4.17) Fy =exp Zz My NiES
7j=1

for some {Z;} C C, hence we can just take

(4.18)  pi = exp(— ZL% M;~; 1)) € Sp(29,Z) Nexp(g™" ),
if we set
(4.19) 9i = i
since p; € exp(g~1 1) centralizes g~ 17!, we have
k
(4.20) Fy = exp(d_ wi(uMy; ")) giFy

=1
17



with {w;} CCand0< %e(w;-) < 1, this implies we have

(4.21) ZF(N;) C gilo(C(7))

as F§ € g;Up(C(7)) and N; € Ad,,7 C Ad,,C(7). O
To sum up, we must have for any i,
(4.22) U(C(0)) NgiUo(C(7)) # 0

and it contains a nilpotent i-orbit (i.e., (N;, F3)%).
On the other hand, for any K > 0, define:

k
(4.23) U(C(0))>k = {exp(D>_ ZiNj)Fg | 0 < Re(2)) < 1,Tm(z}) > K},
j=1

k
Uo(C(m))s i = {exp()_ 2IM;)Fy | 0 < Re(z)) < 1,m(2}) > K.
j=1
We fix a Ky > 0 such that U(C(0))>x,, Uo(C(T))>K, C D. We know from

[BKT20, Thm. 1.5] for any € > 0, there exist two finite collections of Siegel
sets {S,}, {F,} of D such that

(4.24) U(C(0))>Kote C UGS,
UO(C(T))>KO+E C USq.

Also by the basic Siegel propertieﬁ, for any arithmetic subgroup I' < Sp(2¢g, Q),
the set

(4.25) S(o,7) = {y € T|(US,) N (UrT,) # 0}

is finite. Since the intersection in (4.22]) contains a non-trivial nilpotent
i-orbit Zi# (N;), combine with the evident fact that

(4.26) Zi#(Ni) N U(C(U))>Ko+e # 0
ZF (V) N il (C(7)) > Kge 7 0,

we conclude the sequence {g; = 1;y;} must lie in the set S(o, 7) thus contain
only finitely many different elements, therefore {~;} only gives finitely many
Z(o)-right cosets (as v; = p; *g; and all y; € Z(0)). To sum up, we get the
following proposition, which is stronger than Proposition .4t

Proposition 4.9. For the set {v;} € I given in Proposition [{.7, its image
under the projection

(4.27) g€ Ge —ge€ Z(o)\Ge

5See for example, [BJOG, Prop. 111.2.19]
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is finite, where Z (o) < G is the centralizer of o.

Remark 4.10. The necessity of stating Proposition with (Z (o), Z(1))-
double cosets instead of only Z(o)-right cosets will be clear in future works
where we will treat more general cases.

4.3. Arbitrary degenerations. We will generalize results in the last sub-
section to all cones in Y. The strategy is to translate general cases into the
Hodge-Tate case.

Like before, let 0,7 € ¥ be two monodromy nilpotent cones. Any triples
in (3] are now producing type I, LMHS with 0 < a < g, when a = g this is
the Hodge-Tate degeneration, see Figure [4.1], and again we assume 7o = Id.
We should now prove Proposition [£.3] for any triples in ([£3]) regardless of
the associated LMHS types.

Proposition 4.11. Without the restriction of Hodge-Tate LMHS, in (Z3)
we can still choose all F? = F§. In other words,

(0-7 F().)v (Ad“{ﬂ_v F().)v (Nza FO.)

are all nilpotent orbits.

Proof. An analog of Proposition O

Now the splitting of (W (o)[—1], F{, o) becomes:
(4.28) He=H"" o HYY o g @ H°O,
gc = D-1<p,g<18”7.

with o, Ad,,7 C g~1 L. Consider the splitting:

(4.29) He=H| ® Hy
where
(4.30) Hy = Y9 H*,

Hy:= H*" @ H".

L= acts on Hj trivially. For any N €

Clearly Hj is defined over R and g~
g~b~! denote N € End(H>) as an nilpotent endomorphism of Hy.
We use matrix representations to illustrate. Let

(4.31) Bi={e1, as fison frea, [0 o fL €0, et}
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be an integral basis of (Hz, @) such that:

(4'32) W(J)—l = Span{el, ceny ea};
W(J)O = Span{el’ o5 €as f17 f17 [ fg—ay fg_a};
W(O’)l = H@,

and the alternating polarization form () satisfies:
(4.33) Qe',e;) =65,1<i,j<a
QU fj)=0,1<i,j<g—a.
and Q(«, 8) = 0 for other cases when «, 8 € B. Such a basis always exists,

if we are allowed to replace Gz by an arithmetic subgroup of Gg.
Under the ordered basis (4.31]), We have:

—E,
—-E,
(4.34) Q= g-%
Ey_q
E,
1
where E, is the n X n matrix defined by , and
1
* Alx|*x| B
(4.35) N =  yi= Ml
x| x| *
A*

for any N € g~ ! and ~; in the triples provided by Proposition @11l The
form of v; is obtained from the evident fact v; € I'N Py (). With respect to
the basis B, consider the corresponding Q-Levi decomposition:

(4.36) Pw (o) = Lw (o) X Uw (o),
hence for any «; we have the unique Levi decomposition:
(4.37) %=

in which 7, % have the matrix forms as:

20



(438) 7= ;=

A* 1

Note that it is clear we have:
(4.39) Ad%uN =N
Ad,,N = Ad%;N.

Let Q := Q|m, be the induced polarization form on the R-vector space

Hjy. We will associate (Ha, @) an integral structure as follows. There is a
(Q-isotropic) basis for H2? of the following form:

a
(4.40) ai=€+gi+Y ze,l<i<a
j=1

where g; € span{fi, f*}r and 2;; € C.

Proposition 4.12. The set & := {f; := o‘igdi ,€j}i<ij<a 18 a basis of (Ha)Rr,

and Q is integral under the basis E.

Proof. £’s realness as well as QN(ei, Bj) = 6; is clear. We only have to check
the isotropic condition Q(B,-, Bj) = 0. We have:

(4.41) 0= Qlai,ay)

a a

= Q" +gi+ ) ziker, € + g5+ > zjker)
k=1 k=1

= zij — Zji + Q(9i, 95)-

Therefore z;; — zj; = —Q(gi, g;j) is real. Moreover we have:
(442) 0=z — zi+ Qg 95)
Zii 4 2o Zii + 2 -
= = — L2+ Q(9i, 95)
2 2
a a .
< Zik + Zik ; Zjk + Zjk
= Qe +gi+) ety ey
k=1 k=1
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Remark 4.13. As a consequence of Proposition[].13, ZE realizes ((H2)z, Q)
as an integral symplectic lattice, under which QQ has the matriz form:

- E,

4.43 = el

( ) Q Q|H2 —Ea

Denote

(4.44) Hé ‘= spang{eq, ..., eq, €%, ...,e'} C Hy,

~

there is a natural isomorphism of integral symplectic lattices (Hé, Q| H’) —
2

((H2)z, Q) given by

a
(4.45) e e, € > Bi=e+gi+ Y Re(z;)e;, 1<i<a.
j=1
Under this identification, for any N € g=~! and 4} € T, :=T'nN Ly (o)
both viewed as operators on (Hé)@, we have the induced N, ’;f as operators
on Hy by N,~l. If N and v has the matrix forms given by ([@35)), under the
integral structure ((Hs)z, Q) and basis £, N and ’)le has the matrix form:

%ﬁ_
Clearly under this identification, N € sp(Ho, Q) and 72 € Sp(Has, Z)@.
We now turn to the Hodge filtration F7. On H we have:

A

4.46 N= oAl =
(4.46) gt T

(4.47) Fy(p) = ospH™.

Denote the induced Hodge filtration on Hs as:

(4.48) EZ = img{H"! — Hy},
1301 = Hoc.

Which can be identified as an element in D(aﬂ), the compact dual of the
period domain D, ,) parametrizing weight 1 polarized Z-Hodge structures

on ((Hz)z, Q).
The weight filtration W (o) on H gives a natural weight filtration W (&)
on Hj g by:

(4.49) W(5)-1 =W (5)o = spang{e; }1<i<a
W (o)1 = (H2)o.

6Strictly speaking, this should be an arithmetic subgroup of Sp(H2,Q), but we still write
it as the Z-group for convenience.
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which agrees with the Jacobson-Morozov filtration associated to (Hz,o C
Endg(Hz)). Therefore we have the following:

Proposition 4.14. (W (0)[—1]|n,, F$,0lm,) gives a limiting mized Hodge
structure on ((Ha)z, Q) of Hodge-Tate type.

From now we denote

(4-50) (H2)<C = @p,quq
and
(4.51) gc = Bp 8”7

as the splittings for LMHS (W (0)[~1]|#,, Fg, o|m,) and its adjoint.
Denote &, 7 as the image of o, 7 under g=5~! =2 g=1 =1, This isomorphism
identifies the topology of 0 N Ad.,7 and 6N Adgfﬁ'. Therefore, the condition

of Proposition E-I1] implies 6,7 € % are two monodromy nilpotent cones,
and {3/} C Py 5y < Sp(Ha,Z) such that there exists

(4.52) 0#N; eg b tzg
and the triple:
(5-7 FO.)7 (Ad«}i%v F(].)v (Nw FO.)
are all nilpotent orbits rendering Hodge-Tate type LMHS. This completes

the transition, and hence Proposition [3lfor o, 7 € Yy implies Proposition
43l for any o, 7 € 3.

4.4. Concluding remarks. To complete the proof of Theorem 1] we still
need to fill the gap between the local statement (i.e., Proposition 3] and
the global one. We make the following claim:

Claim 4.15. Proposition [{.3 implies Theorem [{.1]

The proof of this claim will be left to Section 7. This completes the proof
of Theorem .11

5. WEAK FAN OF RESTRICTED TYPES: THE WEIGHT 3 CALABI-YAU CASE

In this section we move to non-classical cases. Suppose ¢ : S — I'\D is
a period map of type (1,h, h,1) where I' < Sp(2h + 2,Z) is assumed to be
nea

7Any arithmetic subgroup contains a neat subgroup of finite index.
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As before, let X be the collection of all local monodromy nilpotent cones
arising from . We also assume any nilpotent orbit coming from ¢ via
Schmid’s nilpotent orbit theorem is of type ®, where

(5.1) ® := {Pure LMHS, Type I LMHS, Type IV LMHS}.

Here the LMHS types are defined by [KPR19, Example 5.8]. This is equiv-
alent to say any divisorial degeneration arising from ¢ is not of type II or
type III. The family analyzed in [Den22] is such an example, see Section 6
for a summary. In this section we will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. For the period map @ with the above properties, there exists
a polyhedral subdivision of X, denoted as S, such that S is a type © weak fan
strongly compatible with I' and finitely generated under the action by Adr.
In other words, for any 0,7 € 3, B(o,®) N B(r,®) # 0 and o N1 £ 0 imply

o =T.

This is an analog of Theorem [l and we should proceed in similar ways.
Assume o, 7 € ¥ are two monodromy nilpotent cones. Suppose there exists
a countable sequence {7;};>0 € I" such that there exists 0 # N; € cNAd,, 7,
and there exists F* € D, such that

(5'2) (07 Fi.)v (Ad’YiTv Fi.)v (Nian’.)

are all nilpotent orbits of type ®. Again we assume vy = Id. We should
check the two non-trivial LMHS types in ® separately in order to prove the
following analog of Proposition F.3t

Proposition 5.2. For any triple (5.2)) there exists a finite polyhedral decom-
position Y(o) of o such that o N Ady,T is the union of some {0} C X(o)
for any 1.

5.1. The type I case. The type I, (0 < a < h) LMHS for the (1,h,h,1)
is characterized by Hodge-Deligne diagrams in Figure .11

Suppose (W (N)[-3], F'*, N) where N € gg, F'* € D gives a type I LMHS.
Applying ([B3.4) and (3.7)) on type I LMHS, we have

(53) (PN)C\StabF- = Z(N)\StabF-

which implies for any monodromy nilpotent cones o and 7, if W (o) = W(r)
and B(o, ®) N B(r,®) # 0, then B(o, ®) = B(r, ®).

Let 31 C ¥ be the subcollection containing all nilpotent cones which could
polarize type I LMHS. Now regarding the triples in[5.2] we consider the case

when o, 7 € 31 and all of
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FIGURE 3. Type I, LMHS for (1, h,h,1)

(Uv Fi.)v (Ad(’yi)ﬂ F;'.)v (Ni7 E.)

are nilpotent orbits with type I LMHS. Indeed, we have an analog of Propo-
sition for type I degenerations for which the proof is similar:

Proposition 5.3. We can choose all F;? = F. In other words,
(07 F().), (Ad’YiTv F().)v (Nia Fo.)

are all nilpotent orbits with type I LMHS.

Consider the LMHS (W (o)[—3], Fy,0). The corresponding Deligne split-
tings are denoted as:

(5.4) He = @, JHP
and
(5.5) gc = Dp,qe0" %

with o, Ad,,7 C g~1~1. Consider the splitting:

(5.6) He = Hy © Hy
where
(5.7) H =H@ H*'e H'? ¢ H*3

Hy:= H*® H.

Clearly Hs is defined over R and N only acts on Hy non-trivially, we denote
N € End(H3) as an nilpotent endomorphism of Hs.
Applying methods in Section 3] in a similar way, let

(5.8) B:={e1,...,as for s frmar [0 s fO, €%, . et}
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be an integral basis of (Hg, @) such that:

(59) W(O‘)_l = Span{el, . ea}§
W (0)o 2 span{ey, ..., eq, fo, 05 oos freay F770F;
W (o)1 = Hg.

and the (alternating) polarization form @ satisfies:
(5.10) Qe'ej) =05,1<i,j<a
QU fj) =6,0<4,j <h-a.
and Q(a, B) = 0 for other cases when «, 5 € B.
Writing @ := Q|n,. We also consider the induced Hodge filtration of F§
on Hy as:
(5.11) E3 = {0},
F? = img{H>? < Hs},
Bl B — iy
Apply the same procedures in Section .3, we obtain similar statements

as Proposition .12 and Proposition [£.14] but for the weight 3 type I degen-
eration:

Proposition 5.4. There exists a basis of Hor under which Q has the stan-

dard form ([A.43), and under this basis (Hz, Q) can be regarded as an integral
symplectic lattice.

Proposition 5.5. By setting the compact dual D(a,a) of the period domain
D(q,q) parametrizing weight 1 polarized Z-Hodge structures on ((H2)z,Q),
we can identify F§ as an element in D(a,a), and (W (0)[=3]|m,, FS,0lm,)

gives a limiting mized Hodge structure on Ho of Hodge-Tate type.

Again we denote

(5-12) (H2)<C = @p,quq
and
(5.13) gc = Bp 8”7

as the splittings for LMHS (W (0)[=3]|#,, F8, o|m,) and its adjoint.
As in the classical case, denote &,7 as the image of o, 7 under g— b1 =

g~ b1, This isomorphism identifies the topology of oNAd,, T and 50Ad§;7~'.

Therefore, the condition of Proposition 5.3l implies &, 7 are two monodromy
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FIGURE 4. Type IV, LMHS for (1, h,h,1)

nilpotent cones, and {%;} C Py (5) N Sp(Hz,Z) such that there exists
(5.14) 0#£N;eg btxg bt
and the triple:
(&, F3), (Ads, 7, B3), (N3, F3)
are all nilpotent orbits with Hodge-Tate type LMHS. This completes the
transition from the type I degeneration of (1,h,h,1) to the Hodge-Tate

degeneration of weight 1 case, hence Proposition 1.3 implies Proposition
when o, 7 € ¥.

5.2. The type IV case. Now we consider the type IV degeneration of
(1,h,h,1). Tts Hodge-Deligne diagrams are shown in Figure In par-
ticular, when a = h, it gives the Hodge-Tate degeneration (of weight 3
Calabi-Yau case).

Again the corresponding Deligne splittings are denoted as:

(5.15) Hc = @) HP1
and
(5.16) gc = Dpqo??.

Let X1v C X be the subcollection containing all nilpotent cones which
could polarize type IV LMHS. Notice that X1y is in general not closed under
taking faces. Now regarding the triples in (5.2]), we consider the case when
o,7 € Y1y and all of

(5'17) (O-’ Fi.)v(Ad%Tv F;'.)v(NiaF;'.)

are nilpotent orbits with type IV LMHS. In this subsection we prove Propo-

sition when o, 7 € Xy
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If o C gg is a monodromy nilpotent cone polarizing type IV LMHS, its
Jacobson-Morozov weight filtration W (o) on Hg can be described as follows.
Let (Hz, @) be the underlying lattice. Take an integral basis B under which
@ has the same form as (4.34]), where B and W (o) are:

(5.18) Bi={w_,e1, seq, f1ses frea f7% s fhe?, et wy ),
and
(5.19)  Wi(o)s = Hy
W(o)e =W (o)1 = span{w_, ey, s Cas f1y oo s ST FE €2, et)
W(0)o = span{w_, €1, ..., €q, f1, oos frr—as f7% oy f1}
W(o)_1 = span{w_,e1,...,€4}
W(o)-2 = W(o)-3 = span{w-}.

Suppose for any two type IV monodromy nilpotent cones o, 7, there exists
a (countable) sequence {7;};>0 C I' such that there exists 0 # N; € cNAd,, T
and {F?} C D, we have
(0-7 F’i.)v (Ad%T, F;'.)v (va F;.)

are all nilpotent orbits.

Denote
(5.20) H :=W(0)1/W(0)_2
that is,
(5.21) H = span{e, ..., eq, f1, s freas f70 s f1e%, . et}

Denote l*:'i' as the filtration on H induced by E?. 1t is straightforward to
check if we regard D(h,h) as the compact dual of Dy, 5y which parametrizes
Z-polarized Hodge structures on (ﬁ, Q= Q|z), then FZ-' € D(hﬁ)ﬁ.
Denote
(5.22) & :=1img{oc C goNg "' — End(Hg)}.
It is well defined since o annihilates W (o) _5. We also denote W (&) on Hg
by:
(5.23) W(5)1 = spanfeq, ..., eq, f1, ooor fr—as S0 s f1o €%, €t}
W(5)0 = Span{eb -5 €q, flv ) fh—a7 fh_av ) fl}
W(G)_1 = span{ey, ..., €q}-
8More precisely, we are identifying Do s,n,0y and D ») by forgetting two trivial factors

and twisting by Z[1].
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It is now clear that:

Proposition 5.6. On (H,Q = Qlg). (W (5)[-1], Er,5) gives a limiting
mized Hodge structure (of classical weight 1 type).

We denote this LMHS and its adjoint as:

(5.24) He = @, HP

and

(5.25) Gc = BpgPl.
Another observation is

(5.26) {7i} € Sp(2h +2,Q;Z) N Py (o)

has induced actions

(5.27) {3} € Sp(2h, Q5 Z) N Py (5
by restricting on W (o), and taking quotient by W(o)_s.

Let &, 7 be the projection of o, 7 on g~/ ~! under (5:22). Notice that unlike
the previous cases, 0 N Ad,,7 and 6 N Ads, 7 may have different topologies.
Since for any 0,7 € Y1y , any {v;} C I', and any triples of nilpotent orbits

(O-’ Fi.)’ (Ad%‘Tv Fz'.)v (Ni’ Fi.)’
with IV; € 0 N Ad,,, 7, we have the induced triples

(5’ Fi.)’ (Ad;/i%’ Fi.)’ (Nia Fi.)'
which are all nilpotent orbits producing classical weight 1 LMHS on (H, Q).
Therefore, by applying Proposition 3] to (6,7) we get a subdivision (&)
of 7.

Let ¥(o) be the subdivision of o obtained by intersecting |o| with the
preimage of () under the projection map (5.22]). The following lemma
indicates (o) verifies Proposition [5.21 when o, 7 € X1y

Lemma 5.7. Suppose 0,7 € Y1y such that B(o,®) N B(1,®) # 0, o N1 # 0
and & =T in i‘w, then o = 7.

Proof. For F* € B(o,®) N B(r,®) let Hec = @HP? be the Hodge decom-
position of LMHS (W (0)[—3], F®*,0). Suppose the lemma is false, there
exist N7 € o\7 and Ny € 7 such that ]\71 = ]\72 in 6 = 7, this implies
N7 — N5 # 0 annihilates H. On the other hand, take 0 # N3 € cNT, we
know [N7— Ny, N3] = 0 and (N3, F'®) is a nilpotent orbit with type IV LMHS,
this leads to a contradiction since for 0 # v € H>3, (N1 — N3)N3v = 0 but

N3(N1 —NQ)V#O. U
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5.3. Concluding remarks. Like Claim [4.15] for the classical case, in this
section we should make the following claim.

Claim 5.8. Proposition [5.2 implies Theorem [5.1l

The proof is a bit different from the proof of Claim and we also leave
it to section 7.

A comment on the necessity of using weak fan of restricted type is ele-
ments in 31 could also polarize type II LMHS, as Figure shows. We are
not able to show the finiteness results like Theorem [5.1]if ® includes type II
LMHS at this time.

6. SUBDIVISION, LOGARITHMIC MODIFICATION AND EXAMPLE

6.1. Overview. Given a period map ¢ : S — I'\D which are of types
described above, Theorem [£1] and [5.1] are combinatorial statements that
we can modify the collection of local monodromy nilpotent cones X in a
proper way to make it fit Kato-Nakayama-Usui’s theory. To fully establish
the main result regarding period maps themselves (see Section [II), we shall
explain what do Theorem 1] and [5.I] mean in the Hodge-theoretical side.

Indeed, in Theorem H1] and Bl since the subdivision on ¥ is finitely
generated under Adr-action, it can be generated by a finite subdivision on
the set of local monodromy nilpotent cones coming from the period map
¢ : S — I'\D. This operation is called "logarithmic modification” in Kato-
Usui’s theory.

The general theory of logarithmic modification is introduced in [KUOS,
Sec. 3.6], in which the base space S is assumed to be an object in an abstract
category B(log). In our settings where S is quasi-projective with normal
crossing divisors, logarithmic modification is exactly local toric blow-upsi.
Indeed, a finite (rational) subdivision on local monodromy cones corresponds
to a finite blow-up sequence:

(6.1) 7Sy —=Sy-1— .- 5 —=>5=2-,

where each arrow is a (weighted) blow-up along some subvariety. As a
consequence of finiteness, Sy := 7~ 1(9) is also quasi-projective, and the

9See |CLS11, Chap. 11] for a comprehensive introduction on toric resolutions and poly-
hedral subdivisions.
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original period map can be lifted to:

Swm
(6.2) l XM

S —2 5 T\D.

Combine this with Theorems 1] and 5.1l the main result of this paper
summarized in Section [I] can be formally stated as follows:

Theorem 6.1. Suppose ¢ : S — I'\D is a period map such that:

(i): S is quasi-projective with normal crossing boundary divisors;
(ii): The period map is either of classical weight 1 type, or weight 3
Calabi- Yau type which acquires only type I or type IV degenerations,

then there exists a quasi-projective variety Sp; and a finite blow-up sequence
(610), such that there exists a T'-strongly compatible weak fan (of restricted
type) 3, and the lifted period map ([6.2]) admits an Kato-Usui type extension:

(6.3) o : Su — M\ Ds o

in which ® is a set of LMHS types, I'\Dyx. o is a locally analytically con-
structible space and ©Par is a morphism of locally analytically constructible
spaces.

6.2. An example on the 2-dimensional case. In this subsection we work
out a 2-dimensional example to show how logarithmic modification can make
changes on the period map.

Consider the local period map:

(6.4) ¢:(A"?2 - T\D,

where under a fixed coordinate system (z,7y) € A2, the (unipotent) mon-
odromy operators around coordinate divisors D, := {z = 0}, D, := {y = 0}
are Ty, T,, and I = (T}, T;;) is abelian.

Consider the blow-up of (A*)? at the point (0, 0), the blow-up map is read
as:

(6.5) 7 A2 5 A2,

Denote the exception divisor E. The same method in [Den22, Sec. 6.1]
shows for the lifted period map:

(6.6) ¢: A2 5 T\D,

the monodromy operator around E is T,T;. Passing to the monodromy log-

arithms, we have Np = N, + N,, which implies lifting the period map
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is derived from subdividing the monodromy nilpotent cone (N, Ny) to
(Ng, Nz + Ny) U (N + Ny, N).

Under the coordinates (u := 102%5?) ,U = 102%%) ), the period map ¢ can be
written as:
(6.7) p(u,v) = exp(ulNy + vNy )Y (,y),

where 9(z,y) : A?> — D is holomorphic. Switch to ¢, around the point
oy := EN Dy, the local coordinate expression of  is:

(6.8) (z,t) = (z,2t,[1:1]) € A2 5 (z,2t) € A2,

This implies around oy, the local lift of the period map (6.7 is lifted to:

6.9)  ¢(a,t) = p(z,at) = exp(lo2g7£f) (N, + N,) + l(;i(? N,)i(@, xt).

Notice that on E : {x = 0}, we have:

610) e L, 1+ v) D w500, = v(0,0)

is constant. By Schmid’s nilpotent orbit theorem, locally for any point
x € E\(Dg U D,), the nilpotent orbit associated to z is (N + Ny, 1(0,0)).
This implies if we construct the Kato-Usui extension of ¢ as Theorem [6.1],

the extended map ¢ is locally constant on exceptional divisors.

Remark 6.2. Another observation is since in (6.1), 1(0,0) is well-defined
only up to the action of C(Ny, Ny), the value (N + Ny,1(0,0)) is well-
defined only after fixing a local coordinate system. In gemeral, the Kato-Usui
type extended map in Theorem [G.1 is well defined only after a coordinate
system on S is fixed.

6.3. Summary of the example in [Den22]. In this subsection we recall
the construction in [Den22]. The period map used here is the one introduced
by [HT14] and [HT18], which is a period map of type (1,2,2,1) as follows:

(6.11) ¢ : P2\Dis — T\ D.
The discriminant locus is given by:
(6.12) Dis:= Do U D1 U Dy UC

where D; are coordinate divisors in P2, and C is an irreducible quintic with
6 self-intersection nodes and 1 tangent point of order 5 with each coordinate
divisor. The picture of this base can be found at [HT14, Fig. 6.1]. The
precise monodromy group I' is not known, but from [Den22, Sec. 7] we

know the algebraic monodromy group T s Sp(6,Q).
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By blowing-up each tangent point for 5 times, we get a lifted period map:

(6.13) ¢ : P2\Dis — '\ D.

where the base P?\Dis =: S is quasi-projective with normal-crossing bound-
ary divisors.
We mark all local monodromy nilpotent cones as follows:

(i): Let 04, 0y,0. be the (2-dimensional) local monodromy nilpotent
cones around the intersection of each pair of coordinate divisors;
(ii): Let 0g, 01,09 be the local monodromy nilpotent cones obtained
by blowing-up each of the fifth tangent point. As [Den22, Sec. 6.1]
shows, the blow-up process annihilates the order-5 semisimple part
of the monodromy operators around C' and leave the unipotent part
invariant;

(iii): Let 75, j = 1,...,6 be the local monodromy nilpotent cones ob-
tained from all self-intersection nodes of C.

By computational results in [HT'14] and [HT18&], all 2-dimensional local mon-
odromy nilpotent orbits and their Hodge degeneration types are listed as
follows (Again we use the type defined by [KPR19, Example 5.8]).

(i): 04, 0y,0, are all of the type (IV|IV2|IVya);
(ii): 00, 01,09 are all of the type (IVa|IVa|ly);
(iii): 75, 1 < j <6 are all of the type (I1|I2]I1).

Where for a 2-dimensional cone o = Q>¢(N1, N2) and its associated nilpo-
tent orbit (o, F'*), type (A|B|C') means the type of LMHS given by (Ny, F'®),
(0, F*®) and (N, F'*) respectively.

Let S be the set of all monodromy nilpotent cones listed above and all of
their proper faces. Clearly S is a finite set. By our definition, the collection
¥ with |X| C gg is the union of Adp-orbits of S. One of the main results in
[Den22] is showing that after a finite base change which leads to changing I'
to a neat subgroup of finite index I'y as well as a replacing ¥ by one of its
finitely Adp-generated subdivisions Y, g is a ['g-strongly compatible fan
which provides a Kato-Usui style extension. Clearly, Theorem provides
an alternative proof on the existence of a Kato-Usui type extension.

7. COMBINATORICS OF WEAK FAN

The purpose of this section is to investigate the collection ¥ of nilpotent
cones generated by local monodromy nilpotent cones coming from a period

map ¢ : S — D. As a conseuqnce, we prove Claim [£15] and Claim 5.8
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We continue using definitions and notations in Section 4-5. Let X be a
collection of nilpotent cones with Adr-generating set:

(71) S = {007017-"7UK}7

here we can just take o; to be all local monodromy nilpotent cones coming
from ¢ (with a chosen order).
For any ordered pair

(72) (O'i,O'j)GSXS, 0<i,j <K,

let {ylij }i>0 C T be the countable sequence such that

(7.3) oiNAd _ij0; £ 0, B(O‘i)ﬂB(Ad ijO'j) # 0.
Tk Vi

If the sequence is indeed finite (or even empty), we make it an infinite one by
adding infinitely many Id. By Proposition €4}, the image of {7’ };>¢ under
the projection

(7.4) Gc = Z(0:)\Gc/Z(0;)
is finite. Let L > 0 big enough and for any (i, j), we choose a set

covers all of these classes. By this procedure, for each ordered pair (i, 7)
and the corresponding ordered pair in (7.2]), we obtain a set of the following
(K +1)%(L + 1) cones:

(7.6) {o;} U {Adﬁ/ijO'j}, 0<i,j <K, 0<I<L.
l
Next we prove a lemma regarding the combinatorics of polyhedral cones.

Lemma 7.1. For a finite-dimensional Q-vector space V' and a finite collec-
tion of sharp polyhedral cones {o;}o<i<n in V which is closed under taking
faces, there exists a finite subdivision on Up<;<n|o;| such that the resulting
new collection of cones {1 }o<j<m satisfy:

(1): Uo<icnloi| = Uo<j<m|ml,

(ii): The collection {7j}o<j<m is a fan.
Proof. Fix a coordinate system (z1,..,2,) on V. For each cone o;, there
exists finitely many linear forms

(7.7) l;- = Zag\jxh 0<j<n;,
=1
each of which is defined over QQ, such that

(78) ’O’Z‘ = ﬂogjgml;‘- ol
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where each o should be replaced by one of >, <, =. We shall call this a
(rational) hyperplane representation of o;. For each o; we fix a hyperplane
representation. Running over all of 0 < ¢ < N, these linear forms give
finitely many hyperplanes in V:

(7.9) {IL,=0[0<i<N, 0<j<n}.

Which seperate the whole space V into finitely many relatively open cham-
bers {r; | j € J} (with different dimensions). A direct observation is the
support of {7; | j € J}is V, and {7 | j € J} gives a refinement of {o;}
in the sense that each o; is the disjoint union of finitely many elements in
[r1jedy.

We take the chambers {7; | 1 < j < M} such that the condition (i) in
the lemma is satisfied. The condition (ii) is immediately justified by the
following observation: Each 7; is a relatively open convex polyhedral cone,
and 7; N 7 is either () or 7; = 74, in which the latter case happens if and
only if 7; and 75, have the same hyperplane representation. O

To apply the lemma, we shall denote
(7.10) T:={r|1<j< M}

as the simplicial cone complex constructed from the set of cones in (7.06]), and
3. be the union of Adr-orbits of 7. Clearly || = |%| and ¥ is a refinement
of 3, and the subdivision is finitely generated up to Adr-action.

Therefore, to prove Claim and Claim [5.8] it suffices to prove ¥ is a
I'-strongly compatible weak fan in each case.

7.1. Proof of Claim [4.15l A critical observation is the notions of fan
and weak fan are equivalent in the classical cases, as a consequence of the
following Lemma [T.2] and Proposition [Z.3]

Lemma 7.2. Suppose & C o are nilpotent cones and of same dimension. If
B(o) # 0, then B(o) = B(6).

Proof. As long as there exists F* € B(c) C B(6), by ([B.7) we have B(o) =
B(6) as oc = o¢ by the assumption, where the superscript o means the
connected components containing the Z(o)-orbit of F*. However, in the

classical weight 1 case, Z(o) acts transitively on B(c), hence the lemma
follows. O

Proposition 7.3. Suppose o, 7 are two nilpotent cones polarize LMHS of

classical weight 1 type. If o N7 # 0, then B(o) = B(t) # 0.
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Proof. Fix an F* € B(o), and denote g = ®gP? as the adjoint Hodge
decomposition of (o, F'*). We also denote

(7.11) Cre :={N c g " ' ngg| (N, F®) is a nilpotent orbit }.

Since o N7 # (), we must have W (o) = W (), therefore 7 C Wy(o)_2, in the

L=1 and thus Cpe N 7 is open in

classical weight 1 case this means 7 C g~
7Q. In other words, there exists a 7 Crsuchthat eNTC 7 C, T@ =TQ
and (7', F*) is a nilpotent orbit. Combine Lemma and B(1) # 0 we
know (7, F*) is a nilpotent orbit, hence B(¢) € B(7). Similarly we have

B(o) D B(r) and thus B(o) = B(7). O

Suppose for some 6,7 € 3 and v € T, we have 607 # (). After conjugating
by I' we can assume there exists o € S such that 6 C o.

According to Proposition[4land Proposition [[.3] there exists some 19 € S
and a finite set {v1,...,7.} € I' such that 7 C 7 = Ad,, 79 for some vy € T,
and 7y induce the same class as 7, in Z(0)\Gc/Z(79) for some 1 <[ < L.
Since replacing o by anything in its own (Z (o), Z(19))-coset does not change
o N Ady, 7y, it is enough to consider when (o, Ad,,7y) is one of the cases in
Q).

By the construction of Lemma [} support of the (finitely many) cones
in (Z.6)) also supports the simplicial cone complex {7; | 1 < j < M} which
is a fan, and 3 is taken to be the union of {r; | 1 < j < M} and their
Adp-translations. As a consequence 6,7 € {7; | 1 <j < M}, but {r; |1 <
j < M} by construction is a fan, therefore we must have 6 = 7 and the
claim follows.

7.2. Proof of Claim [5.8l Suppose now &,7 € T, and for some vy € T we
have 6 N Ad,,7 # () and F* € B(6,®)N B(Ad,7,®) # (. We need to prove
if this case shows up, we must have 6 = Ad,,7.

Let ¢ and 7y be the unique cones in S containing & and some 7 respec-
tively, then o N Ad,, 7 # (. We split into 2 cases.

7.2.1. Case 1. Both (6, F*®) and (Ad,,7, F'*) give type I degenerations. In
this case we have an analog of Proposition [T.3] as follows.

Proposition 7.4. Suppose o, are two nilpotent cones which could polarize
type I LMHS of weight 3 Calabi-Yau type. If c N7 # 0, then B(O‘, D) =
B(r,®) # 0.

Proof. A complete analog. O
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Therefore, B(o, ®) N B(Ad,,(79), ®) # 0 hence by the construction of S,
there exists Ad,, (70) € S such that 79 = 71 in Z(0)\Gc/Z(79). This means

(7.12) &N Ady7 =6 NAd, 7,

and by the construction of 7, we must have & = Ad,,7.

7.2.2. Case 2. Both (6, F*) and (Ad,,7, F'*) give type IV degenerations. In
this case, since Wy(0)_2 is not a subset of Fg_l, an analog of Proposition [7.4]
does not hold anymore.

Consider the 4L + 4 cones given by setting (o;,0;) be any ordered pairs
from o and 79 in (7.6]). Proceeding as Lemma [T Il with the subset {0, 70} C S
instead, we obtained a polyhedral complex T (o, 7)) satisfies the following
conditions:

(@): [T(o,m)| < IT].

(ii): Any 7 € T (o, 70) is a disjoint union of cones in 7.
Let 7 and T(&,7y) be the projections of T and T (o, 70) on H defined by
(B20) via (5:22), with 6_ and 7_ being the images of & and 7 respectively.
By condition (ii) above there exist 1 and 7 in 7(&,7y) containing &_ and
7_ respectively.

Since T (&, 7p) is now a collection of nilpotent cones polarizing LMHS of
classical weight 1 type on H, by the previous proof of Claim we know
Ad(T)T(6,79) is a fan. Therefore, 6_ N Ads7_ # ) implies &1 = Ads7y,
and again by the condition (ii) above, 6_ = Ads;7_. Together with the
assumption B(&, ®) N B(Adw%, ®) # (), Lemma 5.7 implies 6 = Ad,, 7.

8. APPENDIX: KATO-USUI’'S THEORY: OVERVIEW AND MODIFICATION

The purpose of this appendix is briefly reviewing Kato-Usui’s theory and
sketch the proof of Theorems [3.3] and [3.4]

8.1. Kato-Usui’s theory revisit.

8.1.1. Basic constructions. We begin with the local constructions following
[KUOR, Chap. 3]. Given a rational nilpotent cone o C gg, let

(8.1) toricy := Spec(C[I'(¢)"])an
torus, := Spec(C[(T'(a)8”)"])an

be the toric variety and torus embedding associated to ogr. For any ¢ €

toric, we associate the cone o(q) which is the face of o corresponds to the
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torus orbit ¢ lies in via the orbit-cone correspondenc@. Regarding (eval-
uating at) ¢ as a regular function over C(I'(c)Y), it also defines a class
lq] € CW’W, of which we denote any lift as log,q.

Following [KUO8, Chap. 3], define

(8.2)

E, := toric, x D

E,:={(q,F*) € E, | NF* C F*"' VN € 0(q)}

E,:={(¢.F*) € E, | (0(q),exp(logr,q)F*®) is a 0(q) — nilpotent orbit }
Consider the map:
(8.3) O, : B, — I(0)2"\D,,
which is the quotient of the action:
(8.4) a€oc: Ey = Ey, (a,(q,F*)) — (e(a)g, e *F*).

This map realizes E, as a oc-torsor over I'(c)8P\ D, .
Let |toric|, be the analytic closure of R-points in toric,, then we can
similarly define:

(8.5) E# = |toric|,,

E¥ .= E,NE?,

o7 . E¥ — D¥.
if we replace oc by ior, and nilpotent orbits by nilpotent i-orbits. There is
a commutative diagram

Ef — > FE,
(8.6) l l

DY —— T(0)eP\D,

which realizes Ef as an ior-torsor over Df .

Definition 8.1 ([KUO8], Chap. 2). For a subset X C S where S is a
complex analytic space, define the strong topology on X as follows: It is
the finest topology such that for any morphism of complex analytic spaces
f:T — S with f(T) C X, the (set-theoretic) map f: T — X is continuous.

10gee for example, [CLS11, Chap. 3]
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Remark 8.2. Clearly the strong topology is equivalent to or finer than the
subspace topology for X C S, and they are not equivalent in general. For
such an example, see [KUOS, Sec. 3.1.3].

Following [KUOS, Chap. 2], we put the strong topology on E, C E,, and
its induced subspace topology on Ef , then the quotient topology on Dg
(resp. T'(0)8P\Dy) regarding the ior (resp. oc) torsor map, and then the
strongest topology on Dg (resp. I'\Dy) such that the inclusion maps:

(8.7) D# — D¥
I'(0)%*\D, < I'\ Dy

are continuous for every ¢ € ¥. We also need the definition of valuative
spaces as follows:

Definition 8.3 (Valuative submonoids).

(1): V= {(A, V) | Ais a Q-linear subspace of gg consisting of mu-
tually commutative nilpotent elements, V is a submonoid of A* :=
Homg(A4, Q) such that VN (=V) = {0} and VU (=V) = A*}.

(ii): Given (A, V) € V, let F(A,V) be the set of rational nilpotent
cones o C gr such that og = Ag and (c N A)Y :={h € A* | h(c N
A) C on} cV.

Definition 8.4 (Valuative spaces).
(i): Dyar := {(A,V,Z) | (A, V) €V and Z is an exp(Ac)-orbit in D}
(ii): Dya == {(A,V,Z) | (A, V,Z) € Dya and there exists o € F(A, V)
such that Z is a o-nilpotent orbit}

Definition 8.5 (Relative valuative spaces).
(1): Suppose ¥ is a fan in gg. For (A, V) €V, let
Xavy ={oceX|onAr € F(AV)}

By [KU0S], whenever X 4y is not empty, there is a minimal ele-
ment g € Xav,x.

(ii): Suppose ¥ is a fan in gg, define:
Dy va1 i ={(A,V,Z) € Dyl | Xa vy is non-empty, and exp(ooc)Z

is a og-nilpotent orbit}

We note that there are similar definitions for the valuative space of (nilpo-

tent) i-orbits Df;, Dé’é

ilarly to their normal counterparts, the details can be found at [KUO8, Sec.
5.3].

val- The topology on valuative spaces are defined sim-
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8.1.2. Main results. With all notations introduced before, suppose now X is
a fan. We are now ready to state Kato-Usui’s main results.

Theorem 8.6 ([KUOg], Sec. 7.2). The action of oc (iow) on Ey (E¥) is
proper and free, and as corollary, D# and T'(0)8P\ D, are Hausdorff.

Theorem 8.7 (JKUO8], Sec. 7.3). I'(0)8P\ D, admits a structure of logarith-
mic manifold under which E, — T'(0)8P\D, is a oc-torsor of logarithmic
manifolds. Moreover,

(8.8) (D(0)¥”\D, )8 2 I(0)P\ D

These are results regarding the local structures, or say when the fan X
is just a cone o and its faces. Passing to the global structure, we have the
following:

Theorem 8.8 ([KUO08], Sec. 7.3-7.4). Assuming T is neat, then I'\Dyx
admits a structure of logarithmic manifolds as well as Hausdorff topological
space, for which the map:

(8.9) I'(0)8?\D, — I'\ Dy,
18 a local homeomorphism for any o € X.

Remark 8.9. The precise defition of logarithmic manifolds can be found in
[KUQ08, Sec. 3.5]. Roughly speaking, a logarithmic manifold is locally iso-
morphic to an analytic subset of some fs logarithmic analytic space (defined
in [KUO8, Chap. 2]) given by the vanishing locus of a set of logarithmic
1-forms.

Theorems and [B7] are about the local model I'(c)8P\ D,, for which
the proof can be found at [KUO8, Sec. 7.1-7.2]. In this paper we will
briefly outline the idea of proving Theorem B8] i.e. how we patch the local
logarithmic manifold structures given by I'(¢)8P\ D, to a global one on I'\ Dy,
via a (weak) fan 3.

8.1.3. Proving main results: First step. [KUOK, Thm. 7.3.2] asserts that the
#

o,va

inclusion maps D¥ — Dg as well as DT — Dg val are open maps, and

the canonical map:
(8.10) DE . — D¥

is a proper map between Hausdorff topological spaces. Particularly, the
first argument uses the fact that if X is a fan, for any 0,7 € ¥ we have

D¥ nD¥ = DfmT. Hence by the definition of the topology on D¥ , it
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suffices to prove the case when ¥ = {7 and its faces} and ¢ < 7. The
second argument comes from the commutative diagram:

EfY L E"

o,val
(8.11) l |
Df Dﬁval

where the vertical arrows are iog-torsor maps and the horizontal arrows are
proper maps by [KUO8 Thm. 5.3.8].

Remark 8.10. If we assume X is a weak fan (instead of a fan), by [KNU13,
Thm. 4.3.1], the condition D¥ nD¥ = D should be modified by:

ot
(8.12) D# N D# = u,D¥

where a ranges among all common faces of o and 7. The rest of proof is
identical to [KUOS, Thm 7.5.2].

8.1.4. Proving main results: Second step. Once we prove the natural map
(8.13) I'(0)8?\D, — I'\ Dy,

is a local homeomorphism, the logarithmic manifold structure on I'\ Dy, will
be verified by regarding every I'(0)8P\ D, as a local chart.

The central idea to prove the map (BI3]) is a local homeomorphism is
applying [KUOR, Lemma 7.4.7]. For convenience we re-state it in terms of
spaces we are considering.

Proposition 8.11. The following conditions hold:

(i): The map Dg — P\DgE s a local homeomorphism between Haus-
dorff topological spaces.
(ii): The map [(c)eP\DF — T(0')8P\ D, is proper.
(iii): For any (1,Z) € Dy and v € T, if v(1,Z) and (1,Z) lie in the
same I'(o)-orbit, then v € I'(0).
Moreover, these properties imply (8I3) is a local homeomorphism.

We first sketch the proof of conditions (ii) and (iii). For (ii), this comes
from the theorem on local charts (87]) and basic properties of logarithmic
analytic spaces. For (iii), it easily follows from the following proposition:

Proposition 8.12 (JKUO8|, Prop. 7.4.3). Assume I' is neat and (0,Z) €
Dg (resp. Dxy), then Stabp(o, Z) = {Id} (resp. I'(c)&P).

The most difficult part is proving the condition (i) in Proposition [R11]

This follows from the following theorem.
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Theorem 8.13 (JKUO0g], Thm. 7.4.2).

i): The action of T on D¥ and D¥ . are proper, and the quotient
Y ¥,val
spaces F\D%E and I‘\D;E val @re Hausdorff;
ii): Assume I is neat, the canonical maps D 5 T\DZ and DY, —
by by ,val

F\DgE val @re local homeomorphisms.

Suppose (i) of Theorem B3] holds. Since I' is a discrete group acting
properly and freely on the Hausdorff space Dg , it is well-known the quotient
space F\D%E is Hausdorff and the quotient map is a local homeomorphism.
The same argument holds for the valuative space, therefore (ii) of Theorem

B3 holds.

8.1.5. Proving main results: Third step. To prove (i) of Theorem B3] we
need to formulate theory regarding the space of SLo-orbits Dgr,,. Regarding
the general theory of SLo-orbits, see for example |[KU02] or [KUO&, Chap.
5-6].

We shall begin with the classical SLo-orbit theorem, which was proved in
[Sch73] for 1-variable case and |[CKS86] for general case. We sketch these
classical results in a form convenient for our use.

For the field F = Q,R or C, denote

s e (o) (00 e (00)

be the standard generator of sls(F) with the relations:
(815) [yv n:l:] = £2ny, [n+,n_] =Yy

Using Cayley transform we can associate a natural F-Hodge structure of
weight 0 on sly(F) as follows:

(8.16) (s12(C)) " = (sL(C)1 T = Cliy +ny +n),
(s15(C))°° = C(ny —n_).
Consider an sly(IF)-representation:
(8.17) p:sla(F) — gr

which has a lift to the algebraic group level:

(8.18) p: SLo(F) — Gy.
We denote
(8.19) [N, Y, N*] = [p(n-), p(y), p(n+)]
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as the associated sls-triple. We also say a pair of sls-triples, namely
(8.20) [N, Yi, N, i =1,2

commute, if the subalgebras generated by two triples commute.

slo-representations arise in Hodge theory in a natural way. Suppose
(W(N),F*,N) is an R-split mixed Hodge structure polarized by N € gg,
let Y € gr be the semisimple element grading the LMHS, then there exists
a unique slo-representation p such that

(8:21) p(n-) =N, p(y) =Y.

We complete it into an sly-triple [N, Y, NT]. There is a very special class
of sly-representations which induce horizontal SLs-orbits, see for example
[Robl15].

Definition 8.14. Fiz a point F'* € D, it induces a weight-0 Hodge structure
Fy on g = End(V). We say p gives a horizontal SLa-orbit at F'* if the
following holds:

(i): p is defined on R;
(ii): p is a morphism of Hodge structures with respect to Fy. Equiva-
lently,

(8.22) p(sla(C))~FF) c Fy Rk
We also say p gives a horizontal SLo-orbit if it gives one at some point

F* e D.

Proposition 8.15. Let (W (N)[—!], F'*, N) be an R-split mized Hodge struc-
ture polarized by N and p be an sla-representation as (821)), then:

(i): p is a morphism of Hodge structures at exp(iN)F*;
(ii): p gives p which is defined over R, and

(8.23) p:Pl =D
an equivariant SLa-embedding by p(gi) = p(g) exp(iN)F*.

Now we are ready to state the SLa-orbit theorem of [Sch73] and [CKS86].
Consider a nilpotent orbit
(8.24) (21,55 2n) N exp(z ZiN;)F*.

j=1

[CKS86, Thm. 4.20], i.e. the multivariable SLg-orbit theorem can be sum-
marized as follows.
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Theorem 8.16 ([CKS86], Thm. 4.20). There ezists a unique R-representation:

(8.25) p: (sk(C)" = gc
and its lift:
(8.26) p: (SL2(C))" = Ge
with the following properties:

(i): Let
(8.27) [N, V5, N, 1< <

be the sla-triple associated to the j-factor of p, then these n-triples
COmmute'
(1i): Wiy Ne) = W (352 Ni)s
Moreover, there ezzsts a unique F§ € D such that:

(iii): p gives an n-dimensional horizontal SLy-orbit at Fy;

(iv): Denote p,., 1 < r < n as the restriction of p on the first r
factors, then p, is a morphism of Hodge structures at the point
exp(i ZZ:T’-H Nk)F0.7

(v): Foryi,...,yn € R, there exists a real analytic function g(y1, ..., yn) :
R"™ — GRr such that

(8.28) exp(i Zyg )E® = g(y1, .., yn) exp(i Zyg )EG
7j=1
(vi): Use the convention yp+1 = 1, g(y1,...,yn) can be written as a
Laurent series of y;yi - 1 < j < n with non-positive powers and
constant term 1. Therefore the two sides of (8.28) has the same

(vii): Agam use the cmwentwn Yn+1 = 1, we have:
(8.29)
n J

1 Yj
o3 5" =t 32 3 et 3 )
j=1 = =
We call (p, p) given by Theorem as the SLo-orbit associated to the
nilpotent orbit 6 : (z1,...,2n) — exp(d_7_; 2;N;)F*. The idea of patch-
ing all of these ”distinguished SLo-orbits” to a space leads to the following
definition.

Definition 8.17 ([KUQ2], Definition 3.6). The space of SLa-orbits, denoted
as Dgi,,, be the collection of all (p,p) modulo the equivalence relation ~,

such that:
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(1): (p, p) is an SLa-orbit;

(ii): The wez’ght/ﬁh{tmtz’ons W, Ny) are rational for 1 < j< ni

(iii): (,o: p) ~ ('? :p') if there exists (t1,...,tn) € RY, such that Y; =Y
and Nj = t;N.

Remark 8.18. In [KU02], the rank of an SLo-orbit is defined. In this
paper we always assume the rank of an SLo-orbit equals to the number of
independent variables n, or equivalently (825) is injective.

The topology of the space Dsy,, is constructed in [KUOS, Sec. 5.2-5.4] and
we will omit it here. The point we would like to highlight is the existence
of a natural map:

(8.30) Y DE . = Dsv,

which sends a (valuative) nilpotent orbit to its associated SLg-orbit(’s equiv-
alent class) by Theorem Well-defineness of this map can be seen from
[KUOR, Thm. 5.4.3]. The critical result is the following:

Theorem 8.19 ([KUO8], Thm 5.4.4). The map v is continuous, and is the
unique continuous extension of the identity map on D.

Now we return to Theorem [RI3] (i). By Theorem [R.I9] Proposition B.ITI
and the fact that I" acts properly on Dsy,, (see [KUO& Thm. 5.2.15]), the
result follows and hence Proposition B.11]is proved.

8.1.6. Final step: Conclusion. Proposition BTl says the local (Hausdorff)
topological and logarithmic analytic structure of I'\ Dy, are completely in-
herited from those for I'(c)8P\ D,, which are proved in Theorems and
B This certifies Theorem [R.8

A remark is that the main Theorems [3.3] and [3:4] remain valid if we only
require ¥ to be a weak fan. This is proved in [KNU13]| for the polarized
mixed Hodge structure case.

8.2. Weak fan of restricted types. In this subsection we shall go through

the same process as the last section, but for a weak fan of restricted type

(Definition B.7). In particular, we shall show Theorems B.9] and BI0l
Continue using notations from Section 3 and the last section, and let ®

be an index set containing a certain selection of LMHS types. In this section

we shall always assume X is a weak fan of type ®. Define:

(8.31)

E,s:={(¢,F*) € E, | (o(q), exp(logr_q)F*®) is a o(q)—nilpotent orbit of type ®}.
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Clearly E, ¢ C E, and we endow it with the subspace topology. The map
(B3)) has the restriction

(8.32) Oo|Eyq : Eoad — T(0)*P\Dya,

which is clearly a oc-torsor if we endow I'(0)8P\ D, ¢ the quotient topology.
Similarly we can define Efq) with the subspace topology and the iogr-torsor

(8.33) OF |p#: Ely = Diy.

and hence the diagram (8.0)) can be enlarged to

E7 E,

\ /

Ely — Era

@U# @#|Eij) l@a‘EU,qa ea
DYy — T(0)*\Dy0

— T

D¥ [(0)8\D,

(8.34)

Now we prove Theorem for the local case where ¥ = {0 and its faces}.
Following [KUOS, Sec. 7.1-7.3], we have to show:

(i): Es o admits a structure of locally analytically constructible space.
(ii): The action of oc (resp. iogr) on E, ¢ (resp. Eij)) is proper and
free.

Indeed, we already know (ii) holds as the restricted maps ©,| % and
o,®

C)4 | E*, clearly give torsors in the category of Hausdorff topological spaces.
We shall now show (1).

Notice that for any (¢, F'*) € E, and some open neighborhood (g, F*) €
U C E,, the proof of [KUOS, Theorem 3.5.10] shows as a locally analytically
constructible space (Definition BIT]), if for any face 7 < o we denote T, C
as the associated torus orbit in toric,, then the analytically constructible
strata for U C E, are given as follows:

(8.35) A, = (T, x D)NT,

B, :={(¢,F*) € A, | NF* C F*"!, YN e 7}.
By shrink U if necessary (to fit the positivity condition), we obtain a de-
scription of the locally analytically constructible structure on FE,.

Since for any fixed weight filtration W = W (1), the restriction of MHS

type ® on (W, F*®) is given by the numerical conditions on (graded) Hodge
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numbers:

(8.36) Cryy, fP := dimc(WF 0 FP) — dime (W*~1 0 FP),

which are clearly complex analytic conditions on A.. Therefore, if we replace
the strata B; by:

(8.37)

Bro:={(q,F*) € A, | NF* C F*~', VN € 7, Gry(y), f? are prescribed by &},
we complete the description of F; ¢ as a locally analytically constructible
space. The condition (i) is verified.

With (i) and (ii) established, by applying [KUOR, Lemma 7.3.3] and
[KUO, Sec. 7.3.4-7.3.7] verbatim we shall get the desired result, i.e. the
space I'(0)8P\ D, ¢ admits the structure of locally analytically constructible
space. Moreover, this structure has two interpretations: Either the one from
E, ¢ using [KUOR, Lemma 7.3.3] or the one obtained from I'(c)®P\D, o C
['(0)8P\D,.

We turn to the proof of Theorem B.9 for a general ¥. For Dﬁq) c DY and
I['(0)8P\Dy e C I'(0)8P\D, we endow the subspace topology, then endow
ng) and I'\ Dy, ¢ the finest topology such that for any o € ¥, the maps:

(8.38) Dfy = DL,
I'(0)®?\Dyo — I'\Dx o

are continuous. We also need to define the restricted valuative space Dy, ¢ val
and D;Qv&lz
(8.39)

Dy, ¢ val :={(A,V,Z) € Dx,ya1 | Z is a nilpotent orbit of type ®},

Dg@,val ={(A,V,Z%) e Dg’val | Z is a nilpotent i-orbit of type ®}.
As before, the first step is to obtain an analog of [KUOK, Thm. 7.3.2]. More

precisely, Dﬁq) — Diq) and qu) val < D§ ®.val are open maps. We also
have the map

(8.40) D, = Djﬁf<I>

which is a proper map between Hausdorff topological spaces. We note since
Y is a weak fan of type @, the statement in Remark 8.0 should be replaced
by:

# # #
(8.41) DYy 0 D¥, =U.DY,
11Though it is stated with the category of either Hausdorff topological spaces or logarith-

mic manifolds, it also holds for locally analytically constructible spaces.
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where 0,7 € ¥ and «a ranges among all common faces of ¢ and 7. Moreover,
the fact X is a weak fan of type ® implies there are well-defined canonical
maps:
(8.42) D?@,val - D?i@
Dy, ¢ vai — Dy ¢.

Therefore, by applying the proof of [KUO& Thm. 7.3.2] verbatim we get the
desired results.

Now Theorem [B.8] Proposition B11] and Theorem B3] can be di-
rectly generalized to the restricted case, as long as we replace logarithmic
manifold by locally analytically constructible space everywhere. In particu-

lar, Theorem 819 holds for the restricted case as long as {Pure LMHS} C ®.
If we consider the map (8.30) in the restricted case:

(8'43) /l/}‘DZ,CD,val : D;Zélé,@,val - DSL27
since X is a weak fan of type @, it is enough to prove for any o the map
(844) w’Do,q),val : Dﬁ@,val - DSL27¢7

is continuous, here Dgy,, ¢ is defined to be the subspace of Dsy,, containing
all SLy orbits (indeed their equivalent classes) whose underlying nilpotent
orbits are of type ®. The rest of the proof can be obtained by applying
IKUOS8, Sec. 6.4.12] verbatim.

Finally, Theorem [3.9] is obtained by patching up every results we have
for the restricted case. Theorem B.I0] can be seen as follows: Suppose for
a period map ¢ : S — I'\D, @ is the index set containing all LMHS types
accessed by ¢. It is enough to check on local charts, i.e.,

(8.45) (A%)F x A = T(0)\Dy.0

is a morphism of locally analytically constructible spaces for any o € 3, but
this is immediate as

(8.46) (AN x Al - T(0)\Dy
is a morphism of logarithmic manifolds with image in I'(0)\ D¢, ¢, and
(8.47) P(0)\Dya = T(0)\D,

is clearly a morphism of locally analytically constructible spaces. This con-
cludes the proof.
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