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ON HODGE STRUCTURES OF COMPACT COMPLEX
MANIFOLDS WITH SEMISTABLE DEGENERATIONS

TARO SANO

ABSTRACT. Compact Kéhler manifolds satisfy several nice Hodge-theoretic
properties such as the Hodge symmetry, the Hard Lefschetz property
and the Hodge—Riemann bilinear relations, etc. In this note, we investi-
gate when such nice properties hold on compact complex manifolds with
semistable degenerations.

For compact complex manifolds which can be obtained as smoothings
of SNC varieties without triple intersection locus, we show the Hodge
symmetry when the monodromy logarithm induces isomorphisms on the
associated graded. We also show the Hodge Riemann relations on H>
of compact complex 3-folds with such semistable degenerations under
some conditions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Smooth projective varieties (or more generally Ké&hler manifolds) satisfy
several nice Hodge theoretic properties. For example, their de Rham coho-
mology admits pure Hodge structures and ample (Kéhler) classes on them
define positive definite bilinear form on their primitive cohomology groups.

There are plenty of non-Kéahler compact complex manifolds whose co-
homology groups has nice properties as Kéhler manifolds. Clemens and
Friedman [Fri91] constructed non-Kéhler Calabi—Yau 3-folds with by = 0
and arbitrarily large b3 (so called Clemens manifolds). Hashimoto and the
author ([HS23], [San21]) constructed non-Kéhler Calabi-Yau manifolds in
dimension > 3 with arbitrarily large by by smoothing algebraic SNC vari-
eties. They are expected to have nice cohomological properties since they are
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constructed from algebraic objects. The motivation of this note is to show
that those examples satisfy nice Hodge theoretic properties and investigate
to what extent one can extend.

Let X = J", X; be a proper SNC variety, that is, a proper simple normal
crossing C-scheme which is a union of smooth proper varieties X;’s. We
consider its semistable smoothing ¢: X — A, that is, ¢ is a proper surjective
holomorphic map from a complex manifold X’ to a 1-dimensional disk A such
that ¢~1(0) ~ X. We often assume that X is without triple intersection,
that is, X; N X; N Xy, = 0 for all i < j < k for simplicity, but it is still quite
general setting.

The following is a main result of this note.

Theorem 1.1. Let X = [J;~, X; be a proper SNC variety without triple
intersection and let ¢: X — A be a semistable smoothing of X. Let X; :=
¢~ 1(t) be the smooth fiber for small t # 0 and n := dim X;. Then we have
the following.

(i) Assume that the cup product is non-degenerate onIm p,_, ¢ H* 1(X?,C),
where pn_1 is the restriction map as in Definition [223. Then the
Hodge filtration F* induces a pure Hodge structure on H™(X;) (see
Proposition [21]).

(ii) Assume that the monodromy nilpotent operator N on HF = H*(X, AY) ~
H*(X;) as in Remark[24] induces an isomorphism N: Wy 1 /Wy —

Wi_1, where W, is the weight filtration of the limit mized Hodge
structure on H* as in Theorem [ZA Then H* admits a pure Hodge
structure.

This is a generalization of the results of Friedman [Eril9] and Li [Li23] on
the dd-lemma on Clemens manifolds. The examples constructed in [HS23]
are also covered in Theorem [I1] (i) (See Corollary B.2]). Theorem [LI{ii) is
proved without the assumption on triple intersection in [Che24].

Moreover, we obtain the Hodge-Riemann relation on H? of a smoothing
of a proper SNC 3-fold with some conditions as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let ¢: Y — A be a semistable smoothing of a proper SNC
variety Y = U;nzl Y; without triple intersection such that dimY = 3. Let

pr: H(YW, Q) = H{(Y®, Q) be the restriction map and v : H=2(Y ) Q)(-1) —
HY (YW Q) be the Gysin map as in Definition [Z3. Assume the following
condition:

(*) The pairings Qw, and Qw, on (Ker p3/Im 73)%1 and (Ker 74)(151 are
positive definite (see Remark[Z8 for the detail).
Let Yy = ¢~ 1(s) be a fiber of ¢ over a small s # 0. For the cup product
(o,0) on H? := H3(Y,,C), let Q(e,0) := —/—1(e, e).
Then H3(Ys) admits a pure Hodge structure and we have Q(n,7) > 0 for
0+£ne H' .= H2(Y,,C).
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As a consequence, the Hodge-Riemann bilinear relation holds on H? of Y
in Theorem [ since the relation is well-known on H3°. This generalizes the
result of Li [Li23]. In particular, we have the Hodge-Riemann relation on
H?3 of the non-Kéhler Calabi-Yau 3-folds constructed in [HS23] (see
and for more results.). The strategy of the proof of Theorems [I]
and [[2] follow those in [Li23].

In Section 2, we summarize the necessary materials on Hodge theory. In
Section 3, we give the proof of Theorems [I.1] and In Section 4, we
exhibit some examples and investigate the Lefschetz line bundles and the
Hodge Riemann line bundles (cf. [DN13], [RT23]) on non-Kéhler Calabi-
Yau manifolds. In particular, we show that the examples in [HS23] satisfy
the Hard Lefschetz property by exhibiting Lefschetz line bundles on them

(Example ET)).

Remark 1.3. When the author was finishing the manuscript, the preprints

Che24] and appeared on arXiv. The results are obtained indepen-
dently.

2. PRELIMINARIES

As is well-known, the existence of a pure Hodge structure is equivalent
to the k-opposed property of the Hodge filtration (cf. [PS08, pp.34, the
bottom]).

Proposition 2.1. Let X be a compact complex manifold on which the spec-
tral sequence

EPY = H(X, %) = HPY9(X,C)
degenerates at Ey. Let
FP .= FPHK(X,C) := Im(H*(62PQ%) — H*(X,C))
be the putative Hodge filtration as in Definition 2.21] and let HP :=
FPNF4.
Then the subspaces {HP*~P | 0 < p < k} define a pure Hodge structure
on the cohomology group H*(X,C)

k
H*(X,C) =@ P P, Hpk»=HFPP
p=0

if and only if the filtration F*® is “k-opposed”, that is, FP N Fk=—p+l = {0}
for all p.

Proof. Suppose that the subspaces { PP} define a Hodge structure. Then

we have
P — @ Hr,k—r

r2>p
and obtain the k-opposed condition.
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Conversely, suppose that F'® is k-opposed. Then we see that, for p =
0,....k—1,
HPF P N TR C (PP FRR) 0 PP = FRoe 0 B = {0}
r2p+1
by the k-opposedness. Hence we see that H* = @];:0 HPk=P We have
Hpk=p = H*=PP by the definition of HP*~P, U

We have the following description of limiting mixed Hodge structures on
the central fiber of a semistable degeneration.

Theorem 2.2. Let ¢: X — A be a semistable smoothing of a proper SNC
variety X over a 1-dimensional unit disk. Let A := Q;(/A(log X)|x. Let

A* = AN\ {0}, X" := ¢~ Y(A*) and ¢': X* — A* be the smooth family
induced by ¢.

(i) The hypercohomology H* = Hf = HF(X,A%) is isomorphic to
HF(X;,C), where Xy := ¢~ (t)(t # 0) is the general fiber of ¢. The
sheaf

H* = R¥$.Q% )a (log X)
is locally free and coincides with Deligne’s canonical extension of
HF|ax ~ REG Cx« for the Gauss—Manin connection.

(ii) There is a Q-mized Hodge structure (Hk,H(S,W,hm,ﬂ;m) on H*.

The spectral sequence

FEf’q — Hq(X, ApX) = HPTa — Hp-i-q(A;{)

degenerates at Ey and induces the Hodge filtration I, .
(iii) There exists the monodromy weight spectral sequence

W(M)El—r,k-i-r _ EB Fk—r—2 <X(r+2z+1)’@) (—r—1) = H(Ié
[>max{0,—7}

which degenerates at Eo and induces the weight filtration on H@,

where X™) is the m-fold intersection locus of X for m > 1. (For
i € Z, (i) means the Tate twist of degree i. )
(iv) Possibly after shrinking A, the spectral sequence

EP" = R, A (log X) = R'9,Q% 5 (log X)

degenerates at E1 and the sheaf quﬁ*va/A(logX) is locally free.
The spectral sequence

HI(Xy, ) = HPT9(X,,C)

for X; = ¢~ Y(t) degenerates at Ey. Moreover, the Hodge filtration
on HF induces a filtration F* C H* by holomorphic subbundles.
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Proof. (i) This follows from the arguments in Corollary 11.18] (cf.
Theorem 2.6, Theorem 2.1(i)]).

(ii) This follows from the arguments in Theorem 11.22, Corollary
11.23(ii)).

(iii) follows from Corollary 11.23(i)]

(iv) The Ej-degeneration on X; is in Corollary 11.24]. Then the
Fq-degeneration for the sheaves follows from the argument to show
Proposition 10.29]. O

Remark 2.3. Let ¢: X — A be a semistable smoothing as in Theorem
such that X := ¢~1(0) is an SNC divisor with wy ~ Ox. Then MBI
is locally free and the dimension h%(X},wy,) is constant on X; = ¢~ (¢) for
t € A. Hence we see that wy, ~ Oy,.

Remark 2.4. Let X — A be a semistable smoothing as in Theorem
Then we have a monodromy transformation T' of H* = H¥(X,A%) which

is a natural extension of the monodromy transformation on smooth fibers.

Then let
dim X .
(id —T)!
N :=logT = — -
g >
=0
be the monodromy logarithm. Then it is known that

N
N =
2my/—1
is a morphism of mixed Hodge structures (cf. Theorem 11.28]).

Definition 2.5. (cf. [GNA90, (1.2), (1.3)]) Let X = |J;~, X; be a proper
SNC variety with irreducible components X7, ..., X,,. Let X(}) .= I, X;
and X® :=T],_; X;;, where X;; :== X; N X;. Let 61,02: X — X1 be
the morphism induced by X;; — X;, X;; < X; respectively.

We define the restriction map p; by

t H — HE(—1)

pi=07 —83: H(XW,Q) —» H'(X®, Q).

We also define ; := (1)1 — (02)1: H2(X®,Q)(-1) - H(XWM Q) to be
the Gysin map for p; as in [GNA9Q, (1.3)] with the formula

1) <2T1/_—1> [ aUomaid) = (%\%) [, m@us

for n:=dim X, a € H"2(X®)(~1) and g € > (X D).
Note that p; and ~; are morphism of Hodge structures, thus their kernels,
images and cokernels admit Hodge structures.

When the central fiber is an SNC variety without triple intersection, we
have the following description.
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Proposition 2.6. Let X be a proper SNC variety without triple intersection
and ¢: X — A be a semistable smoothing of X. Let X = 1%, Xi and
X® = [1ic;(Xi N X;) be as in Definition [Z3 Let H* .= HF(X,A%) be as
in Theorem[22(i) and H(S C H” be the Q-structure with the weight filtration
We. Then we have the following.

(i) The term EI_T’IH'T in the weight spectral sequence is non-zero only if
r=—1,0,1 and we have

B = (0, @), B = B, @), B = (x0, g) (1)
(ii) As a consequence of (i), we have Wi_g =0, Wy11 = H@ and
W1~ Coker(E?’k_1 — Ell’k_l) = Coker pg_1,
Wi /Wi—1 =~ Ker py,/ Im yy,

Wii1/ Wi ~ Ker vg41,

where pi: H(XW, Q) — HYX®,Q) is the restriction map and
s H=2(X® Q) (-1) — HY(XW, Q) is the Gysin map as in Defi-
nition [2.3.

(iii) Assume that k = n :=dim X. Then the monodromy nilpotent oper-
ator N': Hiy — Hg(—1) as in Remark [24] induces an isomorphism

N W1 /Wy = Wy_1(—1)
if and only if the cup product is non-degenerate on Im p,_1 C H"_l(X(z),(C).

Proof. (i) follows from Theorem [2:2[(iii) since we only need to care r+2[+1 =
1,2.

(ii) is a consequence of (i) and the weight spectral sequence.

(iii) By (ii), we see that the homomorphism N’: W,,.1/W,, — W,_1(—1)
can be regarded as a homomorphism

N’: Ker~v,+1 — Coker p,_1(—1)
induced by the identity homomorphism on H*~1(X®) Q)(-1). Let
(Im p,—1)t € H"H(XP,Q)

be the orthogonal complement of Im p,,_1 for the cup product. Then we see
that

Kervy,41 = (Impn—l)l(_l)
by the adjoint property of p,—1 and v,—; as in ([Il) and the non-degeneracy
of the cup product on H" (X)),
Assume that the cup product is non-degenerate on Imp, 1. Then the
natural homomorphism

7' (Im pp_1)t — Coker p,_y
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is an isomorphism. (If (V, (,)) is a finite dimensional vector space with a non-
degenerate bilinear form and W C V' is a subspace such that (, )|y is non-
degenerate, then the composition W+ <+ V — V/W is an isomorphism.)
Hence N’ is an isomorphism.

On the other hand, if the cup product is degenerate on Im p,,_1, then the
homomorphism 7’ is not injective. Hence we obtain the converse. U

Remark 2.7. Let X be a smooth projective variety of pure dimension n
with an ample class L € H?(X,Z). Then, for a, 8 € H"(X,C), we have the
non-degenerate pairing

@8 [ ans,

Let W C H™(X,C) be a sub-Hodge structure which is “compatible with the
Lefschetz decomposition”, that is,

w=@ (a0 nw),
r>0

where H"-%"(X) := Ker(L**!: H""2(X,C) — H"t>*2(X,C)) is the

prim
primitive cohomology for L. Then we see that (, )| is also non-degenerate.

Proof. Note that we have the Hodge decomposition

prlm prim

LTH"~ 27“ ﬂ W = @ <Lan 27“ ) N Wp,n—p)

and the decomposition is orthogonal for the pairing. We have the polariza-
tion on each summand L™ H">*"(X) N WP~ defined by

prim

QL' (), L' (8)) = (—1) =272 1 / Y AS ALY,

X
This implies the non-degeneracy of the pairing on W. O

By the above, if Im p,,_ is compatible with the Lefschetz decomposition,
then the cup product is non-degenerate on Im p,,_1.

We shall use the Deligne’s splitting for the mixed Hodge structure.

Definition-Proposition 2.8. Let (H, W,, F'*) be a mixed Hodge structure.
Let
1P = FP O Wy g N (FINWpag+ Y FIitinW, o).

j=2
Then we have
Wy, = @ J R @[T’,q‘
p+q<k r>p

For a smoothing as in Proposition 2.6] we have the following information
on [P,
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Proposition 2.9. Let X be a proper SNC variety and ¢: X — A as in
Proposition [2.6. Let (H*, W,, F*) be the limiting mized Hodge structure on
HF* as in Theorem [Z3(ii). Then the following holds.

(i) We have
Wi =IFWo 2 g @ 0h! [Rk-T-i = (A0 (=0, k- 1),
We=Wi1 @I et g ..ok rik—i= k=it G=0,.. k),
Wit1 :Wk®1k’l®"'@11’k,

(ii) Moreover, for all p, we have
(2)

P — <Ip,k—1—p S @ Ik—lvo>@<[p,k—p RS Ik,0>@(1p7k+1—p RS Ik,1> .

(iii) Let 7: Wiy — Wip1 /Wy be the projection and ViFF1=1 .= r([Hk+1-1)
fori=1,...,k. Then we have the decomposition

k
Wk—i—l/Wk — @ Vi,k‘-i-l—i

i=1
such that Vik+l—i = yk+l=ii

Proof. (i),(ii): The decompositions of Wj,_1, Wy, and F? follow from Definition-
Proposition 28 and Proposition 2:6(ii). We see that

[ = FIA FR1in Wy, TR = Fin FR=inw,

by Wi_1_; = 0 and Wj_; = 0 for j > 2. Hence we obtain I®F—1-% = Tk—1-is
and Iok—i = ¥~ Since Wy, 1/Wy ~ Ker~y is a sub-Hodge structure of
H*1(X® Q)(—1) by Proposition 8 (ii), we see that IF+1:0 = [0:k+1 = (.
(iii) follows since W, induces a mixed Hodge structure. (]

3. PROOF OF THEOREMS

By using the above ingredients, we prove Theorem [T.1]

Proof of Theorem[11l. By Proposition [2.0[iii) and the hypothesis, in both
(i) and (ii), the monodromy logarithm induces an isomorphism

Nt W1 /Wy = Wy

By [Fril9, Theorem 1.2] and Theorem 2.2(ii), it is enough to show that
the Hodge filtration F* on H*(X;,C) satisfies

(3) FP @ Ff 7" = H*(X,,C)

for all p on the smooth fiber X; = ¢~ '(t) of the semistable smoothing
¢: X — A.
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First, let us choose a C-basis of F} = F} C H k of the limit Hodge

filtration. Let h* := dimI*/. We may take a basis {u;] €I |1l =
1,...,h" Y of I for i+ j =k — 1,k k + 1 so that

ik—1—i k—1—ii .
u, =, (1=0,...,k—1),

u?k_l = uf_“ (1=0,...,k),
Ny =7 =1,k L =1, R
by Proposition Z9(i) and the induced isomorphism N: [#k+1=i =y pi=Lk=i,
We may also assume that

(4) up " = T

for some w; = wy; € Wy since m(IHF+1-0) = q(I*1=48) for m: Wiy —
Wi11/Wy, as in Proposition 2:9(iii).

Remark 3.1. For any basis v1,...,v, € H¥ = HF(X, A% ), we have a local
holomorphic frame v1(¢), ..., v,(¢) € H* = RF¢, Q8 s (log X) with the vari-

able ¢ € A since HF is a trivial bundle. Let 7: h — A* := A\ {0} be the uni-
versal cover defined by 7(z) := 2™V~12. These v;(¢) correspond to the H*-

valued functions v;(2): h — H” for i = 1,...,r defined by v;(2) := e*V - v;
with the invariance property v;(z + 1) = T'v;(2) for the monodromy trans-
formation T of H*. The functions vi(z),...,v.(z) form a local holomorphic

frame of 7*H¥| A+ with the invariance property.

Since FP C H* is a holomorphic subbundle, we can extend u € FP C
HF to a holomorphic section U(¢) € FP over A which corresponds to the
function U(z): $ — H* with the property U(z 4+ 1) = T - U(2). Note that
U(¢) can be written as a Oa-linear combination of v1(¢), ..., v,(¢). This also
induces a smooth (real analytic) section U(() of F? C H* which corresponds
to the real analytic function U(z): $§ — HF for all p.

Note that the decomposition (2]) implies

Fk+1-p

= (I’H-l—p,p—? B D [k—LO)@([k-i-l—p,p—l B P [k70)@([k+1—p,p B P Ikvl)

- ([P—Z’H‘l—?’ DD [O’k—1>@([¥’—lvk+1—7’ DD [0,k>@([k+l—p7p DD m) .
Let U, ;"j (2): § — H* be the function corresponding to the section of FP

which is an extension of u;” € FP and let u)”(2) := eV -u;”: § — H" be

the function determined by uij € H*. Note that the corresponding sections
{u;?(¢) € H*} forms a local holomorphic frame of H* and we may write

(5) U (2) =3 A7 () - up? (2)
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for some holomorphic functions A;:’j ,(C ) = A;:’j / [l,i,7] € Oa (which depend
on l,,7). Since we have

i ul i+j<k
ubl(z) = lj - ( ‘7._ )
w42y (i+j=k+1),

we have

UZJ() Z(A;’k 1— 2+Az+1kz ) ;k 1- Z+ZAzk il 2kz+ZA2k+1 i’ zk—l—l i’
Let z = 2 + +/—1y. By the above description, we see that

(6) U ) =TT o ().

Indeed, since A;’j is holomorphic, we have Af’k_l_i(g“) =1+0(@y"),
AT (¢) = O (y7Y) for (i,4,1') # (ik —1—1i,1) and |2¢| = (% . Simi-
e

larly, we have
Ul’i,k‘—’i(z) _ U; k) Z+O (y—l) , Uli7k+l_i(2) _ u;,k)-ﬁ-l—i_'_zu’li—Lk‘—’i_'_O (y—l) )
We also see that

U =T T 0 W) U = oY),

Uli,k-l-l—i(z) _ u;’,k—l—l % +7z. u;{ i,i—1 +0 (y_l) )

In order to show (@), it is enough to check

k—1 hbk—1-0 Lk hik— L pikti—i
/\ /\ Uz J—1— z (/\ /\ z k— z A /\ /\ Uli,k—i-l—i(z)
i=p =1 =p l=1 i=p I=1
k—1  hbhk—1=d k hbke ho k10
A /\ /\ Ulzk 1— 2( ) A /\ /\ li,k—i(z) A /\ /\ UZ Trik+1—i, z
i=k+1-p I= k+1—p [=1 i=k+1—-p =
#0¢ /k\Hk

for y = Im z > 0, where by, := dim¢ H”.
By the above approximations as (@], we compute that
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k—1 k
=AA@ T o)) A AN (@ o)
i=p 1 i=p I
/\/\/\< ikt1—i _u;'—l,k—i+0(y—1)>
i=p 1
k
A /\ /\(klzz+0( ))/\ /\ /\(f”—FO(y_l))
i=k+1—p 1 i=k+1-p [
A /\ /\(zk+lz - f“1_|_0(y—1)>
i=k+1-p I
k_l . . k . . k . . k =7 1 -
-+ /\ u;,k—l—z /\(/\ u;,k—z>/\ /\ /\u;,k—i-l—z/\ /\ /\u;,k-i-l—z
i=0,i#p—1 1 i=0 1 i=p+1 1 i=k4+2-p 1
/\/\< p,k+1— p+ p 1,k— p) A (uf+1 p,p_|_ p 1,k— p) —|—O(y_1)

_ k
-+ /\ /\u;',k—l—i (/\ /\uzk 2) /\ /\uz J+1— 2 /\ /\( f—l—l zz_i_wu)
l

1=0,1#p—1 1 =0 i=p+1 | i=k+2—p 1
/\/\( phtl=p | z 1,k—p> A (uif—l—l PP 4 5. g pLk— p) —I—O(y_l).

Note that we can ignore the term wy ; in the last line since the wedge products

from these do not contain elements from I**+t1=% for 4 = 1,...,p — 1 and
vanish.

By @), we have

< lk+1 Py 1,k—p> A (uf+1 PP 5 Pk p)

= (uf”kﬂ_p—i-z-uf_l’k_p) /\( PRHLD oy 4zl p)

=(z— E)uf_l’k_p A uf’kﬂ_p + (uf)’kﬂ_p + zuf’_l’k_p)

— (u;ln—l,k—p A u?,lﬂ—l—p n O(y_l)) n zuf_l’k_p A wy

N\ w;

and we can also ignore the term with w; = wj 41—, by the same reason as
before (the wedge product misses an element of I7**1=P). By this and (),
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we finally obtain

k—1 k
o =22 o) (A A (AN

i=0,i#p—1 1 i=0 1

k k
A /\ /\u;,k+1—i/\ /\ /\uf—i-l—i,i/\/\ <u§)—1,k—p A u;lz),k-l-l—p) L0 (y_l)
l

i=p+1 1 i=k+2—p 1

—+z—2)" " 1+ 0@ ™h) (lﬁ/_\1 N uf’k_l_i> : (i\ A ui,k_i)

=0 [ 1=0 1

k
s An) <06
i=1 1
thus this is nonzero when y = Im z > 0.

O

Corollary 3.2. Let X = X1 U X5 be a proper SNC 3-fold such that X1 and
Xy are smooth projective and D := X1 N Xo is irreducible. Assume that
there is a semistable smoothing ¢: X — A of X and let Xy := ¢~ 1(t) be its
general fiber. Then the following holds.

(i) The cohomology group H3(X;,C) admits a pure Hodge structure.
(ii) In particular, the non-Kdhler Calabi-Yau 5-folds constructed in [HS23]
and [San22] satisfy the 00-lemma.

Proof. (i) By Remark 271 it is enough to check that Impy C H?(D,C) is
compatible with the Lefschetz decomposition for some ample class L on D.
Let Ly be an ample class on X; and L := Lq|p be its restriction to D.
Then we see that L € Im ps and can check that Im py = C- L@ (L+NTm po).
Hence Im ps is compatible with the Lefschetz decomposition and obtain the
claim.
(ii) By (i), we see that H® of the examples in [[S23] and [San22] admits a
pure Hodge structure since they are constructed as a semistable smoothing
of an SNC variety as in the hypothesis. Then the 99-lemma holds by
Corollary 1.6] since we have H'(X,Ox) = 0 = H°(X,Q%) for i = 1,2 on
the non-Kéahler Calabi-Yau 3-folds X as in [HS23] and [San22]. O

Remark 3.3. Let X — A be a semistable smoothing of a proper SNC variety
X of dimension n. When n = 2, then the Hodge filtration induces a pure
Hodge structure on H?(X;) by Theorem 2.2 (iv) and [Fril9, Lemma 1.5].

Hence the problem of the Hodge symmetry on H™(X;,C) makes sense
when n > 3. It would be interesting to find an example of a semistable
smoothing of a proper SNC variety on which the Hodge symmetry does not
hold on the middle cohomology H™.

3.1. Positive definiteness of bilinear forms. We need the following
proposition on the dimension of the Hodge components.
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Proposition 3.4. Let k € Z~y. Let X be a proper SNC wvariety and
¢: X — A as in Proposition [Z8. Let (HF,W,, F*) be the limiting mized
Hodge structure on H* as in Theorem [Z4(ii) and let TP as in Proposition
229 Assume that the monodromy logarithm N: Wii1 /Wy — Wi_1 is an
isomorphism. Let HPFP — pP A P - gk for s € A.

Then we have

(8) Hg,k—p — JPk=P g [PR+LI=D g Th—pp+1

In particular, the dimension dim HY k=P g independent of s € A and the
subspaces {HP* ™7 | s € A} forms a real analytic sub-vector bundle HPF—P C

HE.
Proof. Let q := k—p. For s € A\ {0}, we see that HY? ~ Hq(X&Qg(S) and
dimng’q — dlme — dlm F£+l = hpvk_l_p + hp,k‘—p + hp7k;+1_p’

where h*J = dim I7. Note that N induces an isomorphism IP+1+=P =
IPk=P=1 thus we have hPH1F—P = ppk—p-1,

We need to check that dim HJ = dim HY?. To do this, we shall show
the equality (). First, we have the following claim on the subspaces on the

R.H.S. of (8.
Claim 3.5. We have [P+=p  [Pk+l=p [k—pp+l c FP Fk-p,

Proof. These follow from the defition of I[P in Definition-Proposition
Indeed, we have

[PR=P = FP Wy, 0 (FF—P N W},) C FP N FF—p,
PR ¢ PPy (FR+1-p 4 Fk=p A W,_,) C FP N FF—p,
Ik;—p,p—‘,—l C Fk)—p N (Fp-i—l +ﬁm Wk)—l) C Fk—P ﬂﬁ = Fp M Fk—p.

U
Recall that, by Proposition 2.9, we have
(9)
Fé’ = [ph-1-pg. k- LO0g Pk—Pg. . .pFOq [Pk—Ptlg ptlEk-pgy. . '@Ik’l,
(10)

Fy7P = Mg @R g PR P, @ IOR @ IRp T ig [Pt Leg. . @ IR,
As in Proposition 2.9(iii), we have the decomposition
k
Wi /Wy = @ |
i=1
such that Vék+l—i = k+1-4i By @) and ([I0), we see that
(11) n(HYFP) = yphtlop g ypith-p,

Claim 3.6. We have [Pk—P 4 [pk+1-p 4 [k—pp+l — P Fk—p,
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Proof of Claim. Let u € FP N Fk=P. By u € F? and (@), we may write
k-1 k k
w— Z wik—1=i 4 Z wiki Z yik1=i
i=p i=p i=p

for some unique u*/ € IJ. Moreover, by u € F*¥—? and ([0), we may write

p+1

p—1 P
u = § :Uz,k—l—z + § :Uz,k—z + § :»Uk-i-l—i,i

for some unique v/ € I*/. By (), we see that ubkFT1=1 = () except for
i = p,p+1and vhHl—ii = 0 except for i = p,p + 1 since 7 induces an
isomorphism I»F+1=% =y yik+1=i for all 4. Then we have

k—1 k
u— Z k11 + Zuzk—z + uPRH1=p + uPTLE=P
i=p i=p
p—1 p
_ Z Uz’,k—l—i + Z Uz’,k—i + vk+1=pp + vk—p.p+1
i=0 i=0

such that 7(uP*17P) = 1 (vk+1-pP) and 7(uPt1*=P) = w(vk—PP+1). Let

0= u — uP PP ph—pptl = o/ 44/,

k-1 k
where v/ = E bk g w7 and o = wPtLEP — pk—pp+1 Since
1=p i=p
we have
up7k+1—p7vk—p,p+1 e FP N Fk—p

by Claim B3], we see that @ € FP N Fk—P. Moreover, by «',u” € W}, we see
that @ € W}. Hence we have

i€ FP N Fk=p AW, = [Pk-P
and obtain the claim. O

Since we have IP*~P W, and 7 induces an isomorphism

JPk+1-p @ Jk—p.p+1 = Vp,k+1—p D Vp+1,k—p7

we obtain IPF=P @ [PF+H1=P g Tk—pp+1 = FP N FF—P as required.

The following should be well-known.

Proposition 3.7. Let X be a real analytic manifold. Let E — X be an
analytic vector bundle over X of rank r so that its fiber E, at x € X is an
r-dimensional R-vector space. Let Iy, Fy C E be sub-bundles of E. Assume
that the rank of (F1), N (Fy)y is constant over x € X.

Then the intersection Fi N Fy is also an analytic vector bundle over X.
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Proof. Note that Fy N Fy is the kernel of the vector bundle homomorphism
i: F1®F, — FE over X defined by i(v1,v2) = v1 — v for v; € (F;), (i = 1,2).
Since the homomorphism 7 has constant rank over x € X by the assumption,
we can check that the kernel is an analytic sub-bundle by a well-known
method (e.g. modify the proof of [Leel3l Theorem 10.34.] to real analytic
setting.). O

Remark 3.8. Let us explain the condition (*) in Theorem [[.21 Let
(Ker p3/Im~3)c := (Ker p3/Im3) ®g C

Since p3 and 3 are morphism of Hodge structures, this admits a pure Hodge
structure of weight 3 and its (2,1)-part admits a pairing Qy, defined by

QW{;(n?ﬁ) =TV _1<777ﬁ>
for n € (Ker p3/Im 73)(251 induced by the cup product (e, e) on H3(X™1), C).

The pairing descends to Ker p3/Im~s3 by the adjoint property of p and ~.
Similarly, let

(Keru)c := Kerys ®g C ¢ HX(Y?,C).

Then (Kerv4)c admits a pure Hodge structure of weight 2 and its (1, 1)-part
admits a pairing Qyw, defined by

Qw,(£,8) == —(£,€)

for £ € (Ker 74)(1(:’1 induced by the cup product (e, ) on H2(X() C).
Hence the condition (*) in Theorem [[L2] makes sense.

Remark 3.9. Let us discuss when the above condition (*) holds. It holds
when (Ker p3/Im "}/3)(%:’1 and (Kerv,)!'! are primitive.

The pairing Qw, on (Ker ps/Im ’yg)(ZC’l is positive definite if (Imy3)
contains some subspace V; such that dim V; = h* (XM, 0) and —/—1(e, e)
is negative definite on V4. This holds if H!(X @), O) = 0, for example.

Since we have Ker v4 = (Im p2)*(—1), we see that Qyy, is positive definite
if (Im p2)! contains a subspace Vs such that dim V, = h%(X®), C) and the
cup product is positive definite on V5.

2,1

Proof of Theorem [LA. Since the cup product is definite on ((Im pg))b!, we
see that it is non-degenerate on Im py. Hence we see that H3(Ys, C) admits
a pure Hodge structure by Theorem [LI1i).

Let {ulaj €I |a=1,...,h"} be the basis of I/ for i +j = 2,3,4 as in
the proof of Theorem [Tl By Proposition 3.4 we see that ua’l,ui’2,ué’3’s
form a basis of Hg’l = 121 122@ T3, We choose u5’’s so that the following

holds.
Claim 3.10. (i) We may take uZ"’s so that
2L
Quy' ug') = bag,
where 0,4 is the Kronecker delta.
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(ii) We may also take u2?’s and uy™’s so that

QN (uz?),uz?) = dag, QN (ua”),ug®) = ~dap.

Proof of Claim. We use the notations and results in [Fuj14]. Let ((Ag, W), (Ac, W, F), o)
be the cohomological mixed Hodge complex as in Definition 5.18]

such that H*(Y,A}) ~ H*(Ac) for k € Z.

(i) By Proposition 2.6[ii), we have

Gry H?(Y,AY) = (Ker p3/ Tmy3) ©g C

Note that the pairing on this is induced by the pairing on H3(Y, Gr{ Ac),
where

1
Cryy Ac ~ EB 03
i=1
by [Fuj14] (5.22.2)]. By [Fujl4, Lemma 6.13 and the proof of Theorem 8.11],
we see that the pairing is induced by the cup product on H3(Y;, C), thus we

obtain the claim by the positive definiteness of the pairing Q.

(ii) By [Fujl4] (5.22.2)], we obtain
GrlV Ac ~ EB Qy, [-1] ~ ar' Ac,

1<i<j<I
where Y;; = Y; NYj. Recall that, by Proposition 2.6(ii), we have
Wy /W3 ~ Kery, Wy~ Coker ps.

We see that the pairing on Wy/W3 x Wy is induced by the pairing on
H3(Gr}V Ac)x H3(Gr"} Ac) which is induced by the cup products on H?(Y;;, C)

by Lemma 6.13 and the proof of Theorem 8.11]. Note that the mon-
odromy logarithm N : H3(Gr}" Ac) — H3(Gr"| Ac) is induced by 2mv/—1id

on H%(Y;;) since N4 in 5.23] is induced by 27v/—17,, where 7,.: w{’,H/WT —
w{’,ﬂ /W41 is the projection for the log de Rham complex wy and the weight
filtration W, on it. By this and the definiteness of Qy, on (Kervy,)b!, we

obtain the former claim. The latter claim follows since (Ker~,)?? is primi-
tive.

O

Since H>! is an analytic vector bundle, we can extend the above elements
uZt, uZ? and uh® to analytic sections U™ (¢), U22(¢),Ua™(¢) € H2! over
A with the variable ¢ € A which form a local frame of H2!. Let U4 (z) be
the pull-back of UZ7(¢) by the universal covering map § — A* = A\ {0}
from the upper half plane §.

Let ui (2) = eV - uly) € ¢*H|a+ be the H3-valued function determined
by us? € H3. Then we have

ug(2) = ugt, ug?(2) = ug? + zugt, ug®(2) = ug® + 2ug?
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where ul! = N (ui2) and u2? = N (u,ll’?’), respectively. Then we may write

Usl(z) = Y AGu’(2), Us*(2) =) Bylug(2), Ua®(2) = ) C5'ug (),
for some analytic functions A , BY , C"%7 on A and we have
B B B

(12) Uzt (z) =ug' + 0 (y),

(13) UZ%(z) =u2?+2ult + 0 (y71), Us’(2) =us’ + 22’ + 0 (y7),
where y := Im z.
We consider the intersection matrix of )(e,e) for the basis

B(z) = {U>'(2) |a=1,..., B2 WW{U>?(2) |a=1,... h*2YU{Ua?(2) |a = 1, ...

Let
B 2.1 21
Qui = (Q (Ua (2).Ug (Z)>)1§aﬁ§h2’1 ’
B 2.2 2.2
Q22 = (Q (Ua (), Ug (Z)>)1§aﬁ§h2’2’
. 1,3 1,3
Q33 - <Q (UO! (Z)’ Uﬁ (z)))lga,ﬁghl’g’
Q12 = (Q (Ugl(z)’ U§72(2)>>1§a§h2’1, )
1<B<h?:2
ng = Q (Uo%’l(z), Ung(Z)))lSaShz'l, ’
1<B<hbS
Q23 = (Q <U§72(3)7 UﬁLg(’z)))lSaSth, '
1<B<ht3
Then the associated matrix @ for the quadratic form Q(e,e) is
Qu Q12 Qi3
Q=|Qa Qn Qs],
Q31 Q32 (33

where Q; = ij is the adjoint matrix for 1 <i < j < 3.
By the equation (I3)), we see that

(14)
Q(U2(=2),U3*()) = @ (2 +2ul + 0 (v7) uf® +7uf + 0 (v7))

B 137\, - 2 11 ‘ _1y ) 2Im(z) (1+O(y_1)) (a=p)
=2Q <u(111,u%2>+262 <ui27uél)+lm(z) O™ = {Im(z) 0y ) (@48

Hence we obtain
Q22 =2Im(z)- (B2 4+ O (y_l)) ,
where Fj is the identity matrix of size h?2.



18 TARO SANO

Similarly, by the equation (I3)), we see that
(15)
QUa™(2),U5"(2) = Q (w + 20" + 0 (v7) ug” + 205" + 0 (™))

2Im(z) (1 + 0 (y_l))
Im(z)-O (y_l)

— 2Q (ut® u?)+2Q (w2% up®) +1m(2)-0 (y7') = {

thus we obtain
Q33 =2Im(z) - (E5+ O (y7")),
where Fj3 is the identity matrix of size h'3.

We also see that the entries of y~1Qa3 is O (y_l) by similar computation,
thus we see that

/ Q22 Qo3 1
= =2y (FE O
@ <Q32 Q33> y (B +0(y7))
for the identity matrix Eo3 := Fo @ E3 and Q' is positive definite when
y =1Im(z) > 0.

Let R := (Q12 ng) so that Q = (%1*1 g,) . Note that, since Ug’l(z) =

utt + 0 (y_l) and the coefficients are real analytic by Proposition 3.7 we
see that

R=0(1)
by a similar computation as in (I4]).
FE —R. (Q/)—l

Now let T := < >, where F is the identity matrix of size

h%1 and O is the zero matrix. Then we have

N—1 px
T.Q T = <Q11 Ré@) R g/)
By the equation (I2]) and a computation as in (I4]), we have
Quz)=E1+0(y™).
We also have
@) =y (Exn+0(y)).
By these and R = O(1), we see that Q11 — R(Q')"!R* is positive definite

when y = Im(z) > 0. This implies that @ is positive definite when y =
Im(z) > 0. 0

By Theorem and Remark B.9] we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.11. LetY = Y1UY5 be a proper SNC variety such that dimY =

3, Y; is projective with H'(Y;,0) = 0 for j = 1,2, and Y1 NY3 is irreducible.

Let Y — A be a semistable smoothing of Y and Yy be its general fiber.
Then H3(Ys,C) admits a polarized Hodge structure.

(a=p)
(@#p)
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Proof. The definiteness of Qu, follows from H!(Y;,O) = 0 by Remark 3.9
Since Im py contains images of ample classes on Y}, we obtain the defi-
niteness of Qw, by Remark as well. O

Remark 3.12. In Corollary B.I1] the examples in [HS23] are covered. We can
check that the examples in [San22| satisfies the conditions on the pairings
which was already written in [Che24]. We can also check that the degener-
ation of Clemens manifolds as in Example satisfies the condition (*).

4. EXAMPLES

4.1. Remarks on Hodge—Riemann line bundles. Ample classes (or
Kaéhler classes) satisfy the Hard Lefschetz property and the Hodge—Riemann
bilinear relations. However, not only these are the classes with such prop-
erties.

Definition 4.1. Let X be a compact complex manifold of dimension n with
a pure Hodge structures on H¥(X,C) for k € Z as in Proposition 21} Let
L be a holomorphic line bundle on X.

(i) We say that L is Lefschetz if the operator
Uer(£)': H"(X,Q) — H"(X, Q)

is an isomorphism for i =1,...,n.

(ii) We say that £ is Hodge-Riemann if L is Lefschetz and the Hodge-
Riemann relation holds for £, that is, on the primitive cohomology
PF = P} := Ker(Uc; (£)"*1) ¢ H*(X,C) with the decomposition
Pk = @ PPF=P | the pairing determined by

(o, B) = (—1)§k(k_1)\/—_12p_k/0‘ UBUe (L)

for o, B € PPF=P is positive definite for k < n.

As in the following examples, there are Lefschetz or Hodge—Riemann line
bundles which are not ample.

Example 4.2. (i) Let £ be an ample line bundle on a smooth projec-
tive variety X. Then it is well known that £ is Lefschetz by the
hard Lefschetz theorem. On the other hand, its dual £7! is also
Lefschetz.

(ii) Let X :=P! x P! and L := piOpi(a) ® p3Op1 (b) for the projections
p1,p2. Then we can easily check that £ is Lefschetz if and only if
ab # 0 since it is equivalent to c;(£)? # 0. We can also check that
L is Hodge-Riemann if and only if ab > 0.

(iii) Let pu: X — X be a blow-up along a smooth subvariety Z C X
of codimension 2 and £ be an ample line bundle on X. Then it
is known that p*L is a Hodge-Riemann line bundle (cf. [dCMO02,
Theorem 2.3.1]).
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(iv) Let X = P! x P! x P! and let £ := Ox(aiF| + aoFs + a3F3), where
F; == pfOp1(1) is the fiber class of the projection p; for i = 1,2, 3.
We can compute that £ is Hodge-Riemann if and only if ajasas > 0.
For example, —F} — F5 + F3 is not ample, but Hodge-Riemann.

Proposition 4.3. Let X — A be a semistable smoothing of a proper SNC
variety X = |JX; and H* = H*(X,A%) be as in Proposition [Z0. Suppose
that there exists a line bundle Lo on X such that L; = Lo|x, for all i
and Lo|p for all irreducible components of X = [L,-; Xi N X, are Hodge
Riemann.

Then the monodromy nilpotent operator N : H* — H* satisfies

N?2=0, KerN=W;, ImN =W;_1,

i<j

and it induces an isomorphism N: W1 /Wi — Wi_1.

Proof. By [PS08, Theorem 11.28], we see that N induces a linear map
Wii1/Wy — Wi_1, thus we have N2 = 0. Then the proof of the iso-
morphism is parallel to that of [PS08, Theorem 11.40] or [GNA9Q, (5.2)
Théoréme] in which only the positive definiteness of the pairings is used. O

Remark 4.4. Tt should be possible to generalize this proposition without the
assumption about the triple intersection.

Example 4.5. Clemens [Cle77], pp.229] exhibited an example of a semistable
degeneration S — A of a Hopf surface such that Sy is a normal crossing sur-
face IF; which is constructed by identifying negative section o and a positive
section o4, of the Hirzebruch surface F1. Let @ C Sy be the singular locus.

To make the computation easier, we make a birational modification so
that the semistable degeneration has a SNC central fiber. Let 8: A — A
be a double cover defined by B(t) = 2, T := S xa A be the fiber product
by 8 and p: T — T be the blow-up along ﬁ}l (@) C T, where 7: T — S
is the base change of 8. Then we have the commutative diagram

F T s

N, e

A——A

We see that ¢ T — A is semistable and 75 = T U E is an SNC surface
such that T ~ E ~ F;. (Indeed, T has A;-singularities along 5}1 (@), thus
its blow-up induces a semistable degeneration 7 — A. ) We also see that
TNE=C,UCyand,if C; CcTis a negative section with 012 =—1lonT,
then C; C E is a positive section with C? = 1 on E. (Cy is the positive
section on T and the negative section on E.)

Claim 4.6. There exists £y € Pic7Ty such that £y := Lol € PicT and
Lo := Lo|g € Pic E are Lefschetz and L1 = L2|fn is ample.



THE 00-LEMMA AND HARD LEFSCHETZ PROPERTY 21

Proof of Claim. Let L1 = a1hi+asf1 € PicT, where hq, f1 € PicT ~ PicFy
are the negative section and the fiber of F1. Let Lo = bihs + bofo € Pic E,
where ho, fo € PicEF ~ PicFy are the negative section and the fiber of [Fy.
Note that £1 and Lo can be glued to Ly € Tj if and only if £1-C; = Lo - C;
for ¢ = 1,2. We have

(16)
L1-Cy = (athi+azfi)-h1 = as—ay, Lo-Cy = (biha+baf2)-(ha+ f2) = b,
L1-Co = (arhi+azf1)-(hi+f1) = a2, L2:Ca = (biha+bafa)-(he) = ba—b1.

Hence £1 = a1hy + ayfi can be glued with Lo = (—ay)hs + (a2 — a1) fo for
all a1,as € Z. We see that

(17) ﬁ% = al(—al + 2a2), ,C% = al(al - 2a2).

Note that £; is Lefschetz if and only if £? # 0. Note also that Li|c; is ample
for j = 1,2 if and only if ag —ay > 0 and as > 0 by the above equation ([I6]).
Hence, if we let (ai,a2) = (a,2a) for a > 0 for example, then the induced
line bundles £1 = a(hy + 2f1) and Lo = a(—hgy + f2) satisfy the Lefschetz
property and induce an ample line bundle on TNE. O

Claim shows that, in Proposition 2.0l requiring the Lefschetz assump-
tion and the ampleness on the intersection are not sufficient. Indeed, we can
check that, if there exists £; and L5 as in Claim A€, then £4 or Lo is not
Hodge-Riemann since £3 = —£3 by (IT).

Moreover, since by(S;) = 0 on a Hopf surface S;, we see that (Lq, L2) does
not induce a Lefschetz line bundle on the smoothing.

Example 4.7. It would be nice if we can exhibit a non-projective SNC
Calabi-Yau variety X = X; U Xy with irreducible components X7, Xo and
a line bundle £y such that £; := Lo|x, for ¢ = 1,2 and Ly3 := Ly|x,, on
X19 := X1 N X5 are all Hodge—Riemann. Although we could not find such
line bundles so far, we can give an example of a Lefschetz line bundle £; on
a non-Kéhler Calabi-Yau 3-fold X, constructed in [HS23] as follows.

Let D € |—Kpipiyp1| be a general member and ¢ € Aut D an automor-
phism of infinite order as in [HS23]. Let f; C D for j = 1,2,3 be the fiber
of the j-th projection D — P'. Let a € Z~g and pu: X; — P! x P! x P! be
the blow-up along smooth curves

017"'700,70(14-1 C Dv
where C1,...,C, € |f1] are the disjoint smooth curves and

Cor1 € 2(fi+ fo+ f3+ () (fr + fat+ f3) —afi]

is a smooth curve as in [AS23] and Xo = P! x P! x P!, Let X := X; U
X5 be a d-semistable SNC Calabi—Yau variety which is determined by the
isomorphism (% o p Py Dl — Dy from the strict transform Dl C X7 of D
to D = Dy C Xo. Let Ly € Pic X be the line bundle induced by

L1=p O(F + Fy + F3), Ly=0(8a*+1)F + (14 4a)F> + (1 — 4a)F3),
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where F; C P! x P! x P! for j = 1,2,3 be the fiber of the j-th projection
7 PLx PLx P! — Pl Let X — A be a semistable smoothing of X and X;
be its general smooth fiber. Let £, € Pic X; be the induced line bundle by
the isomorphism Pic X ~ Pic X and the restriction Pic X — Pic X;. By the
weight spectral sequence, we have the commutative diagram

HO(D) —3 @7, H*(X;) “— H*(D)

lU,CD l(uﬁl,U£2)=¢£ J/UED

H*(D) —2 @7, HY(X;) “— HY(D),

where the horizontal sequences are complexes and its cohomology groups in
the middle are H?(X;) and H*(X}).

Claim 4.8. The homomorphism ¢, 1= UL;: H?(X;) — H*(X;) is an iso-
morphism. Hence we see that £; € Pic X; is Lefschetz.

Proof of Claim. Note that we have
H*(X;) ~ Ker pg/ Im~, H*(X;) ~ Ker py/Tm .
We shall show that the homomorphism
Y Kerpy/Im~y; — Ker py/Im vy

induced by ¢, is injective, thus isomorphism by the dimension count.
Let £; C Xy for i = 1,...,a + 1 be the p-exceptional divisors over C;.
We can take the basis of Ker p2/Im~s induced by the (a + 3) elements

F\,Fy,F3,Fy,....E o € Ker py given by
Fy = (u*Fy, F),
By = (p* ((4a® = 2a)Fy + (1 — 2a)F + 2aF}) , F)
Fy = (p* ((4a® + 20)Fy — 2aF, + (1 + 2a)F3) , Fy),

E; = (O(E),O(F)) (i=1,...,a).
For 1 < i <j_ 3, let mj = m x i PLx P! x P! — P! x Pl Let
fij = [mi; 1(p)] € HY(X,) for p € P! x P! and 1 < i < j < 3 be the fiber
class. Let e; := [u1(q;)] € H*(X1) be the class of the fibers of u over ¢; € C;
for i = 1,...a+ 1. We know that H*(X;) are generated by u*(fi;)’s and
e;’s and H*(X2) is generated by f;;’s.
We can check the injectivity of ¢, as follows. Note that

oc(F1) = (" (fr2 + f13), (1 + 4a) frz + (1 — da) fr3),
¢r(Fo) = ((4a® — da + 1) fio + 4a® fi3 + fos, (8a® + 1) f12 + (1 — 4a) fo3)

¢r(F3) = (4a® fia + (4a® + 4a + 1) fiz + foz, (8a® + 1) f13 + (1 + 4a) fa3) -
Since the image of 74 is generated by (p* fi;, —fi;) for 1 <i < j <3, we see
that

T HY(X) @ HY(Xs) — HYX1); (1" (0)+ ) aieq, B) = p(a+8)+ Y aie;
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induces an isomorphism 7: Cokervy, — H*(X;). Since we have
T(¢c(F1)) = 1" (2 + 4a) fr2 + (2 — 4a) f13),
T(pr(Fy)) = p*((12a% — 4a + 2) fiz + 4a® fr3 + (2 — 4a) fa3),
T(po(Fy)) = p*((4a®) fra + (1207 + 4a + 2) fi3 + (2 + 4a) fa3),

and
2+4a 12a® —4a +2 4a?
2 —4a 4a? 12a% + 4a + 2| = 8(64a* — 2) # 0,
0 2 —4a 2+ 4a

we see that 7(¢s(F1)), (o (F2)), (¢ (E3)) are linearly independent. By
this and the description

¢r(E;) = (dej, (1 +4a)fio + (1 —4a) f13) (j=1,...,a),

we also see that T(¢(F1)), 7(o2(F)), T(dc(F3)), 7(¢c(EL)), - - T(dr(Ea))
are linearly independent. This implies the injectivity of 1. O

Hence we see that L£; is Lefschetz. However, we also have the following.
Claim 4.9. L; and £; ! are not Hodge Riemann.
Proof. We calculate that

(18)
L3=L34 L3 = (P + R+ F)* 4+ ((8a® +1)Fy + (1 +4a)Fy + (1 — 4a) F3)?
=6 (1+ (8a® +1)(1 +4a)(1 — 4a)) < 0,

thus £; is not Hodge-Riemann. We can also check that £, 1is not Hodge~
Riemann by calculating (£2)+ ¢ H?(X;). Since we have

(£3,L£3) = (2(Fig+Foz+Fi3),2((8a?+1) (1+4a) Fia+(8a*+1)(1—4a) Fi3+(1—16a%) Fa3)),
the element

Aoy = (p*(Fy — F1), (4a® +2a — 1)Fy + (1 + 2a)Fy — 2aF}) € H*(X)
defines an element [Ag;] € H?(X;). Then we can calculate
(19) A3 Ly = p*(Fy— F1)? - p(FL + Fay + Fy)
+((4a% 4 2a — 1)Fy + (1 + 2a)Fy — 2aF3)*-((8a% + 1) Fy + (1 + 4a)Fy + (1 — 4a) F3)

= —2+2(-32a" —32a° +8a—1) < 0

for a > 0. This shows that £;! is not Hodge Riemann as well. g

It might be interesting to find an example of a non-Kahler Calabi—Yau
manifold with a Hodge-Riemann line bundle.
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Example 4.10. For a semistable degeneration ¢: J — A of Clemens mani-
folds as in [FTril19], we can check that there is no line bundle £y on the central
fiber Yy = JY; such that all Lo|y;, are Hodge-Riemann as follows.

We recall that the central fiber ) is

Vo=XUQ U ---UQ,

where X has v: X — X which is the blow-up along disjoint (—1, —1)-curves
Ci,...,C; € X on a projective Calabi-Yau 3-fold X. Let us take X C
P* is a smooth quintic 3-fold with infinitely many disjoint (—1, —1)-curves
constructed by Clemens and Friedman (cf. [Fri9l]). Let E; = v=1(C;)
be the exceptional divisor for ¢ = 1,...,l. We know that @Qq,...,Q; are
isomorphic to a smooth quadric hypersurface Q C P4. Let £y € PicY, and
let L := Lo|g, Li := Lo|g, for i = 1,...,[. Let d; := Ox(1) - C; be the
degree of the curve C;. Then we can write

l
‘Cf( =a (V*Ox(l) — Zd’E’> s ﬁz = (’)Qi(adi)
i=1

for some a € Z. For a > 0, we can check that Lx and L£q,...,L; are
Lefschetz by elementary calculation. However, we can also check that £
is not Hodge-Riemann. (Indeed, since b2();) = 0, we see that the induced
line bundle £; € Pic); is trivial and not Lefschetz, thus £ can not be
Hodge-Riemann. )
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