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COHOMOLOGY OF MODULI SPACE OF CUBIC FOURFOLDS

I

FEI SI

Abstract. In this paper we compute the cohomology of moduli space of
cubic fourfolds with ADE type singularities relying on Kirwan’s blowup and
Laza’s GIT construction. More precisely, we obtain the Betti numbers of
Kirwan’s resolution of the moduli space. Furthermore, by applying decompo-
sition theorem we obtain the Betti numbers of the intersection cohomology of
Baily-Borel compactification of the moduli space.

1. Introduction

The study of cubic fourfolds and their moduli space is a classical topic in alge-
braic geometry and has attracted lots of attentions in various aspects. The pur-
pose of this paper is to investigate the topology of the coarse moduli space M of
cubic fourfolds with ADE singularities at worst and its various compactifications.
The celebrated works of Voisin [36] [37], Hassett[12], Laza [23] and Looijenga [27]
establish the global Torelli theorem for the cubic fourfolds completely. Thus we
can identify the moduli space M as the complement D/Γ − H∞ of a Heegner
divisor H∞ in the Shimura variety D/Γ (see 4.4). This provides many com-
pactifications of M from the arithmetic side, e.g. Baily-Borel’s compactification
[7], Looijenga’s [26] and toriodal compactifications [1]. These compactifications
imply that M is a quasi-projective variety.

The cohomology of moduli space is a basic invariant of particular interest for
the moduli space and it is a part of cycle theory on the moduli space. The coho-
mology rings of moduli spaces Mg of genus g curves have been studied decades
since the work of Mumford. Mumford defined the tautological cohomological
rings of Mg as subrings of the cohomology rings generated by kappa classes and
similarly defined tautological Chow rings of Mg. It is expected the tautological
cohomological rings are isomorphic to tautological Chow rings via cycle classes
maps (see Question 0.1 in [31]). But so far it is only known for genus less than
23. The cohomology ring of the moduli spaces Fg of quasi-polarised K3 surface
of fixed degree 2g − 2 has also many progress recently (see [5], [32] [4]). The
tautological ring of moduli space Fg involves more ingredients than that of Mg.
In [5] and [32], it is shown that tautological rings are generated by Noether-
Lefschetz cycles. Cubic fourfolds and K3 surfaces share similar Hodge theory
and the Torelli thorem holds for the both. So it is natural to ask the similar
questions for moduli spaces of cubic fourfolds. This is the main motivation for
us to study the topology of M and its compactifications as the first step to the
similar picture for cubic fourfolds.
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For a topological space Y , we denote by

Pt(Y ) :=
∑

bi(X)ti, IPt(Y ) :=
∑

dim IHi(X)ti

the Poincaré polynomial of singular cohomology and intersection cohomology (

with respect to middle perversity) of Y . Let M̃ be the partial desingularization
of the GIT compactification M in the sense of Kirwan. The first main result in
the paper is

Theorem 1.1. The Poincaré polynomial of M̃ is given by

Pt(M̃) =1 + 9t2 + 26t4 + 51t6 + 81t8 + 115t10 + 152t12 + 193t14

+ 236t16 + 280t18 + 324t20 + 280t22 + 236t24 + 193t26

+ 152t28 + 115t30 + 81t32 + 51t34 + 26t36 + 9t38 + t40

Using the explicit resolution of of the period maps, we also compute the inter-
section cohomology of the Baily-Borel compactification of the Shimura variety
D/Γ .

Theorem 1.2. The intersection cohomology Poincaré polynomial of D/Γ
BB

is
given by

IPt(D/Γ
BB

) =1 + 2t2 + 5t4 + 13t6 + 24t8 + 38t10 + 54t12 + 70t14

+ 88t16 + 107t18 + 137t20 + 107t22 + 88t24 + 70t26

+ 54t28 + 38t30 + 24t32 + 13t34 + 4t36 + 2t38 + t40.

Remark 1.3. It is interesting to note that by recent results of Liu [24], the GIT
moduli space of cubic fourfolds is isomorphic to the K-moduli space of cubic
fourfolds, that is, the space of isomorphic classes of cubic fourfolds admitting
Kahler-Einstein metrics. So our computations also provide cohomological results
on the K-moduli space (see [38] for a nice survey of K-moduli spaces).

Remark 1.4. We are most interested in cohomology of the open part D/Γ and
the complement of Heegener divisor D/Γ−H∞. But at present there are some
technical difficulty. The problem will be investigated in the future.

Remark 1.5. As a complement of a divisor of Shimura variety, the cohomology
of M is closely related to the representation theory (see [7] ). Our computa-
tion here is based on geometric results. It is expected there is a representation
theoretic explanation. After the computational results, it is an interesting topic
to study the generators of the intersection cohomology in each degree and ask
whether these generators are generated by special cycles (for example, see [34]).

Remark 1.6. It is worth to mention that it is still unknown whether the tauto-
logical Chow ring of Fg and its tautological cohomology ring are isomorphic.

The strategy of our approach is as follows: first, the equivariant cohomology
of GIT quotient space M can be computed by the stratifications. This relies on
from Kirwan’s general theory on cohomology of quotient space. Then we apply
the partial desingularization procedure, that is, take a successive blowups along
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GIT strictly semistable loci. And then We keep track of the change of coho-
mology for each blowup in partial desingularization and thus we can obtain the

cohomology of M̃. For the computation of intersection cohomology of D/Γ
BB

,
we need to make use of the geometry of moduli spaces. The Torelli theorem pro-

vides a birational map p : M 99K D/Γ
BB

between GIT compactification M and

the Baly-Borel compactification D/Γ
BB

. The birational map can be explicitly
resolved via Kirwan’s partial desingularization , that is, there is a diagram

M̂

M D/Γ
BBp

where M̂ is the intermediate space during the Kirwan’s partial desingularization.
One can use blowup formula of the intersection cohomlogy reversely to get the

cohomology of M̂ from the cohomology of M̃. Then the decomposition theorem
of Beilinson-Bernstein-Deligne-Gabber [6] will provide a way to compute the
intersection cohomology of Baily-Borel compactification of the Shimura variety
D/Γ.

This strategy has been worked out for the moduli space of K3 surfaces of degree
2 (see [17], [18]) and the moduli space of cubic threefolds (see [8]). The main
difficulty in our case is that the boundary strata of the GIT compactification M
are much more complicated than the above two cases, but the our observation is
that the GIT moduli space of K3 surfaces of degree 2 will appear as an exceptional
divisor in Kirwan’s desingularization ofM, then the computations of Kirwan-Lee
in [18] will help us to simplify the computations.

Outline. The paper is organised as follows: In section 2, we review the contruc-
tion of moduli space M, its GIT compactification and the cohomology theory
used in this paper. We also introduce Kirwan’s partial desingularization pack-
age. In section 3, we use Kirwan’s methods to compute the cohomology of the

partial resolution M̃. In section 4, we introduce the global Toreli theorem for
cubic fourfolds and use the decomposition theorems to compute the intersection

cohomology of the Baily-Borel compactification D/Γ
BB

of the moduli space of
cubic 4-folds.

Notations and Conventions.

(1) M the moduli space of cubic fourfolds with ADE singularities;
(2) M the GIT comaptification of M;

(3) M̃ the Kirwan’s desingularization space;
(4) C[x0, x2, ..., xn]d means degree d homogeneous polynomials in n+1 variables;
(5) l(x), q(x), c(x) means linear, quadratic and cubic forms in x;
(6) {polynomial} means the vector space spanned by the monomials of the poly-

nomial;
(7) α, µ, γ, δ, · · · the strata of GIT boundaries;
(8) Zα, Zµ, Zγ · · · the parametrizing space of strata α, µ, γ, δ, · · · ;
(9) Rα, Rµ, Rγ · · · the stabilizer subgroup of strata α, µ, γ, δ, · · · ;
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(10) Eα, Eµ, Eγ · · · the exceptional divisor of Kirwan blowups;
(11) N(R) the normalier subgroup of a subgroup R in group G;
(12) T n the n-dimensional complex torus;
(13) BG the classifying space of a group G;
(14) stab(β) the stabilier subgroup of a vector β in Lie algebra by adjoint action;
(15) All cohomology theory H∗, IH∗, · · · will take Q-coefficients;
(16) Dc(X) the bounded derived category of constructible sheaves withQ-coefficients;
(17) Symn(X) the n-th symmetric product of a variety X .

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Moduli space of Cubic fourfolds. We work over C. A cubic fourfold X
is a hypersurface in P5 defined by a homogeneous polynomial of degree 3.

Definition 2.1. We call a cubic fourfold X has ADE singularities if it has
only isolated singularities and each singularity germ is a 4-dimensional hyper-
surface singularity in (C5, 0) that can be written as x2

4 + x2
5 + f(x1, x2, x3) where

f(x1, x2, x3) is the equation of the surface singularity of ADE type.

Let M be the coarse moduli space parametrizing isomorphic classes of cu-
bic fourfolds with ADE singularities. It can be constructed as follows: The
Hilbert scheme of cubic hypersurfaces in P5 is isomorphic to the projective
space P(C[x0, x2, ..., x5]3). The action G = SL(6,C) on P5 will induce the ac-
tion G on C[x0, x2, ..., x5]3 ∼= H0(P5,O(3)) and so on P(C[x0, x2, ..., x5]3). Let
U ⊂ P(C[x0, x2, ..., x5]3) be the locus of cubic fourfolds with ADE singular-
ities and it is a open subset. By choosing any ample G-linearization L on
PC[x0, x2, ..., x5]3, we have a GIT stability for the point in PC[x0, x2, ..., x5]3
in the sense of Mumford [30]. We say a cubic fourfold X is (semi) stable if its
associated point [X ] ∈ P(C[x0, x2, ..., x5]3) is GIT (semi)stable. By a result of
Laza, we know

Theorem 2.2 ([22], Theorem 5.6). A cubic fourfold with ADE singularities is
stable.

As the stabilier group of a stable point is finite, the theorem implies the quo-
tient stack [U/G] is a Deligne-Mumford stack and M ∼= U/G. Clearly, M is not
a compact space. The GIT theory provide a natural compactification

M := P(C[x0, x2, ..., x5]3)//G = Proj(R(P(C[x0, x2, ..., x5]3), L)
G)

of M also by the theorem where R(P(C[x0, x2, ..., x5]3), L)
G is the G-invariant

section rings. Let Ms ⊂ M be the locus of GIT stable points. we call M−Ms

the GIT boundary strata, which parametrize the minimal orbits of semistable
cubic fourfolds. For the purpose of computation, we need to understand explicit
geometry of these boundary strata. Let us recall Laza’s analysis of GIT stability.

Proposition 2.3 ( Prop 2.6 [22]). A strictly semi-stable cubic fourfold with
minimal orbit have defining equation of the following type:

• α: x0q1(x2, .., x5) + x1q2(x2, .., x5) = 0;
• µ: ax0x

2
4 + x0x5l1(x2, x3) + bx2

1x5 + x1x4l2(x2, x3) + c(x2, x3) = 0;
• γ: x0q(x3, .., x5)+x2

1l1(x3, ..., x5)−2x1x2l2(x3, ..., x5)+x2
2l3(x3, ..., x5) = 0;
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• δ: x0q(x4, x5) + f(x1, x2, x3) = 0.

where l, q, f means linear, quadratic and cubic equations respectively. Thus, we
have the following stratification

M−Ms = α ∪ µ ∪ γ ∪ δ.

We still use the notation α, δ, · · ·µ to denote the boundary strata corresponding
the equation of type α, δ, · · ·µ. So we have

M−M = α ∪ · · · ∪ µ.

The incidence relation is given by the figure 1 where τ is a curve that parametrizes

µ
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δ

γ

Figure 1. The incidence of boundary components of M in M

cubic fourfolds with equation of the form

det




x0 x1 ax2

x1 x5 x3

x2 x3 x4


 = 0

and ζ is the point representing x0x4x5 + x1x2x3, ω is the point representing

− det




x0 x1 x2

x1 x5 x3

x2 x3 x4


 = 0.

By summary of results in [22], we also get the stabilizers of the boundary strata.

Theorem 2.4 ([22]). The stabilizers of general points the GIT boundary strata
are one of the following (up to a conjugate)

• Rω
∼= SL(3,C)

• Rζ
∼= (C∗)4

• Rχ
∼= SL(2,C)

• Rδ
∼= SO(2)(C)× {diag(t−2, t, t, 1, 1, 1) : t ∈ C∗}
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• Rτ
∼= {diag(t2, t, 1, t−1, t−2, 1) : t ∈ C∗} × {diag(t4, t, t, t−2, t−2, t−2) : t ∈

C∗}
• Rα

∼= {diag(t2, t2, t−1, t−1, t−1, t−1) : t ∈ C∗}
• Rγ

∼= {diag(t4, t, t, t−2, t−2, t−2) : t ∈ C∗}
• Rµ

∼= {diag(t2, t, 1, 1, t−1, t−2) : t ∈ C∗}
where χ is a curve that parametrizes cubic fourfold with equations of the form

bx3
5 + det




x0 x1 x2 + 2ax5

x1 x2 − ax5 x3

x2 + 2ax5 x3 x4


 = 0.

Here a, b ∈ C and the inclusion relation is given by the figure 2.1.

Rω
∼= SL(3)

OO==

④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④④
④

Rζ
∼= T 4

OO>>

⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦⑦
⑦ hh

❘❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘❘
❘❘❘

❘❘

Rχ
∼= SL(2)

OO

Rδ Rτ88

qq
qq
qq

kk

❱❱❱❱
❱❱❱❱

❱❱❱❱
❱❱

Rα Rγ Rβ

Figure 2. The stabilizers of general points in the boundary strata

Based on the above results, we have explicit results of boundary strata.

Proposition 2.5. The GIT boundaries M−M are the following strata:

(1) 1-dimensional strata: α ∼= P1, δ ∼= P1, τ ∼= P1, χ ∼= P1.
(2) 2-dimensional strata: γ is P1 × C , φ ∼= P1 × P1.
(3) 3-dimensional strata: µ ∼= P(1, 3, 6, 8), ε ∼= P1 × P(1, 2, 3).

Proof. χ ∼= P1 is shown in section 4.1 in [23]. By Lemma 4.5 in [22], we can write
the defining equation of δ as

x0x4x5 + f(x1, x2, x3)

and it’s semi-stable iff the cubic f(x1, x2, x3) has node at worst. By Luna’s slice
theorem, δ is isomorphic to GIT quotient of plane cubics and thus

δ ∼= P|OP2(3)|//SL(3) ∼= P1.

For each element, say F = x0q1 + x1q2 in α, it can be viewed as a pencil of
quadratics in P3. So by example 6.18 in [29], we have

α ∼= Proj((Sym4(C))SL2) = Proj(C[g2, g3]) ∼= P1.

For γ, note that by Lemma 4.6 in [22], a cubic fourfold in locus γ has a normal
form

x0(x
2
3 − x4x5) + x2

1x4 − 2x1x2l(x3, x4, x5) + x2
2x5

and its stablizer group C∗ = { diag(1, t−1, t, 1, t2, t−2) : t ∈ C∗ }. By Luna’s
slice theorem, this implies that γ is isomorphic to the quotient of C∗ action
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on A3(a, b, c) where a, b, c are coefficients in the normal form of l(x3, x4, x5) =
ax3 + bx4 + cx5, then

γ ∼= C× P1.

For β, we first use the action GL(2) on x2, x3 to reduce the problem to consider
the torus action

diag{ (ta0 , ta1 , ta2 , ta3 , ta4 , ta5) : a2 = a3,
∑

ai = 0 }

on the space

PV = P6(y0, · · · , y6)
where V is the vector space spanned by the monomials

{x1x3x4, x0x
2
4, x5x

2
1, xx3

2, x2x
2
3, x3x

2
2, x

3
3}.

then we compute its invariant ring which has the minimal generators

y0, y1y2y5, (y1y2)
2y4y6, (y1y2)

3y3y6

and thus we obtain β ∼= P(1, 3, 6, 8). From [22] we know that the loci ε parametrizes
the cubic 4-folds singular along an irreducible rational normal curve of degree 4.
By Proposition 6.6 in [22], the parameter space for such 4-folds is the product of
Sym4(P1) ∼= P4 and affine space A(a, b, c) with natural action SL(2) on P1 and
C∗ on x5 in the equation above, thus

ε ∼= P4//SL(2)× P(1, 2, 3) ∼= P1 × P(1, 2, 3).

�

2.2. Cohomology Theory. Assume X is a smooth variety over C with a re-
ductive group G acting on it. We are most interested in its G-equivariant coho-
mology ( here we use singular cohomology) which captures the G-group action.
The i-th equivariant cohomology H i

G(X,Q) is defined by the ordinary cohomol-
ogy H i(EG ×G X,Q) of the topological space EG ×G X where EG → BG is
the universal principal homogeneous G -space and EG ×G X is quotient space
of EG×X under action g(h, x) := (h · g−1, g · x). We denote the G-equivariant
Poincaré polynomials for a variety G by

PG
t (X) :=

∑

i≥0

dimQ H i
G(X,Q) · ti.

The properties below will be frequently used in this paper and one may refer to
[13] for more details on general equivariant cohomology theory.

Theorem 2.6. With notation as above, we have

(1) If the quotient X/G has only quotient singularities, then

H i
G(X,Q) = H i(X/G,Q)

(2) If the quotient space X/G is contractible, then

H i
G(X) = H i(BG)
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(3) Let F →֒ X → B be a G-equivariant topological fibration on X over the base
space B and F is the fiber, then we have the spectral sequence:

Hp
G(B,Hq(F,Q)) ⇒ Hp+q

G (X,Q).

In particular, the spectral sequence implies

PG
t (X) = PG

t (B) · Pt(F ). (2.1)

If X is a singular space, we are interested in its intersection which behaves
better than the usual cohomology. Let ICX ∈ Dc(X) be an intersection complex
defined by Goresky-MacPherson [10] , then the intersection cohomology of X is
defined to be the hypercohomology

IHi(X,Q) := Hi(X, ICX).

We refer to [19] for the definition of intersection complex and more details on the
theory of intersection cohomology. We have the blowup formula that is obtained
by Kirwan.

Proposition 2.7. [17, Proposition 6.2] Let Z ⊂ X be a smooth G-subvariety

with the reductive stablizer subgroup R. Let X̃ := BlZ(X) → X be the blow up
of X along Z, then

dim IHi(X/G) = dim IHi(X̃/G)

−
∑

p+q=i

dim(Hp(Z//N0))⊗Hλ(q)(P/R))π0(N) (2.2)

where λ(q) :=

{
q − 2 if q ≤ dimP/R,

q if others.
and P is the projection of a normal

vector space of any point in Z, N0 is the identity component of the normalizer
subgroup N of R and π0(N) := N/N0. The actions of π0(N) on Hp(Z//N0) and
Hλ(q)(P/R) are induced by the actions of N on Zss and projective normal bundle
PNZ/X → Z respectively.

2.3. Kirwan’s desingularization package. Denote by ZR ⊂ X the locus
whose stabilizer is R. Suppose there are only finitely many locus

{ ZR1
, ..., ZRr : dimR1 ≥ ... ≥ dimRr }

such that all the stabilizers Ri are reductive subgroups of G and all ZR are
smooth, then Kirwan took the blowups successively along these locus (see [20],[15])

X̃ = BlZ̃Rr
→ · · · → BlZR1

X → X

where Z̃Rr is the strict transformations of ZRr and showed the G-action can be

lifted to X̃ under suitable polarization. Moreover, it commutes with the GIT
quotient

X̃ X

X̃//G X//G

(2.3)



Cohomology of moduli space of cubic fourfold 9

In this way, after finite steps, Kirwan obtained a partial resolution X̃//G of
X//G, which has at worst only orbifold points. We call the final blowup space

the Kirwan’s desingualrization space of X//G. To study the cohomology of X̃//G,
Kirwan developed several useful cohomological formulas:

(1) Cohomology formula for GIT quotient: let L be a G linearlised polarization.
We can choose a G-equivalent embedding X →֒ PN via L. Let T ⊂ G be a
maximal torus and t be its Lie algebra, fix a positive Weyl chamber t+ ⊂ t,
then define the index set B0 consists of β ∈ t+ such that β is the closest
point to the origin 0 of the nonempty convex hull con(α1, ..., αm) generated
by some weights α1, ..., αm. We call a vector in B0 index vector. Fix a a
norm | · | on t (e.g, the one induced by killing form), set

Zβ = {[x0, · · · , xN ] ∈ X : xi = 0, if αi.β 6= |β|2}

Yβ = {[x0, · · · , xN ] ∈ X : xj = 0, if αj.β = |β|2 & ∃ αi.β 6= |β|2},
then there is a natural retraction map

pβ : Yβ → Zβ.

Denote by Xss the semistable locus of X with respect to the polarization L
in the sense of Mumford’s GIT and Zss

β the locus of semistable points in Zβ

and let

Y ss
β := p−1

β (Zss
β ), Sβ := G · Y ss

β ,

then combing the theory of moment maps and relations of symplectic reduc-
tion and geometric invariant theory, it is shown in [21] that {Sβ}β∈B0

gives
X a G-equivariant perfect Morse stratification . In particular, for β = 0,
S0 = Xss. Using such stratification, Kirwan obtained the following formula
of Poincaré ’s polynomials,

PG
t (Xss) = Pt(X)Pt(BG)−

∑

06=β∈B0

t2 codim(Sβ)P
stab(β)
t (Zss

β ). (2.4)

We will call the term
∑

06=β∈B0

t2 codim(Sβ)P
stab(β)
t (Zss

β ) the removing part in

the formula 2.4. Moreover, there is a natural identification

Sβ
∼= G×Pβ

Y ss
β

where Pβ ≤ G is the parabolic subgroup associated to β. In this way, we
have also have a dimension formula

dimSβ = dimG+ dimY ss
β − dimPβ. (2.5)

(2) Cohomology formula for blowups: assume R is a reductive subgroup of G
with respect to the locus ZR. We take the blow up

π : X̃ → Xss

along the smooth center G ·Zss
R . Let N(R) be the normalizer subgroup of R

in G and dR be the complex codimension of ZR in X , then Kirwan’s blowup
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formula [17] gives

PG
t (X̃ss) = PG

t (Xss) + (t2 + ...+ t2dR)P
N(R)
t (Zss

R )

−
∑

β∈B0,ρ

t2 codim(Sβ)P
stab(β)∩N(R)
t (Zss

β,ρ).
(2.6)

Here B0,ρ is the index set obtained as in (1) with respect to the normal
representation

ρ : R → Aut(PN ),

where N is the normal vector space of a point in Zss
R and Zss

β,ρ ⊂ PN is the
associated semi-stable strata given by weight β.

Suppose there are series of blowups

· · · → X2 → X1 → X0 = X.

We write the correction terms contributed in the formula of i-th blowup
as follows:

Ai(t) :=(t2 + ... + t2dR)P
N(Rω)
t (Zss

R )

−
∑

β∈B0,ρ

t2 codim(Sβ)P
stab(β)∩N(Rω)
t (Zss

β,ρ).
(2.7)

3. Cohomology of partial desingularization M̃
In this section, we follow the discussion in section 2 to do the computation.

Let M̃ be the Kirwan’s desingularization space of M. Note that M̃ has at

worst orbifold points and thus the equivariant cohomology of H∗
G(M̃) equals

to the usual cohomology H∗(M̃) by Theorem 2.6. By duality of intersection

cohomology, we will only consider the term in PG
t (M̃) of degree lower than 20.

Throughout the section, X = P55 and G = SL(6,C).

3.1. Computations for blowups.

3.1.1. Computation of PG
t (Xss). According to the formula 2.4, we need to de-

scribe the index set B0. It consists of all closest points β lying in a positive Weyl
chamber τ+ to origin 0 in convex hull con(α1, ..., α5) generated by some weights
α1, ..., α5. Let T be a maximal torus in SU(6,C) and its Lie algebra is

t = R5 ∼= {diag(
√
−1θ0,

√
−1θ1, ...,

√
−1θ5) :

∑
θi = 0}.

Each 1-parameter subgroup is of the form

λ(t) = {diag(tr0 , tr1, tr2 , tr3, tr4 , tr5) :
∑

ri = 0}

which can be identified as a vector in t. For each monomial xi0
0 · · ·xi5

5 of degree
3, its weight with respect to a 1-parameter subgroup is

i0θ0 + i1θ1 + · · ·+ i5θ5 = (i1 + i− 3) · θ1 + · · · (i5 + i− 3) · θ5
where i := i1 + i2 + i3 + i4 + i5 and (θ0, · · · , θ5) ∈ t is the vector of 1-parameter
subgroup. So we need to identify the momonials with weight vector

W = {(i1 + i− 3, i2 + i− 3, i3 + i− 3, i4 + i− 3, i5 + i− 3) : 0 ≤
∑

ij ≤ 3}.
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β Monomials stable(β)

1. (0.25,0.25,0.25,0.25) C[x1, x2, x3, x4]3

(
a 0
0 A

)

2. (0.9,0.8,0.7,0.6) {x1x
2
2, x1x

2
3, x1x2x4} T 4

3. (1,0,0,0) x1 · C[x2, x3, x4]2 ⊕ x0x
2
1




a 0 0
0 b 0
0 0 A




4. (1,1,0.5, 0.5) {x2
1, x

2
2, x1x2} · {x3, x4}




a 0 0
0 A 0
0 0 B




5. (1.08,0.84,0.72,0.36) {x3
2, x1x

2
3, x4x

2
1} T 4

6. (1,1,1,0) C[x1, x2, x3]3 SL(3,C)× T 2

7. (1.2,0.9,0.6,0.3) {x3
2, x1x2x3, x4x

2
1} T 4

8. (1.25,0.75,0.75,0.25) {x2
1x4, x1x2x3, x1x

2
2, x1x

2
3}




a 0 0 0
0 b 0 0
0 0 c 0
0 0 0 A




Table 1. Unstable stratification.

By choosing a positive root system

Φ+ = {(1,−1, 0, 0, 0), (0, 1,−1, 0, 0),

(0, 0, 1,−1, 0), (0, 0, 0, 1,−1), (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 3)},
we obtain the positive Weyl chamber in t as follows

t+ = (θ1, .., θ5) : θ1 ≥ ... ≥ θ5 ≥ 0}.
Given weight vectors α1, · · · , α5 ∈ W , we can find the closest points β from
origin 0 to convex hull con(α1, ..., α5). If β ∈ t+, we keep the data β. If not, we
continue to use other weight vectors. With the help of computer, we find the
only data with codimension < 10 is the case β = (3

5
, 3
5
, 3
5
, 3
5
, 3
5
) ∈ τ+. In order to

get PG
t (Xss), we need to compute the removing part. In this case, we have

stab(β) ={
(

a 0
0 A

)
∈ SL(6,C) : a · detA = 1, A ∈ GL(5,C)}

∼=C∗ × SL(5,C)

where the first factor acts trivially on Zβ = P(C[x1, x2, x3, x4, x5]3). Thus,

P
stab(β)
t (Zss

β ) =
1

(1− t2)
· P SL(5,C)

t (Zss
β )

=
1

(1− t2)
· P SL(5,C)

t (P (C[x1, x2, x3, x4, x5]3)
ss) .

To compute P
SL(5,C)
t (P (C[x1, x2, x3, x4, x5]3)

ss), we will use Kirwan’s formula 2.4
once more since these terms can be viewed as the cohomology of GIT quotient
space. As before, we have unstable data given in the table 1 with help of com-
puter.



12 Fei Si

In the table 1, by choosing a suitable 1-parameter subgroup, we find some

locus Zss
β = φ and in this case, P

stab(β)
t (Zss

β ) = 0. Such index vector is fake. For
example, 1-parameter subgroup

λ(t) = diag(1, t3, t−1, t−1, t−1)

will destabilize fourth data. Checking case by case, we have only two nonzero
data: 1st and 6th that make contribution.

(1) For 1st data, v1 =
1
4
(1, 1, 1, 1), by the dimension formula 2.5, the codimension

of unstable stratum equal to 35− (24+20− 15) = 6. By the formula 2.4, we
have

P
stab(v1)
t (Zss

v1 ) =
1

(1− t2)
· P SL(4,C)

t (PC[x1, x2, x3, x4]3) mod t20

The same method give only two unstable data for SL(4,C) y PC[x1, x2, x3, x4]3:

(a) β1 = (1, 1, 1). Such stratum has codimenion 4 and

P
stab(β1)
t (Zss

β1
) =

1

(1− t2)
· P SL(3,C)

t (PC[x1, x2, x3]3)

=
1

(1− t2)
· 1 + t2 + t10 + t12

(1− t4) · (1− t6)

(3.1)

(b) β2 = (1, 0, 0). Such stratum has codimenion 5 and so we have

P
stab(β2)
t (Zss

β2
) =

1 + t2 + t4 + t6

(1− t2) · (1− t4)
− (1 + t2) · t2

(1− t2)2
=

1

1− t2
. (3.2)

Combing these data, we have

P
stab(v1)
t (Zss

v1 ) =
1

(1− t2)
· { 1 + t2 + ...+ t38

(1− t4) · (1− t6) · (1− t8)

− t12

(1− t2)
− t8

(1− t2)
· 1 + t2 + t10 + t12

(1− t4) · (1− t6)
}.

(2) For 6th data, the index vector is v2 = (1, 1, 1, 0) and thus we have

stab(v2) = (C∗)2 × SL(3,C).

Then the codimension of the removing strata is

34− (24 + 9− 15) = 16 > 10.

Thus by the formula 2.4, we have

P
stab(v2)
t (Zss

v2 ) =
1

(1− t2)2
· P SL(3,C)

t (PC[x1, x2, x3]3) mod t20

=
1

(1− t2)2
· 1 + t2 + t10 + t12

(1− t4) · (1− t6)
mod t20.

Observe the codimension of unstable stratification of this data is given by

codimSβ =55− (dimG+ dimYβ − dimPβ)

=55− (35 + 34− 20) = 6.
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Blowup locus stabilizer group(up to finite index) codimension

Gω SL(3,C) 27
Gζ T 4 24
GZχ SO(2) 21
GZτ T 20
GZδ C∗ × C∗ 19
GZα C∗ 19
GZγ C∗ 18
GZβ C∗ 17

Table 2. List of datas to be blowed up

Here Pβ is a parabolic subgroup consisting of all upper-triangle matrix and thus

it has dimPβ = (6+1)·6
2

− 1 = 20 and

dimYβ = #{ α ∈ W : α.β ≥ β.β } = 34.

Thus by putting all the discussions above into the formula 2.4, we have

Proposition 3.1.

PG
t (Xss) ≡ 1− t112

Π
1≤i≤6

(1− t2i)
− t12P

GL(5)
t (PC[x0, x1, x2, x3, x4]3)

≡ 1

Π
1≤i≤6

(1− t2i)
− t12

1− t2
1

Π
1≤i≤5

(1− t2i)
mod t20.

(3.3)

Next, we will take the blowups successively along the locus discussed in section
2.3. Here we give the list of locus to be blowuped in the following table 2.

3.1.2. Computation of PG
t (Xss

1 ). We take the blow up

π : X1 → Xss

along G · Zss
Rω

. By dimension counting, we have

dR + 1 = codimG · Zss
R

= 55− (dimG− dimN(Rω)) = 55− (35− 8) = 28.

Moreover, we have

P
N(Rω)
t (Zss

R ) = Pt(BN(Rω)) =
1

(1− t4) · (1− t6)

since Zss
Rω

is just a point. In [23, Corollary 4.2], by using the fact the cubic 4-fold
ω is the secant variety of Veronese embedding P2 →֒ P5, Laza proved

Proposition 3.2. The representation of Rω on the normal slice Nω is isomorphic
to Sym6(C3), where Rω

∼= SL(3,C) has the natural representation on C3. In
particular, the exceptional divisor PNω//Rω is isomorphic to the GIT quotient
space of plane sextic curves.

A very helpful observation is the following
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β1
γ1χ1 τ1

Figure 3. incidence relation

Corollary 3.3. After the 1st blowup, the incidence relations of boundaries on
exceptional divisor PNω//SL(3,C) coincide with that of GIT moduli space of
degree 2 K3 surfaces, See the figure 3. That is, let χ1, β1, τ1, β1 ⊂ Xss

1 /G be
the strict transformation of the GIT boundary after the 1st blowup along G ·Zω,
then

Ess
ω /G ∩ χ1 = pt, Ess

ω /G ∩ τ1 = pt

Ess
ω /G ∩ γ1 ∼= |OP1(4)|//SL(2) = P1

Ess
ω /G ∩ β1

∼= P3//C∗ = P(1, 2, 3).

(3.4)

Proof. Under the isomorphism PNω//Rω
∼= PSym6(C3)//SL(3) in Proposition

3.2, we can identify the stability on both sides. Since after the first blowup, the
rest blowups restricting to the divisor PNω//Rω are isomorphic to the partial
resolution of PNω//Rω in the sense of Kirwan, then the locus of GIT strictly
semistable locus will coincide with that of the GIT moduli space of plane sextics
|OP2(6)|//SL(3). Such locus have been explicitly described in [18]. Then from
the incidence relation in figure 1, we prove the assertion. �

Remark 3.4. This corollary shows in the 2nd-8th blowups, the blowup on
Ess

ω /G∩β1 will be the same as that in GIT moduli space of degree 2 K3 surfaces,
then Kirwan-Lee’s results (see [17] [18]) will help us simplify many computations.

Following the computation in [16] for K3 surface and formula 2.7, we have

A1 =
(t2 − t56)

(1− t2) · (1− t4) · (1− t6)

− (
t50 − t56

(1− t2) · (1− t4)(1− t6)
+

t20 − t28

(1− t2)3
)

≡ t2

(1− t2) · (1− t4) · (1− t6)
− t20

(1− t2)3
mod t20.

(3.5)

3.1.3. Computation of PG
t (Xss

2 ). Thanks to the disjointness of orbit Gω and Gζ ,
for the second blowup we do not need to consider the effect of the first blowup.
So we take the second blowup

π : X2 → Xss
1 (3.6)

along G ·Zss
Rζ
. It’s easy to see that the normalizer of Rζ in G = SL(6,C) is given

by the extension

0 → T 5 → N(Rζ) → S6 → 0.
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Here the symmetric group S6 is the Weyl group of Rζ. Then

dRζ
+ 1 = codim(G · Zss

Rζ
)

=55− (dimG− dimN(Rζ)) = 25.

This gives

(t2 + ... + t2dR)P
N(Rζ)
t (Zss

Rζ
) = (t2 + ...+ t48)Pt(BN(Rζ))

=
(t2 − t48)

(1− t2)...(1− t12)

since G ·Zss
Rζ

= G×N(Rζ )Z
ss
Rζ

and Zss
Rζ

is just a point. Actually, following a lemma

of section 4.2 in [17], we can compute the normal vector space Nζ at ζ as follows

Nζ = Cx3
0 ⊕ ...⊕ Cx3

5 ⊕ {x2
0, x

2
4, x

2
5}C[x1, x2, x3]1

⊕{x2
1, x

2
2, x

2
3}C[x0, x4, x5]1 ⊕ C{x0x4x5 + x1x2x3}.

So the intersections of exceptional divisor E2/N(R) with the proper transforma-
tion of α, δ, τ are 3 distinct points. Note thatRζ = {diag(a, b, c, d, c−1d−1, a−1b−1) :
a, b, c, d ∈ C∗} acts trivially on x0x4x5+x1x2x3. By Kirwan, the unstable data is
identified with the unstable data of natural action Rζ on PNζ . So we only con-
sider this action. Each 1-parameter subgroup can be written as diag{ta0 , ..., ta5}
and the weight is of the form

{ a · I : xI ∈ Nζ }
where xI = xi0

0 · · ·xi5
5 with i0 + · · ·+ i5 = 3 and a · I = aoio + · · ·a5i5. Note that

in the formula 2.7, the codimension is

codim = 24−#{ a · I ∈ W : a · I > 0} ≥ 11.

Thus, we obtain

A2 ≡
t2

(1− t2)...(1− t12)
mod t20. (3.7)

3.1.4. Computation of PG
t (Xss

3 ). We take the third blowup

π : X3 → Xss
2

along G · Ẑss
Rχ

where Ẑss
Rχ

is the strict transformation of Zss
Rχ

under composition
of previous blowups, since χ contains point ω and ζ . we have

codim(G · Ẑss
Rχ

) = 55− (dimG + dim Ẑss
Rχ

− dimN(Rχ)) = 23.

By Proposition 2.6, we have

ẐRχ//N(Rχ) ∼= P(1, 3) ∼= P1.

This gives

(t2 + ...+ t2dR) · PN(Rχ)
t (Ẑss

Rχ
) =

t2 − t46

1− t2
· Pt(BRχ) · PN(Rχ)/Rχ

t (Ẑss
Rχ

)

=(
t2 − t46

1− t2
) · 1

1− t4
· (1 + t2)
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since the action N(Rχ) on ẐRχ is isomorphic to the action N(Rχ)/Rχ on ẐRχ .
In the same paper [23, Lemma 4.3], Laza showed the normal representation
ρ : Rχ y Nχ can be identified as

SL(2) y H0(OP1(12))⊕H0(OP1(8)).

This gives
∑

t2 codim(Sβ)P
stab(β)∩N(R)
t (Zss

β,ρ)

=
t24 + t26 + t28 + t30(1 + t2) + t30 + t34 + t36 + t38 + t40(1 + t2)

1− t2

=
t24 − t44

(1− t2)2
.

By putting these together, we obtain

A3 =(
t2 − t46

1− t2
) · (1 + t2)

1− t4
− t24 − t44

(1− t2)2

≡ t2

(1− t2)2
mod t20.

(3.8)

3.1.5. To compute PG
t (Xss

4 ). We take the 4th blowup π : X4 → Xss
3 along

G · Ẑss
Rτ
. Since N(Rτ ) = Rτ ≤ N(Rω) = SL(3), we have

codim(G · Ẑss
Rτ
) = 55− (dimG+ dimZRτ − dimN(Rτ )) = 21.

Observe that we can identify the normal representation Rτ y Nτ
∼= R1 y N1

where the normal representation R1 y N1 the second blowup in [17, Section 4 ]
by corollary 3.3. Then from [17, table 2], we have

A4 =
t2 − t42

1− t2
· Pt(BRτ ) · (1 + t2)− t18 + t20

1− t2
mod t20

≡t2(1− t2)

(1− t2)3
− t18 + t20

1− t2
mod t20

(3.9)

where the multiplication term 1+t2 is due to the geometry of locus Z̃τ

ss
/(N(Rτ )/Rτ ) ∼=

P1 by proposition 2.6.

3.1.6. To compute PG
t (Xss

5 ). We take the blowup π : X5 → Xss
4 along G · Ẑss

Rδ
.

Note that here

ZRδ
= P{x0q(x4, x5) + c(x1, ..., x3)}

where {x0q(x4, x5) + c(x1, ..., x3)} means the vector space spanned by the mono-
mials in a general polynomial of the form x0q(x4, x5) + c(x1, ..., x3). And the
normalizer subgroup of such locus is

N(Rδ) = {diag(a, A,B) : a−1 = |A| · |B|, A ∈ GL(3), B ∈ GL(2)}.
Thus, by the dimension counting, we have

codimGZRδ
= 55− (35 + 12− 13) = 21.
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Observe that ZRδ
contains the point ζ which is represented by the equation

x0x4x5 + x1x2x3, so we need to take the blow up

ẐRδ
→ ZRδ

along Gδ · ZRδζ
to compute P

N(Rδ)
t (Ẑss

Rδ
). Note from Proposition 2.6, we know

the blowup Ẑss
Rδ
/N(R) → ZRδ

/N(R) = P1 does not change cohomology, ie,

Pt(Ẑ
ss
Rδ
/N(R)) = 1 + t2. Thus

A5 =
t2

1− t2
(1 + t2)

1

(1− t2)(1− t4)
−
∑

mod t20

where
∑

is the terms due to removing the unstable strata of representation of
Rδ on the normal vector space of some point in ZRδ

.
In order to find the weight of normal representation, we choose a point in

Zδ distinct to ζ whose equation is F = x0x4x5 + f , where f is a generic cubic
polynomial in x1, x2, x3. For normal representation Rδ on NF , we take weight
(2, 0, 0, 0,−1,−1) of the maximal torus of Rδ. Here we view the weight embedded
into the Lie algebra of G. By subtracting the weight from ∂F

∂x0
, ..., ∂F

∂x5
and the

form x0q + f , we have weight of normal space NF in following list:

weight 6 4 0 -3 -2 -1
mul 1 3 3 2 6 6

Thus, by formula 2.7, the removing term
∑

is

Pt(Ẑ
ss
Rδ
/N(R)) · (t2·8Pt(P

5) + t2·6Pt(P
1)) mod t20

and the correction term for 5-th blowup is

A5 ≡
t2

(1− t2)3
− (t12 + ...+ t20)(1 + t2)

1− t2
mod t20.

3.1.7. Computation of PG
t (Xss

6 ). We take the blowup

π : X6 → Xss
5

along G · Ẑss
Rα

where Ẑss
Rα

is the strict transformation of Zss
Rα

under previous
blowups, since α contains point ζ . It is easy to see

ZRα = P{(x0q0(x2, ..., x5) + x1q1(x2, ..., x5)},
1 + dα = codimGẐRα = 55− (35 + 19− 19) = 20,

N(Rα) = {diag(A,B) : det(A) · det(B) = 1, A ∈ GL(2,C), B ∈ GL(4,C)}.
The blowup

ẐRα → Zss
Rα

along N(Rα)ζ descending to quotients will not change cohomology of quotients
as in the case of 5-th blowup and thus we have the formula

P
N(Rα)
t (Ẑss

Rα
) = Pt(N(Rα))(1 + t2) =

1 + t2

1− t2

since ZRα//Rα
∼= P1 where first identity is due to formula 2.1.
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To determine the normal representation of Rα, we choose a point in Zss
Rα

rep-
resented by F = x0(x

2
2 + x2

3 + x2
4) + x1x

2
5 which is not in the orbit ζ . Then

Fx0
= x2

2 + x2
3 + x2

4, Fx1
= x2

5, Fx2
= 2x0x2

Fx3
= 2x0x3, Fx4

= 2x0x2, Fx5
= 2x1x5

where Fxi
:= ∂F

∂xi
. It is known as before that the tangent space at F is spanned by

the monomials Fx0
, ..Fx5

and monomials in ZRα. Subtracting from C[x0, x1, ..., x5]3,
we obtain the normal vector space

NF = C[x0, x1]3 ⊕ spanC{x5V2, x
2
1x2, x

2
1x3, x

2
1x4} ⊕ V3

where V2 is the set of monomials in x2, x3, x4 of degree 2 and V3 is the vector
space of monomials in x2, x3, x4 of degree 3 without the terms x2Fx0

, x3Fx0
, x4Fx0

.
Recall the weight of Rα is (2, 2,−1,−1,−1,−1), then the weight of normal rep-
resentation is given by

weight -3 0 3 6
mul 7 5 4 4

So the smallest codimension of unstable strata is 19 − 8 = 11 and thus the
removing term vanishes after mod t20.

In a summary, the correction term in the 6-th blowup contributes

A6 ≡
t2

1− t2
· 1 + t2

1− t2
mod t20. (3.10)

3.1.8. Computation of PG
t (Xss

7 ). We take the blowup

π : X7 → Xss
6

along G · Ẑss
Rγ

where Ẑss
Rγ

is the strict transform of Zss
Rγ

under Xss
6 → X . Then

the codimension of GZRγ is given by

1 + dγ = 55− (35 + 14− 13) = 19.

Also we have the normalizer subgroup

N(Rγ) = {diag(a, A,B) : a · det(A) · det(B) = 1, A ∈ GL(2,C), B ∈ GL(3,C)}.
By Proposition 2.6, we have ZRγ//Gγ

∼= P1 × C and blowup at two points in

ZRγ//Gγ will give Pt(Z̃Rγ//Gγ) = 1 + 3t2.
Now we consider the normal representation Rγ y Nγ. As before, by choosing

a suitable element in Ẑss
Rγ
, we compute its normal vector space Nγ , which is a

vector space spanned by monomials in the following form

{ x3
0, ..., x

3
5, x

2
0x1, ..., x

2
0x4,

x0x
2
1, x0x

2
2, x

2
1x2, x

2
3x4, x

2
3x5, x

2
4x4, x

2
4x3 }.

It can be identified as the normal representation in the third blowup in the case
of K3 surfaces of degree 2 in [17], then in a summary the 7th blowup contributes

A7 ≡(t2 + ...+ t2dγ )P
N(Rγ

t )(Z̃Rγ )−
∑

unstable mod t20

≡1 + 3t2

1− t2
(t2 + t4 + ... + t14) mod t20.

(3.11)
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3.1.9. Computation of PG
t (Xss

8 ). We take the blowup

π : X8 → Xss
7

along G · Ẑss
Rµ

where Ẑss
Rµ

is the strict transform of Zss
Rµ

under previous blowups.
The normalizer subgroup is

N(Rµ) = {diag(a, b, A, c, d) : abcd · det(A) = 1, a, b, c, d ∈ C∗, A ∈ GL(2,C))}.

The locus ZRµ is identified as

ZRµ = P{ax0x
2
4 + x0x5l1(x2, x3) + bx2

1x5 + x1x4l2(x2, x3) + c(x2, x3)}.
Here {f} means the vector space spanned by monomials in f . Thus the codi-
mension is

1 + dµ = codimGZRβ
= 55− (35 + 9− 7) = 18.

The blowup ẐRµ → ZRµ along the orbit N(Rµ)ζ and N(Rµ)ω will decent to the
blowup along two points in ZRµ//N(Rµ) ∼= P(1, 3, 6, 8). This gives

P
N(Rβ)
t (ẐRβ

) =Pt(BRβ) · Pt(ẐRβ
//N(Rβ))

=
1

1− t2
· (Pt(P(1, 3, 6, 8)) + (t2 + t4) + (t2 + t4)).

(3.12)

The normal representation for Rµ can be identified in K3 case as done in last
blowup of Kirwan-Lee (see 5.3 in [17]), thus the removing term is giving by

t18

1− t2
mod t20.

In a summary, the correction term will be given by

A8(t) ≡
t2

1− t2
· 1 + 3t2 + 3t4 + t6

1− t2

− t18 · (1 + 3t2 + 3t4 + t6)

1− t2
mod t20.

(3.13)

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. By previous computations, we have

Pt(M̃) =PG
t (Xss) +

8∑

i=1

Ai(t)

=1 + 9t2 + 26t4 + 51t6 + 81t8 + 115t10 + 152t12

+ 193t14 + 236t16 + 280t18 + 324t20 mod t20.

Then the duality of intersection cohomology will imply the formula.

4. Intersection cohomology of Baily-Borel compactification

In this section, we will compute the intersection cohomology of Baily-Borel

compactification D/Γ
BB

based on the computations in previous sections.
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4.1. Baily-Borel compactification of moduli space of cubic fourfolds. It
is well-known that for a smooth cubic fourfold X its integral middle cohomology
H4(X,Z) is isomorphic to

Λ :=< 1 >⊕21 ⊕ < −1 >⊕3 .

Let h := c1(OX(1))
2 ∈ Λ be the hyperplane class and Λ0 = E2

8 ⊕ U2 ⊕ A2 = h⊥

be the lattice associated to the smooth cubic fourfold, which is isomorphic to the
primitive cohomology H4

p (X,Z) of X . Denote by

D := {z ∈ P(Λ0 ⊗ C) : 〈z, z〉 = 0, 〈z, z〉 > 0}
the peroid domain. It is a symmetric domain of type IV. Let Γ be the mon-
odromy group of cubic fourfolds, then it is shown in [3] that Γ = O∗(Λ0) is
the automorphism group of Λ0 whose elementd act trivially on the discriminant
group of Λ0. The quotient space D/Γ is known as a locally symmetric space.
By the general result of Baily-Borel in [2], there is a compactification of D/Γ,
whose boundaries correspond to Type II, III degenerations of cubic fourfolds
(see also [26] for refinements ). Such compactification is well-known as Baily-

Borel compactification now and we denote by D/Γ
BB

. Following Hassett [12],
we define

Definition 4.1. A cubic fourfold X is called a special cubic fourfold of dis-
criminant d if it contains a surface T which is not homologous to a complete
intersection and the classes h and [T ] form a saturated rank 2 sublattice of Λ
with discriminant d.

Example 4.2. Let X be a nodal cubic fourfold. That is, X contains a point x
whose projective tangent cone is a smooth quadratic. Assume the coordinate of
x is [0, 0, 0, 0, 1], then X has defining equation of the following form

x5q(x0, · · · , x4) + c(x0, · · · , x4) = 0.

where q and c are quadratic and cubic forms in x0, · · · , x4. By associateing a K3
surface of degree 6, Hassett showed that a nodal cubic fourfold is a special cubic
fourfold of discriminant 6.

Example 4.3. Let X be a smooth cubic fourfold containing a plane P , then it
is not hard to check that the class [P ] ∈ H4(X,Z) with the product of hyper
plane class h2 form the following matrix

h2 [P ]
h2 3 1
[P ] 1 3

.

Such cubic fourfold is a special cubic fourfold of discriminant 8.

It is also shown by Hassett in [12] that the locus of special cubic fourfolds of
discriminant d is nonempty for d ≡ 0, 2 mod 6. Moreover, it is a divisor in the

moduli space of cubic fourfolds and is called Hassett divisor now. On D/Γ
BB

,
we can use the saturated rank 2 sublattices of Λ with discriminant d to define
a divisor wich is called a Heegner divisor of discriminant d. Let H∞ be such a

divisor on D/Γ
BB

of discriminant 2.
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Theorem 4.4. (Global Torelli, see [23] [27]) The period map

p : M 99K D/Γ
BB

is a birational map. It is an open immersion over Mo and can be defined over
M, whose image is the complement of Heegner divisor H∞.

Thanks to the Torelli theorem 4.4, these divisors defined in 4.1 are also called
Heegner divisors if we view D/Γ as a Shimura variety. We refer the readers to
[28] for the definition and properties of Shimura varieties.

Remark 4.5. Recently, the property of open immersion of period map on Mo

is also proven by Huybrechts and Rennemo in [14] by using Jacobian rings.

4.2. Intersection cohomology. Let M̂ be the blowups of X//SL(6) only along
the point ω and then the line χ. Then there is a natural contraction morphism

f : M̃ → M̂.

From [23], it is known that the period map from GIT compatification to Baily-
Borel compatification is resolved by Loojigenga’s semi-toric compatification (see
for [26] the general discussions of Loojigenga’s semi-toric compatifications):

M̂

M D/Γ
BB

p1

p2

p

(4.1)

where p1 is the composition of the two successive blowups along the point ω

and then the line χ. Let D/Γ
Σ(H∞)

be the Looijenga’s semi-toric compatifica-
tion associated to the Heegner divisor H∞. We observe the following explicit
description of birational morphism p2

Proposition 4.6. The morphism p2 is the composition of f : M̃ → D/Γ
Σ(H∞)

and ν : D/Γ
Σ(H∞) → D/Γ

BB
. Here f is the morphism contracting the divisor

Eχ to

Eχ ∩ Ẽω
∼= P(H0(C,OC(4))⊕H0(C,OC(6)))//SO(3) ⊂ D/Γ

Σ(H∞)
(4.2)

where C is a smooth plane conic and ν is a small modification whose boundaries
maps are described in the following table 3. Here the locus φ∞, · · · , ǫ∞ in table

Table 3. Contraction locus of p2

Exceptional locus in D/Γ
Σ(H∞)

Boundaries in D/Γ
BB

fiber
φ∞ A17 P1

γ∞ E7 ⊕D10 P1

β∞ E⊕2
8 ⊕ A2 P2

ǫ∞ A2 ⊕D16 P2

3 is described in Lemma 6.9 in [23].
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Proof. From Section 6 in [23], we know that p2 is the composition of a small
modification in the sense of Looijenga (see [26]) and a blowup of codimension
2 self-intersection of Heegner divisor H∞. It remains to prove the codimension

2 self-intersections is isomorphic to Eχ ∩ Ẽω. This also follows from geometric

description of the resolution in Section 6 in [23]. Indeed, denote by H̃∞ its

strict transformation and then H̃∞ is isomorphic to the blowup of GIT space of
plane sextics at a point from Corollary 3.3. So another divisor Eχ obtained from
morphism p1 is isomorphic to the exceptional divisor of blowup the codiemsion
2 locus (note that such locus is irreducible by Lemma 6.8 in [23]). As the divisor
Eχ → P1 is fibration, By the construction in Section 7 in [26], we get the center

is isomorphic to the general fiber of the fibration Eχ → P1, ie, Eχ ∩ Ẽω
∼=

P(H0(C,OC(4)) ⊕ H0(C,OC(6)))//SO(3) where the identification is from the
first blowup of GIT space of plane sextics obtained by Shah in [35].

The small modification is determined by the self-intersections of the Heegner
divisor H∞ and its intersection with Baily-Borel boundaries: As H∞ has no 1-
dimensional self-intersection by Lemma 6.8 in [23], we can apply Proposition 7.2

[26] and thus we know ν : D/Γ
Σ(H∞) → D/Γ

BB
is a normalised blowup, ie, the

blowup along the Baily-Borel boundaries that intersect with the self-intersections
of H∞. The root lattices of these boundaries and codimesnion are described in
Lemma 6.9 in [23]. Thus, we get the table 3. �

Proposition 4.7. Let f : X → Y be a birational morphism of n dimensional
irreducible varieties over C contracting a divisor E to a lower dimensional locus
Z and the restriction fE of f : E → Z is a topological Pm-bundle, then for k ≤ n,
the intersection cohomology has a decomposition

IHk(X) ∼= IHk(Y ) ⊕
2≤j≤2m

Hk−c+j(Z,Q) (4.3)

where c is the codimension of Z in X.

Proof. Let ICX be the intersection complex on X . By BBDG’s decomposition
theorem, there is a decomposition (non-canonical in general, see [9] for more
general results)

Rf∗ICX
∼= ICY ⊕ ICZ(Lj)[−i]

where Lj are the local systems on Z and i is the degree to be shifted. Following
[11], we can determine these local system: each Lj is an irreducible summand of
RjfE ∗QE where fE is the morphism restricting on E. Lj is rank = 1 for j even
since each fiber is Pm, thus Lj = RjfE ∗QE and the shift degree is −i = −j + c.
then by taking cohomology of the decomposition, we obtain the formula 4.3:

IHk(X) =Hk(Y, ICY ) ⊕
2≤j≤2m

RjfE ∗QE [−j + c])

= IHk(Y ) ⊕
2≤j≤2m

Hk(Z,Q[−j + c])

= IHk(Y ) ⊕
2≤j≤2m

Hk−c+j(Z,Q).

�
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Recall that an algebraic map f : X → Y is called semismall if the defect

r(f) := max{ i ∈ Z : pHi(Rf∗ICX [n]) 6= 0 }
is zero.

Proposition 4.8. Let f : X → Y be a semismall birational morphism of n
dimensional irreducible varieties over C such that Z ⊂ Y is a connected closed
subvariety and f is isomorphic outside Z and over Z, f is a Pm-bundle, then for
k ≤ n

IHk(X) = ⊕
0≤j≤m

Hk+2j−n(Z,Q) (4.4)

where H l(Z,Q) = 0 if l < 0.

Proof. By semi-small property and semi-simplicity of the decomposition theorem,
we have

Rf∗ICX [n] = ⊕
−r(f)≤i≤r(f)

pHi(Rf∗ICX [n])[−i]

=⊕
j

IC(Y i,Li,j)
(4.5)

where Li,j is a local system supported on the closure Y i of strata Yi. In our case,
there is a natural stratification Y0 = Z, Y1 = Y − Z, then we have

Rf∗ICX = ICY

m
⊕
j=2

QZ [n− 2j] (4.6)

By taking the cohomology, we obtain the result. �

Theorem 4.9. The intersection cohomology of M̂ is given by

IPt(M̂) =1 + 3t2 + 8t4 + 17t6 + 29t8 + 44t10 + 61t12 + 78t14

+ 99t16 + 121t18 + 151t20 + 121t22 + 99t24 + 78t26

+ 61t28 + 44t30 + 29t32 + 17t34 + 8t36 + 3t38 + t40

(4.7)

Proof. We will use the blowup formula 2.2 of intersection cohomology reversely.
Then we need to do the calculations step by step:

(1) Blow down Eµ: in this case, π0(Nµ) acts on the fiber trivially since Nµ is
connected, thus we need to shift the polynomial by degree 2 according to the
formula 2.2, then we get

Bµ(t) =(1 + 3t2 + 3t4 + t6) · (t2 + t4 + 2t6

+ 2t8 + 3t10 + 3t12 + 4t14 + 4t16 + 4t18

+ 4t20 + 3t24 + 2t26 + 2t28 + t30 + t32).

(4.8)

(2) Blowing down Eγ: it is similar to the case Eµ. we get

Bγ(t) =(1 + 3t2 + t4) · (t2 + 2t4 + 3t6 + 4t8

+ 5t10 + 6t12 + 7t14 + 8t16 + 8t18 + 8t20 + 7t22

+ 6t24 + 5t26 + 4t28 + 3t30 + 2t32 + t34).

(4.9)
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(3) Blowing down Eα: it is similar to the case Eµ. we get

Bα(t) =(1 + t2) · (t2 + t4 + 2t6 + 3t8 + 4t10

+ 5t12 + 6t14 + 7t16 + 8t18 + 8t20 + 7t22 + 6t24

+ 5t26 + 4t28 + 3t30 + 2t32 ++t34 + t36).

(4.10)

(4) Blowing down Eδ: it is similar to the case Eµ. we get

Bδ(t) =(1 + t2) · (t2 + 2t4 + 4t6 + 6t8 + 9t10 + 12t12+

16t14 + 19t16 + 24t18 + 24t20 + 19t22 + 16t24

+ 12t26 + 9t28 + 6t30 + 4t32 + 2t34 + t36).

(4.11)

(5) Blowing down Eτ : it is similar to the case Eµ. we get

Bτ (t) =(1 + t2) · (t2 + t4 + 2t6 + 3t8 + 4t10

+ 5t12 + 7t14 + 8t16 + 9t20 + 8t22 + 7t24

+ 5t26 + 4t28 + 3t30 + 2t32 + t34 + t36).

(4.12)

(6) Blowing down Eξ: note in this case, π0(Nξ) = S6 acts on H∗(PNξ/Rξ) by
permutation of coordinates of PNξ, thus,

IPt(H
∗(PNξ/Rξ)

π0(Nξ) ≡ Pt(PNξ)Pt((H
∗(BRξ)

π0(Nξ)) mod t19

≡ 1

Π
1≤i≤6

(1− t2i)
mod t19 (4.13)

then using formula 2.2 again, we have

Bξ(t) =t2 + t4 + 2t6 + 3t8 + 5t10 + 7t12 + 11t14 + 14t16

+ 20t18 + 26t20 + 20t22 + 14t24 + 11t26

+ 7t28 + 5t30 + 3t32 + 2t34 + t36 + t38
(4.14)

Put these together, we obtain our formula from

IPt(M̂) = Pt(M)− Bµ(t)− Bξ(t)−Bδ(t).

�

Remark 4.10. In [8], the authors doubted whether the Kirwan resolution of
moduli spaces of cubic threefolds is isomorphic to certain toroidal compactifi-
cation of ball quotient B/Γ with respect to some cone decomposition. Their
evidence in [8] is that they compute the cohomology of the toroidal compactifi-
cation and find the Betti numbers of the two compactification match perfectly.
It is quite interesting to ask whether it is also true for the moduli spaces of cubic
fourfolds.

Corollary 4.11. The intersection Betti numbers of D/Γ
BB

are given by

IPt(D/Γ
BB

) =1 + 2t2 + 5t4 + 13t6 + 24t8 + 38t10 + 54t12 + 70t14

+ 88t16 + 107t18 + 137t20 + 107t22 + 88t24 + 70t26

+ 54t28 + 38t30 + 24t32 + 13t34 + 4t36 + 2t38 + t40.

(4.15)
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Proof. First by applying formula (4.3) to morphism f in Proposition 4.6, we have

IPt(D/Γ
Σ(H∞)

) = IPt(M̂)− (1 + t2)(Pt(Eχ ∩ Ẽω)− 1) mod t20.

Then it remains to compute the cohomology Eχ ∩ Ẽω. Thanks to 3.3, we

identify Eχ ∩ Ẽω as the exceptional divisor in the 1st blow up of GIT mod-
uli of degree 2 K3 surfaces. According to Section 4.2 [17], after blowup a
point χ ∩ Eω, we get a partial resolution of Eω and the exceptional divisor
Eχ ∩ Ẽω

∼= P(H0(C,OC(4)) ⊕ H0(C,OC(6)))//SO(3) by Proposition 4.6. Note
that P(H0(C,OC(4))⊕H0(C,OC(6)))//SO(3) has only quotient singularities at
worst. As the smooth plane conic C is isomorphic to P1, this will induces iso-
morphism

P(H0(OC(4))⊕H0(OC(6)))//SO(3) ∼= P(H0(OP1(8))⊕H0(OP1(12)))//SL(2).

Let T = {diag(t, t−1) : t ∈ C∗} be a maximal torus of SL(2) and

[a0, · · · , a8, b0, · · · , b12]
be the homogeneous coordinate for P(H0(P1,O(8)) ⊕ H0(P1,O(12)), then the
action T on P(H0(P1,O(8))⊕H0(P1,O(12)) is given by

t · [a0, · · · , a8, b0, · · · , b12] = [t−8a0, t
−6a1, · · · , t8a8, t−12b0, t

−10b1, · · · , t12a12, ].
so the number of weight < 0 is 4+6 = 10 and the maximal dimenion of unstable
strata for action SL(2) on P(H0(P1,O(8))⊕H0(P1,O(12)) is 9 which implies

Pt(Eχ ∩ Ẽω) =P
SL(2)
t (P(H0(P1,O(8))⊕H0(P1,O(12)))//SL(2)

≡Pt(BSL(2))− unstable terms mod t18

≡Pt(BSL(2))Pt(P
21) ≡ 1

(1− t2)(1− t4)
mod t18.

Thus we have

Pt(Eχ ∩ Ẽω) =1 + t2 + 2t4 + 2t6 + 3t8 + 3t10 + 4t12

+ 4t14 + 5t16 + 5t18 + 5t20 + 4t22 + 4t24

+ 3t26 + 3t28 + 2t30 + 2t32 + t34 + t36.

Last by applying formula 4.4 to morphism ν and combine the table 3, we only
need to remove

2(t18 + t20) + 2(t16 + t18 + t20) mod t20

from IPt(D/Γ
Σ(H∞)

) mod t20 in order to get IPt(D/Γ
BB

). In this way, we
obtain our formula 4.15. �

Remark 4.12. Since the Zucker’s conjecture was established in [25] and [33],
the L2-cohomology of D/Γ is isomorphic to the intersection cohomology of D/Γ.
our result also provides most L2-betti numbers of D/Γ as the dimension of Baily-
Borel’s boundaries is 1.
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