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Abstract

We investigate deformations of lagrangian manifolds with singulari-
ties. We introduce a complex similar to the de Rham-complex whose co-
homology calculates deformation spaces. Examples of singular lagrangian
varieties are presented and deformations are calculated explicitly.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we develop some ideas of a deformation theory of singular la-
grangian subvarieties. Lagrangian submanifolds are quite fundamental objects,
S0 in a sense it is natural to extend the study of them to a larger class of ob-
jects which are allowed to have singularities. This has been done by Arnold,
Givental and others ([Giv8§]). However, not much is known on the behavior
of lagrangian singularities under deformations. The aim of this article is to de-
scribe the spaces of infinitesimal deformations and obstructions of a lagrangian
subvariety and to perform calculations for some concrete examples. It turns
out that the lagrangian property of a space has a strong influence on its defor-
mations, e.g., there are examples of spaces X with dim(T%) = oo, which have
nevertheless a versal deformation space for the lagrangian deformations.

In the sequel, we will consider the following situation: Let M be a 2n-
dimensional symplectic manifold over K = R or K = C (that is, a C* or
complex analytic manifold of real resp. complex dimension 2n endowed with
a closed, non-degenerated 2-form w, holomorphic in the second case) and L a
reduced analytic subspace of dimension n, given by an involutive ideal sheaf Z,
i.e. an ideal sheaf satisfying {Z,Z} C Z where {, } denotes the Poisson bracket
corresponding to w. This condition ensures that L is a lagrangian submanifold in
a neighborhood of each of its smooth points. A lagrangian deformation of L will
be a deformation in the usual sense (a flat family Lg — S) with the additional
condition that all fibers are lagrangian subvarieties of M. More precisely, we
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will call a diagram

M M x §
/ (/
L Ls

/|

{x} ——s

a lagrangian deformation of L iff Lg — S is flat and {Zg,Zs}s C Zs. Here
Zs is the ideal sheaf defining Lg in M x S and { , }s is the Poisson structure
defined on M x S by the (degenerate) form wg := p*w, p : M x S = M
being the canonical projection. This definition can be formalized using the
language of deformation functors (see [Sev99] and [Sch6§]). This more formal
approach yields the definition of morphisms of deformations, in particular, two
deformations Lg C M x S and L7, C N x T are called equivalent iff there is
an fibrewise isomorphism F' : M x S — N x T satisfying F*wr = wg. Such
an F' comes from a symplectic diffeomorphism f: M — N and in case that M
is simply connected (which we will suppose from now on), f is induced by an
hamiltonian vector field, see lemma, E

The tangent space to the functor of lagrangian deformations of L (that is,
the space of lagrangian deformations of L over Spec(K[e]) up to those induced
by hamiltonian vector fields of the ambient manifold) will be denoted by LT}.
However, we will focus our attention to the local case mainly, that is, we will
study the sheaf LT} of lagrangian deformations of L. For lagrangian submani-
folds, it follows from [], that the versal deformation space is smooth, i.e.,
deformation of such objects are unobstructed. This is probably not true in the
singular case, although an example has not been found yet. See theorem [l for
further details.

Acknowledgements: We would like to thank A. Givental who suggested
to investigate the deformation theory of lagrangian singularities in december
1992.

2 The complex C*

We start with a slightly more general situation: Let Z C Ops be an involutive
ideal sheaf, Oy, the structure sheaf of the subvariety L described by Z and denote
by £ := Z/Z? the conormal sheaf. The formula {Z¢, 77} C Z*~! which can
be easily verified, shows that there are well-defined operations

LxO, — O d XL — L
(9, f) — A9, f} (g:h) +— Hg,h}

compatible in the sense that {g, f - h} = {g, f}h + f{g,h}. This implies that
the first operation can be rewritten as a morphism

L — DS’T(OL, OL) = @L

One says that £ is a Lie algebroid (for details on Lie algebroids, see [Mac87)).



Definition 1. Let C? be the following Or-module

P
Cl :=Homo, </\ L, OL>
and define a differential:

(6(9)) (h Ao Ahps) =
S (-1 >{z,¢(h1A...Am p+1)}

+ Y (—D)"e ({hz,h FARIA AR A L ARy A Ath)
1<i<j<p+1

It is a straightforward computation to check that o = 0, so we get indeed
a complex. Following Macé&”ﬂ, it is called the standard complex for the Lie
algebroid £. Remark that C° = O, and C' = Homoe, (Z/I?,0) =: Ny, the
normal sheaf of Z in Oy;. For the definition of §, the fact that Z is involutive is
essential: the second term would not make sense otherwise.
We may define a product on the complex (C*®,d):

CP xCI — CPYe
(®, ) — PAT
with
(@AWY Fi Ao A fprg) =

> sgn(L,J) - ®(fi, Ao A fi) U (Fin Ao A F)
I7]J={1,... ,n}

11 <...<ip
J1<...<Jjq

The sign is defined as
|
sgn(I, J) = sgn(_7 o ,p—l—'q)
11, py J1, yJq
Proposition 1. Let ® € CP, U € C? et I' € C". Then we have
1. DAV = (—1)des(®)deg(V) . g A P
2. (PAU)AT =DPA(TAT)
3. S(DAT) =5(®) AT + (—1)%9() . & A §(T)

Proof. The first two points are trivial, while the third has to be checked by an
explicit calculation. [l

Note that the last proposition says that (C},0,A) is a differential graded
algebra, furthermore, we have C? = O = Qf. As one might hope, there is
indeed a tight connection between €27 and Cj}.

Proposition 2. Suppose that L is lagrangian. Then there exists a morphism
J: Q} — CL which is an isomorphism outside the singular locus of L.



Proof. On a symplectic manifold, there is a canonical isomorphism S between
vector fields and one forms, given by S(V) := iyw. On the other hand, for
each analytic subspace L C M we have two exact sequences, dual to each other,
namely, the conormal and the normal sequence, thus, there is the following
diagram:

L—Q,®0, —Q —0

la:—ﬁl

0—0,—=0,yR0,—=N,—T!)'—0

Now the fundamental fact is that this diagram can be completed: the morphism
L — O above commutes with «, so we have

£—>Q}\4®0L (1)

O —=0®0L

Note that the image of an element g € £ under o is just the hamiltonian vector
field Hy,. The morphisms J : Qf — C] = N we are looking for can now be
defined as the map induced by «, explicitly

J(df) = (9=~ {f.9})

To see that J is an isomorphism near a smooth point of L it will be sufficient to
prove this for the map o’ (because at smooth points z we have 721LI) =0 and
the map £, — Q%L@) ® O, is injective). So assume the sheaves £, Q}, and
O to be defined in a neighborhood of a smooth point which means that they
all become locally free. £ then has to be identified with the conormal bundle.
To prove that o’ is an isomorphism, we will construct an inverse. First note
that, by the fact that L is coisotropic, the morphism 3 : O, — Q}VHL actually
sends an element of O to a form vanishing on all vectors tangent to L. So the
restriction of 8 to ©f defines a morphism 3’ : ©; — L. The situation is as
follows:
0—0r >0, 0, —=N,—0

lﬂ' lﬁ
0—L—0, 00, —0Q} —0
A diagram chase shows that (' is injective. On the other hand, we have

dim(L) = dim(©y,), as L is lagrangian. So 3’ is an isomorphism and the inverse
of o O

Corollary 1. The morphism J : Q1 — Ci can be extended to a morphism of
DGA’s
J:(Q7,d,N) — (C1,0,N)

which is an isomorphism at smooth points of L.



Proof. Set

Jwi Ao Awp) = J(wi) Ao A J(wp)
where w; € QF. Then it is immediate that J is an isomorphism on L,.4. To
prove that J od = d o J, it suffices to check this in the lowest degrees, that is,
we have to show that the diagram

o_d 1
Q — O

-

o_ 9 1
L —Cp

commutes. This follows directly from Q9 =C? = Oy, O

In the last section, we use the following elementary fact.

Lemma 1. The kernel of J is the complex Tors(2}) consisting of the torsion
subsheaves of Q.

Proof. We have Tors(Q}) C Ker(J) as C} is torsion free. On the other hand,
the kernel is supported on the singular locus of L, so it must be a torsion sheaf,
hence Ker(J) C Tors(93). O

Remark: Although the definition of the modules C} involves the ideal Z, they
are probably intrinsic. This is at least clear in some special cases as the following
lemma shows.

Lemma 2. Suppose L to be Cohen-Macaulay and regular in codimension one.
Then there is an isomorphism

(QF) = Cf
where for an Or-module F, F* denotes Homo, (F,OL).

Proof. We will make use of the following fact: Let F be an Op-module of type
G*, then F is reflexive, i.e. F** = F. The morphism h : (Q})** — C} we are
looking is obtained by dualizing twice the morphism J : QF — C7, this yields
J Q) — (CP)** = CF as CY is of type Hom(—,Op). Clearly, h is an
isomorphism on the regular locus. We have an exact sequence

0— K — (@) e —g—0

where IC and G are the kernel resp. cokernel sheaves of the map h. This sequence
can be split
0—K— (Q))* —H—0
0—H—C —G—0

with H = Zm(h). Applying Homo, (—, Oy) yields

0 — H* — (QB)™)* — K*
0— G" — (CV)* — H* — &t'(G, Oy)

Now we use the lemma of Ischebeck (see [Mat89]): Given a local ring R, two R-
modules M and N with k = dim (M) and r = depth(N), then for all p < r — k,
the modules EztP(M, N) vanish. It follows that K* = G* = &t1(G,0r) = 0,
so we have ((Q2})**)* = (C7)*. Then obviously ((Q})**)** = (C1)** and by the
argument above (})** = C} so the map h is an isomorphism. O



3 Deformations

Recall that the space of infinitesimal embedded deformations of an analytic
algebra R, given as R = S/I where S is the ring of convergent power series, is
equal to the normal module of I in S, i.e. Homg(I/I?, R). Dividing out trivial
deformations gives the space T4, defined by the sequence

0 — Homp(Q%, R) — Homgs(Q%,S)® R — Homg(I/1*,R) — T} —0

On the other hand, the deformations of a manifold X over Spec(K[e]/(e?))
are parameterized by H'(X,0x). The cotangent complex is a tool to handle
these two special cases in an integrated manner: infinitesimal deformations of
an analytic space L are in bijection with H'(Lx). It seems that the complex
C7 has to be seen as a first approximation to an equivalent for the cotangent
complex in the lagrangian context. More precisely, the following holds:

Theorem 1. The first three cohomology sheaves of C} are
o HO(Cz) = KL.
o HI(CY) = LT,

e H2(Cy) = LT2. This symbol denotes the lagrangian obstructions, that
is, LT7 is the sheaf of obstructions to extend a lagrangian deformation to
higher order regardless whether it can be extended as a flat deformation.

The proof of the following preliminary lemma can be found in [Ban94].

Lemma 3. If H'(M,K) = 0, then each diffeomorphism f : M — M satisfying
ffw = w is the time 1 map of a flow ¢ of a hamiltonian vector field H, for
some function g on M.

Proof of the theorem. H°(C?) equals Ker(d : O, — C1). Take an element f of
Ker(d). Then {f,g} € T for all g € Z. If f is not a constant, then the ideal
(Z, f) is strictly larger than Z, not the whole ring and still involutive. This is a
contradiction to the fact that L is lagrangian, which means that Z is maximal
under all involutive ideals. So the kernel must be the constant sheaf.

To prove that H!'(C?) = LT}, two things have to be checked: AsC} = N, we
must first identify the elements of Ker(§' : C; — C#) with the flat lagrangian
deformations. Then we have to show that the image of 6° : O, — C} are the
trivial deformations. But this is easy, because for f € Or, §(f) acts as Hy, thus
inducing a trivial deformation. Furthermore, by lemma E, of all deformations
coming from vector fields on M, only those induced by hamiltonian vector fields
are trivial in the lagrangian sense. Now we choose an open set U C L and
sections (f1,..., fx) generating Z(U). Take an element ® € Ker(d'), which
means that

¢ ({g:h}) —{g,0(h)} —{¢(9),h} =0
for all f,g € Z/Z?. Then ® corresponds to the deformation given by

I=(fi+ed(f1), s fr+ed(fr))



The ideal 7 is involutive iff for any two elements f + eg(f), g+ ed(g), we have
{f+eod(f), g+ €p(g)} €Z, which is equivalent to

F={f,g} +e({f.0(9)} +{o(f).g}) €T

Consider G := {f,g} + €4 ({f,g}), which is an element of 7, so the condition
F € T is equivalent to F' — G € Z, that is

{frio@r+{o(f),9 —0({f9}) €T

This means exactly that ¢ € Ker(d1).

In order to interpret the second cohomology group, we define the bilinear
mapping B

ob:C} xC; — C%
(@) > (gAh— {B(g), B(h)})

In this way we get a quadratic form ob(®) := ob(®,®). It can be immediately
verified that this induces a map ob : H'(C?) — H?(C;). We will now prove
the following: Given a lagrangian deformation ® € £7}. Then there is a lift to

second order defining an involutive ideal iff ob(®) = 0 € LT2. The last condition
is equivalent to the existence of ¥ € LT;! with ob(®) = 6(¥), i.e.

{@(f), 2(9)} =Y {f.9}) —{f,(9)} —{¥(f),9} Vfigel

But this means that the following ideal is involutive.

J=(fi+€(f1) + EV(f1), ..., fr + €@ (fr) + V()

O

Remark: The fact that £77 is not the real obstruction space make precise
what was meant by saying that complex C} is a first approximation of the
object we are looking for: Hopefully, there is a modified version of this complex
whose cohomology gives, in complete analogy with the cotangent complex, the
spaces T' and T? for flat lagrangian deformations. On the other hand, it
is perhaps not even necessary to impose flatness as the involutivity condition
implies that the dimension cannot drop, see also [Mad].

Corollary 2. There is an exact sequence
0— HY(L,Kp)—H'(C}) — H°(L,LT}) — H?*(L,K.) — H'(C})

Furthermore, there are two special cases:

e Let L be a contractible space. Then H'(C}) = H°(L,LT}) and in fact:
LT} = HO(L, LT}).

o Let L be Stein and smooth. Then it follows that H'(C}) = H*(L,Kp) and
the space of global deformations is indeed LT} = H'(L,Kp,).



Proof. The first fact is just the definition of the sheaf £T/}. In the second case,
note that the space of embedded flat deformations is H°(L, N7), where N7, is the
normal bundle of L in M. As L is smooth, this happens to be H°(L,Q} ), so each
infinitesimal flat deformation corresponds to globally defined one-form on L. It
is closed iff the deformation is lagrangian and the subspace of exact one-forms
are deformations induced by hamiltonian vector fields (isodrastic deformations,
see |[Weidd)]), these are the trivial ones. L is assumed to be a Stein manifold, in
this case the first de Rham-cohomology group is exactly H'(L,K). [l

By analogy with the cotangent complex, the following generalization is probably
true although we did not check the details.

Proposition 1. The space of infinitesimal lagrangian deformations of a com-
plex space L which is a lagrangian subvariety of a symplectic manifold (M, w)
is given by

LTy, = H'(C})

4 Finiteness of the cohomology

This section is devoted to the proof of the following result.

Theorem 2. Let L C M be a lagrangian subvariety as above. Assume that the
following condition is satisfied: Denote by edim(p) the embedding dimension of
a point p € L, that is edim(p) := dimg(m,/m?2), where my, is the mazimal
ideal in the local ring O(p, ). Let SE be the following set

St = {pe€ L|edim(p)=2n—k}CL
for all k € {0,... ,n}, then suppose that we have
dim(SE) < k

for all k. Under this condition (which will be called “condition P”), all H'(C})
are constructible sheaves of K-vector spaces with respect to the stratification
given by the SL.

Before going into the details of the proof, we would like to explain the mean-
ing of the condition (2).

Lemma 4. Let p € SF C L with k > 0. Then the germ (L,p) can be decom-
posed into a product

(L,p) = (L",p') x (K, 0)
where (L',p’) is a germ of a lagrangian variety in the symplectic space K2"~2,
Furthermore, we have p’ € S,f_l.

Proof. Let z1,...,z2, be coordinates of M centered at p. Then the fact that
edim(p) < 2n implies that there are coefficients a; € O, such that the follow-

ing equation holds in Op 4
2n
i=1



where h is an element of Oy, vanishing at second order. So we have an element
in the ideal describing (L,p) whose derivative do not vanish. Then (L,p) is
fibred by the hamiltonian flow of this function. Explicitly, we can make an
analytic change of coordinates, such that 1 =1, a; =0forall¢ > 1 and h = 0.

Than the ideal of (L,p) is of the form (z1, f1,..., fm) for some functions f;
which are independent of the variable x,,11 (provided that we have chosen the
symplectic form to be Z?:l dz; N dxp;). O

According to the lemma, the set of points of the variety L can be divided into two
classes, those with maximal embedding dimension (these are the “bad points”)
and those (with edim(p) < 2n) at which L is decomposable. Condition P implies
that the bad points are isolated. As usual, the proof of the theorem consists of
two parts: First, we will show that the cohomology sheaves are locally constant
on the strata SL. This is an immediate consequence of the following lemma.
Then it suffices to show that all stalks of #?(C}) are finite-dimensional.

Lemma 5 (Propagation of Deformations). Let
(L,0) C (K*",0)

be a germ of a lagrangian subvariety which can be decomposed, i.e., there is
a germ (L',0) (which is lagrangian in (K**=2,0)) such that (L,0) = (L',0) x
(K,0). Denote by w: L — L' the projection. Then there is a quasi-isomorphism
of sheaf complexes

g ics, —C
Proof. The proof of lemma E shows that the ideals I and I’ describing the two
germs differ by exactly one element whose differential do not vanish at the origin.

This implies that the conormal sheaves £ of L and £’ of L’ are related by the
formula £ = 7#*L' @ Oy,. It follows that

P p—1
CP = Homo, <w* AL, 0L> @® Homo, <7r* N\ L 0L>

Now we have to describe the differential on C7. We choose local Darboux co-
ordinates (p1,... ,Pn,q1,--- ) on K* and (p2, ... ,Pn,q2,--- ,qn) on K272,
Suppose that the two ideals are I = (f1,... , fm,p1) and I’ = (f1, ..., fm,P1,q1)
(if we consider L’ as embedded in K?"). Let ® be an element of

p
Homo, <7r* /\c’,0L>

Then it can be written as a power series in ¢; with coefficients in C7,. A direct
calculation shows that the differential on C7 is

J: cy — crt
S (®,V) g = Y (69,00 + (—1)PT(i+ 1)®i1) ¢}
=0 =0

It is clear that the morphism j must be the obvious inclusion

P P p—1
Homo,, </\ c’,oL,> = Homo, <7r* /\c’,0L> & Homo, (w* A c’,0L>



We will now show that the cokernel of this inclusion is acyclic. Then it follows
immediately that j induces an isomorphism on the cohomology. So let I be an
element of Coker(j) N Ker(9), that is,

L= (¥, Wi)gi + (0, o)
=1

where §®; = 0 and 6¥; = (—1)P(i+1)®P,1; for all i. But then I" vanishes in the
cohomology because it can be written as I' = JA with

= ((=1)P, ; _
A::Z<7( )Z 1,O)q1€C€1

=1

O
Corollary 3. We have isomorphisms of sheaves
T IH(CE)) = HUCS)
Proof. This is obvious since 7~ ! is an exact functor. O

Let p € S’,f be a point at which L is decomposable, i.e. £ > 0. By induction,
we find a neighborhood U C L of p such there is an analytic isomorphism h :
U — Z x B.(0)¥, where Z is lagrangian in K2"=%)_ B (0) := {z € K||2| < ¢}
and each ¢ € U N SE corresponds via h to a point (¢',b) € Z x B(e)* with
¢ € SZ,. In particular, the image of U NSE under h is ({pt}, B(¢)*), so by the
last corollary, HP(C}) is constant on U N SE.

It remains to show that the stalks of the cohomology are finite-dimensional.
Again by corollary E, this is done once we have shown it for points with maximal
embedding dimension. We will use a method developed in [ In this paper,
the following situation is considered. Let f : X — S be a morphism of complex
spaces (with dim(S) = 1) and K* a certain sheaf complex on X. Then, under
suitable conditions, the relative hypercohomology R'f,K*® are coherent sheaves of
Os-modules. The proof of this theorems relies on a functional analytic argument
of Kiehl and Verdier (see [KV71]| or [[Dou74]) which states, roughly speaking,
that if the mapping induced on the complex of sections of X® by a small shrinking
of the open set (over which the sections are taken) is a quasi-isomorphism, then
the hypercohomology groups are finite dimensional vector spaces. We are going

to use this result in the form of [yS87].

Lemma 6. Let (L,p) € (K?",0) be a germ of a lagrangian variety satisfying
condition P which is indecomposable at p. Then the stalk H'(CL), is a finite-
dimensional K-vector space.

Proof. Choose a representative V for the the germ such that edim(q) = 2n iff
q = p for all points g € V. We refer the reader to theorem 1 in ] We do
not consider a relative situation here, so the map f : X — S in this theorem
is replaced by V' — {0} (Obviously, V' can be chosen such that this map is a
standard representative of the germ (L, p) in the sense of definition 1 in [[*S87],
i.e., V.= LN Bp)). The complex of sheaves in the theorem is the complex C},
which satisfies the first two properties (C7 is Op-coherent and the differential is

10



K-linear). Our task is to verify the third axiom, that is, we have to find a vector
field of class C*° such that HP(C}) is transversally constant (see definition 2 in
[FS87]), this will be done in corollary [|. Now the proof of the theorem shows that
there is a smaller neighborhood V; of p such that T(V, H?(C?)) = T'(Vi, HP(C?)).

This gives the result by using [KV7] in the same way as in [yS87] or [BG8]]. O

Lemma 7. Let ¢ € V N SE with k > 0. Then there is a C™-vectorfield in a
neighborhood W of q in M, tangent to V N SE and transversal to OB.(p).

Proof. 1t follows from lemma E that there exist k linear independent hamil-
tonian vector fields on M which respects the stratum S¥. Now we have to
distinguish the cases K = R and K = C, in the first one, since S¥ is of real
dimension k and since the intersection of L and B.(p) was transversal, it fol-
lows immediately that we can find a linear combination of theses C*°-fields
which is transversal to B¢(p). The same is true in the complex case, here we
have k independent hamiltonian fields 71, ... , nx which are holomorphic. As the
holomorphic tangent space at each point is canonically isomorphic (over R) to
the real one, we get 2k linear independent C*°-fields by applying this isomor-
phism to n1,... , 7k, i1, ... ,inx. These can be used to find a field transversal
to 0B.(p). O

Corollary 4. There is a C°-vectorfield ¥ on a neighborhood U of O0B.(p) in
M such that HP(C°) is transversally constant with respect to U and 0.

Proof. Set U := (V \{p})°. Then the last lemma yields a covering U; of U and
vector fields ¥; defined in a neighborhood of U; in M. Chose a partition of unity
subordinate to this covering to obtain a field on U which is still transversal to
OB.. For each point ¢ € U, which is contained in some stratum S¥, 9 is
necessarily tangent to S,f, so the cohomology sheaves are constant on the local
integral curves of 9. O

Remark: By the Riemann-Hilbert-correspondence (see [), the complex
H® = H(C}), viewed as an object of D2(Kys) (the derived category of con-
structible sheaves of K-vector spaces on M) corresponds via the de Rham-
functor to a unique complex of coherent Djs-modules with regular holonomic
cohomology supported on L (i.e., an object of D?, (1ur,(Dar)))-

Lemma 8. The complex H® satisfies the first perversity condition, that is, the
following inequality holds.

dim(H'(C})) <n—i

Proof. Let p € SE. Then (L,p) = (L',p') x (K*,0) and H!(C}), = H'(CL))pr-
But dim(L') <n —k, so H(C:,)y =0 for all i >n — k. O

In case that the second perversity condition is also satisfied, the H®’s are the
de Rham-cohomology modules of some Dj;-module supported on L. The fol-
lowing consideration gives more evidence that the complex C} is closely related
to D-module theory: Every complex manifold is lagrangian in its own cotan-
gent bundle. Consider Spencer’s complex, which is a resolution of Ox as a
Dx-module, explicitly:

Sp(Ox)* : ...—>Dx®ox9§<+l—>Dx®ox9§<—>...Dx—>(9x—>0

11



The de Rham-complex of Dx-module M is obtained as
DR(M) = 'HomDX (Sp(@x)., M)

If we define a generalized version of the complex C; as

C? (M) := Homo, </p\ /3,M>

for some module M over the Lie algebroid £, then C% (M) (for X lagrangian
in T*X) is exactly the de Rham-complex of the Dx-Module M.

5 Examples and results

In this section we will describe some of the basic examples of singular lagrangian
submanifolds, in particular those for which results on their deformation spaces
are available. We start with the easiest case, a plane curve C in K2, given as
the zero set of a mapping f : K> — K. Such a curve C is obviously lagrangian.
In this case the complex C¢, is simplifies to

Co=0c -2 CL=Homo,(T/T2 Oc) = Homo.(Oc, Oc) = Oc
h — {h, [}

It follows immediately that H*(C&) = 0, while LT3 = H'(C&) = Coker(§). This
sheaf is supported on the singular points of the curve, let x¢ be such a point.

Then we have
OC,LEO

{{hvf} | IS OC,mo}

LTE 0 =
Now the following equalities hold

OC,CEO _ Q]?(2,zo
Uh Ak e el Lraz, |+ {4 Adhlk € Oc,a}}
Q]%(Q,IU

{ FOZ, - df A ngmo}

because Oc .y = Q> /(fQF2 ) and the Poisson bracket of two functions f
and g corresponds under the isomorphism Ok ,, = Qg ,, to the 2-form df Adg.
But it is known (see [Mal74|) that the dimension of the last quotient equals s,

the Milnor number of the plane curve singularity (C, o). So the result is:

g‘(} _ H KH(C>zo)

zo€Sing(C)

This is remarkable because the usual T2 has dimension 7 (the Tjurina number)
which is in general smaller than p. The difference corresponds to the space
of deformations of the restriction of the symplectic structure to L (see also
Exvs).

Applying lemma ﬁ, we see that the dimension of £ for a surface singularity
which is a curve germ, crossed with a smooth factor is also equal to the Milnor
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number of this curve. This result can also be obtained by a direct calculus,
e.g., for a cuspidal edge given in four-space (with coordinates A, B,C, D and
symplectic form d AAdC +d B Ad D) by the two equations A, B — C3, we get
LT' =K? and LT? = 0.

We will proceed with further examples of lagrangian surfaces in K*, which
satisfy condition P of theorem E So there are three strata: one point with
embedding dimension four (supposed to be the origin), the singular locus away
from this point and the regular locus. In order to simplify the calculation of
the cohomology of C®, we will suppose that our varieties are strongly quasi-
homogeneous in the sense of [CINMMOY(|, that is, one can choose local coor-
dinates of the ambient space around each point of L such that the defining
equations become weighted homogeneous with positive weights. In this case,
the de Rham-complex is a resolution of the constant sheaf as one can see by
considering the decomposition of the modules 2} into eigenspaces of the Lie-
derivative.

Lemma 9. Let L C M be a strongly quasi-homogeneous lagrangian subvariety.
Consider the map J : (%,d,\) — (C},5,A) of DGA’s from corollary[]. Denote
by QY the subcomplex Im(J) in C}. Then Q3 is a resolution of Kr.

Proof. By the long exact cohomology sequence, it suffices to prove that the
complex Ker(J) is acyclic. This can be done in exactly the same way as for
Q9 provided that the inner derivative ig (E being the quasi-homogeneous Euler
vector field) maps Ker(J)NQY into Ker(J) ﬁﬂi_l. But this follows from lemma
because if w is a torsion element than the same holds for igw. O

Corollary 5. Denote by G} the cokernel of the map J. Then there is an ezxact
sequence of Or-modules

0— Q) —C—G —0
and the long associated long exact sequence gives
AR
for all i > 0. In particular, if L is of dimension two, then we get

HUC) = Ker(0:G: — G?)
H2(CP) = Coker(d:Gr — G?)

We can thus calculate £T7;' and LT7 by computing the induced morphism
§:Gr — G#. As J is an isomorphism at smooth points, the sheaves Gt are sup-
ported on the singular locus of L, which is of dimension one. In a neighborhood
of all of its regular points ¢ (points with embedding dimension three), the germ
is decomposable and the dimension of H*(C}), is given by lemma H. So we are
only interested in the one special point with maximal embedding dimension. We
now choose an element p € O, which is finite when restricted to the support of
G:, note that although this is set-theoretically equal to the singular locus of L,
it may have embedded components. We will suppose that p maps the origin in
K* to the origin in K. Consider the sheaves p,G! and p,G?, these are modules

over Ok. Denote by E resp. F the modules of section of p«Gi resp. p.G? in

13



a small neighborhood of the origin. Then they can be decomposed into torsion
and torsion free parts, the former being supported on the origin while the latter
is free over K{t}. In practice, this is done as follows: As G} and G7 are graded
modules over O, and the map 6 : G} — G7 is homogeneous, we consider the
decomposition of these modules into homogeneous parts. The map p is ﬁnite,
so the torsion submodules of E and F' corresponds to homogeneous parts of G} L
and G2 JL in a finite number of degrees. This ylelds a decomposition of Eand F
into E=E®F and F = F@ F such that E and F are supported on the origin,
while E and F are free. E and F' being artinian, the kernel and cokernel of 5
can be computed explicitly. The following lemma is used to do this for Jz.

Lemma 10. The rank of E and F is the Milnor number u of the transversal
curve singularity, i.e. the germ (L', 0) such that (L,p) = (L',0) x (K, 0) for all
p € Sing(L)\ 0. Therefore, §| : E — F is an (E, F')-connection in the sense of

tat]).

Proof. This is an explicit calculation involving the definition of the complex
C$ and the map J : Q) — C;. It suffices to calculate the rank of (G}), and
(G%),. So suppose that (L, p) is a decomposable germ. We choose coordinates
(z,y,s,t) € K* (with symplectic form w = dx A dy + ds A dt) around p such that
L is given as the zero locus of s and a function f depending only on = and y.
Denote the ideal generated by these two functions by I and by R the stalk of
Oy, at the point p. Then we can identify I/I? with R?, so Homg(I/I* R) is
free on the two generators ny and ne, where

n1(f)=1 ni(s)=0
na(f) =0 na(s)=1

while Homg(I/I? ANI/1?, R) is just R, generated by the homomorphism sending
fAstolin R. The complex C*® at the point p then reads:

R — Rm@Rng — R
h — ({h, f},{h,s})
(p,q) — {p,s}+{f 4}

where the pair (p,q) € R* = Hompg(I/I?, R) denotes the homomorphism send-
ing fel/I?tope Rand s € I/I? to q € R.
Now we have to investigate the modules of differential forms on L at . In
general
Qb = QL /(IQ% +dI ANQETT)
where S is the ring K{z,y, s,t}. This leads to

Qn = M oM,
0% = M;® M,y
where we have used the following abbreviations:
Rdx @& Rdy
M o= =t
! Rdf
My = Rdt
Rdx Ady
Ms; =
Rdf Ndx & Rdf Ndy
M. — Rdx Ndt® Rdy Ndt
v Rdf A dt
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J : Q% — C; can be described as

J:Mi — Rni®Rno
dv — ({z, [}, {z,s}) =(9,/,0)
dy — ({y, [}, {y,s}) = (=0:.1,0)
J: My — Rni®Rno
dt —  ({t, f},{t,s}) = (0,1)
J:Ms — R
de Ndy +— J(dz)ANJ(dy) =0
J: My — R
de ANdt —s  J(dz) AJ(dt) = O, f
dyndt +~— J(dz) A J(dt) = —0,f

E and F are the cokernels of the maps J : M1 & Ms — Rny & Rno and
J: Ms @ My — R, respectively. So the result is

E=F=R/(0:,0,f) = K{t} ® Or/ /(0o f, 0y f) = K{t}"

As L is strongly quasi-homogeneous, we have weighted homogeneous local equa-
tions for the transversal slice which gives 7 = p. |

Denote 6|z by D for short. Then D is a first-order differential operator D :
Ol — O} which respects the grading. So it is of the form

D=to1+A

where A is a constant p x p-matrix. Thus, the second part of the cohomology
of C} (i.e. kernel and cokernel of §) can be deduced from the solutions of the
differential system given by D. All explicit calculations have been done using
Macaulay?2.

The first interesting example we are going to study is the so called “open
swallowtail”. For details of its definition, see [[Giv89| and |[Giv83|. Consider the
space of polynomials in one variable of degree d := 2k + 1 with fixed leading
coefficient and sum of roots equal to zero, that is, the space

P2k+1 = {$2k+1 + A2$2k_1 + ...+ A2k+1ZEO} = sz

which comes equipped with the following symplectic structure

k+1
W= (2k+1—-i) (i —2)! (=1)'dA; A dAskis;
=2

We will write 3 for the subspace consisting of those polynomials which have a
root of multiplicity greater than k. This space is obviously of dimension k and
it can be shown that the form w vanishes on its regular locus. So we have a
lagrangian subvariety in the space Pax41, which is called open swallowtail. To
get a more concrete impression of how it looks like, we will describe the easiest
examples. For k = 1, ¥; C Ps is just the ordinary cusp in the plane, this
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edim =4

edim =2 edim =3

Figure 1: The open swallowtail ¥ C K4

case has already been discussed above. For k = 2, we obtain a surface in the
four-dimensional space (see the conceptual figure ﬂ)

Ps = {2° + Az® + Ba® + Cx + D| (A, B,C, D) e K*}

(the symplectic form is w = 3d AAd D+d CAd B) consisting of those polynomials
f with a root of multiplicity at least three. Such a f can be written as f =
(x — a)3(2? + 3az + b), so there is a normalization of ¥ given by

n:K?> — P;=K*
(a,b) +—— (b—6a? 8a® — 3ab,3a’b — 3a*, —a>b)

Note that the singular locus of Y5 is a again a cusp as well as the transversal
curve singularity.

The space Yo is our main example, we will describe in some detail how
to apply the general results in this case. Using elimination theory, we can
calculate the defining equations of ¥p in K*. It turns out that the swallowtail
is a determinantal variety given by the minors of the matrix

9D 9B? — 32AC
3C —5AB+125D
—9B  45A? —100C

The ideal which defines Y5 is generated by the following three polynomials

fi = —271B*C +96AC? —45ABD + 1125D?,
fo = 81B%—288ABC + 405A%D — 900C'D
fs = —45AB*+135A%C —300C* +1125BD

So Y5 is not a complete intersection but nevertheless Cohen-Macaulay by the
Hilbert-Burch theorem. We list the commutators {f;, f;} (for 1 < i < j < 3)
with respect to the given set of generators (this is a direct proof that 3o C K*
is involutive):

{fl, fg} = —576Af1 =+ 81Bf2 — 960f3
{fi,fs} = 15Afo—12Bf3
{f2, fs} = —900f1+ 18Af3
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Y5 is quasi-homogeneous with the weights (2, 3,4, 5) for the variables A, B, C,
D, respectively. We can thus apply the machinery developed above to obtain
that (£T212)0 =0, while (£T222)0 = K. The operator D is in this case

11/40 —245/2 0 0
33/4000 109/40 0 0
1417, 0 49/15 —59/27
0 0 51/100 11/15

For K = C, the monodromy of the locally constant sheaf Eﬁémg(zz) \0 has the

following eigenvalues
8 13 22 27

107 107 107 10

The second large class of examples are the conormal spaces. Given any
submanifold Y of an n-dimensional manifold X, the total space of the conormal
bundle Ty X is always a lagrangian submanifold of 7% X. More generally, if ¥’
is an analytic subspace, we can take the closure of the space of conormals to
all smooth points of Y. The result (which is called conormal space of Y in X)
is still lagrangian, but may have singularities. This is an important class of
lagrangian subvarieties, as the characteristic variety of a holonomic Dx-module
is always a finite union of conormal spaces. Obviously, these spaces are conical
in the fibers of 7*X. If X is a plane curve in C' C K2, then the conormal space
T5K2 will be a surface in K*. Here the results are as follows.

equation of C | LT! | LT? | eigenvalues (multiplicity, if # 1)
y2—m5 0 0 —%7—%
Pl O O I
S O O [ O g
y3_x6 K K _;_g@)’_g
eyl +y)(z—y)@-2) | K* | K |-

In the last example, there is only an isolated singularity, so the modules G} and
G? are artinien.

Finally, there is a third class of singular lagrangian subvarieties, these are
completely integrable hamiltonian systems. Such a system is given in the 2n-
dimensional phase space by n Poisson-commuting functions. The ideal formed
by them then obviously satisfies the involutivity condition. If, additionally,
the common zero set of these function is a complete intersection, then it will be
lagrangian in our sense. The lagrangian deformation space of such a system is at
least n-dimensional (addition of a constant is flat and the ideal stays involutive).

To get the equations of some interesting examples, we will proceed as follows.
Choose coordinates (p1, q1, p2, g2) of K* and set 21 = p1 +iq; and 2o = py +igo
(This can obviously be done only in the real case, but it is a formal calculus
which works as well for K = C as for K = R). We can now express functions on
K* in the variables z1, 22,71, Z2, and the Poisson bracket becomes

{fvg}:2l (afhf'8Z1g_851g'azlf"'afgf'azzg_afzg'azzf)
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We want to find functions fi, fo such that {f1, fo} = 0. Set, for example
f = Az1Z1 4+ puzoZz and let us look for a g = zf‘z_lﬁzgﬁ‘s for some parame-
ters A\, u, 0, B,7,0 € N. It can be easily verified that the commuting condition
transforms to

Ma=B) —py—=90)=0

The following table shows results for some resonance (r) coefficients A, u and
exponents (e) «, 3,7, 9.

r e LT' | LT? | eigenvalues (multiplicity)
1,0|0,0,1,1 | K2 | K —3@
3 2 2(2) 32 42 512 _6(2
172 0727170 K K ) PR P P PR
4 3 3(2) 5(2) 74 9(4) 11(4) 13(2) 15(2)
173 3707071 K K -3 » T3 » T3 » T3 y T3 y T3 y T3
5 4 4(2)  7(2) _9(2) 102 _12(2) _13(2)
174 4707071 K K By PRy s 4 [ [ [ )
_ 142 1512 _16(2) _17(2) _18(2) _19(2)
4 a2 a2 o7 1 Tk T a1 o
_20(2) _22(2) _23(2) 25(2) _ 28(2)
4 12 T T 1 T

Remark: The eigenvalues in all examples have a symmetry property, which
we cannot prove at this moment. These eigenvalues looks very similar to the
spectrum of an isolated hypersurface singularity. One might speculate that
there is a mixed Hodge structure related to this theory and that the eigenval-
ues share further properties with the spectrum, e.g. the semi-continuity under
deformations.
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