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Abstract

This paper investigates the Hodge theory of proper algebraic maps f: X — Y of
complex algebraic varieties and its topological implications. The key case is when X
and Y are projective and X is nonsingular. In this case, it is shown that the map
endows the rational cohomology of X with a filtration (the perverse filtration) by
Hodge sub-structures. The choice of ample line bundles  on X and A on Y gives
rise to a double, Lefschetz-type, direct sum decomposition of the graded spaces (the
perverse cohomology groups) associated with the perverse filtration. Each primitive
summand is shown to be naturally polarized by a suitable bilinear form stemming
from the Poincaré pairing on X. This result is a generalization of the classical Hodge-
Riemann Bilinear Relations for the primitive cohomology of a projective manifold.
The relevant graded pieces of the rational singular homology of the fibers of f are
shown to be Hodge sub-structures of the part of the perverse cohomology groups
which is primitive with respect to the pull-back of A to X, thus generalizing the
Grauert-Mumford criterion on the negative definiteness of the intersection matrix of
contractible curves on surfaces. From these results we derive a Hodge-theoretic and
direct proof of the so-called Decomposition Theorem of Beilinson, Bernstein, Deligne
and Gabber for proper maps of complex algebraic varieties, which does not rely on
either arithmetic, or D-modules techniques.
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1 Introduction

Let f : X — Y be a map of complex projective varieties, with X nonsingular of dimension
n. Let n and A be ample line bundles on X and Y respectively, and denote f*A by L.

If f is a smooth family, then the classical Hard Lefschetz Theorem for n applied to the
fibers of f gives isomorphisms for every ¢ > 0 :

ni . Rn—dimY—if*QX ~ Rn—dimY—l—if*QX (1)
which give rise to a direct sum decomposition for the direct image complex

Rf.Qx ~ @ R f.Qx[~1] (2)

in the derived category of the category sheaves on Y see [7]. This important fact im-
plies, for example, the Fo—degeneration of the Leray spectral sequence for f. The sheaves
R f,Qx are semi-simple local systems, i.e. they split as a direct sum of local systems with
no nontrivial local subsystems. Note that the category of finite dimensional local systems
is abelian, noetherian and artinian.

At first sight nothing similar happens for an arbitrary map f : X — Y. The isomor-

phisms (1) and (2) fail in general, the Leray spectral sequence may not degenerate at Es
and the abelian category of sheaves on Y is neither noetherian, nor artinian.
The Leray spectral sequence is associated with the “filtration” of Rf,Qx by the truncated
complexes 7<;. The i—th direct image R'f.Qx appears, up to a shift, as the cone of the
natural map 7<;—1 Rf.Qx — 7<;Rf.Qx, i.e. as the i—th cohomology sheaf of the complex
Rf*QX .



One of the main ideas leading to the theory of perverse sheaves in [1] is that all the
facts mentioned in the case of a smooth family hold for an arbitrary map provided that
they are re-formulated with respect to a notion of truncation different from the one lead-
ing to the cohomology sheaves, that is with respect to the so-called perverse truncation
P1<;, and that we replace the sheaves R'f,Qx with the shifted cones pHi(R f+Qx) of the
mappings P7<;_ 1 Rf.Qx — P1<;Rf.Qx. These cones are called the perverse cohomology
of Rf.Qx and are perverse sheaves. Despite their name, perverse sheaves are complexes in
the derived category of the category of sheaves on Y which are characterized by conditions
on their cohomology sheaves. Just like local systems, the category of perverse sheaves is
abelian, noetherian and artinian. Its simple objects are the intersection cohomology com-
plexes of simple local systems on strata. Whenever Y is nonsingular and the stratification
is trivial, perverse sheaves are, up to a shift, just local systems.

That these notions are the correct generalization of the situation considered above
for smooth morphisms is shown by the beautiful Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem and
Decomposition Theorem, proved in [1] by Beilinson-Bernstein-Deligne. They generalize
the isomorphisms (1) and (2) for a smooth family to the case of an arbitrary map: the
map induced by the line bundle n in perverse cohomology

0’ PHTHRS,Qx(n]) — PHY(RF.QxIn)), (3)
is an isomorphism for every ¢ > 0 and we have a direct sum decomposition

Rf.Qx[n] = P "H'(Rf.Qx[n])[-i]. (4)

As a consequence, the so-called perverse Leray spectral sequence H!(Y, PH™(Rf,Qx[n]))
= H"THm(X Q) is Ey—degenerate. This fact alone has striking computational and
theoretical consequences. For example, the intersection cohomology groups of a variety
Y inject in the ordinary singular cohomology groups of any resolution X of the singulari-
ties of Y. The semi-simplicity statement for the local systems R’f.Qx has a far-reaching
generalization in the Semi-simplicity Theorem, also proved in [1]: there is a canonical
isomorphism of perverse sheaves

PH'(Rf.Qx[n]) = P IC5(Ls,.) (5)
l

where the [ CS_I(LSM) are the Goresky-MacPherson intersection cohomology complexes on
Y associated with certain semi-simple local systems Lg, ; on the strata of a finite algebraic
stratification Y = ]_[?;n(}y S; for the map f.

These three theorems are cornerstones of the topology of algebraic maps. They have
found many applications to algebraic geometry and to representation theory and, in our
opinion, should be regarded as expressing fundamental properties of complex algebraic
geometry.



The original approach to these theorems is through the purity results proved in [11]
concerning the eigenvalues of the Frobenius operator acting on complexes of sheaves on a
variety defined over a finite field. A D—module-theoretical proof was subsequently given
in the difficult work of M. Saito [20].

In our previous paper [5] we proved that if f is semi-small, then L behaves Hodge-
theoretically like an ample line bundle: the Hard Lefschetz Theorem holds for L, i.e.
L™ : H""(X,Q) ~ H""(X,Q), for every r, and the primitive subspaces KerL™*! C
H™"(X,Q) are polarized by means of the intersection form on X. Associated with a
stratification of the map f, is a series of intersection forms that, roughly speaking, describes
how the fiber of a point in a given stratum intersects the pre-image of the stratum. In the
case of a semi-small map there is only one intersection form for each stratum. The discovery
of these explicit polarizations, joined with an argument of mixed Hodge structures showing
that H,(f~!(y),Q) injects in H"(X,Q), for every y € Y, allowed us to prove that these
forms are definite and thus non-degenerate. This generalizes the well-known result of
Grauert and Mumford for the contraction of curves on surfaces. By means of an induction
on the strata, the statement of the semi-simplicity theorem (5) for semi-small maps f as
above was proved to be equivalent to the fact that these forms are non-degenerate. The
statements (3) and (4) are trivial for semi-small maps, as, for these maps, Rf.Qx|[n] ~
PHO(Rf.Qx|[n]). Our result about definiteness can be seen as a “Decomposition Theorem
with signs,” i.e. as a polarized version of this theorem.

In this paper, in the spirit of our paper [5], we give a new, Hodge-theoretic and explicit
proof of the Relative Hard Lefschetz, Decomposition and Semi-simplicity isomorphisms
(3), (4) and (5). We complement these results by uncovering a series of Hodge-theoretic
polarized direct sum decompositions for the cohomology of X stemming from the map
f: X — Y (see Theorem 3.1.13) as well as by descibing the behaviour of the refined
intersection forms defined on the homology of the fibers of f (see Theorem 8.4.1). In our
approach, not only are these structures complementary to the isomorphisms above, but
also are instrumental in proving them.

These results, coupled with a series of simple reductions, give a proof of (4), (5) for
proper maps of complex algebraic varieties and of (3) for projective maps of complex
algebraic varieties; see §10.

We prove refinements to the statements typical of the situation over the complex num-
bers: we show that certain bilinear forms, which the Decomposition Theorem implies to
be non-degenerate, are in fact underlying a polarization of some Hodge structure and
are therefore definite. In addition, we prove several results which are, we believe, of
considerable geometric interest. We now briefly discuss them. While the perverse trun-
cation is defined locally by means of topological operations, we discover that its global
counterpart in hypercohomology is Hodge-theoretic, resulting in an increasing filtration
HL,(X,Q) C HY(X,Q) by Hodge sub-structures (the Hodge Structure Theorem 3.1.13.a).

The graded pieces H, é(X ) are called perverse cohomology groups and, being quotients, are



pure Hodge structures of weight [. The interesting fact is that the perverse cohomology
groups allow for a definition as the hypercohomology groups of the perverse cohomology
complexes PH®(f,Qx[n]) appearing in (4) and (5), from which the Hodge-theoretic nature
does not seem to be evident. The perverse cohomology groups satisfy a Hard Lefschetz
Theorem “with shifts” (Theorem 3.1.3) with respect to cupping with L: for every b and
for every k > 0, the cup product map

Lk . Hgl-i—b—k(X) N Hgl-i—b-‘rk(X)

is an isomorphism. We have the (n, L)—Decomposition Theorem 3.1.13.b, a primitive
Lefschetz-type decomposition for the spaces Hll,(X ) which are thus endowed with a bi-
graduation ‘

HYMX) = @30’ LIPS0
The summands are Hodge sub-structures mutually orthogonal with respect to certain
natural bilinear forms <I>f7 stemming from the intersection form on X; see §3.1.3 for their
definition. The Polarization Theorem 3.1.13.c states that the forms <I>f) are, up to a sign,
polarizations of the direct summands of the (7, L)—decomposition. As a by-product of our
proof, in fact a crucial point of it, we describe explicitly, in terms of this decomposition,
the subspace of cohomology classes of H"(X,Q) which are limits of cohomology classes
primitive with respect to the ample line bundles of the form L + en for ¢ — 07. See the
discussion of point 2) later in this introduction.

To our knowledge, this rich structure on H!(X,Q) has not been spelled-out before,
and it should have significant geometric applications. We propose the following one which
deals with the intersection forms on the fibers of f : X — Y. Let 9 be a stratification
for f, S; be the [-dimensional stratum, Y; a transversal slice through a point s € .S;. We
consider the sequence of intersection forms inside the not necessarily connected, smooth,
(n — I)—dimensional manifold f~*(Y) :

Hyp14:(f7H(8)) X Hpmimio(f7H(s)) — Q.

We determine the behavior of these bilinear forms in Theorem 8.4.1 and Remark 8.4.4, thus
giving a generalization of the result of Grauert and Mumford for resolutions of surfaces.
In fact, our result concerning these bilinear forms is the main step in the proof of the
semi-simplicity isomorphism (5).

The following is a brief outline of our approach. We shall only highlight the three main
junctures of our proof, as §3.4 is a detailed account of the structure of it:

1) the role of Goresky-MacPherson’s defect of semi-smallness 7(f) of the map f;
2) the approximation process yielding the polarization of P);
3) the semi-simplicity of PH°(Rf,Qx[n]) via the class map H,o(f 1(y)) — HJ(X).

1) Given an embedded projective variety X C PV, we get the universal hyperplane
morphism g : X — ) and we show that r(g) < r(f), unless r(f) = 0. This allows



us to prove the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.1.a ((3) in this introduction) by
induction using the Relative Weak Lefschetz Theorem and the inductive hypothesis on
the semi-simplicity of PH°(Rg,Qx[dim X]).

The Decomposition Theorem 3.1.1.b ((4) in this introduction) and the Semi-simplicity
Theorem 3.1.1.c ((5) for f follow formally, except for PHO(Rf,Qx[n]).

This point shows how our approach differs from the one in [1] and [20]: in this paper,
the semi-simplicity (5) of PH(Rf,Qx[n]) has to be established separately to continue
the proof by induction and this is accomplished by using the explicit polarizations we
introduce.

2) We consider the Kéhler classes L + en, ¢ > 0 and the pure Hodge structures given
by the primitive spaces W, = Ker(L + en) C H"(X,R), and their limit W C H"(X,R).
Note that W C KerL, but the inclusion is, in general, strict. The Poincaré pairing induces
polarizations of W, and a semi-polarization of W : the induced bilinear form is degenerate
on W. However, the following remarkable facts occur:

i) W = WSO =Wn HgO(X),
ii) the radical of this bilinear form is contained in W<_; = W N HZ_;(X) and
iii) Wo = PY C HJ(X) which is thus endowed with a polarization.

This is proved using the Hard Lefschetz Theorem for Perverse Cohomology 3.1.3 for f and
the special properties of a suitable decomposition isomorphism (4). The Poincaré pairing
induces a polarization of P{ by Poincaré-Verdier Duality and the semi-polarization above.
Note the similarity with the absolute case, i.e. when Y is a point. In this situation the
cohomology groups H'(X,Q) can be determined using hyperplane sections, except for the
primitive cohomology inside of the middle cohomology group H"(X,Q). In the general
case, the formalism places the middle at zero. Using hyperplane sections on X and Y, we
are reduced to studying P, i.e. a space which is “primitive” with respect to n and L.

3) The semi-simplicity (5) of PHO(Rf,Qx[n]) consists of two separate statements.

The first is that the complex in question is isomorphic to a direct sum of intersection
cohomology complexes associated with local systems on the strata of a stratification for
the map f. The second is that the local systems are semi-simple, i.e. any local subsystem
is a direct summand.
We study the former question inductively on the strata and, by intersecting the strata with
hyperplane sections of Y, reduce the problem to the zero dimensional stratum Sy. This is
the critical case. The Decomposition Theorem induces a natural filtration on H,,(f~!(y))
and we get the associated graded space H, o(f!(y)). We show that the splitting (5) of
PHO(Rf,Qx[n]) into a direct sum occurs if and only if the intersection form induced on
H,o(f~(y)) by the refined cup product in relative cohomology is non-degenerate. The
proof that this criterion is met consists of two steps. We first show, using the theory of
mixed Hodge structures, that the natural class map H, o(f~!(y)) — H{(X) is injective.
Then we show that the image is a Hodge sub-structure of Hj(X) contained in KerL =
@' P, C HJ(X) compatibly with this direct sum decomposition. The sought-for non-
degeneration condition follows from the Polarization Theorem 3.1.13.c.



The latter question, the semi-simplicity of the local systems, is addressed by exhibiting
them, via a relative version of the injectivity statement for the class map above, as local
subsystems of local systems associated with smooth projective families.

The paper is not self-contained as it relies, for instance, on the theory of t—structures.
However, at several stages, we need results in a form that seems to be less general but
sharper than what we could find in the literature. For this reason, we offer a rather
long section of preliminaries. We also hope that having collected results on the theory of
stratifications, constructible sheaves and perverse sheaves can in any case be useful to the
reader. The statements proved in this paper are collected in Section 3. The proofs of the
main results are strongly intertwined and in §3.4 we give a detailed account of the steps
of the proof, trying to emphasize the main ideas. Due to the presence of a rich array of
structures, many verifications of compatibility are necessary in the course of our proofs.
We have decided to include careful proofs of the ones that did not seem to be just routine.
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2 Notation and preliminary results

We work over the complex numbers and denote rational singular cohomology groups by
H*(—).

2.1 Whitney stratifications of algebraic varieties

The references here are: [2], 1.1, 1.4, [15], I, and the references contained therein. It is
known that every algebraic variety Y of dimension d admits a Whitney stratification 2
where the strata are locally closed algebraic subsets with a finite number of irreducible
nonsingular components. In particular, Y admits a filtration Y = Y; D Y;_1 D Y;_9 D
...2Y1 DYy DY 1 =0 by closed algebraic subsets subject to the following properties.

(1) S;:=Y;\ Y, is either empty or a locally closed algebraic subset of pure dimension ;
the connected components of .S; are a finite number of nonsingular algebraic varieties. We
have Zariski-dense open sets U; := Y \ Y;_1 = [[y>; Sy, such that U; = U1 [1S;. Note
that Uy is a nonsingular Zariski-dense open subset of Y and that Uy =Y.



We denote by S 2Ly, <B—l U;41 the corresponding closed and open embeddings.

(2) (Local normal triviality) Let y € S;, N be a normal slice through S; at y, L be the link
of S at y, N := N\ L be the (open) normal slice. The spaces N, L and N inherit Whitney
stratifications. N (NN, resp.) is homeomorphic in a stratum-preserving manner to the cone
¢(L) (¢(L) \ L, resp.) over the link L with vertex identified to y. The cone is stratified
using the cone structure and the given stratification of the link. The point y admits an
open Euclidean neighborhood W in Z which is homeomorphic in a stratum-preserving
manner to C! x N.

One can shrink W in the two directions of the product. This gives rise to the notion
of standard neighborhoods, with respect to 2), for the points of Y.

In this paper, we adopt the term stratification to indicate a finite, algebraic Whitney
stratification.

Remark 2.1.1 Let Y C PV be a a quasi-projective variety, 9) a stratification of Y with
strata S;. Bertini Theorem implies that, for every [ > 0 for which S; is not empty, the
normal slice N through a point y € S; can be chosen to be the trace, in a suitable Euclidean
neighborhood of y in Y, of a complete intersection of [ hyperplanes of PV passing through
y, transversal to all strata of 9).

2.2 The category D(Y) and stratified maps

We refer to [2], §V and to [17] for an account on the formalism of derived categories and
Poincaré-Verdier Duality.

Let Y be an algebraic variety and D?(Y") be the derived category of bounded complexes
of sheaves of rational vector spaces on Y. The following notion will prove very useful.
Recall our convention on the term stratification in §2.1.

Definition 2.2.1 Let 2) be stratification of Y. We say that F is 2)-cohomologically-
constructible (in short, P—cc) if Vj € Z and Vi, the sheaves H’ (F )5, are locally constant
(of possibly varying ranks on the connected components of each stratum) and the stalks
are finite dimensional.

Let D(Y') be the full triangulated sub-category of D’(Y") consisting of those complexes
which are 9)-cc with respect to some stratification 2). Fix one such 2). We have the
following properties:

- F e O0b(D(Z)) is P—cc if and only if its Verdier dual D(F) is 9 —cc.

- F e O0b(D(Z)) is P—cc if and only if all of its truncations 7<;F', 7>, F are Y—cc.

- If any two vertices of a distinguished triangle in D?(Z) are 9 —cc, then so is the third.
Hence, the triangulability of D(Y').



- Given K,K' € Ob(D(Y)) we have Hom(K,K') € Ob(D(Y)). The associated derived
functor is simply denoted by Rhom(K,K'). We denote the dualizing complex of Y by
wy € Ob(D(Y)) so that D(K) = Rhom(K,wy).

Given an algebraic map of algebraic varieties f : X — Y, we denote the four functors
(Rfi, f', f*, Rf.), simply by (fi, f', f*, f+). Here is list of useful facts.

- If f is proper, then fi ~ f,.

- The pairs (fi, f') and (f*, f.) are pairs of adjoint functors so that there are natural
transformations Id — f.f*, f*f« — Id, fif* — Id, Id — f'f.

- Let a : Z — Ybe the embedding of a closed algebraic subset, § : U — Y be the
embedding of the open complement and K € Ob(D(Y)). There are natural isomorphism:
ar ~ ay, B ~ B* and dual distinguished triangles:

amd' K — K — 88K . BAK — K — ayaK 5,

and the associated long exact sequences in hypercohomology are the ones of the pairs
H'(Y,U, K) and H\(Y, Z, K), respectively.
- There is a canonical isomorphism f'wy ~ wx.
- There are canonical isomorphisms: DD =~ Idpy, Df. ~ fiD, Df* ~ f'D.
- For f proper, M € Ob(D(Y)), A € Ob(D(X)) we have the Change of Coefficients
Formula: . .

M@ fA~ f(ffM® A)

- Given a Cartesian diagram

X X
f lf
Yy, My

with f proper, we have the Base Change Theorem for Proper Maps:

|
u*fo o~ flu, W U

The Thom Isotopy Lemmas, adapted to the algebraic setting, yield the following result.
See [15], L.7.

Theorem 2.2.2 Let f : X — Y be an algebraic map of algebraic varieties. There exist
finite algebraic Whitney stratifications X of X and Q) of Y such that, given any connected
component S of a ) stratum S; on Y :

1) f=Y(S) is an union of connected components of strata of X each of which is mapping
submersively to S; in particular, every fiber f~1(y) is stratified by its intersection with the
strata of X.

2) Yy € S, there exists an FEuclidean open neighborhood U of y in S and a stratum-
preserving homeomorphism h : U x f~Y(y) ~ f~Y(U) such that fip-1@)oh is the projection
to U.

10



Note that if f is an open immersion, then a stratification ) induces one on X. If f is
a closed immersion, one can choose a finite Whitney stratification X so that every stratum
of it is the intersection of X with strata of 2) of the same dimension. In either case, one
obtains a stratification for f in the sense of Theorem 2.2.2.

One has the following properties; see [2], V.10.16. One should keep in mind that
Verdier duality exchanges f* with f' and f, with fi and that algebraic varieties and maps
can be compactified ([2], V.10.13), i.e. there are proper varieties X', Y’ containing X
and Y as Zariski-dense open subvarieties and a proper map f’ : X’ — Y, such that
f/(X)CY and f\,X = f. If f is proper, then f'(X'\ X) CY'\Y.

- Let F be 9—cc, then f*F and f'F are X—cc.
- Let G be X—cc, then f,G and fiG are 9—cc.
- In particular, if F is 9)—cc, then so are fif'F and f,f*F.

2.3 The local structure of a 9—cc complex along a stratum

The reference is [15], 1.4 and [2], V.3. and Lemma V.10.14.

Let Y be a projective variety, 2) be a stratification, y € S C S; be a point in a connected
component S of a stratum S;, N be a normal slice through S at y.
Let W be a standard open neighborhood of 4 in Y, homeomorphic in a stratum-preserving
manner to C! x N. Let 7 : W — N be the corresponding map, N := N \ v, W=
WA\ (SNW).
We have a commutative diagram where the bottom squares are Cartesian, a, o, i,, and
iy are closed immersions, b and [ are open immersions, ¢, ™ and 7 are trivial topological
(Cl—bundles, coay = Id, and moiy = Idy:

Y -~ N

lbay Niy lin

Snw % oW LW
lec O I 0O |x
Y 2 N &N

The following rules apply: o, ~ a, o*a, ~ Id ~ o'y, ©* ~ 7'[=2l], ¢* ~ [-2l],
By ~ 7*b,. If G has locally constant cohomology sheaves on S, then ozéJG ~ aZG[—Ql].

Let F be 9—cc. On W, we have that
F~n*n, F ~ W*EN.

That is, F' has, locally at a point of any stratum, a product structure along the stra-
tum. See [2], Lemma V.10.14. The sheaves H!(a*F) and H'(a'F) on S N'W are con-
stant with representative stalks H'(a*F), ~ H'(N, F|y) ~ H'(a*F|y), and Hi(o'F), ~
H'(N, N; Fiy) =~ H'(d'Fy).

11



Remark 2.3.1 Since 7* is fully faithful, if F* is self-dual, then Fjy[~[] is self-dual. If I is
perverse (see §2.4) on Y, then, using the characterization of perverse sheaves in Remark
2.4.1, one sees, using Lemma 2.3.3, that F|y[—!] is perverse on N.

Let o : Y/ — Y be a closed immersion of algebraic varieties. We have that o) ~ a
are fully faithful so that for every F' € Ob(D(Y)), the composition of the adjunction maps
o' F — F — a,a*F yields a natural map

o'F —» a*F.
We need the following slight refinement of §2.2.

Lemma 2.3.2 Let Y be an algebraic variety, 9 be a stratification of Y, F be P—cc, S
be a connected component of a stratum S;, y € S, a : S — Y be the corresponding
embedding.
The natural map cvo! F —s oo F' coincides, when restricted to a standard neighborhood
W ofy inY, with c* of the analogous map a’FW — a"Fiy.
The same is true for the induced maps H’ (o' F) — HI (o’ F), H (' F), — H/ (a*F),
induced on the cohomology sheaves and on their stalks at .
Finally:

H (o' F)y ~ H T2 D(F))Y ~ H I (a*D(Fly))".

Proof. The question being local around y € Y, we may work on W. We may assume that
F = 7*Fy and that S is closed, so that, since ay >~ a are fully faithful, it is enough to
study the map o/ F — a*F.

We have a'm* N = a!ﬂ!ﬂN[—2s] o~ c!a!ﬂN[—2s] o~ c*(a!ﬂN), ie. (aga!F)‘S is a pull-
back from p and so are its cohomology sheaves. The statement concerning o' F — o*F,
the induced maps on the cohomology sheaves and associated stalks at gy follow. The
duality statements stem from Poincaré-Verdier Duality on ¢ and the isomorphism ozZoz!F ~
zij [2], which holds in view of the fact that o'F has locally constant cohomology sheaves
on S. 0

A global counterpart of a normal slice is the notion of stratified normally nonsingular
inclusion; see [15], I.1.11. The embedding Z — Y of a subvariety is said to be a nor-
mally nonsingular inclusion if Z has a tubular neighborhood in Y, that is, there exists a
neighborhood W of Z in Y and a retraction 7 : W — Z which is locally homeomorphic
to a projection: every point z € Z has a neighborhood U C Z and a homeomorphism
71 (U) ~ U x C! compatible with the maps to U.

A normally nonsingular inclusion can produced by intersecting a projective variety Y
with a subvariety of the ambient projective space, e.g. a hypersurface, which intersects
transversally every stratum of a given stratification 9) of Y'; see Remark 2.1.1. In addition,
we can and will choose the homeomorphism 771 (U) ~ U x C! above so that it is stratum-
preserving with respect to the induced stratification on 7~!(U) and to the stratification
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on U x C! given by the product of the trivial stratification on C! with that induced on
U by the transversality assumption. See [15], Theorem I1.1.11. The universal hyperplane
section construction in §4.3 is one such example. The following fact is well-known and will
be used often in this paper.

Lemma 2.3.3 Leti: Z — Y be a normally nonsingular inclusion of complex codimen-
sion d of complex varieties, transversal to every stratum of a stratification 2 of Y, and F
be N—cc. Let w: W — Z be a retraction of a tubular neighborhood of Z in'Y onto Z.
Then we have a) Flyy ~ n*m.(Flw) ~ 7°F 7 and b) i'F ~ i* F[—2d]

Proof. We denote Fy simply by F.

(a) By virtue of the local triviality assumption, the natural adjunction map 7*m,(F) — F
is an isomorphism by [2], Lemma V.10.14. The second isomorphism follows from the first
one and the identification ¢*7* ~ Id}, : 7*m, F ~ n* (*n*)m, F o~ 7**F = 7* -

(b) We use the natural identifications D? ~ Id, i' ~ Dzi* Dy and the fact that 7' ~ 7*[2d],
for 7 is a locally trivial C¢—bundle. Denote the dualizing complexes of W and Z by wy and
wyz. One has wyy ~ mwy. We have ' F ~ Dyzi* Rhom(F, wyy) ~ DZRhom(i*F,i*ﬂ!wZ) ~
(DzRhom(i*F,i*m*wyz))[—2d] ~ (DzRhom(i*F,wz))[—2d] ~ D*(i* F)[—2d). 0

2.4 Perverse sheaves

Let Y be an algebraic variety. We consider the t-structure on D(Y") associated with the
middle perversity see [1], [18], §10. The associated heart is denoted by Perv(Y') and is a
full abelian sub-category of D(Y"). Its objects are called perverse sheaves, despite the fact
that they are complexes. In short, we have the following structure.

e Two full sub-categories D<°(Y") and D=°(Y) of D(Y') and, D<™(Y') := D=°(Y")[-m),
D="(Y) := D=%(Y)[—m].

Ob(D="(Y)) = {F € D(Y)| dimsuppH’(F) < —j, Vij};

Ob(DZ"(Y)) = {Y € D(Y) | dim supp HI(D(F)) < —j, ¥j}.

Remark 2.4.1 These conditions can be re-formulated using stratifications as follows. Let
2 be a stratification with respect to which F' is 9—cc, oy : S; — Y be the corresponding
embedding. We have:

F € Ob(D=°(Y)) if and only if H/(ajF) =0, V1 and j s.t. j > —I. This is known as the
condition of support.

F € Ob(D=°(Y)) if and only if H/(ajF) = 0,V [ and j s.t. j < —I. This is known as the
condition of co-support.

o If F € Ob(D="(Y)) and G € Ob(D="*(Y)), t > 0, then
HomD(y) (F, G) =0.
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The most important point about t—structures is the existence of functors, the perverse
truncations defined up to unique natural equivalences, P1<,, : D(Y) — D=™(Y), and
Prsm : D(Y) — D=™(Y), adjoint to the inclusion functors, that is

HomD(y)(F, G) = HOngm(y)(F, pTgmG) if Fe Ob(DSm(Y)),

and
Hompy)(G, F) = Hompzmy(PTo>mG, F) if F' € Ob(D=™(Y)).

Notice that in particular there are adjunction maps F' — P15, F and F' — Pr,, F.
Since at several points we need the explicit form of these functors, we briefly sketch their
construction, referring to [1] for details. We start with the following:

Lemma 2.4.2 Let Z be nonsingular of complex dimension r, and F € D(Z) with locally
constant cohomology sheaves. Then there are natural isomorphisms:

TSkDF ~ DTZ_k_QTF Tzk’DF ~ DTS_k_QTF

Proof. Since the dualizing complex is in this case isomorphic to Qz[2r], it is enough to
prove that there are natural isomorphisms

T<pRhom(F,Qz) ~ Rhom(t>_iF,Qz) >k Rhom(F,Qz) ~ Rhom(1<_F,Qyz).

We prove the first statement. The proof of the second is analogous. Applying Rhom and
7<) to the map ' — 7>_ 1 F, we get:

Rhom(m>_;F,Qyz) — Rhom(F,Qyz)

) )
T<pRhom(t>_F,Qz) — 7<xRhom(F,Qyz).

To prove the statement it is enough to show that Rhom(7>_iF,Qz), T<pRhom(r>_iF,Qz)
and 7<pRhom(F,Qz) have the same cohomology sheaves. Since F' and Qz have locally
constant cohomology sheaves, there are natural isomorphisms of complexes of vector spaces
Rhom(F,Qz), ~ Rhom(F,,Q,) ~ &;Hom(H 'F,,Q,)[—i], whence the statement about
the cohomology sheaves, which are equal to Hom(H ™ v, Qy) for i <k and vanish other-
wise for the three complexes in question. a

The construction of the perverse truncation is done by induction on the strata of
Ystarting from the open stratum Uy. Let F' € Ob(D(Y')) be 9—constructible for some
stratification 2). All the contructions below will lead to 2 —constructible complexes. Let
us define png = T<_dimy and png = T>_dimY-

Suppose that pTSUf)“ : D(Upy1) — D=%(U;41) and pTZUIO“ : D(Upy1) — D=%(U;41) have
been defined.
We proceed to define pTSUf) and pTZUf) on Uy =Up1J15;. Let a: S; — Uy «— Uy : B be
the inclusions: the exact triangles

(1]

U. 1
roF o F o gerdigr B e s F e gimsat F
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and

Brlgr P — P D e gmsa'F — F— 7P
define four functors (cfr. [1], 1.1.10, 1.3.3 and 1.4.10), i.e. the four objects 75yF, 7Ly F),
TgOF and T%OF which make the corresponding triangles exact, are determined up to unique
isomorphism. Define
U U
Preg = 7'207'/307 P50 = 7'>o7'>0
Define:

o Uo o Ug
pTSO = pTSO’ pTZ(] = pTZO‘

The perverse truncations so defined have the following properties:

e By the construction above and by §2.2, if F'is 9 —cc, then so are P7<,, F' and P>, F'.

e The functor
pHO(—) : D(Y) — Perv(Y), pHO(F) = Pr< P50 F >~ P50 P1<F,

is cohomological. Define

PH™(F) := PHO(F[m)).

These functors are called the perverse cohomology functors. Any distinguished tri-

(1]

angle F — G — H — in D(Y") gives rise to a long exact sequence in Perv(Y):

. — PHYF) — PHY(G) — PHY(H) — PHTYF) — ...,
If F is 9—cc, then so are PH™(F), Vm € Z.

e Poincaré- Verdier Duality exchanges D=Y(Y) with D=%(Y). In particular, it fixes
Perv(Y') and it induces functorial isomorphisms for F' € Ob(D(Y))

ProgDF =~ DPrsoF, ProoDF =~ DP1rogF  D(PHI(F)) ~ PHI(D(F)).

This can be seen from the construction above. In fact, by Lemma 2.4.2, the isomor-
phisms hold for U = Uy, since png = T<_dimy and png = T>_dimY-

Suppose that 7D ~ DP7Y, and PrY,D ~ DP7Y, for U = U;yy. It then follows
that the same isomorphisms hold for U = Uj. In fact, applying the functor D to the
triangle defining 7'<0DF and the inductive hypothesis 1”7'<0D Df”7'>0, we get the
triangle deﬁnlng T>0F so that DT<0DF ~ 7'>0F The argument for 77 2o Is identycal.
We get DTZ\DF ~ 74, F. Tt follows that D12yl =~ 74,D1l( =~ T>OT>OD and the
first wanted isomorphism follows. The second is equivalent to the first one. The third
one follows formally: D(PH™(F)) ~ DPr<oP1>0(F[—m]) =~ P10 P7<o(D(F)[m]) ~
PH=™(DF).
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The functors Pr<,, and P1>,, satisfy, functorially, the following relations
Pram(Fll]) = Pr<mu(B)[l, Prom(F[l]) = PTomu(F)]I].
For every F' and m one constructs, functorially, a distinguished triangle

1
pTng — F— psz_HF i) .
The heart of the t-structure, D<°(Y) N D=%(Y), is an abelian category, denoted Perv(Y")
and its objects are called perverse sheaves. An object F' of D(Y') is perverse if and only
if the two natural maps coming from adjunction Pr<gF — F and F' — P71>oF are
isomorphisms.

We note the following fact for future reference:

Lemma 2.4.3

a) If P is perverse then H'(P) = 0 for i ¢ [—dimY,0]. More precisely, if P is 9—cc and
0<s<d, then H'(Py,) =0 fori¢ [-dimY,—s].

b) If P is perverse and is supported on a closed s—dimensional stratum S, then P ~
H5(P)[s].

Proof. a) HY(P) = 0 for i > 0 follows from the support condition. H!(P) = 0 for
i < —dimY holds if y € Uy since p7'>US = T>_dimy. Suppose the statement has been
proved for y € Uj,;. Let y € S; and W be a distinguished neighborhood of . It then follows
from the hypercohomology exact sequence that H'(W \ W NS, P) = 0, for i < —dimY.
By the condition of co-support H{(W, W \ W N S, P) = H!(a'P), = 0 for i < —dim S,
therefore the long exact sequence

— H(W,W\WnNS,P) — H(W,P) — HW\WnS,P) —

gives H/(W, P) = H'(P), =0 for i < —dimY.

b) follows from the fact, evident from the construction of the perverse truncation functors
described above, that if P ~ Pr5¢P7<oP is supported on S, then P7<oP = 7<_4imsP,
and P7>0P = T>_ qim s P. O

We record the following for future use.

Lemma 2.4.4 Let A be a triangulated category with t—structure, H' be the associated
cohomology theory and G € Ob(A) be such that H'(G) = 0, for every |i| > 0.

(a) Let ¢ : ©;H (G)[—i] — G be such that H'(¢) is an isomorphism for everyi. Then ¢
is an isomorphism in A.

(b) Let ¢ : @; P'[—i] — G be an isomorphism, where P! is in the heart of the t—structure
for everyi. Then H'(¢) : P — H*(G) is an isomorphism that composed with the isomor-
phism diag(H'(¢™1)) gives an isomorphism ¢' : ®;H'(G)[—i] — G inducing the identity
on H'(G).

Proof. Elementary and left to the reader. a
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2.5 t-exactness

The reference is [1], especially §4. See also [18], §10. A functor 7" : Dy — Dy of
triangulated categories with t-structures is said to be left (right, resp.) t—ezactif T(DZ%) C
D220 (T(Dlgo) - D;O, resp.) and it is said to be t—ezxact, if it is left and right t—exact.
One of the points of this notion is that if 7" is t—exact, then it preserves the hearts
of the two categories. In particular, if T is t—exact, then there is a natural isomorphism

PHI(T(G)) = T(PHY(G)).

Let f: X — Y be an algebraic map of algebraic varieties. We consider the triangu-
lated categories D(X) and D(Y) with their middle-perversity ¢-structure. Verdier uality
is an auto-equivalence of categories. It exchanges f' with f*, fi with f,, D<(X) and
D=%(Y) with D=9(X) and D=(Y). Consequently, statements about the left (right, resp.)
t—exactness of the four functors (fi, f', f*, f«) are equivalent to the analogous statements
of right (left, resp.) t—exactness of the four functors (f., f*, f', fi). A similar remark holds
for these functors used in conjunction with the translation functor [j]. E.g. f*[j] is left
t—exact if and only if f'[—j] is right t—exact.

We have the following properties.

- If f is affine, then f, is right t—exact and f; is left t—exact.

- If f is quasi-finite and affine, then f, and f, are t—exact.

- If f is smooth of relative dimension d, then f*[d] ~ f'[—d] are t—exact. If, in addition,
f is surjective and with connected fibers, then the induced functor f*[d] : Perv(Y) —
Perv(X) is fully faithful; see [1], Prop. 4.2.5.

The left t—exactness for affine maps implies the Relative Weak Lefschetz Theorem
4.4.1 which can be thought-of as a relative version of the theorem on the cohomological
dimension of affine sets with respect to constructible sheaves.

2.6 Intersection cohomology complexes, semisimple objects and inter-
mediate extensions

Recall that Perv(Y') is an abelian category. An object F' € Ob(Perv(Y)) is said to be
simple if it has no non-trivial subobjects and hence no non-trivial quotients. F' is said to
be semisimple if it is isomorphic to a direct sum of simple objects.

The category Perv(Y) is artinian, i.e. every F' € Perv(Y) admits a finite filtration
with simple quotients, and noetherian, i.e. any increasing sequence of sub-objects of an
object stabilizes.

Let 8 : U — Y be the open immersion of a Zariski-dense open subset of Y. Given
F € Ob(Perv(U)), there is an object S, F' € Perv(Y'), called the intermediate extension of
F', unique up to isomorphism, with the property that it extends F' and it has no non-trivial
sub-object and quotient supported on a closed subvariety of Y \ U. See [1], 1.4.25.

It is also characterized as follows. Given any stratification ) of Y for which Y \ U is a
union of connected components of strata, 5y, F' is, up to isomorphism, the unique extension

G of F in D(Y) such that, given any connected component, S — Y \ U, of a stratum
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contained in Y\ U, H/(i*G) = 0, Vj > —dim S and H/(i'G) = 0, Vj < —dim S. See [1],
Prop.2.1.9.

Remark 2.6.1 The intermediate extension S, F can be described explicitely in terms
of stratifications and successive push-forwards and truncations as follows. See [1], Prop.
2.1.11. Let 9 be a stratification of Y inducing stratifications on U and Y \ U with respct
to which F'is 9y —cc. The construction is by induction on the strata: if U = Ujyq, then

B ~ <118, F.

Let £ be a local system on an open set U contained in the regular part of Y.
The intersection cohomology complex associated with L is, by definition, ICy (L) =
Pis(L[dim Y]) € Ob(Perv(Y)).
The case of £ = Qg is of particular interest and gives rise to the intersection cohomology
complex of Y, ICy. Up to a cohomological shift, its hypercohomology groups coincide
with the rational intersection cohomology groups of Y; see [14].

The complex ICy (L) is characterized, up to isomorphism, by the following conditions:

- HI(ICy (L)) = 0; for all j < —dimY;

- 1Y (ICY (L)1) ~ £L;

- dim supp H/ (ICy (L)) < —j, if j > —dimY;

- dim supp (HY(D(ICy (£)))) < —j, if j > —dim Y.

Remark 2.6.2 The last two conditions can be re-formulated using stratifications as fol-
lows. Let 9) be a stratification with respect to which ICy (L) is 9—cc, oy : S; — Y be the
corresponding embedding. We have:

HI(afICy (L)) =0,V and j > dimY s.t. j > —I;

HI(ajICy (L)) =0,V and j > —dimY s.t. j < —L.

Note that D(ICy (L)) =~ ICy (LY).

If Y is smooth, or at least a rational homology manifold, then ICy ~ Qy[dim Y].

Given a closed subvariety i : Y/ — Y and a complex of type ICy/(L') € Perv(Y'), we
denote i.ICy (L") simply by ICy+(L'). Tt is an object of Perv(Y") satisfying the conditions
above, with Y replacing Y.

An object F' € Perv(Y) is simple if and only if F' ~ ICy-(L’), for some closed subvari-
ety Y/ C Y and some simple local system £’ defined on an open subvariety of the regular
part of Y. A semisimple object of Perv(Y) is therefore a finite direct sum of such simple
objects.

2.7 A splitting criterion in Perv(Y)

The purpose of this section is to prove Lemma 2.7.1, a key ingredient in the proof of the
semisimplicity of the perverse cohomology sheaves PH!(f.Qx[n]).

Let Y be an algebraic variety, @ € Ob(Perv(Y)) and 9 be a stratification of ¥ with
respect to which @ is 9 —cc. Let s be a fixed integer. Assume that Y = U ][] .S, where U =

18



[l Y: and S = 8. In particular, S is closed. Let § Ny U be the corresponding
embeddings.

By the conditions of support, the maps 7<_Q — @ and 7<_,_18*Q — B*Q are
isomorphisms. Hence, the adjunction map Q — B,5*Q admits a natural lifting

t:Q — T<_s5:87Q.

We also have a map
c:Q — >_sQ ~ H*(Q)[s].
Since Q is 9—ce, suppH*(Q) C S and H/(Q) is a, possibly trivial, local system for
every j. In particular, the complexes H™*(Q)[s] ~ a.a™H*(Q)[s] =~ H™*(a.a*Q)[s] are
perverse.

In this set-up, B 8*Q ~ T<_s—15+5*Q); see Remark 2.6.1.

Lemma 2.7.1 Let things be as above and suppose that the local systems H™5(cwa'Q) and
H5(Q) on S have the same rank. Then the following statements are equivalent:
a) The natural map

H (' Q) — H*(Q)

18 an isomorphism.
b) The map t : Q — T<_sB:3*Q has a unique lifting t : Q — T<_s_15:8*Q and

(t0): Q = T« 18:8"°Q ® H°(Q)]s]
s an isomorphism.

Remark 2.7.2 The equal-rank-condition is automatically satisfied if, for example, @ is
a direct sum of intersection cohomology complexes, or if @) is self-dual. In the former
case, in view of the properties of the intermediate extension functor listed in §2.6, () must
be isomorphic to f1.Q)y © H™*(Q)[s] and one has H5(a'Q) ~ H*(a*Q) in view of the
natural isomorphisms o, ~ Id ~ o'ay. In the latter, we apply the duality statement of
Lemma 2.3.2.

Proof of Lemma 2.7.1. Consider the distinguished triangle of 2)—cc complexes.

s 1 BB Q — Te_uBBQ — H (BB Q)]

We apply the functor Hom D(y)(Q, —) and look at the corresponding long exact sequence.
We have Homf)%y)(Q, H3(B:5*Q)[s]) = {0} by perversity. So that if a lifting of ¢ exists,
it must be unique.

Such a lifting exists if and only if the image of ¢ in Hompyy(Q,H™*(8:8*Q)[s]) is zero.
In turn this is equivalent to the natural map b: H™%(Q) — H~%(5:5*Q) being zero.
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We consider the relevant piece of the long exact sequence associated with the distinguished

triangle aa'Q — Q — B:5*Q ﬂx
o HT ('Q) < HTHQ) > HTN(BBTQ) —

The map b is trivial, i.e. the lifting exists, if and only if a is surjective.

It is now clear that if a splitting as above exists then we are given that ¢ exists and therefore
a is surjective, hence an isomorphism, by virtue of the equal-rank assumption.
Conversely, if a is an isomorphism, then we have a lifting t. We use ¢ and ¢ to define the
map t @ ¢ and to check that it is an isomorphism.

The map ? gives rise to an exact sequence in the abelian category Perv(Y):

0K —Q - ey 18.5°Q — C —0;

since @ and the intermediate extension of Qi are isomorphic on U via f|U, C must be
trivial by [1] 1.4.25; see §2.6.

By the assumption 7<_,_15*Q ~ B*Q, we see that K is supported on S.

We obtain a short exact sequence in Perv(Y'), hence a distinguished triangle in D(Y') :

K—Q— Tg—s—l/B*B*Q ﬂ> .

K must therefore be 9)—cc. Since K is perverse and supported on S it follows, from
Lemma 2.4.3 b), that K ~ H~5(K)[s] ~ H%(Q)[s]. We have the exact sequence

0— HHQ) D HT TN BBQ) —S HT(K) — H Q) — 0.

Since a is injective, and £ is a lifting of ¢, d is surjective so that e = 0.

Since Hompy)(T<—s—18:3*Q, K[1]) ~ Homgpy)(H > (8:8*Q), H *(Q)), we see that
the distinguished triangle splits, i.e. that there is some isomorphism Q ~ 7<_;_18,8*Q ®
H~5(Q)[s]. This implies that @ ¢ is an isomorphism. O

2.8 The perverse filtration on hypercohomology

In this paper we employ the following non-standard notation for filtrations and associated
constructions.

An increasing filtration of a vector space V is a family of sub-vector spaces V<; C V,
i € Z, such that ng‘ - VS]" Vi < j.
If Vo; = {0} for i < 0 and V<; =V, for i > 0, then we say that the filtration is finite.
We set V; := V<;/V<;—1 and call it the i—th graded piece of the filtered V.
A linear map f : V — W of filtered vector spaces is filtered if f(V<;) C W<;, Vi € Z. The
spaces Ker(f), Im(f) and Coker(f) are naturally filtered.
When f:V — W is filtered it induces maps f; : V; — W;, Vi € Z.
Given any filtered map, for every index i there are natural injections Ker(f); — Ker(f;),
and natural sujections Coker(f;) — Coker(f),.
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We say that a filtered map f: V — W is strict if f(V<;) = f(V)NWx;, Vi € Z.
It is elementary to check that a filtered f : V — W is strict if and only if the sequence

0 — Ker(f), — V; — W; — Coker(f), — 0

is exact for every index i, i.e. if and only if the natural injection and surjection above are
in fact isomorphisms. If f is strict, then (Imf); = Imf;, Vi € Z.

The vector space grV := @;V; is called the associated graded vector space. It admits
what we call the graded filtration grV<; := ©;<;V;. We always assume that a graded space
is filtered with the graded filtration.

Lemma 2.8.1 (a) Let f : V' — V be a linear isomorphism, V' and V be filtered, f and
71 be filtered. Then f and f~1 are strict. Moreover, f(V.,) = V<; and f~1(V<;) = VL,
(b) Let f : V' — V be a linear isomorphism which is filtered and strict. Then f~' is
filtered and strict.

(c) Let f : V' — V and g : W — W be filtered strict isomorphisms and ¢ : V' — W'
be filtered strict. Then gof~ : V — W is filtered strict.

Proof. Elementary and left to the reader. a

Let G € Ob(D(Y)). The perverse truncation functors define an increasing filtration,
which we call the perverse filtration, on H/(Y,G) Vj € Z :

HJ'SZ.(Y, G) == Im(H/ (Y, P1<;G)) C (Y, G),

with graded pieces _ _ _
H (Y, G) == HL,(Y,G)/HL,_,(Y,G).

One has a spectral sequence E5™(G) := H{(Y, PH™(G)) = H!T™(Y, G) whose E(G)—te-
rm is the graded object associated with the perverse filtration on H*™(Y, G).
Any morphism f : G — G’ in D(Y) induces a map H’(Y,G) — H/(Y, G’) which is fil-
tered with respect to the perverse filtrations and is compatible with the induced morphism
of spectral sequences EY(f) : E'™(G) — E'™G' in the sense that E(f) : E™(G) —
E'™(G") coincides with the map induced by f on the graded pieces H., (Y, G) — H.,(Y, G").
Consider the distinguished triangles Pr<; 1G — P1<;G — PH'(G)[—i] 1 One
has the following commutative diagram

B (Y, PHY(G)[—i])

/I\
H (Y, PT<;1G) N H (Y, P1<;G) — Coker d; — 0
- Y -
0 — HL, (V,G) — HLY,G) — H!(Y,G) — 0

where the horizontal rows are exact, the vertical arrows pointing down are surjective and
the vertical arrow pointing up is injective.
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Let f: X — Y be a map of algebraic varieties. We have a canonical isomorphism
H™W(X) =~ H/(Y, f.Qx[n]).
We denote the resulting increasing filtration on the cohomology groups of X by
HZ(X) € H™(X)
and the corresponding graded pieces by
H (X = HE (X0 /HE, (X)),
We have canonical maps

B (Y, PH(f.Qx[n])) +— Cokerd; —s H"7(X).

(2

Definition 2.8.2 We call the groups H}(X) the perverse cohomology groups of X (relative
to f).

2.9 The Poincaré pairing and cup products

Let f: X — Y be a map of proper algebraic varieties, with X nonsingular of dimension
n.

Let € : f.Qx[n] ~ D(f.Qx[n]) be the duality isomorphism, i.e. f. of the duality
isomorphism Qx[n] ~ D(Qx|[n]) which is unique up to a non-zero multiplicative constant.
Since Y is compact, hypercohomology can be naturally identified with hypercohomology
with compact supports.

For every index [ the map € induces the non-degenerate Poincaré pairing

/X cHYU(X) x HY(X) — Q.
The map e induces isomorphisms PH~*(e) : PH™*(f.Qx[n]) — PH*(D(f.Qx[n]) ~
D(PH*(f.Qx[n])) corresponding to non-degenerate pairings
<. >t B PHTA () x B (Y, PHM(Qx ) — @
Lemma 2.9.1 The map induced by the Poincaré pairing
HZH(X) x HEH(X) —Q

is trivial for every pair of indices i,j such that i + j < 0 and for every I.
In particular, for every k > 0 and for every |l € Z the Poincaré pairing descends to a
bilinear form

<, > HH(X) x HPYX) —

and, whenever i + j < 0, to trivial bilinear forms

H''(X) x HPH(X) — @
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Proof. Let A be a triangulated category with a t—structure, 7< and 7> be the truncation
functors, T : A — A be a contravariant functor of triangulated categories such that
T(A=?) C A2% and e : K — T(K) be a morphism. Let r < s. Since 7<,(K) € Ob(A=")
and T'(7<_s(K)) € Ob(A=*), the axioms of t—structures imply that the composition

TSTK — K L) T(K) —)T(TS_SK)

is the zero map.
We apply thisto A=D(Y), T =D, K = f.Qx[n],e=¢€,r=1, s = —}]. O

Remark 2.9.2 If the Decomposition Theorem 3.1.1.b holds, then the forms <, >§€ can

be naturally identified with the non-degenerate forms <, >]£I’l . See Remark 2.10.1 and
Proposition 2.10.3

In what follows, by abuse of notation, we use the same symbol for a line bundle, its
first Chern class and all the ensuing maps associated with this class.
Let A be aline bundle on Y and G € Ob(D(Y')). The first Chern class of A, which we still
denote by A € H%(Y), and its r—th power A" € H?"(Y) induce natural transformations
Idpyy — Idpeyy[2r]. Since P1<;(G[m]) =~ (PT<itmG)[m], the induced cup product maps
in hypercohomology
A" H(Y,G) — WY, G)

satisfy ' ‘
ATEL,(Y,G)) CHEZ, (Y, G).

Let n be a line bundle on X. The class n defines a morphism 7 : Qx — Qx[2] and hence
a natural transformation 1 : Idpxy — Idp(x)[2]. In particular, it defines, for every
F € Ob(D(X)), morphisms n* : F — F[2k] in D(X), n* : foF — f.F[2k] in D(Y) and
n* PRI (F) — PHITZE(F) in Perv(Y).

Let L := f*A. We have L¥ : F — F[2k]. Consequently, we have L* : f,F' — f.F[2k],
and LF : PHI(f,F) — PHIT2E(f,F). By the properness of f, f, ~ fi and the change of
coefficients formula [18], Proposition 2.6.6, ensures that we can identify functorially these
two sets of maps with the ones coming from A : f,F — f,F|[2].

The simple, yet important, consequence of what above can be explained as follows.
The maps n and L induce the cup product operation with the corresponding first Chern
class in the hypercohomology of F. If f,F ~ G & G’ is any splitting, then L preserves it,
i.e. the cup product with L acts diagonally with respect to this splitting as A. One can
study the cup product with L on each direct summand in D(Y") where it is identified with
the cup product with A.

2.10 Consequences of the existence of an isomorphism @, "H'(G)[—i] ~ G,

The goal of this section is to draw some consequences from the existence of an isomorphism
as in the title above. This information will be used after we shall have established the
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Relative Hard Lefschetz for the map f : X — Y which implies formally the existence of
an isomorphism @; PH'(f,Qx [n])[~i] = f.QxIn].

We retain the notation of §2.9. Let G € Ob(D(Y)) and assume that there is an
isomorphism ¢ : @, PH!(G)[—i] ~ G.

The spectral sequence of §2.8 collapses at Fo and the three spaces
HY (Y, PHY(G)[—i]) ~ Coker d; ~ H(Y, G)

are canonically isomorphic, see §2.9. Moreover, if in addition we have a morphism g :
G — G, and @; PH'(G")[~i] ~ &', then EL2(g) = E"(g) = H'(Y, PH™(g)).

Remark 2.10.1 If G = f,Qx|[n], then we have a canonical identifications:

B (Y, PHY(f.Qx[n))[i) ~ H™ (X), Vi, j.

Since perverse truncation is a functor, the induced maps in hypercohomology, H’(Y, ¢)
and H/ (Y, ¢~ 1), are strict filtered maps, inverse to each other. See Lemma 2.8.1.a.

Since A" acts diagonally with respect to the decomposition induced by ¢ (see the end
of §2.9), the maps induced in hypercohomology by A" are filtered and strict:
A"(HL,(Y,G)) S HL (Y, G).

Remark 2.10.2 The special case G = f,F is of interest to us. The map L", which
can be identified with A", acts diagonally with respect to the decomposition and L" :
PHY(foF) — PHIT2(f,F) is the zero map for every r > 0.

What above is false, in general, for n not a pull-back from Y.

Because of the geometric meaning of the cup product, we prefer, by a further abuse of
notation, to denote the maps induced by A with the symbol L. This is harmless in view
of the functoriality of the isomorphisms needed for the identifications to be made.

Let €: f.Qx[n] ~ D(f«Qx|[n]) be the duality isomorphism.
Proposition 2.10.3 The components €;; : PH'(f.Qx[n])[—i] — D(PH?(f.Qx[n])[—4])

of ¢* o €0 ¢ satisfy '
€jj = pHJ(E), V7, EijZO, Vi+ 3 <0.

In particular, the bilinear form <, >gﬂ’0, which by Remark 2.10.1 we identify with <, >8,
coincides with the one induced by HO(Y, PH%(¢)) on HY(X) and is therefore non-degenerate.

Proof. The proof of the first statement is the same as the one for Lemma 2.9.1 with
the additional fact that K = f.Qx|[n] is a direct sum of its shifted perverse cohomology
complexes.
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The second statement follows from the fact that the restriction of the Poincaré pairing to
HZ2o(X) =~ @i<oH"(Y, PH'(f.Qx|[n])[—i]) corresponds to the map

D i D H (FQx[n)[~i] — DD *H (fQx(n])[-1)

1<0,5<0 <0 J<0
whose only non-zero entry is the isomorphism epg = PHO(¢). a

Let R : D(Y) — D(Y) be an additive functor, R — Id (Id — R, resp.) be a
natural transformation of additive functors and ¢ : @, PH!(G)[—i] ~ G € Ob(D(Y)) be
an isomorphism. The induced map in hypercohomology H*(R(¢)) is an isomorphism and
defines, transplanting the graded filtration from the domain to the target, an increasing
filtration, which we call the induced graded filtration, on H*(Y, R(G)). Since R is not
assumed to be t—exact, this filtration need not to coincide with the perverse filtration.
However, we have the following result.

Lemma 2.10.4 Let things be as above. The induced graded filtration on H*(Y, R(G)) is
independent of the choice of the isomorphism ¢ and the natural map H*(Y, R(G)) —
H*(Y,G) (H*(Y,G) — H*(Y, R(G)), respectively) and is filtered strict with respect to the
induced graded filtration on the left (right, resp.) and the perverse filtration on the right
(left, resp.).

Proof. Let ¢ : @; PH'(G)[—i] ~ G be another isomorphism, § := ¢! o ¢ and 0}, :
PHF(G)[—k] — PHI(G)[—j] be the corresponding component. By the axioms of t—stru-
cture, 0;, = 0, if & < j. This implies that the induced map in hypercohomology H*(R(f))
is filtered. By symmetry, so is its inverse. By Lemma 2.8.1.a, the map is also strict.
By applying Lemma 2.8.1.c, we see that the Id = H*(R(¢))) o H*(R(0)) o H*(R(¢™1)) :
H*(Y, R(G)) — H*(Y, R(Q)) if filtered strict with respect to the two graded induced
filtrations. By the second assertion of Lemma 2.8.1.a the two filtrations coincide.

The second assertion is proved in the same way, replacing 6 with the adjunction map
R(@; "HY(G)[-i]) — @, PH (G)[—i] which is in fact a direct sum map.

The proof for the case Id — R is analogous. a

Remark 2.10.5 Assume that @, PH!(f.Qx[n])[~i] ~ fQx[n]. Let y € Y and « :
y — Y be the embedding. We apply Lemma 2.10.4 to the two adjunction maps
aa' f,Qx[n] — f.Qx[n] and f.Qx[n] — a.a* f.Qx[n] and obtain that the natural class
map H.;(f~}(y)) — H**(X) and the natural restriction map H*(X) — H*(f~'(y))
are filtered strict for the perverse filtration on the spaces H*(X) and the induced graded
filtrations on the spaces H,(f~'(y)) and H*(f~(y)). Similarly, given an open embedding
B: U — Y, we get strict filtered maps H*(f~1(U)) — H*(X) with the additional feature
that the induced graded filtration on H*(f~1(U)) coincides with the perverse filtration.

Lemma 2.10.6 Let

X % X
Lffo Lf
y % vy

25



be a Cartesian diagram of proper maps of algebraic varieties. Let X and Q) be a stratification
for f.

Assume that there is an isomorphism ¢ : @, PH!(f.Qx[n])[~i] — f.Qx[n].

1) If u is smooth of relative dimension d, then ¢ induces isomorphisms PH'(f',Qx[n + d))
~ u*PH(f,.Qx[n])[d], i € Z and an isomorphism

¢ EB PHE(f . Qx[n + d])[—i] ~ f'.Qx/[n + d].

2) If u is a codimension s embedding of a locally closed subvariety of Y, transverse to
the strata of 9), then ¢ induces isomorphisms PH'(f'.Qx:[n — s]) ~ u* PH'(f.Qx[n])[—s],
1 € Z, and an isomorphism

o @ (L Qxln = i) — £ Qxln ).

3) If u is as in case 1) or 2), then the natural map v* : H*(X) — H¥(X') is filtered and
strict.

Proof. By the Base Change Theorem for proper maps, one has isomorphisms
u* (@D P (f.Qxn])[—i]) 3w f.Qx[n] = f,Qx[n).

If u is smooth of relative dimension d, then u*[d] is t—exact so that u* PH'( f,Qx[n])[d] is
perverse on Y’. The isomorphism above can be re-written as

D (u M (fQx[n])[d])[~i] = f.Qx[n + d].

(3
This proves 1) in view of Lemma 2.4.4.b.
If w is as in 2), we can re-write the isomorphism above as

D H (fQx[n])[-s)[~i] = f.Qx[n — s].

7

To conclude, we need to check that u* PH*(f,Qx [n])[—s] is perverse on Y' for every i. This
is a local question. We may assume that (Y’,0) C (Y,0) C (BY,0), where B is a ball in
CV centered at o and Y is the trace on Y of a complex manifold M C BY of codimension
s meeting all strata of Y transversally. 2) follows from Remark 2.3.1 and Lemma 2.3.3.
To prove 3) we argue as follows. By the Base Change Theorem for proper maps, the map
v*: HY(X) — H'(X") can be identified with the maps induced in hypercohomology by the
adjunction map Qx[n] — v.v*Qx[n] and by its push-forward f.Qx[n] — fiv.v*Qx[n] ~
us f1*Qx [n] =~ usu* fLQx [n]. It follows that v* can be identified with the map induced in
hypercohomology by the adjunction map f.Qx[n] — u.u* f.Qx[n]. Since the adjunction
map stems from a natural transformation Id — u,u*, it preserves direct sum decompo-
sitions.

The result follows using the identifications and direct sum decompositions of parts 1) and
2). O
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Remark 2.10.7 With the notation of Lemma 2.10.6, if u factors as the composition of
two or more maps as in 1) or 2), then the analogous conclusion holds.

2.11 The cup product with an 7 satisfying the Relative Hard Lefschetz
Theorem

The reference is [8] where the set-up is more general than the present one, i.e. the one of
§2.9, and where, roughly speaking, it is shown that, using relatively straightforward homo-
logical algebra, the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.1.a implies the Decomposition
Theorem 3.1.1b.

The goal of this section is to list some properties of the cup product with a line bundle
1 satisfying the conclusion of the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem. This information
is crucial to our approach and we will use it in the sequel of the paper once we have
established, inductively, the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.1.a for the map f :
X —Y.

Assume that n° : PH™(f,Qx[n]) ~ PH*(f.Qx][n]) for every i > 0.
Let P, = Kern™™' € PH™'(f.Qx|[n]), i > 0 and set n' = 0 for every I < 0. We have the
following primitive Lefschetz decomposition

1 (fQx[n) ~ @ " P, vhe

>0
By [8], Proposition 2.4, there is an isomorphism

2 @ pH](f*QX[n])[_]] ~ f.Qx|[n]

such that:

1) it induces the identity on the perverse cohomology complexes; in particular, it induces
the natural inclusion P, [i] — PH™Y(f.Qx][n])[i] for every i > 0;
2) for every s > i > 0, the induced morphism 7° : P, *[i] — (P7>,f.Qx|[n])[2s] is trivial.

We denote the maps induced in hypercohomology by ¢ and its translates simply by .

The cup product map 7" has good properties with respect to the perverse filtration
when expressed using the decomposition . The map n’ : H/(X) — H™*?(X) gives rise,
via the isomorphism ¢ : @; (HJI(X)) ~ HY(X), to a map, denoted with the same symbol,
n EB]-HJI-(X) — eaj/H]lf%(X). This latter maps @jSJH]l-(X) to eaj/SJJrg,-Hjl-,(X) but,
in general, it does not respect the direct sum decomposition and the primitive Lefschetz
decomposition. This means that even if a € H!(Y, P, Ir]) < H" (X)), the element n'a
will have, in general, non trivial components in several different groups H g‘+l+2i(X ) and,
further, these components will also have, in general, several non trivial components with
respect to the primitive Lefschetz summands. The following lemma gives a useful range
for the various indices over which the cup product operation respects the direct sum
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decompositions given by ¢ and by the primitive Lefschetz decomposition and also limits
the deviation from this ideal behavior in a bigger, also useful, range.

Lemma 2.11.1 For every pair of indices 0 < i < r:

n' H'PH(X) € HYHE2(X) € @ HPF(X),  Vien
J

the map 1" is injective from H f:fl(X ), it respects the primitive Lefschetz decomposition

acting as the isomorphism induced by n° on each summand of that decomposition i.e.:

if o € H=2(Y, P2 [r +24]) C H'LY(X), 20,0 < <, then

o e (Y, /P, 4 r]) C HYH(X)

and
7' o) =0 a € HTE(Y, P T2 — 2i]) € HYEP(X).

Let i = r 41> 1. The map 0’ induces the zero map H"'(X) D H!(Y, P, lrl) —
Hl+27‘+2(X)
r+2 :

Finally, let i >r+4+12> 1.

UZHﬁ;H(X) C @ H;H_H—%(X).
J<r

Proof. See [8], Proposition 2.7. O

Remark 2.11.2 The last statement of Lemma 2.11.1 improves greatly on the statement
) ; Tt

that 7' HZ",(X) € HZ'5,(X).

Note that, in general p(H!(Y, P,rr]) < Hg*_’lr (X) is not contained Kern" !, i.e. the space

of classical primitive classes if [ = —r. What is true is that H'(Y, P, "[r]) is the kernel of

gt (X)) — BT (X).

2.12 The topology and Hodge Theory of algebraic varieties

In this section we collect classical results concerning the topology and the Hodge theory
of projective manifolds.

Let | € Z, H be a finitely generated abelian group, Hy := H ®; Q, Hrp = H ®z R,
H(C =H Xz C.
A pure Hodge structure of weight [ on H, or on Hgy, Hy is a direct sum decomposition
He = @©pqq=HP? such that HPI = Har. The Hodge filtration is the decreasing filtration
FP(He) := @pzszf”’q/. A morphism of Hodge structures f : H — H’ is a group homo-
morphism such that f ® Idc is compatible with the Hodge filtration, i.e. such that it is
a filtered map. Such maps are automatically strict The category of Hodge structures of
weight [ is abelian.
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Let C' be the Weil operator, i.e. C : H¢ ~ Hc is such that C(z) = 9z, for every
x € HPY. Tt is a real operator. Replacing i?~7 by 2PZ? we get a real action p of C* on Hp.
A polarization of the real pure Hodge structure Hy is a real bilinear form W on Hy which
is invariant under the action given by p restricted to S' C C and such that the bilinear
form WU(x,y) := ¥(x, Cy) is symmetric and positive definite. If ¥ is a polarization, then ¥
is symmetric if [ is even, and antisymmetric if [ is odd. In any case, ¥ is non-degenerate.
In addition, for every 0 # x € HP4, (—1)!4P~9U(z,T) > 0, where, by abuse of notation, ¥
also denotes the C—bilinear extension of ¥ to He.

Remark 2.12.1 If H' C H is a Hodge sub-structure, then Hy is fixed by C' so that N4
is a polarization, hence it is non-degenerate. We would like to highlight this juncture.
Ultimately, our proof of the Decomposition Theorem rests on the fact that the intersection
form <, > of Lemma 2.9.1 on HJ(X) remains non-degenerate when restricted to the
subspaces (see Theorem 8.4.1) H, o(f71(y)), y € Y of Remark 2.10.5. We will show this
fact by putting compatible Hodge structures and polarizations on the spaces involved.

Let X be a nonsingular projective algebraic variety of dimension n,  be an ample line
bundle on X. For every r > 0 define P"~" = Kern™! C H""(X,Q). Classical Hodge
Theory states that, for every I, H'(X,Z) is a pure Hodge structure of weight [. Clearly,
P"77" is a rational pure Hodge structure of weight n — r.

The following theorem summarizes some of the fundamental results of the classical
Hodge Theory of projective varieties.

Theorem 2.12.2 (a) (The Hard Lefschetz Theorem.) For every r > 0, the map
n" : H""(X,Q) — H"™(X,Q)

s an isomorphism.

(b) (The primitive Lefschetz decomposition.) For every r > 0 there is the direct
sum decomposition ‘ ‘
" (X,Q) = PP
>0
where each summand is a pure Hodge sub-structure of weight n —r and all summands are
mutually orthogonal with respect to the bilinear form [y n"™ A — A —.
(c) (The Hodge Riemann bilinear relations.) For every 0 < | < n, the bilinear

1(1+1) . . . .
form (—1) > Jxn" A=A —is a polarization of the pure weight | Hodge structure Pl C

HYX,R). In particular,

1(1—1)

(—1)'5 iP—Q/ P Aana>0,  V0#ae PnHY(X,C).
X
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The following is a fundamental result for the topology of projective varieties. Let
X' C X be a hyperplane section of X for some embedding in projective space.

Theorem 2.12.3 (The weak Lefschetz Theorem.) The natural restriction map
r*: H/(X,Q) — H/(X',Q)

18 an isomorphism for j < n — 2 and is injective for j =n — 1.
If, in addition, X' is nonsingular, then the natural Gysin map (i.e. the Poincaré dual to
the map in homology)

P H"72(XY — H™H(X)

18 an isomorphism for j > 2 and is surjective for j = 1.

We shall need the following result of Deligne’s. A local system £ on an algebraic
variety Y is said to be semi simple if every local subsystem £’ of £ admits a complement,
i.e. alocal subsystem £” of £ such that £~ £ & L.

Remark 2.12.4 If Y is normal and Y’ C Y is a Zariski dense open subset, then L is
semisimple if and only L)y~ is semisimple, for we have that the natural map m(Y',y) —
m1(Y,y') is surjective for any ¢y € Y.

The following are basic properties of smooth projective maps.

Theorem 2.12.5 Let f: X™ — Y™ be a smooth, proper and surjective map of smooth
algebraic varieties of the indicated dimensions and n be an ample line bundle on X. Then

N RVMTUQx ~ RTMYAQx, Vi >0, RAQx ~ P R F.Qx (i)

i>0
and the local systems R’ f,Qx are semisimple on'Y.

Proof. See [7] and [9], Théoreme 4.2.6. O

3 Statements

We state our results for maps of projective varieties f : X — Y with X nonsingular in
§3.1. In this case, f is automatically projective. The heart of our analysis is based on this
case and the Hodge-theoretic results are strongest and more meaningful in this context.
We outline the proof of the results in the projective case in §3.4.
We state and prove, using the results of §3.1 and some reductions, the more general
results for proper algebraic maps in §10.
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3.1 The projective case

Let f : X — Y be a projective map of projective varieties with X nonsingular of
dimension n,  be an ample line bundle on X, A be an ample line bundle on Y, L := f*A
We assume that 1 and L are very ample and that 7 satisfies the conclusions of Proposition
4.2.4.

The very ampleness assumption means that the linear systems || and |L| define embed-
dings of X and Y in some projective spaces. There is no loss of generality in our context,
for the statements of the results in §3.1 are insensitive to the operation of replacing n and
L by positive multiples mn and m’L.

3.1.1 The Decomposition Theorem and the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem

Theorem 3.1.1 Let f : X — Y, n and n be as in §3.1.
(a) (The Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem.) For every i > 0, the map induced by n
in perverse cohomology is an isomorphism:

"7i : pH_Z(f*QX[n]) = pHZ(f*QX[n])

In particular, having set, for i > 0, P;i := Ker n't! C PH™(f.Qx[n]), we have equalities

o(fOxn) = @Y, H(fQx(n]) = @otIP Y

j>0 3>0

(b) (The Decomposition Theorem.) There is an isomorphism in D(Y):

o+ @ H(LQx[)-i) = f.Qxlnl.

(¢) (The Semisimplicity Theorem.) The complezes PH'(f.Qx[n]) are semisimple per-
verse sheaves on Y and therefore are direct sums of intersection cohomology complexes
associated with simple local systems on suitable nonsingular locally closed subvarieties of
Y.

Remark 3.1.2 Theorem 3.1.1 holds for  f—ample, i.e. ample when restricted to the
fibers of f. In fact, if n is f—ample, then 1’ := n + mL is ample for every m > 0 and,
by Remark 2.10.2, PH/(n) = PH/(n'), for every j € Z. Note that ample implies f—ample.
We prefer to state the results using the ampleness assumption because it is closer in spirit
to the geometric arguments we use. However, at one point, we need Theorem 3.1.1 for
f—ample line bundles; see §4.5.

3.1.2 The Hard Lefschetz Theorem for Perverse Cohomology Groups
Recall Remark 2.10.1.

31



Theorem 3.1.3 (The Hard Lefschetz Theorem for Perverse Cohomology grou-
ps) Let k>0, b € Z. The map

HR(Y, PHO(LQxn])) = R0 5 B (X) = BEY, PR (F.Qx [n])
is an isomorphism. In particular, LF : Hggb_k(X) — Hg’bJrk(X) is surjective.
Remark 3.1.4 Theorem 3.1.3 implies that, for every b € Z,

Lk’ . Hgt-i—b—k(X) N Hgl+b—k+2k’(X)
is injective for 0 < k&’ < k, surjective for K > k and that
Lk’ . Hgl-l—b—l—k(X) SN Hgb+b+k+2k’(X)

is surjective for £’ > 0. One also has a primitive Lefschetz decomposition Hg‘+b+h (X) =
@jZOLh+jQ;h_2] for every h € Z; see Lemma 6.1.2.

Remark 3.1.5 In [5], we have showed that L" is an isomorphism for every r if and only
if the so-called defect of semismallness (cf. Definition 4.2.1) (f) = 0, i.e. if and only if f
is semismall. Sommese [21] proved that L" : H""(X) — H"*"(X) is an isomorphism
for every r > b(f), where b(f) = maxyey dim f~1(y) is the so-called k-ampleness of L.
Esnault-Viehweg [13], improved on his result by showing that L" is an isomorphism for
r > r(f). Note that where r(f) < b(f).

Theorem 3.1.3 and Remark 3.1.4 explain and measure exactly the deviation of L" from
being an isomorphism: the full statement of the Hard Lefschetz Theorem is recuperated
by looking at the graded pieces of the perverse filtration, which can be seen as sitting
inside the cohomology of X using the isomorphisms induced by ¢. These isomorphisms
are strict and commute with L. The decompositions H'(X) ~ @, H}(X) and Hy ™™ (X) =
@jzoLh“Qb_h_zj describe precisely the properties of the maps L® : H*(X) — H*25(X)
for every k,s > 0. The Hodge-theoretic properties of these decompositions are established
in Theorem 3.1.13.

The following corollary is an easy consequence of Theorem 3.1.1 and Theorem 3.1.3.
A more general statement is proved in Theorem 10.0.4. See Remark 10.0.5.

Corollary 3.1.6 (The Hard Lefschetz Theorem for intersection cohomology.)
Let Y be a projective variety, L be an ample line bundle on Y. Then the cup product map

L" -H"(Y,ICy) — H"(Y,ICy)
is an isomorphism for every r > 0.

Proof. Let f: X — Y be a projective resolution of the singularities of Y. By Theorem
3.1.1.c, ICy is a direct summand of PH°(f,Qx[n]). The result follows from Theorem 3.1.3
and the fact that L acts compatibly with any direct sum decomposition; see §2.9. O

32



3.1.3 The bilinear forms &} on H}(X)

As it is explained in the introduction, a second series of results is concerned with “polarized
versions” of the previous theorems. In order to state these we need to introduce a series
of bilinear forms whose very definition necessitates Theorem 3.1.1 and Theorem 3.1.3 and
which polarize the direct summmands of the (7, L)—decomposition of H, Il)(X ) which appear
in §3.1.4.

The basic idea underlying the introduction of these forms on the spaces H}(X) is the
following. If b > 0, then we consider the Hard Lefschetz isomorphisms n° : H l__bzb(X ) ~
H f,(X ) to reduce to the case when the perversity index b is non-positive. We then use the
Hard Lefschetz isomorphisms L" : H fgb_h (X)~H fngrh(X ) to reduce to the case when
I < n—>b. The key point to keep in mind is that if we let X;’L be the intersection of h general
sections of L and b general sections of 7, then [y WALPANaAB = fX}bL | xb A ﬁ‘X}bL. Many

properties of these forms can therefore be handled by induction using hyperplane sections
on X and on Y.

Let b> 0 and [ € Z. We first define bilinear forms ®. , on HL ,(X).
Let h > 0. By Theorem 3.1.3, L" : H2~)""(X) — HZ:Z_HL(X) is surjective and it induces
an isomorphism L" : H";*7"(X) —;Hﬁ;b"'h(X). B

Given o and § in H2ZU""(X), there are o and 8’ in HZ_0""(X) such that a = Lo/
and 8 = L"B'. Note that L" A o/ A 8’ is independent of the choices for o/ and j'.

Definition 3.1.7 Let b, h > 0. Define (—1)'—symmetric bilinear forms <I>l§_b as follows.
Let l=n—-b—h.
L yfa,B) = [ AL AanS.
= X
Let l =n—0b+ h.
oL, (a,8) = / N NN
= X

By Lemma 2.11.1 and Lemma 2.9.1, the forms (I)lg_b vanish if one of the classes is in

ng—b—l(X ). Therefore, the forms descend to the graded pieces H}(X) and we have the
following

Definition 3.1.8 Let b > 0 and I € Z. Let ® , be the (—1)! —symmetric bilinear form on
H'\(X) = H._,(X)/HL_,_(X) induced by ®L_,.

By abuse of notation, we denote elements in H}(X) and their representatives in H lgb(X )
with the same symbol.

Remark 3.1.9 Let b> 0. If I =n — b+ h > n — b then, with notation as above:

oL (0, B) =L, B), By, B) = M, ).

33



In the second case, o/ and 3’ are the unique classes in H l__b%(X ) mapping to a and 3
via L". For every | we have

e Mo, B) =< LhayfB>p7" @1 (o, B) =< Lha B >

Definition 3.1.10 Let b > 0. Assume that the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.1.a
holds for f : X — Y. We have isomorphisms 7° : H';?*(X) — H(X). Define a
(—1)!—symmetric bilinear form ®} on H}(X) as follows

i (a, §) = 57 (a”, "),
where o/ and 8" are unique so that n°a” = a and °8" = 6.
Remark 3.1.11 Let I=n+b+ h with 6> 0, A > 0. Then
i (a, ) = 25 (a", f") = L2, ),
where L'/ = o, L"3' = 3", nPa’ = a, n°B" = B.

Remark 3.1.12 Let b > 0, h > 0 and recall the definition of <, >fLC in Lemma 2.9.1.
Using the notation above, we have

(I)ZH_b_h(a,,B) —< Lha”,nb,@” >Il;_h7 (I)Z+b+h(a,ﬂ) —< Lha/,T]bB, >Il;—h )

3.14 ngb(X) C HY(X) is a Hodge sub-structure, the (1, L)—decomposition and
the polarizations

Let s, t > 0. Denote the maps L® : H/(X) — H'*?%(X) and L* : H{(X) — H™*(X)
by Lj. The context will make it clear which values of b are being used.
Let 4, j > 0, nt' s H""9(X) — HI'GVT(X), LIt H')7(X) — H'7HP(X)
and define '

P__ij = Kern“rl NKerLi T,
In what below, we set n® = L* = 0 for a < 0. Note that, for b + ¢, h + j > 0, the maps
nPT? LM are injective on the spaces P__Ifl__;ij by Theorem 3.1.1.a and Theorem 3.1.3.

Theorem 3.1.13 (a) (The Hodge Structure Theorem.) For everyl and b the sub-
space Hl<b(X) C HY(X) is a rational pure Hodge sub-structure of weigth l.

In particular, H/(X) = HL,(X)/HY, |(X) inherits naturally a structure of rational pure
Hodge structure of weight 1. B

(b) (The (n,L)—Decomposition Theorem.) Let b, h € Z. There is a direct sum de-
composition, called the (1, L)—decomposition of Hy7"Th(X)

o
HP () = @@ T P,
j>0i>0
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The summands are pure Hodge sub-structure of weight (n + b+ h) and are mutually or-
thogonal with respect to the non-degenerate bilinear form <I>ZL+b+h.

(c) (The Polarization Theorem.) The bilinear form

(n—h—b72i72j)((;thfb*%*%)+1) (I)Z+b+h’

(=1)

is a polarization of the direct summand nb+* LM+ P__bh__zaj CH £+b+h(X ).

3.2 Example: Resolution of singularities of a threefold

Let f : X — Y be a birational map from a nonsingular three-dimensional projective
variety X For simplicity, we make the following assumptions:

a) There is a nonsingular curve C' C Y such that f} : f “1(C) — C is a locally trivial
topological fibration with one-dimensional fibers, and f| : X \ f~'(C) — Y \ C. is an
isomorphism.

b) There is a unique point p € C such that f~1(p) = D is a divisor. Let {D;}}¥, be its
irreducible components, [D;] € H?(X) be cohomology class of D;, i.e. the image of the
fundamental class of D; in Hy(D) under the natural map Hy(D) — H?(X).

Under these hypothesis, we have that r(f) = 1, r(f|X\f,1(5)) =0, hence PH'(f.Qx[3])

= 0 if i # —1,0,1. Furthermore, PH'(f.Qx[3]) and "H~!(f.Qx][3]) are supported at the
point p. In fact, PH1(f.Qx[3]) = Pr<_1f:Qx[3] = Hy(D),, the skyscraper sheaf with
stalk the Q—vector space generated by the irreducible components of D.
Similarly, PH!(f.Qx[3]) = Pr>1£.Qx[3] = H*(D),.

If n is an ample line bundle on X, then the relative Hard Lefschetz isomorphism,
3.1.1, n : Hy(D), = P~ (f.Qx[3]) — PH'(f.Qx[3]) = H*(D), = Hy(D)}; becomes the
statement that the bilinear form on H4(D) given by

<Dy, D;>= [ A IDIAID)
X

is nondegenerate. In fact, being equivalent to the intersection form of the exceptional
cuves D; N H in a generic hyperplane section H relative to 7, the bilinear form is negative
definite.

Note that since PH'(f.Qx|[3]) = 0if i # —1,0,1, we have that PH°(f.Qx|[3]) = Py.

In this case, Theorems 3.1.1, 3.1.3 give the following remarkable consequences.

a) The sequence of rational vector spaces
H°(X), H'(X), H*(X)/H4(D), H*(X), Ker{H"(X) — H*(D)}, H*(X), H°(X)

behaves, with respect to the cup product with . = f*A, like the cohomology of a
nonsingular projective variety. More precisely, we have Hard Lefschetz isomorphisms
L3 H'(X) — HS(X), L? : HY(X) — H5(X), L : H*(X)/H4(D) — Ker{H*(X) —
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H*(D)}, while the corresponding “primitive” spaces, in particular Ker{L : H3(X) —
H5(X)}, are polarized up to sign by the Poincaré pairing on X.

b) The map H3(D) — Ker{L : H3(X) — H5(X)} is injective, so that H3(D) is
endowed with a pure Hodge structure of weight 3, and the restriction of the Poincaré
pairing H3(X) x H3(X) — Q to H3(D) defines a polarization of this Hodge structure.

¢) The Decomposition Theorem 3.1.1 in this case reads as follows. For ease of exposi-
tion, we further assume that the fiber over ¢ € C has only one irreducible component of
dimension one. If this hypothesis is not fulfilled, then the statement has to be modified
taking care of the monodromy of the one-dimensional components of the fibers along C.
Let v : C — C be the normalization map. Then, grouping terms using perverse degrees:

£2Qx[3] = Hy(D),[1] @ (H3(D)[0] ® Qg 1] @ ICy) @ HA(D)p[-1].

3.3 Example 2: families of varieties

Let f: X — C be a surjective map from a nonsingular projective variety X of dimension
n+1 to a projective nonsingular curve C, smooth over C := C\ S, where S = {p1,- -, }
is a finite set of points. We denote by f : X := f~}(C) — C the restriction, which is
a topological fibration, and by 8 : C' — C <— S : « the two embeddings. By Theorem
2.12.5, we have an isomorphism in D(C):

2n
f+Qx[n+1] ~ @Rif*QX[l][n — 1]

=0

so that PH7(f.Qx[n+1]) =~ R" 7 f.Qx[l], j € [-n,n]. For a local system L on the
curve C, the intermediate extension IC=(L) = (82L)[1], where we denote by 32 the sheaf
theoretic direct image (i.e. not the derived functor). Since the derived category of a finite
set of points is trivial, that is every object is isomorphic to the direct sum of its cohomology
objects, the Decomposition Theorem 3.1.1 states that there are sheaves K~/ supported
on S such that

F.Qxn+1] =~ P (BIR £.Qx)[1][j] & c K [4].

J

Taking the cohomology sheaves H ™'~/ we find isomorphisms R'f,Qx ~ BB*R'f.Qx @
o, K*™™ and, in particular, the natural adjunction map of sheaves

R'f,Qx = B8R f.Qx

is surjective. This statement is known as the Local Invariant Cycle Theorem. We note
that, compared with the sharp versions of this theorem, due to various authors, see for
instance [22], [4], [12] and [16], this proof works only for projective (as opposed to Kéhler)
families over a quasi projective base (as opposed to over the disk).
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3.4 The structure of the proof.

The exposition of the proof is somehow complicated by the fact that we cannot use the
perverse filtration on H'(X) and the associated graded objects for Hodge-theoretic consid-
erations, for that their being Hodge-theoretic is precisely one of the properties we are aim-
ing to prove. On the other hand, the existence of the splitting o : @, PH*(f.Qx[n])[—i] ~
f+«Qx|[n] is established rather early in the inductive procedure leading to the proof of all
results. The splitting is used only to make the necessary “topological” considerations that
will lead to our proof of the Hodge-theoretic statements.

In §4.2 we define the defect of semi-smallness r(f) of an algebraic map f. It is a
nonnegative integer. Let R and m be positive integers.

Fact 3.4.1 If dim f(X) = 0, then, L is trivial, Theorem 3.1.3 is trivial, and Theorem
3.1.1, Theorem 3.1.13 hold by classical Hodge Theory. See Theorem 2.12.2.

Assumption 3.4.2 Assume that Theorem 3.1.1 (the Relative Hard Lefschetz, the Decom-
position and the Semi-simplicity theorems), Theorem 3.1.3 (the Hard Lefschetz Theorem
for Perverse Cohomology) and Theorem 3.1.13 (the Hodge Structure, (7, L)—Decomposi-
tion and Polarization theorems) hold for every projective map g : Z' — Z of projective
varieties with Z’ nonsingular such that either 7(g) < R, or dim f(Z) < m and r(g) < R.

We shall prove that if Assumption 3.4.2 holds, then Theorem 3.1.1, Theorem 3.1.3
and Theorem 3.1.13 for every map f : X — Y with r(f) < R and dim f(X) < m, X
nonsingular, X and Y projective.

In view of Fact 3.4.1, the three theorems will follow by induction for arbitrary f: X — Y,
X nonsingular, X and Y projective.

Let us now describe the steps we shall follow in order to prove the three theorems.
We shall use of the inductive hypotheses by taking various types of hyperplane sections.
The following remarks are useful. In view of our assumptions on n and L (cf. §3.1) we
have that: 1) if dim f(X) > 0 and Y7 C Y is a hyperplane section, then the induced map
fi: Y1) = X1 — Vi satisfies dim f1(X1) < dim f(X); 2) if 7(f) > 0, X! is a general
hyperplane section of X, then the induced map f; : X! — Y satisfies r(f1) < r(f) (see
Proposition 4.2.4); 3) if r(f) > 0, g : X — Y is the universal hyperplane section, then
r(g) < r(f) (see Theorem 4.2.3).

We shall prove the results for f in this order: 3.1.1.a and 3.1.1.c for ¢ # 0, 3.1.1.b,
3.1.3, 3.1.13.a, 3.1.13.b, 3.1.13.c and, finally the case i = 0 of 3.1.1.c.

e Step 1. Prove Proposition 4.4.1, a Weak Lefschetz Theorem for perverse cohomology
sheaves.

e Step 2. Prove Theorem 3.1.1, except for the the semi-simplicity of PHO(f,Qx[n]).
This is done in §4.5. We first prove the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.1.a

37



for f. Note that, by Remark 4.2.2, it holds trivially for f semi-small, i.e. when
r(f) = 0. The Decomposition Theorem 3.1.1.b follows formally. The Semi-simplicity
Theorem 3.1.1.c for f but for ¢ # 0 follows from Step 1 and the inductive semi-
simplicity hypothesis Theorem 3.1.1.c applied to the universal hyperplane section
g: X — Y (see Proposition 4.4.1, or also Proposition 5.1.1). The case i = 0, i.e.
the semi-simplicity of PH?(f.Qx[n]) is discussed in Steps 6 and 7.

Step 3. Prove the Hard Lefschetz Theorem for perverse cohomology 3.1.3 for f.
This is done in §5. The case [ # 0 follows from the case b = 0 by taking sufficiently
general n—hyperplane sections of X and using inductively the Semi-simplicity The-
orem 3.1.1.c and the Hard Lefschetz Theorem for Perverse Cohomology 3.1.3 for
these sections. To prove the case b = 0, we need a Weak Lefschetz Theorem on Y,
Proposition 5.1.2, and the inductive Polarization Theorem 3.1.13.c. In order to use
this last condition, we need to exercise some caution to ensure the compatibility of
the restriction map on graded objects with respect to Hodge structures; note that,
at this point, the Hodge Structure Theorem 3.1.13.a has not yet been established
for f.

Step 4. We prove the important Proposition 6.1.4 which states that the perverse fil-
tration on any subspace KerL® C H'(X) is explicitly given by Hodge sub-structures.
This requires a series of checks on graded objects, based on Proposition 6.1.1. In
turn, this latter is a consequence of the Hard Lefschetz Theorem for Perverse Coho-
mology Groups 3.1.3 for f.

Since, for s > 0, KerL® = H'(X), the Hodge Structure Theorem 3.1.13.a follows.

The (n, L)—Decomposition Theorem 3.1.13.b for f is a simple consequence of the
proved Hard Lefschetz Theorems on the graded spaces H, é(X ) with respect to n which
stem from the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.1.a (see also Lemma 2.11.1) and
with respect to L (Theorem 3.1.3) and of the fact that the maps induced by 1 and L
on the graded pieces H Il)(X ) are maps of Hodge structures, where the Hodge structure
is the one coming from the just established Hodge Structure Theorem 3.1.13.a for f.

The Polarization Theorem 3.1.13.c for f, except for the important case PY, follows
from the inductive hypotheses. Let b, h, i,7 > 0 with b+ h > 0 (the other indices
are a matter of bookkeeping) and X]Z: C X be the transversal intersection of i general
hyperplane sections on X with the pre-image under f of j general hyperplane sec-
tions of Y. Except for P{, the restriction map identifies the summand 'L’ P__Ifl__fi]
of the (1, L)—Decomposition Theorem 3.1.13.b on X with a Hodge sub-structure of
the summand P__bh on Xj’ This latter is polarized by virtue of the inductive Polar-
ization Theorem 3.1.13.c. Theorem 3.1.13.c follows, except for Py, from the identity

[y " HEALM I A an B = Ix: (nb/\Lh/\a/\ﬁ)LX;.
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Remark 3.4.3 At this point we are left with proving that PH°(f.Qx[n]) is semi-
simple and that the Poincaré pairing [y — A — on X descends to a form on H{'(X)
that, up to sign, is a polarization of the direct summand P;).

We note the striking analogy with the absolute case where the study of the middle
cohomology group H™(X) is reduced to the study of its primitive space with re-
spect to a hyperplane section. The other groups can be studied by induction using
hyperplane sections. The formalism here places the “middle” at zero.

Step 5. Here it is convenient to consider cohomology with real coefficients. Consider
the Kahler classes L. := L+en, € > 0. By the classical Hodge-Riemann Relations, the

associated primitive spaces W, := KerL, C H"(X) are polarized, up to sign, by [ .
n(n+1)

In particular, if C' is the Weil operator, then (—1)~z [y — A C(—) is symmetric
and positive definite on H"(X). See Theorem 2.12.2. The limit space W C H"(X)
is described in Lemma 7.2.1, which uses in an essential way Lemma 2.11.1. The
form (—1) nl Jx — A C(—) is symmetric and semi-positive definite on Wy by what
above. The (n, L)—Decomposition Theorem 3.1.13.b, proved above for f, together
with the non-degeneration of [y when descended to Hy (X) (see Proposition 2.10.6),
implies that the same form is non-degenerate. Since Wy = @bSOL_bPé’, the form
above is positive definite on P(g] and hence gives rise to a polarization. See Theorem
7.3.2. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.1.13 for f.

Step 6. We are left with proving the semi-simplicity of PH°(f.Qx[n]). We introduce
a certain stratification for the map f in §8.2 and use the inductive hypotheses and
what proved so far, to show in Lemma 8.2.3, that PH?(f.Qx|[n]) is a direct sum of
intersection cohomology complexes associated with local systems on strata if and
only if the criterion of Lemma 2.7.1 is met for PH?(f.Qx[n]) at the 0—dimensional
stratum Sy. Proposition 8.3.2 and Lemma 8.1.2 allow to re-state the criterion as: for
every y € Sp, the form ®f is non-degenerate when restricted to the injective image
of the graded space HP}!(f~'(y)) inside of H{(X). Theorem 8.4.1 proves that the
criterion is met, so that PH?(f.Qx[n]) is a direct sum of intersection cohomology
complexes associated with local systems on strata.

Step 7. To conclude, we must show that the local systems of Step 6 are semi-
simple. This is done in §8.5. We give a criterion for semi-simplicity in Proposition
8.5.1, which is a relative version of Lemma 8.3.2. We show that this criterion is met
in our situation in Proposition 8.5.2. Theorem 8.4.3 and 8.5.2 conclude the proof
that PHO(f.Qx|[n]) is semi-simple and hence the proof of Theorem 3.1.1, Theorem
3.1.3 and Theorem 3.1.13 for every map f with r(f) < R and dim f(X) < m and
hence for every map f as in §3.1.
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4 The Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.1.a

Let f: X — Y and 7 be as in §3.1.

Remark 4.0.4 Note that the Deligne-Lefschetz degeneration criterion [8] implies that
Theorem 3.1.1.b is a formal consequence of Theorem 3.1.1.a.

Our proof of the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.1.a is inspired by the one
in [1], 5.4.10. At the key point, i.e. when studying the map n : PH~!(f.Qx[n]) —
P (f.Qx[n]), they use the fact that, in positive characteristic, the complex PH?(g,ICx)
is “pure,” hence semi-simple for every map g. A similar remark holds for the approach
using Mixed Hodge Modules in [20].

We approach semi-simplicity directly using the criterion of Lemma 2.7.1 to split a
perverse sheaf in a direct sum of intersection cohomology complexes of local systems. We
then show that these local systems underlie variations of polarized Hodge structures to
conclude that they are semi-simple local systems.

Keeping in mind Fact 3.4.1, we assume that Assumption 3.4.2 holds. See below for the
notions of semi-smallness and of defect of semi-smallness r(g) of a map g¢. In fact, in order
to prove Theorem 3.1.1.a, we need to assume less. For clarity, we isolate the considerably
weaker statement we need.

Assumption 4.0.5 Assume that Theorem 3.1.1 has been proved for all maps g : 2/ — Z
such that Z’ and Z are projective, Z' is nonsingular and r(g) < r(f).

We shall apply the inductive hypotheses to the universal hyperplane section map g :
X — Y associated with f. If f is not semi-small, then r(g) < r(f) and the complex
PH9(g,Qx[dim X)) is semi-simple by the inductive hypotheses 4.0.5 applied to g. Theorem
3.1.1 parts a and b will follow for f. Part ¢ will follow only for i # 0.

To conclude the proof of Theorem 3.1.1, we need to prove that PH°(f.Qx[n]) is semi-
simple. This fact does not seem to be afforded by the methods employed in this section.
This task will be accomplished in §8.5.

4.1 Set-up for the proof of Theorem 3.1.1

Let X C P be an embedded quasi projective variety, f : X — Y be a projective map of
quasi projective varieties. We do not assume that X is nonsingular.
Let us consider the universal hyperplane diagram:

{(z,5)] s(x) =0} ==& 5 X xpPV r,ox
g L f o 1f
Vxp/ =Yy 5 Y.

with f/ = f x Id, and set also: j : X x PY\ X — X x PV the open embedding, and
= (f x Id)|xxp\x : X ¥ PV \ X — ). Clearly, u is an affine morphism.
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4.2 The defect of semismallness r(f) decreases taking hyperplane sec-
tions

Let f: X — Y be as in §4.1. We recall the definition of the defect of semismallness of
the map f. It plays a crucial role in Goresky-MacPherson’s version of the Weak Lefschetz
Theorem; cf. [15].

Set Yi={y €Y | dim f~(y) = i}.

Definition 4.2.1 The defect of semismallness, or perversity, of the map f, is the non-
negative integer
r=r(f):= max {2 + dimY’ — dim X
()= s { )
If »(f) = 0, then we say f is semismall. Note that this implies that f is generically
finite. If #(f) = 0 and the maximum is realized only for i = 0, then we say that f is small.

The geometric quantity r(f) plays a crucial role in our proof by induction. The key
point is that if it is not zero, then it decreases when we take sufficiently general hyperplane
sections.

Let us start by observing that the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.1.a is trivial
for f semismall.

Remark 4.2.2 Let f be as in 3.1 and be semismall. The f,Qx[n] = "H°(f.Qx[n]) so
that Theorem 3.1.1.a holds trivially. This follows from the observation in [3] that r(f) =0
implies that f.Qx|[n] satisfies the conditions of support of Remark 2.4.1. The conditions
of co-support are automatic since f,Qx[n] is self-dual.

Theorem 4.2.3 (a) If r(f) > 0, then r(g) < r(f).
(b) If r(f) =0, then g is small.

Proof. Let Y =Y xPY, s € PV, X, := {z € X | s(z) = 0} be the corresponding hyperplane
section. If (y,s) € ), then the projection p : X — X identifies g~!(y, s) with f~(y) N X,.
Set

V' =A{ly,s)  dim £ (y) = i = dim £~} (y) N1 X}

The point (y,s) € V' if and only if X, contains a top dimensional component of f~1(y).
It is a closed algebraic subset of J*. Set

Yy = {(y,s)| dimf_l(y) =4+ 1and dimf_l(y) N X, =i}
It is an open algebraic subset of J*. We have that
y =y

Since the set of hyperplanes in a projective space containing a given irreducible subvariety
of dimension d is a linear space of codimension at least d+ 1, the definition of r(f) implies
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that dim)" < dimY? 4+ dimP¥ — (i — 1) < r(f) — 2i + dim X + dimPY — (i — 1) =
r(f) — 3t + dim X. It follows that

2% 4+ dimY’ —dimX < r(f)—i, Vi>0.

Since the general hyperplane section does not contain any irreducible component of f~1(y),
we have that dim)"" = dim Y + dimPY < r(f) + —2(i + 1) + dim X + dimP¥ =
r(f) — 14+ —2i + dim X. It follows that

24+ dim)"" —dimX <r(f)—1, Vi>O0.

Suppose that either Y is empty, or dim Y°—dim X < 7(f). Then the first inequality above
is strict for ¢ = 0. Combining it with the second inequality, we get that r(g) < r(f) — 1.

Suppose that Y is not empty and that dim Y° — dim X = r(f). Then r(f) = 0. The two
inequalities above give 7(g) < r(f), hence r(g) = 0. Morever, dimY* — 2i + dim X’ < 0,
Vi > 0 so that g is small. a

Proposition 4.2.4 Let X be nonsingular and 1 be an ample line bundle on X. There
exists mo > 0 such that for every m > mq, having denoted by X" the transversal inter-
section of k general hyperplane sections in |mn|, k > 1 and by fi, : X* — Y the resulting
morphism, we have :

(a) I r(f) = k, then r(fy) < r(f) — k.

(b) If r(f) = 0, then f1 is small.

Proof. Let k = 1. “Hironaka’s principle of counting constants,” as explained in [21], states
that there is mg, m and X' as above such that X' meets every positive dimensional
irreducible component of every fiber of f in a codimension one algebraic subset. One
repeats the proof of Theorem 4.2.3 with the simplification due to the fact that, with
notation analogous to the one in Theorem 4.2.3, yi' =0 by virtue of what above. If
k > 2, then one repeats the argument above k — 1 times keeping in mind that all the
elements of |mny:| are restrictions of elements of |mn)|, for 1 <1 <k, and for m > 0. O

Remark 4.2.5 Proposition 4.2.4 seems insufficient for the purposes of this paper, namely
it seems inadequate to prove the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.1 inductively using

a single well-chosen hyperplane section of X. However, it is used in the proof of Theorem
3.1.3.

4.3 Transversality of the universal hyperplane section

Let P be a projective space, PV be the dual vector space of hyperplanes in P, P :=
{(p,s)] s(p) = 0} C P x PV be the universal hyperplane section; P is nonsingular of
codimension one. The natural projection P — P is smooth.

Let X C P be a quasi-projective variety, X = {(x,s)| s(z) = 0} € X x PV be the
universal hyperplane section (for X).

Let X be a stratification of X with strata S;. We have an induced stratification on
X x PV with strata S; x PV.
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Proposition 4.3.1 The embedding X — X x PV is transversal with respect to the strat-
ification induced by any stratification of X, i.e. the intersection PN (X x PV) = X is
transversal along every stratum S; x PV of X x PV.

Proof. The cartesian diagram

PN(S;xPY) — S xPV — 5
3 U \ o

P — PxPY — P

gives the scheme-theoretic identification P N (S; x PV) = P xp S; which is of pure codi-
mension one in S; x PV and nonsingular since we have the smooth projection onto the
nonsingular 5. a

Remark 4.3.2 By Remark 2.6.2 and Lemma 2.3.3.b:
ICX ~ i*ICXva [—1] ~ i*p/*ICX[d][—l].
4.4 The Weak Lefschetz Theorem for perverse cohomology: the univer-

sal hyperplane section

Let things be as in §4.1.
Let K’ € Perv(X x PY). Later, we shall be interested in the case K’ = p*K]|d] for
K € Perv(X). Apply f] to the triangle
Wi K — K — K A

to get

i K — K Ky

By the right t—exactness of u,, the associated perverse cohomology long exact sequence
gives isomorphisms
Y (gi' K'Y =5 PHUFLKT),  VI>2

and an epimorphism
Y (gi' K'Y — PHY(fIK') — 0.

Similarly, applying f/ >~ fI to the dual triangle
1
K — K —s it K
the left t—exactness of uy gives isomorphisms

PHUAHEK") = PH Y gi* K'), VI >2
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and a monomorphism.

0 — PH Y FIK') — PH Y (gii*K').

We now specialize to the case of K’ = p*K|d], for K perverse on X, self-dual and X-
constructible. Let M := i*K'[—1]. Since, by §4.3, X is transversal to the stratification of
X x PV coming from X, by Lemma 2.3.3.b and Remark 2.4.1 the complex M :=i*K'[—1]
is a self-dual perverse sheaf on X. The self-duality isomorphisms does not play a role in
what follows. Therefore, we shall identify K, K’, and M with their respective Poincaré-
Verdier duals. We have i* K’ = M[1] and 'K’ = M[—1]. Since f.op™* ~ p*o f. and p*[d]
is t-exact, p being smooth and of relative dimension d, we get the following

Proposition 4.4.1 (The Relative Weak Lefschetz Theorem) Let K and M be as above.
Then
P (g M) = p" PHIN (LK), Y=

P PHTTN (LK) > PHT (g M),  Vr < -1,
PHO (g M) — p* PHY(f. K)[d] — O,
0 — p*PH Y (f. K)[d] — PHO(g.M).

We quote the following theorem 5.4.11 from [1]:

Theorem 4.4.2 p*[d] gives an isomorphism of PH™(f.K) with the biggest perverse sub-
sheaf of PH?(g. M) coming from Y, and of PH'(f.K) with the biggest quotient perverse
sheaf of PH°(g.M) coming from'Y.

Remark 4.4.3 The proof of Theorem 4.4.2 in [1] is based on the homological algebra
preliminaries in [1], 4.2.6 which contain some minor, yet confusing, misprints. For pre-
cison’s sake, here is how to correct them. Let F' : A — B be an exact fully faithful
functor of abelian categories. Assume that F' admits left and right adjoints F; and F.
Then the following are equivalent: a) F identifies .4 with a subcategory of B stable by sub-
quotients; b) the natural map B — F(F;(B)) is an epimorphism, for every B € Ob(B);
b') the natual map F(F,.(B)) — B is a monomorphism for every B € Ob(B). If any of
the equivalent conditions is met, then b) gives rise to the notion of biggest quotient of B
coming from A, while b’) gives rise to the notion of biggest sub-object of B coming from
A. Since Perv(Y) is artinian and p*[d] preserves simplicity, by [1], 4.2.6.1, 4.2.6.2 we can
take (Fy, F, F.) = (PH%(p), PH(p*), PH™%(p,)) in the proof of Theorem 4.4.2.
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4.5 Proof of the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.1, except the
semi-simplicity statement for "H°(f.Qx[n])

Let things be as in §4.1 and §4.4. Let 1/ := i*p’™n. It is g—ample.

Proposition 4.5.1 Suppose that " : PH™"(g. M) — PH"(g. M) for all v > 0 and that
PHO (g, M) is semisimple. Then 1" : PH~"(f.K) — PH"(f.K) for r > 0.

Proof. As in the proof of the classical Hard Lefschetz Theorem the crucial case is when
r=1:n: PH Y f.K) — PH'(f.K). We treat directly this case, the other ones being
analogous and easier: the case r = 0 is trivial and, for 7 > 2, one has " =i, o7/ r=1 g g
where ¢* and i, are isomorphisms by the Weak Lefschetz Theorem 4.4.1 and 7/ 1
isomorphism by assumption.

Since p*[d] is fully faithful, 7 is an isomorphism if and only if p"*n[d] : p* PH~ 1 (f. K)[d] —
p*PHY(f.K)[d] is an isomorphism. This map is the composition of the monomorphism
P PHY(fK) ) - PHO(g,M) with the epimorphism PHO(g, M) -5 p*PH(f,K)[d].
Suppose Ker p™*n[d] # 0. The sequence of perverse subsheaves

*Kerp™n[d] C Keri, C PH(g. M)

is an

splits by semi-simplicity and we get direct sum decompositions
Keri, = i*Ker p"*n[d] ® R, PHO (g M) = i*Kerp™*n[d] © R® S.

The restriction of i, to S is an isomorphism with p* PH!(f. K)[d).

The projection PH?(g.M) — i*Kerp™n[d] @ S ~ i*Kerp*n[d] @ p*PH(f.K)[d] is an
epimorphism. The perverse sheaf i*Kerp™n[d] comes from Y and, by Corollary 4.4.2, so
does p*PHY(f.K)[d]. By the maximality statement of Theorem 4.4.2, i*Kerp*n[d] = 0.
This implies: 7 : PH™(f.K) — PH'(f.K) is a monomorphism.

Since K is self-dual, PH!(f.K) ~ DPH~L(f.K). Moreover, PH!(f.K) and PH'(f.K) are
both semisimple. It follows that any monomorphism between them must be an isomor-
phism. O

We can now prove Theorem 3.1.1 parts (a), (b) and (c), except for i = 0, for a map
f:X — Y asin §3.1.

Proposition 4.5.2 Let f : X — Y be a projective map of projective varieties with X
nonsingular of dimension n and assume that Assumption 4.0.5 holds.
Then the statements a) and b) of 3.1.1 hold for f, and c) holds for i # 0.

Proof. We apply the inductive hypothesis 4.0.5 to g : X — Y, which, by §4.3, satisfies
r(g) < r(f). Setting K = Qx[n], we have M = Qx[n+ d — 1]. By the inductive hypothesis
and Remark 3.1.2, we have: 1) n'" is an isomorphism for every r and 2) PH%(g.M) is
semisimple. By Proposition 4.5.1, " is an isomorphism for r» > 0. This proves that Theo-
rem 3.1.1.a holds for f. The well-known Deligne-Lefschetz Criterion for Fs—degeneration
[7] yields Theorem 3.1.1.b for f. The semi-simplicity statement b) for ¢ # 0 follows from
the Weak Lefschetz Theorem, Proposition 4.4.1 and the semi-simplicity of PH%(g,M). O
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5 The Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.3 for H}(X)

Let f: X — Y, nand L be as in §3.1. Recall that we are assuming that Assumption
3.4.2 holds.

By Proposition 4.5.2, we can apply Theorem 3.1.1 to f, except for the semi-simplicity
statement for PHY(f,Qx[n]). It follows that we are free to use the results of §2.10 and
§2.11. In particular, recall Remark 2.10.1.

Note that 7(f) < dim X. If 7(f) > 0, let X*, 1 < k < r(f), be the transversal intersection
of k general hyperplane sections of the linear system 7, fi : X* — Y be the resulting
map.

By Proposition 4.2.4, we can and will assume that 7 is such that if (f) > 0, then r(f;) <
r(f) — k, for every 1 <k < r(f).

5.1 The Weak Lefschetz Theorem for perverse cohomology: hyperplane
sections on X and on Y

The same argument as in the proof of Theorem 4.4.1, using only one hyperplane section,
gives the following

Proposition 5.1.1 Assumptions as in §5. The inclusions X* C X induce natural re-
striction isomorphisms

PHRN(fQx[n]) — PR (frQxkln—K]),  1<k<r >0,
natural restriction splitting monomorphisms
0 — PH*(f.0x[n]) — PHO(frQxk[n —k]), 1<k<m,
natural Gysin splitting isomorphisms
PH!(fruQxnn — k]) — PHF(fQx[n]),  1<k<r 1>0,
and natural Gysin spliiting epimorphisms
PHO(fruQxr[n — K]) — PH*(fiQx([n]) — 0,  1<k<r

The maps induced by L in hypercohomology are compatible with the splitting.
In particular, if, for given h, j and 1 < k < r the map

L HY(X*) — H)P (XP)
is injective (resp. surjective, resp. bijective), then the maps
L H'N(X) — HYY(X), L HPYPR(X) — HPPR (X)),

are injective (resp. surjective, resp. bijective).
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Proof. Left to the reader. a

The following is another kind of Weak Lefschetz Theorem, but for hyperplane sections
onY.

Lemma 5.1.2 LetY be a projective variety, Y1 C Y be a hyperplane section o : Y1 — Y
be the associated closed embedding.
Let P € Ob(DZY). Then the restriction map

H/ (Y, P) — H/ (Y1, o P)

is an isomorphism for j < —2 and injective for j = —1.
If, in addition, P is self-dual (hence also perverse), the natural Gysin map

HY (Y,,a'P) —s H (Y, P)
s an isomorphism for j > 2 and an injection for j = 1.

Proof. Let p be a point and consider the commutative diagram

i % v & vy

Na e by
P.

Note that since Y] is ample and Y is projective, Y \ Y] is an affine variety so that b is

an affine morphism. Apply the functor ¢ to the distinguished triangle $8'P — P —
1

asa* P Q . Using that af ~ b, a =~ ¢, aoa, >~ can >~ a) =~ ay, we obtain thefollowing

distinguished triangle in D(p) : bf*P — ¢, P — a.a*P s Since B*P € Ob(D=°(Y))
and b is affine, by is t—left exact so that H/(p, b3*P) = {0}, Vj < 0.

The first statement follows by taking the associated long exact sequence in hypercohomol-
ogy. The second statement follows by Poincaré-Verdier Duality. a

We need the following easy consequence of Proposition 5.1.1 to prove Theorem 3.1.3.
A more precise statement, Proposition 6.1.1, is true, but its proof requires that we prove
Theorem 3.1.3 first.

Lemma 5.1.3 Assumptions as in §5.
KerL,_y = KerL,_1,<o € HZ;'(X).

Proof. The statement is equivalent to the statement that KerL,_; € H' }(X) is trivial,
for every t > 0. By Proposition 5.1.1, H""!(X) is a direct summand of Hén_t)_(tﬂ)(Xt).
By Remark 3.1.4, applied to X* — Y, L is injective on this latter group, and hence on
H 1 (X) as well by Proposition 5.1.1. 0
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5.2 Proof of Theorem 3.1.3

Proposition 5.2.1 Let things be as in §5. Then Theorem 8.1.8 holds for f, i.e. the cup
product maps L : Hg”b_k(X) — Hg’+b+k(X) are isomorphisms for every k > 0 and
beZ.

Proof. The case b £ 0 follows from the case b = 0 and Proposition 5.1.1.
Let b = 0. The statement is trivial for &k = 0. Let |A| be the very ample linear system on
Y. It defines a closed embedding Y C P.
The points o € |A| correspond to the hyperplanes H, of P. Denote Y7 :=Y N H,, X; :=
f7i(V1) and f o= f) 0 Xp — Y.
By Bertini Theorem, we can choose ¢ so that H, meets all the positive-dimensional strata
S of 9 transversally, avoids Sy and such that X; := f~1(Y N H) is nonsingular.
We have a commutative diagram
Lk:
HH (Y, PHO(f.Qx[n])) = HR(Y, PHO(f.Qx[n]))
Lp T

k-1

H_k—H(Ylv pHO(fU*Q)ﬁ [n - 1])) L‘A Hk_l(Ylv pHO(fl*@)ﬁ [Tl - 1]))7

where p is restriction and, given the fact that PH°(f.Qx/[n]) is self-dual, 7 is the (dual)
Gysin map.

By Lemma 5.1.2, p and v, are isomorphisms for every k& > 2. Since dim f1(X7) < dim f(X),
we apply the inductive hypotheses: by Theorem 3.1.3, applied to f; : X1 — Y7, the map
Lffl_l is an isomorphism. It follows that L* is an isomorphism for k > 2.

We are therefore left with checking that the map

Hy ' (X) 5 Byt (X)

is an isomorphism.

By the self-duality of PH°(f.Qx|[n]), the two spaces have the same dimension, so it is
enough to check that L is injective.

In this case, the bottom horizontal arrow is the identity, p is injective and + is surjective.
By contradiction, assume that there exists 0 # o € KerL C Hy~!(X).

Note that

1) L and ¢ commute, for L is a natural transformation,

2) for j > 0,7/ and ¢ commute when evaluated starting with a class in H=1=2/ (Y, P, 2 C

Hﬁgjl_%(X); see §2.11, especially, Lemma 2.11.1.
3) L preserves the n-decomposition, for it preserves any direct sum decomposition.

We can write a« = 31’ 3;, where, by 3), 8; € H-17%(Y, 7377_2j)) NKerL C H:zlj_%(X). Let
j > 0 be such that 3; # 0.

By 1) and 2), we have n7¢(8;) € H"1(X) N KerL,_;. By Lemma 5.1.3 the last space

equals Hggl(X) NKerL,_;.
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Consider the natural Hodge structure on H"~1(X). Since L is of type (1, 1), all the (p, q)-
components of 7/¢(B;) are in KerL,,_;.

Since 3; # 0, there is a pair (s,t) such that the corresponding component 7’ (p(53;))** €
H2H(X)\ H2~}(X) and we automatically have L 77 (¢(53;))** = 0.

The restriction map r : H" 1(X) — H" (X)) is a map of Hodge structures and maps
KerL, 1 to Ker(Lx, )n—1-

By Lemma 2.10.6.3, the map r is filtered strict and the induced map on the 0—th graded
piece H) 1(X) — Hy (X)) is injective, for it can be identified with p.

It follows that the image of 77 (¢(8;))*" in H"~'(X1) lands in 7/ P%,;(X) as a non-zero
class of pure type (s+ j,t+ j) for the Hodge structure given by Theorem 3.1.13.a applied
to X1. Up to a sign, the form ®F (X)) is a polarization when restricted to anEQj(Xl).
We get

0# . (7 (2(B))*")1x, A (1 (0(B))) D) x, = /X LAY A(e(Bi)™ A (P (e(B)))5F) = 0.

This is a contradiction. O

6 Proof of the Hodge Structure, (1, L)—Decomposition and
Polarization Theorem 3.1.13, except for P

Let f: X — Y, nand L be as in §3.1.

We assume that Assumption 3.4.2 holds.
We have already proved Theorem 3.1.1 for f, except for the semi-simplicity of the perverse
cohomology complex PH(f.Qx[n]); see Proposition 4.5.2. We have proved Theorem 3.1.3
for f; see Proposition 5.2.1. We may use the results in §2.10 and §2.11 for f. In particular,
recall Remark 2.10.1.

In this section we are going to prove Theorem 3.1.13 for f, except for Py).

6.1 The perverse filtration on KerL?®

In this section we exploit the Hard Lefschetz-type results we have obtained so far to show,
using the linear isomorphism given by ¢, that the perverse filtration H lgb(X ) on HY(X) is
given by Hodge sub-structures; see §6.2.

Recall our conventions on Lj in §3.1.4: if s < 0, then we set L®* = 0, otherwise
L; - HY(X) — H(X).

Proposition 6.1.1 Let things be as in §6. Let s > 0 and h € Z. Then

KerLs ), = KerLi <oy € H"(X).
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Proof. The statement is equivalent to the statement that KerL;  , C H;-”rh(X ) is trivial
for every j > s+ h. By Remark 3.1.4, L*: H;LH'h_l(X) — Hﬁ+h_l+2s(X) is injective for
every s < [. In particular, L : H}”h(X) — H;’Jrh”s(X) is injective for every s < j — h.

(]

Let h € Z and consider the vector spaces
Hytoth = H (Y, PH(£.Qx[n]))-

Define
Q;" = Ker L' C g1 1 >0, QF =0, h>0.
Lemma 6.1.2 Let things be as in §6. Let b, h € Z. We have:

Hgl'f‘b-i-h(X) — @Lh-i-ij—h—Qj‘
j=0

Proof. Let h > 0, then Proposition 5.2.1 implies the following Lefschetz primitive decom-
position: ' '
Hgl-l-b—i—h(X) — Lh(@ L]Qb_h_2]).
Jj=>0

Let h < 0. Set 7 = h+ j,i.e. —j = —j' + h. Using that L® := 0 for s < 0, we get:

@Lh-‘,—le)—h—?j _ @ Lj’QZ‘h—%'.

320 3’20

Lemma 6.1.3 Let things be as in §6. For s > 0 and h € Z we have:

KerLs,, =P P L(h—b)—l—ij—(h—b)—2j C @ng-i-h(X).
bez 0<j5<s bez

More precisely,

s — i Ay—(h—0)—2j n n
Kean+h — @ @ L(h b)—l—ij ( )—2j C @ Hb +h(X) C @Hb +h(X).
b<s+h—10<j<s b<s+h—1 bez

Proof. We have

Hn+h(X) ~ @Hgb-i-h — @ @L(h—b)-i-ij—(h—b)—Zj.

bez bez j>0
LSLh_bHQb_(h_b)_2j is trivial if s+h—b+7>h—b+j+j,ie j <s. This implies the

first assertion.
The second one follows from Lemma 6.1.1. O
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Proposition 6.1.4 Let things be as in §6. Let s > 0, h € Z. Then

KerLs, ), =KerL:,, o, C H"™(X),  Vb>s+h—1;

KerLy,p < = < {L" "WKerLh )W Y78 > € H"(X),  Vb<s+h-—1

In particular, the perverse filtration on KerL; , is by pure Hodge sub-structures of weight
n+ h.

Proof. The first statement is Lemma 6.1.1. The inclusion Lh_b*'jKerLZ:l;lfQJile -

KerL; ;, for every 0 < j < s is automatic.

Since L is a filtered map, recalling our convention on the map L°, Lemma 6.1.1 implies
bt h—b+2j+1 .

that L" b+3Kean_h+2]b_2j C KerL;, , (X)), for every 0 < j < s.

This proves that

KerLy,p <p 2 LM "VKer Ll 700, WVbh<s+h—1,70<j<s—1

and
KerLy ) < 2< {L" PHKerLV W4 178 > Wb<s+h—1.

We now prove the reverse inclusion. Fix b < s+ h — 1. The statement is equivalent to the
analogous inclusion for the b’ —th graded pieces of both terms, for every b’ < b. By Lemma
6.1.3, we have

_ h=b'+j —(h=b)=2j +h
KerLfL+h7b/ = @ L J Qb/ g Hgf (X)
0<j<s—1

It is enough to show that
LRy T C L (Ker L Ty, YOS S s L
We have

(h—b)+j h—b+2j+1 _ 7 (h=b)+j (—h42b—25)— (V) +j5' A~ (=h+2b-2j-b")—-25"
L (Kean—h+2b—2j)b' =L @ L Qy :
0<j’'<h—b+2j

To conclude it is sufficient to consider the j'—th summand above for j/ = h — b + 25.
Finally, the last statement follows from the fact that a linear span of Hodge sub-structures,
is a Hodge sub-structure. a

Example 6.1.5 The linear span of Theorem 3.1.13.b is not a direct sum. Consider
KerLd o =<KerL} , LKerL, , >C HZ_}(X)

We have that gp(LQ:%) C KerL2_, N LKerL} _,. However, note that this failure occurs
inside KerL3 , __,, so that it does not show-up in H"3(X).
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Remark 6.1.6 On the graded pieces we have a direct sum decomposition

KerLy iy, = @ L7"WKeLy D50, € HPPMX),  Vb<s+h-1,
j=0,s—1
as can be seen from the same argument used in the proof of Proposition 6.1.4, using the
Lefschetz direct sum decomposition of Lemma 6.1.2

HPH (X)) = @ LM Ker Ly T,
J=0

6.2 Proof of Theorem 3.1.13.a: the Hodge structure on H;™(X)
Proposition 6.2.1 Let Things be as in §6. Then Theorem 3.1.15.a holds for f.

Proof. Given h € Z, there is a positive integer s’, e.g. s’ = n + 1, such that KerLfL'Jrh =
H""(X) so that, by Theorem 3.1.13.b, Hg;’h(X) = KerLfL/Jrh’Sb is a Hodge sub-structure
of H"""(X). This proves the first statement. The statement pertaining Hj"""(X) follows
by endowing this space of the natural quotient Hodge structure, which is independent of
the choice of s’. O

6.3 Proof of Theorem 3.1.13.b: the (1, L)—decomposition of H"™"(X)

Let ¢ > 0. The map of Hodge structures L' : H"t"(X) — H""h2(X), is com-
patible with the perverse filtration, hence the induced maps on the graded pieces L' :
Hg”rh(X) — Hg”h”t(X) are maps of Hodge structures.

By Lemma 2.11.1, the map of Hodge structures n' : H"™"(X) — H"*'*+2(X) in-
duces maps of Hodge structures n' : Hggh(X) — Hg’f;;%(X) and 0t : H™M(X) —

ht2
HE(X), |
Let b > 0. Lemma 2.11.1 implies that, for every 0 < ¥ < b, the maps 7" : Hf;’h(X) —
H fﬂ:;%,zb,(X ) are injective and in fact isomorphisms for &' = b. They are also compatible

with the direct sum decomposition induced by 7 in the sense specified by Lemma 2.11.1.
Theorem 3.1.3 is valid for any direct summand of any direct sum decomposition of any of
the PH!(f.Qx[n]). In particular, it holds for the terms 73,7_l = Kery'*! C PH7Y(f.Qx[n]),
[ > 0. Define

P = Ker I c w7 (v, Py ) = OV (v, Py € HY (X,

for i > 0 and j* > 0, and P__gl = {0} otherwise. Set n°* = L® = 0 for s < 0. Recalling
Lemma 2.11.1, we have

. 9
Hgl-i—b-i—h(X) — @@nb+z Lh—l—] P—b—22i]'
j>01:>0

We call what above the (1, L)—decomposition of Hy ™™ (X).
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Remark 6.3.1 Consider nit! : H";77/(X) — H;' ST2(X). By Lemma 2.11.1 and the
decomposition above

P~J = Kerp™ NKerL/*', i, j >0.
Note that the elements of @(Kern”l) @(H*(Y,P~")) are not necessarily primitive with
respect to 1. They merely satisfy n'™!(p(Kerni*t!)) C Hg;ﬁHz(X).

Remark 6.3.2 Let b < 0 and b+ h < 0. The bilinear form <I>"+b+h restricted to the
summand 7*+¢ Lh+J P_h_2j C HH(X), corresponds to the bilinear form &, %52/
on the summand P—)'7 C H", ", 27"%(X).

More precisely, let o = n?T' LMo/, g = pbHLAIB". If h < 0, then the two forms are
identical. If h > 0, then we have, having set o/ = n’*'Lio” and ' = P LIB" (cf.
Defintion 3.1.7) :

(IDZL-HH—h(a,,B) — /n—b A Lh A (Ljnb—',-ia//) A (Ljnb+i5,/) _
/nb+2i /\Lh+2j Ao /\B// _ (I)yi;fgfi_h_%(aﬂ,ﬂu).

Proposition 6.3.3 Let things be as in §6. Then Theorem 3.1.13.b holds for f.

Proof. We may assume b+ ¢ > 0 and h + j > 0, for otherwise the corresponding direct
summand is trivial. We have the maps of Hodge structures
htj h—2j—b—2i h—b—2i
L :Hnb bl (X)) — HITH(X),
77 Hﬁz—hzlb 22(X) N Hgl+b+h(X),
Lj+1 . HgL+b+h(X) N H;’L+b+h+2j+2(X),

b+h b+h
i Hg” X)) — Hgfzziz”z”(X)-

The equality
nPti it P_bh 2? Ker ™' nKer L' N Imn N Im L7

presents the left hand side as a Hodge sub-structure of Hy ™" (X).
The prove the orthogonality statement we must show that if either ¢ # 4, or j # 4/, then
the two summands n?t? L+ P__gl__;ij and nbti Lt P__Ifl__;i? are orthogonal with respect
to q)n—l—b-l-h

b bih bih
If b > 0, then the form @Z‘Jr " is computed using oy " on the corresponding spaces
,'72' Lhti Pb_—h2;2j and 7772’ Lhts’ Pb_—h2;/2jl‘
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It follows that we may assume that b < 0. By Remark 6.3.2, we may also assume that
h < 0. Let us assume that ¢ > i. The case when j’ > j being analogous, with the role of
n played by L. Since 1o = 0, we have

/Xn—b ALMA (P LRI o) A (g L )

:/ () A L0 A gL A L2205 A g — 0,
X

O

6.4 Proof of Theorem 3.1.13.c: the polarization on nb“Lh*jP__bh__ﬁj # P
Let things be as in §6.

Lemma 6.4.1 Let Z —25 X be a smooth subvariety of dimensionn—=k, g = foj: Z —Y
be the induced map. Assume that Theorem 8.1.1.b and Theorem 3.1.18.a hold for g.
(a) For every b and h in Z, the natural restriction map, stemming from rz : Qx[n] —
JxJ*Qx [n]a

Hy™MX) — Hy(Z)

18 a map of Hodge structures coinciding with the map induced on the h—th hypercohomology
groups by PH"(f.(rz))[-0].

(b) Letb < 0 and Z = X~ be the complete transversal intersection of (—b) general sections
of n. Then the natural restiction map

Py s HPPM(X) — HITh(X Y

is an injective map of Hodge structures. If h < 0, then ry—» exhibits th(X) as a Hodge
sub-structure of PR(X ).

(c) Let b=0, h <0 and Z = X1 = f~1(Y1), where Y7 is a general section of A, transver-
sal to the strata of Y. Then, for every b € Z, the natural restriction map HZZ’,h(X) —

Hg;’,}frl(Xl) factors through ngr,h(Xl) and hence defines an injectve map of Hodge struc-

tures
rx,  Hy (X)) — Hy™(X0)

exhibiting PP(X) as a Hodge sub-structure of Pi1(Xy).
Proof. (a) We apply the functors (Pr<y_1, PT<p, PH’(—)[b]) to the map f.(rz) : f.Qx[n]

— 9.Qz[n — k][k]. Taking hypercohomology we get a commutative diagram of short exact
sequences

0o —s Hg;fl(X) — th(X) — HMMX) — 0
l { l

0 — HYMN (Z2) — HY(2) — HINN(Z) — o
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where the two left vertical restriction arrows are maps of Hodge structures: by Proposition
6.2.1 applied to f, by the hypothesis that Theorem 3.1.13.a holds for g and by the fact
that the restriction maps H'(X) — H'(Z) are maps of Hodge structures. It follows that
so is the third which is also simultaneosuly exhibited as the map induced on the graded
object and as the map H"(PH®(f.(rz))[-0]).

(b) It follows from (a) and Lemma 5.1.1. The fact that P/*(X) maps to P(X ) can be
shown as follows. Let [ > 0 and I’ > 0 and Z = X! be the transversal complete intersection
of | general sections of 7. The map f, (7)) : f,Qx[n] — f.Qx[n + 21 + 21'] factorizes as

)
ﬁmek—+%Qmm—ﬂmgj¥ 9:Qxi[n — N2 — f.Qx[n + 20 + 2],

The statement follows from applying the functors H*(PH?(—)) to the factorization above
when | = —band I’ =1 (cf. §5.2).

(c) Tt follows from (a), 2.10.6.2 and Lemma 5.1.2. The fact that Pl*(X) maps to P27 (X;)
follows from the fact that L™" = v o L[Xhl_l o p, where 7 is an isomorphism in the range
we are using it; see the diagram in §5.2. O

Remark 6.4.2 The summand n®+?Lh+J P__Ifl__;ij C ng+b+h (X) is not trivial only if b+14 >
0and h4+ 7 > 0. Since ¢ > 0 and j > 0, if (h+ 2j,b + 2¢) = 0, then (4,5) = (0,0) and
(h,b) = (0,0). Le. the only summand with (h + 2j,b + 2i) = (0,0) is P C H}(X).

Proposition 6.4.3 Let things be as in §6. Then Theorem 3.1.15.c holds for the direct
summands T LTI P__Ifl__;i] + Py.

Proof. We must show that the bilinear forms

(n—h—b—2i—25)((n—h—b—2i—2j)+1)
(_1) 5 <I>£L+b+h

restricted to the direct summand nb+? L7 P__gl__zzij C H}™"(X) are a polarization of the
Hodge structure for every (h+2j,b+2i) # (0,0), i.e. for every summand except, possibly,
for P C H}(X).

Let X! be the transversal intersection of [ general sections of 7. Let Xll, = X'n YY)
be the preimage of the complete intersection of I’ general sections of A meeting the strata
of Y transversally. Then, for every b and h in Z

SpHEh (L o LT g) = @™ YRR (o, ).

By Lemma 6.4.1, we have, using the natural restriction maps, inclusions of Hodge struc-
tures
—h—2j —h—2j [ 1 b+2i 0/ vb+2i
P50 C By TH(XUT) € R (X313))-
We have

@ﬁ;ﬁgih_%_% (o, B) = / 77b+2i ANLE AN A= Lh+2j‘Xb+2i N ajxvrai A B xora
X

Xb+2i
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n—b—h—2i—2j(

= /XH% O xb2i A B‘XbJrZi =@, O xb2i ,5|Xb+2i ).

A%y h+2j h+2j h+2j h+27

Note that dim X ;’Li%; =n—0b— h — 2i — 2j. The statement follows from the fact that
(dim X121 _py25)(dim XPT2P_pq2i41) 3 3 o o o .. i

(—1) 3 ’ 3 bmh—2i=2j (Xgi%g) is a polarization of P(?(Xzigg) by

induction. Here we have used the fact that at least one of the two quantities h+2j and b+2i
is non-zero, and hence positive. Since we have the inclusion of Hodge structures above,
the conclusion follows from the fact that then a polarization restricts to a polarization. O

7 The space W C H"(X), its approximability and the polar-
ization of P}
Let f: X — Y, nand L be as in §3.1.
We assume that Assumption 3.4.2 holds.

We have proved Theorem 3.1.1 for f, except for the semi-simplicity of PH?(f.Qx[n]);
see Proposition 4.5.2. We have proved Theorem 3.1.3 for f; see Proposition 5.2.1. We
may use the results in §2.10 and §2.11 for f. In particular, recall Remark 2.10.1. We have
proved Theorem 3.1.13 for f, except for the polarization statement for Py; see §6.

In this section we are going to complete the proof of Theorem 3.1.13 for f, by polarizing
P{. In this section we consider cohomology with real coefficients.

Let € > 0 be a real number. Define
We := Ker(en + L) C H"(X).

The spaces W, are Hodge sub-structures. By the classical Hard Lefschetz Theorem,
dim W, = b,, — b,,_9, where b; are the Betti numbers of X. Define

W = lim W,
e—0

where the limit is taken in the Grassmannian G (b, —b,,—2, H"(X)). The space W C H"(X)
is a real Hodge sub-structure for that is a closed condition.

The main goal of this section is to characterize the subspace W in terms of 1 and L.

7.1 The space nKerL, o C H"(X)

Let V C H"(X) be a subspace and denote by V= the orthogonal to V with respect to the
Poincaré pairing [y a A f on H"(X).

Lemma 7.1.1

nKer L, o N (N (' KerLi_5)Y) = (nKer L, _9)<_x C HZ_ (X)), Vk > 1.

n—21
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More precisely:

(nKer L,_2)<_p =nL* KerLffé(kH) Vk > 0.

Proof. By Lemma 6.1.1 and Lemma 2.11.1: n*KerL!_,, = (n‘KerL{,_,.)<;—1, for every
1 > 1.
By Theorem 3.1.13.b for f, we have, compatibly with the perverse filtration:

nKerL, o= cp(@ @Uj L’ P—_ls)—zj)v
b>0 j>1

n' KerL:,_o; = o @ (7' KerL;, _5,); @772 ' —(2 1)) J)
t<i—1 j=21

We prove the first statement by induction on k£ > 1. The induction step is proved in the
same way as the case k = 1 that starts the induction. Therefore, we may assume that we
have proved the statement for k and we argue as follows for k£ 4+ 1. By Lemma 2.9.1, the
Poincaré pairing induces the bilinear forms <, >9: H", (X) x H}(X) — Q.

It is enough to show that given 0 # a € (nKerL,—2) r = p(D;>4 W LF P__,f_Qj), the linear
form < a, — >9 is not identically zero on (n**! Kean+2(k+1))k o(D;>1 n" an__]f_%).
If j # 4/, then Lemma 2.9. 1 Lemma 2.11.1 and the definition of the spaces P; imply
that <, >0: 9/ Lk P_ _9; X n* 77 'PF g2y — Qs identically zero. It follows that we may
assume that 0 # a € 7/ LkP k—2j-

By Remark 3.1.9, the pairing <, >9: LF P__ 9 X n* n ip—k g2y —— Qs identified with
@ﬁ;i’;}zj on P__,f_Qj which, by Theorem 3.1.13.c for f, is a polarization and hence nonde-
generate. The first statement follows.

The second statement is equivalent to the same statement on the graded pieces. This, in
turn, is a consequence of Lemma 6.1.3 and the (1, L)—decomposition of §6.3. O

7.2 The space W
Lemma 7.2.1

W = KerL, N (Niz1(n'KerL)*) = o(P L' P}).
b>0

In particular,

Wo = Weo/We_y = PP.
Proof. We show that ' '

W, C ﬂizl(n’KerL’)L.

It is enough to show the inclusion in each member of the right-hand-side. Let u. € W, i.e.
nue = —€ ' Luc.. We have n'ue = (—e 1) Liu. Let A\ € H" 2/(X) be such that L'\ = 0.
We have [y ue An'A = (—1)? [y ue A L'A = 0 and the wanted inclusion follows.
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It follows that W C Nj;>1(n'KerLi)L.
We show that
W C KerL,,.

Let W 3 u = lim¢_,0 ue, with u, € W.. We have Lu = lim._,¢ Lue = lim._,o(—enue) = 0.
We have shown that ' '
W C KerL, N (N;>1(n'KerLY)1).

By Lemma 7.1.1, N;>1 (nKer L))+ N nKerL, o = {0}.
It follows that
W NnnKerL,_o = {0}.

By counting dimensions, the internal direct sum W @ nKerL,,_s = KerL,,. On the other
hand, we also have an internal direct sum (KerL,N(N;>1(n'KerL)1))@nKer L,,_s C KerL,
and this implies that the inclusion W C KerL,, N (N;>1(n'KerL?)1) is in fact an equality.

To show the last equality it is enough to show that

p(PrL'r)ycw
b>0

In fact, the two spaces have the same dimension since KerL,, _, = LbP__Is7 @ (nKerLy—2)_p.
Let o € LPP7). Since Lyp(a) = p(La) = 0, we need to check that ¢(a) € (n'KerL!)*,
Vi > 0.

Since, by Lemma 6.1.1, KerL? C HZ:%il(X), it is enough to show that, for every b > 0,

n—21
for every a_p € LbP__lf’, we have that [y ¢(a_p) An' AX = 0, for every i > 1, for every
AeHZ ;i (X).
We deal separately with the two cases i < b and i > b.
Let i <b. We have [y o(a_p) A" AX= [y 7' Ap(a_p) AX with np(a_y) € Hfﬁ’m(X)
Since (—b+ 2i) + (—i — 1) < 0 the product above is zero by Lemma 2.9.1.
Let i > b. By Lemma 2.11.1, we have that n'p(a_p) € H% (X)) so that [y 7' A p(a_p) A X

= 0 again by Lemma 2.9.1. a

n(n+1)

7.3 (—1)" 2 @} is a polarization of P}

Lemma 7.3.1 The bilinear form <, >§ on H{(X) induced by the Poincaré pairing on
H"(X) coincides with ®f is non-degenerate.
In particular, it is non-degenerate when restricted to Fj.

Proof. The two forms coincide by Remark 3.1.12. The form <, > is identified with the
form <, >H8Ln via Remark 2.10.1. This last form is non-degenerate by Proposition 2.10.3.
The second statement follows from the orthogonality statement of Theorem 3.1.13.b for

I O

n(n+1)

Theorem 7.3.2 The Poincaré pairing on H"(X) induces the polarization (—1)~ z  ®f
on P = (W N HZy(X))/(WNHZ_(X)).
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Proof. The form ®F on H{(X) is induced by the Poincaré pairing by definition. It is
non-degenerate when restricted to P by Lemma 7.3.1.
n(n+1)

By the classical Hard Lefschetz Theorem the Poincaré pairing multiplied by (—1)~ 2  is
a polarization of W, for every e > 0.

n(n+1)
It follows that (—1)~ 2z [, — A C(—) is semipositive definite when restricted to W.

n(n+1)
It follows that (—1) > ®%(—,C(—)) is semipositive definite on P{. Since C is an iso-

n+1)
morphism and ®f is non-degenerate, (—1)~ 2z  ®{(—,C(—)) is in fact positive definite,
n(n+1)

ie. (—1)" 2  ®F is a polarization of Py). O

n(

8 The Semi-simplicity Theorem 3.1.1.c for "H°(f.ax[n]).

Let f: X — Y, nand L be as in §3.1.

We assume that Assumption 3.4.2 holds. We have proved Theorem 3.1.1, i.e. the
Relative Hard Lefschetz, Decomposition and Semi-simplicity Theorems for f, except for
the semi-simplicity of PHY(f.Qx/[n]); see Proposition 4.5.2. We have proved the Hard
Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.3 for for the perverse cohomology groups associated with f; see
Proposition 5.2.1. We may use the results in §2.10 and §2.11 for f. In particular, recall
Remark 2.10.1. We have proved the Hodge Structure, the (7, L)—Decomposition and
Polarization Theorem 3.1.13 for f; see §6 and Theorem 7.3.2.

In this section we prove that PHO(f.Qx[n]) is semi-simple, i.e. we establish the re-
maining case i = 0 of Theorem 3.1.1.c for f, thus completing the proof of Theorems 3.1.1,
3.1.3 and 3.1.13.

8.1 The intersection form on the fibers of the map f: X — Y.

In this section we introduce the intersection form on the fibers of the map f. We could
not find a reference serving the needs of the present paper.

Let Z be an algebraic set, ¢ : Z — pt be the constant map. We have wy =~ c!@pt.
Define the Borel-Moore homology groups with rational coefficients of Z as H lBM (Z) =
]I-]I_l(Z7 wz). Let i : Z — W be a map of algebraic sets. If i is proper, then the natural
adjunction map, the identification 4, ~ 4, and the isomorphism, wy =~ i'wy, give the map
ixwz — ww. The resulting maps in hypercohomology i, : HPM(Z) — HPM (W) are
the usual proper-push-forward maps. If ¢ is an open immersion, then using the natural ad-
junction map and the identification i* ~ i', we get a map wyy — i,wz whose counterparts
is hypercohomology are the restriction to an open set maps HPM (W) — HPM (Z).

Let y € Y and i : f~!(y) — X. Using the isomorphism wx[-n] ~ Qx[n], we get a
natural sequence of maps

i!wffl(y)[—n] — WX[_TL] ~ Qx [’I’L] — Z.*fol(y) [’I’L]
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where the first and third map are each other’s dual. Taking (—I!)—hypercohomology we
get maps
HPH () — HEN(X) =~ H*I(X) — H' (7 ().

The resulting pairing
HPMN (71 () x Hot(F7' () — Q
is called the refined intersection form on f~!(y) C X. Note that we may replace X by

any euclidean open neighborhood of f~!(y). Geometrically, it corresponds to intersecting
locally finite cycles supported on f~!(y) with finite cycles of complementary dimension in
X supported on f~1(y).

So far we have not used that f is assumed to be proper. In what follows, the properness
assumption is used for the canonical identification HPM (f~1(y)) ~ H;(f~!(y)) and for
base-change identifications.

The cartesian diagram

iy — X
e o |f
Y = Y
and the associated isomorphisms
o fo~ D*, Al f, ~ B,
give rise to a sequence of maps:
a;a!f*wx[—n] — f*wX[_n] ~ Qx [n] — a*a*f*QX [n]

which, after taking hypercohomology, give the refined intersection form on f~!(y). Note
that the first and last map are the natural adjunction morphisms and that they are each
other’s dual.

Remark 8.1.1 The point of this construction is the following. We want to apply Lemma
2.7.1, so that we are interested in the map ao'f.Qx[n] — f.Qx[n]. The map that
arises geometrically, instead, is cya' fuwx[—n] — fiwx[—n]. On the other hand, we have,
using the fact that aya' — Id is a natural transformation of additive functors and the
isomorphism wx[—n] ~ Qx|[n]:

o fiwx[-n] —  fuwx[-n]
d~ a 4~
ma' f,Qx[n]  —  f.Qxn).

This, in turn, implies that the two horizontal maps are equivalent so that we can check
the hypotheses of Lemma 2.7.1 on the top one.

We need to make explicit the role played by the perverse and induced graded filtrations
in the refined intersection form.

Since fuwx[—n] ~ f.Qx[n], HEY (f~(y)) is naturally filtered by the induced graded
filtration compatibly with the natural maps. More precisely:
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Lemma 8.1.2 Let U CY be an euclidean open neighborhood of y € Y, U' = f~1(U). The
natural maps from HEM(f71(y)) to H"Y(U"), H"'(X) and H"'(f~'(y)) are filtered
strict.

For every b € Z:

H2MN () = H2N (), HED(F () = {0}
In particular, the maps induced on the graded spaces
HP% (FH () — H ()
are trivial for every a # b.

Proof. For the first statement see Remark 2.10.4 and 2.10.5.
The third statement follows immediately from the second one. To prove the first statement,
it is enough to show that

H' (Y, me PHY(f.Qx[n][<1])) = {0},  VI>b
and
H' (Y, oo PHY (f.Qx [n])[-1]) = {0},  VI<b.

This follows from the conditions of co-support and support, respectively, for a perverse
sheaf, tested at the point y. See Remark 2.4.1. a

Remark 8.1.3 We shall show in Theorem 8.4.1 that the intersection product induces
isomorphisms Hf_]\g’b(f_l(y)) ~ Hg”b(f_l(y)) .

8.2 The induction on the strata: reduction to S,.

We introduce the stratification with which we shall work. Let F' € Ob(D(X)). The
typical example will be Qx[n]. We fix once and for all X and ) finite algebraic Whitney
stratifications for f such that F'is X—cc. By §2.2 and §2.4, f,F and all of its perverse
cohomology complexes PHI(f.F), Vj € Z, are Y-cc.

We employ the notation in §2.1. Let 0 < s < d. Denote by

S, 25U, 2 Uy

the corresponding closed and open embeddings.

The stratification ) induces a stratification 9y, on Uy and the trivial one, 9g,, on S;.
The maps o, and [, are stratified with respect to these stratifications.

Let G be 9—cc, e.g. G = f,F or G = PHI(f,F), | € Z. Then oG is Yg,—cc and SiG is
Yu, 4, —cc.
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Let G € Ob(D(Us)) be Y9y, —cc. By §2.2 (see also Lemma 2.3.2) all terms of the distin-
guished attaching triangle

105G — G — B,,8,°G L

are Yy, —cc and the maps induced at the level of cohomology sheaves are, when restricted
to the strata S;, [ > s, maps of local systems and have locally constant rank on Sj, VI > s.
Let n := dim X, m := dim f(X), The stratum S, has a unique connected component S
contained in the open subset of f(X) over which f is smooth.

Clearly, all the complexes we shall be interested in have support contained in f(X). In
addition, depending on whether they are defined on Y, U; or S;, they are either 9)-cc,

Yy, —cc, or Yg, —cc.

Remark 8.2.1 By Lemma 2.4.3, V0 < s < m,

ij(f*QX [n])|Us = T> mT<—s pH](f*QX [n])|Us
The sheaf H™5(PH7(f.Qx[n])|u,) is a local system on S.

Let fs: Ul := f~1(Us) — U be the corresponding maps. Note that U, = (), Vs > m. We
have natural restriction isomorphisms

I (f.Qx[n]jp,) = PH (fo.Quz [n).

Recall that, if P € Perv(Uss1), then B, P ~ 7<_s_1P € Perv(Us). See [1] 2.1.11.
In this set-up, Deligne’s Theorem [7] can be re-formulated in terms of the existence of an
isomorphism

fm*@Um @ PH fm*@Ufn ])[_j]

where PHI( Jm«Quy [n]) is supported, as a complex on U,,, precisely on Sy and is there
isomorphic to (Rn_m+jfm*Qf—l(Sf))[m].

Remark 8.2.2 The local systems R"~™*J JmsQu: on Sy are semi-simple by Deligne

Semi-simplicity Theorem 2.12.5. In particular, the complexes PHJ( Jm«Quz, [n]) are semi-
simple in Perv(U,,).

The following Lemma essentially reduces the proof of the missing part of the Decom-
position Theorem to the local criterion of Lemma 8.2.3.b. To prove that the local criterion
is met we reduce it to a global property of projective maps, Theorem 7.3.2.

Lemma 8.2.3 (a) For every (j,s) # (0,0) we have a canonical isomorphism in Perv(Us):

PHI(f.Qx[n)) v, = Baw (PH (fQx [n])u,.,) & H ™ (PH (f.Qx[n])u,)s],
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where the projection to the first summand is the necessarily unique lifting of truncation and
the projection to the second summand is the natural map stemming from Remark 8.2.1.

(b) For (j,s) = (0,0)
PHO(f.Qx[n]) = Bow (PHO(f.Qx[n])u,) © HO(PHO(f.Qx[n]))[0]
if and only if the natural map of dual skyscaper sheaves (cf. §2.8)
H(agia0" PHO(£.Qx[n])) — ao.a0*HO(PHO(f.Qx[n]))
is an isomorphism.

Proof. (a) The perverse sheaf PH7(f.Qx|[n]) is semi-simple for j # 0 by Theorem 3.1.1.c
for f. We apply Lemma 2.7.1 whose hypotheses are met in view of Remark 2.7.2
Let j = 0. PHY(f.Qx|[n]) is self-dual by Poincaré-Verdier duality. By Remark 2.7.2, it is
enough to check that the splitting criterion of Lemma 2.7.1 holds for 1 < s < m. In the
case s = m, PHO(f.Qx [n])|17,,, is a shifted local system and there is nothing to prove. Let
1<s<m-—1. Let Ys CY be the complete intersection of s hyperplane sections chosen
so that 1) it meets every connected component of the pure and positive dimensional S
transversally at a finite set 7' and 2) X, := f~1(Y;) is a nonsingular variety. See Remark
2.1.1. We obtain a projective morphism f; : Xy, — Y;. We have dim X > dim X, and we
can apply our inductive hypotheses: Theorem 3.1.1.b and ¢ hold and PH°(f,,Qx,[n — s])
is semi-simple. By Lemma 2.10.6.2: PH°(f,,Qx,[n — s]) ~ PH°(f.Qx[n])|v,[—s].
The semi-simplicity of PH(fs,Qx,[n — s]) implies, via Remark 2.7.2, that the conditions
for the splitting criterion for PH(fs,Qx,[n — s]) of Lemma 2.7.1 are met at every point
of T" which is a subset of the set of zero-dimensional strata for f,.
By Lemma 2.3.2, we have that the splitting condition for PH%(f.Qx[n])|y, is met as well.
b) Since we have the result for Uy, the statement is a mere re-formulation of Lemma 2.7.1.
O

8.3 The local system H~*(a!"H°(f.Qx[n])) on S,

We need the following result.

Lemma 8.3.1 Let Z be an affine algebraic variety, Q € D=0(Z), i.e. dim supp(H(Q)) <
—i. Let a: ¥ — Y be the closed embedding of the possibly empty support of H°(Q).
Then the natural restriction map below is surjective

H(Z,Q) — H°(Z, a,a* Q).

Proof. We have the two spectral sequences E5(Q) = HP(Z,HI(Q)) = HPTI(Z,Q),
EP(a,a*Q) = HP(Z, HY(aa*Q)) = HPTI(Z, a.a*Q).

The natural adjunction map a : @ — a,a*@ induces a map of spectral sequences
E.(Q) — E.(aa*Q).
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Note that dim ¥ < 0. The assumptions on @ imply that EY?(a,.a*Q) = 0 if either p # 0,
or ¢ > 0 so that Ey(a,a*Q) = Ex(axa*Q). In particular, HY(Z, a,a*Q) = EX(a,a*Q) =
E(aa*Q).

Since Q € D=(Z), Q is 3—cc with respect to some stratification 3 of Z, suppHI(Q) is
a closed affine subset of Z of dimension at most —¢q. The theorem on the cohomological
dimension of affine sets with respect to constructible sheaves, [18], Theorem 10.3.8, implies
that E5?(Q) = 0 for every p+ q > 0.

We have E5Y(Q) = F?4(Q) = 0 if either p < 0 or p+ ¢ > 0.

It follows that we have the surjection

H°(Z,Q) — E%®(Q) = EX(a,0*Q) = H'(Z, a.a™Q).
O

In what follows, by the conditions of support for perverse sheaves, suppH®(PH?(f.Qx[n]))
is either empty, or a finite set of points. In the first case, Proposition 8.3.2 is trivial.

Proposition 8.3.2 Let b € Z and « be the closed embedding into X of the zero-dimen-
sional set suppH°(PH(f.Qx[n])) = {y1,- -, yr}. The restriction map

Hy ™ (X) = HO(Y, PH"(£.Qx [n])) — HO(Y, ana PH(fQx[n])) = €D HP(f ' (wi)

i=1,,r

18 surjective.
Dually, the cycle map

@ Hf%,—b(f_l(yi)) — H"'(X)
i=1,r
18 injective.
Proof. Let U C Y be an affine open set such that suppH°(PH(f.Qx[n])) € U’ and
U= f~YU).

We look at the commutative diagram

H"'H’(X) i> H"'H’(U/) i) H”+b(f_1(y))
4 4 4
HEY(X) 2= HE(U) = HE ()
Iy 1 p2 1 p3
HP(X) L, HP(UY) Lo, H (1 (y))
e Ll 1%

HO(Y, PHY (f.Qx[n])) — HO(U, PH'(f.Qx[n]))) — H (awa*PHY(f.Qx[n])).

where the vertical maps pointing up are the natural injections, the quotient maps p; are
surjective and the vertical maps on the bottom row are the identifications of Remark
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2.10.1. In view of the existing splitting ¢, the maps A and B are strict with respect
to the perverse filtrations on H"T*(X), H"*(U) and the induced graded filtration on
H"(f~(y)). See Remark 2.10.5.

By Lemma 8.3.1, By is surjective.

This implies that By, o py = p3 o By, is surjective.

By Deligne’s Theory of Mixed Hodge Structures, [10], Proposition 8.2.6, ImBo A = ImB.
By the strictness with respect to the perverse and to the induced graded filtration, we
infer that ImB<j 0 A<;, = ImB<,

It follows that p3 o B<p o A<p = (Bp 0 Ap) o py is surjective and so is By o Ay, i.e. we have
proved the wanted surjectivity. a

8.4 PHY(f.Qx[n]) is a direct sum of intersection cohomology complexes

In this section we prove Theorem 8.4.3, i.e. an important step towards the semi-simplicity
of PH(f.Qx|[n]). A key ingredient is Theorem 8.4.1, which is concerned with the Hodge-
theoretic properties of the refined intersection product Hf_]\g[,b( fy) — H g”b( )
introduced in §8.1. Together with Lemma 8.1.2, this theorem gives complete information
on the structure of the refined intersection form on the fibers of f.

Theorem 8.4.1 Letbe Z, yeY.

(a) The natural class map cly : Hfi‘{ib(f_l(y)) — HP(X) is injective.

(b) The image, which by (a) will be identified with Hf_]\éb(f_l(y)), lies inside H™°(X) N
KerL as a Hodge sub-structure compatibly with the (n, L)—decomposition, i.e.

Hf—]\g,b(f_l(y)) = @ Hf%,b(f_l(y)) NPy C @776+ipgb—2i = H*"(X) N KerL.
i>0 >0

(n+b—2i) (n+b—2i+1)
2

(¢) The form (—1) P is a polarization of Hf_]\fib(f_l(y)) NnP+HpPo, .
(d) The restriction of 0 to Hf_l‘ﬁb(f_l(y)) is non-degenerate. In particular, the natural

map Hf_l‘ﬁb(f_l(y)) — H(f~(y)) is an isomorphism.

Proof. (a) is the dual statement in Proposition 8.3.2. If y ¢ suppH’(PH’(f.Qx][n])), then
Hf%7b(f_l(y)) = 0 and the statements are trivial.

(b) The class map cl : HBM(f~1(y)) — H"**(X) is a map of mixed Hodge structures
so that the image is a pure Hodge sub-structure of H"*?(X). Lemma 8.1.2 implies that
HBM(f=1(y)) = HEM _,(f~1(y)). Since cl is filtered strict with respect to the perverse
and to the induced graﬁed filtration (cf. Remark 2.10.5), we have, by Theorem 3.1.13.a,
inclusions of Hodge structures Im(cl) € H%*(X) € H™*(X). Tt follows that the induced
map on graded spaces clp : Hf%7b(f_l(y)) — H;H'b(X) has as image a Hodge sub-
structure.

Since supp e’ £,Qx[n] C y, the image of ¢l image lands inside KerL, for one can find a

hyperplane section of Y avoiding y.
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The compatibility with the direct sum decomposition with respect to n given by Theorem
3.1.1.a.b for f follows from the additivity of e

(c) By Theorem 3.1.13.c for f, the direct summands of Im ¢l are <I>”+b orthogonal and
@"H’ induces a polarization on each direct summand since Im ¢l is a Hodge sub-structure
of H”+b( ) by part (b).

(d) Tt follows immediately from part (c). O

The proof of Theorem 8.4.3 requires only the case b = 0 of Theorem 8.4.1. Consider
the natural adjunction map

A ad PHO(f,Qx([n]) — PHO(f.Qx[n]).
Proposition 8.4.2 The map
HO(A)y : HO (! PHO(£.Qx[n]))y — HO(PHO(f.Qx[n])y
is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let
A oo PHO (fuwx [—n)) — PHO (fawx[—n))

be the natural adjunction map. In view of Remark 8.1.1, the statement to be proved is
equivalent to the analogous statement for the map H%(A’ )y- Consider the composition

I ad PHO (fawx[—n]) — PHO(fiwx[—n]) ~ PHO(f,.Qx[n]) — ano PHO(£.Qx[n)).

By the self-duality of I, the domain and target of H°(A’ )y have the same rank. The
linear map H°(I), is the refined intersection form Hfé\/[(f_l(y) — H(f~(y)) which is
an isomorphism by Theorem 8.4.1. This implies that H°(A4’), is injective and hence an
isomorphism. a

Theorem 8.4.3 There are canonical isomorphisms in Perv(Y) for every b :

dimY
PHY(f.Qx[n @ 10%(a PHY(£.Qx[n)))).
Proof. 1t follows from Lemma 8.2.3 and Proposition 8.4.2. O

Remark 8.4.4 Theorem 8.4.1 can be considered as a generalization of the Theorem
of Grauert and Mumford on the negativity of the intersection form for resolutions of
surfaces; see [19]. Let y € Y. Lemma 8.1.2 implies that the refined intersection pair-
ing stemming from H, ,(f *(y)) = HE3M(f~1(y)) — H""(f71(y)) induces intersec-
tion forms H,_p4(f"*(y)) — H2(f~(y)) which are non-trivial only for a = b :
Hy, o p(f7H(y)) — HPP(F7H().
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Suppose that b < 0. By the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem 3.1.1.a, the cup product map
N7 Hy pp(f71(y)) — Hpyp—u(f~(y)) is an isomorphism. In view of Theorem 8.4.1,
the map cl, identifies H,,_5(f " (y)) with a Hodge sub-structure of Hj™*(X)NKerL. The
bilinear form on H,_4,(f~1(y)) defined by

(5,) = /X 00 A cly(s) A cly(t)

coincides, up to a sign, with the restriction to H,_p,(f~1(y)) of the form CIDZH’ on
H]"™(X). By Theorem 8.4.1, this bilinear form is non-degenerate and defines a polar-
izations on the several n—summands. The case b > 0 is similar.

Remark 8.4.5 The condition that the natural map Hf%7b(f_1(y)) — HM (7 (y)) is

an isomorphism is not the condition to show that PH( f,Qx[n]) extends across the stratum
Ss to which y belongs as in Lemma 2.7.1. That condition is that the natural map

H (ol PHO(£.Qx [n])[2s]) — H (0" PHY(£.Qx[n]))

is an isomorphism. This is a different condition, unless, the stratum is a point (i.e. s =0)
and corresponds to the non-degeneration of the intersection form (restricted to perversity
b) in a generic s—codimension slice X; = f~!(Ys). In general, considering codimension r
slices Y, transversal to the stratum containing y, we obtain a whole array of intersection
forms H,,_,_y(f1(y)) x Hy_rys(f~*(y)) — Q which, by 8.1.2 are non trivial only in
perversity b. Note that these forms are obtained by refining the intersection in X,., not
in X. Using the Relative Hard Lefschetz Theorem as in Remark 8.4.4, these intersection
forms define bilinear forms on H,,_,_;(f~*(y)) which can be identified, up to a sign, with
the restriction to H,_,_p5(f*(y)) of the forms ®7 "™ on H"*(X,). Their behavior
is completely determined by the results of this paper.

8.5  The semi-simplicity of "H°(f.Qx[n])

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 8.5.2. We start by proving a relative version
of 8.3.2.

Proposition 8.5.1 Let
x 2y srSy
be projective maps of quasi-projective varieties such that:
1) X is nonsingular of dimension n, T is nonsingular of dimension s;
2) F := 1o ® is surjective and smooth of relative dimension n — s;
3) the map @ is stratified in the sense of Theorem 2.2.2 and the strata of Y map smoothly
and surjectively onto T
4) 0 is a section of w, i.e. wo 8 = Idp and 6(T) is a stratum of Y;
5) there is an isomorphism ®,Qx[n] ~ @; PH (®.Qx[n])[1].
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Then there is a surjective map of local systems on T :
R"F,Qx — H*(0* PH°(®,Qx[n])).
In particular, the local system H=*(6* PHO(®,Qx[n])) on T is semi-simple.

Proof. By assumption 3), the sheaves in question are local systems on T. Let i : t — T
be the closed embedding of a point in 7. Consider the following induced diagram with

Cartesian squares:

[ 7]
X =5 Y St S )

A = A

x 2 oy &~ 7 2 0y

Apply 7, to the adjunction map for # and get a map R : m,P.Qx[n] — m.0.6*P,.Qx[n].
Using 5), the naturality of the adjunction map and 7o 6 = Idy, R splits as direct sum of
maps @Ry, Ry @ m le(q)*QX[TL]) — 00" le(q)*Q;\{[TL]) ~ 0" le((I)*Qx[TL]) Moreover,
for every I, R and R; commute with the projections to the [—th direct summands.

The sought-for map of local systems is defined to be the composition of H™*(R) with
the projection induced by 5) H™%(m.0.0*®.Qx[n]) — H ™ *(m0.0*PH’(®.Qx[n])). By
the commutativity above, this map coincides with the composition of the projection
H3(m®.Qx[n]) — H ™5 (m PHOY(®.Qx[n])), with H™%(Rp).

By base-change, the restriction map r; : H" 5(X;) — H"*(®;1(6,(t)) is naturally
identified with the map H~*(i*(R)) ~ H *(R);.

The codimension s embedding j : ), — ) is transverse to all the strata of 9 by 3).
Lemma 2.10.6.2 implies that j*PH!(®,Qx[n]) ~ PH'(®;,Qx,[n — s])[s] and that the de-
composition 5) for ® restricts to a decomposition for ®;. Recall that the restriction map r,
is filtered strict with respect to the perverse and induced graded filtration, which are canon-
ical, i.e. independent of the choice of a splitting ®;,Qux, [n—s] ~ @B, PH'(®.Qu, [n—s])[-1];
see the proof of Proposition 8.3.2.

Repeat what done above concerning R for Ry and obtain that the 0—th direct summand
of the restriction map 7y, 7o @ Hy " *(X;) — HJ(®; (64(t)), is identified with i* of the
map of local systems H™%(Rp) : H*(PH?(®.Qx[n])) — H*(6*(PH’(®.Qx[n])).
Lemma 8.3.2 implies that .o and hence H™*(Ry), are surjective.

The local system R" *F,Qy is semi-simple by 2) and by the Semi-simplicity Theorem
2.12.5. Since H~*(PH(®,Qx[n])) is a direct summand of R"*F,Qx we get the desired
surjection and semi-simplicity statement, for a quotient of a semisimple local system is
semi-simple. O

Theorem 8.5.2 Let f: X — Y be as in §8, s > 0 and Ss be the corresponding stratum
as in §8.2. The local systems H~=°(at PHO(f.Qx[n])) are semi-simple on each connected
components of Ss.

Proof. The sheaves in question are skyscraper sheaves for s = 0 and trivial sheaves for
s > m. The case s = m follows in view of Remark 8.2.2 Therefore, we may assume that
1 <s<m —1. We will now reduce this case Proposition 8.5.1.
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Let S be a connected component of S;. We shall show that there exists a Zariski-open
and dense subset T" C S over which the restriction of the local system in question is
semi-simple. This will be enough, in view of Remark 2.12.4.

Let PV = |L| ~ P¥ be the very ample linear system on Y associated with L, IT := (PV)*,
d := sd' = dimII.

Consider the universal families Y := {(y,p) |y € p} CY xIT and X := Y Xy 1 (X xII) C
X x II. Note that X is nonsingular and the general member of the family X over II is
nonsingular and connected by the Bertini Theorems; in fact the assumption s > 1 implies
dim f(X) > 2. However, the connectedness plays no essential role.

We have a commutative diagram with cartesian squares

Sxy X — X — XxII & X
1 o g o Lf o lf
SxyY — Y — YxIO ‘L v
1 m G
S — Y.

Proposition 4.3.1, applied to Y C P, Lemma 2.10.6 and Remark 2.10.7, imply that there
is an isomorphism @, PH!(g.Qx [dim X])[~1] ~ g.Qx[dim X].

Let X and 9 be a stratification for g. In particular, PH!(g,Qx[dim X]) is 9—cc for evry .
By the base-point-freeness of |L|, the natural map ) — Y is Zariski-locally-trivial over Y’
and therefore so is the one S xy Y — S. Let S’ C S be a Zariski-dense open subset over
which the family, S’ xy ), trivializes. The general complete intersection of s hyperplanes
meets S’ in a non-empty and finite set, so that the natural map b : S’ xy Y — Il is
dominant.

Let II° C IT a Zariski-dense open subset such that

1) the surjective map X — II is smooth over I1°;

2) the complete intersections Yy of s elements associated with the points of II” meet all
strata of Y transversally;

3) the restriction of h : ) — II over IV is stratified so that every stratum maps surjec-
tively and smoothly to II°.

Conditions 1) and 2) can be realized on some Zariski-open dense V' C II by Bertini
Theorem.

Condition 3) is realized as follows. Let U” be the complement of the images of the closures
of the strata of ) that do not dominate II. By the Thom Isotopy Lemmas h is topologically
locally trivial on an Zariski-open dense subset U’ of U". All strata of 9,-1(ys) dominate
U’. By generic smoothness, there is a Zariski-dense open subset U C U’ over which all
the strata of -1y are smooth and map surjectively to U.

Set I’ =UnNV.

Since b is dominant, b~'II° is Zariski-dense and open in S’ xy ).

Since S’ xy Y — S’ is a product projection there exists a Zariski-dense open subset
T C S’ such that T xy Y — T admits a section p : T — T xy ) with the property
that u(T) C b~ TI°.
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By replacing, if necessary, T by a Zariski-dense open subset of T', we may assume that the
quasi-finite map bo p: T — b(u(T)) C Y C II is smooth, of relative dimension zero.
We have a commutative diagram with cartesian squares

TxpX = x 2 x 2 x
1 O yg O Lf
Txpy = Yr Ly 4y vy
I7 O Lh
T Proq

The map @ inherits a stratification from the one on g by pull-back and all strata on Yr
map surjectively and smoothly onto 7.

For every t € T, Y := 7w 1(t) is a complete interesection of s hyperplanes passing through
t € T C Y, meeting all the strata of Y transversally and such that X, := (7 o ®)~!(0) is
a smooth projective variety of dimension n — s. Note that the map m has a tautological
section 6 : T — T xy7 Y assigning to t € T' the same point t € )s.

We have a commutative diagram with the upper square cartesian:

Xr B X
e o |f
yr 2y
Ilm N0 tar
T = T

We have proved Thoerem 3.1.1.b for f : f.Qx[n] ~ @, PH'(f.Qx[n])[~I]. By Lemma
2.10.6 and Remark 2.10.7, we have, via pull-back, analogous ones for g and for ® and an

isomorphism p}, PHO(f.Qx[n])) =~ PHO(®.Quxy[n])).

We are now in the position to apply Proposition 8.5.1 to the diagram Xp 2, Vr -
0 .

T — Yr and infer that

H (0" PHO(2.Qup [])) = H7*(07py PHO(fuQx[n])) = H™* (a7 PHO(£.Qx[n]))

is semi-simple and the conclusion follows. O

9 A comment on the content of the Decomposition Theorem
with polarizations

We would like to make a comment on the content of the Decomposition Theorem and on

the new light shed on it by the polarizations we introduce.

In our approach, as we move deeper into the stratification on Y for f: X — Y, i.e.
from Ugyq to Ug = Usy1 [1 Ss, we meet the local systems Lg, j := H™*(a PHO(f.Qx[n]))

70



on the stratum Ss. The stalk of Lg, ; at a point y € S, is naturally identified with the
graded piece Hf_l‘/sl_bb(f_l(y)) of the homology group HPM ,(f=1(y)).

By induction, the contribution of the local systems Lg, 3, [ > s, to the homology of the
map f over Ugyq is in the form of the intersection cohomology complees ICy,_, (Lsg, »)[—0]
appearing as the direct summands for f.Qx[n]v,,,

A priori, it is not clear how the local systems Lg, ; and Lg, 3, [ > s, contribute to the
homology of the map f over Us.

The remarkable answer is that this contribution is in the form of the shifted intersec-
tion cohomology complexes of all these local systems appearing as the direct summands,
ICUs (le,b)[_b]v of fiQx [Tl] |Us -

In particular, we have the following information concerning the fibers f~'(y) of f.
Let y € Ss. Then there is an isomorphism H" ™ (f~1(y)) ~ @yHI°(PH (f.Qx[n])),. By
the semi-simplicity of PH’(f.Qx[n]) and the characterization of intersection cohomology
complexes, Remark 2.6.2, we have that the summands above are trivial for b < j + s.
For b = j + s the only contribution comes as the stalk (Lg, ), =~ HB_J‘/SI_M(f_l(y)) ~

n
Hg‘_”b(f_l(y)). The other contributions, i.e. for b > j + s, come from the stalks of the
cohomology sheaves H?~(ICy, (Ls, b)y, | > s, i.e. from the local systems arising from the
previous strata

Note the feauture, true only for complex algebraic maps, that these contributions stem,
in the precise way described above, from the local structure of Y around y, i.e. from the
recipe yielding the intersection cohomology complexes on U of the local systems Lg, ; on
S, 1> s.

Note that what above is false if the map is not complex algebraic. E.g. consider
the real algebraic map f : C x P! — Y contracting {0} x P! to a point y € Y. We
have that f.Qx[2] = PH(f.Qx[2]) is not semi-simple, it fits into a non-splitting exact
sequence in Perv(Y): 0 — IC(Y) — f.Qx[n] — Q, — 0. The reason for this is that
the criterion of Lemma 2.7.1 is not met: the class map HSM ({0} x P!) — H?(X) is
trivial or, equivalently, the intersection form HPM ({0} x P') — H2({0} x P!) is trivial.

In the case of semismall maps, we have explored the consequence of this remarkable
occurrence for the motive of X, in our paper [6], where we have showed that, roughly
speaking, the Decomposition Theorem has a “motivic” interpretation, i.e. the projection
operators corresponding to the decomposition are realized by algebraic cycles.

In our approach, the key to the decomposition is the following global phenomenon:
the graded pieces Hf_l‘/sl_bh(f_l(y) inject into Hg‘_Ser(X) as Hodge sub-structures and

compatibly with the (7, L)—decomposition (in fact they land automatically in KerL) so
that they are polarized, essentially, by the intersection form on X.

10 The algebraic case

In this section we show that a series of simple reductions allows to prove Theorem 3.1.1
for projective maps of algebraic varieties and Theorem 3.1.1 parts (b) and (c) for proper
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maps of algebraic varieties provided one replaces Qx[n]| by ICx.

In fact the results hold, with obvious modifications left to the reader, for the push-
forward of any complex which is a direct sum of shifted intersection cohomology sheaves
IC(Lz), where Z is a nonsingular locally closed subvariety of X and L is a self-dual local
system arising as a direct summand of some PH®(g,Qy/[dim Z’]), where g : Z' — Z is a
proper map of algebraic varieties. Clearly, the same holds for a complex K € Ob(D(Y))
such that K ~ @, PH!(K)[—i] with the PH!(K) isomorphic to direct sums of complexes as
above. See [1], §6.2.4 for the definition of semi-simple complexes of geometric origin, i.e.
a natural candidate for a class of complexes for which the methods of this paper should

apply.

Lemma 10.0.3 Let f : X — Y be a projective map of quasi projective varieties, n =
dim X. Then PH'(f.ICXx) is semi-simple for every i.

Proof. Let f: X — Y be a projective compactification of f : X — Y, i.e. X,Y and f
are projective, X (Y, respectively) is a Zariski dense open subset of X (Y, respectively)
and f :f‘ :7_1(Y) — Y.

Let g : X’ — X be a projective resolution of singularities of X and f':= fog.

By Theorem 3.1.1 applied to g, g:Qx/[n] =~ IC5 ® R for some R € Ob(D(X)). Since
fi =~ f.g¢, PH'(f,IC%), being a direct summand of PH'(f’,Qx/[n]), is semi-simple by
Theorem 3.1.1 applied to f’.

The operation of taking perverse cohomology commutes with restriction to euclidean, and
a fortiori Zariski, open subsets. The same is true for the operation of forming interesction
cohomology complexes associated with local systems. It follows that (PHU(f, I )y =~
PH'(f+ICXx) is isomorphic to a direct sum of intersection cohomology complexes associated
with local systems which are semi-simple by Remark 2.12.4. O

Theorem 10.0.4 Let f: X — Y be a projective map of algebraic varieties, n = dim X,
n be an f—ample line bundle. Then the conclusions of Theorem 3.1.1 hold if we replace
@X[n] with [Cx.

Proof. By Lemma 2.7.1, a perverse sheaf P on Y splits as a direct sum of intersection
cohomology complexes associated with local systems on locally closed nonsingular subva-
rieties on Y if and only if it does on the open sets of an open covering of Y for either the
euclidean or the Zariski topology. We apply this to P = PH(f,.ICx).

The maps 7’ are isomorphisms if and only if they are isomorphisms when restricted to the
open sets of an open covering of Y (in either topology).

By what above and by the last paragraph in the proof of Lemma 10.0.3, and since f is
projective, we may assume that X and Y are quasi projective and that PV C |n]| is a finite
dimensional very ample linear system on X.

Lemma 10.0.3 implies the semi-simplicity part of the statement (part (c))

We repeat the proof of Theorem 3.1.1.a given in §4. The only essential change we need
occurs in Proposition 4.5.2 where we can set K = ICx, so that M = ICx by Remark
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4.3.2. To use Proposition 4.5.1, we need to know that PH%(g,ICy) is semi-simple and this
follows from Lemma 10.0.3. Part (a) follows.

It follows that 1’ is an isomorphism for every i and, by Deligne’s Lefschetz degeneration
criterion [8], we get a decomposition isomorphism proving part (b). O

Remark 10.0.5 The special case X projective, f = Idx, n = L gives a direct proof of
Corollary 3.1.6.

Theorem 10.0.6 Let f: X — Y be a proper map of algebraic varieties, Then part (b)
and (c) of Theorem 3.1.1 hold if we replace Qx[n]| with ICx.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 10.0.4, to prove part (c), we may assume that Y is quasi
projective. Let g : X’ — X be a Chow envelope of X, i.e. X’ is quasi projective and g is
projective and birational. Note that f’ := f o g is projective. As in the proof of Lemma
10.0.3, part (c) follows from the splitting g.ICxs ~ ICx @ R for some R € Ob(D(X)) and
from the isomorphism f, ~ f.gx.

To prove part (b) we argue as follows. The isomorphism ¢,/Cxs ~ ICx & R and Theorem
10.0.4 imply the existence of an isomorphism

fICx & fuR =~ @ PHY(fICx)[~i] ® @ PHY(R

By composing with an automorphism of the rigth hand side we may assume that the
isomorphism above induces the identity in perverse cohomology. Composing the natural
maps

f:ICx — fuICx & foR ~ @ PHY(f,ICx)[— @@ PHU(R)[—i] — @D PH(fICx)[-1].

we obtain the wanted isomorphism using Lemma 2.4.4.b. a

The following gives a sharp bound on the cohomological amplitude bounds for f,Qx[n]
given in [1], §4.2.

Proposition 10.0.7 Let f : X — Y be a proper algebriac map of algebraic varieties, X
nonsingular, v = r(f).

Then PH7 (f.Qx[dim X]) = 0 for |j| > r.

However, PHI(f.Qx|[dim X]) # 0 for |j| = r.

Proof. The first statement being local in the classical topology on Y we may assume that
Y is quasi projective. Let g : X’ — X be a Chow envelope: X' is quasi projective and
nonsingular, g is projective birational, f’ := f o g is projective. Since, by Theorem 10.0.4,
1. Qx/[dim X'] ~ Qx[dim X] & R, for some R € Ob(D(X), we may replace f by f' and
assume that f: X — Y is a projective map of quasi projective varieties, X nonsingular.
In view of the statement to prove, by taking a projective completion of f, we may further
assume that X and Y are projective.
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If r(f) = 0, then f.Qx[n] is perverse and there is nothing left to prove. Let r = r(f) > 0.
By Proposition 4.2.4, we can choose r sufficiently general very ample divisors of X so that
if X" C X is their transverse complete intersection and f. : X” — Y the corresponding
map, then f, is semismall. This implies that PH!(f,,Qxr[dim X —7]) = 0 for every I # 0.
The first statement follows from Proposition 5.1.1.
As to the second statement. We argue as follows. By Poincaré-Verdier Duality, it is
enough to consider the case j = r.
Let i be the unique non-negative integer such that, Y* # 0, r = 2i + dim Y* — dim X and
5 :=dim Y" is maximal.
Since the stratification on Y is part of a stratification of the map f, we necessarily have
SsNY? £,
We restrict our attention to

Us=Y \Ys_1 = HSI'

1>s
Since there are no strata of dimension smaller than s, the conditions of support imply that
HO=73 (P (£,Qx[dim X]) ) =0, j <

Let y € S, NY% Note that 2i = dim X + r — 5. The space H?(f~'(y)) # 0, for it
is dual to the homology space, which is generated by the fundamental classes of the
i-dimensional irreducible components of f~!(y). Keeping in mind part (b) of Theorem
10.0.6 and the just proved vanishing statement of this proposition the conclusion follows
from the isomorphisms

H2(f @H(rs (PHI (£.Qx[n]))y = H™*(PH" (£.Qx[n]))y
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