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ON INTERSECTION COHOMOLOGY AND LAGRANGIAN
FIBRATIONS OF IRREDUCIBLE SYMPLECTIC VARIETIES

CAMILLA FELISETTI, JUNLIANG SHEN, AND QIZHENG YIN

ABSTRACT. We prove several results concerning the intersection cohomology
and the perverse filtration associated with a Lagrangian fibration of an ir-
reducible symplectic variety. We first show that the perverse numbers only
depend on the deformation equivalence class of the ambient variety. Then we
compute the border of the perverse diamond, which further yields a complete
description of the intersection cohomology of the Lagrangian base and the in-
variant cohomology classes of the fibers. Lastly, we identify the perverse and
Hodge numbers of intersection cohomology when the irreducible symplectic
variety admits a symplectic resolution. These results generalize some earlier
work by the second and third authors in the nonsingular case.

1. INTRODUCTION

We work over the complex numbers C.

1.1. Irreducible symplectic varieties. An irreducible symplectic manifold is
a simply connected Kéhler manifold M with H°(M,Q32,) spanned by a nowhere
degenerate holomorphic 2-form. Irreducible symplectic manifolds can be viewed
as higher dimensional analogues of K3 surfaces, whose geometry and topology
have been studied intensively for decades from different angles. By the Beauville—
Bogomolov decomposition, these manifolds form one of the three types of manifolds
which are building blocks of compact Kéhler manifolds with numerically trivial
canonical bundles.

The purpose of this article is to study a class of algebraic varieties, called ir-
reducible symplectic varieties, which are close to irreducible symplectic manifolds
but are allowed to be singular.

Following [17, Definition 8.16], we say that M is irreducible symplectic, if M
is a normal projective variety with trivial canonical divisor and at worst canonical
singularities, such that:

(i) there is a reflexive 2-form o which is non-degenerate on the regular part
M,ee C M, and
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(ii) for every finite quasi-étale’ morphism f : M’ — M, the exterior algebra
of reflexive forms on M’ is generated by the reflexive pullback f*o of the
symplectic form.

Nonsingular irreducible symplectic varieties recover projective irreducible symplec-
tic manifolds [17, Remark 8.19]. Moreover, analogous to the Beauville-Bogomolov
decomposition in the nonsingular setting, irreducible symplectic varieties form one
of the three building blocks of projective varieties with klt singularities and numer-
ically trivial canonical divisors [9,10,13,14,17,19].

We explore cohomological structures of irreducible symplectic varieties with focus
on the interaction with the topology of Lagrangian fibrations.

1.2. Perverse filtrations and Lagrangian fibrations. Let 7 : X — Y be a
proper morphism. The perverse t-structure on the constructible derived category
D?(Y) induces an increasing filtration on the intersection cohomology TH* (X, C),

(1)  PJIH*(X,C) C PIH*(X,C) C --- C P,IH*(X,C) C - -- C IH*(X, C),

called the perverse filtration associated with 7. Perverse filtrations play important
roles in the study of Hitchin systems [4,8], irreducible symplectic manifolds [18,37],
and enumerative geometry [29,30]. We refer to Section 2 for a brief review of the
subject.
The filtration (1) is governed by the topology of the map 7 : X — Y. Some
important invariants are the perverse numbers
PTh"/ (7) = dim Gr} TH* (X, C) = dim (P,IH""/(X,C)/P,_1IH"" (X, C)).

Now we consider Lagrangian fibrations of irreducible symplectic varieties asso-
ciated with the (reflexive) symplectic form. The following theorem lists a few basic
properties of perverse numbers and the topology of Lagrangian fibrations.

Theorem 1.1. Let M and M’ be two irreducible symplectic varieties of dimension
2n with second Betti numbers bay(M) and by(M') at least 5.2 Let m: M — B and
7' M' — B’ be two Lagrangian fibrations.

(a) If M is deformation equivalent to M', then we have
PIh" (1) = PIh"™ (n').
(b) We have

1, d=2k;

2 PThO? (1) = PTh®O(7r) =
(2) () (m) 0. d=2k+1.

(¢c) The intersection cohomology of the Lagrangian base B is given by

k _ .
IHd(B,(C): <B >7 d_2k7
0, d=2k+1,

where B is an ample divisor class on B; in particular, we have
IHY(B,C) ~ HY(P",C);
1This means that the morphism is étale in codimension one.

2A Lagrangian irreducible symplectic variety M has ba(M) > 4. So only the ba(M) = 4 (or
ba(M') = 4) case is left out.
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(d) The restriction of the intersection cohomology IHd(M, C) to a nonsingular
fiber My is given by

k d = 2k;
Im {IHY(M, ©) — H(My, ©) ) = {7 1) ’
m{ (M,C) (M, )} {0, d=2k+1,

where ) is a m-relative ample divisor class on M .3

When M is nonsingular, it is a folklore conjecture that the Lagrangian base
is a projective space B ~ P". This was confirmed by Hwang [23] assuming B
nonsingular, and remained wide open in general. See also [3,22, 33] for recent
progress.

An interesting phenomenon occurs in the singular case that the base B may fail
to be a projective space. In [28, Theorem 1.9], Matsushita constructed an irre-
ducible symplectic variety* whose Lagrangian base is a Fano variety with quotient
singularities. Nevertheless, Theorem 1.1 (c) guarantees that B shares the same in-
tersection cohomology as P™. Finding more topological constraints for Lagrangian
bases of irreducible symplectic varieties remains an intriguing question.

Remark 1.2. Mirko Mauri has kindly informed us that the intersection cohomology
and ordinary cohomology of B actually coincide, or more precisely, that ICp ~
Qg[n] in D%(B). Indeed, by [36, Theorem 3 (4)], a Lagrangian fibration 7 : M — B
has equidimensional fibers and no fiber is contained in the singular locus of M.
Hence the argument of [21, Proposition 1.10 (ii)] (stated for nonsingular M) extends
to the singular setting. As noticed in [21, Remark 1.11], it is expected that B should
have finite quotient singularities.

Theorem 1.1 for M and M’ nonsingular was proven in [18,37] (with no restriction
on the second Betti numbers). Moreover, in the nonsingular setting, a stronger
version of (a) was deduced, namely that the perverse numbers are identified with
the Hodge numbers of the ambient variety M. We refer to [37, Section 0.4.2] for
connections to enumerative geometry of K3 surfaces. In Section 1.3, we discuss
this “perverse = Hodge” phenomenon in the singular case.

1.3. Perverse = Hodge. For a possibly singular irreducible symplectic variety
M with a Lagrangian fibration 7 : M — B, the intersection cohomology TH* (M, C)
carries a pure Hodge structure so that we may consider the associated Hodge num-
bers

Ih/ (M) = h* (IH*(M,C)) € Z, for all i,j € N.

It is a natural question if the “perverse = Hodge” identity still holds in general.
Question 1.3. Is it true that
(3) PIh" (1) = In™ (M) ?

The following result, which generalizes [37, Theorem 0.2], provides an affirmative
answer to Question 1.3 when M admits a symplectic resolution® (with no restriction
on the second Betti number).

3By [36, Theorem 3 (3)], a general fiber of a Lagrangian fibration associated with any irreducible
symplectic variety is an abelian variety.

4The fact that Matsushita’s example is irreducible symplectic is verified by [34, Proposition
2.5].

5A resolution f : M’ — M is symplectic if f*o is non-degenerate on M.
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Theorem 1.4. Assume that M is an irreducible symplectic variety admitting
a symplectic resolution and a Lagrangian fibration = : M — B, then (3) holds
for M.

As a key step in the proof of Theorem 1.4, we compute the Looijenga—Lunts—
Verbitsky (LLV) Lie algebra [27,41], which is the structure Lie algebra of the
intersection cohomology generated by all Lefschetz sly-triples, of an irreducible
symplectic variety admitting a symplectic resolution. This generalizes [41,42] and
may be of independent interest.

Theorem 1.5. Let M be an irreducible symplectic variety admitting a symplectic
resolution. Then the LLV algebra associated with the intersection cohomology of
M is naturally isomorphic to so(ba(M) + 2).

1.4. Connection to the moduli of Higgs bundles. The study of perverse fil-
trations of Lagrangian fibrations associated with singular irreducible symplectic
varieties is partly motivated by the P = W conjecture for singular Higgs moduli
spaces.

Let C be a Riemann surface of genus g > 2. Non-abelian Hodge theory [20,38,39]
induces a canonical diffeomorphism between the moduli space M, 4 of rank n degree
d semistable Higgs bundles on C' and the corresponding character variety

g 2my/1
Mﬁ,d:{ambkEGLm k=1,2,....9] H[aj,bﬂ:Cﬁ'Idn}//GLm Cni=e
j=1

where the GL,-quotient is with respect to the conjugation action. When ged(n, d) =
1, the moduli spaces M, 4 and M,’l 4 are nonsingular. The P = W conjecture by de
Cataldo—Hausel-Migliorini [4] predicts that the perverse filtration associated with
the Hitchin fibration hy, 4 : M, ¢ = A, 4 matches the double indexed weight filtra-
tion associated with the mixed Hodge structure on M,’l 4- Moreover, this striking
phenomenon is expected to hold more generally without the coprime assumption
of n, d if we work with intersection cohomology [5,11,31]:

(4) PyIHY (M, 4, C) = WaIH' (M, 4,C).
Now we consider two integers di, do with
(5) ged(n, dy) = ged(n, da).

The character varieties M, ;, and M), , are Galois conjugate via an automorphism

of Q[¢,] sending (' to (2. The Galois conjugation induces an isomorphism pre-
serving the weight filtrations

WkIHi(Mn)dl,C) i WkIHi(Mn,dza C)

Hence the P = W conjecture (4) predicts that as long as (5) holds, we have the
following identity concerning the perverse numbers

(6) PIN (B, ) = PIR" (B, a,)-

When ged(n,d) # 1, the Higgs moduli space M, 4 is a (non-proper) symplectic
variety with the Hitchin fibration Lagrangian. A “compact analogue” (see [8,12])
of the Hitchin fibration associated with M,, 4 is the Beauville-Mukai system

ﬂ—g,x : M@X(S) — |OS(5)|7 F = supp(f).
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Here S is a K3 surface, 3 is a curve class on S with 32 = 2g — 2, |Og(83)| is the
linear system, and Mp , (S) is the moduli of semistable sheaves F on .S with respect
to a general primitive polarization satisfying that

[Supp(]:)] =pe€ HQ(Sv Z), X(]:) =X

The moduli space Mg, (S) is irreducible symplectic [35]. Furthermore, Theorem
1.1 (a) together with [35, Theorem 1.17] implies that

7) Pt (w3 ) = Pt (w52 )
as long as

1812 = /Bg = 29 - 25 ng(dlv(ﬂl)a Xl) = ng(dlv(BQ)a XQ)

Here div(—) stands for the divisibility of the curve class. The identity (7) can be
viewed as a compact analogue of the identity (6) predicted by the P = W conjecture
and Galois conjugation.

2. PERVERSE FILTRATIONS AND PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1(A)

2.1. Perverse filtrations. We briefly review the perverse filtration associated
with a projective map m : X — Y. Throughout, we assume that 7 has equidi-
mensional fibers with dim X = 2dim Y = 2n for convenience.

For k € Z, let Pr<j be the truncation functor associated with the perverse
t-structure. Given an object C € D8(Y) in the truncated derived category of con-
structible sheaves, there is a natural morphism P7<;C — C. For 7 : X = Y, we
thus obtain the morphism

pTSkR’lT*ICX[—’n] — R’]T*ICX[—TL],

which further induces a morphism of (hyper-)cohomology groups
(8) Hd*”(Y, Prop(RmICx [—n])) — IHY(X, C).

The k-th piece of the perverse filtration is defined to be the image of (8).
Since every fiber of m has dimension n, the functor Rm.[—n] is perverse left
t-exact and the functor

Rr.[n] = Rm[n]

is perverse right t-exact. Consequently, the perverse filtration starts with the 0-
th piece and terminates at the 2n-th piece. In particular, the perverse number
PTh"’(7) is nontrivial only if

0<i<2n, 0<j<2n.

Furthermore, the relative hard Lefschetz and the hard Lefschetz theorems for per-
verse cohomology groups provide the symmetry

PIh" () = PIN*" ™" () = PIn"*" ().
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2.2. Perverse filtration for projective bases. We review another description
of the perverse filtration associated with 7 : X — Y when Y is projective.
We fix 8 to be an ample class on Y, and we consider

L=7"3¢c H*(X,C).

The class L acts on IH*(X, C) as a nilpotent operator via cup product. Proposition
2.1 shows that the filtration (1) is completely described by an ample class on the
base.

Proposition 2.1 ([7, Proposition 5.2.4]). We have

PIHY(X,C) =) (Ker(L" ™+ ~4) 0 Im(L™1)) N IHY(X, C).
i>1

2.3. Isotropic classes. Compared to the moduli of Higgs bundles, the perverse
filtration of an irreducible symplectic variety M is more manageable due to the fact
that, in view of Proposition 2.1, it can be completely described by an isotropic class
with respect to the (complexified) Beauville-Bogomolov-Fujiki (BBF) quadratic
form 26,32, 36]

qu : H*(M,C) — C,

where the monodromy symmetries come into play. This circle of ideas also plays
a key role in the recent progress on the P = W conjecture concerning perverse
filtrations of Hitchin fibrations [8].

Let M be an irreducible symplectic variety of dimension 2n. Any class v €
H?(M,C) acts on the intersection cohomology IH*(M,C) via cup product as a
nilpotent operator. We say that v € H?(M,C) is isotropic if ga(y) = 0. In view
of Proposition 2.1, we define for any isotropic class v an increasing filtration

(9) PJTHY(M,C) =) (Ker(y" =% nIm(y'~1)) NIH*(M, C).

i>1
In particular, for a Lagrangian fibration 7 : M — B, if v is given by the pullback
of an ample class on B, then the Fujiki relations [36, Theorem 2| imply that v is an

isotropic class. Consequently, (9) (with different choices of 7) recovers the perverse
filtrations associated with any Lagrangian fibrations = : M — B.

2.4. Proof of Theorem 1.1(a). By the discussion above, Theorem 1.1 (a) is a
consequence of the following more general statement concerning the filtrations (9).

Proposition 2.2. Assume by(M) > 5. Let 1,72 € H*(M,C) be two nonzero
isotropic classes. Then we have

dim P*TH*(M, C) = dim P*TH*(M, C).

Proof. Let A be a lattice isomorphic to the second cohomology H?(M,7Z) endowed
with the BBF form ¢;;.° We denote by Gj; the monodromy group of the A-
marked irreducible symplectic varieties deformation equivalent to M. By [1, The-
orem 1.1 (1)] (which requires by (M) > 5), we have

(10) Gy CO(A) C O(Ag)

SNotice that H?(M,Z) is torsion-free. In fact, by the universal coefficient formula, the torsion
part of H2(M,Z) comes from H;(M,Z), which is 0 by [14, Corollary 13.3].
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where the first inclusion is given by a subgroup of finite index.” We consider the
subgroups of (10) contained in the connected component SO(A¢) C O(Ac):

G3, = Gar NSO(A) € SO(A) € SO(Ag)

where the first inclusion is a finite index subgroup and the second inclusion is a
Zariski dense subset by the Borel density theorem. In particular, we obtain that
s 1s Zariski dense in SO(Ac).
Now we consider the action of the monodromy group, which induces the sym-
metry of dimensions

(11) dim P} TH?(M,C) = dim P THY(M,C), forall g € GS;, i =1,2.

Since both «y; and 7, are isotropic classes, they lie in the same orbit €2 of the natural
SO(Ac) action on H?(M,C). By the definition (9), the function on €:

(12) v € Q+ dim PJTHY(M, C)
which is expressed in terms of kernels and images of the operators U/, is con-
structible on Q. Moreover, by (11), it takes constant values on the sets

S1={gm €Qlge Gy}, S2={972€lge Gy}

Since both S; are Zariski dense in €, we conclude that the function (12) has to be
constant. This completes the proof of the proposition. (]

3. LAGRANGIAN FIBRATIONS AND PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1(B,C,D)

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1(b,c,d). It is explained in [37, Section 3.2] that (c,d)
are consequences of (b).® More precisely, for a Lagrangian fibration 7 : M — B
with My a nonsingular fiber, the argument in [37, Section 3.2] actually shows the
inequalities

dim IH'(B,C) < PIn"(x), I {TH'(M, ) — H'(M;, ©) } < In"’(m).

On the other hand, by considering the powers of an ample class on B and a 7-
relative ample class on M, we clearly have
1, d=2k;
dimIHY(B,C) > { ’
0, d=2k+1,

and
1, d=2k;
0, d=2k+1.

Hence Theorem 1.1 (b,c,d) are all deduced from the following weaker version of (b).

dim Im {IHd(M, C) — Hd(Mb,(C)} > {

Proposition 3.1. We have

1, d=2k; 1, d=2k;
pIhO,d(ﬂ_) S ) 3 pIhd,O(Tr) S ) )
0, d=2k+1, 0, d=2k+1.
We prove Proposition 3.1 in Section 3.4 which completes the proof of Theorem
1.1. (Il

"If M is nonsingular, this statement is due to Verbitsky [43, Theorem 3.4] (without requiring
ba(M) > 5). It is not affected by the error acknowledged in [44].

8Since we work with possibly singular varieties, the only change for [37, Section 3.2] is to
replace the trivial local system by the (shifted) intersection cohomology complex IC/[—2n], and
all the arguments work identically.
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3.2. Reflexive symplectic forms and filtrations. Let M be an irreducible sym-

plectic variety with a reflexive symplectic form o. We denote by QE\‘? the sheaf of
reflexive d-forms, i.e.,

d .
old — 5%
where j : Myeg — M is the open embedding of the regular part. We first bound
the border of the Hodge diamond of the intersection cohomology of M.

Lemma 3.2. We have

(M) < {(1) ji;’;; 0D < {

1, d=2k;
0, d=2k+1.
Proof. We take a resolution f : M’ — M with M’ nonsingular and projective. Since

the decomposition theorem associated with f is compatible with Hodge structures,
we obtain that

h®4(M) < BO4(M'), TheO (M) < hEO(M).
The bounds of Lemma 3.2 follow from [16, Theorem 1.1] (see also [15,25]), that
@donO(Mlaﬂd )= @dZOHO(M7QE€[])
where the latter is generated by o by the definition of irreducible symplectic vari-

eties. |

Now we consider the class of the reflexive symplectic form
o€ HO(M, Q).
By [36, Theorem 8], the cohomology H?(M,C) carries a pure Hodge structure of

weight 2 whose (2,0)-component is recovered by H°(M, Qgﬁ}) Therefore, the class

of the reflexive symplectic form o gives rise to a class 0 € H*%(M) c H?(M,C)
which induces a nilpotent operator on the intersection cohomology
oU: THY(M,C) — TH™2(M,C), TH™ — IH*T?*,

The Fujiki relations imply the vanishing gps(0) = 0, therefore o is an isotropic
class. We consider the increasing filtration (9) induced by o:

PSTH*(M,C) Cc PYIH"(M,C) C --- C PJIH*(M,C) C --- C IH*(M, C).
In view of Proposition 2.2 and Lemma 3.2, Proposition 3.1 follows from the two
inequalities:
(13) dim PSTHY(M, C) < Th*°(M), dim Gr3IHY (M, C) < Th®4(M).
3.3. Lefschetz pairs. Before proving (13), we show in this section that the topol-
ogy of the Lagrangian fibration 7 : M — B constrains the action of isotropic classes
on the intersection cohomology TH* (M, C). This will serve as a main ingredient of
the proof of Proposition 3.1.

We say that a pair of isotropic classes
(777/)€H2(M7(C)XH2(M3C)7 QJVI(’V)ZQM('V/):O

is a Lefschetz pair if the following holds:

(i) the cup product with 4/ satisfies

v'U: PYIHY (M, C) — P ,IH (M, C);
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(ii) for any k the cup product with 4’* induces an isomorphism on the graded
pieces

v*U: Gr)_, IHY(M,C) = Gr]  JH**(M,C).

Lefschetz pairs arise naturally in Lagrangian fibrations. For instance, for two
isotropic classes L and n with L the pullback of an ample class on the base B and
1 a w-relative ample class, the relative hard Lefschetz theorem implies that (L, )
is a Lefschetz pair.

Proposition 3.3. Any pair of isotropic classes (v,7') with (v, )s # 0 forms a
Lefschetz pair. Here (—.—)pr denotes the symmetric bilinear form given by the
BBF form qun(—).

Proof. Recall the lattice A, the monodromy group G, and its subgroup G, from
the proof of Proposition 2.2. We consider the variety

D = {(ac,y) € HQ(MaC)XQ‘QIVI(x) ZQM(y) =0, (v,y)m # 0}

where the group SO(A¢) acts diagonally. Since for a Lefschetz pair (L, n) associated
with a Lagrangian fibration 7 : M — B as above, all the pairs

(AL, pm), A\ pu#0

are Lefschetz, we obtain that any point in D can be expressed as (g7, gy') with
(7,7") a Lefschetz pair and g € SO(A¢). On the other hand, the properties (i,ii) for
Lefschetz pairs are expressed as Zariski closed conditions for points in the variety
D, and are preserved under the monodromy group action. Therefore, the density of

%7 in SO(Ac) implies that any point in D forms a Lefschetz pair. This completes
the proof of the proposition. O

3.4. Proof of Proposition 3.1. In this section we show (13) and thus complete
the proof of Proposition 3.1.
We first prove the second inequality of (13). By definition we have

Py THY(M,C) =) (Ker(e"" ") nIm(c" 1)) NTH! (M, C) D Ker(o™).
i>1
Hence we conclude that

dim (P(]IHd(M, C)/P) %M, C)) < dim (IHd(M, Q) /Ker(a”)) < Th*9(M1),

which yields the desired inequality.
The following claim proves the first inequality of (13).

Claim. P§TH*(M,C) = TH*°(M).

Proof of Claim. Since the vector spaces IH*?(M) are spanned by powers of o, we
have immediately the inclusion

PSIH*(M,C) > TH*?(M, C).

Now assume that PTH*(M,C) is not contained in IH**(M). Then we can find a
nontrivial class vy satisfying

(14) v € P§THY(M,C), e @ (M,C).
>0
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In particular, taking cup product with the complex conjugate & € H%2(M) of the
reflexive symplectic form o together with the second equation of (14) yields the
vanishing

(15) 'y =0 € IH*""(M, C).

On the other hand, (0,7) € D forms a Lefschetz pair by Proposition 3.3. Hence
we deduce from the property (ii) of Lefschetz pairs that

7"U: PJIHY(M,C) = Py TH* (M, C)/ Py, _,TH*" (M, C),

which further implies that
Ty #£0
for v as in (14). This contradicts (15), which completes the proof of the Claim. O

4. SYMPLECTIC RESOLUTIONS

4.1. LLV algebra for intersection cohomology. We first recall the definition
of the LLV algebra (extended to possibly singular varieties).

Let X be a projective variety of dimension n. An element o € H?(X, C) is called
of Lefschetz type if for any k, the cup product with o* induces an isomorphism

ofU THF(X,C) = TH" (X, C).

In other words, the class « induces an slo-triple (Lo, H, A,) acting on IH* (X, C).
By the hard Lefschetz theorem for intersection cohomology, all ample classes are of
Lefschetz type.

The LLV algebra of X, denoted by g(X), is defined to be the Lie algebra gen-
erated by all slo-triples associated with Lefschetz type classes. In the nonsingular
case, the following result is due independently to Looijenga—Lunts and Verbitsky.

Theorem 4.1 ([27,41,42]). For M an irreducible symplectic manifold, there is a
natural isomorphism of Lie algebras g(M) ~ so(ba(M) + 2).

The proof of Theorem 4.1 uses hyper-Kéhler metrics and quaternions. Our goal
is to extend this result to irreducible symplectic varieties admitting a symplectic
resolution.

4.2. Symplectic resolutions and BBF forms. Let M be an irreducible sym-
plectic variety of dimension 2n admitting a symplectic resolution f : M’ — M. By
[24, Lemma 2.11], the map f is automatically semismall. Then, by the decomposi-
tion theorem for semismall maps [6], there is a canonical decomposition

(16) H*(M',C) =IH*(M,C) &V,

where V stands for the cohomology of those direct summands of R f,.IC ;s supported
on proper closed subsets of M. The identity (16) respects the pure Hodge structures
on both sides. Moreover, the canonical inclusion

(17) IH* (M, C) c H*(M',C)

is a morphism of H*(M, C)-modules via f*.
We denote by

qa : H*(M,C) = C, qup: H*(M',C) = C
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the respective BBF form, normalized by o € H°(M, QE\Q/}) and f*o € HY(M’',Q3,))

such that
| oo = [ (raFar =1

By [36, Lemma 23], there is the compatibility
am = qmr o [

Lemma 4.2. For a € H?(M,C), the following are equivalent:
(i) « is of Lefschetz type on M;
(ii) f*« is of Lefschetz type on M';
(111) qM(a) = qu(f*Oé) 7é 0.
Proof. The implication (i) = (iii) follows from the Fujiki relations [36, Theorem
2]. As (17) is an inclusion of H*(M, C)-modules, we also have (ii) = (i). Finally,
(iii) = (ii) is [37, Lemma 2.5]. O

Remark 4.3. If « € H?(M,C) is an ample class, then the implication (i) = (ii)
also follows from the more general result [6, Theorem 2.3.1] about lef line bundles.

4.3. Proof of Theorems 1.4 and 1.5. Let f : M’ — M be the symplectic
resolution. We first prove Theorem 1.5 by identifying the LLV algebra g(M) with
a Lie subalgebra of its counterpart g(M').

Consider an element o € H?(M, C) of Lefschetz type, or equivalently, a Lefschetz
slo-triple (Lq, H, A,) acting on TH* (M, C). By Lemma 4.2, the class f*« is also of
Lefschetz type, hence a Lefschetz slo-triple (Ljf+q, H, Af+q) acting on H*(M',C).
Since the inclusion (17) is compatible with H?(M,C)-actions, the restriction of
Lf+q to IH"(M,C) is just L,. In other words, the matrix of L, under the
decomposition (16) is block upper triangular. The same is true for A«,.

Lemma 4.4. The restriction of Ay-o to IH*(M,C) is A,.

Proof. Take ~ € IHd(M ,C). Since « is of Lefschetz type, there is the primitive
decomposition
= L
J

with v; € THY"2/ (M, C) satisfying L2"~ %211y, = 0. Then, via the inclusion (17),
we obtain the same primitive decomposition

v=) Lo
J
this time viewed as in H¢(M’,C). By definition we have

Apray =Y j@n—d+j+1)L} 0y € HZ2(M',C).
J
The lemma follows by comparing with

Aoy = j@2n—d+j+1)Li "y € TH*(M,C). O
J
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Let g’ C g(M’) denote the Lie subalgebra generated by all sly-triples associated
with Lefschetz type classes in f*H?(M,C) c H*(M’,C). The proof of Theorem
4.1 actually yields a natural isomorphism of Lie algebras g’ ~ so(ba(M) + 2); see
e.g. [41, Theorem 11.1]. On the other hand, the assignment

LaHLf*a, AQHAf*a,

together with the restrictions of the operators L+, and A g+, to IH* (M, C) provided
by Lemma 4.4, induces a surjective morphism of Lie algebras

(18) g’ — g(M).

To prove that (18) is an isomorphism, we consider the subalgebra H (M,C) C
H*(M,C) generated by H?(M, C). Since H?(M,C) is pure, we also have inclusions

H'(M,C) c IH*(M,C) c H*(M',C)

where the composition is induced by f*. Let g” denote the structure Lie algebra
of H (M, C); see [41, Section 8] for the terminology. By definition, the inclusion
H'(M,C) C IH*(M,C) induces a surjective morphism of Lie algebras

g(M) — ¢".

Moreover, the classification of reduced Lefschetz—Frobenius algebras [41, Theorem
10.1] shows that g” ~ so(ba(M) + 2), and that the composition g’ — g(M) — g” is
a natural isomorphism. This proves Theorem 1.5.

Once Theorem 1.5 is established, the proof of the “perverse = Hodge” Theorem
1.4 is identical to the nonsingular case [37]. It makes use of three key facts:

(i) cupping with the pullback of an ample class L = 7*3 controls the perverse
filtration on TH* (M, C); this is Proposition 2.1;

(ii) cupping with the reflexive symplectic form o (or its complex conjugate )
controls the Hodge filtration on IH*(M,C); this follows from the analo-
gous statement for the nonsingular M’ [40, Theorem 1.4] together with the
isomorphism of Hodge structures (16);

(iii) one can deform the sly-triple associated with L to the one associated with
o inside the semisimple Lie algebra g(M).

We refer to [37] for the precise arguments. O

Remark 4.5. When bo (M) is at least 5, one can prove Theorem 1.4 without any Lie
algebra action. In fact, by Proposition 2.2, it suffices to find two isotropic classes
71,72 € H?*(M,C) such that the associated filtrations P*, P/* on IH*(M,C) cor-
respond respectively to the perverse and Hodge filtration. By Proposition 2.1, one
can take y; = 7*f3 for some ample class 3 € H2(B, C). For the Hodge filtration, one
takes the complex conjugate of the reflexive symplectic form v, = & € H?(M, C).
The filtration Pkf*g on H*(M’,C) being the Hodge filtration, one sees that P7 on
IH* (M, C) is the Hodge filtration via the isomorphism of Hodge structures (16).

Remark 4.6. We expect both Theorems 1.4 and 1.5 to hold true for arbitrary
irreducible symplectic varieties M. But proving them would amount to resolving
two issues. One is to find a purely algebraic proof of the Looijenga—Lunts—Verbitsky
Theorem 4.1 (without using hyper-Kéhler metrics). The other is to show that the
cup product with o controls the Hodge filtration on IH*(M, C), which is a priori
not clear.
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