NOTES FOR 14 APRIL 2011

KEVIN CARDE

Where to read about what we’ve been doing:

e Picard group: early parts of Voisin Chapter 7. (But Voisin doesn’t prove Kodaira or
Lefschetz Vanishing.)

e Kodaira and Lefschetz Vanishing: Griffiths and Harris. See handout for their writeup on
the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem.

e Kodaira Embedding: Chapter 7 of Voisin or Griffiths and Harris.

e Hypercohomology and Algebraic de Rham: Voisin Chapter 8

HYPERCOHOMOLOGY

We want to get rid of smooth functions and stick to holomorphic ones, and use coherent vector
bundles as our sheaves of choice. Our tool for this is hypercohomology.
Hypercohomology generalizes / relates to two notions of cohomology:

e The cohomology of a sheaf H’(X, F), where F is a sheaf of abelian groups on X.
e If we have a complex of sheaves

04 L 42l
(where d? = 0, but there is no exactness condition), then we can define
_ Ker(F¥ — Fkt1)
Im(Fk-1 — Fk)~
Then SH*(F*) = 0 if and only if F* is exact.

SH*(F*)

Definition. Given two complezes
0 £° gt £?
0 f’O ]:1 JE’Q

of sheaves, a quasi-isomorphism £* — F* is a collection of maps EF — F*, which commute with
d and induce isomorphisms SH*(£®) — SHF(F*).

Example: what does a quasi isomorphism between 0 - F -0 —0— ...and 0 - 70 - 7! —
I? — ... look like? The cohomology of the top sequence is F in the zeroth position and 0 elsewhere.
Thus we need the second sequence to be exact except at Z°, where it must have kernel F. In other
words, the map of complexes is a q.i. if and only if

0 F =71 71" 5772 - ..

is a resolution.

Lemma. FEvery complex of abelian sheaves has a quasi-isomorphism to a complex of injective
sheaves.

Definition/Theorem. If £° 4 Z°, then
H*(E*) = H*(0 = I%(X) - TH(X) = T3(X) — ...)
is the hypercohomology of £°.
Key facts:

e This is well defined and functorial: given £* — F*, we get maps H¥(£®) — HF(F*).

o If A* — B* is a quasi-isomorphism, then H¥(A®*) = HF(B*).
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e If £ is a complex of acyclic sheaves (e.g. if ¥ is injective), then
HF(E®) = H*(0 - 0 - &1 - €2 ).

Hence we can compute hypercohomology with acyclic sheaves.
e If we have three complexes

0 B° B! B?
0 O ct c?
0 0 0

with exact columns, we get the long exact sequence

0 — HO(A®*) — HY(B®) — H°(C®) — H'(A®) — ....

CECH FORM OF H

Let £° be a complex of sheaves of abelian groups. Let U, be a cover of X such that every &P is
acyclic on every U;, N Uy N ... N U;, (for now assume such an open cover exists). Then we get a
double complex

@io,il,iz go(UiU N Uil N UZQ) - @ig,il,ig gl(UiU N Uil N U'LQ) - @io,il,ig 52(Ui0 N U'il N UZQ) —

697;071'1 gl(UiO n Ull) @io,il 52(Ui0 N Un)

D, ENUi, NU;y)

@io EO(UZ'O) ®io Sl(Uio) @io 52(Uio)
Whenever we have a double complex, we can collapse it to a single complex:
@50((]2‘0 N Uil N Ui2)
D

@ go(Uio n Uil)
0P, — D - PEWU,NU,) = ..
@ &t (Uio) @
@ &2 (Uio)
There is a sign twist: In ever square of the original diagram, one of the 4 maps should get a —1
(conventions differ as to where). Then H¥(£®) is the cohomology of this “hyper-Cech” complex.
Example: Let W be our favorite hyperelliptic curve, W = Wy U Ws, with

2g+1
y%::clg +--4+:

2g+1
y§:$29+ R )

(with the coefficients reversed in the two equations).
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Let’s look at H*(W, O LA HY):

O(Wl N Wg) H1<W1 N WQ)

| |

O(Wl) D O(Wz) —_— Hl(Wl) D Hl(Wg)

Then we H' consists of triples
{(f,w1,w2) € OW1 N Wa) x H' (W) x H'(Wa) : w1 —wa = df}
{(91 — g2,dg1,dg2) : (g1, 92) € O(W1) x O(Wa)}

(which we can compute explicitly if we go back to old problem sets). Note that global 1-forms are
a subspace: if w € HO(H!), then (0,w,w) € H!. Conversely, if we quotient by global 1-forms, we
get a map to H'(O) given by (f,wi,ws) — f. Hence we have a sequence

H'HY — HY O — H') - HY(0).

Theorem. For any complex manifold X,

HE(X,C) =2 H O S S 12 5 ).
Proof.
0 C 0 0
0 O Hl HZ
is a quasi-isomorphism. O

So hypercohomology has packaged all the work into convenient notation. The only work remain-
ing is to prove that the above is a quasi-isomorphism (true by Dolbeault’s Lemma), and since we
know hypercohomology is invariant under quasi-isomorphism, this must compute the topological
cohomology.

Let us call H*(O — H! — H? — ...) “analytic de Rham” (in contrast with “algebraic de Rham”
which we will discuss next time).

WHAT HAPPENS TO DOLBEAULT?

We have the double complex

9 E) E)
Q02(X) _o_ Q12(X) _o_ 022(x) L ..
E] E] E]

QO,l(X) 46> Ql,l(X) 46> 92’1(X> g ..

8 8 8
0,0 9 1,0 9 _ (2,0 9
QX)) —— QX)) —= QP (X) —— -
(the squares already anticommute, so the minus sign is already “built in”).
The corresponding single complex is just

QAN o LNy o L I

the de Rham complex.

H*(O — H! — H?> — ...) is computed from ordinary cohomology of the complex of smooth
bundles. By Hodge theory, if X is compact Kéahler, then cohomology is represented by the harmonic
functions in this double complex.
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If we do not have access to the double complex, though, how can we discuss the Hodge decom-
position? Define

FPHY =H0 =0 — ... 0= HP — HPTE 5 1PP2 5 )

(where the HP is in position p). In particular, FOH* is analytic de Rham cohomology H®*(O —
H' — H? — ...). This is the definition we will generalize, but we will now discuss two other ways
to think about it (which will not generalize):
e 0— ZP — HP — HPHL — .. is a resolution of ZP := {closed (p,0)-forms}. So FPH*(X) =
H*P(X, ZP). The shift of indices comes up because the complex starts at position p, not
0.
e We have a Dolbeault complex for FPH¥: erase the first p columns of the standard one. If
X is compact Kahler, then Hodge decomposition gives

FPHANX)= P HY(X)

p'>p
p'+q' =k

We always (even without the compact Kahler assumption) have

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 qyp+1 2P+2 AP+ — ..
0 0 4P A+l A p+2 Y3 — ..
0 0 HP 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

To remember which is the first and which the third row, think about how to make the squares
comimute.
This gives us the long exact sequence

o= HYP7Y(X HP) — FPPIHR(X) — FPHM(X) — HFP(X, HP) — FPIIEM (X)) — ..
When X is compact Kéahler, this breaks into short exact sequences
0— FPEMNX) — FPH*(X) — H*P(X,HP) = 0

(proved by representing everything as harmonic classes).
So, in the compact Kéahler case, we have injections
F*a* c F*'HY C .. c F’HY ¢ F'H* ¢ F°HY = H}: (X, C),
the “Hodge filtration,” and
FPH* /PP ER — HFP(X, HP).
If complex conjugation makes sense, we can recover the direct sum decomposition by
HPY — FPEP. A FpEpta.

Think of H*(X,C) as H*(X,R)®g C and take the conjugate. However, we do not have such things
in characteristic p, and even in characteristic zero, there is still a sense in which the filtration is
more natural than the direct sum decomposition.

Recall from a problem set:
Let H={x+iy:y > 0}. Let E. = C/(1,7) for 7 € H. We have a family

E

|

H



NOTES FOR 14 APRIL 2011 5

whose fiber over 7 is the genus 1 curve E.. Topologically, this is a trivial family. We can look at the
vector bundle V whose fiber over 7 is H!(E,,C). This is a trivial vector bundle - even canonically
trivial. It has natural trivialization e, e} where e} € H'(E;,Z) is 1 on R/Z and 0 on Rr/Z7, and
ey € HY(E;,7) is 0 on R/Z and 1 on R7/Z7. Hence we can define holomorphic sections in terms
of this natural trivialization. We computed

HY(E,)=C- (e +éeb).

In our new language, F1H! is a holomorphic subbundle of H!. But H%'(E,) = ef + Te} is not a
holomorphic subbundle. So we see that the filtration is natural, not the direct sum.



