arXiv:1810.11837v4 [math.AG] 16 May 2022

ON THE GEOMETRIC P=W CONJECTURE

MIRKO MAURI, ENRICA MAZZON, AND MATTHEW STEVENSON

Abstract. We formulate the geometric P=W conjecture for singular character varieties. We establish it for compact Riemann surfaces of genus one, and obtain partial results in arbitrary genus. To this end, we employ non-Archimedean, birational and degeneration techniques to study the topology of the dual boundary complex of character varieties. We also clarify the relation between the geometric and the cohomological P=W conjectures.

1. Introduction

Given a smooth quasi-projective variety X, choose a compactification X = X ∪ ∂X such that the boundary ∂X has simple normal crossings (snc). The dual boundary complex D(∂X) is a cell complex encoding information about the irreducible components of ∂X and their intersections. Roughly, the combinatorics of D(∂X) tells us about the geometry of X at infinity.

The purpose of this paper is to study the topology of dual boundary complexes of certain character varieties in relation to the geometric P=W conjecture.

1.1. The P=W conjectures. Let C be a Riemann surface of genus g, and let G be a complex reductive algebraic group. The Dolbeault and Betti moduli spaces M_{Dol}(C, G) and M_B(C, G) are central objects in nonabelian Hodge theory. The former parametrises principal G-Higgs bundles with vanishing Chern classes, while the latter, also called G-character variety, parametrises representations of the fundamental group of C with values in G; see § 4.2. Although the algebraic moduli problems which they solve are very different, there exists a canonical real analytic isomorphism Ψ: M_{Dol}(C, G) → M_B(C, G), called non-abelian Hodge correspondence. Note that Ψ is not a biholomorphism: the Dolbeault moduli space carries a projective Lagrangian fibration onto an affine space

χ : M_{Dol}(C, G) → C^{12 dim MDol(C,G)}, called Hitchin fibration, whose regular fibres are holomorphic Lagrangian tori; instead the Betti moduli space does not contain any proper subvariety of positive dimension, since it is affine.

The geometric P=W conjecture aims to a better understanding of the asymptotic behaviour at infinity of the transcendental map Ψ. Formulated by Katzarkov, Noll, Pandit, and Simpson in [Kat+15, Conjecture 1.1], it says in brief that

Geometric P=W conjecture (abridged version). The dual boundary complex D(∂M_B(C, G)) is homotopy equivalent to a sphere.

The dual boundary complex should furthermore be naturally identified with the sphere at infinity on the base of the Hitchin fibration. The full statement actually involves the commutativity of a square diagram, but we postpone the precise formulation of the conjecture to § 4. There we propose a tweaked version of the original statement in [Kat+15] necessary to deal with the singularities of the Betti and Dolbeault moduli spaces.

The geometric P=W conjecture takes its name after a conjecture formulated by de Cataldo, Hausel and Migliorini in [dCHM12], called cohomological P=W conjecture; see § 6.1. The different geometry of M_{Dol}(C, G)

Date: May 18, 2022. 1

and M_B(C, G) is encoded in two filtrations on their isomorphic singular cohomology, named respectively P and W, which stand for perverse and weight filtrations. Despite the different origin of the filtrations, the conjecture asserts that

Cohomological P=W conjecture. The non-abelian Hodge correspondence Ψ exchanges the perverse and weight filtrations.

In § 6.2, we clarify the relation between the cohomological and geometric conjectures, thus answering the final question of [Mig17]; see also [Har19, §1]^1.

Theorem A (Theorem 6.2.6). Under the technical Assumption 6.2.5, the geometric P=W conjecture implies the cohomological P=W conjecture at the highest weight.

1.2. New evidence for the geometric P=W conjecture. Up to date, the evidence for the geometric P=W conjecture in the literature concerns only the case of punctured spheres, and the commutativity of the square diagram is known only in few low-dimensional examples; see Remark 7.0.6. In this paper, following a suggestion of Simpson in [Sim16], we study the case of Betti moduli spaces associated to compact Riemann surfaces. More precisely, we establish the geometric P=W conjecture both in rank one for a compact curve of arbitrary genus, and in arbitrary rank and genus one.

Theorem B (Theorem 4.4.1, Theorem 5.4.1). Let C be a compact Riemann surface of genus g, and G be either GL_n or SL_n. The geometric P=W conjecture holds for M_B(C, G) if either n = 1 or g = 1.

In arbitrary genus, we determine some topological invariants of D(∂M_B(C, G)), which can be regarded as partial evidence for the geometric P=W conjecture.

Theorem C (Corollary 7.0.2, Theorem 7.0.3). Let C be a compact Riemann surface of genus g, and G be either GL_n or SL_n. The following facts hold:

• D(∂M_B(C, G)) has the rational homology of a sphere of dimension equal to dim M_B(C, G) − 1 if n = 2; • D(∂M_B(C, G)) is simply-connected unless dim M_B(C, G) = 2, i.e. unless g = 1 and G = C^∗ , SL_2.

1.3. The PL-homeomorphism type of the dual boundary complex of character varieties. In order to address the geometric P=W conjecture, one must make sense of D(∂M_B(C, G)). It is not a priori clear how one can do so, since the affine variety M_B(C, G) can be singular, hence it may not admit an snc compactification. Thus, the task is to find mildly singular compactifications to which a dual complex is still attached.

Our solution is to consider divisorial log terminal (dlt) compactifications; see (2.0.6) for a definition. Indeed, such compactifications have well-defined dual complex, whose homotopy type is independent of the choice of a specific dlt compactification by [dFKX17]. In Corollary 4.3.2 we show that dlt compactifications do exist for Betti moduli spaces of compact Riemann surfaces of any genus and structural group either GL_n or SL_n.

Among all possible dlt compactifications of M_B(C, G), it is convenient to restrict to special ones, more precisely to dlt log Calabi–Yau (logCY) compactifications (if they exist!). This is an algebraic condition which rigidifies the configuration of divisors at infinity: the dual complex of any dlt logCY compactification identifies a distinguished PL-homeomorphism class in the homotopy equivalence class of the dual complex of any dlt compactification. Not all quasi-projective varieties admit logCY compactifications, but a folk conjecture [Sim16] says that character varieties should do, and this is indeed proved for SL_2-local systems on punctured surfaces in [Wha20]. If these compactifications were also dlt, then a positive answer to [KX16, Question 4] would essentially imply that D(∂M_B(C, G)) is homeomorphic to a sphere.

These observations suggest the following partial strengthening of the geometric P=W conjecture. Conjecture 1.3.1. M_B(C, G) admits a dlt logCY compactification (M_B(C, G), ∂M_B(C, G)), and the associated dual boundary complex D(∂M_B(C, G)) is PL-homeomorphic to a sphere^2.

1Note that in Theorem A we do not need to assume the existence of an snc logCY compactification of M B(C, G) as in loc. cit.

2A sphere of dimension m is intended to be endowed with its standard PL-structure, i.e. with a triangulation equivalent to the

boundary of an (m + 1)-standard simplex.

In § 5.1 we prove this stronger conjecture for a compact Riemann surface E of genus one. In particular, we obtain the following theorems.

Theorem D (Theorem 5.1.3). M_B(E, GL_n) admits a dlt logCY compactification, and the dual boundary complex D(∂M_B(E, GL_n)) of such compactification is PL-homeomorphic to S^{2n−1}.

Theorem E (Theorem 5.1.5). M_B(E, SL_n) admits a dlt logCY compactification, and the dual boundary complex D(∂M_B(E, SL_n)) of such compactification is PL-homeomorphic to S^{2n−3}.

It is an open question whether M_B(C, G) admits a dlt logCY compactification for g > 1.

1.4. Non-Archimedean approach. In Theorems D and E we show that dlt logCY compactifications of M_B(E, G) do exist via the minimal model program: this is a non-constructive existence result, and the authors are not aware of more explicit dlt logCY compactifications. However, we can determine the PL-homeomorphism type of the dual boundary complex of such compactifications by recasting the problem in terms of non-Archimedean geometry. In this approach, boundary divisors are thought as suitable divisorial valuations, in the sense of (2.0.3). This viewpoint permits to reinterpret the dual complex D(∂M_B(E, G)) as the level set of a suitable function inside a space of valuations, namely as the minimality locus of a log discrepancy function, called skeleton; see Definition 3.0.1 and Lemma 3.0.2. This idea is compatible with the expectation of a correspondence between valuations on the Betti moduli space and directions in the Hitchin base, conjectured in [Kat+15, §1.1].

In particular, the valuative interpretation of dual complexes allows us to prove the following fact about their topology, which is used to prove Theorems D and E, and is of independent interest.

Theorem F (Theorem 3.0.7). Let (X, Δ_X ) be a log canonical pair. Let Γ be a finite subgroup of Aut(X, Δ_X ), i.e. the group of automorphisms γ : X → X such that γ^∗Δ_X = Δ_X . Suppose also that the quotient map q : X → X/Γ is quasi-étale, i.e. the action of Γ is free in codimension 1. Denote DMR(X, Δ_X ) the dual complex of a dlt modification of (X, Δ_X ),^3 and Δ_{X/Γ} := q_∗Δ_X . Then, there exists a PL-homeomorphism

DMR(X/Γ, Δ_{X/Γ}) ≃_{PL} DMR(X, Δ_X )/Γ.

It is worth remarking that one could determine the homotopy type of D(∂M_B(E, G)) by using the classical notion of skeleton for toroidal pairs as in [Thu07]. However, the definition of skeleton in § 3 adapts well to the more singular case of dlt compactifications, which appear in the formulation of the geometric P=W conjecture. Further, in the logCY case, it allows to establish the actual PL-homeomorphism class of the dual boundary complex.

1.5. Hyper-Kähler degenerations on the Betti side. We propose two proofs for each of Theorems D and E (see § 5.1 and § 5.2-5.3). One of the proofs requires the construction of degenerations of compact hyper- Kähler manifolds. Degeneration arguments have also been used in [dCMS19] to show the cohomological P=W conjecture in genus two. There, the authors exploit a standard degeneration of compact hyper-Kähler moduli spaces of sheaves on K3 surfaces to the Dolbeault moduli space M_{Dol}(C, GL_n), due to [DEL97, §1.1]. However, no analogue is known on the Betti side, and the following Theorem G is the first existence result in this direction.

Theorem G (Proposition 5.2.9 and 5.3.2). There exist

• a good minimal dlt degeneration X of Hilbert schemes of K3 surfaces, or of generalised Kummer varieties, • an irreducible component Δ^{dlt}_i of the reduced special fibre X_0 of X , such that the pair (Δ^{dlt}_i , Diff^∗_Δdlt_i (X_0)) is crepant birational to a dlt logCY compactification of M_B(E, GL_n) or of M_B(E, SL_n) respectively.

3The notation DMR stands for “Dual complex of a Minimal divisorial log terminal partial Resolution”.

We postpone to § 2, § 5.2 and § 5.3 the explanation of all the attributes of these degenerations. Here, we just observe that Theorem G suggests a relation of the geometric P=W conjecture with the following conjecture about dual complexes of hyper-Kähler manifolds:

Conjecture 1.5.1. Let X be a maximally degenerate good minimal dlt degeneration of compact hyper-Kähler manifolds. Then the dual complex of the special fibre of X is (PL-)homeomorphic to P^n(C ).

Indeed, assume that a dlt compactification of M_B(C, G) appears as an irreducible component of the central fibre X_0 of a degeneration X as in Conjecture 1.5.1. Then D(M_B(C, G)) is a PL-sphere if D(X_0) is a PL-manifold; see Lemma 5.2.5.

1.6. Structure of the paper. The present paper is organised as follows. In § 2, we provide some preliminaries about Berkovich spaces, log discrepancy and dual complexes. In § 3, we study the dual complex of some quotients of log canonical pairs (Theorem F) by means of non-Archimedean techniques. In § 4, we formulate the geometric P=W conjecture, and confirm it in rank one (Theorem B for n = 1). Then we study the PL-homeomorphism type of dual complex of character varieties in genus one: we show Theorem D, E and G in § 5.1, § 5.2 and § 5.3. The proof of the full geometric P=W conjecture in genus one (Theorem B for g = 1) is contained in § 5.4. Finally, we compare the cohomological P=W conjecture and the geometric one in § 6 (Theorem A), and in § 7 we study topological properties of dual complex of character varieties in arbitrary genus (Theorem C). In Appendix A we check the independence of the geometric P=W conjecture of all the auxiliary choices made in § 4.2. Appendix B contains some technical results on the Tate curve required for a proof of Theorem G.

1.7. Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Omid Amini, Sébastien Boucksom, Morgan Brown, Paolo Cascini, Tommaso de Fernex, Mattias Jonsson, Luca Migliorini, Joaquín Moraga, Johannes Nicaise, Szilárd Szabó and Marco Trozzo for helpful discussions on the contents of the paper. We wish to thank the anonymous referees for their careful reading and useful suggestions.

Mauri and Mazzon were supported by the University of Michigan, the Max Planck Institute for Mathematics, and the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council [EP/L015234/1]. The EPSRC Centre for Doctoral Training in Geometry and Number Theory (The London School of Geometry and Number Theory), University College London. Stevenson was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-1600011, and he is grateful to Imperial College London for hosting his visit, supported by the ERC Starting Grant MOTZETA (project 306610) of the European Research Council (PI: Johannes Nicaise).

2. Preliminaries: Berkovich spaces, log discrepancy, and dual complexes

(2.0.1) Let X be a normal proper algebraic variety over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero. A pair (X, Δ) is the datum of X together with a Weil Q-divisor Δ with coefficients in (0, 1], called boundary, such that K_X + Δ is Q-Cartier. Write Δ^{=1} = � i∈I Δ_i for the union of all irreducible components of Δ whose coefficient equals 1. The irreducible components of the intersection Δ_{i1} ∩ . . . ∩ Δ_{ir} , with {i_1, . . . , i_r} ⊆ I, are called strata of Δ^{=1}.

The pair (X, Δ) is log Calabi–Yau (logCY) if K_X +Δ is Q-linearly equivalent to zero, written K_X +Δ ∼_Q 0.

(2.0.2) We denote by X^{bir} the locus of birational points of the Berkovich analytification of X. As a set, X^{bir} is the space of real valuations of the fraction field k(X) of X that extend the trivial valuation v_0 of k, i.e. the set of functions v : k(X)^∗ → R with the properties that:

(1) v(f · g) = v(f) + v(g) for all f, g ∈ k(X); (2) v(f + g) ⩾ min{v(f), v(g)} for all f, g ∈ k(X); (3) v(h) = 0 for all h ∈ k^∗.

We endow X^{bir} with the coarsest topology which makes the maps X^{bir} → R, v → v(f), continuous for any f ∈ k(X)^∗. Note that a dominant morphism of algebraic varieties g : X → Y induces a surjective continuous map g^{bir} : X^{bir} → Y^{bir} by precomposition v(·) → v(· ∘ g).

By the valuative criterion of properness, any valuation v admits a center on X, i.e. there exists a unique schematic point c_X (v) ∈ X such that v(f) ⩾ 0 for any f ∈ O_{X,cX (v)} and v(f) > 0 if and only if f ∈ m_{cX (v)}.

(2.0.3) Given a non-negative real number c, a proper birational morphism h: Y → X of normal varieties, and an irreducible divisor E ⊂ Y , we define the divisorial valuation

c · v_E (f) := c · ord_E (h^∗f),

where ord_E (h^∗f) is the order of the function h^∗f along E. The set of divisorial valutions is denoted by X^{div} ⊂ X^{bir}, and it is dense in X^{bir}; see for instance [JM12, §4.4].

(2.0.4) Let (X, Δ) be a pair, and c · v_E ∈ X^{div} be the divisorial valuation determined by the triple (c, h : Y → X, E). Pick canonical divisors K_Y and K_X such that h_∗(K_Y ) = K_X . The log discrepancy of c · v_E is the value

A_{(X,Δ)}(c · v_E ) := c � 1 + ord_E � K_Y − 1 m h^∗(m(K_X + Δ)) � (2.0.5)

for m ∈ Z_{>0} sufficiently divisible. It is easy to see that the log discrepancy A_{(X,Δ)}(c · v_E ) depends only on c · v_E , and not on the choice of m or of the birational model Y of X where the centre of c · v_E has codimension one. Define the log discrepancy function A_{(X,Δ)} : X^{bir} → R∪{∞} as the maximal lower-semicontinuous extension of A_{(X,Δ)} : X^{div} → R; see for instance [JM12, §5], [Bou+15], [BJ18, Appendix A].

The pair (X, Δ) is log canonical (lc) if A_{(X,Δ)}(v) ⩾ 0 for all v ∈ X^{bir}. Two pairs (X, Δ_X ) and (Y, Δ_Y ) are crepant birational if X and Y are birational in such a way that A_{(X,ΔX )} = A_{(Y,ΔY )} as functions on X^{bir} = Y^{bir}.

(2.0.6) Given an lc pair (X, Δ), an lc centre of the pair is the centre in X of a divisorial valuation v ∈ X^{div} with A_{(X,Δ)}(v) = 0. The snc locus X^{snc} is the largest open subset in X such that the pair (X, Δ) has only simple normal crossings (snc). The pair (X, Δ) is said to be divisorial log terminal (dlt) if none of its lc centres are contained in X \ X^{snc}. In particular, the lc centres of a dlt pair are the strata of Δ^{=1}. See [KM08, Definition 2.37] and [KK10, Theorem 4.16] for more details.

(2.0.7) There are several advantages to working with dlt pairs over snc pairs. Most notably, we use the fact that any lc pair (X, Δ) is crepant birational to a (non-unique) dlt pair (X^{dlt}, Δ^{dlt}), while the corresponding statement fails in general for snc pairs. This fact is a consequence of the existence of dlt modifications, as in [Kol13, Corollary 1.36], which asserts that there exists a proper birational morphism g : X^{dlt} → X with exceptional divisors {E_i}_{i∈I} such that

(1) (dlt) the pair (X^{dlt}, Δ^{dlt} := g^{−1}_∗ Δ + � i∈I E_i) is dlt, where g^{−1}_∗ Δ is the strict transform of Δ via g;

(2) (crepant) K_X dlt + Δ^{dlt} ∼_Q g^∗(K_X + Δ).

Denote by Aut(X, Δ) the group of automorphism γ : X → X such that γ^∗Δ_X = Δ_X . Given a finite subgroup Γ ⊆ Aut(X, Δ), dlt modifications of (X, Δ_X ) can be chosen Γ-equivariant. Indeed, the argument of [Kol13, Corollary 1.36] works in this context too if we replace ordinary log resolutions and MMP with their G-equivariant analogues.

(2.0.8) It is always possible to associate a combinatorial object to a dlt pair (X, Δ):

Definition 2.0.9. The dual complex of a dlt boundary Δ is the regular cell complex^4 D(Δ) whose vertices are in correspondence with the irreducible components of Δ^{=1}, and whose r-dimensional cells correspond to strata of codimension r + 1. The attaching maps are prescribed by the inclusion relations.

For a general lc pair, the same prescription does not always yield a meaningful or well-defined cell complex; see for instance [Mau20b, Remark 4.6]. So the dual complex of an lc pair (X, Δ) is defined as the PL-homeomorphism class of the dual complex of any dlt modification of (X, Δ), and we denote it by DMR(X, Δ); the notation is an

4See [Hat02, §2.1] for the definition of regular cell complex or regular Δ-complex.

abbreviation for Dual complex of a Minimal dlt partial Resolution. The PL-homeomorphism class DMR(X, Δ) is well-defined, as it is independent of the choice of a dlt modification by [dFKX17, Definition 15].

(2.0.10) If a variety V admits a dlt compactification, i.e. there exists a reduced proper dlt pair (V , ∂V ) with V = V \ ∂V , then the dual boundary complex of V is D(∂V ), and it is independent of the choice of the dlt compactification up to homotopy by [dFKX17, Theorem 3]. If V is a dlt logCY compactification, i.e. we also require that K_V + ∂V ∼_Q 0, then D(∂V ) is uniquely determined up to PL-homeomorphism. Indeed, the logCY assumption fixes a distinguished class of compactifications of V , all crepant birational to each other: it selects a specific PL-homeomorphism type for D(∂V ) by [dFKX17, Proposition 11].

(2.0.11) We refer to [RS82] or [Lur09a] for the elementary notions of PL-topology used in this paper.

3. Dual complex of quotient of lc pairs

Let (X, Δ_X ) be an lc pair. The proof of the existence of dlt modifications (cf [Kol13, Corollary 1.36]) is non-constructive, which makes the explicit description of DMR(X, Δ_X ) a very subtle task. Inspired by [BJ17, Proposition 5.6], we provide an alternative definition of DMR(X, Δ_X ) independent of the construction of a dlt modification. For some crepant quotient of dlt pairs, this gives an effective recipe to determine the PLhomeomorphism type of DMR(X, Δ_X ).

Definition 3.0.1. Let (X, Δ_X ) be an lc pair. The skeleton of (X, Δ_X ) is

Sk(X, Δ_X ) := {v ∈ X^{bir} : A_{(X,ΔX )}(v) = 0}.

The link of the skeleton Sk(X, Δ_X ), denoted by Sk(X, Δ_X )^∗/R_{>0} , is the quotient of the punctured skeleton Sk(X, Δ_X )^∗ := Sk(X, Δ_X ) \ {v_0} via the rescaling action of the positive real numbers R_{>0} .

Lemma 3.0.2. If two lc pairs (X, Δ_X ) and (Y, Δ_Y ) are crepant birational, then Sk(X, Δ_X ) = Sk(Y, Δ_Y ) and Sk(X, Δ_X )^∗/R_{>0} = Sk(Y, Δ_Y )^∗/R_{>0} . (3.0.3)

Proof. The equalities (3.0.3) follow from the fact that A_{(X,ΔX )} = A_{(Y,ΔY )} on X^{bir} = Y^{bir}. □

Lemma 3.0.4. Let (X, Δ_X ) be a lc pair. Given any dlt modification (X^{dlt}, Δ^{dlt}) of (X, Δ_X ), there exists a distinguished homeomorphism i(Δ^{dlt}): Cone(D(Δ^{dlt})) → Sk(X, Δ_X ) so that the natural PL-structure on Cone(D(Δ^{dlt})) induces a PL-structure on Sk(X, Δ_X ) which is independent of the choice of the dlt modification. In particular, there exist PL-homeomorphisms Sk(X, Δ_X ) ≃_{PL} Cone(DMR(X, Δ_X )) and Sk(X, Δ_X )^∗/R_{>0} ≃_{PL} DMR(X, Δ_X ). (3.0.5)

Proof. Let (X^{dlt}, Δ^{dlt} = � i∈I Δ_i) be a dlt modification of (X, Δ_X ). Any lc centre W of (X^{dlt}, Δ^{dlt}) is an irreducible component of � j∈J Δ_j , for some J ⊆ I. At the generic point η_W of W , the dlt condition guarantees that any function f ∈ O_{X,ηW} can be written in Ô_{X,ηW} as f = � β∈N^J cβ z

β where z_j is a local equation for Δ_j at η_W . Denote by Cone(σ_W ) the corresponding cone in Cone(D(Δ^{dlt})), which we identify with the standard orthant R^J_{≥0} in R^J . For any w = (w_j )_{j∈J} ∈ Cone(σ_W ) we associate the valuation v_w ∈ (X^{dlt})^{bir} = X^{bir} defined by v_w � � β∈N^J

c_β z^β � = min � � j w_j β_j | c_β ≠ 0 � . Varying the lc centre W , we obtain a map i(Δ^{dlt}): Cone(D(Δ^{dlt})) → X^{bir}, (3.0.6) which is a homeomorphism onto Sk(X^{dlt}, Δ^{dlt}) = Sk(X, Δ_X ) by [BJ17, Proposition 5.6]^5 and Lemma 3.0.2.

5Observe that all the valuations in [BJ17] are normalised by the choice of a uniformiser while we do not assume any normalisation. However, the proof of [BJ17, Proposition 5.6] works in our context too, provided that one replaces D(Δ^{dlt}) with its cone.

The cone complex Cone(D(Δ^{dlt})) has a natural PL-structure, and so Sk(X, Δ_X ) inherits a PL-structure via the homeomorphism i(Δ^{dlt}). We show now that the PL-structure on Sk(X, Δ_X ) is independent of the choice of the dlt modification (X^{dlt}, Δ^{dlt}). Given dlt modifications (X^{dlt}_i , Δ^{dlt}_i ) of (X, Δ_X ), with i = 1, 2, there exists a sequence of crepant birational maps

(X^{dlt}_1 , Δ^{dlt}_1 )^{p1}←− (Y_0, Δ_{Y0} )^{π0} (Y_1, Δ_{Y1} )^{π1} . . . (Y_m, Δ_{Ym} )^{πm} (Y_{m+1}, Δ_{Ym+1} ) . . .^{πr−1} (Y_r, Δ_{Yr} )^{p2}−→ (X^{dlt}_2 , Δ^{dlt}_2 ) such that

• (Y_i, Δ_{Yi} ) are snc sub-pairs, i.e. Δ_{Yi} is a simple normal crossing divisor with coefficients in (−∞, 1]; • the maps π_i are smooth blow-ups or their inverse;

• D(Δ^{dlt}_1 ) = D(Δ_{Y0} ), i(Δ^{dlt}_1 ) = i(Δ_{Y0} ), D(Δ^{dlt}_2 ) = D(Δ_{Yr} ), i(Δ^{dlt}_2 ) = i(Δ_{Yr} ); • D(Δ_{Ym} ) = D(Δ_{Ym+1} ), or D(Δ_{Ym} ) differs from D(Δ_{Ym+1} ) by a stellar subdivision or its inverse;

see [dFKX17, Proposition 11] and references therein. Note that the definition of log discrepancy, dual complex and skeleton, and Lemma 3.0.2 extend to lc sub-pairs with no change. Hence, there exists a homeomorphism

i(Δ_{Ym} ): Cone(D(Δ_{Ym} )) → Sk(Y_m, Δ_{Ym} ) = Sk(X, Δ_X ) defined as above in the context of pairs.

If we prove that the composition i(Δ_{Ym+1} )^{−1}|_{Sk(X,ΔX )} ∘ i(Δ_{Ym} ) : Cone(D(Δ_{Ym} )) → Cone(D(Δ_{Ym+1} )) is a PL-homeomorphism for all 0 ≤ m ≤ r − 1, then the PL-structures on Sk(X, Δ_X ) induced by the PL-structure of D(Δ^{dlt}_i ) via i(Δ^{dlt}_i ), with i = 1, 2, will coincide as desired.

There are two cases: either D(Δ_{Ym} ) = D(Δ_{Ym+1} ), in which case i(Δ_{Ym+1} )^{−1}|_{Sk(X,ΔX )} ∘ i(Δ_{Ym} ) is the identity and there is nothing to prove; or the map π_m : (Y_m, Δ^{=1}_m ) → (Y_{m+1}, Δ^{=1}_{m+1} = � k∈K Δ_{Ym+1 ,k}), or its inverse, is a blow-up of an irreducible component W_{m+1} of � l∈L Δ_{Ym+1,l} with L ⊆ K, and D(Δ_{Ym} ) differs from D(Δ_{Ym+1} ) by a stellar subdivision corresponding to an interior point v_E of the cell σ_{Wm+1} . In the latter case, the map i(Δ_{Ym+1} )^{−1}|_{Sk(X,ΔX )} ∘ i(Δ_{Ym} ) can be identified over Cone(σ_{Wm+1} ) with the linear map l: � � l∈L w_l = 0 � ⊂ R^{L∪{vE }}

≥0 → R^L_{≥0} ,

given by l(e_l) = e_l and l(v_E ) = � l∈L e_l, and with the identity map away from Cone(σ_{Wm+1} ). This says that i(Δ_{Ym+1} )^{−1}|_{Sk(X,ΔX )} ∘ i(Δ_{Ym} ) is indeed a PL-homeomorphism. □

Theorem 3.0.7 (Theorem F). Let (X, Δ_X ) be an lc pair. Let Γ be a finite subgroup of Aut(X, Δ_X ). Suppose also that the quotient map q : X → X/Γ is quasi-étale, i.e. the action of Γ is free in codimension 1. Then,

Sk(X/Γ, Δ_{X/Γ} := q_∗Δ_X ) = q^{bir}(Sk(X, Δ_X )) ≃_{PL} Sk(X, Δ_X )/Γ. (3.0.8) In particular, there exist PL-homeomorphisms Sk(X/Γ, Δ_{X/Γ})^∗/R_{>0} ≃_{PL} Sk(X, Δ_X )^∗/(R_{>0} × Γ), (3.0.9) DMR(X/Γ, Δ_{X/Γ}) ≃_{PL} DMR(X, Δ_X )/Γ. (3.0.10)

Proof. Observe first that the skeleton Sk(X/Γ, Δ_{X/Γ}) is well-defined, since the pair (X/Γ, Δ_{X/Γ}) is lc by [KM08, Proposition 5.20]. The group Γ acts on a Γ-equivariant dlt modification (X^{dlt}, Δ^{dlt}) → (X, Δ_X ) (cf (2.0.8)) and it permutes the lc centres of the pair (X^{dlt}, Δ^{dlt}). Therefore, Γ acts on DMR(X, Δ_X ) ≃_{PL} D(Δ^{dlt}) via PL-homeomorphism.

It is well-known that the log discrepancy function A_{(X/Γ,ΔX/Γ )} pulls back via q^{bir} to the log discrepancy function A_{(X,ΔX )}; see [Kol97, Proposition 3.16]. Since q^{bir} is surjective, this proves the first equality of (3.0.8). Now, as Γ ⊆ Aut(X, Δ_X ), the induced Γ-action on X^{bir} preserves Sk(X, Δ_X ), and q^{bir}|_{Sk} is the quotient map; see [Ber95, Corollary 5]. By Lemma 3.0.11, the group Γ acts on Sk(X, Δ_X ) via PL-homeomorphisms and the quotient q^{bir}|_{Sk} is a PL-map. Hence, q^{bir}|_{Sk} descends to the PL-homeomorphism (3.0.8). Further, since the actions of Γ and R_{>0} commute and the homeomorphism (3.0.8) is R_{>0} -equivariant, we have that (3.0.9) and (3.0.10) are PL-homeomorphisms too. □

Lemma 3.0.11. Let (Y_1, Δ_{Y1} ), (Y_2, Δ_{Y2} ) be lc pairs, and g : Y_1 → Y_2 be an algebraic morphism such that the induced map g^{bir} : Y^{bir}_1 → Y^{bir}_2 restricts to a map g^{bir}|_{Sk} : Sk(Y_1, Δ_{Y1} ) → Sk(Y_2, Δ_{Y2} ) on skeletons. Then g^{bir}|_{Sk} is a PL-map, with respect to the PL-structures defined in Lemma 3.0.4.

Proof. Let (Y^{dlt}_i , Δ^{dlt}_{Yi} ) be a dlt modification of (Y_i, Δ_i), with i = 1, 2. For any lc centre W ⊆ Δ^{dlt}_{Yi} , denote Cone(σ_W ) the corresponding cone in Cone(DMR(Y^{dlt}_i , Δ^{dlt}_{Yi} )) ≃ Sk(Y_i, Δ_{Yi} ), namely the subset of Sk(Y_i, Δ_{Yi} ) of valuations centred at W . For each divisor Δ_j such that W ⊆ Δ_j ⊆ Δ^{dlt}_{Yi} , choose local equation z_{W,j,i} ∈ k(Y_i)^∗ at the generic point of W . Then the map

Cone(σ_W ) → R^{codimYi W} , v → (. . . , v(z_{W,j,i}), . . .) (3.0.12)

is an embedding onto the standard orthant in R^{codimY}i^W . Consider now the commutative diagram

Sk(Y_1, Δ_{Y1} ) //

g^{bir} |_{Sk} fflffl R^{m1 +m2}

pr_2 fflffl v → (. . . , v(z_{W,j,1}), . . . , v(z_{W,j,2} ∘ g), . . .)

Sk(Y_2, Δ_{Y2} ) // R^{m2} w → (. . . , w(z_{W,j,2}), . . .),

where the index W runs over all lc centres of Δ^{dlt}_i , m_i := � W ⊆Δ^{dlt}_{Yi} codimYi W , and j = 1, . . . , codimYi W .

The square is commutative by (2.0.2). For any h ∈ k(Y_i)^∗, the map Sk(Y_i, Δ_{Yi} ) → R given by v → v(h) is piecewise linear by the argument in [MN15, Proposition 3.2.2], and so the horizontal arrows are PL-maps. In fact, they are PL-homeomorphisms onto their images since (3.0.12) is an embedding. Finally, we conclude that g^{bir}|_{Sk} is a PL-map, because via the square diagram it can be identified with the restriction of pr_2. □

4. The geometric P=W conjecture

4.1. Preliminaries: semialgebraic neighbourhoods.

Definition 4.1.1. [Dur83, Definition 3.1] Let M be a real (semi)algebraic set in R^n , and Y be a compact (semi)algebraic set in M, e.g. an algebraic subvariety of a complex projective variety M. A subset N ⊂ M is a (semi)algebraic neighbourhood of Y if there exist

- a rug function β : M → R, i.e. a proper real (semi)algebraic map such that β(x) ≥ 0 and Y = β^{−1}(0); - a suitably small positive number δ such that N = β^{−1}[0, δ).

The set N^∗ := N \Y is called a (semi)algebraic deleted neighbourhood of Y , or simply a neighbourhood at infinity of N. The link of Y in M is ∂N := β^{−1}(δ).

Proposition 4.1.2 (Uniqueness of semialgebraic neighbourhoods). [Dur83, Proposition 3.5] Any two semialgebraic neighbourhoods N_0 and N_1 of Y in M are stratified isotopic, i.e. there exists a continuous family of homeomorphisms h_t : M → M, with t ∈ [0, 1], preserving a Whitney stratification of M, and such that: (i) h_0 is the identity; (ii) h_t|_Y is the identity for any t; (iii) h_1(N_0) = N_1.

4.2. Dolbeault and Betti moduli spaces at infinity. Let C be a compact Riemann surface of genus g, and G be a complex reductive group. The non-abelian Hodge correspondence is a real analytic isomorphism

Ψ: M_{Dol} → M_B

between two moduli spaces parametrising G-local systems on C in different fashions; see [Sim94] and [Sim97].

The first moduli space M_{Dol} = M_{Dol}(C, G), called Dolbeault moduli space, parametrises semistable G- Higgs bundles, i.e. semistable pairs (E, ϕ) consisting of a principal G-bundle E of degree zero and a section ϕ ∈ H^0(C, ad(E) ⊗ K_C ), where K_C is the canonical bundle. It is endowed with a projective morphism called Hitchin fibration χ: M_{Dol} → Λ ≃ C^{N/2} (N := dim_C M_{Dol}), (4.2.1) which is Lagrangian with respect to the canonical holomorphic symplectic form on M_{Dol} given by the standard hyper-Kähler metric on M_{Dol}; see [Hit87]. This implies in particular that the general fibre of χ is an abelian variety.

The second moduli space is the Betti moduli space, or G-character variety. It is the affine GIT quotient

M_B = M_B(C, G) := Hom(π_1(C), G) � G ≃ � (A_1, B_1, . . . , A_g, B_g ) ∈ G^{2g} | g� j=1 [A_j , B_j ] = 1_G � � G, (4.2.2)

parametrising isomorphism classes of semistable G-representations of the fundamental group of C.

The spaces M_{Dol} and M_B are non-proper quasi-projective varieties. The goal of the geometric P=W conjecture is to describe the asymptotic behaviour of the non-abelian Hodge correspondence Ψ as we approach the boundary of algebraic compactifications of M_{Dol} and M_B.

The moduli space M_{Dol} admits a standard projective compactification denoted M_{Dol}. It was constructed by Hausel [Hau98], Simpson [Sim97, §11] and de Cataldo [dC21, Theorem 3.1.1] via symplectic cut or via an equivalent algebraic quotient construction. A remarkable property of this compactification is that the Hitchin fibration χ on M_{Dol} has a regular extension χ to the entire M_{Dol}, i.e. there exist Cartesian diagrams

∂M_{Dol} := M_{Dol} \ M_{Dol}M_{Dol} M_{Dol}

∂Λ Λ Λ. χ χ

Here the boundary ∂M_{Dol} and ∂Λ are prime divisors in M_{Dol} and Λ respectively, and Λ and ∂Λ are suitable weighted projective spaces.

Now let B^∗ be an algebraic deleted neighbourhood of W , and N^∗_{Dol} be its preimage. The subset N^∗_{Dol} is an algebraic deleted neighbourhood of ∂M_{Dol} defined by the pullback of the rug function defining B^∗ , and so independent of the choice of B^∗ up to stratified isotopy by Proposition 4.1.2. The neighbourhood B^∗ has the homotopy type of S^{N−1}, and indeed we may view S^{N−1} as the quotient of B^∗ by radial scaling, so the Hitchin map gives a map

N^∗_{Dol}^χ−→ B^∗ → S^{N−1},

that by abuse of notation we continue to denote by χ.

On the Betti side, there is no standard algebraic compactification of M_B, and the combinatorics of the strata of a compactification of M_B is more intricate than that of the standard compactification M_{Dol}. However, the geometric P=W conjecture suggests that the sphere at infinity S^{N−1} of the Hitchin base should be identified with the dual complex D(∂M_B), at least when the latter is well-defined. To this end, we need compactifications of M_B with mild singularities. Therefore, we require the following assumption (missing in the original statement of the geometric P=W conjecture), and show in Corollary 4.3.2 that it is satisfied for G = GL_n, SL_n.

Assumption 4.2.3. There exists a projective reduced dlt pair (M_B, ∂M_B) such that M_B = M_B \ ∂M_B.

Without loss of generality, we make also the following assumptions; see § 4.3 and Appendix A for a thoughtful exam of them.

Assumption 4.2.4. Any intersection of irreducible components of ∂M_B = � i∈I Δ_i is irreducible.

Let N^∗_i := β^{−1}_i (0, δ) be a semialgebraic deleted neighbourhood of Δ_i, for some rug function β_i and real number δ. Then β := min_{i∈I} β_i is a rug function for ∂M_B, and so N^∗_B := β^{−1}(0, δ) = � i∈I N^∗_i is a semialgebraic deleted neighbourhood of ∂M_B.

Assumption 4.2.5. For any J ⊆ I, Δ_J := � i∈J Δ_i is non-empty if and only if N_J := � i∈J N_i is non-empty.

Given a partition of unity {φ_i}_{i∈I} subordinate to the the open cover {N^∗_i }_{i∈I} of N^∗_B, we can then define the evaluation map ev : N^∗_B → R^I , ev(x)(i) = φ_i(x);

see also [EM21, §5].^6

Assumption 4.2.6. The partition of unity {φ_i}_{i∈I} is full in the following sense.

For any J ⊆ I such that N_J ≠ ∅, the map φ^J : N_J → [0, 1]^J , given by φ^J (x)(j) = φ_j (x), is surjective onto the open standard simplex in (0, 1]^J given by the equation � j∈J y_j = 1.

Under the previous assumptions, the image of the evaluation map is the dual boundary complex D(∂M_B) as in [EM21, Lemma 5.4] (the proof in the snc case extends to the dlt case with no change). Up to shrink B^∗ , we can also suppose that Ψ(N^∗_{Dol}) embeds in N^∗_B, and the inclusion Ψ(N^∗_{Dol}) → N^∗_B is a homotopy equivalence by Lemma A.0.1.

Conjecture 4.2.7 (Geometric P=W conjecture). There exists a homotopy equivalence r : S^{N−1} → D(∂M_B) such that the following diagram is homotopy commutative:

N^∗_{Dol}Ψ(N^∗_{Dol}) ⊆ N^∗_B

S^{N−1}D(∂M_B). χ evΨr

(4.2.8)

We show that all the previous assumptions can be achieved in §4.3. We refer to Appendix A for the proof that the geometric P=W is independent of all the auxiliary choices made.

4.3. Remarks on the assumptions. The singularities of character varieties represent a priori an obstacle to a well-posed definition of the dual boundary complex D(∂M_B) thus undermining the very formulation of the conjecture. This motivates Assumption 4.2.3, which can be satisfied, at least when G is either GL_n or SL_n.

Lemma 4.3.1 (Existence of dlt compactification). Let X be an algebraic variety with Q-factorial klt singularities, then X admits a dlt compactification.

Proof. Let X_1 be any algebraic compactification of X (which exists by Nagata’s compactification theorem), and π_1 : X_2 → X_1 be a log resolution of ∂X_1 := X_1 \X. Run the (K_{X 2} + � i(1−ϵ)E_i)-MMP following [Bir+10], where E_i are the π_1-exceptional divisors. By the Q-factoriality, the exceptional locus is divisorial over X. However, for ϵ sufficiently small, the MMP contracts all the exceptional divisors over X, since X is klt. We conclude that the end product of the MMP, say X_3 → X_1, is an isomorphism over X. Hence, X_3 is a Q-factorial compactification of X. Now we can construct a dlt modification X → X_3 as in [KK10, Theorem 3.1] or [Fuj11, Theorem 4.1]. It is again an isomorphism over X, thus providing the desired compactification. □

Corollary 4.3.2. M_B(C, G) admits a dlt compactification for G = GL_n or SL_n.

Proof. By [BS19, Theorems 1.2 and 1.5], M_B(C, G) has canonical and Q-factorial singularities for G = GL_n or SL_n. Lemma 4.3.1 then implies the existence of dlt compactifications. □

Now let (M_B, ∂M_B = � i∈I Δ_i) be a dlt compactification of M_B(C, G), and choose neighbourhoods N_i and a partition of unity as in §4.2. For any J ⊆ I, the evaluation map ev maps the irreducible components of Δ_J to the same locus in R^J , while they may correspond to different cells in the dual complex D(∂M_B). To prevent this bad behaviour, we require Assumption 4.2.4 to hold, i.e. that all Δ_J are irreducible, or equivalently that D(∂M_B) is simplicial. This can be achieved by means of a barycentrical subdivision, and geometrically via the birational

6Given two sets S and T , denote ST the space of maps T → S.

modification described in Lemma 4.3.3. Applying Lemma 4.3.3 iteratively, we produce a new compactification of M_B which satisfies both Assumptions 4.2.3 and 4.2.4.

Lemma 4.3.3 (Dlt blow-up of a stratum of a dlt pair). Let (X, Δ_X ) be a dlt pair and W be a stratum. Then there exists a dlt modification g : (Y, Δ_Y ) → (X, Δ_X ) with a unique exceptional divisor E_W , and such that g coincides with the blow-up of X along W over the snc locus X^{snc} of X.

In particular, the dual complex D(Δ_Y ) is obtained from D(Δ_X ) by a stellar subdivision of the cell in D(Δ_X ) corresponding to W . Further, if X is Q-factorial, then X \ Supp(Δ_X ) ≃ Y \ Supp(Δ_Y ).

Proof. Let π_1 : Y_1 → X be the blow-up of X along W with divisorial exceptional locus F , and π_2 : Y_2 → Y_1 be a log resolution of π^{−1}_{1,∗}Δ_X + F which is an isomorphism over π^{−1}_1 (X^{snc}). Let E = E_W + � k∈K E_k be the exceptional divisors of the map π := π_2 ∘ π_1, where E_W is the only exceptional divisor dominating W . By construction, the generic point of π(E_k ) does not lie in X^{snc}, and so the log discrepancy A_{(X,ΔX )}(E_k) is positive. Note that

K_{Y2} + E ∼_{π,Q} � k∈K A_{(X,ΔX )}(E_k)E_k,

and the right hand side is fully supported on E − E_W = � k∈K E_k. The π-relative (K_{Y2} + E)-MMP terminates with a dlt modification g : (Y, Δ_Y ) → (X, Δ_X ) which contracts all and only the divisors E_k; see [Kol13, §1.35]. Observe that g : Y → X is isomorphic to the blow-up π_1 : Y_1 → X over X^{snc}, as required.

Now the statement about dual complexes follows from [dFKX17, §9]. Further, the Q-factoriality of X implies that the exceptional locus of g is divisorial, alias equal to (the strict transform of) E_W . Hence, the map g induces an isomorphism X \ Supp(Δ_X ) ≃ Y \ Supp(Δ_Y ). □

Lemma 4.3.4 (Assumptions 4.2.5 and 4.2.6 can be achieved). There exist semialgebraic neighbourhoods N_i of Δ_i satisfying Assumption 4.2.5, and a full partition of unity {φ_i}_{i∈I} subordinate to the open cover {N^∗_i }_{i∈I} .

Proof. Given N_i = β^{−1}_i [0, δ_i) for some semialgebraic rug function β_i and δ_i ∈ R, Assumption 4.2.5 can be achieved for 0 < δ_i ≪ 1. Now let f_i : R → [0, 1] be cutoff functions satisfying

f_i(x) = � 1 if x ≤ 0 0 if x ≥ δ_i

and which are strictly decreasing on [0, δ_i). Choose the following partition of unity subordinate to {N_i}_{i∈I} :

φ_i(x) := f_i ∘ β_i(x) � i^′ ∈I fi^′ ∘ βi^′ (x) . The map φ^J : N_J → R^J , given by φ^J (j) = φ_j , with j ∈ J ⊆ I, factors as composition of the following maps

N_J^{β:=(βj )}

−−−−−→ � j∈J [0, δ_j )^{f:=(fj )}

−−−−→ (0, 1]^{J ρ}−→ (0, 1]^J (4.3.5)

(x_j ) →

� x_j � j^′ ∈J xj^′ � . Without loss of generality, we can suppose that β is surjective. For instance, at the general point of any strata of minimal dimension we can assume that β_i = |f_i|^2, where f_i is a local equation for Δ_i (eventually use semialgebraic cutoff functions to modify locally β). This is enough to ensure the surjectivity of β. Note also that f is a diffeomorphism and ρ is the radial projection onto the set {y ∈ (0, 1]^J | � j∈J y(j) = 1}. Hence, we observe that the functions φ_i are full in the sense of Assumption 4.2.6. □

4.4. The geometric P=W conjecture in rank one.

Theorem 4.4.1 (Theorem B). Let C be a compact Riemann surface of genus g. Then the geometric P=W conjecture holds for M_B(C, C^∗ ).

Proof. Let Y be a smooth projective toric variety of dimension 2g, with toric boundary Δ_Y = � i∈I Δ_i. There exists a symplectic moment map μ: Y → R^{2g} , whose image is a polytope P in R^{2g} , called moment polytope; see for instance [CLS11, §12.2]. For each toric divisor Δ_i ⊂ Δ_Y , let h_i be a linear equation on R^{2g} which cuts out the facet μ(Δ_i) in P.

By definition (4.2.2), the Betti moduli space M_B(C, C^∗ ) is isomorphic to (C^∗ )^{2g} , and the pair (Y, Δ_Y ) is an snc logCY compactification of (C^∗ )^{2g} . In particular, D(Δ_Y ) is PL-homeomorphic to S^{2g−1} by [Pay13, Example 2.5]. Take r in (4.2.8) equal to a PL-homeomorphism, and N_B as the preimage of a semialgebraic neighbourhood of the boundary ∂P of the moment polytope. In order to show the homotopy commutativity of the diagram (4.2.8), it is sufficient to prove that the maps χ ∘ Ψ^{−1} and ev restricted to the link ∂N_B^7

χ ∘ Ψ^{−1}|_{∂NB} : ∂N_B → S^{2g−1} ev|_{∂NB} : ∂N_B → S^{2g−1}

are homotopic, since N^∗_B ≃ N_B × R retracts onto ∂N_B.

Up to a diffeomorphism of the Hitchin base C^g , the map χ ∘ Ψ^{−1} : (C^∗ )^{2g} → C^g ≃ R^{2g} can be identified with

(C^∗ × C^∗ )^g → R^{2g} , Log: (z_1, . . . , z_{2g}) → � − log |z_1|, . . . , − log |z_{2g} | � ; see [GX08, §7.4]^8. Again up to an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism of the Hitchin base (which is isotopic to the identity by [Mil97, §6, Lemma 2]), the Log map can be identified with the restriction of the moment map μ: Y → R^{2g} to the big torus of Y by the explicit description of μ in [CLS11, Eq. 12.2.4].

To construct the evaluation map ev, we use the compactification (Y, Δ_Y ) and a partition of unity as in Lemma 4.3.4, where we choose β_i = h_i ∘ μ as rug functions. In this way, ev factors through μ. Without loss of generality suppose that ∂N_B is saturated with respect to μ, i.e. ∂N_B = (min{h_i ∘ μ})^{−1}(δ/2), and call r^′ : μ(∂N_B) ≃ S^{2g−1} → D(Δ_Y ) ≃ S^{2g−1} the continuous function such that ev = r^′ ∘μ. The map r^′ has topological degree one, and so by Hopf theorem it is homotopic to the identity.

The claim about the topological degree of r^′ follows from the construction of ev in (4.3.5) as follows. Any torus-fixed point of Y is a stratum Δ_J for J ⊂ I with |J| = 2g, and corresponds to an open (2g − 1)-dimensional cell σ_J of D(Δ_Y ). In the notation of (4.3.5), we have

ev|_{ev}−1_{(σJ )} = ρ ∘ f ∘ μ|_{ev}−1_{(σJ )} = r^′ ∘ μ|_{ev}−1_{(σJ )}.

Recall that the restriction ρ|_ρ−1_{(σJ )} is the projection

max{x_j − f_j (δ/2)}^{−1}(0) ⊂ (0, 1]^J → (0, 1]^J , x_j → x_j � j^′ ∈J xj^′ , which is a homeomorphism onto the simplex {y ∈ (0, 1]^J | � j∈J y(j) = 1}. Since f is a diffeomorphism, r^′ is a homeomorphism onto σ_J , and as the open cells of dimension 2g − 1 are dense in D(Δ_Y ), r^′ is generically injective. One can also check that r^′ is smooth and preserves the orientation at a generic point of D(Δ_Y ), and so we conclude that r^′ has degree one. Note that r^′ is not a homeomorphism globally: some fibres can be very large. For instance, r^′ contracts the codimension zero submanifold μ(∂N_B ∩ (N_i \ � j≠i Nj )) to the vertex in

D(Δ_Y ) corresponding to Δ_i. See also Figure 4.4.1.

We conclude then that the following maps are homotopic to each other

χ ∘ Ψ^{−1}|_{∂NB} ∼ μ|_{∂NB} ∼ r^′ ∘ μ|_{∂NB} = ev|_{∂NB} .

7Technically, ev is not defined along ∂N B. If N_B = � i N_i, and N_i = β^{−1}_i [0, δ_i), then restrict ev to the boundary of � i β^{−1}_i [0, δ_i/2), which is isotopic to ∂N_B. We omit this subtlety in the following.

8The coordinates (Re(p), Im(p)) in [GX08, §7.4] are real coordinates of C g ≃ R2g , while the coordinates (α j , β_j ) in loc. cit. are our coordinates (z_{2j−1} , z_{2j} ), with j = 1, . . . , g.

□

P D(Δ_Y ) h^{−1}_1 [0, δ) h^{−1}_2 [0, δ)

h^{−1}_3 [0, δ) r^′μ(∂NB)

Figure 4.4.1. We draw the moment polytope P of P^2 on the left, and the dual complex D(Δ_Y ) of the toric boundary of P^2 on the right. The thick triangle in P is μ(∂N_B). The map r^′ : μ(∂N_B) → D(Δ_Y ) contracts the dashed segments to the vertices of D(Δ_Y ), and maps a neighbourhood of the corners of μ(∂N_B) homeomorphically onto the edges of D(Δ_Y ).

Remark 4.4.2. Observe that the non-abelian Hodge correspondence Ψ in rank one exchanges fibres of the Hitchin fibration with Lagrangian tori in (C^∗ )^{2g} given by the equations |z_j | = constant, namely profound tori according to Definition 6.2.1. This should be a key ingredient for the geometric P=W conjecture in any rank, as explained in Remark 6.2.13.

5. The geometric P=W conjecture in genus one

5.1. Dual boundary complex of character varieties of a genus one surface.

(5.1.1) Let E be a compact Riemann surface of genus one. By (4.2.2), the Betti moduli space M_B(E, GL_n) is isomorphic to the n-fold symmetric product (C^∗ × C^∗ )^{(n)} of the torus C^∗ × C^∗ . Similarly, M_B(E, SL_n) is the fibre over 1 = (1, 1) of the determinant morphism

det: (C^∗ × C^∗ )^{(n)} ≃ M_B(E, GL_n) → C^∗ × C^∗ (5.1.2) ((a_i, b_i))^n_{i=1} ≃ [(A, B)] → (det A, det B) = (

�_n i=1 a_i,

�_n i=1 b_i) ,

where the pair (A, B) ∈ GL^2_n represents a point in M_B(E, GL_n), and (a_i)^n_{i=1} and (b_i)^n_{i=1} are their eigenvalues; cf for instance [BS19, Proposition 2.12.]. The goal of this section is to compute the dual complex of a (any) dlt logCY compactification of M_B(E, G) for G = GL_n, SL_n.

Theorem 5.1.3 (Theorem D). M_B(E, GL_n) admits a dlt logCY compactification, and the dual boundary complex D(∂M_B(E, GL_n)) of such compactification is PL-homeomorphic to S^{2n−1}.

Proof. Let (Z, Δ) be the snc pair given by a smooth projective toric surface with its toric divisor. Note that Z \Δ = C^∗ ×C^∗ , and so M_B(E, GL_n) ≃ (Z \Δ)^{(n)} by (5.1.1). By [KM08, Proposition 5.20], the n-fold symmetric product (Z^{(n)}, Δ^{(n)}) is an lc logCY compactification of M_B(E, GL_n). Now, if we choose X_1 = Z^{(n)} as input compactification in the proof of Lemma 4.3.1, we obtain a dlt logCY compactification of M_B(E, GL_n) which is crepant birational to (Z^{(n)}, Δ^{(n)}). Therefore, we have the following sequence of PL-homemorphisms

D(∂M_B(E, GL_n)) ≃_{PL} DMR(Z^{(n)}, Δ^{(n)}) ≃_{PL} D(Δ^n)/S_n cf. (3.0.10)

≃_{PL} S^{2n−1}/S_n cf. [Pay13, Example 2.5]

≃_{PL} S^{2n−1}.

We prove that the last map is indeed a PL-homemorphism. One can check that the quotient map C^n → C^{(n)} ≃ C^n induces a smooth map S_1 := S^{2n−1} → S^{2n−1} =: S_2, factoring through a homeomorphism α : S_1/S_n → S_2;

see [Mau19, Lemma 5.2.20] for the elementary details. As S_n acts on S_1 by PL-homeomorphism, the PLstructure of D(∂M_B(E, GL_n)) ≃_{PL} S_1/S_n is induced by a (suitably refined) triangulation of the PL-sphere S_1 (cf Theorem 3.0.7), and α restricts on each simplex of S_1/S_n to a smooth map, i.e. α can be chosen to be a piecewise differentiable homeomorphism. By a theorem of Whitehead (see [Whi40] or [Lur09b]), every smooth manifold has a unique PL-structure of PL-manifold up to piecewise differentiable homeomorphism. So in our case, the PL-structure of D(∂M_B(E, GL_n)) ≃_{PL} S_1/S_n is the standard one of the PL-sphere S_2. □

Remark 5.1.4. Observe that the existence of a dlt compactification, namely Lemma 4.3.1, is a non-constructive result. The challenge is to understand the combinatorics of the strata of the dlt boundary: this is the very reason why we adopt a non-Archimedean viewpoint in § 3, instead of a purely birational one.

Theorem 5.1.5 (Theorem E). M_B(E, SL_n) admits a dlt logCY compactification, and the dual boundary complex D(∂M_B(E, SL_n)) of such a compactification is PL-homeomorphic to S^{2n−3}.

Proof. We proceed in several steps.

Step 1. The Betti moduli space M_B(E, SL_n) admits a dlt logCY compactification. Indeed, (5.1.2) yields the diagram L := det^{−1}(1) ≃ (C^∗ × C^∗ )^{n−1}(C^∗ × C^∗ )^n C^∗ × C^∗ ∋ 1 = (1, 1)

M_B(E, SL_n) (C^∗ × C^∗ )^{(n)},

q det (5.1.6)

where q the quotient by the action of the symmetric group S_n, permuting the factors. The projective closure L of L in (P^1 × P^1)^n is invariant with respect to the action

(C^∗ × C^∗ )^{n−1} × (P^1 × P^1)^n → (P^1 × P^1)^n

given by

((a_i,b_i))^{n−1}_{i=1} · ([x_j : y_j ], [z_j : w_j ])^n_{j=1} = � [a_1x_1 : y_1], [b_1z_1 : w_1], . . .

. . . , [a_{n−1}x_{n−1} : y_{n−1}], [b_{n−1}z_{n−1} : w_{n−1}], [

�_{n−1} i=1 a^{−1}_i · x_n : y_n], [

�_{n−1} i=1 b^{−1}_i · z_n : w_n] � . As L ≃ (C^∗ × C^∗ )^{n−1} is a dense orbit of this algebraic action, it follows that L is a toric compactification of L. In particular, the pair (L, ∂L := L \ L) is a (normal) lc logCY pair. Although L is a toric variety, it is worth pointing out that the embedding L → (P^1 × P^1)^n is not toric.

Since L is S_n-invariant and the restriction of the quotient map q : (P^1 × P^1)^n → (P^1 × P^1)^{(n)} to L is quasi-étale, the projective closure M of M_B(E, SL_n) in (P^1 × P^1)^{(n)} is an lc logCY compactification of M_B(E, SL_n). As in Theorem 5.1.3, via Lemma 4.3.1, we obtain a dlt compactification of M_B(E, SL_n) crepant birational to (M, Δ_M := M \M_B(E, SL_n)), and whose dual boundary complex is by Lemma 3.0.2

D(∂M_B(E, SL_n)) ≃_{PL} DMR(M, Δ_M ) ≃_{PL} Sk(M, Δ_M )^∗/R_{>0} .

Step 2. Let Δ be the toric boundary of P^1 × P^1 and N be the cocharacter lattice of the torus C^∗ × C^∗ ⊆ P^1 × P^1.

It follows from (3.0.5) that Sk(P^1 × P^1, Δ) ≃ R^2 ≃ N_R. The determinant morphism is a toric morphism, and it induces a map α_n : Sk(P^1 × P^1, Δ)^n → Sk(P^1 × P^1, Δ) which can be identified with the linear map

(N_R)^n ≃ R^{2n} → N_R ≃ R^2 , (x_i, y_i)^n_{i=1} →

� �_n

i=1 x_i,

�_n i=1 y_i � . Finally, observe that the symmetric quotient of the kernel of α_n is isomorphic to the additive group C^{n−1} , i.e. α^{−1}_n (0)/S_n ≃ C^{n−1} . This follows from the diagram below:

α^{−1}_n (0) Sk((P^1 × P^1)^n, Δ^n) ≃ C^n ≃ R^{2n} Sk(P^1 × P^1, Δ) ≃ C ≃ R^2

α^{−1}_n (0)/S_n Sk((P^1 × P^1)^{(n)}, Δ^{(n)}) ≃ C^n ,

α_n q^{bir}pr

where the map pr is the linear projection to the S_n-invariant coordinate α_n.

Step 3. The skeleton of the pair (M, Δ_M ) is PL-homeomorphic to the symmetric quotient of the fibre of α_n:

this can be shown following the same strategy of [BM19, Proposition 6.3.3]; see also the final paragraph of Theorem 5.1.3. We conclude that

D(∂M_B(E, SL_n)) ≃_{PL} Sk(M, Δ_M )^∗/R_{>0} ≃_{PL} (α^{−1}_n (0))^∗/(S_n × R_{>0} ) ≃_{PL} S^{2n−3}. □ 5.2. A degeneration of Hilbert schemes on K3 to M_B(E, GL_n).

(5.2.1) The proofs of § 5.1 are inspired by the result in [BM19, Proposition 6.2.4]. There, Brown and the second author show that the dual complex of a degeneration of the Hilbert scheme of n points of K3 surfaces induced by a maximally degenerate degeneration of K3 surfaces is PL-homeomorphic to the projective space P^n(C ).

In this section, we exhibit a direct connection between the two results: we show how Theorem 5.1.3 and 5.1.5 can be deduced from [BM19, Proposition 6.2.4]. This alternative proof relies on the construction of explicit degenerations of hyper-Kähler varieties (see Proposition 5.2.9 and 5.3.2), and a global-to-local argument (Lemma 5.2.5) that relates the dual complex of a degeneration to that of an lc logCY pair. While the proofs of Theorem 5.1.3 and 5.1.5 presented in § 5.1 are technically more elementary, we expect both strategies to prove useful for future calculations of dual complexes, as explained in § 1.5.

Definition 5.2.2. [Kol13, §4.18] Let (X, Δ_X ) be a dlt pair with Δ^{=1}_X = � i Δ_i. For any stratum W of (X, Δ_X ), there exists a unique Q-divisor Diff^∗_W (Δ_X ), called different, with the following property: for m ∈ N divisible enough, the Poincaré residue map ω^{[m]}_X (mΔ_X )|_W ≃ ω^{[m]}_W on the snc locus extends to the isomorphism ω^{[m]}_X (mΔ_X )|_W ≃ ω^{[m]}_W (Diff^∗_W (Δ_X )) on the locus where ω^{[m]}_X (mΔ_X )|_W and ω^{[m]}_W are locally free and hence everywhere, being reflexive sheaves.

In particular, this yields (K_X + Δ_X )|_W ∼_Q K_W + Diff^∗_W (Δ_X ), and by adjunction we have that

Diff^∗_W (Δ_X ) = Diff^∗_W (Δ_X )^{=1} + Diff^∗_W (Δ_X )^{<1} = � i : W ⊈Δ_i

Δ_i|_W + Diff^∗_W (Δ_X )^{<1}. (5.2.3)

In particular, any stratum W of a dlt (logCY) pair has an induced structure of dlt (logCY) pair (W, Diff^∗_W (Δ_X )) such that D(Diff^∗_W (Δ_X )^{=1}) ≃ D � � i : W ⊈Δ_i

Δ_i|_W � . (5.2.4)

Lemma 5.2.5 (Global-to-local argument). Let (X, Δ_X ) be a dlt pair such that the dual complex of D(Δ_X ) is a PL-manifold. For any stratum W of Δ^{=1}_X , D(Diff^∗_W (Δ_X )) is PL-homeomorphic to a sphere.

Proof. If σ_W is a cell of D(Δ_X ) corresponding to the stratum W we define:

• the (open) star of σ_W , denoted St(σ_W ), as the union of the interiors of the cells whose closure intersects the cell σ_W ;

• the closed star of σ_W , denoted St(σ_W ), is the closure of St(σ_W );

• the link of σ_W , denoted Link(σ_W ), is the difference St(σ_W )\St(σ_W ) in the first barycentrical subdivision of D(Δ_X ).

By (5.2.4), the vertices of Link(σ_W ) are in correspondence with the strata of Diff^∗_W (Δ_X )^{=1}, and Link(σ_W ) is PL-homeomorphic to D(Diff^∗_W (Δ_X )). Since D(Δ_X ) is a PL-manifold, Link(σ_W ) is PL-homeomorphic to a sphere. □

(5.2.6) We will construct a degeneration of Hilbert schemes on a K3 surface such that a component of the special fibre, paired with the different of the special fibre, is crepant birational to a dlt compactification of M_B(E, GL_n). Then we combine this construction with the global-to-local argument to compute D(∂M_B(E, GL_n)). The properties of the required degeneration are collected below.

Definition 5.2.7. Let X be a normal variety over C ((t)). A model of X over C [[t]] is a normal, flat, separated scheme X of finite type over C [[t]] endowed with an isomorphism of C ((t))-schemes X_{C((t))} ≃ X. A model X is defined over a curve if there exist the germ of a smooth curve C, a closed point 0 ∈ C, an isomorphism ^O_{C,0} ≃ C [[t]], a normal variety Y , and a flat morphism Y → C such that X ≃ Y ×_C Spec( ^O_{C,0}). If K_X is semiample, then a model X is good minimal dlt if X is Q-factorial, the pair (X , X_{0,red}) is dlt, and K_X + X_{0,red} is semiample. Further, X is maximally degenerate if the dual complex of the special fibre of a good minimal dlt model has dimension dim_{C((t))} X.

Theorem 5.2.8. Let (X, Δ_X ) be a projective lc logCY pair. Let S be a maximally degenerate K3 surface over C ((t)) admitting a good minimal dlt model with reduced special fibre. Assume there exists a good minimal dlt model Y of the Hilbert scheme of n points of S, such that (X, Δ_X ) is crepant birational to (D, Diff^∗_D (Y_{0,red})) for some irreducible component D of the special fibre Y_0. Then, D(Δ_X ) is PL-homeomorphic to a sphere.

Proof. By [dFKX17, Proposition 11], the dual complexes of dlt crepant birational pairs are PL-homeomorphic, and so D(Δ_X ) ≃_{PL} D(Diff^∗_D(Y_{0,red})). Therefore, by Lemma 5.2.5, it is sufficient to show that D(Y_0) is a PLmanifold. To this end, observe that D(Y_0) is homeomorphic to a complex projective space by [BM19, Proposition 6.2.4]. The same argument of the proof of Theorem 5.1.3 gives that the homeomorphism in [BM19, Proposition 6.2.4] is piecewise differentiable, and so D(Y_0) is actually a PL-manifold; see [Whi40] or [Lur09b]. □

Proposition 5.2.9 (Theorem G). There exists a good minimal dlt model S^{[n],dlt} of the Hilbert scheme of n points of a K3 surface, and an irreducible component Δ^{dlt}_i of the special fibre S^{[n],dlt}_0 such that the pair (Δ^{dlt}_i , Diff^∗_Δdlt_i (S^{[n],dlt}_{0,red} )) is crepant birational to an lc logCY compactification of M_B(E, GL_n).

Proof. Let S be the following model of a quartic K3 surface S

S := � x_0x_1x_2x_3 + t 3� i=0 x^4_i = 0 � ⊆ P^3_{[x0:x1:x2:x3]} × Spec(C [[t]]);

it is a dlt logCY model defined over a curve, with reduced special fibre. The relative n-fold symmetric product (S^{(n)}, S^{(n)}_0 ) is a reduced lc logCY pair, because it is a quasi-étale quotient of the reduced lc logCY pair (S^n, S^n_0 ). Let (S^{[n]}, S^{[n]}_0 ) be the relative Hilbert scheme of n points on S , and

ρ_{HC} : (S^{[n]}, S^{[n]}_0 ) −→ (S^{(n)}, S^{(n)}_0 )

be the relative Hilbert–Chow morphism, which is a crepant birational map on the generic fibre; see [Bea83, §6].

Consider now a log resolution of (S^{[n]}, S^{[n]}_0 ), written

g : (X , Δ_X := g^{−1}_∗ S^{[n]}_0 + E) −→ (S^{[n]}, S^{[n]}_0 ),

where E is the sum of the g-exceptional divisors, and such that g is an isomorphism on the snc locus of (S^{[n]}, S^{[n]}_0 ). The (K_{X /C[[t]]} + Δ_X )-MMP with scaling terminates with a Q-factorial dlt minimal model of S^{[n]}

h: (S^{[n],dlt}, S^{[n],dlt}_{0,red} = h^{−1}_∗ S^{(n)}_0 + E^′) −→ (S^{(n)}, S^{(n)}_0 ), where E^′ is the sum of the (ρ_{HC} ∘ g)-exceptional divisors that lie in the special fibre, and S^{[n],dlt}_{0,red} is the reduced special fibre of S^{[n],dlt}. The existence of such h follows from [Kol13, Corollary 1.36]; note that the degeneration S is defined over a curve, so we can run a relative MMP as usual. The pair (S^{[n],dlt}, S^{[n],dlt}_{0,red} ) is logCY as well, as h is a crepant morphism of pairs; see [Kol13, §1.35]. Hence, S^{[n],dlt} is a good minimal dlt model of S^{[n]}.

Note that the special fibre S^{(n)}_0 contains irreducible components Δ_i ≃ (P^2)^{(n)}, for i ∈ {0, . . . , 3}, which are the n-fold symmetric products of the hyperplanes D_i := {x_i = t = 0}. Choose Δ^{dlt}_i the strict transform of Δ_i under h. By [Kol13, Proposition 4.6], the following lc logCY pairs are crepant birational: (Δ^{dlt}_i , Diff^∗_Δdlt_i (S^{[n],dlt}_{0,red} )) ∼ (Δ_i, Diff^∗_{Δi} (S^{(n)}_0 )).

We have that M_B(E, GL_n) is isomorphic to Δ^∘_i := (D_i \ ∪_{j≠i}D_j )^{(n)} ≃ (C^∗ × C^∗ )^{(n)} ⊂ Δ_i.

We conclude that (Δ_i, Diff^∗_{Δi} (S^{(n)}_0 )) is a compactification of M_B(E, GL_n) by Lemma 5.2.10. □ Lemma 5.2.10. Diff^∗_{Δi} (S^{(n)}_0 ) = Diff^∗_{Δi} (S^{(n)}_0 )^{=1} = Δ_i \ Δ^∘_i .

Proof. By construction, the divisor S^{(n)}_0 − Δ_i intersects Δ_i along the complement Δ_i \ Δ^∘_i ; thus by (5.2.3) Diff^∗_{Δi} (S^{(n)}_0 ) ⩾ Δ_i \ Δ^∘_i . For the equality, it is sufficient to prove that S^{(n)} and Δ_i are regular along the generic point D of any divisor in Δ^∘_i ; see [Kol13, Proposition 4.5 (1)]. Now, D is not contained in the singular locus of Δ_i by dimensional reason. Therefore, locally at D, the central fibre S^{(n)}_0^{loc. at D}= Δ_i is smooth and Cartier in S^{(n)}, so S^{(n)} and Δ_i are regular along D, as required. □ Alternative proof of Theorem 5.1.3. In view of Proposition 5.2.9 and Theorem 5.2.8, we have that D(∂M_B(E, GL_n)) ≃_{PL} DMR(Δ^{dlt}_i , Diff^∗_Δdlt_i (S^{[n],dlt}_{0,red} )) ≃_{PL} S^{2n−1}. □ 5.3. A degeneration of generalised Kummer surfaces to M_B(E, SL_n).

(5.3.1) Following the same strategy as in § 5.2, one can invoke the global-to-local argument to reduce the proof of Theorem 5.1.5 to the construction of a suitable degeneration. Observe that the role of the Hilbert scheme on a K3 surface in Theorem 5.2.8 is replaced by the generalised Kummer variety of an abelian surface. Proposition 5.3.2 (Theorem G). There exist a good minimal dlt model K^{dlt}_{n−1} of a generalised Kummer variety and an irreducible component Δ^{dlt} of the special fibre K^{dlt}_{n−1,0} such that the pair (Δ^{dlt}, Diff^∗_Δdlt (K^{dlt}_{n−1,0,red})) is crepant birational to an lc logCY compactification of M_B(E, SL_n).

Proof. Let E be the following degeneration of an elliptic curve E with multiplicative reduction E := {xyz + t(x^3 + y^3 + z^3) = 0} ⊂ P^2_{[x:y:z]} × Spec(C [[t]]) ;

it is a good minimal snc model defined over a curve, with reduced special fibre. The Néron model N of E is the group scheme obtained from E by removing the nodes of the special fibre; see [Liu02, Theorem 10.2.14]. The multiplication on N induces the morphism

m_n : (N × N )^n := (N ×_{C[[t]]} N ) ×_{C[[t]]} . . . ×_{C[[t]]} (N ×_{C[[t]]} N ) −→ (N ×_{C[[t]]} N ), ((n_1, n_2), . . . , (n_{2n−1}, n_{2n})) →

�^n� i=1 n_{2i−1}, n� i=1 n_{2i} � .

Let X_{n−1} be the inverse image under m_n of the identity section of N ×_{C[[t]]} N , and let X_{n−1} be the closure of X_{n−1} in (E × E )^n; this is invariant under the action of the symmetric group S_n, which acts by permuting the factors of (E × E )^n. The quotient K^{sing}_{n−1} := X_{n−1}/S_n.

is a model of the singular generalised Kummer variety K^{sing}_{n−1}(E × E) associated to the abelian surface E × E:

X_{n−1} ⊂ (N × N )^n ∩ ∩ X_{n−1} ⊂ (E × E )^n ↓ K^{sing}_{n−1}(E × E) ⊂ K^{sing}_{n−1} .

(5.3.3)

We denote by K^{sing}_{n−1,0} the special fibre of K^{sing}_{n−1} .

Lemma 5.3.4. The pair (K^{sing}_{n−1} , K^{sing}_{n−1,0}) is reduced lc logCY.

The proof of Lemma 5.3.4 relies on local computations on the Tate curve, the uniformisation of E ; see Appendix B for details.

Proof. We omit the subscript n−1 for brevity. Since the quotient map X → K^{sing} is quasi-étale, it is equivalent to prove that the pair (X , X_0) is reduced lc logCY. By Corollary B.0.7, (X , X_0) is reduced lc. Further, X \X has codimension two in X , again by Corollary B.0.7. Therefore, to verify that K_{X /C[[t]]} +X_0 is trivial, it suffices to check that the restriction to X � K_{X /C[[t]]} + X_0 � |_X = K_{X /C[[t]]} + X_0 ∼ K_{X /C[[t]]}

is trivial. To this end, denote by N_X the normal bundle of X in (N × N )^n. As X is a fibre of the locally trivial fibration m_n, det(N_X ) is trivial. In particular, we have

K_{X /C[[t]]} ∼ K_{(N ×N )}n_{/C[[t]]} |_X ⊗ det(N_X ) ∼ 0,

since (N × N )^n is Calabi–Yau. Thus, the pair (X , X_0) is logCY, as required. □

We have shown that, given N as input, the above construction yields the lc logCY pair (K^{sing}_{n−1} , K^{sing}_{n−1,0}). Now restricting the previous construction to the identity component of the special fibre of N , which is isomorphic to C^∗ , we obtain (5.1.6). As a consequence, an irreducible component of the special fibre K^{sing}_{n−1,0} is the lc logCY compatification M in (P^1 × P^1)^{(n)} constructed in Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 5.1.5.

Finally, a good minimal dlt model K^{dlt}_{n−1} of the generalised Kummer variety K_{n−1}(E×E) can be obtained from K^{sing}_{n−1} , by extracting the exceptional divisors of the Hilbert–Chow morphism ρ_{HC} : K_{n−1}(E × E) → K^{sing}_{n−1}(E × E); see [Kol13, Corollary 1.38]. Exactly as in the proof of Proposition 5.2.9, there exists then an irreducible component Δ^{dlt} of the special fibre K^{dlt}_{n−1,0} such that the pair (Δ^{dlt}, Diff^∗_Δdlt (K^{dlt}_{0,n−1,red})) is crepant birational to an lc logCY compactification of M_B(E, SL_n). □

Alternative proof of Theorem 5.1.5. It follows from Proposition 5.3.2, [BM19, Proposition 6.3.4] and Lemma 5.2.5. □ 5.4. The full geometric P=W conjecture in genus one.

Theorem 5.4.1 (Theorem B). Let E be a compact Riemann surface of genus one, and G be either GL_n or SL_n. Then the geometric P=W conjecture holds for M_B(E, G).

Proof. We prove the statement for G = GL_n; the proof works for G = SL_n mutatis mutandis. The geometric P=W conjecture in genus one consists of a subtle generalisation of the proof of Theorem 4.4.1.

By Theorem 5.1.3 we can identify the dual boundary complex D(∂M_B(E, GL_n)) with S^{2n−1}. Then, as in Theorem 4.4.1, it is sufficient to prove that the maps χ ∘ Ψ^{−1} and ev restricted to the link ∂N_B are homotopic

χ ∘ Ψ^{−1}|_{∂NB} : ∂N_B → S^{2n−1}, ev|_{∂NB} : ∂N_B → S^{2n−1}.

Step 1. The goal is to choose the map ev matching locally the moment map of a toric variety. To this end, we construct a special dlt logCY compactification (X_3, Δ_3) of M_B(E, GL_n).

Let (Z, Δ) be a smooth projective toric surface pair with at least n torus-fixed point. Let z ∈ Z^n be an n-tuple of n distinct fixed points, and q : Z^n → Z^{(n)} be the quotient map to the symmetric product Z^{(n)}. The pair (Z^{(n)}, Δ^{(n)}) has normal crossings at q(z), since (Z^n, Δ^n) is an snc pair and the map q is étale over q(z). However, the strata of Δ^{(n)} meeting at q(z) have self-intersections. To avoid this, a suitable sequence of blowups along (the strict transform of) lc centers of (Z^{(n)}, Δ^{(n)}) through q(z) yields a birational morphism

π : (X_1 ⊃ Δ_1 := π^{−1}(Δ^{(n)})^{red}) → (Z^{(n)}, Δ^{(n)})

and a 0-dimensional stratum x_1 in Δ_1, with the following properties: (i) π(x_1) = q(z); and (ii) (X_1, Δ_1) is an snc pair at x_1 (and not just nc); see [Jon96, §2.4] or [Con]. By construction, over an étale neighbourhood of q(z), the map π : (X_1, Δ_1, x_1) → (Z^{(n)}, Δ^{(n)}, q(z)) is locally étale isomorphic to a toric birational morphism (Y, Δ_Y , y) → (Z^n, Δ^n, z).

Now we want to modify (X_1 ⊃ Δ_1) to a dlt pair, away from x_1. To this end, take a log resolution π_1 : X_2 → X_1 of Δ_1 which is an isomorphism over a neighbourhood of x_1. A relative MMP over X_1 as in Lemma 4.3.1 ends with a dlt logCY compactification (X_3, Δ_3) of M_B(E, GL_n), together with a 0-dimensional stratum x_3 ∈ Δ_3, such that the isomorphism X_3 \ Δ_3 ≃ (Z \ Δ)^{(n)} extends to locally étale isomorphisms (X_3, Δ_3, x_3) ≃ (X_1, Δ_1, x_1) ≃ (Y, Δ_Y , y).

We summarise the construction in a diagram:

(Y, Δ_Y , y) (Z^n, Δ^n, z)

X_2 (X_1, Δ_1, x_1) (Z^{(n)}, Δ^{(n)}, q(z))

(X_3, Δ_3, x_3).

bir.

≃loc. ét. at y q π_1MMPπ≃loc. at x^3 bir.

Step 2. We construct a distinguished evaluation map ev for the dlt pair (X_3, Δ_3).

Let μ: Y → R^{2n} be a symplectic moment map of Y ; see [CLS11, Eq. 12.2.4]. As Y is smooth at y, up to a rigid motion, we can suppose that the image of a neighbourhood of y via μ = (μ_1, . . . , μ_{2n}) is a neighbourhood of the origin of the standard orthant in R^{2n} ; see Delzant property in [CLS11, p. 576]. Let Δ_{3,j} be the irreducible component of Δ_3 which is locally given at x_3 by the equation {μ_j = 0} (here we implicitly use the local isomorphism (X_3, Δ_3, x_3) ≃ (Y, Δ_Y , y)).

To construct the evaluation map ev, we use the compactification (X_3, Δ_3) and a partition of unity as in Lemma 4.3.4, where in addition we require that the rug functions β_j relative to the divisor Δ_{3,j} equals μ_j in a neighbourhood of x_3. We can also set ∂N_B to be given, locally at x_3, by the equation { �_{2n} j=1 μ_j = ϵ}, namely the inverse image under μ of a real smoothing of the corner at the origin of the standard orthant. This is a generalisation of [Mum61, p. 7 (p. 231)] in high dimension.

The upshot is that the fibres of ev coincide near x_3 with the smooth fibres of the moment map μ.

Step 3. Up to a diffeomorphism of the Hitchin base, the map χ ∘ Ψ^{−1} : (C^∗ × C^∗ )^{(n)} → C^n is the S_n-quotient of the Log map

(C^∗ × C^∗ )^n → R^{2n} , Log: (z_1, . . . , z_{2n}) → � − log |z_1|, . . . , − log |z_{2n}| � , by [GX08, §7.4]. Again up to a diffeomorphism of the base, the map Log can be identified with the restriction of μ: Y → R^{2n} to the big torus of Y by the explicit description of μ in [CLS11, Eq. 12.2.4].

Step 4. Finally, the fibres of ev coincide near x_3 with the smooth fibres of the moment map μ, or equivalently of the Log map, and so of χ ∘ Ψ^{−1}. In other words, we proved that we can choose ev and χ ∘ Ψ^{−1} such that they coincide on an open neighbourhood of S^{2n−1}. By the proof of [Mil97, §7, Lemma 4], the two maps are homotopic. □

6. Cohomological vs geometric P=W conjecture In this section we compare the geometric P=W with the cohomological P=W conjecture of de Cataldo, Hausel and Migliorini [dCHM12] in arbitrary rank and genus.

6.1. The cohomological P=W conjecture.

(6.1.1) We first recall the definition of the perverse and weight filtrations. Denote by IH^∗(X) the intersection cohomology of a complex variety X with middle perversity and rational coefficients. It is the hypercohomology of the intersection cohomology complex IC_X , i.e. IH^∗(X) = H^∗ (X, IC_X ); see [GM83]. Recall that IH^∗(X) carries a canonical mixed Hodge structure, and so a weight filtration W_kIH^∗(X) ⊆ IH^∗(X).

(6.1.2) Now let f : X → Y be a projective morphism of algebraic varieties, with Y ⊂ C^m affine and dim X = 2 dim Y . Then the intersection cohomology of X is endowed with the perverse filtration associated to f, i.e. P^f_k IH^d(X) := Ker � IH^d(X) → H^d (f^{−1}(Λ^{d−k−1}), IC_X |_f −1_{(Λ}d−k−1_)) ⊆ IH^d(X) � , (6.1.3) where Λ^s ⊂ Y is a general s-dimensional linear section of Y ⊂ C^m ; see [dCM10, Theorem 4.1.1].

Denoting by χ: M_{Dol} → C^{N/2} the Hitchin map as in (4.2.1), we can now state the cohomological P=W conjecture.

Conjecture 6.1.4 (Cohomological P=W conjecture). For any k ∈ N, we have P^χ_k IH^∗(M_{Dol}) = Ψ^∗W_{2k}IH^∗(M_B) = Ψ^∗W_{2k+1}IH^∗(M_B).

In particular, Conjecture 6.1.4 implies the following Conjecture 6.1.5.

Conjecture 6.1.5 (Cohomological P=W conjecture at the highest weight). For N := dim M_{Dol} P^χ_{N−1}IH^∗(M_{Dol}) = Ψ^∗W_{2N−1}IH^∗(M_B) Gr^P_N IH^∗(M_{Dol}) ≃ Gr^W_{2N} IH^∗(M_B).

We refer the interested reader to [dCHM12; dCMS19] and to the excellent survey [Mig17] for twisted smooth character varieties; to [dCM20, Question 4.1.7], [FM20] and [Mau21] for the untwisted and singular case, namely the setting of this paper.

6.2. An identification of Lagrangian tori. In order to relate the cohomological P=W conjecture to the geometric one, we need the definition of profound torus as in [Har19].

Definition 6.2.1. Let x be a zero-dimensional stratum of a dlt pair (X, Δ). Choose local coordinates z_1, . . . , z_N centered at x with Δ = {z_1 · . . . · z_N = 0}. For fixed radii 0 < r_j ≪ 1, j = 1, . . . , N, a profound torus T_x is

T_x = {(r_1e^{iθ1} , . . . , r_N e^{iθN} ): θ_1, . . . , θ_N ∈ [0, 2π)} ⊂ X.

Remark 6.2.2. The ambient-isotopy type of T_x ⊂ X does not depend on the choice of the coordinates: T_x is a torus whose fundamental group is generated by N loops γ_j , with j = 1, . . . , N, each of them winding around the divisor {z_j = 0}; or equivalently, T_x is homotopic to a deleted neighbourhood of x.

(6.2.3) The geometric P=W conjecture claims the existence of a homotopy

Θ: N^∗_{Dol} × [0, 1] → D(∂M_B) (6.2.4)

between the maps r ∘ χ and ev ∘ Ψ.

Assumption 6.2.5. Let SingM_{Dol} be the singular locus of M_{Dol}. Then Θ((N^∗_{Dol} ∩ SingM_{Dol}) × [0, 1]) is strictly contained in D(∂M_B).

Theorem 6.2.6 (Theorem A). Under Assumption 6.2.5, the geometric P=W conjecture implies the cohomological P=W conjecture at the highest weight.

Proof. Consider the homotopy Θ in (6.2.4). By Assumption 6.2.5 and the density of smooth functions, there exists an open set V in the locus where D(∂M_B) is a manifold such that over V we can perturbe Θ (and r) to a smooth homotopy between r ∘ χ and ev ∘ Ψ.

Let z be a Θ-regular value in V . Then Θ^{−1}(z) is a cobordism between (r ∘ χ)^{−1}(z) and (ev ∘ Ψ)^{−1}(z). We first describe the topology of these fibres:

(1) A general fibre of the Hitchin map M_{Dol} → Λ is an N-dimensional torus T_{Dol}. Hence, the general fibre of χ: N^∗_{Dol} → S^{N−1} is fibred in tori T_{Dol} and homeomorphic to (0, 1) × T_{Dol}. Hence, there exists a homeomorphism (r ∘ χ)^{−1}(z) ≃ � w∈r^{−1}(z)

(0, 1) × T_{Dol}.

(2) Without loss of generality we can suppose that z lies in the interior of a maximal cell of D(∂M_B) corresponding to the 0-dimensional stratum Δ_J = � j∈J Δ_j . Assume also that the evaluation map ev is constructed by means of the partition of unity in Lemma 4.3.4, where in particular we require that the rug functions β_j equals |f_j |^2 for a local equation f_j of Δ_j at Δ_J . By (4.3.5), the space ev^{−1}(z) is fibred in profound tori around Δ_J T_B = {x ∈ M_B : |f_j (x)| = r_j } for some real numbers r_j > 0. Hence, there exist homeomorphisms

(ev ∘ Ψ)^{−1}(z) ≃ ev^{−1}(z) ≃ (0, 1) × T_B.

In particular, we obtain that

H^N (χ^{−1}(w)) ≃ H^N (T_{Dol}) ≃ Q H^N ((ev ∘ Ψ)^{−1}(z)) ≃ H^N (T_B) ≃ Q,

with w ∈ r^{−1}(z). By Stokes’ theorem, there exists an isomorphism a: H^N ((ev ∘ Ψ)^{−1}(z)) → H^N (χ^{−1}(w)) that fits into the following commutative triangle H^N (Θ^{−1}(z)) H^N (χ^{−1}(w)) ≃ H^N (T^{Dol}) ≃ Q

H^N ((ev ∘ Ψ)^{−1}(z)) ≃ H^N (T_B) ≃ Q, ≃a (6.2.7) and the other maps are the natural restriction maps. Indeed, for any closed form ω ∈ H^N (Θ^{−1}(z), R) we have 0 = � Θ^{−1}(z)

dω = � (r∘χ)^{−1}(z) ω − � (ev∘Ψ )^{−1}(z) ω = deg(r) � χ^{−1} (w) ω − � (ev∘Ψ )^{−1} (z)

ω = ± � χ^{−1}(w) ω − � (ev∘Ψ )^{−1} (z) ω. This means that there exists a morphism a which makes the triangle (6.2.7) commutative. The restriction rest_{Dol} : H^N (M_{Dol}) ≃ H^N (M_{Dol} × [0, 1]) → H^N (Θ^{−1}(z)) → H^N (χ^{−1}(w)) ≃ H^N (T_{Dol}) is surjective since the restriction of the top power of a χ-relative ample class spans H^N (T_{Dol}) ≃ Q. This implies that a ≠ 0, i.e. it is an isomorphism.

Consider now the following commutative diagram χ^{−1}(w) N^∗_{Dol} × {0} S^{N−1}

Θ^{−1}(z) N^∗_{Dol} × [0, 1] D(∂M_B)

(ev ∘ Ψ)^{−1}(z) N^∗_{Dol} × {1}

ev^{−1}(z) N^∗_B. χr Θ Ψ≃ Ψ≃ev

Taking intersection cohomology, we obtain the following commutative diagram

IH^N (M_{Dol}) IH^N (N^∗_{Dol} × {0}) IH^N (χ^{−1}(w)) = H^N (χ^{−1}(w)) ≃ H^N (T_{Dol})

IH^N (M_{Dol}) IH^N (N^∗_{Dol} × {1}) IH^N ((ev ∘ Ψ)^{−1}(z)) = H^N ((ev ∘ Ψ)^{−1}(w))

IH^N (M_B) IH^N (N^∗_B) IH^N (ev^{−1}(z)) = H^N (ev^{−1}(z)) ≃ H^N (T_B).

Id≃ Id≃ ≃a

Ψ^∗≃ Ψ^∗≃ ≃Ψ^∗

The four lemma gives the short exact sequences ker(rest_{Dol}) IH^N (M_{Dol}) H^N (T_{Dol})

ker(rest_B) IH^N (M_B) H^N (T_B),

rest_{Dol}

Ψ^∗≃ Ψ^∗≃restB≃a∘Ψ^∗ (6.2.8)

where rest_{Dol} and rest_B are the natural restriction maps. We show then that P^χ_{N−1}IH^N (M_{Dol})^{(i)}= ker(rest_{Dol})^(

6.2.8) = Ψ^∗(ker(rest_B))^{(iii)}= Ψ^∗(W_{2N−1}IH^N (M_B)) Gr^P_N IH^∗(M_{Dol})^{(ii)}≃ H^N (T_{Dol})^(

6.2.8) ≃ H^N (T_B)^{(iv)}≃ Gr^W_{2N} IH^∗(M_B).

Indeed, (i) holds by (6.1.3); (ii) follows from the surjectivity of rest_{Dol}. In order to prove (iii) and (iv) we proceed as follows. By [Har19, Theorem 2.11]^9 (which relies on [EN02]) the restriction rest_B factors as follows

rest_B : IH^N (M_B) → Gr^W_{2N} IH^N (M_B)^b−→ H^N (T_B) ≃ Q. (6.2.9)

By the commutativity of (6.2.8), the surjectivity of rest_{Dol} implies the surjectivity of rest_B (the vertical arrows are isomorphisms), which gives the surjectivity of b by (6.2.9). Further, the domain of b, i.e. Gr^W_{2N} IH^N (M_B), has rank one, because

dim Gr^W_{2N} IH^N (M_B) = dim ~H^{N−1}(D(∂M_B)) = dim ~H^{N−1}(S^{N−1}) = 1 (6.2.10)

by Lemma 7.0.1 and the geometric P=W conjecture. All together, this gives that b is an isomorphism, i.e. (iv) holds, and so (iii) does too. □

Remark 6.2.11. We do not expect the geometric P=W conjecture to inform us about the cohomological P=W conjecture in lower weight. Note that the homotopy class of the map ev ∘ Ψ records information only about the general fibre. On the other hand, to understand the perverse filtration in lower perversity it is necessary by (6.1.3) to know the topology of the preimage of lower codimensional affine subspaces of the Hitchin base. To this extent, Theorem 6.2.6 is optimal, and a geometric explanation of the cohomological P=W conjecture in all weights requires a refinement of Conjecture 4.2.7.

Remark 6.2.12 (Relation to other work I). Harder explains in [Har19] how (6.2.10) and (iv) should be seen as evidence of the conjectural existence of logCY compactifications of character varieties. Analogues of Theorem 6.2.6 have been proved in the surface case in [Sza21a, §5] and [Har19, §4].

Remark 6.2.13 (Relation to other work II). In [EM21, Proposition 5.7], Evans and the first author constructed evaluation maps ev whose general fibres are Lagrangian with respect to a symplectic form on M_B: this additional structure on ev may be useful to show the homotopy commutativity of the diagram (4.2.8), as follows. The smooth locus M^{sm} := M^{sm}_B (as a C^∞-manifold) carries a canonical hyper-Kähler structure (g, I, J, K), where the complex manifolds (M^{sm}, I) and (M^{sm}, J) are biholomorphic to M^{sm}_{Dol} and M^{sm}_B respectively. If the general fibre of ev was chosen special Lagrangian with respect to the symplectic form g(J·, ·) and the J-holomorphic volume form, then ev^{−1}(z) would be holomorphic with respect to the complex structure I by [Hit97, §3], and since the Hitchin base is affine, ev^{−1}(z) should generically coincide with a fibre of the Hitchin fibration. Finally, Step 4 of Theorem 5.4.1 should give the required commutativity of (4.2.8).

This correspondence between the Lagrangian tori is also the intuition behind Assumption 6.2.5: the profound torus ev^{−1}(z) should be ambient-isotopic to a special Lagrangian torus χ^{−1}(w), and the isotopy should be local (alias fixing a complement of the neighbourhood of a zero dimensional stratum of ∂M_B, and thus occurring away from SingM_{Dol}). This is compatible with the expectations in [Aur07, Conjecture 7.3]. See also [Li20] where a similar result for Calabi–Yau degenerations has been achieved, conditional to a conjecture in non-Archimedean geometry.

7. Dual complex of character varieties

In this section we collect some results about the rational homology and the fundamental group of dual complex of character varieties. We start with Lemma 7.0.1, which generalises [Pay13, Theorem 4.4] to the dlt setting.

Lemma 7.0.1. Let (X, ∂X) be a dlt compactification of a variety X of dimension N. For all non negative integers i, the reduced cohomology group ~H^{i−1}(D(∂X)) is isomorphic to Gr^W_{2N} H^{2N−i}(X) ≃ Gr^W_{2N} IH^{2N−i}(X).

9All the compactifications in [Har19] are snc. Therefore, we apply [Har19, Theorem 2.11] to a log resolution of a dlt compactifica-

tion (M_B, ∂M_B) which is an isomorphism over the snc locus of the pair, in particular over a neighbourhood of the zero dimensional lc centres of (M_B, ∂M_B). We descend the result to M_B using for instance [Pay13, Proposition 4.3].

Proof. Let π : (Y , ∂Y ) → (X, ∂X) be a log resolution extending a resolution Y := π^{−1}(X) → X. By [Pay13, Proposition 4.3, Theorem 4.4], there exist isomorphisms ~H^{i−1}(D(∂Y )) ≃ Gr^W_{2N} H^{2N−i}(Y ) ≃ Gr^W_{2N} H^{2N−i}(X).

By [dCM10, Theorem 2.2.3.(a)], there are morphisms of mixed Hodge structures H^∗(X) → IH^∗(X) → H^∗(Y ) which yield ~H^{i−1}(D(∂Y )) ≃ Gr^W_{2N} H^{2N−i}(X) ≃ Gr^W_{2N} IH^{2N−i}(X) ≃ Gr^W_{2N} H^{2N−i}(Y ).

Further, the dual complex D(∂Y ) is homotopy equivalent to D(∂X), due to [dFKX17, Theorem 28.(2)]. This implies ~H^{i−1}(D(∂Y )) ≃ ~H^{i−1}(D(∂X)), and this concludes the proof. □

Corollary 7.0.2 (Rational homology). Let C be a compact Riemann surface, and G be either GL_2 or SL_2. Set N := dim M_B(C, G). Then D(∂M_B(C, G)) has the rational homology of a sphere of dimension N − 1.

Proof. By [Pay13, §6] D(∂M_B(C, G)) has the rational homology of a wedge of spheres of dimension N − 1. By Poincaré duality, the dimension of Gr^W_{2N} IH^{2N−i}(M_B(C, G)) is the constant term of the intersection E-polynomial in [Mau21, Theorem 1.4], alias one. We conclude then by Lemma 7.0.1. □

Theorem 7.0.3 (Simply-connectedness). Let C be a compact Riemann surface of genus g, and G be either GL_n or SL_n. If dim M_B(C, G) > 2, then D(∂M_B(C, G)) is simply-connected.

Proof. For some affine embedding M_B(C, G) ⊆ C^m , let X_1 be the (normalisation of) the projective closure of M_B(C, G) in P^m. By Lemma 4.3.1, a birational modification of X_1 is a dlt compactification (M_B, ∂M_B) of M_B = M_B(C, G). Let M^{sm}_B be its smooth locus. By [KX16, Corollary 40 and (35.2)] (and since dim M_B(C, G) > 2) there exists a surjection π_1(M^{sm}_B ) ↠ π_1(D(∂M_B)). (7.0.4) If G = SL_n, g > 1 and (g, n) ≠ (2, 2), then M^{sm}_B (C, SL_n) is simply-connected by [FM20, Proposition 5.30].

Since the inclusion of a dense Zariski open subset U in a variety X yields the surjection π_1(U) ↠ π_1(X), we obtain 1 = π_1(M^{sm}_B (C, SL_n)) ↠ π_1(M^{sm}_B (C, SL_n)) ↠ π_1(D(∂M_B(C, SL_n))).

For G = GL_n, g > 1 and (g, n) ≠ (2, 2), we construct the dlt compactification M_B as follows. The algebraic torus K ≃ (C^∗ )^{2g} acts on M_B(C, GL_n) by τ : K × M_B(C, GL_n) → M_B(C, GL_n), ((λ_1, . . . , λ_{2g} ), (A_1, B_1, . . . , A_g , B_g )) → (λ_1A_1, λ_2B_1, . . . , λ_{2g−1}A_g , λ_{2g} B_g )

and its categorical quotient is the character variety M_B(C, PGL_n). Let M_B(C, PGL_n) be a projective compactification of M_B(C, PGL_n), and choose X^′_1 a resolution of the indeterminacy of the rational map X_1 M_B(C, PGL_n) extending the quotient map q : M_B(C, GL_n) → M_B(C, PGL_n), i.e.(X^′_1, Δ^′_1 := (f^′ )^{−1}(Δ_1))

(X_1, Δ_1) M_B(C, PGL_n).

f^′ gq

Note that f^′ is an isomorphism over M_B(C, GL_n). Up to blowups centered over Δ^′_1, we can also suppose that the general g-fibre is an snc compactification (K , Δ_K ) of K . Finally, as in Lemma 4.3.1, we can construct a dlt modification (M_B(C, GL_n), ∂M_B(C, GL_n)) → (X^′_1, Δ^′_1) which is an isomorphism over M_B(C, GL_n) and over the general g-fibre in X^′_1; cf [KK10, Corollary 1.36]. Hence, we obtain a morphism M_B(C, GL_n) → M_B(C, PGL_n) whose general fibre is again (K , Δ_K ).

The determinant det: M^{sm}_B (C, GL_n) → M_B(C, C^∗ ) ≃ K , given by det(A_1, . . . , B_g) = (det A_1, . . . , det B_g), is an isotrivial fibration with simply-connected fibre M^{sm}_B (C, SL_n). This yields an isomorphism π_1(M^{sm}_B (C, GL_n)) ≃ π_1(M_B(C, C^∗ )) ≃ π_1(K ).

Recall that K is simply-connected, because K is a smooth projective rational variety. Then the natural inclusions induce the following commutative square π^1(M^{smB} (C, GL^n)) π^1(M sm B (C, GL_n))

π_1(K ) π_1(K ) = 1.

≃ (7.0.5)

By (7.0.5) and (7.0.4), we conclude π_1(D(∂M_B(C, GL_n))) ≃ π_1(M^{sm}_B (C, GL_n)) = 1.

Finally, if g = 1 or (g, n) = (2, 2), M_B admits a (unique crepant) symplectic resolution ~M_B → M_B; see for instance [BS19, §2.3-2.4]. This means that a holomorphic symplectic form on M^{sm}_B extends to a symplectic form on ~M_B. Now if g = 1, then ~M_B(C, SL_n) is the fibre over (1, 1) of the isotrivial multiplication map (C^∗ × C^∗ )^{[n]} → (C^∗ ×C^∗ ), which can be easily seen to be simply-connected. If (g, n) = (2, 2), then π_1(M^{sm}_B (C, SL_2)) is generated by a single loop of order two (cf [FM20, Proposition 5.30]), which is contracted in the resolution. In both cases we have π_1( ~M_B(C, SL_n)) = 1, and the previous arguments applied to ~M_B gives π_1(D(∂ ~M_B)) = 1 (both for SL_n and GL_n). By [dFKX17, Theorem 1], we conclude π_1(D(∂M_B)) = π_1(D(∂ ~M_B)) = 1. □

Remark 7.0.6 (Relation with other work III). It is reasonable to formulate the geometric P=W conjecture also for moduli spaces X_B = X_B(C^∘, G, C_k) of G-local systems on punctured curves C^∘ := C \ {p_k}_{k∈K} , such that conjugacy classes C_k of the monodromy around the punctures p_k are fixed. Actually, the first evidence of the geometric P=W conjecture have been provided in this setting: when X_B is the SL_2-character variety of local systems on a punctured sphere (with fixed trace at the punctures), Simpson proves in [Sim16, Theorem 1.1] that the dual boundary complex D(∂M_B) has the homotopy type of a sphere; see also [Kom15, Theorem 1.4]. For punctured spheres, there is no known proof of the commutativity of the diagram (4.2.8), except for some partial results in the case of five punctures due to Szabó [Sza21b]. The full geometric P=W conjecture has also been proved in the Painlevé cases in [NS20; Sza19; Sza21a]. Therefore, the results contained in this paper are the first evidence of the geometric P=W conjecture for compact curves and high rank.

Remark 7.0.7 (Relation with other work IV). Let X_B be the character variety defined in Remark 7.0.6. For generic choice of the monodromy of the local systems around the punctures, X_B is smooth, and the analogues of Corollary 7.0.2 and Theorem 7.0.3 for X_B and structural group G = GL_n follow at once from [Mel19]. Indeed, curious Hard Lefschetz [Mel19, Theorem 1.5.3] implies ~H^{N−1}(D(∂X_B)) ≃ Gr^W_{2N} H^N (X_B) ≃ H^0(X_B) ≃ Q,

which is an analogue of Corollary 7.0.2 (but no intersection cohomology is needed). Moreover, an snc compactification X_B of X_B is smooth, projective and stably rational by the existence of the cell decomposition [Mel19, Theorem 1.4.1.], thus simply-connected, and so by (7.0.4) we deduce the simply-connectedness of D(∂X_B).

The argument is more subtle in the singular case, as we have shown above in the proofs of Corollary 7.0.2 and Theorem 7.0.3. Indeed, the results of [Mel19] are no longer available for singular character varieties. Note also that there are examples of rational dlt (even logCY) compactifications of singular affine varieties whose dual boundary complex is not simply-connected; see [KX16, Example 60] or [Mau20a, Example 7.4]. However, by Corollary 7.0.2 and Theorem 7.0.3 this does not happen for dlt compactifications of character varieties, compatibly with the expectation in [Sim16, §1.2].

It is worthy to remark that, both in the smooth and in the singular case, the most elusive property necessary to show that the dual boundary complex has the homotopy of a sphere seems the vanishing of the torsion of H^∗(D(∂X_B), Z) or H^∗(D(∂M_B), Z); cf [KX16, bullet points right before §6].

Appendix A. Independence of the geometric P=W conjecture of auxiliary choices

In this appendix we check the independence of the geometric P=W conjecture of all the auxiliary choices and claims made in § 4.2.

Lemma A.0.1. The inclusion Ψ(N^∗_{Dol}) → N^∗_B is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. Choose rug functions β_B : M_B → R and β_{Dol} : M_{Dol} → R, and real numbers δ_B and δ_{Dol} such that N_B = β^{−1}_B [0, δ_B) and N_{Dol} = β^{−1}_{Dol}[0, δ_{Dol}). Observe that the homotopy types of N_B and N_{Dol} is independent of these choices by the uniqueness of semialgebraic neighbourhoods; see Proposition 4.1.2.

In order to show that Ψ(N^∗_{Dol}) → N^∗_B is a homotopy equivalence, we argue as in the proof of [Dur83, Proposition 1.6]. Consider the system of neighbourhoods of ∂M_{Dol} and ∂M_B respectively

N_{Dol,k} = β^{−1}_{Dol} � 0, δ_{Dol} k � ⊆ M_{Dol} N_{B,k} = β^{−1}_B � 0, δ_B k � ⊆ M_B with k ∈ N^∗ .

Choose k_1, k_2 ∈ N such that Ψ(N^∗_{Dol,k1} ) ⊆ N^∗_{B,k2} ⊆ Ψ(N^∗_{Dol}) ⊆ N^∗_B . The inclusion N^∗_{B,k2} ⊆ N^∗_B is a homotopy equivalence by Proposition 4.1.2. The same holds for Ψ(N^∗_{Dol,k1} ) ⊆ Ψ(N^∗_{Dol}), since N^∗_{Dol,k1} and N^∗_{Dol} are stratified isotopic by Proposition 4.1.2, and Ψ is a homeomorphism. Therefore, we have the following sequence in homotopy

π_i(Ψ(N^∗_{Dol,k1} )) → π_i(N^∗_{B,k2} ) → π_i(Ψ(N^∗_{Dol})) → π_i(N^∗_B),

which has the property that the composition of two consecutive morphisms is an isomorphism. Hence, the inclusion N^∗_{B,k2} ⊆ Ψ(N^∗_{Dol}) induces isomorphisms of homotopy groups, and it is a homotopy equivalence. We conclude that Ψ(N^∗_{Dol}) → N^∗_B is a homotopy equivalence. □

The geometric P=W conjecture is independent of the choice of the dlt compactification, the semialgebraic deleted neighbourhood N^∗_B, N^∗_i , and of the partition of unity {φ_i}, as shown in Lemma A.0.5.

To this end, we first extend the construction of a retraction between dual complexes of snc pairs in [BJ17, §4.2] to the Q-factorial dlt setting. Let (X, Δ_X = � i∈I Δ_{X,i}) be a dlt compactification of U = X \ Δ_X satisfying Assumption 4.2.4. We say that a morphism of reduced dlt pairs g : (Z, Δ_Z = � r∈R Δ_{Z,r} ) → (Y, Δ_Y = � k∈K Δ_{Y,k}) over (X, Δ_X ) is a birational morphism of dlt compactifications over (X, Δ_X ) if • the structural morphisms f_Z : Z → X and f_Y : Y → X are birational, and f_Z = f_Y ∘ g; • U ≃ Y \ Δ_Y ≃ X \ Δ_X ;

• (Z, Δ_Z ) and (Y, Δ_Y ) satisfy Assumption 4.2.4. Suppose that X, Y and Z are Q-factorial. Write f^∗_Y Δ_X = � k∈K n_kΔ_{Y,k} for some n_k ∈ Q, and

f^∗_Z Δ_X = g^∗(f^∗_Y Δ_X ) = � k∈K n_kg^∗(Δ_{Y,k}) = � k∈K n_k � � r∈R a_{kr}Δ_{Z,r} � =: � r∈R m_rΔ_{Z,r}

for some a_{kr} ∈ Q and m_r = � k∈K n_ka_{kr}.

A stratum Δ_{Z,S} of Δ_Z , with S ⊆ R, corresponds to a cell σ_S of D(Δ_Z ), which we identify with the standard simplex { � s∈S w_s = 1} ⊂ R^S_{≥0} ⊆ R^R . Let Δ_{Y,L} be the minimum stratum of Δ_Y such that g(Δ_{Z,S} ) ⊆ Δ_{Y,L}.

Denote by σ_L the corresponding cell in D(Δ_Y ), identified with the standard simplex { � l∈L u_l = 1} ⊂ R^L_{≥0} ⊆ R^K .

We define the map r_{ZY} : D(Δ_Z ) → D(Δ_Y ) on each cell σ_S by

(w_s)_{s∈S} ∈ σ_S → � n_l � s∈S a_{ls} w_s m_s � l∈L ∈ σ_L. (A.0.2)

Observe that r_{ZX} = r_{Y X} ∘ r_{ZY} , with f_X = Id_X . We show now that the map r_{Y X} is a retraction. To this end, we first recall the definition of simple blow-up.

Definition A.0.3. Let t: (V_2, Δ_{V2} := (t^{−1}Δ_{V1} )_{red}) → (V_1, Δ_{V1} ) is a morphism of snc pairs. We say that ρ is a simple blow-up if it is a blowup along a smooth, connected subvariety W of Δ_{V1} meeting transversely (or not at all) every irreducible component of Δ_{V1} that does not contain W ; see for instance [KS06, Definition 22].

Lemma A.0.4. The map r_{Y X} is a retraction.

Proof. The idea of the proof is to reduce to the snc case and apply [BJ17, Proposition 4.3]. Let X^{snc} be the largest locus in X where the pair (X, Δ_X ) is snc. There exists a birational modification g : Z → Y such that h := f∘g : Z → X is a composition of simple blow-up over X^{snc}; see for instance [BJ17, Lemma 4.1]. Up to passing to a dlt modification of Z which is an isomorphism over h^{−1}(X^{snc}), we can suppose that g : (Z, Δ_Z ) → (Y, Δ_Y ) is a morphism of dlt compactifications. Note that (X^{snc}, Δ^{snc}_X := Δ_X |_X snc ) and (h^{−1}(X^{snc}), h^{−1}(Δ^{snc}_X )) are snc pairs by definition of dlt pair and simple blow-up.

Taking dual complexes, we have that D(Δ_X ) = D(Δ^{snc}_X ) again by definition of dlt pair, and D(h^{−1}(Δ^{snc}_X )) is a subcomplex of D(Δ_Z ). By construction, the restriction r_{ZX} to D(h^{−1}(Δ^{snc}_X )) coincides with r_h−1_{(X} snc_{)X} snc , which is a retraction by [BJ17, Lemma 4.7]. The commutativity of the square

D(Δ_Z ) D(Δ_X )

D(h^{−1}(Δ^{snc}_X )) D(Δ^{snc}_X ).

r_{ZX} r_{h−1 (Xsnc ),Xsnc} =

implies that r_{ZX} is a retraction, and so r_{Y X} is a retraction too, since r_{ZX} = r_{Y X} ∘ r_{ZY} . □

Lemma A.0.5 (Independence of auxiliary choices). Let (X, Δ_X = � i∈I Δ_{X,i}) and (Y, Δ_Y = � k∈K Δ_{Y,k}) be dlt compactifications of M_B. Let ev_X : N^∗_X → D(Δ_X ) and ev_Y : N^∗_Y → D(Δ_Y ) be evaluation maps for suitable semialgebraic neighbourhoods N_X of Δ_X and N_Y of Δ_Y containing Ψ(N^∗_{Dol}). If D(Δ_X ) (equivalently D(Δ_Y )) has the homotopy type of a sphere, then there exists a homotopy equivalence s: D(Δ_Y ) → D(Δ_X ) which makes the following diagram homotopy commutative:

N^∗_X D(Δ_X )

N^∗_{Dol}

N^∗_Y D(Δ_Y ).

ev_X Ψ ΨevYs

Proof. We proceed in several steps.

Step 1 We can suppose that (X, Δ_X ) and (Y, Δ_Y ) are Q-factorial. If (X, Δ_X ) is not so (the same argument holds for (Y, Δ_Y ) too), we take a small dlt Q-factorial modification π_1 : (X_1, Δ_1) → (X, Δ_X ) such that Supp(Δ_1) = π^{−1}_1 (Supp(Δ_X )) as in [dFKX17, Definition 26] (mind that in our case Δ_1 and Δ_X are reduced). Since M_B has Q-factorial singularities, π_1 is an isomorphism over M_B, and so (X_1, Δ_1) is a Q-factorial dlt compactification of M_B. Note that D(Δ_1) = D(Δ_X ), and rug functions for Δ_{X,i} pullback to rug functions for the divisor π^{−1}_1 (Δ_{X,i}). We conclude that the map ev ∘ π_1 : π^{−1}_1 (N^∗_X ) → D(Δ_X ) is an evaluation map associated to the pair (X_1, Δ_1), and it can be identified with ev itself via the isomorphisms π^{−1}_1 (N^∗_X ) ≃ N^∗_X and D(Δ_1) = D(Δ_X ).

Step 2 We can suppose that there exists a birational morphism f : (Y, Δ_Y ) → (X, Δ_X ). By construction, there exists a priori only a birational map X Y . Then choose X_2 a resolution of indeterminacy of the map which is an isomorphism over M_B, i.e.

X_2

X Y. f

Up to taking a dlt modification of X_2, we can suppose that (X_2, Δ_2 := f^{−1}(Δ_1)_{red}) is a Q-factorial dlt compactification of M_B. Therefore, Lemma A.0.5 for (X, Δ_X ) and (Y, Δ_Y ) holds if and only if it it holds simultaneously for the pairs (X, Δ_X ) and (X_2, Δ_2), and for the pairs (X_2, Δ_2) and (Y, Δ_Y ). Hence, we can suppose that Y dominates X, and we can now take s := r_{Y X} as defined in (A.0.2).

Step 3 For any L ⊆ K, let Δ_{X,J} be the minimum stratum of Δ_X such that f(Δ_{Y,L}) ⊆ Δ_{X,J} , with J ⊆ I.

Assume first that f(N_{Y,L}) ⊂ N_{X,J} . Consider the open cover of N_Y

U_i := � k : f (N_{Y,k} )⊂N_{X,i}

N_{Y,k}, with i ∈ I.

By construction {s ∘ ev_Y (i)}_{i∈I} is a partition of unity subordinate to {U_i}_{i∈I} , while {ev_X (i) ∘ f}_{i∈I} is a partition of unity subordinate to {f^{−1}(N_i)}_{i∈I} . Note that for any y ∈ U^∘_J := U_J \ � i∉J Ui, there

exists M ⊆ I containing J such that y ∈ f^{−1}((N_{X,M} )^∘). Denoting σ_J the (closed) cell in D(Δ_X ) corresponding to Δ_{X,J} , we have that s ∘ ev_Y (y) ∈ σ_J ⊆ σ_M and ev_X ∘ f(y) ∈ σ_M . Hence, the segment t (s ∘ ev_Y (y)) + (1 − t) (ev_X ∘ f(y)) ⊂ R^M , with t ∈ [0, 1], is entirely contained in σ_M , and so the convex convolution of s ∘ ev_Y ∘ Ψ and ev_X ∘ Ψ gives the desired homotopy.

Step 4 In Step 3 we assumed that f(N_{Y,L}) ⊂ N_{X,J} for any L ⊂ K. If this is not the case, we can shrink N_Y = β^{−1}[0, δ) to N^′_Y := β^{−1}[0, δ^′), with δ^′ ≪ δ, such that f(N^′_{Y,L}) ⊂ N_{X,J} . Choose an auxiliary evaluation map ev^′_Y : N^′_Y → D(Δ_Y ). Applying Step 3 with f = Id_Y : Y → Y , we obtain that the maps ev^′_Y ∘ Ψ and ev_Y ∘ Ψ are homotopic equivalent, and so again by Step 3 the following maps are homotopic to each other s ∘ ev_Y ∘ Ψ ∼ s ∘ ev^′_Y ∘ Ψ ∼ ev_X ∘ Ψ.

Step 5 By [dFKX17, Theorem 28] D(Δ_X ) and D(Δ_Y ) have the same homotopy type. If D(Δ_X ) has the homotopy of a sphere, then the retraction r_{Y X} has topological degree ±1, and so s = r_{Y X} is a homotopy equivalence by Hopf theorem. □ Appendix B. Local computations on the Tate curve

The goal of this appendix is to prove Corollary B.0.7, which is a technical ingredient needed in the proof of Lemma 5.3.4. To this end, we recall the construction of the Tate curve. Following [DR73, VII], it is a model over R := C [[t]] of the multiplicative group G_m with special fibre given by an infinite chain of P^1’s.

(B.0.1) Let (x_i, y_{i+1})_{i∈Z} be a collection of indeterminates. The Tate curve G_m over R is the union of the affine charts (U_{i+1/2})_{i∈Z} given by

U_{i+1/2} := Spec � R[x_i, y_{i+1}] (x_iy_{i+1} − t) � . For each i ∈ Z, the charts U_{i−1/2} and U_{i+1/2} are glued along the open subscheme

T_i := U_{i−1/2} ∩ U_{i+1/2} = Spec � O(U_{i+1/2})[x^{−1}_i ] � = Spec � R[x_i, x^{−1}_i ] � (y_{i+1} = t/x_i)

= Spec � O(U_{i−1/2})[y^{−1}_i ] � = Spec � R[y_i, y^{−1}_i ] � (x_{i−1} = t/y_i) via the identification x_iy_i = 1. (B.0.2) The R-group scheme G_m := � i∈ZT_i, obtained from G_m by removing the nodes in the special fibre, is the Néron model of the multiplicative group G_m , as explained in [DR73, Example 1.2.c]. In particular, the n-th multiplication map G_m × . . . × G_m → G_m extends to a homomorphism μ_n : G^n_m := G_m ×_R . . . ×_R G_m −→ G_m

of R-group schemes. When n = 2, μ_n is given in local charts by T_i ×_R T_j −→T_{i+j}

R[x_i, x^{−1}_i ] ⊗_R R[x_j , x^{−1}_j ] ←−R[x_{i+j} , x^{−1}_{i+j} ] x_i ⊗ x_j ←� x_{i+j} .

As x_{i−1}y_i = t and x_iy_i = 1, it follows that x_i = t^{−i}x_0. In particular, the identity section Id of G_m is cut out in the chart T_i by the equation x_i = t^{−i}.

Let V_{n−1} := μ^{−1}_n (Id) be the fibre of the identity section Id via μ_n, and let V_{n−1} denote the closure of V_{n−1} in G^n_m. Proposition B.0.3 describes some properties of (V_{n−1}, V_{n−1,0}), where V_{n−1,0} is the special fibre of V_{n−1};

V_{n−1} ⊂ G^n_m ∩ ∩ V_{n−1} ⊂ G^n_m.

Proposition B.0.3. The pair (V_{n−1}, V_{n−1,0}) is normal, reduced, and toric, i.e. V_{n−1} is the formal completion of a normal toric scheme along its reduced toric boundary V_{n−1,0}. Furthermore, the intersection V_{n−1} \ V_{n−1} has codimension two in V_{n−1}.

The Proposition B.0.3 is an immediate corollary of Lemma B.0.4 below. Indeed, the assertions in Proposition B.0.3 are local: we may work on the the open subsets

U_α := U_{α1 +1/2} ×_R . . . ×_R U_{αn+1/2},

for any multi-index α = (α_1, . . . , α_n) ∈ Z^n, since the U_α’s cover G^n_m. Let V_α be the restriction of V_{n−1} to T_α := T_{α1} ×_R . . . ×_R T_{αn} , V_α be its closure in U_α, and V_{α,0} be the special fibre of V_α. In local coordinates,

V_α ⊂ T_α ∩ ∩ V_α ⊂ U_α

U_α = Spec � R[x_{α1} , y_{α1 +1}, . . . , x_{αn} , y_{αn+1}] x_{α1} y_{α1+1} = . . . = x_{αn} y_{αn+1} = t �

T_α = Spec � R[x^{±1}_{α1} , . . . , x^{±1}_{αn} ] � ⊂ U_α,

V_α =

�_n � i=1 x_{αi} = t^−

�_{αi} � ⊂ T_α.

Lemma B.0.4. For any α ∈ Z^n, the pair (V_α, V_{α,0}) is normal, reduced, and toric. Furthermore, the intersection V_α \ V_α has codimension two in V_α.

Proof. The proof is divided into cases depending on the sign of |α| :=

�_n i=1 α_i.

Case 1. Assume |α| > 0. The equation t^{|α|}

�_n

i=1 x_{αi} = 1 vanishes on V_α. This implies that t and all x_{αi} are invertible on it, thus V_{α,0} = ∅ and V_α = V_α ≃ G^{n−1}_{C ((t))} .

Case 2. Assume |α| = 0. The equation

�_n

i=1 x_{αi} = 1 implies that all x_{αi} are invertible on V_α. We obtain that

V_α ⊆ { n� i=1 x_{αi} = 1, x_{αi} y_{αi+1} = t} ≃ G^{n−1}_R ,

thus (V_α, V_{α,0}) = (G^{n−1}_R , G^{n−1}_C ) and V_α \ V_α = ∅.

Case 3. Assume |α| < 0. We will show that V_α is normal by proving the conditions S_2 and R_1, and in the process we deduce that (V_α, V_{α,0}) is toric, V_{α,0} is reduced and V_α \ V_α has codimension two in V_α.

Step 1. We prove that V_α is Cohen-Macaulay (hence S_2) by applying [Kol11, Lemma 7]: if a Gorenstein scheme of pure dimension d is a union of two closed subschemes of pure dimension d and one is Cohen-Macaulay, then the other is Cohen-Macaulay. Let Z_α be the closed toric subscheme of U_α given by the equations

Z_α := � t( �_n

i=1 x_{αi} − t^{−|α|}) = 0, x_{α1} y_{α1+1} = . . . = x_{αn} y_{αn+1} = t.

We have Z_{α,0} = U_{α,0} = {x_{α1} y_{α1+1} = . . . = x_{αn} y_{αn+1} = 0}, Z_α ∩ {t ≠ 0} = V_α ∩ {t ≠ 0} ≃ G^{n−1}_{m,C ((t))} ,

so Z_α = U_{α,0} ∪V_α. We can then apply [Kol11, Lemma 7] as Z_α and U_{α,0} are complete intersections. Hence, V_α is Cohen-Macaulay. In particular, the pair (V_α, V_{α,0}) is toric, as both V_α and V_{α,0} are torus-invariant subschemes of Z_α and V_α \ V_{α,0} ≃ G^{n−1}_{m,C ((t))} .

Step 2. To prove that V_α is R_1, it suffices to check that V_α is smooth at the generic point of the irreducible components of V_{α,0}, since V_α ∩ {t ≠ 0} = V_α ∩ {t ≠ 0} is smooth. Let D ⊆ V_{α,0} be one of them. Up to relabelling, there exists an integer m such that the chart U of U_{α,0}

U :=

�x_{α1} = . . . = x_{αm} = y_{αm+1+1} = . . . = y_{αn+1} = 0

y_{α2+1} ≠ 0, . . . , y_{αm+1} ≠ 0, x_{αm+1} ≠ 0, . . . , x_{αn} ≠ 0 � ≃ G^{n−1}_{m,C} × A^1_C

contains the generic point of D. At the generic point of D we have � x_{αi} = x_{α1} y_{α1 +1}y^{−1}_{αi+1} for 2 ⩽ i ⩽ m y_{αi+1} = x_{α1} y_{α1+1}x^{−1}_{αi} for m + 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n,

and V_α is an irreducible component of the locus given by the equation n� i=1 x_{αi} = x^m_{α1} y^{m−1}_{α1 +1}

�^m� j=2 y^{−1}_{αj +1} n� i=m+1

x_{αi} � � � � u = x^{−|α|}_{α1} y^{−|α|}_{α1 +1}. (B.0.5)

If m > −|α|, then (B.0.5) implies that x^{−|α|}α_1 y^{−|α|}_{α1+1}(ux^{m+|α|}α_1 y^{m−1+|α|}_{α1 +1} − 1) = 0. This is impossible: V_α would be cut by the equation ux^{m+|α|}_{α1} y^{m−1+|α|}_{α1 +1} = 1 at the generic point of D, but then D ⊈ V_α. The same argument proves that the case m < −|α| cannot occur. If m = −|α|, then (B.0.5) implies that x^m_{α1} y^{m−1}_{α1+1}(u − y_{α1+1}) = 0. It follows that

V_α^{loc at D}= {u − y_{α1+1} = 0}, (B.0.6)

hence V_α is R_1, and V_{α,0}^{loc at D}= {x_{α1} = 0} is reduced.

Step 3 A point in V_α \V_α ⊆ U_α \T_α is characterised by the property that a pair of coordinates (x_{αi} , y_{αi+1}) vanishes simultaneously. Hence, (B.0.6) yields that V_α coincides with V_α at the generic point of D. Therefore, V_α \ V_α has codimension two in V_α. □ Let X_{n−1} and X_{n−1} be as in Proposition 5.3.2 and consider the diagram (5.3.3). Given the uniformisation p: G_m → E , we have

V_{n−1} ×_R V_{n−1} (G_m ×_R G_m)^n

X_{n−1} (E ×_R E )^n

P :=(p,p)^n

Corollary B.0.7. The pair (X_{n−1}, X_{n−1,0}) is reduced lc and X_{n−1} \ X_{n−1} has codimension two in X_{n−1}. Proof. The restriction of P to V_{n−1} ×_R V_{n−1} is étale. Hence it suffices to prove the statement for the pair (V_{n−1} ×_R V_{n−1}, (V_{n−1} ×_R V_{n−1})_0). This follows directly from Proposition B.0.3, taking the fibre product. □

References

[Aur07] D. Auroux. Mirror symmetry and T -duality in the complement of an anticanonical divisor. J. Gökova Geom. Topol. GGT 1 (2007), 51–91.

[Bea83] A. Beauville. Variétés Kähleriennes dont la première classe de Chern est nulle. J. Differential Geom. 18.4 (1983), 755–782.

[BS19] G. Bellamy and T. Schedler. Symplectic resolutions of character varieties (2019). arXiv: 1909.12545. [Ber95] V. G. Berkovich. The automorphism group of the Drinfeld half-plane. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 321.9 (1995), 1127–1132.

[Bir+10] C. Birkar, P. Cascini, C. D. Hacon, and J. McKernan. Existence of minimal models for varieties of log general type. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 23.2 (2010), 405–468.

[Bou+15] S. Boucksom, T. de Fernex, C. Favre, and S. Urbinati. Valuation spaces and multiplier ideals on singular varieties. In: Recent advances in algebraic geometry. Vol. 417. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2015, 29–51.

[BJ17] S. Boucksom and M. Jonsson. Tropical and non-Archimedean limits of degenerating families of volume forms. J. Éc. polytech. Math. 4 (2017), 87–139.

[BJ18] S. Boucksom and M. Jonsson. A non-Archimedean approach to K-stability (2018). arXiv: 1805.11160. [BM19] M. Brown and E. Mazzon. The essential skeleton of a product of degenerations. Compos. Math. 155.7 (2019), 1259–1300.

[Con] B. Conrad. From normal crossing to strict normal crossing divisors. Math 249B: Alterations. Stanford. [CLS11] D. A. Cox, J. B. Little, and H. K. Schenck. Toric varieties. Vol. 124. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2011.

[dC21] M. de Cataldo. Projective compactification of Dolbeault moduli spaces. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 5 (2021), 3543–3570.

[dCHM12] M. de Cataldo, T. Hausel, and L. Migliorini. Topology of Hitchin systems and Hodge theory of character varieties: the case A1. Ann. of Math. (2) 175.3 (2012), 1329–1407.

[dCM20] M. de Cataldo and D. Maulik. The perverse filtration for the Hitchin fibration is locally constant. Pure Appl. Math. Q. 16.5 (2020), 1441–1464.

[dCMS19] M. de Cataldo, D. Maulik, and J. Shen. Hitchin fibrations, abelian surfaces, and the P=W conjecture. to appear at J. Amer. Math. Soc. (2019). arXiv: 1909.11885.

[dCM10] M. de Cataldo and L. Migliorini. The perverse filtration and the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem. Ann. of Math. (2) 171.3 (2010), 2089–2113.

[dFKX17] T. de Fernex, J. Kollár, and C. Xu. The dual complex of singularities. In: Higher dimensional algebraic geometry, in honour of Professor Yujiro Kawamatas 60th birthday. Vol. 74. Adv. Stud. Pure Math., Dec. 2017, 103–130.

[DR73] P. Deligne and M. Rapoport. Les schémas de modules de courbes elliptiques (1973), 143–316. Lecture Notes in Math., Vol. 349.

[DEL97] R. Donagi, L. Ein, and R. Lazarsfeld. Nilpotent cones and sheaves on K3 surfaces. In: Birational algebraic geometry (Baltimore, MD, 1996). Vol. 207. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1997, 51–61.

[Dur83] A. H. Durfee. Neighborhoods of algebraic sets. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 276.2 (1983), 517–530. [EN02] F. Elzein and A. Némethi. On the weight filtration of the homology of algebraic varieties: the generalized Leray cycles. Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. (5) 1.4 (2002), 869–903.

[EM21] J. D. Evans and M. Mauri. Constructing local models for Lagrangian torus fibrations. Annales Henri Lebesgue 4 (2021), 537–570.

[FM20] C. Felisetti and M. Mauri. P=W conjectures for character varieties with symplectic resolution (2020). arXiv:

2006.08752.

[Fuj11] O. Fujino. Fundamental theorems for the log minimal model program. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 47.3 (2011), 727–789.

[GX08] W. Goldman and E. Xia. Rank one Higgs bundles and representations of fundamental groups of Riemann surfaces. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 193.904 (2008), viii+69.

[GM83] M. Goresky and R. MacPherson. Intersection homology. II. Invent. Math. 72.1 (1983), 77–129. [Har19] A. Harder. Torus fibers and the weight filtration (2019). arXiv: 1908.05110. [Hat02] A. Hatcher. Algebraic topology. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2002.

[Hau98] T. Hausel. Compactification of moduli of Higgs bundles. J. Reine Angew. Math. 503 (1998), 169–192. [Hit87] N. Hitchin. Stable bundles and integrable systems. Duke Math. J. 54.1 (1987), 91–114. [Hit97] N. Hitchin. The moduli space of special Lagrangian submanifolds. In: vol. 25. 3-4. Dedicated to Ennio De Giorgi. 1997, 503–515 (1998).

[Jon96] A. de Jong. Smoothness, semi-stability and alterations. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 83 (1996), 51– 93. [JM12] M. Jonsson and M. Mustat_,ă. Valuations and asymptotic invariants for sequences of ideals. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 62.6 (2012), 2145–2209 (2013).

[Kat+15] L. Katzarkov, A. Noll, P. Pandit, and C. Simpson. Harmonic maps to buildings and singular perturbation theory. Comm. Math. Phys. 336.2 (2015), 853–903.

[Kol97] J. Kollár. Singularities of pairs. In: Algebraic geometry—Santa Cruz 1995. Vol. 62. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1997, 221–287.

[Kol11] J. Kollár. New examples of terminal and log canonical singularities (2011). arXiv: 1107.2864. [Kol13] J. Kollár. Singularities of the minimal model program. Vol. 200. With a collaboration of Sándor Kovács. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2013.

[KK10] J. Kollár and S. J. Kovács. Log canonical singularities are Du Bois. J. Amer. Math. Soc. 23.3 (2010), 791–813. [KM08] J. Kollár and S. Mori. Birational Geometry of Algebraic Varieties. Cambridge University Press, 2008. [KX16] J. Kollár and C. Xu. The dual complex of Calabi-Yau pairs. Invent. Math. 205.3 (2016), 527–557. [Kom15] A. Komyo. On compactifications of character varieties of n-punctured projective line. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 65.4 (2015), 1493–1523.

[KS06] M. Kontsevich and Y. Soibelman. Affine Structures and Non-Archimedean Analytic Spaces. In: The Unity of Mathematics: In Honor of the Ninetieth Birthday of I.M. Gelfand. Ed. by P. Etingof, V. Retakh, and I. M. Singer. Boston, MA: Birkhäuser Boston, 2006, 321–385.

[Li20] Y. Li. Metric SYZ conjecture and non-archimedean geometry (2020). arXiv: 2007.01384. [Liu02] Q. Liu. Algebraic geometry and arithmetic curves. Vol. 6. Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2002. [Lur09a] J. Lurie. Piecewise Linear Topology (Lecture 2). Topics in Geometric Topology (18.937). MIT. 2009. [Lur09b] J. Lurie. Whitehead Triangulations (Lecture 3). Topics in Geometric Topology (18.937). MIT. 2009. [Mau20a] M. Mauri. The dual complex of log Calabi-Yau pairs on Mori fibre spaces. Adv. Math. 364 (2020), 107009, 28. [Mau21] M. Mauri. Intersection cohomology of rank 2 character varieties of surface groups. J. Inst. Math. Jussieu (2021), 1–40.

[Mau19] M. Mauri. The geometry of dual complexes. PhD thesis. London School of Geometry and Number Theory, 2019.

[Mau20b] M. Mauri. The Dual Complex of Singularities After de Fernex, Kollár and Xu. In: Arc Schemes and Singularities. 2020. Chap. 14, 231–255.

[Mel19] A. Mellit. Cell decompositions of character varieties (2019). arXiv: 1905.10685. [Mig17] L. Migliorini. Recent results and conjectures on the non abelian Hodge theory of curves. Bollettino dell’Unione Matematica Italiana 10.3 (2017), 467–485.

[Mil97] J. Milnor. Topology from the differentiable viewpoint. Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1997. [Mum61] D. Mumford. The topology of normal singularities of an algebraic surface and a criterion for simplicity. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 9 (1961), 5–22.

[MN15] M. Mustat_,ă and J. Nicaise. Weight functions on non-Archimedean analytic spaces and the Kontsevich- Soibelman skeleton. Algebr. Geom. 2.3 (2015), 365–404.

[NS20] A. Némethi and S. Szabó. The Geometric P=W conjecture in the Painlevé cases via plumbing calculus. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN (2020).

[Pay13] S. Payne. Boundary complexes and weight filtrations. Michigan Math. J. 62.2 (2013), 293–322. [RS82] C. Rourke and B. Sanderson. Introduction to piecewise-linear topology. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1982.

[Sim97] C. Simpson. The Hodge filtration on nonabelian cohomology. In: Algebraic geometry—Santa Cruz 1995. Vol. 62. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1997, 217–281.

[Sim94] C. Simpson. Moduli of representations of the fundamental group of a smooth projective variety. II. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 80 (1994), 5–79 (1995).

[Sim16] C. Simpson. The dual boundary complex of the SL2 character variety of a punctured sphere. Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Math. (6) 25.2-3 (2016), 317–361.

[Sza19] S. Szabó. Simpson’s geometric P=W conjecture in the Painlevé VI case via abelianization (2019). arXiv:

1906.01856.

[Sza21a] S. Szabó. Perversity equals weight for Painlevé spaces. Adv. Math. 383 (2021), Paper No. 107667, 45. [Sza21b] S. Szabó. Toward the Geometric P = W conjecture for the 5-punctured sphere in rank 2 (2021). arXiv:

2103.00932.

[Thu07] A. Thuillier. Géométrie toroïdale et géométrie analytique non archimédienne. Application au type d’homotopie de certains schémas formels. Manuscripta Math. 123.4 (2007), 381–451.

[Wha20] J. Whang. Global geometry on moduli of local systems for surfaces with boundary. Compos. Math. 156.8 (2020), 1517–1559.

[Whi40] J. H. C. Whitehead. On C^1-complexes. Ann. of Math. (2) 41 (1940), 809–824.

Department of Mathematics, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109–1043, USA Email address: mirmom@umich.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109–1043, USA Email address: mazzon@umich.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109–1043, USA Email address: stevmatt@umich.edu