arXiv:2301.10596v2 [math.AG] 29 Jan 2023

VANISHING THEOREM FOR HODGE IDEALS ON SMOOTH HYPERSURFACES

ANH DUC VO

Abstract. We use a Koszul-type resolution to prove a weak version of Bott’s vanishing theorem for smooth hypersurfaces in P^n and use this result to prove a vanishing theorem for Hodge ideals associated to an effective Cartier divisor on a hypersurface. This extends an earlier result of Mustaţă and Popa.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries 4 2.1. Operations on exact sequences 4 2.2. Hodge ideals 5 3. Borderline Nakano vanishing for hypersurfaces in P^n 7 3.1. The case n ≥ 4 7 3.2. The case n = 3 11 4. The vanishing theorem for Hodge ideals of Q-divisors with isolated singularities 12 5. The vanishing theorem on hypersurfaces in P^3 14 6. Applications 15 7. The vanishing theorem for divisors with arbitrary singularities 17 References 19

1. Introduction

Let X be a smooth complex variety, and D an effective Q-divisor on X. Recently, Mustaţă and Popa introduced the notion of Hodge ideals I_k(D) in a series of papers [MP19a], [MP19b] and [MP20]. These ideals are generalizations of multiplier ideals; in fact, one can show that I_0(D) = J ((1 − ϵ)D), the multiplier ideal of Q-divisor (1 − ϵ)D, for any 0 < ϵ ≪ 1. They were introduced with the goal of understanding the singularities and Hodge theory of divisors on smooth varieties; for example, [MP19a, Corollary H] gives the bound for the degree of hypersurfaces in P^n on which a set of isolated singular points of a divisor imposes independent conditions.

Multiplier ideals satisfy the celebrated Nadel vanishing theorem; see [Laz04b, Theorem 9.4.8]. In their paper [MP19a, Theorem F], Mustaţă and Popa obtained an analogous result for Hodge ideals, but required some technical assumptions. When X is a projective space or an abelian variety, they also pointed out that these assumptions are in fact not necessary [MP19a, Theorem 25.3 and 28.2]. In this paper, we improve their vanishing result in the case where X is a smooth hypersurface in P^n. We note that a stronger result than the general statement has also been proven by Dutta in the case of a toric variety [Dut20, Theorem A].

To formulate the problem, let X be a smooth hypersurface of degree d ≥ 2 in P^n with n ≥ 4, and D an effective Q-divisor on X. A special property of projective spaces and toric varieties, 1

which allows us to understand the cohomology of Hodge ideals, is that there exists an Euler-type exact sequence. This exact sequence can be used to construct a Koszul-type resolution of sheaves of differential forms Ω^p_X . Hypersurfaces in P^n inherit the Euler sequence via restriction; however, these do not give a resolution of Ω^p_X , but Ω^p_Pn|_X . This makes it challenging to obtain a nice set of conditions for the vanishing theorem; see Section 7. Fortunately, if we require the divisor D to have at worst isolated singularities, we obtain the following theorems in Sections 4 and 5. Notice that if n ≥ 4, any line bundle on X is the restriction of a line bundle on P^n due to the Grothendieck-Lefschetz theorem [Har70, Corollary 3.3], so we consider the cases n ≥ 4 and n = 3 separately.

Theorem A. Let X be a smooth hypersurface of degree d ≥ 2 in P^n, with n ≥ 4, and D an effective Q-divisor on X of degree m, where m is a rational number. Assume further that D has, at worst, isolated singularities. Denote by Z the support of D, and by H the hyperplane divisor on X. Let O_X (Z − ⌈D⌉) ∼= O_X (−a) for some non-negative integer a. Then:

(1) For 2 ≤ i ≠ n − 1, k ≥ 0 and all l, we have H^i ( X, ω_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l) ) = 0.

(2) For k ≥ 0 and (l − a)H + kZ ample, we have H^{n−1} ( X, ω_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l) ) = 0.

(3) For k ≥ 1, l ≥ max{k(d − 2) + m, k(d − 2) + (n − 2)(d − 1) + a}, we have

H^1 ( X, ω_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l) ) = 0.

Note that when D is a reduced integral divisor (as in [MP19b]), we have a = 0 and Z = D, and the conditions (2) and (3) become

• For k ≥ 0 and l + km > 0, we have H^{n−1} ( X, ω_X (kD) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l) ) = 0.

• For k ≥ 1, l ≥ max{k(d − 2) + m, k(d − 2) + (n − 2)(d − 1)}, we have

H^1 ( X, ω_X (kD) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l) ) = 0.

Theorem B. Let X be a smooth hypersurface in P^3 of degree d ≥ 2, D an effective Q-divisor, and L a line bundle on X. Then

(1) For i ≥ 2, if L((k + 1)Z − ⌈D⌉) is ample, then H^i ( X, ω_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ L ) = 0.

(2) For i = 1, if (L − ⌈D⌉) ( (k − 1)(2 − d) ) and L(jZ − ⌈D⌉) ( (k − j + 2)(2 − d) ) are ample for 1 ≤ j ≤ k, then H^1 ( X, ω_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ L ) = 0.

Similarly, when D is a reduced integral divisor, we have instead

• For i ≥ 2, if L(kD) is ample, then H^i ( X, ω_X (kD) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ L ) = 0.

• For i = 1, if (L−D) ( (k−1)(2−d) ) and L(jD)((k−j +1)(2−d)) are ample for 0 ≤ j ≤ k−1, then H^1 ( X, ω_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ L ) = 0. 2

Remark 1. (1) Since I_0(D) ∼= J ((1 − ϵ)D), the vanishing for I_0(D) is a direct consequence of the Nadel vanishing theorem which says H^i ( X, ω_X ⊗ I_0(D) ⊗ L) ∼= H^i(X, ω_X ⊗ J ((1 − ϵ)D) ⊗ L ) = 0 if L − (1 − ϵ)D is ample for any 0 < ϵ ≪ 1 and i ≥ 1. In particular, if n ≥ 4, we have H^i ( X, ω_X ⊗ I_0(D) ⊗ O_X (l)) ) = 0,

for l ≥ m. On the other hand, if n = 3, we have H^i ( X, ω_X ⊗ I_0(D) ⊗ L ) = 0,

for L − D nef.

(2) The case d = 1, or equivalently X is the projective space P^{n−1}, is a result due to Mustaţă and Popa [MP19b, Variant 12.5], and Chen [Che21, Variant 4.5].

As an application, by utilizing the above vanishing theorems, we investigate the classical problem of finding a bound for the degree of hypersurfaces in P^n on which a set of points imposes independent conditions. This extends a result of Mustaţă and Popa, [MP19b, Theorem G, Corollary H].

Theorem C. Let D be a complete intersection of a smooth irreducible hypersurface X of degree d ≥ 2 and another hypersurface (not necessarily smooth) of degree m in P^n, with n ≥ 4. Assume furthermore that D has at worst isolated singularities.

(1) For each k, denote by Z_k the subscheme associated with the Hodge ideal I_k(D), then

length(Z_k) ≤ ( (k + 1)m + l + d − 1 n ) − ( (k + 1)m + l − 1 n ) , where l = max{k(d − 2), k(d − 2) + (n − 2)(d − 1) − m}.

(2) Denote by S_t the set of singular points on D of multiplicity at least t ≥ 2. Then S_t imposes independent conditions on hypersurfaces of degree at least (k + 1)m + l + d − n − 1,

in which k = ⌈^n_t ⌉ − 1 and l = max{0, k(d − 2), k(d − 2) + (n − 2)(d − 1) − m}.

The vanishing for Hodge ideals in Theorem B can be used to obtain an analog of Theorem C for the case n = 3. However, the singularities of curves are well-understood with the help of multiplier ideals and adjoint ideals; hence, we will consider only the case n ≥ 4.

The main ingredient in the proofs of the above results is what we call ”borderline Nakano vanishing”. Recall the Nakano vanishing theorem [Laz04a, Theorem 4.2.3] which says for a smooth complex variety Y of dimension n, and an ample divisor A on Y , we have H^q ( Y, Ω^p_Y ⊗ O_Y (A) ) = 0 if p + q > n. By ”borderline Nakano vanishing”, we refer to the vanishings of ”boundary” terms H^q ( Y, Ω^{n−q} ⊗ O_Y (A) ) . In section 3, we will prove some borderline Nakano vanishings for hypersurfaces in P^n. If n ≥ 4, we obtain

Theorem D. Suppose X is a smooth hypersurface in P^n of degree d ≥ 2 with n ≥ 4. Then (1) If i + p ≠ n − 1, we have H^i(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l)) = 0 unless

• i = p and l = 0. • i = 0 and l > p.

• i = n − 1 and l < p − n + 1. (2) If i + p = n − 1, then

• For 0 < i < n − 1, we have H^{n−1−p} ( X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) = 0 if l ≥ (p + 1)d − n or l ≤ (p − n)d + n. 3

• H^0(X, Ω^{n−1}_X ⊗ O_X (l)) = 0 if and only if l ≤ n − d. • H^{n−1}(X, O_X (l)) = 0 if and only if l ≥ d − n.

When X is a hypersurface of P^3 of degree d, the Picard group of X can be large. In this case, we prove a weaker vanishing theorem Proposition 1. Let X be a smooth hypersurface in P^3 of degree d ≥ 2. Then: H^1(X, Ω^1_X ⊗ L) = 0 if L(4 − 2d) is ample.

Remark 2. In section 3, by using Macaulay’s theorem [CMP17, Theorem 7.4.1], we show that all partial derivatives of the polynomial defining X generate all polynomials of degree at least (n + 1)(d − 2) + 1. This in turn gives H^{n−2}(X, Ω^1_X ⊗ O_X ((p + 1)d − n − 1)) ≠ 0 which says that our bound is where the first non-vanishing appears.

Acknowledgements. I would like to express my sincere gratitude to my advisor Mihnea Popa for suggesting the problem, for helpful discussions, and for his constant support during the preparation of this paper. I thank Wanchun Shen and Jit Wu Yap for useful comments on the draft of this paper.

2. Preliminaries 2.1. Operations on exact sequences. We first discuss the general theory behind the construction of a Koszul-type resolution that will be used throughout the proof of our main results. In what follows, by a variety we mean a reduced separated scheme of finite type over C . Given an exact sequence of vector bundles on a variety X: 0 → A → B → C → 0. If C is a line bundle, it is well-known that we can form the following short exact sequence for any positive integer p:

(2.1) 0 → p⋀ A → p⋀ B → p−1⋀ A ⊗ C → 0. Dually, if A is a line bundle, we get instead:

(2.2) 0 → A ⊗ p−1⋀ C → p⋀ B → p⋀ C → 0. When X is a smooth hypersurface of P^n, we apply the above operations to the restriction of the Euler sequence on P^n to X 0 → Ω^1_Pn|_X → ⨁ n+1 O_X (−1) → O_X → 0

to obtain a resolution for Ω^p_Pn|_X :

Lemma 2.1. Let X be a smooth hypersurface of P^n, then Ω^p_Pn|_X admits the following Koszul-type resolution: 0 → O_X (−n − 1) → ⨁ n+1 O_X (−n) → · · · → ⨁ (^{n+1}_{p+1}) O_X (−p − 1) → Ω^p_Pn|_X → 0. 4

2.2. Hodge ideals. In this section, we briefly recall the definition and some properties of Hodge ideals. Let X be a smooth complex variety of dimension n. We denote by D_X the sheaf of differential operators on X. A filtered left D_X -module (M, F ) is a left D_X -module M equipped with an increasing filtration F_•M by coherent O_X -modules, bounded below and satisfying F_kD_X .F_lM ⊆ F_{k+l}M, where F_kD_X is the sheaf of differential operators of order ≤ k. To a filtered left D_X -module (M, F ), one can associate the de Rham complex DR(M, F ) = [0 → M → Ω^1_X ⊗ M → · · · → ω_X ⊗ M] with the filtration

F_k DR(M, F ) = [0 → F_kM → Ω^1_X ⊗ F_{k+1}M → · · · → ω_X ⊗ F_{k+n}M]

placed in degree −n, . . . , 0. The associated graded complex is

gr^F_k DR(M, F ) = [0 → gr^F_k M → Ω^1_X ⊗ gr^F_{k+1} M → · · · → ω_X ⊗ gr^F_{k+n} M].

There is a standard correspondence between filtered left and right D-modules given by M → M ⊗_{OX} ω_X = M^r with the corresponding filtration F_{p−n}(M^r) ∼= F_pM ⊗ ω_X . The associated de Rham complex can be written in terms of filtered right D_X -module (M^r, F ) as

gr^F_k DR(M, F ) = [0 → ⋀_n T_X ⊗ gr^F_{k−n}M^r → n−1⋀ T_X ⊗ gr^F_{k−n+1} M → · · · → gr^F_k M]. For a reduced effective divisor D on X, the D_X -module O_X (∗D) := ⋃ k≥0 O_X (kD) underlies the mixed Hodge module j_∗Q^H_U [n] [Sai90, Proposition 2.11], where j : U := X − D → X, and hence is equipped with the Hodge filtration F . Moreover, O_X (∗D) has the natural pole order filtration on it. Mustaţă and Popa [MP19a] introduce the notion of Hodge ideals I_k(D) to measure the discrepancy between these two filtrations F_k(O_X (∗D)) = I_k(D) ⊗ O_X ((k + 1)D). In [MP19b] and [MP20], the authors extend the definition of Hodge ideals to an arbitrary effective Q-divisor D on X. Locally, we can assume that D = α.div(h) for some nonzero regular function h and some positive rational number α. Denote by Z the support of D. Consider the left D_X -module O_X (∗Z)h^{−α}, the rank 1 free O_X (∗Z)-module with generator the symbol h^{−α}, on which a derivation D of O_X acts by D(wh^{−α}) = ( D(w) − αw D(h) h ) h^{−α}. Although O_X (∗Z)h^{−α} does not necessarily underlie a mixed Hodge module, by [MP19b, Lemma 2.6], it is a direct summand of a filtered D_X -module underlying a mixed Hodge module. This induces a canonical Hodge filtration on O_X (∗Z)h^{−α}, which makes it a filtered D_X -module. The Hodge ideals I_k(D) are then defined as F_k(O_X (∗Z)h^{−α}) = I_k(D) ⊗_{OX} O_X (kZ)h^{−α}. This definition is, in fact, independent of the choice of h and α, and hence the Hodge ideals can be defined globally on X.

Hodge ideals play an important role in the study of the singularities of the divisor D. For example, it is not difficult to see that I_0(X) = J ((1 − ϵ)D), the multiplier ideal associated to the Q-divisor (1 − ϵ)D for any 0 < ϵ ≪ 1 [MP19b, Proposition 9.1]. From the properties of multiplier ideals [Laz04b, Definition 9.3.9], the pair (X, D) is log canonical if and only if I_0(D) is trivial. If we go one step further, in the case D is integral, it can be shown that the Hodge ideal I_1(D) is contained inside the adjoint ideal adj(D) = f_∗O_Y (K_{Y /X} − f^∗D + D̃) [MP19a, Theorem C]. Hence, 5

by [Laz04b, Theorem 9.3.48], D is normal and has at worst rational singularity if I_1(D) is trivial. Furthermore, Mustaţă and Popa prove that if D is of the form D = αZ, where Z is a reduced divisor and 0 < α ≤ 1, then Z is smooth if and only if all Hodge ideals I_k(D) are trivial [MP19b, Corollary 11.12]. Thus, Hodge ideals of D = αZ are supported on the singular locus of Z. We denote by Z_k the closed subscheme of X defined by the ideal sheaf I_k(D).

We are interested in a vanishing theorem for Hodge ideals. A combination of [MP19a, Theorem F] (in the case D is a reduced divisor), [MP19b, Theorem 12.1] and [Che21, Theorem 1.1] gives the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension n, and D be an effective divisor , and L be a line bundle on X such that L − D is ample. For some k ≥ 1, assume that the pair (X, D) is reduced (k − 1)-log canonical i.e I_j(D) = O_X (Z − ⌈D⌉) for all 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1. Then we have:

(1) If k ≤ n, and L(pZ − ⌈D⌉) is ample for all 1 ≤ p ≤ k, then H^i ( X, ω_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ L ) = 0 for all i ≥ 2. Moreover,

H^1 ( X, ω_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ L ) = 0 holds if H^j ( X, Ω^{n−j} ⊗ L((k − j + 1)Z − ⌈D⌉) ) = 0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

(2) If k ≥ n + 1, then Z is smooth, and so I_k(D) = O_X (Z − ⌈D⌉). In this case, if L(kZ − ⌈D⌉) is ample, then H^i ( X, ω_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ L ) = 0 for all i ≥ 1 (3) If D is ample, then (1) and (2) also hold with L − D nef.

Unlike the Hodge ideals, the module O_X (∗Z)h^{−α} cannot be defined globally. To guarantee the existance of a global filtered D_X -module which is locally isomorphic to (O_X (∗Z)h^{−α}, F ), we need the extra assumption that there exists a line bundle M such that M^{⊗l} ∼= O_X (lD) as integral divisors. In [Che21], Chen shows that we can remove this global assumption by constructing a global sheaf

M_k(D) := ω_X (kZ) ⊗_{OX} I_k(D) ω_X ((k − 1)Z) ⊗_{OX} I_{k−1}(D) , which is locally isomorphic to ω_X ⊗ gr^F_k (O_X (∗Z)h^{−α}) for any k ∈ Z. The k-th Spencer complex of M_•(D) of O_X -modules

Sp_k(M_•(D)) := [M_k(D) ⊗_{OX} n⋀ T_X → M_{k+1}(D) ⊗_{OX} n−1⋀ T_X → · · · → M_{k+n}(D)] placed in degree −n, . . . , 0 is locally isomorphic to gr^F_k DR(O_X (∗Z)h^{−α}). This complex enjoys a similar vanishing theorem as Saito’s vanishing theorem for mixed Hodge modules:

Theorem 2.2. ([Che21, Theorem 1.2]) Let X be a smooth complex projective variety of dimension n, D an effective Q-divisor on X, and L a line bundle on X. Then we have:

(1) If L − D is ample, then H^i ( X, Sp_k(M_•(D)) ⊗_{OX} L ) = 0 for any i > 0 and any integer k.

(2) If D is ample, then (1) also holds for L − D nef.

This theorem plays a crucial role in the proof of vanishing theorem for Hodge ideals of Q-divisors.

3. Borderline Nakano vanishing for hypersurfaces in P^n Since the Bott vanishing for projective spaces is well-known, we only consider hypersurfaces of degree at least 2. In this section, X will denote a smooth hypersurface of degree d ≥ 2 of P^n, and L a line bundle on X unless otherwise noted.

3.1. The case n ≥ 4. First, we start with a vanishing theorem for the sheaves Ω^p_Pn|_X . Lemma 3.1. Let X be a smooth hypersurface in P^n of degree d ≥ 2 with n ≥ 4. We have H^i(X, Ω^p_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (l)) = 0 unless

• i = p and l = 0. • i = p − 1 and l = d. • i = 0 and l > p. • i = n − 1 and l < d + p − n. Proof. Consider the following short exact sequence: 0 → Ω^p_{Pn} ⊗ O_Pn(l − d) → Ω^p_{Pn} ⊗ O_Pn(l) → Ω^p_{Pn}|_X ⊗ O_X (l) → 0 By considering its associated long exact sequence, the first two cases of the lemma are simple consequences of the Bott vanishing theorem for P^n. Now, we are left with two remaining cases i = 0 and i = n − 1:

First, we consider the case i = 0. We have 0 → H^0(P^n, Ω^p_Pn⊗O_Pn(l−d)) → H^0(P^n, Ω^p_Pn⊗O_Pn(l)) → H^0(X, Ω^p_Pn |_X ⊗O_X (l)) → H^1(P^n, Ω^p_Pn⊗O_Pn(l−d)) The last term equals 0 unless p = 1 and l = d. In that case, 0 → H^0(P^n, Ω^1_Pn ⊗ O_Pn(d)) → H^0(X, Ω^1_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (d)) → H^1(P^n, Ω^1_Pn) → 0 which implies H^0(X, Ω^1_Pn |_X ⊗ O_X (d)) ≠ 0.

If l ≤ p, which excludes the case p = 1 and l = d ≥ 2, then the Bott vanishing theorem gives H^0(P^n, Ω^p_Pn ⊗ O_Pn(l)) = H^1(P^n, Ω^p_Pn ⊗ O_Pn(l − d)) = 0 which implies H^0(X, Ω^p_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (l)) = 0.

If l > p, since p + 1 − d ≤ p, we have 0 → H^0(P^n, Ω^p_Pn ⊗ O_Pn(p + 1)) → H^0(X, Ω^p_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (p + 1)) which shows H^0(X, Ω^p_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (p + 1)) ≠ 0. Moreover, for any l > p, H^0(X, Ω^p_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (p + 1)) → H^0(X, Ω^p_Pn |_X ⊗ O_X (l)), hence H^0(X, Ω^p_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (l)) ≠ 0.

The case i = n − 1 is similar, except that H^{n−1}(X, Ω^p_Pn |_X ⊗ O_X (l)) ↠ H^{n−1}(X, Ω^p_Pn |_X ⊗ O_X (d + p − n − 1)) for any l < d + p − n. □ 7

Now, to obtain borderline Nakano, as well as further vanishings for the hypersurface X, we consider the conormal exact sequence 0 → O_X (−d) → Ω^1_Pn|_X → Ω^1_X → 0.

By using (2.1), we get 0 → Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ O_X (l − d) → Ω^p_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (l) → Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l) → 0. The associated long exact sequence on cohomology is · · · → H^i ( X, Ω^p_Pn |_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) → H^i ( X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) → → H^{i+1} ( X, Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ O_X (l − d) ) → H^{i+1} ( X, Ω^p_Pn |_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) → . . . Our strategy is use Lemma 3.1 on the above long exact sequence to reduce to extreme cases.

• If n − 3 ≥ i > p, we get H^i ( X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) ∼ = H^{i+1} ( X, Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ O_X (l − d) ) . • If 2 ≤ i < p, we get H^i ( X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) ∼ = H^{i−1} ( X, Ω^{p+1}_X ⊗ O_X (l + d) ) . • If i = p, we have H^p ( X, Ω^p_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) → H^p ( X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) → H^{p+1} ( X, Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ O_X (l − d) ) → 0. Proof of Theorem D. Part (1): i + p ≠ n − 1. By the Serre duality, we can assume i + p < n − 1.

• If i > p, then by the above argument, we obtain H^i(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l)) ∼= H^{i+1}(X, Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ O_X (l − d)) ∼= . . . ∼= H^{i+p}(X, O_X (l − pd)) = 0. • If i = p > 0, by Lemma 3.1, we have H^p(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l)) ∼= H^{p+1}(X, Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ O_X (l − d)) = 0 for any l ≠ 0.

• If p > i > 0, we observe that the morphism H^k(X, Ω^k_X ) → H^k(X, Ω^{k+1}_Pn |_X ⊗ O_X (d))

is simply the restriction to X of the isomorphism H^k(P^n, Ω^k_Pn)^{.[X]}−−→ H^{k+1}(P_n, Ω^{k+1}_Pn ), and hence is an isomorphism. We consider two cases:

Case 1: i + p = 2k + 1, where 0 < k < n − 1 by the assumption. By the above argument, we get H^i(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l)) ∼= . . . ∼= H^k(X, Ω^{k+1}_X ⊗ O_X (l − (k − i)d)) and H^k(X, Ω^k_X ⊗O_X (l−(k−i+1)d)) → H^k(X, Ω^{k+1}_Pn |_X ⊗O_X (l−(k−i)d)) → H^k(X, Ω^{k+1}_X ⊗O_X (l−(k−i)d)) → 0. If l − (k − i)d ≠ d, the vanishing follows from Lemma 3.1. Otherwise, the first morphism is an isomorphism, which still implies H^k(X, Ω^{k+1}_X ⊗ O_X (d)) = 0.

Case 2: i + p = 2k, where 1 < k < n − 1 by the assumption. Similarly, we get H^i(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l)) ∼= . . . ∼= H^{k−1}(X, Ω^{k+1}_X ⊗ O_X (l − (k − i − 1)d)) and 0 → H^{k−1}(X, Ω^{k+1}_X ⊗O_X (l−(k−i−1)d)) → H^k(X, Ω^k_X ⊗O_X (l−(k−i−2)d)) → H^k(X, Ω^{k+1}_Pn |_X ⊗O_X (l−(k−i−1)d)). which gives the vanishing of H^{k−1}(X, Ω^{k+1}_X ⊗ O_X (l − (k − i − 1)d)). 8

• If i = 0, consider H^0(X, Ω^p_Pn |_X ⊗O_X (l)) → H^0(X, Ω^p_X ⊗O_X (l)) → H^1(X, Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗O_X (l−d)) → H^1(X, Ω^p_Pn|_X ⊗O_X (l)). The first term vanishes if l ≤ p by Lemma 3.1. The third term equals to 0 unless p = 2 and

l = d, in which case, the last morphism is an isomorphism. Thus

H^0(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l)) = 0 if l ≤ p.

Moreover, for any l > p,

H^0(X, Ω^p_Pn |_X ⊗ O_X (p + 1)) → H^0(X, Ω^p_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (l)) and 0 → H^0(X, Ω^p_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (p + 1)) → H^0(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (p + 1))

imply that

H^0(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l)) ≠ 0 if l > p.

The proof of part (1) is complete.

Part (2): i + p = n − 1. The case i = 0 and i = n − 1 are obvious. For the remaining parts,

by the argument before this proof, it suffices to prove this theorem for the special cases p = 1 and

p = n − 2: H^{n−2} ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) = 0 if l ≥ 2d − n, and H^1 ( X, Ω^{n−2}_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) = 0 if l ≥ (n − 1)d − n. Notice that if i = p = n − 1 2 , then l ≥ (p + 1)d − n > 0 for d ≥ 2; hence H^p ( X, Ω^p_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) ∼ = H^{p+1} ( X, Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ O_X (l − d) ) . To show the first statement, consider the exact sequence 0 → H^{n−2} ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) → H^{n−1} ( X, O_X (l − d) ) → H^{n−1} ( X, Ω^1_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) → . . . , where the vanishing on the left is due to Lemma 3.1. The last term H^{n−1} ( X, Ω^1_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) sits

in the following exact sequence 0 → H^{n−1} ( X, Ω^1_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) → V ⊗ H^{n−1} ( X, O_X (l − 1) ) → H^{n−1} ( X, O_X (l) ) → 0, where V = H^0 ( X, O_X (1) ) . By Serre duality, H^{n−1} ( X, O_X (l − d) ) ∼ = H^0 ( X, O_X (2d − l − n − 1) )_∨ and H^{n−1} ( X, Ω^1_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) ∼ = coker ( H^0 ( X, O_X (d − l − n − 1) ) → V^∨ ⊗ H^0 ( X, O_X (d − l − n) ))∨ . These isomorphisms imply that the vanishing of H^{n−2} ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) is equivalent to the surjec-

tivity of the morphism

coker ( H^0 ( X, O_X (d − l − n − 1) ) → V^∨ ⊗ H^0 ( X, O_X (d − l − n) )) → H^0 ( X, O_X (2d − l − n − 1) ) . If l ≥ 2d − n, then both sides vanish; the first statement is proved.

If 2d − n − 1 ≥ l > d − n, then the morphism is simply 0 → H^0 ( X, O_X (2d − s − n − 1) ) ≠ 0 which

is never surjective.

Set r = l + d − n − 1. The second statement is then equivalent to

H^1 ( X, T_X ⊗ O_X (r) ) if r ≥ n(d − 2) − 1. 9

The normal sequence and the Euler sequence together form the diagram:

0 0 0

0 T_X T_Pn|_X N_{X/P}n 0

0 ker(J_X (f)) V^∨ ⊗ O_X (1) N_{X/P}n 0

O_X O_X

0 0 J_X (f)

where f is the homogeneous polynomial of degree d defining X, and J_X (f) is the multiplication

by the Jacobian of f which sends a (n + 1)-tuple of linear functionals (g_0, . . . , g_n) to ∑ g_i ∂f ∂x_i . By

tensoring with O_X (r) and taking the long exact sequence of cohomology, we get

H^1 ( X, O_X (r) ) = 0

H^0 ( X, T_Pn|_X ⊗ O_X (r) ) H^0 ( X, O_X (d + r) ) H^1 ( X, T_X ⊗ O_X (r) ) 0

V^∨ ⊗ H^0 ( X, O_X (r + 1) ) H^0 ( X, O_X (d + r) ) ϕ J_X (f)

where the vanishing on the right is due to Lemma 3.1. Thus, the vanishing of H^1 ( X, T_X ⊗ O_X (r) ) is equivalent to the surjectivity of ϕ, and hence of the morphism J_X (f).

Consider the following diagram:

V^∨ ⊗ H^0 ( X, O_X (r + 1) ) H^0 ( X, O_X (d + r) )

V^∨ ⊗ H^0 ( P^n, O_Pn(r + 1) ) H^0 ( P^n, O_Pn(d + r) )

H^0 ( P^n, O_Pn(r) ) J_X (f) J_Pn(f) f

Notice that the vertical inclusion is given by the multiplication by f (we also denote by f). Since d.f = ∑_n i=0 x_i ∂f ∂x_i , the image of J_Pn(f) contains the image of f, which means the surjectivities of

J_X (f) and J_Pn(f) are equivalent. Combining these arguments, it suffices to prove that J_Pn(f) is

surjective if r ≥ n(d − 2) − 1. But this follows from the following lemma; the proof of Theorem D

is complete. □

Lemma 3.2 (Macaulay’s theorem). ([CMP17, Theorem 7.4.1]) Suppose there is an ordered (n+1)-

tuple of homogeneous polynomials F_i ∈ C [x_0 , . . . , x_n] of degree d_i that form a regular sequence. Let

R = C [x_0 , . . . , x_n]/(F_0, . . . , F_n) be the quotient of the polynomial ring by the ideal generated by

{F_i}^n_{i=0}. Then: 10

(1) R_k = 0 if k > ρ = ∑_n i=0 d_i − n − 1 and R_ρ ∼= C .

(2) The multiplication in the polynomial ring induces a perfect pairing R_k ⊗ R_{ρ−k} → R_ρ.

We use the well-known fact that the partial derivatives of a homogeneous polynomial giving a

smooth hypersurface in P^n form a regular sequence in C [x_0 , . . . , x_n].

Remark 3. Although we do not know whether there is extra borderline Nakano vanishing, the

lower bound for l in Theorem D cannot be made smaller. As we have seen in the proof of the first

statement, H^{n−2} ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ O_X (l) ) ≠ 0 if 2d − n − 1 ≥ l > d − n. On the other hand, for l = (n − 1)d − n − 1, part (2) of Macaulay’s theorem implies that J_X (f) is

not surjective, or equivalently,

H^1 ( X, Ω^{n−2}_X ⊗ O_X ((n − 1)d − n − 1) ) ≠ 0.

3.2. The case n = 3.

Proof of Proposition 1. We will consider the cases d = 2, d = 3 and d ≥ 4 separately.

Case 1: If d = 2, X is a quadric surface, which is isomorphic to P^1 × P^1 via Segre embedding

into P^3. Any ample line bundle on X is of the form O_X (a, b) := p^∗_1O_P1(a) ⊗ p^∗_2O_P1(b) with a, b > 0,

where p_1, p_2 : X → P^1 are the projections to P^1. Consider the exact sequence of sheaf of relative

differential forms:

0 p^∗_2Ω^1_{P1} Ω^1_X Ω^1_{X/P1} •

O_X (0, −2) i_∗O_P1(−2)

where i : P^1 → X is the embedding of the first factor. Since ω_X ∼= O_X (−2, −2), then

H^1 ( X, O_X (0, −2) ⊗ O_X (a, b) ) ∼ = H^1 ( X, ω_X ⊗ O_X (a + 2, b) ) = 0 and H^1 ( X, i_∗O_P1(−2) ⊗ O_X (a, b) ) ∼ = H^1 ( P^1, O_P1(a − 2) ) = 0.

As a result, we have

H^1 ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ O_X (a, b) ) = 0.

Case 2: If d = 3, X is a smooth cubic surface, which is a blow up of P^2 at 6 points. Let

π : X → P^2 be the blow-up morphism with exceptional divisors E_1, . . . , E_6 isomorphic to P^1.

Consider the exact sequence:

0 → π^∗Ω^1_P2 → Ω^1_X → i_∗ω_{E/P}2 → 0,

where i : E = ⨆ E_i → X is the inclusion of the exceptional divisor. Taking long exact sequence of

cohomology yields · · · → H^1 ( X, π^∗Ω^1_P2 ⊗ L ) → H^1 ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ L ) → H^1 ( X, L ⊗ i_∗ω_{E/P}2 ) → H^2 ( X, π^∗Ω^1_P2 ⊗ L ) → . . . Moreover, any line bundle L on X is of the form O_X (aπ^∗H +

∑_6

i=1 a_iE_i) where H is the hyperplane

divisor of P^2. Hence,

H^1 ( X, π^∗Ω^1_P2 ⊗ L ) ∼ = H^1 ( P^2, Ω^1_P2 ⊗ π_∗L ) ∼ = H^1 ( P^2, Ω^1_P2 ⊗ O_P2(a) ) = 0 if a > 0 and all a_i ≥ 0. On the other hand, since ω_{E/P}2 = O_P3(−2)|_E , then H^1 ( X, L ⊗ i_∗ω_{E/P}2 ) = 0 if L(−2) is ample, which implies the vanishing of H^1 ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ L ) . 11

Case 3: If d ≥ 4, we have the exact sequence · · · → H^1 ( X, L(−d) ) → H^1 ( X, Ω^1_P3|_X ⊗ L ) → H^1 ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ L ) → H^2 ( X, L(−d) ) → . . . By the Nakano vanishing theorem, H^1 ( X, L(−d) ) = H^2 ( X, L(−d) ) = 0 if L(4 − 2d) is ample, so it

suffices to prove the vanishing of H^1 ( X, Ω^1_{P3}|_X ⊗ L ) . Consider the exact sequence

0 → Ω^2_P3|_X ⊗ L → 2⋀ V ⊗ L(−2) → Ω^1_P3|_X ⊗ L → 0, where V = H^1(X, O_X (1)). Its associated long exact sequence is · · · → 2⋀ V ⊗H^1 ( X, L(−2) ) → H^1 ( X, Ω^1_P3 |_X ⊗L ) → H^2 ( X, Ω^2_P3|_X ⊗L ) → 2⋀ V ⊗H^2 ( X, L(−2) ) → . . . By the Nakano vanishing theorem, the first and the last terms vanish if L(2 − d) is ample, which

holds under the assumption because d ≥ 2. Moreover, H^2 ( X, Ω^2_{P3}|_X ⊗ L ) sits in the exact sequence · · · → H^2 ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ L(−d) ) → H^2 ( X, Ω^2_P3|_X ⊗ L ) → H^2 ( X, Ω^2_X ⊗ L ) → . . . Again, the Nakano vanishing theorem applies in this case and we get H^2 ( X, Ω^2_{P3}|_X ⊗ L ) = 0 which

implies H^1 ( X, Ω^1_{P3}|_X ⊗ L ) = 0; the Theorem is proved. □

4. The vanishing theorem for Hodge ideals of Q-divisors with isolated

singularities

In this section, we will prove Theorem A. Notice that in the case d = 1, i.e X = P^{n−1}, the

condition in part (3) is simply l ≥ m − n − 1 (this condition will appear in the proof) which is a

result due to Mustaţă and Popa, see [MP19b, Variant 12.5] and [Che21, Variant 4.5]. Thus in this

section, we only consider the case d ≥ 2.

From Remark 1, the vanishing of I_0(D) is simply a consequence of the Nadel vanishing theorem

H^1 ( X, ω_X (D) ⊗ I_0(D) ⊗ O_X (l) ) = 0 if l + ϵm > 0 for any 0 < ϵ ≪ 1, which is equivalent to l ≥ 0.

Moreover, if I_k(D) = O_X (Z −⌈D⌉) ∼= O_X (−a), then our vanishing result is simply a consequence

of the Kodaira vanishing theorem H^i ( X, ω_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l) ) ∼ = H^i ( X, ω_X (kZ) ⊗ O_X (l − a) ) = 0 for all l if 1 ≤ i ≠ n−1 and for (l−a)H +kZ ample if i = n−1. Hence, the theorem is trivial in this

case. Thus we may assume that I_k(D) ⊊ O_X (Z −⌈D⌉). Recall that the ideals I_k(D)⊗O_X (⌈D⌉−Z)

are supported on the singular locus of D, then dim(Z_k) = 0, and hence all higher cohomologies of

quasi-coherent sheaves on Z_k vanish. This argument leads to the following lemma:

Lemma 4.1. Under the same assumptions, we have H^i ( X, Ω^j_X ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l) ) = 0 for all i ≥ 2, i + j ≥ n and l > a.

Proof. This is an immediate application of the Nakano vanishing theorem and the above argument

to the exact sequence · · · → H^{i−1} ( Z_k, Ω^j_X (Z−⌈D⌉)⊗O_X (l)|_{Zk} ) → H^i ( X, Ω^j_X ⊗I_k(D)⊗O_X (l) ) → H^i ( X, Ω^j_X (Z−⌈D⌉)⊗O_X (l) ) → . . . □ 12

Proof of Theorem A. Part (1) and (2): The term H^i ( X, O_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l) ) sits in the following exact sequence · · · → H^{i−1} ( Z_k, O_X ((k + 1)Z − ⌈D⌉) ⊗ O_X (l)|_{Zk} ) → H^i ( X, O_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l) ) → → H^i ( X, O_X ((k + 1)Z − ⌈D⌉) ⊗ O_X (l) ) → . . . The first term vanishes since i − 1 > dim(Z_k), while the last term H^i ( X, O_X ((k + 1)Z − ⌈D⌉) ⊗ O_X (l) ) vanishes for all l if 0 < i ≠ n − 1, and for (l − a + n + 1 − d)H + kZ ample if i = n − 1, by the Nakano vanishing theorem; the assertions (1) and (2) follow.

Part (3): Let l̃ = l + n + 1 − d and consider the vanishing of H^1 ( X, ω_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l̃) ) . We will prove by induction on k by using the short exact sequence

0 → ω_X ((k − 1)Z) ⊗ I_{k−1}(D) ⊗ O_X (l̃) → ω_X (kZ) ⊗ I_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l̃) → M_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l̃) → 0.

Suppose the Theorem holds for I_{k−1}(D), then it suffices to show the vanishing of

H^1 ( X, M_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l̃) ) for l̃ ≥ max{k(d−2)+m, k(d−2)+(n−2)(d−1)+a}. Consider the complex C^• = Sp_{k−n+1}(M_•(D))⊗ O_X (l̃))[−k]:

[M_0(D) ⊗ k⋀ T_X ⊗ O_X (l̃) → M_1(D) ⊗ k−1⋀ ⊗O_X (l̃) → · · · → M_k(D) ⊗ O_X (l̃)] concentrated in degrees 0 to k, with the associated spectral sequence of C^•: E^{p,q}_1 = H^q(X, C^p) ⇒ H^{p+q} (X, C^•). We are interested in the vanishing of E^{k,1}_1 . Note that we have the vanishing of E^{k+1,j}_1 = E^{−1,j}_1 = 0 for all j since C^{k+1} = C^{−1} = 0. Moreover, Theorem 2.2 implies H^j (X, C^•) = 0 for j ≥ k + 1 and l̃ ≥ m, so it suffices to prove E^{k,1}_1 = E^{k,1}_∞ , or more precisely, E^{k,1}_r = E^{k,1}_{r+1} for all r ≥ 1.

Observe that E^{k,1}_r = E^{k,1}_{r+1} for all r > k since C^• has length k + 1, and E^{k+r,2−r}_r = 0 because C^{k+r} = 0 for all r ≥ 1. Thus it suffices to show that E^{k−r,r}_1 = 0 for 1 ≤ r ≤ k and l̃ ≥ max{k(d−2)+m, k(d−2)+(n−2)(d−1)+a}. Now, the term E^{k−r,r}_1 = H^r ( X, M_{k−r}⊗ ⋀_r T_X ⊗O_X (l̃) ) sits in the exact sequence · · · → H^r ( X, Ω^{n−1−r} X ((k − r)Z) ⊗ I_{k−r}(D) ⊗ O_X (l̃) ) → E^{k−r,r}_1 → → H^{1+r} ( X, Ω^{n−1−r} X ((k − r − 1)Z) ⊗ I_{k−r−1}(D) ⊗ O_X (l̃) ) → . . . , in which the last term vanishes if (l̃ − a)H + (k − r − 1)Z is ample due to Lemma 4.1 (note that the last term is 0 if r = k). On the other hand, the first term sits in the exact sequence · · · → H^{r−1} ( Z_{k−r}, Ω^{n−1−r} X ((k − r)Z) ⊗ O_X (l̃ − a)|_{Zk−r} ) → → H^r ( X, Ω^{n−1−r} X ((k − r)Z) ⊗ O_X (l̃) ⊗ I_{k−r}(D) ) → → H^r ( X, Ω^{n−1−r} X ((k − r)Z) ⊗ O_X (l̃ − a) ) → . . . 13

From Theorem D, the last term vanishes if (l̃ − a + n − (n − r)d)H + (k − r)Z is nef which holds under our assumption. If r ≥ 2, the first term also vanishes since dim(Z_{k−r}) = 0, and we are done. Thus we are left with the case r = 1. By comparing to the corresponding exact sequence with Ω^{n−2}_X replaced by Ω^{n−2}_{Pn} |_X , we get the commutative diagram:

H^0 ( X, Ω^{n−2}_X ((k − 1)Z) ⊗ O_X (l̃ − a) ) H^0 ( Z_0, Ω^{n−2}_X ((k − 1)Z) ⊗ O_X (l̃ − a)|_{Z0} ) H^1 ( X, Ω^{n−2}_X ((k − 1)Z) ⊗ O_X (l̃) ⊗ I_{k−1}(D) )

H^0 ( X, Ω^{n−2}_Pn ((k − 1)Z)|_X ⊗ O_X (l̃ − a) ) H^0 ( Z_0, Ω^{n−2}_Pn ((k − 1)Z)|_X ⊗ O_X (l̃ − a)|_{Z0} ) H^1 ( X, Ω^{n−2}_Pn ((k − 1)Z)|_X ⊗ O_X (l̃) ⊗ I_{k−1}(D) )

where the surjectivity of the second vertical arrow is due to the vanishing of H^1 ( Z_0, Ω^{n−3}_X ((k − 1)Z) ⊗ O_X (l̃ − a − d)|_{Z0} ) . Hence the vanishing of H^1 ( X, Ω^{n−2}_Pn ((k − 1)Z)|_X ⊗ O_X (l̃) ⊗ I_{k−1}(D) ) implies the vanishing of H^1 ( X, Ω^{n−2}_X ((k − 1)Z) ⊗ O_X (l) ⊗ I_{k−1}(D) ) . By the spectral sequence associated to the Koszul-type resolution ⨁ O_X (−n − 1) → ⨁ O_X (−n) → ⨁ O_X (−n + 1)

of Ω^{n−2}_{Pn} |_X , this is a consequence of the vanishings of H^j ( X, O_X (l̃ − n + 2 − j) ⊗ O_X ((k − 1)Z) ⊗ I_{k−1}(D) ) for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 3 (the important one is j = 1). All of these conditions are satisfied by the assumption; the proof is complete. □

5. The vanishing theorem on hypersurfaces in P^3

In this case, the divisor D has dimension 1 and hence automatically has at worst isolated singularities.

Proof of Theorem B. (1) For i ≥ 2, the result follows from the Nakano vanishing theorem as in Lemma 4.1.

(2) For i = 1, we will again prove by induction on k. We have seen the base case k = 0 in Remark 1. Suppose the theorem holds up to k − 1, then it suffices to prove the vanishing for M_k(D) ⊗ L under our assumptions.

Consider the complex C^• = (Sp_{k−2}(M_•(D)) ⊗ L)[−2]: [M_{k−2} ⊗ 2⋀ T_X ⊗ L → M_{k−1}(D) ⊗ T_X ⊗ L → M_k(D) ⊗ L] concentrated in degrees 0 to 2. The associated spectral sequence of C^• is E^{p,q}_1 = H^q(X, C^p) ⇒ H^{p+q} (X, C^•). Again, we are interested in the vanishing of E^{2,1}_1 , and by similar argument, we only need to show that E^{1,1}_1 = E^{0,2}_1 = 0 under the given hypothesis.

First, we prove E^{1,1}_1 = 0. Indeed, it sits in the exact sequence · · · → H^1 ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ L((k − 1)Z) ⊗ I_{k−1}(D) ) → E^{1,1}_1 → H^2 ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ L((k − 2)Z) ⊗ I_{k−2}(D) ) → . . . , 14

in which the last term vanishes if L((k − 1)Z − ⌈D⌉) is ample due to the Nakano vanishing theorem (note that the last term is 0 if k = 1). The first term sits in the exact sequence . . . H^1 ( X, Ω^1_{P3} |_X ⊗ I_{k−1}(D) ⊗L((k − 1)Z) ) H^1 ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ I_{k−1}(D) ⊗L((k − 1)Z) ) H^2 ( X, O_X (−d) ⊗ I_{k−1}(D) ⊗L((k − 1)Z) ). . . By part (1), the last term vanishes if L(kZ − ⌈D⌉)(4 − 2d) ample. To obtain the vanishing of the first term, by using the Koszul-type resolution of Ω^1_{P3}|_X , it is enough to have H^j ( X, L((k − 1)Z)(−1 − j) ⊗ I_{k−1}(D) ) = 0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 3. The vanishing for j ∈ {2, 3} follows from part (1) and the case j = 1 follows from the induction hypothesis.

Next, we finish the proof by showing the vanishing of E^{0,2}_1 . From the exact sequence · · · → H^2 ( X, L((k − 2)Z) ⊗ I_{k−2}(D) ) → E^{0,2}_1 → H^3 ( X, L((k − 3)Z) ⊗ I_{k−3}(D) ) = 0,

we are left with the vanishing of the first term. Again, by the Nakano vanishing theorem,

H^2 ( X, L((k − 2)Z) ⊗ I_{k−2}(D) ) = 0 if L((k − 1)Z − ⌈D⌉)(4 − d) is ample; the assertion (2) follows. □

6. Applications

It is well known that the set of singular points of a nodal irreducible plane curve of degree m imposes independent conditions on the linear system of plane curves of degree m − 3. In the paper [Sev46], Severi proved a similar result in dimension 2, stating that the set of singular points of nodal hypersurfaces of degree m in P^3 imposes independent conditions on hypersurfaces of degree at least 2m − 5. Later, Park and Woo generalized Severi’s result to all singular points, and gave similar bounds for isolated singular points on hypersurfaces in P^n, see [PW06]. By using the Hodge ideals, Mustaţă and Popa gave a different bound for this problem. In this section, we exploit Theorem A to obtain a new result for isolated singular points on the complete intersection of two hypersurfaces in P^n.

Proof of Theorem C. The triviality of Hodge ideals I_k(D) is equivalent to the scheme Z_k being empty (due to [MP19a, Theorem A] for reduced divisor D), hence there is nothing to prove. In the case Z_k is non-empty, denote by A the line bundle

ω_X ⊗ O_X ((k + 1)D) ⊗ O_X (l) = O_X ((k + 1)m + l + d − n − 1).

Consider the short exact sequence 0 → A ⊗ I_k(D) → A → A ⊗ O_{Zk} → 0. For (1), Theorem A implies that

H^1(X, A ⊗ I_k(D)) = 0.

From the associated long exact sequence 0 → H^0(X, A ⊗ I_k(D)) → H^0(X, A) → H^0(Z_k, A ⊗ O_{Zk} ) → H^1(X, A ⊗ I_k(D)) → . . . , we see that length(Z_k) is bounded by the dimension of H^0(X, A) which is exactly ( (k + 1)m + l + d − 1 n ) − ( (k + 1)m + l − 1 n ) . 15

For (2), we know from [MP19a, Corollary 21.3] that I_k(D) ⊆ I_{St} , where k = ⌈^n_t − 1⌉. Since the restriction H^0(P^n, O_Pn((k + 1)m + l + d − n − 1)) ↠ H^0(X, A) is surjective, the result follows immediately from part (1) which says that there is a surjection H^0(X, A) ↠ O_{Zk} → 0. □ We can extend this analysis to the study of (j − 1)-jets along S_t, just as it was done in [MP19a, Corollary 27.3]. Recall that for a 0-dimensional subset S of P^n, the space of hypersurfaces of degree a is said to separate (j − 1)-jets along S if the restriction map H^0(P^n, O_Pn(a)) → ⨁ x∈S O_Pn/m^j_x is surjective. In particular, S imposes independent conditions on hypersurfaces of degree a if they separate 0-jets along S. For t ≥ 3, denote by k_{t,j} := { ⌈^{n−1−t+j}_t ⌉ j ≤ t − 1 ⌈^{n−1−t+j} t−2 ⌉ j ≥ t . We prove the following.

Proposition 6.1. Let D be a complete intersection of a smooth irreducible hypersurface X of degree d ≥ 2 and another hypersurface (not necessarily smooth) of degree m in P^n, with n ≥ 4. Assume furthermore that D has at worst isolated singularities. Let S_t denote the set of singular points on D of multiplicity at least t ≥ 3, and set l = max{k_{t,j} (d − 2), k_{t,j} (d − 2) + (n − 2)(d − 1) − m}. Then the space of hypersurfaces of degree at least (k_{t,j} + 1)m + l + d − n − 1 separates (j − 1)-jets along S_t, for each j ≥ 1.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem C, except that we use both [MP19a, Theorem E] and [MP19a, Corollary 19.4] to get I_{kt,j} (D) ⊆ m^j_x for every x ∈ S_t. □ Remark 4. (1) In the case d = 1 i.e D is a hypersurface of P^{n−1}, Theorem C specializes to [MP19a, Theorem G] for z_k = 0 and [MP19a, Corollary H], while Proposition 6.1 specializes to [MP19a, Corollary 27.2].

(2) The conditions in Theorem C and Proposition 6.1 are not symmetric in d and m. In fact, the bound tends to increase faster as m increases, compared to d. This is a limitation of our method; thus in the case D is the intersection of two smooth hypersurfaces, it is much better to consider D as a divisor in the smooth hypersurface with higher degree. In order to obtain symmetric bounds, a new method needs to be employed.

Example.

(1) Let d = m = 2 and n = 4, so that D is a complete intersection of two quadrics in P^4.

Theorem C says that:

• S_2 and S_3 impose independent conditions on hypersurfaces of degree at least m − 1. 16

• If t = 4, Theorem C shows that 0 = H^0(X, O_X (−1)) ↠ O_{St} which means D has no isolated singularities of multiplicity at least 4.

(2) In general, if d = 2, m ≤ n − 2 and t = n, we obtain that any reduced effective Cartier divisor on a smooth quadric hypersurface of P^n has no isolated singularities of multiplicity at least n. This result can also be proven by using the Nadel vanishing theorem.

7. The vanishing theorem for divisors with arbitrary singularities

The aim of this section is to give a vanishing theorem for Hodge ideals of a divisor in a hypersurface of P^n, with arbitrary singularities. While the situation is much more complicated technically than in the isolated singularity case, we can at least provide an algorithmic approach. For simplicity, we consider the case when D is a reduced effective divisor. The case when D is an effective Q-divisor can be approached in the same manner but is more complicated. We will use the same method as in section 4: First, we proceed by induction on k. By assuming the vanishings for I_0(D), . . . , I_{k−1}(D), it is equivalent to study the vanishing of gr^F_k O_X (∗D). Next, by using Theorem 2.2 and the associated spectral sequence of the graded de Rham complex (gr^F_{k+1−n}DR(O_X (∗D)) ⊗ O_X (l))[−k], it suffices to prove the vanishing of E^{k−r,i+r−1} 1 = H^{i+r−1} ( X, Ω^{n−1−r} X ⊗ O_X (l) ⊗ gr^F_{k−r}(O_X (∗D)) ) for all 1 ≤ r ≤ k. However, since we are not assuming any restriction on the singularities of the divisor D, we only have dim(Z_k) ≤ dim(D) − 1 = n − 3, and this will impose more conditions in the inductive steps.

For fixed n, d, m, denote by A_{i,k,l} the statement H^i ( X, ω_X ⊗ O_X ((k + 1)m + l) ⊗ I_k(D) ) = 0 By using similar strategy as in the proof of Theorem A, we will prove the following:

Proposition 7.1. With the above setting

(1) For i ≥ 2, A_{i,k−1,l} and A_{i−1,k−r,rd} for 1 ≤ r ≤ k and A_{j+t−1,k−r,l+(i+r−j)d−i+j−t} for 1 ≤ r ≤ k, i + 1 ≤ j ≤ i + r, 0 ≤ t ≤ j − i together imply A_{i,k,l}.

(2) For i = 1, A_{1,k−1,l+rd} for 0 ≤ r ≤ k − 1, A_{j+t,k−r−1,l+(r−j+1)d+j−t−1} for 1 ≤ r ≤ k − 1, i + 1 ≤ j ≤ i + r, 0 ≤ t ≤ j − i, A_{j+t,k−r,l+(r−j−1)d+j−t+1} for 1 ≤ r ≤ k, r ≤ j ≤ n − 3, 0 ≤ t ≤ j + 1, and l ≥ (n − r)d − n − (k − r + 1)m together imply A_{i,k,l}.

Notice that our conditions for A_{i,k,l} consist of A_{i+1,k,l} and A_{i,k−1,l} from the above Proposition. Roughly speaking, we need ”more conditions” as i gets smaller and k gets larger. 17

Proof. For the base case I_0(D), it is exactly the same as in Remark 1 that H^i ( X, ω_X (D) ⊗ O_X (l) ⊗ I_0(D) ) = 0 for all i ≥ 1 and l ≥ 0 due to the Nadel vanishing theorem.

For the induction steps, from the exact sequence

(7.1) H^{i+r−1} ( X, Ω^{n−1−r} X ⊗ I_{k−r}(D) ⊗O_X (l + (k − r + 1)m) )E^{k−r,i+r−1} 1 H^{i+r} ( X, Ω^{n−1−r} X ⊗ I_{k−r−1}(D) ⊗O_X (l + (k − r)m) ) , the vanishings of both extremal terms induce the vanishing of E^{k−r,i+r−1}_1 .

• Consider the vanishing of the last term of (7.1) H^{i+r} ( X, Ω^{n−1−r} X ⊗ O_X (l + (k − r)m) ⊗ I_{k−r−1}(D) ) . This term is 0 if r = k. From the associated long exact sequence on cohomology of the exact sequences 0 → Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ O_X (−d) → Ω^p_Pn|_X → Ω^p_X → 0 for n − r ≤ p ≤ n − 1, we only need to show H^i ( X, ω_X ((k − r)D) ⊗ O_X (l + rd) ⊗ I_{k−r−1}(D) ) = 0 and H^j ( X, Ω^{n+i−j} P^n |X ⊗ OX (l + (k − r)m + (i + r + 1 − j)d) ⊗ Ik−r−1(D) ) = 0 for all i + 1 ≤ j ≤ i + r. From the spectral sequence of Koszul-type resolution of Ω^{n+i−j}_Pn |_X 0 → ⨁ O_X (−n − 1) → · · · → ⨁ O_X (−n − i + j − 1) → Ω^{n+i−j}_Pn |_X → 0, these conditions are induced by the vanishings for lower index Hodge ideals. H^{j+t} ( X, ω_X ((k − r)D) ⊗ O_X (l + (i + r − j)d − i + j − t) ⊗ I_{k−r−1}(D) ) = 0 for all i + 1 ≤ j ≤ i + r and 0 ≤ t ≤ j − i.

• Consider the vanishing of the first term of (7.1) H^{i+r−1} ( X, Ω^{n−1−r} X ⊗ O_X (l + (k − r + 1)m) ⊗ I_{k−r}(D) ) . There are two cases:

Case 1: If i ≥ 2, similar to the above argument, we need H^{i−1} ( X, ω_X ((k − r + 1)D) ⊗ O_X (l + rd) ⊗ I_{k−r}(D) ) = 0 and H^j ( X, Ω^{n+i−1−j} P^n |X ⊗ OX (l + (k − r + 1)m + (i + r − j)d) ⊗ Ik−r(D) ) = 0 for all i ≤ j ≤ i + r − 1 which are implied by the following vanishings: H^{j+t} ( X, ω_X ((k − r + 1)D) ⊗ O_X (l + (i + r − j − 1)d − i + 1 + j − t) ⊗ I_{k−r}(D) ) = 0 for all i ≤ j ≤ i + r − 1 and 0 ≤ t ≤ j + 1 − i.

Case 2: If i = 1, we require the vanishings H^j ( X, Ω^{n−1−j} P^n |X ⊗ OX (l + (k − r + 1)m − (j − r)d) ⊗ Ik−r(D) ) = 0 for r ≤ j ≤ n − 3 and H^{n−2} ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ O_X (l + (k − r + 1)m − (n − 2 − r)d) ⊗ I_{k−r}(D) ) = 0. 18

Since dim(Z_{k−r}) ≤ n − 3, by using the same argument at the end of the proof of Theorem A, the vanishing of H^{n−2} ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ O_X (l + (k − r + 1)m − (n − 2 − r)d) ⊗ I_{k−r}(D) ) is implied by the vanishings of H^{n−2} ( X, Ω^1_Pn |_X ⊗ O_X (l + (k − r + 1)m − (n − 2 − r)d) ⊗ I_{k−r}(D) ) and H^{n−2} ( X, Ω^1_X ⊗ O_X (l + (k − r + 1)m − (n − 2 − r)d) ) , which is a result of Theorem D. Thus, in this case, we require the following set of conditions: l ≥ (n − r)d − n − (k − r + 1)m and H^{j+t} ( X, ω_X ((k − r + 1)D) ⊗ O_X (l − (j − r + 1)d + j + 1 − t)) ⊗ I_{k−r}(D) ) = 0 for all r ≤ j ≤ n − 3 and 0 ≤ t ≤ j + 1. □

Although the algorithm looks complicated, it turns out that many things simplify when implemented in special cases. For example, we can work out A_{i,1,l} as following:

Proposition 7.2. Let X be a smooth hypersurface of degree d ≥ 2 in P^n with n ≥ 4, and D a reduced effective divisor. Let O_X (D) = O_X (m) for some positive integer m. Then:

(1) For i ≥ 2 and l ≥ 0

H^i(X, ω_X (2D) ⊗ I_1(D) ⊗ O_X (D)) = 0.

(2) For l ≥ max{(n − 2)d, (n − 1)d − n − m}, then

H^1(X, ω_X (2D) ⊗ I_1(D) ⊗ O_X (D)) = 0.

References

[CMP17] J. Carlson, S. Muller-Stach, and C. Peters. Period Mappings and Period Domains.

2nd ed. Cambridge University Press, 2017.

[Che21] B. Chen. “Vaishing for Hodge Ideals of Q-Divisors”. In: International Mathematics Research Notices 271 (2021).

[Dut20] Y. Dutta. “Vanishing for Hodge Ideals on Toric Varieties”. In: Mathematische Nachrichten 293 (2020).

[Har70] R. Hartshorne. Ample Subvarieties of Algebraic Varieties. Vol. 156. Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1970.

[Laz04a] R. Lazarsfeld. Positivity in Algebraic Geometry I. Vol. 48. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2004.

[Laz04b] R. Lazarsfeld. Positivity in Algebraic Geometry II. Vol. 49. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2004.

[MP19a] M. Mustaţă and M. Popa. “Hodge Ideals”. In: Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 262 (2019). [MP19b] M. Mustaţă and M. Popa. “Hodge Ideals for Q-divisors: birational approach”. In: J. de l’École Polytechnique 6 (2019), pp. 283–328.

[MP20] M. Mustaţă and M. Popa. “Hodge Ideals for Q-divisors, V -filtration, and Minimal Exponent”. In: Forum of Mathematics Sigma 8 (2020).

[PW06] J. Park and Y. Woo. “A remark on hypersurfaces with isolated singularities”. In: Manuscripta Math. 121 (2006), pp. 451–456.

[Sai90] M. Saito. “Mixed Hodge Modules”. In: Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 29 (1990), pp. 221– 333.

[Sev46] F. Severi. “Sul massimo numero di nodi di una superficie de dato ordine dello spazio ordinario o di una forma di un iperspazio”. In: Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 25 (1946), pp. 1– 41. Department of Mathematics, Harvard University, Cambridge, MA 02138, USA E-mail address: ducvo@math.harvard.edu