arXiv:2306.03977v2 [math.AG] 14 Nov 2023

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES

WANCHUN SHEN, SRIDHAR VENKATESH, AND ANH DUC VO

Abstract. We introduce new notions of k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities, extending the previous definitions in the case of local complete intersections (lci), to include natural examples outside of this setting. We study the stability of these notions under general hyperplane sections and show that varieties with k-rational singularities are k-Du Bois, extending previous results in [MP22b] and [FL22b] in the lci and the isolated singularities cases. In the process, we identify the aspects of the theory that depend only on the vanishing of higher cohomologies of Du Bois complexes (or related objects), and not on the behaviour of the Kähler differentials.

1. Introduction

Rational and Du Bois singularities have been studied extensively because of their close relations to the minimal model program; in particular, Kawamata log terminal singularities are rational, while log canonical singularities are Du Bois. The recent development of Hodge theoretic methods has led to considerable interest in the study of their higher analogues, the k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities (see [MOPW23], [JKSY22], [FL22b], [FL22a], [MP22b], [CDM22]). A local complete intersection (lci) subvariety X of a smooth variety Y is said to have k-Du Bois singularities if the canonical morphisms

(strict-k-DB) Ω^p_X → Ω^p_X are isomorphisms for all 0 ≤ p ≤ k,

where Ω^p_X is the p-th graded piece, suitably shifted, of the Du Bois complex of X with respect to the natural filtration. On the other hand, X is said to have k-rational singularities if the canonical morphisms

(strict-k-ratl) Ω^p_X → D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X ) are isomorphisms for all 0 ≤ p ≤ k,

where D_X (−) := RHom(−, ω^•_X )[−n]. By [FL22b, Theorem 3.8, Corollary 3.17, 5.9], this is the same as requiring that the natural maps

Ω^p_X → Rf_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E) are isomorphisms for all 0 ≤ p ≤ k,

for any strong log resolution f : X̃ → X with reduced exceptional divisor E.

Although the above definitions make sense for arbitrary varieties, most of the results in loc. cit. apply only for hypersurfaces, or more generally, for lci varieties. Outside the lci case, not much is known. In fact, even varieties with very mild singularities, such

S.V. was partially supported by NSF grant DMS-2001132. 1

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 2

as cones over Veronese varieties (see Example 5.1), do not satisfy the above condition (strict-k-DB) for any k ≥ 1, due to the non-reflexivity of the Kähler differentials ([GR11, Proposition 10]). On the other hand, the applications of k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities to deformation theory raise the need to extend results like [FL23, Corollary 3.6, 3.7] to such cones, even when they are not necessarily lci. Thus, to develop a good theory in general, it is desirable to introduce new definitions that agree with (strict-k-DB) and (strict-k-ratl) in the lci case, but are flexible enough to include natural non-lci examples. In the present paper, we place our attention on the study of these new notions, and refer to the naive extension of conditions (strict-k-DB) and (strict-k-ratl) for non-lci varieties as strict-k-Du Bois and strict-k-rational singularities.

As a first step towards the general theory, we define and study the weaker notions of pre-k-Du Bois and pre-k-rational singularities, removing the conditions in cohomological degree 0.

Definition 1.1. Let X be a variety of dimension n.

• We say that X has pre-k-Du Bois singularities if

H^iΩ^p_X = 0

for all i > 0 and 0 ≤ p ≤ k.

• We say that X has pre-k-rational singularities if

H^i(D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X )) = 0

for all i > 0 and 0 ≤ p ≤ k^1.

The consideration of these notions has the advantage of isolating the problems caused by the non-reflexivity of the Kähler differentials, and making clear which aspects of the theory continue to hold without assumptions in cohomological degree 0. Examples of varieties with pre-k-Du Bois or pre-k-rational singularities are discussed at the end of the introduction, and in Sections 6 and 7.

It was proved in [FL22b] that the notions of k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities are stable under general hyperplane sections for lci varieties. In this paper, we prove that this is also the case for pre-k-Du Bois and pre-k-rational singularities in the general setting.

Theorem A. Let X be a quasi-projective variety. If X has pre-k-Du Bois (resp. prek-rational) singularities, then a general hyperplane section H of X also has pre-k-Du Bois (resp. pre-k-rational) singularities.

As a corollary, one can show that if a variety X has strict k-rational or strict k-Du Bois singularities, then so does a general hyperplane section of X.

1When k < codim_X (X_{sing}), one can show (Lemma 2.4) that this condition is equivalent to the more familiar condition R^if_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E) = 0 for all i > 0 and p ≤ k: see Remark 4.4.

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 3

It is well-known by the works of Kovács [Kov99] and Saito [Sai00] that rational singularities are Du Bois. Recently, it was proved that strict k-rational implies strict k-Du Bois when X is lci ([MP22b, Theorem B], [FL22b, Theorem 1.6]), or when X has isolated singularities ([FL22b, Theorem 3.20]). Along these lines, we prove:

Theorem B. Let X be a normal variety with pre-k-rational singularities. Then X has pre-k-Du Bois singularities.

As a corollary, we obtain

Corollary C. Let X be a variety with strict k-rational singularities. Then X has strict k-Du Bois singularities.

Using Theorem B, one can show that the Hodge-Du Bois numbers of a normal variety with pre-k-rational singularities enjoy partial Hodge symmetry (Corollary 4.1). Moreover, the same techniques of the proof of Theorem B can be used to study the behavior of pre-k-Du Bois singularities under finite maps (Proposition 4.2). Using this, we obtain a hyperresolution-free proof of the classical result [DB81, Theorem 5.3] that describes the Du Bois complex for (finite) quotient singularities (Corollary 4.3).

We now proceed to discuss notions that take into account the behavior of the 0-th cohomology sheaves. Despite the validity of the results of Corollary C, we stress that the notions of strict k-Du Bois and strict k-rational singularities are too restrictive for non-lci varieties, and need not be the right definitions of k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities in general. We propose instead the following new definitions.

Definition 1.2. Let X be a variety. X has k-Du Bois singularities if it is seminormal, and

(1) codim_X (X_{sing}) ≥ 2k + 1;

(2) X has pre-k-Du Bois singularities; (3) H^0Ω^p_X is reflexive, for all p ≤ k.

Definition 1.3. Let X be a variety. X is said to have k-rational singularities if it is normal, and

(1) codim_X (X_{sing}) > 2k + 1; (2) For all i > 0 and 0 ≤ p ≤ k,

R^if_∗Ω^p_X (log E) = 0

for any strong log resolution f : X̃ → X.

By [FL22b, Lemma 3.14], condition (2) can be replaced by:

(2^′) X has pre-k-rational singularities.

One important feature of k-rational and k-Du Bois singularities in the lci case is that they imply bounds on the codimension of the singular locus ([MP22a, Corollary 9.26], [CDM22, Corollary 1.3]), which are useful in applications, (see e.g. Remark 5.4). In

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 4

general, such codimension bounds are not guaranteed, and so we include them as part of the definitions. One verifies that in the lci case, the above definitions agree with the well-studied notions of strict k-Du Bois and strict k-rational singularities (Proposition 5.6), and extend the classical notions of Du Bois and rational singularities when k = 0 (Proposition 5.5). Moreover, the stability under general hyperplane sections, and the implication k-rational =⇒ k-Du Bois continue to hold.

Theorem D. Let X be a quasi-projective variety. We have

(a) If X has rational and k-Du Bois (resp. k-rational) singularities, then so does a general hyperplane section H of X.

(b) If X has k-rational singularities, then it has k-Du Bois singularities.

Significantly, there is an abundance of varieties with k-Du Bois or k-rational singularities as defined above. We characterize these notions for toric varieties and cones over smooth projective varieties, which are typically non-lci (for more concrete examples of cones over Veronese varieties and K3 surfaces, see Example 5.12).

Proposition E. Let X be an affine toric variety and let c := codim_X (X_{sing}). Then:

(1) X has pre-k-Du Bois singularities for all k ≥ 0. It has k-Du Bois singularities for all 0 ≤ k ≤^{c−1}_2 .

(2) If X is simplicial, then it has pre-k-rational singularities for all k ≥ 0. It has k-rational singularities for all 0 ≤ k <^{c−1}_2 .

(3) If X is non-simplicial, then it does not have pre-1-rational singularities, hence it does not have 1-rational singularities.

Proposition F. Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension n, and L an ample line bundle on X. Let C(X, L) = Spec ⨁ m≥0 H^0(X, L^m)

be the affine cone over X with conormal bundle L. Then:

(1) C(X, L) is pre-k-Du Bois if and only if H^i(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m) = 0 for all i > 0, p ≤ k, m ≥ 1.

(2) C(X, L) is k-Du Bois if and only if it is pre-k-Du Bois, k ≤ n/2 and H^i(X, O_X ) = 0 for all 0 < i ≤ k.

(3) For k ≤ n, the cone C(X, L) is pre-k-rational if and only if

H^i(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m) = 0 for all i > 0, p ≤ k, m ≥ 0, except possibly when m = 0, i = p, in which case

H^0(X, O_X )^≃−→ H^1(X, Ω^1_X )^≃−→ · · ·^≃−→ H^k(X, Ω^k_X ) are isomorphisms via the map c_1(L). If C(X, L) is pre-n-rational, then it is pre-(n + 1)-rational.

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 5

(4) C(X, L) is k-rational if it is pre-k-rational and k < n/2.

More examples of k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities in this sense are given by secant varieties, see [ORS23].

Note that, unlike in the lci case, it need not be true that k-Du Bois singularities are (k − 1)-rational (see Remark 5.13). In view of such phenomena, it is possible that these notions may require further small adjustments; nonetheless, we intend them as the basis for the development of a general theory.

Outline of the paper. In Section 2, we review the construction of the Du Bois complex, and list some well-known facts about it, as well as other preliminaries for the subsequent discussion. In Section 3, we discuss the behavior of pre-k-Du Bois and pre-k-rational singularities under general hyperplane sections. In Section 4, we prove our main theorem that pre-k-rational (resp. strict k-rational) singularities are pre-k-Du Bois (resp. strict k-Du Bois). In Section 5, we propose new definitions of k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities in general, and explain how the results in previous sections carry over without much difficulty. In the final two sections 6 and 7, we study the examples of toric varieties and cones over smooth projective varieties.

Acknowledgements. We would like to express our sincere gratitude to Mircea Mustaţă and Mihnea Popa for their constant support during the preparation of this paper, and in particular for suggestions regarding the definitions in section 5. We are grateful to Sándor Kovács and Radu Laza for their insightful comments on our draft. We also thank Joaquín Moraga, Sung Gi Park, Benjamin Tighe and Jakub Witaszek for helpful discussions.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, by a variety we mean a reduced, separated scheme of finite type over C (not necessarily irreducible). A resolution of singularities f : X̃ → X is said to be a strong log resolution with exceptional divisor E if it is an isomorphism away from the singular locus X_{sing}, and E := f^{−1}(X_{sing})_{red} is a simple normal crossing divisor.

2.1. The Du Bois complex. Let us recall the definition of the Du Bois complex. For a more detailed treatment, we refer to [PS08, Section 7.3] (see also [DB81], [GNAPGP88]).

Let X be a variety of dimension n. Following the idea of Deligne, Du Bois introduced in [DB81] the filtered de Rham complex, or the Du Bois complex (Ω^•_X , F ), which is an object in the bounded derived category of filtered differential complexes. The graded pieces with respect to the filtration F

Ω^p_X := gr^p_F Ω^•_X [p] are objects in D^b_{coh}(X). It can be constructed explicitly as follows:

(1) Construct a simplicial resolution ϵ : X_• → X of X using either cubical [GNAPGP88] or polyhedral [Car85] resolutions. The simplicial resolution constructed using

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 6

the method loc.cit has the property that dim X_i ≤ n − i. In particular, it has length ≤ n.

(2) The p-th graded piece Ω^p_X := Rϵ_{•∗}Ω^p_{X•} of the Du Bois complex can be represented by the single complex associated to the double complex

(⋆)

0 0 0

0 ϵ_∗A^{p,0}_{Xn} ϵ_∗A^{p,1}_{Xn} · · · ϵ_∗A^{p,n−p}_{Xn} 0

. . . . . .

0 ϵ_∗A^{p,0}_{X1} ϵ_∗A^{p,1}_{X1} · · · ϵ_∗A^{p,n−p}_{X1} 0

0 ϵ_∗A^{p,0}_{X0} ϵ_∗A^{p,1}_{X0} · · · ϵ_∗A^{p,n−p}_{X0} 0

0 0 0

ϵ_0−ϵ_1∂

where A^{p,q}_{Xi} is the sheaf of smooth (p, q)-forms on X_i. The horizontal differentials in the double complex are given by ∂, and the vertical differentials are induced by alternating sums of the pullback maps from the simplicial resolution.

Since rows of (⋆) represent the objects Rϵ_{i∗}Ω^p_{Xi} ∈ D^b_{coh}(X_i), it follows that taking the total complex associated to (⋆) amounts to successively taking cones of the morphisms Rϵ_{i∗}Ω^p_{Xi} → Rϵ_{i+1∗}Ω^p_{Xi+1} . More precisely, we have:

Lemma 2.1. Let X be a variety, and ϵ : X_• → X a simplicial resolution. Then the p-th graded piece of the Du Bois complex is “built out of cones”:

Ω^p_X = Cone(. . . (Cone(Rϵ_{0∗}Ω^p_{X0} , Rϵ_{1∗}Ω^p_{X1} ), Rϵ_{2∗}Ω^p_{X2} ), . . . , Rϵ_{m∗}Ω^p_{Xm} )[−m].

This observation will be useful in our proof of the base change formula (Lemma 3.2).

We summarize other well-known facts about Du Bois complexes that will be useful later. For a more comprehensive list of basic properties of Ω^•_X , we refer the readers to [KS11, Theorem 4.2].

Proposition 2.2. Let X be a variety, and (Ω^•_X , F ) the Du Bois complex on X. We denote Ω^{≤p}_X := Ω^•_X /F^pΩ^•_X .

(1) There is a spectral sequence

E^{q,p}_1 = H^q (X, Ω^p_X ) =⇒ H^{p+q}(X, C ).

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 7

When X is proper, it degenerates at E_1, so the Hodge filtration on H^{p+q}(X, C ) is given by F^pH^{p+q}(X, C ) = H^q (X, F^pΩ^•_X ).

In particular, there is a surjection

H^i(X, C ) ↠ H^i(X, C )/F^p H^i(X, C ) = H^i (X, Ω^{≤p}_X ) for every i and p.

(2) Let Z be a closed reduced subscheme of X. Let f : X̃ → X be a resolution of singularities which is an isomorphism outside Z, and E := f^{−1}(Z)_{red} is a simple normal crossing divisor. By [PS08, Example 7.25], we have the following exact triangle for all p:

Rf_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E)(−E) → Ω^p_X → Ω^p_Z^{+1}−→ .

(3) Suppose X is quasi-projective, and H a general hyperplane section of X. Let ϵ^′_• : H_• := ϵ^{−1}_• (H) → H be the induced map via pullback. Since H is general, ϵ^′_• is also a simplicial resolution of H. This can be summarized in the following diagram: H^• X^• H X. i_•ϵ^{′•}ϵ^• i

Analogous to the differentials of the de Rham complex, we have morphisms d : Ω^j_X → Ω^{j+1}_X , which can be defined as the connecting morphism of the exact triangle F^{j+1}Ω^•_X /F^{j+2}Ω^•_X → F^jΩ^•_X /F^{j+2}Ω^•_X → F^jΩ^•_X /F^{j+1}Ω^•_X^{+1}−→ .

The degree zero pieces give rise to a complex of sheaves, which we denote by Ω^{≤p}_{X,h} := [H^0Ω^0_X^d−→ H^0Ω^1_X^d−→ . . .^d−→ H^0Ω^p_X ], placed in cohomological degrees 0, 1, . . . , p. Our choice of notation is motivated by the fact that H^0Ω^p_X agrees with the h-differentials studied in [HJ14]. Proposition 2.3. Let X be a proper variety. Then there is a surjection H^i (X, Ω^{≤p}_{X,h}) → H^i (X, Ω^{≤p}_X ) for all i and p.

Proof. We first argue by induction on p that there are natural maps Ω^{≤p}_{X,h} → Ω^{≤p}_X .

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 8

When p = 0, it is clear that we have a map Ω^{≤0}_{X,h} = H^0Ω^0_X → Ω^0_X . Assume we have defined a map Ω^{≤p−1}_{X,h} → Ω^{≤p−1}_X , then from the following exact triangles H^0Ω^p_X [−p] Ω^{≤p}_{X,h} Ω^{≤p−1}_{X,h}

Ω^p_X [−p] Ω^{≤p}_X Ω^{≤p−1}_X

+1 +1

we obtain a map Ω^{≤p}_{X,h} → Ω^{≤p}_X .

The natural maps C → Ω^{≤p}_{X,h} → Ω^{≤p}_X gives rise to a commutative diagram H^i(X, C ) H^i (X, Ω^{≤p}_X )

H^i (X, Ω^{≤p}_{X,h})

For each i and p, the horizontal map is surjective by Proposition 2.2(1). It follows that H^i (X, Ω^{≤p}_{X,h}) → H^i (X, Ω^{≤p}_X ) is surjective. □ 2.2. Grothendieck duality. Following notations in [FL22b, Section 3.3], we consider the shifted Grothendieck duality functor on an n-dimensional variety X as D_X (−) := RHom(−, ω^•_X )[−n]. It is straight-forward to check that D_X (Ω^p_X ) is supported in non-negative degree, and that if Z ⊂ X is a subvariety of codimension c, then D_X (−) = D_Z (−)[−c].

For all p, dualizing the exact triangle in Proposition 2.2(2), we obtain the exact triangle:

D_X (Ω^{n−p}_Z ) → D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X ) → Rf_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E)^{+1}−→ . Lemma 2.4. Let X be a variety.

(1) D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X ) → Rf_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E) is an isomorphism for p < codim_X (X_{sing}). (2) If X is normal, then the natural map H^0(D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X )) → f_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E).

is an isomorphism for all p.

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 9

Proof. Let Z denote X_{sing}. The first statement is clear because Ω^{n−p}_Z = 0 for p < codim_X Z. For the second statement, since X is normal, c := codim_X Z ≥ 2, so D_X (Ω^{n−p}_Z ) ∼= D_Z (Ω^{n−p}_Z )[−c] is supported in degree ≥ 2; it then follows from the above exact triangle that H^0(D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X )) → f_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E) is an isomorphism for all p. □

2.3. Reflexive differentials. Let X be a variety. We denote the reflexive differential on X by Ω^{[p]}_X := (Ω^p_X )^{∨∨}, where (−)^∨ = Hom(−, O_X ).

When X is normal, Ω^{[p]}_X ∼= j_∗Ω^p_U , where j : U → X is the inclusion of the smooth locus U into X.

When X has rational singularities, deep theorems of Kebekus-Schnell [KS21] imply that the sheaves H^0Ω^p_X , f_∗Ω^p_{X̃} and H^0(D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X )) ∼= f_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E) (where f : X̃ → X is a strong log resolution of X with reduced exceptional divisor E) are all isomorphic to the reflexive differential Ω^{[p]}_X . The following remark gives more precise information about the isomorphisms between these sheaves, which will be useful later for technical purposes.

Remark 2.5. Let X be a variety with rational singularities. Then we have a commutative diagram

Ω^p_X H^0Ω^p_X H^0(D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X ))

Ω^{[p]}_X f_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E) agb ≃ h

Combining [HJ14, Theorem 7.12] and [KS21, Corollary 1.12], we have that g is an isomorphism. By [KS21, Corollary 1.8], h is an isomorphism. As a consequence, we see that b ∘ a is an isomorphism if and only if a is an isomorphism.

3. Behavior under taking general hyperplane sections

The goal of this section is to establish Theorem A. The technical ingredient in the proof is the following base change result for hyperresolutions.

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a quasi-projective variety, and H^i−→ X a general hyperplane section. Then for every p, we have Rϵ^′_{•∗}(Ω^p_{X•} ⊗^L_{OX•} O_{H•} ) ≃ Rϵ_{•∗}Ω^p_{X•} ⊗^L_{OX} O_H , where ϵ : X_• → X is any simplicial resolution of X, and ϵ^′ : H_• = ϵ^{−1}_• (H) → H the corresponding simplicial resolution of H as in Proposition 2.2(3).

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 10

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, we get

Rϵ_{•∗}Ω^p_X• = Cone(. . . (Cone(Rϵ_{0∗}Ω^p_{X0} , Rϵ_{1∗}Ω^p_{X1} ), Rϵ_{2∗}Ω^p_{X2} ), . . . , Rϵ_{m∗}Ω^p_{Xm} )[−m]. Being an exact functor, Li^∗ commutes with taking cones, so

Li^∗Rϵ_{•∗}Ω^p_X• = Li^∗ Cone(. . . (Cone(Rϵ_{0∗}Ω^p_{X0} , Rϵ_{1∗}Ω^p_{X1} ), . . . , Rϵ_{m∗}Ω^p_{Xm} )[−m] = Cone(. . . (Cone(Li^∗Rϵ_{0∗}Ω^p_{X0} , Li^∗Rϵ_{1∗}Ω^p_{X1} ), . . . , Li^∗Rϵ_{m∗}Ω^p_{Xm} )[−m] = Cone(. . . (Cone(Rϵ^′_{0∗}Li^∗_0Ω^p_{X0} , Rϵ^′_{1∗}Li^∗_1Ω^p_{X1} ), . . . , Rϵ^′_{m∗}Li^∗_mΩ^p_{Xm} )[−m] = Rϵ^′_{•∗}Li^∗_•Ω^p_{X•} , where we used Lemma 2.1 again in the last equality. The third equality holds by the base change formula [Sta23, Tag 08IB], where the Tor-independence of X_i and H over X is satisfied because H is general. □ From this lemma, we obtain an analogue of the conormal exact sequence for the graded pieces of the Du Bois complex.

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a quasi-projective variety and H ⊂ X a general hyperplane section. Then there is an exact triangle: Ω^{p−1}_H ⊗^L_{OH} O_H (−H) → Ω^p_X ⊗^L_{OX} O_H → Ω^p_H^{+1}−→, which we abbreviate as:

Ω^{p−1}_H (−H) → Ω^p_X |_H → Ω^p_H^{+1}−→ .

Proof. By [GNAPGP88, V.2.2.1], we have an exact triangle: Ω^{p−1}_H ⊗^L_{OH} O_H (−H) → Rϵ^′_{•∗}(Ω^p_{X•} ⊗^L_{OX•} O_{H•} ) → Ω^p_H^{+1}−→ .

Thus, we only need to show that Rϵ^′_{•∗}(Ω^p_{X•} ⊗^L_{OX•} O_{H•} ) ≃ Ω^p_X ⊗^L_{OX} O_H , which holds by Lemma 3.1. □ We are now ready to show that pre-k-Du Bois and pre-k-rational singularities are stable under taking general hyperplanes.

Proof of Theorem A. We first treat the pre-k-Du Bois case. We prove the statement by induction on k, with the base case k = −1 being vacuous. Let H ⊂ X be a general hyperplane section. By Lemma 3.2, we have an exact triangle Ω^{p−1}_H (−H) → Ω^p_X |_H → Ω^p_H^{+1}−→ .

For i > 0, we get H^i(Ω^{p−1}_H (−H)) = 0 by the induction hypothesis, and H^i(Ω^p_X |_H ) ∼= (H^iΩ^p_X )|_H = 0

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 11

because X has pre-k-Du Bois singularities and H is general. By taking cohomology of the above exact triangle, it follows that H has pre-k-Du Bois singularities.

To show that H has pre-k-rational singularities, we dualize the above exact triangle to get:

D_H (Ω^{n−p}_H ) → D_H (Ω^{n−p}_X |_H ) → D_H (Ω^{n−p−1}_H (−H))^{+1}−→ . Observe that the middle term is identified with

D_H (Ω^{n−p}_X |_H ) ∼= i^!D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X )[1] ∼= D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X )(−H)|_H ,

by [Sta23, Tag 0AU3, 4(b) and 7]. Thus the above exact triangle is the same as

D_H (Ω^{n−p}_H ) → D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X )(−H)|_H → D_H (Ω^{n−p−1}_H )(H)^{+1}−→ .

Now, the same argument as above shows that H has pre-k-rational singularities. □

Corollary 3.3. Let X be a quasi-projective variety. If X has strict k-Du Bois (resp. strict-k-rational) singularities, then a general hyperplane section H of X also has strictk-Du Bois (resp. strict-k-rational) singularities.

Proof. We argue by induction on k. Assume X satisfies has strict k-Du Bois singularities, then H has pre-k-Du Bois singularities by Theorem A. By induction we obtain Ω^p_H → Ω^p_H is an isomorphism for p ≤ k − 1, hence it suffices to show the natural map

Ω^k_H → H^0Ω^k_H

is an isomorphism. We have a commutative diagram: Ω^{k−1}H (−H) Ω^kX |^H Ω^kH 0

0 H^0Ω^{k−1}_H (−H) H^0(Ω^k_X |_H ) H^0Ω^k_H 0

where the second row is obtained by taking cohomology of the exact triangle (1). The first column is an isomorphism by induction, and the second column is an isomorphism because X has strict k-Du Bois singularities. It follows that the third column is an isomorphism, as desired.

The proof for strict k-rational singularities is similar. □

4. pre-k-rational implies pre-k-Du Bois and Corollaries

In this section, we give proofs of Theorem B and Corollary C, following the strategy of Kollár [Kol95] and Kovács [Kov99] (see also [FL22b]).

Before starting the proof, we outline an argument when X is projective, which we hope will make the proof in the general case easier to follow. Note that we have natural maps H^0Ω^k_X^f−→ Ω^k_X^g−→ D_X (Ω^{n−k}_X ).

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 12

(1) Since X is normal and pre-k-rational, the composition g∘f is a quasi-isomorphism.

It follows that f induces injective map

(∗) H^i(X, H^0Ω^k_X ) → H^i (X, Ω^k_X )

on hypercohomology for all i;

(2) Using surjectivity given by Hodge theory (Proposition 2.3), one can show the map (∗) is surjective when X is pre-(k − 1)-Du Bois, which we may assume by induction on k;

(3) Combining (1) and (2), we see that (∗) is an isomorphism. This implies

H^0Ω^k_X^{qis}−→ Ω^k_X

(i.e. X is pre-k-Du Bois), provided the “bad locus”

Σ_X := supp Cone(H^0Ω^k_X → Ω^k_X )

is zero-dimensional;

(4) Using induction, as well as results about hyperplane sections developed in Section 3, one can reduce to the case dim Σ_X ≤ 0.

When X is not necessarily projective, Proposition 2.3 does not apply directly. The trick, due to Kovács, is to compactify X and use excision of local cohomology to get rid of the contribution from the boundary of the compactification.

Now we come to the proof in full generality.

Proof of Theorem B. The properties of having pre-k-Du Bois and pre-k-rational singularities are both local, so we can reduce to the case when X is quasi-projective.

We proceed by induction on both dim X and k. The theorem is trivial when X has dimension 0, or k = −1. Suppose the theorem holds for varieties of dimension at most n − 1, and up to k − 1 for varieties of dimension n. Consider an n-dimensional variety X with pre-k-rational singularities. By the induction hypothesis, it suffices to show H^iΩ^k_X = 0 for all i > 0, or equivalently, the morphism H^0Ω^k_X → Ω^k_X is an isomorphism. Let Σ_X be the locus where this morphism is not an isomorphism.

We first show that dim Σ_X ≤ 0. Let H be a general hyperplane section of X. By Lemma 3.2, we have the exact triangle

Ω^{k−1}_H (−H) → Ω^k_X |_H → Ω^k_H^{+1}−→ .

By Theorem A, H is pre-k-rational, hence has pre-k-Du Bois singularities by the induction hypothesis. The associated long exact sequence of the above exact triangle gives (H^iΩ^k_X )|_H ∼= H^i(Ω^k_X |_H ) = 0 for i > 0.

Thus we have Σ_X ∩ H = ∅. Since H is general, we get dim Σ_X ≤ 0.

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 13

In a series of steps, we will now prove that Σ_X = ∅, thus completing the proof.

Step 1. Let us first show that it suffices to prove H^i(X, H^0Ω^k_X )^{fi}−→ H^i (X, Ω^k_X ) is an isomorphism for all i.

Indeed, consider C^• = Cone ( H^0Ω^k_X → Ω^k_X ) , this is supported on Σ_X . The above isomorphisms imply that H^i (X, C^•) = 0 for all i. Since dim Σ_X ≤ 0, the spectral sequence E^{pq}_2 = H^p(X, H^qC^•) =⇒ H^{p+q} (X, C^•) degenerates at E_2 and H^0(X, H^qC^•) = H^q (C^•) = 0 for all q. Thus, we have H^qC^• = 0 for all q. This shows that H^0Ω^k_X → Ω^k_X .

is an isomorphism.

Step 2. We now show that to prove f_i is an isomorphism for all i, it suffices to prove

H^i_{ΣX} (X, Ω^{≤k}_{X,h})^{ψi}−→ H^i_{ΣX} (X, Ω^{≤k}_X )

is an isomorphism for all i. We do this because we can use arguments from the projective case when considering ψ_i (see Step 4 for more details).

Consider the diagram H^{i−1} (X, Ω^{≤k−1X,h} )) H^i (X, H^0(Ω^{kX} )[−k]) H^i (X, Ω^{≤kX,h})) H^i (X, Ω^{≤k−1X,h} ))

H^{i−1} (X, Ω^{≤k−1}_X ) H^i (X, Ω^k_X [−k]) H^i (X, Ω^{≤k}_X ) H^i (X, Ω^{≤k−1}_X ). f_i[−k]ϕ_i ∼= ∼=

By the induction hypothesis, H^0Ω^p_X → Ω^p_X are isomorphisms for all p ≤ k − 1. A simple induction argument shows Ω^{≤k−1}_{X,h} → Ω^{≤k−1}_X is an isomorphism, which implies the isomorphisms for the left-most and right-most columns. Thus, to show f_i is an isomorphism for all i, it suffices to show that ϕ_i is an isomorphism for all i.

Now consider the following diagram involving local cohomology H^{i−1} (U, Ω^{≤k}_{U,h}) H^i_{ΣX} (X, Ω^{≤k}_{X,h}) H^i (X, Ω^{≤k}_{X,h}) H^i (U, Ω^{≤k}_{U,h})

H^{i−1} (U, Ω^{≤k}_U ) H^i_{ΣX} (X, Ω^{≤k}_X ) H^i (X, Ω^{≤k}_X ) H^i (U, Ω^{≤k}_U ).

ψ_i ϕ_i ∼= ∼=

The left-most and right-most maps are isomorphisms because H^0Ω^k_X → Ω^k_X is an isomorphism on U. Thus, we reduce to showing that ψ_i is an isomorphism for all i.

Step 3. We show that ψ_i is injective for all i.

Since X is normal and has pre-k-rational singularities, it has rational singularities and so, by Proposition 2.4 and Remark 2.5, we have the isomorphism

H^0Ω^k_X ∼= f_∗Ω^k_{X̃} (log E) = H^0(D_X (Ω^{n−k}_X )).

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 14

Moreover, the composition H^0Ω^k_X → Ω^k_X → D_X (Ω^{n−k}_X ) is an isomorphism. Taking hypercohomology shows H^i_{ΣX} (X, H^0Ω^k_X ) → H^i_{ΣX} (X, Ω^k_X ) is injective for all i. Now consider the diagram H^{i−1}ΣX (X, Ω^{≤k−1}X,h )) H^iΣX (X, H^0(Ω^kX )[−k]) H^iΣX (X, Ω^{≤k}X,h)) H^iΣX (X, Ω^{≤k−1}X,h ))

H^{i−1}_{ΣX} (X, Ω^{≤k−1}_X ) H^i_{ΣX} (X, Ω^k_X [−k]) H^i_{ΣX} (X, Ω^{≤k}_X ) H^i_{ΣX} (X, Ω^{≤k−1}_X ). ψ_i ∼= ∼=

Just as in Step 2, we have by induction that Ω^{≤k−1}_{X,h} → Ω^{≤k−1}_X is an isomorphism, which implies the isomorphisms for the left-most and right-most columns. Now by a simple diagram chase, we conclude that ψ_i is injective for all i. Step 4. We finish the proof by showing surjectivity of ψ_i for all i.

For this purpose, let Y be a compactification of X with boundary D = Y ∖ X. Let Z = D ⨆ Σ_X , which is a closed set in Y . Let U = Y ∖ Z = X ∖ Σ_X , which is the locus where H^0Ω^k_X → Ω^k_X is an isomorphism. Since Y is projective, by Proposition 2.3, H^i (Y, Ω^{≤k}_{Y,h}) ↠ H^i (Y, Ω^{≤k}_Y ) is surjective for all i. In fact, a similar map for local cohomology is also surjective. Indeed, consider the following commutative diagram, whose rows are given by long exact sequences of local cohomology: H^{i−1} (U, Ω^{≤k}U,h) H^iZ (Y, Ω^{≤k}Y,h) H^i (Y, Ω^{≤k}Y,h) H^i (U, Ω^{≤k}U,h)

H^{i−1} (U, Ω^{≤k}_U ) H^i_Z (Y, Ω^{≤k}_Y ) H^i (Y, Ω^{≤k}_Y ) H^i (U, Ω^{≤k}_U ). ∼= ∼=

Diagram chasing shows that the morphism H^i_Z (Y, Ω^{≤k}_{Y,h}) ↠ H^i_Z (Y, Ω^{≤k}_Y ) is surjective for all i. Moreover, this surjection is compatible with the decomposition of local cohomology H^i_Z (Y, −) = H^i_{ΣX} (Y, −) ⊕ H^i_D (Y, −). Thus H^i_{ΣX} (Y, Ω^{≤k}_{Y,h}) ↠ H^i_{ΣX} (Y, Ω^{≤k}_Y ) is surjective for all i. By excision, we conclude that the morphism H^i_{ΣX} (X, Ω^{≤k}_{X,h})^{ψi}−→ H^i_{ΣX} (X, Ω^{≤k}_X ) is surjective for all i. This completes the proof. □

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 15

Proof of Corollary C. By Theorem B, X has pre-k-Du Bois singularities. Thus we only need to show that Ω^p_X → H^0Ω^p_X is an isomorphism for all 0 ≤ p ≤ k. Since X has rational singularities, we know that the natural map Ω^p_X → H^0(D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X )) is an isomorphism for all 0 ≤ p ≤ k. Thus by Remark 2.5, we have that Ω^p_X → H^0Ω^p_X is an isomorphism for all 0 ≤ p ≤ k, as required. □

As another consequence of Theorem B, we extend the results concerning the symmetry of the Hodge-Du Bois numbers in [FL22b, Corollary 3.21] and [FL22b, Theorem 3.23].

Corollary 4.1. If X is a normal proper variety with pre-k-rational singularities, then h^{p,q} = h^{q,p} = h^{n−p,n−q} for any 0 ≤ p ≤ k and 0 ≤ q ≤ n, where h^{p,q} := dim H^q (Y, Ω^p_X ).

Proof. The same proofs as in [FL22b, Corollary 3.21] and [FL22b, Theorem 3.23] work, provided one can show ψ_p : Ω^p_X → D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X ) is a quasi-isomorphism, for p ≤ k. Indeed, ψ_p induces an isomorphism on H^0 by Lemma 2.4 and Remark 2.5. For i > 0, H^i of both sides vanish since X is normal and pre-k-rational, hence pre-k-Du Bois by Theorem B. It follows that ψ_p is a quasi-isomorphism for all p ≤ k. □

The proof of Theorem B also gives us the following result analogous to [Kov99, Corollary 2.5].

Proposition 4.2. Let π : Y → X be a finite dominant morphism of normal varieties.

(1) If Y has rational singularities and pre-k-Du Bois singularities, then X also has pre-k-Du Bois singularities.

(2) If Y is smooth, then X has pre-k-rational singularities for all k ≥ 0.

Proof. (1) Observe first that X has rational singularities by [Kov00, Theorem 1]. We claim that for each p ≤ k, there exists a map φ : Ω^p_X → H^0Ω^p_X such that the composition

H^0Ω^p_X → Ω^p_X^φ−→ H^0Ω^p_X

is an isomorphism. Then the same proof as in Theorem B, with D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X ) replaced by H^0Ω^p_X , shows that X has pre-k-Du Bois singularities.

Consider the natural maps for each p ≤ k:

H^0Ω^p_X → Ω^p_X^α−→ Rπ_∗Ω^p_Y ≃ π_∗H^0Ω^p_Y

where the isomorphism comes from the fact that π is finite and Y has pre-k-Du Bois singularities. Now since X and Y have rational singularities, by Remark 2.5 we have natural isomorphisms:

H^0Ω^p_X ≃ (Ω^p_X )^{∨∨}, H^0Ω^p_Y ≃ (Ω^p_Y )^{∨∨}.

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 16

Observe that we can find open subsets U ⊂ X and V ⊂ Y such that U, V are smooth, π^{−1}(U) = V , and the complements X \ U, Y \ V are of codimension ≥ 2. We get the following commutative diagram: V Y U X. iπ^′πj

By [Zan99] applied to the finite map π^′ : V → U, we have a trace map on differential forms:

π^′_∗Ω^p_V^ψ−→ Ω^p_U , which is a left inverse to the natural inclusion. Therefore we get π_∗ ((Ω^p_Y )^{∨∨}) ≃ π_∗i_∗Ω^p_V ≃ j_∗π^′_∗Ω^p_V^{j∗ψ}−−→ j_∗Ω^p_U = (Ω^p_X )^{∨∨}.

Composing this map with α gives the desired φ : Ω^p_X → H^0Ω^p_X .

(2) By the previous part, we have that X has rational singularities and pre-k-Du Bois singularities for all k ≥ 0. Hence Ω^k_X ∼= (Ω^k_X )^{∨∨} for all k ≥ 0. Consider the natural maps (Ω^k_X )^{∨∨} → π_∗(Ω^k_Y )^{∨∨} with a left-inverse defined by the trace map as above. This implies that (Ω^k_X )^{∨∨} is a direct summand of π_∗(Ω^k_Y )^{∨∨}. Since Y is smooth, (Ω^k_Y )^{∨∨} is a Cohen-Macaulay sheaf; by [KM98, Proposition 5.4], we get π_∗(Ω^k_Y )^{∨∨} is also Cohen-Macaulay. Thus (Ω^k_X )^{∨∨}, as a direct summand of π_∗(Ω^k_Y )^{∨∨}, is Cohen-Macaulay for all k ≥ 0. This implies H^i(D_X (Ω^{n−k}_X )) ∼= Ext^{i−n}_{OX} ((Ω^{n−k}_X )^{∨∨}, ω^•_X ) = 0 for i > 0, by [Sta23, Tag 0A7U]. □ As a corollary, we recover the following classical result ([DB81, Theorem 5.3], [PS08, Corollary 2.47]) about finite quotient singularities.

Corollary 4.3. Let Y be a smooth affine variety and let G be a finite group acting on Y . Then the quotient X := Y/G has pre-k-rational singularities (hence pre-k-Du Bois singularities) for all k ≥ 0.

Remark 4.4. Another possible definition for pre-k-rational-singularities is that R^if_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E) = 0 for all i > 0 and 0 ≤ p ≤ k; where f : X̃ → X is any strong log resolution of singularities of X with reduced exceptional divisor E. By Lemma 2.4(1), the two definitions agree if k < codim_X (X_{sing}). With this definition, stability under general hyperplane sections

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 17

and the implication pre-k-rational =⇒ pre-k-Du Bois continue to hold with similar proofs, using the exact sequence

0 → Ω^{p−1}_H (−H) → Ω^p_X (log E)|_H → Ω^p_H (log F ) → 0

(where F = E ∩ H) in place of the dual of the conormal sequence of Lemma 3.2. However, the two definitions of pre-k-rational need not agree; see Remark 6.1 below. We choose to work with Definition 1.1 because of the partial Hodge-Du Bois symmetry result in Corollary 4.1.

5. New notions of k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities

Due to the non-reflexivity of the Kähler differentials of non-lci varieties, the definitions of strict k-Du Bois and strict k-rational singularities seem too restrictive to include interesting examples outside the lci case. As an explicit example, we have

Example 5.1. The cone Z over the d-th Veronese embedding of P^r is not strict 1-Du Bois, unless d = 1, in which case Z ∼= P^{r+1} is smooth. Indeed, since Z is rational, if it has strict 1-Du Bois singularities, then the Kähler differential Ω^1_Z = H^0Ω^1_X is reflexive by Remark 2.5. However, this is not the case by [GR11, Proposition 10], unless d = 1. Moreover, since Z is a toric variety, it has finite quotient singularities, and is log terminal (even terminal when r + 1 > d), which are mild singularities from the perspective of the Minimal Model Program.

In this section we take a closer look at the new definitions of k-Du Bois and krational singularities that we have proposed in this paper. These definitions agree with the conditions (strict-k-DB) and (strict-k-ratl) in the lci case, but are less restrictive in general, and in particular include examples like cones over Veronese varieties.

Definition 5.2. Let X be a variety. X has k-Du Bois singularities if (1) X is seminormal;

(2) codim_X (X_{sing}) ≥ 2k + 1;

(3) X has pre-k-Du Bois singularities. (4) H^0Ω^p_X is reflexive, for all p ≤ k.

Definition 5.3. Let X be a variety. X is said to have k-rational singularities if (1) X is normal;

(2) codim_X (X_{sing}) > 2k + 1; (3) For all i > 0 and 0 ≤ p ≤ k,

R^if_∗Ω^p_X (log E) = 0

for any strong log resolution f : X̃ → X.

Remark 5.4. (1) Lemma 2.4(1) shows that if p < codim_X (X_{sing}), then

Rf_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E) ∼= D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X ).

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 18

Thus condition (3) in Definition 5.3 can be replaced by (3’) that X has pre-k-rational singularities.

(2) There is no analogous condition (4) in the definition of k-rational singularities.

This is because if X has k-rational singularities, it has rational singularities by Proposition 5.5 below, and so by Remark 2.5, f_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E) is reflexive.

(3) Conditions (2) in both definitions are important properties enjoyed by k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities in the lci case (see [MP22a, Corollary 9.26] and [CDM22, Corollary 1.3]), and they take presence in various arguments involving these singularities, most notably in the characterization of k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities in terms of the minimal exponents ([MOPW23], [JKSY22], [MP22b], [CDM22]), and in the proof of the local freeness theorem [FL22b, Theorem 1.2]. The mere vanishing of higher cohomology groups as imposed by pre-k-Du Bois or pre-k-rational singularities is not expected to ensure the validity of these deeper aspects of the theory of k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities. We hope that with the addition of the codimension bound condition (2), one can eventually extend the local freeness theorem, among other results, to cases beyond local complete intersections.

When k = 0, we recover the usual notions of rational and Du Bois singularities.

Proposition 5.5. A variety X has 0-Du Bois singularities if and only if it has Du Bois singularities. Similarly, it has 0-rational singularities if and only if it has rational singularities.

Proof. If X is Du Bois, then Ω^0_X is quasi-isomorphic to O_X , so conditions (3) and (4) are satisfied, because H^0Ω^0_X = O_X is reflexive. By [Sai00, Corollary 0.3], X is seminormal. Moreover, condition (2) is vacuous when k = 0. It follows that X is 0-Du Bois. Conversely, if X is 0-Du Bois, seminormality of X implies H^0Ω^0_X = O_X , by [Sai00, Corollary 0.3]. This, together with condition (3), implies X is Du Bois.

Note that by definition, a variety has rational singularities if and only if it is pre- 0-rational and normal. Since codim_X (X_{sing}) ≥ 2 when X is normal, having 0-rational singularities is equivalent to having rational singularities. □

When X is lci, our new notions agree with the well-studied conditions (strict-k-DB) and (strict-k-ratl).

Proposition 5.6. Let X be a local complete intersection. Then X has k-Du Bois singularities if and only if X has strict k-Du Bois singularities. Similarly, X has krational singularities if and only if X has strict k-rational singularities.

Proof. First, assume X has strict k-Du Bois singularities. Clearly, X is seminormal, and condition (3) is satisfied. By [MP22a, Corollary 9.26], the codimension bound (2) is satisfied. Since X is lci, by [MV19, Corollary 3.1], we have H^0Ω^p_X ∼= Ω^p_X is reflexive when p ≤ codim_X (X_{sing}) − 2; hence condition (4) follows from (2). Conversely, assume

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 19

X has k-Du Bois singularities. Then [MV19, Corollary 3.1] and the codimension bound (2) implies Ω^p_X is reflexive, for all p ≤ k. It follows that X has strict k-Du Bois singularities.

Next, we assume X has strict k-rational singularities. Clearly, X is normal and prek-rational. By [CDM22, Corollary 1.3], X also satisfies condition (2). Conversely, if X has k-rational singularities, we just need to prove that Ω^p_X ∼= f_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E). Because of condition (2), we have Ω^p_X ∼= Ω^{[p]}_X by [MV19, Corollary 3.1] and by Remark 2.5, we have f_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E) ∼= Ω^{[p]}_X . So X has strict k-rational singularities. □

Remark 5.7. While the two notions agree when X is lci, we do not know whether one implies the other in general.

With these new definitions, the analogues of Theorems A and B continues to hold, with some extra mild assumptions on X.

Corollary 5.8 (=Theorem D). Let X be a quasi-projective variety. We have (a) If X has rational and k-Du Bois (resp. k-rational) singularities, then so does a general hyperplane section H of X.

(b) If X has k-rational singularities, then it has k-Du Bois singularities.

Proof. First, we prove part (a). In both statements, conditions (2) follows because H_{sing} ⊂ X_{sing} ∩ H, and condition (3) is immediate from Theorem A. It suffices to show if X has k-Du Bois singularities, then a general hyperplane H of X satisfies condition (4). Since X has rational singularities, H also has rational singularities. Thus Remark 2.5 implies that condition (4) is satisfied for H as well.

Now, we are left with part (b). Condition (2) is clear, and condition (3) follows from Theorem B. Since X has rational singularities, Remark 2.5 implies H^0Ω^p_X is reflexive for all p. Thus X has k-Du Bois singularities. □

Our new definitions have the advantage of including large classes of non-lci examples.

Example 5.9. Toric varieties ([GNAPGP88, Theorem 4.6]) and quotient singularities (Corollary 4.3) have k-Du Bois singularities for k ≤ (codim_X (X_{sing}) − 1)/2.

Similarly, by Proposition E, simplicial toric varieties have k-rational singularities for k < (codim_X (X_{sing}) − 1)/2. On the other hand, again by Proposition E, non-simplicial toric varieties have rational singularities but do not have 1-rational singularities.

Criteria for cones over smooth projective varieties to have k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities can be given as follows. We will study cones extensively in Section 7. In particular, it follows from Corollary 7.3 and Proposition 7.4 that

Proposition 5.10 (k-Du Bois criterion for cones). Let X be a smooth projective variety and L an ample line bundle on X. Let Z = C(X, L) be the cone over X with conormal bundle L. Then for k ≥ 1, we have Z has k-Du Bois singularities if and only if

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 20

(1) k ≤^{dim X}_2 ;

(2) H^p(X, O_X ) = 0 for all 1 ≤ p ≤ k;

(3) H^i(Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m) = 0 for all i ≥ 1, m ≥ 1, and 0 ≤ p ≤ k.

Similarly, from Proposition 7.7, we obtain

Proposition 5.11 (k-rational criterion for cones). Let X be a smooth projective variety and L an ample line bundle on X with conormal bundle L. Let Z = C(X, L) be the cone over X. Then Z is k-rational if and only if

(1) k <^{dim X}_2 ;

(2) H^0(X, O_X )^{∪c1(L)}−−−−→ H^1(X, Ω^1_X )^{∪c1(L)}−−−−→ H^2(X, Ω^2_X ) → · · · → H^k(X, Ω^k_X ) are isomorphisms.

(3) H^i(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m) = 0 for all i ≥ 1, m ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ p ≤ k, except possibly when m = 0 and i = p.

From Examples 7.9, 5.1 ,7.10, 7.11, we immediately obtain the following concrete examples of varieties with k-rational and k-Du Bois singularities.

Example 5.12. (1) The cone Z = C(P^r , O(d)) has k-Du Bois singularities if and only if k ≤^r_2 . It is k-rational if and only if k <^r_2 .

(2) The cone Z = C(X, O(l)) over a quartic surface X ⊂ P^3 is not 2-Du Bois, and is 1-Du Bois if and only if l ≥ 5. However, Z does not have rational singularities.

Remark 5.13. When X is lci, it is shown in [FL22a] and [CDM22] that k-Du Bois implies (k − 1)-rational. Unfortunately, this fails to hold in general, as shown by the the examples of non-simplicial toric varieties and cones C(X, O(l)) over quartic surface, where l ≥ 5.

6. Toric Varieties

In this section, we prove Proposition E.

Let N be a free abelian group of rank n. Given a strongly convex, rational polyhedral cone σ ⊂ N ⊗ R, we have the associated n dimensional affine toric variety X := X_σ. For general notions regarding toric varieties, we refer to [Ful93] and [CLS11].

6.1. Pre-k-Du Bois singularities for toric varieties. By [GNAPGP88, Theorem 4.6], we have that the Du Bois complex of X is quasi isomorphic to

0 → Ω^{[1]}_X → Ω^{[2]}_X → · · · → Ω^{[n]}_X → 0

which is the complex of reflexive differentials of X along with the trivial filtration. Therefore we have Ω^p_X ≃ Ω^{[p]}_X .

Thus X has pre-k-Du Bois singularities for all 0 ≤ k ≤ n.

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 21

6.2. Pre-k-rational singularities for toric varieties. If σ is simplicial, a result of Danilov (see [Oda88, Proposition 3.10]) says that the natural map:

Ω^{[p]}_X → RHom_{OX} (Ω^{[n−p]}_X , Ω^{[n]}_X )

is an isomorphism. Since X has rational singularities, it is Cohen-Macaulay, therefore the dualizing sheaf is just Ω^{[n]}_X . Thus we get

Ω^{[p]}_X → RHom_{OX} (Ω^{[n−p]}_X , Ω^{[n]}_X ) ≃ D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X ).

Therefore, we conclude that X has pre-k-rational singularities for all 0 ≤ k ≤ n.

Now we consider the case when σ is non-simplicial. We have codim_X (X_{sing}) ≥ 2 by normality of X. Therefore, for a strong log resolution of f : X̃ → X with reduced exceptional divisor E, we have that:

D_X (Ω^{n−1}_X ) ≃ Rf_∗Ω^1_{X̃} (log E)

by Lemma 2.4. But [SVV23, Theorem 1.1(2)] says that R^1f_∗Ω^1_{X̃} (log E) ≠ 0 because σ is non-simplicial. Therefore, X is not pre-1-rational.

Remark 6.1. By [SVV23, Theorem 1.1(1)], when σ is simplicial we have:

R^{c−1}f_∗Ω^c_{X̃} (log E) ≠ 0

where c = codim_X (X_{sing}). This shows that Rf_∗Ω^p_{X̃} (log E) is distinct from D_X (Ω^{n−p}_X ) for simplicial toric varieties.

7. Cones over smooth projective varieties

In this section we describe the Du Bois complex for cones over a smooth projective variety X and give conditions for cones to have (pre)-k-Du Bois and (pre)-k-rational singularities.

7.1. Convention for cones. Let X ⊂ P^N be a projective variety and L an ample line bundle on X. Following [Kol13, Section 3.1], we define the affine cone over X with conormal bundle L as the affine variety

C(X, L) = Spec ⨁ m≥0 H^0(X, L^m).

If X is normal, then the cone C(X, O_X (1)) is the normalization of the classical affine cone C(X) := Z(f_1 = · · · = f_s = 0) ⊂ A^{N+1} , where f_1, · · · , f_s are defining equations for the projective variety X ⊂ P^N .

There are advantages for working with the normalized cones C(X, L) rather than the classic ones. First, by varying the ample line bundle L, we get more flexibility and could potentially construct more interesting examples. Moreover, non-normal cones cannot be Du Bois by the following Lemma, so they are not relevant to the study of k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities.

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 22

Lemma 7.1. Let X be a smooth variety and C(X) the classical cone over X. If C(X) is Du Bois, then it is normal.

Proof. The normalization map C(X, O_X (1)) → C(X) is a seminormalization, since it induces a bijection on the underlying set of C(X, O_X (1)) and C(X). Since C(X) is Du Bois, by [Sai00, Proposition 5.2], it is seminormal. Thus C(X) = C(X, O_X (1)) is normal. □ 7.2. Du Bois complexes for cones. We describe the Du Bois complexes of cones Z = C(X, L) over a smooth projective variety X in terms of cohomology of the Kähler differentials on X.

Proposition 7.2. Let X be a smooth projective variety and L an ample line bundle on X. Then H^0Ω^0_Z = O_Z and Γ(H^iΩ^0_Z ) = ⨁ m≥1 H^i(X, L^m) for all i > 0.

For p ≥ 1 and all i ≥ 0, Γ(H^iΩ^p_Z ) = ⨁ m≥1 H^i(Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m) ⊕ ⨁ m≥1 H^i(Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ L^m).

Note that since Z is affine, the global sections Γ(H^iΩ^p_Z ) determine H^iΩ^p_Z completely.

In the form of cdh-sheaves, our result is subsumed by [CHWW13, Lemma 2.4, Corollary 2.10], which works over arbitrary fields of characteristic zero. For the convenience of the reader, we include a proof of Proposition 7.2 in Appendix A.

As a corollary of the proof, we obtain a criterion for H^0Ω^p_X to be reflexive. Corollary 7.3. Let X be a smooth projective variety, and L an ample line bundle on X. Let Z = C(X, L) be the cone over X, and f : Z̃ → Z be the blowup at the cone point. Then

(1) For p ≥ 1, the natural map H^0Ω^p_Z → f_∗Ω^p_{Z̃} is an isomorphism if and only if H^0(X, Ω^p_X ) = 0.

(2) For 1 ≤ p ≤ dim Z−2, the sheaf H^0Ω^p_X is reflexive if and only if H^0(X, Ω^p_X ) = 0. Proof. By Proposition 7.2, for p ≥ 1, Γ(H^0Ω^p_Z ) ∼= ⨁ m≥1 H^0(Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m) ⊕ ⨁ m≥1 H^0(Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ L^m).

By Lemma A.1, for p ≥ 1, Γ(f_∗Ω^p_{Z̃} ) ∼= ⨁ m≥0 H^0(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m) ⨁ m≥1 H^0(X, Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ L^m).

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 23

Moreover, a close inspection of the proof of Proposition 7.2 shows that the natural map H^0Ω^p_Z → f_∗Ω^p_{Z̃} induces the inclusion map of the right-hand sides as direct summands. A comparison between these two formulas gives (1).

(2) is a consequence of (1) and [vSS85, Theorem 1.3], which implies that f_∗Ω^p_{Z̃} ∼= Ω^{[p]}_Z for p ≤ dim Z − 2. □

7.3. Criteria for cones to have k-Du Bois and k-rational singularities. As an immediate consequence of Proposition 7.2, we obtain

Corollary 7.4 (Pre-k-Du Bois criterion for cones). Let X be a smooth projective variety, and L an ample line bundle on X. Let Z = C(X, L) be the affine cone over X with conormal bundle L. Then Z has pre-k-Du Bois singularities if and only if H^i(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m) = 0

for all i ≥ 1, m ≥ 1 and p ≤ k.

We learned from B. Tighe (private communication) that similar criterion for the cone C(X, L) to have strict k-Du Bois singularities will appear in his Ph.D. thesis.

Remark 7.5. Since Z is normal, it is pre-0-Du Bois if and only if it is Du Bois. Both conditions are equivalent to

H^i(X, L^m) = 0, for all i > 0, m ≥ 1

by the above corollary. This recovers [DB81, Proposition 4.13] (see also [GK14, Theorem 2.5]).

A smooth projective variety X ⊂ P^N is said to satisfy Bott vanishing if

H^i(Ω^k_X ⊗ L) = 0

for all i > 0, k ≥ 0 and any ample line bundle L on X. From Corollary 7.4, we immediately obtain

Corollary 7.6. If a smooth projective variety X satisfies Bott vanishing, and L is any ample line bundle on X, then the cone C(X, L) is pre-k-Du Bois for all k.

Bott vanishing has been studied extensively in the literature. For example^2, projective spaces [Bot57], toric varieties [Dan78,BC94,BTLM97], abelian varieties, del Pezzo surfaces of degree ≥ 5 [Tot20], K3 surfaces of Picard number 1 and degree 20 and ≥ 24 [CDS20, Fey20, Tot20], stable GIT quotients of P^n by the action of PGL_2 [Tor20], 37 Fano 3-folds [Tot23], projective varieties with int-amplified endomorphism [KT23], all satisfy Bott vanishing. It follows that the classical cones over any projectively normal embedding of these varieties are pre-k-Du Bois for all k.

Next, we state the criteria for the cone Z = C(X, L) to be k-rational.

2Some of these examples satisfy Bott vanishing over more general base fields. For simplicity, we state the results over the complex numbers.

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 24

Corollary 7.7 (Pre-k-rational criterion for cones). Let X be a smooth projective variety of dimension n and L an ample line bundle on X. Let Z = C(X, L) be the cone over X with conormal bundle L. Then

(1) For k ≤ n, the cone Z has pre-k-rational singularities if and only if • H^i(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m) = 0 for all i ≥ 1, m ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ p ≤ k, except possibly when m = 0 and i = p.

• H^0(X, O_X )^{∪c1(L)}−−−−→ H^1(X, Ω^1_X )^{∪c1(L)}−−−−→ H^2(X, Ω^2_X ) → · · · → H^k(X, Ω^k_X ) are isomorphisms.

(2) If Z has pre-n-rational singularities, it also has pre-(n+1)-rational singularities. Proof. We prove (1) by induction on k. For the base case k = 0, by Lemma A.1, the cone Z has pre-0-rational singularities if and only if Γ(R^if_∗O~_Z ) ∼= ⨁ m≥0 H^i(X, L^m) = 0

if and only if H^i(X, L^m) = 0 for all i ≥ 1 and m ≥ 0. Suppose we have the characterization of pre-p-rational singularities for 0 ≤ p ≤ k − 1. Since k < n + 1 = codim_Z (Z_{sing}), by Lemma 2.4, the cone Z has pre-k-rational singularities if and only if R^if_∗Ω^p_{Z̃} (log X) = 0 for all i > 0 and 0 ≤ p ≤ k. This is equivalent to φ_i : H^i(X, Ω^{k−1}_X ) → H^{i+1}(Z̃, Ω^k_{Z̃} ) being isomorphisms for all i > 0 and surjective for i = 0, by the long exact sequence associated to the residue sequence 0 → Ω^k_{Z̃} → Ω^k_{Z̃} (log X) → Ω^{k−1}_X → 0.

By taking cohomology of the split short exact sequence in Lemma A.1, we obtain H^{i+1}(Z̃, Ω^k_{Z̃} ) ∼= ⨁ m≥0 H^{i+1}(X, Ω^k_X ⊗ L^m) ⊕ ⨁ m≥1 H^{i+1}(X, Ω^{k−1}_X ⊗ L^m)

for i ≥ 0. Moreover, the morphism φ_i, as the connecting homomorphism of the residue sequence, is identified with the composition

H^i(X, Ω^{k−1}_X )^{∪c1(L)}−−−−→ H^{i+1}(X, Ω^k_X ) → H^{i+1}(Z̃, Ω^k_{Z̃} ) where H^{i+1}(X, Ω^k_X ) is a direct summand of H^{i+1}(Z̃, Ω^k_{Z̃} ). Since Z has pre-(k−1)-rational singularities by the induction hypothesis, we get H^i(X, Ω^{k−1}_X ) = 0 unless i = k − 1. It then follows that φ_i is an isomorphism if and only if H^i(X, Ω^k_X ⊗ L^m) = 0

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 25

for all i ≥ 1 and m ≥ 0, except possibly when i = k and m = 0, in which case H^{k−1}(X, Ω^{k−1}_X )^{∪c1(L)}−−−−→ H^k(X, Ω^k_X ) is an isomorphism. This completes the proof of (1).

For the second statement, if Z has pre-n-rational singularities, we need to show that H^i(D_Z (Ω^0_Z )) = 0 for all i > 0. Consider the following commutative diagramC [−n − 1] ∼= D^Z (Ω^0pt) D^Z (Ω^0Z ) Rf^∗ω^~Z (X)

Rf_∗ω_X [−1] Rf_∗ω~_Z Rf_∗ω~_Z (X) +1 +1

By using Grauert-Riemanschneider vanishing theorem and taking cohomology, we obtain H^i(D_Z (Ω^0_Z )) ∼= R^if_∗ω~_Z (X) ∼= H^i(X, ω_X ) = 0 for 0 < i < n; and 0 H^n(D Z (Ω^0Z )) R^nf∗ω^~Z (X) C H^{n+1}(D Z (Ω^0Z )) 0

0 R^nf_∗ω~_Z (X) H^n(X, ω_X ) 0 ∼=∼=

The diagram induces the isomorphism R^nf_∗ω~_Z (X)^∼−→ C , which implies H^nD_Z (Ω^0_Z ) = H^{n+1}D_Z (Ω^0_Z ) = 0. □ Remark 7.8. Since Z is normal, it has rational singularities if and only if it has pre-0- rational singularities if and only if H^i(X, L^m) = 0, for all i > 0, m ≥ 0 by our criterion. This recovers the well-known [Kol13, Proposition 3.13]. 7.4. Cones over Veronese varieties. Following [GR11], we denote by X_{d,r} the classical affine cone over the d-th Veronese varieties of P^r . Since the Veronese varieties are projectively normal, X_{d,r} = C(P^r , O_Pr (d)) in our notation.

Example 7.9. X_{d,r} has pre-k-rational singularities for all k. Indeed, Bott vanishing theorem for P^r shows that H^i(P^r , Ω^k_Pr (md)) = 0

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 26

for all i > 0, k ≥ 0 and m ≥ 0, except when m = 0 and i = k. In that case, the ismorphisms

H^0(P^r , O_Pr)^≃−→ H^1(P^r , Ω^1_Pr)^≃−→ · · ·^≃−→ H^r(P^r, ω_Pr)

are given by wedging with the hyperplane class.

By theorem B, X_{d,r} has pre-k-Du Bois singularities for all k. This is consistent with Corollary 7.6 and the fact P^r satisfies Bott vanishing. Note also that X_{d,r} is a toric variety, and this example is consistent with the results in section 6.

7.5. Cones over K3 surfaces. Let X be a smooth quartic in P^3, which is a K3 surface. Let L = O_X (l) be an ample line bundle on X. It is not hard to check that the image X^′ ⊂ P^n of the embedding of X by L is projectively normal, so C(X, L) = C(X^′) is the classical cone over X^′.

Example 7.10. For any l ≥ 1, the affine cone Z = C(X, O_X (l)) is Du Bois but does not have rational singularities. Indeed, since H^2(X, O_X ) ≠ 0, Z never has rational singularities by Proposition 7.7. On the other hand, H^i(X, O_X (m)) = 0 for all i > 0 and m ≥ 1 by the Kodaira vanishing, so Z is Du Bois for any l ≥ 1.

Example 7.11. The affine cone Z = C(X, O_X (l)) has pre-1-Du Bois singularities if and only if it has pre-2-Du Bois singularities, if and only if l ≥ 5. By the Kodaira- Akizuki-Nakano vanishing, we get H^2(X, Ω^1_X (m)) = 0 and H^1(X, Ω^2_X (m)) = 0 for all m ≥ 1. It remains to compute H^1(X, Ω^1_X (m)). By considering the restriction of the Euler sequence to X

0 → Ω^1_P3|_X (m) → O_X (m − 1)^{⊕4} → O_X (m) → 0,

together with X being projectively normal, we have H^1(X, Ω^1_{P3}|_X (m)) = 0 for m ≥ 1, and H^2(X, Ω^1_{P3}|_X (m)) = 0 for m ≥ 2. Moreover, H^2(Ω^1_{P3}|_X (1)) ∼= H^0(X, O_X )^{⊕4} is a 4-dimensional vector space. From the conormal exact sequence

0 → O_X (m − 4) → Ω^1_P3|_X (m) → Ω^1_X (m) → 0,

we obtain H^1(Ω^1_X (m)) ∼= ker ( H^2(O_X (m − 4)) → H^2(Ω^1_P3|_X (m)) ) . By comparing dimensions of both sides, we see that H^1(Ω^1_X (m)) = 0 if and only if m ≥ 5. Appendix A. Du Bois complex of cones over smooth projective varieties

In this appendix, we give a proof to Proposition 7.2.

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 27

A.1. Computation of Ω^0_Z . Recall that Z has a natural strong log resolution given by f : Z̃ = Spec_X ⨁ m≥0 L^m → Z with the exceptional divisor E ∼= X. Note that Z̃ is a vector bundle over X via the projection π : Z̃ → X. From the blow-up squareE ∼= X Z̃ v Z if f

where v is the vertex of the cone Z, we obtain an exact triangle Ω^0_Z → Rf_∗O~_Z ⊕ O_v → Rf_∗O_X^{+1}−→ .

Since the composition X^i−→ Z̃^π−→ X is the identity, the associated long exact sequence of cohomology breaks into short exact sequences 0 → H^0Ω^0_Z → f_∗O~_Z ⊕ O_v → f_∗O_X → 0, and for i ≥ 1, 0 → H^iΩ^0_Z → R^if_∗O~_Z → R^if_∗O_X → 0.

Since Z is affine, by taking global sections, we obtain short exact sequences 0 → Γ(H^0Ω^0_Z ) → H^0(Z̃, O~_Z ) ⊕ C → H^0(X, O_X ) → 0, and for i ≥ 1, 0 → Γ(H^iΩ^0_Z ) → H^i(Z̃, O~_Z ) → H^i(X, O_X ) → 0.

Note that the first map in the composition O_X → π_∗O~_Z ∼= ⨁ m≥0 L^m → O_X is given by the inclusion of the m = 0 summand. Thus the composition H^i(X, O_X ) → H^i(Z̃, O~_Z ) ∼= ⨁ m≥0 H^i(X, L^m) → H^i(X, O_X )

is an isomorphism for i ≥ 0, in which the first map is given by the inclusion of the m = 0 summand. Applying this to the above exact sequence, we obtain Γ(H^iΩ^0_Z ) ∼= ⨁ m≥1 H^i(X, L^m), for any i ≥ 1. For i = 0, the map H^0(Z̃, O~_Z ) ⊕ C ∼= ⨁ m≥0 H^0(X, L^m) ⊕ C → H^0(X, O_X )

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 28

is given by (x, α) → φ(x) − α, where φ : ⨁ m≥0 H^i(X, L^m) → H^0(X, O_X ) is the projection onto the m = 0 summand. Its kernel is thus Γ(H^0Ω^0_Z ) ∼= ⨁ m≥0 H^0(X, L^m) ∼= O_Z .

A.2. Computation of Ω^p_Z for p ≥ 1. The strategy is similar, except that the isomorphism π_∗O~_Z ∼= ⨁ m≥1 L^m is replaced by the following short exact sequence.

Lemma A.1. Let X be a smooth projective variety and L an ample line bundle on X. Then for each p ≥ 1, there is a split exact sequence 0 → ⨁ m≥0 Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m → π_∗Ω^p_{Z̃} → ⨁ m≥1 Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ L^m → 0.

Thus for each i ≥ 0 and p ≥ 1, we have a split short exact sequence 0 → ⨁ m≥0 H^i(X, Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m) → H^i(Z̃, Ω^p_{Z̃} ) → ⨁ m≥1 H^i(X, Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ L^m) → 0.

Proof. Consider the sequence of differentials 0 → π^∗Ω^1_X → Ω^1_{Z̃} → Ω^1_{Z̃/X} ∼= π^∗L → 0.

Taking p-th exterior powers gives 0 → π^∗Ω^p_X → Ω^p_{Z̃} → π^∗(Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ L) → 0.

By pushing forward via the affine morphism π : Z̃ → X, we obtain 0 → ⨁ m≥0 Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m → π_∗Ω^p_{Z̃} → ⨁ m≥1 Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ L^m → 0.

The composition ⨁ m≥1 Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ L^m → π_∗Ω^{p−1}_{Z̃}^d−→ π_∗Ω^p_{Z̃}

gives a splitting morphism. To see this, consider affine open set U = Spec A ⊂ X, on which L is trivial, say L|_U = tA. We have π_∗O~_Z |_U = A[t]. Thus the splitting morphism is given by ω ⊗ t^{m d}−→ dω ⊗ t^m + mωt^{m−1}dt, where ω is any (p − 1)-form on X. Note that dω ⊗ t^m ∈ Ω^{p−1}_A ⊗ A[t] is a local section of ⨁ m≥0 Ω^p_A ⊗ L^m, hence is killed by the morphism π_∗Ω^p_{Z̃} → ⨁ m≥1 Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ L^m. Since the composition map can be identified with multiplication by m, it is an isomorphism when we are in characteristic zero. □ Now we proceed as in the case p = 0. The long exact sequence associated to the exact triangle Ω^p_Z → Rf_∗Ω^p_{Z̃} → Rf_∗Ω^p_X^{+1}−→

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 29

splits into short exact sequences

0 → H^iΩ^p_Z → R^if_∗Ω^p_{Z̃} → R^if_∗Ω^p_X → 0,

which by taking global section, gives

0 → Γ(H^iΩ^p_Z ) → H^i(Z̃, Ω^p_{Z̃} ) → H^i(X, Ω^p_X ) → 0

for any i ≥ 0 and p ≥ 1. It then follows from Lemma A.1 that

Γ(H^iΩ^p_Z ) ∼= ⨁ m≥1 H^i(Ω^p_X ⊗ L^m) ⊕ ⨁ m≥1 H^i(Ω^{p−1}_X ⊗ L^m)

for all p ≥ 1 and i ≥ 0. This completes the proof.

References

[BC94] V. V. Batyrev and D. A. Cox, On the Hodge structure of projective hypersurfaces in toric varieties, Duke Math. J. 75 (1994), no. 2, 293–338. MR1290195 [Bot57] R. Bott, Homogeneous vector bundles, Ann. of Math. (2) 66 (1957), 203–248. MR89473 [BTLM97] A. Buch, J. F. Thomsen, N. Lauritzen, and V. Mehta, The Frobenius morphism on a toric variety, Tohoku Math. J. (2) 49 (1997), no. 3, 355–366. MR1464183 [Car85] J. A. Carlson, Polyhedral resolutions of algebraic varieties, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

292 (1985), no. 2, 595–612. MR808740 [CDM22] Q. Chen, B. Dirks, and M. Mustaţă, The minimal exponent and k-rationality for locally complete intersections, preprint arXiv:2212.01898 (2022).

[CDS20] C. Ciliberto, T. Dedieu, and E. Sernesi, Wahl maps and extensions of canonical curves and K3 surfaces, J. Reine Angew. Math. 761 (2020), 219–245. MR4080249 [CHWW13] G. Cortiñas, C. Haesemeyer, M. E. Walker, and C. Weibel, K-theory of cones of smooth varieties, J. Algebraic Geom. 22 (2013), no. 1, 13–34. MR2993045 [CLS11] D. A. Cox, J. B. Little, and H. K. Schenck, Toric varieties, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 124, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2011. MR2810322 [Dan78] V. I. Danilov, The geometry of toric varieties, Uspekhi Mat. Nauk 33 (1978), no. 2(200), 85–134, 247. MR495499 [DB81] P. Du Bois, Complexe de de Rham filtré d’une variété singulière, Bull. Soc. Math. France 109 (1981), no. 1, 41–81. MR613848 [Fey20] S. Feyzbakhsh, Mukai’s program (reconstructing a K3 surface from a curve) via wallcrossing, J. Reine Angew. Math. 765 (2020), 101–137. MR4129357 [FL22a] R. Friedman and R. Laza, The higher Du Bois and higher rational properties for isolated singularities, to appear in J. Algebraic Geom. (2022).

[FL22b] , Higher Du Bois and higher rational singularities, to appear in Duke Math. J.

(2022).

[FL23] , Deformations of singular Fano and Calabi-Yau varieties, preprint arXiv:2203.04823 (2023).

[Ful93] W. Fulton, Introduction to toric varieties, Annals of Mathematics Studies, vol. 131, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1993. The William H. Roever Lectures in Geometry. MR1234037 [GK14] P. Graf and S. J. Kovács, Potentially Du Bois spaces, J. Singul. 8 (2014), 117–134.

MR3395242

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 30

[GNAPGP88] F. Guillén, V. Navarro Aznar, P. Pascual Gainza, and F. Puerta, Hyperrésolutions cubiques et descente cohomologique, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 1335, Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 1988. Papers from the Seminar on Hodge-Deligne Theory held in Barcelona, 1982. MR972983 [GR11] D. Greb and S. Rollenske, Torsion and cotorsion in the sheaf of Kähler differentials on some mild singularities, Math. Res. Lett. 18 (2011), no. 6, 1259–1269. MR2915479 [HJ14] A. Huber and C. Jörder, Differential forms in the h-topology, Algebr. Geom. 1 (2014), no. 4, 449–478. MR3272910 [JKSY22] S.-J. Jung, I.-K. Kim, M. Saito, and Y. Yoon, Higher Du Bois singularities of hypersurfaces, Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 125 (2022), no. 3, 543–567. MR4480883 [KM98] J. Kollár and S. Mori, Birational geometry of algebraic varieties, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, vol. 134, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998. With the collaboration of C. H. Clemens and A. Corti, Translated from the 1998 Japanese original. MR1658959 [Kol13] J. Kollár, Singularities of the minimal model program, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, vol. 200, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2013. With a collaboration of Sándor Kovács. MR3057950 [Kol95] , Shafarevich maps and automorphic forms, M. B. Porter Lectures, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1995. MR1341589 [Kov00] S. J. Kovács, A characterization of rational singularities, Duke Math. J. 102 (2000), no. 2, 187–191. MR1749436 [Kov99] , Rational, log canonical, Du Bois singularities: on the conjectures of Kollár and Steenbrink, Compositio Math. 118 (1999), no. 2, 123–133. MR1713307 [KS11] S. J. Kovács and K. E. Schwede, Hodge theory meets the minimal model program: a survey of log canonical and Du Bois singularities, Topology of stratified spaces, 2011, pp. 51–94. MR2796408 [KS21] S. Kebekus and C. Schnell, Extending holomorphic forms from the regular locus of a complex space to a resolution of singularities, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 34 (2021), no. 2, 315–368. MR4280862 [KT23] T. Kawakami and B. Totaro, Endomorphisms of varieties and Bott vanishing, preprint arXiv:2302.11921 (2023).

[MOPW23] M. Mustaţă, S. Olano, M. Popa, and J. Witaszek, The Du Bois complex of a hypersurface and the minimal exponent, Duke Math. J. 172 (2023), no. 7, 1411–1436. MR4583654 [MP22a] M. Mustaţă and M. Popa, Hodge filtration on local cohomology, Du Bois complex and local cohomological dimension, Forum Math. Pi 10 (2022), Paper No. e22, 58. MR4491455 [MP22b] , On k-rational and k-Du Bois local complete intersections, preprint arXiv:2207.08743 (2022).

[MV19] C. Miller and S. Vassiliadou, (Co)torsion of exterior powers of differentials over complete intersections, J. Singul. 19 (2019), 131–162. MR4030581 [Oda88] T. Oda, Convex bodies and algebraic geometry, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete (3) [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas (3)], vol. 15, Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 1988. An introduction to the theory of toric varieties, Translated from the Japanese. MR922894 [ORS23] S. Olano, D. Raychaudhury, and L. Song, Singularities of secant varieties from a Hodge theoretic perspective, preprint arXiv:2310.09391 (2023).

[PS08] C. A. M. Peters and J. H. M. Steenbrink, Mixed Hodge structures, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics

ON k-DU BOIS AND k-RATIONAL SINGULARITIES 31

[Results in Mathematics and Related Areas. 3rd Series. A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics], vol. 52, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2008. MR2393625 [Sai00] M. Saito, Mixed Hodge complexes on algebraic varieties, Math. Ann. 316 (2000), no. 2, 283–331. MR1741272 [Sta23] The Stacks project authors, The stacks project, 2023.

[SVV23] W. Shen, S. Venkatesh, and A. D. Vo, Local vanishing for toric varieties, 2023. [Tor20] S. Torres, Bott vanishing using GIT and quantization, preprint arXiv:2003.10617 (2020). [Tot20] B. Totaro, Bott vanishing for algebraic surfaces, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 373 (2020), no. 5, 3609–3626. MR4082249 [Tot23] , Bott vanishing for Fano 3-folds, preprint arXiv:2302.08142 (2023). [vSS85] D. van Straten and J. Steenbrink, Extendability of holomorphic differential forms near isolated hypersurface singularities, Abh. Math. Sem. Univ. Hamburg 55 (1985), 97–110. MR831521 [Zan99] U. Zannier, A note on traces of differential forms, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 142 (1999), no. 1, 91–97. MR1716049

Department of Mathematics, Harvard University, 1 Oxford Street, Cambridge, MA 02138, USA

E-mail address: wshen@math.harvard.edu

Department of Mathematics, University of Michigan, 530 Church Street, Ann Arbor, MI 48109, USA E-mail address: srivenk@umich.edu

Department of Mathematics, Harvard University, 1 Oxford Street, Cambridge, MA 02138, USA

E-mail address: ducvo@math.harvard.edu