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MORSE-NOVIKOV COHOMOLOGY FOR BLOW-UPS OF COMPLEX
MANIFOLDS

LINGXU MENG

ABSTRACT. The weight 0-sheaf R y , helps us to reinterpret Morse-Novikov cohomologies via
sheaf theory. We give several theorems of Kiinneth and Leray-Hirsch types. As applications,
we prove that the 6-Lefschetz number is independent of # and calculate the Morse-Novikov
cohomologies of projective bundles. Based on these results, we give two blow-up formulae
on (not necessarily compact) complex manifolds, where the self-intersection formulae play a

key role in establishing the explicit expressions for them.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, all smooth manifolds are assumed to be connected, paracompact and all
submanifolds (resp. complex submanifolds) are assumed to be closed (in the topological sense)
embedded smooth (resp. complex) submanifolds without boundary. For a smooth manifold
X and a closed one-form 6 on X, let AP(X) be the space of smooth p-forms and define
dp : AP(X) — APTL(X) as dga = da + 0 A « for any a € AP(X). Obviously, dg o dy = 0,
so (A®*(X),dp) is a complex. Denote its p-th cohomology by H}(X), which is called the
Morse-Novikov cohomology [22, 24, 33|, Lichnerowicz cohomology [3, 16], adapted cohomology
[9, 30], or dg-cohomology [1, 2, 12]. In this article, we call it the Morse-Novikov cohomology.
Similarly, Hg’c(X ) is defined as the p-th cohomology group of the complex (A®(X),dy) of
the spaces of smooth forms with compact supports, which are called the p-th Morse-Novikov
cohomology with compact support. Clearly, if 6 = 0, they are just the de Rham cohomology
and the de Rham cohomology with compact support.

The Morse-Novikov cohomology was originally defined by A. Lichnerowicz [18] and D.
Sullivan [29] in the context of Poisson geometry and infinitesimal computations in topology,
respectively. It was well used to study the locally conformally Kéhlerian and locally confor-
mally symplectic structures [1, 2, 3,9, 12, 16, 30]. S. Novikov [23] introduced a generalization
of the classical Morse theory to the case of circle-valued Morse functions. A. Pajitnov [27]
observed the relation of the circle-valued Morse theory to the homology with local coefficients
and the perturbed de Rham differential; see also [28, p. 414-416].

Unfortunately, the Morse-Novikov cohomology is much more difficult to calculate than the
de Rham cohomology, since it depends on a closed one-form. Until now, we don’t know much
about the Morse-Novikov cohomology. For instance, the Morse-Novikov cohomology of com-
pact manifolds is finitely dimensional [30] and the Mayer-Vietoris sequence, Poincaré duality
theorem hold for the Morse-Novikov cohomology [12]. For completely solvable solvmanifolds,
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the Morse-Novikov cohomology coincides with the cohomology of the corresponding Lie al-
gebra [22]. A well-known result is that a compact Riemannian manifold X endowed with a
parallel one-form 6 has trivial Morse-Novikov cohomology [16, 24]. By Atiyah-Singer index
theorem, the Euler characteristic of Morse-Novikov cohomology coincides with the classical
Euler characteristic [3]. For a Morse’s function f and A € R, dyqy is just the Witten deforma-
tion, which was used to prove strong Morse inequalities by E. Witten [32]. Moreover, there
are some results for specific examples, see [2, 12, 22, 25, 26]. More geometric, topological and
dynamical applications of Morse-Novikov cohomology can be found in [10, 28].

On complex manifolds, if 6 is a complex closed one-form, the cohomology Hj(X) can be
viewed as the cohomology of a flat bundle, i.e., the weight line bundle [23, 24, 33], or a locally
constant sheaf of C-modules of rank 1 [29]. As we know, the two viewpoints are equivalent.
We will study the Morse-Novikov cohomologies by the language of locally constant sheaves,
which is much more convenient.

The self-intersection formula is important in the intersection theory. We establish it for
Morse-Novikov cohomologies as follows, which plays a key role in writing out the explicit

expressions of blow-up formulae.

Lemma 1.1 (Self-intersection formulae). Let Y be an oriented submanifold of an oriented
smooth manifold X of codimension r. Denote by i : Y — X the inclusion and by [Y] €
H)n(X) the fundamental class of Y in X. Assume that 0 is a closed one-form on X. Then

iYiso = [Y]ly Uo.

for o € Hg|y(Y) or Hy (V).

G‘Yv

X.-D Yang and G. Zhao [33] proved that there exists a blow-up formula of Morse-Novikov
cohomology under some assumptions on closed one-forms for compact locally conformally
Kaéhlerian manifolds, which generalized the corresponding result of singular cohomology for
compact Ké&hler manifolds [17, Proposition 13.1][31, Theorem 7.31]. It seems difficult to
write out the expression explicitly. We will establish blow-up formulae of Morse-Novikov
cohomologies without additional assumptions for arbitrary complex manifolds. Moreover, we
express them explicitly by Theorem 4.2 and Lemma 1.1 as follows.

Theorem 1.2 (Blow-up formulae). Let 7 : X — X be the blow-up of a complex manifold X
along a complex submanifold Y of complex codimension r. Assume that 0 is a closed one-form
on X and 6 = 7*0. Set E=n"Y(Y) and let ig : E — X be the inclusion. Then

T+ Y igeo (W 'U) o (n]g) (1.1)
i=1
gives isomorphisms
r—1
Hy(X) & P Hy > (V)= HE(X), (1.2)
i=1
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for any k, where nt|g : E —'Y is viewed as the complex projectivization E = P(Ny,x) of the
normal bundle Ny;x of Y in X and h = c1(Og(—1)) € H3x(E) is the first Chern class of
the universal line bundle Og(—1) over E.

Remark 1.3. For a smooth manifold X, set ./4];( c= .Al;( ®r C and D/)](ﬁc = D/)]g ®r C. For a
complex closed one-form 6, we can define the Morse-Novikov cohomology as the one in the
real case. All arguments in this article hold for both real and complex cases. In what follows,

we only consider the cases for real closed one-forms.

Using the expression (1.1), we can easily generalize Theorem 1.2 to the cases of the coho-
mologies with values in local systems by Mayer-Vietoris sequences [20]. After the first version
[19] of the present paper, Y. Chen, S. Yang [6] and Y. Zou [34] used different proofs to ob-
tain the blow-up formula on compact complex manifolds without proofs of self-intersection
formula and expression (1.1). They depend more on sheaf theory (more precisely says, the
local systems) and the compactness is necessary there. The present paper contains many
interesting results and inimitable techniques for Morse-Novikov cohomology, which seem dif-
ficult to be generalized to the cohomology with the value in a general local system (see Sect.
6 for more explanations) and are valuable for the study of locally conformally K&hlerian and
locally conformally symplectic structures.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we study the weight -sheaf Ry o and its
relationship with the Morse-Novikov cohomology. In Sect. 3, the Kiinneth theorems are
established for Morse-Novikov cohomologies. As an application, we generalize a result of G.
Bande and D. Kotschick on the Euler characteristic with a much more elementary proof. In
Sects. 4-5, Theorem 4.2, Lemma 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are proved respectively. In Sect. 6, we
explain the particularity of the Morse-Novikov cohomology compared with the cohomology
with the value in a general local system.

Notations. We fix some notations in this article.

- H* the graded vector space € HP;
p=>0
- Hf ® H; the graded vector space satisfies that (Hy ® H3)P = @ Hj ® Hj.
r+s=p
Assume that X is a smooth manifold and Y is a closed submanifold of X.

- AP(X) (resp. AL(X)) the space of real-valued smooth p-forms (resp. smooth p-forms
with compact supports) on X;

- A% the sheaf of germs of real-valued smooth p-forms on X;

- dimX the (real) dimension of X;

- codimY the (real) codimension of ¥ in X.
In addition, assume that X is oriented.

- D'’P(X) (resp. DF(X)) the space of real-valued p-currents (resp. p-currents with compact
supports) on X;

- D;I; the sheaf of germs of p-currents on X.
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2. MORSE-NOVIKOV COHOMOLOGY

2.1. Weight 6-sheaf. Let X be an n-dimensional smooth manifold and 6 a closed one-form
on X. For an open subset U C X, define dg|,, : AP(U) = APT(U) as dg, o0 = do+ 0|y A o
for a € AP(U). One easily checks that all dgj, for open subsets U C X give a morphism
dp : A% — A&H of sheaves of R-modules. Clearly, dy o dy = 0.

Definition 2.1. The kernel of dg : A — A is called the weight 6-sheaf, denoted by Ry 4.

Locally, 6 = du for a smooth function u, so dg = e ™ odoe” and Ryy = Re™™. Hence,
the weight f-sheaf Ry 4 is a locally constant sheaf of R-modules of rank 1 and there is a soft

resolution of Ry ¢

i dg dg dg
0 —Ryy — A% Ak o A% 0,

where ¢ is the inclusion.

Assume that X is oriented. For any open subset U C X, define dy,, : D?(U) — DPHL(U)
as dg, T = dT + 0|y AT for T € DP(U). One easily checks that all dg,, for open subsets
U C X give a morphism djy : D;z(’ — DI)I;JFI of sheaves of R-modules. For any T' € D?(U) and
ae A PH W), dg), () = (=1)PTT(d_g), ), so dg o dg = 0. Locally, dg = e o doe" on
DY for a smooth function u, which implies Ry 4 = ker(dy : DY — DL). There is another
soft resolution of Ry 4

3 dg dg dg

0 — Ry DY D

where 7 is the inclusion.

Lemma 2.2. Let X be a smooth manifold and 6 a closed one-form on X. Denote by Ry the
constant sheaf with stalk R on X.

(1) There exists an isomorphism Ry o = Ry if and only if 0 is exact. More precisely, if
0 = du for u € A%(X), then h — €% - h gives an isomorphism Ry ¢—Ry of sheaves.

(2) For a closed one-form p on X, the tensor product Ry ®@r, Ry, = Ryg,,. In
particular, the dual sheaf K}w =Ry _g-

(3) Suppose that f : Y — X is a smooth map between smooth manifolds. Then the inverse
image sheaf [T Ry g = Ry pep.

(4) Suppose that'Y is a smooth manifold and n is a closed one-form on'Y . Let pry and pro
be projections of X XY onto X and Y respectively. Then the external product Ry o MRy =

KX xY,pri0+prin-

Proof. Assume that Ry 4 is a constant sheaf. Then {f € A%(X)| dpf =0} =T'(X,Ry,) = R.
By solving a simple first-order ordinary differential equation, 6 is exact on X, see [12, Example
1.6] for details. Conversely, if 0 = du, Ry g = Re™". We get (1). Locally, = du and p = dv
for smooth functions u and v. Then Ry, = Re™, Ry , = Re™ and Ry g,, = Re7 "™
locally. Evidently, products of functions give an isomorphism Ry y ®r, Ry ,—Rx g, of
sheaves, i.e., (2) holds. Locally, # = du for smooth functions u and then Ryg = Re™,
Ry -9 = Re~/"*. So the pullbacks of functions give an isomorphism f*1@X7ei>Ky7f*9, ie.,
(3) holds. By (2) and (3), we get (4) immediately. O
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2.2. Morse-Novikov cohomology. Suppose that 4 is a closed one-form on a smooth man-
ifold X. The cohomologies Hy(X) = H*(A®*(X),dy) and Hj (X) = H*(A2(X),dp) are said
to be the Morse-Novikov cohomology and Morse-Novikov cohomology with compact supports
respectively. Let (A%, dg) — Z* be an injective resolution of the complex (A%, dp) of sheaves
in the category of sheaves on X. Then it induces isomorphisms

Hg(X) = H*(A*(X),dg)>H*(I'(X,1%)) = H"(X,Rx ),

Hy (X) = H*(AL(X),dg) = H"(Te(X,1%)) = H: (X, Ry p),
which are both denoted by p. That is to say, the two kinds of Morse-Novikov cohomologies
can be both viewed as the cohomologies of the weight 6-sheaf Ry o via p. For a dy-closed
a € A*(X) (resp. AZ(X)), denote by [a]g (resp. [ag) its class in Hy(X) (resp. Hy .(X)).
Moreover, assume that X is oriented. The natural inclusion (A%, dy) — (D'y, dp) induces an
isomorphism Hy (X)=H*(D'"*(X),dy) and Hy (X)=>H* (D (X),dg). We will not distinguish
Hj(X) and H*(D'"*(X),dp) (vesp. Hj (X) and H*(D(X),dp)). For a dp-closed T' € D" (X)
(resp. D¢ (X)), denote by [Ty (vesp. [Tg,c) its class in Hg(X) (vesp. Hj .(X)). Assume that
u is a smooth function on X. The isomorphism e~ : (A%, dp) = (A%, dp+dn) of complexes

of sheaves induces isomorphisms

e " Hy(X) = Hyy0,(X), [olo = [e"alpyau, (2.1)
e " Hy o(X) = Hyy gy o(X), [alo.c = e otdue- (2.2)
For an open set W C X, we briefly write H;‘W(W) and Hp W) as Hy(W) and Hy (W)

respectively.

2.3. Pullback and Pushforward. Let f : X — Y be a smooth map between oriented
smooth manifolds and 6 a closed one-form on Y. Set § = f*# and r = dimX — dimY". Define
the pullback f* : Hy(Y) — H(X) as [a]p — [f*a]; and the pushforward f. : H; (X) —
Hy "(Y) as [Tlg,c = [fiT]5,.. Moreover, if f is proper, we can also define f* : Hg:c(Y) —
ch(X) and f, : H3(X) — H,7"(Y), in the same way. Actually, the condition “oriented” is
not necessary for the definitions of pullbacks. By Lemma 2.2 (3) and [5, II. 8.1], the pullback
defined here is compatible with the ones defined on cohomologies of sheaves, namely,

p(f*o) = fp(o) (2.3)
for any o € Hy(Y) (vesp. Hy (V) if f is proper).
Let j : U — X be the inclusion of an open subset U into a (not necessarily orientable)
smooth manifold X. For a sheaf F on U, j.F is the sheaf on X defined as

I'(V,5F) ={s eI'(UNV,F)|the support of s is closed relative to V' }

for every open subset V in X. By [14, p. 184, Corollary 7.3], there is a canonical isomorphism
H}(X,5F)>H!(U,F). For any sheaf G on X, the adjunction morphism 557G — G induces
a morphism H}(X,jij~'G) — H}(X,G). Hence we obtain the morphism j, : H*(U,j~'G) —
H}(X,G); see [14, II. 6, III. 7] for more details. In particular, we have the morphism j :
HX(U,Ryy) — HI(X,Ry ). Denote by ji : Az(U) — A:(X) the extension by zero, which
induces the morphism j, : Hy .(U) = Hy .(X). If X is oriented, it coincides with the above
pushforward j, defined by currents.

,C
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Whenever X is orientable or not, we have

Proposition 2.3. Via p, j. is compatible with ji on the cohomology of sheaves, i.e., the
diagram

* P *
Hj (U) —— H:(U,Ryrp)

lj* lj!
* p *
H@,C(X) — H; (XaKX,e)-

18 commutative.

Proof. Denote by A% the complex (A%,dg). Let A% — Z*® and j71Z° — J*° be injective
resolutions of complexes A% and j —17° of sheaves, respectively. Then Z® and J* are injective
resolutions of Ry » and Ry g, respectively. Since j; is an exact functor , j G — 5T is
quasi-isomorphic. By [14, p. 41, 6.2], there exists a morphism 5 7°® — Z*® of complexes such
that the right triangle in the diagram

NAY = g Ay —— g L —— 3T (2.4)
A% 7°

is commutative up to a homotopy. Clearly, the left square in (2.4) is commutative. Consid-

ering cohomologies with compact support for (2.4), we conclude the proof. O

Let j : U — X be the inclusion of an open subset U into an n-dimensional oriented smooth
manifold X. For a current 7' € D'?(X), the current j*7T is defined as (j*T, 8) = (T, j.3) for
any 8 € A¢ P(U), where (,) is the pair of the topological dual between currents and smooth
forms with compact supports. Let 6 be a closed one-form on X. Clearly, dg),, (5*T) = j*(doT),
so j* induces H})(X) — Hy(U). It coincides with the pullback j* defined via forms as above,
since [, j*a A B = [y aAj.f for a € AP(X) and B € A¢P(U).

2.4. Cup product. Let X be a smooth manifold and 6, u closed one-forms on X. Then

dosu(BAY) = dgB Ay + (=1)¥PB A d,,

where 8 and v are in A*(X) or D™*(X), but not both in D*(X). So we can define a cup
product

U HY(X) x HY(X) — Hj [ 1(X)
as ([alg, [B]u) = [aABloty for any dg-closed o € AP(X) and d,-closed 8 € AP(X). It can also
be defined by the wedge product between smooth forms and currents. The two definitions
coincide. Similarly, we can define the cup products between Hy(X) and Hj; o(X) or Hy (X)
and H] .(X). By Lemma 2.2 (2) and [5, II. 7.5], the cup product defined here is compatible

with the one defined on cohomologies from sheaf theory, that is to say,
ploUT) = p(o)Up(r) (2.5)
for any o € Hy(X) or H) (X) and 7 € Hi(X) or Hj .(X).
By [8, Corollary 3.3.12] and Lemma 2.2 (2), we get the Poincaré duality theorem for

Morse-Novikov cohomologies as follows.
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Corollary 2.4 ([12, Corollary 1.4]). Let X be an oriented smooth manifold of dimension n
and 0 a closed one-form on X. Then

PD: Hy(X) — (HZ50(X))"
is an isomorphism for any p, where PD([a]g)([8]-0,c) = [x @ A B and = denote the algebraic

dual of a vector space.

Let f: X — Y be a proper smooth map between oriented smooth manifolds and let 6, u
be closed one-forms on Y. Set 6 = f*0. Since

fTANfB)=LTAB (2.6)
for any T € D"™*(X) and 8 € A*(Y'), we have the projection formula
fuloUf'r) = fulo)UT (2.7)

for o € H3(X) or Hg,C(X) and 7 € H;(Y) or Hy, (Y). If 0 € ch(X) and 7 € H;(Y), the

condition “proper” on f can be removed in (2.7). By the projection formula, we get

Corollary 2.5. Let f : X — Y be a proper surjective smooth map of oriented smooth
manifolds with the same dimensions and degf # 0. Suppose that 0 is a closed one-form on
Y and set = f*0. Then f* : Hy(Y) — H3(X) is injective and f. : H;(X) — Hg(Y) is
surjective. They also hold for the Morse-Novikov cohomology with compact support.

2.5. Cartesian product. Suppose that § and p are closed one-forms on smooth manifolds
X and Y respectively. Let pr; and pro be projections from X X Y onto X and Y respectively.
Set w = prif + priu. The map («, B) — pri(a) A pri(B) induces the cartesian products

X« Hy(X) x HI(Y) — HEM(X x Y),
x o Hy (X)x H (V) = HEEI(X xY).
By (2.3) and (2.5), the cartesian products defined here are compatible with the ones defined

on cohomologies of sheaves, i.e., p(o x 7) = p(o) x p(7) for any o € H)(X) (resp. Hj (X))
and 7 € HI(Y) (resp. Hl.(Y)).

3. KUNNETH THEOREMS

Recall some constructions in [12, Lemma 1.1]. Consider the trivial bundle 7 : R” x F* — R"
over R™ where F' is a smooth manifold. Suppose that © is a closed one-form on R" x F'. Let
pro : R™ x F' — F be the second projection and iy : F' — R™ x F' an inclusion which maps f
to (0, f). Assume that ¢ is the coordinate of the first factor of R x R"™ x F. For any p, define
the contraction operator i(0/0t) : AP(R x R x F) — AP"L(R x R" x F) as

i(0/01)(T) (X1, ..., Xpo1) = T(D)0t, X1, ..., Xp_1)

for any T € AP(R x R™ x F') and arbitrary smooth tangent vector fields Xy, ..., X,
on RxR"x F. Let g : RxR"x F — R"” x F map (t,z,f) to ((1 — t)z, f), which
gives a smooth homotopy between idgnyr and i o pry. Set ug = [ i(9/0t)(g*©)dt. Define
K:AP(R" x F) — AP"H(R" x F) as

1
K(«) :/0 et - i(0/0t)(g* a)dt. (3.1)
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Then
priig® — 0 = duy (3.2)
and
etpryiga — a = de K (o) + K(dea) (3.3)
for any o € A*(R™ x F)), see the proof of [12, Lemma 1.1].

Lemma 3.1. Let 0 be a closed one-form on F and 6 = pr30. Then pry : Hj(F) — H3(R"XF)
is an isomorphism and iy is its inverse isomorphism.

Proof. Assume that g, i(9/0t) and u, are defined as above, where © = . Clearly, i(9/0t)(g*0) =
0, and then us = 0. By (3.3), prj oif =id on Hg(]R" x F). Notice that pry o ig = idp, from

which our assertion follows. O
3.1. A Kinneth theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let X, Y be smooth manifolds and let 6, p be closed one-forms on X, Y
respectively. Set w = pri0 + prip, where pri, pro are projections from X x'Y onto X, Y
respectively. Then the cartesian product gives an isomorphism of graded vector spaces

Hy (X) ®r H, (V) = H_ (X X Y).

Moreover, if Hy(X) or H;(Y) has finite dimension, the cartesian product also gives an iso-

morphism of graded vector spaces
Hy(X) ®r H,(Y) = H (X xY).

Proof. By [5, II. 15.2], the first part holds. Following [4, II. Proposition 9.12], we easily get
the second part. O

Remark 3.3. If X is compact and H,;(Y') is of finite dimension, the second part of Theorem
3.2 can be immediately obtained by [7, IV. Theorem (15.10)].
If Hj(X) is of finite dimension, define b,(X, ) = dimHy (X) and x(X,0) = > (—1)b,(X, 0),

p=>0
which are called the 6-betti number and 6-Fuler-characteristic respectively. Let f: X — X

be a smooth self-map of an oriented compact smooth manifold X and let # be a closed one-
form on X satisfying f*60 = 0. Then f induces an endomorphism f* : H;(X) — Hj(X).
Define the 6-Lefschetz number of f as
L(fa 9) = Z(_l)ptr(f*|Hg(X))a
p=0

where tr(f*|H5(X)) is the trace of the endomorphism f*|Hg(X).

Example 3.4. Let f: X — X be a smooth self-map of an oriented compact smooth manifold
X and 6 a closed one-form on X. The triple (X, 0, f) satisfies the assumptions in the definition
of #-Lefschetz number in the following cases:

(1) (X,0, f) for any f. In this case, L(f,0) = L(f) is the classical Lefschetz number.

(2) (X,0,idx) for any 6. In this case, L(idx,0) = x(X,0).

(3) (X,0,g), where X is a smooth manifold with an action by a group G, 6 is a G-invariant
one-form on X and g- : X — X is the action on X by g € G.
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The 6-betti number, #-Euler-characteristic and 8-Lefschetz number are generalizations of
the corresponding concepts on the de Rham cohomology. Actually, the latter two coincide

with the classical ones as follows.
Proposition 3.5. L(f,0) = L(f). In particular, x(X,0) = x(X).

Proof. Set dimX = n. Let {[a;]p } be a basis of Hj(X) and {[3;]—¢} their dual basis in
H* ,(X) under Poincaré duality, i.e., [ i A\ Bj = d;5, where a;, B are all of pure degrees
and ¢;; is the Kronecker delta. Suppose that pri, pro are two projections from X x X onto
X. Let A be the diagonal of X x X and I'y the graph of fin X x X. Let i : A — X x X
and 7' : T'y — X x X be inclusions and let [ : X — A be the diagonal map and I’ : X — Ty
defined as ¢ — (z, f(z)). Endow A and I'y with suitable orientations such that ! and
I are diffeomorphisms of preserving orientations. By Theorem 3.2, the fundamental class

L¢] € HJp(X x X) can be written as ) c¢;jpri|asle U pr3[B;]—¢ for some ¢;; € R. Set
i7j
f*levlo = Y aijlajlp. On one hand,
J

/ Zl*(}”fﬁz /\p?";(lj) _ / l'*i'*pri‘ﬁi A l'*i'*prgaj _ / /81 A f*aj _ (_1)degaidegﬁiaﬁ.
r, X X
On the other hand,

/ i"* (pri B; A pryo) :/ (L ¢] ApriBi A praa;

T XxX

>
k,l

—(—1)(degBitdegay)degf; ;.

]
(_1)(deg5i+dega]~)deg5l . / PT’T(O% A 5@) /\pT‘S(Oéj A ﬁl)
XxX

So ¢ij = (—1)degaidegﬂﬁ(degﬁﬁdeg%)degﬁf aji. The intersection number

Ip-A= [CrlUlA]
XxX

=(=1)" Z Cij / i*priocg N iprsf;
ij A

:(—1)” ZCU‘ / a; N ,8]'
ij X

= Z(_l)degaiaii

i

= Z(_l)ptr(f*|Hg(X))

P
=L(f,0).
Therefore, L(f,#) is independent of 6. O

Remark 3.6. (1) For a compact complex manifold X, G. Bande and D. Kotschick [3] first
pointed out that x(X,0) = x(X). In fact, we can equip X with a Riemannian metric g and
then define an operator d as the formal L?-adjoint of dy with respect to g. Then x(X,0) is
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the index of the perturbed operator dg +dj. Notice that, [0,1] > ¢t — dip + d}, is a continuous
family of first-order elliptic operators, whose index is independent of t.

(2) Let Z be an oriented submanifold of an n-dimensional oriented smooth manifold X
with codimension r. Assume that ¢ : Z — X is the inclusion. In [7, p. 14, (2.14)], [, * P
on A?7"(X) defines a current on X, which is closed. Its class in H},(X) is denoted by [ ]
In [4, p. 51], the Poincaré dual [nzlar € Hjp(X) of Z is defined as [, i*w = [y w Anz for
any closed w € AP "(X). Then [nz]lqr = (—=1)""~")[Z]. In this article, we use the notation
[Z] € Hj,(X) and call it the fundamental class of Z.

3.2. A second Kiinneth theorem. Before giving another Kiinneth theorem, we prove a

lemma, which will be frequently used in what follows.

Lemma 3.7. Let X be a smooth manifold and P(U) a statement for any open subset U C X.
Assume that P satisfies the conditions:

l
(i) local condition: There exists a basis Lk of the topology of X such that P(() U;) holds

for any finitely many Uy, ..., Uy € 4.
(i7) disjoint condition: Let { U, |n € NT } be a collection of disjoint open subsets of X. If

P(U,,) hold for alln € N*, P(|J U,) holds.
=1

(7i1) Mayer-Vietoris condition: For open subsets U, V of X, if P(U), P(V) and P(UNV)
hold, then P(U UV') holds.
Then P(X) holds.

Proof. We first prove:
k
(*) For open subsets Uy, ..., U, of X, if P([) U;;) holds for any 1 <4y < ... <ip <,
j=1
then P(J U;) holds.
i=1
Obviously, (*) holds for » = 1. Suppose (*) holds for r. For r+1, set U] = Uy, ..., U._; =

T

k k
Ur—1, U = Uy UUpqq. Then P(( Uj) = P(( Uy;) holds for any 1 < iy < ... < <,
j=1 -

k—1 k— k—1

where iy # r. Notice that P( (" U, NU,), P( ﬂ Ui; NUpy1) and P( () U;; NU,NUyp41) hold,
i=1 i= i=1

so does

k k—1
P\ U) =P U;, nU;) ﬂ Ui, N Ur1))
j=1 j=1

forany 1 <41 < ... < ix_1 < i = r by the Mayer—Vletorls condition. By the inductive

r+1 T
hypothesis, P(|J U;) = P(UJ U]) holds. We proved (*).
i=1 i=1
Let &; be the collection of open sets which is the finite union of open sets in 4. We claim

that
(**) P(V) holds for any finite intersection V of open sets in ;.
Suppose V = ﬂ Ui, where U; = U1UZ] and Uj; € 4. Set A={J = (j1,...,4s)[1 <41 <
j

T, .., 1§35§r5}andUJ—U1jl ...NUsj,. Then V = |J Uy. For any Jy, ..., Jy € A,
JeA
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P(Uy, N...NUy) holds by the local condition. Hence P(V) = P( |J Uy) holds by (*). We
JeA
conclude ()
l
By [11, p. 16, Proposition II], X = |J Vi, where V; is a countable disjoint union of open
i=1
k
sets in U for 1 <4 <. Forany 1 <4y <... <1 </, N Vij is a countable disjoint union of
j=1
k
finite intersections of open sets in . By (**) and the disjoint condition, P( () V;;) holds,

j=1
so does P(X) by (*). We complete the proof. O

Let m: E — X be a smooth fiber bundle on a smooth manifold X. Set
cv={Z C E|Z is closed in FE satisfying that 7|z : Z — X is proper }.

The set Z € cv is called a compact vertical support. Evidently, Z € cv, if and only if,
71 (K) N Z is compact for any compact subset K C X. By [5, IV. 5.3 (b), 5.5, cv is a
paracompactifying family of supports on E. The sheaf C7 of germs of smooth functions
on E is cv-soft ([5, IL. 9.4]), so is AL for any p ([5, IL. 9.16]). By [5, IL. 9.11], A% is co-
acyclic. Denote A% (E) =T'c,(E, A};). Clearly, A%(E) C A% (E) C A*(E). If X is compact,
AX(E) = A%, (F) and if the fiber of E is compact, A% (E) = A*(E).

Suppose that © is a closed one-form on E. By [5, II. 4.1], Hg . (E) == H*(A,(E),de)
can be viewed as the cohomology of Ry g with supports in cv. We call Hg w(E) the compact
vertical Morse-Novikov cohomology of E. For a dg-closed a € A*(E), denote by [a]g ¢y its
class in Hg ,(E).

For any open set U C X, set Eyy = 7 1(U). For open subsets U, V C X, we easily check
that

0 — A2 (Buuy) == A2,(By) & A% (By) —— A2 (Bury) —= 0 (3:4)
is an exact sequence of complexes (following [4, Proposition 2.3]), where all the differentials
in complexes are dg and P(a) = (&|g,, a|gy ), Q(B7) = BlEgay — YV Evay -

Denote by E, the fiber of E over x € X and by i, : E, — E the inclusion. For w €
A% (E), supp(itw) C E, Nsuppw is compact, i.e., itw € A%(E,). So i, induces the pullback
Hg ., (E) = H(S\EZ7C(E"”) for any closed one-form © on E.

If £/ is an oriented manifold, Ay, < D3 induces an isomorphism H§ ., (E)=H*(Dg,(E), de),
where D (E) = I'cp(E, D). For a dg-closed T € D/ (E), denote by [T]e,c its class in
H§ ., (E). Moreover, assume that X and E' are both oriented manifolds. Let i : X — E be
the inclusion and r = rankE. For T € D'*(X), i,T € DX (F). So i, induce a morphism
b Hy (X) = HE'(B).

Let 0, u be closed one-forms on smooth manifolds X, Y respectively and let pry, pro be
projections from X x Y onto X, Y respectively. The wedge product induces a cartesian
product

Hj(X) @p H (V) — H X xY)

ri‘9+pr§u,cv(
where X x Y is viewed as a trivial fiber bundle over X.

Lemma 3.8. Let X be a smooth manifold and let 8, u be closed one-forms on X, R™ re-
spectively. Set w = pri0 + priu, where pri, pra are projections from X x R™ onto X, R"
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respectively. The cartesian product gives an isomorphism of graded vector spaces

Hy(X) @x Hj(R") = HY (X x R),

w,cv

where pri : X x R® — X s viewed as a smooth fiber bundle.

Proof. For any open subset U in X, denote the cartesian product by

U (Hy(U) @ Hy, (R™))P — HE ., (U x R")

w,cv

for any p. Denote by P(U) the statement that \Il[p] is an isomorphism for any p. Our goal
is to prove that P(X) holds. One only needs to check the three conditions in Lemma 3.7.
Clearly, P satisfies the disjoint condition.

We claim that, P(U) holds if U is an open subset in X such that 6|y is exact. Set 8|y = dg
for a smooth function g on U. Since R" is contractible, u = df for a smooth function f on

R™. We have the commutative diagram

Hj(U) ®@p HY, ((R") —= H} (U x R")

w,Ccv
l.eg@ef \L_emi‘ﬂpré‘g
H*(U) @r Hi (R") ——= H,(U x R"),

where the two vertical maps are isomorphisms. By [4, Proposition 6.18], the pullback of a
generator of H(R") = R by prj is the Thom class of the vector bundle U x R™ over U.
By [4, Theorems 6.17, Remark 6.17.1], the bottom row is an isomorphism. Therefore, ¥y,
is isomorphic, i.e., P(U) holds. The claim follows. Let & be a basis of the topology of X

l
satisfying that 6|y is exact for any U € 4. Then P( () U;) holds for Uy, ..., U; € 4, since 6
=1

1=
!
is exact on (] U;. So P satisfies the local condition.
i=1
For open subsets U and V in X, there is a commutative diagram of Mayer-Vietoris se-

quences

(H;(Um/) @ H (R"))IFI — (H;‘(UUV) @ H (R"))p — (H;(U) Or H;YC(]R”'))pEB (H;(V) @ H (R"))p...

p,c p,c myec

p—1 P PGP
l‘I’UmV l‘I’qu l(\PUﬁPV)

HP L (UnV)xR?") ———> H? _((UUV) xR") ———> HP (U xR") @ HE .,(V XR™") -

w,cv w,cv w,cv

where the bottom exact sequence is induced by (3.4). It implies that P satisfies the Mayer-
Vietoris condition by the five-lemma. U

View pri : X XY — X as a trivial smooth fiber bundle and let © be a closed one-form
on X x Y. For an open subset U C Y, extendings by zero give a morphism A% (X x U) —
A% (X xY). For convenience, the image in A% (X xY) of o € A% (X x U) is also denoted
by a. If U and V are open subsets in Y, there is an exact sequence of Mayer-Vietoris type

of complexes

00— A%, (X x (UNV)) —Zm A8, (X x U) @ A% (X % V) — A%, (X x (UUV)) —=0 |
(3.5)
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where all the differentials in complexes are dg and P(a) = (a, —a), Q(S,7) = 8+ . One
can check it as the one for A2(e), refer to [4, Proposition 2.7].

Assume that Y = | | Y, is a disjoint union of smooth manifolds. For a form w on X xY
ael
and any compact subset K C X, (K xY)Nsuppw is compact if and only if (K x Y,,) Nsuppw

is nonempty for only finitely many « € I and they are all compact. So
AL (X XY) @A (X xYa,)
ael
where X x Y and X x Y, are viewed as smooth fiber bundles over X.

Now, we give another Kiinneth theorem as follows.

Theorem 3.9. Let X and Y be smooth manifolds and let 8, u be closed one-forms on X,
Y respectively. Set w = pri0 + priu, where pri, pro are projections from X xY onto X, Y
respectively. The cartesian product gives an isomorphism of graded vector spaces

Hy(X)@r Hp, (Y) — Hj (X xY),

w,Ccv

where pri : X XY — X is viewed as a smooth fiber bundle.

Proof. For any open set U in Y, the cartesian product is denoted by
VY + (Hy(X) @r Hy (U))P — HJ (X x U)

for any p. Let P(U) be the statement that \1,1(7] is an isomorphism for any p. The theorem is
equivalent to saying that P(Y") holds. We only need to check the three conditions in Lemma
3.7. Clearly, P satisfies the disjoint condition. Let il be a basis of the topology of Y such

l
that it is a good covering of Y. For any Uy, ..., U; € 4, ﬂ U, is diffeomorphic to R™, where
m = dimY. By Lemma 3.8, P( ﬂ Ui) holds, so P satisfies the local condition. By a diagram

=1
of Mayer-Vietoris sequences and the five-lemma, P satisfies the Mayer-Vietoris condition. [J

4. LERAY-HIRSCH THEOREMS

Lemma 4.1. Let F be a smooth manifold and let K : A*(R" x F) — A*"Y(R" x F) be defined
s (3.1). Ifa € A% (R™ x F), then K(a) € A% L(R™ x F).

Proof. Let prog : Rx R"™ x FF — R™ x F be the projection map and g : RxR" x FF — R" x F'
map (t,z, f) to ((1 —t)x, f). Set
C = prog (g_l(suppoz) N ([0,1] x R™ x F)) .
Obviously, C is closed in R” x F and g~ (suppa) N ([0,1] x R® x F) C [0,1] x C. By [11, p.
179, Remark], supp (i(0/0t)g*a) N ([0,1] x R™ x F) C [0,1] x C. So suppK («) C C.
For arbitrary compact subset L C R", let h: [0,1] x L — R™ map (¢,z) to (1 —¢)z. Then

h x idp is the restriction of g on [0, 1] x L x F. Choose a compact ball B D L with the center
at the original point. Then

7 L) NsuppK (a) C(L x F) N prag (g~ (suppa) N ([0,1] x R™ x F))
=pro3 (([0, 1] xLxF)n g_l(suppa))
Cproz ((h x idp) ™' (B x F) Nsuppa)) .
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Clearly, h x idp is proper and (B x F)Nsuppa is compact, so 7~} (L)NsuppK () is compact.
We complete the proof. O

We give a theorem of Leray-Hirsch type on Morse-Novikov cohomologies, which will be

used to compute the cohomologies of projective bundles.

Theorem 4.2. Let m: E — X be a smooth fiber bundle over a smooth manifold X and let
0, Q be closed one-forms on X, E respectively. Set 6 = 7*6.
(1) Assume that there exist classes ey, ..., e, of pure degrees in H&(E) such that their

restrictions e1|g,, ..., e;|g, freely linearly generate H;l\E (Ey) for every x € X. Then

Zw YUe; EBH” ) = Hj o (E)

s an isomorphism, where dege; = u; for 1 <i <r.
(2) Assume that there exist classes ey, ..., e, of pure degrees in H¢, ., (E) such that their
restrictions e1|g,, ..., e;|g, freely linearly generate H*| (Eyg) for every x € X. Then

> (o) Ue; gives two isomorphisms

@ Hp " (X)=Hj g (E),

r
@ H;ful( —>H;+Q cv(E)’

where dege; = u; for 1 <i<r.
(3) Assume that there exist classes eq, ..., e, of pure degrees in H, (E), such that their

restrictions e1|g,, ..., er|g, freely linearly generate HE\E (Ey) for every x € X. Then

Zw )Ue; : @H* (X)) = H o (E)

is an isomorphism, where dege; = u; for 1 <i <r.

Proof. We only prove the second result in (2) and the others can be obtained similarly.
Let F be the general fiber of £ and dimX = n. For any open set U C X, set
T
P = Zw yUe : P HF(U) — Hy o ().
i=1

where Ey = 7~ 1(U). Let P(U) be the statement that ¥, is an isomorphism for any p. We
aim to show that P(X) holds. It suffices to check the three conditions in Lemma 3.7. Clearly,
P satisfies the disjoint condition. By a commutative diagram of Mayer-Vietoris sequences
and the five-lemma, P satisfies the Mayer-Vietoris condition.

We claim that, P(U) holds if the open subset U C X is diffeomorphic to R™ such that Ey
is smooth trivial. Let ¢y : U X F' — Ey be a smooth trivialization of £ on U and let pry,
pro be projections from U x F onto U, F respectively, which satisfy 7 o oy = pri. Fixed a
point 0 € U, set j, : F'— U x F as f — (o, f). Clearly, pry o j, = idp and i, := oy o j, is
the embedding F' — Ey of the fiber E, over o into Ey. Set €} = (py)*e; in HSO Q.U X F),
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i=1,...,r. Let {B;}]_; be a system of dy: o-closed forms of pure degrees in A7, (U x F),
such that e = [Bilgg .e0 for 1 < i < 7. Then Jael = iye; for any i. The linear independence
of i%ey, ..., i5e, implies that €], ..., ¢/ are also linearly independent, so mapping e; to €}
for 1 < i < r naturally give a linear isomorphism spang{es,...,e,} — spang{e},...,e.}. By
(3.2), (3.3) and Lemma 4.1, there exists a smooth function u on U x F such that

praipQt — oy = prajopr — el = du, (4.1)
Bi — € - pryjoBi = deyavi (4.2)
for some v; € A%, (U x F). Then
e pria A B = pric AprsisBi + (—1) B dprrpiprgizale ™ - pric A ) (4.3)
for any dp-closed form o € A*(U). Then prja A~; has a compact support for any o € A% (U).

There is a commutative diagram

T
k)
: - il
i=1

& Hy () (H;(U) @ Hiyg (F))
=1 lpri‘(o)Ue;

X
p " e
H§+Q,CU(EU) Hpri‘9+<p*UQ,cv(U X F) ~ Hpri‘

<

)
o *

«9+pr§i8§l,cv(U X F)

IR

for any p, where the top map is clearly an isomorphism. By Theorem 3.9, the vertical map is

an isomorphism, so is U7,. The claim is verified. Let 4l be a basis of the topology of X such

that it is a good covering of X and Ey is smooth trivial for any U € . For Uy, ..., U; € U,
l l

(N U; is diffeomorphic to R™ and Ep,n.. .y, is smooth trivial, so P(() U;) holds. Hence P

i=1 =1

satisfies the local condition. O

Remark 4.3. For = 0, H. Haddou [13] proved Theorem 4.2 (1) for the case that X has a
finite good covering and Y. Kawahara [15] gave a holomorphic version of Theorem 4.2 (1) in

the category of complex affine manifolds.

Let P(E) be the complex projectivization of a complex smooth vector bundle E' of complex
rank r on a smooth manifold X. Then Opgy(—1) = {(I,v) € P(E) x E| v € I} is a complex

line bundle over P(F), which is said to be the universal line bundle over P(E).

Corollary 4.4. Let 7 : P(E) — X be the complex projectivization of a complex smooth
vector bundle E of complex rank r on a smooth manifold X and let 8 be a closed one-form
on X. Assume that = 70 and h = c1(Op(py(—1)) € Hip(P(E)) is the first Chern class of

r—1
Op(py(—1). Then Y~ m*(e) Uh' gives two isomorphisms

i=0
r—1 '
P H; ' (X)=H (B(E)), (4.4)
i=0
r—1 '
D #; (0= H; (P(E)). (4.5)

1=0
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Proof. For every x € X, 1, h, ..., h"~! restricted to the fibre 771(z) = P(E,) is a basis of
H;p(P(E;)). By Theorem 4.2 (1) (2), we proved the conclusion. O

Suppose 7 : E — X is an oriented smooth vector bundle of rank r on a (not necessarily
orientable) smooth manifold X and w € A%,(FE). For a chart U on X satisfying that Ey is
trivial, let (z1,...,2Zp;t1,...,t,) be the local coordinates of E such that dtq A ... A dt, gives

the orientation of E. If w = >  fr (¢, x)dt; Adxy on Ey, then
H1+[J|=p

Z < fl___r“](t, m)dtl VANPRAN dtr> dry
| Jj=p—r R

defines a (p — r)-form on U. For various charts of X, these local forms give a global one on
X, denoted by m,w.

Remark 4.5. Up to the sign (—1)"®="), 71,0 defined here coincides with the one defined in
[4, p. 61-62]. Moreover, if X is oriented, m.w defined here is just the pushforward of w as
currents [7, p. 18, (2.16)].

By Thom isomorphism theorem [4, Theorem 12.2, (12.2.1)], 7, : H}(E) — H5"(X) is an
isomorphism. Let ® € A’ (E) satisfy m[®]c, = 1 in H}p(X) = R. Then [®]., € H. (E) is
the Thom class of E. Evidently, m,® = 1 in A%(X). In addition, assume that X is an oriented
smooth manifold. Let ¢ : X — E be the inclusion of the zero section of E and r = rankF.

For T' € D*(X), i,T € D¢yt (E). So iy induce a morphism i, : Hg (X) — Hg'! (E).

Corollary 4.6 (Thom isomorphism). Let w: E — X be an oriented smooth vector bundle of
rank r on a smooth manifold X. Assume that 0 is a closed one-form on X. Then [®].,Un*(e)
gives isomorphisms Hg;r(X)%Hg’c(E) and H;_T(X)%HE,CU(E), which have the inverse iso-
morphism .. Moreover, if X is oriented, [®]., Un*(e) coincides with the pushforward i, on

both cases, where i : X — E is the inclusion of the zero section of E.

Proof. By [4, Proposition 6.18], the restriction [®]4r|p, is a generator of Hjp (E;). By
Theorem 4.2 (2), [®]., U 7*(e) gives the two isomorphisms. For every a € A*(X), m (P A
™a) = @, S0 Ty : H;fvc(E) — Hy "(X) and m, : Hng(E) — Hy "(X) are their inverse
isomorphisms. If X is oriented, i, is well-defined and m,i, = id. So i, = m;! = [®]., U

*(e). O
5. BLOW-UP FORMULAE

Now, we prove Lemma 1.1 as follows.

Proof. Set r = codimY. Let N = Ny, x (as smooth manifolds) be a tubular neighborhood
of Y in X and denote by 7 the projection of the vector bundle N over Y. Let [ : Y — N
and j : N — X be inclusions. Denote by [Y]ny € H}(IV) the fundamental class of Y in N.
Notice that j is smoothly homotopic to i o 7. So 8|y — 7*(f|y) = du for some u € A°(N).
Since 7ol = idy, d(I*u) = 0, i.e., [*u = ¢ is a constant. Replace u with u — ¢, then I*u = 0.
By (2.6),

e LT =1, (e T) = 1,T, (5.1)

for any current 7" on Y.
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By the localization principle ([4, Proposition 6.25]), there is a representative ny € A"(X)
of [Y] such that suppny € N. Then [ny|n]ar = [Y]n. We have 1.(1) = ny|n + dS for some
S e D"YN). Let a € A*(Y) be a representative of o € Hg|y(Y). As a current on N,

la=e " l,a=¢e¢ " LT
=e " L(1) AT
=e " ny|N ATTa+dg (e7" - S AT ).
Since supp(l«a) €Y, jlsupp(i.) 18 proper, which implies that j.(l«a) is defined well. Clearly,
Jx(lea) = ipar and j*ji(loa) = lea. Thus
i.o =1 [ixalp = [ julealg
:l*[l*a]e‘N = l*[e_“ . nY‘N A\ T*Oé]g‘N
=[Y]ly Uo.
Let ® € A, (N) be a representative of the Thom class of the vector bundle N satisfying
7:® = 1. Let a € A%(Y) be a representative of o € Hy,  (Y). By Lemma 4.6,

Oly,c

Lo = ‘I>/\T*Oé+d7_*(9|y)s (5.2)
for some S € DPT"1(N). Combining (5.1) and (5.2), we have
La=e " ®ANT a+dg,(e7"S).

Therefore,

"0 =1" ]y [Z*O‘]t‘)\N,c =1 jule”" - @A T*O‘]t‘)\N,C

575 (e™ @ AT )}y
=[®]ly U,

where we used that j*j. = id on A%(N). By [4, I. Proposition 6.24 (b)], [®]qr = [Y]n in
H} o (N). Since [Y]nly = [Y]ly, i*i.0 = [Y]|y Uo.
We complete the proof. O

Lemma 5.1. Let m : E — X be a smooth vector bundle of rank v on a smooth manifold
X and © a closed one-form on E. Let U C E be an open neighborhood of the zero section
of E and denote by iy : X — U the inclusion of the zero section of E into U. Then
iy Hé(U)%HaX(X) is an isomorphism. Moreover, if X and E are oriented, then i :
H(’j)‘X7C(X)—~>Hg‘,f'C7"(E) and iy : H(’j)‘X(X)%HgZ}(E) are isomorphisms, where i : X — E is
the inclusion of the zero section.

Proof. Since |y o iy = idx, if; o (7|y)* = id : Hg (X)) = H g (U) = H, (X). Define
g:Ux|[0,1] - U as (e,t) — t-e. Then g(-,0) = iy o 7|y and g(-,1) = idy, i.e., g gives
a smooth homotopy between iy o w|y and idy. Clearly, iy o 7|y o g(e, t) = iy o wly(e) is
independently with ¢, so i(0/0t) (¢*(w|v)*(©|x)) = 0. By [12, Lemma 1.1}, (7|y)* o if; =
id : Hy. g n(U) = Hg (X) = Hr g (U). Hence iy : Hr, g (U) = Hg (X) is
an isomorphism. With similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 1.1, we can choose
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u € A°(U) such that Oy — 7*(O|x)|v = Oy — (7|v)*i};(Oly) = du and if;u = 0. By (2.1),
e Hy(U) — H* (@\X)(U) is an isomorphism. The diagram

T

1%

Hg(U) H7

o0 U)

3}
5

1%

H*

o1x (X)

is commutative, which implies that i}, : H(U) — H&X(X) is an isomorphism.
Assume that X and E are oriented. By (2.6), e i,a = i,(e’ *-a) = i, for any o € A%(X).

There is a commutative diagram

Hg /! (E)

Hg‘Xﬁ(X) e

T

*

+

Hr o1, (B)-
By (2.2) and Corollary 4.6, e*- and i, : Hg, J(X) — H;f(%‘x)c(E) are isomorphisms, so
is i+ Hg (X)) — HET(E). In the same way, iy : Hg (X)) — HE' (E) is also an

isomorphism. O

Now, we give a proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof. Set U = X —Y and U = X — E. Then |5 U — U is biholomorphic. Since 7 is
proper, we can choose a tubular neighborhood V' C X of Y such that V = 7~!(V) is contained
in a tubular neighborhood of Ein X. Set W =UNV and W =UNV. Then 7|z : W — W

is biholomorphic. There is a commutative diagram of Mayer-Vietoris sequences

- ——= HyT (W) —= H(X) —= H§(U) ® Hy (V) — Hg(W) —= Hg™(X) —— -+

l: J{w* l(ﬂg)*@(ﬂlv)* J/ lﬂr*

o —— HYTN(W) — HY(X) — HYU) & HY(V) — HE(W) — HIT(X) — -

IR

By Corollary 2.5, 7* is injective. By the snake lemma ([14, p. 4]), the restrictions induce an

isomorphism
cokerm* =coker ((7]5)" @ (w|3)*) = coker(m|;)*. (5.3)

Let i}, : Y — V and iy : E — V be the inclusions. By Lemma 5.1, i{* : HF (V) — H(§|Y(Y)

and i« HE(V) — Hp

(E) are isomorphisms. Since 7|3 o i, = iy o 7|, i induces an
E

isomorphism

coker (7|3 )* =coker (| )" (5.4)
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By Corollary 4.4, (w|g)* is injective. Denote by iy : Y — X the inclusion. Combining (5.3)

and (5.4), we have a commutative diagram of short exact sequences

™

0 —— Hf(X) —— HE(X) cokerm* ——= 0 (5.5)

E E [

(vy 2L H} (B) — coker(r|p)* — 0.

IR

k
0 H€|Y

Notice that Op(—1) = O%(FE)|g, so h = [E]|g. By Lemma 1.1, i%ip.(e) = hUe on H;f‘ (E).
E

r—1 . .
Suppose T ag + > igs (BT U (7|p)*Br—2i) = 0, where a, € Hy(X) and By_o; € H;;QZ(Y)

=1
for 1 <4 <r —1. Pull it back by i}, we get

r—1

(mle) iyop + Z W' U (7|B)* Br—2i = 0.
i=1

By Corollary 4.4, Br_o; = 0 for every i. So 7w*ai = 0. By Corollary 2.5, ap = 0. Hence

(1.1) is injective. For any v € Hg()z), by Corollary 4.4, there exist fi_2; € Hg‘;Zi(Y) for
-1

r -
0 <4 <r—1, such that i}y = > h' U (7|g)*Br—2i- Then
i=0

r—1
i v =Y i (WU (7)) Be-ai) | = (7])*Br,
=1

which is zero in coker(w|g)*. From (5.5),

r—1

v = g (WU (7] ) Br—2)) = T
1

.
I

for some oy € H(X), which implies that (1.1) is surjective. Hence (1.1) gives the isomor-
phism (1.2).
By Proposition 2.3 and [14, p. 186, 7.8], we have the commutative diagram of exact

sequences

s —— Hy (U) — Hj (X) — Hp (V) — Hy ' (U) —— -+

l(ﬂE)* l%

(%) —2= HE (B) — HY(T) — -

,c 0lg,c
By Corollary 2.5, 7 is injective. By the snake lemma, 4}, induces an isomorphism
cokerm* >coker (7| g)*.

We get a commutative diagram of short exact sequences

cokerm* —— 0 (5.6)

0,c
T

oY) == HE  (B) — coker(r|p)* — 0.
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With the same arguments as above, (1.1) gives the isomorphism (1.3). O

Remark 5.2. After we finished the earlier version [19] of the present paper, Y. Zou [34] gave
the following expression of the blow-up formula on compact complex manifolds with relative
cohomology theory

k k 2
H( @}IﬂyZ

a— (mea, 0/“2, el (5.7)

where o~ ¢ Hk 2(Y) for 0 < i < r — 1 satisfy

Oly
r—1
ipa = Z RU (m|p) b2
=0

fora € H g ()Z' ). The compactness is necessary there, since the finiteness of the cohomology
groups is used in his proof. Actually, (5.7) is inverse to ours from the proof of Theorem 1.2,

so it is still an isomorphism on an arbitrary complex manifold.

6. COMPARISONS OF THREE METHODS

Suppose that X is a smooth manifold and V is a local system of R-modules of finite rank
on X. Then V has a natural soft resolution

0=V = (Ve AL, id® d)
(or also 0 =V — (V@ Dy,id ® d), if X is oriented).

Set T*(X,V) = H*((V ® A%,id ® d)). Then H*(X,V) = T*(X,V).

Let 6 be a closed one-form on X. The weight f-sheaf Ry 4 is a local system of R-modules
of rank 1 on X. We can compute H*(X,Ry ) by T*(X,Rx ) and also by Hj(X). Clearly,
f@aw— f-aforal feRy,) ac A (or also a € DY, if X is oriented) give a morphism

Rx @ A, id @ d) — (Ak, dp)
(or also (Ry p ® Dy, id ® d) — (D%, dy), if X is oriented)

between the two soft resolutions of Ry 5, which induces an isomorphism 7" (X, R x )= H (X).

Now, there are three cohomology groups: Hj(X), T%(X,V) and H*(X,V), which are all
the same up to isomorphisms for VV = Ry g. In the present work and the subsequent works
[20, 6, 21], the following two combinations of cohomology groups

(1) Hy(X) and H*(X,V), where V =Ry 4, and

(2) T*(X,V) and H*(X,V).
were studied respectively, where we can obtain the fruitful results on H*(X,V) by the sheaf
theory. Evidently, the results obtained by the latter apply to more general cases and coincide
with the ones obtained by the former when we take V = Ry 4. Despite all this, the study
on H;(X) itself can’t be replaced by the ones on 7%(X,V) and H*(X,V). Many properties
of Hy(X) is difficult to obtain by studying 7*(X,V) and H*(X,V), because some subtle
techniques only existing among smooth forms can be used on Hj(X) but may not apply to
T*(X,V) and H*(X,V) for a general local system V. This point can be seen from the proofs

of Theorem 4.2 and Lemmas 1.1, 5.1. Taking Theorem 4.2 for example, we look back on its
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proof: To check the commutative diagram, we eliminated the effect of the twisted part coming
from the total space E (i.e., 2) by the relations (4.1)-(4.3), which mixed the information of
twisted parts of both the base space X and the total space E (i.e., 8 and ). Notice that,
a local representative of a class of H;(X) is just a smooth form while the one of a class of
T*(X,V) is a smooth form twisted with a section of V. There seems not to be the analogous
relations with (4.1)-(4.3) for smooth forms twisted with sections of sheaves. At this point,
the sheaf theory seems also not to work. Therefore, Theorem 4.2 is difficult to be completely
generalized to T*(X,V) or H*(X,V). Of course, if only the case with a trivial twisted part
on E was considered, we will get a partial generalization of Theorem 4.2; see [20, Theorem
5.6][21, Theorem 5.2]. As we saw above, it is still necessary to study Hj(X) itself.
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