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THE UNIPOTENT RADICAL OF THE MUMFORD-TATE GROUP OF A
VERY GENERAL MIXED HODGE STRUCTURE WITH A FIXED
ASSOCIATED GRADED

PAYMAN ESKANDARI AND V. KUMAR MURTY

ABSTRACT. The family of all mixed Hodge structures on a given rational vector space Mg
with a fixed weight filtration W. and a fixed associated graded Hodge structure Gr"V M
is naturally in a one to one correspondence with a complex affine space. We study the
unipotent radical of the very general Mumford-Tate group of the family. We do this by using
general Tannakian results which relate the unipotent radical of the fundamental group of an
object in a filtered Tannakian category to the extension classes of the object coming from the
filtration. Our main result shows that if Gr" M is polarizable and satisfies some conditions,
then outside a union of countably many proper Zariski closed subsets of the parametrizing
affine space, the unipotent radical of the Mumford-Tate group of the objects in the family is
equal to the unipotent radical of the parabolic subgroup of GL(Mg) associated to the weight
filtration on Mg (in other words, outside a union of countably many proper Zariski closed
sets the unipotent radical of the Mumford-Tate group is as large as one may hope for it to
be). Note that here Gr" M itself may have a small Mumford-Tate group.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Statement of the results. Let M = (Mg, W., F") be a (rational) mixed Hodge struc-
ture on the rational vector space Mg, with weight filtration W. and Hodge filtration F". The
Mumford-Tate group of M, which we denote by G(M), is an algebraic subgroup of GL(Mg)
defined more classically as the subgroup of GL(Mgq) which fixes all the Hodge classes of weight
zero (i.e. rational elements of Wy N FY) in direct sums of the objects

MOWE = MO MV (a,b € Z>).

An equivalent but perhaps more conceptual definition can be given in the language of Tan-
nakian formalism: G(M) is the fundamental group of the Tannakian category (M)® of mixed
Hodge structures generated by M, with the fiber functor being taken to be the forgetful func-
tor. Explicitly, this means that for every object X of the category generated by M, there is
a canonical corresponding representation px of the algebraic group G(M) on the underlying
rational vector space Xqg of X, such that the forgetful functor X — Xg gives an equivalence
of categories between (M)® and the category of finite-dimensional representations of the al-
gebraic group G(M). Since (M)® is generated by M, the map pyr : G(M) — GL(My) is
injective. Identifying G(M) as a subgroup of GL(Mg) via pys we obtain the same group as
in the first definition. (See [1, Lemma 1].)

Since each W.M is a subobject of M, the action of G(M) respects the weight filtration
on Mg, so that G(M) is contained in the parabolic subgroup Go(Mg) of GL(Mg) associated
to the weight filtration. Let U (M) be the subgroup of G(M) which acts trivially on Gr'V Mgq.
Then U(M) is the intersection of G(M) with the unipotent radical Uy(Mg) of Go(Mg); the
latter group Up(Mg) being the subgroup of Go(Mg) which acts trivially on Gr'Y Mg. We
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have a split short exact sequence
1 — UM) — GM) — GGr'"M) — 0.

To study G(M) one may then study G(Gr"Y M) and U(M).

Much of the interest in mixed Hodge structures is in motivic mixed Hodge structures,
i.e. objects with “geometric origin”, such as the cohomology of a (not necessarily smooth or
projective) complex variety. Assuming M is motivic, GrW M will be polarizable and hence
G(Gr" M) reductive, so that U(M) will be the unipotent radical of G(M). The study of
G(Gr" M) in the motivic case amounts to understanding Hodge classes in tensor powers of
the pure motives Gr)Y M. According to the Hodge conjecture, this is related to questions
about algebraic cycles on smooth projective varieties. On the other hand, the unipotent
radical U(M) is more accessible: as we shall recall in the next subsection, U(M) can be
completely described in terms of the (Yoneda) extension classes 6, (M)

(1) 0 — WM — M — M/W,M — 0.

The goal of this paper is to study the unipotent group U(M) as M varies through all
mixed Hodge structures on the same rational vector space, with the same weight filtration
and the same associated graded Hodge structure. More precisely, consider a triple of the form

(2) o= (Mg, W, M),

where Mg is a fixed nonzero finite-dimensional rational vector space, W. is a fixed finite
increasing filtration on Mg, and
M = D M,

ne”L

where ﬁn is a fixed pure Hodge structure of weight n on the vector space Gr)Y Mg. Say a
mixed Hodge structure M is associated to u if the underlying rational vector space of M is
My, its weight filtration is W., and

arWM = M.

Thanks to the fact that we have fixed Gr'"Y M in the family, the set of all mixed Hodge
structures associated to p can be identified with the set of complex points of an affine complex
variety S(u). The variety S(u) is in fact an affine space, i.e. is isomorphic to some Ag. To
be precise, S(u) is isomorphic as a complex variety to the quotient of a unipotent complex
algebraic group by a subgroup. Such quotients are affine spaces by a theorem of Rosenlicht.
(See Section §2 for more details about S(p).)

For any M associated to pu, the group U(M) is contained in Up(Mg) (the subgroup
of GL(Mg) which respects the weight filtration and acts trivially on Gr"'(Mg)). We have
equality of the two groups if and only if their Lie algebras coincide, i.e.

w(M) = Lie(U(M) = W_1End(Mg) = {f € End(Mg) : f(WnMg) C Wn_1 Mg (¥n)}

(W_1End(Mg) being the Lie algebra of Uy(Mg)). Following [7], let us say u(M) is large if it
is equal to W_1 End(Mg). Let D(u) be the subset of S(1)(C) consisting of all those M whose
u(M) is not large. A main result of the paper is the following:

Theorem A. Let i be as above. Suppose the following two conditions hold:

(i) M is semisimple.
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(il) For any two distinct pairs (i,7) and (i',j") of integers with i < j and i’ < j', the two
objects
Hom(M;, M;) and Hom(Mj, M;)
have no nonzero isomorphic subobjects. (Hom means internal Hom in the category of
mized Hodge structures.)

Then D(u) is contained in a union of countably many proper Zariski closed subsets of S(u)(C).

In other words, assuming Conditions (i) and (ii), for a very general M associated to
the unipotent radical of the Mumford-Tate group of M is large. Note that Condition (ii) is
satisfied for example if the numbers

are all distinct.

In the process of proving Theorem A we shall show that the jumping Hodge locus of the
family (where one has “extra” Hodge tensors) is a union of countably many Zariski closed
subsets of S(u)(C) (see §1.2 for more details). But the result says more, namely that outside
this jumping locus the unipotent radical of the Mumford-Tate group is equal to Uy(Mg). Note
that here (and in all the results below) the Mumford-Tate group of the fixed associated graded
Gr'W'M ( = M) may be small. A fact to keep in mind in contextualizing these statements
is that the universal family of mixed Hodge structures associated to p is not necessarily a

variation of mixed Hodge structures, as it might fail Griffiths’ transversality.
Let p be an integer. For any mixed Hodge structure M in our family, let

up(M) = u(M) N Hom(Mg/WyMg, W,Mg),

where Hom(Mq/W,Mg, W,Mg) is considered as a subspace of W_j End(Mg) in the obvious
way, using functoriality properties of of Hom. Let us say u,(M) is large if it is equal to
Hom(Mq/W,Mg, WyMg). Then u(M) is large if and only if u, (M) is large for all p. Let
DP (1) be the subset of S(p)(C) consisting of all those M whose u,(M) is not large. We shall
prove the following result, from which Theorem A follows immediately:

Theorem B. Let p be as above. Fix p € Z. Suppose the following two conditions hold:
(i) M is semisimple.
(ii) The two objects
P Hom(M;,M;) and P Hom(M;, M)
(i,9)€J7 (i,5)€Jy
where
JP = {(i,§) € Z? : i < p < j}
JY = {(,)) €2 i<} \JP
do not have any nonzero isomorphic subobjects.
Then DP(u) is contained in a union of countably many proper Zariski closed subsets of

S(u)(C).

Condition (ii) in both results above is an “independence axiom” requirement, in the sense
of [7]. We shall explain the relevance of Conditions (i) and (ii) to the proof of Theorem B (and
hence Theorem A) in §1.2 below. Most likely, the assertions made in the theorems remain
true even in the absence of these conditions, although our proof needs them (more on this is
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discussed in §1.2). We will however prove a simpler result in the same spirit without assuming
Conditions (i) or (ii), which we now explain.

Continue to fix p. The filtration W. on Mg induces filtrations on W, Mg and Mq/W, My,
which with abuse of notation we also denote by W.. Then W,M and M /W,M are graded
Hodge structures on W,Mq and Mg/W,Mq, respectively. Set

pp = (WpMqg, W.,W,M)
psp = (M/W,Mg, W.,M/W,M).
These are triples of a similar type to . There is a morphism

(3) O : S(p) — S(Np) x S(p>p)

which at the complex level sends a mixed Hodge structure M on Mg associated to p to
the pair of mixed Hodge structures (W,M, M/W,M) attached to p, and psp,. Moreover,
each of its fibers is seen to be an affine space, of positive dimension as long as W,Mg and
Mq/WyMg are nonzero. Given (z,y) € S(p,)(C) x S(p>p)(C), let S(u)(C)(y,y) be the set of
complex points of the fiber above (z,y) (parametrizing mixed Hodge structures M associated
to u whose W, M and M /W, M respectively are the mixed Hodge structures associated to
and p>p corresponding to the points x and y). Let DP(u) ) be the subset of S(u)(C)
consisting of those M in S(u)(C),,,y whose u,(M) is not large. We show that:

z,y)

Theorem C. Fizp € Z and
(,y) € S(up)(C) x S(p>p)(C).

Then DP(u) is a union of countably many proper Zariski closed subsets of S(u)(C)

(z,y) (z,y)-

1.2. The method of the proofs. The more classical approach to the study of Mumford-
Tate groups is through studying their invariants (e.g. see [4]). Here, since we are interested
in the unipotent radical only, instead we exploit the relations between the unipotent group
U(M) and the extensions €,(M) of Eq. (1), which we shall briefly recall here. The rational
vector space u(M) (resp. u,(M)) underlies a mixed Hodge substructure of W_ End(M) (resp.
Hom(M/W,M,W,M)), which we denote by u(M) (resp. w,(M)). By a result of Deligne from

[10, Appendix|, u(M) is determined by the extension
G(M) = > €(M) € Ext(1,W_,End(M)),
P

where each €,(M) is first considered as an extension of 1 by W_;End(M) through pushfor-
ward along the inclusion Hom(M /W,M,W,M) C W_1End(M). Indeed, Deligne proves that
u(M) is the smallest subobject of W_1 End(M) such that the pushforward of €(M) along

W_\End(M) — W_yEnd(M)/u(M)

splits. By weight considerations, splitting of this pushforward can be translated as the exis-
tence of a nonzero Hodge class of weight zero in the quotient

WoEnd(M)' /u(M),

where WoEnd(M)' is a certain subobject of Wy End(M), sitting as the middle object of the
extension €(M). On the other hand, by [6, Theorem 3.3.1] (which is obtained by a small
modification of the proof of Hardouin’s [9, Theorem 2] and [8, Theorem 2.1], those being
generalizations of a result of Bertrand from [2]), the extension 6,(M) by itself determines
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u, (M), although in a more complicated way: Use canonical constructions to write €,(M) as
the extension

0 — Hom(M/W,M,W,M) — Hom(M/W,M,M)! — 1 — 0.

The object Hom(M/W,M, M)T sitting in the middle is the subobject of Hom(M/W,M, M)
whose underlying rational vector space denoted by Hom(Mg/W,Mg, Mg)' consists of all
linear maps f : Mg/W,Mg — Mg which after composing with the quotient Mg —
Mq/W, Mg are a scalar multiple A(f) of the identity on Mg/W,Mg. The surjective arrow in
the sequence is f + A(f). Then w,(M) is the smallest subobject of Hom(M/W,M, W, M)
such that

(4) Hom(M/W,M, M)/, (M)

belongs to the Tannakian subcategory of the category of mixed Hodge structures generated
by M /W,M and W, M.

This last result on the relation between €,(A) and u,(M) enables one to prove Theorem
C in a fairly straightforward way, the key being that in each fiber S(u)(C) (5, both M /W, M
and W, M are fixed, so that up to isomorphism there are only countably many possibilities
for Hom(M /W, M, M) /u,(M).

The relationship between €,(M) and w,(M) simplifies in the presence of Conditions (i)
and (ii) of Theorem B. Indeed, by [7, Corollary 5.3.2], assuming Conditions (i) and (ii), w, (M)
is the smallest subobject of Hom(M /W, M, W,M) such that the pushforward of €,(M) along
the quotient

Hom(M/WpM,WpM) — Hom(M/Wy,M, W,M)/u,(M)

splits. By weight considertaions, this splitting is equivalent to existence of a nonzero Hodge
class of weight zero in Eq. (4).

To prove Theorem B, we use the previous result from [7], together with some geometric
results about algebraic families of mixed Hodge structures associated to a triple of the form
Eq. 2. By an algebraic family of mixed Hodge structures associated to a triple u as above
parametrized by a complex variety X we mean a morphism

j: X — Sp).
Some examples of algebraic families are follows:

- Taking X = S(u) and j the identity map we obtain an algebraic family associated to
the triple p; we call this family the universal family.

- Families defined using canonical linear algebraic constructions involving Hom, directs
sums, tensors and duals, and the weight filtration: Given the triple u of Eq. (2), it is
easy to see that { Hom (M /W, M, W, M)} yes(u)(c) is an algebraic family parametrized
by S(u), associated to the triple

(Hom(Mg/W, Mg, WyMg), W., Hom(M /W, M, W, M)).

Here, as well as below, the weight filtration on Hom(Mgq/W,Mg, W,Mg) or other
objects involving Mg is defined in the natural way using the weight filtration on Mg.
Similarly, we have algebraic families

(Hom(M /W, M, M)")yresiuo

and
(W_1End(M))pes(u)(c)
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parametrized by S(u) associated respectively to
(Hom(Mg/W, Mg, Mg)', W., Hom(M /W, M, M)T)

and

(W_1End(Mq), W., W_1End(M)).
More generally, we can similarly get families parametrized by S(u) associated to var-
ious triples that can be produced from p using operations of tensor products, Hom,
dualizing, direct sums, applying and modding out by W),.

An algebraic family of mixed Hodge structures associated to a triple (in the above sense)
parametrized by X naturally gives rise to a family of mixed Hodge structures on X (or rather
X(C)) in the usual sense (i.e. a holomorphic vector bundle with a flat connection, filtered
by weight and Hodge filtrations with the weight filtration being flat with respect to the
connection, and such that the fibers equipped with the induced filtrations are mixed Hodge
structures). However, it is important to note that the families of interest to us in the paper,
in particular the families of the examples above, are usually not variations of mixed Hodge
structures (that is, they may not satisfy the Griffiths transversality condition).

In order to prove Theorem B we need a closed Hodge loci result for our algebraic families.
The theorem of Cattani-Deligne-Kaplan [3] does not apply to our setting, since as our families
are usually not variations. But again, thanks to the fact that Gr'" M is fixed in the family,
an analogous statement can be established as a consequence of Kostant-Rosenlicht’s closed
orbit theorem for actions of unipotent groups on affine varieties. To be more precise, given an
algebraic family of mixed Hodge structures associated to v = (Ng, W., N) and parametrized
by X, and given a subspace Ag C Ng, let X(C)4, be the set of points in X (C) consisting of
x € X(C) such that Ag underlies a subobject of N,, where N, is the mixed Hodge structure
associated to v at x. As an application of Kostant-Rosenlicht’s closed orbit theorem we we
show that X (C),, is a Zariski closed subset of X(C). In particular, given any v € Ng, the

Hodge locus!
X(C), = {x € X(C) : vis a Hodge class of weight zero in N,}

is a Zariski closed subset of X (C).

Given an algebraic family of mixed Hodge structures associated to v = (Ng, W., N ) and
parametrized by X, let us say a subspace Ag C Ng is a global Hodge subspace for the family
if X(C)a, = X(C). If Ag is a global Hodge subspace, denote the mixed Hodge structure on
Ag at z € X(C) by Az, so that A, is the subobject of N, with underlying rational space
Ag. The final ingredient of the proof of Theorem B is that when Ag C Ng is a global Hodge
subspace, the mixed Hodge structures

(Nx/A:c)xEX(C)
form an algebraic family of mixed Hodge structures associated to the triple
(5) (Ng/Ag, W.,N/A),

where A is the subobject of N with underlying rational vector space GTWA@. The nontrivial
part of this assertion is the claim about algebraicity. This is proved using the fact that in
characteristic zero any torsor of a unipotent algebraic group over an affine variety is trivial.
With these in hand, the proof of Theorem B goes as follows. Given u as in Eq. (2), it
suffices to show that for every proper subspace Ag of Hom(Mq/W,Mg, W,Mg), the set of

INote that we use the term Hodge locus in a different way (although related, of course) to the more common
usage of the term.
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all those s in S(p)(C) such that Ag underlies a subobject of Hom(Ms/W,Mg, W,Ms) and
u,(Ms) C Ag is contained in a countable union of proper Zariski closed subsets of S(u)(C).
It suffices to restrict our attention to those Ag that are global Hodge subspaces in the family
(M(MS/WPMS,MS)T)Ses(M)(C) (as otherwise, S(u)(C)a, for the family is already a proper
Zariski closed subset of S(u)(C)). For any such Ag, now we have an algebraic family

(Hom(M/Wy,Ms, My)'/AJ)ses )

parametrized by S(u). Assuming Conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem B, by the characterization
of u, from [7] recalled above we can write the set of those s € S(u)(C) such that w,(Ms) C A
as a countable union of Zariski closed subsets of S(u)(C): the union is over the nonzero
elements of
Hom(Mg/W, Mg, Mg)'/Aqg,

and the corresponding closed set for each element is the Hodge locus of the element. It remains
to show that each of these Hodge loci is a proper subset of S(u)(C), which is not difficult, in
particular because the Lie subalgebra

Hom(Mg /Wy Mg, WpMg)

of W_1End(Mg) is abelian.
As the reader can see from this argument, the reason we need Hypotheses (i) and (ii) in
Theorem B (and hence Theorem A) is that our argument uses [7, Corollary 5.3.2] relating

€p(M) € Eaxt(l, Hom(M/W,M, W,M))

and u,(M) for a mixed Hodge structure M, rather than Deligne’s characterization of u(M)
in terms of the total extension

E(M) € Ext(l,W_,End(M)).

If one were to repeat the same argument for the family (WOM(MS)T)SeS(M)(C) and use
Deligne’s result (and hence remove Hypotheses (i) and (ii) from the results), the argument
goes through until the very last step, where one needs to show that the Hodge locus of every
nonzero element of
WoEnd(Mg)'/Aqg

is a proper subset of S(u)(C), where Ag C W_1End(Mg) is a global Hodge subspace for
the family (WoEnd(M;)),c s(u)(c)- The difficulty in showing this last step is because of the
nonabelian nature of W_ End(Mg).

1.3. Reinterpretation of Theorem A in terms of invariants. In view of the result about
Zariski closedness of Hodge loci in algebraic families and the relation between Mumford-Tate
groups and their invariants, we can reformulate the assertion of Theorem A as follows. Given
the triple u, we consider algebraic families of the form

(6) (P M) yresc)
(ab)el

where [ is a finite subset of Z>¢ x Z>¢. Consider the union

U S)(©).
I

where the union is over all finite subsets I of Z>¢ X Z>¢p and all v € @(a’b)e I M(S) “ such that

the Hodge locus S(u)(C), is not all of S(u)(C) (i.e. v is not a global Hodge class for the
family Eq. (6)). This is a countable union of proper Zariski closed subsets of S(u)(C), and
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outside it the only Hodge classes in each of the families of the form Eq. (6) are the global
Hodge classes. Hence the Mumford-Tate group G(M) for a very general M is the family S(u)
is the subgroup of GL(Mg) which fixes all the global Hodge classes v in the families of the
form Eq. (6). Thus the assertion of Theorem A is equivalent to the following statement: for

any finite I C ZZO X Z207 if
v E @ Mga’b

(a,b)el
is a global Hodge class for the family

(D M) mesie)
(a,b)el

then v is fixed by Uy(Mgp).

1.4. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In the next section,
we shall construct S(p) and study the map 0, of Eq. (3). In §3 we study algebraic families
of mixed Hodge structures associated to a triple; the main statements to be proved will be
the closedness of Hodge loci and the result about quotients by global Hodge subspaces. In §4
(resp. §5) we use the results of the previous sections together with [7] to establish Theorem
B (resp. C).

2. PARAMETRIZING SPACES

2.1. Definition of S(u). Throughout the paper, we shall constantly work with triples of
the form N
(MQ’ W., M )’
where
(i) My is a finite-dimensional vector space over Q,
(ii) W. is a finite increasing filtration on Mg, and

(i) M = P Mn, where for each n, M, is a Hodge structure of weight n on the rational
nez

vector space Gr)Y M.
We will simply call such data a triple. We will use lower case Greek letters ;1 and v to name
our triples.
Given a triple u = (Mg, W., M ), we define the following objects:

e U(p): This is the unipotent radical of the parabolic subgroup of GL(M(C) associated
to the weight filtration on M@; thus U(u) is a complex algebraic group, the subgroup
of GL(MC) whose group of R-valued points for any commutative C-algebra R is the
group of automorphisms « of Mc@)R that preserve the weight filtration, and moreover
induce the identity map on GTWM(C. Thus writing the elements of GL(MC) as block

matrices corresponding to the decomposition Mc = @,,(My)c, the group U(pu) is just
the subgroup of block upper triangular matrices with identity maps on the diagonal.
The Lie algebra of U(pu) is

W_1End(Mc) = {f € End(Mc) : Vn € Z, f(WnMc) C Wn_1Mc}.

(If we write the endomorphisms as block matrices this is the space of strictly upper
triangular elements of End(Mc). Note that W_; End(Mc) is the underlying rational

vector space of W_;End(M).)
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FOU(u): The subgroup of U(u) consisting of the elements which preserve the Hodge

filtration on M¢ (for R-valued points, they preserve the Hodge filtration after extend-
ing the scalars to R). The Lie algebra of FOU (p) is

FOW_1End(M¢) = {f € W_1End(M¢) : Vp € Z, f(FPM¢) C FPMc}.

Note that FOW_lEnd(M(C) is FO of the Hodge structure W_lE_nd(]\Aj). In partic-
ular, since W_yEnd(M) has weights < —1, we have U(u) = FOU(u) if and only if
W_lw(ﬁ) is zero, i.e. if and only if M is pure, or in other words, either Mg is zero
or its weight filtration has only one step. (In those situations, every thing we will be
doing will be trivial.)

T(w): This is a complex variety with the following functor of points: for any com-
mutative C-algebra R, the set of R-valued points of T'(u) is the set of all R-linear
isomorphisms

o M(c QR — Mc®R

which satisfy the following two conditions:
(i) « preserves the weight filtration.
(ii) Identifying Gr" Mc® R with Mc® R via the canonical isomorphism (since Mc® R
is graded by weight), the induced map

GrW o

GV"McoR % Gr'"Me®R
Il Il

Mc ® R Mc® R

is the identity map.
Note that T'(u) is a right U(u)-torsor (the action given by precomposition). In par-
ticular, T'(u) is an affine space.
Finally, set

S(p) == T(w)/F°U(n).

This is (non-canonically) isomorphic to U(u)/F°U(p), and hence being isomorphic
to a quotient of a unipotent algebraic group by a subgroup it is an affine space (by
[14, Theorem 5]). Moreover, as long as the weight filtration has more than one step,
U(p)/F°U () will have dimension > 1.

Remark 2.1.1. Let R be a commutative C-algebra . Given an R-linear map « : Mc QR —
Mc ® R, write & = > a,, where «, is the restriction of « to the weight n component of
n

Mc ® R, ie. (My)c ® R. Then a is in T(u)(A) if and only if cach oy, is a section of the
natural map

WoMc®R — (My)c®R = GrYV Mc ® R.

Here and in what follows, with abuse of notation a map into W,,Mc ® R and its composition
with the inclusion W,,M¢c ® R C Mc ® R are denoted by the same symbol. We get a bijection

T(u)(R) = [] Sec(WoMc® R — (My)c @ R)

a = (an)n

Zan — (an)n,
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where Sec(7) means the set of (linear) sections of a surjective linear map 7. We get an
isomorphism of complex varieties

T(n) = [ See(WuMic — (My)e)",

where Sec (W, Mc — (Mn)c) ® means the C-scheme associated to the sections of the map

(with the set of R-valued points equal to the set of sections of W,,Mc ® R — (]\7”)@ ® R).
It is easy to see that for every a € T'(u)(R) and every n, we have

W,Mc® R = Z Im(am)a
m<n

where the sum on the right is direct.

2.2. Mixed Hodge structures associated to a triple. Let u = (M, W,]Tj) be a triple.
We say a mixed Hodge structure IV is associated to p if the underlying rational vector space
of N is Mg, its weight filtration is W. given in the triple, and

Gr'YN = M.
Note that any mixed Hodge structure associated to p is determined by the corresponding
Hodge filtration on Mc. The requirement of being a mixed Hodge structure associated to u

translates in terms of the corresponding filtration on Mg to the following: the filtration on
M(¢ induces the fixed Hodge filtration on M¢ by the formula

F(My)e = Im (FW,Mc — W,Mc — W,Mc/Wy_1Mc = (M,)c )

for all n. Here, in its first appearance, F" is the Hodge filtration on (Mn)c corresponding to

the pure Hodge structure Mn (which is a part of the defining data of 1), and in its second
appearance F" is the filtration on Mc. (Note that if a filtration F" on M satisfies the formula,
then (Mg, W., F") is a mixed Hodge structure, since by assumption the induced filtrations on
the Gr’Y Mc make Gr!¥ Mg into a Hodge structure of weight n.)

The collection of all mixed Hodge structures associated to p is in a canonical bijection
with the set of complex points of S(u), as we shall see below. Given any a € T(u)(C), we
may use « to transport the Hodge filtration of M@ to Mc: set

(9) FyMc = o(F M) =Y an(F (M,)c),

where the sum on the right is direct. Let
M, = (Mg, W.,F,).
Lemma 2.2.1.

(a) For any o € T'(u)(C), My, is a mized Hodge structure associated to .
(b) Every mixzed Hodge structure associated to p is of the form M, for some o in T (u)(C).
(c) For any o, B € T(u)(C), we have M, = Mg if and only if =3 € FOU (u)(C).

Proof. (a) We need to check that the image of F, W, Mc under the quotient map
(10) W,Mc — (M,)c
is the Hodge filtration on (J\/Zn)c- We have

FWoMc = Y om(F (Mp)c)-

m<n
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Tentatively, let us denote the map Eq. (10) by m,. Then the part of the sum above corre-
sponding to m < n goes to zero under m,, so that

Tn(FLWo M) = mpan(F (My)e) = F(M,)c.

(b) Let F" be a filtration on M¢ such that M := (Mg, W., F") is a mixed Hodge structure
associated to p. The map Eq. (10) is the complex underlying map of the natural morphism
WoM —s M, = Gr/V M,
so that by strictness of morphisms of mixed Hodge structures with respect to the Hodge
filtration, Eq. (10) admits a section «,, compatible with the Hodge filtration, i.e. such that
an(F'(My,)c) € FW,Mc.

Consider a:= Y a,, € T(u)(C) (see Remark 2.1.1). Then
n

F,Mc = Y an(F(M,)c) = F M.

(c) This is clear from the fact that F, (resp. Fj;) was defined by transporting the Hodge
filtration of M via o (resp. () from Mg to Mg. O

The following parametrization of the set of all mixed Hodge structures associated to pu is
immediate from the lemma:

Proposition 2.2.2. The map
T(u)(C) — the collection of all mized Hodge structures associated to

given by
a — M,

factors through a bijection
S(u)(C) — the collection of all mized Hodge structures associated to p.

We adopt the following notation for the remainder of the paper. Given any commutative
C-algebra R and any element o € T'(u)(R), the image of a in S(u)(R) is denoted by [a].
Given s € S(u)(C), the mixed Hodge structure associated to u at s is denoted by M. The
Hodge filtration of Mj is denoted by F; (also denoted by F}, if s = [a]).

Remark 2.2.3. Recall that given any mixed Hodge structure IV, Deligne’s splitting gives a
canonical isomorphism

ay : Nc — GT‘WN(C

which preserves the weight and Hodge filtrations (see [12, Proposition (I1.9)] and [5]). More-
over, GrWay (= the map induced by ax on the weight associated gradeds) is the identity
map. Applying this to our setting, for any mixed Hodge structure N associated to the triple
{1, we get a canonical element ay = ay' € T(u)(C) such that N = M,,. In other words,
Deligne’s splitting gives a set-theoretic section of the map

T(1)(C) — S(u)(C) = the collection of all mixed Hodge structures associated to p.

For future use, let us also recall that the isomorphisms ay above are functorial in N, giving
an isomorphism of functors

wo®C — (Grw) ® C,
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where wy is the forgetful functor from the category of mixed Hodge structures to the category
of rational vector spaces.?

2.3. Truncations of the weight filtration of a triple. Let u = (Mg, W., M) be a triple.?
Fix an integer p. The filtration W. induces filtrations on W,Mqg and Mg/W,Mg; we shall
denote these filtrations also by W.. We then have two triples

pp = (WpMg, W., WPM)
and - -
oy = (Mo /WM, W., /W, A1)
obtained by truncating u. Every a € T'(u)(R) (with R = a commutative C-algebra) gives

elements o, € T(up)(R) and as, € T'(p>p)(R) in a natural way (by restriction and passing
to the quotient, respectively). We have a morphism

(11) T(p) — Tlpp) x T(p>p) a = (ap, asp).
It induces a morphism
Op : S(u) — Sup) x S(p>p) [a] = ([a]p, [e]>p) = ([op], [asp]) -

At the level of complex-valued points, thinking of the complex-valued points as parametrizing
spaces of mixed Hodge structures associated to the corresponding triples, the map ©,, simply
sends a mixed Hodge structure M associated to p to the pair (W, M, M/W,M).

2.4. Fibers of ©,. Let u = (Mg, W., M) be a triple and p € Z. The goal of this subsection
is to study the fibers of the map ©,,.

Let us first fix some notation. Given x € S(up)(C) (resp. y € S(p>p)(C)), let (W,M),
(resp. (M/W,M),) be the mixed Hodge structure associated to p, (resp. psp) corresponding
to x (resp. y). These are the mixed Hodge structures with Hodge filtrations F, and Fj on
W,Mc and Mc/W,Mc, respectively (the notation for the filtrations being consistent with
what was introduced in §2.2).

The set Sec (Mc — Mc/W,Mc) of sections of the map Mc — Mc/W,Mc is a torsor
for Hom(Mc/WpMc, W,Mc) (with the additive action). The algebraification Sec(M¢ —
Mc/WyMc)® (see §2.1) is a torsor for the vector group Hom(Mc/W,Mc, W, Mc)®.

Given

(z,y) € S(up)(C) x S(u>p)(C),
let
FY  Hom(Mc¢/W,Mc, W, Mc)
be the subspace of Hom(Mc/W,Mc, W,Mc) consisting of linear maps f which are compatible
with the filtrations Fj, and [}, by which we mean they satisfy

f(Fy(Mc/WpMc)) Cc F,W,Mc.
The algebraification Fy), Hom(Mc /W, Mc, W,Mc)* is the subgroup of Hom(Mc/W,Mc, W,Mc)*

whose set of R-valued points is the set ngHom((M(c/WpMc) ® R, W,Mc ® R), which is de-
fined to be the set of R-linear maps

(M(C/WpMc) @R — W,Mc®R

2In fact, the isomorphism is over R (see [5]), but we will not use this.
3The material of §2.3 and §2.4 are needed for Theorem C and the last step of the proof of Theorem B (§4.4).
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which are compatible with F, and F, (where with abuse of notation, these mean the filtrations
induced on the R-modules). The quotient

Sec (Mg — Mc/W,Mc)® /Fy Hom(Mc/W,Mc, W, Mc)*
is an affine space over C. Indeed, it is noncanonically isomorphic to
Hom(Mc/WyMc, W,Mc)*/Fy, Hom(Mc /W, Mc, W, Mc)®.
Note that
(12) Fa?,yHom(MC/WpMCa WpMc) = FOM((M/W;DM)yv (WpM)z),

where Hom is (as everywhere throughout the paper) the internal Hom in the category of
mixed Hodge structures and F" on the right is the Hodge filtration.
Finally, denote the fiber of ©, above (z,y) by S(i)(z)-

Proposition 2.4.1. Let (x,y) be as above.

(a) There is a canonical isomorphism
Sec (Mg — Mc/W,Mc)*/FY ,Hom(Mc/WyMc, WoMc)* — S(1) (z,4)-

(b) Identifying S(u)(C) as the set of mized Hodge structures associated to p, the image
under the isomorphism of Part (a) of a section ¢ of Mc — Mc/WyMc has Hodge
filtration given by

F'Mc = F,W,Mc + 9 (F,(Mc/W,Mc)).

Proof. We will only include a sketch; the omitted details are all straightforward. First, choose
representatives

a € T(up)(C) and B € T(usp)(C)

for x and y, respectively. Given a commutative C-algebra R and an R-linear section i of the
quotient Mc ® R — (Mc/W,Mc) ® R, via the canonical isomorphism

(13) M@@R = WpMC@R @ (MC/WPMC)®R,

define
Y = a+YPp  Mc®R — Mc® R.

Note that, by construction, v, is the unique map M(C ® R — Mc ® R fitting in the diagram

OHWI)M@@)R*)MCg)RL) (Mc/WpMc)(XJR*)O

A

0 —— WyMc® R —— M¢c ® R —— (M¢/W,M¢) @ R — 0.
"canonical
Let T'(11)(a,p) be the fiber of Eq. (11) above (a, ). We have an isomorphism
Sec(Mc — Mc/WpMc)" — T(it)(a,p) Y=Yy
One can check that this isomorphism descends to an isomorphism

Sec(Mc — MC/WPMC)“/FQyHom(MC/WpMC,WpMC)“ — S(1) ()
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which does not depend on the choice of o and S (this will be the isomorphism of Part (a)).
Moreover, note that for a section ¢ of M¢ — Mc/W,Mc, we have

vo(FMg) = ~vo(FW,Mc + F (Mc/W,Mc))
= a(FW,Mc) + ¢BF (Mc/W,Me)
— FQ'CWPMC -+ wFQ(MC/WpMC)

(the first line making use of the canonical isomorphism of Eq. (13)). This shows the formula
of Part (b). O

Corollary 2.4.2. Given z and y as above, the fiber S(u)(,y) is an affine space over C. If

WypMg and Mg/W,Mg are both nonzero, then the dimension of S(j1)(yy) s at least 1.

Proof. The first assertion is immediate from Part (a) of the previous Proposition. The second
assertion follows from the same result together with Eq. (12), on noting that when W,Mq
and Mgq/W, Mg are nonzero,

M((M/WPM)?J’ (WpM)m)

is a nonzero mixed Hodge structure with only negatives weights, and thus its F° cannot be
equal to its entire underlying complex vector space. O

3. ALGEBRAIC FAMILIES OF MIXED HODGE STRUCTURES ASSOCIATED TO A TRIPLE

3.1. Definitions and statements. In this subsection we give the definitions of an algebraic
family of mixed Hodge structures associated to a triple and some related notions. We also
state two results about these algebraic families which will be needed in §4 to prove Theorem
B. The proofs of these two results are the subject of the remainder of this section.

Let p = (Mg, W., M) be a triple and X a complex variety (reduced scheme of finite type
over C). By an algebraic family of mixed Hodge structures associated to p parametrized by
X we mean a morphism (of complex varieties)

X — S(p).

Given an algebraic family as above, for each x € X(C) the image of = corresponds to a
mixed Hodge structure associated to p; we denote this mixed Hodge structure by M, (with
the morphism X — S(p) understood from the context). The family

S(u) % S(u)

is referred to the universal family associated to u. Notationally, sometimes instead of writing
a family as X — S(u), we will write it as (M),ex(c) (with the key being that in that latter
notation, x — M, € S(1)(C) is a morphism).
Given an algebraic family X — S(u) of mixed Hodge structures associated to p and
any subspace
AQ - M@ ,
we denote by X (C)a, C X(C) the set of all x € X(C) such that Ag underlies a mixed Hodge

substructure of M,.* For any = € X (C) Ag» We denote the subobject of M, supported on Ag
by A,. We shall show that:

4The family with respect to which X (C) a4, is defined will be understood from the context, so the fact that
the notation X (C)a, does not incorporate y or the morphism X — S(u) should not lead to confusion.
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Proposition 3.1.1. Let X — S(u) be an algebraic family of mized Hodge structures asso-

ciated to p = (MQ,W,M). Let Ag be a subspace of Mg. Then X(C)a, is a Zariski closed
subset of X(C).

With the setting as above, if X(C)4, is nonempty, then there is a subobject of M with
underlying rational vector space
Z@ = GT’WAQ C ]\7@.
We shall denote this subobject by A. Note that for every x € X(C)4, we then have
Gr'A, = A,
and the mixed Hodge structures A, and M, /A, are associated to the triples

(AQ’ W, A)

and — -

(Mg/Ag, W.,M/A)
respectively (where with abuse of notation, W. denotes the induced weight filtrations on Ag
and Mg/Ag).

Let us say Ag is a global Hodge subspace with respect to the family if

X(C)a, = X(C),

i.e. if Ag underlies a subobject of M, for every z € X(C). Our next result is the following:

Proposition 3.1.2. Let X — S(u) be an algebraic family of mized Hodge structures as-

sociated to p = (Mg, W.,M). Let Ag C Mg be a global Hodge subspace with respect to the
family. Then we have algebraic families (Az)zex(c) and (Np/Az)zex(cy, parametrized by X,

respectively associated to the triples p|a, := (Ag, W., A) and p/Ag = (Mg/Ag, W., M/ A).
The remainder of this section is devoted to the proofs of the two propositions above.
3.2. A useful lemma. Given a rational vector space Mg and a complex subspace Ac of

Mc := Mg ® C, by saying Ac is defined over Q we mean that
Ac = Ag®C
for some subspace Ag C Mg. By basic linear algebra, (i) if Ag exists then it is unique and is
equal to Ac N Mg, and (ii) Ac is defined over Q if and only if
Ac = (AcNMg)®C.
The following lemma will be used in proving Proposition 3.1.1; the lemma tells us when

a subobject of the associated graded of a mixed Hodge structure M lifts to a subobject of M:

Lemma 3.2.1. Let M be a mized Hodge structure, and Aa Hodge substructure of M =
Gr'W M. Then there exists a subobject A of M such that Gr'V A = A if and only if there exists
an isomorphism
(67 M(c — M(c

which satisfies the following properties:

(i) a is compatible with the weight filtrations and Gr'a is the identity map on MC.

(ii) « is compatible with the Hodge filtrations.

(i) For every n, the subspace a(W, Ac) of WnMc is defined over Q.

Moreover, if A exists, then it is unique, and for any a as above, we have Ac = a(ﬁc).
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Proof. We first discuss uniqueness. One way to see this is as follows: Let wg be the forgetful
functor from MHS to rational vector spaces. Then w®" := wy o Gr" is also a fiber functor
(sending V' + Gr"Vj for any mixed Hodge structure V). Denote (tentatively) the Tannakian
fundamental group of an object V with respect to w®” by €(V). If there were objects A; and
Ay with associated graded g, then

wGTAl = wGTAg = AVQ.

The representation of €(M) on ﬁ@ corresponding to each A; is the sub-representation of the
action of €(M) on Mg corresponding to M, so that the two actions on Ag corresponding to
Ay and Ag are the same. The identity map on Ag gives a €(M)-equivariant isomorphism
WA — WO A,
where the action on w®" A; corresponds to A;. Since w®” is an equivalence of categories from
the Tannakian category generated by M to the category of finite-dimensional representations
of €(M), this gives an isomorphism
Al — A2
which is compatible with the inclusions into M. Thus A; = As.
“If” implication: Given « as in the statement, set
Ac = o(Ac)
AQ = Ac N M@.
For R € {Q,C}, define the weight filtration on A by
W.Ar = AgNW.Mpg
By (i) we have W.A¢c = a(W.Ac). By (iii),
W.Ac = (W.Ag) ®C.

The restriction _
Oé| g : A(c — A(c,

of a to AC is compatible with weight filtrations. Since (being a subobject of a graded Hodge
structure) A s graded by weight, we have A~ GrVA. Applying Gr" to

o
AC*A>AC

(14) N N
M{C % M(C
and on recalling that Gr"a is the identity, we see that Z@ = Gr' Ac, and that after passing
to associated gradeds «| A is the identity map. Use «f A to transport the Hodge filtration
on g@ to obtain a filtration F&I _ (notation consistent with §2.2) on Ac. Then by Lemma
Ac
2.2.1(a),

is a mixed Hodge structure with Gr' A = A. The 1nclu81on t: Ag C Mg is a morphism of
mixed Hodge structures. (Compatibility with the weight filtration is by definition. As for the
Hodge filtration, the left inclusion in Eq. (14) is compatible with the Hodge filtrations, and



THE UNIPOTENT RADICAL OF THE MUMFORD-TATE GROUP OF A VERY GENERAL MHS 17

the Hodge filtrations on Ac¢ and Mc are transports of the Hodge filtrations on g@ and NC
via the horizontal isomorphisms.)

“Only if” implication: This follows from functoriality of Deligne’s splitting. The isomor-
phism

a = a;j : M(C — Mc
given by Deligne’s splitting does the job (see Remark 2.2.3).
The very last assertion in the statement follows from uniqueness and the proof of the “if”
implication.
O

With the setting as in the previous lemma, if A exists we say A lifts to A.

3.3. Proof of Proposition 3.1.1. We now prove Proposition 3.1.1. It suffices to prove the
statement for the universal family, that is, we need to show that the subset S(u)(C)a, of
S(1)(C) consisting of all s € S(u)(C) such that Ag underlies a subobject of M, is Zariski
closed. We may assume that S(u)(C)a, is nonempty. Note that

A = GrW A, C M

is independent of s € S(u)(C)ag, as it is the subobject of M with underlying rational vector

space Gr'V' Ag C Mg. The set S(u)(C)a, is the set of all s in S(u)(C) such that A lifts to
a subobject of M, and moreover the underlying complex vector space of this subobject is
Ac = A9 ®C.

Since S(u1)(C)a, is nonempty, for every n, the vector space W, Ac := Ac N W, Mc is
defined over Q. By Lemma 3.2.1, a point s in S(u)(C) belongs to S(u)(C)a, if and only if
there exists a € T'(11)(C) with s = [a] such that a(Ac) = Ac.

Let H be the subgroup of GL(M¢) whose group of C-valued points consists of the elements
of GL(M¢c)(C) which preserve the weight filtration, induce identity on Gr"Y M¢, and stabilize

Ac. Then H acts on T'(it) on the left by post-composition. This action induces an action of
H on

S(p) = T(w)/F°U(u).
By the characterization of the elements of S(u)(C) 4, described above, this set is an orbit of
the action of H(C) on S(u)(C). By the theorem of Kostant-Rosenlicht (see for instance, [11,

Theorem 17.64]), such orbits are all Zariski closed. (Note that H is unipotent and S(u) is
affine.)

Remark 3.3.1. Proposition 3.1.1 together with uniqueness of the lifting in Lemma 3.2.1 has
the following direct consequence. Let X — S(u) be an algebraic family of mixed Hodge

structures associated to u = (Mg, W., M) and A a subobject of M. Let X (C)4 be the set of
all z € X(C) such that A lifts to a subobject of M,. For each z € X((C)g denote the lift by
A,. Then one of the following statements is true:
(i) X ((C)AN = X (C), with the underlying rational vector space of A, constant throughout
the family.
(ii) X(C)* is the union of countably many disjoint proper Zariski closed subsets of X (C).

Indeed, X(C)* = | | X(C)4, with the union taken over all subspaces Ag of Mg such that
Ag

Gr'V Ag = Ag.
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3.4. Proof of Proposition 3.1.2. The proof of Proposition 3.1.2 relies on the following
fact about torsors for unipotent algebraic groups in characteristic zero: if K is a unipotent
group over a field k of characteristic zero, V is an affine variety over k, then every K-torsor
over V is trivial, in the sense that it admits a section (see [11, Proposition 16.55]).

We now give the proof of Proposition 3.1.2. It is enough to prove the assertion for the
family

S(wag = S(p),

where S(i)a, as the subvariety of S(u) whose set of closed points is S(1)(C) a4, the latter set
being defined with respect to the universal family, as in the proof of Proposition 3.1.1 (§3.3).
Let H also be as in the proof of Proposition 3.1.1. Then S(u)a, is an orbit of the action of
H on S(p1). We are assuming that S(u), is nonempty. Note that S(u)4, is affine because it
is a closed subvariety of S(u).

Fix so € S(u)(C)ay- By Lemma 3.2.1, we can write so as [ag] for some ag € T'(1)(C)
with ag(Ac) = Ac. Let K be the stabilizer of s in H for the action of H on S(u). The orbit
morphism

T H — S(p)ag h—h-sg

is a K-torsor over the affine variety S(u)a,. Thus 7 admits a section (3.
We have a morphism

(moao)lz. + H — T(ulag) h = hao|z.,

where given h € H(R), by hay | A, We mean the restriction of hag to an isomorphism A¢ ®
R — Ac ® R. We also have a morphism

—oap : H — T(u/Ag) h — hag,

where for every h € H(R), by hag we denote the isomorphism (Mc/Ac)®R —s (Mc/Ac)®R
induced by hag. The compositions

8 (~oa0) |5,
Swag — H ——— T(plag) — S(ulag)

and

8 “oag
S(wag — H —% T(u/Ag) — S(pn/Ag)
are the desired algebraic families, as is easily seen by looking at the complex points. (In
particular, the compositions are independent of the choice of f3.)

4. PROOF OF THEOREM B

4.1. Setup and reduction to the case of global Hodge subspaces. The goal of this sec-
tion is to use the results of the previous section and Corollary 5.3.2 of [7] to deduce Theorem B.
Throughout the section, we shall fix the integer p and the triple u = (Mg, W., M ). We assume
that both W, Mg and Mq/W, Mg are nonzero, as otherwise DP(y) is empty (see the Introduc-
tion for the definition of DP(u)). For any proper subspace Ag C Hom(Mq/W,Mg, W,Mg),
let DP(11) A, be the subset of S(u)(C) consisting of all s € S(u)(C) such that the following
two conditions hold:

(i) Ag underlies a subobject of Hom(Ms/W,M,, W, My).
(i) uy,(Ms) C Ag.
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We then have
DP(u) = | DP(1)ag,
Ag

where the union is over all proper subspaces Ag of Hom(Mg/W,Mqg, W,Mg). Thus it suffices
to show that each DP(u1) 4, is contained in a union of countably many proper Zariski closed
subsets of S(u)(C).

We will be working with the following two triples:

v = ( Hom(Mg/W,Mqg, W,Mg), W., Hom(M /W, M, W,M) )

V' = ( Hom(Mg/W,Mq, Mo)', W., Hom(M/W,M, M) )
We refer the reader to §1.2 for the definition of Hom(N/W,N, N)T and its underlying rational
vector space Hom(Ng/W,Ng, Ng)' for any mixed Hodge structure N. The weight filtrations

in the triples v and v/ are those induced by the weight filtration on Mg. (For v/, consider the
weight filtration on Hom(Mg/W,Mg, Mg) first and then restrict it to the daggered subspace.)

Lemma 4.1.1. We have algebraic families
(Hom(Ms/WpMs, Wy M;))ses(u)(c)

and
(Hom(M, /W, M, M) ses((c)

of mized Hodge structures associated respectively to the triples v and v'.

Proof. For a filtered module (V, W.) over a commutative algebra k over Q, to simplify the nota-
tion let us use the canonical injections to consider both Hom(V/W,V, W, V') and Hom(V/W,V,
(the latter defined in a way analogous to the case of k = Q) as subspaces of End(V). The de-
sired morphisms S(pu) — S(v) and S(u) — S(v') descend from morphisms T'(u) — T'(v)
and T(u) — T(v') given by conjugation, i.e. sending o € T'(u)(R) (for a commutative
C-algebra R) to conjugation by a. O

Let Ag € Hom(Mg/W,Mg, W,Mg). Applying Proposition 3.1.1 to the families above,
the set

S(u)(C)ay = {s € S(u)(C) : Ag underlies a subobject of Hom(M,/W,M, W,M,)}"

is a Zariski closed subset of S(p)(C). Since DP(u) 4, is contained in S(u)(C) a4, if S(1)(C) ag #
S(1)(C) we are done. It remains to consider the case where S(u)a, = S(1)(C).

4.2. Application of a result of [7] - Reduction to the study of Hodge loci in quo-
tient families. Assume that Ag is a proper subspace of Hom(Mg/W,Mqg, W,Mg) with
S(1)(C)ag = S(p)(C). In what follows by a Hodge class in a rational mixed Hodge structure
N we mean a Hodge class of weight zero, i.e. an element of

W()NQ N FON(C.

The data of a Hodge class w in N is equivalent to the data of a morphism 1 — N (passage
from the former to the latter: define the morphism by sending 1 — w; passage from the latter
to the former: take w to be the image of 1 € Q).

SWhile in the definition of S (i) (C)ag we worked with the family (Hom(Ms/WpMs, W, Ms))sesuy(c), it is
clear that working with the family (Hom(M./WpMs, M:)")ses(.)c) would result in the same S(1)(C) ag-
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Fix s € S(u)(C) for the time being. With notation as in §3.1, A5 denotes the subobject
of Hom(M,/W,Ms, W,M;) (and Hom(M;/W,Mjs, M,)') supported on Ag. Consider the
pushforward §,(M;)/As of the extension

€p(Ms): 0 — Hom(Mg/WpMg, WyM,) — M(]WS/VVPJ\[S,]\45)T 21— 0
(see §1.2) along the quotient map
Hom(Ms/WypMs, WpMs) — Hom(Ms/W,Ms, W;,M;)/As .

Under Hypotheses® (i) and (ii) of Theorem B, Corollary 5.3.2 of [7] tells us that €,(M;)/As
splits if and only if u,(M;) is contained in Ag (or in other words, u,(Ms) C As, see §1.2 for
definition of u,(M;)). The extension E,(Ms)/As is given by

0 — Hom(M,/W,M,, W,M,)/A, — Hom(M,/W,M,, M)T /A, 25 1 — 0

(X being induced by \). There is a bijection
sections 7 of X in the category ~ +—  Hodge classes w in Hom(M,/W, Mg, M,)T /A,
of mixed Hodge structures with A(w) =1
7o (D).

Note that since the weights of Hom(M,/W,Mg, W,M;)/As are all negative, A admits at most
one section in the category of mixed Hodge structures.
For any element w of

Hom(Mg/WyMa, Mg)'/Aqg
with” X(w) = 1, consider the Hodge locus
DP(pu) agw = {s € S(u)(C) : wis a Hodge class in Hom(M, /W, M, M)t /A,}.

Then combining the above observations, we have

DP(m)ay = | | DP(1) aguw

where w runs through all w as above. We will be done if we show that each DP(u)A,,w is a
proper Zariski closed subset of S(u)(C).

4.3. Zariski closedness of each Hodge locus. Zariski closedness of each DP (1) g (With
Ag and w as above) follows from Propositions 3.1.1 and 3.1.2. Indeed, DP(u)4q,w is, in the

notation of §3.1, just equal to S(11)(C)gpanfw) for the algebraic family

(Hom(M, /W, Mg, My)'/Ag)sesuyc) -
(Note that if span{w} is a subobject of Hom(M;/W,M;s, Ms)T/As, then this subobject will

have to be a copy of 1: being a 1-dimensional subobject of an object with weights < 0, it will
be a copy of Q(n) for some n > 0, and since A(w) # 0 we must have n = 0.)

6This is the only place in the argument where these hypotheses come into play.
"Note that as maps of vector spaces the maps A and X do not depend on s.
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4.4. Properness of each Hodge locus. The final step is to show that each Hodge locus
DP(j1) Agw is a proper subset of S(1)(C). In other words, given any f € Hom(Mq/W, Mg, Mg)f
with A(f) =1 (i.e. given any section of Mg — Mq/W,Mg), the goal is to show that there
is s € S(u)(C) such that
f+Aq € Hom(Mg/W,Mq, Mo)'/Aq

is not a Hodge class in Hom (M, /W, Mg, M) /As.

Recall from §2.3 and §2.4 that we have a map

Op : S(u)(C) — S(up)(C) x S(us>p)(C) 5= (sp,55p)

(here considered at the level of complex points). For any

(z,y) € S(p)(C) x S(p=p)(C),
the fiber S(1)(C)(y,y) of ©) above (z,y) is canonically isomorphic to the set of sections of the

linear map Mc — Mc/W,Mc, modded out by the additive action of
FO Hom((M /W, M), (W,M),)
(see Proposition 2.4.1). Denote the element of S(u)(C)(,,, corresponding to a section 1 by
[¢/]. The Hodge filtration of M) is given by the formula
(15) FiyMc = F,WpMc + ¢(F,(Mc/W,Mc)).
We shall show that for any f € Hom(Mg/W,Mg, Mg)" with A(f) = 1 and any (z,y) in

S(up)(C) x S(p>p)(C), there is a point s in the fiber S(u)(C)(,,) such that f + Ag is not a
Hodge class in Hom(M;/W,M;, Ms)t/As. More precisely, we will see that:

Proposition 4.4.1. Let f € Hom(Mg/W,Mg, Mg)! with A(f) = 1. Fiz arbitrary (z,y) €
S(pp)(C) x S(p>p)(C). Let Ag be a proper subspace of Hom(Mg/W,Mg, W,Mg) which
underlines a mized Hodge substructure of Hom((M/W,M),,(W,M);).® Then there is s €
S(1)(C)(q,y) such that f + Ag is not a Hodge class in Hom(Mg/W),Ms, M)t /A,.

Let us first give two lemmas:

Lemma 4.4.2. Fiz (z,y) € S(ip)(C) x S(u>p)(C). Let f and 9 be sections of Mc —

Mc/WpMc. Let s =[] € S()(C)(yyy- Then f € FOHom(M,/W,M,, M) if and only if
¥ € f+F Hom((M/W,M),,(W,M),).

Proof. In view of the definition of the Hodge filtration of an internal Hom object, to say

f € FOHom(Ms/W,Ms, M)' is to say that f satisfies f(F,(Mc/WpMc)) C F;Mc. The

latter statement is by Eq. (15) (applied to the section f) equivalent to F| = F;, or in other

words, to [f] = s. The claim follows. O

The next lemma builds on the previous one:

Lemma 4.4.3. Let f, (z,y) and Ag be as in Proposition 4.4.1. Let s = [{)] € S(u)(C)(z,y),
with ¢ a section of Mc — Mc/WyMc. Then f + Ag is a Hodge class in the quotient
Hom (M /W, M, M)t /A if and only if

(LS f+A<C+FOM((M/WPM)ya(WpM)m)-

8This is guaranteed if S(u) (C)ag = S(u)(C). Indeed, since WpMs = (W,M)s, and Ms/W,Ms =
(M/WyM)s.,, the subspace Ag underlines a subobject of Hom((M /Wy, M)y, (WpM).) if and only if it under-
lines a subobject of Hom(Ms/WpMs, W, M;) for one (and hence every) s € S(11)(C)(z,y)-
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Proof. The element f + Ag is a Hodge class in Hom(M;/W,M;, M)t /A, if and only if it
is in FO of the latter mixed Hodge structure. By strictness of morphisms of mixed Hodge
structures with respect to the Hodge filtration, this is equivalent to

(f + Ac) N FOHom(M;/W,M;, M)!
being nonempty. Combining with Lemma 4.4.2, we get the claim. O
We are ready to deduce Proposition 4.4.1, and hence complete the proof of Theorem B.

Proof of Proposition 4.4.1. With notation as in the statement of the Proposition, suppose
that f + Ag is a Hodge class in Hom (M /W, My, My)T /A, for every s € S(u)(C)(zy)- By
Lemma 4.4.3,
[+ Ac+ FO_Hom((M/WpM)w (WpM)z)
contains (and hence is equal to) the set of all sections of M¢c — Mc/W,Mc. Thus
Ac + FOHom((M/WpM)y, (WpM)) = Hom(Mc/W,Mc, W,Mc).

It follows that

F° (M((M/WPM)% (WpM)z)/A) = M((M/WpM)y’ (WpM)z)/A,

where A is the subobject of Hom/((M/W,M),, (W,M),) supported on Ag. But this is absurd
since Hom((M/W,M),,(W,M),)/A is a nonzero mixed Hodge structure of only negative
weights. 0

5. PROOF OF THEOREM C

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem C. Throughout, we fix the triple u, an
integer p, and a point (z,y) € S(up)(C) x S(p>p)(C). The theorem is trivial if Mc/W,Mc
or W,Mc is zero, so again we will assume that these are both nonzero. Notations such as
(WpM)y, (M/W,M)y, A, etc. mean the same as before. Thus for every s € S(u)(C)(, ), we
have WM, = (W, M), and My/W,M, = (M/W,M),, so that

u,(Ms) © Hom((M/WypM)y, (WpM)s).
(See §1.2 for the definition of w,(Mj).)

5.1. Setup. For every proper subobject
A C Hom((M/WpM),, (WpM),),
set
D'P(u)a = {5 € SE)(C)iuy) : 1,(M.) C A}
Since Hom((M/W,M),,(W,M),) has only countably many subobjects, it is enough to show
that for each of those proper subobjects A, the set D'P(u)4 above is a union of countably
many proper Zariski closed subsets of S(11)(C)(,,). By Theorem 3.3.1 of [6] (which is proved

by a very small modification of Hardouin’s arguments for [9, Theorem 2] and [8, Theorem
2.1], those results in turn building on Bertrand’s [2, Theorem 1.1]), we have

D'P(u)a = {s¢€ S()(C)zy) : M((M/WPM)yaMs)T/A € <(WpM)xa(M/WpM)y>®}'

Here, (W,M),, (M/W,M),)® means the Tannakian subcategory of the category of mixed
Hodge structures generated by (W,M), and (M/W,M),. (By definition, this subcategory is
closed under taking subobjects).

9n the notation of §4, this is the intersection of DP?(u)ag and S(u)(C)(z,y)- We used A instead of Ag in
the notation because A is a fixed mixed Hodge structure when = and y are fixed.
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Up to isomorphism, the category ((W,M),, (M/W,M),)® has countably many objects
(since for any finite-dimensional vector space V and H < GL(V'), every representation of H

has a copy contained in a direct sum of the canonical representations V™ @ VV&"; see [11,
§4.14], for instance). For any object N of (W, M)y, (M/W,M),)®, let

D'P(p)a,n = {s € S(1)(C)ay) : Hom((M/W,M)y, M)T/A ~ N}.

It is enough to show that each D’P(u)4, v is a union of countably many proper Zariski closed
subsets of S(11)(C) ;.- Note that since A is a proper subobject of Hom((M /W, M), (W,M).),
the subset D'P(u)4 1 is empty. Also note that D'P(u) 4, y depends on the isomorphism class
of N, rather than N itself.

We now fix an object N 2 1 of (W, M), (M/W,M),)® and show that D'P(u)4 n is a
union of countably many proper Zariski closed subsets of S(u1)(C)(y,). We shall assume that
D'P(p) 4 n is nonempty. There are only countably many filtrations F* on
(16) Hom(Mc/W,Mc, Mc)' /Ac
( = the underlying complex vector space of every Hom((M/W,M),, Ms)T/A) such that

(Hom(Mg/WyMo, Mg)'/Aq, W., F')

(with W. induced by our fixed weight filtration on Mg) is a mixed Hodge structure isomorphic
to N (because after all, any such filtration will be the transport of the Hodge filtration on
N by some isomorphism Ny — Hom(Mq/W,Mg, Mg)T/Ag). Thus we may fix one such
Hodge filtration F; on Eq. (16) and show that

D'P(u)a ry = { s€S(u)(C)y : F (Hom((M/W,M),, M,)'/A)
= Fy (Hom(Mc/W,Mc, Mc)'/Ac) }

is a proper Zariski closed subset of S(u)(C)(y,). (We dropped N from the notation as its
isomorphism class is determined by Fj.)

5.2. A construction. Before we prove that each D'P(u) A, F; is a proper Zariski closed

subset of S(u)(C)(s,) we need to give a construction. Let v/ be as in §4.1. Set
A=A C Hom(M/WpM, WPM).

For any s € S(u)(C) such that Ag underlines a subobject of Hom((M/W,M),, M;)', and in

particular for every s € S(u)(C)(y,), the mixed Hodge structure Hom((M/W,M),, Ms)T/A

is a mixed Hodge structure associated to the triple

V'/Ag = ( Hom(Mg/W,Mg, Mg)'/Aq, W., Hom(M /W,M,M)!/A ) .
The weight filtration of Hom(Mg/W,Mg, Mg)'/Ag has only weights < 0; moreover,
W_iHom(Mo/W,Mg, Mg)'/Aq = Hom(Mg/W,Mq, W,Mg)/Aqg # 0
and
Gry! (Hom(Mg/W, Mg, Mg)'/Ag) = Q
(via X). With the notation of §2.3, we have
(V' /Ag)-1 = ( Hom(Mq/WpMq, WpMq)/Ag, W., M(M/Wpﬁv Wpﬁ)/g)

and

('/Ag)>—1 = (Q WL 1),
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where W.1 means the weight filtration of the unit object 1, considered at the rational level
(i.e. the increasing filtration on Q concentrated in step 0). Note that the only mixed Hodge
structure associated to the latter triple is 1 itself. Denote the element of S((v'/Ag)-1)(C)
corresponding to Hom((M /W, M),,(W,M).)/A by (z;y). Let S(v'/AQ)((ayy),«) e the fiber
of
01 ¢ S(W/Ag) — S((V/Ag)-1) x SV [Ag)s—1) = S(W'[Ag)1) x {x}

(i.e. ©_; for the triple v//Ag) above ((z;y),*). (See §2.3.)

We have a function

A S(:u)((c)(:c,y) — S(V//AQ)((C)((x,y),*) § = M((M/WPM)?ﬁMS)T/A’

which in fact comes from a morphism

SWay) — S/ AQ) (@),
This can be easily seen using Proposition 2.4.1, but it can also be seen using the material of
§3: Consider the morphism S(u) — S(') corresponding to the family

(Hom(My/WyMg, M)') 500 (c)
(see Lemma 4.1.1); by Proposition 3.1.2 it gives a morphism
(17) S(w)ag = S('/Ag),
corresponding to the family (M(MS/WPMS,MS)T/AS)SGS(M((C)AQ, where S(u)a, is with
respect to the family (Hom(M;/W, Mg, M)1)c s(u)(c)- (By definition, it is the subvariety
of S(u) whose set of closed points S(u)(C)4, is the set of those s € S(u)(C) such that

Ag underlies a subobject of Hom(M,/W,Mj, M;)T. By construction, Ag is a global Hodge
subspace for the family S(u)a, — S(u) — S(¥').) Since for every s € S(u)(C),,) Wwe have

W_1Hom(Ms/W,Ms, My)T /Ay = Hom(Ms/W, M, W, Mj)/As
= M((M/WPM)ya(WpM)x)/Av

the morphism Eq. (17) restricts to a morphism

SW@yy — S/ AQ)((@w)n-
At the complex level this is the map A.

5.3. Finishing the proof. We now come back to showing that D'P(u)a F, is a proper
Zariski closed subset of S(u)(C)(y,y) (with A is as before, and Fp as in §5.1: a fixed filtra-
tion on Eq. (16) making Hom(Mg/W,Mg, Mg)'/Ag with its given weight filtration a mixed
Hodge structure). We will assume that D"P(u) 4 F; is nonempty. Since Fy is the Hodge filtra-
tion on Hom(M, /W, Mg, My)1 /A for some s € S(1)(C) (, 4, it follows that the mixed Hodge
structure on Hom(Mq/W,Mg, Mg)'/Ag with Hodge filtration Fj; (and the given weight fil-
tration) is associated to the triple v'/Ag, and moreover belongs to S(v'/Ag)(C)((zyy),+)- Now
the set D'P(11) 4, r; is exactly the pre-image of this element of S(v'/Ag)(C)((ay),«) under the
map A, and hence is Zariski closed in S(11)(C) (4 y)-

It remains to establish properness. This is done by verifying that (i) A is surjective and
(ii) S(v'/AQ)(C)((zsy),«) is more than a single point. By Proposition 2.4.1 (applied to ©_; of
V' /Ag), every element of S(v//Ag)(C) ().« is of the form [] for a section ¥ of the map

X\ : Hom(Mc/W,Mc, Mc)'/JAc — C.
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Here, X is the map induced by A : Hom(Mc/W,Mc, Mc)" — C, and [)] denotes the element
of the fiber S(v/'/AQ)(C) (z:y),+) arising from the section ¢ via the isomorphism of Proposition
2.4.1. Now lift ¢ to section 1 of A\. Then ¢ (1) € Hom(Mc/W,Mc, Mc)! is a section of
Mc — Mc/W,Mc, and hence by Proposition 2.4.1 (applied to ©, for u) gives an element

[1p(1)] of S(1)(C)(4,y)- Then A sends [1(1)] to [¢)].
Finally, note that again by Proposition 2.4.1,
~1
A (@)
SV ] AQ)(C) (g ) =
V18Ot FOHom (MW, M), (W, M)/ A)
non—car)gnically Hom(M(c/WpM(c, WpM(c)/A(C
FO(Hom((M[W, ), (W, M),)/A)

The object

M((M/WpM)y’ (WpM)x)/A
is a nonzero object with all weights < 0, and hence its F° cannot be the entire space. This
completes the proof of Theorem C.
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