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BASIC REMARKS ON LAGRANGIAN SUBMANIFOLDS OF

HYPERKÄHLER MANIFOLDS

RENÉ MBORO

Abstract. This note presents basic restrictions on the topology “general” Lagrangian
surfaces of hyper-Kähler 4-folds and a remark on the interaction of a Lagrangian subva-

riety with a Lagrangian fibration of the associated hyper-Kähler variety.

1. Introduction

Lagrangian submanifolds of irreducible symplectic manifolds are known to enjoy inter-
sting properties. To name some of them, they are known to be projective ([2, Proposition
2.1]) even when the symplectic manifold containing them is not and their deformations are
unobstructed i.e. the corresponding Hilbert scheme is smooth at any point representing a
smooth Lagrangian subvariety (see [6, Section VI.6], see also [9]). In this note, we present
some additional properties of Lagrangian submanifolds.

Among the most common examples of Lagrangian subvarieties of hyper-Kähler manifolds,
we find curves on K3 surfaces and abelian varieties that appear, for example, as fibers of a
Lagrangian fibration.

In the first part of the note, we show that some of the features of these two model La-
grangian subvarieties are common to “most” of the other Lagrangian surfaces.

In the case of curves on a K3, except for P1, the topological Euler characteristic is non-
positive. The first result suggests that, essentially, the topological Euler characteristic of
“most” Lagrangian subvarieties is of a given sign (determined by the dimension).

Proposition 1.1. Let S ⊂ Y be a Lagrangian surface in a hyper-Kähler 4-fold whose
deformations cover a dense open subset of Y . Then either

- two general surfaces parametrized by the same Hilbert scheme component as S, have
empty intersection, in which case χtop(S) = 0;

- or there is a (possibly reducible) curve which is contained in every surface parametrized
by the same Hilbert scheme component as S;

- or χtop(S) > 0

Although Lagrangian surfaces whose deformations cover the associated hyper-Kähler 4-
fold can have intermediate Kodaira dimension (i.e. 0 or 1), we have the following result
about the Albanese dimension.

Theorem 1.2. Let S ⊂ Y be a Lagrangian surface in a projective hyper-Kähler 4-fold whose
deformations cover a dense open subset of Y . Then S has maximal Albanese dimension.

The result presented in the second part is concerned with the interaction of a Lagrangian
subvariety X ⊂ Y with a Lagrangian fibration of Y .

Proposition 1.3. Let π : Y → Pn be a Lagrangian fibration of a hyper-kähler variety (Y, ω)
endowed with a section.

Let X ⊂ Y be a smooth Lagrangian subvariety which is generically contained in the smooth
locus of π and is not a fiber. Then either π|X is generically finite or the general fiber of
π̄|X : X → π(X) is a union of abelian varieties.

2. Topology of Lagrangian surfaces

Let S ⊂ Y be a smooth Lagrangian surface of a hyper-Kähler 4-fold. We have the
classical isomorphism ΩS ≃ NS/Y which suggests that there is a deep interplay between the
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2 RENÉ MBORO

deformation theory of S inside Y and its topology -as already illustrated by the elementary
remark (using that the deformations of S are unobstructed) that if S does not deform in Y
then π1(S) is finite-.

Let us denote by H(Y ) a dense open subset of the Hilbert scheme component containing
[S], parametrizing only smooth surfaces. We have the following:

Lemma 2.1. Assume that for general [S], [S′] ∈ H(Y ), S ∩ S′ is a curve. Let us consider,
for [S] ∈ H(Y ), the map eS : H(Y )\{[S]} → DivγS (S), [S′] 7→ [S′ ∩ S] to the space of
effective divisors whose class in NS(S) is γS = [S∩S′]. Then for any [S] ∈ H(Y ) the image
of eS is a point. The latter is associated to the (possibly reducible) curve contained in every
member of H(Y ).

Proof. Note first that if eS has finite (0-dimensional) image for a surface S the same is true
for any other [S′] ∈ H(Y ).

Indeed, as H(Y ) is irreducible, eS(H(Y )\{[S]}) consists of a point [C] ∈ DivγS(S). Take
another [S′] ∈ H(Y ). By definition, C ⊂ S′ and [C] = γS′ in NS(S′). For any other
[S′′] ∈ H(Y ), as C = S′′ ∩ S, C ⊂ S′′ ∩ S′. Since [S′′ ∩ S′] = γS′ = [C] in NS(S′), we get
C = S′′ ∩ S′ i.e. Im(eS′) = {[C]}.

So we just have to prove that there is no surface for which eS has positive dimensional
image.

So assume there is a surface S for which Im(eS) is positive dimensional. Then by what
we have just seen, Im(eS′) is positive dimensional for any [S′] ∈ H(Y ). Taking general
hyperplanes sections of H(Y ), we can find a closed (irreducible) subvariety M ⊂ H(Y ) such
that f : SM → Y , where SM is the pullback of the universal surface on M , is generically
finite (dominant) and the restriction eS|M of eS to M has positive dimensional image for
any [S] ∈M . In particular dim(M) = 2.

If dim(Im(eS|M )) = 2 for a surface [S] ∈M . Then the general (non-empty) fiber of eS|M
is 0-dimensional. For a general [S′] ∈ M , denoting C = eS|M (S′), we have C = S ∩ S′ ∈

Im(eS′|M ) ⊂ DivγS′ (S′). Any other [S′′] ∈ e−1
S′|M ([C]) is also in e−1

S|M ([C]) (as C ⊂ S′′ ∩ S

and [C] = [S′′ ∩ S] in NS(S)) so there are finitely of them i.e. e−1
S′|M ([C]) is 0-dimensional.

So the general fiber of eS′|M is also 0-dimensional, in other words dim(Im(eS′)) = 2 for the
general [S′] ∈M .

Then the curves S′ ∩ S cover a dense open subset of S and as the deformations of S
parametrized by M cover a dense open subset of Y , those curves cover a dense open subset
of Y . Denoting C the universal curve over DivγS (S), the generic fiber of gS : e∗S|MC → S

has dimension 1. Now take a general point y ∈ Y and a general surface [S] ∈ M passing
through y. Then there is a 1-dimensional family of divisors of S of the form S′ ∩ S, with
[S′] ∈M passing through y. So f is not generically finite.

We are left with the case when dim(Im(eS|M )) = 1 for the general surface [S] ∈ M . In
this case, the curves S′ ∩ S cover again S. As the deformations of S parametrized by M
cover Y , those curves cover Y . Let y ∈ Y be a general point and Cy a curve of the form
S1∩S2 containing y. As the general fiber of eS1|M is 1-dimensional, there is a 1-dimensional
family [St] ∈M such that S1 ∩ St = Cy ∋ y. So f is not generically finite. �

Proof of Proposition 1.1. For two surfaces [S1], [S2] in H(Y ), we have
∫

Y

[S1] · [S2] =

∫

Y

[S] · [S] =

∫

S

i∗i∗(1) =

∫

S

ctop(NS/Y ) = χtop(S).

using NS/Y ≃ ΩS and where i : S →֒ Y .
According to Lemma 2.1, if there is no common curve to the surfaces in H(Y ), the

intersection of two general surfaces is either empty, in which case 0 = [S1] · [S2] = χtop(S)
or 0-dimensional 0 < [S1] · [S2] = χtop(S). �
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Remark 2.2. (1) As the following example shows, it is necessary that the deformations of
S cover Y : Let C ⊂ Σ be a smooth curve of genus > 1 on a K3 surface. Then, as explained
in [3, Section 8], P(TΣ|C) ⊂ Σ[2] is Lagrangian and

χtop(P(TΣ|C)) =

∫
c2(TP(TΣ|C))

=

∫
(pr∗c1(TΣ|C) + 2c1(OP(TΣ|C)(1))) · pr

∗c1(TC)

= 2(2− 2g(C)) < 0.

As h0(ΩP(TΣ|C)) = h0(ωC) and deformations of the Lagrangian subvarieties C ⊂ Σ and

P(TΣ|C) ⊂ Σ[2] are unobstructed, the deformations of P(TΣ|C) are induced by deformations
of C; so the deformations of P(TΣ|C) are contained in the branched locus E ≃ P(TS) of

q : Bl∆Σ2 (Σ
2) → Σ[2].

Moreover P(TΣ|C1
)∩P(TΣ|C2

) = ∪
2g(C)−2
i=1 P(TΣ,pi) where {p1, . . . , p2g(C)−2} = C1∩C2 and

as OΣ(C) is base point free ([4, Lemma 2.3]), the surfaces P(TΣ|C) have no curve in common.

Actually, in this case, any Lagrangian surface S ⊂ E is of the form P(TΣ|C) for a smooth
curve C ⊂ Σ.

Indeed, denoting by τ : Bl∆Σ2 (Σ
2) → Σ2 the blow-up, by ω the symplectic form on Σ[2]

and by ωΣ the one on Σ, we have q∗ω = τ∗(pr∗1ωΣ + pr∗2ωΣ). So, denoting jE : E →֒
Bl∆Σ2 (Σ

2), we get

j∗Eq
∗ω = j∗Eτ

∗(pr∗1ωΣ + pr∗2ωΣ) = τ∗|Ei∆Σ2 (pr
∗
1ωΣ + pr∗2ωΣ) = 2τ∗|EωΣ.

Now, let S ⊂ E be a Lagrangian surface. Assume τ|S : S → Σ is generically finite. Let
U ⊂ Σ be open subset over which τ|S is étale. By the above description of the restriction

of the symplectic form, ω|S is non-degenerate (symplectic) on τ−1
|S (U), in particular non-

zero, thus S is not Lagrangian. So τ|S cannot be surjective and by semi-continuity of the
dimension of the fibers of τ̄|S : S → Im(τ|S), all the fibers are 1-dimensional i.e. are fibers
of τ|E : E → Σ. Denoting C ⊂ Σ its image, we get S ≃ P(TΣ|C). So C is smooth.

In particular, any deformation of a Lagrangian surface S contained in the rigid uniruled
divisor E stays in the latter.

(2) Examples of families covering Y whose members have curves in common can be
constructed. Let C ⊂ Σ be a smooth curve of genus ≥ 2 on a K3 surface and Vp ⊂ |OΣ(C)|
be the linear system of curves passing through p ∈ Σ (generically with multiplicity one).
The curves parametrized by Vp cover Σ.

For a general pair ([C1], [C2]) ∈ V 2
p /i, i being the natural involution, C1 and C2 intersect

transversally (in particular at p). As explained in [3, Section 8], BlC1∩C2(C1 ×C2) ⊂ Σ[2] is
a Lagrangian submanifold.

All the smooth Lagrangian submanifolds parametrized by an open subset of V 2
p /i contain

the rational curve P(TΣ,p). Moreover the universal surface over this open subset dominates

Σ[2] since one can find a member of Vp through any point of Σ.
As OΣ(C) is base point free ([4, Lemma 2.3]), for the full Hilbert scheme of BlC1∩C2(C1×

C2) ⊂ Σ[2], there is no curve common to every member of it. Moreover, the example does
not contradict χtop(S) ≥ 0.

The following strenghtening of Lemma 2.1 is natural:

Question 2.3. (General position for Hilbert scheme): Given a Hilbert scheme component H
parametrizing (generically) smooth (irreducible) subvarieties of a smooth projective variety
Y that cover it, is the intersection of two general members of H dimensionally transverse?

Now, let S be a projective surface of Albanese dimension 1. Then the Albanese morphism

factors through a fibration (flat with connected fibers) ãlbS : S → B over a smooth curve of
genus q(S) = h1,0(S) ([1]) such that J(B) ≃ Alb(S).
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We recall that having Albanese dimension 1 is a topological property ([7, Section 2.2]).
Now assume S ⊂ Y is a Lagrangian surface of a projective hyper-Kähler that has Albanese

dimension 1 and such that the deformations of S in Y cover the latter. Then we have
2 ≤ dim(H(Y )) = h1,0(S) = g(B) (using that the deformations of S are unobstructed and
ΩS ≃ NS/Y ) and any surface parametrized by H(Y ) has then Albanese dimension 1.

Up to taking an étale cover of (an open subset of) H(Y ) (which does not change the
tangent spaces) we have the relative Albanese fibration

S
ãlbS

//

��

B

||②②
②
②
②
②
②
②

H(Y ).

We have H0(NS/Y ) ≃ H0(ΩS)
ãlbS

∗

≃ H0(ωB) so that the general section σS = ãlbS
∗
σB of

ΩS vanishes along a disjoint union ZσS
= ∪

2g(B)−2
i=1 Fi = [ãlbS

−1
(div(σB))] of smooth fibers

of ãlbS.
One can think of the zero locus of a section of NS/Y as an “infinitesimal intersection”

of S with one of its first order deformation. So here this infinitesimal intersection is not
dimensionally transverse. Theorem 1.2 will follow from Lemma 2.1 after we have proven
that this infinitesimal picture can be integrated to a dimensionally non-transverse actual
intersection.

More precisely, we will prove that the deformations of S fixing Z = ZσS
are unobstructed.

Let us first prove that the fact that such OS(Z) comes from the base of the fibration is
an open property.

Lemma 2.4. Let S′ ⊂ Y be a deformation of S fixing Z. Then OS′(Z) can be written

ãlbS′

∗
L for a degree 2g(B′)− 2 line bundle

Proof. As ãlbS
∗
ωB ≃ OS(Z) and having trivial Chern class is topological, [ãlbS′

∗
κB′ ] = [Z]

in NS(S′). So we can write ãlbS′

∗
κB′ = Z+ ℓ in Pic(S′) for some ℓ ∈ Pic0(S′). Intersecting

with ãlbS′

∗
κB′ we get 0 =

∫
S′ ãlbS′

∗
κ2B′ =

∫
S′ Z ·ãlbS′

∗
κB′+

∫
S′ ℓ·ãlbS′

∗
κB′ . As ℓ ∈ Pic0(S′),

we get
∫
S′ Z · ãlbS′

∗
κB′ = 0. But as g(B′) ≥ 2, ωB′ is ample, so Z is contracted by ãlbS′ .

Now let H be a ample divisor on Y , the invariance of H-degree of the fibers of the Albanese

fibrations gives that the components of Z are actual fibers of ãlbS′ (not just components of

fibers). Hence the result (ãlbS′ is flat). �

As any degree 2g − 2 line bundle L of a genus g curve B is either ωB or satisfies

h0(L) = g − 1, the difference between OS′(Z) and ãlbS′

∗
ωB can be detected by their re-

spective number of linearly independent sections. So we will prove that all the sections of

OS(Z) ≃ ãlbS
∗
ωB deform.

Let us recall some results of deformation theory. They can be found in [6] and [8] for
example.

Set the deformation functor

HZ,Y
S : A → Sets

A 7→ {Z × Spec(A) ⊂ SA ⊂ Y × Spec(A), SA flat over A and SA ⊗ k ≃ S}

where A is the category of local artinian C-algebra with resiude field C.
By cocycle computations, we get the following proposition (which is essentially [6, Lemma

I.4.3]).

Proposition 2.5. The functor HZ,Y
S is pro representable (subfunctor of the local Hilbert

functor) with tangent space H0(NS/Y (−Z)) and obstruction space H1(NS/Y (−Z)).
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We will prove that HZ,Y
S is unobstructed i.e. that any infinitesimal deformation can

be extended to an actual deformation. Letting An = C[t]/(tn+1), we have the following
criterion:

Proposition 2.6. ([6, Corollary I.1.7]) The functor HZ,Y
S is unobstructed if and only if for

any n ≥ 0 the natural map HZ,Y
S (An+1) → HZ,Y

S (An) (induced by An+1 ։ An) is surjective.

We will use the T 1-lifting principle (see [6, section VI.3.6]) to prove that the maps

HZ,Y
S (An+1) → HZ,Y

S (An) are surjective.
Let us introduce Dn = An[ǫ]/(ǫ

2), Cn = Dn/(ǫt
n). There are projections Cn+1 → Dn,

Dn → Cn → An. Let us also introduce the homomorphism of C-algebras δ : An+1 → Dn,
t 7→ t+ ǫ. It is injective. Likewise, let us define δ′ : An → Cn, t 7→ t+ ǫ.

Given a [Sn] ∈ HZ,Y
S (An), we denote HZ,Y

Z (Dn)Sn
the fiber of HZ,Y

S (Dn) → HZ,Y
S (An)

over [Sn].
The T 1-lifting principle consists of the following

Proposition 2.7. ([6, Lemmas VI.3.7, VI.3.8]) For a given n ≥ 0, if for any [Sn+1] ∈

HZ,Y
S (An+1), the map HZ,Y

S (Dn+1)Sn+1 → HZ,Y
S (Dn)Sn

, where Sn = Sn+1|An
, is surjective

then HZ,Y
S (Dn+1) → HZ,Y

S (Cn+1) and H
Z,Y
S (An+2) → HZ,Y

S (An+1) are surjective.

Actually the surjectivity of HZ,Y
S (An+2) → HZ,Y

S (An+1) is derived from the surjectivity

of HZ,Y
S (Dn+1) → HZ,Y

S (Cn+1) by applying HZ,Y
S to the commutative diagram ([6, Section

VI.3.6])

0 // C · [tn+2]

(n+2)·∼=

��

// An+2

δ

��

// An+1
//

δ′

��

0

0 // C · [ǫtn+1] // Dn+1
// Cn+1

// 0.

We recall the following results of deformation theory that can be found in [8] for first
order deformation. Lifting objects from An to Dn works a lot like first order deformations
of the objects.

The following Lemma is essentially [6, Lemma I.4.3].

Lemma 2.8. For [Sn] ∈ HZ,Y
S (An), there is a natural 1 to 1 correspondence between

HZ,Y
S (Dn)Sn

and H0(NSn/Y×Spec(An)(−(Z × Spec(An)))).

Following [8], we introduce tools to deal with deformation of lines bundles. The proof
are almost identical to those found in loc. cit. one has just to be careful of some additional
automorphisms that appear.

Since S is smooth, any infinitesimal deformation of S is locally trivial ([8, Theorem 1.2.4]).

Let V = {Vi} be an affine open cover S and [Sn] ∈ HZ,Y
S (An). We have An-isomorphisms

θi : Vi×Spec(An) → Sn|Vi
which gives for each (ordered) pair (i, j) the gluing automorphisms

θij = θ−1
i θj : Vij×Spec(An) → Vij×Spec(An). The proof of the following proposition follows

the one of [8, Proposition 1.2.9].

Proposition 2.9. For [Sn] ∈ HZ,Y
S (An), there is a 1 to 1 correspondence between

{SDn
→ Spec(Dn), flat and restricting to Sn}/isom

and H1(TSn/An
).

Proof. We just show one direction. Let SDn
→ Spec(Dn) be an extension of Sn → Spec(An).

We can choose the affine cover V of S so that SDn|Vi
and Sn|Vi

are trivial. So we have
isomorphisms of deformations

θi : Vi × Spec(An) → Sn|Vi
and θ̃i : Vi × Spec(Dn) → SDn|Vi

with θ̃i restricting to θi and automorphisms

θij : Vij × Spec(An) → Vij × Spec(An) and θ̃ij : Vij × Spec(Dn) → Vij × Spec(Dn).



6 RENÉ MBORO

Set Vij ≃ Spec(Bij). Denoting in : Bij ⊗ An → Bij ⊗ Dn the natural inclusion, qn :
Bij ⊗Dn → Bij ⊗An the surjective Bij ⊗An-algebra homomorphism and pn : Bij ⊗Dn →
Bij ⊗An the projection on the ǫ component (which is a Bij ⊗An-homomorphism), we can
define ηij = in ◦θij ◦qn+ǫin◦θij ◦pn. A direct calculation shows that it is an endomorphism
of Dn-algebras.

By assumption θ̃ij − ηij is trivial mod ǫ. Writing ǫφij = θ̃ij − ηij , for x, y ∈ Bij ⊗Dn, we
find φij(xy) = θij(qn(x))φij(y) + θij(qn(y))φij(x), which can be written

(θ−1
ij φij)(xy) = qn(x)(θ

−1
ij φij)(y) + qn(y)(θ

−1
ij φij)(x) = x · (θ−1

ij φij)(y) + y · (θ−1
ij φij)(x)

i.e. (θ−1
ij φij) ∈ DerBij⊗Dn

(Bij ⊗ Dn, Bij ⊗ An) ≃ HomBij⊗Dn
(ΩBij⊗Dn/Dn

, Bij ⊗ An) ≃
DerBij⊗An

(Bij ⊗An, Bij ⊗An) = Γ(Vij × Spec(An), TVij×Spec(An)/Spec(An)).

Since on Vijk × Spec(Dn), θ̃ij θ̃jk = θ̃ik, looking at φij as a map from Bij ⊗ An to itself,
we find

θijφjk + φijθjk = φik

which can be re-written

θijθjk︸ ︷︷ ︸
θik

(θ−1
jk φjk) + θij(θ

−1
ij φij)θjk = θik(θ

−1
ik φik)

and pre-composing with θ−1
k and post-composing with θi, we get

θj(θ
−1
ij φij)θ

−1
j + θk(θ

−1
jk φjk)θ

−1
k = θk(θ

−1
ik φik)θ

−1
k

and means that {θj(θ
−1
ij φij)θ

−1
j = θiφijθ

−1
j } defines a Čech 1-cocycle i.e. an element of

H1(TSn/An
). �

Let d : OSn
→ ΩSn/An

be the natural An-derivation. We can define a homomorphism of

sheaves of abelian groups O∗
Sn

→ ΩSn/An
, a 7→ da

a . It gives rise to a group homomorphism

c : H1(Sn,O∗
Sn

) → H1(Sn,ΩSn/An
).

As ΩSn/An
is locally free, H1(Sn,ΩSn/An

) ≃ Ext1(TSn/An
,OSn

) so that to any line bundle
Ln ∈ Pic(Sn) we can associate an extension

0 → OSn
→ ELn

→ TSn/An
→ 0

defined by c(Ln).
For a line bundle Ln represented by the cocycle {(Vij × Spec(An), fij)} with fij ∈

Γ(Vij × Spec(An),O∗
Vij×Spec(An)

), the sheaf ELn|θi(Vi×Spec(An)) is isomorphic to (OSn
⊕

TSn/An
)|θi(Vi×Spec(An)) and sections (ai, di) of (OSn

⊕ TSn/An
)|θi(Vi×Spec(An)) and (aj , dj)

of (OSn
⊕ TSn/An

)|θj(Vj×Spec(An)) are identified on θi(Vi × Spec(An)) ∩ θj(Vj × Spec(An)) if

and only if di = dj and aj − ai =
di(θi(fij))
θi(fij)

(we recall that as the cocyle relation translates into θi(fij)θj(fjk) = θi(fik) for any triple,
so that, for example, fjiθji(fij) = fjj = 1).

The proof of the following theorem follows the one of [8, Theorem 3.3.11].

Theorem 2.10. Let (Sn, Ln) be a (projective) deformation of a pair (S,L) (with S smooth
projective) over An. There is a 1 to 1 correspondence between

{(SDn
, LDn

), lifting (Sn, Ln) on Dn}/isom

and H1(Sn, ELn
).

If LDn
has cocycle representation {(Vij,n)×Spec(A1), fij + ǫgij)}, (using Dn ≃ An⊗A1)

where Vij,n ⊂ Sn is the affine open subset isomorphic to Vij × Spec(An), restricting to
Vij ⊂ S, with gij ∈ Γ(Vij,n × Spec(A1),OVij,n×Spec(A1)), and {(Vij,n, dij)} ∈ H1(TSn/An

) is

the class of the extension SDn
of Sn, then the associated class in H1(ELn

) is represented by
the cocyle {(Vij,n, (

gij
fij
, dij)}.
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Given a deformation (Sn, Ln) of a pair (S,L) over An, we can define a homomorphism of
sheaves

M : ELn
→ H0(Sn, Ln)

∨ ⊗An
Ln

in the following way: let {(Vij × Spec(An), fij)} be a cocycle representation of Ln. Let
V ⊂ Sn be an open set and η ∈ Γ(V, ELn

); it is given by a system {(ai, di) ∈ Γ(V ∩ θi(Vi ×

Spec(An)),OSn
)×Γ(V ∩θi(Vi×Spec(An)), TSn/An

)i} such that di = dj and aj−ai =
di(θi(fij)
θi(fij)

on V ∩ θi(Vij × Spec(An)). For every section s = {(si ∈ Γ(θi(Vi × Spec(An),OSn
)i} ∈

H0(Sn, Ln) set
M(η)(si) = aisi + di(si).

As done in [8, 3.3.4], a direct calculation, that on V ∩θi(Vij×Spec(An)), fijθ
−1
j (M(η)(sj)) =

θ−1
i (M(η)(si)) so that M(η)(s) ∈ Γ(V, Ln).
Let η ∈ H1(ELn

) be given by the system {θj(Vij,n), (aij , dij))}; M induces a An-linear
map

M1(η) : H0(Ln) → H1(Ln)

(si) → (aijsi + dij(si)).

The proof of the following proposition follows the one of [8, Proposition 3.3.14].

Proposition 2.11. Let (Sn, Ln) be a deformation of the pair (S,L) over An and (SDn
, LDn

)
a lifting of (Sn, Ln) to Dn defined by a class η ∈ H1(ELn

). Then a section s ∈ H0(Ln)
extends to a section of LDn

if and only if s ∈ ker(M1(η)).

Now, we can prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let us prove that HZ,Y
S is unobstruted by induction. Let U = {Ui ≃

Spec(Pi))} be an affine open cover of Y and for each i, (x1,i, x2,i, x3,i) be a regular sequence
such that S ∩ Ui ≃ Spec(Pi/(x1,i, x2,i)) and Z ∩ Ui ≃ Spec(Pi/(x1,i, x2,i, x3,i)).

The line bundle OS(Z) has the following cocycle representation {(Uij ∩ S,
x3,i

x3,j
)}.

We have h0(ΩS(−Z)) = h0(ΩS(ãlbS
∗
TB)) = 1; so let σ ∈ H0(ΩS(−Z)) ≃ H0(NS/Y (−Z)) ≃

HomOS
(IS/Y /I

2
S/Y , IZ/Y /IS/Y ) be a generator. It gives rise to a first order deformation

S1 ⊂ Y × Spec(A1) of S fixing Z. Looking at σUi∩S ∈ HomS∩Ui
(Pi/(x1,i, x2,i)[x1,i] ⊕

Pi/(x1,i, x2,i)[x2,i], (x3,i)) as a couple acting by scalar product we have σUi∩S = (x3,iai, x3,ibi)
for some ai, bi ∈ Pi/(x1,i, x2,i) and S1∩ (Ui×Spec(A1) ≃ Spec(Pi⊗A1/(x1,i+ tx3,iai, x2,i+
tx3,ibi)), with t

2 = 0.
As (x1,i, x2,i, x3,i)/(x1,i+ tx3,iai, x2,i+ tx3,ibi) ≃ (x3,i), the Cartier divisor Z × Spec(A1)

on S1 admits the representation {(S1 ∩ (Ui× Spec(A1)), x3,i)}. We also have the associated
line bundle OS1(Z × Spec(A1)) on S1.

Looking at the Čech resolution of the exact sequence

0 → TS → TY |S → NS/Y → 0

by the snake lemma, we see that the class κ0(σ) ∈ H1(TS) associated to this first order defor-

mation is represnted by a cocycle {(Uij∩S, d̃i|Uij
−d̃j|Uij

)}, where di ∈ DerC(Pi, Pi/(x1,i, x2,i))

satisfies di(x1,i) = x3,iai, di(x2,i) = x3,ibi and d̃i is the associated abstract (before pre and
post composition by coordinate chart). Given those derivations, we can write an explicit
trivialization of the open subset S1 ∩ (Ui × Spec(A1)) suited to Theorem 2.10: consider the
commutative diagram with exact rows

0 // (x1,i, x2,i)⊗A1
//

ψi

��

Pi ⊗A1

ψi=1+tdi

��

// (Pi/(x1,i, x2,i))⊗A1
//

ψi

��

0

0 // (ψi(x1,i), ψi(x2,i) // Pi ⊗A1
// Pi ⊗A1/(x1,i + tx3,iai, x2,i + tx3,ibi) // 0

where ψi is the isomorphism induced by the automorphism (as di is a derivation) ψi.
Then under this trivialization the local equation of Z × Spec(A1) is x3,i − tdi(x3,i) so that
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the interesting cocycle representation (in view of Theorem 2.10) of OS1(Z × Spec(A1)) is

{((S ∩ Uij)× Spec(A1),
x3,i

x3,j
(1 + t(

dj(x3,j)
x3,j

−
di(x3,i)
x3,i

)))}.

So the class η0(σ) ∈ H1(EOS(Z)) associated to this first order deformation of the pair

(S,OS(Z)) induced by σ ∈ H0(NS/Y ) has, according to Theorem 2.10, cocycle representa-

tion {(Uij ∩S, (
dj(x3,j)
x3,j

− di(x3,i)
x3,i

, d̃i|Uij
− d̃j|Uij

))}. Now, let s ∈ H0(OS(Z)) ≃ H0(ãlbS
∗
ωB)

represented by {(Ui ∩ S, si)}. We have

M1(η0(σ))(s) = {(Uij ∩ S,
dj(x3,j)

x3,j
si −

di(x3,i)

x3,i
si + di(si)− (

x3,i
x3,j

·) ◦ dj ◦ (
x3,j
x3,i

·)(si)}

= {(Uij ∩ S, di(si)−
di(x3,i)

x3,i
si −

x3,i
x3,j

(dj(sj)−
dj(x3,j)

x3,j
sj)}

= δ({(Ui ∩ S, di(si)−
di(x3,i)

x3,i
si)})

where δ is the Čech differential i.e. M1(η0(σ)) = 0 ∈ H1(OS(Z)). So by Proposition
2.11, any section s ∈ H0(OS(Z)) extends to a section of OS1(Z × Spec(A1)). In partic-
ular h0(OS1(Z × Spec(A1))) = h1,0(S), which by the discussion after Lemma 2.4, implies

OS1(Z × Spec(A1)) ≃ ãlbS1

∗
ωB1/A1

.

Now we go through the T 1-lifting principle. We have h0(NS1/Y×Spec(A1)(−(Z×Spec(A1)) =

h0(ΩS1/A1
( ˜albS1/A1

∗

TB1/A1
) = 1. Choose a generator σ1 ∈ H0(NS1/Y×Spec(A1)(−(Z ×

Spec(A1))). By Lemma 2.8, it gives rise to an extension SD1 of S1 to D1 fixing Z. We
have σ|Ui∩S×Spec(A1) = (x3,ia

′
i, x3,ib

′
i) for some a′i, b

′
i ∈ Pi ⊗A1/(x1,i + tx3,iai, x2,i + tx3,ibi)

and then SD1∩(Ui×Spec(D1)) ≃ Spec(Pi⊗B1/(x1,i+tx3,iai+ǫx3,ia
′
i, x2,i+tx3,ibi+ǫx3,ib

′
i)).

Using the exact sequence

0 → TS1/A1
→ TY×Spec(A1)/Spec(A1)|S1

→ NS1/Y×Spec(A1) → 0

we see that the associated class κ1(σ1) ∈ H1(TS1/A1
) is represented by {(S1 ∩ (Uij ×

Spec(A1)), d̃
′
i|Uij

− d̃′j|Uij
)}, where d′i ∈ DerA1(Pi⊗A1, Pi⊗A1/(x1,i+ tx3,iai, x2,i+ tx3,ibi))

such that d′i(x1,i+tx3,iai) = x3,ia
′
i, d

′
i(x2,i+tx3,ibi) = x3,ib

′
i and d̃

′
i is the associated abstract

(before pre and post composing with trivializations) derivation.
As (x1,i, x2,i, x3,i)/(x1,i + tx3,iai + ǫx3,ia

′
i, x2,i + tx3,ibi + ǫx3,ib

′
i) ≃ (x3,i), the Cartier

divisor Z × Spec(D1) has representation {(SD1 ∩ (Ui × Spec(D1), x3,i)}.
Recalling the natural isomorphism An ⊗ A1 ≃ Dn, we have the commutative diagram

with exact rows

0 // (x1,i + tx3,iai, x2,i + tx3,ibi)⊗A1
//

ψ′
i

��

Pi ⊗D1
//

ψ′
i=1+ǫd′i

��

(Pi ⊗A1/(x1,i + tx3,iai, x2,i + tx3,ibi))⊗A1
//

ψ′
i

��

0

0 // (x1,i + x3,i(tai + ǫa′i), x2,i + x3,i(tbi + ǫb′i))
// Pi ⊗D1

// Pi ⊗D1/(x1,i + x3,i(tai + ǫa′i), x2,i + x3,i(tbi + ǫb′i))
// 0

where ψ̃′
i is the isomorphism induced by the automorphism ψ′

i. Under this trivializa-
tion, the local equation of Z × Spec(D1) is x3,i − ǫd′i(x3,i). So the interesting cocycle
representation of OSD1

(Z × Spec(D1)) is {((S1 ∩ (Uij × Spec(A1)) × Spec(A1),
x3,i

x3,j
(1 +

ǫ(
dj(x3,j)
x3,j

− di(x3,i)
x3,i

)))} and the class η1(σ1) ∈ H1(EOS1(Z×Spec(A1)) associated to the ex-

tension of the pair (S1,OS1(Z × Spec(A1))) to D1 has the following cocycle representation

{((S1 ∩ (Uij × Spec(A1)), (
dj(x3,j)
x3,j

− di(x3,i)
x3,i

, d̃′i − d̃′j))}.

A similar computation as above shows that M1(η1(σ1))(s) = 0 ∈ H1(OS1(Z × Spec(A1))
for any section s ∈ H0(OS1(Z×Spec(A1)). So by Proposition 2.11, h0(OS1(Z×Spec(A1)) =

h0(OSD1
(Z × Spec(D1)) i.e. OSD1

(Z × Spec(D1) ≃ ãlbSD1

∗

ωBD1/D1
by the discussion after

Lemma 2.4.
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The map HZ,Y
S (D1)S1 ≃ H0(ΩS1/A1

(−(Z × Spec(A1))) → HZ,Y
S (D0)S ≃ H0(ΩS(−Z)) is

obviously surjective. So by Proposition 2.7, HZ,Y
S (A2) → HZ,Y

S (A1) is also surjective i.e.
there is an extension S2 of S1 fixing Z.

As mentioned after Proposition 2.7, we have a commutative diagram

S2 ∈ HY,Z
S (A2)

HY,Z

S
(δ)

��

// HY,Z
S (A1) ∋ S1

HY,Z

S
(δ′)

��

SD1 ∈ HY,Z
S (D1) // HY,Z

S (C1).

Now, as δ : A2 → D1 is injective, the image of Spec(D1) → Spec(A2) is dense. Since
the component of the (relative) Picard scheme of S containingOS(Z) is proper andOSD1

(Z×

Spec(D1)) ≃ ãlbSD1

∗

ωBD1
, we getOS2(Z×Spec(A2)) ≃ ãlbS2

∗
ωB2 . So again h

0(NS2/Y×Spec(A2)(−(Z×
Spec(A2)))) = 1 and we can continue the induction.

So a first order deformation of S fixing Z extends to an actual deformation of S fixing Z.
So for a general S′ in the Hilbert scheme component of S, S ∩S′ meet along a divisor of the

linear system |ãlbS
∗
ωB|. As ãlbB is base point free, Lemma 2.1 gives a contradiction. �

3. Interaction with Lagrangian fibrations

We recall the following Proposition found in [5, Proposition 3.5]:

Proposition 3.1. Let π : M → B be a smooth Lagrangian fibration with a Lagrangian
section. There is a unramified surjective holomorphic map f : T ∗B → M , T ∗B being the
total space of the cotangent bundle of B, which commutes with the projection to B and the
map π. Moreover the pull-back of the symplectic form ω on M by f coincides with the
standard symplectic structure of T ∗B

Proof of Proposition 1.3. Let U ⊂ Pn be the maximal Zariski open subset over which π is
smooth. According to the above Proposition 3.1, there is a unramified surjective holomorphic
morphism f : T ∗U → π−1(U), which commutes with the respective projections on U and
such that f∗ω is the canonical symplectic form ωcan on T ∗U .

Assume X ∩ π−1(U) 6= ∅. It is then a Lagrangian submanifold of (π−1(U), ω|π−1(U)).

As f is a local biholomorphism, Z◦ := f−1(X ∩ π−1(U)) is a manifold. The same reason
implies that Z◦ is Lagrangian submanifold of (T ∗U, ωcan).

Assume π(Z◦) is a proper subvariety of U . Choose a coordinates chart (U ′, (z1, . . . , zn))
of U centered at a point u ∈ pr(Z◦) = π(X)∩U which is a smooth point of pr(Z◦) and over
which π|X (thus pr) is smooth, so that pr(Z◦) ∩ U ′ is defined by pr(Z◦) ∩ U ′ = {zk+1 =
· · · = zn = 0}.

We recall that in this chart, ωcan =
∑
i dξi ∧ dzi where (z1, . . . , zn, ξ1, . . . , ξn) are the

cotangent coordinates associated to (z1, . . . , zn). Let us analyze the affine manifold Z◦
u ⊂

p−1(u) ≃ T ∗
uU ≃ Cn.

For any z ∈ Z◦
u, as pr (because π|X is) smooth above u, we have the exact sequence

0 → T(u,z),pr → TzZ
◦ → Tupr(Z

◦) → 0

and an isomorphism TzZ
◦
u ≃ T(u,z),pr.

The space Tupr(Z
◦) is generated by ∂

∂z1
, . . . , ∂

∂zk
and any v ∈ TzZ

◦
u can be written

v =
∑

i ai
∂
∂ξi

. As Z◦ is Lagrangian, we have

0 = ωcan(v,
∂

∂zi
) = ai, i = 1, . . . , r.

So, we have TzZ
◦
u ⊂ Span( ∂

∂ξi
, k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n), which gives an equality as they have the

same dimension.
The tangent space of the complex manifold Z◦

u ⊂ Cn at each point is thus equal (as an
affine space) to a fixed subspace, so Z◦

u is a finite union of linear spaces.
So the generic fiber of pr|Z◦ is linear. Now looking at the projection f : Z◦ → X∩π−1(U)
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we see that the general fibers of π|X are (union of) compact complex manifolds that admit
a surjective (unramified) holomorphic morphism from an affine space, so they are complex
tori.

�

Example 3.2. (1) Let Σ be an Enriques surface and q : S → Σ its universal cover. Take
L ∈ Pic(Σ) a line bundle giving rise to an elliptic fibration on Σ → |L|. Then q∗L also gives
rise to an elliptic fibration on S.

Now, q∗L induces a Lagrangian fibration on π : S[2] → P2. On the other hand, we have
an embedding Σ →֒ S[2], x 7→ q−1(x) and as h2,0(Σ) = 0, Σ is a Lagrangian subvariety of
S[2]. Then π|Σ is the elliptic fibration of Σ given by L and π(Σ) is a conic.

(2) Let C ⊂ S a smooth curve which is a multisection of a K3 surface admitting an
elliptic fibration S → P1. Then C(2) ⊂ S[2] is a Lagrangian subvariety for which f|C(2) is a
finite morphism.

Remark 3.3. In these examples, π̄|X : X → π(X) is flat.
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[9] C. Voisin, Sur la stabilité des sous-variétés lagrangiennes, in Complex projective geometry (Trieste

1989/Bergen 1989), London Math. Soc., Lecture Notes 179, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge (1992).

rene.mboro@polytechnique.edu
UMiami Miami, HSE Moscow,
Institute of Mathematics and Informatics, Bulgarian Academy of Sciences,
Acad. G. Bonchev Str. bl. 8, 1113, Sofia, Bulgaria.


	1. Introduction
	2. Topology of Lagrangian surfaces
	3. Interaction with Lagrangian fibrations
	Acknowledgments
	References

