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Abstract

We study the decomposition of forms induced by a generalized complex structure giving a complete description of the bundles
involved and, around regular points, of the operators d and 3 associated to the generalized complex structure. We prove that if the
generalized 99-lemma holds then the decomposition of forms gives rise to a decomposition of the cohomology of the manifold,
H*(M)=@o",GH k(M ), and the canonical spectral sequence degenerates at £1. We also show that if the generalized 39-lemma
holds, any generalized complex submanifold can be associated to a Poincaré dual cohomology class in the middle cohomology
space GHO(M).
© 2006 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

There aren’t many simple ways to tell apart a complex or a symplectic manifold from an ordinary manifold. Except
for some easy topological constraints, one has to use more advanced tools like Seiberg—Witten invariants to tackle
the problem. For a compact Kihler manifold (M, w, I), however, there is a handful of simple topological properties
which can be used effectively. For example, the Strong Lefschetz Property says that the 2-form w gives isomorphisms

[} : H"*(M:R) 5 H"**(M:R).

Another example is given by the 33-lemma, which implies formality, evenness of the ‘odd’ Betti numbers bay 1,
degeneracy of the Frolicher spectral sequence and decomposition of the complex cohomology into H?-4(M).

In this paper we investigate properties similar to the ones above for generalized complex manifolds, as
introduced by Nigel Hitchin [8] and studied by Marco Gualtieri [6]. Recall that the concept of generalized complex
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structure unifies both complex and symplectic structures by searching for complex structures in TM & T*M and
many of the objects existing in complex geometry have their analogue in the generalized complex world. This
includes Kihler manifolds, Calabi—Yau manifolds, submanifolds, the differential operators d and 8 and the (p, q)
decomposition of forms.

While the existence of a decomposition of differential forms into the ik-eigenspaces of the Lie algebra action
of the generalized complex structure was established in Gualtieri’s thesis, he provided no formula for the subbundles
giving the decomposition. We establish a concrete description of the decomposition of forms in a generalized complex
manifold, showing that the 3-cohomology of a generalized complex manifold is isomorphic to @& p—g=k HP (M, (29)
in the case of a complex manifold and to the ordinary cohomology with a shift in degree for a symplectic manifold. As
an application of these expressions, we prove that the spectral sequence associated to the splitting d = 3 + 9 always
degenerates at the first term in a symplectic manifold.

Still guided by the complex case, we study implications of the requirement that the generalized complex
manifold satisfies the generalized 99-lemma, i.e.,

kerd NImd = kerd NImd = Im 99.

This property should be of interest for some reasons. In the case of a generalized complex structure induced by a
complex one, it is just the ordinary d3-lemma, which carries so many topological implications and holds for Kihler
manifolds. Recently, by finding a suitable generalization of Hodge theory for generalized Kiahler manifolds [7],
Gualtieri proved that generalized Kihler manifolds satisfy the generalized 99-lemma with respect to both of the
generalized complex structures involved. Another instance where this property manifests itself is in the symplectic
setting, where Merkulov proved that it is equivalent to the Strong Lefschetz Property [11].

We show that, as in the original 33-lemma for complex manifolds, if a generalized complex manifold has
this property, then its cohomology decomposes according to the decomposition of forms into the ik-eigenspaces
of the generalized complex structure. The generalized 9d-lemma also implies that the spectral sequence
associated to the decomposition d = 9 + 9 degenerates at Ej. In contrast to the original 99-lemma, this
one does not seem to imply that by is even and previous results from the author show it is not related to
formality [2].

This paper is organized as follows. In the first section we introduce generalized complex manifolds and the
decomposition of forms induced by a generalized complex structure as well as the decomposition of the exterior
derivative d = 8 + 3. Then we study in detail these decompositions in the complex and symplectic cases as well
as the effect of B-field transforms on them. Together with Gualtieri’s version of Darboux’s Theorem, this provides
a complete local description of the subbundles of the exterior forms and, around regular points, of the operators 9
and 3. In Section 4 we introduce the 33-lemma and prove that if it holds, the decomposition of differential forms
gives rise to a decomposition of the cohomology of the manifold. In Section 5 we introduce a spectral sequence for
the splitting d = 9 + 9 and prove that this sequence degenerates at E; for example if the -lemma holds or if the
generalized complex structure is induced by a symplectic structure. We finish proving that, if the d3-lemma holds, we
can associate to each generalized complex submanifold a Poincaré dual cohomology class lying in the G H(M) part
of the decomposed cohomology.

2. Generalized complex geometry

The usual descriptions of complex structures have their analogue when defining generalized complex structures on
a manifold M?", the main difference being that generalized complex structures put 7M and T*M in the same level.
Before giving the definition we need three vital ingredients. The first is the natural pairingin TM @ T*M:

1
(X+&Y+n) = E(S(Y) + n(X)).
To describe the next, we introduce a linear map o on A® T*M which acts on decomposables by

o(ep N---Nej)=ej N---Ney. 2.1
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Definition. Given two forms of mixed degree ¢; = > (pf‘, i = 1,2, with deg(gof) = k in a n-dimensional vector
space we define their Mukai pairing, (¢1, ¢2) by

(p1. 92) = ((91) A ©2)t0p;

where top indicates the degree n component of the product.

Observe that the Clifford algebra of TM @ T*M with the natural pairing acts on forms via
X+8&-p=ixp+&np,

and one can easily check that this action relates to the Mukai pairing by
(X +8) -1, (X +8) - 92) =E(X) (1, 92). (2.2)

The Clifford action of TM & T*M on forms also plays a role in the definition of the third ingredient.

Definition. The Courant bracket of vy, vy € C®°(TM @ T*M) is defined by the identity
2[vi, v2] - p = d((viv2 — v2v1) - p) + (Vv2 — V2v1) - dp + 2V - d(v2 - p) — 202 - d(v] - p).

Spelling it out, we have
1
[X+&Y+n]=[X, Y]+ Lxn— Ly§ — 7d((X) = £(Y)).
Now we can define a generalized complex structure in a manifold M2 in three equivalent ways.

Definition. A generalized complex structure is determined by any of the following three equivalent objects:

(i) An automorphism J of TM & T*M which squares to —1 and is orthogonal with respect to the natural pairing

1
(X+&Y+n = E(é(Y) +n(Y));
and has vanishing Nijenhuis ‘tensor’, i.e., for all vy, vy € C*(TM & T*M)
N(vi, v2) := —=[Jv1, T2l + T[T v1, v2] + T 1, Jva] + [vg, v2] = 0.

(ii) A subbundle L < TcM @ T=M which is maximal isotropic with respect to the natural pairing, involutive with
respect to the Courant bracket and satisfies L N L = {0};
(iii) A line subbundle of A® 7= M generated at each point by a form of the form p = eBHie A (2, such that

(0.0) = QA2 A" 0,

where B and w are real 2-forms and (2 is a decomposable complex k-form and
dp=v-p,

for some v € C*(TcM © T3:M).

Using the third description, the degree of {2 at a point is the type of the generalized complex structure at that point
and the line bundle defining the generalized complex structure is the canonical line bundle. The points where the type
is locally constant are called regular points.

Example 2.1. Let (M, ) be a complex manifold and define 7 : TM @ T*M — TM & T*M by
-1 0
(i 1)
One can easily check that 72 = —Id and that 7 is orthogonal with respect to the natural pairing. The +i-eigenspace
of Jis L = A% TM @ AL0 T*M, which is a maximal isotropic subspace of TcM @ oM.
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The canonical bundle of this generalized complex structure is A0 T*M, the canonical bundle of the complex
structure. If {2 is a local section of this bundle, then the integrability of the complex structure / is equivalent to
d2 =& N1,

for some (0,1)-form &. Therefore the induced generalized complex structure is also integrable.

Example 2.2. A symplectic structure w on a manifold M also induces a generalized complex structure on M by letting

0 —w!
7=(0 70 )

The +i eigenspace of J is given by
L={X—-iovX,):X e TcM},

which has Clifford annihilator /. This last expression shows clearly that the structure is integrable.

Example 2.3. A generalized complex structure [/ on a manifold can be deformed by a real closed 2-form B, a.k.a.
B-field:

7= 0 ()

If L is the +i-eigenspace of 7 then L5, the +i-eigenspace of 72, is given by
{(X+&—-BX,): X+&ell

Finally, if p is a local section of the canonical bundle of 7, then eB A p is a local section of the canonical bundle of
J 8 and again the integrability condition is clear from the point of view of differential forms.

Products of generalized complex manifolds are still generalized complex with the obvious induced structure and by
Example 2.3, B-field transforms of those are also generalized complex. Gualtieri proved that the previous examples
actually provide a local model for a generalized complex structure around regular points:

Theorem 2.1 (Gualtieri [6], Theorem 4.35). In a neighbourhood of any regular point there is a set of local
coordinates such that the generalized complex structure is a B-field transform of the standard structure in C"~* x R,
The natural pairing gives an isomorphism L = L* andhence L @ L* = L @ L = TcM & TEM. So we have
isomorphic Clifford algebras Clif(L & L*) = Clif(Tc M & T M) and both A® L* and A® TS M give concrete models
for the space of spinors.
A generalized complex structure in a manifold M>" induces a decomposition of the complex of differential forms
in the following way. Let p be a local section of the canonical bundle and define a map of Clifford modules

T:A L — A TEM; (1) = p.

One can easily check that 7 is well defined (although it depends on the particular trivialization p of the canonical
bundle) and the decomposition of A® L by degree gives rise to a decomposition of forms in A® TZM by letting

Uk = 1 (A" K L). So U" is the canonical bundle and
Unfk — /\kz' U™

The space U* can also be seen as the ik-eigenspace of the Lie algebra action of 7 (see [6]). _
Observe that the choice of a trivialization of the canonical bundle gives rise to a map ¢ : A" L — A" TéM in

the following way. Let ¢ € A?* L be such that . 7(¢) = p and then define ¢(¢) = (p, p). With this definition and
Eq. (2.2), one can easily check that for ¢; € A® L

(Y1, ¥2)) = @ (@W1), T(¥2)).

In particular, as the Mukai pairing is trivial in A’ L x A/ L, unless i + j = 2n, the Mukai pairing is also trivial in
U* x U', unless k = —I. Therefore, we have the following:
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Lemma 2.1. The Mukai pairing vanishes in U* x Ul, unless, k = —I, in which case it is nondegenerate.
Letting ¥ = C*°(U*), the integrability condition implies that
d :uk — uk-‘rl @Hk—l
which allows us to define operators d and 9 via the projections
U > utt Uk syt

See [6], Theorem 4.23, for a proof.

The real operator d7 = —i(d — 9) will also be used in this paper. It can be equally defined as 7/ = 7~ 'd.7,
where J acts via the Lie group action, i.e., Jo = i*a, for o € U* or as a7 = d,J]l =dJ — Jd, where now J
acts via the Lie algebra action, i.e., for o € UK, Ja = ika.

2.1. The complex decomposition

A description of the spaces U* and operators d and 9 in the case of a generalized complex structure induced by a
complex structure was presented by Gualtieri in his thesis [6].

According to Example 2.1, the canonical bundle of the generalized complex structure is just A T*M and
L =T"9M @ 7% M. Therefore one can easily check that

UN = @) gk APIT*M.

And the decomposition d : U* — U1 @ U*~! furnishes the usual decomposition d = 9 + 9 in the complex
manifold, therefore justifying the notation.
In this case, the 3-cohomology with respect to the U* decomposition is just

GHg = ®p_qr H1 (M, Q7 (M)).
Finally, d7 = —i(d — 9) is the standard d° operator in the complex manifold.

2.2. The symplectic decomposition

In the symplectic case, the description of the spaces U* is not as straightforward. However, we should notice that,
if we let A be the interior product with the bivector —w~ !, then

d7 =1d, Tl =d(w—A) — (@ — Nd = Ad — d A (2.3)

is the operator introduced by Brylinski [1] and studied by Mathieu [10], Yan [12] and Merkulov [11], amongst others.
One particular fact which will be useful later is that d J commutes with A (see [12]).
Before we can state the precise form of the spaces U* we need a lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Let (V, w) be a symplectic vector space. For any vector X € V @ C and complex k-form o the following
identities hold:

A(ixw) ANa) =ixa + (ixw) A Aa;
2ied ((ixw) A o) = eliiya + 2i(ixw)eda.
Proof. We start with the first identity. It is enough to take Darboux coordinates so that w is standard and check for

X = 0y, and dy,. As both cases are similar we will do only the first.
Write a = o + dx;ox + dyjay + dx; A dy;ayy. The left hand side is

Alixw) ANa) = Aldyi AN a) = Aldyiao +dy; A dxio)
= dy; Aag + ax + dy; A dx; Aay.
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And the right hand side is

ixa + (ixw) A Ada = ay +dy;oy, +dyi (Aag + dx; Aoy + dy; Aoy — axy +dx; Ady;Aoyy)
= oy +dyjayy +dy; Aag + dy; A dxi Aoy — dyjoyy,.

So, the first identity follows.
By induction, from the first identity, we get that

AKixo Aa) = kA4 Vixa + (ixw) A A

Therefore, by expanding the exponential in Taylor series, we obtain the second identity. O

Theorem 2.2. The decomposition of A®*V ® C for a symplectic vector space (V, w) is given by
Uk = {ei“’(e%a) la e AV @ C).

Hence, the natural isomorphism
PNV RC—>AVQC <p(ot):ei‘”e%a,

is such that ¢ : ANV @ C= U™k,

Proof. This is done by induction. For « a O-form the expression above agrees with U™, If U" ¥ is as described above,
then U" k=1 = T . U"* 5o its elements are linear combinations of terms of the form, witha € A¥V & C,

. A . A A
(X +iixwe'?E 2a) =e'“(ixe2a+2i(ixw) AeZa)
A
= 2ie'“e2 ((ixw) A a),
where the second equality follows from the previous lemma. Now, since o can be chosen to be any k-form and w

is nondegenerate, the space generated by the forms above is {ei‘”e%ﬂ | B e AMt1V ® C}, and the theorem is
proved. O

Now we move on to the operators 8 and 9.
Theorem 2.3. For any form «,
, X 1
d(e@ela) = ei@el <da — 57 a) .
i
Therefore
. . 1
B(e""e%a) = —e"”e% —d7a
2i
g(ei‘”e%a) =e eZt do.
Hence, the natural isomorphism ¢ of Theorem 2.2 is such that
o(do) = dgp(a) and ¢(d‘7a) = —2idp(a).

Proof. From Eq. (2.3), dA = Ad — d7 . Then, by induction, and using that d7 and A commute, dA*¥ =
Akd — kA*=147  Therefore,

iw A iw io Ak
dEe'“e2a) =¢ d(ez’a)_e Zd((zl)kk| )

m) 1 Ak 1 dj
2 ((ZL)kk' T2 Q) (k= 1) “)

= ei‘”e% <da - —,dja> .
2i
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The rest of the theorem follows from the fact that 3 and 9 are the projections of d onto U**! and y*~!
respectively. O

Corollary 1. As graded vector spaces, the 9-cohomology of a symplectic manifold M*" is isomorphic to the de Rham
cohomology

GHY(M) = H" " (M; C).
2.3. B-field transforms
According to Example 2.3, a generalized complex structure on a manifold can be deformed by a closed 2-form B.
The canonical bundle of the deformed structure relates to the canonical bundle of the initial structure by
Up=e®.u"
and the —i-eigenspace, L of the deformed structure relates to L via
LB={(X+&—B(X,): X+&eLl.
From these, it is clear that Ug = eBU*. Since B is closed, if & € U¥, then
dePa) = eBda = e (9o + o) = B + eBoa,
where e?da € L{g‘H and eBda € Z/{g_l. Therefore
Be8.

og =eBoe B and 0 =e%0e

Using Gualti_eri’s version of Darboux’s Theorem, these three cases can be used to describe the bundles U* and the
differentials 9, 9 and d7 around regular points.

3. Generalized metric and Serre duality

Given a vector space V", a metric in V @ V* compatible with the natural pairing, which we will also call a
generalized metric, is a self adjoint orthogonal transformation G € End(V @ V*) such that

Gu,v) >0  ifve VeV (0.

As G is self adjoint, G’ = G, and orthogonality implies that G* = G ~1 therefore G2 = Idand G splits V & V* into its
+1-eigenspaces, C+. Conversely, giving two n-dimensional subspaces C+ of V & V* orthogonal with respect to the
natural pairing such that the natural pairing is definite in C+ furnishes V & V* with a metric G: just define G by letting
C be its :=1-eigenspaces.

Finally, any n-dimensional subspace where the natural pairing is definite is a graph over V. This means that there
are a symmetric form g and a skew symmetric form b for which

Ci={X+0b+gX) :X eV}

As the pairing is positive definite in C, g is a metric in V, and in order for C_ to be orthogonal to C. it must be the
graph of b — g. Conversely, giving a metric g in V and a 2-form b determines the pair C+ and hence the generalized
metric G.

Definition. Fix an orientation for C4 and let ey, . .., e, be an oriented orthonormal basis for this space. Denoting by
T the product e; - - - e, € Clif (T @ T*), the generalized Hodge * is defined by xa = (=Dleln=Dg o,

If we denote by x, the usual Hodge star associated to the metric g, the Mukai pairing gives the following relation,
itb=0:

(@, *xB) = a A *g B.
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In the presence of a b-field, if we let @ = e & and B = e ,5, then the relation becomes
(o, *B) = a A xg B.

Hence (o, *o) is a nonvanishing volume from whenever o # 0.

Definition. A metric G € End(V & V*) is compatible with a generalized complex structure 7 on V if 7G = GJ.

Similarly to the complex case, one can always find metrics compatible with a given generalized complex structure.
Lemma 3.1. In a generalized complex manifold with compatible metric (M, J, G), the star operator preserves the
U* decomposition.

Proof. Let [/, = GJ. Then, as G and J commute, 7, is a generalized almost complex structure. If we denote by L,
its 4-i-eigenspace, then one can easily check that

C, ®C=LNL,®LNL,.

Therefore A2 Cy  C=EZANY(L N L)) @ A" (Z_ﬂ L,). Since acting with an element of L in a form increases
the U* degree by 1 and acting with an element of L decreases by one, a volume element of C, preserves the U*
decomposition. [

For a generalized complex structure with compatible metric the operator * defined by o = & is also important,
as it furnishes a definite, hermitian, bilinear functional,

h(a, ﬂ)=/M<a,:ﬂ>, o, p e Q2(M).

Lemma 3.2. Let (M, J, G) be a generalized complex manifold with compatible metric. Then the h-adjoint of 3 is
given by 3 = —wox L.

Proof. We start observing that (de, 8)+(a, dB) = (d(o (a) AB))T is an exact form. Now, let« € Ukt and B e U=,
then

(d(o(@) A BT = (da, B) + (o, dB) = (B, B) + B, B) + (e, 3B) + (a, DP), 3.1

and according to Lemma 2.1, the terms (d«, ) and (o, 98) vanish. Therefore
h(da, B) = / (0o, %B) = —/ (a, d % B)
M M

= —/ (a,ﬁ_lg*ﬁ)
M
= h(a, —% '9%B). O

Now, the Laplacian 39" + 379 is an elliptic operator and in a compact generalized complex manifold every
~ . . . . . ~ b~ .
a-cohomology class has a unique harmonic representative, which is a 9 and 9 -closed form. Also, from the expression
b~ — . .
above for 9 , we see that * maps harmonic forms to harmonic forms.

Theorem 3.1 (Serre Duality). In a compact generalized complex manifold (M**, J), the Mukai pairing gives rise
to a pairing in cohomology GHgk X GH% — H?"(M) which vanishes if k # —I and is nondegenerate if k = —I.

Proof. Given cohomology classes a € GH*(M) and b € GH'(M), choose representative o € UK and B € U,
According to Lemma 2.1, («, B) vanishes if k # —/, therefore proving the first claim.
If k = —land b = 0, so that 8 = Jy is a d-exact form, then, according to (3.1),

[(e, 3y)] = [0, y] = O,

showing that the pairing is well defined. B
Finally, if we let o be the harmonic representative of the class a, then @ is 8 closed form in U % which pairs
nontrivially with «, showing nondegeneracy. O
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4. The ddY -lemma and the cohomology decomposition

_ One property that helps to relate Dolbeault cohomology with ordinary cohomology in a complex manifold is the
d0-lemma. In this section we use the generalizations of the operators d and 9 to define the analogue of the d9-lemma
for generalized complex manifolds and study cohomological implications of this lemma.

Definition. A generalized complex manifold satisfies the dd" -lemma if

Imd Nkerd? =1ImdY Nkerd = Imdd” .

Remark. We could equivalently have said that M satisfies the 33-lemma if
Imd Nkerd =Imd Nkerd = Im3a.

It is easy to see that these properties are equivalent.

Lemma 4.1. If Imd” Nkerd = Imdd" then the dd” -lemma holds.

Proof. As d7 = 7 'd7,if « € Imd Nkerd”, then Jo € Imd? Nkerd and hence Jo = dd B, for some B.
Therefore

a=-JddIB=TdT'dTB =d7d(TPB).
and hence o« € Imdd?. O

Theorem 4.1. The following properties are equivalent for a generalized complex manifold (M, [J):

1. M satisfies the dd” -lemma;
2. The inclusion of the complex of d -closed forms £2,7 into the complex of differential forms {2 induces an
isomorphism in cohomology:

(g7, d) > (2,d),  H*(%7) = H*(2).
Proof. We start with the implication (1) = (2).
() i*: H*(2;7) — H*({2) is injective:
If i*« is exact, then « is d7 -closed and exact, hence by the dd? -lemma « = dd” B, so « is the derivative of
a d7 -closed form and hence its cohomology class in 2,7 is also zero.
(i) i* : H*(£2;7) — H*({2) is surjective:
Let « be a closed form and set § = d7 a. Then dpg = dd9a = —d9da = 0, so B satisfies the conditions of
the dd -lemma, hence 8 = d7dy. Let@a =« —dy,thend/a@ = d7a —d7dy = B — B = 0, so [a] € Im (i*).

For the converse, we will prove that Im d7 Nkerd = Imdd’ which, according to Lemma 4.1, is equivalent to
the dd7 -lemma. Let d7 a € Imd7 N kerd. We want to prove that dJa = ddj,B, for some B. Since d7da = 0,
da € &;7 is a closed form in {2;7 and represents the trivial cohomology class in {2, hence it also represents the
trivial cohomology class in (2,7, i.e., there is y; € (2;7 such that da = dy;. Therefore d(o — y1) = 0 and the
cohomology class [¢ — yi] hasad T _closed representative y»:

a—y=y+dp.
Applying d7, we get d7 o = d7 dB, as we wanted. [

Corollary 2. If the dd” -lemma holds, the splitting 2°(M) = ®U* gives rise to a splitting of cohomology, i.e., any
cohomology class a € H*(M, C) can be represented by a forma = Y_ o, with ay, € UK such that day = 0. If a =0
is the trivial cohomology class, then for any such o each oy is exact.

Proof. Let a be a cohomology class. From the previous theorem, there is a representative « for it which is d- and
d7 ~closed. Since d = 8 + 0 and d7 = —i(d — 9), we conclude that « is both 3 and 9 closed, and so must be each of
its components ¢y relative to the splitting. Hence we obtain a splitting for the cohomology class a = Y [o]. If a was
the trivial cohomology class, any such o would be d-exact and a7 -closed, hence, equal to dd7 B, for some B. So the
decomposition of o would be oy = dd? B, showing that each of the summands is exact. O
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Definition. If (M, 7) is a generalized complex manifold satisfying the dd/-lemma, we define the generalized
cohomology of M, GH*(M), as the cohomology classes in H*(M) that can be represented by elements of 2/¥.

In this case, Serre duality furnishes the following.

Corollary 3 (Poincaré Duality). On a compact generalized complex manifold M satisfying the dd" -lemma, the
Mukai pairing vanishes in GH* (M) x GH!' (M) unless k = —I, in which case it is nondegenerate.

5. The canonical spectral sequence

The decomposition of d = 9 + 9 gives rise to a spectral sequence similar to the Frolicher spectral sequence of a
complex manifold. The object of this section is the study of this spectral sequence. The only subtlety is that while in
the complex case there is a natural bigrading for the complex of differential forms, we have found only one grading
for forms on a generalized complex manifold, namely, the one given by the U¥. A way to remedy this is to mimic
Brylinski [1] and Goodwillie [5]: introduce a formal element 8 of degree 2 and consider the complex:

A= 0%(M) ® ospan{p. ),
and to change the differential to:
dPap*) = 9ap* + dap*t!.

The complex A, which we call the canonical complex, has a bigrading given by A”4 = U{P7484, and the differential

d? decomposes as 9# and 5'6, where 88 : AP4 — APTL4 and 5ﬂ : AP4 — AP4+! The complex of differential
forms sits inside A as the S-periodic elements:

T:0— A r(a):Zaﬁk.

keZ
And this is a map of differential algebras which preserves the decompositions of d and d*:
t(da) = 8Pr(@)  and  t(3a) =3 t(a).

One can easily check that the 33-lemma holds for £2° if and only if the corresponding lemma holds for A.
Also, the bigrading gives a filtration of A:

’
FPA= Z AP,
p'=p
FPA™ — Z AP m=p'
p'=p

which is preserved by d”, i.e., d? : FPA — FP A. For each m, FP A" = {0} for 2p > n 4+ m and FPA" = A™
for 2p < m — n, where 2n is the dimension of the manifold. This means that the filtration is bounded and hence
the induced spectral sequence, which we call the canonical spectral sequence, converges to the cohomology of the
operator d?. This spectral sequence is periodic in the sense that E/? = EP 790,

Then the first term E lp = GH; ~% is just the d-cohomology of the manifold, which is finite dimensional, since

9 defines an elliptic differential complex. The second term is the cohomology induced by 9 in Hy, and the sequence
goes on. However, if the 99-lemma holds this sequence degenerates at E;. Conversely, Deligne’s ‘theorem’ ([3],

Proposition 5.17 and Remark 5.21) tells us that the degeneracy at £ together with the decomposition of cohomology
imply the dd” -lemma:

Theorem 5.1. If the canonical spectral sequence degenerates at E1 and the decomposition of forms into subbundles
U* induces a decomposition in cohomology, then the dd" -lemma holds.

Remark. For a generalized complex structure induced by a complex structure the canonical spectral sequence is just
the Frolicher spectral sequence repeated over and over. In particular, the degeneracy of the canonical spectral sequence
at E, is equivalent to the degeneracy of the Frolicher spectral sequence at the same stage.
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It is possible that the canonical spectral sequence degenerates at E1 even though the dd*/ -lemma does not hold.
One example of such a phenomenon is given by a result by Kodaira [9] stating that the Frolicher—and hence the
canonical—spectral sequence always degenerates at E1 for complex surfaces, although not all of those satisfy the
dd‘-lemma.

In the symplectic case, the canonical spectral sequence always degenerates at E1, as we show next (this is also a
consequence of a more complicated argument of Brylinski [1]).

Theorem 5.2. In a symplectic manifold, the canonical spectral sequence degenerates at E|.

Proof. The term E; of the canonical spectral sequence is just the d-cohomology which is isomorphic to the
d-cohomology, according to Theorem 2.3, and which is the final stage of the spectral sequence. Therefore E1 = E
and the sequence converges after the first step. O

Remark. According to Theorem 2.3, the canonical spectral sequence for a symplectic manifold, obtained from the
decomposition d = 8 4 9 is isomorphic to the sequence obtained from d and d*/, using degree of forms for grading.
The latter spectral sequence was the one studied by Brylinki [1].

Finally, following Frolicher [4], we compute the Euler characteristic from the 3-cohomology.
Proposition 5.1. If M?" admits a generalized complex structure, then the Euler characteristic of M is given by
x(M) =+ Z(—l)k dim GHg(M),
where the sign is + if the elements in U° are even forms and — otherwise.
Proof. Given the periodic condition, E*? = EF _q’o, this spectral sequence is equivalent to long exact sequences:

1 dy=0, p di=d
e IS e S0 ke

)

’

_3 d d.
> HET 3k 3 e
_ d, d, _
---—)Hk 2r+l_r)Hk _r>Hk+2r]_>“’
dr—y dr—1 dr—y

As d, maps ev/od to od/ev, the Euler characteristic is preserved and hence can be computed from the first sequence
where the spaces involved are finite dimensional. O

6. Submanifolds

In this section we prove that generalized complex submanifolds are represented by elements of G H%(M), whenever
the cohomology of M splits.

Definition. A manifold with 2-form (N, F) is a generalized complex submanifold of a generalized complex
manifold (M, J) if d F = 0 and the tangent space

tr={(X+E€cTM®T*M: X cTNand F(X,-) =&|rpy}
is invariant with respect to 7.

Particular examples of generalized complex submanifolds are complex submanifolds, in the case of a generalized
complex structure induced by a complex structure, and Lagrangian submanifolds of symplectic manifolds.

Lemma 6.1. In a generalized complex vector space (V,J), if a complex valued form p annihilates a maximal
isotropic of W C V @ V* invariant under J then p € U°.

Remark. The point is that W is real.
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Proof. As the space W annihilated by p is a real maximal isotropic, p is just the complex multiple of a real form, and
so is any other form annihilating W. Therefore we can assume, without loss of generality, that p is real. Forv € W,
let J act via the Lie algebra action, so

0=Jw-p)=Jv-p+v-Tp=v-Jp, YveW.
Therefore 7 p is a multiple of p, say Jp = ikp and p € Uk Butas pisreal, p=p € U ¥, hencek =0. O

Theorem 6.1. Ler M be a compact generalized complex manifold for which the cohomology decomposes in
generalized cohomology and let (N, F) be a generalized submanifold. Then [e=F PD(N)] is a class in G HO(M).

Remark. By the definition of generalized complex submanifold, the form F is defined only on N, but by the Thom
isomorphism theorem and the identification of the Thom class of a tubular neighbourhood of N with the Poincaré dual
of N we see that [e P D(N)] is a well defined cohomology class on M.

Proof. Let the submanifold be given locally by the vanishing of coordinates x; = --- = x; = 0, so that 7F is
annihilated by e Fdx; A --- A dxi and let @ € U¥, k # 0. Then, according to Lemmas 2.1 and 6.1, at a point in the
submanifold,

0= Fdx; A Adxp,0) = dxy A+ Adxg, eF ).

As dx| A --- A dxy is of degree k, this means that the wedge product of the degree 2n — k component of e’ o with
a volume form for the conormal bundle of N vanishes. This is the same as saying that the restriction of the degree
2n — k part of ef o to N vanishes and therefore

feFa:O.
N

Letting P D(N) be the Poincaré dual of N and a € GH*(M), k # 0, we have
/ e FPD(N), ) = / (PD(N),efa) = / efa=0.
M M N
Showing that e~ P D(N) pairs trivially with any cohomology class in G H* (M) and hence lies in GH(M). O
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