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A singular Bogomolov–Tian–Todorov theorem
In this paper a singular Calabi–Yau variety is a connected compact Gorenstein singular analytic space Y with
ωY ≃ OY . The standing conventions further make Y reduced and normal, over C, of dimension n ≥ 3, with isolated
singular locus Z. Let π : Ỹ → Y be a good resolution with simple-normal- crossing exceptional divisor E = π−1(Z).

Main theorem (Friedman, Theorem 1.6). Assume that
(i) the ∂∂̄-lemma holds on Ỹ ;

(ii) every singularity of Y is isolated, local complete intersection (lci), and Du Bois;
(iii) H1(Y, OY ) = 0.
Then the deformation functor DefY is unobstructed.

Thus the semiuniversal deformation base is smooth even though the usual global obstruction space T 2
Y need not

vanish. Compared with earlier results, Du Bois replaces stronger rational or weighted-homogeneous conditions, and
the resolution need only satisfy the ∂∂̄-lemma rather than be Kähler. Unobstructedness does not itself assert that Y
admits a smoothing.

Ingredient I: relative Hodge theory supplies liftable classes
The complex

Ω•
Ỹ

(log E)(−E)

computes H∗(Ỹ , E;C) ≃ H∗(Y, Z;C). The ∂∂̄ hypothesis gives E1-degeneration of its Hodge-to-de Rham spectral
sequence. The Du Bois condition identifies the degree-zero term after pushforward, while lci singularities make Ω1

Y

reflexive and give
Ω1

Y ≃ π∗Ω1
Ỹ

(log E)(−E). (1)

Leray and Steenbrink vanishing then compare the degree-one pieces on Y and Ỹ (Lemmas 2.2–2.3).

For the two-term complex C•
Y = {OY

d−→ Ω1
Y }, these comparisons and Hn−1(Y, OY ) = 0 imply

Hn−1(Y ;C) ↠ Hn−1(Y, C•
Y ) ≃ Hn−2(Y, Ω1

Y ). (2)

Here the required Hn−1-vanishing follows from hypothesis (iii) by Serre duality and ωY ≃ OY . The delicate point is
that (2) is obtained through relative cohomology on the resolution, so classes do not acquire uncontrolled contributions
at the singular set.
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Ingredient II: the same surjectivity persists in families
Let A be an Artin local C-algebra and Y → Spec A a deformation of Y . Replace the second term of C•

Y by Ω1
Y/A.

Constant cohomology classes factor through this relative complex, so (2) gives Lemma 2.6:

Hn−2(Y, Ω1
Y/A) ↠ Hn−2(Y, Ω1

Y ). (3)

Flatness away from the isolated singularities and formal base change upgrade (3) to Theorem 2.1: the corresponding
map remains surjective after every quotient A ↠ A′.

Ingredient III: surjectivity kills every lifting obstruction
Put Ak = C[t]/(tk+1). The T 1-lifting criterion (Theorem 3.3) reduces unobstructedness to surjectivity of

T 1(Yk/Ak) −→ T 1(Yk−1/Ak−1) (4)

for every infinitesimal deformation Yk. Lemma 3.4 identifies these sets with Ext1(Ω1
Yk/Ak

, OYk
). Du Bois singularities

also ensure ωYk/Ak
≃ OYk

(Lemma 3.1), so relative duality applies throughout the tower.
Gross’s duality diagram, recorded as Theorem 3.9, identifies failure of (4) with the boundary following

Hn−2(Y, Ω1
Y ) −→ Hn−1(Yk−1, Ω1

Yk−1/Ak−1
).

Equivalently, it is enough that
Hn−2(Yk, Ω1

Yk/Ak
) −→ Hn−2(Y, Ω1

Y ) (5)

be surjective. Lemma 2.6 is exactly (5); hence every map (4) is surjective, and the T 1-lifting criterion proves Theorem
1.6. The decisive bridge is therefore not vanishing of T 2

Y , but persistence of one Hodge-theoretic quotient under every
infinitesimal thickening.

A nodal model and the extensions
If Y is a Calabi–Yau threefold with only ordinary double points, the singularities are isolated rational lci and hence
Du Bois. With a Kähler (therefore ∂∂̄) resolution and H1(Y, OY ) = 0, the theorem recovers the classical nodal
unobstructedness result. The model also shows the limitation: smoothing individual nodes is a separate question
about the image of global first-order deformations in the local deformation spaces.
The paper goes further in three directions. Without lci, Theorem 3.10 proves only a generalized T 1-lifting property,
with the local- cohomology image Im Hn−2

Z (Y, Ω1
Y ) divided out; together with prorepresentability it gives the structural

conclusions of Theorem 3.8, not blanket unobstructedness. Theorem 3.15 gives the analogous unobstructedness
statement for lci log Calabi–Yau pairs, assuming the ∂∂̄-lemma also on all boundary strata. Finally, Theorem 3.17
proves unobstructedness when Y has isolated lci rational singularities and ω−1

Y is nef and big, using a cyclic cover,
logarithmic T 1 lifting, and vanishing to forget the boundary.
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