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Donaldson—-Thomas invariants and flops

By John Calabrese at Oxford

Abstract. We prove a comparison formula for the Donaldson-Thomas curve-counting
invariants of two smooth and projective Calabi—Yau threefolds related by a flop. By results
of Bridgeland any two such varieties are derived equivalent. Furthermore there exist pairs of
categories of perverse coherent sheaves on both sides which are swapped by this equivalence.
Using the theory developed by Joyce we construct the motivic Hall algebras of these categories.
These algebras provide a bridge relating the invariants on both sides of the flop.

Introduction

An interesting question in Donaldson—Thomas (DT) theory is whether there exists a re-
lationship between the DT numbers of two birational Calabi—Yau threefolds. For us, a Calabi-
Yau threefold Y will be a smooth and projective complex variety of dimension three with trivial
canonical bundle wy =~ Oy and torsion fundamental group H (Y, 9y) = 0. As Calabi—Yau
varieties are minimal models, any birational map between them can be broken down into a
sequence of flops [23]. Hence (in principle) it suffices to understand what happens in the case
of a single flop.

A flop is a birational morphism fitting in a diagram

Y Y+
f\ /f+
X

where f (respectively f ) is birational and contracts trees of rational curves to points. In this
setting it is possible to write down an explicit formula relating the generating series for the DT
invariants of both Y and Y T, as we now explain.

We recall some notation. The reader interested in more background on DT theory and,
more generally, in curve-counting might turn to [31].

For a curve class B € Ni(Y) and an integer n € Z, we can define DTy (8, n), the DT
number of class (B, n) of Y, as the weighted topological Euler characteristic (where the weight
is given by Behrend’s microlocal function [5]) of the Hilbert scheme Hilby (8, n) parameter-
ising quotients of @y of Chern character (0,0, 8, 7). We formally gather all the DT numbers
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104 Calabrese, Donaldson-Thomas invariants and flops

into a series

DT(Y) := » DTy (B.n)q#",
B.n

where ¢ is a formal variable.
With a flopping contraction f : ¥ — X one can also associate the DT series of curves
contracted by f, that is

DTCXC(Y) = Z DTY(/39 n)q(ﬂrn)’
B.n
f«B=0

where the subscript exc stands for exceptional. For a pair of Calabi-Yau threefolds Y, Y
related by a flop we prove the following result.

Theorem (Continuation of Corollary 3.27). If we define the series

DTy (Y):= Y DTy(—B.n)g%".

B,n
f*ﬂ:()
then the following formula® holds:
(%) DTY..(Y)-DT(Y) = DT, (Y ") -DT(Y "),

where we identify the formal variables q(ﬂ’”) via the flop.”

The key ingredient here is Bridgeland’s derived equivalence between Y and Yt (see
[10]), which we denote by ®. Inside the derived category D(Y) of Y there is a t-structure
whose heart Per(Y/X) is called the category of perverse coherent sheaves. This category
is intimately related to the geometry of the flop. In fact, one can construct Y * as a moduli
space of point-like objects in Per(Y/X). If one defines Per(Y 7/X) to be the category of
perverse coherent sheaves for Y+, then @ restricts to an equivalence of abelian categories
Per(Y */X) = Per(Y/X). This fact can be exploited to compare DT invariants on both sides
of the flop and we now explain how.

It turns out that the structure sheaf of Y is a perverse coherent sheaf, Oy € Per(Y/X).
One can then construct a moduli space PHilb(Y/X) of quotients (in the abelian category
Per(Y /X)) of Oy. If again we fix a curve class  and an integer n, it is legitimate to de-
fine a perverse DT number DTy, x (B, n) as the weighted topological Euler characteristic® of
the moduli space PHilby, x (B, n) parameterising perverse quotients of Oy of class (8,n). We
formally write down a generating series for these perverse DT numbers:

PDT(Y/X) = PDTyx(B.n)qg®™.
B.n

D The rigorous meaning of which is explained in Remark 3.22.

2 As the groups of divisor classes on ¥ and ¥ T are isomorphic one identifies curve-classes by dualising.
This is spelled out just below (3.8).

3 As a matter of fact there are different versions of this category, depending on an integer called perversity.
We shall momentarily ignore this. It will all be made clear in the following section.

4 To be precise, our conventions introduce a sign, which will be explained at the beginning of Section 3.8.
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Calabrese, Donaldson-Thomas invariants and flops 105

From the discussion so far it is not clear how ?DT(Y/X) is related to ordinary DT num-
bers. However, if we define analogously YDT(Y ¥ /X) on Yt (and once one possesses the
knowledge that ®(Qy+) = Oy), it follows immediately that YDT(Y */X) matches up with
PDT(Y/X) under the equivalence ®.

To complete the picture, we will prove that PDT(Y/X) is (almost) equal to the left-hand
side of equation (). To do this, we will use the incarnation of motivic Hall algebras found in
[12], but adapted to the category Per(Y/X) (see also [21,25]). Perverse coherent sheaves are
complexes E € Per(Y/X) concentrated in degrees [—1, 0]. Moreover, H ' (E)[1] and H°(E)
are also perverse coherent, so any E sits in a canonical exact sequence

H Y E)[1] > E — H%E)

of perverse coherent sheaves. The Hall algebra is designed to encode precisely this kind of
information. Given an epimorphism of perverse coherent sheaves Oy — E we obtain a
surjection of sheaves Oy — E — HO(E). In a nutshell, these latter surjections know about
the ordinary DT invariants of Y, while H ~!(E) is relevant for DTy .(Y).

The case of a contraction of a disjoint union of (—1,—1)-curves was originally dealt
with by Hu and Li in [16]. Our formula owes a lot to work of Toda, who gave a different
approach in [33], using Van den Bergh’s non-commutative resolution of X (see [8]) and wall-
crossing techniques.s) Our identity (x) is related to [33, Theorem 5.8] via [33, Theorem 5.6]
(with slightly different notation). Strictly speaking, our result applies in a broader context and
Toda’s works only for the naive counting invariants (defined using the ordinary, unweighted,
Euler characteristic). His proof relies on a yet unproved (but widely believed to be true) result
regarding the local structure of the moduli stack of the objects of the derived category [33,
Remark 2.32]. Finally, we are delighted to mention that the flop formula has proved to be
useful in the remarkable work of Maulik [29].

Outline. In Section 1 we recall what we need about flops and construct the moduli stack
of Bridgeland’s perverse coherent sheaves. Section 2 is devoted to checking that the theory of
motivic Hall algebras applies to perverse coherent sheaves. Section 3 contains the main result
and its proof. We relegated to the appendix a few simple, but tedious, results about Lieblich’s
moduli stack of objects of the derived category [28].

Conventions. In what follows C will denote the field of complex numbers and all stacks
and morphisms will be over C. Given a scheme (X, Ox) we denote by D(Ox) the derived
category of Oy -modules, by D(X) = D.on(Ox) the derived category of Qx-modules with co-
herent cohomology. By D!¢-21(X) we shall mean the subcategory of D(X) consisting of com-
plexes with cohomology concentrated between a and 5. By D="(X) we mean D[=°-"](X),
and similarly DZ"(X) = D"-%](X). We shall sometimes write D"!(X) or Coh(X)[—n] for
DI™rl(Xx). Given a complex E € D(Ox) we denote by H' (E) € Ox-Mod the i -th cohomol-
ogy sheaf and by H (X, E) = R'T(X, E) the i-th (hyper)cohomology group. Whenever we
have a diagram of schemes T’ % 5 £ X we often denote a fibre product as X7 together with
induced maps w7 : X7 — T and uyx : X7 — X. The derived pullback Lu;‘(E of an object
E € D(Ox) will simply be denoted by E| )L(T. All schemes (and all algebraic stacks) will be
assumed to be locally of finite type over C.

5) We should also mention [32], where one can already find the idea of exploiting the dualising functor to
study related problems.
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1. Flops

In this section we recall a few facts about the categories of perverse coherent sheaves and
construct the corresponding moduli spaces.

1.1. Perverse coherent sheaves. Henceforth we assume to be working within the fol-
lowing setup.

Situation 1.1. Fix a smooth and projective variety Y of dimension three, over C, with
trivial canonical bundle wy = Oy and satisfying H'(Y,Oy) = 0. Fixamap f : ¥ — X
satisfying the following properties:

e f is birational and its fibres are at most one-dimensional;
e X is projective and Gorenstein;

We point out that at this point we also allow f to contract a divisor to a curve, which
will be of importance in [13]. A strengthening of this will not be needed until the very end,
Situation 3.24. Notice that from the assumptions it follows that X has rational singularities
[26], that its canonical bundle is trivial, wy = Oy and that f is crepant. Also, for any sheaf G
onY, R f,G =0fori > 2.

The main protagonist of this paper is Bridgeland’s category of perverse coherent sheaves
PPer(Y/X) of Y over X. As mentioned in the introduction there are different versions of it,
indexed by an integer p called the perversity. We shall only need two of them, corresponding
to the —1 and O perversity. One way to define these categories is by using a torsion pair [7],
which we now recall (see also [8, Section 3]).

Notation. For compactness we will often denote Coh(Y') by + and PPer(Y/X) by PA.

Let
€ ={E € Coh(Y) | RfxE = 0}

and consider the following subcategories of +A:

T ={T eA|R fiT =0},

17 ={T € A | R' T =0, Hom(T, €) = 0},
F={FeAl| fuF =0},

OF = {F € 4| fxF =0, Hom(¢€, F) = 0}.
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Calabrese, Donaldson-Thomas invariants and flops 107

The pair (T, P¥") is a torsion pair on #, for p = —1,0, and the tilt of 4 with respect to it is
the category of perverse coherent sheaves 4. Notice that we picked the convention where

P[] C PA C DY),
We mention in passing that the structure sheaf is perverse coherent, Oy € 2T C PA.

Notation. For convenience (and unless otherwise stated) we shall adopt the convention
where p stands for either —1 or 0 and ¢ = —(p + 1). In other words, if p stands for one
perversity, ¢ will stand for the other.

Before moving on we state an easy lemma.

Lemma 1.2. Forall T € PT we have H (Y, T) = H'(X, fxT), for all i. For all
F € P we have H (Y, F) = H'=1(X, R f, F).

For a proof one may use Leray’s spectral sequence.

1.2. Moduli. To define the motivic Hall algebra of P+ in the next section we need, first
of all, an algebraic stack 79l parameterising objects of P4. We build it as a substack of the
stack Mumy, which was constructed by Lieblich [28] and christened the mother of all moduli
of sheaves. For its definition and some further properties we refer the reader to the appendix.
We only recall that 9tumy parameterises objects in the derived category of Y with no negative
self-extensions. This last condition is key to avoid having to enter the realm of higher stacks.
We point out that as P+ is the heart of a t-structure its objects satisfy this condition.

Notice that the definition of P4 is independent of the ground field and is stable under
field extension. Concretely, take £ € Jtumy (7)) a family of complexes over Y parameterised
by a scheme T and ¢ : Speck — T a geometric point. We can consider E |L[, the derived
restriction of E to the fibre Y; of Y7 over ¢, and it makes sense to write £ |§t € PA (where the
latter category is interpreted relatively to k).

Proposition 1.3. Define a prestack® by the rule
PUT) = {E € Mumy(T) | E|}, € PA forallt € T}

with restriction maps induced by Wuwy and where byt € T we mean that t : Speck — T is
a geometric point of T. The prestack P is an open substack of Muny.

Proof. As mentioned earlier, objects of PPer(Y/X) have vanishing self-extensions and
therefore can be glued. In other words, 79 satisfies descent. To prove that the inclusion
PR — Mumy is open, we employ Van den Bergh’s projective generators. For this, we
introduce some auxiliary spaces.

If U C X is open, we can consider the restriction g : V = f~1(U) — U of the
morphism f. The category of perverse coherent sheaves PPer(V/U) =: PAy still makes
sense and the corresponding stack 7%y satisfies descent. Notice that Z 2y = P9.

% We use the term prestack in analogy with presheaf.

Brought to you by | Rice University
Authenticated
Download Date | 10/16/17 8:50 PM



108 Calabrese, Donaldson-Thomas invariants and flops

When U is affine, there exists a vector bundle P (a projective generator [8, Proposi-
tion 3.2.5]) on V such that an object of the derived category E is perverse coherent (relatively
tog : V — U)if and only if Homy (P, E[i]) = 0 fori # 0. In other words, E is perverse
coherent if and only if the complex Rg« R Hom(P, E) is concentrated in degree zero. From
this we automatically deduce that the morphism 2y — 9tumy is open as this last condition
is open.

To pass from local to global, we recall that in [8] it was also proved that one check
whether a complex is a perverse coherent sheaf on an open cover of X. In other words, if
E € D(Y) and if U — X is an open affine cover and V = f~1(U), then E € PPer(Y/X) if
and only if E|V € PPer(V/U).

We have restriction morphisms JMumy — Mumy and PA — Ay. When U — X is
an open affine cover, we can realise 79 as the fibre product of Py — PMumy <« Mumy.
This is enough to conclude that the inclusion #2[ — Yty is open. O

It will be important for us to also have moduli spaces for the torsion and torsion-free
subcategories 77, 7 ¥ . We define them similarly as above:

PI(T)={E € A(T) | E|}, € PF forallt € T},
PR(T)={E e A(T) | E|}, € PT forallt € T}.

Notice that 7T = PA N A and PF[1] = A N A[1]. One has the expected open inclusions of
algebraic stacks

PR PF A CMumy W P PFN] € PA € Mumf O,
where mum&‘l’(’]
grees —1 and 0.

We conclude this section with a technical result regarding the structure of #2(. This will

essentially allow us to carry all the proofs to set up the motivic Hall algebra of ZA from the
case of coherent sheaves.

is the substack of Mumy parameterising complexes concentrated in de-

Proposition 1.4. Let p = —1. There is a collection of open substacks P, C PUA
which jointly cover P. Each PN, is isomorphic to an open substack of 2.

To prove this result we start by remarking that, as a consequence of our assumptions
on Y, the structure sheaf @y is a spherical object [17, Definition 8.1] in Db(Y). Thus the
Seidel-Thomas spherical twist around it is an autoequivalence of D®(Y). This functor can
also be described as the Fourier—Mukai transform with kernel the ideal sheaf of the diagonal
of Y shifted by one. We thus get an exact auto-equivalence t of D°(Y) and we notice that the
subcategory of complexes with no negative self-extensions is invariant under t. As Fourier—
Mukai transforms behave well in families [3, Proposition 6.1] we also obtain an automorphism
(which by abuse of notation we still denote by ) of the stack Muwmy .

Let us now fix an ample line bundle L downstairs on X. Tensoring with f*L" also
induces an automorphism of Ytumy. The automorphism 7, € Aut(¥tumy) is then defined
by th(E) = t(E ® f*L™). The following lemma tells us how to use the automorphisms t, to
deduce the proposition above.
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Lemma 1.5. Let p = —1 and let E € PA be a perverse coherent sheaf. Then there
exists an ng such that for alln > ng

Tw(E) = m(E)[-1] € A.

Proof. The two key properties we use of 7, are that it is an exact functor and that for a
complex G we have an exact triangle

H*(Y,G(n)) ¢ Oy — G(n) — t(G) »,

where G(n) = G ®¢p, [f*L".
Let now E € PA be a perverse coherent sheaf together with its torsion pair exact se-
quence (in ZA)
F[l]—> E —> T,

where F € P¥,T € PT . Using Leray’s spectral sequence, the projection formula, Lemma 1.2
and Serre vanishing on X we can pick n big enough so that all hypercohomologies involved,
H*(Y, F[l](n)), H*(Y,T(n)), H*(Y, E(n)), are concentrated in degree zero.

From the triangle

H*(Y.E(n)) ®c Oy — E(n) — t,(E) »
we have that 7, (E) € DI=1-0(Y), similarly for 7, (F[1]) and 7,,(T). From the triangle
H*(Y, F[1)(m) ®c Oy = F[1](n) = ta(F[1]) »

we obtain that H°(z, (F[1])) = 0.
From the triangle
tw(F[1]) = t(E) = wm(T) »

arising from exactness of 7, we have that H(t,(T)) ~ H°(t,(E)). Thus to prove the lemma
it suffices to show that H(t,(T)) = 0.
Finally, from the triangle

H*(Y,T(n)) ®c Oy — T(n) = w(T) »
one obtains the following exact sequence:
0 = H™ ' (1o(T)) — HO(Y, T(n)) ®c Oy 5 T(n) 2> HO(0,(T)) — 0.
Thus we have
w(E)[-1] €A < H(ty(E)) ~ H(14(T)) =0 < B =0.

Let K = ker . We then have two short exact sequences

H™'(ta(T)) < H°(Y.T(n)) ®c Oy

K 5 T(n)

Kv

HO(ta(T))
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110 Calabrese, Donaldson-Thomas invariants and flops

and notice that §y = «. By pushing forward the first sequence via fi we have that R! fx K =0,
as R! 4Oy = 0. Pushing forward the second sequence yields the exact sequence

f+K = fiT(n) = fiH®(w(T))

and R f, H*(1,(T)) = 0, as R! £, T(n) = O (this last is a consequence of Lemma 1.2 and
the projection formula).

By taking n even bigger we can assume fi 7 (n) to be generated by global sections and
thus we can assume fy o to be surjective. As « = §y we obtain that f,§ is surjective and thus
f+H°(1,(T)) = 0. As a consequence we have that H(7,(T)) € €.

The sheaf T'(n) is in 2T (this is a simple computation, the key fact to notice is that
€(n) = €). Finally, as T'(n) € 7T and H%(z,(T)) € €, we have 8 = 0. m]

To prove Proposition 1.4 we define P4, to be the subcategory of PA consisting of el-
ements E such that 7,(E) € 4. We can produce a moduli stack for 79, via the following
composition of cartesian diagrams:

P, —— T 1(A) D

N |

T,
P —— Mumy —— Mumy

We obtain that 29I, is an open substack of #2 and is isomorphic to an open substack of 2
via 7,. From the previous lemma we have that the sum of the inclusions [ [, 7, — 7 is
surjective.

Remark 1.6. The proof we just presented here of Proposition 1.4 worked for p = —1,
and we do not know a direct way to extend this result to the zero perversity. However, we
can work around this issue by making the following additional assumption (which will hold
in the cases which are of interest to us, i.e. for flops and the McKay correspondence [13]):
we assume the existence of a Fourier—Mukai equivalence taking °Per(Y/X) to ~!Per(W/X),
with W a variety over X satisfying the same assumptions as Y. Using this, we obtain a variant
of Proposition 1.4, namely for ¢ = 0 there exists a collection {¢2[,}, of open substacks of
99 such that, for every n, 42, is isomorphic to an open substack of the stack of coherent
sheaves on W. We highlight three key places where this is used: Propositions 2.6, 2.7 and
Theorem 3.23.

Henceforth, we will tacitly assume this extra hypothesis so that this strategy of passing
to W can be applied.

2. Hall algebras

This section is devoted to constructing the motivic Hall algebra of perverse coherent
sheaves. We start by recalling the general setup and then move on to check that we can port the
construction of the Hall algebra of coherent sheaves to the perverse case.

As this porting process relies on Proposition 1.4, we remind the reader of Remark 1.6.
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2.1. Grothendieck rings and the Hall algebra of coherent sheaves. In this section
we construct the Hall algebra H (PA) of our perverse coherent sheaves, which is a module over
K(St/C), the Grothendieck ring of stacks over C. We start by recalling the definition of the
latter. All the omitted proofs can be found, for example, in [12,22].

Definition 2.1. The Grothendieck ring of schemes K(Sch/C) is defined to be the Q-
vector space spanned by isomorphism classes of schemes of finite type over C modulo the cut
& paste relations:

[X]=[Y]+[X\Y]

for all Y closed in X. The ring structure is induced by [X x Y] = [X] - [Y].

Notice that the zero element is given by the empty scheme and the unit for the multipli-
cation is given by [Spec C]. Also, the Grothendieck ring disregards any non-reduced structure,
as [Xrea] = [X] — 0. This ring can equivalently be described in terms of geometric bijections
and Zariski fibrations.

Definition 2.2. A morphism f : X — Y of finite type schemes is a geometric bijection
if it induces a bijection on C-points f(C) : X(C) — Y(C).

A morphism p : X — Y is a Zariski fibration if there exists a trivialising Zariski open
cover of Y. That is, there exists a Zariski open cover {Y;}; of Y together with schemes F; such
that p~1(Y;) = Y¥; x F;, as Y;-schemes.

Two Zariski fibrations p : X — Y and p’ : X’ — Y have the same fibres if there exists
a trivialising open cover for both fibrations such that the fibres are isomorphic, F; = F.

Lemma 2.3. We can describe the ring K(Sch/C) as the Q-vector space spanned by
isomorphism classes of schemes of finite type over C modulo the following relations.”

(1) [X1 U X5] = [X1] 4 [X2] for every pair of schemes X1, X».
(2) [X1] = [X2] for every geometric bijection f : X1 — X».
(3) [X1] = [X2] for every pair of Zariski fibrations p; : X; — Y with same fibres.

We now consider the Grothendieck ring of stacks.

Definition 2.4. A morphism of finite type algebraic stacks f : X — X3 is a geometric
bijection if it induces an equivalence of groupoids on C-points f(C) : X;(C) — X(C).»

A morphism of algebraic stacks p : X — Y is a Zariski fibration if given any morphism
from a scheme 7" — Y the induced map X xy T — T is a Zariski fibration of schemes. In
particular a Zariski fibration is a schematic morphism.

Two Zariski fibrations between algebraic stacks p; : X; — Y have the same fibres if
the two maps X; xy T — T induced by a morphism from a scheme 7" — Y are two Zariski
fibrations with the same fibres.

7 The three relations we present here are actually redundant, cf. [12, Lemma 2.9], although the same is not
true for stacks.
8 We point out that geometric bijections are relative algebraic spaces [1, Lemma 2.3.9].
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112 Calabrese, Donaldson-Thomas invariants and flops

Definition 2.5. The Grothendieck ring of stacks K(St/C) is defined to be the Q-vector
space spanned by isomorphism classes of Artin stacks of finite type over C with affine geomet-
ric stabilisers, modulo the following relations.

(1) [X1 U X2] = [X1] + [X2] for every pair of stacks X1, X».
(2) [X1] = [X2] for every geometric bijection f : X; — X».
(3) [X1] = [X2] for every pair of Zariski fibrations p; : X; — Y with the same fibres.

Let us call L = [A!] the element represented by the affine line. The obvious ring ho-
momorphism K(Sch/C) — K(St/C) becomes an isomorphism after inverting the elements
L and (L*¥ — 1), for k > 1 (see [12, Lemma 3.9]). Thus the ring homomorphism factors as
follows:

K(Sch/C) — K(Sch/C)[L™!] — K(St/C).
We also mention that through the lens of the Grothendieck ring one cannot tell apart varieties
from schemes or even algebraic spaces [12, Lemma 2.12].

It also makes sense to speak of a relative Grothendieck group K(St/S), where S is a
fixed base stack which we assume to be Artin, locally of finite type over C and with affine
geometric stabilisers. We define K(St/S) to be spanned by isomorphism classes of morphisms
[W — S], where W is an Artin stack of finite type over C with affine geometric stabilisers,
modulo the following relations.

M [ALOfHL: X1 UX, - S]=[X) £> ST+ [X2 ﬁ) S for every pair of stacks X;.

(2) [X1 — S] = [X2 — S] for a morphism f : X; — X, over S, with f a geometric
bijection.

B) [X1 =Y = 8] =[X2 > Y — §] for every pair of Zariski fibrations with the same
fibres X; — Y < X5 and every morphism ¥ — §.

Given a morphism a : S — T we have a pushforward map
as : K(St/S) — K(St/T), [X = S]—[X — S > T]
and given a morphism of finite type b : S — T we have a pullback map
b* : K(St/T) — K(St/S), [X - T]~[X xr S — S].

The pushforward and pullback are functorial and satisfy base-change. Furthermore, given a
pair of stacks S7, S there is a Kiinneth map

Kk : K(St/S1) ® K(St/S») — K(St/S1 x S3),
[X1 — Sl] X [X2 — Sz] — [Xl X Xo > §1 % S2].

Take now 2 to be the stack of coherent sheaves on X, where X is smooth and projective
over C, and denote by H () the Grothendieck ring K(St/2) (where +4 stands for CohX). We
can endow H () with a convolution product, coming from the abelian structure of 4. The
product is defined as follows. Let A be the stack of exact sequences in #4. There are three
natural morphisms ap, b, as : A3 s 9 which take an exact sequence

A1;>B—»A2
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Calabrese, Donaldson-Thomas invariants and flops 113

to A1, B, A, respectively. Consider the following diagram:

qa@ b g
(al,QZ)J/
A x A

We remark that (a1, a») is of finite type [12, Lemma 4.2]. A convolution product can be then
defined as follows:

m: H(A) @ H(A) — H(A), m = b«(ay,az)*«k.

Explicitly, given two elements [X i) A, [X2 ﬁ) Al we write f1 * fo = m(f1 ® fr) for
their product which is given by the top row of the following diagram:

NS
S
O h(al,az)
X1 X X fix /o A x A

The convolution product endows H(-4) with an associative K(St/C)-algebra structure with
unit element given by [Spec C = Ao C ], the inclusion of the zero object.

2.2. The Hall algebra of perverse coherent sheaves. We now assume to be working
in Situation 1.1. We want to replace + by P4 and construct the analogous algebra H (P4A). We
first need the moduli stack 22?), which parameterises short exact sequences in 7. Define a
prestack P a5 follows. To each scheme T we assign a groupoid ? 21(2)(T), whose objects
are exact triangles

El — F — E2 >

with vertices belonging to #2[(7T") and whose morphisms are isomorphisms of triangles. The
restriction functors are exact as they are given by derived pullback.

Proposition 2.6. The prestack P A2 s an Artin stack locally of finite type over C with
affine stabilisers.

Proof. 'This prestack is well-defined and satisfies descent. In fact, given the existence
of the stack of objects of P4, the only issue arises in gluing automorphisms. This is taken
care of by noticing that Extzo (A, B) vanishes for any two objects A, B € P4 or, in other
words, by appealing to [2, Lemma 2.1.10]. Take now p = —1. We want to use the functors
7, of Lemma 1.5. Notice that the subcategory 4, C P#A, of objects which become coherent
after a twist by 7, is extension-closed. Hence, we have a well-defined stack of exact sequences
p 915,2). As P, is an open substack of 2, by Proposition 1.4, we deduce that ? 915,2) is an open
substack of 7A®, Using once more Proposition 1.4 and the fact that 7, is an exact functor we
can embed ? %’(12) inside A®, thus proving that ? %’(12) is algebraic.
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114 Calabrese, Donaldson-Thomas invariants and flops

The sum [ [, P?I,(,z) — Pg® g surjective, by Lemma 1.5, and thus the stack ?2®) is
algebraic. All other properties are deduced by the fact that ? QI,(,Z) is an open substack of AR
To deal with the p = 0 case one appeals to Remark 1.6. O

The proof actually produces more: it gives an analogue of Proposition 1.4.
As for coherent sheaves, the stack ?9® comes equipped with three morphisms a1, b, a,
sending a triangle of perverse coherent sheaves

Ei1—FE— Ey,»
to E1, E, E, respectively. The exact functor 7, yields a commutative diagram

D) (R S—) {6

(mﬂz)l J

PAL, x PA, —— A x A

where the vertical arrow on the right is the corresponding morphism for coherent sheaves,
which is of finite type. From this last observation and the fact that being of finite type is local
on the target, we automatically have that the (global) morphism (a1, a») : U@ P92 s
of finite type. To define the convolution product on K(St/P2) (or equivalently the algebra
structure of H(PA)) we may proceed analogously as for coherent sheaves. As usual, this
discussion is valid for p = —1, but an entirely parallel one can be carried out for p = 0 using
Remark 1.6.

2.3. More structure on Hall algebras. There is a natural way to bestow a grading upon
our Hall algebras. Recall that for a triangulated category 7 and the heart # of a bounded t-
structure on 7, the Grothendieck groups K(7) and K (#) coincide (by taking alternating sums
of cohomology objects). In particular, K(D®(Y)) can be viewed as both K(A) or K(P#4). The
Euler form y is defined as

A(E.F) = (=1)/ dimg Ext}, (E. F)
j

on coherent sheaves E, F' and then extended to the whole of K(Y'). By Serre duality the left
and right radicals of y are equal and we define the numerical Grothendieck group of Y as
N(Y) = K(Y)/K(Y)L. As the numerical class of a complex stays constant in families, we
have a decomposition
Mumy = ]_[ Mumy 4,
aeN(Y)

where Jtumy , parameterises complexes of class . Let I" denote the positive cone of coherent
sheaves, i.e. the image of objects of 4 inside N(Y'). It is a submonoid of N(Y') and for 2 the
previous decomposition can be refined to

91:]_[910,.

ael

We can also define sub-modules H(A), C H(A), where H(A), denotes K(St/y) (which
can be thought as spanned by classes of morphisms [W — 2] factoring through 2[). We then
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get a ['-grading
H(A) = @) H(A)a.

ael

Analogously, we have a positive cone »I" C N(X) of perverse coherent sheaves. The Hall
algebra thus decomposes as
HPA) = @@ HEA)q.
aelT
We mentioned earlier that the morphism from the Grothendieck ring of varieties to the
Grothendieck ring of stacks factors as follows:

K(Sch/C) — K(Sch/C)[L™1] — K(St/C).

Let R = K(Sch/C)[L™']. One can define a subalgebra Heg(A) of regular elements as the
R-module spanned by classes [W — ] with W a scheme [12, Theorem 5.1]. We have an
analogous setup for perverse coherent sheaves.

Proposition 2.7. Let Hes(PA) be the sub-R-module spanned by classes [W — PU]J
with W a scheme. Then Hyeo(P#) is closed under the convolution product and the quotient

Hsc(p'A’) = Hreg(pfA')/(]L - I)Hreg(p’A’)

is a commutative K(Sch/C)-algebra.

Proof. Once again, we may appeal to the case of coherent sheaves by using the functors
Tp. Let p = —1. Let[f1 : S1 — P, [f2 : S2 — PU] be two elements of H (P#A) such that
the S; are schemes. Consider the two morphisms

Fix fo:S1x 8 > PAXPA, (a1,az) : PAP - PUA x PY
used to define the product fi * f> in H(PA). It suffices to show that the fibre product
T = (S1 x S2) xpgxry PA?

is a regular element. Consider the open cover {# 2, },, of 2 given in Proposition 1.4. The first
thing we notice is that the collection {#2,, x P, }, is an open cover of 72 x P (it covers
the whole product via Lemma 1.5). Pulling it back via f; x f yields open covers {S; ,}, for
each of the S; and an open cover {S1,, X S2.,}n of S1 x S2.

On the other hand, by the proof of Proposition 2.6 we have an open cover {? 915,2)},1 of
P@. By pulling back we obtain an open cover {7y}, of T". By chasing around base-changes
one can see that

Tn = (S1.n X Sa.n) Xpar, xrar, PUAP.

The functor 7, induces morphisms 72, x 7, — A x A and ? 21,(,2) — AP TItis easy to
check that
PUAR = (PA, x PAp) xqrxa AP

Thus 7, = (S1.0 X S2.1) X9rxn A and by [12, Theorem 5.1] it is a regular element. We
conclude that 7 is also a regular element.
When p = 0 one may use Remark 1.6. o
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We now briefly turn back to the case of coherent sheaves. The semi-classical Hall algebra
of coherent sheaves H.(+), defined as Hyeo(4)/(IL — 1) Hpeg(4A), can be equipped with a
Poisson bracket given by
frg—gxf

(fgy= -

There is another Poisson algebra Q4 [I'], which depends on a choice o € {—1, 1}, defined as
the Q-vector space spanned by symbols g%, with o € T, together with a product

g% % g% = ax(a1,az)qa1+az

and a Poisson bracket

(g%, %2} = oX@19) y (01, 02)q™1 2 = (a1, @2) (%" * ¢*2).

Given a locally constructible function A : 2(C) — Z (see [22, Chapter 2]), there exists a
so-called (at least when A satisfies some properties) integration morphism

I : Hy(A) = Q4[]

For convenience of the reader we compactly recall its properties [12, Theorem 5.2]. The
map [ is the unique homomorphism of rational vector spaces such that if V' is a variety and
f : V. — A factors through Ay, for o € T, then

I(LfD = 2V, f*N)q”,

where
Xop(Vo [*2) =D nyip((A o £)7 ()
nez
and where, for a variety V', yp(V') denotes the topological Euler characteristic. Moreover, /
is a homomorphism of commutative algebras if, for all F, G € (A4),

MF @ G) = o FDUF)A(G)
and is a homomorphism of Poisson algebras if the expression
x(P Ext (F. G), A(Eq) — A(Ep))
is symmetric in F and G. The notation Eg stands for the extension
0->G—>Eyg—F—0

corresponding to a class 6 € Ext}A(F ,G).

For o = 1 one can choose A to be identically equal to 1. This gives a well-defined integra-
tion morphism which in turn leads to naive curve counting invariants. We are more interested in
the case 0 = —1 (although what follows certainly holds for the naive invariants as well) where
one takes Behrend’s microlocal function v. For H.(+4) we know [22, Theorem 5.5] that the
Behrend function satisfies the necessary hypotheses and thus yields an integration morphism.

To define an integration morphism in the context of perverse coherent sheaves we first
define Q4[?T'] analogously as Q4 [I'], but using the cone of perverse coherent sheaves. In this
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context, we may still use Behrend’s function. More precisely, every Artin stack 9t locally
of finite type over C comes equipped with a Behrend function vgy, and given any smooth
morphism f : MM — IM of relative dimension d we have f*vgy = (—1)?vgy. To obtain
an integration morphism on H (?+) the Behrend function must satisfy the assumptions of [12,
Theorem 5.2]. As the latter can be checked on neighbourhoods of points of 79!, and we know
that 72 is locally isomorphic to 2I, the assumptions are satisfied and we have a well-defined
integration morphism
I : HPA) — Q4[PT].

3. Identities

As hinted at in the introduction, the proof of our main result can be roughly divided into
two blocks: the first is concerned with proving a formula relating ‘perverse’ DT invariants with
ordinary ones; the second uses this formula to compare the DT invariants over a flop. We will
start by focusing on the former.

Recall that we denote by + the category of coherent sheaves of Y. In the previous sec-
tions we reminded ourselves of the category of perverse coherent sheaves 4 and of the subcat-
egories 77, P¥ . We also reminded ourselves of the motivic Hall algebra of coherent sheaves
H (A), defined as the Grothendieck ring K(St/2l) of stacks over the stack of coherent sheaves
A equipped with the convolution product. We also constructed a moduli stack 2l parameteris-
ing objects in P+ and the Hall algebra H (?A) of perverse coherent sheaves, together with the
subalgebra of regular elements Heo(P), its semi-classical limit H.(P+) and the integration
morphism [ : Hy (PA) — Qg[PT]. Recall that T is the cone of perverse coherent sheaves
sitting inside the numerical Grothendieck group N(Y) and we take 0 = —1, 1 depending on
the choice of a locally constructible function on 2l (either the function identically equal to
one or the Behrend function).

3.1. A route. Before we start off, we would like to give a moral proof of our main re-
sult, which will later guide us through the maze of technical details. As we are interested in
counting curves, we will restrict to sheaves (and complexes) supported in dimension at most
one. All the constructions and definitions so far restrict to this setting, and we will append a
< 1 subscript to notify this change (e.g. we deal with the Hall algebra H(?A<;) of perverse
coherent sheaves supported in dimension at most one). The two key results are the identi-
ties (3.1), (3.2). Continuing from the introduction, our goal is to understand the relationship
between perverse DT numbers #DT(Y / X) and ordinary DT numbers DT(Y').

The Hilbert scheme of curves and points Hilb<;(Y) maps to 2<; by taking a quotient
Oy —» E to E, thus defining an element H<; € H(s4<1).” From the previous section we
know that the integration morphism is related to taking weighted Euler characteristics and in
fact integrating H < gives the generating series for the DT invariants'®

I(H<y) “="DT(Y) := ZDTY(ﬂ,n)q(ﬂ,n)’
B.n

) Strictly speaking this is false as Hilb(Y) is not of finite type. We shall later enlarge our Hall algebra
precisely to deal with this issue.
10) Again, this is slightly imprecise, there is a sign issue to be explained at the beginning of Section 3.8.
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where B € N;(Y) ranges among curve-classes in Y and n € Z is a zero-cycle. The perverse
Hilbert scheme ”Hilb<; (Y /X) produces a corresponding element ?H<; of H(PA<;), which
upon being integrated produces PDT(Y/X).

The first thing we remark is that, as quotients (in #4) of Oy lie in 7T and 2T C PA,
we can interpret H<; as an element of H(PA<1). There is an element 1pg_ 1] in H(PA<q)
represented by the inclusion 7§ <1[1] C P2 <;. There is also a stack parameterising objects of
PF-1[1] together with a morphism from Oy . This stack maps down to #2 < by forgetting the
morphism, yielding an element 11,(,9%1 [y We will prove that there is an identity

(3.1) PH<1 * log_y) = 19@[1] *H

in the Hall algebra of perverse coherent sheaves. Let us see how one might deduce this.

We extend the notation 1»#q], lf?f[l] to general subcategories B C A (whenever
we have an open inclusion of stacks B8 C 79) producing elements 1g, 1% in H(PA), and
similarly for H(+A). As (P7,P¥) is a torsion pair in -+, we have an identity 1 4 = lpo5 * lpg.
This follows from the fact that for any coherent sheaf E there is a unique exact sequence
T — E — FwithT € 77 and F € P¥. Notice that the product 1,7 * 1o is given by
[Z — U], where Z parameterises exact sequences 7" < E —» F and the morphism Z — 2
sends such an exact sequence to E.

We also have an identity 19 = 15?7. * 1,(?3,. This is a consequence of the previous identity

plus the fact that Hom(Oy,?¥) = 0 (Lemma 1.2). This last fact also tells us that l,(?f =lrg.
Moreover, the first isomorphism theorem for the abelian category # is reflected in the identity
13 = H x 14 (any morphism @Oy — FE factors through its image). Combining everything
together (and restricting to sheaves supported in dimension at most one) we see that

1(9

_ 10 -1 _ -1
H< = leA’sl * 1A§1 = log * lpfsl.

A parallel argument can be carried out for 4 yielding

10 -1 _ 10 (¢] —1 —1
PHa = 1’%51 * 1’%51 - 1”3”51[1] * (1”751 * 1"751) * 1”7’51[1]

from which we extract (3.1). Notice that for the identity 1&51 = 15’9?51[1] * 1?751 one uses
Homy (Oy,?¥<1[2]) = 0.

We now want to understand how to rewrite 11(,95,<1 [1] in a more familiar form. It turns
out that duality almost interchanges 47 and 7%, where ¢ = —(p + 1). Precisely, let @ be
the subcategory of «# consisting of sheaves with no subsheaves supported in dimension zero.
Let @¢x denote the subcategory of @ made up of sheaves Q such that R f, Q is supported in
dimension zero and let 97, = @Q¢xc N 97 . It is a simple computation (Lemma 3.7) to check
that the duality functor D = R Homy (—, Oy)[2] takes 97, to # <. The category @ is related
to DT invariants in the following way.

There is an identity lg = H* x 1q in H (), where 7* corresponds to (yet another)
Hilbert scheme of a tilt #A* of 4, where A" is the category in which quotients of Oy are
the so-called stable pairs of Pandharipande and Thomas [30] (see also [11]). We can restrict

to sheaves with zero-dimensional pushdown, which yields an identity lg = J* x1g

exc exc’
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which can be refined to 10 = H¥ . * lag,. Integrating J* . gives the generating series for
the Pandhanpande—Thomas (PT) 1nvar1ants of Y (see [11, Lemma 5.5])

[(350) "= PTexe(Y) := ) PTy(B.m)g#™,
B.n
J«B=0

where f ranges over the curve-classes contracted by f. If we let

DTo(Y) := » DTy(0.n)q"

we know [12, Theorem 1.1] that the reduced DT invariants DT'(Y) := DT(Y)/DT(Y) coin-
cide with the PT invariants PT(Y).

Now, the (shifted) duality functor D’ = ID[1] induces an anti-homomorphism between
Hall algebras'! and takes 97, to ?¥<1[1], so we have D’(lq7,) = lpg_,11]- Furthermore, as
a consequence of Serre duality, we have

]D),(LI’]') p37<1[1]-

As aresult we get

(3.2) ety = lrgeyn) * D' (Ko

as

15,93,51[1] =D'(195,) = D' * lag,) = D' (lagy) * D' (3CE) = Log_ 1) * D' (3

(notice that duality is an anti-equivalence and thus swaps extensions). We can rewrite (3.1) as
follows:

(3.3) PH g % lrg_ 111 = log_ (1] * D/ (H* ) * H<.

exc

Duality and integration can be interchanged up to a flip in signs. Precisely

(D/(j{exc)) “="PT(Y) = Z PTy(—ﬁ,n)q(ﬂ’"),
B.n
f«B=0

Upon integrating the two sides of (3.3) the two 1»g_, [1] cancel out'? and we are left with the
identity
PDT(Y/X) = PT,

wc(Y)-DT(Y).

3.2. The perverse Hilbert scheme. We now proceed along the route traced in the pre-
vious subsection, but taking care of technical details. Let us start by working in infinite-type
versions Hoo(A<1), Hoo(PA<1) of our Hall algebras. The advantage of H is that we include
stacks locally of finite type over C (e.g. U <1), the disadvantage is that we do not have an inte-
gration morphism at our disposal. To define this algebra we proceed exactly as in the previous

) More precisely it induces a morphism between certain subalgebras to be defined below.
12) This is the content of Proposition 3.20, a consequence of an important result of Joyce.
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section: the only differences being that we allow our stacks to be locally of finite type over C,
we insist that geometric bijections be finite type morphisms and we disregard the disjoint union

relation.'?

Remark 3.1. It seems worthwhile to point out the following. Of course, here we make
the (often unjustified) assumption that not only the reader has survived this far, but that he/she
is also paying attention to all the details. Rather than the infinite-type Hall algebra we just
defined, we should really be working in the Laurent Hall algebra H of Section 3.6. We
decided not to burden the reader with yet another definition and to temporarily work with H
instead. The identities we prove, starting from (3.4) and eventually leading up to (3.7), make
sense and are true (with identical proofs) in the Laurent Hall algebra.

The first element we consider is H<1 € Hxo(#A<1) corresponding to the Hilbert scheme
of Y, which parameterises quotients of Oy in #4A<;. To be precise, H < is represented by the
forgetful morphism Hilb<;(Y) — <y, which takes a quotient Oy — E to E. For us, the
important thing to notice is that if Oy — FE is a quotient in A<j, then £ € ?7. This is a
consequence of Oy € T and of the fact that the torsion part of a torsion pair is closed under
quotients. Thus the morphism Hilb<;(Y) — U< factors through 7T<;. As P Ty C Ay,
JH<1 can be interpreted as an element of Hoo(PA<1).

Once and for all we establish some general notation. For 88 C + a subcategory we denote
by 1g the element of Hs(A) represented by the inclusion of stacks B C 2, when this is an
open immersion (analogous notation for A<; and ZA<;). Another important stack is 2[21,
the stack of framed coherent sheaves [11, Section 2.3], which parameterises sheaves with a
fixed global section Oy — E. By considering surjective sections we can realise Hilb<;(Y)
as an open subscheme of 91‘21. We have a forgetful map 9121 — A<y, which takes a mor-
phism @y — E to E. Given an open substack B C Ag, we can consider the fibre product
B9 =B X9, 9121, which gives an element 1% € Hoo(A<1).

We want to emulate this last construction for Hoo(PA<1). We define the stack pgr9
of framed perverse coherent sheaves as the prestack taking a base S to a family of perverse
coherent sheaves P together with a morphism Ogxy — P. It is useful for us to realise ? A°
as a fibre product as follows.

Note first that we also have a stack € parameterising coherent sheaves on X . Pushforward
of complexes induces a morphism of stacks 2 — €. In fact, for this to be well-defined, we
simply need to check that given a family of perverse coherent sheaves P over a base S, the
pushforward Rfs « P is a coherent sheaf. This can be verified on fibres. If s € S is a point, then
Ls*Rfs «P = Rfs«P |II;S, which is a coherent sheaf as P |{;S is a perverse coherent sheaf.!¥

Moreover, there is a corresponding stack of framed sheaves €9 (see [11, Section 2.3]).
For P € PA, morphisms Oy — P correspond (by adjunction) to morphisms Ox — Rf«P.
We know that R fi P is a sheaf, so morphisms Oy — P correspond to points of c9.

To make the argument work in families, we notice that over a base S we still have
Rfs «Osxy = Osxx (this follows from flatness of § — Spec C and base change). Hence,

13)If we allowed both the disjoint union relation and spaces of infinite type then we would be left with the
zero ring. Indeed the standard trick would apply: by removing a point from an infinite disjoint union of points
we would conclude that one is equal to zero. The finite type assumption for geometric bijections is there to avoid
pathologies such as an infinite disjoint union of points representing the same class as a line.

19 For a proof of this non-flat base-change, we refer the reader to [15, Proposition 6.3].
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the considerations made above still apply and Z9 sits in the cartesian diagram

p?IG 6:0

|

PA ——C

Once again, we have an obvious substack 7 %1(21, which can also be described as the preimage
of P 9151 . B

We have elements 1pg_ (1], 1r7., € Hoo(PA<1) corresponding to the subcategories
PF<1[1] and PT<; of p,f\)fl._By taking fibre products with I’A(Zl — PA -1 we produce ele-
ments 1,‘?3,<1[1], 1(37<1 € Hoo(PA<). -

We also want a perverse Hilbert scheme PHilb<1 (Y / X) of Y over X parameterising quo-
tients of Oy in #A <. One can realise it as an open substack of # ?I(Zl. Indeed, fora : Oy — P
with P € PA, being surjective is equivalent to the cone of « lying in Ps<;[1], which we
know to be an open condition on ? 21(21. Thus we have an element H<; € Hoo (PA<1).

3.3. A first identity. We want to prove the identity
(3.4) PHar % Logy ) = 195,y * Ht

which we motivated in the beginning of this section. The left-hand side is represented by a
stack I, parameterising diagrams

Oy

|

PiL— FE — P,

where all objects are in A<, the sequence P; — E —> P, is exactin PhA<;, Oy — Pp is
surjective in PA<q and Py € PF<q[1].19
The right-hand side is represented by a stack JJtg parameterising diagrams

Oy Oy

L

F[l]—— E —»T

where the horizontal maps form a short exact sequence in A<y, F € P¥<1, T € PT<; and the
map Oy — T is surjective as a morphism in A <;. We remind ourselves that (P ¥<;[1],7T<;)
is a torsion pair in A< so that given a perverse coherent sheaf E, there is a unique exact
sequence F[1] — E — T,with F e ¥, T € P7<;.

15) To be precise, over a base U, the groupoid My (U) consists of diagrams as above which, upon restricting
to fibres of points of U, satisfy the required properties. Similar remarks will be implicit for the other stacks we
define below.

Brought to you by | Rice University
Authenticated
Download Date | 10/16/17 8:50 PM



122 Calabrese, Donaldson-Thomas invariants and flops

As the proof of the required identity goes through a chain of geometric bijections and
Zariski fibrations, we draw a diagram for future reference:

NSNS

In what follows, we shall make use of the next lemma. By perverse kernel, cokernel,
surjection etc. we mean kernel, cokernel, surjection etc. in the abelian category ZA.

Lemma 3.2. Let ¢ : Oy — E be a morphism from the structure sheaf to a perverse
coherent sheaf. Then the following are equivalent: the perverse cokernel of ¢ lies in PF[1];
the cone of ¢ belongs to D="Y(Y); the morphism H° (@) is surjective in .

Proof. Let o : E — HY(E) be the canonical epimorphism of perverse coherent
sheaves. We first show that the statement # cokergp € P¥[1] is equivalent to o¢ being sur-
jective as a morphism of coherent sheaves. First of all notice that as H° (o) is an isomorphism
then H (o) is surjective if and only if H%(¢) is surjective. Consider the diagram obtained
by factoring ¢ through the perverse image and by taking the perverse cokernel:

NN

Glancing at the cohomology sheaves long exact sequence we see that H °(«) is surjective. Thus
H(p) is surjective if and only if H°() is surjective if and only if H°(K) = 0 if and only if
K e PF1].

Let now C be the cone of ¢. By taking the cohomology sheaves long exact sequence we
immediately see that H°(¢) is surjective if and only if C € D="1(Y). m]

Ox

We now define a stack I’ parameterising diagrams of the form

Oy

|

E

where ? cokergp € P¥<j[1]. By the previous lemma this last condition is equivalent to
cone(p) € D="1(Y), which is open. Thus 9 is an open substack of the stack of framed
perverse sheaves ? ?1‘591.

Proposition 3.3. There is a map WMy — W induced by the composition
(9Y —> Pl — FE.

This map is a geometric bijection.
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Proof. By taking the composition Oy — P; — FE in the diagram defining My, (and
using the previous lemma) we see that 98 — I’ is an equivalence on C-points. To prove
finite typeness of the morphism we use a fact that shall be proved later: ?H<1, lpg_,[1] are
Laurent elements of our Hall algebra (Propositions 3.13, 3.14), in the sense of Definition 3.9.
As the stack My, is the product of these two elements, it is also Laurent. Thus, for any numerical
class o, we have a morphism Iy o — IM,,. As M 4 is of finite type, we are done. O

We define another stack It parameterising diagrams of the form

Oy

o

F[ll]~— E — T

where the horizontal maps form a short exact sequence of perverse sheaves, FF € P¥.q,
T € PT<; and ? coker ¢ € PF<[1]. This stack can be obtained as a fibre product as follows.
The element 1»%_,[1] * 1»7-, is represented by a morphism Z — P2 <1 and I is the top left
corner of the following cartesian diagram:

m— MW

I

Z — P,

Proposition 3.4. The morphism Wt — W defined by forgetting the exact sequence is a
geometric bijection.

Proof.  The morphism in question is precisely the top row of the previous diagram. The
bottom row is obtained by composing the top arrows of the following diagram:

b

2
z al)

| |

P11l x PT<ag —— PA< x PA

Pgtsl

where the bottom row is an open immersion (and thus of finite type) and the morphism b is
of finite type (this follows from the fact that » locally is isomorphic to the analogous mor-
phism for coherent sheaves). The morphism Z — #2<; induces an equivalence on C-points
because (PF<1[1],?T<1) is a torsion pair in PA<; (and thus any perverse coherent sheaf has
a unique short exact sequence with torsion kernel and torsion-free cokernel) and because an
automorphism of a short exact sequence which is the identity on the middle term is trivial. As
M — M is a base change of Z — PA -y we are done. O

Thus the identity (3.4) boils down to proving that )t and My represent the same element
in Hxo (PA). To do this we use one last stack 9t and build a pair of Zariski fibrations with same
fibres. We define the stack It to be the moduli of the following diagrams:
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(3.5) l
Flll]<— E —> T

where the horizontal maps form a short exact sequence of perverse sheaves, F € P¥g,
T € PJ<; and the map Oy — T is surjective as a morphism of coherent sheaves. This
stack is also a fibre product of known stacks (compare with the element 1»%_ 1] * H<1). No-
tice that there are two maps 9t — It < Ig. The map INr — It is given by forgetting the
morphism Oy — F[1]. The map )t — It is given by composition Oy — E — T (which is
a surjective morphism thanks to Lemma 3.2).

Proposition 3.5. The maps I — N < Mg are two Zariski fibrations with the same
fibres.

Proof. Keeping in mind diagram (3.5), the idea is that over a perverse coherent sheaf
E the morphism Mg — I has fibres Homy (Qy, F[1]) while 9% — 9 has fibres all lifts
Oy — E. The long exact sequence

0 — Homy (Oy, F[1]) = Homy (Oy, E) - Homy (Oy,T) — 0

tells us that given a choice of a lift of Oy — T all lifts are in bijection with Homy (Oy, F[1]).
Let us see how to make this argument work in families. Let S be an affine and connected
scheme and let S — 9t correspond to a diagram

J/ sur

F[l]— E ——>T

on Yg. First of all notice that Lemma 1.2 (and base change to §) tells us that Rpg 4 F' is just
H'(Yg, F) shifted by one, where pg : Ys — S is the projection. In addition, H!(Yg, F) is
flat over S, or in other words Oy, and F have constant Ext groups in the sense of [12, Section
6.1] (all the others vanish).

Let W be the fibre product Mig xg S. This is actually a functor which associates to an
affine S-scheme g : T — S the group H (Y7, qy F) and we know by [12, Section 6.1] that it
is represented by a vector bundle over S of rank the rank of H!(Ys, F).

Similarly, the fibre product 9t xg; S is represented by an affine bundle of rank the rank of
H'(Ys, F) (notice that because of the previous arguments the exact sequence at the beginning
of the proof still holds over §). This allows us to conclude that 9t — 9t and Mg — N are
two Zariski fibrations with same fibres. m)

3.4. PT invariants. We are still left with the task of understanding what we obtain
by integrating #JH <. To achieve this goal we first substitute 11(,93,,<1 [1] with something more
recognisable (from the point of view of the integration morphism 7). Recall [11, Section 2.2]
that on # there is a torsion pair (8, @), where P consists of sheaves supported in dimension
zero and @ is the right orthogonal of &. In particular, an element Q € @ which is supported
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in dimension one is pure. Notice also that Oy € @. We denote by A" the tilt with respect to
(9, @), but with the convention

P[-1] c A* c DI (y).

There exists a scheme Hilb#<1(Y) parameterising quotients of @y in A* supported in
dimension at most one. Using [1 1, Lemma 2.3] one constructs an element J{il € Hoo(A<1)
which eventually leads to the PT invariants of ¥. We recall that quotients of Oy in A" are
exactly morphisms Oy — Q, with cokernel in & and Q € Q.

In Hoo(4<1) we have an element 1g _, given by the inclusion of the stack parameterising
objects in @< inside A< and its framed version lgq. There is also an identity [11, Section
4.5]

lg_ =34, *la_,.
We want to restrict the element J{il further by considering only quotients whose derived
pushforward R fx is supported in dimension zero. We thus define the following subcategories:

Qexe = {0 € @ | dimsupp Rfx Q = 0},
Phee = {E € PA | dimsupp RfxE = 0},
pTexc =77 N pAexm pT. = pTexc N Qexc-

We can also consider the scheme Hilb’

o (Y') parameterising quotients of Oy in :Af;l with target

having zero-dimensional pushdown (it is indeed an open subscheme of Hilbﬂ1 (Y) as we are
imposing a restriction on the numerical class of the quotients). From it we obtain an element
HE . € Hoo(A). Before we move on to the following result, we point out that 77, C A% |.

Proposition 3.6. The following identity in Hxo () is true:

(3.6) 15?7. =3 x log,.

Proof. We start with a remark. If we have a morphism Oy — T in A with T € PT,,
we can factor it through its image (in 4*) Oy — I — T and we denote by Q the quotient,
again in AF. We already know [11, Lemma 2.3] that / is a sheaf and that the morphism
Oy — I, as a morphism in #, has cokernel P supported in dimension zero.

Glancing at the cohomology sheaves long exact sequence of /I — T — (Q, reveals that
Q is also a sheaf, thus the sequence / < T —» Q is actually a short exact sequence of
sheaves. The sheaf Q is in 7T, as it is a quotient of T, and it lies in @ as it is an object of A".
Also, Rfx Q is supported on points as R f. T is, thus Q € PT,.

On the other hand, given a morphism of sheaves Oy — I, which is an epimorphism in
A*, and given a short exact sequence of coherent sheaves I < T —» Q, with I € Q¢ and
0 € PJ,, we claim that T € P7,. The fact that T € Q. is clear. If we prove that [ € 7T
then we are done.

We know there is an exact sequence Oy — I — P, with P supported in dimension
zero, viz. a skyscraper sheaf. Let I — F be the projection to the torsion-free part of I (for
the (P7,2¥) torsion pair). The morphism Oy — I — F is zero, as objects of 7F have no
sections. Thus there is a morphism P — F suchthat /] — P — Fisequalto/ — F. As P
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is a skyscraper sheaf, the morphisms from it are determined on global sections, thus P — F
is zero, which in turn implies that / — F is zero. Thus F = 0and / € 7.

Using the remark above we can see that there exists a morphism from the stack parame-
terising diagrams

Oy

l

with Oy — I an epimorphism in A*, I € Qee, O € PTe, to the stack parameterising
morphisms Oy — T, with T € ?T,. This morphism induces an equivalence on C-points and
the fact that it is of finite type will follow from Propositions 3.13 and 3.8. O

3.5. Duality. We will see now how to link everything together via the duality functor.

Lemma 3.7. LetD : D(Y) — D(Y) be the anti-equivalence defined by
E — D(E) = RHomy (E, Oy)[2].

Then, forq = —(p + 1),
DUT,) = PF<;.

The shift [2] in the definition of D is due to the fact that we are dealing with pure sheaves
supported in codimension two. Indeed, if @; is the category of pure sheaves supported in
dimension one, then D(@;) = @; (see [11, Lemma 5.6]). Notice that any sheaf F € %<,
is automatically pure, as the existence of a zero-dimensional subsheaf would contradict the
condition fx F = 0.

Proof.  'We will prove the two inclusions D(?7,) C PF<1, D(PF<1) C 97, but first let
us make a consideration about the category €<; of coherent sheaves supported in dimension at

most one with vanishing derived pushforward. We have D (€<;) = €<;. Infact,as €<; C @y,
one has D(€<1) C @1, thus one only needs to check RfxID(C) = 0, forall C € €<y:

RfD(C) = Rfx R Homy (C. Oy)[2]
= Rf.«RHomy (C, /' Ox)[2]
= RHomy (RfC. Ox)[2] = 0.

Let F € P¥.1. We first check that R! fxD(F) = 0:

R' fxD(F) = H'(Rf«R Homy (F. Oy)[2])
= H’(RHomy (RfF. Ox))
= H?(RHomy (R' /i F[-1], Ox))
= Exty (R f« F. Ox)
= Exty (R' fxF,0x) = 0,
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where the last equality follows from Serre duality and the second to last is a consequence of
the local-to-global spectral sequence and the fact that R! f, F (and thus M;‘, (R! £+ F,Oy))
is supported in dimension zero. When p = —1 this is enough to show that D(?¥<;) C 97,.
When p = 0 we are still left to check that Homy (D(*¥<1),€) = 0. If F € P¥<4, then
(using the fact that DD is an antiequivalence of D(Y))

Homy (D(F), €<1) = Homy (€<, F) C Homy (€, F) = 0,

where the last equality is by definition of °#. To complete the proof, we show that if 7 € A<
is such that R! /4, T = 0 and Homy (T, €<1) = 0, then Homy (7, €) = 0. In fact, let T — C
be a morphism with C € €. The image I satisfies R! fx/ = 0 as it is a quotient of 7" and
Jf«I = 0as it is a subobject of C. Observing that 7 —> [ is surjective implies that / € €<,
and that 7 — C is the zero morphism.

Letnow T € 47,. We check that f.ID(T) = 0:

£«D(T) = H°(Rf« R Homy (T, Oy)[2])
= H?(RHomy (f+T.Ox))
= Extx (f«T. Ox)
= Exty (f+xT,Ox) = 0,

where the last two equalities again follow from Serre duality and the dimension of the support
of fxT. Analogously as above, this is enough for p = —1, and for p = 0 we see that
Homy (€<1,D(?7,)) = 0.

Let now F € 4A<; be such that fx F = 0 and Homy (€<, F) = 0. It follows that
Homy (€, F) = 0. In fact, if C — F is a morphism with C € €, then the image [ satisfies
fi«l = 0as it is a subobject of F and satisfies R! i/ = 0 as it is a quotient of C. As | < F
is injective, I € €<; which implies that C — F' is the zero morphism. |

We now want to apply the duality functor, or better D’ = D[1], to our Hall algebras.
As the category P¥<1[1] (respectively 97,) is closed by extensions we have an algebra
Hoo (PF<1[1]) (respectively Hoo(?7,)) spanned by morphisms [W — P& <1[1]] (respectively
[W — 97%,]). Notice that while the first is a subalgebra of Ho(P#A<1), the second can be
viewed as a subalgebra of both Hoo(9A<1) and Hoo(A<1), as a distinguished triangle with
vertices lying in 7, is an exact sequence in both 94 and A.

Proposition 3.8. The functor D' induces an anti-isomorphism between Hoo(4Te) and
Hoo(PF<1[1]). Furthermore the following identities hold:

D/(lqg‘.) = 1')‘7‘—51[1]’ ]D)/(l,?T.) = 11(,9?51[1].

Proof. Duality D’ induces an isomorphism between stacks 4T and ?&<1[1]. The
anti-isomorphism between the Hall algebras is then defined by taking a class [W — 9%,] to
(W — 9T, — P%<1[1]] and noticing that duality flips extensions [11, Section 5.4]. Clearly
this takes the element lag, to 1»#_,[1], while the second identity requires a bit of work.

Two remarks are in order. The first is that given any T € 97,

Homy (Qy, T) = Homy (D'(T'), Oy [3]) = Homy (Qy,D'(T))".
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The second is that, if 7 € 97, and F € PF<q, then dimc H°(Y,T) = x(T) and similarly
dimc HY(Y, F) = —y(F). This is useful since, for a family of coherent sheaves, the Euler
characteristic is locally constant on the base. Thus we can decompose the stack 4T, as a
disjoint union according to the value of the Euler characteristic. We have a corresponding
decomposition of 1T and we write q?,(?n for the n-th component of this disjoint union.
This space maps down to 4T, , by forgetting the section. Similarly, the space A" x 9T, ,
projects onto 4T, ,,. As these two maps are Zariski fibrations with same fibres the stacks
4 ’i‘f?n and A" x 1%, , represent the same element in the Grothendieck ring. This argument is
then extended to the whole q%.‘?n proving that

[120] = [[]A" % 7%en]

We can proceed analogously for #&<;[1]. The component p%fl[l],? represents the same
element as A” x P& <;[1],. The first remark above implies that duality D’ takes 9%, , to
P& <1[1],, which lets us conclude. O

Thus in our infinite-type Hall algebra we deduce that

11(?.7751[1] = Dl(l??.) = D,(g{fxc * 1"7'.) = lpfgl[l] * D,(foc)-
Accordingly, we have
11(?‘?751[1] = 1"3751[1] * D/(j{zxc

which, jointly with (3.4), yields

PHer # Loy ) = Loge, ) * D' (0G) * Har

3.6. Laurent elements. Our objective is to get rid of the spurious 1»%_,[1]’s in the
identity above. This is achieved by constructing a (weak) stability condition (in the sense of
[22, Definition 3.5]) with values in the ordered set {1, 2}, such that #¥<1[1] manifests as the
class of semi-stable objects of © = 2. Before we do that, however, we want to define a sort of
completed Hall algebra H (P#4) 5 (parallel to the one in [11, Section 5.2]) which morally sits in
between H (PA<1) and Hoo(PA<1). The reason we need to do so is simple. On one hand the
Hall algebra constructed in the previous section only includes spaces that are of finite type, on
the other the infinite type Hall algebra is much too big to support an integration morphism. To
deal with objects such as the Hilbert scheme of curves and points of ¥ we allow our spaces to
be locally of finite type while imposing a Laurent condition.

We previously mentioned that H(?#A) is graded by the numerical Grothendieck group
N(Y). There is a subgroup N<;(Y) generated by sheaves supported in dimension at most one
and H(PA<1) is graded by it. We also notice [11, Lemma 2.2] that the Chern character induces
an isomorphism

N<1(Y) 3 [E] = (chaE,ch3E) € N1(Y) @ No(Y),

where by Nj(Y) we mean the group of curve-classes modulo numerical equivalence, and
No(Y') >~ Z. Henceforth we tacitly identify N<;(Y') with N1 (Y) & Z.
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We have a pushforward morphism fi : N1(Y) — N;p(X). This morphism is surjective
and we denote its kernel by N1(Y/X). The short exact sequence

S
N1(Y/X) = N1(Y) > Ni(X)
is of free abelian groups (of finite rank) therefore it splits (non-canonically),
Ni1(Y) = N1(X) & N1(Y/X).

Elements of N<1(Y) can then be described by triples (y,d,n) € Ni(X) & N1(Y/X) & Z.
We denote the image of P4 < (via the Chern character) in N<;(Y) by PA (this is the cone of
perverse coherent sheaves supported in dimensions < 1). The algebra H(?A<;) is graded by
PA. Finally, by € C N1(Y/X) we denote the effective curve classes in Y which are contracted

by f.

Definition 3.9. We define a subset L. C PA to be Laurent if the following conditions
hold:

e for all y there exists an n(y, L) such that for all §,n with (y,8,n) € L one has that
n=n(y. L);

o for all y, n there exists a §(y, n, L) € € such that for all § with (y,5,n) € L one has that
§ <8(y.n, L)1

We denote by A the set of all Laurent subsets of PA.

Notice that A does not depend on the choice of the above splitting. We have the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.10. The set A of Laurent subsets of PA satisfies the two following properties.
(1) If Ly, Ly € Athen L1 + L, € A.

(2) Ifa € PA and L1, L, € A then there exist only finitely many decompositions o = a1 + ap
withoj € Lj.

Proof. We start by proving (1). Fix a y and let (y,8,n) € L1 + L,. By [24, Corol-
lary 1.19] there are only finitely many decompositions y = y1 + y» with y; > 0 (i.e. with y;
effective). Given a decomposition (y, §,n) = (y1+y2,081 4062, n1+n2), with (y;,6;,n;) € L;,
we know that n; > n(y;, L;) son = ny + na > n(y1, L1) + n(y2, Lz). By letting the y;’s
vary we obtain the desired lower bound for 7.

At this point we fix y and n. We want to find an upper bound for the possible §’s
such that (y,8,n) € L + L. By the argument above we know that for decompositions
(v,6,n) = (y1 + y2,61 + 82,n1 + np) with (y;,8;,n;) € L; the possible combinations
of y; and n; are finite. Fix such a decomposition (y; + 2,81 + 82,n1 + nz). We know
that 6; < &(y;i,ni, Li). Thus § = 61 + 82 < 8(y1,n1,L1) + 6(y2,n2, Ly). Take now an-
other decomposition (y; + y5,8] + 65,n] + n,). Running the same argument we have that

10 For §,8" € N1(Y/X), by the notation § < §’ we mean §’ —§ € € or equivalently § —§’ € —€. In general
we will write @ > 0 to denote that a certain class is effective.
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§ < 8(yy.n'y, L1) + 8(y5.n%, Lo). Finally, as 8(y;,n;, L;),8(y/,n},L;) > 0, we conclude
§ < 8(yi.ni, Li) + 8(y/,n}, L;). By taking the sum for all possible decompositions we
have our upper bound for §.

Let us now prove (2). Fix a class o = (y,8,n) € PA and two Laurent subsets L1, L.
Again by [24, Corollary 1.19] we know that there are only finitely many possible decompo-
sitions Yy = y1 + y2. Thus we may presently fix both y; and y,. Given a decomposition
(y,8,n) = (y1 + y2,081 + 62,11 + ny), there are again finitely many possible values occurring
forny,ns, asn; > n(y;, Li). Thus we may take n1, n, also to be fixed. Finally, the combina-
tions (y,8,n) = (y1 + y2,061 + 82, n1 + ny) are again a finite number, as § = 81 + 85 lives in
8(y1,n1, L1) + 8(y2,n2, L) — € (thus we can apply [24, Corollary 1.19] again). D

We now have all the ingredients to define a A-completion H(PA<1) of H(PA<1). Let
us give a general definition.

Definition 3.11. Let R be a PA-graded associative Q-algebra. We define R to be the
vector space of formal series
Z X(y.8.,n)

(,8,n)
with x(y.5.1) € R(y,s,n) and X(y,5,,) = 0 outside a Laurent subset. We equip this vector space

with a product
XY=, ) e

a€PA a1 tar=u

The algebra R is included in R as any finite set is Laurent. To a morphism R — S of
PA-graded algebras corresponds an obvious morphism Ry — S.

There is a subalgebra

Qo [PA] C Qq[PT]

spanned by symbols ¢% with @« € PA. Notice that the Poisson structure on Q4[PA] is triv-
ial as the Euler form on N<;(Y) is identically zero. The integration morphism restricts to
I : Hi(PA<1) = Qg[PA] and so, by taking A-completions, we have a morphism

Ip : Hi(PA<1) A — Qg [PA]A.

Remark 3.12. Notice that given an algebra R as above and an element r € R with
r(0,0,0) = 0, the element 1 — r is invertible in R . This is due to the fact that the series

>
k>0

makes sense in Rp.

Now it is time to have a look at what the elements of H(PA<j)a look like. Let It be
an algebraic stack locally of finite type over C mapping down to 2 <; and denote by )¢, the
preimage under P2, for @ € PA. We say that

[ — PUA<;] € Hoo(PA<1)
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is Laurent if 9, is a stack of finite type for all « € PA and if 9%, is empty for o outside
a Laurent subset. Such a Laurent element gives an element of H(PA<1)a by considering

Za gﬁa.

Proposition 3.13.  The elements 1rg_,[1], l‘pgfSl [1] 47e Laurent.

Proof. Let F € P¥-; and let the triple (y,d,n) be the numerical class in N<;(Y)
corresponding to [F[1]] = —[F]. By [9, Proposition X-1.1.2] we know that in the Grothendieck
group F decomposes as

F =Y 5[0c¢]+.
i

where the C; are the curves comprising the irreducible components of the support of F' (which
is contained in the exceptional locus of f'), where /; > 0 and where t is supported in dimension
zero. From this decomposition we infer that y = 0 and § < 0. Finally, Riemann—Roch tells us
that » is minus the Euler characteristic of F' and Lemma 1.2 gives us that n > 0. To conclude,
the finite type axiom is deduced using Lemma 3.19, combined with Lemma 3.7.

For 19 , it is enough to notice that H ! (Y, F) is finite-dimensional for F € P¥. 1o
pﬁsl [1]

Let us also notice that by the remark above both 1»#_, 1] and 11,(,931,<1 [1] re invertible in
H(PA<1)A- R

Proposition 3.14. The element PH <y is Laurent.

Proof. By [10, Theorem 5.5] if we fix a numerical class « € N<;(Y) then the space
PHilby, x () is of finite type (it is in fact a projective scheme). Thus we are left with checking
the second half of the Laurent property. Fix then a class y € Nj(X) and consider a possible
quotient Oy —> P in PA, with dimsupp P < 1 and with P of class (y, §,n). We need to show
that there exists a lower bound on the possible values of n. By pushing down to X we obtain
a quotient (in Coh(X)) Ox — Rf« P, and we note that the sheaf R f, P is of class (y,n). If
a class y is fixed, it is known that the possible values of the Euler characteristic of a quotient
Ox — Q are bounded below (this follows from boundedness of the Hilbert scheme), hence
we have the required bound.

To proceed, we let y and n both be fixed and notice that we only really need to focus on
exact sequences of both coherent and perverse sheaves, i.e. on points of Hilby N#Hilb<;(Y/X)
(which we temporarily denote by Pilb(Y)). This is a consequence of the fact that given a
quotient Oy — P in PA, with P of class (y, 8,n), we can consider the torsion torsion-free
exact sequence

F[l]— P —>T.

In fact, F[1] does not contribute towards y, contributes negatively towards § and positively
towards n, as seen in the previous proposition. Thus we just need to study the possible classes
of T. Finally, Oy — P —» T is a quotient in 4 but glancing at the cohomology sheaves
long exact sequence tells us that it is indeed a quotient in 4 as well. Thus we only need to
check that, having chosen a y and an n, there exists an upper bound §¢ such that Pilby (y, 8, n)
is empty for § > §.
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Notice that the pushforward induces a morphism from ZHilb(Y/X) to Hilb(X). We
consider its restriction to Pilb(Y). We would like for the pullback functor to induce a morphism
going in the opposite direction. A flat family of sheaves on X might, however, cease to be flat
once pulled back on Y. To remedy we impose this condition by hand. We define a subfunctor
Filby of Hilby by the rule

Filby (S) = {Oxy — G | G. f§G flatover S}.

If U is the structure sheaf of the universal subscheme for Hilb(X) on X x Hilb(X) then one
can see that Filb(X) is represented by the flattening stratification of Hilb(X) with respect to
fﬁ"ﬂb( X)U . From this we deduce that if we fix a numerical class (y,n) on X then Filby (y, n)
is of finite type.

We claim that the composition of pushing forward and pulling up as just described,
Pilb(Y) — Filb(X) — Pilb(Y), is the identity. Let us see first why this is true on geometric
points. Take an exact sequence of both coherent and perverse sheaves

I — 0Oy —> E.

Applying the counit of the adjunction f* - f, (and using the fact that the objects above are
both sheaves and perverse sheaves) we obtain a commutative diagram

Xl — Oy — f*fuE —0

Lo

0 1 Oy E 0

with exact rows. By [10, Proposition 5.1] we have that f* f,I — I is surjective and so, by
a simple diagram chase, f* f« E — E is an isomorphism. This argument indeed works in
families, as surjectivity can be checked fibrewise.

Finally, let us fix a y and an n and let Pilby (y, n) be the subspace of Pilb(Y'), where we
have fixed y and n but we let § vary. By the previous arguments we know that

Pilby (y,n) — Filbx (y,n) — Pilby (y,n)

composes to the identity. As the retract of a quasi-compact space is quasi-compact!” we obtain
that Pilby (y, n) is of finite type, which is enough to conclude. m]

Proposition 3.15. The element H <1 is Laurent.

Proof. 1t is a known fact that for a fixed numerical class @« € N<;(Y) the scheme
Hilby (@) is of finite type (it is in fact a projective scheme). To prove the second half of the
Laurent property we start by fixing a class y € Ny (X). If Oy — T is a quotient in A with
kernel 7, we have an exact sequence

O—>f*l—>(9X—>f*T—>R1f*I—>O.

IDIf A — B — A composes to the identity, one can start with an open cover {A;} and pull it back to a
cover {B;} of B. Pick a finite subcover {B; } and pull it back to A. This is a finite subcover of {4; }.
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If T is of class (y,8,n) then fxT is of class (y,n) and R! fxI is supported in dimension zero.
The image Q of Ox — fiT is of class (y,m) with m < n. As y is fixed we have a lower
bound on the possible values of 1 and a fortiori on the values of 7.

Let now y and n be fixed. We start off with the identity

prsl * 11’?51[1] = 1‘0’3751[1] *Ha

in Hoo(PA<1). By directly applying our definition of % we see that the right-hand side is
represented by a morphism [W — P2 -], given by the top row of the following diagram:

2 b
W Py

J J(al,aﬂ

P& 1119 x Hilby <; —— PA<q x PA<,

Py

Similarly, the left-hand side is represented by a morphism [Z — P <1]. The main tool we use
for the proof is the cover {#2}o of PA <1, with @ € PA ranging inside the cone of perverse
coherent sheaves.

By taking preimages through b we obtain an open cover {Uy } of ? ﬁl(jf . Concretely, Uy,
parameterises exact sequences Py — P — P, in A< with P of class a.

On the other hand, we can cover 2 <1 x P <; by taking products 72y, x #Ay,. By
pulling back via (a1, az) we produce an open cover {Uy, a5 }a; a5 Of ? 21(2 . The space Uy, a,
parameterises exact sequences Py — P — P, in PA<; with Py of class o1 and P; of class
a2. Notice that the collection {Uy, a5 }a; +ar=a 1S an open cover of Uy.

By pulling back these covers of ? 21(2 we obtain open covers { Wy }o and {Wy, a5 tay .00
of W. The same can be done for Z. -

We remind ourselves that we think of a class « as a triple (y, §,n). If we fix a y and
an n, it is a consequence of PH<y * lp%_ 1] being Laurent that there exists a 6’ such that
Z(y.5.n) = 0 for § > §’. Because of the identity above, the same holds for W, 5 ,).

What we need to prove is that, once we fix y and n,, the space Hilby (y, 82, n5) is empty
for large &>. Fix 81,11 such that ? % <; [1]2)’ §1.m1) # (). The space representing the product

10

P& <1[10.5,.n) * Hilby (y, 82, n2)

18 W0.,8,,n1),(1.62.n2) € W(3.8,482,n1+n,)- We have already remarked that for fixed y, n1,n2
we have an upper bound &’ such that W, s, +-6,.n,4n,) = @ for 61 + 82 > &’. As we have
p%ﬁl[l]g)’al,nl) # @, we conclude that Hilby (y, 82,n2) = @ for 8, > §' — 81, in particular
the same is true for 5, > 0. O

Remark 3.16. We need to interpret Proposition 3.8 in the Laurent setting. Duality D’
acts on N<;(Y) by taking a class (y,d,n) to (—y,—d,n). Even more concretely, an element
T € 17, of class (0, 8, n) is sent to an element D'(7") € #F<; of class (0, —§, n). This suggests
that we should complete the algebra H (?7,) with respect to a sort of dual Laurent subsets.

Let 9 Aexc be the subcone of ¢ A consisting of elements of the form (0, 8, n), with n > 0.
We define A’ as the collection of subsets L C 4 Agx such that:

e forall n € Z, there exists §(n) € € such that for all §, with (0,8,n) € L, § > §(n).
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We can complete the algebra H(47,) with respect to A’, just as we complete the Hall algebra
of perverse coherent sheaves with respect to A. We denote this completion by H(?97,) A-.

The elements lqg, and 1597.. belong H(?7,) s by Proposition 3.13 and duality. The
element H* _ also belongs to H(47,) o+ by running a similar proof to the one above, using (3.6).
Proposition 3.8 now implies D’ defines an isomorphism between H (?7,) p» and H (P F<;1[1]) 4,

taking lag, to lpg_,1] and 1597. to 1,(,937<1[1].

Going back to H(P#A<1) A, the remark above implies the identity
(3.7) PH<y = log,puy * D' (FE) * Hep * 1;;51[1].

What keeps us from simply applying the integration morphism /4 is that, although D’(J¥ )
and H < are regular (in the sense of Proposition 2.7), 1»#_, (1] is not.

3.7. A stability condition. We want to proceed analogously as in [11, Section 6.3],
proving that
In(PH<r) = IN(D'(HEL) - T (H<1)

€xc

holds nevertheless. We make use of an important result of Joyce, which we can roughly sum-
marise as follows. Suppose we are working in the Hall algebra of an abelian category and
suppose we are given a stability condition. The slogan we keep in mind is: “the product
[C*] - log(1ss(s)). Where 1gg(,,) is the element corresponding to the inclusion of semi-stable
objects of slope u, is a regular element.” It will suffice to combine [19, Corollary 5.10] and
[20, Theorem 8.7].

In our context the key is to show that (L — 1) - log(1»g_,[1]) € Hreg(?+). This can be
achieved by constructing an appropriate stability condition such that # ¥<1[1] manifests as the
set of objects of some fixed slope. For convenience we work within the category Py, whose
objects are those perverse coherent sheaves P € PA<; whose pushforward to X is supported
on points (in other words such a P is of class (0,8,n), for some § € N1(Y/X) and n € Z).
We define a stability condition u, taking values in the ordered set {1, 2} as follows:

1 ifé >0,

0,6,n) —~
( ") {2 if § < 0.

It is immediate that w is indeed a weak stability condition (in the sense of [22, Definition 3.5]),
as the only axiom one needs to check is the (weak) see-saw property.

Lemma 3.17. The set of u-semistable objects of slope = 2 is PF<1[1]. The set of
u-semistable objects with 1 = 1 is P Texc.

Recall that an object P is said to be semistable if for all proper subobjects P’ C P we
have u(P’) < u(P/P’).

Proof. Let P be any semistable perverse coherent sheaf. Consider the torsion torsion-
free exact sequence
F[l]—> P > T.
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If F[1] # 0and T # O then, by semistability, 2 = p(F[1]) < w(T) = 1 which is impossible.
Thus a semistable object must be either torsion or torsion-free.

On the other hand, as ” ¥<;[1] is stable under quotients and ? T, is stable under subob-
jects we conclude. |

The last property we need is permissibility, in the sense of [20, Definition 4.7].
Proposition 3.18. The stability condition | is permissible.

Proof. The first fact we check is that the category Py is noetherian. More generally,
this follows from Noetherianness of 4. The latter can be seen as a consequence of [8], as
PA is equivalent to the category of finitely generated modules over a noetherian coherent Oy -
algebra.

Now we want to check that if P € PAg and [P] = 0in N<;(Y) then P = 0. By
pushing forward via f we have that [Rf, P] = 0 and as Rfx P € Coh(X) it follows that
Rf«P = 0. Now, from Leray’s spectral sequence we obtain f, H '(P) = f, H°(P) = 0.
Thus, if p = —1, then P = H~1(P)[1], and if p = 0, then P = H°(P). In either case we
reduce to dealing with a coherent sheaf and so P = 0.

Let now PA (i) be the subset of Uy (C) consisting of perverse coherent sheaves which
are of numerical class o and semistable with 4 = i. We now check that these subsets are
constructible.

In light of Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.17, what remains to be proved is that, given a § and
an n, the stack T (g s ) is of finite type. This is the content of the following lemma.

To finish, we show that p is artinian. Consider a chain of subobjects

i Py s Py

with (Pp+1) > w(Pp/Ppy1). Let P’ < P be any two consecutive elements in the chain
above and let Q be the quotient P’/ P so that we have an exact sequence

PP -0

with #(P’) > w(Q), which corresponds to the relation (8’,n) + (84,n4) = (8,n) in PA.
As the sheaves we are considering have support contracted by f we see that n,n’,ng > 0
hence we can assume (by going further down the chain if necessary) that n = n’, which in turn
implies ng = 0.

When p = —1, this implies that Q € P¥<1[1] and u(Q) = 2. As a consequence, we
have u(P’) = u(P) = 2 and so 8,8 < 0. Finally, as 8’ > §, we can assume §' = § and so
84 = 0, from which we gather that Q = 0, which concludes the proof.

When p = 0, the condition n, = 0 implies Q € ?T¢y.. Glancing at the cohomology
sheaves long exact sequence we see that P’ — P is an isomorphism on H ~! and an injection
on HO. If we denote 8o = chy(H ~!(P)), we see that §o < §’ < §. Thus, again by descending
further down the chain if necessary, we can assume § = §’ and we are done. ]

Lemma 3.19. Let§ € N1(Y/X) and let n € Z. Then, the stack P T s ») is of finite
type.

Brought to you by | Rice University
Authenticated
Download Date | 10/16/17 8:50 PM



136 Calabrese, Donaldson-Thomas invariants and flops

Proof. We can use the criterion found for example in [18, Lemma 1.7.6]. Let S be
a finite type scheme and let 7 € Coh(S x Y) be a flat family of sheaves such that for any
closed point s € S the restriction to the fibre Ty lies in T and is of class (0,8,n). We
show that there exists a sheaf surjecting onto all the 75. It is sufficient to prove that 7§ is
generated by global sections, as then the sheaf H°(Y, Ty) ®c Oy will surject onto Ty and
dim H°(Y, T;) = n is independent of s.

Let 7 and C be respectively the image and the cokernel of the evaluation morphism
HO(Y,Ts) ®c Oy — Ty. The sheaf I belongs to 77 and together with the exact sequence
I — Ty — C we have

fel — [Ty — foC.

As fi Ty is supported on points, the morphism H?(X, fixTs) ®c Ox — f«Ts is surjective,
which (by adjunction) implies that f.I — f« T is surjective, which by the above exact se-
quence implies that f,C = 0. As R! f,,C = 0 as well, by the properties of perverse coherent
sheaves it follows that Ty — C is the zero morphism, which in turn implies C = 0 and hence
the claim. m]

Proposition 3.20. In H(PA<i1)A we have 1pg_ (1] = exp(€), with regular element
n=(L-—1) €€ Heg(PA<1)A. Furthermore the automorphism

Adll’?<1[l] : H(p‘A’sl)A > H(pASI)A
preserves regular elements. The induced Poisson automorphism of Hs.(PA<1) A is given by

Adlp}«'sl[l] = exp{n, —}.

Proof. 'We can draw an argument entirely parallel to the one in [11, Theorem 6.3, Corol-
lary 6.4]. The only thing to check here is that the class [C*]-log(1»#_,[1]) is a regular element,
which can be done in the subalgebra H (P#Acxc) A, exploiting the stability condition we just de-
scribed. ]

3.8. Main identity. At last, we have all the ingredients to prove our main result. Before
we proceed, we must deal with an issue of signs.

The Hilbert scheme Hilby (8, 1) comes with two constructible functions which are of
interest to us. The first (v) is Behrend’s microlocal function. The second (u) is the pullback
along Hilby (8, n) — U of the Behrend function of the stack 2[. Given a homology class 8 and
an integer n, the DT number of class (8, n) is defined to be

DTy (B.n) := xv(Hilby (8.n)) := > kywp(v™" (k).
keZ
where yop 1s the topological Euler characteristic. We package all these numbers into a gener-
ating series
DT(Y) = Y DTy (B.n)g®"
B.n

which can be interpreted as a Laurent series according to our definition. As we work with the
integration morphism, it is convenient for us to define a variant of the DT series:

DT(Y) := Ix(H<y).
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Unpacking the definitions, we see that, if we write
DTy (B.n) := yu(Hilby (8.7)) == Y _ kjiop(p ™" (k))
keZ

then
Ip(H<1) =DT(Y) = Y DTy (B.n)q#m.
B.n

Remark 3.21. It is shown in [11, Theorem 3.1] that there is a simple relationship be-
tween DT and DT, given as follows:

DTy (B.n) = (=1)"DTy (B.n).

We pause a moment to notice that on Hilb(Y"), not only do we have the pullback of the
Behrend function of 2, but also the pullback of the Behrend function of Z2[. However, no
ambiguity arises, as the two morphisms factor through ¥, which is open in both 2l and 7.

Proceeding analogously as above, we define the perverse DT series as

PDT(Y/X) := In(PH<1)

which can be seen as a sum of perverse DT numbers

PDT(Y/X) =Y PDTy,x(B.n)qg"®",

B.n

where

PDTy,x(B.n) := yu(PHilby,x (B.n)).
For the purpose of the present paper, however, we need not be concerned with comparing
X (PHilby x (B, n)) with x, (PHilby,x (B, n)).

Remark 3.22. We point out that the identities we write down below should be inter-
preted as taking place in the algebra Q4 [PA] A, defined in Section 3.6.

We introduce the sums

DTo(Y) := ) DTy (0.n)¢ ",
nez

DTexe(Y) := ) DTy (B,n)g%"™,

B.n
f*ﬂZO

DTy (Y):= > DTy(—B.n)q#"
B.n
J«B=0

and their DT analogues.

Theorem 3.23. Assume to be working in Situation 1.1. The following identity holds:

PDT(Y/X) = mgxgg(’%(y)
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Proof. The Poisson bracket on Q4 [PA] is trivial, so Proposition 3.20, together with
(3.7), yields the identity
Ia(PH<1) = Ia(D'(FE) - 1a(F<).

exc

The left-hand side is equal to PDT(Y /X ) and /5 (H{<1) = DT(Y). As remarked in Section 3.1,
[11, Lemma 5.5, Theorem 1.1] tell us how H* is related to DT invariants. In fact, combining
these with Remark 3.16 we see that

DTY. .(Y)

G = —exct” J
IA(D (j{cxc)) - DTo(Y)

and hence the claim. O

Notice that, as we are working with the assumption of Remark 1.6, the theorem above
holds for both perversities, hence the series PDT(Y/ X) is independent of the perversity p. We
will therefore drop the superscript p.

3.9. Conclusion. Now that we understand how the category of perverse coherent
sheaves relates to DT invariants we can prove our promised formula for flops.

Situation 3.24. Recall Situation 1.1 and assume moreover f : ¥ — X to be an iso-
morphism in codimension one. Let f+ : Y+ — X be the flop of f.

Y Y+
f\ /f+
X

Notice that with these additional assumptions it follows automatically that »¥ = PF 4
(for p = —1,0).

Following [10], we know that the variety ¥ can be constructed as the moduli space
of point-like objects of ~!Per(Y/X) = ~LA, the category of perverse coherent sheaves with
minus one perversity. The pair (Y, 1) satisfies the same assumptions as (Y, f), so the
categories of perverse coherent sheaves Per(Y 7 /X) = 9A™ (for ¢ = —1,0) make sense
as well. Moreover, Bridgeland proved that there is a derived equivalence ® (with inverse W)
between Y and Y T restricting to an equivalence

@At 5 % v
which is the key to transport DT invariants from one side of the flop to the other.
The following lemma will be useful.

Lemma 3.25. Assume to be working in Situation 3.24, then ®(Oy+) = Oy.

Proof. First of all, it is shown in [10, (4.4)] that the equivalence ® commutes with
pushing down to X. The object ®(Oy+) =: L is a line bundle as, for any closed point y € ¥,
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the complex

RHomy (®(Oy+),0y) = RHomy + (Oy+. ¥(0y))
= RHOI’I]X ((9)(, Rf*+\11((9y))
= RHomy (Ox. Rf«0y)

is concentrated in degree zero and has dimension one. The bundle L pushes down to the struc-
ture sheaf, Rf«L = Ox. By adjunction, morphisms Oy — RfiL correspond to morphisms
Oy — L, so that we deduce the existence of a non-zero section of L. Using Grothendieck
duality for f, we see that Rfx LY = RfxRHom(L, f'Ox) = (RfxL)Y = Oy, hence LY
has a non-zero section as well. As Y is proper and integral, it follows that L = ®(Oy+) must
be the structure sheaf Oy . O

Gathering all the results so far, the only task left to accomplish is to compare the gener-
ating series for the perverse DT invariants on both sides of the flop: DT(Y/X), DT(Y */X).

The functor ® induces an isomorphism between the numerical K-groups of ¥ and Y T,
which restricts to an isomorphism

(3.8) g:Na(YT) 5 Na(Y): v

We can sharpen this result, by noticing that a class (8,n) € N<1(Y ™) is sent to (¢(B),n),
where ¢ can be described as follows. The smooth locus U of X is a common open subset of
both Y and Y *. By the Gysin exact sequence, we have an identification between the numerical
groups of divisors of ¥ and Y T, via pulling back to U. The inverse of the transpose of this
identification is precisely ¢, as the equivalence & restricts to the identity on U'.

As the Fourier—Mukai equivalence & is an exact functor, and in light of Lemma 3.25, we
deduce an isomorphism of perverse Hilbert schemes ~'Hilb(Y */X) ~ °Hilb(Y/X). We can
sharpen this result by noticing that, for a class (8,n) € N1(Y 7) ® Z, we have

~MHilby+/x (B.n) = *Hilby, x (¢(B). n).

Taking weighted Euler characteristics and summing over all 8’s and n’s we obtain

Y DTy+,x(B.n)g®™ = " DTy, x(p(B).n)g#"
B.n B.n

which can be rephrased as a theorem.

Theorem 3.26. Assume to be working in Situation 3.24. Then, identifying variables via
@, the following identity holds:

DT(Y /X) = DT(Y/X).
The identity (*) promised in the introduction now follows.

Corollary 3.27. The following identity holds:

DTY. (Y T)DT(Y ) = DTY,.(Y)DT(Y).

€xc €xc
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Concretely, for aclass 8 = (y,8) € N1(X) @ N1(Y/X) and an integer n we have

> DTy+(0.—81.n1)DTy+(y.82.1n2) — DTy (0. —(81).n1)DTy (. ¢(82). n2) = 0.

81+82=6
ni+nr=n

Proof. The hard work is done, as we already have Theorem 3.23. To prove this last
identity we first observe that DT (Y') is an expression depending only on the topological Euler
characteristic of ¥ (see [6]). A result of Batyrev [4] tells us that y.p(Y) = )(top(Y"'), SO
that the combination of Theorem 3.26, Theorem 3.23 and Remark 3.21 implies the desired
identity. O

A. Substacks

At the core of the construction of the Hall algebra of an abelian category lies the existence
of a moduli stack'® parameterising its objects (and a moduli of short exact sequences). In our
case this amounts, first of all, to proving the existence of the moduli stack 72, parameterising
perverse coherent sheaves. We have mentioned in Section 1 that as the category P+ is the heart
of a t-structure, its objects have no negative self-extensions. This simple remark is actually key,
as we construct ?2 as an open substack of one big moduli stack %111, which Lieblich refers
to as the mother of all moduli of sheaves [28]. Let us recall its definition.

First, fix a flat and proper morphism of schemes 7 : X — §S.

Definition A.1. An object E € D(Oy) is (relatively over S) perfect and universally
gluable if the following conditions hold.

* There exists an open cover {U;} of X such that E|y, is quasi-isomorphic to a bounded
complex of quasi-coherent sheaves flat over §'.

e For any S-scheme u : T — S we have
Rrp«RHomy (LuyE.LuyE) € D=°(O7),

where w7 and uy denote the maps induced by 7 and u respectively on the base-change
Xr.

We denote the category of perfect and universally gluable sheaves on X (over §) as Dpue(Ox).

If in the definition we take S to be affine and assume 7" = S, then it is clear that gluability
has to do with the vanishing of negative self-exts of £. This condition is necessary to avoid
having to enter the realm of higher stacks.

A prestack!® fMMumy is defined by associating with an S-scheme 7 — S (the associated
groupoid of) the category Dpue(Ox,) of perfect and universally gluable complexes (relatively
over T'). The restriction functors are defined by derived pullback.

18) The author would like to thank Fabio Tonini for patiently explaining to him many things about stacks.
19)We are using the term prestack in analogy with term presheaf.
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Theorem A.2 (Lieblich). The prestack Muwmy is an Artin stack, locally of finite pre-
sentation over S.

From now on we fix 7 : X — § flat and projective with S a noetherian scheme. We
assume all rings and schemes to be locally of finite type over S.29

We want to construct various open substacks of 9tumy, namely stacks of complexes
satisfying additional properties. For example we would like to construct the stack of complexes
with cohomology concentrated in degrees less than or equal to a fixed integer n. The correct
way to proceed is by imposing conditions fibrewise on restrictions to geometric points. Let us
illustrate a general recipe first. The following diagram comes in handy:

Ix ux

X Xr

| |r l(n

Spec k —trr

Here T is the base space for our family of complexes, together with its structure map to S,
and ¢ € T is a geometric point. Given a property P, we might define the stack of complexes
satisfying P by

Emum)lg (T) = {E e Mumy(T) | E|§t satisfies P for all geometric ¢ € T}.

We recall that by E| }L(t we mean Lt E.
To construct the substacks of My we are interested in we make use of the following
lemma.

Lemma A.3. Let T — S be an S-scheme, let t : Speck — T be a point of T and let
E € D®(Ox,) be a bounded complex of Ox,.-modules flat over T. Let n € 7 be an integer.
The following statements hold.

(1) E|g, € D="(Ox,) <= X; C U, where

Us = ﬂ X7 \ supp HY(E).

q>n
(2) E§, € DI"(0x,) <= X; C U, where

U=U-NUrNU,
U~ = () Xr \ supp HY(E),

q>n
Up = {x € X7 | H"(E)x is a flat O ., (x)-module},
U< = () Xr \ supp HY(E).

q<n

20) For what follows, this assumption is not substantial (as MMumy is locally of finite type over S) but it en-
ables us to use the local criterion of flatness directly. This is essentially a consequence of [27, Corollaire 10.11 (ii)].
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3) E|)I;l € DZ"(Ux,) < F € pll (Ox,), where F = o<, E is the stupid truncation of
E in degrees less than or equal to n:

pp_ JET fp=n
0 if p > n.

Proof. (1) Let tx be the inclusion of the fibre X; — X7. As ty is an affine map we
do not lose information on the cohomologies of E| }L(t after pushing forward back into X7. We
also have isomorphisms

L L
ix«E|g, ~ E Qoy, txxOxs > E ®oy, nrtck,

where the first follows from the projection formula and the second from base change compati-
bility. As we are interested in the vanishing of H?(E| )L(t) we may restrict to the stalk at a point
x € X;. Taking stalks at x gives us isomorphisms

(A1) Hq(E|)Ift)x = Hq(Ex éOT.t k)'

We have the page two spectral sequence of the pullback
(A.2) LP1r HY(E) = HPT(E|})

which, at a point x € X; and using the isomorphism (A.1), boils down to
(A3) Tor”t (HY(E)x. k) = HPT4(E[%)x.

Let now ¢ be the largest integer such that H9(E) # 0. From the spectral sequence (A.3) we
have
HY(E|g)x ~ HY(E)x ®oy, k.

Hence, by Nakayama, H9(E | )I;t) x = Oifand only if x € X7 \ supp H4(E) and finally
HY(E|g,) =0<<= X, C X7 \ supp HY(E).

(2) Using (1) we can assume that E | )%t € D="(0Oyx,). By the spectral sequence (A.2) we
have that H*~1(E |)L([) ~ Lity H"(E). Again, we may pass on to the stalk at a point x € X;
and (A.3) yields

H"NELL )x ~ Tor) X (Ex. k)

the vanishing of which is equivalent, by the local criterion for flatness, to H?(F), being a flat
Ox ;-module.

We can thus assume that X; C Us N U;. Once more, from the spectral sequence (A.3)
we have that H"~1 (E|)L(t) ~ ty H""1(E) and we proceed as in the proof of (1).

(3) Consider the page one spectral sequence

LUz EP = HPYU(E|})
from which we get isomorphisms
HP(E|§) ~ HP (15 E)
as a consequence of flatness of the E9’s. Thus, for p < n,

HP(E|g,) =0<= HP(1E) =0 <= HP(13F) = 0. O
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Proposition A.4. Define the prestack Emum)%” = smumgg""’”] by assigning to each
S-scheme T the groupoid

Emum)%" (T) = {E € Mumy(T) | E|)L(t € D="(Ox,) for all geometrict € T}

n

with restriction functors induced by Muwy. The prestack fmumi is an open substack of

Mumy.

Proof. That Emum)%" satisfies descent is a direct consequence of descent for Munty.
To prove that it is indeed an open substack it is sufficient to prove that for any affine S-scheme
T, together with a morphism 7" — JNtumy corresponding to a complex £ € Mury (7), the
set
V={teT|El§, € D(X,)}

is an open subset of 7.

By Lemma A.3(1) we know that + € V if and only if X; C Us (notice that by our
assumptions the complex E is bounded). Thus w7 (X7 \ Us) = 7 (X7) \ V. The set Us is
open as the sheaves H?(E) are quasi-coherent and of finite type. Finally, the sets 77 (X7) and
mr (X7 \ Us) are closed, being the image of closed subsets under a proper map. Thus, V' is
open. i

Notice that the condition of being concentrated in degrees less than or equal to 7 is in
fact a global condition, i.e. we could have requested E € D="(0Ox,) directly.

We now impose on our complexes the further condition of being concentrated in a fixed
degree n € 7. This stack will be isomorphic to the stack of coherent sheaves shifted by —n.

Proposition A.5. Define the prestack Emumg'] by assigning to each S-scheme T the
groupoid

Muwl(T) = {E € Muw(T) | E[% e D(Oy,) forallt € T)

with restriction functors induced by YRuwmy. The prestack Nuwms," is an open substack of

<n
EmumX .

(]
X

Proof. The proof follows along the lines of the previous one. It suffices to show that
for any affine scheme T, together with a map T — fmumi" corresponding to a complex
E € Mumg"(T), the set

V={teT|E|% e D" (0x,))}

is an open subset of 7. By Lemma A.3 (2) we know that # € V if and only if X; C U. The
sets U<, U are open as the sheaves H?(FE) are quasi-coherent and of finite type. The set Us
is open by the open nature of flatness [14, Théoréme 11.3.1]. Thus U is open and we conclude
as in the previous proof. |

When n = 0 we get back the ordinary stack of coherent sheaves on X .
We now turn to the opposite condition: being concentrated in degrees greater than or
equal to a fixed n € Z.
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Proposition A.6. Define the prestack Smurn;” = Emumg? 0] by assigning to each

S-scheme T the groupoid
Muwg"(T) = {E € Muwy (7) | Ely, € D" (Ox,) forallt € T}

with restriction functors induced by Mturuy. The prestack fmumfn is an open substack of
Emumx.

Proof.  As in the previous proofs we consider a complex £ € Muwy (T') corresponding
to a morphism 7" — YJtumy and prove that the set

V={teT|E|§ € D (X,)}
is an open subset of 7. By Lemma A.3 (3) this set is equal to
V={teT|F|§ eD"(x)))

which is open by the previous proof. O
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