arXiv:2303.17154v2 [math.AG] 23 Jun 2023

FLOPS AND HILBERT SCHEMES OF SPACE CURVE SINGULARITIES

DUILIU-EMANUEL DIACONESCU, MAURO PORTA, FRANCESCO SALA, AND ARIAN VOSOUGHINIA

ABSTRACT. Using pagoda flop transitions between smooth projective threefolds, a relation is de-
rived between the Euler numbers of moduli spaces of stable pairs which are scheme-theoretically
supported on a fixed singular space curve and Euler numbers of Flag Hilbert schemes associated
to a plane curve singularity. When the space curve singularity is locally complete intersection, one
obtains a relation between the latter and Euler numbers of Hilbert schemes of the space curve sin-
gularity. It is also shown that this relation yields explicit results for a class of torus-invariant locally
complete intersection singularities.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The topology of punctual Hilbert schemes of plane curve singularities has been studied very
intensively in the mathematical literature due to its connections with knot polynomials [CDGZ03,
06512, ORS18, Maul6] and representation theory [GORS14, Ren18, GK22]. In particular, the
Oblomkov-Shende conjecture [OS12], proven by Maulik [Maul6], provides a remarkable formula
relating the generating function of Euler numbers of punctual Hilbert schemes of a plane curve
singularity to the HOMFLY polynomial of its link. In contrast, punctual Hilbert schemes of space
curve singularities have been studied to a much lesser degree in the literature. The main result
known to date is due to [BRV20], which proves that the motivic zeta function of the Hilbert of a
reduced curve is rational.
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The present paper aims to derive explicit results for Euler numbers of punctual Hilbert schemes
of space curve singularities through flop transformations® in enumerative geometry.

1.1. Main results. Let

N o b

be a flop transition between smooth connected projective complex threefolds, where X has a
unique singular point v € X so that the scheme-theoretic exceptional loci £+ = (f*)~1(v) are
smooth connected (0, —2)-curves on Y*. In particular, the curves are rigid? and hence there exist
unique chains of scheme-theoretic thickenings

+ _ vt + +
It =Y CX, C--CE L
of ¥F, with n* > 2, whose structure sheaves fit into exact sequences of the form
0— Ogx — O — Oy+ — 0,
rF bl o+
for1<i<n®t—1.
Consider a smooth connected Weil divisor W C X containing the singular point, and let

S LIS

fﬁ\JW%s—

be its strict transforms under the two contractions. We shall assume that the canonical projection
fs+: ST — W is an isomorphism and S* intersects ¥ transversely at a single point p. Fur-
thermore, we shall assume that S~ is reduced and irreducible, with a zero-dimensional singular
locus.

Consider a reduced irreducible plane curve C C W so that v € C5"8 and let C* C S* be
its strict transforms. Under the current assumptions, the natural projection C* — C is an iso-
morphism and p € (C*)"8 is the only point of intersection of C* and £*. On the other hand,
C~ C 57 is areduced irreducible closed subscheme which intersects ¥~ at finitely many points
q1, - --,q4- Note that (fs—)~1(C) is the scheme-theoretic union of two irreducible components:

(fs-) Q) =CUZg,
where (Zyz),eq = L. Let my, € IN be the multiplicity of Zy, along X at the generic point.

Let Hilb*(C*) denote the Hilbert scheme of k points on C: it parametrizes length k zero-dimensional
subschemes of C*. Let FHilbk. (C*;m) C Hilb*(C*) x Hilb"*™(C*) be the Flag Hilbert scheme
parametrizing flags of ideal sheaves 71 C Z, C O+ so that the ideal 7, has colength k and 7, /7
is the pushforward of a length m zero-dimensional sheaf on T;;, where T}, is the scheme-theoretic
intersection of £, and S* in Y. Let FHiIb]%n,p(CJ“;m) be the punctual Flag Hilbert scheme, i.e.,

the inverse image of the punctual Hilbert scheme HiIb’;*m(C"’) C Hilb**™(C™*) via the forgetful
morphism FHilb%, (C*;m) — Hilb"™™(C*) sending (Z; C T,) to 7.

On the other hand, let SP-- (Y™ ) be the moduli space of Pandharipande-Thomas stable pairs
on Y~ scheme-theoretic supported on C~, as introduced in [PT09], i.e, the moduli space of pairs

1A similar approach was employed in [Maul6] in the proof of the Oblomkov-Shende conjecture, as well as in [Tod15]
for punctual Hilbert schemes of Kleinian surface singularities of type A.

%in the sense of Definition 2.4.
3Following, the usual notation used in the literature for the Flag Hilbert scheme, we should have denoted it as

FHiIb[;fr: ] (C™): since in the following k and m will play different roles, we preferred to differentiate them in our notation.
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(F,s) with F a pure one-dimensional sheaf on Y, which is scheme-theoretically supported on
C~,ands: Oy- — F agenerically surjective section. Let SP- (Y ~; k) denote its open and closed
component defined by x(Coker(s)) = k. Foreach 1 <i < d, let SPc- (Y ;k) C SPc- (Y k)
be the reduced closed subscheme defined by the condition that Coker(s) is set-theoretically sup-
ported at g;. Then, the first main result of this paper is:

Theorem A. The following identity for generating functions of Euler numbers holds:

d
g Oct) Y- x(FHilbk, (CF5my))gt = g O TT X x(SPc-, ¢, (Y 75K))a" (1.2)
k>0 i=1k>0
Remark. By analogy to [OS12, Proposition 12 and Theorem 13], note that [PT10, Theorem 3] im-
plies that the right hand side of the main identity in Theorem A is the expansion of a rational
function of the form P_(q)/(1 — gq), where P_(g) is a polynomial with integer coefficients. A

Furthermore, let Hilbg[ (C™) be the punctual Hilbert scheme parametrizing length k zero-dimensional

subschemes of C™, set-theoretically supported at g;. Then, Theorem A yields the following result
via [PT10, Proposition B.5].

Theorem B. Assume that C~ has locally complete intersection singularities. Then, the following identity
for generating functions of Euler numbers holds:

d
g Oct) Y x(FHilbY, (CF;my))g" = g¥Oc ) TT Y x(Hilbk,(C))g" . (1.3)
k>0 i=1k>0

Remark. Although formally setting n = 1 does not make sense in our setting, since it would
contradict the hypothesis that X is a (0, —2)-curve, it is worth noticing that the n = 1 analog
of FHiIb’%ﬂ/p(CJr ;my) is the punctual Flag Hilbert scheme considered in [OS12]. Thus, the LHS
of (1.2) and (1.3) for n = 1 would correspond to the coefficient of g-degree 2my, — u + 1 of the
HOMFLY polynomial of the corresponding link (up to some constant factor), where u is the
Milnor number of the singularity. Following this analogy, the computation of the LHS of (1.2)
and (1.3) for arbitrary n > 2 can be seen as a first step into a generalization of [OS12]. A

1.2. Strategy of the proof. The proof of Theorem A uses in an essential way the notion of f-stable
pairs introduced by Bryan and Steinberg [BS16] for a smooth crepant resolution of threefold sin-
gularities f: Y — X. This datum determines a torsion pair (T, J) on the abelian category of
coherent sheaves on Y, where the torsion part T is the full subcategory of sheaves F so that
Rf, F is isomorphic to a zero-dimensional sheaf in Perf(X). An f-stable pair is then a pair (F,s),
with s: Oy — F asection, so that F is a one dimensional sheaf in Fr and Coker(s) € Ty.

In the present case, the construction of [BS16] is applied to the contraction f*: Y* — X in
diagram (1.1). As shown in §4.4, flat families of f*-stable pairs with fixed topological invariants

chy(F) =[CT]+m[ET] and x(F)=n, (1.4)

form an algebraic space of finite type f-SP(Y";m,n). As in [BS16], let fT-PT(Y ") denote the
associated generating function of topological Euler numbers. Then [BS16, Theorem 6] yields the
identity

+ 4+ DT(YT)
f -PT(Y ) - DTeX(Y+) ’
where DT(Y) is the generating function of Donaldson-Thomas invariants of Y, while DTex (Y ™)
denotes its truncation to curve classes supported on the exceptional locus. Although this is
proven in loc. cit. for Behrend function invariants, assuming Y to be K-trivial, the proof applies
verbatim to topological Euler number invariants as long as the morphism Y* — X is crepant.
The study of enumerative invariants in this setting has been investigated also in [P521].4

4Note that in [Pa21], the author constructs a virtual fundamental class associated to the moduli stack of f-stable pairs.
In §4.4, we construct a derived enhancement of the moduli stack in a canonical way.
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By analogy to [DHS12, Mau16], an arbitrary pair (F,s: Oy — F) will be said to be C*-framed
if F fits into a short exact sequence

00— Frx —F — Fc+r — 0,
where Fy, is set theoretically supported on % and F+ is the pushforward of a rank one torsion-
free sheaf on C*™. This notion applies both to Pandharipande-Thomas stable pairs [PT09], as
well as fT-stable pairs. As shown in [Maul6] and §5.2, for fixed topological invariants (1.4),
the resulting moduli spaces, SPc+(Y";m,n) and f*-SPc+(YT;m,n), are algebraic spaces of
finite type. Furthermore, an analogous construction yields a moduli space SPc- (Y ~;m,n) of
C~-framed Pandharipande-Thomas stable pairs on Y.

The first step in the proof of Theorem A is the construction of an equivalence
fr-SPc+r(YT;m) —=— FHilbr, (CT;m)

for any m € IN, which is carried out in Theorem 5.12 and Proposition 5.14. Here, FHilbr, (C*; m)
is the disjoint union of all FHiIb’%ﬂ (C*;m)’s by varying of k.
Set
fPTc(Y) = fPTc(Y;q,Q) =), Y x(f-SPc(Yimn))q"Q",

neZ meZ,m>0

PTc(Y) =PTc(Y;4,Q) =) Y. x(SPc(Y;m,n))q"Q",

neZ meZ,m>0

PTex(Y) =PTex(Y59,Q) =) ). x(SP(Y;m[Z],n))q"Q".

neZmeZ,m>0
The second step is the following:

Theorem C (Theorem 6.2). The following identity holds:

FPTCN) = 1S5

The proof of above result follows the same lines as the proof of [BS16, Theorem 6], although
some intermediate arguments have to be modified in the C-framed setup. For completeness, the
details are included in Appendix C.

The final step in the proof of Theorem A is a flop identity relating C*-framed topological stable
pair invariants:

o PTc-(Y*q,Q7Y) _ PTc-(Y7;9,Q)

PTex(Y+} q, Qil) PTex(Yi} q, Q) ’
as stated in Proposition 7.3. The proof of this identity is completely analogous to the proof of
[Maulé, Proposition 2.4].

1.3. Explicit examples. Fixr,s,n € N, withr > s > n > 2 and r, s coprime. Consider the planar
curve singularity C, s given by the equation x” = w® and corresponding to the (s, r) torus knot.
Denote by p the origin of C2. Let T}, be the closed subscheme given by the equations x = 0 and
w" = 0. Forany t,m > 1, let

t

Zim(q,x) = 11(1 + xqi 4+ (xqi)m)

and let Zt(l;l(q) denote the coefficient of x* in Z; (g, ) Set

n—1s—m—

— mr
Zsn(q) = Z

= =5—

In §8.2 we prove the following:
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Theorem D. Let FHiIkan,p(C,,s;s) be the punctual Flag Hilbert scheme parametrizing flags of ideal
sheaves Iy C 1 C Oc,, so that Oc, /1y is set-theoretic supported at p, the ideal I, has colength k,
and I, / Iy is the pushforward of a length s zero-dimensional sheaf on Ty,. Then

Y. x(FHilbY, (Crs;9))" = Zrsu(q) -
k>0

Now, consider the complete intersection curves of the form

c xo—w" =0
npA- xP—0v1 =0

in C3, with 1, p,q > 2 and the pairs (p,q) and (1, p + q) coprime. Thanks to Theorems B and D,
we can derive:

Theorem E (Theorem 8.17). For any £ > 0, let Hilb (Cu,p,q) be punctual Hilbert scheme parametrizing
length ¢ zero-dimensional subschemes of Cy,p q with support at the origin. Then

2 X(H”bﬂcn,p,q))qg = q_nq(q_l)/zzp+q,qn,n(‘1) . (1.5)
(>0

Remark. In principle one could try to compute the left-hand-side of identity (1.5) in Theorem E
directly by localization with respect to the given torus action. This approach leads to a very
difficult counting problem for constrained three dimensional partitions. The above result shows
that this counting problem is equivalent in a nontrivial way to a tractable counting problem for
constrained two dimensional partitions.

1.4. Outline. In §2, we study the general framework in which we develop the theory of (C-
framed) f-stable pairs. In particular, we introduce the assumptions on a map f: Y — X be-
tween projective threefolds and characterize the geometric implications of them. In §3, we study
semistable sheaves supported on the exceptional locus and provide an explicit equivalence be-
tween their moduli stacks and the moduli stacks of certain zero-dimensional sheaves. §4 we
develope the theory of f-stable pairs in our framework and the construction of their moduli
stacks: since we follow an approach developed in [DPS22], we introduce a suitable torsion pair
on the abelian category of coherent sheaves on the smooth threefold and we prove its openness
(in the sense of Lieblich — see [AB13, Appendix A]). §5 is devoted to the introduction of C-framed
f-stable pairs and their moduli stacks. In addition, we provide an relation to Hilbert schemes
on the curve C. In §6 and §7 we prove the main identities between generating functions of Euler
numbers of moduli stacks of (C-framed) f-stable pairs, which will allow us to prove Theorems A,
B, and C. §8 is devoted to explicit examples in the toric framework and the proofs of Theorems D
and E. Finally the paper has three appendices. Appendix A contains the proof of Theorem 2.6,
while Appendix B provides a criterion to prove the openness of the torsion-free part of a torsion
pair. In Appendix C we provide the detailed proof of Theorem 6.2, which is a C-framed version
of the main result of [BS16].

Acknowledgments. The paper was finalized during a research visit of the third-named author
at Kavli IPMU, the University of Tokyo. He thanks the institution for providing an exceptional
research environment. We would like to thank Yan Soibelman for very helpful discussions and
Michael Wemyss for very stimulating discussions about contraction algebras and Reid’s width,
and for bringing to our attention the paper [Tod07]: it was our starting point to prove Theo-
rem 2.6.

2. GEOMETRIC SETUP

In this section, we shall introduce the geometric framework over which we shall study (C-
framed) f-stable pairs. In particular, we state the Assumptions we shall impose and describe the
geometric consequences of them.
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2.1. (0, —2) curves on threefolds. Let X and Y be irreducible projective complex threefolds and
let f: Y — X be a morphism. We shall impose the following assumptions.

Assumption L.

(1) Y is smooth, while X reduced and normal, and it has a unique singular point v € X.

(2) The scheme-theoretic inverse image X := f~1(v) is a smooth connected (0, —2)-curve® on

Y and f maps the complement Y \ X isomorphically onto X \ {v}.
%)

Let us denote by ix,: £ — Y the corresponding closed embedding and by Zy, C Oy the corre-
sponding defining ideal.

Lemma 2.1. Under the conditions stated in Assumption I, the threefold X is Gorenstein with rational
singularities. Therefore the dualizing sheaf wx is locally free and
Rf.0y = Ox and RFf.Oy =0 for k>1. 2.1)

Moreover, f is crepant, i.e., f*wx ~ wy.

Proof. Asshown in [Rei83, Remark 5.13] (see also [KM92]), the underlying complex analytic space
X2" has a cDV singular point at v. Then [KM98, Theorem 5.42] shows that the singular point v €
X is rational. This further implies via [KM98, Theorem 5.11 and Corollary 5.11] that f: Y — X is
a rational resolution of singularities. Moreover, by [Rei80, Theorem 2.6.1I], X is also Gorenstein
and one has wx ~ fiwy. Set L = wy ® f*wx. Since f.Oy = Ox this implies that f.L ~ Ox.
Therefore £ and Oy are isomorphic on the complement of . Since X has codimension two, this
implies that £ ~ Oy. g

2.2. Numerical classes. Let N;(Y) be the group of numerical equivalence classes of one-cycles of Y
(cf. [Ful98, Chapter 19]).

Lemma 2.2. Let Z C Y be a purely® one-dimensional closed subscheme so that [Z] = n[Z] in Ny(Y) for
somen € Z~g. Then Z,eq = X.

Proof. Let Z' C Z be the maximal closed subscheme of Z such that Z/_, = . Let Z" be the closure

of the complement Z \ Z’. Then, by assumption, one has [Z"] = n”[Z] for some n" € Z-,.
Furthermore, (Z" N'X),¢q is zero dimensional. We shall show that n” = 0.

Assume that n” > 0. Then the scheme-theoretic image of Z” through the morphism f: ¥ — X
is a non-empty one-dimensional closed subscheme & C X. Let H C X be an ample Cartier
divisor which does not contain the singular point v € X. Then, HNE # 0. On the other hand,
the projection formula yields

HNE=HN£([2") = fu(FH)N(Z') = 0" f(F(H) NE) =0,
which leads to a contradiction. g
Let N1(Y/X) C Np(Y) be the subgroup spanned by closures of one-cyclesin Y \ X.
Corollary 2.3. There is a splitting
Ni(Y) = N[Z] & Np (Y/X) .

Moreover, given a purely one-dimensional sheaf F on'Y, one has

(1) supp(F)req = X if and only if chy(F) € N[Z].

(2) £ & supp(F) if and only if chy(F) € N1(Y/X).

5., T ~P!and Ny s, =~ Op1 @ Op1 (—2), where Ny 5 is the normal bundle of the inclusion £ C Y.
6i.e., all irreducible components of Z are one-dimensional.
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Proof. This statement from Lemma 2.2 and the exact sequence
0— A1(X) — A1(Y) — A1(YNE) — 0.
O

2.3. Rigidity and filtrations. Let H be the connected component of the Hilbert scheme of curves
on Y which contains .

Definition 2.4. We say that X is rigid if H is zero-dimensional, i.e., it is isomorphic to Spec(R),
with R a local Artin ring over C. @

Proposition 2.5. Under the conditions stated in Assumption I, the curve X is rigid.

Proof. Suppose X is not rigid. Then dimH > 1. Let Z C Y x H be the universal curve and
let o C H be the closed point corresponding to ¥ C Y. Since H is projective and at least one-
dimensional, it contains at least one closed point p € H, such that p # 0. Then Z,, C Y'is a closed
subscheme of Y which does not coincide with > C Y.

Let& := Oz, andlet 7 C £ be the maximal zero-dimensional subsheaf. Since Z is a flat family,
note that

chi(€) = ch;(0x) (22)

for 2 <i < 3. Then, Lemma 2.2 implies that £/7 is a purely one-dimensional sheaf on Y with
scheme-theoretic support on X. Hence it is isomorphic to the pushforward of a line bundle £ on
2. Moreover, the composition

Oy — E— izr*ﬁ

is surjective, where Oy — & is the canonical epimorphism. The relations (2.2) imply that £ ~ Oy,
and x(7) = 0,ie, 7 = 0. Then, £ ~ Og. Furthermore, since Endy(Ox) ~ C, there exists an
isomorphism £ — Oy so that the following diagram is commutative

Oy
Ny
E———— Oy

where the vertical maps are surjective. This implies that Z, coincides with X as subschemes of Y,
hence it leads to a contradiction. O

The following result will be proved in Appendix A.

Theorem 2.6. Under the conditions stated in Assumption I, there exists a unique chain of subschemes

> = Zl [GEEEEEE C Z?’l ,
with n > 2, which determines a filtration of the form
O=Tpm1CIhC---CT =1z (2.3)
so that
I3 J: C Jis1 C Jiy Jil/ Jip1 ~ix,+0x, 0
Jil/ L3 Ji ~ i, Oy @is +05(2),  Jit1/ZsTJ; ~ix,.05(2), '
for1<i<n-—1,and
TIn/LsJn ~ iz,*oz(l)@z . (2.5)

Moreover, the structure sheaves of the subschemes Ly C Y, with 1 < k < n, fit into nontrivial
extensions

0— iZ,*oZ — izk,*oZk — izk—lr*ozk—l —0, (2.6)

0— izk—l/*ozk—l — iZk,*OZk — iZ,*OZ — 0 (27)
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where the morphisms iz, Oy, — iy, | «Ox,  andis, Oy, — iy Oy are the canonical surjections.

Furthermore, one more condition will be assumed to hold:

Assumption II. There exists a smooth connected Weil divisor W C X so that its strict transform
S C Y is a smooth connected surface intersecting X transversely at a single closed point p € X.
Moreover, the restriction fs := f|s: S — W is an isomorphism. %)

From now on, we assume that Assumptions I and II hold.

Proposition 2.7. One has

R’ f.iz ,Ox ~ O, and Rifiz 0z =0 (2.8)
fori>1,
" Rf. (i, +Ox ® Oy(—kS)) = 0 (2.9)
fork > 1,
. R'f, iz, 0z ® Oy(=S)) =0 (2.10)
d
b R'f,.Zs =0 (2.11)
fori>1.

Proof. Since fly.x: Y NI — X \ {v} is an isomorphism, all direct images R f; (ix, Oy, ® Oy(aS))
are set-theoretically supported at v for alla € Z. Let U C X be an affine open neighborhood of
v, let Yy == f~1(U) and let fi; := Yy — U be the restriction of f to Yi;. Note that & C Y.
Then it suffices to show that relations (2.8), (2.9), and (2.10) hold for f;. This follows from [Har77,
Proposition I11.8.5]. Thus, the relations (2.8), (2.9) and (2.10) hold.

Let us prove the vanishing result (2.11). We have a long exact sequence
0 — fils — fiOy — fuis, Oy — R Ty — -+
associated to the exact sequence
0 — Iy — Oy — ix,,0x — 0.
Relations (2.1) and (2.8) imply
R f.Zy =0,

for i > 2. Moreover, f,0y = Ox and the morphism f.Oy — fiiy Oy is the pushforward of the
canonical surjection Oy — iy .Ox. Since fiiy Oy ~ Oy, the pushforward is surjective as well.

Therefore R! f,Zs. = 0. d
Corollary 2.8. For any 1 < k < n one has
R'f,is, Oy, =0, (2.12)
fori>1,and
Tor;(is,+0s,ix,,+0x,) =0, (2.13)

fori>1.

Proof. By construction, one has the exact sequences (2.6):
0— iZ,*OZ — i2k+1,*02k+1 — izk,*OZk — 0, (214)

for1 < k < n —1. We prove the vanishing results (2.12) and (2.13) inductively. For k = 1, we
have ¥; = X. Hence, we observe that it holds for k = 1. Then, the inductive step follows from
the exact sequence (2.14). Therefore, the first claim holds.
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Since Oy is purely one-dimensional and the set theoretic intersection S N X = {p}, the second
vanishing result follows immediately from the exact sequence
0— Oy(—S) — Oy — iS,*OS — 0.
The inductive step follows straightforwardly by using the short exact sequence (2.14). g
For each 1 < k < n, let Ty be the scheme-theoretic intersection of Xy and S in Y and let
i, : Tr — Y denote the canonical closed immersion. By Assumption II, this is a zero-dimensional

subscheme of S with set-theoretic support p. Let also Oy = fiix, «Oyx, for 1 < k < n. Then the
following holds:

Corollary 2.9. Each morphism
(Pk: Qk — f*iTk,*OTk

determined by the canonical epimorphism iy, Oy, — it .Or, is an isomorphism. Moreover, one has
exact sequences

0— 91— Qp — Q1 —0, (2.15)
0— Q1 — Qp — 91 —0, (2.16)

induced by the exact sequences (2.6) and (2.7) respectively.

Proof. Note the canonical isomorphism
i1, «O1, ~ ix,,+05, ®ig,,0s.
As a consequence of Equation (2.13), the canonical exact sequence
iz, «Ox, ® Oy(=S) — ig,, .05, — ig, 05, ®i5,,05 — 0
is exact to the left. Therefore, it suffices to prove the vanishing result
R' £, (iz,, +O5, ® Oy(=S)) =0

for i > 0. Given the exact sequence (2.14), this follows by induction from Equation (2.10).

The second claim follows by pushforward from the exact sequences (2.6) and (2.7) using the
vanishing result (2.12). (]

For each 1 < k < n, let Zy C W be the closed subscheme identified with Ty C S by the
isomorphism f|s: S — W. Let iz, : Z;y — X denote the canonical closed immersion. Moreover,
since f+Oy = Oy, note that the canonical epimorphism Oy — Oy, induces a morphism Ox — Qy
for all 1 < k < n. Then one further has:

Corollary 2.10. For each 1 < k < n there is a commutative diagram

/ > \ 2.17)

Qr —————— iz,.0z

where the arrow Ox — iz, «Ogz, is the canonical epimorphism and the bottom arrow is an isomorphism.
Moreover, the morphisms Ox — Qy, for 2 < k < n, fit into commutative diagrams

UL

O — Q ——

where the bottom arrows are the right epimorphisms in the exact sequences (2.15) and (2.16).
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Proof. For each 1 < k < n one has a natural commutative diagram

Oy —— i5,.0sg

! L

ix,, «Ox, — i1, «07,

where all arrows are surjective. Since the restriction fs: S — W is an isomorphism by assumption,
this yields by pushforward a second commutative diagram

Oy —— ZW,*OW

! !

Qk L f*iTk, *OTk

4

where the top horizontal arrow is the natural epimorphism and bottom horizontal arrow is the
isomorphism obtained in Corollary 2.9. Moreover, by construction, there is a canonical isomor-
phism f.it, .07, > iz, «Ogz,. This yields diagram (2.17).

The second statement follows by applying f to the natural commutative diagrams

B U

i):k,*o):k iZk,l,*OZk,l iZk,* OZk izl,*ozl
respectively. g

2.4. Euler pairing. We shall now prove a result which will help us to readapt part of the argu-
ments in [BS16, Maul6] to our setting.

Lemma 2.11. For any thickening ¥ C X' C Y, one has wy |y ~ Og.

Proof. We observe that the scheme-theoretic image Z = f(¥’) is a zero-dimensional subscheme
with set-theoretic support v since f is proper. Moreover, by Lemma 2.1, wy is locally free and
wy = f*wyx, where wy. Since f|y/: &' — X factors through the closed immersion Z — X, we get
wy|2/ ~ OZ/' O

Lemma 2.11 implies:

Corollary 2.12. Let F and G be coherent sheaves on'Y so that G is one-dimensional, with chy(G) € IN[Z].
Let [F] and [G] denote the numerical equivalence classes of F and G in K™ (Y), respectively, and let
x: K™M™M(Y) x K™™M(Y) — Z denote the Euler pairing. Then

x([FL19]) +x((9], [F]) = 0.

Proof. Let Gy C G be the maximal zero dimensional subsheaf and let G’ := G /§y. Since ch,(G') €
Z[%], Lemma 2.2 shows that G’ is set-theoretically supported on X. Therefore it has a finite filtra-
tion so that each successive quotient G/ is a pure one-dimensional sheaf and scheme-theoretically
supported on X.

Now, the claim follows by Lemma 2.11 and Serre duality. O
3. SEMISTABLE SHEAVES ON THE EXCEPTIONAL LOCUS

The goal of this section is to prove some structure results for the moduli stack of semistable
one-dimensional sheaves F on Y with chy(F) € Z-[X]. In this section, Assumption I holds.
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3.1. Semistable sheaves and filtrations. Let F be a nonzero purely one-dimensional sheaf on
Y with chy(F) = r[X], with r > 0. First, note that F is set-theoretically supported on X by
Corollary 2.3. We define the slope of F as

X(F
i (F) = M)
Note that the slope does not depend on a specific choice of a polarization. We consider the
corresponding slope-semistability, which does not depend on a specific polarization either. The
sheaf F will be simply called (semi)stable if it is py-slope (semi)stable. For ease of exposition, let
Coh®"(Y) C Coh(Y) denote the full subcategory of purely one-dimensional sheaves on Y set-

theoretically supported on X.

The first goal of this section is to prove that any stable sheaf in Coh{""(Y) is isomorphic to the
pushforward of a line bundle on X.” We start with some preliminary results.

pure

Lemma 3.1. For any nonzero sheaf F € Cohy, " (Y) one has
py (F@0y(S)) = py(F) +1.
Therefore F is (semi)stable if and only if F @ Oy(S) is (semi)stable.

Proof. Since F is purely one-dimensional and SNX = {p}, one has
Tor;(is,+0s, F) =0
for i > 1. By tensoring by F the exact sequence
0 — Oy(=S) — Oy —i5,,.0s — 0
and using the Grothendieck-Riemann-Roch theorem, one gets
X(F®0y(S)) = x(F) + x(F ® 0y(S) ®is,+05) = x(F) + S - cha(F) .
O

Lemma 3.2. Let £ and L; be line bundles on X so that x(L1) < x(L3). Suppose that £ is an extension
of the form

0— iZ,*‘Cl — & — iZ,*£2 — 0 (31)
on Y. Then & is isomorphic to the pushforward of a locally free sheaf on X.
Proof. Lete € Ext%/(izl*ﬁz, is, «L1) be the extension class associated to the exact sequence (3.1).
Let p € X be an arbitrary closed point. Recall that the standard local to global spectral sequence
yields an exact sequence
0—— H1 (Extg(iz, *£2, l'):’ *,Cl)) —_— Ext%/(l’z, *,Cz, 1‘2, *[:1)

L HO(Ext iy, Lo iy, L1)) ——— 0

where the germ of f(e) at p is the extension class associated to the extension of stalks
0 — (ig,+L1)p — Ep — (ig,+L2)p — 0. (3.2)

In particular if f(e) = 0, it follows that the extension (3.2) is trivial at all p € ¥, which implies
that £ is scheme-theoretically supported on Z. This implies the claim.

In conclusion, it suffices to prove that

HO(Y, Exty (i, « Lo, iz, «L1)) = 0. (3.3)

7Similar results were proven in [Kat08] for sheaves on complex analytic spaces and in [Dav19] for sheaves of Euler
characteristic zero.
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Since ¥ ~ P!, using Assumption II, one has £; ~ Oy (d;S) ® Oy for some d; € Z so that dy < dj.
Then one has

Exty(ix, «Lo,ix,+L1) ~ Exty(ix, «Ox, iz, s Ox) ® Oy ((di — d3)S) .
Moreover, the exact sequence
00— Iy —)Oy—)izr*(.{)z — 0

yields isomorphisms

gxt%/(l'):,*(.{)z‘, 1'2,*(92) ~ Ext(})/(Iz,izl*OZ) ~ iz/*(OZ (&%) (92(—2))) ,

since X is a (0, —2) curve on Y. Therefore
Extl(is, « Lo, is, L) ~ s, « (Ox(d1 — da) ® Ox(dy —dy — 2)) .
Since dy < dy, this implies the vanishing result (3.3). O

We have the following result.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that F is a nonzero stable purely one-dimensional sheaf on Y with set-theoretic
support on 2. Then F is isomorphic to the pushforward of a line bundle on Z.

Proof. Since £ ~ TP, it suffices to prove that F is scheme-theoretically supported on X. Let
chy(F) = r[Z], with r > 0. If » = 1 there is nothing to prove.

By induction, suppose the claim holds for all stable sheaves F’ with chy(F’) = #'[£], with
1<y <r—1. Using Lemma 3.1, one can assume that
0<x(F)<r-1
without loss of generality.
Let 7 C F ® iy, +Ox be the maximal zero-dimensional subsheaf and let § = F ® iy .05 /7.
Then there is an exact sequence
0—€&—F—>G—0,

with £ and G purely one-dimensional sheaves on Y supported on £. Moreover, by construction,
G is the pushforward of a nonzero locally free sheaf on Z. Hence chy(£) = s[Z] for some 1 < s <
r—1. Let

O=HoCH1C---CH=¢&

be the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of £. Using the inductive hypothesis, each successive quo-
tient H;11/ M, is S-equivalent to a sheaf of the form iy, ,(C% ® Ox(d;)) with s; > 1. Furthermore,
since F is stable of slope

r—1

Ospu(F)=s——,

one has
dp<---<dy < —1.
Therefore the Harder-Narasimhan filtration admits a refinement
0=&Ccé&E C--Ccé=€
so that each quotient &;/&;_1 ~ iy .L; for some line bundles £; on ¥ so that
X(Ls) Sx(Lo-1) <+ < x(£1) 0.

Moreover, G is the pushforward of a direct sum of line bundles
/
D M;
j=1

so that x(M;) > 1.
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Note the exact sequence
0—E&/E_ 41— F/E_1—G—0,

where £/&_1 ~ iy .Ls and x(Ls) < x(/\/lj) forall1 < j < /. Then Lemma 3.2 shows that
Gy = F/&;_1 is the pushforward of a locally free sheaf on .

Proceeding by induction, suppose that G; := F/&,_; is the pushforward of a locally free sheaf
on X for some 1 <i < s — 1. Then one has the exact sequence

0—> Es,i/gs,i,1 — .F/gs,i,1 — gl‘ — 0 ,
where
gsfi/gsfifl = ‘Csfi

with x(Ls_;) < 0. At the same time, G; is again isomorphic to the pushforward of a direct sum of
line bundles

£
D M,
=1

with x(M;;) > 1. Then Lemma 3.2 shows that the central term in extension 3.1 is the pushfor-

ward of a locally free Og-module. This proves the inductive step.
In conclusion, F is scheme-theoretically supported on X, as claimed. O

Corollary 3.4. A nonzero sheaf & € CohQ""(Y) is semistable if and only if it admits a filtration
0=&cCcé&EC---CéEp=€E
s0 that Ej/é’j,l ~ iy L, with1 < j < m, for some line bundle L on ¥ so that x (L) = py(E).
Corollary 3.5. Let F be a nonzero sheaf in Coh8™®(Y'). Then F has a filtration
O=FpCcFHC---CFu=F
50 that
Fil Fioq ~is, L
for1 <i < m,with L4, ..., Ly line bundles on ¥ satisfying
X(L1) > > x(Lw) -
Moreover,

VY—max(F) = X(ﬁl) and VY—min(F) = X(‘Cm) .

Proof. Let
0ocGicCc---CG,=F

be the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of F with respect to yy-slope stability. Then each subquo-
tient Gy /G_1 has a filtration as in Corollary 3.4. Then the Harder-Narasimhan filtration admits
a non-unique refinement, so the claim follows. O

Recall that X, denotes the closed subscheme of Y defined by the ideal sheaf 7, C Oy from
Formula (2.3) in Theorem 2.6. The next result shows that the scheme-theoretic support of any
semistable sheaf in Coh2""®(Y) is contained in £,,.

Lemma 3.6. Any nonzero semistable sheaf F € Coh8""(Y) is scheme-theoretically supported on .
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Proof. By Corollary 3.4, the sheaf 7 admits a Jordan-Holder filtration
0OCHC---CF=F
so that each successive quotient is isomorphic to
Fil Fig > iz L.
for a line bundle £ on %, with

xX(£) = py(F).

If j = 1,i.e., if F is stable, the claim follows from Proposition 3.3. Assume that j > 1. The proof
will proceed by induction on j, keeping £ fixed. Suppose that the claim holds for all semistable
sheaves F’ with slope

py(F') = x(£),
which have j/ < j — 1 factors in their Jordan-Holder filtrations. Let F be a semistable sheaf with
py (F) = x(£),
which has a Jordan-Holder filtration of length j. Then F fits into an exact sequence
0—F —F—G—0,

where G ~ iy, £ and F’ is semistable, with a Jordan-Ho¢lder filtration of length j — 1.

Let 0,1 Ju — Oy be the defining section of X,,. For any coherent sheaf £ on Y, the morphism
corresponding to the multiplication by ¢, will be denoted by ¢ = idg ® 03: E R Ty — £. We
have the commutative diagram

FOTy — FQTIn — G Ty —— 0

lﬂf/ lﬂ}‘ lﬂg ’
f‘/

F g 0

0

where the rows are exact. Since G ~ iy L, we get jig = 0. Moreover, yx = 0 by the inductive
hypothesis. Then the snake lemma yields the exact sequence

s G Ty 2 F —— Coker(jr) — G —— 0 .

Now, we claim that G ® 7, is semistable of slope uy (F’) 4 1. Indeed, this follows from condition
(2.5) in Theorem 2.6, which implies that

it Jn =~ 0x(1)92.
Since G ~ iy, L, one obtains
G® Ty~ ixg,«(L®0g(1)%?),

which implies the claim.

Since § ® J, and F’ are semistable, with py(G) = uy(F’) + 1, one has again Homy (G ®
Tn, F') = 0. Therefore § = 0, which implies that Coker(jx) has the same topological invariants
as F. This implies that Im(px) = 0, which proves the inductive step. g

Finally, recall that the direct image Q = f.Oy, is isomorphic to the structure sheaf Oz of a
zero-dimensional subscheme Z; C W by Corollary 2.10. Furthermore, the exact sequences (2.16)
yield exact sequences

0—>Ozk_1—>ozk—>(91,—>0,

for all 2 < k < n, where the epimorphisms Oz — O, are canonical. Conversely, the following
holds:
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Proposition 3.7. The evaluation map evy: f*Q — Oy, isan isomorphism for all 1 < k < n. Moreover,
one has a commutative diagram with exact rows

0 —— f* 0z, — f0gz frOy 0
levk,l levk lev] . (3-4)
0 —— Oy, Oy, Ox 0

Proof. Let & C Oy, denote the image of the evaluation map, which is a purely one-dimensional
sheaf with set-theoretic support on X. The induced morphism f.& — Qj is a tautological iso-
morphism, while Corollary 2.9 implies that

x(Qk) = 1
where chy (Og, ) = r¢[Z]. In conclusion,
x(febi) = ¢ - (3.5)
Let
0C &1 C- - C&s =& (3.6)

be the filtration constructed in Corollary 3.5, where
chy (&) = se[Z] -

Each successive quotient & ;/ & ;1 is isomorphic to the pushforward of a line bundle £y ; on X
so that

X(Lis,) < < x(Lia) -

Moreover, the exact sequences (2.6) and (2.7) imply that Oy, admits a filtration so that all sub-
quotients are isomorphic to iy, .Ox. Therefore Oy, is semistable of slope 1 by Corollary 3.4. This
implies that

X(Lis,) < < x(Lg1) <1.
Filtration 3.6 yields a second filtration

0C fuk1 C -+ C fubks, = fu&x

so that for each 1 < i < 55 there is an exact sequence
0 — fulli1 — fubki — fuigLii — -

Moreover, Proposition 2.7 shows that
0y if x(Lyi) =1,
0  otherwise.

faiz o Lii =~ {

In particular f.iy Ly ; is zero dimensional, which implies

X(feliil fxEkiz1) < x(fuizLii) <1
for all1 < i < s;. Then one obtains

X(f<&k) < 4

where 0 < ¢ < s is the number of subquotients of the filtration (3.6) of Euler characteristic 1.
Since ¢} < s < r¢ by construction, Equation (3.5) implies ¢ = s, = r{. Hence, £} ; ~ Oy for all
1 < i < sg. Therefore & has the same topological invariants as Oy, , which implies that & = Oy, .
This proves the first claim.

In order to prove the second claim, note that diagram (3.4) is naturally commutative and the
bottom row is exact. Since the vertical arrows are isomorphisms, the top row is also exact. g
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Corollary 3.8. For each 1 < k < n one has a cartesian diagram

iz,
Zk — Y
W | (37)
iz,
Zk — X
where ¢y is flat.
Proof. As shown in Corollary 2.10, the pushforward of the canonical morphism Oy — Oy, co-

incides with the canonical morphism Ox — Ogz,. Then one obtains a tautological commutative
diagram

f*OX e Oy

| |

ev
0z, — 05,

By Proposition 3.7, the evaluation map in the above diagram is an isomorphism. Hence £ C Y
coincides with the scheme theoretic inverse image f~1(Z;).

In order to prove that ¢y is flat, note that Z; is isomorphic to the spectrum of a local artinian
ring over C, since it is zero dimensional and it has a unique closed point v. Using the local
criterion of flatness, it suffices to prove that the natural morphism

oLy — (PZOZk
is injective, where 7, C Og, is the defining ideal sheaf of v in Z;.
Since the diagram (3.7) is cartesian, the exact sequence
0— f*O0z, , — ffOz, — f*0y, — 0
in diagram (3.4) is the pushforward of the exact sequence
¢ Oz, , — $i0z, — ¢Oy, — 0
obtained by pulling back the exact sequence
Gk

0 —— 0z, Oz Oy 0

k
to 2. Therefore the natural morphism
(P;(kozk,l — (P;(kozk

is injective. Since the morphism §i: Oz, |, — Oz maps Oz, , isomorphically onto Z, C Og,, this
proves the claim. O

3.2. Moduli stacks. For any r,¢ € Z with m > 1, let M*(Y;r[Z],¢) denote the moduli stack of
semistable one-dimensional sheaves F on Y with chy(F) = r[X] and x(F) = c. By Corollary 3.4
this stack is empty unless ¢ = rd for some d € Z. From now on, we assume that c is of this form.
For d = 1 the moduli stack M*(Y;r[X], r) will be denoted by M*(Y;r) for simplicity.

Let n be the integer appearing in the filtration (2.3) of Zsz. As in Corollary 2.9, let T, C S
be the scheme-theoretic intersection X, NS in Y. Let M(Ty;7) be the moduli stack of coherent
O,-modules of length r. The goal of this section is to prove that the assignment

F — igF
yields an equivalence of stacks M(Y;r[Z],dr) = M(Ty;r) forany d € Z.

First note that, by Lemma 3.1, one has M*(Y;r[XZ],r) ~ M(Y;r[X],dr). Hence, we can set
d = 1 without loss of generality. Then one has:
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Proposition 3.9. The assignment F +— f,F yields an equivalence between the category of semistable
sheaves F on Y, with chy(F) = r[Z] and x(F) = r, and the category of Oz, -modules of length r. The
inverse functor maps Q to f* Q.

Proof. By Lemma 3.6, any semistable sheaf 7 on Y as in Proposition 3.9 admits a length r filtration
so that all subquotients are isomorphic to iy, .Ox. Moreover, the scheme -heoretic support of F
is also contained in X, by Lemma 3.6. Using Proposition 2.7, this implies that f,F is scheme-
theoretically supported on Z,, and has length r.

Conversely, any length r sheaf Q on X on Z,, admits a length r filtration so that all subquotients
are isomorphic to O,. Since diagram (3.7) is cartesian, one has

f*iZn,* Q~ izn,*ﬁ Q.
Since ¢y, is flat, ¢;; @, has a length r filtration so that each subquotient is isomorphic to ¢;; 0, ~ Os.
Therefore f* Q) is a semistable sheaf on Y satisfying the conditions of Proposition 3.9. O

Now recall that the restriction f|s: S — W maps T,, C S isomorphically onto Z, C W. Then
Proposition 3.9 yields:

Corollary 3.10. The assignment F +— igF yields and equivalence between the category of semistable
sheaves F on Y, with chy(F) = r[X] and x(F) = r, and the category of Or,-modules of length r. The
inverse functor maps Q to f*iz, .ty +«Q.

In particular, we obtain an equivalence of stacks T: M(Y;r[Z],rd) = M(Ty;r) forany d € Z.

4. f-STABLE PAIRS

In this section, we introduce f-stable pairs in our framework using the definition of [BS16]. We
shall assume that only Assumption I holds in this section.

4.1. Torsion pairs. Let Coh;(Y) and Cohy(Y) be the subcategories of the abelian category Coh(Y)
of coherent sheaves on Y formed by those sheaves of dimension < i, for i = 1,2, and zero,
respectively. We define similarly Cohy(X). Following [BS16, §2], we introduce the following
torsion pair. Let

Tf = {F € Coh(Y) | R*f.F € Cohg(X) C Perf(X)}
Fr = {F € Coh(Y) |Hom(T,F) =0forany T € ‘Tf} .
Lemma 4.1. One has Ty C Coh<1(Y).

Proof. Let F € T;. Since f is birational, we see that / is 0-dimensional away from the exceptional
locus of f. Since the latter is 1-dimensional, we immediately conclude that 7 € Coh<q(Y). O

Lemma 4.2 ([BS16, Lemma 13]). The pair (Ts, I) is a torsion pair in Coh(Y).

Remark 4.3. Note that T N Coh<1(Y) and F¢ N Coh<1(Y) correspond to the categories Py, Qf
introduced in [BS16]. Moreover, in loc.cit., the authors proved that these categories form a torsion
pair in Coh<1(Y). We are able to remove the extra condition of the dimension of the support
because in our case X*"8 is zero-dimensional and the exceptional locus of f is one dimensional,
and we can apply verbatim the arguments in the proof of [BS16, Lemma 13]. A

We denote by T4 the t-structure on Perf(Y) obtained by tilting the standard ¢-structure with
respect to the torsion pair (77, If) and we denote by A the heart of 74.
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4.2. Characterization of f-torsion and f-torsion-free objects. Some specific results on the struc-
ture of Ty and J in the present context are recorded in the following.

Lemma 4.4. Any one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf F € Coh<1(Y) fits into a unique exact sequence
0—Fy —F — Fy;x —0, (4.1)
with Fs, and Fy ;x pure one-dimensional coherent sheaves so that
(1) (Supp(Fy,x) NX)req is zero-dimensional, and
(2) Fy is set-theoretically supported on X.

Proof. Let Zr be the scheme-theoretic support of 7 and Z C Zz be the maximal closed sub-
scheme so that & ¢ Z. Let F' := iy .i%F and let Fy,x be the quotient of ' by its maximal
zero-dimensional subsheaf. Then, one obtains an exact sequence of the form (4.1). ]

Corollary 2.3 and Lemma 4.4 yields the following.

Corollary 4.5. Let F be a one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf on Y with chy(F) = r[X] + B, for some
r € Nand B € Ni(Y/X). Then, chy(Fs) = r[X] and chy(Fy,x) = B.

Lemma 4.6.

(1) Let F be a nonzero one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf on Y so that chy(F) € Np(Y/X). Then

RFf.F = 0, for all k > 1, and ROf, F|xreg is a nonzero one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf,
where X™8 := X \ {v}.

(2) Let F be a one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf so that chy(F) € Z~o[Z]. Then REfLF = 0,
for all k > 2, and R¥f, F is a zero-dimensional sheaf with support on the singular locus {v} for
0 < k < 1. Moreover, R, F = 0 if and only if piy-max(F) < 0 and R f,.F = 0 if and only if
#y-min(F) = 0.

Proof. We start by proving (1). Let Zr be the scheme-theoretic support of 7. By Corollary 2.3,
under the current assumptions, Zr is a purely one-dimensional closed subscheme of Y so that
(Zr NX)eq is zero-dimensional. Let1: Zr — Y denote the canonical closed embedding. Then
F = 1§ for a one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf G on Zx. Moreover, R/1,G = 0 for all j> 1L
This implies that

RFf. F = R¥(fo1).G

for all k > 0. Under the current assumptions, all fibers of f o1: Zy — X are zero-dimensional.
Therefore [Vak22, Theorem 19.8.5 (relative dimensional cohomology vanishing)] shows that R( f o
1)+G = Oforallk > 1. The second statement follows by flat base change since f maps 771 (X"8) =
Y \ X isomorphically onto X"8.

Now we prove (2). The first part follows again from [Vak22, Theorem 19.8.5 (relative dimen-
sional cohomology vanishing)] by analogy to (1). In order to prove the second part, let U C X
be an affine open subscheme containing v and let fi;: Yy — U denote the restriction of f to
Yy == f~1(U). By Corollary 2.3, any one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf 7 with ch, (F) € Z[Z]
is supported on £ C Yy;. By flat base change, this implies that all direct images R¥f, F are set-
theoretically supported at v. Hence it suffices to prove the statement (2) for fi;. This follows from
Corollary 3.5 using [Har77, Proposition II1.8.5]. 0

Lemmas 4.4 and 4.6 further imply the following,.

Proposition 4.7. Let F be a coherent sheaf on Y, with one-dimensional support so that chy(F) # 0, let
T be its torsion subsheaf, and let

0—T —F—G—0 (4.2)
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be the corresponding short exact sequence, where G is a one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf on'Y. Let also
0— Gy — G —Gy,x —0 (4.3)
be the short exact sequence obtained in Lemma 4.4. Then, we have the following:
(1) F € T¢ifand only Gy, x = 0 and py_min(Gx) > 0.
(2) F € Fyifand only T = 0 and Gy is either zero or py.max(Gs) < 0.

Proof. We start by proving (1). Recall that 7 € T if and only if RYf,F is zero-dimensional and
Rff, F =0 fork > 1.

We prove the “only if” direction. The exact sequences (4.2) and (4.3) yield the long exact
sequences

0 —RYAT — R F —RYfAG —0—RAF — RYLG—0 (4.4)
0 — R Gy — RfG — RfGy,x — RYfiGy — RUAG — R £.Gy/x — 0(4.5)

Since R’f. F is zero-dimensional and R¥f,F = 0, for k > 1, the first of the above sequences
implies that RY f+G is also zero-dimensional and R! f+G = 0. By Lemma 4.6, all direct images
are R¥f. Gy, for k > 1, are zero-dimensional sheaves supported at the singular point v. Then
the second of the above sequences implies that Rf. Gy, x is zero-dimensional as well, hence
Gy,x = 0 by Lemma 4.6-(1). This further implies that R! f+Gy = 0 since R! f+G = 0. Then
HY-min (gZ) >0 by Lemma 4.6-(2).

Conversely, by Lemma 4.6-(2), one has R! f+Gy, = 0 and RO f+Gy, zero-dimensional. Since
Gy,x = 0, the exact sequence (4.5) implies R! f.G = 0. Then the exact sequence (4.4) shows that
R!f.F = 0and R°f, F is zero-dimensional.

Now, we prove (2). Recall that F belongs to J if and only Homy (T, F) = 0.

First, we deal with the “only if” direction. Clearly, 7" = 0 since Coho(Y) C T;. Hence F =
G. Let £ C Gs be the first step in the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of Gy, i.e., the maximal
destabilizing subsheaf of Gs. By (1), one has £ € Ty if and only if py(€) > 0. Hence one must
have py.max(Gs) = uy(€) < 01in order to avoid a contradiction.

Conversely, since 7 = 0, one has 7 = G. Note that (1) implies that any coherent sheaf in
T is set-theoretically supported on the union of ¥ with a zero-dimensional closed subscheme.
On the other hand, Gy, is a one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf and (Supp(Gy,x) NL)ed is
zero-dimensional. Hence, Homy (T, Gy,x) = 0. Thus, Homy (T, Gs.) =~ Homy (T¢, F).

Now, if Gz = 0, it follows that 7 = Gy,x € Jy. Otherwise, assume that p1y.max(Gs) < 0. By,
(1) any pure coherent sheaf £ € T has py_min(€) > 0. Hence, Homy (€, Gs.) = 0. Since Gy, is pure,
it follows that Homy (T, Gs.) = 0. Therefore, the assertion follows. 0

Using Corollary 3.5, one obtains the following consequences of Proposition 4.7.
Corollary 4.8.
o Assume that F € Tr. Then, Hi(Y, F)=0fori>1

e Assume that F € Iy with chy(F) € Z~o[X]. Let D C Y be a smooth effective Cartier divisor
which intersects X transversely at a single point. Then Homy (Oy(—kD), F) = 0for 0 <k < 1.

We conclude this section with another characterization of f-torsion-free sheaves.

Proposition 4.9. Let £ be a coherent sheaf on Y. Let T C & be the maximal zero-dimensional subsheaf
of £ Then & € Ty if and only if T = 0 and Homy (ix, .05 (-1),&) = 0.

Proof. The “only if” direction is obvious since 7 and i, »Ox(—1) belong to 7.
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In order to prove the “if” direction, first note that £ does not admit any zero-dimensional
subsheaves. Let 7 C £ be the maximal purely one-dimensional subsheaf of £ and let /s C F be
the maximal subsheaf of F with set theoretic support on ¥, as in Lemma 4.4. Given a pure one-
dimensional coherent sheaf G € T, any nonzero morphism G — £ factors through the inclusion
Fs. C E. Because of Proposition 4.7-(1), it suffices to prove that jy.max(Fx) < 0 since this implies
Homy(g,]:z) =0forallG e {‘Tf'

Suppose jy-max(Fx) > 0 and let 75, C Fy be the semistable sheaf of maximal slope. Then
by Corollary 3.4, there is a line bundle £ on X such that iy L C ]—'é of degree > —1. This
implies Homy (ix, .Ox(—1), F5.) # 0, which further implies Homy (iz .Ox(—1),&) # 0. Hence
contradiction. g

4.3. Openness of the torsion pair (T¢, F¢). The next goal is to show that the torsion pair (T, I)
is open in the sense of [AB13, Definition A.2]).

Proposition 4.10. The subcategory T satisfies the openness condition in flat families.

Proof. Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 4.7-(1) imply that a coherent sheaf F belongs to T if and only
if F is of dimension at most one, with chy(F) € Z[Z], and py_min(F) > 0. The first condition
is open and closed. The second condition is open by the basic properties of Harder-Narasimhan
filtrations in flat families. 0

Proposition 4.11. The subcategory F s satisfies the openness condition in flat families.

Proof. Let Z be a parameter scheme and let € be a Z-flat family of coherent sheaves on Y. Given
a point z € Z, Proposition 4.9 shows that €; € (J5); if and only if the following conditions hold
simultaneously

(1) &€; has no zero-dimensional subsheaves on Y7, and
(2) Homyz (l'zzl *OZZ (—1), 82) =0.

The same arguments as in the proof of [AB13, Example A.4-(1)] shows that the set of points z € Z
satisfying condition (1) is open. Let us denote it by U; C Z. As for (2), it is enough to apply
Corollary B.5 (with N = 0, F := pjiy +Ox(—1), where py: Z x Y — Y is the projection, and
G = €) to deduce that it is an open condition. The conclusion follows. 0

Corollary 4.12. The torsion pair (T, Iy) is open.

Now, let Aior be the smallest full abelian subcategory of A closed under extensions and con-
taining J[1] for coherent sheaves F € Coh<z(Y) N J.

Lemma 4.13. For E € A the following statements are equivalent:
(1) E € Ator;
(2) H7Y(E) € Cohga(Y) N T
(3) rk(E) = 0.
Proof. First notice that for E € A we have H(E) € Coh<((Y) by Lemma 4.1. From here, the

equivalence (2) < (3) follows automatically. The implication (1) = (3) follows from the additivity
of the rank. Finally, let us prove that (3) = (1). Now;, all the terms of the fiber sequence

HYE)1] — E — HO(E)

belong to A, and therefore that the above can be interpreted as a short exact sequence in A. More-
over, H~}(E)[1] and H°(E) belong to Ator, hence also E since Ator is closed under extensions. [



FLOPS AND HILBERT SCHEMES OF SPACE CURVE SINGULARITIES 21

4.4. Definition of f-stable pairs. Let us recall the notion of Pandharipande-Thomas stable pairs.

Definition 4.14. A Pandharipande-Thomas stable pair on Y is a pair (F,s), where F is a pure one-
dimensional sheaf on Y and s: Oy — F is a section so that Coker(s) is zero-dimensional.
@

Now, mimicking [BS16, Definition 14], we introduce the following.

Definition 4.15. An f-stable pair on Y is a pair (F, s), where F is an object of Fr N Coh<1(Y) and
s: Oy — F is a section so that Coker(s) belongs to T¥. %)

Proposition 4.7 yields the following:
Corollary 4.16.
o Let (F,s) bean f-stable pair on Y. Then, F is a one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf.

o Let (F,s: Oy — F) be a Pandharipande-Thomas stable pair on Y such that Fx = 0. Then
(F,s) is a f-stable pair.

Proposition 4.17. For a fiber sequence
Oy =— F — E (4.6)
in Perf(Y), the following statements are equivalent:
(1) F € F¢ N Cohgy(Y) and the morphism s: Oy — F is such that Coker(s) € Ty, i.e., the pair
(F,s) is a f-stable pair;
(2) E belongs to A, F[1] belongs to Ator, and chi(F) = 0.

Proof. We first prove that (1) = (2). Since F € J¢ N Coh<1(Y), we have chy(F) = 0 and F[1] €
Ator € A by definition. We need only to show that E € A. Taking the long exact sequence of
cohomology sheaves associated to (4.6) we obtain
0=H Y (F) — H YE) — H(0y) — HY(F) — H(E) — 0. (4.7)

The central terms are canonically identified with Oy and F, respectively. Thus, our assumption
guarantees that H°(E) ~ Coker(s) € T;. On the other hand, Oy € Fy, hence H '(E) €
because of the defining properties of a torsion pair (cf. [DPS22, Lemma 3.2]). Therefore, E € A.

We now prove that (2) = (1). Since F[1] € Aior, the sheaf H°(F) ~ H~1(F[1]) belongs to
Fy N Cohea(Y), while H'(F) ~ H(F[1]). Passing to the long exact sequence of cohomology
sheaves associated to (4.6), we obtain

0=H' (0y) — HYF) — HYE) =0.

Thus, F ~ HO(F). Since chy(F) = 0, we get that F belongs to Coh< (Y). Finally, the sequence
(4.7) canonically identifies the cokernel of Oy — F with H°(E), which is an object of T because
Ec A O

Now, we introduce the derived stack of f-stable pairs, following [DPS22, §6.3]. First, let
Perf' (Y; Oy) be the derived stack parametrizing fiber sequences of the form

E=(0y —F —E).
Perf'(Y; Oy) is a geometric derived stack locally of finite presentation over C. We set
d(E):=E and  0(E)=F.
Let Coh(Y,74) be the derived moduli stack of T4-flat objects of Perf(Y). Thanks to Corol-
lary 4.12, Coh(Y,74) is an open substack of Perf(Y), hence it is a geometric derived stack

locally of finite presentation over C. Thanks to Lemma 4.13, we define the derived substack
Cohior (Y, 74) of Coh(Y,T4) parametrizing objects in Axor as the open substack Coh(Y, T4 ) k=0
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consisting of those objects having vanishing rank. Thus, also Cohior (Y, 74) is a geometric de-
rived stack locally of finite presentation over C.

Motivated by Proposition 4.17, we introduce the following definition.
Definition 4.18. The derived moduli stack f-SP(Y) of f-stable pairs on Y is the fiber product

f-SP(Y) Perf'(Y; 0y)
J{ J{al[l]xag 4 (48)
Cohior (Y, Ta)chy—0 X Coh(Y,T4) —— Perf(Y) x Perf(Y)

where Cohtor (Y, T4)ch, —o is the open and closed substack of Cohor (Y, T4) consisting of those
objects having vanishing first Chern class. @

By construction, f-SP(Y) is a geometric derived stack, locally of finite presentation over C.
Let f-SP(Y) = °(f-SP(Y)) be the classical truncation. It is an algebraic stack, locally of finite
presentation over C. From now on, we shall focus on f-SP(Y) since the derived structure will
not play any role in our main results.

Note that
f-sPv)= || f-SP(Y;Bn),
BEN1(Y),neZ

where f-SP(Y; B, n) parametrizes those f-stable pairs (F, s) for which chy (F) = Band x(F) = n.
Now, we can argue as in [BS16, Lemma 46] to show that flat families of f-stable pairs with fixed
Chern classes are bounded. Therefore, we obtain the following.

Lemma 4.19. f-SP(Y; B, n) is a finite type algebraic stack over C.

Now, the same arguments as in the proof of [BS16, Lemma 23] shows that the automorphism
group of a f-stable pair is trivial (cf. [P421, Proposition 3.3]). Hence, the canonical morphism
from the inertia stack of f-SP(Y; B, n) to f-SP(Y;p, n)is an equivalence. Thus, [Sta23, Tag 04SZ]
yields the following.

Proposition 4.20. f-SP(Y; B, n) is a finite type algebraic space over C.

5. C-FRAMED f-STABLE PAIRS

In this section, we will study C-framed f-stable pairs on Y and their moduli stacks. We shall
assume that only Assumption I holds in this section.

5.1. Definition. Let C C Y be a reduced, irreducible, purely one-dimensional, closed subscheme
so that (C N X),eq is zero-dimensional.

Let F be a one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf on Y and let
0—Fy —F — Fy;x —0

be the canonical support sequence constructed in Lemma 4.4. Assume that chy (F) = m[Z] + [C].
Then, by Corollary 4.5, one has chy (Fx) = m[X] and chy(Fy,x) = [C].

Definition 5.1. We say that F is C-framed if Fy ,x is scheme-theoretically supported on C.
Moreover, a pair (F,s: Oy — F), with s an arbitrary section, is called C-framed if F is C-

framed.
@

5.2. Moduli stacks of C-framed f-stable pairs. From now on, let C be a reduced irreducible
curve in a smooth irreducible effective divisor S C Y, which intersects X transversely at a single
point p € C5I"8. The goal of this section is to construct a geometric derived stack parametrizing
C-framed f-stable pairs on Y, which we introduced in Definition 5.1. This will require a detailed
structural analysis for these objects.
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5.2.1. Some results on extensions of sheaves. In the following assume that S C Y is a smooth ir-
reducible effective divisor S C Y which intersects ¥ transversely exactly at one point. Let
g € H%(Y,0y(S)) be a defining section. Let Fy and F; be purely one-dimensional coherent
sheaves on Y, so that Fj is scheme-theoretically supported on S and (Supp(Fp) N S)yeq is zero-
dimensional. First note the following vanishing result.

Lemma 5.2. Under the present assumptions, we get
Tory(is, s Os ® Oy(S), Fo) =0
forall k > 1. Moreover
X(Fo®is, .05 ® Oy(S)) = S-chy(Fp) .

Proof. The first part follows immediately from the exact sequence
0— Oy — 0y(S) — i5,,0s @ Oy(S) — 0,
Since Fy is a one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf and (Supp(Fo) N S)eq is zero-dimensional.
The second part follows from Grothendieck-Riemann-Roch theorem. g
Now assume that
0—Fgo—F —F —0

is an extension of coherent sheaves on Y. Then multiplication by { yields the following commu-
tative diagram

0

Fo F A 0
l@fo lé’f JO . (6.1)
0 —— fo@@y(S) — f@Oy(S) — ]:1®Oy(5) — 0

Lemma 5.2 shows that { , is injective, hence Coker({7,) = Fo ® Og(S), where Og(S) :=ig, .05 ®
Oy (S). Therefore the snake lemma yields a morphism

o F1 — Fo®0s(S) .
Conversely, given a morphism 6: F; — Fy ® Og(S), let £; be defined by the exact sequence

)

(o)
0 —— & —— F®Fo®0y(S) ‘*g>.7-"0®05(5) — 0,

where g: Fp ® Oy (S) = Fo ® Og(S) is the canonical epimorphism. The next result follows from
the functorial properties of the snake lemma. The detailed proof will be omitted.

Lemma 5.3. Under the above assumptions, the assignments F — Sr and § — E determine an isomor-
phism

€: EXt%/(fl,fo) — Homs(]:l,fo &® OS(S)) .
Furthermore, one also has:

(1) Given a subsheaf F C Ji, the pull-back of an extension class e € Exty (Fy, Fo) to Exty (F], Fo)
is trivial if and only if F| C ker(e(e)).

(2) Given a purely one-dimensional quotient Fo — F{, the pushforward of an extension class e €
Exty, (F1, Fo) to Exty,(Fy, Fp) is trivial if and only if the composition

F Y @ 0g(S) —— Flo0s(S)

is identically zero.

Using the notation from diagram (5.1), set ] := ker(dx) and Q := Im(dr) C Fy ® Og(S).
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Lemma 5.4. Under the above assumptions, suppose Fy is set-theoretically supported on X.. Then, one has
a canonical commutative diagram

F 4 7

0 (5.2)

—
o
‘_

O O +—— He+—

0

with exact rows and columns, where F|, is a one dimensional pure coherent sheaf on Y, set-theoretically
supported on 2.

Proof. Using the snake lemma in diagram (5.1), one obtains an isomorphism ker({z) — ker(dg)
since { r, is injective. This yields the following commutative diagram

id
F 4 F

o '

0 Fo F F 0

where the vertical arrows are injective. Applying the snake lemma to the above diagram, one
further obtains a diagram as in Equation (5.2), where F := F/ F].

Clearly, F{) is set-theoretically supported on X since Fy and Q are supported on X. Further-
more, since Q is set-theoretically supported on the intersection S N Z, it follows that the restriction
of Fjto Y \ S is purely one dimensional. Hence the maximal zero-dimensional subsheaf 7" C F;
is set-theoretically supported on S N X.

Assume that 7 # 0 and set 7/ := F{/7T. Then one obtains a second commutative diagram

0 F F 7} 0
I
0 F F Fl 0

with exact rows, where the right vertical arrow is the canonical surjection. Then the snake lemma
shows that the left vertical arrow is injective, and it also yields an isomorphism 7 et ]-'1" / .7-'1’.
Since Supp(7) C SN X and Fj is scheme-theoretically supported on S, it follows that F]' is set-
theoretically supported on S. Since Fj is purely one-dimensional, set-theoretically supported on
Y, we have that Homy (F}’, Fy) = 0. Therefore the composition

Fl —F— F
is injective, leading to the commutative diagram
]:1// id ]:1//

|

0 Fo F Fi 0
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Then Lemma 5.3 implies that § 7(F{’) = 0, while by construction
Sp(F{) = F/F =T,

since F| = ker(dr). This leads to a contradiction. O

5.2.2. Structural result for C-framed f-stable pairs. From now on, let us assume that C is a reduced
irreducible curve in a smooth irreducible effective divisor S C Y which intersects ¥ transversely
at a single point p € C'"8.

The goal of this section is to prove the following structural result for C-framed f-stable pairs.

Theorem 5.5. Let (F,s: Oy — F) be a C-framed f-stable pair with chy(F) = [C] + m[X], with m > 0.
Then, there exists a unique commutative diagram

Oyi)(gy

ls fl (5.3)

0 Fo F F1 0

such that (F1,s1: Oy — JF1) is a Pandharipande-Thomas stable pair with F scheme-theoretically sup-
ported on C, Fy is S-equivalent to C™ & iy, . Ox(—2), the associated morphism 6 : F1 — Fy @ Og(S),
via Lemma 5.3, is surjective, and

5}' os1=0.
Conwversely, let (Fy,s1: Oy — Fi) bea Pandharipande-Thomas stable pair with F scheme-theoretically
supported on C and let Fy ~ C" ® iy, ,Ox(—2) where m € Z, with m > 0. Let

fo f1

0 Fo F Fi 0 (5.4)

a short exact sequence such that the associated morphism d6r: Fi — Fo® Og(S), via Lemma 5.3, is
sutjective, and

(5]: 0851 = 0.
Then there exists a unique section s: Oy — F so that f1 os = sy and (F,s) is a C-framed f-stable pair.
We start by proving the “only if” direction.
Lemma 5.6. There exists a unique commutative diagram of the form (5.3) such that
(1) (F1,s1) is a Pandharipande-Thomas stable pair on Y, and

(2) one has a second commutative diagram

Im(s) —— Im(sq)

l l (5.5)

0 Fo F F 0

where the top horizontal arrow is an isomorphism. In particular 67 o sy = 0.

Proof. First note that s # 0 since Coker(s) must belong to Ty.

Since F is C-framed and an object in F, by Proposition 4.7-(2), F is a pure coherent sheaf,
which fits in a unique exact sequence

0—Fy —F — Fy;x —0,

where Fy is either a one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf on Y set-theoretically supported on X,
with py.max(Fz) < 0 or zero, and Fy,x is a one-dimensional pure coherent sheaf on Y scheme-
theoretically supported on C (in particular, (Supp(Fy,x) N X)ed is zero-dimensional). Set Fy =
Fx and Fq = Fy/x.
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Since the fundamental cycle of F is C 4+ mXL, Corollary 2.3 shows that the fundamental cycle
of F1 is C. Since C is reduced irreducible and F; is purely one dimensional, this implies that
F1 is the pushforward to Y of a rank one torsion-free sheaf on C. This further shows that the
composition s1 := fj os is either zero or generically surjective. Moreover, Corollary 4.8 shows
that H(Y, 7o) = 0. Since s # 0, this rules out the case s; = 0, hence s; is generically surjective.
This means that (F7,s1) is a Pandharipande-Thomas stable pair on Y, which further implies that
Im(s1) ~ O¢ (cf. [PT09, Lemma 1.6].

Assume that /y # 0. Applying the snake lemma to diagram (5.3), one obtains the exact
sequence

0 —— ker(s) —— ker(sq) s Fy—— e (5.6)
where ker(s1) ~ Z¢, where Z¢ is the ideal sheaf of C (cf. [PT09, Formula (1.7)]). Since C is a
divisor in the smooth surface S, one has an exact sequence
0— Oy(—S) — IC — iS,*OS(_C) —0.

Since S intersects X transversely exactly once, Corollary 4.8 shows that Homy (Oy(—S), Fp) = 0.
Furthermore, since Fj is purely one dimensional, set-theoretically supported on ¥, one also has
Homy (Os(—C), Fy) = 0. Then the above exact sequence implies that Homy(Z¢, Fy) = 0 as
well. In particular, ¢ in (5.6) vanishes. This implies that the induced map Im(s) — Im(s1) is an
isomorphism, hence Im(s) N Fy = 0 as subsheaves of F. This yields the diagram (5.5).

Now, the epimorphism F — Fj restricts to an isomorphism Im(s) — Im(sy). Since Im(s) is a
subsheaf of F, this implies that the restriction of the extension

00— Fy—F —F —0
to Im(s1) C F; admits a splitting. Hence the associated extension class is trivial, and Lemma 5.3
implies that Im(s1) C ker(éx). Thus, the relation d z o s; = 0. O
Let F| := ker(dr). By Lemma 5.4, the quotient F) := F / F] is a pure one-dimensional coherent

sheaf on Y set-theoretically supported on .
Lemma 5.7. The following hold:

(1) Fo and JF are slope-semistable, S-equivalent to

Fo~C"®iy 0x5(-2) and Fj~C" @iy 0x(-1).

(2) The morphism ér: F1 — Fo ® Og(S) is surjective.

(3) The section s: Oy — F factors through a section s} : Oy — Fj.
Proof. Let G := Coker(s) and let G’ := G/ T be the quotient by the maximal zero-dimensional sub-

sheaf of G. Since G belongs to Ty, Proposition 4.7-(1) shows that G is set theoretically supported
on X and py_min(G) > 0. Furthermore, diagram (5.5) in Lemma 5.6 yields an exact sequence

0—F)—G—G —0

where G; := Coker(s1). Under the current assumptions, G is a zero-dimensional sheaf supported
at p € C. Since Fy is purely one-dimensional, the composition

T—6G—G
is injective.
Let K := ker(F — §G), which is isomorphic to Im(s;) ~ O¢ by Lemma 5.6. Since F{ is purely
one-dimensional, supported on X, we get Homy (KC, 7)) = 0. Therefore K is a subsheaf of 7| C F.
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This yields a commutative diagram

0 K F g 0
| [ | ,
0 7 F F} 0

where the left vertical arrow is injective and the right vertical arrow is surjective. Since F
is purely one-dimensional by Lemma 5.4, the resulting surjective morphism G — F; factors
through a surjective morphism G’ — F{. Since pty.min(G') > 0, this implies

HY-min (}—6) > 0.
By Corollary 3.4, each Harder-Narasimhan subsequent quotient of F is S-equivalent to

C'® iz/ *Oz(a)

for some r,a € Z with r > 1. The above inequality implies that x(Ox(a)) > 0, ie,a > —1.
Therefore one finds x(F}) > 0. Moreover, equality holds if and only if F{ is semistable, S-
equivalent to C" ® iy, ,Ox(—1).

On the other hand, since F € J¢ N Coh«q(Y), Proposition 4.7-(2) shows that py_max(Fo) <
0. Again, Corollary 3.4 shows that each Harder-Narasimhan subsequent quotient of F is S-
equivalent to C" ® iy, ,Ox(a) for some r,a € Z with r > 1. The above inequality implies that
x(0x(a)) < —1,ie., a < —2. Therefore one finds x(Fy) < —m. Moreover, equality holds if
and only if F is slope-semistable in the S-equivalence class of C"" ® iy, «0x(—2). However, the
bottom row of diagram (5.2) shows that

0 < x(Fo) = x(Fo) +x(Q) < x(Fo) + x(Fo © 0s(8)) = x(Fo) +m. 5.7)
Then one obtains the simultaneous inequalities
X(Fo) <—m and x(Fp) > -m,

hence x(Fy) = —m. Thus, Fj is slope-semistable in the S-equivalence class of C" ® iy ,Ox(—2).
Furthermore, inequality (5.7) implies that

X(F) =0 and Q= Fy®0s(S).
This further implies that | is semistable, S-equivalent to C" ® Og(—1). Then H(Y, F}) = 0,
hence s factors through s} : Oy — FJ. O

Proof of Theorem 5.5. The “only if” direction follows from Lemmas 5.6 and 5.7.

We prove now the “if” direction. Since 7 os; = 0, Lemma 5.3-(1) shows that the restriction of
the extension (5.4) to Im(sy) C Fj is trivial, which means that there exists an injective morphism
Im(s1) — F which fits in the commutative diagram

|m(51) I*d> |m(51)

| |

0 Fo F Fi 0

Then let s: Oy — F be defined by the composition

Oy — Im(sl) — F.
Given any section s': Oy — F so that f; os’ = s1, one has s’ —s € H°(Y, F), which is zero since
Fo ~ C" ® iy, .Ox(—2). Therefore s is unique.

Now, we need to show that G := Coker(s) belongs to T. We shall make use of Proposition 4.7-
(1). Snake lemma yields the exact sequence

0 — Fy — G —> Coker(s;) — 0.
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Let 7 C G be the maximal zero-dimensional subsheaf of G. Since Fj is purely one dimensional,
the composition

T — G — Coker(sy)
is injective and one obtains the exact sequence
0— Fy — G/T — Coker(s1)/T — 0.

This implies that G/ T is set-theoretically supported on X and chy(G/7T) = m[Z].

LetG/T — G’ # 0be the minimal slope-semistable quotient provided by the Harder-Narasimhan
filtration. Note that G’ is set-theoretically supported on X and chy(G") = m’[Z], with m’ > 0. Let
Fy C G’ be the image of the composition 7y — G/T — G'. Then, note the commutative diagram

0 —— Fop —— G/T —— Coker(s1)/T —— 0

| | '

0 Fo g G /Fy ——0

where the rows are exact and the vertical maps are surjective. This shows that G’/ F| is zero
dimensional since Coker(s)/7 is zero-dimensional. In particular, F{ # 0.

In order to finish the proof, one has to show that uy(G’) > 0. By Corollary 3.4, G’ is S-
equivalent to C"' @ is; , Ox (). Suppose pty(G') < 0,i.e, a < —2. Since F} # 0, the case a < —3is
ruled out since G’ is semistable and receives a nonzero morphism from Fy which is S-equivalent
to C" ® iy, ,Ox(—2). Hence a = —2. Since both F{ and G’ are semistable sheaves of equal slope,
it follows that G’/ ]-'6 is either a nonzero semistable sheaf of the same slope or zero. Since G’/ ]—'6
was already shown to be zero-dimensional, it follows that G’/ F) = 0. This yields a commutative
diagram

0 Fo F Fi 0

I /

G id G
where the vertical arrows are surjective. Then Lemma 5.3-(2) shows that composition
6
Fi —I5 Fo@05(S) —— G' ® 05(S) (5.8)

is identically zero. However, since Fy — G’ is surjective, and dr is also surjective, the composi-
tion (5.8) has to be surjective. This leads to a contradiction since G’ # 0. Therefore py_min(G) > 0,
hence G € Ty. O

5.2.3. Moduli spaces. Fix m € IN. Let CohP""®(C; 1) be the open substack of Coh(C) parametriz-
ing pure coherent sheaves on C of rank one and let Coh3? _;(Y;m[X]) is the moduli stack of

semistable sheaves on Y of slope —1 and second Chern class m[Z]. Consider the fiber product

Coh®*(Y; m) Coh®*(Y)

l lpa Xp1 ’

Coh""®(C;1) x Cohj _(Y;m[E]) —— Coh(Y) x Coh(Y)

where the map CohP""®(C;1) — Coh(Y) is induced by the pushforward with respect to the
canonical closed embedding of C into Y; while p3 x p; corresponds to the map sending an ex-
tension to the extreme factors in the reversed order. Now, we introduce f-SP(Y; m) as the fiber
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product

F-SPc(Y;m) —— f-SP(Y)

! | ,

o ex p2(1]

Coh®(Y;m) 2= Cohior (Y, Ta)eh;~0

where the right vertical map is induced by the fiber product (4.8), while p, corresponds to the map
sending an extension to the middle term. Moreover, the target of p[1] is exactly Cohtor (Y, T4 )ch, 0
because of Proposition 4.7—(2).

By construction, f-SPc(Y;m) is a geometric derived stack locally of finite presentation over
C. Moreover, by Theorem 5.5, it is the stack parameterizing C-framed f-stable pairs (F,s) on Y
such that chy(F) = [C] + m[X]. It decomposes into

f-SPc(Y;m) == | | f-SPc(Y;m,n)
nez
with respect to the Euler characteristic. We denote the truncation of f-SP¢(Y;m) by f-SPc(Y;m).
Definition 5.8. Fix m € IN and n € Z. The derived moduli stack of C-framed f-stable pairs (F,s)

on'Y, of second Chern class chy(F) = [C] + m[Z] and x(F) = nis f-SPc(Y;m,n). We denote by
f-SPc(Y;m, n) its truncation.

The derived moduli stack f-SPc(Y) of C-framed f-stable pairs (F,s) on'Y is
f-SPc(Y) == | | f-SPc(Y;m).
meN
We denote by f-SPc(Y) its truncation. @

Proposition 5.9. f-SPc(Y;m,n) is an algebraic space of finite type over C, while f-SPc(Y;m) and
f-SPc(Y) are algebraic spaces locally of finite type over C.

Proof. Note that the map f-SPc(Y;m,n) — f-SP(Y;m,n) induced by p,[1] is represented by
algebraic spaces since p; is represented by Quot schemes. Since f-SP(Y;m,n) is an algebraic
space by Proposition 4.20, the claim follows. g

5.3. Relation to Flag Hilbert schemes of C. In this section, we shall show that f-SP¢(Y) can be
interpreted as a Flag Hilbert scheme of C. Now, we shall assume that also Assumption II holds.

Let T, be the scheme-theoretic intersection S N %,;. Let SPc denote the moduli space of
Pandharipande-Thomas stable pairs on C. Let (F1, 1) denote the universal stable pair on SP¢ x
C and let Q := Coker(0q). Abusing notation we will also denote by F; its pushforward to
) PC xY.

Lemma 5.10. The sheaf Q is flat over SPc.

Proof. By construction, one has the universal exact sequence

01
0 —— Ospcxc

F Q 0,
where 0 restricts to an injection on fibers. This implies that Q is SP-flat. d

Now recall that C is contained as closed subscheme in the smooth surface S C Y and T}, is the
scheme theoretic intersection of X, and Sin Y. Letics: SPc x C — SP¢ x S be the canonical
closed immersion. Let g: Quotr, (2/SPc;m) — SPc be the relative Quot scheme whose functor
of points assigns to any map ¢: Z — SP( the set of quotients

g:(qgx1c)"2—G,

so thatic s .G is a Z-flat family of length m sheaves on Tj,.
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The next goal is to construct an equivalence f-SPc(Y;m) — Quotr, (Q/SPc;m). First, we
need the following family variant of Lemma 5.3 and Theorem 5.5, which we shall prove now.

Let Z be an arbitrary parameter scheme and let

ZxY
VN
Z Y
denote the canonical projections. Let also { € H(Y, Oy(S)) be a defining section of S.
Lemma 5.11. Let

0—3F9)—>F —3F; —0

be an exact sequence of Z-flat families of one-dimensional pure coherent sheaves on Y, such that Fy is
Zflat family of pushforwards of rank one pure coherent sheaves on C and Fy is a flat family of slope
(—1) semistable sheaves on Y with second Chern class m[X]. Then, multiplication by 7t*{ determines a
commutative diagram

0

|
F J1 0

férfo l@ F lo

0 —— FpRg"0y(S) —— FRg*0y(S) —— F1®4q*0y(S) —— 0

|

Fo @ q*0s(S)

|

0

where the rows and the left column are exact. In particular one has a connecting morphism
og: F1 — Fo®q"0s(S) ,

where Ty @ q*Og(S) is Z-flat. Moreover, for any z € Z, the restriction of 5 to {z} x Y coincides with
the analogous morphism constructed in Lemma 5.3.

Proof. The first part is clear since the pull-back 7*: Coh(Y) — Coh(Z x Y) is exact and 7*G
is Z-flat for any coherent sheaf G on Y. By construction, the restriction d|,} .y coincides to
connecting morphism J5, constructed in Lemma 5.3 for any point z € Z. The latter is surjective

by Theorem 5.5, hence d is also surjective. Moreover, Fy ® g*0g(S) is Z-flat since both factors
are Z-flat. g

The stack f-SPc(Y;m) assigns to an arbitrary parameter scheme Z the groupoid of Z-flat
families of diagrams

Ozxy

ls ,

0 Fo F T 0

satisfying the following conditions:

(1) F is a flat family of purely one-dimensional slope (—1) semistable sheaves on Y with
second Chern class m[%],
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(2) 7 is a flat family of purely one dimensional sheaves on Y with second Chern class [C],
which has scheme theoretic support Z x C as a sheafon Z x Y.

(3) For any point z € Z, the restriction of the pair (F,s: Ozxy — F) to z x Y is a C-framed
f-stable pair.

Using the same notation as in Lemma 5.11, the main result of this section is the following.
Theorem 5.12. Using the isomorphism : O, ® Os(S) — Or, induced by the defining section { €
HO(Y,0y(S)), the assignment

(?0/?1/515) — (3'1/ 7-[*605?)

determines an equivalence of algebraic spaces

f-SPc(Y;m) —— Quotr, (Q/SPc;m) .

Proof. First, by Lemma 3.1, one has M*(Y; m) ~ M3(Y; m[Z], —m). Let M (Ty; m) be the moduli
stack of length m sheaves on T,. Then Corollary 3.10 proves that one has an equivalence

T: MS(Y;m[Z], —m) —— M(Ty;m)

which acts as Fy — Fy ® m*0Og on flat families. Then the existence of a functor as claimed in
the assertion follows from Lemma 5.11 and the “only if” direction of Theorem 5.5. In particular,
the latter shows that the restriction d5, is surjective for any point z € Z. The fact that this is an
equivalence follows from the “if” direction of Theorem 5.5. g

Theorem 5.12 yields the following.

Corollary 5.13. Foranym € Z, withm > 0, the motivic classes of f-SP¢(Y;m) and Quotr, (Q/SPc;m)
in the Grothendieck ring of algebraic spaces coincide.

Furthermore, [PT10, Proposition B.8] yields:

Proposition 5.14. Let FHilbr, (C; m) be the Flag Hilbert scheme parametrizing flags of ideal sheaves
I CT' C Ocsothat T' /T is the pushforward of a length m zero-dimensional sheaf on T,. Then, there is
an isomorphism Quotr, (Q/SPc;m) — FHilbr, (C;m) mapping the data (sy: Oy — F1,8: Q — G)
to

T := Homc(iEFy,0c) and I’ := Homc(Ff,O0c),
where F is the kernel of the composition it F1 — Q 33

6. C-FRAMED WALLCROSSING IDENTITY

In this section f: Y — X is a threefold contraction satisfying Assumptions I and II. As in §5.2,
let f-SPc(Y;m,n) denote the moduli space of C-framed f-stable pairs (F,s) on Y with chy(F) =
m[X] 4+ [C] and x(F) = n, where m,n € Z, with m > 0. A construction completely analogous
to the one in §5 yields a moduli space SP(Y;m, n) of C-framed Pandharipande-Thomas stable
pairs (F,s) on Y with chy(F) = m[X] + [C] and x(F) = n, where m,n € Z, with m > 0 (cf.
[Maulé, §2.1]).

Remark 6.1. Note that SP¢(Y;0,n) coincides with the moduli space of Pandharipande-Thomas
stable pairs (F,s) on Y with F scheme-theoretically supported on C and x(F) = n. A

Let
fPTe(Y)=fPTc(Y;9,Q) =), ), x(f-SPc(Y;m,n))g"Q",

neZ meZ,m>0

PTc(Y) =PTc(Y;9,Q) =), Y. x(SPc(Y;m,n))g"Q" (6.1)

neZmeZ,m>0
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be the associated generating functions for topological Euler characteristics. Furthermore, set

PTex(Y) =PTex(Y;0,Q) = ). Y. x(SP(Y;m[Z],n))g"Q" . 6.2)

neZ meZ,m>0

The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 6.2. The following identity holds:

_ PTc(Y)

f-PTc(Y) = PTon(Y)

(6.3)

We postpone the proof of the theorem to Appendix C. We shall proceed by analogy to [Brill,
§4] and [BS16, §6]. In §C.1 and §C.2 will derive the relevant identities in the infinite type motivic
Hall algebra of stack functions. As explained in §C.3, these identities result in a fake proof of

identity (6.3). The actual proof is then obtained using Laurent truncations in complete analogy
to [BS16, §7].

7. C-FRAMED FLOP IDENTITY

Consider a threefold flop diagram

N ) P =

where f*: Y* — X are contractions satisfying the conditions of Assumption I and ¢ is a canoni-
cal isomorphism ¢: Y+ \ £F = Y~ \ Z7. Recall that v denotes the singular point of X.

Remark 7.1. Note that given a morphism f: Y — X as in Assumption I, results of [Kaw88, Mor88,
Kol89] imply that a flop of the form (7.1), with e.g. f = fT, always exists and it is moreover
unique by [KM98, Corollary 6.4]. A

Let us assume that f*: Y* — X satisfies Assumption IL In particular, there exists a Weil
divisor W C X for which the strict transform of W is a smooth divisor St C Y™ so that the
restriction f g+ is an isomorphism onto W.

Let C C W be a reduced irreducible curve on W so that v € CSi"8. The strict transform of C
with respect to £ is a reduced irreducible curve C* C S*, also mapped isomorphically to C by
f*. Let S, C~ be the strict transforms of W, C respectively under the contraction f~: Y~ — X.
Then C~ is a reduced irreducible curve on Y. An extra assumption will be made in the following,
namely:

Assumption III. The strict transform S~ of W is a reduced irreducible divisor on Y which coin-

cides with the scheme-theoretic inverse image S~ = (f~)~!(W). Moreover, the singular locus of
S~ is zero-dimensional. %)

The goal of this section is to prove an identity relating the Euler character invariants of the
moduli space of stable pairs on C™ to those of the moduli space of C*-framed f-stable pairs on
Y.

7.1. Transformation of numerical classes. Let NS(Y*) be the Neron-Severi group of Y+, i.e., the
image of chy: Pic(Y*) — Ay (Y™), and let N'(Y™) be the group of numerical equivalence classes of
Cartier divisors on Y*, i.e., the quotient of NS(Y*) by its torsion subgroup. N*(Y*) is a finitely
generated free abelian group. One has an isomorphism

o1 NY(YH) —— N'(Y7),
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determined by the chain of isomorphisms
Ap(YT) —= Ap(YTNET) —=5 Ay(Y NXZ7) —— Ay(Y).
More explicitly, this isomorphism is determined by the assignment
Dt — DT NnYt\Zt — DrNYF\ T+,

where D+ N Y+ \ £+ denotes the scheme-theoretic closure of DY N YT\ ZTin Y.

Using the non-degenerate bilinear form N'(Y*) x N;(Y*) — Z, one obtains an isomorphism
¢1«: N1 (YT) = Ni(Y™), where ¢; . = ((¢1)") 1. More explicitly, given any class B € Ny (Y™),
the image ¢; .(B) € N1(Y ™) is uniquely determined by the relations

[D*]- B =¢.([D*]) - ¢1,.(B) ,
with [DT] € N'(Y™) arbitrary. Recall also that ¢, ([ZF]) = —[Z7].
Let fs-: ST — W be natural projection. Assumption III implies that the scheme-theoretic in-
verse image (f~)~!(C) coincides with the inverse image fs 1(C), regarded as a closed subscheme
of Y contained in S~ C Y. Moreover, since S~ is the strict transform of S, and ST - £t = 1 by

Assumption II, one has S - £~ = —1. Therefore >~ is contained in S~ as a closed subscheme.
This implies that (fg-)~!(C) is the scheme-theoretic union of two irreducible components:

(fs-)'(C)=C UZs,
where (Zs),eq = X. Let my, € IN be the multiplicity of Zy, along X at the generic point.
Lemma 7.2. Under the above assumptions, the following identity holds
¢1,([CT]) = [CT] +mx[Z7].

Proof. By construction, ¢ identifies the open curves C™° :=Ct N (YT N\ EZF)and C°:=C™ N
(Y~ . 7). Furthermore, C* is the scheme-theoretic closure of C*'° and (C* N L%),q is zero-
dimensional. The image ¢1,.([C™"]) is uniquely determined by the intersection numbers

v ¢ ([CF]) = (¢2) " (v7) - CT,

with 9~ € N(Y™). Without loss of generality, we can assume that ~ is sufficiently ample so
that the following conditions hold for any sufficiently generic divisor D~ € y~:

(1) the scheme-theoretic intersection of D™~ and S~ is a smooth projective curve '~ C (57)"&
which intersects £~ transversely at finitely many closed points pjy, ..., p; contained in
(S7)*8~ C~,and

(2) (T~ N C7)yeq is a zero-dimensional set contained in (C~)™€ \ X,

Let D C X be the scheme theoretic image of D~ through f~: Y~ — X and let DT C Y be
the strict transform of D. Then (¢!)~'(7~) = [D*]. Note also that

Dt.xt=-D"-% <0,

hence 1 is contained in D+ as a closed subscheme.
Leto: S~ — S~ be a minimal resolution of singularities, and let Y, C~ be the strict trans-

forms of £~ and C—, which are divisors on S~. Then the inverse image ¢ !(fs-)~1(C) is a
scheme-theoretic union of effective divisors

o (fs-)7H(C) =C U mgE” UA,
where (A),eq is contained in the exceptional locus of ¢. Since I'” is entirely contained in the

smooth locus of S, its strict transform I~ coincides with the inverse image ¢~ !(I'") and it is
canonically isomorphic to I'". Furthermore it is also disjoint from the exceptional locus of ¢.
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LetI' C W be the scheme theoretic image of I'". Clearly, I coincides with the scheme theoretic
image of I~ via the the proper morphism fg- oo: S~ — W. Applying the projection formula for
fs— oo, one finds

F'C:lef_ 'i‘Ff_'Cv_ .
Given assumptions (1) and (2) above, since X~ and C~ are subschemes of S~, this further yields
r-c=mgD™-2"+D"-C",

where the right-hand-side is a sum of intersection products in Y~. In order to finish the proof,
recall that the induced projection fg+: ST — S is an isomorphism under the current assumptions.
Set Tt := (fg+)~}(T) and note that T'" is canonically isomorphic to T. The same holds for the
C* C S*. Then one obtains

DT-Ct=TI".Ct=T-C=D"-(mgZ™ +C7).
In conclusion, one obtains an identity
T ¢1,([CT]) =D (mzE” +C7),

for any ample divisor class y_ satisfying conditions (1) and (2) above. This proves the claim. [

7.2. Flop identity. Let PTcx(YF) and PTex(Y™) be the generating functions (6.1) and (6.2), re-

spectively, associated to f*: Y* — X. Set

PTce(YF)

PT o (YF) = 2
c=(Y") PTex(Y7)

Proposition 7.3. The following identity holds:
Q"= PTe (Y59,Q71) =PTe(Y759,Q) -

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to the proof of [Maul6, Proposition 2.4], which is a
C-framed variant of [Call6, Theorem 3.26 and Corollary 3.27]8, and it uses also Lemma 7.2. Al-
though in the present case Y* are not Calabi-Yau threefolds, the result proven in Corollary 2.12
suffices in order for the arguments of loc.cit. to go through. One should also keep in mind that in

the present context the derived equivalence ®: DP(YT) = DP(Y ™) required in [Cal16, §3.9] is a
special case of [VdB04, Theorem C]. O

As shown in Theorem 6.2, one also has the identity
fr-PTes(Y) =PT (YT).
Therefore Theorem 6.2 and Proposition 7.3 yield:

Corollary 7.4. One has
FHPTe(rta,Q ]|, =10 T x(SPe (YR, 7.2)
Q™ keZ
where the right-hand-side is the coefficient of f+-PT+ of degree Q™=.

Here, SPc- (Y7 ;k) == SPc-(Y7;0,k+ x(Oc-)), i.e., it is the moduli space of stable pairs (F,s) on
Y~ such that F is scheme-theoretically supported on C~, chy(F) = [C], and x(F) =k + x(Oc-).

Using Proposition 5.14, the left-hand-side of identity (7.2) can be rewritten as a generating
function of Euler numbers for the Flag Hilbert schemes FHiIb% (C*;m) considered in §5.3. Recall

that FHiIb’}n(C+; m) parametrizes flags 7 C 7' C Oc+ of ideal sheaves such that x(Oc+/Z') = k

8An equivalent proof of this result is provided also in [Tod13].



FLOPS AND HILBERT SCHEMES OF SPACE CURVE SINGULARITIES 35

and 7' /7 is alength m zero-dimensional sheaf of T, where T}, is the scheme-theoretic intersection
of ST and & in Y. Then, Proposition 5.14 immediately yields the identity

[FrPTe (YFq,07)]| . =¥ Y x(FHilb, (CFms))g"

Qe k>0
Therefore, we have the following:
Corollary 7.5. One has
g0 Y X(FHIIB, (CF5my))gt = M) ) x(SPe-(Y75K))q" . (7.3)
k>0 keZ

We can also provide a punctual version of identity (7.3) as follows. Let (CT NX™ )eq =
{q1,-..,q4} Foreach1l < i < d, let SPc- (Y ;k) C SPc-(Y~;k) be the reduced closed
subscheme defined by the condition that Coker(s) is set-theoretically supported at g;.

Recall that (C* NX+) .4 consists of a single point p € (C*)5"8. Let Hilbl;fm’: (C™) be the punc-
tual Hilbert scheme of C* parametrizing length k + my zero-dimensional subschemes with set-
theoretic support at p. Let FHiIb’%n,p(Cﬂ’ m) C FHilbk. (C*;m) be the inverse image of Hilb§+m2 (CcH)
via the canonical forgetful morphism FHiIb]%n (Ct;m) — Hilbk s (C*) sending the flagZ C 7' C
Oc+ to Z C O¢+. Then, by an inductive stratification argument, Corollary 7.5 further yields:

Corollary 7.6. The following identity holds

d
g Oct) Y7 X(FHiB,  (CTimy))gt = MO TT X x(SPe- (Y SR)G . (74)
k>0 i=1k>0

Finally, we can also derive the following identity when C~ has locally complete intersection
singularities.

Corollary 7.7. Assume in addition that C~ has locally complete intersection singularities. Then, the
following identity holds:

d
g (Oc+) I§X<FHi|b§n,p(C+;mZ))qk = g¥(Oc-) Elgx(Hilbgi(C*))qk . (7.5)

Proof. By assumption, the dualizing sheaf of C~ is a line bundle. Then [PT10, Proposition B.5]

yields an isomorphism SP¢- (Y ~;k) = Hilb"(C~). Then identity (7.5) follows from identity (7.4).
O

8. EXAMPLES AND EXPLICIT RESULTS

This section presents a concrete construction of a flop transition between projective threefolds
satisfying Assumptions I, II, and III. Explicit results are then obtained for torus-invariant space
curves.

8.1. Pagoda flop transition for complete intersection threefolds. Let P be the toric fourfold
(C3\ A)/C* x C* where the torus action has weights

20 21 22 Z3 Z4 Z5
1 0 0 0 1 -—n
o 1 1 1 0 1

and
A={zg=24=0}U{zy =20 =23 =25 =0} .
Let X C P be the hypersurface given by

2n 2
22122 - ZS + 24 ZS 0
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Lemma 8.1. X has a unique singular point at z; = 0, with 1 <i < 4.

Proof. Let P° C P denote the open subscheme {zg # 0, z5 # 0}. Note that P° ~ C* with toric
affine coordinates

X =2zyz5 121 ,
-1
=225 22,

I B (8.1)

z = 2zyZ5 23,

W=z, 124 .
Then the intersection X° := X N P° is the hypersurface given by

2xy — 22+ W =0.

This is precisely the threefold singularity studied in [Rei83, §5, Remark 5.13]. In particular, it has
a unique singular point at the origin which is furthermore a cDV singularity. In order to finish

the proof, one has to check that X is smooth at all points in the complement of X°. This follows
by straightforward computations in toric affine charts. O

Let Z* C P be the closed subschemes given by

zZ1 = 0 , Z1 = 0 ’
and
z3 —zyz5 =0, z3+2z425 =0.
respectively. Let P* — P be the blow-up of P along Z*, which is again smooth. Let Y* C P*
denote the strict transform of X in P* and let f*: Y* — X denote the canonical projections. Let

£* = (f*)~!(v) be the scheme-theoretic inverse images of the singular point v € X. Note that
both =+ coincide with the rational curve given by

z;=0for 1<i<4
as subschemes of P x P1. Then the following holds.

Proposition 8.2. Y= is smooth, the projection f*: Y= — X satisfies Assumption I.
Proof. Note that Y* are given by the following equations in P x P!

vt JAWI— (z3 —zjz5)wr =0, 8.2)
' 2zrwyp — (Zg + ZZZ5)ZU1 =0, '

. {2z1w1 — (23 +2}z5)wy = 0, (8.3)

zowy — (23 — zjjz5)wy = 0.
This implies that the exceptional loci £* of the projections f* coincide simultaneously with the
projective line
z21=0,20=0,23=0,2z4 =0,
as subschemes of P x P!. Since X \ {v} is smooth, Y* \ ¥ is also smooth. Moreover, let
Y$ == (f*)~1(P°), where P° C P is the open subscheme {zo # 0, z5 # 0} used in the proof of
Lemma 8.1. Then the resulting projections (Y*)° — X° coincide with the two canonical Atiyah-

Brieskorn resolutions of X°, as observed in [Rei83, Remark 5.13]. Hence Y™ is smooth and f +
satisfies Assumption L d

Remark 8.3. Let X, C P x P!, with 1 < k < n, be the closed subschemes
zi=0 for 1<i<3, 25:0.

Equations (8.2) and (8.3) show that X is contained as a closed subscheme in both Y* for all
1 <k < n. Let Jx C Oy be the associated ideal sheaves. Clearly, one has a filtration

InC---Ch=1Ix
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as (2.3), where Ty, is the ideal sheaf of . Moreover, conditions (2.4) and (2.5) are easily verified
by local computations using the affine coordinates (8.1).

The above filtration coincides with that of Theorem 2.6 because of the uniqueness result proved
in Theorem 2.6. A
Furthermore, let W C X be the Weil divisor defined by the equations
2p=0, z3—zjz5=0.

Let S* C Y* denote its strict transforms. Then the following holds by straightforward computa-
tions.

Proposition 8.4.
o The strict transform S* of W under f*: YT — X is determined by the equations
Zy = 0,
w1 = 0,
z3—z4z5 = 0.

In particular it is smooth irreducible and has intersects X F transversely at the unique point p €
Y determined by

zi=0fori=1,...,4, w1 =0.

e The strict transform S~ coincides with the scheme-theoretic inverse image (f~)~Y(W) and it is
determined by the equations

72 =0,
z3 —2z425 =0,
z1wy — zyzswy = 0.
In particular, it has a unique singular point q determined by
zi=0fori=1,...,4, w1 =0,
which is Kleinian singularity of type A, 1.

In conclusion, Assumptions II and III are satisfied.

8.2. Torus invariant plane curves in Y. Now let C C W be the curve
21 —z3=0, (8.4)

where r,s > 2 are coprime integers. As in the proof of Lemma 8.1, let P° C P the affine toric chart
zp # 0 and z5 # 0, with coordinates (x,y,z, w) defined in (8.1). Recall that the defining equation
of X°=XNP°is

2xy — 22 +w =0.
Let (Y*)° := (f*)~1(X°) and note that it has the natural open cover UT = (Y)° N {w; #
0} and V* := (Y*)° N {w, # 0}, where [w; : w;] are homogeneous coordinates on P! as in

equations (8.2) and (8.3). Let u = w; lw, and v = wy L, be the natural affine coordinates on IP1.
Then

Ut :=SpecClu,y,w] and V7 :=SpecC[v,x, w]
and U" \ {u = 0} is identified with V' \ {v = 0} via the transition functions
w =1, xv=w"—yu.
Moreover, the following holds by local computations.

Lemma 8.5.
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o Let W° and C° be the scheme-theoretic intersection of W and C, respectively, with the open sub-
scheme P° C P. Then W° is given by

y=0,z—w"=0,
hence it is isomorphic to the affine plane Spec C[x, w]. The affine curve C° C W® is defined by
¥ —w'=0.
o The scheme-theoretic intersection ST NV is the affine plane v = 0 and the strict transform
C* C S™ is locally given by
v=0,x"—w' =0
in V. In particular, C has a unique intersection point p with X%, which coincides with the
origin in V. Furthermore, the subscheme T, C ST coincides with the closed subscheme
x=0,w"=0
mStNVT.
Let HiIb’;(C*) be the punctual Hilbert scheme parametrizing length k zero-dimensional sub-
schemes of C* with set theoretic support {p}. Let Quotan/p(C+ ;5) be the relative Quot scheme
over Hilblr‘, (C*) parametrizing quotients Z — Q, with Q a coherent O, -module of length s. Then,

Quot’}n,p(Cﬂs) ~ FHiIb%(C*;s) . (8.5)
Set

Zysn(9) =Y, x(Quotf ,(C*;s))q" .
k>1

An explicit formula for this generating function will be derived below by localization with
respect to the torus action C* x C* — C¥, given by

A X (x,w) — (A°x, Nw) .

By analogy to [OS12, Lemma 17], the fixed points will be in one-to-one correspondence to par-
titions, or Young diagrams, satisfying certain conditions. In order to fix conventions, Young
diagrams will be identified with finite subsets of IN x IN satisfying the conditions

(i,j)eu,i>1 = (i—1,j)enu
and
Gjew,j=z1= (,j-1)€en,

as shown below

By convention, the partition associated to such a diagram is defined by lengths p7 > --- > py(p)
of its rows. The number of rows, £(j), will be called the length of y and the size |u| of u will be
defined as its total number of boxes. For each 1 < i < ¢(yu), let m; denote the multiplicity of the
i-th row of y. Proceeding by analogy to [OS12, Lemma 17], the following holds.

Lemma 8.6. The set of fixed points in Quotan/p(C*;s) is isomorphic to the set P(r,s,n) of partitions
satisfying the following conditions:

(1) t(p) =sandm; <nforl <i<ALl(n),
(2) w1 — pogy < 1, and
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(3) if 1 — o) =1, then my +my(,y < n.

Proof. As shown in [OS12, Lemma 17], the set of fixed points is in one-to-one correspondence to
Young diagrams y satisfying conditions

e /(u) <s,and

o if {(y) =s, then pg — puy(,y <1
The zero dimensional subscheme Z,, C C* associated to the partition y is determined by

HO(C*,0z,) ~ C(x" '™, (i,j) € u),
equipped with ring structure induced by the natural surjection
Clx,w]/(x" —w®) — HO(C+,OZ;‘) .
In particular the kernel of the multiplication map H°(C*, 0 Z) % HO(CH, 0 z,) is given by
Ky~ Cxti !, (i) € u).

The monomials spanning K, are in one-to-one correspondence to the set of boxes of y marked
with e below.

The fixed points in the relative Quot scheme Quotan’p(C+ ;§) are in one-to-one correspondence

to pairs Z, C Z,, so that the kernel of the natural epimorphism H%(C™, 0 z,) = HY(CT,0z,) is
a length s submodule of K, annihilated by w". Such pairs are in one-to-one correspondence to
Young diagrams y satisfying conditions (1) — (3) in the statement. (]

Example 8.7. For illustration, some examples of partitions satisfying conditions (1) —(3) in Lemma 8.6
are shown below for (r,s,1n) = (7,5, 2).

(8.6)

L] (8.7)

Note that in both cases one has yj — 5 < 7 and all rows have multiplicity at most 2, as required
by conditions (1) and (2). Moreover, for case (8.7) one also has my + m5 < 2 as required by
condition (3), since yy — uf = 7. This condition is not required in case (8.6), where p} — ut =4 <
7.

Example 8.8. Consider

|| (8.8)
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(8.9)

Cases (8.8) and (8.9) do not satisfy all required conditions in Lemma 8.6 for (r,s,n) = (7,5,2).
For case (8.8), one has m, = m3 = my = 3 > 2, in contradiction to condition (2). For case (8.9),
one has p} — ut = 7 while m; + my = 3 > 2, in contradiction with condition (8.9). A

For future reference note the following.

Lemma 8.9. Under the current assumptions, let d(r,s,n) = min{|u| : u € P(r,s,n)}. Assume that
s = nk, wherek € Z, with1 < k < r. Then d(r,s,n) = nk(k+1)/2.

Proof. It will be shown inductively, that under the current assumptions, the partition of minimal
size is given by
k) _ ;
I ni+j k—i
for0 <i<k—-1land1 <j < n. In other words y(k) has n rows of length i forany 1 <i < k.
Indeed, in this case, |u(¥)| = nk(k 4 1) /2, which implies the claim.
Assume that k = 1. By definition, any partition u € P(r,s,n) has s rows, i.e., s > 1. Then the
partition of minimal size in P(r, n, n) is indeed given by

= =py,=1.
Suppose that the claim is true forall1 < k < m, forsomel <m <r—1. Letu € P(r,n(m+1),n)
be the partition of minimal size. By the induction hypothesis, in order for 4#("*1) to have minimal
size allowed by conditions (1) — (3) in Lemma 8.6, the subpartition of y(m"’l) determined by the
rows 71 + 1 through 1(m + 1) coincides with x#(™). Therefore one must have

m+1 m
it = ™,

for 1 <i < nm. Furthermore, condition (2) in Lemma 8.6 implies that the first n rows, must have
at least m + 1 boxes. Hence the minimal configuration is achieved for

l 14
‘ug +1):...:y£l+1):m-|—1.
Note that condition (3) in Lemma 8.6 is trivially satisfied since ygm“) — y%qﬁ)l) =m<r—-1. 0

The main goal of this section is to derive an explicit formula for the generating function

Zrsn = Z q\ﬂl'
ueP(r,s,n)

As a first step, for any £,m > 1 let P(t,m) denote the set of partitions v = (v1 > - -+ > vy, > 0)
satisfying the following conditions

® 1] S t,
e the multiplicity any part of v is at most m.

Set
Zim(q,x) = Y, xlWlglvl

veP(t,m)

Lemma 8.10. One has

~

Zim(q,x) =[[(1+xq" + -+ (xg")") . (8.10)

i=1
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Proof. It is straightforward to check that there is a one-to-one correspondence between partitions
in P(t, m) and monomials in the expansion of the right hand side of equation (8.10). O

Theorem 8.11. For any k > 0, let Zt(/l;) (q) denote the coefficient of x* in Z; (g, x). Then

Zyrsn (q ) =

Proof. Note the decomposition
P(r,s,n) =P<,_1(r,s,n) U P,(r,s,n),

where P—,_1(r,s,n) consists of partitions y € P,(r,s,n) with 0 < p3 — ps < r —1, while P,(r,s, n)
consists of partitions y € P(r,s,n) with u; — ps = r. This yields a decomposition

Zysn(q) = Z<r-1(q) + Zr(q) -

Moreover, as shown below, any partition 4 € P<,_1(r,s,n) decomposes uniquely as a union
of a rectangular Yang diagram A consisting of the empty boxes, and a second Yang diagram p
consisting of the boxes marked with e.

The resulting partitions (A, p) must satisfy the conditions below, which follow from properties (1)
—(3) in Lemma 8.6:

e Aisnonempty and ¢(A) =,

es—n</(p)<s—landp; <r—1,and

e all rows of p have multiplicity at most 7.
In particular, p € P(r — 1, n).

Conversely, any pair (A, p) satisfying the three conditions listed above determines a unique

partition p € P<,_1(r,s, n). This yields

1 s—1
Z Zr(li)l,n(q) .

Zera(q) = —
' 1- qs k=s—n

Similarly, any Yang diagram p € P,(,s,n) decomposes uniquely into three Yang diagrams
(A, v,p) as shown below,

X |k
X |k

¥ |¥|® @@
¥ |*%|®@|@®

where the boxes belonging to A are empty, the boxes belonging to p are marked with e, and those
belonging to v are marked with . Since u € P,(r, s, n), the following conditions must hold:

e A is nonempty rectangular partition with /(1) =s,
e v is a nonempty rectangular partition with m rows of length r for some 1 < m <s,
es—n</{p)<s—m—Tlandp; <r—1,and

e all rows of p have multiplicity at most #.
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In particular, again, p € P(r — 1,n).
Conversely, any triple (A, v, p) satisfying all the above conditions determines a unique diagram
i € Py(r,s,n). This yields

z _ 1 n—1s— mrz(k
7<q)_ Z Z q r— 1n
q m=1k=s—n

O

8.3. The strict transforms in Y~. The goal of this section is to determine the strict transform
C~ C Y~ of the plane curve C C W in equation (8.4).

Let (Y7)° := (f~)~!(X°) and note that it has an open cover U~ := (Y~)° N {w; # 0} and

V== (Y7)° N {wy # 0}, where [w; : w,] are homogeneous coordinates on P! as in equations

(8.2) and (8.3). Let u = w; lwy and v = wy 1, be the canonical affine coordinates on IP1. Then a
simple computation shows that

U~ :=SpecClu,y,w] and V~ :=SpecClv,x,w],
and U~ ~\ {u = 0} is identified with V™~ ~\ {v = 0} via the transition functions
w =1, xv=w"—yu.

Let T~ := (f~)~!(C) be the scheme-theoretic image of C, and let (C~)° := C~ N (Y™)° be its
strict transform. Since C is irreducible, I'~ has two irreducible components, C~ and I'y-. By
definition, the strict transform C~ is also reduced, while I'y- is set-theoretically supported on >.~.
Recall the multiplicity my, € Z defined by

chy(Or,_) = myz chy(Ox-)
as sheaves on Y. Then, the following holds by local computations.
Lemma 8.12. For any coprime pair r,s > 2, one has my, = s. Furthermore, (C™ NX™),eq consists of a
single point q, which coincides with the origin in V.
Proof. The scheme-theoretic intersection I'” N U~ is given by
y=0, w(@uw" -1)=0.
This is a plane curve consisting of two irreducible components,
y=0, w'=0,
and
y=0, 4u 0" -1=0.
Moreover, £~ N U~ is determined by
y=0, w=0.

Hence the first component of '™ N V™ is a length s thickening of X~ N U™, while the second is a
smooth plane curve disjoint from >~ N U~. This identifies the first component as I's- N U~ and
the second as C~ N U ™. In particular, my = s.

In order to prove the second claim, note that the defining equations of ' NV~ in V™ are
xo—w'=0, x—uw'=0.
By restriction to the open subscheme v # 0, these equations are equivalent to

x—ov lw' =0, w'(o"—w"F)=0.

This is a plane curve with two irreducible components

x—v lw"=0, w=0,
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and

x—o lw"=0, o —w" 5 =0.

The first is a length s thickening of ¥~ N {v # 0}, while the second is a smooth plane curve
disjoint from X ~. Therefore C~ N V™ is the scheme theoretic closure of the latter in V7, i.e., the
smallest closed subscheme of V'~ containing the second component as an open subscheme. Given
the above equations, it is clear that C~ contains the origin, which is the unique common point of
C and X™. g

8.4. Euler numbers of Hilbert schemes of points of curves with local complete intersections
singularities. Corollary 7.5, Formula (8.5), and Theorem 8.11 yield the following:

Corollary 8.13. The following identity holds:

PO T HIBC ) = 705 Z,00().

It is technically difficult to find an explicit presentation for the defining ideal of C™ in Y~ for
general values of (r,s,1). An explicit presentation will be determined in the following, subject
to the assumption that s is a multiple n. Moreover, in this case C~ will be shown to be a local
complete intersection in Y.

Lemma 8.14. Let a > b > 2 be coprime integers so that a + b, n are also coprime. Let I = (xv —
w", x" — o) C C[v, x, w]. Then I is a prime ideal.

Proof. Let f: C[v, x, w| — C[t, w] be the ring homomorphism

fE) =1, fx)=t, flw)=mw.
Let ] C C[t, w] be the principal ideal (t*+? — w"), which is prime under the current assumptions.
Moreover, I C f~1(J). Hence it suffices to prove that I = f~1(]).
Suppose a polynomial P € C[v, x, w] belongs to f~1(]), i.e., P(t*, 1%, w) = (t** — w")Q(t, w)
for some Q(t,w) € C[t, w]. Note that P can be uniquely written as
P(v,x,w) = Pi(v,x,w) + (xv —w")P2(x,v, w)
with
n—1
Py(v,x,w) =) Pl,k(v,x)wk )
k=0
Therefore, P; (th, 7, w) is a multiple of t1+0 _ " which holds if and only if it vanishes identically.
Hence Plrk(tb, t*) vanishes identically for all 0 < k < n — 1. Since 4, b are assumed coprime, the

chinese remainder theorem implies that P;(x, v) is a multiple of v” — x* as in the proof of [0S12,
Lemma 17]. In conclusion, P € I as claimed above. O

Lemma 8.15. Assume that s = ns', where s’ € Z, with s’ > 1. Then the defining equations of the strict
transform C~ in the affine chart V™~ are

xo—w'=0, x% -9 =0.
Proof. The defining ideal of '™ in V™ := SpecC[v, x,w] is I := (vx —w", x
lently, I = (vx — w", xsl(x”sl - vsl)). We shall show that I = Iy N I;, where

" —w"') or, equiva-
Iy = (vx —w", xs/) , = (vx—u", X vs/) .
Clearly, I C Ip N Iy, hence it suffices to prove the inverse inclusion. An element

(vx —w"A+x B €
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belongs to I if and only if it can be written as

!

(vx —w")A+x°B = (ox — w") A" + (x5 —v*)B'.
Note that B, B’ can be uniquely written as
B:=B;+ (xv —w")By, B =B+ (xv—w")B)
with deg,, By, deg,, B] < n — 1. Then it follows that
By — (x’_sl - vsl)Bi
is a multiple of (vx — w"). Therefore it must vanish identically, which proves the claim.

In conclusion, Ty - is the scheme-theoretic union of the closed subschemes T'” and I''. Note
that the first is set-theoretically supported on the closed subscheme given by x = 0, w = 0,
i.e, X7 N V™. Moreover, the second is reduced irreducible by Lemma 8.14 and the only point
in (Ig NTp)yeq is the origin. This identifies Iy, I; as the defining ideals of Zy- and C™ in V~,
respectively. g

The previous two lemmas imply the following.

Proposition 8.16. For any integers r,t,n > 2 with r > t and (r,nt) coprime, let C, 1, be the curve
defined by

xv—w"=0,
{x"t -0, (8.11)

in C3 = SpecC|v, x,w]. Then Cy is local complete intersection in C3. Its scheme theoretic closure in
Y~ is also a local complete intersection, and coincides with the strict transform C~.

In order to conclude this section, we the following explicit formula for the generating function
of Euler numbers of punctual Hilbert schemes of points of C; .

Theorem 8.17. For any integers r,t,n > 2 with r > t and (v, nt) coprime, let Cy s C C3 be the curve
defined by the equations (8.11). Let o be the origin in C>. Then

Z X(H”blg(cr,t,n))qk = q_nt(t_l)ﬂzr,tn,n(‘ﬁ .
k>0

Proof. Corollary 7.5 and Theorem 8.11 yield the identity

Y x(Hilb(Cy p0))) = g0t X0 7, gy,
k>0

where s = nt. Note that the lowest degree term in the right hand side of the above identity is
1. By Lemma 8.9, the lowest degree term of Z, s, 1(q) is g% =5, where d(r,s,n) :== min{|u| :
u € P(r,s,n)}. Therefore it follows that x(Oc+) — x(Oc,,,) +4d(r,s,n) —s = 0 and the identity
claimed in Theorem 8.17 holds. g

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.6

In this section, we will prove the following:

Theorem A.1. Under the conditions stated in Assumption I, there exists a unique chain of subschemes

with n > 2, which determines a filtration of the form

O=TpmCInC--Ch=1Iz (A1)
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so that
IyJi C Jiv1 C Ty Ji/ Jiv1 ~ix,«Ox, A2
Jil/ L3 Ji ~ i, Oy @is +05(2),  Jit1/ZsJ; ~ix,.05(2), '
for1 <i<n-—1,and
T/ Ts T =~ is, 05 (1)92. (A.3)

To prove the theorem, we need several preliminary results.

Lemma A.2. Let R be a local Artinian ring over C so that dimg (m/m?) = 1, where m C R is the
maximal ideal. Then R ~ C[t]/(t") for some n > 1.

Proof. By Nakayama’s lemma, m has a single generator t as an R-module. Since R is Artinian,
there exists an integer n > 1 so that -1 # 0and t" = 0. O

Thanks to Proposition 2.5, Assumption I yields that the curve ¥ is rigid. From now on, we
shall analyze the implications of this property.

Lemma A.3. We have H ~ SpecC|t]/(t") for some n > 1.

Proof. Since X is rigid, H =~ Spec(R), with R a local Artinian ring over C. The Zariski tangent
space to H ay [Oy] is isomorphic to Homy (Zy, Ox), where Zy, C Oy is the defining ideal of X.
Moreover,

Homy (Zg, Ox) ~ Homy (T /%, 05) ~ Homz(/\/g//y, Ox),
where Ny )y ~ Oy @ Oz (—2) is the normal bundle to X in Y. Therefore
Homy(Iz, OZ) >~ HO(Z, OZ) ~C.

Then the claim follows from Lemma A.2. O

Letn > 1be the positive integer appearing in Lemma A.3. By analogy to [Tod07, Theorem 3.1],
for any k € Z, with k > 1, let Ry := C[t]/(t*) and note the canonical exact sequences
0 — R — Ry — R4 — 0,
0 — Rr.1 — Ry — R — 0.
Let Hr C H be the closed subscheme defined by the projection R, — Rj. Let Yy := Y x H
and let 7 Yy — Y be the canonical projection. We have Hy C Hy, C --- C Hy, = H and

Y=Y, CY, C--- C Y, Wedenote the corresponding closed embeddings by ix_1 x and jx_1,
fork =2,...,n, respectively.

Let Z; C Yy = Y X Hj be the universal closed subscheme, let «; be the corresponding closed
embedding, and let J; C Oy, be its defining ideal. Note that x; .0z, and Jy are flat over Hy. Set
&k = Kk,*(.{)zk. Note that &, ‘Yl = iZ,*oZ‘

For any 1 < k < n, set & = m & In particular, & = iy ,Ox. Then one has the exact
sequences of Oy-modules

0%8k71—>€k—>€1—>0, (A4)

0—& — & — &1 —0. (A.5)
As in the proof of [Tod07, Theorem 3.1], the infinitesimal deformation theory of the family of
sheaves &y over Hj is encoded in the long exact sequence

- — Homy(gk,gl) — Homy(fk,l,gl) — EXt%/(gl,gl)

E— EXt%((Sk,gl) L Ethy(Skfllgl) L Ext%,(é’l,é’l) —_—

derived from (A.4). Lete, € Extly(é’k_l, &1), for 2 < k < n, be the extension class associated to
the sequence (A.5). Then the following holds by [Tho00, Proposition 3.13]:
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Lemma A.4. Forany2 < k < n —1, one has ey = i (ex11), hence also & (ex) = 0.

Now, we shall show thate; # 0 forall2 <k < n.

Lemma A.5. The extension class in ey € Ext%,(oz, Oy) associated to the short exact sequence (A.4) for
k = 2 is nonzero.

Proof. Note the commutative diagram of Oy,-modules

0 —— (j1,2)+0y Oy, (j12)+0y, —— 0

| | | '

0 (]'1,2)*7(1,*021 K2,+0z, ? (jl,Z)*Kl,*Ozl — 0
where the rows are exact and the vertical arrows are the canonical epimorphisms. Applying 7.,
i.e., forgetting the Ry-module structure, one obtains an analogous diagram

P

RN

0 Oy —— Oy ® 0Oy Oy 0

bk s
J P

0—— iZ,*OZ iZ,*OZ — 0

in Coh(Y'), where the maps 1, g are canonical, i.e.,

1= <Ig) and q:=(id 0).
Moreover, one has the canonical splitting
p:=(d 0).
Note that the Ry-module structure is encoded in the endomorphisms ¢: Oy ® Oy — Oy & Oy,

o=,

Ypog=go, Y5=0,
$ppo01=0, 1Yp07=0.

and ¢ : £ — &, satisfying

Suppose the bottom row of the commutative diagram (A.6) is a trivial extension, i.e., there
exists an isomorphism ¢: & — iy, Oz @ iy .Ox. Note that

Endy(Og, Og) ~ Endc(C?),  Auty(0x,0x) ~ GL(2,C),

since Homy (Ox, Ox) =~ C. Then there exists an isomorphism %: iy ,Os, @ iy Oy — iy Oz &
i, +Ox, so that

, _ 0 id
no(Coyrol oyt = (o 0> '
Moreover, since i, o = 0, one also has

no(Eoypold Nonlo(gofos)=nofotpoy=0.

nogoj= (3)

Hence
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for some A € C, with A # 0. Then one obtains a commutative diagram

P

RN

0 Oy l Oy @ Oy 1 Oy 0

b e L

0 —— iZ,*OZ — iZ,*OZ@iZ,*OZ R — iZ,*OZ — 0

where
J=A"ogo)), g =nofog, f=Af,
and
s=(id 0).
In particular, so g’ = f’ o p. At the same time the Ry-module structure on iy Oy, & iy, Oy is

given by the Jordan block 9}, := 170 (€ o pp 0 1) oy~ L. This implies that the canonical quotient

Oz, = (k12)«0z, ,

where %1, denotes the inclusion of Z; in Z, is isomorphic to the pull-back of the canonical
quotient

Oy — ix,,0x
via the canonical projection Y, — Yj. Then, the universality property of the Hilbert scheme
implies that the canonical closed immersion H, — Hj, factors through the closed immersion
‘H1 — H,. Hence it leads to a contradiction. O
Lemmas A.4 and A.5 imply the following result.

Corollary A.6. Forany 1l <k <n —1, one has ey # 0.

Next, we shall show that 6, (e,) # 0, i.e., the H,,-flat deformation &,, does not admit any further
extensions.

Lemma A.7. Let R, 1 = C[t]/(t""!), Huy1 = SpecR, 1 and Y41 = Y X Hyy1. Assume that
there exists a coherent sheaf € on Y, 11, flat over H, 1, which fits in an exact sequence of Oy, ,,-modules

0 — (j1int1)sdx, «Ox —> € — (Junt1)+kn,«0z, — 0. (A7)

Then, there exists a surjective morphism Oy, | — € which fits in a commutative diagram

0 —— (jiut1)O0y —— Oy,,;, — (junt1)+0y, —— 0

! | I

0 —— (jint1)+lx, «Ox & (Jun+1)skn,+O0z, —— 0

where the left and right vertical maps are the canonical surjections. In particular, £ is isomorphic to the
structure sheaf of an H,,11-flat closed subscheme Z,, 11 C Y, 11.

Proof. First, note that Z, C Y} is a closed subscheme of Y, ;1 through the canonical closed immer-
sion Y, — Y, ;1. Hence one has a natural surjective morphism Oy, ., — (Jun+1)+Kn, «O 2, which
factors through Oy, — x,,+Oz,.

The exact sequence (A.7) yields the exact sequence
0 — H%(X,05) — H(Yy41,&) — HY(2,,0z,) — H'(L,05) — 0,

where H!(Z, Ox) = 0. Hence, the map H(Y; 11, &) — H%(Z,, 0z,) is surjective. Therefore, pick
alift Oy, ,, — € corresponding to Oy, | — (jun+1)+kn,+0z,-
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One obtains a commutative diagram

0 —— (j1,u11)«0y — Oy,., — (junut1)+0y, — 0

bl 1 o

0 —— (Jin41)+ix, «Ox & (Jnn+1)skn,+0z, —— 0

where the right vertical map is the canonical surjection. Let Q := Coker(g). The snake lemma
yields an exact sequence

. — Coker(f) —— Coker(g) —— 0 . (A9)

Since HY(Z, Ox) =~ C, the left vertical arrow f can be either surjective or identically zero. If it is
surjective, the exact sequence (A.9) shows that Coker(g) = 0, hence the claim follows.

Suppose that f is identically zero. Then Coker(f) ~ Os, and the map p in (A.9) is either
identically zero or an isomorphism. If it is identically zero, one obtains again Coker(g) = 0 and
the claim follows.

Suppose that p is an isomorphism. Then the composition

-1
& —— Coker(g) BN

is a splitting of the bottom row in diagram (A.8). Hence € ~ (j, n41)+kn, «Oz, ® (ji,n+1)+ix, «Ox.
This leads to a contradiction since € is flat over H,, ;1 by assumption, while the direct summands
violate the local criterion of flatness. g
Using the universality property of the Hilbert scheme, Lemma A.7 yields:
Corollary A.8. One has 6,(e;) # 0.
Using Lemma 2.11, the same arguments as in the proof of [Tod07, Theorem 3.1] yield the
following:
Corollary A.9. One has
Exty(E,E0) =0 and Ext}(£,E)=0.
It will be shown next by induction that each &y is isomorphic to the structure sheaf of a scheme
theoretic thickening ¥ C ¥; C Y. The starting point is the exact sequence
0— iZ,*oZ — 52 — iZ,*oZ — 0,
which yields a long exact sequence
0— Homy(Oy, iz/ *OZ) — Homy(Oy, 52) — Homy((9y, 1'2,*(92) —0
since H' (L, 0x) = 0. Pick a lift f,: Oy — & of the canonical morphism f;: Oy — iy, +Ox.

Proposition A.10. The morphism f, is surjective, hence & ~ Oy, for a closed subscheme ¥, C Y.
Moreover, its defining ideal sheaf J, C Oy fits into an exact sequence

00— T — Iy — iz/*(.{)z —0. (A.lO)

Proof. One has a commutative diagram

OyLOy

| |5 : (A1)
0—— iZ,*OZ E— 82 E— iZ,*OZ — 0

Note that &, is purely one-dimensional, set-theoretically supported on X. Hence Im(f,) is the
structure sheaf of a purely one-dimensional closed subscheme ¥ C Y with set theoretic support
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on X. Let 7o C Oy be its defining ideal. Applying the snake lemma to the diagram (A.11), one
obtains a long exact sequence

0 jz IZ iZ,*OZ % gz/izzl*(‘)zz — 0 . (A.12)

Suppose that the morphism c is nonzero. Then c is an isomorphism and the composition

-1
. c .
& —— &/ix, «Ox, — iy 0%

determines a splitting of the bottom row of diagram (A.11). This implies e, = 0, leading to a
contradiction (cf. Corollary A.6). Hence ¢ = 0, which implies £ /iz, Oy, = 0, as claimed. The
exact sequence (A.10) follows from the bottom row of diagram (A.12). O

Proceeding by induction, the same arguments of the previous proposition shows:

Proposition A.11. Assume that the sheaf £_1, is isomorphic to the structure sheaf of a purely one-
dimensional scheme-theoretic thickening ¥. C Xy_q C Y for some 3 < k < n. Then there exists a
commutative diagram

OYL>OY

lfk lfk—l ,

0 —— iZ,*OZ — gk — izk—lr*ozk—l — 0

where the right vertical arrow is the canonical epimorphism and the left vertical arrow is surjective. In
particular & ~ Oy, for a closed subscheme Xy C Y and its defining ideal sheaf Jy C Oy fits in an exact
sequence

0—)jk—>jk,1 _>i2,*OZ — 0.

In conclusion, Propositions A.10 and A.11 provide a canonical chain of scheme-theoretic thick-
enings

Yy, C--CE =X
whose structure sheaves fit simultaneously in the exact sequences
0 — iy, «Ox — iy, +05, — iy, ,+x0x, , — 0, (A.13)
0—ix, ,+«0x, , — iy, +«0x, — iy «0x — 0. (A.14)

By construction, the extension class associated to (A.13) is nontrivial. As shown below, the
same holds for the second sequence.

Lemma A.12. The extension class associated to (A.14) is nontrivial.

Proof. Suppose that the extension class associated to (A.14) is trivial. This yields a surjective
morphism Oy — iy Oz @iy, | «Ox, . By restriction to any closed point p € X one obtains a
surjective morphism C — C @ V, where V is a nonzero vector space. Hence, we get a contradic-
tion. g

Moreover, one has the following result.

Lemma A.13. One has Homy (iz, Oy, iz, +Ox,) ~ C forall 1 <k < n.
Proof. The exact sequence (A.14) yields the long exact sequence

0 —— HomY(iZ,*oZriqu,*oqu) —_— HomY(iZ,*021iZk,*OZk) _—

Homy(OZ,Oz) % EXt%{(iZ,*OZriZk,l,*OZk,l) —_— -
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where 6(1) is the associated extension class. Lemma A.12 shows that §(1) # 0. Hence
Homy (ix, «Ox,ix, , «Ox, ,) =~ Homy(ix, .0x,ix, «Ox,)
and the claim follows by induction. g
Recall the following basic result:

Lemma A.14. Let Z C Y be a purely one-dimensional closed subscheme and let i be the corresponding
closed embedding. Then

Ext3(ix07,0y) =0.
Furthermore one has isomorphisms
Extly(Iz,0y) ~ Exti1(i.0z,0y), (A.15)

fori > 0, where Z; C Oy is the ideal sheaf of Z. In particular, T has homological dimension one, i.e., it
admits a locally free resolution of amplitude [—1, 0].

Proof. The first part follows from [HL10, Proposition 1.1.10]. The isomorphisms (A.15) follow
from the exact sequence

0—72Z; — Oy —i,0z — 0.

Hence one has Ext’(Zz, 9y) = 0 for all i > 2 which implies that Z; has homological dimension
one. g

Lemma A.15. Let (ix, .Ox)" :== RHomy (ix, Oy, Oy) be the derived dual of Oy,. Then
(iz/ *Oz)v ~ iz/ *Oz(—Z) [—2] .
Proof. Sinceiy, Oy is a purely one-dimensional sheaf, Lemma A.14 implies that Ext}, iy, . Oy, Oy) =
0 foralli > 0 and i # 2. Therefore, we have
(iz, *Oz)v ~ 5Xt§(l‘2, *Oz, Oy) [—2] ,

where Ext? (iy, .0y, Oy) is reflexive, by [HL10, Proposition 1.1.10]. Hence it is in particular purely
one-dimensional. Moreover, Ext3 (iy, . Oy, Oy) is also set-theoretically supported on L. Since

chy((ig,«0x)") = chy(0x) =[] and x((ix,+05)") = —x(05) = 1,

one gets 5xt2y(iz,*(.‘)2, Oy) ~ iy, .O0x(=2). O
Lemma A.16. One has

Exti(iy, Oy, iz, +Ox) ~ iy ,Os Dy, ,Ox(—2),

Exty (ig, Oy, iy, Ox) ~ iy, . 05(-2),

Exty (ix, «Ox, ix, «Ox) ~ 0.
Moreover,

Exti(Iy, i, «Ox) ~ iy, . Ox(—2) .

Proof. By Lemma A.14, one has isomorphisms

Exti N (Ty, iy, . O5) —— Extl (ix, .0y, ix, +Ox) (A.16)
foralll <i < 3.Fori=0,onehas

ExtY(Iy, iy, «Ox) ~ iy, . Homz (Iy ® Ox, Ox) =~ iy, Homy (Ny /vy, Ox) =~ is, Oy D iy, .05 (—2) .

This proves the first identity. In order to prove the second identity, note the isomorphism

RHomy (is, O, is, Ox) =~ (is, .0x)" @"is .05
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in DP(Y). Using Lemma A.15 this yields an isomorphism
5Xt%/(i2, +Osx, iZ, *Oz) ~ iZ, *Oz(—Z) .

The third identity follows from Lemma A.14. The fourth identity follows from the second using
the isomorphism (A.16) with k = 2. O

Lemma A.17. One has H' (Y, Ext) iz, Oy, iz, +Ox)) = 0 forany 1 < k < n.
Proof. The exact sequence (A.14) yields the exact sequence
0 —— Ext)(ix,+Og, iy, Ox) —— Ext) (i, Oy, iz, Ox) ——
Extd(iz,  «Ox, ix,«05) —2— Extl(ix, .05, is, ,O5) — -

where Extl, (iy, Oy, iy, .Ox) = iz, +Ox B iy, Oz (—2) by Lemma A.16.

It will be shown by induction that Ext%(izk,*ozk,iz,*oz) ~ Vi®is Oz foralll < k < n,
which implies the claim. This clearly holds for k = 1.

Suppose that Ext)(ix, | Oy, iy, +0x) =~ Vi1 @iy Og, with Vi_; a vector space. Since
Homy (ix, +Ox, i, +Ox.(—2)) = 0, this implies that Im(J) C iy, .Ox. Hence Im(J) is either identically
zero or isomorphic to iy, Ox. At the same time, there is a surjective morphism

Vi1 ®ix, «Og — Im(5) .

Since Im(J) is either identically zero or isomorphic to iy Oy, the kernel of this epimorphism is
isomorphic to Vk’_1 ® iy, Oy, with Vk’_1 C Vk_1 a vector subspace. Then one is left with a short
exact sequence

0— iZ,*OZ — gxt?/(llzk,*OZk,l'Z,*OZ) — Vk/—l ® iZ,*OZ — 0.

Since Ext(l)/(izk,*(‘)zk, is, +Ox) is a Ogx-module, and Exté((‘)z, Ox) = 0, the inductive step follows.
O

As shown in Corollary A.9, recall that
Exty (ix, «Ox,, iz, «O0x) =0 and Ext}(ig, «Oy,, iz, «Ox) = 0. (A.17)
Using these vanishing results, and Lemmas A.13 and A.17, one obtains:
Lemma A.18. One has isomorphisms
Exty (ig,, «Ox,, i, +0x) =~V @iz, .0x(-1),
Exty (i, +O0x,,is, +0x) ~ iz, . 05(—2) & (V2 ® iz, . 0x(—1))

for some vector spaces V1, V.

Proof. The second term of the standard local to global spectral sequence for Exty, (is, +0Ox,,ix, +Oy)
reads

EYT = HI(Y, Ext)) (is,, «Ox,, iz, +Ox)) ,

for any p,q > 0. Since all local Ext sheaves are set-theoretically supported on X, all terms with
g > 2 vanish identically. Since Y is a smooth threefold, all terms with p > 4 also vanish identically.

Furthermore Lemmas A.16 and A.17 show that Eg'l =0= Eg'o.



52 D.-E. DIACONESCU, M. PORTA, F. SALA, AND A. VOSOUGHINIA

Hence one has a first quadrant spectral sequence

1,1 2,1 3,1
0 E, E; E
0,1
d, dy?t
0,0 1,0 2,0
E, E, E; 0
where all other terms are zero. In particular, all differentials df 4 withr > 2, are identically zero.

Then the first vanishing condition in (A.17) implies that E;’O =0, i.e., one has
HO(Y, Exti (ix, «Ox,,ix «Ox)) = 0.

This further implies that Ext] iy, Oy, iz, «Ox) must be purely one-dimensional. Since it is also

a Og-module, it must be the pushforward of a locally free sheaf F on £ so that H(Z, F) = 0.
Hence F is either zero or

,umax(f) <0.

Here, the slope of a coherent sheaf £ on X is defined by u(€) = x(€)/rk(&) provided that rk(&) >
0.

Similarly, the second vanishing condition in (A.17) implies that H I(z, F) = 0. If F is nonzero,
this yields ptmin (F) > 0. In conclusion, F ~ V; ® Oz (—1) for some vector space V;.

Moreover, the second vanishing condition in (A.17) also implies that
HO(Y, Exty (i, +Ox,,ix,:05)) = 0.

Therefore Ext3 (ix, Oy, iz, Oz ) is the pushforward of a locally free sheaf G on . If G # 0, it
must satisfy

pmax(G) < 0.

Finally, by Serre duality, Lemma A.13 yields

Ext (ix, +Os,, is, «0x) ~ C.
Since E;'l =0= Eg’o, with p > 3, one obtains an isomorphism

Exty (is,, «Ox,, iz, «Ox) ~ H(Z,G) .
This implies that G ~ iy .05 (—2) ® (V2 ® ix, .05 (—1)) for some vector space V,. O
Lemma A.19. One has
Exti (Ty, ix, +0x) ~ iz Oz (—2)

forall1l <k <nand
i Oy @iy, 05 (—2) fori<k<n-1,
iy, «Ox(—1) ® iz, Oz (—1) fork=mn,
where Jy C Oy is the ideal sheaf of . for 1 < k < n.

ExtY(Jk i, «Og) = {

Proof. The exact sequence

0— jk — jkfl — iZ,*oZ — 0
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yields the long exact sequence

0 — ExtY(ig, 05, i, Ox) —— ExtY(Ti1,ix,+05) — ExtY(Tk ix, +Ox)
1 . . . .
*0> Sxt%/(lz,*OZ,lZ,*OZ) — gxt%/(jk_l,lz,*(gz) — 5Xt%/(\7k, ZZ,*OZ) (A.18)

L Sxt%(izr*(‘));, iZ,*OZ) — 0
forany 1 < k < n. Lemma A.16 shows that there are isomorphisms
EXt%/(l‘Z, *Oz, 1'2,*(.{)2) ~ iZ,*oZ o) iz/ *Oz(—Z) and Ext%/(izl *Oz, iz/ *Oz) ~ iZ,*OZ(—Z) .
Next, it will be shown by induction that

Exty (T iz, +05) = iz, Oz (—2)
forall1 < k < n. For k = 1, the claim is proven in Lemma A.16. Suppose

Exty(JTx_1,ix,+Ox) ~ is, .05 (—2)

for some 2 < k < n. The the exact sequence (A.18) yields an exact sequence
- — iy, 05 @iy, 0x(-2) -, iz, Ox(—2)
e gxt%/(jk,izl*(‘)z) # iZ,*OZ(—Z) — 0
Since Homy (ix, Oy, iy, +Ox(—2)) = 0, it follows that Im(f) is either 0 or iy .Ox(—2). Hence

Coker(f) is either iy, Oy (—2) or 0 respectively. Since Ext} (Jy, ix, +Ox) is a Og-module, this im-
plies that

Exty (i i, 1 O5) 2 Wy @ iz, . Ox(~2) (A19)
with Wy a vector space. Lemma A.13 shows that there isomorphisms
5Xt§71 (T iz, + Ox ) ~ Exty (iy, +0x,, iz, +0x) (A.20)

foralll <k <mandalli > 1. By Lemma A.18, one has
Exty(iz,,«Ox,, ix, O0x) = ix,,0x(~2) & (V2 @ iz, .0z (~1)) .
Therefore W,, ~ C and V, = 0, hence
Exti (T, iz, «Ox) =~ is, ,Ox(—2) .
By Lemma A.16, also Ext2 (ix, Oy, iz, +Ox) ~ iy, «Ox(—2), hence returning to the sequence

(A.18) with k = n, and using Lemma A.16 and equation (A.19), one then obtains a surjective
morphism

iZ,*OZ EBiZ,*OZ<—2) — W,.1® iZ,*OZ(—z) — 0,

where W,,_1 is a nonzero vector space. Since Homy (ix, Oy, ix Oz (—2)) = 0, this implies that
W,,—1 ~ C. Proceeding by descending induction on /, a completely analogous argument shows
that Wy ~ C for all k < ¢ < n. In particular this proves the inductive step. In conclusion,

Exty (Ji i, «Ox) = i, Oz (~2)
foralll <k <n.
To prove the second part, note that the exact sequence (A.18) reduces to an exact sequence

0— iZ,*OZ — 5Xt(})/(jk,1, iZ,*OZ) — 5Xt(})/(jk,iz,*02) — iZ,*OZ — 0 (AZl)
for any 1 < k < n. By induction, this implies
ch2(5xt(1]/(jn, iZ,*oZ)) = ChQ(Eth(I):, iZ,*oZ)) = 2[2] .
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Using equation (A.20) and Lemma A.18, this implies that
ExtY (T, i, O5) ~ iy, 0z (—1) Bz, Ox(—1) .

Then the exact sequence (A.21) yields an exact sequence

0 — ig,«Ox — ExtY (T 1, ix, «0x5) — iz, «Ox(—2) — 0.
Since the central term is by definition the pushforward of a Og-module, it follows that

Exty(Tu-1,ix,+0x) = i, .0 B iz, .0 (-2) .
Then by descending induction on k, the same exact sequence yields
Exty (T iz, «0x) ~ iz, ,Ox B iz, ,Ox(—2)

foralll <k<n-1. O
Proposition A.20. One has
ix, Oy @iy, 0x(2) for 1<k<n-1,

jk@izr*oZ =9 )
i, Oz (1) ® iy, Ox(1) for k=mn.

Proof. By Lemma A.14, the ideal sheaf Jj has a locally free resolution
V,1 L V()

of amplitude [—1, 0]. Then J; ®" iy Oy is isomorphic to the pushforward of the locally free
complex

d
Vols <5 ks (A22)
on X. Moreover, RHomy (J;, ix, «Ox) is isomorphic to the pushforward of the locally free complex
of amplitude [0, 1]
d\/
Vile 5 Vs

on X. This complex is isomorphic to the dual of (A.22), i.e.,

dls)* "

Volz)* 25 (Vo) (123
where (—)* denotes the dual on X. By Lemma A.19, the cohomology groups of the complex
(A.23)

Extg(Jk, 1'2,*(92) and Ext%/(Jk, 1'2,*(9):)

are locally free as Ox-modules. This implies that the cohomology groups of the complex (A.22)
are

jk X (9): ~ 5Xt(1]/(jk, iZ,*OZ)* ,
TOT’}/(jk, iZ,*oZ) ~ Sxt%/(jk, 1'2,*02)* .

Then the claim follows from Lemma A.19. O
We are ready to prove:

Proof of the existence part of Theorem A.1. The existence of the chain of subschemes is proved in
Propositions A.10 and A.11.

The second isomorphism in the first row of (A.2) is clear by construction. The first isomor-
phism in the second row of (A.2) and (A.3) follow from Proposition A.20 via the exact sequence

0 —ZIyJy — Jx — Tk ®ix,«0x — 0.
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In particular, these isomorphisms imply
Homy(jk, 1'2,*(.{)2) ~C ’
for1<k<n-1.

It remains to show that the first isomorphism of the first row and the second isomorphism of
the second row of (A.2) hold. One has a commutative diagram

0 — IsJpo1 —— Jhro1 — ix,:0x @iy .0x(2) —— 0

lid lp ’

0 Tk Je-1 —— i, 0 ————— 0

where p is surjective and ker(p) ~ iy, .Ox(2). This implies that Zs J;_1 C Jx and Jix/Zs Jy—1 =~
ix, +Ox(2) by the snake lemma. O

We prove now the uniqueness part of the statement in Theorem A.1. We need first the follow-

ing lemma.
Lemma A.21. We have

Homy (Jy, is, +Ox) ~ C, (A.24)
forl1<k<n-—1,and

Homy (Jn,ix,«O0x) =0, (A.25)
for a filtration of the form (A.1) satisfying conditions (A.2) and (A.3).
Proof. We shall prove Formula (A.24) by using induction on k. Since £ ~ P! and ifJ; ~ Oy &

Ox(2) by assumption, the claim clearly holds for k = 1. By applying Homy(—,ix, .Ox) to the
canonical exact sequence

0—J1 — Oy —ix 0 — 0,

we obtain the long exact sequence

0 — Homg (0x, Ox) — Homy (Oy, ix, +Ox) — Homy (7, ix, +Ox)

— Extl (iy, «Ox, is, +Ox) — Ext(Oy, is, ,O05) — - -
Since £ ~ P!, this exact sequence yields an isomorphism
Exty (ix, + Oy, iz, sOx) ~ Homy (74, ix,«Ox) ,
hence
Exty (ig, +Ox, iz, 0x) ~ C . (A.26)

In order to prove the inductive step, we apply the functor Homy (—, iz .Ox) to the short exact
sequence

0 — Jjy1 — Jx — ix,+«0x — 0,
for 1 <k < n —1, yielding the long exact sequence
0 — Homg(Oyx, Ox) — Homy (Jy, ix, +Ox)
— Homy (Jj+1, iz, +Ox) — Exty (ix, +Ox, iz, Og) — - -
Using the inductive hypothesis and Equation (A.26), this exact sequence reduces to
0 — Homy(Jyi1,ix,+05) — C — - -+

If k < n— 2, one must have Homy (Jx11,15,+Ox) =~ C, since, by assumption, there is an exact
sequence

0— jk+2 — jk+1 — iz/*(.{)z — 0,
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hence a nontrivial morphism Jy11 — iz, «Ox. This proves the inductive step.

In order to prove (A.25), note that i5; (Jn/Ig]n) =~ i Jn, hence the claim follows from condition
(A.3). O

Proof of the uniqueness part of Theorem A.1. The proof is inductive. Let {J,} and {7}, } be two fil-
trations satisfying the conditions (A.2) and (A.3). By construction, J; and J; coincide with Zy as
ideal sheaves in Oy. Using Formula (A.24) one obtains a commutative diagram

0 jz Iz 1'2’*02 — 0
J lid l/\id ’
0 T Is iy, xOy —— 0

for some A € C*. Then the snake lemma implies that the induced morphism [/, — Jz’ is the
identity. By reasoning in a analogous way, one can prove the inductive step. O

APPENDIX B. OPENNESS OF ORTHOGONALITY

In proving that a torsion pair (7, F) satisfies openness of flatness, it is often useful to consider
a mild variation of the classical semicontinuity theorem.

Warning B.1. Contrary to the main body of the paper, we use the implicitly derived convention:
given a morphism of derived schemes f: S — T, we let f*: QCoh(T) — QCoh(S) be the derived
pullback functor, and we let f,: QCoh(S) — QCoh(T) be the derived pushforward.9 Similarly, all
fiber products and tensor products considered in this appendix will be understood in the derived
sense. A

Definition B.2. Let f: X — Y be a morphism of qcqs derived schemes. We say that F € Perf(X)
is f-properly supported if for every E € Perf(X), f«(EY ® F) is a perfect complex on Y. @

Let f: X — Y be a morphism of qcqs derived schemes. For every S € dAff y, let X5 := S xy X
and let fg: Xg — S and pg: Xg — X be the natural projections.

Definition B.3. Let F € Perf(X) be a perfect complex and let a,b € Z be two integers. The
functor ®r: dAff,y — S is given by

b o | * if fs,«p5(F) has tor-amplitude contained in [a, ] ,
D(S) = _
@ otherwise .

@

Using the natural identification dSt,y =~ Sh(dAff,y, Ts), we can see ®r as a derived stack
equipped with a natural map ¢: ®r — Y. We have the following,.

Proposition B.4. Assume that F is f-properly supported. Then, the morphism ¢: CIDE_f’h]

sentable by open immersions.

— Y is repre-

Proof. Let g: S — Y be a morphism. Derived base change yields a canonical identification
fs,+P5(F) =~ 8" f(F) .

Therefore, @E_fz’b] (S) = @if and only if g* f.(F) has tor-amplitude contained in [a, b]. Thus, we can

replace f by idy and F by f.(F). Besides, by definition of tor-amplitude, we see that @%’b] (S) =

CIDE_f’h] (°'S). So we can also replace Y by <Y or, equivalently, assume from the very beginning that
Y is underived.

9Here and in what follows, we consider oco-categories the QCoh(—), Perf(—), S, etc — see e.g. [PS23, §1.6].
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Applying [Lurl8, Propositions 6.1.4.4 & 6.1.4.5], we see that dDETa'b] (S) = * if and only if for
every geometric point s: Spec(x(s)) — S one has @E_fz’b] (Spec(x(s))) = *. Besides, [Lur18, Corol-
lary 6.1.4.6] shows as well that the subset U of Y given by those geometric points s: Spec(x(s)) —
Y such that s*(F) has tor-amplitude contained in [4, b] is an open subset. Unraveling the defini-
tions, we see that CDEE”’b] (S) = x if and only if the morphism S — Y factors through U. Therefore,

<I>¥1’h] = U, whence the conclusion. O

Corollary B.5. Let f: X — Y be a morphism of gcqs derived schemes. Let F € Perf(X) be a perfect
complex and let N € Z be an integer. For every S € dAff v and every fs-properly supported G &
Perf(Xs), the set U of geometric points t: Spec(x) — S such that

H'(Homx, (j; p5(F), i (G))) ~ 0
for every i < N is an open subset of S. Here, ji: Xy — X is the canonical map from the fiber.

Proof. Consider the perfect complex E = Homx,(ps(F),G). Inspection reveals that it is fs-
properly supported. For every ¢: T — §, let jo: X7 := T x5 X5 — Xs be the induced morphism.
Then since p¥(F) is perfect, we have a canonical equivalence

jeHomx(p5(F), G) = Hom, (5p5(F), j5(G))

Combining this equivalence with [Lur18, Propositions 6.1.4.4 & 6.1.4.5], we deduce thatfor g: T —
S the following statements are equivalent:

(1) for every geometric point ¢: Spec(x) — T — S, H'(Homx, (ji p&(F), j; (G))) =~ 0 for every

i < N;

(2) fr,+j(E) has tor-amplitude concentrated in cohomological degrees > N.
Observe now that since E is fs-properly supported, fs .(E) has tor-amplitude contained in [n, m]
for some integers n,m € Z. Seta := max{n,N} and b := max{m, N}. Then the above two
conditions are further equivalent to CID%”’b] (T) = . Applying Proposition B.4 to the morphism

fs: Xsg — S and to the perfect complex E, we deduce that dDLfi'b] is representable by an open
subscheme of S, which, in virtue of the above discussion, coincides exactly with the subset U of
the statement. The conclusion follows. O

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF THEOREM 6.2

In this section, we shall prove Theorem 6.2. We shall refer to [Bril2, Brill] for the relevant
background on motivic Hall algebras. Moreover, we shall use the notation A¢; for the category
Coh (Y).

C.1. Infinite type C-framed stack functions. Following [Brill, §4], let Ho(A<q) denote the
infinite-type motivic Hall algebra generated by algebraic stack functions of locally finite type
with target the algebraic stack Coh<1(Y) of coherent sheaves on Y of dimension < 1. We intro-
duce below the C-framed stack functions to be used in the proof of Theorem 6.2. We do not recall
here the construction of He (A« ), rather we refer to [Bril2].

C.1.1. Subcategories, pairs, and moduli stacks.

Definition C.1. We say that a full subcategory B C A« is algebraic if flat families of objects of B
form an algebraic substack Coh(B) C Coh<1(Y), locally of finite type over C. ©

Examples include

Ay, Tf/ fffﬂcoh<1(Y),
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where Ay, C Ag; is the full abelian subcategory consisting of coherent sheaves F defined by the
condition chy(F) € IN[Z]. Note that Co(Ty) and Coh<;(Jy) are defined as in [DPS22, Construc-
tion 3.17] and they are algebraic since the torsion pair (T, F) is open by Corollary 4.12.

Fixing topological invariants « € N> (Y), one obtains an open and closed substack Coh(B; x) C
Coh(B). Similarly, fixing a curve class B € Nj(Y), one obtains an open and closed substack
Coh(B; B) C Coh(B) consisting of flat families of objects F € B with chy(F) = B.

Furthermore, let Cohg1 (Y) be the moduli stack of pairs (F,s), with s: Oy — F an arbitrary
section. Let Coh®(B) be the substack defined by the fiber product

Coh®(B) —— Coh2(Y)

l L

Coh(B) —— Cohgy(Y)

where the vertical arrows are the natural forgetful morphisms. The stack C ohg1 (Y) is algebraic,

locally of finite type over C, and the projection to Coh<1(Y) is representable, of finite type'. Then,
the same holds for Coh® (B) and the projection to Coh(B). The associated stack functions will be
denoted by

13, 1% c Hoo(.Agl) ,

respectively. Furthermore, for any full subcategory B C Ag; as in the first paragraph, let By, :=
B N Ay, and set

COh('Bz) = COI’I(B) XCohgl(Y) COh(.A):) .

The associated stack functions will be denoted by 13, and 1%2, respectively.

C.1.2. C-framed stack functions.

Definition C.2. Given an algebraic subcategory B C A« as in Definition C.1, the subcategory
B of C-framed objects is the full subcategory of all sheaves F € B so that

o chy(F) = [C] + m[X] for some m > 0, and
e the fundamental cycle [F] in the Chow variety coincides with C + mX.
©

The goal of this section is to construct stack functions associated to C-framed subcategories by
analogy to §5.2.

Recall that Coh2{(Y) denotes the moduli stack of three term exact sequences 0 — & — & —
& — 0in A¢, and
7y, 0y, 702 CohSF (Y) — Cohcq(Y)
denote the three natural projections. Moreover, Cohc(Y) C Coh<q(Y) is the closed substack of
pure one-dimensional sheaves F on Y with scheme-theoretic support on C, so that chy(F) = [C].
Finally, the stack Coh&*(Y) is defined by the fiber product

Cong(Y) ————— CohL(Y)

| |tmma

M-AZ X COhc<Y) — Cohgl(Y) X Cohgl(Y)

1011 these statements can be proved as in [Brill, Lemma 2.4] or by using our derived approach via the derived stack
Perf(Y) of perfect complexes on Y. Both approaches work also to prove similar geometric properties of all the other
stacks introduced in this section.
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The stack function 1 4. is then defined as
._ . t t U3
Taci= |me: CoZHY) —— Coh(Y) —"— Cohai(Y)]

More generally, given any algebraic subcategory B C Ay, let Coh&*(B) be defined by the fiber
product

CohZt(B) —— Coh&(Y)

l [

Coh(B) —— Coh<1(Y)
Let also C ohg’ () be the stack defined by the fiber product

Cohd ™ (B) —— Coh,(Y)

| [

CohSt(B) —<— Cohey(Y)

Clearly, Coh@*(Y) is algebraic, of locally finite type over C and the same holds for Cohg ().
Similarly results hold for Coh&*(B) and Coh'®*(B). Then, let

1p, = [COhgxt(B) s Cohgl(Y)} ) (C.1)
19 = [cohgfext(g) — Cohgl(Y)}
denote the associated stack functions, where the structural maps are induced by the central pro-
jection 7r: CohZf(Y) — Cohgy(Y).
For future reference, note the following variant of Lemma 4.4.

Lemma C.3.

(1) Let F € Ac be a C-framed one-dimensional coherent sheaf on Y. Then, there is a unique exact
sequence

0 —Fy —F —Fc—0,
where Fy, € As, and Fc is the pushforward of a rank one torsion-free sheaf on C.

(2) Moreover, if F € Ac is the structure sheaf of a closed one-dimensional subscheme, then Fc = O¢
and the composition Oy — F — F¢ coincides with the natural epimorphism Oy — Oc.

Proof. We start by proving (1). Let /¢ = F ® Oc/7T be the quotient by the maximal zero-
dimensional subsheaf, and let Fx be the kernel of the natural surjection 7 — Fc. Since F is
C-framed, the claim is obvious.

Now, we consider (2). Since Oy — F is surjective, the composition Oy 5 F - Jc must
be also surjective. Since F is the pushforward of a rank one torsion-free sheaf on C, the claim
follows. 0

Using the notation in Lemma C.3, one defines a notion of C-framed section of a C-framed sheaf
as follows.

Definition C.4. Let F be a C-framed object of A<;. We say that a section s: Oy — F is C-framed
if the composition

Oy —— F —— Fc

is not identically zero. @
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For any algebraic subcategory B C Ay, let °Coh2 ™ (B) C Cohd ®*(B) be the open substack
consisting of pairs (F,s) so that s is C-framed. The associated stack function will be denoted by

Lg = [*ConZ=(B) — Cohar(Y)| € HoolAc) (C2)

Remark C.5. Note that in general 7 € B¢ does not imply that 7 and Fyx belong to B. However,
this holds for B = F since F is closed under subobjects, and Fc € Fy for any sheaf 7 € Ac
since Homy (T, Fc) = 0 by support conditions. A

C.1.3. C-framed Hilbert schemes. For any m > 0, let Hilb(Y; [C] 4+ m[X]) denote the Hilbert scheme
of closed one-dimensional subschemes W C Y with chy(Ow) = [C] + m[Z]. Then, let Hc(Y;m)
be the stack defined by the fiber product

He(Y;m) —— Hilb(Y; [C] + m[%)])
CohZ(Y;m) —5— Cohey(Y)

where the bottom horizontal arrow is induced by the central projection 77: Coh&(Y) — Coh<1(Y).
The resulting stack function will be denoted by

Ty = Y [HC(Y;m) —>coh<1(Y)},

m>0

the structural morphisms being again induced by the central projection.

Remark C.6. Note that H¢(Y; m) is an algebraic space of locally finite type. Moreover, by Lemma C.3-
(2), the groupoid associated to a parameter scheme Z consists of Z-flat commutative diagrams

Ozxy

N

OZ><C — 0

0 I

where the row is exact, the morphism Oz y — J is surjective, and the morphism Oz,y — Ozxc
is the canonical epimorphism. A

C.1.4. C-framed stable pairs. Let PCoh ®*(Y) be the stack defined by the fiber product

PCOnY (YY) —— SP(Y)

| b

Coh(Y) — " Cohey(Y)
where SP(Y) denotes the moduli space of Pandharipande-Thomas stable pairs on Y. *°C ohg’ =t(y)

is an algebraic space, locally of finite type over C.

We introduce the stack functions

lsp, = [Spc(mgfext(y) N Cohgl(Y)} ,
1.5p0 = [f-SP(Y) — Cohgl(Y)} )
where the moduli stack f-SP(Y) has been introduced in §5.2.

C.1.5. Exceptional Hilbert scheme. Let Hex(Y) denote the Hilbert scheme parametrizing closed
subschemes W C Y so that chy(Ow) € IN[Z]. By Corollary 2.3, this implies that the quotient
Ow/T by the maximal zero-dimensional subsheaf of Oyy is either zero or set-theoretically sup-
ported on 2. The associated stack function will be also denoted by 14, (v)-
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C.2. Motivic Hall algebra identities.
Lemma C.7. Let
0—F —F —F,—0

be an exact sequence in A<y where F; belongs to As. Let Ty C F1 ®ic Oc and T C F ®ic .O¢
be the maximal zero-dimensional subsheaves, respectively. Set F1 c = F1 ®ic,«Oc/Th and Fc =
F® iC, +Oc /T.

(1) Assume that F1 is C-framed. Then F is C-framed as well, and the injection 1 — F yields
an injection F1,c — Fc. Moreover, suppose s1: Oy — Fj is a C-framed section. Then the
composition

S: Oy *>51 ]:1 — F
is also C-framed.

(2) Conversely, assume that F is C-framed. Then F; is also C-framed and the injection 74 — F
yields an injection F1,c — JFc.

Proof. We start by proving (1). The canonical morphism f: F; ® ic,.Oc — F ®ic,+Oc yields a
commutative diagram

0—— T — A ®iC,*OC ./—"1,(: 0

lt lf }lg

0—— T —— f@iC,*OC

0

Since chy(F) € [C] + IN[Z], Corollary 2.3 shows that its fundamental cycle must be of the form
C" + mX with [C'] = [C]. By construction, this implies that F¢ is either a purely one-dimensional
sheaf with scheme-theoretic support on C or identically zero. In order to rule out F¢c = 0 it
suffices to show that g is injective.

By assumption, J c is the pushforward of a rank one torsion-free sheaf on C. At the same
time, the snake lemma yields the exact sequence

0 — ker(t) — ker(f) — ker(g) — Coker(t) — Coker(f) —> Coker(g) — 0, (C.3)

where ker(t) and Coker(t) are zero dimensional. Moreover, one also has the long exact sequence

C— Torl(fz,icr*({)c) E— ]:1®icl*0(j L f®iC,*OC R f2®iC,*OC — 0 .

Since F, € Ay, (Supp(F2) N C)yed is zero-dimensional. Hence Tor; (F7, ic, +Oc) is zero-dimensional,
which implies that ker( f) is also zero-dimensional. In conclusion, the exact sequence (C.3) shows
that ker(g) must be zero-dimensional. Since Fj ¢ is purely one-dimensional, this implies that
ker(g) =0, i.e., g is injective as claimed.

The second part follows from the commutative diagram

OYLF1—>.7:1,C*>O

N

Oy —— F Fe 0

where the vertical arrows are injective.

Now, we prove (2). Note that Homy (F;, Fc) = 0 since Supp(F;) N C is zero-dimensional.
Hence, one obtains an injection

Homy (F, Fc) — Homy (Fy, F¢)
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which implies that the composition F; — F — F( is not identically zero. Therefore its image
1, C Fc is purely one-dimensional, scheme-theoretically supported on C, while F¢/Z; is zero-
dimensional. This further implies that the kernel 'y C F; of the map F; — F¢ has chy(K4) €
IN[Z], hence K1 € Ay. This shows that F; is also C-framed, and Z; = F;, ¢ by Lemma C.3. (|

Lemma C.8. Let F € A and let
0—Fy —F —Fc—0

be the exact sequence in Lemma C.3. Let s: Oy — F be a C-framed section and let sc: Oy — F¢ denote

the composition Oy < F — Fc. Then Im(s) C JF is isomorphic to the structure sheaf of a unique
C-framed one-dimensional closed subscheme Z C 'Y, and Coker(s) belongs to As.

Proof. Since Im(s) is a one dimensional quotient of Oy it is clearly isomorphic to O for a unique
one-dimensional closed subscheme Z C Y. Moreover, under the current assumptions, (Fc,sc)is
a stable pair, in particular, Im(sc) = O¢. One also has a commutative diagram with exact rows

0 K Im(s) Im(sc) —— 0
| | | ’
0 Fs. F Fe 0

where IC is the kernel of the canonical epimorphism Im(s) — Im(sc). Then, the snake lemma
shows that

e the morphism K — Fy is injective, hence K € Ay, and
e Coker(s) € Ay since Fy, € Ay, and Coker(sc) is zero-dimensional.

This proves the claim. g

By using Lemmas C.7 and C.8, the next result is the C-framed analogue of [Brill, Lemma 4.3].
Lemma C.9. The following identity holds in the stack function algebra Hoo(A<1):
Olﬂczl'Hc*lﬂz' (C4)

Next note that any sheaf 7 € A fits into a unique exact sequence
0—P—>F—Q—0, (€5)

with P € Trand Q € J¢ M Cohg((Y). By analogy to [Brill, Lemma 4.1] and [BS16, Lemma 55],
this yields:

Lemma C.10. The following identity holds in Heo(A<1)
l-AZ = l‘Tf * l(f{f)z . (C6)

Furthermore, given the exact sequence (C.5), one also has:
Lemma C.11.

(1) F is C-framed if and only if Q is C-framed. Moreover, if this is the case, the surjection F — Q
yields an isomorphism Fc — Q.

(2) Suppose F is C-framed and let s: Oy — F be a section. Then s is C-framed if and only if the
composition Oy S F o Q is nonzero.

Proof. We start by proving (1). Suppose F is C-framed and let

0—Fy —F — Fc—0



FLOPS AND HILBERT SCHEMES OF SPACE CURVE SINGULARITIES 63

be the exact sequence in Lemma C.3. At the same time, By Proposition 4.7-(1), the set-theoretic
support of the subsheaf P C F in (C.5) is either zero-dimensional or the union of X and a zero-
dimensional set. Therefore Homy (P, F¢) = 0, which implies that the inclusion P C F factors
through F5 C F. Hence one obtains a commutative diagram

0 P F Q 0
R
0 Fx F Fe 0

Then the snake lemma shows that j is surjective and the connecting homomorphism
J0: ker(j) — Coker(1)

is an isomorphism. Since Coker(z) belongs to Ay, and F¢ is purely one-dimensional, scheme-
theoretically supported on C, Lemma C.3 shows that Q is C-framed and the induced morphism
jc: Q¢ — Fc is an isomorphism.
Conversely, suppose Q is C-framed and let
0—Qy —Q—Qc—0

be the exact sequence in Lemma C.3. Again, by Proposition 4.7-(1) one has Homy (P, Qc) = 0.
Hence one obtains a commutative diagram

0 P Q 0

T

Qc —d, Qc — 0

where the vertical arrows are surjective. This yields the exact sequence
0 — P — ker(f) — Oy — 0,
which shows that the central term belongs to Ay. Therefore, F is C-framed by Lemma C.3, and
the surjection 7 — Q¢ coincides with the canonical surjection 7 — Fc.
Now, we prove (2). The first part shows that Q is also C-framed and there is a commutative
diagram

F—0

L1

Fc — Qc

where the bottom horizontal arrow is an isomorphism. Then it is clear that s is C-framed if and
only if the composition

Oy —— F — Q
is also C-framed. In order to finish the proof, note that any nonzero section Oy — Q must be
C-framed since H’(Y, Qy,) = 0 by Proposition 4.7-(2). O

Consider the stack functions 1 Ff)c and °1 () as introduced in (C.1) and (C.2), respectively,

with B = F¢. Lemma C.11-(1) yields the following result, which the C-framed variant of [BS16,
Lemma 55].

Corollary C.12. The following identities hold in Heo(A)

IAC lg-f*l(gf)c,
Lae =1, 1(5tf)c )



64 D.-E. DIACONESCU, M. PORTA, F. SALA, AND A. VOSOUGHINIA

Next recall that Coh® ((F £)c) is the stack defined by the cartesian diagram

Coh®((Ff)c) — Coh2,(Y)

| L

Coh((?f)c) e Cohgl(Y)

where the bottom horizontal arrow is again determine by the central projection. Therefore, given
a parameter scheme Z, the groupoid Coh® ((F 7)c)(Z) consists of Z-flat diagrams

Ozxy

ls ,

0 Qs Q Qc 0

where

Qs a flat family of objects of Fy,

Qy is a flat family of objects of Ay,

Qc is the pushforward of a flat family of rank one torsion-free sheaves on C, and

e sis an arbitrary section.
Let °Coh®((F £)c) denote the open substack defined by s # 0. Let Ol%f)c be the associated
stack function. By using Proposition 4.7 and Lemma C.11, we obtain the next result, which is the
C-framed variant of [Brill, Lemma 4.2], [BS16, Lemma 57].

Lemma C.13. The following identity holds in Heo(A<1)

040 _ 40 040

15, =19 10 .. (C.7)
Lemma C.14. Let (F,s: Oy — F) be a C-framed f-stable pair. Let

0—Fy —F — Fc—0

be the canonical sequence in Lemma C.3. Then Fy, € (Fy)x, and s is C-framed.
Proof. By assumption, ' € F¢ N Cohg1(Y) is C-framed and Coker(s) € Ty. Since Jy is closed
under subobjects, Fy, € Fy, hence Fx. € (If)s.

Next, let sc: Oy — F¢ denote the composition
Oy —— F —— Fc

and note the commutative diagram

0 —— Im(s) F Coker(s) —— 0

| | |

0 —— Im(s¢) —— Fc — Coker(sc) —— 0

The snake lemma shows that the left vertical arrow is surjective. Since Coker(s) belongs to T, so
does Coker(sc) since Ty is closed under quotients. At the same time Coker(sc) is set-theoretically
supported on C. This implies it must be zero-dimensional, hence s¢c # 0. g

By using Lemmas C.11 and C.14, one can prove the following C-framed variant of [BS16,
Lemma 60].
Lemma C.15. The following identity holds in Heo(A<1)

010 —
l(g:f)c — lf_S'pC * l(St’f)Z . (C.8)
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Finally, by analogy to [BS16, Lemma 59], one also has the following.

Lemma C.16. The following identity holds in Heo(A<1):

1% = Iy, * 1o, . (C.9)
C.3. Proof of Theorem 6.2. First, using the DT/PT correspondence proven in [ST11], it suffices

to prove the identity

_ DTc(Y)

where

DTc(Y):= Y Y x(Hc(Y;m,n))q"Q™,

m>0nezZ

DTex(Y) := ). ) x(Hex(Y;m,m))q"Q",

m>0neZ

where Hc(Y;m,n) and Hex(Y;m, n) are introduced in §C.1.3 and §C.1.5, respectively.
Now, identity (C.6) yields

Ty x4y :lHC*ITf*l(fTrf)z . (C.11)
On the other hand, recall the identity (C.4):
IHC*]'AZ = OIAC .

Using identity (C.7) in the right-hand-side, one further obtains

— 10 , 010
IHC*]'-AZ_ITf* l(gjf)c'

Now, by identity (C.9), this yields
Tye# lay = Ty, * g, # Ol?stf)c .
Finally, using identity (C.8) in the right-hand-side one obtains
Ty * gy = Ty ¥ 1y, x 1pgp, *1(?f)z . (C.12)
By comparing (C.11) and (C.12), we obtain
Ty % 1g'f * 1(5f)2 =1y, * 1g'f *1fgpe* l(stf)z .

Assuming 17, and 1.5 )y to be invertible, this yields

IHC = ]'Hex * lg'f * lf'SPC * 1,}} .

Furthermore, suppose one has an integration map I: Heo(A<1) — C[A], where A C N¢(Y)
is the cone of effective numerical equivalence classes. Then, using Corollary 2.12, this leads to
identity (C.10). As shown in [BS16, §7], the actual proof makes each step of the above heuristic
derivation rigorous using Laurent truncations of stack functions of infinite type. The details will
be omitted since they are completely analogous to loc.cit., although Y is not assumed to be a
Calabi-Yau threefold in the present case, the local Calabi-Yau property proven in Corollary 2.12
suffices in order for the arguments in loc.cit. to go through.
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