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HIGHER DIMENSIONAL MODULI SPACES ON KUZNETSOV COMPONENTS OF

FANO THREEFOLDS

CHUNYI LI, YINBANG LIN, LAURA PERTUSI, AND XIAOLEI ZHAO

ABSTRACT. We study moduli spaces of stable objects in the Kuznetsov components of Fano three-

folds. We prove a general non-emptiness criterion for moduli spaces, which applies to the cases

of prime Fano threefolds of index 1, degree 10 ≤ d ≤ 18, and index 2, degree d ≤ 4. In the

second part, we focus on cubic threefolds. We show the irreducibility of the moduli spaces, and that

the general fibers of the Abel–Jacobi maps from the moduli spaces to the intermediate Jacobian are

Fano varieties. When the dimension is sufficiently large, we further show that the general fibers of

the Abel–Jacobi maps are stably birational equivalent to each other. As an application of our meth-

ods, we prove Conjecture A.1 in [FGLZ24] concerning the existence of Lagrangian subvarieties in

moduli spaces of stable objects in the Kuznetsov components of very general cubic fourfolds.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Hilbert schemes parametrizing points or curves, or moduli spaces of stable coherent sheaves

on a smooth Fano threefold of Picard rank one do not admit nice geometric properties in general.

When the expected dimension is high, such a moduli space is typically reducible, consisting of

components with different dimensions, and with singularities hard to control.

On the other hand, recent research directions investigate residual components in the bounded

derived category of Fano varieties, known as Kuznetsov components, arising from semiorthogo-

nal decompositions defined by exceptional collections. There is a rich emerging theory of moduli
1
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spaces of stable objects in Kuznetsov components of Fano varieties of Picard rank one, with appli-

cations in both classical geometry and categorical Torelli theorems, see [MS19, PS23] for surveys.

In this paper, we focus on the case of Fano threefolds of Picard rank 1. We show a non-emptiness

result for moduli spaces of semistable objects in the Kuznetsov components, and in the case of

cubic threefolds we obtain interesting analogies with moduli spaces of vector bundles on genus

≥ 2 curves.

1.1. Kuznetsov components of Fano threefolds. Let X be a Fano threefold of Picard rank 1.

When X is of index 2, in other words, the anticanonical divisor satisfies −KX = 2H , where H is

the ample generator for Pic(X), the Kuznetsov component of X is defined as

Ku(X) := {E ∈ Db(Coh(X)) | Exti(OX , E) = Exti(OX(H), E) = 0 for all i ∈ Z}.

The definition of the Kuznetsov component in the index 1 case and more details are discussed in

Section 3.1.

Stability conditions have been constructed on Kuznetsov components of Fano threefolds of index

1 and 2 in [BLMS23]. We denote by σ a stability condition on Ku(X) in the same G̃L
+

2 (R)-orbit

of the constructed one (see Remark 2.6). By the general theory in [BLM+21], given a numer-

ical character v ∈ Knum(Ku(X)), there is a good moduli space Mσ(Ku(X), v) parametrizing

σ-semistable objects with character v in Ku(X), having the structure of a proper algebraic space.

Despite of many results, especially in low dimensions, general structure theorems for these

moduli spaces are still missing. In particular, the non-emptiness of these moduli spaces was only

known in special cases [PY22,LZ22,BBF+24, JLZ22,PPZ23], or when the Kuznetsov component

is in fact equivalent to the bounded derived category of a curve of genus ≥ 2 (this happens precisely

when X has index 2, degree 4, or index 1, degree 12, 16, 18). In the other cases, the main difficulty

is that the categories Ku(X) arising from Fano threefolds within a given deformation class are

typically not equivalent to the derived category of a smooth projective variety. This prevents the

application of any specialization argument to reduce to a known geometric case, such as done for

cubic fourfolds.

In our first result, we settle the non-emptiness problem of the moduli spaces for Fano threefolds

of index 2, and index 1, degree ≥ 10.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 3.7). Let X be a Fano threefold with Picard rank 1, index 1, degree

10 ≤ d ≤ 18, or index 2, degree d ≤ 4. Then for every nonzero character v ∈ Knum(Ku(X)), the

moduli space Mσ(Ku(X), v) of σ-semistable objects of class v is non-empty.

The actual new cases covered by Theorem 1.1 are those of cubic threefolds (index 2, degree 3),

Fano threefolds with index 1 and degree 14, and double Veronese cones (index 2, degree 1). For

quartic double solids and Gushel–Mukai threefolds (index 2, degree 2, and index 1, degree 10)

this result was proved in [PPZ23] with different methods which apply in the context of Enriques

categories. Theorem 1.1 provides a unified argument for the proof of the non-emptiness of the

moduli spaces for all the cases.

Note also that if X has index 1, degree 22 (or index 2, degree 5), the component Ku(X) is

equivalent to the bounded derived category of finite dimensional representations of the Kronecker



HIGHER DIMENSIONAL MODULI SPACES ON KUZNETSOV COMPONENTS OF FANO THREEFOLDS 3

quiver with three arrows. In the remaining cases (index 1, degree 2, 4, 6, 8) the convention on the

Kuznetsov component is floating and they seems to require a different strategy, see Remark 3.6.

Theorem 1.1 is deduced from a general non-emptiness criterion proved in Proposition 2.14,

which is of independent interest. We develop an inductive argument that effectively reduces the

question to checking the statement in the low dimensional cases, where the moduli spaces are

related to low degree curves on Fano threefolds, and the non-emptiness can be verified directly.

As an application, we obtain the following result about the connected component of the stability

manifold of Ku(X) containing the stability condition σ.

Corollary 1.2 (Corollary 3.8). Let X be a Fano threefold with Picard rank 1, index 1, degree

∈ {10, 12, 14, 16, 18} or index 2, degree ≤ 4. Then the connected component of the stability

manifold Stab(Ku(X)) containing σ is isomorphic to C×H.

The above result was known for cubic threefolds (index 2, degree 3), quartic double solids (index

2, degree 2) and Gushel–Mukai threefolds (index 1, degree 10) by [FLM23, Theorem 1.1].

1.2. Moduli spaces and cubic threefolds. Once the non-emptiness is settled, the next step is to

investigate the geometric properties of the moduli spaces. Here we focus on the case of cubic

threefolds.

Let Y3 be a cubic threefold, and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component. The small dimensional

moduli spaces on Ku(Y3) are well understood [FP23, BBF+24]: up to isomorphism, there exists a

2-dimensional moduli space, isomorphic to the Fano surface of lines on Y3, and a 4-dimensional

space, isomorphic to the blowup of the theta divisor at the unique singular point. More details on

these two moduli spaces are reviewed in Section 5.3.

The focus of the second part of this paper is on the properties of higher dimensional moduli

spaces. We show that they behave similarly to moduli spaces of vector bundles on a curve of genus

g ≥ 2. First we recall the following classical theorem:

Theorem 1.3 ( [Ram73, DN89, KS99]). Let C be a smooth projective curve of genus g ≥ 2, and

let v = (r, d) be a primitive character with r ≥ 2. Then we have the following statements.

(1) The moduli space M(v) of slope stable vector bundles of class v is a smooth irreducible pro-

jective variety of the expected dimension 1− χ(v, v).
(2) The determinant map det : M(v) → Picd(C) is isotrivial. The fiber M(r,L), parametrizing

rank r stable vector bundles with fixed determinant L, is a smooth Fano variety of Picard rank

1 and index 2.

(3) The fiber M(r,L) is rational.

Recall that the intermediate Jacobian of a cubic threefold Y3 is defined by

J(Y3) :=
H2,1(Y3)

∗

H3(Y3,Z)
.

This is naturally an abelian fivefold, and plays a central role in the beautiful classic result of

Clemens and Griffiths on the irrationality of cubic threefolds [CG72].

For every primitive v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)), set Mσ(v) := Mσ(Ku(Y3), v) for simplicity. After

choosing a base point F0, we can define an Abel–Jacobi map by the (cycle-theoretic) second Chern
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class:

Φ: Mσ(v) → J(Y3) : F 7→ c2(F )− c2(F0)

(see Section 5.2 for more details and the construction in the case of non-primitive numerical class).

The map Φ is a morphism of varieties. For every c ∈ J(Y3), we denote by Mσ(v, c) := Φ−1(c)
the fiber of the Abel–Jacobi map. The main results of this paper can be summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.4. Let Y3 be a cubic threefold, Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component, and let v ∈
Knum(Ku(Y3)) be a primitive character. Then we have the following statements.

(1) (Corollary 3.9) The moduli space Mσ(v) is smooth irreducible projective of the expected di-

mension 1− χ(v, v).
(2) (Theorem 7.2 and 7.10) If dimMσ(v) > 5, then the Abel–Jacobi map Φ: Mσ(v) → J(Y3) is

surjective with connected fibers. For a general point c ∈ J(Y3), the fiber Mσ(v, c) is a smooth

Fano variety with primitive canonical divisor class.

(3) (Theorem 7.2) Assume that v,w are primitive characters such that dimMσ(v) ≥ 23 and

dimMσ(w) ≥ 23. Then for general points c, c′ ∈ J(Y3), the fibers Mσ(v, c) and Mσ(w, c
′)

are stably birational equivalent.

Note that in Corollary 6.4 we show in fact the irreducibility of Mσ(v) for every (not neces-

sarily primitive) character v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)). As a consequence of Theorem 1.4 we obtain the

following statement.

Corollary 1.5 (Corollary 7.11). Let Y3 be cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component.

Then for every primitive v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) with χ(v, v) ≤ −4, the maximal rationally connected

quotient of Mσ(v) is the intermediate Jacobian J(Y3).

Here we briefly explain the difference among the curve case and that of cubic threefolds. In the

classical case of curves, the property of being Fano for M(r,L) follows from the unirationality

and the Picard rank one. However, for cubic threefolds, we do not yet know how to prove these

two properties for Mσ(v, c). Our argument to show the Fano statement involves observations on

the moduli space from different perspectives. Firstly, by Beauville’s diagonal trick, as in the curve

case, the cohomological ring of Mσ(v) is generated by the tautological classes. It follows that the

image of H2(Mσ(v),Z) → H2(Mσ(v, c),Z) has rank at most 1. When dimMσ(v) > 5, we can

prove that the Abel–Jacobi map is surjective, and all divisors on Mσ(v, c) that are restricted from

Mσ(v) are proportional to each other. In particular, the canonical divisor ωMσ(v,c) is proportional

to the restriction of an ample divisor. Finally, the (anti)ampleness of ωMσ(v,c) is determined by its

degree on a curve in Mσ(v, c). To do this, we choose a curve C ∼= P1 parametrizing objects which

are extensions of two objects E1 and E2, and show that the restriction ωMσ(v,c)|C only relies on the

Ext1(Ei, Ej)’s. This reduces the computation to a quiver model and concludes that ωMσ(v,c)|C is

of degree −1.

The rationality of M(r,L) [KS99, Theorem 1.2] was proved by building up rational dominant

maps λF : M(r,L) 99K M(r1,L1) for r1 < r and studying carefully the Brauer class. However,

the statement [KS99, Proposition 2.3], which is essential for the construction of λF , does not hold

in the Ku(Y3) case. This is technically due to the difference between Euler pairings on Knum in
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these two cases. Also, in our case, it is known that the general fiber Mσ(2α + β, c) is birational to

Y3, which is irrational (see Example 8.8).

1.3. Brill–Noether loci and extension loci. To explain the strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.4,

we need to introduce the following key concepts in this paper.

For a numerical character v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)), while the smoothness and irreducibility of the

whole moduli space Mσ(v) in Theorem 1.4.(1) follows from the Mukai trick, the irreducibility of

the general fiber Mσ(v, c) resists classical approaches. Our strategy is to show that there exists

Mσ(v1) and Mσ(v2) with strictly smaller dimensions such that every general object in Mσ(v) is

the extension of two objects in Mσ(v1) and Mσ(v2). This induces a rational map from the relative

Ext1 space over Mσ(v1)×Mσ(v2) to Mσ(v), which is compatible with the Abel–Jacobi map. The

irreducibility of Mσ(v, c) then follows by induction.

To achieve the above strategy, the key point is to understand the locus of objects in Mσ(v)
that are extended by two ‘smaller’ stable pieces. More precisely, for two numerical characters

vi ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)), we define the extension locus:

E(v1, v2) :=




E ∈ M s

σ(v1 + v2)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∃ distinguished triangle

E1 → E → E2
+−→

for some Ei ∈ M s
σ(vi)





⊂ M s
σ(v1 + v2).

For a given F ∈ M s
σ(v1), we denote by E(F, v2) the sublocus of E(v1, v2) where the first factor is

fixed as F .

This is closely related to the Brill–Noether locus defined as:

Z(F, v) := {Ev ∈ M s
σ(v) | Hom(F,Ev) 6= 0} ⊂ M s

σ(v).

When v1 + v2 = v, and F ∈ M s
σ(v1), we have the following key formula on the relation between

these two loci:

E(F, v2) ⊆ Z(F, v) ⊆ E(F, v2) ∪
(∪v′∈△∗(v1,v)E(v

′, v − v′)
)
.(1.1)

Here △∗(v1, v) stands for all characters in the triangle spanned by v1 and v, see Notation 2.9

and Proposition 4.4 for the precise definition and proof. In practice, we can usually control the

dimensions of the remaining terms E(v′, v − v′)’s so that they are strictly smaller than that of

Z(F, v). Given this technical interpretation between the extension locus and Brill–Noether locus,

we may show a stratification theorem for the moduli spaces.

To state the result, we consider the characters β := [Iℓ] = (1, 0,−L, 0), where ℓ is a line in

Y3, and α := 3[OY3 ] − [Iℓ(H)], which form a basis for Knum(Ku(Y3)). By [PY22, Proposition

5.7], the Serre functor preserves the σ-stability of the objects, and up to the Serre functor, every

non-zero character is of the form nα+mβ for some n ∈ Z≥1 and m ∈ Z≥0.

Theorem 1.6 (Theorem 6.7 and Proposition 6.8). Let Y3 be a cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its

Kuznetsov component. Then for every m,n ∈ Z>0, we have

M s
σ(nα+mβ) =∪

0≤i≤n,0≤j≤m,
j
i
<
m
n

E(iα + jβ, (n − i)α+ (m− j)β),(1.2)

M s
σ(mβ) = E(α,mβ − α).
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Furthermore, we have E(nα,mβ) = M s
σ(nα + mβ) and the other terms in (1.2) are of strictly

smaller dimensions.

Our proof of the stably birationality of the fibers is to directly build up birational maps between

different Pσ(E, v)’s, where Pσ(E, v) is the projectivization of relative Ext1(E,−) space over

M s
σ(v), see Section 4.2 for details on the definition. When v is primitive, the space Pσ(E, v) is

birational to M s
σ(v) × Pr for some r ∈ Z≥0. Birational maps between Pσ(E, v)’s are constructed

in Propositions 6.2, 6.12, 6.14, and 6.15. These constructions also imply stably birationality (resp.

birationality) between moduli spaces as in Corollary 6.17.

If Ext1 has dimension 1, we can actually prove that M s
σ(v, c) is birational to M s

σ(v, c
′) for some

v. Such examples are given in Proposition 8.5.

An interesting and mysterious part for us is that when the dimension of M s
σ(v) is not large

enough. More precisely, when v = nα +mβ with m,n > 0,m + n ≤ 5, using this approach, it

seems difficult to get a birational map from Pσ(E, v) to another Pσ(E, v′), where v′ is with smaller

m′ + n′ (see Figure 2 for reference). This explains the dimension bound 23 in Theorem 1.4.(3).

1.4. Applications. One application of Theorem 1.6 is the following result, which answers to

[LPZ23, Remark 4.10].

Proposition 1.7 (Proposition 6.9, Corollary 6.11). Let Y3 be a cubic threefold, Ku(Y3) be its

Kuznetsov component, and A be the heart of the stability condition σ. Then Db(A) is equivalent

to Ku(Y3). The Kuznetsov component Ku(Y3) has a strongly unique dg enhancement, and every

equivalence Ku(Y3) → Ku(Y ′
3) for another cubic threefold Y ′

3 is of Fourier–Mukai type.

In a different direction, we use Proposition 2.14 to prove [FGLZ24, Conjecture A.1]. Recall

that if Y4 is a cubic fourfold, then its Kuznetsov component Ku(Y4) has a stability conditions σ4
constructed in [BLMS23] (see Section 8.1 for further details).

Theorem 1.8 (Theorem 8.2, [FGLZ24], Conjecture A.1). Let Y4 be a very general cubic fourfold,

and let j : Y3 → Y4 be a smooth hyperplane section. Then for every primitive character v ∈
Knum(Ku(Y3)), there exists a non-empty open subset Uv ⊂ M s

σ(Ku(Y3), v) such that for every

E ∈ Uv, the projection in Ku(Y4) of j∗E is σ4-stable.

Combined with [FGLZ24, Theorem A.4], Theorem 1.8 provides the construction of Lagrangian

subvarieties inside hyperkähler manifolds arising as moduli spaces of stable objects in Ku(Y4) (see

Theorem 8.3 for the statement). This result could have potential applications to the construction of

atomic objects supported on Lagrangian subvarieties as in [Bot22, GL24].

Further directions. We explain in Section 8.2 some potential applications of our results to Hilbert

schemes of curves on cubic threefolds. In particular, up to showing the stability of a certain twist

of the ideal sheaf of a smooth irreducible curve C on Y3 (or its projection in the Kuznetsov compo-

nent), one would deduce a birational description of the component of the Hilbert scheme containing

C as a moduli space of stable objects, and that its mrc quotient is the intermediate Jacobian.

Finally, we expect our method to apply to other examples, for instance the quartic double solid

case. However, the actual computations heavily depend on the numeric in different cases, so we

leave these to future projects.
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Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we review the notion of Bridgeland stability conditions.

Then we prove a general theorem on the non-emptiness of moduli spaces in Proposition 2.14. In

Section 3, we recall the notion of Kuznetsov component of a Fano threefold. Then we apply the

general theory in Section 2 to prove the non-emptiness of Mσ(Ku(X), v) as in Theorem 1.1. In

Section 4, we introduce some technical notions on the loci of moduli spaces and maps between

them. In Section 5 we consider the case of cubic threefolds. After reviewing some general proper-

ties on Ku(Y3), we introduce the Abel–Jacobi map, we recall the known results on moduli spaces

of small dimension and we prove some technical lemmas involving dimension estimates for mod-

uli spaces. Section 6 is devoted to the construction of the birational maps among the projectivized

Ext1 spaces, and contains the proof of Proposition 1.7. In Section 7 we conclude the proof of

Theorem 1.4. In Section 8.1, we prove Theorem 1.8 on the existence of Lagrangian subvarieties in

hyperkähler moduli spaces associated to cubic fourfolds. In Section 8.2, we look at some applica-

tions to the classical geometry of curves on cubic threefolds. Finally in Section 8.3, we raise some

questions for further study.
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Notation

Db(X) bounded derived category of coherent sheaves on X
T a C-linear triangulated category, an SOD factor of Db(X)

Knum (lifted) numerical Grothendieck group, see Remark 4.1

v,w characters in Knum(T )
χ(−,−) Euler paring

σ stability condition

A the heart of a bounded t-structure / an abelian category

Z central charge; (weak) stability function on a bounded heart

φσ phase function of a stability condition σ
µZ slope of a (weak) stability function Z

gldim global dimension function
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M s
σ(−)(Mσ(−)) moduli space of (semi)stable objects

Λ rank 2 lattice with a fixed isomorphism with Z⊕2

△(−,−) lattice points in a triangle, see Notation 2.9

Ef object Cone(f)[−1]
S Serre functor

Ku(X) the Kuznetsov component of a variety X
Y3 smooth cubic threefold

α, β, γ characters in Knum(Ku(Y3)), see Notation 5.2

Z∗(−,−) Brill–Noether jumping locus, see Definition 4.2

E∗(−,−) extension locus, see Definition 4.3

M s
σ(v,w)

† non-jumping locus of M s
σ(v)×M s

σ(w), see Definition 4.7

Pσ(v,w) projectivization of the relative Ext1 over M s
σ(v,w)

†, see Definition 4.8

e∗v,w rational maps from Pσ(v,w), see Definition 4.10 and 4.11

Jv(Y3) (twisted) intermediate Jacobian of Y3

2. NON-EMPTINESS OF THE MODULI SPACES

In this section we recall some definitions and properties about numerical stability conditions and

moduli spaces. Then we assume the stability condition has discrete central charge and in Lemma

2.12 we show that the extension of two stable objects with the “smallest possible space” among

their characters is stable. We apply this in Proposition 2.14 to prove the non-emptiness of moduli

spaces assuming the existence of stable objects in smaller dimensional moduli.

2.1. Review: Stability conditions on triangulated categories. Let X be a smooth projective va-

riety defined over the field of complex numbers C. Assume that T is a full admissible subcategory

of Db(X) = Db(Coh(X)), the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves on X. In other

words, the inclusion functor T → Db(X) is fully faithful and has left and right adjoints. The

Grothendieck group K0(T ) is equipped with the Euler pairing χ : K0(T ) × K0(T ) → Z defined

as:

χ([E], [F ]) :=
∑

n∈Z
(−1)n dimHom(E,F [n]).

The numerical Grothendieck group Knum(T ) := K0(T )/ ker(χ) is isomorphic to a subgroup of

Knum(X) which is a finitely generated free abelian group.

We recall the definition and first properties of stability conditions on T , introduced by Bridge-

land in [Bri07].

Definition 2.1 ((Weak) Stability function). Let A be an abelian category. A weak numerical stabil-

ity function on A is a group homomorphism Z : Knum(A) → C such that for any non-zero object

E ∈ A we have ImZ(E) ≥ 0, and in the case that ImZ(E) = 0, we have ReZ(E) ≤ 0.

We call Z a stability function if, moreover, Z(E) 6= 0 for every 0 6= E ∈ A.

The slope of 0 6= E ∈ A is defined as

µZ(E) =

{
−ReZ(E)

ImZ(E) if ImZ(E) > 0,

+∞ otherwise.
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An object E ∈ A is µZ-(semi)stable if for every nonzero proper subobject F of E in A we have

µZ(F ) < (≤) µZ(E/F ).

Definition 2.2 (Stability condition). Let A be the heart of a bounded t-structure on T and Z be a

(weak) numerical stability function on A. Denote by σ = (A, Z) the pair of these data. A non-zero

object E ∈ T is called σ-(semi)stable if E[n] ∈ A for some n ∈ Z and E[n] is µZ -(semi)stable.

We call σ a (weak) numerical stability condition on T when it satisfies the following properties:

(a) (Harder–Narasimhan Filtration) Every non-zero object E ∈ A has a unique filtration

0 = E0 →֒ E1 →֒ . . . Em−1 →֒ Em = E(2.1)

where Ai := Cone(Ei−1 →֒ Ei) is σ-semistable and µZ(A1) > · · · > µZ(Am).
(b) (Support Property) There exists a quadratic form Q on Knum(T )⊗R such that

• Q|kerZ is negative definite;

• Q([E], [E]) ≥ 0 for every σ-semistable object E.

In this paper, we will only consider numerical stability conditions and will omit the term numer-

ical for simplicity.

Notation 2.3 (Phase and slicing). Let σ = (A, Z) be a stability condition on T . The stability

function Z is also called the central charge of the stability condition.

For a non-zero object E ∈ A, its phase is defined as

φσ(E) =

{
1
π

Arg(Z(E)) if ImZ(E) > 0,

1 otherwise.

If an object F = E[n] for some E ∈ A and n ∈ Z, then we define its phase as φσ(F ) = φσ(E)+n.

We can associate σ with a slicing

Pσ : R → { full additive subcategories in T }
on T as follows. For θ ∈ R,

(a) if θ ∈ (0, 1], the subcategory Pσ(θ) is the union of the zero object and all σ-semistable

objects with phase θ;

(b) otherwise, set Pσ(θ) := Pσ(θ − n)[n] for θ − n ∈ (0, 1] and n ∈ Z.

For every non-zero object E ∈ T , there is a unique filtration as that in (2.1) with Ai ∈ Pσ(θi)
and θ1 > · · · > θm. The objects Ai’s are called the Harder–Narasimhan factors of E. We denote

by HN+
σ (E) := A1 (resp. HN−

σ (E) := Am) the Harder–Narasimhan factor with the largest (resp.

smallest) phase.

For an interval I ⊂ R, we use Pσ(I) to denote the extension-closed subcategory of T generated

by the subcategories Pσ(θ) with θ ∈ I . In particular, it is clear from the definition that Pσ((0, 1]) =
A.

The support property implies that Pσ(θ) has finite length for every θ ∈ R.1 In particular, every

object E ∈ Pσ(θ) admits a (non-unique) finite filtration with σ-stable factors of the same phase θ,

which are called Jordan–Hölder factors.

1See [BMS16, Lemma A.4] for the equivalent definitions of support property. Definition A.2 in [BMS16] implies

the slice is Artinian directly.
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Definition 2.4 (Global dimension). Let σ be a stability condition on T . We define its global

dimension as

(2.2) gldim(σ) := sup{θ2 − θ1 | Hom(E1, E2) 6= 0 for some Ei ∈ P(θi)}.

Notation 2.5 (Moduli space). Let σ = (A, Z) be a stability condition on T . For v ∈ Knum(T ),
and θ ∈ R satisfying Z(v) ∈ R>0 · eπiθ , we consider the functor

Mσ(T , (v, θ)) : (Sch)op → Gpd

from the category of schemes over C to the category of groupoids. This functor associates to a

scheme S the groupoid Mσ(T , (v, θ))(S) of all perfect complexes E ∈ D(X × S), such that for

every s ∈ S, the restriction Es of E to the fiber X × {s} is in Pσ(θ), in other words, σ-semistable

of phase θ, and with [Es] = v.

In the examples we will consider in this paper, the functor Mσ(T , (v, θ)) admits a good moduli

space Mσ(T , (v, θ)), in the sense of [Alp13], which is a proper algebraic space over C. We will

denote by M s
σ(T , (v, θ)) the locus of classes of σ-stable objects in Mσ(T , (v, θ)). Whenever the

category T and the phase θ are clear from the context, we will drop them in the notation and denote

the moduli space (resp. the stable locus) as Mσ(v) (resp. M s
σ(v)).

Remark 2.6 (Stability manifold and G̃L
+

2 (R)-action). Denote by Stab(T ) the set of stability con-

ditions on T . By Bridgeland’s Deformation Theorem [Bri07], the set Stab(T ) (given that it is

non-empty) admits a complex manifold structure of dimension equal to the rank of Knum(T ).

Denote by GL+
2 (R) := {M ∈ GL2(R) | det(M) > 0}, and let G̃L

+

2 (R) be the universal

cover of GL+
2 (R). We have the following right group action of G̃L

+

2 (R) on Stab(T ). Given

g̃ = (g,M) ∈ G̃L
+

2 (R) with M ∈ GL+
2 (R) and g : R → R an increasing function with g(φ+1) =

g(φ) + 1, the action on σ = (Pσ((0, 1]), Z) ∈ Stab(T ) is given by

σ · g̃ = (Pσ((g(0), g(1)]),M
−1 ◦ Z).

In particular, stability conditions σ and σ · g̃ have the same set of (semi)stable objects (with possibly

different phases). Their moduli spaces M s
σ(v) and M s

σ·g̃(v) are isomorphic to each other.

2.2. Harder–Narasimhan factors of the extension of stable objects. The aim of this subsection

is to prove the key Lemma 2.12 saying that the extension between two stable objects with the

“smallest possible gap” is stable. To make sense of this, we need to assume that there are no other

characters in the triangle spanned by these two characters.

Assumption 2.7 (Discrete central charge). In this paper, we will always assume that T is a full

admissible subcategory of Db(X) = Db(Coh(X)), where X is a smooth projective variety defined

over the field of complex numbers C. We will always assume that the image of the central charge

is discrete. More precisely, the central charge

Z : Knum(T )
λ−→ Λ →֒ C

factors via a rank 2 lattice Λ.
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Notation 2.8 (Basic notion on lattice points). In this section, we fix an isomorphism Λ ∼= Z⊕2. On

Z⊕2 we define the norm | • | as |(m,n)| :=
√
m2 + n2, and the cross-product as (a, b)× (c, d) :=

ad− bc. We further assume that the orientation on Λ induced by the counterclockwise orientation

on C is compatible via the isomorphism with the orientation on Z⊕2 induced by the cross-product.

Notation 2.9 (Lattice points in a triangle). For v,w ∈ Λ satisfying v × w > 0, we denote by

△(v,w) the set of all lattice points in the triangle spanned by v and w. To be precise,

△(v,w) := {av + bw | a, b ≥ 0, a+ b ≤ 1]} ∩ Λ.

Definition 2.10 (Extension object). Let v,w ∈ Λ satisfying v × w > 0. Let Ev and Ew be two

σ-semistable objects such that λ(Ev) = v, λ(Ew) = w, and φσ(Ew) − φσ(Ev) ∈ (0, 1). For

0 6= f ∈ Hom(Ew, Ev[1]), we define the extension object

Ef := Cone(Ew
f−→ Ev[1])[−1].

The following easy lemma provides an essential tool to control the HN factors of extensions of

stable objects.

Lemma 2.11. In the setup of Definition 2.10, we have

λ(HN+
σ (Ef )) ∈ △(v + w,w) and λ(HN−

σ (Ef )) ∈ △(v, v + w).

Proof. Denote by E1, . . . , Em the Harder–Narasimhan factors of Ef with phases from high to

low. Then φσ(Ei) ∈ [φσ(Ev), φσ(Ew)]. As 0 < φσ(Ew) − φσ(Ev) < 1, the lattice points

λ(Ei) = aiv + biw for some ai, bi ≥ 0.

Because v + w = λ(Ef ) =
∑

λ(Ei), we have ai, bi ≤ 1. As

φσ(Ew) ≥ φσ(E1) ≥ φσ(v + w) ≥ φσ(Em ≥ φσ(Ev),

where we informally write φσ(v + w) for the value in [φσ(Ev), φσ(Ew)] satisfying Z(v + w) ∈
R>0 · eπiφσ(v+w). The statement follows. �

Using this lemma, we have the following stability result for extensions of two stable objects,

when their characters are “closest to each other”.

Lemma 2.12. In the setup of Definition 2.10, we further assume that v×w = 1. Then Ef is always

σ-stable.

Proof. As v×w = 1, v× (v+w) = 1. In particular, the lattice point λ(Ef ) = v+w is primitive.

So we only need to show that Ef is σ-semistable.

Suppose that Ef is not σ-semistable. By Lemma 2.11, there are only two Harder–Narasimhan

factors E1 and E2 of Ef , with characters λ(E1) = w and λ(E2) = v.

Applying Hom(E1,−) to the distinguished triangle Ev → Ef → Ew
f−→ Ev[1], we get

0 = Hom(E1, Ev) → Hom(E1, Ef ) → Hom(E1, Ew)
f◦−−−→ Hom(E1, Ev[1]).(2.3)

Because E1 is the first Harder–Narasimhan factor of Ef , we have Hom(E1, Ef ) 6= 0. By (2.3), we

have Hom(E1, Ew) 6= 0. As w is primitive and Ew is σ-stable, this can only happen when E1
∼=

Ew. However, as f 6= 0, the map f ◦ − is injective from Hom(E1, Ew) = C to Hom(E1, Ev[1]).
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It follows that Hom(E1, Ef ) = 0, which leads to a contradiction. Therefore, Ef is σ-semistable,

hence stable. �

2.3. Existence of stable objects: a general result. In this subsection, we apply Lemma 2.12 to

prove Proposition 2.14 saying that under certain assumptions, the non-emptiness of Mσ(v) with

small dimensions implies the non-emptiness of other Mσ(v).
We review the following form of Pick’s Theorem which will be essential in the inductive proof

for Proposition 2.14.

Proposition and Definition 2.13 (Pick’s Theorem). For every primitive vector v ∈ Z⊕2 with

|v| > 1, there exists a unique pair of vectors v± satisfying:

v− × v = v × v+ = v− × v+ = 1, and |v±| < |v|.
This makes the pair satisfy v = v− + v+. We denote by δ(v) the difference between the ‘phases’ of

v±. More precisely,

δ(v) := 1
π
arg(v−, v+) =

1
π
arcsin

1

|v+||v−|
∈ (0, 12 ].

Proof. For every primitive vector v = (n,m) ∈ Z⊕2 with m ≥ 2, one may write n
m

as a continued

fraction

[a0, a1, . . . , ai] := a0 +
1

a1 +
1

. . .+ 1
ai

,

where i ≥ 1, aj ∈ Z for all 0 ≤ j ≤ i, and ai ≥ 2. Then it is easy to see that the rational

number n1
m1

:= [a0, a1, . . . , ai−1] satisfies mn1 − m1n = (−1)i, and the rational number n2
m2

:=

[a0, a1, . . . , ai − 1] = n−n1
m−m1

satisfies mn2 −m2n = (−1)i+1. Also m = m1+m2, n = n1+n2,

and |(m,n)| > |(mj , nj)| for j = 1, 2. We may define v± = (n1,m1) or (n2,m2) accordingly so

that v− × v = v × v+ = 1.

For v = (n, 1) with n > 0, we may define v+ := (n−1, 1) and v− := (1, 0); for v = (n, 1) with

n < 0, we may define v+ := (−1, 0) and v− := (n + 1, 1). For primitive v = (n,m) 6= (0,−1)
with m ≤ −1, we may define v+ := −(−v)+ and v− := −(−v)−.

For the uniqueness, assume that another pair v′± satisfies the assumption, then as (v′−−v−)×v =
v′−×v−v−×v = 0, the vector v′− = v−+av for some a ∈ Z. As |v′−| < |v| and arg(v−, v) < π,

the vector v′− can only be v− or v− − v = −v+.

Similarly, the vector v′+ can only be v+ or v+ − v = −v−. As v′− × v′+ = 1, we must have

v′± = v±. �

Proposition 2.14. Let σ be a stability condition on a C-linear triangulated category T satisfying

Assumption 2.7. Let S0 ⊂ S ⊂ Knum(T ) be non-empty subsets such that

(a) the moduli space M s
σ(v) 6= ∅ for any v ∈ S0;

(b) for any v ∈ S \ S0, λ(v) is primitive, |λ(v)| > 1, and gldim(σ) < 3− δ(λ(v));
(c) for any v ∈ S \ S0, there exist v1, v2 ∈ S such that v = v1 + v2, λ(v1) = λ(v)+,

λ(v2) = λ(v)−, and χ(v1, v2) < 0.
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Then the moduli space M s
σ(v) 6= ∅ for any v ∈ S.

Proof. Suppose that there exists v ∈ S such that M s
σ(v) = ∅. As the values of |λ(−)| are discrete,

we may assume that v has the smallest |λ(−)| among all such vectors.

By (a), v /∈ S0. Let v1 and v2 be the two characters as in assumption (c). In particular, |λ(vi)| <
|λ(v)|. By the minimality assumption on |λ(v)|, M s

σ(vi) 6= ∅.

Let Ei be an object in M s
σ(vi), then by (b), Hom(E1, E2[m]) = 0 when m ≥ 3 or ≤ −1. It

follows that

0 > χ(v1, v2) = hom(E1, E2)− hom(E1, E2[1]) + hom(E1, E2[2]).

Hence, hom(E1, E2[1]) 6= 0. Choosing any 0 6= f ∈ Hom(E1, E2[1]), by Lemma 2.12, the object

Ef := Cone(E1
f−→ E2[1])[−1] is σ-stable with character v, which contradicts M s

σ(v) = ∅.

Therefore, M s
σ(v) 6= ∅ for any v ∈ S. �

To illustrate how to apply this result, we use it to prove the following classical statement.

Example 2.15 (Non-emptiness of the moduli space in the curve case). Let C be a smooth projective

curve with genus g ≥ 1. Let σ = (Coh(C), Z = − deg+i rk) be a stability condition on Db(C),
which coincides with slope stability for coherent sheaves. Then for every primitive character v ∈
Knum(C), the moduli space M s

σ(v) 6= ∅.

Proof. Apply Proposition 2.14 by letting S0 = {(rk,deg) | (rk,deg) = (0,±1) or | rk | = 1} and

S = {all primitive characters in Knum(C)}. Assumption (a) and (b) hold automatically. For every

v = (r, d) ∈ S \ S0, we may assume that r ≥ 2. Choose vi = (ri, di) accordingly, then d1
r1

> d2
r2

.

By Riemann–Roch, we have χ(v1, v2) = (r1d2 − r2d1) − (g − 1)r1r2 < 0. So Assumption (c)

holds. By Proposition 2.14, the statement holds. �

For the main cases we consider in this paper, the Kuznetsov components of Fano threefolds, the

following extra assumptions are satisfied.

Assumption 2.16. In addition to Assumption 2.7, we assume that the stability condition σ satisfies

the following conditions:

(a) gldim(σ) < 5
2 ;

(b) λ : Knum(T )
∼=−→ Λ ∼= Z⊕2 and we will identify numerical characters as lattice points in

Z⊕2;

(c) χ(v, v) ≤ 0 for every v ∈ Knum(T );
(d) there exists Nχ ∈ Z, depending on the Euler form χ on Knum(T ), such that for every

primitive v ∈ Knum(T ) with χ(v, v) < −Nχ and |v| > 1, one has χ(v+, v−) < 0.

The computation of Nχ for the Kuznetsov components of various Fano threefolds is included

in Appendix A. As we will see in Section 3.2, the following corollary reduces the non-emptiness

problem to that of small dimensional moduli spaces.

Corollary 2.17. Let σ be a stability condition on T satisfying Assumption 2.7 and 2.16. Assume

that M s
σ(v) 6= ∅ for every primitive character v satisfying either χ(v, v) ≥ −Nχ or |v| = 1. Then

the moduli space M s
σ(v) 6= ∅ for every primitive character v.
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Proof. Apply Proposition 2.14 by letting S be the set of all primitive characters and S0 be the subset

of primitive characters with χ(v, v) ≥ −Nχ or |λ(v)| = 1. Note that the condition gldim(σ) <
3− δ(λ(v)) in assumption (b) holds automatically when gldim(σ) < 5

2 . It follows by Proposition

2.14 that M s
σ(v) 6= ∅ for every primitive v. �

Before ending this section, we note the following application on the stability manifolds.

Corollary 2.18. In the setting of Corollary 2.17, the set of stability conditions σ · G̃L
+

2 (R) forms

a connected component of the stability manifold Stab(T ).

Proof. As the dimension of Stab(T ) is rk(Knum(T )), which is 2 by Assumption 2.16.(b), the

subset σ·G̃L
+

2 (R) is open in Stab(T ). Suppose that σ·G̃L
+

2 (R) is not closed, and let σ′ = (Z ′,P ′)
be a stability condition on its boundary. Then its central charge Z ′ is degenerate, in other words,

the image of Z ′ is contained in a real line in C. In this case, either kerZ ′ contains a primitive

v ∈ Knum(T ), or 0 ∈ {Z ′(Knum(T ))} \ {0}. Note that for every primitive v ∈ Knum(T ), the

space M s
σ(v) 6= ∅. It follows that Mσ′(v) 6= ∅. Therefore, the central charge Z ′ cannot satisfy the

support property. This leads to the contradiction. So σ · G̃L
+

2 (R) is a connected component of the

stability manifold. �

3. KUZNETSOV COMPONENTS OF FANO THREEFOLDS

In this section, we apply the non-emptiness criteria in the previous section to the Kuznetsov

component of a Fano threefold, proving Theorem 1.1, Corollary 1.2 and Theorem 1.4.(1).

3.1. Review: Stability conditions on Kuznetsov components of Fano threefolds.

Definition 3.1 (Semiorthogonal decomposition). Let T be a C-linear triangulated category. A

semiorthogonal decomposition (SOD) for T , denoted by T = 〈T1, . . . ,Tm〉, is a sequence of full

triangulated subcategories T1, . . . ,Tm of T such that:

(a) HomT (E,F ) = 0, for all E ∈ Ti, F ∈ Tj and i > j;

(b) For any non-zero object E ∈ T , there is a sequence of morphisms

0 = Em → Em−1 → · · · → E1 → E0 = E,

such that Cone(Ei → Ei−1) ∈ Ti for 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Definition 3.2 (Exceptional collection). An object E ∈ T is exceptional if HomT (E,E[k]) =
0 for all integers k 6= 0, and HomT (E,E) = C. An exceptional collection is a collection of

exceptional objects E1, . . . , Em in T such that HomT (Ei, Ej [k]) = 0 for all k ∈ Z and 1 ≤ j <
i ≤ m.

Assume that T is a proper C-linear triangulated category, in other words, for every A, B ∈ T the

vector space ⊕iHom(A,B[i]) is finite-dimensional. Given an exceptional collection E1, . . . , Em

in T , we have the semiorthogonal decomposition

T = 〈K, E1, . . . , Em〉,
where K := 〈E1, . . . , Em〉⊥ = {F ∈ T | HomT (Ei, F [k]) = 0 for all k ∈ Z and i = 1, . . . ,m}.
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Let X be a smooth Fano threefold of Picard rank one. Let H be the primitive ample divisor. In

particular, the Picard group Pic(X) = ZH . Denote by KX the canonical divisor of X. The index

iX is the integer satisfying KX = −iXH . The degree of X is defined as dX := H3.

Deformation types of Fano threefolds of Picard rank one are classified by their index and de-

gree [Isk79, MU83]. More precisely, the index iX ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. When iX = 4, the threefold is

the projective space; when iX = 3, the threefold is the quadric. In each of these two cases, the

category Db(X) admits a full exceptional collection.

When iX = 2, there are five deformation types classified by dX ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5}. The Kuznetsov

component has a straightforward definition in this case.

Definition 3.3 (Kuznetsov component for index 2 case). Let X be a smooth Fano threefold with

Pic(X) = ZH and KX = −2H . The Kuznetsov component Ku(X) is defined by the semiorthog-

onal decomposition

Db(X) = 〈Ku(X),OX ,OX(H)〉.
When iX = 1, there are ten deformation types classified by dX ∈ {2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 22}.

The degree can be rewritten as dX = 2gX − 2. Here gX is called the genus of X. In this case,

the definition of the Kuznetsov component relies on the existence of certain exceptional vector

bundles.

Theorem 3.4 ( [BLMS23, Theorem 6.2, Proposition and Definition 6.3], [BKM24]). Let X be a

Fano threefold of Picard rank 1, index 1, and even genus g ≥ 6 (equivalently, d ∈ {10, 14, 18, 22})

over any algebraically closed field. Then there exists a stable vector bundle E2 on X of rank 2, with

ch1(E2) = −H and ch2(E2) = (g2 −2)L, where L is the class of a line on X. The pair (E2,OX) is

exceptional, and the Kuznetsov component Ku(X) of X is defined by the semiorthogonal decom-

position

Db(X) = 〈Ku(X), E2,OX 〉.
When the genus of X is 9 (resp. 7), there exists a rank 3 (resp. 5) stable bundle E3 (resp. E5)

such that (E3,OX) (resp. (E5,OX)) is exceptional. The Kuznetsov component Ku(X) of X is

defined as 〈E∗,OX 〉⊥. By [Kuz06, Section 6], the triangulated category Ku(X) is equivalent to

Db(C3) (resp. Db(C7)) for some smooth projective curve Cg with genus g.

Stability conditions have been constructed on these Kuznetsov components. Here we only recall

the following theorem, some details of the construction can be found in Appendix B.

Theorem 3.5 ( [BLMS23, Theorem 1.1]). Let X be a smooth Fano threefold over an algebraic

closed field. Assume that X is of index two, or index one and genus ≥ 6, then its Kuznetsov com-

ponent Ku(X) admits a Bridgeland stability condition σ = (A, Z) with central charge satisfying

Assumption 2.7.

Remark 3.6 (Kuznetsov component in the low genus case). When the Fano threefold is of index

1 and g ≤ 5 (in other words, d ∈ {2, 4, 6, 8}), the choice of the Kuznetsov component is more

complicated. In some cases, there exists a stable exceptional vector bundle E in O⊥
X , but it is
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unknown if there exists a stability condition on 〈E ,O〉⊥. Indeed one can show that there is no

Serre invariant stability condition in these cases [KP21, Section 1.4].

Alternatively, in these cases the Kuznetsov components can be simply defined as O⊥
X , and

[BLMS23, Theorem 1.1] also constructs stability conditions on these categories. Here the non-

emptiness problem for the moduli spaces is more complicated, and we leave it for a future project.

3.2. Non-emptiness of the moduli spaces.

Theorem 3.7. Let X be a smooth Fano threefold with Picard rank 1, index 1, and genus ∈
{6, 7, 8, 9, 10} or index 2, and degree ≤ 4. Then for every nonzero character v ∈ Knum(Ku(X)),
the moduli space Mσ(v) of σ-semistable objects of class v is non-empty.

The proof of Theorem 3.7 consists in checking that the stability condition σ satisfies the condi-

tions in Assumption 2.16 and Corollary 2.17. All assumptions are straightforward to check, except

for the bound Nχ and some of the non-emptiness of M s
σ(v) for v with χ(v, v) ≥ −Nχ, which fol-

lows from a case-by-case study. The computation of Nχ is completely elementary and is included

in Appendix A for completeness. The non-emptiness of several small dimensional moduli spaces

that is not covered in the literature is included in Appendix B.

Proof of Theorem 3.7. First note that it is enough to show the non-emptiness for primitive v. In-

deed, if M s
σ(v) 6= ∅, then direct sums of objects in M s

σ(v) gives (strictly) semistable objects in

Mσ(mv) for m > 1.

When the Fano threefold is of index 2 degree 4 (resp. index 1 genus 7, 9, 10), the Kuznetsov

component is known to be equivalent to Db(Cg) for some curve with genus g = 2 (resp. 7, 3, 2)

[BLMS23, Tables in Section 6]. By [Mac07], the Bridgeland stability condition σ on Db(Cg), up

to a G̃L
+

2 (R)-action which does not affect the moduli space, is the slope stability condition. The

statement follows from the classical result or Example 2.15.

When the Fano threefold is of index 2 and degree 3 (or index 1 and genus 8), the Serre functor

S on the Kuznetsov component satisfies S3 = [5]. The stability condition σ is Serre invariant

by [PY22, Proposition 5.7], so it has global dimension < 2. We apply Lemma A.1 by letting Q
be the Euler pairing χ(−,−) and D to be the isometry given by the Serre functor. As S6 = [10],
which acts trivially on Knum(Ku(X)), the Euler pairing is of the form I± as that in Lemma A.1.

As φσ(Sx)− φσ(x) ∈ (1, 2), the ordered set {x,−Sx} forms a right-hand oriented Z-linear basis

of Λ. So the Euler form is of the form I+.

By Lemma A.1 and Corollary 2.17, we only need to check that for all primitive character v ∈
Knum(Ku(X)) with χ(v, v) ≥ −1, the space M s

σ(v) 6= ∅. The only case is when χ(v, v) = −1.

The Serre functor S permutes all such v’s. As the ideal sheaf of a line is σ-stable [PY22], we have

M s
σ(v) 6= ∅. The statement follows in this case.

When the Fano threefold is of index 2 and degree 2 (or index 1 and genus 6), the Serre functor

S on the Kuznetsov component satisfies S2 = [4]. The stability condition σ is Serre invariant

by [PY22, Proposition 5.7] and [PR23], so it is with global dimension 2. By [Kuz09, Section 3],
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the Euler pairing under certain basis is of the form

(
−1 −1
−1 −2

)
. So there exist Z-linear independent

v1, v2 ∈ Knum(Ku(X)) with χ(vi, vj) = −δij . Using {v1, v2} as basis of Knum(Ku(X)), it is

clear that for every primitive character v with χ(v, v) < −2, we have χ(v+, v−) = −v+ · v− < 0.

By Corollary 2.17, we only need to check that for all primitive v ∈ Knum(Ku(X)) with

χ(v, v) ≥ −2, the space M s
σ(v) 6= ∅. This follows from the more general results in [PPZ23],

but in fact the non-emptiness for these small dimensional moduli spaces is known by previous

works.

More precisely, if X has index 2 and degree 2, then the non-emptiness of M s
σ(v) when χ(v, v) =

−1, resp. χ(v, v) = −2, follows from [PY22, Proposition 4.1], resp. [APR22, Proposition 4.7],

together with the fact that the functor LOX
(−⊗OX(H)) preserves the stability by [PY22, Propo-

sition 5.7].

If X has index 1 and genus 6, then M s
σ(v) 6= ∅ when χ(v, v) = −1 by [JLLZ21, Proposition

7.11, Theorem 8.9]. Moreover, there are two classes in Knum(Ku(X)) satisfying χ(v, v) = −2
with Chern character

1− 3

10
H2 +

1

2
P and 3− 2H +

3

10
H2 +

7

6
P.

In the first case, the non-emptiness of the corresponding moduli space follows from [JLLZ21,

Lemma A.7], using that this class corresponds to the class of the ideal sheaf of a general twisted

cubic curve in X. The remaining case is discussed in Lemma B.3.

When the Fano threefold is of index 2 and degree 1, the Serre functor S on the Kuznetsov

component satisfies S3 = [7]. The stability condition σ is Serre invariant [PY22, Proposition 5.7],

so it is with global dimension < 5
2 . By Lemma A.1, the Euler pairing is of the form I±. As

φσ(Sx)− φσ(x) ∈ (2, 3), the ordered set {x,Sx} forms a right-hand oriented Z-linear basis of Λ.

So the Euler form is of the form I−.

By Lemma A.1 and Corollary 2.17, we only need to check that for all primitive character v ∈
Knum(Ku(X)) with χ(v, v) ≥ −3, the space M s

σ(v) 6= ∅. The only cases are when χ(v, v) = −1
or −3. The functors S permutes all v with χ(v, v) = −1. As the ideal sheaf of a line is σ-stable, the

space M s
σ(v) 6= ∅ for every v with χ(v, v) = −1. The functor S permutes all v with χ(v, v) = −3.

Thus the statement follows from Lemma B.4. �

Before ending this section, we point out an immediate corollary on the stability manifold of

Ku(X).

Corollary 3.8. Let X be a Fano threefold with Picard rank 1, index 1, genus ∈ {6, 7, 8, 9, 10} or

index 2, degree ≤ 4. Then the set of stability conditions σ · G̃L
+

2 (R) forms a connected component

of the stability manifold Stab(Ku(X)).

Proof. As shown in the proof of Theorem 3.7, the conditions of Corollary 2.18 are satisfied. Now

the result follows directly. �

Among the cases studied in Theorem 3.7, the most interesting one is that of cubic threefolds

(index 2, degree 3), which will be the focus of our study from Section 5.
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Corollary 3.9. Let X be a smooth cubic threefold or a smooth Fano threefold with index 1 and

genus 8. Then for every primitive character v ∈ Knum(Ku(X)), the moduli space M s
σ(v) is a

smooth irreducible projective fine moduli space of dimension 1− χ(v, v).

Proof. By [Kuz04], it is enough to show this for cubic threefolds. Essentially the only new state-

ment is the non-emptiness of the moduli spaces, which is covered by Theorem 3.7. The remaining

properties follow from standard arguments and we only briefly explain them.

Smoothness is proved in [PY22, Theorem 1.2]. For the projectivity, there exists a Bayer–Macrı̀

divisor on M s
σ(v), which is positive on each effective curve [BM14]. Now by [VP21, Corollary

3.4], the space M s
σ(v) is indeed projective.

To see that M s
σ(v) is a fine moduli space, it is enough to observe that, by elementary calculation,

for every primitive v there exists a character w such that χ(w, v) = 1. Take an object Ew of

character w, and consider the object E := p1,∗H om(p∗2(Ew),U ) on the moduli stack M s
σ (v).

Here U denotes the universal object on M s
σ (v) × X and pi’s denote the projections to the two

factors. Note that U defines an α-twisted object on M s
σ(v)×X of a certain Brauer class α, and E

defines an α-twisted object on M s
σ(v) of rank χ(w, v) = 1. As the rank of E is a multiple of the

order of α, we see that α is trivial and we have a universal family.

Finally irreducibility follows from a standard “Mukai’s trick”, see for example [LMS15, Proof

of Theorem 2.12, Step 3]. �

4. BRILL–NOETHER LOCUS AND EXTENSION LOCUS

In this section we define rigorously the loci introduced in Section 1.3 of the introduction and

we prove their relation as in (1.1). Then, under suitable assumptions, we define the projectivized

relative Ext1, denoted by Pσ(v,w), over the locus in M s
σ(v)×M s

σ(w) of pairs of objects (Ev , Ew)
such that Hom(Ew, Ev[i]) = 0 for every i 6= 1, and construct birational maps among different

Pσ(v,w)’s. As a consequence, we compute in Corollary 4.15 the codimension of the extension

locus, under suitable assumptions.

4.1. Brill–Noether locus and extension locus. Let σ be a numerical stability condition on T
satisfying Assumption 2.7.

In this subsection, we introduce some notation and general results for the “jumping locus” of

a moduli space. We are mainly interested in two types of jumping loci in this paper. The first

type is where two stable objects with very close phases have unexpected Hom’s. We call this the

Brill–Noether locus, as this is in the same spirit as the Brill–Noether locus on the Jacobian of a

curve. The second type is where an object is an extension of two stable objects with very close

phases. Our main goal is to show that these two types of loci are closely related (Proposition 4.4).

The estimate of the dimension of the Brill–Noether locus is the key to the following sections.

Remark 4.1 (Lifted numerical Grothendieck group). We define Knum(T )∗σ , the lifted numerical

Grothendieck group of T , by

Knum(T )∗σ := {(v, a) | Zσ(v) ∈ R>0 · eaπi} ⊂ Knum(T )× R.

We denote by φσ((v, a)) = a. For n ∈ Z, we denote by (v, a)[n] := ((−1)nv, a+ n).
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To simplify the notation, we will omit λ in Assumption 2.7 when there is no confusion. Opera-

tions such as v+w and △(v,w) make sense when |φσ(v)−φσ(w)| < 1. More precisely, △(v,w)
stands for the characters in Knum(T )∗σ with phase in [φσ(w), φσ(v)] and image of λ in the triangle

of v and w as that in Notation 2.9.

We will also write Knum(T ) (resp. v[n]) for Knum(T )∗σ (resp. ((−1)nv, a+ n)) throughout the

rest of the paper when there is no confusion.

Definition 4.2 (Brill–Noether locus). Let v,w ∈ Knum(T ) with φσ(w) > φσ(v). We define the

Brill–Noether locus Z(v,w) in M s
σ(v) ×M s

σ(w) as follows:

Z(v,w) := {(Ev, Ew) ∈ M s
σ(v)×M s

σ(w) | Hom(Ev, Ew) 6= 0} ⊂ M s
σ(v)×M s

σ(w).

We denote by πw (resp. πv) the projection from Z(v,w) to M s
σ(w) (resp. M s

σ(v)). For a positive

integer r and an object E ∈ T , we introduce the following notation:

Zr(E,w) := {Ew ∈ M s
σ(w) | hom(E,Ew) ≥ r} ⊂ M s

σ(w);

Zr(v,E) := {Ev ∈ M s
σ(v) | hom(Ev, E) ≥ r} ⊂ M s

σ(v);

Z=r(v,E) := Zr(v,E) \ Zr+1(v,E).

Definition 4.3 (Extension locus). When φσ(w)−φσ(v) ∈ (0, 1), we denote by E(v,w) the sublo-

cus of objects in M s
σ(v + w) that are extended by objects in M s

σ(v) and M s
σ(w), in other words,

E(v,w) :=

{
E ∈ M s

σ(v +w)

∣∣∣∣∣
E ∼= Cone(Ew[−1] → Ev) for some

Ev ∈ M s
σ(v) and Ew ∈ M s

σ(w)

}
⊂ M s

σ(v + w).

For every i ≥ 0, we will denote by Ei(v,w) the sublocus of E(v,w) where Ev and Ew further

satisfy hom(Ew, Ev [1]) = −χ(w, v) + i. For subloci A ⊂ M s
σ(v) and B ⊂ M s

σ(w), we will

denote by E(A,B) the sublocus of E(v,w) where Ev ∈ A and Ew ∈ B.

The next proposition says that the Brill–Noether locus Z(E,w) consists of objects that can be

extended from E or objects with a smaller gap of phases. In practice, this allows us to establish

dimension bound on the Brill–Noether locus via an estimate of the dimensions of the extension

loci. This method is the key to our stable birationality result.

Proposition 4.4. Assume that φσ(w) − φσ(v) ∈ (0, 1), Ew ∈ M s
σ(w), and Z(v,Ew) 6= ∅. Then

there exists v′ ∈ △(v,w) \ {Rw} such that Ew ∈ E(v′, w − v′).
More precisely, let Ev ∈ M s

σ(v), then

Z(Ev, w) ⊆ E(Ev, w − v) ∪


 ⋃

v′∈△(v,w)\{Rw,v}
E(v′, w − v′)


 .(4.1)

In particular, if πw(Z(v,w)) = M s
σ(w), then

M s
σ(w) =

⋃

v′∈△(v,w)\{Rw}
E(v′, w − v′).

A similar formula as that in (4.1) holds for Z(v,Ew).
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Proof. For all u in △(v,w) \ {Rw} satisfying Z(u,Ew) 6= ∅, let u0 be the one with minimum

u × w, which is the area of the parallelogram spanned by u and w. In particular, for every u′ in

△(u0, w) \ {u0, w}, the object Ew 6∈ πw(Z(u
′, w)). We claim that Ew ∈ E(u0, w − u0), which

reduces to the following Lemma 4.5.

Lemma 4.5. Let 0 6= f ∈ Hom(Ev , Ew) for some Ev ∈ M s
σ(v), Ew ∈ M s

σ(w) and φσ(Ew) −
φσ(Ev) ∈ (0, 1). Assume that Z(u,Ew) = ∅ for every u ∈ △(v,w) \ {v,w}, in other words,

Hom(Eu, Ew) = 0(4.2)

for every Eu ∈ M s
σ(u). Then the object Ef := Cone(Ev

f−→ Ew) is σ-stable.

Similarly, if Z(Ev, u) = ∅ for every u ∈ △(v,w) \ {v,w}, then Ef is σ-stable.

Proof of Lemma 4.5. Suppose that Ef is not σ-stable, then it is either strictly σ-semistable or unsta-

ble. In the first case, we may choose a Jordan–Hölder factor Eu of Ef so that Hom(Ef , Eu) 6= 0.

In the second case, by Lemma 2.11, the character of HN−
σ (Ef ) is in △(w,w − v) \ {R(w − v)}.

As f 6= 0, the character of HN−
σ (Ef ) is not in Rw. By passing to a Jordan–Hölder factor we can

further assume that this object is σ-stable.

In either case, there exists a σ-stable object Eu with phase φσ(Eu) ∈ (φσ(Ew), φσ(Ef )] and

character u ∈ △(w,w − v) \ {w − v,Rw} such that Hom(Ef , Eu) 6= 0. In particular,

w × u < w × (w − v) = v × w.

Also, applying Hom(−, Eu) to the distinguished triangle

Ev
f−→ Ew → Ef → Ev[1],

it follows that Hom(Ew, Eu) 6= 0 since φσ(Ev[1]) > φσ(Ef ).

Let 0 6= g ∈ Hom(Ew, Eu) and denote by Eg := Cone(Ew
g−→ Eu)[−1]. Then the character of

Eg is w− u, which is in △(v,w) \ {Rv,Rw}. Note that Hom(Eg, Ew) 6= 0 as Eu is indecompos-

able. By Assumption (4.2), the object Eg cannot be σ-stable. So it is either strictly σ-semistable

or unstable. As g 6= 0, by a similar argument as that for Ef , in either case, there exists a σ-stable

object Ev′ with phase φσ(Ev′) ∈ [φσ(Eg), φσ(Ew)) and character

v′ ∈ △(w − u,w) \ {w − u,Rw} ⊂ △(v,w) \ {v,Rw}
such that Hom(Ev′ , Eg) 6= 0. Similarly, apply Hom(Ev′ ,−) to the distinguished triangle

Eu[−1] → Eg → Ew
g−→ Eu.

It follows that Hom(Ev′ , Ew) 6= 0. This leads to a contradiction to Assumption (4.2). So the object

Ef must be σ-stable. �

Back to the proof of Proposition 4.4, the first statement follows immediately by taking u0 = v
and applying Lemma 4.5 to the object Cone(Eu0 → Ew).

The second statement is just rephrasing the first statement with the term for v′ = v singled out.

For the last statement, if Ew ∈ πw(Z(v,w)), then it follows from the first statement. If

Ew ∈ πw(Z(v,w)) \πw(Z(v,w)), by a semi-continuity argument, there exists a strictly semistable
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object Ev such that Hom(Ev, Ew) 6= 0. Then v = mv0 must be non-primitive, and by pass-

ing to a Jordan–Hölder factor of Ev, we see that there exists some m0 < m such that Ew ∈
πw(Z(m0v0, w)). Note that △(m0v0, w) ⊂ △(v,w), the statement follows. �

4.2. Birational map between fiber bundles over moduli spaces. Throughout this subsection, we

will make the following assumption:

Assumption 4.6. Assume that gldim(σ) ≤ 2. Let v,w ∈ Knum(T ), further assume that

φσ(w)− φσ(v) ∈ (0, 1), χ(w, v) < 0 and Z(w, v[2]) 6= M s
σ(w) ×M s

σ(v[2]).

The notation v[2] is explained in Remark 4.1.

Definition 4.7 (Non-jumping locus). Under Assumption 4.6, we define M s
σ(v,w)

† by

M s
σ(v,w)

† := {(Ev , Ew) ∈ M s
σ(v)×M s

σ(w) | Hom(Ew, Ev[i]) = 0 when i 6= 1}.
In other words, the space M s

σ(v,w)
† is the complement of

{(Ev , Ew) | Hom(Ew, Ev[2]) 6= 0}
in M s

σ(v)×M s
σ(w).

We denote by Uv the universal object on the moduli stack M s
σ (v)× T , and Uw similarly. Now

consider the object on M s
σ (v)× M s

σ (w) given by

E := p12,∗H om(p∗23Uw, p
∗
13Uv)[1].

By definition, E defines a twisted object over M s
σ(v) × M s

σ(w), of a possibly nontrivial Brauer

class. We denote by E† the restriction of this twisted object to M s
σ(v,w)

†. In particular, E† is a

twisted locally free sheaf of rank −χ(w, v).

Definition 4.8 (Projectivized relative Ext1). We denote by Pσ(v,w) the projectivization of E†

defined above over M s
σ(v,w)

†.

Denote by πv and πw the natural projections from Pσ(v,w) to M s
σ(v) and M s

σ(w) respectively.

For every E ∈ M s
σ(v) and F ∈ M s

σ(w), we denote by Pσ(E,w) (resp. Pσ(v, F )) the fiber π−1
v (E)

(resp. π−1
w (F )). For every i ≥ 0, we denote by Pσ(Z

=i(E[−2], w), E) the projectivization of

the relative Ext1(E,−) over Z=i(E[−2], w) ⊂ M s
σ(w). In particular, when i = 0, we have

Pσ(Z
=0(E[−2], w), E) = Pσ(E,w).

Note that Pσ(v,w) naturally has the structure of a Brauer–Severi variety over M s
σ(v,w)

†.

Recall that for an element (Ev, Ew, f) ∈ Pσ(v,w), the extension object is denoted as Ef :=

Cone(Ew
f−→ Ev[1])[−1]. The following property is straightforward.

Lemma 4.9. The subset in Pσ(v,w) where Ef is σ-stable is open.

Definition 4.10 (Extension map). We define a rational map

ev,w : Pσ(v,w) 99K E0(v,w) ⊂ M s
σ(v + w)

(Ev, Ew, f) 7→ Ef := Cone(Ew
f−→ Ev[1])[−1],

whenever the image Ef is σ-stable.
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Recall from Definition 4.3 that for i ∈ Z≥0, the space Ei(v,w) is the sublocus of E(v,w) where

Ev and Ew further satisfy hom(Ew, Ev[1]) = −χ(w, v)+ i. Under Assumption 4.6, this is exactly

when hom(Ev, Ew[2]) = i. In particular, the space E0(v,w) consists of extensions from (Ev , Ew)
satisfying Hom(Ev , Ew[2]) = 0, in other words, (Ev, Ew) ∈ M s

σ(v,w)
†. It is clear from the

definition that the image of ev,w is equal to E0(v,w) whenever non-empty.

Finally, we have the following rational maps which are crucial for our stable birationality state-

ment.

Definition 4.11. We further assume that Assumption 4.6 holds for the pair (v+w, v[1]), or explic-

itly,

χ(v, v + w) > 0 and Z(v, (v + w)[1]) 6= M s
σ(v)×M s

σ((v + w)[1]).

Equivalently, it follows that the space Pσ(v + w, v[1]) is non-empty. We define a rational map

eRv,w : Pσ(v,w) 99K Pσ(v + w, v[1])

(Ev , Ew, f) 7→ (Ef , Ev[1], f
R)

whenever (Ef , Ev[1]) ∈ M s
σ(v + w, v[1])†. The morphism fR ∈ Hom(Ev [1], Ef [1]) is given by

the distinguished triangle

Ew
f−→ Ev[1]

fR

−−→ Ef [1]
+−→ .

Note that all objects are simple in the distinguished triangle, hence the morphism fR is uniquely

determined up to a scalar.

Similarly, further assuming that Assumption 4.6 holds for the pair (w[−1], v + w), in other

words,

χ(v + w,w) > 0 and Z(v + w,w[1]) 6= M s
σ(v + w)×M s

σ(w[1]),

we define the rational map

eLv,w : Pσ(v,w) 99K Pσ(w[−1], v + w)

(Ev, Ew, f) 7→ (Ew[−1], Ef , f
L)

whenever (Ew[−1], Ef ) ∈ M s
σ(w[−1], v + w)†. The morphism fL ∈ Hom(Ef , Ew) is given

(uniquely up to a nonzero scalar) by the distinguished triangle

Ef
fL

−−→ Ew
f−→ Ev[1]

+−→ .

For a given Ev ∈ M s
σ(v) (resp. Ew ∈ M s

σ(w)), we define eEv,w (resp. ev,Ew ) as the restriction

of the map ev,w to the fiber Pσ(Ev, w) (resp. Pσ(v,Ew)). We define eREv,w
and eLv,Ew

similarly.

Remark 4.12. Note that Pσ(v,w) is only defined over the non-jumping locus M s
σ(v,w)

†. This

turns out to be the most convenient and most suitable notation for our purpose. Under this defini-

tion, in order to verify that the rational map eRv,w is well-defined on an open set, we need to show

that:

(a) The pairs (v,w) and (v + w, v[1]) satisfy Assumption 4.6. In other words, the spaces

Pσ(v,w) and Pσ(v + w, v[1]) are non-empty.
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(b) For a general (Ev, Ew, f) ∈ Pσ(v,w), the extended object Ef is stable.

(c) Moreover, a general image point (Ef , Ev [1]) is in M s
σ(v + w, v[1])†, in other words,

Hom(Ev , Ef [1]) = 0.

The following proposition gives a criterion on when the rational map eREv,w
is indeed birational.

Proposition 4.13. Let w, v ∈ Knum(T ) with φσ(w) − φσ(v) ∈ (0, 1), and Ev ∈ M s
σ(v). Assume

that eREv,w
is well-defined at a point, then eREv,w

is a birational equivalence from the irreducible

component containing the point to the irreducible component containing its image, with the inverse

map given by eL
v+w,Ev[1]

. More specifically, the map eREv ,w
gives an isomorphism between dense

open subsets of the well-defined loci.

Similar statement holds for Ew ∈ M s
σ(w) and the pair of maps eLv,Ew

and eR
Ew[−1],v+w

.

Proof. As eRv,w is well-defined, Assumption 4.6 holds for both the pairs (v + w, v[1]) and (v,w).
So the spaces Pσ(v + w, v[1]) and Pσ(v,w) are non-empty.

The map eL
v+w,v[1] can be defined from Pσ(v + w, v[1]) to Pσ(v,w).

Assume that eRv,w is well-defined on the point (Ev, Ew, f) with the image point (Ef , Ev[1], f
R)

in Pσ(v + w, v[1]). Then eREv,w
is well-defined. We have the distinguished triangle:

Ef −→ Ew
f−→ Ev[1]

fR

−−→ Ef [1].

By definition, we have eL
v+w,Ev[1]

(Ef , Ev [1], f
R) = (Ev, Ew, f). As (Ev , Ew) ∈ M s

σ(v,w)
†, the

map eL
v+w,Ev[1]

is well-defined at (Ef , Ev [1], f
R).

By Lemma 4.9, both maps eREv ,w
and eL

v+w,Ev[1]
are well-defined in non-empty open subsets.

Whenever well-defined, we have eL
v+w,Ev[1]

◦eREv ,w
= id and eREv,w

◦eL
v+w,Ev [1]

= id by definition.

So they induce a birational equivalence between the two irreducible components. �

Finally, we have the following result. This together with Corollary 4.15 will be used to control

the dimension of extension loci.

Proposition 4.14. Assume that φσ(w) − φσ(v) ∈ (0, 1) and Z(v,w) does not contain any irre-

ducible component of M s
σ(v)×M s

σ(w). Then ev,w is generically finite whenever well-defined.

Proof. Let (Ev, Ew, f) be a general point in Pσ(v,w). As Z(v,w) does not contain any irreducible

component of M s
σ(v)×M s

σ(w), we may assume that

Hom(Ev , Ew) = 0.(4.3)

Suppose that an irreducible curve C through the point (Ev , Ew, f) is contracted by ev,w, then for

every point (E′
v, E

′
w, f

′) on C , there is an isomorphism g between Ef and E′
f :

(4.4)

Ew[−1] Ev Ef Ew Ev[1]

E′
w[−1] E′

v Ef ′ E′
w E′

v[1].

f [1]

d

a

c g

b f

f ′[1] a′ b′ f ′
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If E′
v 6∼= Ev for a general E′

v on C , then Hom(Ev, E
′
v) = 0. Apply Hom(Ev,−) to the distin-

guished triangle E′
v → Ef → E′

w → E′
v[1], we get Hom(Ev, E

′
w) 6= 0 for a general E′

w. By the

semi-continuity of Hom(Ev,−) on the moduli space M s
σ(w), we have Hom(Ev, Ew) 6= 0, which

contradicts the assumption (4.3).

It follows that E′
v
∼= Ev for every point on C . By the same argument, E′

w
∼= Ew for every point

on C . So the curve C must parameterize a family of morphisms in Hom(Ew, Ev [1]).

As b′ ◦ g ◦ a ∈ Hom(Ev, Ew) = 0 by (4.3), there exists c ∈ Hom(Ev , Ev) such that g ◦ a =
a′ ◦ c. As g is an isomorphism and a 6= 0, we have c 6= 0. It follows that the morphism c is an

isomorphism as well. Similarly there exists an isomorphism d ∈ Hom(Ew[−1], Ew[−1]) such that

f ′[1] ◦ d = c ◦ f [1].
Note that both Ev and Ew are σ-stable, the isomorphisms c and d are just identities up to a

scalar. As c ◦ f [1] = f ′[1] ◦ d, we have f = f ′ up to a scalar. Hence the curve C consists of just

one point (Ev, Ew, f) in Pσ(v,w).
So the map ev,w does not contract any curve through a general point (Ev, Ew, f) satisfying (4.3).

On its well-defined locus, the map ev,w is generically finite. �

Corollary 4.15. Let v,w ∈ Knum(T ) such that φσ(w)− φσ(v) ∈ (0, 1). Assume that

(a) the moduli spaces M s
σ(u) is of pure dimension 1− χ(u, u) for u = v,w, v +w;

(b) the space Z(v,w) does not contain any irreducible component of M s
σ(v)×M s

σ(w); and

(c) the space Z(w, v[i]) = ∅ for every i ≥ 2.

Then the sublocus E(v,w), whenever non-empty, is of codimension −χ(v,w) in M s
σ(v + w).

Proof. Note that by (c), dimExt1(Ew, Ev) = −χ(w, v), so E(v,w) = E0(v,w) is in the image

of ev,w. By Proposition 4.14, the dimension of E(v,w), whenever non-empty, is the same as that

of Pσ(v,w).
By a direct computation, the dimension of Pσ(v,w) is equal to

dimM s
σ(v) + dimM s

σ(w) + dimExt1(Ew, Ev)− 1

= 1− χ(v, v) + 1− χ(w,w) − χ(w, v) − 1

= 1− χ(v + w, v + w) + χ(v,w) = dimM s
σ(v + w)− (−χ(v,w)).

The conclusion follows. �

5. MODULI SPACES ON THE KUZNETSOV COMPONENTS OF CUBIC THREEFOLDS

In the rest of the paper, we explore the geometry of higher dimensional moduli spaces on the

Kuznetsov component of a smooth cubic threefold Y3.

5.1. General properties of Ku(Y3). Let Y3 be a smooth cubic threefold. Recall from Definition

3.3 that Ku(Y3) is the full triangulated subcategory consisting of objects right orthogonal to OY3

and OY3(H):

Ku(Y3) = {E ∈ Db(Y3) | RHom(OY3 , E) = RHom(OY3(H), E) = 0}.
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Notation 5.1 (Serre functor on Ku(Y3)). For an object F ∈ Ku(Y3), the inverse of the Serre

functor is given by

S−1
Ku(Y3)

(F ) = LOLO(H)(S
−1
Y3

(F )) = LOLO(H)(F ⊗OY3(2H))[−3],(5.1)

where we write LE for the left mutation functor of the exceptional object E: for every object

G ∈ Db(Y3),

LE(G) := Cone(E ⊗ RHom(E,G)
ev−→ G).

For simplicity we write S for SKu(Y3). We also write L for the functor L(−) := LO(−⊗O(H)). It

is then clear from formula (5.1) that S−1 = L2[−3] and S = L−2[3]. By [Huy23, Lemma 7.1.29],

the functor L3 = [2]. It follows that S = L[1]. The category Ku(Y3) is 5
3 -Calabi–Yau, in the sense

that S3 = [5], see [Kuz19].

Notation 5.2 (Characters in Knum(Ku(Y3))). The ideal sheaf Iℓ of a line is in Ku(Y3). Denote by

β ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) its numerical class. Denote by α = Sβ[−2] and γ = S−1β[2] = Sα[1]. It is

clear that Knum(Ku(Y3)) is generated by α and β. For the relation, we have α+ γ = β.

More explicitly, one may interpret α, β, and γ as Chern characters in Knum(Y3) as

α = (2,−H,−L
2 ,

P
2 ), β = (1, 0,−L, 0), and γ = (−1,H,−L

2 ,−P
2 ),(5.2)

where H stands for the class of a hyperplane section, L for the class of a line, and P for the class

of a point.

It is worth recalling the Euler form on these characters:

χ(α,α) = χ(β, α) = χ(γ, β) = −1; χ(α, β) = χ(β, γ) = χ(γ, α) = 0; χ(α, γ) = 1.

Notation 5.3 (Hexagonal coordinate for Knum(Ku(Y3))). In this paper, we apply an action of

G̃L
+

2 (R) on the stability conditions on Ku(Y3) as that constructed in [BLMS23], so that the central

charge is of the form

Z(E) = e
πi
3 rk(E) +

√
3
3 iH2 ch1(E) and φσ(Iℓ) = 1

3 .(5.3)

Recall that the action of G̃L
+

2 (R) does not change the moduli spaces.

By doing so, the central charge maps Knum(Ku(Y3)) to the integer lattice points under the

hexagonal coordinates (see Figure 1). Compared with the usual Euclidean coordinates for which

α and β span the first quadrant, the lattice points in the two coordinate systems are interchanged

by applying the transform

(
1 0
1
2 1

)
. Visualizing elements of Knum(Ku(Y3)) under the hexagonal

coordinate is more convenient for us to keep track of the phases of characters and the relations

between different moduli spaces.

In particular, for every 0 6= v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)), we have

φσ(Sv)− φσ(v) =
5
3 ;(5.4)

φσ(α) = 0; φσ(β) =
1
3 ; φσ(γ) =

2
3 .(5.5)
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O

β-axis

γ-axis

(m− 1)β + γ
mβ

α α-axis

S−1[2] rotates
the lattices by π

3BlF (Y3)J(Y3)

Ms
σ(β) ∼= F (Y3)

BlpΘ

π−1 ∼= V14

∼Hilb4,0(Y3)

∼Hilb10,6(Y3)

FIGURE 1. Characters in Knum(Ku(Y3)) under the hexagonal coordinate.

A crucial property of the Serre functor is that it preserves the stability of objects. This property

was used in the proof of Theorem 3.7, and will appear several times in the next two sections of the

paper.

Proposition 5.4 ( [PY22, Proposition 5.7]). The stability condition σ is Serre invariant. More

precisely, Sσ = σ[53 ]. An object E is σ-stable with phase θ if and only if S(E) is σ-stable with

phase θ + 5
3 .

Remark 5.5 (Serre functor permutes the sextants). Note that the action of the Serre functor S

permutes the “sextants” of Knum(Ku(Y3)). More precisely, by Proposition 5.4, an object E ∈
M s

σ(nβ + mγ) for some m,n ≥ 0 if and only if S(E) ∈ M s
σ((nα + mβ)[2]). So if a statement

for lattice points in one of the sextants holds, then it holds for all lattice points. For simplicity we

usually state properties only for moduli space of characters in the (α, β)-sextant, in other words,

characters of the form nα+mβ with m,n ≥ 0.

5.2. Abel–Jacobi map. In this subsection, we recall the intermediate Jacobian and Abel–Jacobi

map for a cubic threefold. This will be useful for our study of moduli spaces.

Recall that the intermediate Jacobian of a cubic threefold Y3 is defined by J(Y3) :=
H2,1(Y3)∗

H3(Y3,Z)
.

This has the structure of an abelian fivefold and plays a central role in the proof of irrationality of

cubic threefolds [CG72]. For a family of 1-cycles Z → T over a smooth irreducible base scheme

T , we can define an Abel–Jacobi map Φ: T → J(Y3), which is a morphism of schemes. Here

J(Y3) is viewed as a subgroup of CH1(Y3) of a given algebraic equivalence class.
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For every v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)), now we construct the Abel–Jacobi map by the (cycle-theoretic)

second Chern class:

Φv : Mσ(v) → Jv(Y3) : F 7→ c2(F ),

where we use Jv(Y3) to denote the component of CH1(Y3) receiving the image of Φv. In fact

this can be defined also when v is non-primitive and Mσ(v) is singular and does not admit a

universal family: the moduli stack Mσ(v) is a smooth Artin stack. Choose a smooth presentation

U → Mσ(v). Now U is a smooth scheme and by considering the pullback of the universal object,

we can define the Abel–Jacobi map U → Jv(Y3) : F 7→ c2(F ) as a morphism of schemes. This

descends to a morphism Mσ(v) → Jv(Y3). Recall that Mσ(v) → Mσ(v) is a good moduli space,

which is universal for maps to algebraic spaces [Alp13, Theorem 6.6]. Hence this factors through

a morphism Φv : Mσ(v) → Jv(Y3). For every c ∈ Jv(Y3), we denote by

M s
σ(v, c) := Φ−1

v (c) ∩M s
σ(v)

the stable locus of the fiber of the Abel–Jacobi map.

Note that the group structure on the Chow group gives us a map +: Jv(Y3) × Jw(Y3) →
Jv+w(Y3). For Ev ∈ M s

σ(v), Ew ∈ M s
σ(w) and a σ-stable extension Ef = Cone(Ev

f−→
Ew[1])[−1], we have Φv(Ev) + Φw(Ew) = Φv+w(Ef ).

5.3. Moduli spaces M s
σ(v) of small dimensions. In this subsection, we recall the first several

examples of moduli spaces on Ku(Y3).

Example 5.6 (Stable objects with character α, β, and γ). The moduli space M s
σ(β) consists of

ideal sheaves Iℓ of lines. The moduli spaces M s
σ(α), M

s
σ(β), and M s

σ(γ) are identified by the

Serre functor, or equivalently the functor L as that in Notation 5.1. These moduli spaces are all

isomorphic to the Fano variety of lines on Y3, see [PY22, Theorem 1.1] and [FP23, Theorem 1.3].

The moduli space M s
σ(α) consists of rank two vector bundles L(Iℓ)[−1]. More precisely, every

object Eℓ in M s
σ(α) fits in a short exact sequence:

0 → Eℓ → O⊗Hom(O,Iℓ(H))
ev−→ Iℓ(H) → 0.(5.6)

The moduli space M s
σ(γ) consists of objects Fℓ := Cone(Oℓ(−H)[−1]

ev−→ O(−H)[1]).
We may compute the Brill–Noether locus Z(α, β) as follows. Apply Hom(−,Iℓ′) to (5.6), then

hom(Eℓ,Iℓ′) = hom(Iℓ(H),Iℓ′ [1]) =





0 when ℓ′ ∩ ℓ = ∅;
1 when ℓ′, ℓ intersect at a point;

2 when ℓ′ = ℓ.

(5.7)

In particular, Z(α, β) is of codimension one in the four-dimensional space M s
σ(α) ×M s

σ(β).

Example 5.7 (Stable objects with character β + γ, see [BBF+24, Theorem 7.1] for more details).

Denote by Uβ and Uγ the universal family on M s
σ(β) and M s

σ(γ). Consider the relative Ext1

sheaf H1(p12,∗H om(p∗23Uγ , p
∗
13Uβ)), and we denote its projectivization over M s

σ(β)×M s
σ(γ) by
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P̃σ(β, γ). Note that

hom(Eγ , Eβ[1]) =

{
2 when Eβ = L(Eγ)[−1];

1 otherwise.

So the natural map πβ,γ : P̃σ(β, γ) → M s
σ(β) ×M s

σ(γ) is one-to-one on general points and has a

P1-fiber on the diagonal ∆ of M s
σ(β) × M s

σ(γ), while identifying M s
σ(γ) and M s

σ(β) via L[−1].

As each irreducible component is with at least the expected dimension, the space P̃σ(β, γ) is irre-

ducible. As a variety, P̃σ(β, γ) is isomorphic to Bl∆(F (Y3)× F (Y3)).
By Lemma 2.12, for every Eβ ∈ M s

σ(β), Eγ ∈ M s
σ(γ), and 0 6= f ∈ Hom(Eγ , Eβ [1]), the

object Ef := Cone(Eγ
f−→ Eβ[1])[−1] is σ-stable. Hence we get a well-defined morphism ẽβ,γ

from P̃σ(β, γ) to M s
σ(β + γ). This morphism extends the map eβ,γ to the jumping locus of the

Ext1 group, or equivalently, the exceptional locus over the diagonal ∆. By Proposition 4.14, the

morphism ẽβ,γ is dominant and generically finite.

For each pair of objects (Iℓ,Fℓ′) ∈ M s
σ(β)×M s

σ(γ), the extended objects depend on the position

of ℓ and ℓ′.
When ℓ 6= ℓ′, as hom(Oℓ′(−H)[−1],Iℓ) = 0, we have the following commutative diagrams of

distinguished triangles for the unique non-trivial extension e(Iℓ,Fℓ′):

Oℓ′(−H)[−2] 0 Oℓ′(−H)[−1] Oℓ′(−H)[−1]

O(−H) Iℓ Eg O(−H)[1]

Fℓ′ [−1] Iℓ e(Iℓ,Fℓ′) Fℓ′

Oℓ′(−H)[−1] 0 Oℓ′(−H) Oℓ′(−H).

ev ev ev

g

ev

ev

In this diagram, we label ev on an arrow suggesting that the homomorphism group between the

two objects is one-dimensional. Denote by Pℓ,ℓ′ the projective subspace spanned by ℓ and ℓ′ in P4

when ℓ ∩ ℓ′ = ∅, or the tangent space of Y3 at ℓ ∩ ℓ′ when ℓ ∩ ℓ′ is a point. In particular, the space

Pℓ,ℓ′
∼= P3. Denote by Sℓ,ℓ′ := Pℓ,ℓ′ ∩ Y3 and ι : Sℓ,ℓ′ → Y3 the embedding. Then the map g is

determined up to a scalar by the property that Eg is supported on Sℓ,ℓ′ . When ℓ∩ ℓ′ = ∅, the object

Eg
∼= ι∗OSℓ,ℓ′

(−ℓ) and e(Iℓ,Fℓ′) ∼= ι∗OSℓ,ℓ′
(ℓ′ − ℓ).

In other words, a general object in M s
σ(β + γ) is of the form ι∗OSℓ,ℓ′

(ℓ′ − ℓ). This induces a

rational map from M s
σ(β+γ) to (P4)∗ of degree 72. In the general case that Sℓ,ℓ′ is a smooth cubic

surface, there are exactly six ordered pairs of lines (ℓi, ℓ
′
i) on Sℓ,ℓ′ such that [ℓi − ℓ′i] = [ℓ− ℓ′]. So

the degree of the morphism ẽβ,γ is 6.

When ℓ′ = ℓ, we have

Hom(Fℓ[−1],Iℓ) ∼= Hom(Oℓ(−H)[−1],Iℓ) ∼= Hom(Oℓ(−H),Oℓ) ∼= C2.(5.8)
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For every 0 6= f ∈ Hom(Fℓ[−1],Iℓ), we have the commutative diagram of distinguished triangles

for the extension Cone(f):

O(−H) 0 O(−H)[1] O(−H)[1]

Fℓ[−1] Iℓ Cone(f) Fℓ

Oℓ(−H)[−1] Iℓ Ip Oℓ(−H).

g

ev

f

ev

fp

Via (5.8), the morphisms f and fp in the diagram correspond to those in Hom(Oℓ(−H),Oℓ) with

cokernel Op for some point p ∈ ℓ. The object Cone(f) is isomorphic to

Cone(Ip[−1]
ev−→ O(−H)[1]) = RO(−H)(Ip).

In summary, we have the following commutative diagram of morphisms for ẽβ,γ :

Bl−1
1 (∆F (Y3)) Y3

∆F (Y3) Bl∆(F (Y3)× F (Y3)) M s
σ(β + γ) {pt}

F (Y3)× F (Y3) J(Y3) ΘJ(Y3).

6:1

pr

ẽβ,γ

Bl1

Bl2

Abel–Jacobi ⊃

5.4. Bounds on dimensions of extensions. The following computational lemmas will be useful

in the proof of several propositions in the next section.

Lemma 5.8. Assume that v,w ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) satisfy φσ(w)−φσ(v) ∈ (−1, 1). Then χ(v,w) <
0 (resp. = 0) if and only if φσ(w)− φσ(v) ∈ (−2

3 ,
1
3) (resp. = −2

3 or 1
3 ).

The proof is quite elementary and left to the reader.

Lemma 5.9. Assume that v,w ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) satisfy φσ(w) − φσ(v) ∈ (0, 13). Then

(1) dimE(v,w) ≤ dimM s
σ(v + w) + χ(v,w) < dimM s

σ(v + w);

(2) πv+w(Z(v, v + w)) 6= M s
σ(v + w). In other words, for a general Ev+w ∈ M s

σ(v + w), we

have Hom(Ev , Ev+w) = 0 for every Ev ∈ M s
σ(v).

Proof. (1) For Ew ∈ M s
σ(w) and Ev ∈ M s

σ(v), as φσ(w) > φσ(v), we have Hom(Ew, Ev[i]) = 0
for all i ≤ 0. By (5.4), we have φσ(Ev[2]) = φσ(Ev) + 2 > φσ(Ew) +

5
3 = φσ(S(Ew)). So by

Proposition 5.4, we have

Hom(Ew, Ev[i]) = Hom(Ev[i],S(Ew))
∗ = 0,

for every i ≥ 2. So M s
σ(v,w)

† = M s
σ(v)×M s

σ(w).
It follows that E(v,w) = E0(v,w) which is the image of ev,w . Hence

dimE(v,w) = dimE0(v,w) ≤ dimPσ(v,w).
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Similar to the proof of Corollary 4.15, we have dimPσ(v,w) = dimM s
σ(v + w) + χ(v,w). As

φσ(w)− φσ(v) ∈ (0, 13), it follows by Lemma 5.8 that

dimM s
σ(v + w) + χ(v,w) < dimM s

σ(v +w).

The statement holds.

(2) Suppose that πv+w(Z(v, v + w)) = M s
σ(v + w), then by Proposition 4.4, we have

M s
σ(v + w) =

⋃

v′∈△(v,v+w)\{R(v+w)}
E(v′, v + w − v′).(5.9)

Note that for every v′ ∈ △(v, v + w) \ {R(v + w)}, we have

φσ(v) ≤ φσ(v
′) < φσ(v + w) < φσ(v + w − v′) ≤ φσ(w).

So φσ(v + w − v′)− φσ(v
′) ∈ (0, 13).

It follows by (1) that dim(E(v′, v+w−v′)) < dimM s
σ(v+w), which contradicts (5.9). Hence

the statement holds. �

Lemma 5.10. Let v,w ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) satisfying φσ(w)−φσ(v) =
1
3 . Assume that Z(v,w) does

not contain any irreducible component of M s
σ(v)×M s

σ(w) and ev,w is well-defined on a non-empty

locus. Then ev,w is generically finite and dominant onto the irreducible component containing its

image.

Proof. First note that by Proposition 4.14, the rational map ev,w is generically finite. Also as

φσ(w) − φσ(v) = 1
3 , by Lemma 5.8, we have χ(v,w) = 0. By Corollary 4.15, we have

dimPσ(v,w) = dimM s
σ(v + w) + χ(v,w) = dimM s

σ(v + w), hence the domination statement

follows. �

Lemma 5.11. Let w = nα +mβ ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) with n ≥ 0, m ≥ 1. Then for every general

Ew ∈ M s
σ(w), every Eα ∈ M s

σ(α) and 0 6= f ∈ Hom(Ew, Eα[1]), the object Ef := Cone(Ew
f−→

Eα[1])[−1] is σ-stable.

Proof. For every lattice point u ∈ △(w + α,w) \ {w + α,w, 0}, we have u = n1α + m1β for

some 0 ≤ n1 ≤ n and 0 < m1 < m. So w−u = (n−n1)α+(m−m1)β is in the (α, β)-sextant

as well. It follows that

φσ(w − u)− φσ(u) ∈ (0, 13).

By Lemma 5.9, πw(Z(u,w)) 6= M s
σ(w) for every such u. Let Ew be an object in the non-empty

open set

M s
σ(w) \

⋃

u∈△(w+α,w)\{w+α,w,0}
πw(Z(u,w)).(5.10)

Now for every Eα and f , by Lemma 2.11, the character of F = HN+
σ (Ef ) is in △(w + α,w).

As f 6= 0, the character cannot be w. (If HN+
σ (Ef ) is strictly semistable, then we may choose one

of its Jordan–Hölder factors F such that Hom(F,Ef ) 6= 0.)
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Applying Hom(F,−) to the distinguished triangle Eα → Ef → Ew
f−→ Eα[1], we get 0 6=

Hom(F,Ef ) →֒ Hom(F,Ew). On the other hand, by the choice of Ew in (5.10), for every σ-

stable object F with character in △(w + α,w) \ {w + α,w}, Hom(F,Ew) = 0. Hence the

character of F must be w + α which is the same as that of Ef . It follows that Ef is σ-stable. �

6. STABLY BIRATIONAL EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN MODULI SPACES

In this section, we prove that rational maps from Pσ(v,w) to other Pσ(v
′, w′) or M s

σ(v+w) are

well-defined, dominant, and even birational under certain assumptions on the characters.

6.1. Birational maps between Pσ(v,w)’s. We first estimate the codimension of the Brill–Noether

locus involving the character α. This is an essential step to show some of the rational maps e∗α,−
(see Definitions 4.10 & 4.11) are well-defined.

Lemma 6.1. Let m,n be positive integers, Eα ∈ M s
σ(α) and Eβ ∈ M s

σ(β). Then

(1) dimZ(nα+mβ,Eβ) ≤ dimM s
σ(nα+mβ)−m− 1;

dimZ(Eα, nα+mβ) ≤ dimM s
σ(nα+mβ)− n− 1;

(2) dimZ(α, nα+mβ) ≤ dimM s
σ(nα+mβ)− n+ 1;

(3) dimZ2(nα+ β,Eβ) ≤ dimM s
σ(nα+ β)− 3.

Proof. (1) By Proposition 4.4, the space Z(nα+mβ,Eβ) is contained in

E(nα+ (m− 1)β,Eβ) ∪ (
⋃

v∈△∗
n,m

E(nα+mβ − v, v)),(6.1)

where △∗
m,n := △(nα+mβ, β)\{R(nα+mβ), β}. The set △∗

m,n is non-empty only when n ≥ 2.

In this case, for every v ∈ △∗
m,n, both characters v and nα + mβ − v are strictly in the (α, β)-

sextant. In particular, we have 0 < φσ(v) − φσ(nα+mβ − v) < 1
3 . Denote by v = n1α+m1β,

then 1 ≤ n1 < n and 1 ≤ m1 < m. By Lemma 5.9, the codimension of E(nα +mβ − v, v) is at

least

−χ(nα+mβ − v, v) = n1(n− n1) + (n1 +m1)(m−m1)

≥ 1 + (1 +m1)(m−m1) ≥ 1 +m.

So we only need to bound the dimension of the first factor E(nα+ (m− 1)β,Eβ) in (6.1).

When (n,m) = (1, 1), this statement follows from Example 5.7. In all other cases, the Brill–

Noether locus Z(β, (nα+ (m− 1)β)[2]) = ∅. It follows that E(nα+ (m− 1)β,Eβ) = E0(nα+
(m− 1)β,Eβ). So its dimension is less than or equal to dimPσ(nα+ (m− 1)β,Eβ).

By a direct computation, we have dimM s
σ(nα +mβ) − dimPσ(nα + (m − 1)β,Eβ) = 2 −

χ(nα+ (m− 1)β, β) = m+ 1. The first inequality follows.

The second inequality can be proved by a similar argument.

(2) The statement follows from (1) as dimM s
σ(α) = 2.

(3) When n = 1, the statement follows from Example 5.7. We may assume n ≥ 2.
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In (6.1), every object E in the first term E(nα,Eβ) fits in a distinguished triangle Enα →
E → Eβ

+−→. If hom(E,Eβ) ≥ 2, then Enα ∈ Z(Eβ, nα). By Lemma 6.5, the codimension of

Z(Eβ, nα) is at least one. As n ≥ 2, we have Z(β, nα[2]) = ∅. It follows that

dim(E(nα,Eβ) ∩ Z2(nα+ β,Eβ)) = dim(E0(nα,Eβ) ∩ Z2(nα+ β,Eβ))

≤ dim(M s
σ(nα))− 1− χ(β, nα)− 1 = n2 + n− 1 = dim(M s

σ(nα+ β))− 3.

For the other terms in (6.1), it is clear that a lattice point in △∗
m,n is of the form sα+β for some

1 ≤ s ≤ n− 1. By Lemma 5.9, the codimension of E((n− s)α, sα+β) is s(n− s). When n ≥ 4,

the inequality holds.

The remaining cases are n = 2 or 3.

When n = 2, every element E in E(α,α + β) fits in a distinguished triangle Eα → E →
Eα+β

+−→. As in Example 5.7, we have dimZ(α + β,Eβ) = 2, dimZ2(α + β,Eβ) = 1. As

computed in Example 5.6, we have dimZ(α,Eβ) = 1, and dimZ2(α,Eβ) = 0.

Note that Z(β, (α + β)[2]) = ∅. It follows that

dim(E(α,α + β) ∩ Z2(2α + β,Eβ)) = dim(E0(α,α + β) ∩ Z2(2α+ β,Eβ))

≤dim(E0(α,Z2(α + β,Eβ)) ∪ E0(Z(α,Eβ),Z(α + β,Eβ)) ∪ E0(Z2(α,Eβ), α + β))

= 4− χ(β, α+ β)− 1 = 5 = dim(M s
σ(2α + β)) − 3.

When n = 3, every element E in E(α, 2α + β) fits in a distinguished triangle Eα → E →
E2α+β

+−→. Note that codimZ(2α + β,Eβ) ≥ 1 and codimZ(α,Eβ) = 1. By Lemma 5.9,

codimE(α, 2α + β) = 2. So the codimension of E(α, 2α + β) ∩ Z(3α + β,Eβ) is at least 3.

Similarly, the codimension of E(2α,α + β) ∩ Z(3α+ β,Eβ) is at least 3. �

Now we have the first birational equivalence statement.

Proposition 6.2. Let Y3 be a smooth cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component.

Then for every nα + mβ ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) with n ≥ 1 and m ≥ 2 and every Eγ ∈ M s
σ(γ), we

have a birational equivalence

eREγ [−1],nα+mβ : Pσ(Eγ [−1], nα+mβ) 99K Pσ((n+ 1)α + (m− 1)β,Eγ).(6.2)

More specifically, the map eREv,w
gives an isomorphism between dense open subsets at the well-

defined locus.

We briefly explain the strategy of the proof. Recall from Remark 4.12 the three conditions to

verify, which correspond to the three steps of the proof. Here Condition (a) is straightforward

to check. For Condition (b), if the extension object is unstable, by considering the destabilizing

object we produce a nontrivial morphism for the Brill–Noether locus. Then Proposition 4.4 will

relate the Brill–Noether locus to extension loci, and Lemma 5.9 gives us bounds on the dimension

of extension loci. This shows unstable extensions do not occur generically. Condition (c) is the

most difficult, but its verification follows exactly the same idea: use Proposition 4.4 to relate the

Brill–Noether locus to extension loci and now use Lemma 6.1 to control dimensions of extension

loci.
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Proof. Step 1. We first verify Assumption 4.6 for (γ[−1], nα+mβ) and ((n+1)α+(m−1)β, γ),
which is necessary to define the source and target of eR

Eγ [−1],nα+mβ
.

It is clear that φσ(nα+mβ)− φσ(γ) ∈ (0, 1), χ(nα+mβ, γ) = n > 0, and χ(γ, (n+ 1)α+
(m− 1)β) = −m+ 1 < 0.

By Serre duality, the jumping locus Z(nα + mβ,Eγ [1]) ∼= Z(S−1(Eγ)[1], nα + mβ). By

Proposition 5.4, the object S−1(Eγ)[1] ∈ M s
σ(α). By Lemma 6.1.(1), the Brill–Noether locus

Z(nα+mβ,Eγ [1]) does not contain any irreducible component of M s
σ(nα+mβ).

Similarly, by Serre duality,

Z(Eγ , ((n + 1)α+ (m− 1)β)[2]) ∼= Z(((n + 1)α+ (m− 1)β)[2],S(Eγ )).

By Proposition 5.4, the object S(Eγ)[2] ∈ M s
σ(β). By Lemma 6.1.(1), the Brill–Noether locus

Z(((n + 1)α + (m − 1)β)[2],S(Eγ )) does not contain any irreducible component of M s
σ(((n +

1)α + (m− 1)β)[2]).

Step 2. We then show that eEγ [−1],nα+mβ is well-defined on general points in Pσ(Eγ [−1], nα +
mβ). More precisely, we will show that for every general Enα+mβ in M s

σ(nα+mβ) and every

0 6= f ∈ Hom(Enα+mβ , Eγ), the object Ef := Cone(f)[−1] is σ-stable.

Note that every lattice point

v ∈ △n,m := △((n + 1)α + (m− 1)β, nα +mβ) \ {(n + 1)α + (m− 1)β, nα +mβ},
can be written in the form aα+ bβ for some a ≤ n and b < m. So

φσ(nα+mβ − v)− φσ(v) ∈ (0, 13 ).

By Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 5.9,

dim
⋃

v∈△n,m

πnα+mβ(Z(v, nα+mβ)) = dim
⋃

v∈△n,m

E(v, nα +mβ) < dimM s
σ(nα+mβ).

So for a general point Enα+mβ ∈ M s
σ(nα + mβ), we have Hom(Ev , Enα+mβ) = 0 for every

Ev ∈ M s
σ(v) with v ∈ △n,m.

For every 0 6= f ∈ Hom(Enα+mβ , Eγ), suppose that the object Ef is not σ-stable, then by

Lemma 2.11, there exists Ev ∈ M s
σ(v) with v ∈ △n,m such that Hom(Ev, Ef ) 6= 0. One may

apply Hom(Ev,−) to the distinguished triangle

Eγ [−1] → Ef → Enα+mβ
+−→(6.3)

to get a contradiction.

Step 3. Next, we show that for general f ∈ Hom(Enα+mβ , Eγ), the object Ef is not in the

Brill–Noether locus Z(Eγ [−2], ((n + 1)α + (m − 1)β)). For this purpose, we further assume

that Enα+mβ 6∈ Z(nα + mβ,S(Eγ)[−2]), which has strictly smaller dimension than that of

M s
σ(nα+mβ) by Lemma 6.1.(1).

Applying Hom(−,S(Eγ)) to the distinguished triangle (6.3), we get a long exact sequence:

0 → Hom(Ef ,S(Eγ)[−2]) → Hom(Eγ ,S(Eγ)[−1]) → Hom(Enα+mβ ,S(Eγ)[−1]) → ...
(6.4)
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Here the first term Hom(Enα+mβ ,S(Eγ)[−2]) = 0 as we assumed that Enα+mβ 6∈ Z(nα +
mβ,S(Eγ)[−2]). It follows that

hom(Eγ [−2], Ef ) = hom(Ef ,S(Eγ)[−2]) ≤ hom(Eγ ,S(Eγ)[−1]) = 2.

So Ef 6∈ Z3(Eγ [−2], (n + 1)α + (m− 1)β).
Note that the map

ẽREγ [−1],nα+mβ : Pσ(Eγ [−1], nα+mβ) 99K ∪i≥0Pσ(Z
=i(Eγ [−2], (n + 1)α+ (m− 1)β), Eγ )

(Enα+mβ , f) 7→ (Ef , f
R)

is one-to-one whenever well-defined. As we have shown that the image is not contained in the locus

Z3(Eγ [−2], (n+1)α+(m−1)β), to prove that the general image Ef /∈ Z(Eγ [−2], (n+1)α+(m−
1)β), we only need to show that the dimension of Pσ(Z

=1,2(Eγ [−2], (n+1)α+(m−1)β), Eγ ) is

strictly less than the dimension of the source Pσ(Eγ [−1], nα+mβ), which is n2+mn+m2+n.

When m ≥ 3, by Lemma 6.1.(1),

dimPσ(Z
=1,2(Eγ [−2], (n + 1)α + (m− 1)β), Eγ)

≤ dim(Z(Eγ [−2], (n + 1)α + (m− 1)β)) − χ(γ, (n + 1)α+ (m− 1)β) + 2− 1

=dim(Z((n + 1)α+ (m− 1)β,SEγ [−2])) +m

≤ (n + 1)2 + (n+ 1)(m− 1) + (m− 1)2 + 1− (m− 1)− 1 +m

= n2 + n+mn+m2 −m+ 2.

When m = 2, we may apply Lemma 6.1.(1) to compute the Z=1 part and Lemma 6.1.(3) to

compute the Z=2 part.

In each case, the dimension of Pσ(Z
=1,2(Eγ [−2], (n + 1)α + (m − 1)β), Eγ) is strictly less

than that of Pσ(Eγ [−1], nα + mβ). Therefore, the image of a general point in every irreducible

component of Pσ(Eγ [−1], nα+mβ) is not in Z(Eγ [−2], ((n+1)α+(m−1)β)). Hence the map

eR
Eγ [−1],nα+mβ

is generically well-defined. By Proposition 4.13, the map eR
Eγ [−1],nα+mβ

induces

birational equivalences from every irreducible component in Pσ(Eγ [−1], nα + mβ) to its target

component.

Step 4. Finally, by the same argument as above, when n ≥ 2 and m ≥ 1, the map eLnα+mβ,Eγ

is well-defined on general points on every irreducible component in Pσ(nα+mβ,Eγ). By Propo-

sition 4.13, the map eR
Eγ [−1],nα+mβ

is a birational equivalence. �

One corollary of Proposition 6.2 is the irreducibility of moduli spaces with non-primitive char-

acters appearing in the chain. Together with the following result by Feyzbakhsh and Pertusi

on the irreducibility of M s
σ(mβ), we may conclude the irreducibility of M s

σ(v) for all non-zero

v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)).

Theorem 6.3 ( [FP23, Corollary 6.5]). The moduli space Mσ(mβ) is irreducible for any m > 0.

Corollary 6.4. Let Y3 be a smooth cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component. Then

for every 0 6= v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)), the moduli space Mσ(v) is irreducible.
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Proof. By Remark 5.5 and Theorem 6.3, we only need to prove this for all v = nα + mβ with

m,n > 0. We will first show the irreducibility of the stable locus. By Lemma 6.1.(1), the di-

mension of the jumping locus Z(nα + mβ,Eγ [1]) and Z(Eγ [−2], nα + mβ) are both less than

dimM s
σ(nα + mβ). So the number of irreducible components of Pσ(Eγ [−1], nα + mβ) or

Pσ(nα+mβ,Eγ) is the same as that of M s
σ(nα+mβ). As nα+ β is primitive, the moduli space

M s
σ(nα+β) is irreducible. By Proposition 6.2, both Pσ(Eγ [−1], nα+mβ) and Pσ(nα+mβ,Eγ)

are irreducible. Hence M s
σ(v) is irreducible.

Now it remains to show that there is no irreducible component of Mσ(v) consisting of only

strictly semistable objects. For any Ev ∈ Mσ(v), we always have Ext2(Ev, Ev) = 0. Hence by

deformation theory, each irreducible component of Mσ(v) is of dimension at least 1 − χ(v, v).
On the other hand, assume that v = mv0 where v0 is a primitive character, the locus of strictly

semistable objects has dimension less than or equal to

max
{ ∑

i=1,...,r

(1− χ(miv0,miv0))
∣∣∣ (m1, ...,mr) is a partition of m, r > 1

}
< 1− χ(v, v).

So the statement follows. �

6.2. Stratification of moduli space in the Ku(Y3) case. Given the irreducibility of all moduli

spaces, we may prove the following two stratification statements Theorem 6.7 and Proposition

6.8 for moduli spaces of semistable objects in Ku(Y3). These results will provide an inductive

approach to understanding the moduli spaces. In particular, in the next section, we will use them

to prove the connectivity of the fibers of the Abel–Jacobi map.

Lemma 6.5. For every m,n > 0, the space Z(nα,mβ) 6= M s
σ(nα) × M s

σ(mβ) and the space

Z(Eα,mβ) 6= M s
σ(mβ).

Proof. By (5.7), there exists a semistable object E ∈ Mσ(mβ) such that Hom(Eα, E) = 0. By

the upper semi-continuity of Hom(Eα,−) on Mσ(mβ) and Theorem 6.3, the Brill–Noether locus

Z(Eα,mβ) is not the whole stable locus.

It follows that there exists Emβ ∈ M s
σ(mβ) such that Hom(E⊕n

α , Emβ) = 0. Again by the

upper semi-continuity of Hom(−, Emβ) on Mσ(nα), the Brill–Noether locus Z(nα,Emβ) is not

the whole stable locus. �

Lemma 6.6. Let w ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) satisfying φσ(w) − φσ(α) > 0. Let Ew ∈ M s
σ(w),

E ∈ Mσ(mα) for some m ≥ 1 such that hom(Ew, E[1]) = −χ(w,mα). Assume that there

exists f ∈ Hom(Ew, E[1]) such that Ef is σ-stable. Then there exists E′ ∈ M s
σ(mα) and

f ′ ∈ Hom(Ew, E
′[1]) such that Ef ′ = Cone(f ′)[−1] is σ-stable.

Proof. As Mσ(mα) is irreducible by [FP23, Corollary 6.5], there exists an irreducible curve C →
Mσ(mα) such that at p0 ∈ C , the object is E; for a general point p of C , the object Fp ∈ Ku(Y3×
{p}) is σ-stable. By removing the jumping locus, we may assume that Fp 6∈ Z(Ew,mα[2]) for

all points on C . The relative Hom(Ew,mα[1]) can be defined over C and is irreducible. For all

f ′ in this relative Ext1 space, by Lemma 2.11, the object Ef ′ being σ-stable is an open condition.

Therefore, for general σ-stable object Fp and morphism f ′ ∈ Hom(Ew, Fp[1]), the object Ef ′ is

σ-stable. �
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Theorem 6.7. Let Y3 be a smooth cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component. Then

for every nα+mβ ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) with positive m,n, we have

M s
σ(nα+mβ) =

⋃

0≤i≤n,0≤j≤m,
j
i
<
m
n

E(iα + jβ, (n − i)α+ (m− j)β).(6.5)

The map enα,mβ is dominant and generically finite. The space E(nα,mβ) = M s
σ(nα+mβ), and

the other E(v,w)’s in (6.5) are of strictly smaller dimensions.

Proof. We prove the theorem by induction on n.

When n = 1, by Lemma 5.11, the rational map eα,mβ is well-defined on a non-empty subset of

Pσ(α,mβ). Note that φσ(mβ)−φσ(α) =
1
3 . By Lemma 6.5, the Brill–Noether locus Z(α,mβ) 6=

M s
σ(α) × M s

σ(mβ). By Corollary 6.4 and Lemma 5.10, the map eα,mβ is generically finite and

dominant.

It follows that every general object Eα+mβ ∈ M s
σ(α+mβ) is in E(α,mβ). Hence every general

object Eα+mβ ∈ πα+mβZ(α,α+mβ). It follows that πα+mβZ(α,α +mβ) = M s
σ(α+mβ). By

Proposition 4.4, the formula (6.5) holds for α+mβ.

Assuming that the statement holds for nα + mβ, we will first show that the locus E((n +
1)α,mβ) 6= ∅. To see this, by induction, we may choose a general object Enα+mβ ∈ E(nα,mβ) ⊂
M s

σ(nα+mβ) satisfying the assumption as that in Lemma 5.11. In particular, the object Enα+mβ

fits in a distinguished triangle

Enα
f1−→ Enα+mβ

f2−→ Emβ
+−→ Enα[1](6.6)

for some Enα ∈ M s
σ(nα) and Emβ ∈ M s

σ(mβ).
As Enα+mβ is general, we may further assume that S(Emβ) 6∼= Enα[2]. In particular, we have

hom(Emβ , Enα[2]) = hom(Enα[2],S(Emβ)) = 0;

hom(Emβ , Enα[1]) = −χ(mβ,nα) = mn.

Let E′
α ∈ M s

σ(α) be an object satisfying

Hom(Enα, E
′
α) = 0 and hom(Emβ , E

′
α[1]) = −χ(mβ,α) = m.(6.7)

Apply Hom(−, E′
α[1]) to (6.6), we get the long exact sequence

0 =Hom(Enα[1], E
′
α[1]) → Hom(Emβ , E

′
α[1])

−◦f2−−−→ Hom(Enα+mβ , E
′
α[1])

−◦f1−−−→Hom(Enα, E
′
α[1]) → Hom(Emβ [−1], E′

α[1]) = 0.

As Hom(Emβ , E
′
α[1]) 6= 0, there exists 0 6= g ∈ Hom(Enα+mβ , E

′
α[1]) such that g ◦ f1 = 0.

Apply the octahedral axiom for Enα
f1−→ Enα+mβ

g−→ E′
α[1], we get the following commutative

diagram of distinguished triangles:
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E′
α E′

α

Enα ⊕ E′
α Eg Emβ (Enα ⊕ E′

α)[1]

Enα Enα+mβ Emβ Enα[1]

E′
α[1] E′

α[1].

ev2 h

f1

0

f2

g

Applying Lemma 5.11 to the second vertical column, we see that Eg is in M s
σ((n+1)α+mβ). By

the choice of Enα and E′
α, we have hom(Emβ , (Enα ⊕ E′

α)[1]) = m(n + 1). The pair of objects

(Emβ , Enα ⊕E′
α) is not on the Ext1-jumping locus of M s

σ(mβ)×Mσ((n+1)α). By Lemma 6.6

and 4.9, for a general object E(n+1)α ∈ M s
σ((n + 1)α) and general f ∈ Hom(Emβ , E(n+1)α[1]),

the object Cone(f)[−1] is σ-stable.

It follows that the map e(n+1)α,mβ is well-defined on a non-empty subset of Pσ((n+1)α,mβ).

Note that φσ(mβ) − φσ(nα) = 1
3 . By Lemma 6.5, the Brill–Noether locus Z(nα,mβ) 6=

M s
σ(nα) × M s

σ(mβ). By Corollary 6.4 and Lemma 5.10, the map enα,mβ is generically finite

and dominant.

It follows that every general object E(n+1)α+mβ ∈ M s
σ((n+1)α+mβ) is in E((n+1)α,mβ).

Therefore, the space π(n+1)α+mβE((n+ 1)α, (n + 1)α+mβ) = M s
σ((n+1)α+mβ). By Propo-

sition 4.4, formula (6.5) holds for (n+ 1)α+mβ.

For the last part of the statement, since for every v ∈ △((n + 1)α, (n + 1)α +mβ) \ ({(n +
1)α} ∪R((n+ 1)α+mβ)), we have φσ((n+ 1)α+mβ − v)− φσ(v) ∈ (0, 13). By Lemma 5.9,

the space E(v, (n + 1)α +mβ − v) is with smaller dimension than that of M s
σ((n + 1)α +mβ).

By formula (6.5), we have M s
σ((n+ 1)α +mβ) = E((n + 1)α,mβ). �

By Remark 5.5, for every character v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) not proportional to α, β and γ, the

moduli space M s
σ(v) admits a stratification by characters in its sextant. The following stratification

theorem covers the only remaining case, and will be essential and enough for our purpose to prove

the irreducibility of fibers of the Abel–Jacobi map in the next section.

Proposition 6.8. For every m ≥ 2, the moduli space

M s
σ(mβ) = E(α, (m − 1)β + γ).(6.8)

The map eα,(m−1)β+γ is dominant.

Proof. By Theorem 6.7, the rational map eα,mβ is dominant and generically finite.

Note that M s
σ(α)

∼= F (Y3), so b1(M
s
σ(α)) = 10. The Abel–Jacobi map Φmβ is not constant,

so b1(Mσ(mβ)) > 1. By the first paragraph of the proof for Proposition 7.6, which does not rely

on the statement in this section, the first Betti number b1(M
s
σ(mβ + α)) ≤ 10. It follows that

b1(M
s
σ(α)) + b1(Mσ(mβ)) > 10 ≥ b1(M

s
σ(mβ + α)). So the map eα,mβ cannot be birational.
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For a general object (Eα, Emβ , f) ∈ Pσ(α,mβ) with (Eα, Emβ) 6∈ Z(α,mβ), its image un-

der eα,mβ , which is by definition Ef = Cone(f)[−1], has at least another different preimage

(E′
α, E

′
mβ , f

′) in Pσ(α,mβ).

Suppose Eα
∼= E′

α, then we may apply Hom(−, Emβ) to the distinguished triangle E′
α →

Ef ′ → E′
mβ

+−→. As Hom(E′
α, Emβ) = Hom(Eα, Emβ) = 0, we have Hom(E′

mβ , Emβ) ։

Hom(E′
f , Emβ) 6= 0. It follows that Emβ

∼= E′
mβ . Similar to the second part of the proof of

Proposition 4.14, we can deduce that the morphisms f = f ′ up to a scalar. So the two points

(Eα, Emβ , f) and (E′
α, E

′
mβ , f

′) are the same, which is a contradiction.

Hence E′
α 6∼= Eα. Apply Hom(E′

α,−) to the distinguished triangle Eα → Ef → Emβ
+−→,

we get 0 6= Hom(E′
α, Ef ) →֒ Hom(E′

α, Emβ). It follows that (E′
α, Emβ) ∈ Z(α,mβ). As this

holds for all general Emβ ∈ M s
σ(mβ), we have πmβ(Z(α,mβ)) = M s

σ(mβ). By Proposition 4.4,

formula (6.8) holds.

To show that eα,(m−1)β+γ is dominant, we need to show that E≥1(α, (m − 1)β + γ) is of

strictly smaller dimension. Continuing the above argument, by the octahedral axiom, we have the

following commutative diagram of distinguished triangles:

E′
α E′

α

Eα Ef Emβ Eα[1]

Eα E′
mβ E(m−1)β+γ Eα[1]

E′
α[1] E′

α[1].

f

g

We claim that E(m−1)β+γ is σ-stable. Suppose that this is not the case, then by Lemma 2.11, the

HN factor HN−
σ (E(m−1)β+α) is of character m′β for some m′ < m. This leads to a contradiction

as Hom(Emβ ,HN
−
σ (E(m−1)β+α)) = 0 = Hom(E′

α[1],HN
−
σ (E(m−1)β+α)).

Applying Hom(−, E′
α) to the distinguished triangle Eα → E′

mβ → E(m−1)β+γ
+−→, we get

hom(E(m−1)β+γ , E
′
α[2]) = 0 or 1; respectively, hom(E(m−1)β+γ , E

′
α[1]) = m− 1 or m. So each

general Emβ is in Ei(α, (m − 1)β + γ) for i = 0 or 1. We only need to show that E=1(α, (m −
1)β + γ) is of strictly smaller dimension.

By Serre duality, hom(E(m−1)β+γ , E
′
α[2]) = hom(S−1(E′

α)[2], E(m−1)β+γ ). So the Brill–

Noether loci Z((m− 1)β + γ, α[2]) ∼= Z(β, (m− 1)β + γ).
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When m ≥ 3, by Lemma 6.1.(2), the locus Z(β, (m− 1)β + γ) is of codimension at least 3. So

E1(α, (m− 1)β + γ) is of dimension at most

dimZ(β, (m− 1)β + γ)− χ((m− 1)β + γ, α) − 1 + 1

≤dimM s
σ(β) + dimM s

σ((m− 1)β + γ)− 3 +m− 1

= 2 + (m2 −m+ 2)− 3 +m− 1 = m2 < dimM s
σ(mβ).

For the remaining case when m = 2, we may consider the dimension of the Abel–Jacobi map.

Note that dimZ(β, β + γ) = 4, so dim(Φ2β(E
1(α, β + γ))) ≤ 4 < 5 = dim(Φ2β(M

s
σ(2β))). So

E1(α, β + γ) is not dense in M s
σ(2β).

In all cases, we have M s
σ(mβ) = E0(α, (m− 1)β + γ). In other words, the map eα,(m−1)β+γ

is dominant. �

6.3. Aside: derived categories of hearts and enhancements. As an application of the results

proved so far, we may show that the bounded derived category of the heart of σ on Ku(Y3) is

equivalent to Ku(Y3). This is one of the missing cases in our previous paper [LPZ23].

Proposition 6.9. Let Y3 be a smooth cubic threefold, Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component, and

σ = (A, Z) be the stability condition constructed in [BLMS23]. Then Db(A) is equivalent to

Ku(Y3).

We first need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.10. Let n,m be positive integers, and v = nα+mβ. Then for every N ≥ n+m− 1,

we have πv(Z(Nα+ β, v)) = M s
σ(v)

Proof. We make induction on m. When m = 1, by Lemma 2.11, the locus E(sα, F ) 6= ∅ for every

s ≥ 1 and F ∈ M s
σ(v). It follows that Z(v + sα, F ) 6= ∅. The statement holds.

Assume that the statement holds for all v′ = nα+m′β with m′ < m. As χ(v, γ) ≥ 0, we have

Z(F, γ) 6= ∅ for every F ∈ M s
σ(v). By Proposition 4.4, there exists v0 ∈ △(v− γ, v) \ {Rv} such

that we have F ∈ E(v0, v − v0). If follows that there exists F0 ∈ M s
σ(v0) which is a subobject of

F in A.

Note that v0 = n0α +m0β for some m0 < m and n0 +m0 ≤ n+m. By induction, for every

N ≥ n0 + m0 − 1, there exists FN ∈ M s
σ(Nα + β) such that Hom(FN , F0) 6= 0. As F0 is a

subobject of F in A, we have Hom(FN , F ) 6= 0.

The statement holds for all v by induction. �

Proof of Proposition 6.9. By [LPZ23, Theorem 3.8], we only need to check that the stability con-

dition σ on Ku(Y3) satisfies [LPZ23, Assumption 3.4]. It is clear that Assumption (a) and (c) hold.

We only need to check Assumption (b). That is,

Claim: For every non-zero object E in A and every real number s > 0, there exists a σ-stable

object F in A satisfying φσ(F ) < s and Hom(F,E) 6= 0.

We may assume that the character [E] is in the (α, β)-sextant, since otherwise χ(Nα+β,E) > 0
when N ≫ 1, the statement holds automatically.
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If [E] = mβ, then by Theorem 6.7, for every N > 0 with gcd(N,m) = 1, we have that

πmβ(Z(Nα +mβ,mβ)) = M s
σ(mβ). The claim follows. If [E] = nα+mβ for some n,m ≥ 1,

the claim follows by Lemma 6.10. �

As a direct consequence of Proposition 6.9 we deduce that Ku(Y3) has a strongly unique

dg enhancement (see [CS17] for a survey on this topic). This implies that every equivalence

Φ: Ku(Y3) → Ku(Y ′
3) among the Kuznetsov components of two cubic threefolds Y3 and Y ′

3 is of

Fourier–Mukai type, in other words, the composition i′ ◦ Φ ◦ i∗ is a Fourier-Mukai functor, where

i∗ denotes the left adjoint of the natural inclusion Ku(Y3) → Db(Y3) and i′ : Ku(Y ′
3) → Db(Y ′

3) is

the natural inclusion.

Corollary 6.11. The Kuznetsov component Ku(Y3) of a smooth cubic threefold Y3 has a strongly

unique dg enhancement. In particular, every equivalence Ku(Y3) → Ku(Y ′
3) for a smooth cubic

threefold Y ′
3 is of Fourier–Mukai type.

Proof. The first statement follows from Proposition 6.9 and [LPZ23, Theorem 3.12]. The second

statement follows from the first part and [LPZ23, Corollary 3.15]. �

6.4. Stable birationality between moduli spaces. In this section, our main goal is to show that

when the dimension of M s
σ(v) with primitive v is sufficiently large, these moduli spaces are all

stably birational to each other. We achieve this by proving more birational equivalences between

different Pσ(v,w)’s.

We first show that for primitive vi = niα+miβ, i = 1, 2 with n1 +m1 = n2 +m2, the moduli

spaces M s
σ(v1) and M s

σ(v2) are stably birational to each other. Here by “stably birational”, we

mean that M s
σ(vi) × PNi are birational to each other for some Ni ∈ Z≥0. Note that Proposition

6.2 is not enough for this purpose, as there are non-primitive characters in the middle. For a non-

primitive character mv0, the spaces Pσ(Eγ [1],mv0) and Pσ(mv0, Eγ) are Severi–Brauer varieties

over M s
σ(mv0), and it is a well-known difficult question to see whether they are birational to

projective bundles over the base. So we cannot use them to relate primitive characters in the

simplest way.

To deal with this issue, we prove the following general statement to relate primitive characters

directly.

Proposition 6.12. Let Y3 be a smooth cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component.

Then for every n > 0, m > s > 0, and general Esγ ∈ M s
σ(sγ), we have a birational equivalence

eREsγ [−1],nα+mβ : Pσ(Esγ [−1], nα +mβ) 99K Pσ((n + s)α+ (m− s)β,Esγ).(6.9)

Proof. We prove the statement by induction on s. When s = 1, the statement follows from Propo-

sition 6.2. Assume that s ≥ 2 and the statement holds for all smaller s.

We first show that Assumption 4.6 holds for (sγ[−1], nα+mβ) and ((n+1)α+(m−1)β, sγ).
It is clear that φσ(sγ)−φσ(nα+mβ) ∈ (0, 1), χ(nα+mβ, sγ) = sn > 0, and χ(sγ, (n+1)α+
(m− 1)β) = s(1−m) < 0.

By Serre duality, we have that the jumping locus Z(nα + mβ, sγ[1]) ∼= Z(sα, nα + mβ).
Note that S−1(Eγ)[1] ∈ M s

σ(α). By Theorem 6.7, a general object F ∈ M s
σ(nα + mβ) is in

E(nα,mβ). Since Z(sα, nα) 6= M s
σ(sα) × M s

σ(nα) and Z(sα,mβ) 6= M s
σ(sα) × M s

σ(mβ) by
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Lemma 6.5, we have Z(sα, nα +mβ) 6= M s
σ(sα) ×M s

σ(nα +mβ). Similarly, by Serre duality,

Z(sγ, ((n+ s)α+(m− s)β)[2]) ∼= Z(((n+ s)α+(m− s)β)[2], β[2]). Again by Lemma 6.5 and

Theorem 6.7, this is not the full space.

We then show that eR
sγ[−1],nα+mβ

maps a general point (Esγ [−1], Enα+mβ , f) to (Ef , Esγ) ∈
M s

σ((n + s)α+ (m− s)β, sγ)†.
By induction, we may fix a general E(s−1)γ ∈ M s

σ((s−1)γ) so that eL(n+s−1)α+(m−s+1)β,E(s−1)γ

is a birational equivalence and in addition Z(E(s−1)γ [−2], (n+s)α+(n−s)β) 6= M s
σ((n+s)α+

(n− s)β).
Let Eγ ∈ M s

σ(γ), then by Proposition 6.2, the space Z(Eγ [−2], (n+s)α+(n−s)β) 6= M s
σ((n+

s)α+ (n− s)β), Z(nα+mβ,Eγ [1]) 6= M s
σ(nα+mβ), and the map eR

Eγ [−1],(n+s−1)α+(m−s+1)β

is a birational equivalence.

So for every general E ∈ M s
σ((n + s − 1)α + (n − s + 1)β), g ∈ Hom(E(s−1)γ [−1], E) and

h ∈ Hom(E,Eγ), we have

Eg := Cone(g) ∈ M s
σ(nα+mβ) \ Z(nα+mβ,E(s−1)γ [1]) ∪ Z(nα+mβ,Eγ [1])

(6.10)

Eh := Cone(h)[−1] ∈ M s
σ((n + s)α+ (n− s)β) \ ∪i=1,(s−1)Z(Eiγ [−2], (n + s)α+ (n− s)β).

(6.11)

By the octahedral axiom, there is a commutative diagram of distinguished triangles:

Eh Eh

E(s−1)γ [−1] E Eg E(s−1)γ

E(s−1)γ [−1] Eγ Fsγ E(s−1)γ

Eh[1] Eh[1].

g

h

As Fsγ is extended by Eγ and E(s−1)γ , it is σ-semistable. In particular, we have Fsγ ∈ Mσ(sγ).
By (6.10), we have Hom(Eg, E(s−1)γ [1]) = Hom(Eg, Eγ [1]) = 0. Hence Hom(Eg, Fsγ [1]) =

0. By the semicontinuity, we have Hom(Eg, Esγ [1]) = 0 for general Esγ ∈ M s
σ(sγ).

Note that Eh
∼= Cone(Eg → Fsγ) is σ-stable. By Lemmas 6.6 and 4.9, for each general

f ∈ Hom(Eg, Esγ), the object Cone(f)[−1] ∈ M s
σ((n + s)α+ (n− s)β).

By (6.11), we have Hom(Eγ , Eh[2]) = Hom(E(s−1)γ , Eh[2]) = 0. Hence Hom(Fsγ , Eh[2]) =
0. By the upper semicontinuity of hom(−, Eh[2]) on Mσ(sγ) and the general assumption on Esγ

and f , we have Hom(Esγ , Eh[2]) = 0.
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In summary, the map eR
sγ[−1],nα+mβ

maps the above point (Esγ [−1], Eg, f) to a point in the

locus M s
σ((n+s)α+(m−s)β, sγ)†. By Proposition 4.13 and Corollary 6.4, the map eR

sγ[−1],nα+mβ

is a birational equivalence. �

Next, we will prove the stable birationality between characters v = nα + mβ with different

n+m. The strategy is to replace the character γ in Proposition 6.2 by β + γ. This will allow one

to relate the characters with n+m differed by one. The strategy of the proof is the same as that for

Proposition 6.2, but requires a more delicate estimate on the dimension of several Brill–Noether

loci. Similar to Lemma 6.1, we need the following lemma for preparation.

Lemma 6.13. Let m,n be positive integers. Let Eα−γ ∈ M s
σ(α− γ) and Eα+β ∈ M s

σ(α+ β) be

general elements. Then

(1) when n > m, we have dimZ(nα+mβ,Eα+β) ≤ dimM s
σ(nα+mβ)− 4;

dimZ2(nα+mβ,Eα+β) ≤ dimM s
σ(nα+mβ)− 5.

(2) dimZi(nα+(n−s)β,Eα+β , ) and dimZi(Eα+β , (n−s)α+nβ) ≤ dimM s
σ((n−s)α+nβ)−i

for s = 1, 2, n ≥ s, and i ≥ 1.

(3) when n > m, we have dimZ(Eα−γ , nα+mβ) ≤ dimM s
σ(nα+mβ)− 1.

Proof. (1) By Proposition 4.4, the space Z(nα+mβ,Eα+β) is contained in

E((n− 1)α + (m− 1)β,Eα+β) ∪ (
⋃

v∈△′
n,m

E(nα+mβ − v, v)),(6.12)

where △′
m,n := △(nα+mβ,α+ β) \ {R(nα +mβ), α + β}. By Lemma 5.9, the codimension

of the first term is at least 4− χ(α,α + β) = 5.

When n − m = 1, the set △′
m,n is empty, so the statement holds for this case. We induct on

n−m and assume that the statement holds for all smaller n−m.

For v ∈ △′
m,n in (6.12), each object E in E(nα + mβ − v, v)) fits in a distinguished triangle

Enα+mβ−v → E → Ev
+−→. It is clear that v = aα+ bβ for some a− b < n−m. By induction,

Z(v,Eα+β) (resp. Z2) has codimension at least 4 (resp. 5). When nα + mβ − v 6∈ Zα, by

induction, Z(nα +mβ − v,Eα+β) has codimension at least 4 as well. By Lemma 5.9, the space

E(nα+mβ − v, v) ∩ Z(nα+mβ,Eα+β) has codimension at least 5 for all these terms.

The remaining terms are those with v’s satisfying nα+mβ − v = tα for some t ≥ 1. This can

only happen when m = 1 and v = (n− t)α+ β with n− t ≥ 2.

By Theorem 6.7, the object Eα+β always fits in the distinguished triangle Eα → Eα+β →
Eβ

+−→ for some Eα ∈ M s
σ(α) and Eβ ∈ M s

σ(β). Together with Lemma 6.5, it follows that the

Brill–Noether locus Z(tα,Eα+β) has codimension at least 1.

When t ≥ 2, we have −χ(v, nα + β − v) = −χ((n − t)α + β, tα) = t(n − t + 1) ≥ 4. By

Lemma 5.9,

codim(E((n − t)α+ β, tα) ∩ Z(nα+ β,Eα+β))

≥min{codim(Z((n − t)α+ β,Eα+β)), codim(Z(tα,Eα+β)} − χ((n − t)α+ β, tα) ≥ 5.

The statement holds in this case.
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When t = 1, as Eα+β is general, we may assume that the preimage e−1
α,β(Eα+β) is a finite

set and not in Z(α, β). It follows that Z(α,Eα+β) (resp. Z2) has codimension 2 (resp. empty).

As −χ((n − 1)α + β, α) ≥ 2, by Lemma 5.9 and the same computation as above, the locus

E((n − 1)α+ β, α) ∩ Z (resp. Z2) has codimension at least 4 (resp. 5).

(2) We only prove the statement for Zi(nα+ (n− s)α,Eα+β), and the other part can be proved

in exactly the same way. We prove the statement by induction on n− s.

When n = s = 1, as Eα+β is general, we may assume that the preimage e−1
α,β(Eα+β) is a finite

set and not in Z(α, β). It follows that Z2(α,Eα+β) = ∅.

When n = s = 2, by Proposition 4.4, the Brill–Noether locus Z(2α,Eα+β) = E(γ[−1], Eα+β).
For i ≥ 2, note that χ(α+ β, γ) = 1, we have

Zi(Eα+β, γ) = Zi−1(Eα+β[−1], γ) = Zi−1(γ,S(Eα+β)[−1]) ∼= Zi−1(α,Eα+β).

By the result for n = s = 1 case, the Brill–Noether locus Z2(Eα+β , γ) is of dimension 0 and

Z3(Eα+β , γ) = ∅. It follows that

dimEt(γ[−1], Eα+β) ≤ dimZt+1(Eα+β, γ) + t ≤ 2

for every t ≥ 0. So dimZ(2α,Eα+β) = dimE(γ[−1], Eα+β) ≤ 2. The statement holds for i ≤ 3.

By Proposition 6.8, it is clear that Z4(2α,Eα+β) = ∅. So the statement holds in all cases when

n− s = 0.

Now assume that statement holds for smaller n − s. When s = 1, the formula (6.12) only has

the first term. As the Brill–Noether locus Z(Eα+β, ((n− 1)α+ (n− s− 1)β)[2]) = ∅, by Lemma

5.9 and induction, we have

codimZi(nα+ (n− s)β,Eα+β)

≥ codimE(Zi−1((n − 1)α+ (n− s− 1)β,Eα+β), Eα+β)

≥ codim(Zi−1((n− 1)α + (n− s− 1)β,Eα+β))− χ((n − 1)α + (n− s− 1)β, α + β)

≥ i− 1 + (n− 1) + 2(n − s− 1) ≥ i,

for every i ≥ 1.

When s = 2, the formula (6.12) has at most two terms. The first term follows the same argument

as that in the s = 1 case. The second term is E(lα+(l−1)β, (l+1)α+lβ) for some 1 ≤ l < n−s.

By Lemma 5.9 and induction, we have

codim(Zi(nα+ (n− s)β,Eα+β) ∩ E(lα+ (l − 1)β, (l + 1)α + lβ))

≥ i− χ(lα+ (l − 1)β, (l + 1)α+ lβ) ≥ i− 1 + 3l2 ≥ i+ 2

for every i ≥ 1.

By induction, the statement holds in all cases.
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(3) By Proposition 4.4, the space Z(Eα−γ , nα+mβ) is contained in

E(Eα−γ , (n − 2)α+ (m+ 1)β) ∪ (
⋃

v∈△∗
n,m

E(v, nα +mβ − v)),(6.13)

where △∗
m,n := △(α− γ, nα+mβ) \ {R(nα+mβ), α − γ}. Every v ∈ △∗

m,n is in the (α, β)-

sextant. So φσ(nα+mβ − v) − φσ(v) <
1
3 . By Lemma 5.9, the codimension of the rest terms is

at least one.

For the first term, when n − 2 > m + 1, φσ((n − 2)α + (m+ 1)β) − φσ(α − γ) < 1
3 . When

n− 2 = m+1, the Brill–Noether locus Z((n− 2)α+(m+1)β,Eα−γ [2]) is either empty or only

consists of the point S−1(Eα−γ)[2]. By Lemma 5.9, the codimension of the first term is at least 4.

The only remaining case is when n− 2 < m+ 1, the Brill–Noether locus Zi((n− 2)α+ (m+
1)β,Eα−γ [2]) = Zi(S−1(Eα−γ)[2], (n − 2)α+ (m+ 1)β). By (2),

dimEi(Eα−γ , (n − 2)α+ (m+ 1)β)

≤ dim((n− 2)α + (m+ 1)β)− i− χ((n− 2)α + (m+ 1)β, α − γ) + i

= n2 +mn+m2 + 1− n+m = dimM s
σ(nα+mβ)− n+m.

The statement follows by the assumption that n > m. �

Proposition 6.14. Let Y3 be a smooth cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component.

Then for every nα+mβ ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) with n > m ≥ 3 and every general Eβ+γ ∈ M s
σ(β+γ),

we have a birational equivalence

eREβ+γ [−1],nα+mβ : Pσ(Eβ+γ [−1], nα+mβ) 99K Pσ((n+ 1)α + (m− 2)β,Eβ+γ).(6.14)

Proof. The proof follows the same strategy as that for Proposition 6.2.

First, we show that Assumption 4.6 holds for ((β + γ)[−1], nα +mβ) and ((n + 1)α + (m−
2)β, β+γ). It is clear that φσ(nα+mβ)−φσ(β+γ) ∈ (0, 1), χ(nα+mβ, β+γ) = n−m > 0,

and χ(β + γ, (n+ 1)α + (m− 2)β) = −n− 2m+ 3 < 0.

By Serre duality, the Brill–Noether locus Z(nα+mβ,Eβ+γ [1]) = Z(S−1(Eβ+γ)[1], nα+mβ).
Note that S−1(Eβ+γ)[1] ∈ M s

σ(α − γ), by Lemma 6.13.(3), the space Z(nα + mβ,Eβ+γ [1]) 6=
M s

σ(nα+mβ) for general Eβ+γ .

We have Z(Eβ+γ , ((n+1)α+(m−2)β)[2]) = Z(((n+1)α+(m−2)β)[2],S(Eβ+γ )). Note that

S(Eβ+γ)[−2] ∈ M s
σ(α+β), by Lemma 6.13.(1), the space Z(Eβ+γ , ((n+1)α+(m−2)β)[2]) 6=

M s
σ((n + 1)α + (m− 2)β)[2].

Secondly, we show that the map eEβ+γ [−1],nα+mβ is well-defined on any general points in

Pσ(Eβ+γ [−1], nα +mβ).
Note that every lattice point

v ∈ △′
n,m := △((n + 1)α + (m− 2)β, nα +mβ) \ {(n + 1)α + (m− 2)β, nα +mβ},

can be written of the form aα+ bβ for some a ≤ n and b < m.
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By Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 5.9, we have

dim(
⋃

v∈△′
n,m

πnα+mβ(v, nα+mβ)) < dimM s
σ(nα+mβ).

So for every general point Enα+mβ ∈ M s
σ(nα + mβ), the vanishing Hom(Ev, Enα+mβ) = 0

holds for every Ev ∈ M s
σ(v) with v ∈ △′

n,m.

For every 0 6= f ∈ Hom(Enα+mβ , Eγ), by Lemma 2.11, the object Ef := Cone(f)[−1] is

σ-stable.

Finally, we show that for every general f , the object Ef is not in the Brill–Noether locus

Z(Eβ+γ [−2], (n + 1)α + (m − 2)β). For this purpose, we further assume that Enα+mβ 6∈
Z(nα+mβ,S(Eβ+γ)[−2]), which has a strictly smaller dimension than that of M s

σ(nα+mβ).

Apply Hom(−,S(Eβ+γ)) to the distinguished triangle Eβ+γ [−1] → Ef → Enα+mβ
+−→, we

get the long exact sequence:

0 → Hom(Ef ,S(Eβ+γ)[−2]) → Hom(Eβ+γ ,S(Eβ+γ)[−1])

→ Hom(Enα+mβ ,S(Eβ+γ)[−1]) → ...

It follows that hom(Eβ+γ , Ef [2]) = hom(Ef ,S(Eβ+γ)[−2]) ≤ hom(Eβ+γ ,S(Eβ+γ)[−1]) = 4.

So Ef 6∈ Z5(Eβ+γ , ((n + 1)α + (m− 2)β)[2]).
By Lemma 6.13.(1), for all i = 1, 2, 3, 4, the dimension of Pσ(Z

=i(Eβ+γ [−2], (n + 1)α +

(m− 2)β), Eβ+γ) is strictly less than that of PEβ+γ [−1]nα+mβ. So the map eR
Eβ+γ[−1],nα+mβ

is well-defined generically.

As every M s
σ(v) is irreducible by Corollary 6.4, by Proposition 4.13, the map eR

Eβ+γ[−1],nα+mβ

induces a birational equivalence between Pσ(Eβ+γ [−1], nα + mβ) and Pσ((n + 1)α + (m −
2)β,Eβ+γ). �

The following proposition is to connect two more primitive characters that are not covered by

Proposition 6.12 and 6.14. It will be useful in the proof of Theorem 7.2.

Proposition 6.15. Let Y3 be a smooth cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component.

Then for every general E ∈ M s
σ(β + 2γ), we have a birational equivalence

eRE[−1],5α+4β : Pσ(E[−1], 5α + 4β) 99K Pσ(7α + β,E).(6.15)

Proof. The proof follows the same strategy as that for Proposition 6.12. We first show that As-

sumption 4.6 holds with respect to ((β + 2γ)[−1], 5α + 4β) and (7α+ β, β + 2γ). It is clear that

φσ(β+2γ)−φσ(5α+4β) ∈ (0, 1); χ(5α+4β, β+2γ) = 6 > 0; and χ(β+2γ, 7α+β) = −10 < 0.

By Serre duality, the Brill–Noether locus Z(5α + 4β, (β + 2γ)[1]) ∼= Z(2α − γ, 5α + 4β).
Let F be a general object in E(α − γ, α), then by Lemma 6.1.(2) and Lemma 6.13.(3), the

space Z(F, 5α + 4β) 6= M s
σ(5α + 4β). Similarly, by Serre duality, Z(β + 2γ, (7α + β)[2]) ∼=

Z((7α+ β)[2], (α+2β)[2]). Note that φσ(α+ 2β)− φσ(6α− β) < 1
3 , by Proposition 5.9, this is

not the full space.
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FIGURE 2. Stable birationality between M s
σ(v)’s: Blue dots stand for primitive

characters. Proposition 6.12 proves the stable birationality between primitive char-

acters on the dashed line segments. Proposition 6.14 is for the usual line segments.

Proposition 6.15 is for the thickened line segment.

Let Eγ ∈ M s
σ(γ), then by Proposition 6.2, the map eL

Eγ [−1],5α+4β is a birational equivalence and

in addition Z(Eγ [−2], 7α + β) 6= M s
σ(7α+ β).

By Proposition 6.14, we may fix a general Eβ+γ ∈ M s
σ(β + γ) such that the spaces

Z(Eβ+γ [−2], 7α + β) 6= M s
σ(7α + β) and Z(5α+ 4β,Eγ [1]) 6= M s

σ(5α + 4β),

and the map eR
Eβ+γ [−1],6α+3β is a birational equivalence. So for general E6,3 ∈ M s

σ(6α + 3β) and

h ∈ Hom(E6,3, Eβ+γ), we have

E7,1 := Cone(h)[−1] ∈ M s
σ(7α + β) \ (Z(Eγ [−2], 7α + β) ∪ Z(Eβ+γ [−2], 7α + β)).

As Hom(Eγ [−2], E7,1) = 0, we have hom(Eγ [−1], E7,1) = χ(−γ, 7α + β) = 1.

As hom(Eγ [−1], E6,3) = 3, for a general g ∈ Hom(Eγ [−1], E6,3) we have

E5,4 := Cone(g) ∈ M s
σ(5α+ 4β) \ Z(5α+ 4β,Eγ [1]) ∪ Z(5α+ 4β,Eβ+γ [1])

and h ◦ g 6= 0.

By the octahedral axiom, there is a commutative diagram of distinguished triangles:
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E7,1 E7,1

Eγ [−1] E6,3 E5,4 Eγ

Eγ [−1] Eβ+γ Fβ+2γ Eγ

E7,1[1] E7,1[1].

g

h

As h ◦ g 6= 0, by Lemma 2.12, the object Fβ+2γ
∼= Cone(h ◦ g) is σ-stable.

As E5,4 6∈ Z(5α+ 4β,Eγ [1]) ∪ Z(5α+ 4β,Eβ+γ [1]), we have E5,4 6∈ Z(5α+ 4β, Fβ+2γ [1]).
As E7,1 6∈ Z(Eγ [−2], 7α+β)∪Z(Eβ+γ [−2], 7α+β), we have E7,1 6∈ Z(Fβ+2γ [−2], 7α+β).

In other words, the point (Fβ+2γ [−1], E5,4) ∈ M s
σ((β + 2γ)[−1], 5α + 4β)†; and the point

(E7,1, Fβ+2γ) ∈ M s
σ(7α + β, β + 2γ)†. By Proposition 4.13, the map eR

Fβ+2γ [−1],5α+4β is a bira-

tional equivalence. �

The following lemma is a precise statement for the equivalences of primitive lattice points in

Figure 2.

Lemma 6.16 (See Figure 2). Let S = {(a, b) ∈ Z≥1 × Z≥1 | a + b ≥ 6, a > b, gcd(a, b) = 1}.

We say two points (a, b) and (c, d) in S are equivalent to each other if a + b = c + d, or (c, d) =
(a+ 1, b− 2), or (a, b, c, d) = (5, 4, 7, 1). Let this span an equivalence relation, then all points in

S are equivalent.

Proof. It is enough to show that for every m ≥ 6 and m 6= 8, there exists a point (a, b) ∈ S with

a+ b = m and (a− 1, b + 2) ∈ S.

Let p be the smallest odd prime number that does not divide m+ 1. By assumption, m+ 1 ≥ 7
and 6= 9, so we have 3 ≤ p < m+1

2 . It follows that gcd(m + 1 − p, p) = 1. By definition,

(m+ 1− p, p) ∈ S. As gcd(m+ 1,m) = 1, gcd(m, q) = 1 for every odd prime q < p. It follows

that gcd(m− p+ 2, p− 2) = 1. Therefore, (m− p+ 2, p− 2) ∈ S. The statement holds. �

Corollary 6.17. Let Y3 be a smooth cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component.

Let v,w ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) be two primitive characters. If both χ(v, v), χ(w,w) < −22, or both

χ(v, v), χ(w,w) ∈ [−21,−16], or χ(v, v) = χ(w,w) = −13 (or resp. χ(v, v) = χ(w,w) = −7),

then the spaces M s
σ(v) and M s

σ(w) are stably birational (resp. birational) to each other.

Proof. By Remark 5.5, we may assume that both v and w are in the (α, β)-sextant, that is, of

the form nα + mβ with m,n > 0 and gcd(m,n) = 1. Note that χ(nα + mβ,nα + mβ) =
−n2−mn−m2 < −22 (resp. ∈ [−21,−16], = −13, = −8) if and only if m+n ≥ 6 (resp. = 5,

= 4, = 3).

By Lemma 6.16, there exists a finite sequence of primitive characters v1, . . . , vt, with vi =
niα + miβ in the (α, β)-sextant satisfying v1 = v, vt = w, and for every i, either ni + mi =
ni+1 +mi+1, or (ni+1,mi+1) = (ni +1,mi − 2), or (ni,mi, ni+1,mi+1) = (5, 4, 7, 1). In either
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case, by Proposition 6.12, 6.14, and 6.15 respectively, there exists a σ-stable object E such that we

have the birational map

eRE[−1],vi+1
: Pσ(E[−1], vi+1) 99K Pσ(vi, E)

or eR
E[−1],vi

when ni > ni+1. For each primitive vi, the space M s
σ(vi) × Y3 admits a universal

object. It follows that Pσ(vi, E) (or Pσ(E[−1], vi)) is the projectivization of a locally free sheaf

over M s
σ(vi), in particular, birational to M s

σ(vi) × Pr for some r ≥ 0. So M s
σ(v1 = v) is stably

birational to M s
σ(vt = w).

In the case that χ(v, v) = χ(w,w) = −8, we may assume that v = α + 2β and w = 2α + β.

Let E ∈ M s
σ(γ), by Proposition 6.2, we have the birational map eR

E[−1],v : Pσ(E[−1], α+2β) 99K

Pσ(2α + β,E). Note that Pσ(E[−1], α + 2β) is birational to M s
σ(α + 2β) and Pσ(2α + β,E) is

birational to M s
σ(2α+ β), the statement follows. �

7. ABEL–JACOBI MAP AND PROPERTIES OF THE FIBERS

This section studies the properties of the fibers of the Abel–Jacobi map from the moduli space

to the intermediate Jacobian. In Section 7.1, we show that the Abel–Jacobi map has irreducible

general fiber. Then we show that these fibers are Fano varieties with primitive canonical class. Our

approach is based on two steps: in Section 7.2, we show that the morphism Φv has relative Picard

rank one. In particular, the canonical bundle of a fiber is proportional to the restriction of an ample

line bundle. Then in Section 7.3, we directly compute the intersection number of the canonical

divisor with a curve consisting of objects that are extended by two fixed objects. This will show

that the general fiber of Φv is Fano. In particular, Φv gives the maximally rationally connected

(MRC) quotient of the moduli space.

7.1. Irreducibility of the fibers. We start this section with the following observation.

Remark 7.1. We have a commutative diagram as in (7.1) whenever ev,w is generically well-

defined. Moreover, the birational maps eREv,w
and eLv,Ew

are compatible with the Abel–Jacobi map

in the sense that they map a fiber to another whenever generically well-defined on the fiber:

(7.1)

M s
σ(v + w) Jv+w(Y3)

Pσ(v,w) M s
σ(v)×M s

σ(w) Jv(Y3)× Jw(Y3)

Pσ(v + w, v[1]) M s
σ(v + w)×M s

σ(v[1]) Jv+w(Y3)× Jv[1](Y3).

Φv+w

ev,w

πv,w

eRv,w

Φv×Φw

+

µeL
v+w,v[1]

πv+w,v[1] Φv+w×Φv[1]

For every cv ∈ Jv(Y3) and cw ∈ Jw(Y3), the morphism µ maps (cv, cw) to (cv + cw,−cv).
For every Ev ∈ M s

σ(v, cv), if eREv,w
is well-defined on a general point in M s

σ(w, cw), then by

Proposition 4.13, the birational map eREv,w
restricts to a birational map between the fibers:

eREv,cw
: Pσ(Ev, cw) 99K Pσ(cw + cv , Ev[1]).
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In particular, the fiberwise version of Propositions 6.12, 6.14, and 6.15 holds.

Theorem 7.2. Let Y3 be a smooth cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component. Then

for every v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) with χ(v, v) ≤ −4, the map Φv : Mσ(v) → Jv(Y3) is surjective with

connected fibers.

For primitive v, w with χ(v, v), χ(w,w) < −22, general cv ∈ Jv(Y3) and cw ∈ Jw(Y3), the

general fibers M s
σ(v, cv) and M s

σ(w, cw) are stably birational to each other.

Proof. We first prove the first statement for all v of the form nβ, nβ+α, and nβ+ γ by induction

on n. By Remark 5.5, at each step of the induction, the statement will also hold for nα, nγ, nα+β,

nα− γ, nγ + β, and nγ − α.

When n = 1, the space M s
σ(β) is the Fano variety of lines in Y3 and Φβ is a closed embedding.

The space M s
σ(β + α) ∼= M s

σ(β + γ), and as that in Example 5.7, the map Φβ+γ is the resolution

of the Theta divisor in Jβ+γ(Y3). In particular, its image is connected.

When n = 2, as χ(β + γ, α) = −1, the space Pσ(α, β + γ) ∼= M s
σ(α, β + γ)†, which is

an open subset of M s
σ(α) × M s

σ(β + γ). By Proposition 6.8, there is a dominant rational map

eα,β+γ : M
s
σ(α) ×M s

σ(β + γ) 99K M s
σ(2β). By (7.1), for a general point p ∈ J2β(Y3), the fiber

(Φ2β ◦ eα,β+γ)
−1(p) ∼ (+ ◦ (Φα × Φβ+γ))

−1(p) ∼ F (Y3) ∩ (τp(Θ)) in J(Y3).

Here we write ∼ for birational equivalence, and τp for the map J(Y3) → J(Y3) : x 7→ x + p. By

Bertini Theorem, the variety F (Y3)∩(τp(Θ)) is non-empty and irreducible for general p. Note that

dim(M s
σ(2β)) = 5 = dim(J2β(Y3)) and the general fiber of Φ2β ◦ eα,β+γ is irreducible, so the

map Φ2β must be dominant with degree one, in other words, a birational equivalence. In particular,

the first statement holds for 2β. (In fact, one can explicitly show that Mσ(2β) ∼= BlF (Y3)J(Y3).)
Assuming the first statement holds for nβ, n ≥ 2, we claim that it holds for nβ+α and nβ+ γ.

By Theorem 6.7, the rational map eα,nβ is dominant. By induction, the map Φnβ is surjective with

connected fiber. Note that Φα is a closed immersion of M s
σ(α)

∼= F (Y3). By Lemma 7.3, in the

diagram (7.1), every fiber of + ◦ (Φα × Φnβ) ◦ πα,nβ is connected. As Pσ(α, nβ) is irreducible,

a general fiber is irreducible. It follows that Φnβ+α is surjective, and a general fiber of Φnβ+α is

irreducible. By the same argument, the first statement holds for both nβ + α and nβ + γ.

Assuming the first statement holds for nβ + γ for some n ≥ 2, then by Proposition 6.8, the

rational map eα,nβ+γ is dominant. By the same argument as above, the first statement holds for

(n+ 1)β.

Now by induction, the first statement holds for nα, nβ, and nγ for all n ≥ 2. For every nα+mβ
with n,m ≥ 2, by Theorem 6.7, the rational map enα,mβ is dominant. By the same argument as

above, the map Φnα+mβ is surjective with connected fiber. By Remark 5.5, the first statement holds

for all v with χ(v, v) ≤ −4.

The second statement follows the same argument as that for Corollary 6.17, we expand a few

more details for solidarity.

By Proposition 6.12 and Remark 7.1, there exists c ∈ Jα+5β(Y3) such that for a general object

E ∈ M s
σ(4γ), the birational map

eRE[−1],c : Pσ(E[−1], c) 99K Pσ(c− c2(E), E)(7.2)
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is well-defined. As 5α+β is primitive, the space Pσ(5α+β,E) is the projectivization of a locally

free sheaf over M s
σ(5α+β). For general c′ ∈ J5α+β(Y3), the space Pσ(c

′, E) is the projectivization

of a locally free sheaf over M s
σ(5α+ β, c′). It is therefore birational to M s

σ(5α+ β, c′)×P3.

By (7.2), for all general E ∈ M s
σ(4γ), the spaces M s

σ(5α + β, c − c2(E)) × P3 are birational

to each other. As the map Φ4γ is surjective, the spaces M s
σ(5α+β, c′) are stably birational to each

other for general c′ ∈ J5α+β(Y3).
As in Corollary 6.17, we may assume v = nα+mβ form some m,n > 0, gcd(m,n) = 1, and

m+ n ≥ 6. By Lemma 6.16, there exists a finite sequence of primitive characters v1, . . . , vn, with

vi = niα+miβ in the (α, β)-sextant satisfying v1 = v, vn = 5α+ β. We have birational maps

eRE[−1],vi+1
: Pσ(E[−1], vi+1) 99K Pσ(vi, E)

or eR
E[−1],vi

when ni > ni+1. For a general ci ∈ Jvi(Y3), by Remark 7.1, the maps eR’s restrict to

Pσ(E[−1], ci) and Pσ(ci, E). As all vi’s are primitive, the spaces Pσ(E[−1], ci) and Pσ(ci, E) are

both birational to M s
σ(vi, ci)×Pr for some r ≥ 0. So the space M s

σ(v1 = v, c1) is stably birational

to M s
σ(vn = 5α + β, cn) for a general cn ∈ J5α+β(Y3). Therefore for all general c ∈ Jv(Y3), the

spaces M s
σ(v, c) are stably birational to each other. �

Lemma 7.3. Let A be an abelian variety, Φi : Mi → A be two proper morphisms such that Φ1 is

surjective, the image of Φ2 is connected in A, the non-empty fibers of Φi’s are connected. Denote

by π the composition M1 ×M2
(Φ1,Φ2)−−−−−→ A×A

+−→ A, then the fibers of π are connected.

Proof. Note that the map M1 ×M2 → A× imΦ2
+−→ A is a composition of proper and surjective

maps with connected fibers. So the fibers of π are connected. �

Remark 7.4. By [Shi22, Theorem 3.2], the stably birational equivalence holds between any smooth

fibers of the Abel–Jacobi map of the expected dimensions.

7.2. The relative Neron–Severi group. We start with an analogue of [Bea95]. Let v be a primitive

character in Knum(Ku(Y3)), recall that M s
σ(v) stands for the moduli space of σ-stable objects in

Ku(Y3) with character v. Note that we have the following properties:

(a) There is a universal family U → M s
σ(v)× Y3;

(b) For any E,F ∈ M s
σ(v), Ext

i(E,F ) = 0 except for i = 0, 1.

Lemma 7.5. The cohomology algebra H∗(M s
σ(v);Q) is generated by the Künneth components

over M s
σ(v) of Chern classes ci(U).

Proof. For simplicity we write M = M s
σ(v) and m = dimM in the proof. Let δ denote the class

of the diagonal in M ×M . Note that if δ can be written in the form

δ =
∑

i

pr∗1 ηi · pr∗2 ξi,(7.3)

where pr1 and pr2 denote the projections, then the cohomology algebra is generated by { ηi }i.
Let πij denote the projection from M × M × X onto the i-th and j-th factors. Let H =

RHomπ12(π
∗
13U , π∗

23U)[1]. By [BM02, Proposition 5.4], the object H can be represented by a
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complex K• = {K−1 u−→ K0 } of locally free sheaves in degrees −1 and 0. For a point x =
(E,F ) ∈ M ×M , we have an exact sequence

0 → Hom(E,F ) → K−1(x)
u(x)−−→ K0(x) → Ext1(E,F ) → 0

by Cohomology and Base Change. Note that Hom(E,F ) 6= 0 if and only if x ∈ ∆ ⊂ M × M ,

and when it is nonzero, it has dimension 1. Thus by Porteous’ formula, the cohomology class of

the diagonal is a multiple of cm(K0 − K−1) = cm(H). By Grothendieck–Riemann–Roch, the

diagonal indeed can be written in the form (7.3), with { ηi }i being the Künneth components of the

Chern classes. �

The statement still holds if we replace “Chern classes” by “Chern characters”, which is more

convenient for our next application.

Now we are ready to prove the following result on the first two Betti numbers of M s
σ(v).

Proposition 7.6. For every primitive v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) with χ(v, v) < −4, we have Betti num-

bers of the moduli space b1(M
s
σ(v)) = 10 and b2(M

s
σ(v)) = 46.

Proof. Define the Künneth components of chi(U) ∈ H2i(M s
σ(v)× Y3;Q) by the following equal-

ity:

chi(U) = ai ⊗ 1 + ei ⊗H +

10∑

j=1

fi,j ⊗ ρj + gi ⊗H2 + hi ⊗H3,

where H is the hyperplane class of Y3, and {ρj}j=1,...,10 is a basis of H3(Y3;Q). We can choose

a universal family U such that a1 = 0. By Lemma 7.5, the space H1(M s
σ(v);Q) is gener-

ated by { f2,j }j and H2(M s
σ(v);Q) is generated by { e2, g3, h4, f2,j1 ∪ f2,j2 }j1,j2 . In particular,

b1(M
s
σ(v)) ≤ 10.

Let p : M s
σ(v)× Y3 → M s

σ(v) denote the projection. As the objects are in Ku(Y3), we have

Rp∗Hom(O,U) = 0 = Rp∗Hom(O(H),U).
Applying the Grothendieck–Riemann–Roch Theorem, we obtain

p∗(ch(U) td Y3) = p∗(ch(U) ch(O(−H)) td Y3) = 0.

Recall that the Todd class of a cubic threefold is tdY3 = 1 +H + 2
3H

2 + 1
3H

3. Considering the

degree 2 part of the equalities, we obtain two relations among e2, g3, and h4:

1

3
h4 + g3 +

2

3
e2 = 0,

1

3
h4 +

1

6
e2 = 0.

Hence H2(M s
σ(v);Q) is generated by { e2, f2,j1 ∪ f2,j2 }j1,j2 . So b2(M

s
σ(v)) ≤ 46.

On the other hand, by Theorem 7.2, when χ(v, v) < −4, the Abel–Jacobi map Φv : M
s
σ(v) →

Jv(Y3) is surjective. Hence the pullback of cohomology Φ∗
v : H

i(Jv(Y3)) → H i(M s
σ(v)) is injec-

tive (cf. [Voi02, Page 177]). Moreover, since the morphism Φv now has positive dimensional fibers,

the relative Neron–Severi group has to be of positive rank, we must have b2(M
s
σ(v)) > b2(Jv(Y3)).

Note that b1(Jv(Y3)) = 10 and b2(Jv(Y3)) = 45, now the statement follows. �
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In particular, the proof gives the following corollary, which we state separately for later refer-

ence.

Corollary 7.7. For every primitive v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) with χ(v, v) < −4, the relative Neron–

Severi group of the morphism Φv : M
s
σ(v) → Jv(Y3) has rank 1.

7.3. Degree of the tangent bundle.

7.3.1. Quiver model for the formal neighborhood of extension locus. Let Q be the quiver consist-

ing of two vertices v1 and v2 with aij arrows/loops from vi to vj . For i = 1, 2, we denote by Si the

simple representation with C at vi, and 0 at the other vertex and all arrows/loops.

The category Rep(Q) is of homological dimension one. The Ext•(Si, Sj)-algebra is the same

as the path algebra associated to Q. In other words, we have HomDb(Rep(Q))(Si, Sj [k]) = 0 when

k 6= 0 or 1; Hom(Si, Sj) = Cδij ; Hom(Si, Sj [1]) = Caij ; and the composition of any two

elements in Hom(S•, S•[1]) is 0.

Denote by {e1, . . . , er}, where r = a21, the basis for HomRep(Q)(S2, S1[1]) corresponding to

the arrows from v2 to v1. Let 1 = (1, 1) be a dimension vector on the vertices of Q and θ = (−1, 1)
be the weight in the sense of King [Kin94]. For every f = a1e1 + . . . arer ∈ Hom(S2, S1[1]), the

object Cone(f)[−1] is the representation of Q of dimension vector 1, timing ai on the i-th arrow

from v2 to v1, 0 on all arrows from v1 to v2 and all loops. The object Cone(f)[−1] is θ-stable if

and only if f 6= 0.

Denote by Rs
θ(Q,1) the variety parametrizing isomorphic classes of θ-stable representations

of dimension vector 1. Let Z be the subvariety in Rs
θ(Q,1) parametrizing objects of the form

Cone(f)[−1] for all 0 6= f ∈ Hom(S2, S1[1]). It is clear that Z ∼= Pr−1.

Lemma 7.8. Adopting the notation as above, assume that a21 ≥ 2, then ωRs
θ
(Q,1)|Z ∼= OZ(a12 −

a21).

Proof. By the theory of stability of quiver representations introduced by King [Kin94], we have

Rs
θ(Q,1) := Repsθ(Q,1)/(G1/C

×). Here the space of θ-stable representations is identified as

Repsθ(Q,1) = C⊕a11 × C⊕a22 × (C⊕a21 \ {0})× C⊕a12 .

The group G1/C
× ∼= C× acts on each factor C⊕aij with weight i− j. The objects Cone(f)[−1]’s

form the subvariety {0} × {0} × (C⊕a21 \ {0}) × {0}.

As the group action on the factors C⊕aii is trivial, this part does not affect the degree of ωRs
θ
(Q,1)

on Z . We may reduce the computation to X :=
(
(C⊕r \ {0}) × C⊕t

)
/C× with Z being locus of

(C⊕r \ {0})×{0}. We write C[x1, . . . , xr, y1, . . . , yt] for the weighted coordinate ring of X. The

C× action is given as k · (x1, . . . , xr, y1 . . . , yt) := (kx1, . . . , kxr, k
−1y1, . . . , k

−1yt). We denote

Ui := X \ {xi = 0} ∼= Spec(C[x1/xi, . . . , xr/xi, xiy1, . . . , xiyt]) as the affine open subset on X.
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Then on U1 ∩ U2, we have the following section s1 ∈ H0(U1 ∩ U2, ωX |U1∩U2):

s1 :=d

(
x2
x1

)
∧ · · · ∧ d

(
xr
x1

)
∧ d(x1y1) ∧ · · · ∧ d(x1yt)

=

(
1

x1
dx2 −

x2
x21

dx1

)
∧ · · · ∧ (x1dy1 + y1dx1) ∧ · · · ∧ (x1dyt + ytdx1)

=xt+1−r
1 dx2 ∧ · · · ∧ dxr · · · ∧ dyt − x2x

t−r
1 dx1 ∧ dx3 ∧ . . . dxr ∧ . . . dyt + . . .

=−
(
x1
x2

)t−r

d

(
x1
x2

)
∧ · · · ∧ d

(
xr
x2

)
∧ d(x2y1) ∧ · · · ∧ d(x2yt).

The section s1 extends holomorphically on U1 without any zeros. It has a pole along x2 = 0 of

degree t− r (or a zero of degree r − t). In particular, ωX is with degree r − t while restricting to

Z , which is given by the equations y1 = · · · = yt = 0. The statement follows. �

Proposition 7.9. Let vi ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)), i = 1, 2, and Ei ∈ M s
σ(vi), satisfying

• Hom(Ei, Ej [k]) = 0 when k 6= 0, 1, or k = 0 and i 6= j;

• hom(E2, E1[1]) = r ≥ 2 and for every 0 6= f ∈ Hom(E2[−1], E1), the object Cone(f)
is σ-stable.

Denote by ω the canonical divisor on M s
σ(v1 + v2). Then E(E1, E2) ∼= Pr−1 and ω|E(E1,E2)

∼=
OPr−1(d), where d = hom(E1, E2[1]) − r.

Proof. We first show that E(E1, E2) ∼= Pr−1. Consider the map

e : P(Hom(E2, E1[1])) → M s
σ(v1 + v2) : [f ] 7→ Cone(f)[−1] =: Ef .

By the second assumption, the map is well-defined. Assume that Cone(f) ∼= Cone(f ′), then as

Hom(E1, E2) = 0, by the second part of the argument for Proposition 4.14, the morphism f = f ′

up to a scalar. Therefore the map e is injective.

We then show that e separates tangent vectors, and hence is a closed embedding. For a point

[f ] ∈ P(Hom(E2, E1[1])), its tangent space Tf (P(Hom(E2, E1[1]))) is canonically identified as

the quotient subspace Hom(E2, E1[1])/Cf . The tangent space at Ef on M s
σ(v1 + v2) is identified

as Hom(Ef , Ef [1]). For an element g ∈ Hom(E2, E1[1])/Cf , the induced pushforward of e maps

g to the composition

def (g) : Ef
fL

−−→ E2
g−→ E1[1]

fR

−−→ Ef [1]

up to a scalar. (It follows from the first assumption that hom(Ef , E2) = hom(E1, Ef ) = 1. So

the morphisms fL and fR are uniquely determined up to scalar.)

(7.4)

Ef E2 E1[1]

E2 E1[1] Ef [1] .

fL

h g

f +

f fR +

Assume that def (g) = 0, then there exists h ∈ Hom(Ef , E2) that commutes the diagram. As

h ∼ fL, we have g ◦ fL = f ◦ h = 0. By the first assumption g ◦ fL = 0 if and only if g ∼ f , in
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other words, the element g = 0 in Hom(E2, E1[1])/Cf . So the pushforward map def is injective.

In particular, the space E(E1, E2) = e(P(Hom(E2, E1[1])) ∼= P(Hom(E2, E1[1])) ∼= Pr−1.

To compute ω|E(E1,E2), we claim that the tangent space at Ef , which is TEf
(M s

σ(v1 + v2)) ∼=
Hom(Ef , Ef [1]), admits the following filtration up to the choice of fR and fL:

0 ⊂ V1 ⊂ V2 ⊂ V3 = Hom(Ef , Ef [1]).(7.5)

Here V1
∼= Hom(E2, E1[1])/Cf , V2/V1

∼= Hom(E1, E1[1]) ⊕ Hom(E2, E2[1]), and V3/V2
∼=

Hom(E1, E2[1]).
To get (7.5), we consider the map πf : Hom(Ef , Ef [1]) → Hom(E1, E2[1]) : k 7→ fL[1] ◦ k ◦

fR[−1]. As Hom(Ei, Ej [2]) = 0 for all i, j ∈ {1, 2}, the map πf is surjective.

For every k ∈ kerπf , there exists k1 ∈ Hom(E1, E1[1]) that commutes the diagram (7.6)

below. As Hom(E1, E2) = 0, such a morphism k1 is unique. Similarly, there exists unique

k2 ∈ Hom(E2, E1[1]) that commutes the diagram. This gives the map

πf,1,2 : kerπf → Hom(E1, E1[1]) ⊕Hom(E2, E2[1]) : k 7→ (k1, k2).

(7.6)

E1 Ef E2

E1[1] Ef [1] E2[1] .

fR[−1]

k1 k

fL

k′

+

k2

fR fL[1] +

The map πf,1,2 is surjective: for every k1 ∈ Hom(E1, E1[1]), as Hom(E2, E1[2]) = 0, it lifts

to k′ ∈ Hom(Ef , E1[1]) such that k1 = k′ ◦ fR[−1]. Let k = fR ◦ k′, then k′ ∈ ker πf and

πf,1,2(k) = (k1, 0). Similarly, πf,1,2 is surjective onto the second factor. So πf,1,2 is surjective.

The space kerπf,1,2 has dimension equal to hom(E2, E1[1]) − 1 and it consists of morphisms

satisfying k ◦ fR[−1] = fL[1] ◦ k = 0. By the first part of the proof, this is just the sub tangent

space TEf
(E(E1, E2)) = def (Hom(E2, E1[1])/Cf). To sum up, we get the filtration (7.5) for

Hom(Ef , Ef [1]).

Fix a family of fR and fL on Hom(E2, E1[1]) \ {0} that is compatible with the action of

End(E1, E1) × End(E2, E2)/C
×, in other words, for every ci ∈ End(Ei, Ei), ((c1, c2)f)

R =
c−1
1 c2f

R and ((c1, c2)f)
L = c−1

2 c1f
L. We get a family version of (7.5) over Hom(E2, E1[1])\{0}

as 0 ⊂ Ṽ1 ⊂ Ṽ2 ⊂ Ṽ3
∼= Hom(Ef , Ef [1])|Hom(E2,E1[1])\{0}. As fR and fL are compatible with

the End(E1, E1) × End(E2, E2)/C
×-action, this filtration descends to the filtration 0 ⊂ V1 ⊂

V2 ⊂ V3
∼= TM s

σ(v1 + v2)|E(E1,E2) after taking the quotient. Taking the top exterior product on

the filtration, we get

ω−1|E(E1,E2)
∼=

∧
topV1 ⊗

∧
top(V2/V1)⊗

∧
top(V3/V2).(7.7)

Note that the divisor ω−1|E(E1,E2) does not depend on the extensions between these factors. The

bundles Vi+1/Vi only depend on the quiver Ext•(Ei, Ej)-algebra as they are descended from the

space Hom(E2, E1[1])\{0}. So the degree of ω−1|E(E1,E2) is the same as that of the quiver model

in Lemma 7.8. The statement follows. �
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Now we are ready to prove the main theorem of this section: the general fibers of the Abel–

Jacobi map are Fano varieties with prime canonical class. Classically, for moduli of vector bundles

on curves, this can be deduced from the fact that every fiber is unirational of Picard rank one. In the

Ku(Y3) case, it is still unknown to us if the general fiber of Φv is unirational or of Picard rank one.

Also note that moduli of vector bundles with a fixed determinant on curves is of index 2, while for

cubic threefolds, we will show that the canonical class is indeed primitive.

Theorem 7.10. Let Y3 be smooth cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component. Then

for every primitive v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) with χ(v, v) < −4 and general cv ∈ Jv(Y3), the space

M s
σ(v, cv) is a smooth Fano variety with primitive canonical class.

Proof. Let cv ∈ Jv(Y3) be general such that M s
σ(v, cv) is a smooth fiber of Φv of expected di-

mension. Then the line bundle ωMs
σ(v,cv)

is isomorphic to the restriction of ωMs
σ(v)

. Denote by

ι : M s
σ(v, cv) →֒ M s

σ(v) the inclusion map, by Corollary 7.7, the image of ι∗(Pic(M s
σ(v))) is rank

1. In particular, as M s
σ(v) is projective, the image of the restriction is generated by an ample divisor

on M s
σ(v, cv). To show that M s

σ(v, cv) is Fano, we only need to check the intersection number of

ωMs
σ(v,cv)

and a curve is negative.

By Remark 5.5, we may assume that v is in the (α, β)-sextant. Let v+ and v− be the characters

as that introduced in Section 2.3. Write v+ as n+α+m+β and v− as n−α+m−β, then n−m+ −
n+m− = 1. It follows that

χ(v+, v−)− χ(v−, v+)

=(−n+n− − n−m+ −m−m+)− (−n+n− − n+m− −m−m+) = −1.

As χ(v, v) < −4, v 6= α + β or α or β. It follows that −n+n− − n+m− − m−m+ ≤ −1. So

χ(v+, v−) ≤ −2.

As v 6= α or β, both v+ and v− are in the (α, β)-sextant, φσ(v+)−φσ(v−) ∈ (0, 13). For all pairs

of (E1, E2) ∈ M s
σ(v−) × M s

σ(v+), we have Hom(Ei, Ej [k]) = 0 for all i, j ∈ {1, 2} whenever

k ≥ 0 or 1. It is also clear that Hom(E2, E1) = 0. So hom(E2, E1[1]) = −χ(v+, v−) ≥ 2. By

Theorem 6.7 and Lemma 6.5, Z(v−, v+) 6= M s
σ(v−) × M s

σ(v+). So when (E1, E2) is general,

Hom(E1, E2) = 0.

By Lemma 2.12, for every 0 6= f ∈ Hom(E2, E1[1]), the object Cone(f)[−1] ∈ M s
σ(v).

So every pair of (E1, E2) ∈ M s
σ(v−) × M s

σ(v+) \ Z(v−, v+) satisfies all assumptions as that in

Proposition 7.9. By Proposition 7.9, we have ω|E(E1,E2)
∼= OPrv−1(−1) where rv = −χ(v+, v−).

Let (E1, E2) ∈ M s
σ(v−) ×M s

σ(v+) \ Z(v−, v+) be with c2(E1) + c2(E2) = cv . In particular,

E(E1, E2) ⊂ M s
σ(v, cv) and ωMs

σ(v,cv)
|E(E1,E2)

∼= OPrv−1(−1). Choose a line ℓ in E(E1, E2),
then ωMs

σ(v,cv)
· ℓ = −1. As M s

σ(v, cv) is smooth, the divisor ωMs
σ(v,cv)

is primitive. The statement

holds. �

Corollary 7.11. Let Y3 be smooth cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component. Then

for every primitive v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) with χ(v, v) ≤ −4, the maximal rationally connected

quotient of M s
σ(v) is the intermediate Jacobian J(Y3).



HIGHER DIMENSIONAL MODULI SPACES ON KUZNETSOV COMPONENTS OF FANO THREEFOLDS 56

Proof. This is a direct corollary of Theorem 7.10 together with the following facts. Every smooth

Fano variety over C is rationally connected. Rational connectivity in a smooth proper family is

both open and closed condition. �

8. APPLICATIONS AND FURTHER DIRECTIONS

8.1. Lagrangian subvarieties. As another application of Proposition 2.14 and the technique in

Section 2, we prove [FGLZ24, Conjecture A.1] in the very general cubic fourfold case. To state

the result, we first recap the notion of the Kuznetsov component of a cubic fourfold. More details

are referred to the paper [FGLZ24].

Let Y4 be a cubic fourfold and j : Y3 → Y4 be a smooth hyperplane section. The bounded

derived category of coherent sheaves Db(Y4) admits a semiorthogonal decomposition:

Db(Y4) = 〈OY4(−H),Ku(Y4),OY4 ,OY4(H)〉,
where H is the hyperplane class. Denote by prKu(Y4) the projection functor from Db(Y4) to Ku(Y4)
given by ROY4

(−H) ◦ LOY4
◦ LOY4

(H). Here we write RE (resp. LE) for the right (resp. left)

mutation functor of the exceptional object E. More explicitly, for every object G ∈ Db(Y4),

RE(G) := Cone(G
ev−→ E ⊗ RHom(G,E)∗)[−1].

LE(G) := Cone(E ⊗ RHom(E,G)
ev−→ G).

For every E ∈ Ku(Y3), by adjunction RHomOY4
(OY4 , j∗E) = RHomOY3

(j∗OY4 , E) = 0 and

RHomOY4
(OY4(H), j∗E) = 0. It follows that

prKu(Y4)(j∗E) = ROY4
(−H)(j∗E).

Let σ3 be the stability condition on Ku(Y3) as in Section 3.1. By [BLMS23, Theorem 1.2], there

is a stability condition σ4 on Ku(Y4).
The following result [FGLZ24, Lemma A.2] will be useful.

Lemma 8.1 ( [FGLZ24, Lemma A.2]). Let E ∈ Ku(Y3), then the object j∗prKu(Y4)j∗E fits into

the distinguished triangle:

S−1
Ku(Y3)

E[2] → j∗prKu(Y4)j∗E → E
+−→ .(8.1)

We are ready to prove [FGLZ24, Conjecture A.1] for very general cubic fourfolds.

Theorem 8.2. Let Y4 be a smooth cubic fourfold with rk(Knum(Ku(Y4))) = 2, j : Y3 → Y4 be a

smooth hyperplane section. Then for every primitive character v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)), there exists a

non-empty open subset Uv ⊂ M s
σ3
(Ku(Y3), v) such that for every E ∈ Uv, the object prKu(Y4)j∗E

is σ4-stable.

Proof. We prove the statement by induction on −χ(v, v). By Example 5.6 and a direct computation

(see [FGLZ24, Theorem B.1]), the statement holds for ±α, ±β and ±γ. Assume that the statement

holds for all v′ with −χ(v′, v′) ≤ N − 1 for some N ≥ 2.

Let v be a primitive character with −χ(v, v) = N ≥ 2. By Proposition and Definition 2.13 and

Lemma A.1, v = v+ + v− for some primitive v± with −χ(v−, v−),−χ(v+, v+) ≤ N − 1 and

χ(v+, v−) < 0.
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By induction, there exist E± ∈ Uv± . As χ(v+, v−) < 0 and gldim(σ3) < 2, ∃ 0 6= f ∈
Hom(E+, E−[1]). By Lemma 2.12, the object Ef = Cone(f)[−1] is σ3-stable with character v.

Applying the functors ROY4
(−H) ◦ j∗ to the distinguished triangle

E− → Ef → E+
f−→ E−[1],

we get the distinguished triangles:

prKu(Y4)j∗E− → prKu(Y4)j∗Ef → prKu(Y4)j∗E+

prKu(Y4)
j∗f−−−−−−−→ prKu(Y4)j∗E−[1].

As Y4 is assumed with rk(Knum(Ku(Y4))) = 2, the induced map

ϕ := prKu(Y4) ◦ j∗ : Knum(Ku(Y3)) → Knum(Ku(Y4))

is a group isomorphism preserving the orientation with respect to σ3 and σ4. In particular, for

every non-zero v,w ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) with no inner lattice point in △(v,w), there is no inner

lattice point in △(ϕ(v), ϕ(w)).
By induction, the objects prKu(Y4)j∗E± are both σ4-stable. By Lemma 2.12, to show that

prKu(Y4)j∗Ef is σ4-stable, we only need to show

Hom(prKu(Y4)j∗E+, prKu(Y4)j∗Ef ) = 0(8.2)

As prKu(Y4)j∗E+ ∈ Ku(Y4), we have RHom(prKu(Y4)j∗E+,O(−H)) = 0. Applying the

functor Hom(prKu(Y4)j∗E+,−) to the distinguished triangle

prKu(Y4)j∗Ef → j∗Ef
ev−→ OY4(−H)⊗ RHom(OY4(−H), j∗Ef )

∗ +−→,

it follows that

Hom(prKu(Y4)j∗E+, prKu(Y4)j∗Ef ) ∼= Hom(prKu(Y4)j∗E+, j∗Ef ).(8.3)

By adjunction, we have

Hom(prKu(Y4)j∗E+, j∗Ef ) ∼= Hom(j∗prKu(Y4)j∗E+, Ef ).(8.4)

By Proposition 5.4, φσ3(S
−1
Ku(Y3)

E+[2]) > φσ3(E+) > φσ3(Ef ), we have

Hom(S−1
Ku(Y3)

E+[2], Ef ) = Hom(E+, Ef ) = 0.

Applying (8.1) to E+ and combining the two vanishings above, we get

Hom(j∗prKu(Y4)j∗E+, Ef ) = 0.(8.5)

Combining (8.3), (8.4), and (8.5), we have the vanishing as that in (8.2). The object prKu(Y4)j∗Ef

is σ4-stable.

By the openness property of the stability conditions as in [BLM+21], there is a non-empty

open subset Uv satisfying for every E ∈ Uv, prKu(Y4)j∗E is σ4-stable. The statement holds by

induction. �

Recall that the moduli space of stable objects on Ku(Y4) is a smooth projective hyperkähler

variety [BLM+21]. By [FGLZ24, Theorem A.4], Theorem 8.2 has the following consequence on

the existence of Lagrangian subvarieties of these moduli spaces.
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Theorem 8.3 ( [FGLZ24, Theorem A.4]). Continuing with the setup of Theorem 8.2, the functor

prKu(Y4)j∗ induces a rational map r : Mσ3(Ku(Y3), v) 99K Mσ4(Ku(Y4), prKu(Y4)j∗(v)), such

that the image is Lagrangian in Mσ4(Ku(Y4), prKu(Y4)j∗(v)). Furthermore, r|Uv is an immersion

and r is a birational map.

Remark 8.4. Note that in the case of Gushel–Mukai varieties, a much stronger result is proved in

[FGLZ24]. In particular, they showed that for a very general GM fourfold and a smooth hyperplane

section, an object in the Kuznetsov component of the GM threefold is semistable if and only if its

image in the Kuznetsov component of the GM fourfold is semistable. It is not clear to us whether

the analogue of this stronger statement can hold in our case of cubic hypersurfaces.

8.2. Hilbert schemes of curves on cubic threefolds. Curves with small degree and genus on

the cubic threefold have been studied in [HRS05]. Denote by Hilbd,g(Y3) the open subscheme

parametrizing irreducible smooth curves with degree d and genus g on Y3 in the Hilbert scheme

Hilbdt+1−g(Y3). It is shown explicitly case by case in [HRS05] that Hilbd,g(Y3) is irreducible when

d ≤ 5, and smooth when (d, g) ∈ {(1, 0), (2, 0), (3, 0), (3, 1), (4, 1)}. As an application of our

results, we can describe the birational model of the “main” irreducible component of Hilbd,g(Y3)
for some values of d and g.

We start with a birational equivalence result, which strengthens Theorem 7.2 in special cases.

Proposition 8.5. Let Y3 be a smooth cubic threefold and Ku(Y3) be its Kuznetsov component. Let

v ∈ Knum(Ku(Y3)) be in either one of the following forms

2nβ + α; 2nα+ β; 2nα+ (2n − 1)β

for some n ≥ 1. Then for general cv, c
′
v ∈ Jv(Y3), the spaces M s

σ(v, cv) and M s
σ(v, c

′
v) are

birational. For every general c1 ∈ J2β+α(Y3) and c2 ∈ J2α+β(Y3), the spaces M s
σ(2β + α, c1)

and M s
σ(2α + β, c2) are birational.

Proof. By Proposition 6.2 and Remark 7.1, for every E ∈ M s
σ(γ) and general c ∈ J2nβ+α(Y3), we

have the birational map:

eRE[−1],2nβ+α : Pσ(E[−1], c) 99K Pσ(c+ c2(E), E),

where c+ c2(E) ∈ J(2n−1)β+2α(Y3). As χ(2nβ +α, γ) = 1, the space Pσ(E[−1], c) is birational

to M s
σ(2nβ+α, c). As (2n−1)β+2α is primitive and −χ(γ, (2n−1)β+2α) = 2n−1, the space

Pσ(c
′, E) is birational to M s

σ((2n− 1)β + 2α)×P2n−2. Therefore M s
σ(2nβ + α, c) is birational

to M s
σ(2nβ + α, c + c2(E) − c2(E

′)) for all general E,E′ ∈ M s
σ(γ). Note that J0(Y3) can be

generated by F (Y3) as an abelian group, the statement holds for v of the form 2nβ + α. Note that

when n = 1, 2n − 2 = 0. The statement for the 2α+ β and 2β + α part holds.

For the 2nα + β case, by Proposition 6.2, for every E ∈ M s
σ(γ), we have the birational map

eLβ+2nα,E . As χ(γ, β + 2nα) = 1 and 2β + (2n − 1)α is primitive, by the same argument as that

for 2nβ + α, the statement holds. For the 2nα+ (2n− 1)β case, by Proposition 6.14, for general

E ∈ M s
σ(β+γ), we have the birational map eR

E[−1],2nα+(2n−1)β . As χ(2nα+(2n−1)β, β+γ) =

2n − (2n − 1) = 1 and (2n + 1)α + (2n − 3)β is primitive, by the same argument as that for

2nβ + α, the statement holds. �
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Now we have the following examples.

Example 8.6. For m ≥ 0, let d = 3
2m

2 + 3
2m + 1 and g = m3 −m. Denote by Cd,g a smooth

irreducible curve with degree d and genus g in Y3. Note that ICd,g
(mH) ∈ Ku(Y3) if and only if

Cd,g is not on any hypersurface in |mH| on Y3.

By a direct computation, the character of ICd,g
(mH) is (m+1)β+mγ. Note that the dimension

of M s
σ((m+ 1)β +mγ) is 3m2 + 3m+ 2 = 2d, which is the same as the expected dimension of

Hilbd,g(Y3).

Question 8.7. Does there exist a smooth irreducible curve Cd,g such that ICd,g
(mH) is σ-stable?

A positive answer to this question will show that a general point in the space M s
σ((m+1)β+mγ)

is the ideal sheaf of a curve with degree d and genus g. In particular, M s
σ((m + 1)β + mγ) is

birational to the irreducible component of Hilbd,g(Y3) that contains Cd,g. In this case, by Corollary

7.11, when m ≥ 1, the mrc quotient of Hilb
3
2m

2+
3
2m+1,m3−m(Y3) is J(Y3).

Example 8.8 (Rational quartic curves and M s
σ(2β + α)). Continuing from the last example, for

every non-degenerate smooth rational quartic C4,0 on Y3, the sheaf IC4,0(H) is slope stable by

definition. By a standard wall-crossing argument, one can show that IC4,0(H) is σα,−1-stable for

every α > 0 (see Appendix B for more details on the notion). It follows that IC4,0(H) is σ-stable.

We get the birational map M s
σ(2β + γ) 99K Hilb4,0(Y3).

On the other hand, by [Kuz04] or [Kuz09, Theorem 4.7], there is a family of smooth Fano

threefolds {Xt} parametrized by t ∈ M s
σ(2β), with index 1 and genus 8. For every t, we have

Xt is birational to Y3, and the category Ku(Y3) ∼= Ku(Xt). By [JLZ22, Theorem 5.9] the object

prKu(Xt)(Ip) = Cone(E⊕4
2,Xt

ev−→ Ip) is σ-stable for every p ∈ Xt. By direct computation, we have

dimM s
σ([prKu(Xt)(Ip)]) = 1− χ(prKu(Xt)(Ip), prKu(Xt)(Ip)) = 8.

So up to taking the Serre functor, the character [prKu(Xt)(Ip)] is 2β + γ or β + 2γ. In either

case, we get a morphism prt : Xt → M s
σ(v) : p 7→ prKu(Xt)(Ip). The morphism is clearly set-

theoretically injective. As c2(Ip) is trivial for every p ∈ Xt, the map prt maps each Xt to a

fiber of the Abel–Jacobi map. Now by Theorem 7.10 and Proposition 8.5, every general fiber

M s
σ(2β + γ, ct) is isomorphic to an Xt.

In summary, the general fiber of the Abel–Jacobi map from Hilb4,0(Y3) to J(Y3) is birational to

Y3. This provides a categorical interpretation for the result in [IM00] and [HRS02, Theorem 8.2].

Remark 8.9. When (d, g) is not of the form (32m
2 + 3

2m + 1,m3 −m) as that in the last exam-

ple, in some cases, one can still choose m and consider prKu(Y3)(ICd,g
(mH)). Set v(d, g,m) =

[prKu(Y3)(ICd,g
(mH))]. In general, it is a tricky question to prove the stability of the object

prKu(Y3)(ICd,g
(mH)) for general curve Cd,g on the principal irreducible component of Hilbd,g(Y3).

For cases with small d, this has been proved, see [BMMS12]. Whenever this holds for (d, g,m),
we get the following rational map which is compatible with the Abel–Jacobi map:

prKu(Y3) : Hilb
d,g(Y3) 99K M s

σ(v(d, g,m))

ICd,g
(mH) 7→ prKu(Y3)(ICd,g

(mH)).
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In the case when m satisfies 2d ≥ dim(M s
σ(v(d, g,m)), the map prKu(Y3) is dominant with ratio-

nally connected fiber. Here is the table for the choice of m and the characters for small degrees:

d g m v(d, g,m)

1 0 0 β
2 0 1 γ
2 0 2 −β
3 0 1 β + γ
3 1 2 0

d g m v(d, g,m)

4 0 1 2β + γ
4 0 2 −2α− β
4 0 3 α− 2γ
4 1 2 −α
5 0 3 −2β − γ

d g m v(d, g,m)

5 1 2 −2α
5 1 3 −2γ
5 2 2 −γ
6 1 2 −3α
6 1 3 −3β
7 2 3 −α− 3β

However, it is not always the case that one can choose m satisfying 2d ≥ dim(M s
σ(v(d, g,m)).

For example, for the missing cases in the table, when (d, g) = (6, 0), (7, 0), or (7, 1), there seems

no obvious way to get a dominant rational map from Hilbd,g(Y3) to M s
σ(v).

8.3. Further questions. For the cubic threefold case, while we have given several descriptions

for the moduli spaces M s
σ(v) and the general fibers M s

σ(v, c) and their relations, some important

information about them is still missing. In comparison to what we know for moduli of vector

bundles on curves, we ask the following questions:

Question 8.10 (Questions in the Y3 case). Let dimM s
σ(v) > 5 and M s

σ(v, c) be a general fiber.

(1) Is M s
σ(v, c) with Picard rank one? Is there a Verlinde type formula for M s

σ(v, c)?
(2) What are the cohomology groups of M s

σ(v, c)?
(3) Is there a semiorthogonal decomposition for Db(M s

σ(v, c))?
(4) Is M s

σ(v, c) always birational to M s
σ(v, c

′) when both of them are of the expected dimension

−χ(v, v)− 4?

(5) When dimM s
σ(v) is large, does the Abel–Jacobi map admit some nice property, for example

flatness?

(6) Is M s
σ(v, c) unirational? Is it stably birational to Y3?

The next interesting case is quartic double solids (index 2 degree 2) and Gushel–Mukai three-

folds (index 1 degree 10), see [APR22]. In both cases, the Kuznetsov component is an Enriques

category, i.e. the Serre functor is ι[2], with ι being an involution. The non-emptiness of the moduli

spaces has been proved in [PPZ23], and is also covered by Theorem 3.7. In this case, we expect

our method to apply but to give a somewhat different result. Note that following the arguments

in Section 7.3, it suggests that the fiber of the Abel–Jacobi map should have numerically trivial

canonical class. We formulate this as the following question.

Question 8.11 (Moduli spaces on Ku(Y2)). For quartic double solids and Gushel–Mukai three-

folds, what is the Kodaira dimension of a general fiber of the Abel–Jacobi map?

From a broader point of view, we wonder if there are more examples of C-linear triangulated

categories, whose moduli spaces of stable objects behave like moduli of vector bundles on curves.

Question 8.12. Search for more examples of triangulated categories T satisfying the following

conditions:

(a) T is a full admissible subcategory of Db(X) for a smooth projective variety X;
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(b) The Hodge structure on the topological K-theory K
top
0 (T ) (in the sense of [Per22]) is of

pure type (0, 0);
(c) The Euler paring on Knum(T ) is of signature (r − 2, 2);
(d) T admits a Serre invariant stability condition.

Note that here Knum(T ) is not required to be of rank 2; as computed in Lemma A.1, possible

Euler forms of rank 2 are very restricted.

APPENDIX A. EULER FORM WITH NUMERICAL RANK TWO

The following lemma computes all possible Euler forms for a non-commutative smooth projec-

tive variety with rk(Knum) = 2 and no non-zero numerical character fixed by the Serre functor.

This was used in the proof of Theorem 3.7.

Lemma A.1. Let Q(−,−) be a non-degenerate bilinear form on Λ ∼= Z⊕2 satisfying

(a) Q(x,x) ≤ 0;

(b) ∃D ∈ SL(Λ) such that ∀x,y ∈ Λ, Q(x,y) = Q(y,Dx) and ∀ 0 6= x ∈ Λ, Dx 6= ±x.

Then D is of order 3, 4, or 6. There exists a right-hand oriented Z-linear basis of Λ under which

the matrix of Q is in one of the following forms:

I± =

(
−n ±n
0 −n

)
; J± =

(
−n ±n
∓n −n

)
; K± =

(
−n ±n
∓2n −n

)

for some n ≥ 1.

When D is of order 3 (resp. 4 and 6), the matrix of Q is of the form K± (resp. J± and I±).

When Q is of the form I+, for every v ∈ Λ with Q(v,v) < −n, Q(v+,v−) < 0.

When Q is of the form I−, for every v ∈ Λ with Q(v,v) < −3n, Q(v+,v−) < 0.

Proof. Let x ∈ Λ be with the maximum Q(x,x) among all non-zero vectors in Λ. In particular, x

is primitive. By assumption (a), we may denote by Q(x,x) = −n for some n ≥ 0. As Sx 6= ±x,

the vectors x and Sx form a Z-linear basis of Λ.

It follows by assumption (b) that Q(x,Dx) = Q(x,x) = −n. The matrix of Q is of the form(
−n −n
t −n

)
for some t ∈ Z. As Q is non-degenerate, the value n ≥ 1.

For a given non-zero vector v = ax + bSx, Q(v,v) = −n(a2 + ab + b2) + tab. As Q(x ±
Dx,x±Dx) ≤ −n, the value t ∈ [0, 2n].

When t = 0, the set {x,Dx} (or {x,−Dx}) forms a right-hand oriented basis of Λ under which

the matrix of Q is of the form of I− (resp. I+). By assumption (b), the transformation D is of the

form

(
0 −1
1 1

)
(resp.

(
0 1
−1 1

)
), which is of order 6.

When t = 2n, the set {x,Dx} (or {x,−Dx}) forms a right-hand oriented basis of Λ under

which the matrix of Q is of the form of K− (resp. K+). By assumption (b), the transformation D

is of the form

(
0 −1
1 −1

)
(resp.

(
0 1
−1 −1

)
), which is of order 3.

When t = 2n, {x, Sx} or {x,−Sx} is a right-hand oriented basis of Λ under which the matrix

of Q is of the form of K±.
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When t 6= 0 or 2n, Q(v,v) = −n when and only when v = ±x or Dx. Note that we have

Q(D2x,D2x) = Q(Dx,D2x) = Q(Dx,Dx) = −n. So D2x = −x. It follows that D is of

order 4, and t = Q(Dx,x) = Q(Dx,−D2x) = n. So {x,Dx} (or {x,−Dx}) is a right-hand

oriented basis of Λ under which the matrix of Q is of the form of J− (resp. J+).

When Q is of the form I±, we compute all v for which Q(v+,v−) ≥ 0. Note that we may

always assume n = 1. We write v+ = (a, b) and v− = (c, d) as vectors under the basis for I±.

By assumption, 1 = v− × v+ = bc − ad and 0 ≤ v− · v+ = ac + bd. We may also assume that

b, d ≥ 0.

When Q is of the form of I−, we have Q(v+,v−) = −ac − ad − bd. In the case of d = 0, it

follows that b = c = 1 and a ≥ 0. So Q(v+,v−) ≥ 0 only when a = 0. This is when v = (1, 1)
with Q(v,v) = −3. In the case of b = 0, it follows that d = −a = 1 and c ≤ 0. So Q(v+,v−) ≥
0 only when c = 0 or −1. This is when v = (−1, 1) (or (−2, 1)) with Q(v,v) = −1 (resp.

Q(v,v) = −3). In the case of b, d > 0 and a ≥ 0, it follows that c > 0. So Q(v+,v−) < 0. In

the case of b, d > 0 and a < 0, it follows that c ≤ 0. If |b| > |a| or |c| ≥ |d|, then Q(v+,v−) < 0.

Otherwise, as bc − ad = 1, it follows that b = d = 1, c = 0, and a = −1. This is the case when

v = (−1, 2) with Q(v,v) = −3.

When Q is of the form of I+, Q(v+,v−) = −ac + ad − bd. In the case of d = 0, it follows

that b = c = 1 and a ≥ 0. So Q(v+,v−) ≥ 0 only when a = 0. This is when v = (1, 1) with

Q(v,v) = −1. In the case of b = 0, it follows that d = −a = 1 and c ≤ 0. So Q(v+,v−) ≤
ad = −1. In the case of b, d > 0 and a < 0, it follows that c ≤ 0. So Q(v+,v−) ≤ −bd < 0.

In the case of b, d > 0 and a ≥ 0, it follows that c > 0. As bc − ad = 1, we have |b| > |a| or

|c| ≥ |d|, in either case it follows that Q(v+,v−) < 0. �

APPENDIX B. THE EXISTENCE OF STABLE OBJECTS WITH SMALL CHARACTERS

In this appendix, we prove the non-emptiness of several moduli spaces of small dimensions for

various Fano threefolds. This was used in Section 3.2 in the proof of Theorem 3.7.

We briefly recall the construction of the stability condition σ on Ku(X). More details are

referred to the original paper [BLMS23]. One of the key ingredients is the tilting construction as

in [HRS96].

Proposition and Definition B.1 ( [HRS96]). Let Z be a weak stability function on A satisfying

the Harder–Narasimhan property. For any t ∈ R, denote by

A>t
µZ

:= {E | All HN factors A of E have slope µZ(F ) > t} ⊂ A;

A≤t
µZ

:= {E | All HN factors A of E have slope µZ(F ) ≤ t} ⊂ A.

The pair (A>t
µZ

,A≤t
µZ

) forms a torsion pair in A. In particular, there is a heart of a bounded t-
structure defined by

At
µZ

= 〈A>t
µZ

,A≤t
µZ

[1]〉.(B.1)

Let X be a smooth Fano threefold with Pic(X) = ZH . One first considers the standard heart

Coh(X) and the stability function given by Z = i rk−H ch1. In particular, the slope of a non-zero

coherent sheaf E is µH(E) = H ch1(E)/ rk(E) when rk(E) 6= 0 and +∞ when rk(E) = 0.
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For every β ∈ R, one may define the first tilting heart as

Cohβ(X) := 〈Coh>β
µH

(X),Coh≤β
µH

(X)[1]〉.

Then for every parameter α > 0, one may further define a function on Knum(Coh
β(X)) given as

Zα,β := iH2 chβ1 +
1
2α

2H3 rk−H chβ2 .

Here we use the twisted Chern characters to simplify the notion: chβ1 (E) := ch1(E) − βH rk(E)

and chβ2 (E) := ch2(E)− βH ch1(E) + 1
2β

2H2 rk(E).
By general theorem as in [BMT14], the function Zα,β is a weak stability function satisfying

Harder–Narasimhan property. Denote by σα,β = (Zα,β ,Coh
β(X)) the weak stability condition

and µα,β the slope of Zα,β .

We may further consider the tilting at 0 with respect to Zα,β on Cohβ . More precisely, the heart

of the bounded t-structure is given as

Coh0α,β(X) := 〈A>0
µα,β

,A≤0
µα,β

[1]〉

The weak stability function is Z0
α,β := 1

i
Zα,β . Intuitively, the data σ0

α,β := (Coh0α,β(X), Z0
α,β)

is just to make a “homological shift” on the weak stability condition (Cohβ(X), Zα,β) by 1
2 . In

general, such a non-integer shift on a weak stability condition will not produce a weak stability

condition – it only makes sense for a stability condition. Fortunately, however, by [BLMS23,

Proposition 2.15], σ0
α,β is a weak stability condition.

The final step is to restrict some particular σ0
α,β to the Kuznetsov component. More precisely,

when X is of index two, let β = −1
2 , α ∈ (0, 12),

Aα := Coh0
α,− 1

2
(X) ∩Ku(X), and Zα := Z0

α,− 1
2
= H2 ch

− 1
2

1 +i(H ch
− 1

2
2 −1

2α
2H3 rk).(B.2)

When X is of index one, let β = ǫ− 1 for some 0 < ǫ ≪ 1 and α ∈ (0, δ), where µδ,ǫ−1(EX) =
µδ,ǫ−1(OX(−H)[1]) and

Aα := Coh0α,ǫ−1(X) ∩Ku(X), and Zα := Z0
α,ǫ−1.(B.3)

Then [BLMS23, Theorem 1.1] states that σα = (Aα, Zα) is a stability condition on Ku(X).

Remark B.2. Here are some facts about σα that are worth explaining in detail.

(i) The numerical Grothendieck group Knum(Ku(X)) is with rank 2. The central charge factors

via λ : Knum(Ku(X)) → Λ : v 7→ (rk(v),H2 ch1(v)) as that in Assumption 2.7.

(ii) When X is of index two (resp. one), for different α,α′ ∈ (0, 12) (resp. different ǫ ≪ 1

and different α,α′ ∈ (0, δ)), there exists g̃ ∈ G̃L
+

2 (R) such that σα = σα′ · g̃, see [PY22,

Proposition 3.6]. In particular, the parameter α does not affect the stability of objects in

Ku(Knum(X)). We will simply denote σ for one fixed stability condition among all σα’s.

Lemma B.3. Let X be a Fano threefold with Picard rank 1, index 1 and genus 6. Let v ∈
Knum(Ku(X)) be an element with Chern character 3− 2H+ 3

10H
2+ 7

6P , where P stands for the

class of a point. Then M s
σ(v) 6= ∅.
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Proof. We work with the alternative Kuznetsov component AX defined by

Db(X) = 〈AX ,OX ,U∨
X〉.

Note that Ku(X) and AX are equivalent through LOX
(− ⊗OX(H)) : Ku(X) ≃ AX . Moreover,

this equivalence preserves the orbit of Serre invariant stability conditions by [PR23], and numeri-

cally sends v to v′ ∈ Knum(AX) with ch(v′) = −1 +H − 1
5H

2 − 5
6P .

Let σ be a Serre invariant stability condition on AX . Consider F ∈ M s
σ(w), where ch(w) =

3−H− 1
5H

2+ 5
6P . This object exists since it corresponds to a stable object in Ku(X) with respect

to a Serre invariant stability condition with Chern character 1− 3
10H

2 + 1
2P .

Its derived dual F∨ belongs to A∨
X , which sits in the semiorthogonal decomposition

Db(X) = 〈A∨
X ,U∨

X ,OX(H)〉.
Since Hom•(F∨, F∨) = Hom•(F,F ) and the fact that F is stable, by [Zha20, Corollary 4.15] we

have that F∨ is stable with respect to every Serre invariant stability condition on A∨
X .

Now LOX
(F∨) belongs to AX , has Chern character v′, and is stable with respect to Serre in-

variant stability conditions by [PR23, Section 3.3]. This implies the non-emptiness in the state-

ment. �

Lemma B.4. Let X be a Fano threefold with Picard rank 1, index 2 and degree 1. Let v ∈
Knum(Ku(X)) be an element with Chern character 1 +H − 3

2H
2 − 5

6P . Then M s
σ(v) 6= ∅.

Proof. Recall that X is a sextic hypersurface in the weighted projective space P(1, 1, 1, 2, 3). De-

note by x0, x1, x2, x3, x4 the coordinates on P(1, 1, 1, 2, 3). The space H0(X,OX (H)) has di-

mension 3 generated by the sections x0, x1, x2, and OX(H) has base locus consisting of a point

y [Isk77, Proposition 3.1]. In particular, OX(H) induces a rational map from X to P2 which is

defined away from y.

Let C ′ ⊂ P2 be a smooth conic. Then it corresponds to a smooth conic C on X not containing y.

Let IC be the ideal sheaf of C . Then IC(H) has Chern character 1+H− 3
2H

2− 5
6P . Moreover, we

have IC(H) ∈ Ku(X), since H0(X,OX (H)) → H0(X,OC (H)) is an isomorphism. In the rest

of the proof, we show that IC(H) is σ-stable for the stability conditions constructed in [BLMS23].

First, those stability conditions are in the same G̃L
+

2 (R)-orbit by [PY22, Proposition 3.6]. Thus

it is enough to show the stability for one of them. We will work with the stability condition σα for

α < 1
2 (see [BLMS23], [PY22, Theorem 3.3]).

Let σα,− 1
2

be the weak stability condition on Db(X) obtained by tilting slope stability at −1
2 .

We claim that IC(H) is σα,− 1
2
-stable for α ≫ 0. Indeed, it is a slope stable torsion-free sheaf with

slope 1 and truncated −1
2 -twisted Chern character

ch(IC(H))≤2 = (1,
3

2
H,−7

8
H2).

The claim follows from [BMS16, Lemma 2.7].

Let us now compute the numerical walls for IC(H) with respect to σα,− 1
2

varying α. Note

that we can restrict to consider potential walls at α ≥ 1
2 , because for our purpose it is enough to

show the stability of IC(H) with respect to some weak stability condition σα,− 1
2

with α < 1
2 . By
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standard arguments of wall crossing, we get the following numerical walls and destabilizing classes

for α ≥ 1
2 :

(a) α =
√
5
2 , ch(v1)≤2 = (1, 0, 0);

(b) α =
√

7
8 , ch(v1)≤2 = (1, 0,−1

8H
2);

(c) α =
√

1
2 , ch(v1)≤2 = (1, 0,−1

4H
2).

Note that a σα,− 1
2
-semistable object A with ch(A)≤2 = (1, 0, 0) satisfies A ∼= OX by Sublemma

B.5. Since Hom(IC(H),OX ) = 0, the first wall in (a) should be of the form

0 → OX → IX(H) → B → 0,

which is impossible since IC(H) ∈ Ku(X).
We claim that the numerical walls in (b) and (c) are not actual walls. Indeed, let A be a σα,− 1

2
-

semistable object with ch(A)≤2 = ch(v1)≤2 as in (b) or (c). Then the destabilizing sequence at α
has to be of the form

(B.4) 0 → A → IC(H) → B → 0.

Indeed, the subobject has to be a sheaf and IC(H) is torsion-free. Now consider the associated

cohomology sequence

0 → H−1(B) → A → IC(H) → H0(B) → 0

in Coh(X). Assume that H−1(B) 6= 0. Since A has rank 1, the rank r of H−1(B) can be either

0 or 1. As IC(H) is torsion-free, we have r = 0, in contradiction with the fact that its slope

semistable factors have slope ≤ −1
2 . Thus H−1(B) = 0, so B is a sheaf. Thus (B.4) is a short

exact sequence of sheaves. A standard computation shows that this violates the Gieseker stability

of IC(H). We conclude that IC(H) remains σα,− 1
2
-stable for some α < 1

2 .

Since µα,− 1
2
(IC(H)) < 0, we have that IC(H)[1] ∈ Coh0

α,− 1
2

(X). Note that for every

T ∈ Coh(X) supported on points, we have Hom(T,OC(H)) = Hom(T,OX(H)[1]) = 0, thus

Hom(T,IC(H)[1]) = 0. Then IC(H)[1] is σ0
α,− 1

2

-stable [FP23, Proposition 4.1], which implies

IC(H)[1] is σα-stable for some α < 1
2 . �

Sublemma B.5. Let A ∈ Coh−
1
2 (X) be a σα,− 1

2
-semistable object with ch(A)≤2 = (1, 0, 0).

Then A ∼= OX .

Proof. This is a rather standard remark, we include the proof here for the sake of completeness.

By [BMS16, Conjecture 4.1], [Li19, Theorem 0.1] we have a := ch3(A) ≤ 0. We also remark

that A is σα,− 1
2
-stable, because it has minimal H2 ch

− 1
2

1 . Since A has discriminant ∆(A) = 0,

by [BMS16, Corollary 3.11] it is a slope semistable sheaf. It follows that Hom(A,OX [k]) = 0
for every k 6= 0, 1, 2 by Serre duality and stability. Since χ(A,OX) = 1 − a ≥ 1, it follows that

hom(A,OX) + hom(A,OX [2]) > 0. Since

µα,1(OX(2H)) > µα,1(A[1])
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for small values of α > 0, we deduce that Hom(A,OX [2]) = 0 by Serre duality. Thus there exists

a morphism A → OX , which is an isomorphism by stability. �
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