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ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIORS OF MODULI OF ONE-DIMENSIONAL

SHEAVES ON SURFACES

FEI SI AND FEINUO ZHANG

Abstract. In this paper, we study the asymptotic behaviors of the Betti numbers
and Picard numbers of the moduli space Mβ,χ of one-dimensional sheaves supported in a
curve class β on S with Euler characteristic χ. We determine the intersection cohomology
Betti numbers of Mβ,χ when S is a del Pezzo surface and β is sufficiently positive. As
an application, we formulate a P = C conjecture regarding the refined BPS invariants
for local del Pezzo surfaces.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation and background. Throughout this paper, we work over the field C

of complex numbers. We denote by Z, Z≥0, Z>0, Q respectively the ring of integers,
the sets of nonnegative, positive integers and the field of rational numbers. All schemes
are assumed to be of finite type over C. By a variety, we mean an integral, separated
scheme and by a surface, we mean a smooth, projective 2-dimensional variety. A curve is
a projective scheme of pure dimension 1. All sheaves are assumed to be coherent.
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2 FEI SI AND FEINUO ZHANG

Let S be a surface with an ample line bundle H (we refer to such a pair (S,H) as
a polarized surface). Given r ∈ Z≥0, a line bundle L with first Chern class c1(L) =
c1 ∈ H2(S,Z) and a cohomology class c2 ∈ H4(S,Z) ∼= Z, denote by M(r, L, c2) (resp.
M(r, L, c2)

s) the (coarse) moduli space parametrizing polystable (resp. stable) sheaves
F (with respect to H) on S with rank r(F ) = r, determinant det(F ) ∼= L and the
second Chern class c2(F ) = c2. If we fix the first Chern class c1(F ) = c1 rather than
the determinant, then the moduli spaces are denoted by M(r, c1, c2) and M(r, c1, c2)

s,
respectively. When r ≥ 1, the discriminant of F is defined as

∆(F ) = 2rc2(F )− (r − 1)c1(F )
2.

The above moduli spaces have played a crucial role in many areas and their geometry
has been appealing to algebraic geometers for a long time. When r = 1, M(1, L, c2) is
isomorphic to the Hilbert scheme S [c2] parametrizing zero-dimensional closed subschemes
in S of length c2, which is a smooth projective variety of dimension 2c2. Starting from
Donaldson’s generic smoothness result [Don90], studies on M(r, L, c2) for r ≥ 2 have
shown that M(r, L, c2) has better geometric properties as the discriminant ∆ := ∆(F )
(F ∈ M(r, L, c2)) becomes larger. For example, when ∆ is large enough, Gieseker-Li
[GL94] [GL96] and O’Grady [O’G96] showed that M(r, L, c2) is irreducible, normal and
has generically smooth irreducible components of the expected dimension.

Some asymptotic phenomena also occur in the computation of Betti numbers of
M(r, L, c2). Göttsche has computed the Betti numbers of S [m] form ∈ Z≥0 ([Gö90]), which
in particular implies that the i-th Betti number bi(M(1, L, c2)) stabilizes as c2 becomes
sufficiently large. The first two Betti numbers of M(2, L, c2)

s have been computed by Li
in [Li97] when ∆ is sufficiently large, which are

b1(M(2, L, c2)
s) = b1(S) and b2(M(2, L, c2)

s) = 1 +

(

b1(S)

2

)

+ b2(S),

matching lim
m→∞

b1(S
[m]) and lim

m→∞
b2(S

[m]), respectively. In [CW22], Coskun and Woolf

proposed the following conjecture for M(r, c1, c2), which is closely related to the Atiyah-
Jones conjecture [AJ78] [Tau84] in gauge theory (see [CW22, §8]).

Conjecture 1.1 ([CW22, Conjecture 1.1]). Assume r ≥ 1. Then for each i ∈ Z≥0, there
is a constant N(i) depending on i such that for every integer k ≤ i,

bk(M(r, c1, c2)) = bk,∞

when ∆ ≥ N(i) holds, where bk,∞ := lim
c2→∞

bk(M(1, c1, c2)).

Using the wall-crossing and blowup formulae, Coskun and Woolf verified Conjecture
1.1 for all rational surfaces. It is very natural to ask the following question, which was
also suggested in [CW22].

Question 1.2. Are there similar stabilization results as that in Conjecture 1.1 on the
Betti numbers of M(r, L, c2) or M(r, c1, c2) when r = 0?

In contrast to the positive rank case, there are few general results when r = 0.
Indeed, the rank zero case is not a parallel generalization of the positive rank case since
the techniques for torsion free sheaves are usually not applicable to torsion sheaves, which
makes the above question even more interesting. To distinguish the rank zero case, we use
the following notation instead. Given an effective divisor β on S and an integer χ, denote
by Mβ,χ the moduli space parametrizing polystable sheaves F (with respect to H) on S
with r(F ) = 0, det(F ) ∼= OS(β) and Euler characteristic χ(F ) = χ. Such sheaves are
supported on curves in the complete linear system |β|, so they are called one-dimensional
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sheaves. An essential difficulty caused by these sheaves is that their supports can be
singular, even non-reduced.

A main motivation of this paper is to answer Question 1.2 affirmatively under suitable
conditions. To do so, we need to figure out how to replace the condition "∆ ≫ 0". We
observe that neither "∆|r=0 = β2 ≫ 0" nor "β · H ≫ 0" is a reasonable condition. For
example, let σ : S1 → P2 be the blowup of a point on P2 and let e1 be the exceptional
divisor. Then by [CvGKT20, Proposition 3.10], b2(Mσ∗O

P2 (d),1
) = b2(MO

P2 (d),1
) → 2 while

b2(Mσ∗O
P2 (d)−e1,1

) → 3 as d → ∞ by our calculation . In this paper, we give a formulation
of a positivity condition "β ≫ 0" which should be the right one and we take the first
step towards understanding the asymptotic behaviors of Mβ,χ. For del Pezzo surfaces, a
quantitative condition for "β ≫ 0" is given in Definition 3.2. We also give an example in
which the asymptotic irreducibility fails, again implying that the r = 0 case is different
from the positive rank case in nature.

We propose the following conjecture on the stable cohomology of Mβ,χ, as an analogue
of Conjecture 1.1 in the rank zero case.

Conjecture 1.3. For any given i ∈ Z≥0, χ ∈ Z, every fixed ample divisor β0 and β = nβ0
(n ∈ Z>0), there exists a constant N(i, β0, χ) depending on i, β0 and χ such that for each
integer k ≤ i, the k-th intersection cohomology Betti number of Mβ,χ is

dim IHk(Mβ,χ) = lim
m→∞

bk(S
[m])

when n ≥ N(i, β0, χ), where IH∗(−) is the intersection cohomology with Q-coefficients.

Another motivation for our work comes from the important role played by one-
dimensional sheaves in enumerative geometry. The total spaceX = Tot(KS) (also referred
to as a local surface) of the canonical divisor KS is a non-compact Calabi-Yau threefold
for a regular surface S. In this case, the moduli space of one-dimensional sheaves is
closely related to enumerative invariants of X defined via Gromov-Witten/Donaldson-
Thomas/Pandharipande-Thomas theory (see for example [PT10] [MT18]).

Meanwhile, there is a proper Hilbert-Chow morphism from Mβ,χ to |β| obtained by
taking the Fitting support of a sheaf, which induces a perverse filtration on the cohomology
ring of Mβ,χ. An analogue of the P = W conjecture [dCHM12] with a different origin,
called the P = C conjecture, was formulated in [KPS23] for the moduli space of one-
dimensional sheaves on the projective plane P2. The P = C conjecture provides an
explanation to an asymptotic product formula for the refined BPS invariants for the local
P2 via the asymptotic Betti numbers of the moduli space of one-dimensional sheaves,
which stimulates our interest in extending it to a larger generality.

1.2. Main results. Our main results in this paper are the following.

Theorem 1.4 (cf. Theorem 3.11). Let S be a del Pezzo surface. For any given i ∈ Z≥0,
χ ∈ Z, every effective divisor β satisfying (Ai) as defined in Definition 3.2 and each
integer k ≤ i, we have

dim IHk(Mβ,χ) = lim
m→∞

bk(S
[m]).

In particular, Conjecture 1.3 is true for S.

This result generalizes [Yua23b, Theorem 1.7] for P2 to all del Pezzo surfaces (see
Example 5.7). Besides, it allows us to compute some Betti numbers of Mβ,χ when the
arithmetic genus pa(β) of β is large, extending the result in [CvGKT20, Theorem 4.13].

The strategy of our proof is to relate two natural projective bundle maps from different
relative Hilbert schemes, one maps onto S [m] when β is sufficiently positive and the other
maps onto the moduli space parametrizing one-dimensional sheaves supported on integral
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curves. The full support theorem of Migliorini-Shende [MS13] helps us connect different
relative Hilbert schemes while another full support theorem of Maulik-Shen [MS23] is
used to connect moduli spaces Mβ,χ for different χ.

We also obtain a partial result on the stabilization of the Picard number of the moduli
on an arbitrary surface. For simplicity, we consider the case when χ = 1 and write Mβ

for Mβ,1.

Theorem 1.5 (cf. Theorem 4.5). Let (S,H) be any polarized surface. Then for every
divisor satisfying (P) as defined in Definition 4.4, we have the following relation of Picard
numbers

(1.1) ρ(Mβ) ≥ ρ(S) + 1.

The above result generalizes [CW22, Proposition 9.1] to the rank zero case. We
prove it by using the determinant line bundles and constructing testing curves in Mβ .
The construction of testing curves is more subtle than that in the positive rank case since
Hecke modifications at points may change the stability of a one-dimensional sheaf. The
assumption on β is made to ensure the existence of certain nodal curves in |β|.

Remark 1.6. We expect the inequality (1.1) to be an equality when β is sufficiently
positive, because by Conjecture 1.3, the stable Picard number should be ρ(S [m]) = ρ(S)+1
(m ≥ 2). By Markman [Mar07], for all rational surfaces and all K3 surfaces, if Mβ is
smooth, then H∗(Mβ,Q) is generated by the Künneth components of the Chern classes of
a universal sheaf. In this case, the number of generators gives an upper bound of ρ(Mβ)
by ρ(S) + 1 and our expectation is true.

As an application, we formulate the following P = C conjecture for all del Pezzo
surfaces, extending the original form in [KPS23]. We also provide evidence for it.

Conjecture 1.7 (cf. Conjecture 5.8). Let S be a del Pezzo surface. Suppose that β · H
and χ are coprime. With the notation as in Section 5, we have the following P = C
identity

P•H
∗(Mβ,χ) = C•H

∗(Mβ,χ).

Remark 1.8. In the final stages of preparation of this paper, we learned of very recent
work [PS24] of Pi-Shen on the P=C conjecture and refined BPS invariants for local P2.
Their project and ours started independently, but our methods and results have grown
to share considerable similarities. For this reason, [PS24] and the present paper will be
superseded by a joint paper of the four authors, extending results of both papers. We are
posting this version of the present paper for record.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect some notations,
definitions and facts which will be useful later. Section 3 is addressed to study the
relative Hilbert schemes and the non-integral locus in a linear system so that we can
prove Conjecture 1.3 for del Pezzo surfaces. In Section 4, we construct three types of
testing curves and bound the Picard numbers. Section 5 is mainly for the formulation
of the P = C conjecture. At the end, we present in Section 6 an example in which the
moduli space is not asymptotically irreducible.

Acknowledgements. The second author is grateful to her advisor, Professor Jun Li
for his help in preparing for this work, and to Professor Claire Voisin for useful discus-
sions. Both authors thank Professor Zhiyuan Li for helpful comments. The first author
is supported by NSFC grant 12201011.



ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIORS OF MODULI OF ONE-DIMENSIONAL SHEAVES ON SURFACES 5

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we review some properties concerning moduli spaces of our interest.

2.1. Stability, moduli spaces and generators of the cohomology ring. Let (S,H)
be a polarized surface. For a nonzero sheaf E on S, denote by PH,E ∈ Q[m] the Hilbert
polynomial of E with respect to H (m ∈ Z≥0)

PH,E(m) := χ(E ⊗H⊗m) =

dimE
∑

i=0

ai(H,E)
mi

i!
,

whose degree dimE ∈ Z≥0 is exactly the dimension of the support of E, called the
dimension of E. The reduced Hilbert polynomial pH,E is the following monic polynomial

pH,E :=
PH,E

adimE(H,E)
.

We say E is pure (of dimension n) if every nonzero subsheaf of E has dimension n.

Definition 2.1 ([Sim94]). A pure sheaf F on S is called semistable (with respect to H)
if for any nonzero proper subsheaf G ⊂ F ,

(2.2) pH,G(m) ≤ pH,F (m)

for m≫ 0. The above sheaf F is called stable if the inequality (2.2) is strict. A semistable
sheaf is called polystable if it is the direct sum of stable sheaves.

The moduli space of torsion free semistable sheaves was first constructed by Gieseker
[Gie77] and Maruyama [Mar78]. Later, Simpson [Sim94] proved that for any fixed Hilbert
polynomial P ∈ Q[m], there exists a projective coarse moduli space MH(P ) whose closed
points are in bijection with polystable sheaves on S with Hilbert polynomial P . The
moduli spaces M(r, L, c2), M(r, c1, c2) and Mβ,χ in the introduction can be respectively
obtained as subschemes of MH(Pj) (j = 1, 2, 3) for a suitable Pj according to the fixed
data. We denote by M any one of the above three moduli spaces.

A sheaf E on M × S is called universal if for every scheme T and every flat family F
of sheaves in M over T , there exists a unique morphism πT : T → M and a line bundle
B on M such that

(πT × 1S)
∗E ∼= F ⊗ p∗B,

where p : M × S → M is the projection and 1S : S → S is the identity. Note that two
universal sheaves differ by a line bundle pulled back from M . By the Künneth formula,
the i-th Chern class of E

ci(E) ∈ H2i(M × S,Q) =
⊕

j+k=2i

Hj(M,Q)⊗Q H
k(S,Q).

If we fix a basis {νl : νl ∈ Hdeg νl(S,Q), l ∈ Λ} (Λ is an index set) for H∗(S,Q) as a
Q-linear space, then we can write

ci(E) =
∑

l∈Λ

µl ⊗Q νl

for uniquely determined µl ∈ H2i−deg νl(M,Q). These µl are called the Künneth compo-
nents of ci(E). The sub-Q-algebra generated by {µl}l∈Λ is independent of the choice of
{νl}l∈Λ.

We state the following theorems on the cohomology rings of moduli spaces.
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Theorem 2.2 ([Bea95]). Suppose M is smooth projective moduli space parametrizing
stable sheaves and

Ext2(E, F ) = 0

for every E, F in M . If there exists a universal sheaf E on M × S, then H∗(M,Q) is
generated by the Künneth components of the Chern classes of E .

Theorem 2.3. ([Mar02], [Mar07, Theorem 1, Theorem 2]) Assume S is a rational Pois-
son surface (i.e., a rational surface with a nonzero section of OS(−KS)) and r ≥ 0.
If M(r, c1, c2) is smooth, then the singular cohomology ring H∗(M(r, c1, c2),Z) with Z-
coefficients is torsion free and the cycle class map

cl : CH∗(M(r, c1, c2)) → H∗(M(r, c1, c2),Z)

from the Chow ring of M(r, c1, c2) (with Z-coefficients) to the cohomology ring is an
isomorphism.

2.2. One-dimensional sheaves and determinant line bundles. From now on, we
focus on sheaves supported on curves. If E is a sheaf of dimension 1, then

PH,E(m) = (c1(E) ·H)m+ χ(E).

In Definition 2.1, the inequality (2.2) that characterizes semistability is equivalent to

(2.3) µ(G) ≤ µ(F )

when F is a pure one-dimensional sheaf, where the slope µ(F ) is defined as

µ(F ) :=
χ(F )

c1(F ) ·H
.

For any pure one-dimensinoal sheaf F , any surjection ψ : E0 → F from a locally free
sheaf E0 can be completed to a short exact sequence

0 → E1
φ
→ E0

ψ
→ F → 0,

where E1 is locally free with r(E1) = r(E0). The Fitting support Supp(F ) of F is defined
(as a closed subscheme of S) by the vanishing locus of the determinant of φ, which is
independent of the locally free resolution of F .

For a given effective divisor β and χ ∈ Z, the moduli space Mβ,χ admits a Hilbert-
Chow morphism

hβ,χ :Mβ,χ → |β|

which sends a polystable sheaf F ∈Mβ,χ to its Fitting support Supp(F ).
Let U ⊂ |β| be the open subset parametrizing integral curves. Then there is another

modular interpretation of h−1
β,χ(U) as the compactified Jacobian J

d

π of degree d relative to
the universal family

π : CU → U,

of integral curves in |β|, where CU ⊂ U × S is a closed subscheme and

d = χ+
β(β +KS)

2
.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose a general curve in |β| is smooth and connected. Then the open
subscheme h−1

β,χ(U0) of Mβ,χ is smooth, where U0 ⊂ |β| is the open subset parametrizing

smooth curves. If in addition h1(OS(β)) = h2(OS(β)) = 0, then the dimension of h−1
β,χ(U0)

is

(2.4) dimh−1
β,χ(U0) = β2 + χ(OS).
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Proof. Since semistable sheaves on smooth curves with Euler characteristic χ are invertible
sheaves of degree d, h−1(U0) is the relative Picard scheme Picd(CU0/U0), where CU0 :=
π−1(U0). By [Kle05, Corollary 5.14, Proposition 5.19], Picd(CU0/U0) is smooth over U0 of
relative dimension pa(β) (the arithmetic genus of β). Thus h−1

β,χ(U0) is smooth.

If h1(OS(β)) = h2(OS(β)) = 0, then by the the adjunction formula and the Riemann-
Roch formula

dimh−1
β,χ(U0) = dim |β|+ pa(β)

= (χ(OS(β))− 1) +

(

β(β +KS)

2
+ 1

)

=

(

β(β −KS)

2
+ χ(OS)

)

+
β(β +KS)

2

= β2 + χ(OS),

which completes the proof. �

Now we consider the case when β · H and χ are coprime. In this case, semistable
sheaves in Mβ,χ are all stable. By [HL10, Corollary 4.6.6, p. 119], there is a universal
sheaf E on Mβ,χ × S.

LetK0(S) be the Grothendieck group of locally free sheaves on S. It is a commutative
ring with 1 = [OS] where the multiplication is given by

[F1] · [F2] := F1 ⊗ F2

for locally free sheaves F1 and F2 on S. There is a group homomorphism from K0(S) to
the Picard group of Mβ,χ ([HL10, Definition 8.1.1, p. 214])

λE : K0(S) → Pic(Mβ,χ), λE(a) := det(p!(E ⊗ q∗a)),

where p :Mβ,χ × S →Mβ,χ and q :Mβ,χ × S → S are the projections.
Since two universal sheaves differ by a line bundle pulled back from Mβ,χ, the homo-

morphism λE is independent of the choice of E when restricted to K0
β(S) ([HL10, Lemma

8.1.2 iv), p. 214]). Here K0
β(S) ⊂ K0(S) is the orthogonal complement of the class of

F ∈ Mβ,χ with respect to the bilinear form (a, b) 7→ χ(a · b) on K0(S) × K0(S). We
denote the restriction by

(2.5) λ : K0
β(S) → Pic(Mβ,χ).

For a sheaf E on a scheme X and a sheaf G on a scheme Y , we write E ⊠ G for
the sheaf p∗XE ⊗ p∗YG on X × Y , where pX : X × Y → X and pY : X × Y → Y are the
projections.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose β is base-point-free. Then the first Chern class of E is

c1(E) = ch1(E) = h̃∗ c1(O|β|(1)⊠OS(β)) ∈ CH1(Mβ,χ × S)

where h̃ := hβ,χ × 1S :Mβ,χ × S → |β| × S.

Proof. The argument is similar to that of [PS23, Lemma 2.1]. Clearly, E is a torsion sheaf

(on Mβ,χ × S) supported on h̃−1(C), the pullback of C ⊂ |β| × S along h̃, where C is the
universal family of curves in |β|. Note that since β is base-point-free, C is flat over |β|
and therefore h̃−1(C) is a divisor on Mβ,χ × S corresponding to the pullback of the line
bundle

(2.6) O|β|×S(C) ∼= O|β|(1)⊠OS(β),

from which the result follows. �
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Corollary 2.6. In the situation of Proposition 2.5, let x ∈ S be a closed point and denote
by [Ox] ∈ K0(S) the class of the structure sheaf of x. Then [Ox] ∈ K0

β(S) and

λ([Ox]) = h∗β,χO|β|(1).

Proof. The assertion that [Ox] ∈ K0
β(S) follows immediately from a locally free resolution

of F ∈Mβ,χ. By [HL10, Example 8.1.3 i), p. 214],

λ([Ox]) = p∗(det(E)|Mβ,χ×{x}).

It follows from Proposition 2.5 that

p∗(det(E|Mβ,χ×{x})) = p∗(p
∗h∗β,χO|β|(1)) = h∗β,χO|β|(1),

which completes the proof. �

2.3. Moduli on del Pezzo surfaces. Let S be a del Pezzo surface. Then S is either
P2, P1×P1 or the blowup Sδ of δ general points on P2 (δ = 1, 2, · · · , 8). We will need the
following properties.

Lemma 2.7. If D is a nef divisor on S, then

(2.7) h1(OS(D)) = h2(OS(D)) = 0.

In particular,

h0(OS(D)) = χ(OS(D)) =
D(D −KS)

2
+ 1.

Proof. Since D is nef and −KS is ample, D − KS is ample. Hence (2.7) follows from
the Kodaira vanishing theorem [Laz04, Theorem 4.2.1, p. 248]. Then χ(OS(D)) can be
computed by the Riemann-Roch formula. �

In the following two results, β ·H and χ are not necessarily coprime.

Lemma 2.8. The moduli space Mβ,χ is irreducible and smooth at points corresponding
to stable sheaves. In particular, h−1

β,χ(U) is smooth, where U ⊂ |β| is the open subset
parametrizing integral curves.

Proof. The irreducibility of Mβ,χ is proved for toric del Pezzo surfaces in [MS23, Theorem
2.3] and generalized to all del Pezzo surfaces in [Yua23b, Theorem 1.5]. By [HL10, Corol-
lary 4.5.2, p. 113], it suffices to show Ext2(F, F ) = 0 for any stable sheaf F ∈Mβ,χ. This
is proved in [MS23, Lemma 2.5]. For any E ∈ h−1

β,χ(U) and any nonzero proper subsheaf
G ⊂ E, c1(G) = c1(E) and the nonzero quotient E/G is zero-dimensional. Therefore,
χ(G) < χ(E) and E is stable by (2.3). �

Theorem 2.9 ([MS23],[Yua23b]). Suppose β is base-point-free and that a general curve
in |β| is smooth and connected. Then there is an isomorphism

(2.8) R(hβ,χ)∗ICMβ,χ
∼=

2pa(β)
⊕

l=0

IC
(

∧lR1π0∗QCU0

)

[−l + pa(β)]

in the bounded derived category of mixed Hodge modules on |β|, where ICMβ,χ
is the in-

tersection complex of Mβ,χ and π0 : CU0 → U0 is the restriction of π : CU → U to the open
subset U0 ⊂ |β| parametrizing smooth curves.

Proposition 2.10. When β · H are χ are coprime, the cohomology ring H∗(Mβ,χ,Q)
is generated by the Künneth components of the Chern classes of a universal sheaf. In
particular, for i ∈ Z≥0,

b2i+1(Mβ,χ) = 0.
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Proof. By Theorem 2.2 and Lemma 2.8, it remains to check Ext2(E, F ) = 0 for any
E, F ∈ Mβ,χ, which is done in the proof of [MS23, Lemma 2.5]. The vanishing of odd
Betti numbers follows easily from the definition of Künneth components and the fact that
odd Betti numbers of S vanish. �

3. Stabilization of Betti numbers for moduli on del Pezzo surfaces

Throughout this section, S is a del Pezzo surface.

3.1. Relative Hilbert schemes of points. For n ∈ Z≥0, denote by π̃[n] : C[n] → |β| the
relative Hilbert scheme of n points on the universal family C of curves in |β|. For C ∈ |β|,
the fiber of π̃[n] over C is the Hilbert scheme C [n] parametrizing length n, zero-dimensional
closed subschemes of C. Note that π̃[0] : |β| → |β| is the identity and π̃ := π̃[1] : C → |β|
is the natural projection.

The following notion of being k-very ample is a generalization of being base-point-free
(0-very ample) and being very ample (1-very ample).

Definition 3.1. We say a divisor β on S is k-very ample (k ∈ Z≥0) if given any zero-
dimensional closed subscheme Z ⊂ S of length k + 1, the restriction map

rZ : H0(OS(β)) → H0(OS(β)|Z)

is surjective.

Now we can formulate the condition (Ai) to make "β ≫ 0" rigorous.

Definition 3.2. For i ∈ Z≥0, we say a divisor β on S satisfies (Ai) if

(1) β is i-very ample and

2 dim |β| ≥ 3i+ 2;

(2) a general curve in |β| is smooth and connected;
(3) the codimension codim(|β|\U, |β|) of the locus of non-integral curves in |β| satisfies

2 codim(|β| \ U, |β|) > i+ 1.

Since all curves in |β| lie in S, there is a natural morphism σi : C
[i+1] → S [i+1] sending

a closed subscheme Z ⊂ C (C ∈ |β|) of length i + 1 to Z ⊂ S. The morphism σi allows
us to regard C[i+1] as a scheme over S [i+1]. The following property of σi also appears in
[CvGKT20, Proposition 3.16].

Proposition 3.3. Suppose β is i-very ample. Then C[i+1] is a projective bundle over
S [i+1].

Proof. Let I be the universal ideal sheaf on S [i+1] × S. Denote by p : S [i+1] × S → S [i+1]

and q : S [i+1] × S → S the projections. For every zero-dimensional closed subscheme
Z ⊂ S of length i+ 1, we have a short exact sequence

0 −→ H0(OS(β)⊗ IZ) −→ H0(OS(β))
rZ−→ H0(O(β)|Z) −→ 0

since β is i-very ample. Thus h0(OS(β)⊗IZ) = h0(OS(β))− (i+1), which is independent
of the choice of Z. By Grauert’s theorem ([Har77, Chapter III, Corollary 12.9, p. 288]),

G := p∗(I ⊗ q∗OS(β))

is a vector bundle on S [i+1] of rank h0(OS(β)) − (i + 1). Then it is easy to show that
C[i+1] ∼= P(G∨). �
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In what follows, we assume that β satisfies (A0) as defined in Definition 3.2. Let

π[n] (resp. π
[n]
0 ) be the restriction of π̃[n] to the open subscheme U (resp. U0) of |β|

parametrizing integral (resp. smooth) curves and let

(3.9) C
[n]
U := (π̃[n])−1(U), C

[n]
U0

:= (π̃[n])−1(U0).

Note that π[1] = π : CU → U and π
[1]
0 = π0 : CU0 → U0 are the natural projections.

Migliorini and Shende proved the following full support theorem for relative Hilbert
schemes.

Theorem 3.4 ([MS13, Theorem 1]). If C[n]
U is smooth, then

(3.10) Rπ[n]
∗ C[n+ dim |β|] =

n
⊕

l=−n

IC(Rn+lπ
[n]
0∗C)[−l].

where IC(Rn+lπ
[n]
0∗C) is the intermediate extension of the local system Rn+lπ

[n]
0∗C on U0.

The family π0 : CU0 → U0 of smooth curves admits a multisection

(3.11) D0 ⊂ CU0

such that D0 is finite and flat over U0 of degree d0 ∈ Z>0 (see for example [MSY23, §5.2,
p. 42]). Then the operation of adding a 0-dimensional closed subscheme of length d0
given by D0 yields a morphism (a similar construction is used in [Ren18, §5.1])

ι : C
[n]
U0

→ C
[n+d0]
U0

.

There is a natural map
ι̃ : C

C
[n+d0]
U0

→ ι∗CC
[n]
U0

and it induces
r̃ : Riπ

[n+d0]
0∗ C → Riπ

[n]
0∗C.

On the stalks over each b ∈ U0, the map r̃b induced by r̃ is the restriction map induced
by ιb := ι|

C
[n]
b

ι∗b = r̃b : H
i(C[n+d0]

b ,C) → H i(C[n]
b ,C),

where C
[k]
b := (π̃[k])−1(b) (k ∈ Z≥0).

Lemma 3.5. If i ≤ n− 1, then the map r̃ is an isomorphism.

Proof. It suffices to show r̃b is an isomorphism for each b ∈ U0. Note that the restriction

ιb : C
[n]
b → C

[n+d0]
b of ι is the composition of

ιjb : C
[n+j−1]
b → C

[n+j]
b (j = 1, · · · , d0),

where ιjb is the morphism defined by adding a point xj ∈ Cb and
∑d0

j=1 xj is the 0-

dimensional scheme (D0)b := D0 ∩ π−1
0 (b). By the proof of [ACGH85, Chapter VII,

Proposition 2.2, p. 310], ιjb realizes C
[n+j−1]
b as an ample divisor on C

[n+j]
b . By Lefschetz

hyperplane theorem [Laz04, Theorem 3.1.17, p. 192], the restriction map

r̃ jb : H i(C
[n+j]
b ,C) → H i(C

[n+j−1]
b ,C)

is an isomorphism since i ≤ n− 1 ≤ n + j − 2. Then r̃b is an isomorphism since it is the
composition of r̃ jb . �

Now we can prove the following property relating the Betti numbers of the relative

Hilbert schemes C
[n]
U of integral curves for different n.
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Proposition 3.6. If i ≤ n− 1, then there is an isomorphism of C-vector spaces

H i(C
[n]
U ,C) ∼= H i(C

[n+d0]
U ,C).

Proof. By [She12, Proposition 14] and Lemma 2.8, the relative Hilbert schemes C[n]
U are

smooth for all n ∈ Z≥0. Thus we can use Theorem 3.4. Applying the hypercohomology
functor Hi−n−dim |β|(−) to both sides of (3.10), we obtain

H i(C
[n]
U ,C) =

n
⊕

l=−n

Hi−n−dim |β|−l
(

IC(Rn+lπ
[n]
0∗C)

)

=

i−n
⊕

l=−n

Hi−n−dim |β|−l
(

IC(Rn+lπ
[n]
0∗C)

)

,

where the second equality holds since Hi−n−dim |β|−l
(

IC(Rn+lπ
[n]
0∗C)

)

= 0 for l > i− n by

the vanishing result for perverse sheaves in [Max19, Proposition 8.6.11, p. 148]. Similarly,

H i(C
[n+d0]
U ,C) =

i−(n+d0)
⊕

m=−(n+d0)

Hi−(n+d0)−dim |β|−m
(

IC(Rn+d0+mπ
[n+d0]
0∗ C)

)

=

i−n
⊕

l=−n

Hi−n−dim |β|−l
(

IC(Rn+lπ
[n+d0]
0∗ C)

)

.

By Lemma 3.5, Rn+lπ
[n+d0]
0∗ C ∼= Rn+lπ

[n]
0∗C for l = −n, · · · , i− n and therefore each direct

summand of H i(C
[n]
U ,C) is isomorphic to a direct summand of H i(C

[n+d0]
U ,C). Hence the

result follows. �

3.2. Non-integral locus in a linear system. Now we estimate the codimension of
the non-integral locus in |β| when β satisfies (A0) as defined in Definition 3.2. Given a
non-integral curve C ∈ |β|, suppose it has irreducible components C1, · · · , Cm (m ∈ Z>0)
with multiplicities n1, · · · , nm ∈ Z>0, respectively.

If m = 1, then n1 ≥ 2 and C is an irreducible, non-reduced curve. By Lemma 2.7, if
C1 is nef, then so is β and

dim |β| − dim |C1| =
β(β −KS)

2
−
n−1
1 β(n−1

1 β −KS)

2

= (1− n−1
1 )

β(β −KS)

2
+
n1 − 1

2n2
1

β2 ≥
β(β −KS)

4
.

Let Z1 be the locus of irreducible, non-reduced curves in |β|. Then it follows that

(3.12) codim(Z1, |β|) ≥
β(β −KS)

4
.

If m ≥ 2, then C is reducible. If none of its irreducible components is a (−1)-curve,
then C1, · · · , Cm are all nef divisors. The locus Z2 of such C is contained in the image of
|β1|×|β2| in |β|, where β1 and β2 are nonzero, nef, effective divisors in S with β1+β2 = β.
There are finitely many choices for (β1, β2). By Lemma 2.7,

dim |β| =
(β1 + β2)(β1 + β2 −KS)

2
= dim |β1|+ dim |β2|+ β1 · β2,

which implies that

(3.13) codim(Z2, |β|) ≥ min{β1 · β2}.
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If there are (−1)-curves among C1, · · · , Cm, then we may assume that C1, · · · , Cl
are (−1)-curves (l ∈ {1, · · · , m}) and Cj (j > l) are nef. Then |C1|, · · · , |Cl| are reduced
points. The locus Z3 of such C is contained in the image of |C1|×· · ·×|Cl|×|γ| ∼= |γ| in |β|,
where γ is a nef, effective (possibly zero) divisor in |β| such that n1C1+· · ·+nlCl ∈ |β−γ|.
There are finitely many nef, effective divisors γ such that β − γ is a chain of (−1)-curves
(possibly with multiplicities). By Lemma 2.7, when β is nef,

dim |β| − dim |γ| =
(β − γ)β + (β − γ)γ −KS · (β − γ)

2

≥
(β − γ)(β −KS)

2
≥

1

2
min{(β −KS)L : L is a (−1)-curve},

which implies that

(3.14) codim(Z3, |β|) ≥
1

2
min{(β −KS)L : L is a (−1)-curve}.

Proposition 3.7. For every i ∈ Z≥0 and an arbitrary ample divisor β0 on S, β = nβ0
(n ∈ Z>0) satisfies the condition (Ai) defined in Definition 3.2 when n is sufficiently large.

Proof. By Lemma 2.7 and the boundedness of the ideal sheaves defining length i + 1
subschemes of S, β satisfies the condition (1) of (Ai) when n is sufficiently large. By
Bertini’s theorem [Har77, Chapter II, Theorem 8.18, p. 179], the condition (2) of (Ai) is
also satisfied by β when n is sufficiently large. It remains to verify that so is the condition
(3) of (Ai).

We are going to bound from below the codimension of |β| \ U in |β| for β = nβ0.
Assume there are nonzero, nef, effective divisors β1 and β2 with nβ0 = β1 + β2. Then

(3.15) n2β2
0 = β2

1 + β2
2 + 2β1 · β2.

By (3.13), we need to bound β1 · β2 from below. If β2
1 = 0 or β2

2 = 0, we may assume
β2
1 = 0 and it follows that

(3.16) β1 · β2 = (nβ0 − β1)β1 = nβ0 · β1 ≥ n.

If β2
1 > 0 and β2

2 > 0, then by the Hodge index theorem [Laz04, Theorem 1.6.1, p.
88] and (3.15),

β1 · β2 ≥
√

β2
1β

2
2 ≥

√

n2β2
0 − 2β1 · β2 − 1,

which implies that

(3.17) β1 · β2 ≥ n
√

β2
0 − 1.

By (3.12), (3.13), (3.16), (3.17) and (3.14), if S is minimal (thus Z3 = ∅), then

2 codim(|β| \ U, |β|) ≥ min

{

nβ0(nβ0 −KS)

2
, 2n
√

β2
0 − 2, 2n

}

,

otherwise

2 codim(|β| \ U, |β|) ≥ min

{

nβ0(nβ0 −KS)

2
, 2n
√

β2
0 − 2, n+ 1

}

.

Hence when n is sufficiently large, the condition (3) of (Ai) is satisfied by β. �

By the argument above, we can calculate the codimensions of the non-integral locus
in the following special cases.
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Example 3.8. When S = P2 and β = OP2(d) (d ∈ Z>0),

codim(|β| \ U, |β|) = d− 1.

When S = P1 × P1 and β = OP1(a1)⊠OP1(a2) (a1, a2 ∈ Z>0),

codim(|β| \ U, |β|) = min{a1, a2}.

When S = S1 is the blowup of a point on P2 and β = OS1(ah− de1) (a ∈ Z>0, a > d, h
is the pullback of the hyperplane class on P2 and e1 is the exceptional divisor),

codim(|β| \ U, |β|) = min{a− d, d+ 1}.

In the following, we provide facts about the fiber dimensions of two morphisms of
our interest, which will be used to prove the stabilization of bi(Mβ).

Proposition 3.9 ([MS23, Proposition 2.6], [Yua23b, Corollary 1.3]). When β ·H and χ
are coprime, the Hilbert-Chow morphism hβ,χ has fibers of the same dimension pa(β).

Proposition 3.10. The morphism π̃[n] : C[n] → |β| has fibers of the same dimension n.

Proof. We need to prove that for every curve C ∈ |β|, the Hilbert scheme C [n] has dimen-
sion n. Since C is a curve on S, there exists a 0-dimensional closed subscheme W ⊂ C
such that

C◦ := C \W ∼= Spec(C[x, y]/f(x, y))

for some (possibly reducible) polynomial f(x, y) ∈ C[x, y]. Suppose the underlying set of
W consists of s distinct points x1, · · · , xs ∈ C (s ∈ Z>0). By [Lua23, Theorem 1.1], every
irreducible component of (C◦)[n] has dimension n. Note that (C◦)[n] is an open subscheme
of C [n]. Let Y be an irreducible component of C [n]. If Y ∩ (C◦)[n] is nonempty, then it is
an irreducible component of (C◦)[n] and therefore

dim Y = dimY ∩ (C◦)[n] = n.

If Y ∩ (C◦)[n] = ∅, then let τk : S [k] → Symk(S) (k ∈ Z>0) be the Hilbert-Chow
morphism associated to S [k]. Denote by Hx,k the fiber τ−1

k (kx) (x is a closed point of S)
and set Hx,0 := SpecC. It is well-known that dimHx,k = k−1 ([Bri77, Théorème V.3.2]).
Since W [k] is a closed subscheme of S [k] and Y can be stratified according to the length
kj of the subscheme supported at xj (j = 1, · · · , · · · , s),

dimY ≤ max
(k1,··· ,ks)∈Λs

dim(Hx1,k1 × · · ·Hxs,ks × (C◦)[n−k1−···−ks])

= max
(k1,··· ,ks)∈Λs

{[k1 − 1]+ + · · ·+ [ks − 1]+ + (n− k1 − · · · − ks)}

< n,

where [l]+ := max{l, 0} (l ∈ Z) and

Λs =

{

(n1, · · · , ns) ∈ Zs≥0 : 0 <
s
∑

j=1

nj ≤ n

}

.

We conclude that dimC [n] = n. �

3.3. Proof of the main result. We use H∗(−) (resp. H∗
c (−)) to denote the singular

cohomology (resp. singular cohomology with compact support) with Q-coefficients.

Theorem 3.11. For any given i ∈ Z≥0, χ ∈ Z, every effective divisor β satisfying (Ai)
as defined in Definition 3.2 and each integer k ≤ i, we have

dim IHk(Mβ,χ) = lim
m→∞

bk(S
[m]).
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Proof. By Theorem 2.9, dim IHk(Mβ,χ) = bk(Mβ,1), so it suffices to consider the case when
χ = 1. We write Mβ := Mβ,1 and hβ := hβ,1. Since the odd Betti numbers of Mβ are
zero by Proposition 2.10 and so are those of S [m] (m ∈ Z≥0) by Göttsche’s formula [Gö90,
Theorem 0.1], we may assume i is even. Let β satisfy (Ai). We divide the proof into the
following steps, of which the first two are inspired by the argument in [Sac19, Section 5].

Step 1. Compute bi(C
[i+1]). By the condition (1) of (Ai) and Proposition 3.3, C[i+1]

is a projective bundle over S [i+1] with fibers of dimension

dim |β|+ (i+ 1)− 2(i+ 1) ≥
i

2
.

Therefore, by the Leray-Hirsch Theorem [Hat02, Theorem 4D.1, p. 432] and Göttsche’s
formula,

(3.18) bi(C
[i+1]) =

∑

j≤i/2

b2j(S
[i+1]) =

∑

k≤i

lim
m→∞

bk(S
[m]).

Step 2. Relate bi(C
[i+1]) to bi(C

[i+1]
U ) with the notation as in (3.9). Denote by

d(i, β) := dim |β|+ i+ 1

the dimension of C[i+1]. The pair (C[i+1], C[i+1] \ C[i+1]
U ) induces a long exact sequence (for

example see [PS08, Appendix B.2.6, p. 420])

· · · → H l−1(C[i+1] \ C
[i+1]
U ) → H l

c(C
[i+1]
U ) → H l(C[i+1]) → H l(C[i+1] \ C

[i+1]
U ) → · · · .

When l = 2d(i, β)− i, the condition (3) of (Ai) and Proposition 3.10 imply that

l > l − 1 > 2 dim(C[i+1] \ C
[i+1]
U )

and therefore the long exact sequence above yields

(3.19) H2d(i,β)−i
c (C

[i+1]
U ) ∼= H2d(i,β)−i(C[i+1]).

Hence by Poincaré duality and (3.19),

(3.20) bi(C
[i+1]) = b2d(i,β)−i(C

[i+1]) = dimH2d(i,β)−i
c (C[i+1]

U ) = bi(C
[i+1]
U ),

where the last identity follows from [PS08, Corollary B.25, p. 423] and the smoothness of

C
[i+1]
U .

Step 2’. Replace (C[i+1], C[i+1]\C
[i+1]
U ) by (Mβ,Mβ\h

−1
β (U)) in Step 1. By the condition

(3) of (Ai), Proposition 3.9 and the argument of Step 1, it follows that for k ≤ i,

(3.21) bk(Mβ) = b2(β2+1)−k(Mβ) = dimH2(β2+1)−k
c (h−1

β (U)) = bk(h
−1
β (U)).

Step 3. Relate bi(C
[i+1]
U ) to bi(C

[i+1+Nd0]
U ) for N ∈ Z>0, where d0 is the degree of the

multisection D0 of π0 : CU0 → U0 in (3.11). By Proposition 3.6,

(3.22) bi(C
[i+1]
U ) = bi(C

[i+1+d0]
U ) = · · · = bi(C

[i+1+Nd0]
U ).

Step 4. Use the Abel-Jacobi map AJ : C
[i+1+Nd0]
U → J

i+1+Nd0
π = h−1

β,χ(U), where

χ = (i+ 1 +Nd0) + 1− pa(β).

Since curves on S are Gorenstein, such a map exists by [AK80, (8.2.3)]. It sends a length
i+ 1 +Nd0 closed subscheme Z ⊂ C (C ∈ |β| integral) defined by the ideal sheaf IZ to
the dual I∨

Z . If i+ 1 +Nd0 > 2pa(β)− 2, then

h1(F ) = dimHom(F, ωC) = 0, h0(F ) = (i+ 1 +Nd0) + 1− pa(β)
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by Serre duality and the Riemann-Roch formula, where F ∈ h−1
β,χ(C) and ωC is the

dualizing sheaf of C. Then AJ−1(F ) ∼= P(H0(F )∨) (cf. [PT10, Proposition B.5]) and AJ
is a Pi+1+Nd0−pa(β)-bundle map. Thus when N is large enough,

(3.23)

bi(C
[i+1+Nd0]
U ) =

∑

j≤i/2

b2j(J
i+1+Nd0
π ) (by Leray-Hirsch)

=
∑

j≤i/2

b2j(J
pa(β)

π ) =
∑

j≤i/2

b2j(h
−1
β (Mβ))

=
∑

k≤i

bk(Mβ) (by (3.21)),

where the second equality follows by restricting (2.8) to U and taking hypercohomologies.
Step 5. Conclude the result. By (3.18), (3.20), (3.22) and (3.23),

(3.24) bi(C
[i+1]) =

∑

k≤i

bk(Mβ) =
∑

k≤i

lim
m→∞

bk(S
[m]).

If i ≥ 2, then β also satisfies (Ai−2). We can replace i by i − 2 in (3.24) and solve
inductively that

bk(Mβ) = lim
m→∞

bk(S
[m]),

which completes the proof. �

4. Families of one-dimensional sheaves

In this section, (S,H) is an arbitrary polarized surface. Assume β satisfies (A0)
defined in 3.2. We will construct families of sheaves in Mβ over curves and use these
families as testing curves to show the linear independence of some elements in

NumQ(Mβ) := (Pic(Mβ)/ ≡num)⊗Z Q,

where ≡num is the numerical equivalence. The Picard number ρ(Mβ) of Mβ is defined to
be the dimension of NumQ(Mβ) as a Q-vector space (cf. [Laz04, Definition 1.1.7, p. 18]).
There are three types of families that we are going to construct.

4.1. Moving support. Suppose there is a pencil

P1 ⊂ |β|

such that R∩U0 6= ∅, where U0 ⊂ |β| is the locus of smooth curves. There is a multisection

R of h1 : h−1
β (P1) → P1 whose degree is deg τ̃ ∈ Z>0. Let R̃ be the normalization of R

and let

τ̃ : R̃ → Mβ

be the composition of the normalization map and the closed embedding R →֒ Mβ. Recall
that λ([Ox]) = h∗βO|β|(1) by Corollary 2.6. Then we have

(4.25) deg τ̃ ∗λ([Ox]) = deg τ̃ > 0.

4.2. Fixed smooth support. In this section, we fix a smooth and connected curve
C0 ∈ |β|. Let ν : C0×C0 →֒ C0×S be the inclusion map and let y ∈ C0 be a closed point
(also viewed as a closed point of S). Let

FC0 := ν∗(OC0×C0((pa(β)− 1)C0 × {y}+∆0)),

where ∆0 is the diagonal of C0 ×C0. Then FC0 is a C0-flat family of sheaves in h−1
β (C0).

This is a direct generalization of the construction in [CC15, §2.2, p. 491].
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To compute the Chern character ch(FC0) of FC0, we apply the Grothendieck-Riemann-
Roch formula and obtain

ch(FC0)td(C0 × S) = ν∗[ch(OC0×C0((pa(β)− 1)C0 × {y}+∆0))td(C0 × C0)]

= ν∗[(1 + (pa(β)− 1)C0 × {y}+∆0)td(C0 × C0)],

where the second equality follows from ∆2
0 = (2 − 2pa(β)){y} × {y} (for simplicity of

notation we do not distinguish different zero-cycles). Therefore,

(4.26)
ch(FC0)p

∗
Std(S) = ν∗[(1 + (pa(β)− 1)C0 × {y}+∆0)p

∗
2td(C0)]

= C0 × C0 + ν∗(∆0) + (1− pa(β)){y} × {y},

where pS : C0 × S → S and p2 : C0 × C0 → C0 are the projections to the second factors.

4.3. Fixed singular support. Suppose D = C1 + C2 ∈ |β|, where C1 and C2 are two
smooth, connected curves on S. Assume C2 · H ≥ C1 · H and that C1 intersects C2

transversally at

N := C1 · C2 ≥ 2

points, say at y1, · · · , yN . Then there is a natural exact sequence of sheaves on D

0 → OD → OC1

⊕

OC2 →
N
⊕

j=1

Cyj → 0.

Denote by gi (i = 1, 2) the genus of Ci. Then by the adjunction formula,

pa(β) = g1 + g2 +N − 1.

It is well-known that there is a bijection between pure 1-dimensional sheaves on D and
the triple (F1,F2, ϕj : F1|yj → F2|yj) where Fi is a vector bundle on Ci (i = 1, 2) and
ϕj is a linear map (for example see [NS97, Lemma 2.3]). Now we use this bijection to
construct a stable one-dimensional sheaf L supported on D.

Let L1 (resp. L2) be a line bundle on C1 (resp. C2) of degree g1+1 (resp. g2+N−1).
By the Riemann-Roch formula,

χ(L1) = deg(L1) + 1− g1 = 2 and χ(L2) = deg(L2) + 1− g2 = N.

We can glue Li to obtain a line bundle L on the nodal curve D with

χ(L) = χ(L1) + χ(L2)−N = 2

as follows. At yj (j = 1, · · · , N), we fix the isomorphisms L1|yj
∼= L2|yj

∼= Cyj . Let L be
the kernel of the following surjection induced by evaluation maps

π : ι1∗L1

⊕

ι2∗L2 →
N
⊕

j=1

Cyj ,

where ιi : Ci → D is the inclusion map.

Lemma 4.1. The torsion sheaf ι′∗L on S is stable with respect to H, where ι′ : D →֒ S is
the closed embedding.

Proof. Since L|Ci
∼= Li by the construction of L, we have short exact sequences

0 −→ K2 −→ L
r1−→ L1 −→ 0

and

0 −→ K1 −→ L
r2−→ L2 −→ 0.
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By the construction of L, the slopes of the above sheaves are

µ(L1) =
2

C1 ·H
, µ(K2) =

χ(L)− χ(L1)

C2 ·H
= 0,

µ(L2) =
N

C2 ·H
, µ(K1) =

χ(L)− χ(L2)

C1 ·H
=

2−N

C1 ·H
.

Let F be a nonzero proper subsheaf of L. If the support Supp(F) of F is D, then

µ(F) =
χ(F)

β ·H
<
χ(L)

β ·H
= µ(L).

Now assume Supp(F) = C1 or C2. If the restriction r1|F : F → L1 is zero, then F is a
subsheaf of K2. Since K2 is a line bundle supported on C2,

µ(F) ≤ µ(K2) = 0 < µ(L) =
2

β ·H
.

If r1|F is nonzero, then Supp(F) = C1 and r2|F = 0. Hence F is a subsheaf of K1 and

µ(F) ≤ µ(K1) < µ(L)

since N ≥ 2 by our assumption. �

Next, we construct a C1-flat family of sheaves in h−1
β (D). Let E0 be the pull back of

ι′∗L along the projection pS : C1×S → S. Then there is a short exact sequence of sheaves
on C1 × S

0 −→ K → E0 −→ ν1∗(E0|C1×C1) −→ 0,

where ν1 : C1 ×C1 → C1×S is the inclusion. Note that E0|C1×C1
∼= p∗2L1 is a line bundle,

where p2 : C1 × C1 → C1 is the projection to the second factor.
Write

G0 := (E0|C1×C1)⊗OC1×C1(−∆1) ⊂ E0|C1×C1 ,

where ∆1 is the diagonal in C1 × C1. Let FC1 be the subsheaf of E0 ⊕ ν1∗G0 defined by

FC1(V ) = {(s, t) ∈ E0(V )⊕ G0(ν
−1
1 (V )) : s|ν−1

1 (V ) = t}

for every open subset V of C1 × S. Then we have a commutative diagram of C1-flat
sheaves with exact rows

(4.27)

0 K FC1 ν1∗G0 0

0 K E0 ν1∗(E0|C1×C1) 0.

=

Lemma 4.2. The sheaf FC1 is a C1-family of sheaves in h−1
β (D).

Proof. For every closed point c ∈ C1, restricting the diagram (4.27) of C1-flat sheaves to
{c} × S ∼= S yields

0 K2 FC1|{c}×S L1(−c) 0

0 K2 L L1 0.

=

r′1

r1

As a subsheaf of L, FC1 |{c}×S is pure and

χ(FC1 |{c}×S) = χ(K2) + χ(L1(−c)) = χ(L)− 1 = 1.
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It remains to show that FC1|{c}×S is stable. Let F ⊂ FC1|{c}×S be a nonzero proper
subsheaf. As in the proof of Lemma 4.1, we may assume Supp(F) is C1 or C2. If the
restriction r′1|F : F → L1(−c) is zero, then F is a subsheaf of K2 and therefore

µ(F) ≤ µ(K2) = 0 < µ(FC1|{c}×S).

If r′1|F is nonzero, then Supp(F) = C1. We claim that in this case, µ(F) ≤ 0 <
µ(FC1|{c}×S) and thus FC1 |{c}×S is stable. Otherwise µ(F) > 0, then

µ(F) =
χ(F)

C1 ·H
≥

1

C1 ·H
≥

2

β ·H
= µ(L),

where the second inequality follows from our assumption that C2 ·H ≥ C1 ·H . However,
since F is also a subsheaf of L, this contradicts the stability of L proved in Lemma 4.1! �

Remark 4.3. Indeed, our construction of the family FC1 can be viewed as a family of
Hecke modifications of L at points on C1.

Using the Grothendieck-Riemann-Roch formula, as in (4.26) we have

(4.28)

(ch(FC1)− ch(E0))p
∗
Std(S)

=(ch(ν1∗G0)− ch(ν1∗(E0|C1×C1))p
∗
Std(S)

=ν1∗[p
∗
2ch(L1)(ch(OC1×C1(−∆1))− 1)p∗2td(C1)]

=−∆1 − (g1 + 1){y} × {y}.

4.4. Intersection numbers. By the assertion 3 in [HL10, Theorem 8.1.5, p. 216], if C
is a curve and FC is a C-flat family of sheaves in Mβ inducing a morphism φFC

: C →Mβ ,
then

φ∗
FC
λ(a) = det(pC!(FC ⊗ p∗Sa)) (a ∈ K0

β(S)),

where pC (resp. pS) is the projection from C × S to C (resp. S). Thus the intersection
number of λ(a) with C is given by

(4.29)

deg(φ∗
FC
λ(a)) = deg(det(pC!(FC ⊗ p∗Sa)))

= deg(c1((pC!(FC ⊗ p∗Sa)))

(∗)
= deg(pC∗{ch(FC) · p

∗
Sch(a) · p

∗
Std(S)}3)

= deg [{ch(FC) · p
∗
Std(S)}1 · ch2(p

∗
Sa)+

{ch(FC) · p
∗
Std(S)}2 · ch1(p

∗
Sa) + r(a){ch(FC) · p

∗
Std(S)}3] .

where {}i means taking the degree i part of a Chow class, r(a) is the rank of a and (∗)
follows from the Grothendieck-Riemann-Roch formula.

Now we will use our construction of the testing curves and the calculations in §4.1-§4.3
to compute the intersection numbers of line bundles with these testing curves.

Let x be a closed point of S and let L be a divisor on S. Then a direct calculation
shows [Ox] ∈ K0

β and [−(β · L)OS +OL] ∈ K0
β. Note that

(4.30) ch([Ox]) = [x] and ch([−(β · L)OS +OL]) = −β · L+ L−
1

2
L2.

(1) If C is the curve R̃ constructed in §4.1, then by (4.25),

deg φ̃∗λ([Ox]) = deg τ̃ > 0.

(2) If C is the curve C0 constructed in §4.2, then by (4.26), (4.29) and (4.30),

deg φ∗
FC0

λ([Ox]) = 0,

deg φ∗
FC0

λ([−(β · L)OS +OL]) = pa(β)β · L.
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(3) Let C be the curve C1 constructed in §4.3. Since E0 = p∗S(ι
′
∗L), for each a ∈ K0

β(S),

(4.31) {ch(E0) · p
∗
Sch(a) · p

∗
Std(S)}3 = {p∗Sch(ι

′
∗L) · p

∗
Sch(a) · p

∗
Std(S)}3 = 0.

By (4.28), (4.29), (4.30) and (4.31), we have

deg φ∗
FC1

λ([Ox]) = 0,

deg φ∗
FC1

λ([−(β · L)OS +OL]) = −C1 · L+ (g1 + 1)β · L.

4.5. A lower bound of Picard numbers. Fix a Q-basis [L1], · · · , [Lρ] for NumQ(S),
where Li ∈ Pic(S) (i = 1, · · · , ρ := ρ(S)) are smooth, connected effective divisors. Write

(4.32) λ0 := λ([Ox]), λi := λ([−(β · Li)OS +OLi
]).

We define the condition (P) as follows.

Definition 4.4. We say a divisor β on S satisfies (P) if

(1) β satisfies (A0) as defined in Definition 3.2;
(2) pa(β) > 0;
(3) for i = 1, · · · , ρ, there exists a smooth and connected curve L′

i ∈ |β−Li| such that
Li meets L′

i transversally at Ni ≥ 2 points.

Theorem 4.5. When β satisfies (P) as defined in Definition 4.4, we have the following
relation of Picard numbers

ρ(Mβ) ≥ ρ(S) + 1.

Proof. We claim that [λ0], [λ1], · · · , [λρ] which are defined in (4.32) are linearly inde-
pendent in NumQ(Mβ), thus the result follows. We prove the claim by contradiction.
If to the contrary that [λ0], [λ1], · · · , [λρ] were linearly dependent, there would exist
a0, a1, · · · , aρ ∈ Q, not all zero, such that

a0λ0 + a1λ1 + · · ·+ aρλρ ≡num 0.

Then for every curve C and every morphism φFC
: C →Mβ ,

(4.33) a0 deg φ
∗
FC
λ0 + a1 deg φ

∗
FC
λ1 + · · · , aρ deg φ

∗
FC
λρ = 0.

Write β =
∑ρ

i=1 diLi for di ∈ Q. We may assume d1 6= 0. Let L′
2, · · · , L

′
r be given as

in Definition 4.4 (3) and let Dj = Lj + L′
j (j = 2, · · · , ρ). By the calculations (1)-(3) at

the end of §4.4, we have the following table, where each entry is the intersection number
(4.29) of a line bundle (a term in the first row) with a curve (a term in the first column),
ni ∈ Z and the ∗’s are unimportant numbers.

· λ0 λ1 λ2 · · · λρ

R̃ deg τ̃ ∗ ∗ ∗

C0 0 pa(β)β · L1 pa(β)β · L2 · · · pa(β)β · Lρ

D2 0 L2 · L1 + n2β · L1 L2 · L2 + n2β · L2 L2 · Lρ + n2β · Lρ
...

Dρ 0 Lρ · L1 + nρβ · L1 Lρ · L2 + nρβ · L2 Lρ · Lρ + nρβ · Lρ
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The determinant of the intersection matrix can be calculated as

det













deg τ̃ ∗ ∗ ∗
0 pa(β)β · L1 pa(β)β · L2 · · · pa(β)β · Lρ
0 L2 · L1 + n2β · L1 L2 · L2 + n2β · L2 L2 · Lρ + n2β · Lρ
...

...
...

...
...

0 Lρ · L1 + nρβ · L1 Lρ · L2 + nρβ · L2 Lρ · Lρ + nρβ · Lρ













=deg τ̃ · pa(β) det









β · L1 β · L2 · · · β · Lρ
L2 · L1 L2 · L2 L2 · Lρ

...
...

...
...

Lρ · L1 Lρ · L2 Lρ · Lρ









=d1 deg τ̃ · pa(β) det(Lk · Ll)1≤k,l≤ρ 6= 0,

which implies that the intersection matrix is nonsingular, a contradiction to (4.33)! �

5. Applications

In what follows, S will be a del Pezzo surface with a divisor β satisfying (A2) defined
in Definition 3.2. We assume that β ·H and χ are coprime. Denote by CH∗(−) the Chow
ring with Q-coefficients and by H∗(−) the singular cohomology ring with Q-coefficients.

By Theorem 2.3, we can identify CH∗(Mβ,χ) with H∗(Mβ,χ) via the cycle class map.
Then by Theorem 3.11, CH1(Mβ,χ) = Pic(Mβ,χ) ⊗Z Q is generated by ρ + 1 elements
(ρ = ρ(S)), say by α0, α1, · · · , αρ.

5.1. Normalized tautological classes. Let E be a universal sheaf on Mβ,χ × S. We
consider the twisted Chern character of E by a class α ∈ CH∗(Mβ,χ × S)

chα(E) := ch(E) · exp(α) =
∑

i≥0

chαi (E),

where exp(α) :=
∑

n≥0
αn

n!
and chαi (E) ∈ CHi(Mβ,χ × S) is the degree i part of chα(E).

Recall that we have two natural projections p :Mβ,χ × S →Mβ,χ and q :Mβ,χ × S → S.
Given a class γ ∈ CHj(S), it will produce

(5.34) p∗(ch
α
k (E) · q

∗γ) ∈ CHj+k−2(Mβ,χ).

As γ runs over a basis for CH∗(S), the number of divisor classes obtained by (5.34) is

1 + b2(S) + 1 = b2(Mβ,χ) + 1

by Theorem 3.11. This number combined with Theorem 2.2 suggests that there is only one
relation between these b2(Mβ,χ) + 1 divisor classes. To obtain free generators for divisor
classes, we follow the normalization procedure in [PS23, §2.1]. Since H1(S,OS) = 0, we
have (cf. [Har77, Chapter III, Excercise 12.6, p. 292])

(5.35) CH1(Mβ,χ × S) ∼= p∗CH1(Mβ,χ)⊕ q∗CH1(S).

Lemma 5.1. Let E be a universal sheaf, then there is a unique divisor class αE ∈
CH1(Mβ,χ × S) such that

(1) the following classes vanish

(5.36) p∗(ch
αE

2 (E)) = 0 ∈ CH0(Mβ,χ × S), p∗(ch
αE

2 (E) · q∗KS) = 0 ∈ CH1(Mβ,χ × S);

(2) the second factor of αE under the identification (5.35) lies in Q[q∗KS] ⊂ q∗CH1(S).
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Proof. By the condition (2) above, we can write

αE = u0p
∗α0 + u1p

∗α1 + · · ·+ uρp
∗αρ + vq∗KS

for ul, v ∈ Q (l = 0, · · · , ρ) to be determined. By Proposition 2.5 and Corollary 2.6,

chαE

2 (E) = ch2(E) + αE · c1(E) = ch2(E) + αE · (p
∗λ0 + q∗β) ∈ CH2(Mβ,χ × S).

Hence the two equations in (5.36) correspond respectively to
{

(KS · β)v = −p∗(ch2(E))

(K2
Sv + (KS · β)u0)α0 + (KS · β)(u1α1 + · · ·+ uραρ) = −p∗(ch2(E) · q

∗KS).

Since K2
S > 0 and KS · β < 0, ul and v are uniquely determined. �

Now we are able to define the tautological classes for Mβ,χ to generalize the con-
struction in [PS23]. We introduce the notation for generators of Pic(S) as follows. When
S = P2, Pic(S) is freely generated by h := OP2(1). When S = P1 × P1, Pic(S) is freely
generated by h1 := OP1(1)⊠OP1 and h2 := OP1 ⊠OP1(1). When S = Sδ is the blowup of δ
points on P2 (δ = 1, · · · , 8), we denote by h the pullback of OP2(1) to Sδ and by e1, · · · , eδ
the exceptional divisors. The Picard group Pic(Sδ) is freely generated by h, e1, · · · , eδ.
Let L1, · · · , Lρ be the generators of Pic(S) as above.

Definition 5.2. Let αE be the unique class in Lemma 5.1. For k ∈ Z≥0, define the
(normalized) tautological classes to be the following

ck(0) := p∗(ch
αE

k+1(E)) ∈ CHk−1(Mβ,χ), ck(2) := p∗(ch
αE

k+1(E) · q
∗[pt]) ∈ CHk+1(Mβ,χ),

ck(1, j) := p∗(ch
αE

k+1(E) · q
∗Lj) ∈ CHk(Mβ,χ) (j = 1, · · · , ρ),

where pt denotes a closed point of S.

Note that by (5.36), c1(0) = 0 and there is a relation among {c1(1, j)}
ρ
j=1. The

following lemma shows that the tautological classes are well-defined.

Lemma 5.3. The tautological classes in Lemma 5.1 are independent of the choice of a
universal sheaf E .

Proof. Let E and E ′ be two universal sheaves on Mβ,χ× S. Then there is a line bundle B
on Mβ,χ such that E ′ = E ⊗ p∗B. Let α′ := αE − p∗B. Then

chα
′

(E ′) = ch(E ′) · exp(α′) = (ch(E) · p∗ ch(B)) · (exp(αE) · p
∗ ch(B)−1) = chαE (E).

In particular, chα
′

2 (E ′) = chαE

2 (E). It follows from the uniqueness of αE ′ in Lemma 5.1 that
α′ = αE ′. Thus for every k ∈ Z≥0,

chαE

k+1(E) = ch
α
E′

k+1(E
′)

and the result follows. �

Proposition 5.4. The tautological classes ck(0), ck(2), ck(1, j) (k ∈ Z≥0, j = 1, · · · , ρ)
generate the cohomology ring H∗(Mβ,χ) as a Q-algebra.

Proof. Since 1 ∈ H0(S), Lj ∈ H2(S) and the Poincaré dual of pt form a basis for H∗(S),
the result follows from Theorem 2.2. �

Corollary 5.5. For any i ∈ Z≥0, we have

b2i+4(Mβ,χ) ≤ lim
n→∞

b2i+4(S
[n]).
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Proof. The proof resembles that of [PS23, Theorem 1.2 (b)]. By Göttsche’s formula [Gö90,
Theorem 0.1], the Poincaré polynomial p(S [n], z) :=

∑

l≥0 bl(S
[n])zl of S [n] (n ∈ Z≥0) can

be expressed as
∞
∑

n=0

p(S [n], z)tn =

∞
∏

m=1

(1 + z2m−1tm)b1(S)(1 + z2m+1tm)b1(S)

(1− z2m−2tm)b0(S)(1− z2mtm)b2(S)(1− z2m+2tm)b0(S)

=

∞
∏

m=1

(1− z2m−2tm)−1(1− z2mtm)−b2(S)(1− z2m+2tm)−1

=

∞
∏

m=1

(

∞
∑

l=0

z(2m−2)ltml

)(

∞
∑

l=0

z2mltml

)b2(S)( ∞
∑

l=0

z(2m+2)ltml

)

= (1 + t+ t2 + · · · )(1 + z2t+ z4t2 + · · · )b2(S)(1 + z4t+ z8t2 + · · · )

×
∞
∏

m=2

(

∞
∑

l=0

z(2m−2)ltml

)(

∞
∑

l=0

z2mltml

)b2(S)( ∞
∑

l=0

z(2m+2)ltml

)

.

By this expression, for m ≥ 2i+ 4,

b2i+4(S
[m]) = lim

n→∞
b2i+4(S

[n]),

which equals the coefficient of z2i+4 in

(5.37)

(1 + z2 + z4 + · · · )b2(S)(1 + z4 + z8 + · · · )

×
∞
∏

m=2

(

∞
∑

l=0

z(2m−2)l

)(

∞
∑

l=0

z2ml

)b2(S)( ∞
∑

l=0

z(2m+2)l

)

.

On the other hand, the number of generators in H2i+4(Mβ) given by tautological genera-
tors equals the number of monomials of degree 2i+ 4 in the following generating series

(5.38)





(

∞
∑

l=0

c0(2)
l

)

b2(S)
∏

j=2

(

∞
∑

l=0

c1(1, j)
l

)





(

∞
∑

l=0

c1(2)
l

)

×
∞
∏

m=2

(

∞
∑

l=0

cm(0)
l

)





b2(S)
∏

j=1

(

∞
∑

l=0

cm(1, j)
l

)





(

∞
∑

l=0

cm(2)
l

)

.

By comparing (5.37) and (5.38), it is immediate to see that there are limn→∞ b2i+2(S
[n])

many generators in H2i+2(Mβ,χ), which are possibly linearly dependent. Thus the result
follows. �

Remark 5.6. The result of Theorem 3.11 is still true if the following conditions hold

(1) β is min{i, 2}-very ample and

2 dim |β| ≥ 3i+ 2;

(2) a general curve in |β| is smooth and connected;
(3) the codimension codim(|β|\U, |β|) of the locus of non-integral curves in |β| satisfies

2 codim(|β| \ U, |β|) > i+ 1.

Indeed, by the proof of Proposition 3.3, even if β is not i-very ample, there is an open
subset V ⊂ S [i+1], such that σ◦

i := σi|σ−1
i (V ) : σ−1

i (V ) → V is a projective bundle with

fibers of dimension f ≥ i/2. Since σ−1
i (V )∩ C

[i+1]
U 6= ∅, we can take the unique irreducible
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component Y of C[i+1] that intersects σ−1
i (V )∪C

[i+1]
U . Applying the decomposition theorem

[BBD82, Théorème 6.2.5, p. 163] to σi|Y : Y → S [i+1], we have

R(σi|Y )∗ICY = P ⊕

f
⊕

l=−f

IC(S [i+1], Rl+fσ◦
i∗Q)[−l]

= P ⊕

f
⊕

m=0

Q[f − 2m+ 2i+ 2],

where P is a summand of R(σi|Y )∗ICY . Applying Hi−f−(2i+2)(−) to R(σi|Y )∗ICY , we have

dim IHi(Y ) ≥
∑

k≤i

lim
n→∞

bk(S
[n]).

By [Max19, Theorem 6.7.4, p. 113] (the intersection cohomology version of Step 2 in the
proof of Theorem 3.11),

dim IHi(Y ) = bi(C
[i+1]
U ).

Hence by the proof of Theorem 3.11,
∑

k≤i

bk(Mβ) ≥
∑

k≤i

lim
n→∞

bk(S
[n])

and Corollary 5.5 forces bk(Mβ) = lim
n→∞

bk(S
[n]) for every integer k ≤ i.

Example 5.7. Let the notation be as in Example 3.8. When S = P2 and β = OP2(d), it
follows from Remark 5.6, Example 3.8 and [CvGKT20, Lemma 2.6] that for every integer
i ≤ 2d− 4,

dim IHi(Mβ,χ) = lim
n→∞

bi(S
[n]).

The same result holds when

S = P1 × P1, β = OP1(a1)⊠OP1(a2), i ≤ 2min{a1, a2} − 2

or when

S = S1, β = OS1(ah− de1), i ≤ 2min{a− d, d+ 1} − 2.

5.2. P=C conjecture on del Pezzo surfaces and enumerative geometry. Now we
use the normalized tautological classes in §5.1 to formulate a P = C conjecture for moduli
spaces of one dimensional sheaves on del Pezzo surfaces.

5.2.1. Chern filtration and Perverse filtration. We use ck(~a) to denote the tautological
classes defined in Definition 5.2, where ~a stands for (0), (2) or (1, j) (j = 1, · · · , ρ). They
will produce an increasing filtration C•H

∗(Mβ,χ) given by

(5.39) CiH
∗(Mβ,χ) := the subspace generated by all

m
∏

l=1

ckl(~al) with
m
∑

l=1

kl ≤ i

as in [KPS23] and [KLMP24] for S = P2. The filtration C•H
∗(Mβ,χ) is called the Chern

filtration on H∗(Mβ,χ).
An important geometric feature of the moduli space Mβ,χ is the proper Hilbert-Chow

morphism hβ,χ : Mβ,χ → |β|, which is a weak abelian fibration. The perverse filtration
P•H

∗(Mβ,χ) is defined as

(5.40) PiH
m(Mβ,χ) := Im

{

Hm−dim |β|(|β|, pτ≤i(R(hβ,χ)∗QMβ,χ
[dim |β|])) → Hm(Mβ,χ)

}
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using the language of perverse sheaves, where pτ≤i is the perverse truncation functor
[BBD82, §2.1, p. 57]. Due to de Cataldo-Migliorini [dCM05], there is a more explicit
characterization of the perverse filtration on H∗(Mβ,χ) as follows. Let

η := ∪c1(h
∗
βO|β|(1)) : H∗(Mβ,χ) → H∗+2(Mβ,χ)

be the ring homomorphism defined by the cup product with respect to c1(h
∗
βO|β|(1)).

Then [dCM05, Proposition 5.2.4] shows that the perverse filtration associated to hβ,χ :
Mβ,χ → |β| can be given as

(5.41) PiH
m(Mβ,χ) =

∑

l≥1

ker(ηdim |β|+l+i−m) ∩ Im(ηl−1) ∩Hm(Mβ,χ).

Conjecture 5.8. With the notation as above, we have the following P = C identity

P•H
∗(Mβ,χ) = C•H

∗(Mβ,χ).

We summarize the previously known evidence for Conjecture 5.8.

(1) Maulik-Shen-Yin in [MSY23, Theorem 0.6] generalized the Beauville decomposi-
tion for abelian schemes over a base to dualizable abelian fibrations and used this
tool to prove C•H

≤2r−4(Mβ,χ) ⊂ P•H
≤2r−4(Mβ,χ) for S = P2 and β = OP2(r)

(r ≥ 3).
(2) Kononov-Pi-Shen [KPS23] verified the conjecture for S = P2 and β = OP2(d) for

d ≤ 4. Later Yuan [Yua23a] verified P•H
≤4(Mβ,χ) = C•H

≤4(Mβ,χ) for S = P2 and
β = OP2(l) (l ≥ 4).

Now we give the first evidence on one side of Conjecture 5.8 for any del Pezzo surface.
This relies on the framework of Maulik-Shen-Yin [MSY23, Theorem 2.5] on the generalized
Beauville decomposition for the dualizable abelian fibration. Recall that U ⊂ |β| is the
open subset parametrizing integral curves in |β| and h−1

β,χ(U) is isomorphic to the relative

compactified Jacobian J := J
χ+pa(β)−1

π .

Proposition 5.9. The inclusion C•H
i(Mβ,χ) ⊂ P•H

i(Mβ,χ) holds for

i ≤ 2 codim(|β| \ U, |β|)− 2.

Proof. Applying the long exact sequence associated to the pair (Mβ,χ, h
−1
β,χ(U)) as in the

proof of Theorem 3.11, we have

· · · → H l−1(Mβ,χ \ h
−1
β,χ(U)) → H l

c(h
−1
β,χ(U)) → H l(Mβ,χ) → H l(Mβ,χ \ h

−1
β,χ(U)) → · · ·

Combining with the dimension reason, we have

H2β2+2−l(Mβ,χ) ∼= H l(Mβ,χ)
∨ ∼= H l

c(h
−1
β,χ(U))

∨ ∼= H2β2+2−l(h−1
β,χ(U))

for l > 2 dim(Mβ,χ \ h
−1
β,χ(U)). Thus the restriction map H i(Mβ,χ) → H i(h−1

β,χ(U)) is an
isomorphism for i < 2 codim(|β|\U, |β|)−1. The relative compactified Jacobian J → U is
a dualizable abelian fibration in the sense of [MSY23, §1.4] and the argument in [MSY23,
5.3.3] carries over to show C•H

∗(h−1
β,χ(U)) ⊂ P•H

∗(h−1
β,χ(U)), from which the inclusion

C•H
∗(Mβ,χ) ⊂ P•H

∗(Mβ,χ) follows. �

Proposition 5.10. The identity C•H
≤2(Mβ,χ) = P•H

≤2(Mβ,χ) holds.

Proof. Let N := dim |β|. It follows from (2.8) that

R(hβ,χ)∗QMβ,χ
[N ] ∼=

2pa(β)
⊕

l=0

IC
(

∧lR1π0∗QCU0

)

[−l].
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Hence by the definition of the perverse filtration (5.40),

P0H
2(Mβ,χ) ∼= H2−N(|β|,Q[N ]) = H2(|β|)

is one-dimensional. Indeed by (5.41) and Corollary 2.6, P0H
2(Mβ,χ) = Q[c0(2)]. By (5.41)

again, we have P2H
2(Mβ,χ) = H2(Mβ,χ) and

P1H
2(Mβ,χ) = ker(ηN : H2(Mβ,χ) → H2N+2(Mβ)) + Im(η).

Since ηN is the fiber class of hβ,χ and c2(0) is relatively ample, ηN .c2(0) 6= 0 and thus
c2(0) /∈ ker(ηN), which proves c2(0) ∈ P2H

2(Mβ,χ) \ P1H
2(Mβ,χ). Then the result follows

from Proposition 5.9. �

5.2.2. Relation to enumerative geometry of local surfaces. The total spaceX = Tot(KS) of
the canonical divisor KS is a non-compact Calabi-Yau 3-fold for a del Pezzo surface S. The
moduli space Mβ,χ provides a mathematical definition of the moduli space of 2D-branes
on X, which is predicted from physics, see [GV98] [HST01], [KL12] and [MT18]. There
are two sl2-actions on Mβ,χ given by Lefschetz triples associated to two Kähler classes
c2(0) and c0(2). Thus IH∗(Mβ,χ) is an sl2 × sl2 representation space and Conjecture 5.8
identifies the irreducible representations and the graded pieces of the perverse filtration.
Then the refined BPS numbers can be mathematically defined as

ni,jβ := dimGrPi IHi+j(Mβ,χ)

which is independent of the choice of χ by Theorem 2.9. A direct consequence in the
proof of Proposition 5.10 is the following partial calculation of refined BPS numbers.

Corollary 5.11. With the notation as in Proposition 5.10, we have

n0,2
β = 1, n1,1

β = ρ(S)− 1, n2,0
β = 1.

We make the following stronger stabilization conjecture.

Conjecture 5.12. The refined BPS number ni,jβ stabilizes when β is sufficiently positive.

The stronger Conjecture 5.12 implies Conjecture 1.3 for del Pezzo surfaces. For
S = P2 and β = OP2(d), a conjectural product formula

(5.42)
∑

i,j

ni,jβ q
itj =

∏

i≥0

1

(1− (qt)iq2)(1− (qt)iq2t2)(1− (qt)it2)
, i+ j ≤ 2d− 4

in [KPS23, Conjecture 0.1] implies Conjecture 5.12. It is natural to ask the following

Question 5.13. Is there a similar formula for
∑

i,j

ni,jβ q
itj as in (5.42) for a del Pezzo

surface?

6. Reducible moduli spaces on certain surfaces of general type

In this section, we provide an example where the asymptotic irreducibility fails for
certain surfaces of general type, which indicates more complicated behaviors may happen
for surfaces of general type. Let S be a surface of general type, i.e., KS is big. We make
the following assumption for S and β.

Assumption 6.1. The following conditions hold:

(1) a general curve in |KS| is smooth and connected;
(2) q := h1(OS) ≥ 1;
(3) βn ∈ Pic(S) such that βn ∼= OS(nKS) for an integer n ≥ 2.

Proposition 6.2. Under Assumption 6.1, the moduli space Mβn is not irreducible for all
n ≥ 2.
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Proof. By the Riemann-Roch formula and Serre duality,

(6.43)

dim |KS| = χ(KS) + h1(KS)− h2(KS)− 1

=

(

KS(KS −KS)

2
+ χ(OS)

)

+ h1(OS)− h0(OS)− 1

= χ(OS) + q − 2.

For a general C ∈ |KS|, which is smooth and connected by the condition (1) of Assumption
6.1, the fiber h−1

n (C) of the Hilbert-Chow morphism hn := hβn contains rank n semistable
vector bundles on C. Hence by the deformation-obstruction theory of moduli of sheaves
on curves (cf. [HL10, Corollary 4.5.5, p. 114]) and the adjunction formula,

(6.44)

dimh−1
n (C) ≥ n2(g(C)− 1) + 1

=
n2

2
(KS(KS +KS)) + 1 = β2

n + 1.

We denote by Un the open subset of |βn| consisting of smooth curves and by Wn the
complement of Un in |βn|. Combining (6.43) and (6.44), it follows that

(6.45) dimh−1
n (Wn) ≥ (χ(OS) + q − 2) + (β2

n + 1) = dim h−1
n (Un) + (q − 1),

where the last identity follows from (2.4). Now we prove by contradiction. If the assertion
were false, then Mβn would be irreducible. Since h−1

n (Un) is nonempty, open and h−1
n (Wn)

is a proper closed subset of Mβn ,

dimh−1
n (Wn) < dimMβn = dimh−1

n (Un),

which contradicts (6.45).
�

We give some explicit examples satisfying Assumption 6.1.

Example 6.3. Let A be a principally polarised Abelian surface and let Θ be the theta
divisor on A. Consider the double cover S → A branched along a smooth curve Cm ∈
|2mΘ| for m ∈ Z>0. Then S is a surface of general type satisfying Assumption 6.1 when
m is large.

Note that the argument in Proposition 6.2 fails if the curve C lies in |mKS| for m ≥ 2.
From the general philosophy of asymptotic phenomena in higher rank cases, we still ask
if the following question is true:

Question 6.4. If Mβ irreducible when Assumption 6.1 fails and β is sufficiently positive?
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