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ABSTRACT. We survey the well-known Yangian of 5[1 /quantum toroidal gl;
action on the cohomology / K-theory of moduli spaces of stable sheaves on
surfaces, and give the generalization of this construction to elliptic cohomology.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Let Hx denote the singular cohomologyEl of a smooth algebraic variety X
over C. One of the major milestones in geometric representation theory was the
construction (independently due to Grojnowski [10] and Nakajima [I3]) of an action

(1.1) aly ~ P Hym
n=0

In the left-hand side, we have the infinite-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra. In
the right-hand side, the Hilbert schemes SI™ of n points on a smooth projective
surface S are perhaps some of the simplest moduli spaces of coherent sheaves. They
parameterize length n subschemes of S, or equivalently, colength n ideal sheaves.
The latter interpretation allows one to think of Hilbert schemes as moduli spaces
of rank 1 coherent sheaves on S, and therefore suggests that (II)) should admit a
higher rank generalization. Indeed, one may consider the moduli spaces

(1.2) M= || Meren)

Co€ZL

parameterizing stable sheaves F on S of fixed rank r and first Chern class c;, but
variable second Chern class co (see Subsection 2] for an overview of M). In this
direction, Baranovsky showed in [I] that one can generalize (IL1]) to an action

(1.3) gl Hpm = @ HM(T,cl,cg)
Co€ZL

Another direction in which one may seek to generalize (L) is to enlarge the infinite-
dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra. Inspired by work of [9, [14] 21I] on quiver

Iwe employ this non-standard notation for cohomology to illustrate the fact that the discussion
below applies equally well to other (co)homology theories, such as Borel-Moore homology, Chow
groups, equivariant cohomology etc, with minor modifications.
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varieties, the corresponding enlargement is an algebra known as the Yangian

Yiit, (5[1) > 3[1

(see [4] for Yangians of finite type Lie algebras, of which the object above is a
natural generalization) defined over the ring Z[t1, t2]. We will recall the definition
of the Yangian in Subsection B] and prove the following generalization of (L.3]).

Theorem 1.2. (Theorem [T13) For any smooth projective surface S, and r,c;
satisfying Assumptions A and S in [23) and Z3) (respectively), there is an action

(1.4) Vit (g11) ~ Hag

Above, one must be careful to properly define the notion of an “action” of the
Yangian on the cohomology of moduli spaces of stable sheaves. In Definition B19]
the appropriate notion will be shown to be that of an abelian group homomorphism

(1.5) Y10 (8ly) — Hom (H g, Hatxs)

satisfying several axioms; the parameters 1, to are identified with the Chern roots
of the cotangent bundle of S, in a sense that will be made precise in Definition [3.10

When S = A? and one works with the moduli space of framed sheaves (a close
relative of M, which we will recall in Subsection 2.5]) then the cohomology of S is
trivial. In this case, (L5 yields an honest action of the Yangian on the cohomology
groups of the moduli spaces of framed sheaves. As the latter spaces are isomorphic
to Nakajima quiver varieties for the Jordan quiver, then the S = A2 analogue of
([C4) (see TheoremB.IM) can be construed as the Jordan quiver version of [9, 14} 2T].

1.3. In representation theory, there are three ways to “affinize” Lie algebras
(1.6) (Yangians) — (quantum loop groups) — (elliptic quantum groups)

that correspond to solving the Yang-Baxter equation with parameter in C, C* and
an elliptic curve E, respectively (thus the algebras above are usually called rational,
trigonometric and elliptic, respectively). The arrows in (L8] mean that by suitably
degenerating elliptic quantum groups, one may obtain quantum loop groups, and
by suitably degenerating quantum loop groups, one may obtain Yangians.

On the geometric side, we also have three important oriented homology theories

(1.7) (cohomology) — (K-theory) — (elliptic cohomology)

As we have already seen in the previous Subsection, the Yangian of 5[1 acts on the
cohomology of moduli spaces of stable sheaves. Therefore, the following is a natural
analogue of Theorem Below and henceforth, we let Kx denote either the 0-th
topological or algebraic K-theory group of a smooth projective variety X over C.

Theorem 1.4. (Theorem [{-I1)) For any smooth projective surface S, and r,cy
satisfying Assumptions A and S in [23) and Z3) (respectively), there is an action

(1'8) Utn#]z (g“[l) % KM
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We will recall the definition of the algebra Uy, ,,(gl,) in Subsection Il Tt is called
quantum toroidal gl;, as well as the Ding-Iohara-Miki algebra (|3, [12]), and it was
studied in numerous works (closest to our point of view being [B,[6]). As an algebra,
it is defined over the ring Z[qfl, qzil], where the formal parameters g1, g2 should be
construed as the exponentials of the parameters t1, ¢y of the previous Subsection.
From a geometric point of view, ¢1 + ¢2 and q1¢2 are identified with the K-theory
classes of the cotangent bundle and the canonical line bundle of S, respectively.

Although it is not apparent from the usual definition (which we will recall in Sub-
section 1)), there is an inclusion of algebras

(1.9) (q—Heisenberg algebra) = Uy, 00 (011)

Because of this, (L8] yields an action of the g-Heisenberg algebra on the K-theory
of moduli spaces of stable sheaves, i.e. a g-version of the action (I3) .

1.5.  The novelty in the present paper is to run the above program in the setting of
elliptic cohomology. We will follow the axiomatic viewpoint of [§], which associates
to an elliptic curve E the contravariant functor of (0-th) elliptic cohomology

X'—>E11X
=

(1.10) (smooth varieties over (C) Commutative rings

and regards Chern classes of rank r vector bundles ¥ on X as maps of schemes
(1.11) Spec(Ellx) =¥ E™

where E(") = E"/S, denotes the r-th symmetric power of E. Naively, one would
imagine elliptic cohomology classes to be elements of Ellx, i.e. regular functions
on Spec(Ellx). However, the correct thing to do would be to broaden one’s under-
standing and declare that elliptic cohomology classes on X are

sections of line bundles on Spec(Ellx) <
& elements of locally free rank 1 modules over Ellx

Indeed, a big source of elliptic cohomology classes are the pull-backs of various
meromorphic functions on E() to Spec(Elly) via the map ¢y of (LII). As these
meromorphic functions are naturally interpreted as sections of line bundles on E(),
their pull-backs via ¢y are also naturally sections of line bundles on Spec(Ellx).

1.6. For any map of smooth varieties f : X — Y, one has a ring homomorphism

Elly L5 Blly
For any proper map f: X — Y, push-forward is defined by [§] as a map

{a locally free rank 1 EuX-module} I Blly

of Elly-modules, for any proper morphism f : X — Y. However, as we will recall
in Subsection [5.7] the above locally free rank 1 module is completely determined
by the virtual relative tangent bundle of the morphism f. Moreover, in the present
paper we will only encounter two situations: when f is a regular embedding and

2Howcver7 the tools surveyed in the present paper do not give a geometric incarnation of the
action (L3), a task for which one should appeal to the correspondences developed in [I5] [1§].
Doing so naturally leads to an action of the so-called elliptic Hall algebra from [2], a close relative
of quantum toroidal gl;, on the K-theory of moduli spaces of stable sheaves.
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when f is a projective bundle. In both of these cases, there exist explicit formulas
for f. which completely encode the locally free rank 1 module in question. Thus,
we will often abuse notation and write

(1.12) f. 1 Elly — Elly

throughout the present paper. The reader may then easily deduce which locally free
rank 1 Ell x-module needs to go in the domain of f, just by looking at the formula
for f. (see Subsection for a defining example of this principle). Thus, we are
not really sacrificing mathematical precision in writing formulas such as ([L12)); we
are simply sacrificing notational precision, and the benefit is increased legibility.

1.7. We will consider the elliptic cohomology of the moduli space (L.2)) of stable
sheaves, for any fixed » € N and ¢; € H?(S,Z) that satisfy Assumptions A and S.
In formulas (£28), (5:29), (5.30), we construct formal series of operators

(1.13) e(2), f(2),h*(2) : Ellpg — Ellpxs|[z, 27 Y]
Above, the symbol z plays the role of the usual variable on the cover
C*—>C'/pt=E

where p is a complex number with absolute value strictly contained between 0 and
1. Our main result is the commutation relations between the series of operators
(CI3). These will be presented in Theorem 520, and they correspond to an action

(1.14) Uqhqz,p(g.[l) 7 Elly

where the object in the left-hand side is the elliptic quantum toroidal algebra defined
in [TI] (with central charge equal to 1 and without the cubic relation of loc. cit.,
see Subsection [(21]). The reason we do not state (ILI4]) as a Theorem is of a rather
pedantic nature: the left-hand side is an algebra defined over power series in p,
while the right-hand side is defined for a specific value of p € C*.

1.8. I would like to thank the organizers of the 2023 MSJ-SI “Elliptic Integrable
Systems, Representation Theory and Hypergeometric Functions” workshop at the
University of Tokyo (with special gratitude to Hitoshi Konno) for the invitation and
inspiration which led to the writing of the present paper. I gratefully acknowledge
support from the NSF grant DMS-1845034, the MIT Research Support Committee
and the PNRR grant CF 44/14.11.2022 titled “Cohomological Hall algebras of
smooth surfaces and applications”.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON MODULI OF SHEAVES ON SURFACES

2.1. Fix a smooth projective connected surface S over an algebraically closed field
of characteristic 0 (we will henceforth abuse notation and denote the field by C)
and a ample divisor H C S. A coherent sheaf F on S is called stable if all proper
subsheaves G C F have reduced Poincaré polynomial (defined with respect to H)
smaller than that of F; see [I7, Section 5] and the references therein for an overview.

Theorem 2.2. For any (r,c1,c2) € N x H%(S,Z) x Z, there erists a moduli space
M r.c,,co) corepresenting the functor of stable sheaves F on S of rank r, first Chern
class c¢1 and second Chern class cs.
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Bogomolov’s inequality states that

-1
(2.1) Mporon) =@ if 03 < ——¢2
Throughout the present paper, we fix r, ¢; and write
(2.2) M= || Meereo)
CoEZ

although, as mentioned in ([21]), the number ¢; is actually bounded below. We will
henceforth make the following assumptions, as in [I7]. The first of these states that

(2.3) Assumption A: ged(r,c; - H) =1

and implies that M is projective (because Assumption A implies that any seminsta-
ble sheaf is stable), and that it also represents the functor referenced in Theorem
In other words, this means that there exists a universal sheaf

(2.4) u

v
M xS

whose restriction to any point F € M is isomorphic to F as a sheaf on S. The
second assumption pertains to the canonical bundle Kg of S, and it reads

(2.5) Assumption S: either Kg = Og or ¢;(Kg) - H <0

The latter assumption implies that M is smooth, and although it will be in force
throughout the present paper, it can be sidestepped if one is prepared to work with
derived moduli spaces of sheaves. However, Assumption A is quite crucial for us,
because we will fundamentally use the universal sheaf U.

2.3. If F,F' are sheaves on S such that there exists a short exact sequence
(2.6) 0—-F -F—=>C,—0

for some closed point « € S (where C, denotes the skyscraper sheaf at ), then we
will say that F and F’ are Hecke modifications of each other and write this as

F' Co F

An important consequence of Assumption A is the fact (see [I'7, Proposition 5.5])
that F is stable if and only if F’ is stable. Thus, we may define the moduli space

(2.7) 3 = {(F, F') both stable, such that F' ¢, F }

which is smooth and projective ([I7, Proposition 2.10]). Let us consider the maps

3
N
TS
M S M
which remember F',x, F (respectively) in the notation of ([26]). Above, M and

M’ are simply two copies of the moduli space ([2.2]), although one should think that
the grading by ¢z in the moduli space M’ is always 1 more than that of M.

(2.8)
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If V is a locally free sheaf on a variety X, then we define its projectivization as
Px (V) = Projx(Sym*V)

More generally, if £ is a coherent sheaf of projective dimension 1, its projectivization

is defined in ([@22]). With this in mind, we have the following description of 3.

Proposition 2.4. ([I7, Propositions 2.8 and 2.10]) The maps 7 X g and 7y X wg

realize 3 as the projectivizations

(2.9) ]P)st(U) and PM/Xs(U/V[l]Qi)Ks)

where U and U’ denote the universal sheaves on M x S and M’ x S, respectively.

The line bundle
(2.10) L

v
3

whose fiber over a point (F',F) is the one-dimensional vector space F,/F, is
identified with O(1) and O(—1), respectively, under the projectivizations (29]).

2.5. When S = A?, the moduli space of stable sheaves is not well-defined. How-
ever, there is an alternate provided by the so-called moduli space of framed sheaves
on P2, Intuitively, this is because framing (like stability) gives a way to control the
automorphisms of sheaves, leading to well-behaved moduli spaces.

Definition 2.6. Consider P? = A% L oo and define the moduli space

(2.11) My = {mnk 1 torsion-free sheaves F on P?, locally free near oo,

together with an isomorphism F|oo = Ogif}

The moduli space M2 has connected components indexed by n = co(F), namely

Mye = |_| Mz

n=0

For any n, the connected component My: ,, is a smooth quasiprojective algebraic
variety, and can be explicitly presented (via the famous Atiyah-Drinfeld-Hitchin-
Manin construction) as the space of quadruples of linear maps

stable
(2.12) {(X,Y,A,B) st. C" &= C",C" & C",[X,Y] + AB = o} /GLn
Y B

Above, a quadruple (X,Y, A, B) is called stable if there is no proper subspace of
C™ which contains Im A and is preserved by both X and Y. The action of GL,, on
quadruples is given by conjugating X,Y and multiplying A, B on either side.



RATIONAL, TRIGONOMETRIC, ELLIPTIC ALGEBRAS AND SHEAVES ON SURFACES 7

Remark 2.7. Although My> parameterizes sheaves F on P?, such sheaves are
trivialized on the divisor oo and so all their interesting behavior happens on AZ.
Thus, we will often restrict such F to a sheaf on A% in what follows. In particular,
the analogue of the universal sheaf ([24) is defined as

U

'
MAQ x A?

Similarly, the natural analogue of the moduli space [Z1) requires the point x to be
away from oo, so we put S = A? in diagram 238). We will also encounter the
restriction of the universal sheaf to My2 x {origin}

(2.13) Us

v
My

The dilation torus action T = C* x C* ~ A2 induces an action
T~ MA2

In the language of (ZIZ), the torus T scales the matrices X, Y, A, B by the charac-

ters +, L1 respectively, where ¢1, g2 are the elementary characters of T'.

1
q1’ g2’ 77 quq2’

3. COHOMOLOGY

3.1. We start with a warm-up on the Yangian of gAll and its action on the equi-
variant cohomology of moduli spaces of framed sheaves on A2. We will work over
the ring of polynomials in two variables t; and t2. Let us write ¢t = t; 4 t2 and
consider the rational functions

(@ +t1)(z + t2)
3.1) (o) = —

x(x +t)

(3.2) Z(C(I) _ CC(ZE)(CE Y i)z —t) = (fE—Ftl)(I;—EI—tQ)(:E —t)

The following definition is inspired by the Yangians of finite type Lie algebras that
were constructed in [4], and studied in numerous works afterwards.

Definition 3.2. ([20]) The Yangian of gl, is the algebra
Yir(aly) = Z[t17t2]<en7fnahn> /Telations E3) -6

n>0
The defining relations are best written in terms of the generating series

()= I @)= 2 hE)=1+)
n=0 n=0 n=0

and take the form

63 [e@ewlw-2)] | =[ewele-w)]
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(B4 |[f@fEw-2)] = [ - w)

2<0 4y<0

C
(3.5) h(z)e(w) = [e(w)h(z)

Cc(w - 2)] 2>3>w|2<0,w<0

(3.6) F(w)h(z) = [h<z>f<w> _

(w - Z):| Z2>w|2=0 w<0

(3.7) [f(z)e(w)] = —= - =—————

as well as [h(z), h(w)] = 0.

Let us explain the meaning of the square brackets in [B3)-(31), and how to turn
them into equalities of symbols: in formulas B3] and ([B4]), we cancel out the
factor z — w from the denominator and equate the coefficients of all {z“wb}a<0)b<0
in the left and right-hand sides. In formulas ([B.5) and ([B.6]), we expand the rational
function in the RHS in non-negative powers of w/z, and equate the coeflicients of
all {2%w®},<0p<0 in the left and right-hand sides. Finally, in formula B.7), we
simply equate the coefficients of all {2%w®},<0 p<o in the left and right-hand sides.

Remark 3.3. In many works (such as [20]), the algebra Yi, 4, (gl,) involves the
additional cubic relations analogous to the Drinfeld-Serre relations in finite types

(38) Z [ennu)v [enn(g) ) enﬁ(3)+1]] = Z [fnau)a [fna(z) ) fna(3)+1]] =0

oc€ES3 0ES3

for allny,na,ng > 0. These additional relations hold in all the modules of geometric
nature considered in the present paper, namely the cohomology groups of moduli
spaces of stable/framed sheaves (this was proved at the level of K -theory in [18], and
the version in cohomology can be deduced via the Chern character isomorphism).

3.4. Let us unpack relations B3)—(@). The last of these relations is the easiest
one, as it yields the following identity for all m,n >0

t1to

(3'9) [fnvem] = T “hntm

To express relations (B8] and ([B.6]), we need to consider the power series expansion
oo a—2 b

Clz—w) (G-wt+t)z-w+t)z—w—1) w
610 ) T e G e b wry Lt e

for various polynomial expressions 7y, in ¢t = t1 +t2 and t1f2. The fact that we can
extract a factor of ¢1t2 from the coefficients in the right-hand side of I0) will be
very important for our geometric constructions in the subsequent Subsections, and
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it is due to the fact that the left-hand side of (B0 is equal to 1 when either ¢; = 0
or when t5 = 0. With this in mind, relations (3.5)—(B.6]) read

co a—2

(311) [hn; em] = t1t2 Z Z'}/ab . em+bhn7a
a=3 b=0

oo a—2

(312) [fmu hn] = t1t2 Z Z'Yab ) hn—afm—i—b

a=3 b=0

respectively, for all m,n > 0 (in the right-hand sides of the expressions above, we
make the convention that h_y =1 and h_g =h_3="---=0).

Finally, to explicitly write down relations (B.3)—(B.4]), we observe that
t1tat

56(2—@0):(Z—w)2—(t§+f1f2+f§)—z_w

Therefore, relations B3)—(B.4]) respectively imply the following for all m,n > 0

(3.13)  [eny3,em] = 3[eny2, €ma1] + 3lent1, emya] — [en, €mis]—

— (2 +tita + 2)([ens1s €m] = [€ns ema1]) + titat(enem + emen) =0

(314) [fm7 fn+3] - 3[fm+lafn+2] + 3[fm+2afn+l] - [fm+37fn]_
— (8 + tata + 83)([fom, frra] = [fms1s ful) + titat(Fonfu + frfm) =0

Remark 3.5. To make the connection with geometry completely rigorous, we need
to make two small modifications to Definition [32. First of all, since all relations
B3I -G are symmetric in t; and to, we may define

)/tl,t2 (5[1) as a Z[tl, tQ]Sym—algebra
Secondly, we need to ensure that

(3.15) [x,y] is divisible by t1to

for all x,y € Yy, 1, (aly). Relations B39), @II) and @I12) already imply that any
commutator [fn,em], [Pn,em], [fm,hn] is @ multiple of tite, but relations BIJ),
BI4) are unfortunately not strong enough to imply that the commutators [en, €m)
and [fn, fm] are multiples of t1ta. Therefore, we must explicitly adjoin the symbols

[en17"'7[enk—17[enk7e"k+l]]"'] and [f’ﬂl""7[fnk—17[fnk7fnk+l]]"']
(t1to)* (t1ta)*

(3.16)

to the algebra Yy, 4, (aly), for all ny,...,npi1 > 0. Naturally, the symbols (B16)
must satisfy the Leibniz rule and Jacobi identities in the natural sense when multi-
plied or commuted with each other or with the generators en, fn, hn.
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3.6. For a smooth algebraic variety X over C, its cohomology
(3.17) Hx = H*(X,Z)

will refer to the singular cohomology ring with integer coefficients. However, all
results in the present Section also hold for other cohomology theories, such as
Borel-Moore homology or Chow rings. In fact, the only properties of cohomology
that we will need is the existence of pull-back maps for local complete intersection
morphisms, push-forward maps for proper morphisms, and Chern classes

(3.18) c¢i(V) € Hx
for any locally free sheaf V on X. These may be assembled in the Chern polynomial

c(V,z) = Zz”_i(—l)ici(V) € Hx|z7]
i=0

where v = rank V. The Chern polynomial only depends on the K-theory class of
V. This means that if we have a short exact sequence of coherent sheaves

(3.19) 0-W-o>V—->E-0
with V, W locally free of ranks v, w, then we may define
c(V, 2)
8 =
(€, 2) cOV2)

The expression above does not depend on the choice of short exact sequence (3.19),
so it allows one to unambiguosly define the Chern classes of & itself by

o0

co(€,2) = 2" H(=1)'ei(€) € Hx((=7))

i=0

We will also encounter equivariant cohomology in the present paper. For a smooth
algebraic variety X endowed with an action of a torus 7', the ring

H(X)

enjoys the same functoriality properties as usual cohomology (3.I7). The two main
differences between these two rings is that equivariant cohomology is an algebra
over the polynomial ring

Hz (point) = Z[Lie(T))]

and that the grading * is not bounded above by the real dimension of X anymore
(for instance, the grading on Hj(point) has linear functions on Lie(T') in degree 2).

3.7.  All the geometric operators that we will define in the present paper are given
by correspondences. In the most general form of this concept, a correspondence
between smooth projective algebraic varieties X and Y is a class

I'e Hxxy

which induces the operator

Py —T PXx
‘I)FZHY ———)HXXY —>HX><Y —)HX
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where py : X XY — X and py : X XY — Y denote the standard projections.
There is a natural notion of composition of correspondences (whose exact definition
we leave as an exercise to the reader)

(I,T") € Hxxy x Hyxz ~ Tol'€ Hxyz
such that
(I)p o (I)F/ = (I)Fol"/

With this in mind, we observe that while all the results in the present paper are
stated as equalities of compositions of the various operators ®r, this is only for
convenience. In fact, all our results hold as equalities of compositions of correspon-
dences I'. This is important from a technical point of view, since the assignment

(3.20) I' ~ ®r
is only injective for cohomology theories which satisfy the Kiinneth decomposition
Hxyxy £ Hx @ Hy

and the non-degeneracy of the intersection pairing (which even in the context of
singular cohomology holds only after tensoring with @, but in other situations such
as Chow groups fails entirely). Therefore, for general cohomology theories, proving
an identity between correspondences I' is a strictly stronger statement than the
analogous identity between the operators ®r.

3.8. In the present Subsection, we will consider equivariant cohomology with re-
spect to the torus T'= C* x C*. In particular, we have

Hr}(point) = Z[tl, tQ]

where t1,to are the standard coordinates on the Lie algebra of T'. Recall the moduli
space of framed sheaves of Subsection 2.5 and consider its equivariant cohomology

Hu,, = Hi(My2) = @ Hy (My2 )
n=0

Recall the (natural analogue in the context of moduli spaces of framed sheaves of
the) correspondence 3 of (Z7). Define operators

enafnahn : HMAz — HMAz
for all n > 0 by the following formulas
(321) €en = tltg . 7T+*(€n . 7T* )

(322) fn = tltg . F_*(fn(—l)r . 7Tj;_)
where ¢ = ¢;(L£) is the first Chern class of the tautological line bundle (ZI0), and

c(Us,z + t)

o h,,
(3.23) hi(z) =1+ Z = cup product with o)

ZnJrl -
n=0

where U, denotes the restricted universal sheaf 2.13), and t = ¢; + 2.
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Remark 3.9. Although the prefactor tits in B2ZI) and B22) might seem strange,

it was chosen so that e, equals the composition

(X my2)- (€72 ) o
Hpp,, —————— Hugpxn2 —> Hy

where |, denotes restriction to the origin of A% (and similarly for the f operators).
This point of view will lead into the case of general surfaces S in the next Subsection.

The connection between the abstract Yangian of Definition and the operators
above is the following result (see [16, Theorem 3.8] for notation closer to ours).

Theorem 3.10. (the version of [21] for the Lie algebra 5[1) For any r, the operators

B2D), B22), B23) satisfy relations BI3)-B1), thus yielding an action

}/tht2 (g[l) ~ HMAz

3.11.  We will now consider the case of general smooth projective surfaces S, and
the moduli spaces of stable sheaves studied in Subsection 2l Let us fix (r,¢1) €
N x H?(S,Z) satisfying Assumptions A and S (from (23] and (Z.3), respectively)
and consider the singular cohomology with integer coefficients

HMXSk = @ HM(,’,’CI’C2)XS,€
CcoEZ

for any k > 0. Due to Bogomolov’s inequality (2.1J), the direct summands above
are zero for ¢y small enough. Recall the variety 3 of ([2.7)), and define the operators

(3.24) €n=(ﬂ'+Xﬂs)*(f"'ﬂi)iHM%Hst

(325) fn:(ﬂ', XWS)*(én(—l)T~7Ti):HM—>HM><S

for all n > 0, where £ = ¢1(L£). We will also encounter the composition

= hn ull-back — D
(3.26) h(z) =1+ Z s Hp 225 Haies ——2— Hpuxs
n=0

where we let t = ¢;(Kg). Combine the operators (3:24) and ([B.25]) into power series

oo

(3.27) e(2) = 3 i = (my X 7s). (z%z .Wi)

n=0

_ = fn _ (_1)T *
(3.28) f(Z)_;Zn+1_(F_XWS)*<Z_€ .W+)
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3.12. We are now ready for the main result of the present Subsection, which
describes the commutation relations between the operators e, fn, h,. We will find
that these relations look best when expressed in terms of the series e(z), f(z), h(z).
This will involve the square S x S of our surface; we choose to color the two factors
of S in red and blue, to make it easier to keep track of them in our formulas. Let

coh _ [A]
(3.29) ¢ (x)—1s+zzgi?jekas@ﬂ
where [A] € Hgxs is the class of the diagonal, and
- Hs
(3.30) &) = (e £ ) (a7 ) € TS

where ¢ and ¢t denote the pull-backs of the class t = ¢1(Kg) to Hsxgs via the first
and second projection, respectively. In (B.29)), the symbol ¢ in the denominator
denotes either t or ¢; it does not matter which due to the presence of [A].

Let us consider any operators x,y : Hyq — Haxs, for example 3:24), (B:25) and
the coefficients of ([B26). We may form the following two compositions

xX1Id

(3.31) 2y Hyp 5 Hyxs —— Haxsxs
T XIdgs

(3.32) y:L’:HM—>HMX5y—S>HMX5Xs

The colors of the operators will always match the color of the factor of S x S in
which they operate. We will write

[z, y] = 2y —yz
and we let A : S — S x S denote the diagonal.

Theorem 3.13. We have the following equalities of operators Har — Haixsxs

333)  [e@e@)EMw 2] = el E )]
338 [f@f w2 = eI
(3.35) h(z)e(w) = [e(w>h<2>%}z>wgo,w<o

(3.36) fw)h(z) = [h(z)f(w)%__ii]Z>>w|zgoyw<0

(3.57) et = 7o (HEZH)

as well as [h(z),h(w)] = 0. The meaning of all the square brackets is exactly the
same as in Definition [T The class t in the denominator of B3M) does not pose
an issue because all hy, with n > 0 are multiples of t, as is clear from ([326]).

The proof of the Theorem above closely follows that of the upcoming Theorem [.1T]
in K-theory, and the former can actually be deduced from the latter via the Chern
character isomorphism. We will therefore leave Theorem [3.13] to the reader.
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3.14. In the remainder of the present Section, we will compare Theorem [B.10] with
Theorem 313l On one hand, the former is the version of the latter when S = A2,
stable sheaves are replaced by framed sheaves, and one works with equivariant coho-

mology (specifically, the operators (B.21)), (3:22), (B:23]) are obtained by composing
the operators (3.24), (B:25]), (326) with the restriction map to the origin

Hogone 2 Hog

which is an isomorphism). However, the more general Theorem can also be
construed as saying that “the Yangian acts on Ha” for a general surface .S, although
care must be taken to properly formulate what this means. This will be the goal of
the remainder of the present Section, and we will start by showing how to unravel

relations ([B.33)-([B.37). We start with (3.37), whose 27" 1w=™~! coefficient reads

(3.38) [frsem] = A, (—h’?")

as an equality of operators Hyr — Hamxsxs (compare with (B.3).

Remark 3.15. If one works with cohomology with rational coefficients instead of
integer coefficients (i.e. assume that Hx is defined as H*(X,Q) in this Remark
only), one may use the Kinneth decomposition

HMXS = HM ®H S
with respect to which the operators ey, fn, hmin decompose as

em=> By ®7, fa=d Fay®7, —TE =3 Hp) @9

where {vi, ¥} run over fived dual bases of Hg, and Eys Fiyys Heyyy : Hvm — Hag.
In this case, (B38) is equivalent to the following equality of operators Haq — Haq
(3.39) [F(%)vE(w)] = —Hyyy), Vi
(in the right-hand side, we define H(.,,) as the same linear combination of H,)’s
as viyj s a linear combination of vyi’s). While formulas such as 339) are used
more commonly in the literature, we prefer formula [B.38) because its holds for
cohomology theories without Kinneth decompositions, such as Chow groups.

3.16. Let us now unravel relations (338) and (B:36). We start by noting that

[A]
1+ oo a—2
¢ (z —w) B (z—w)(z—w+t) w®
CCOh(’w—Z) - 1+ [A] _1+;;A*(7ab)za

(z—w)(z —w—1t)
where v,, € Hg is the same polynomial expression in the classes
t +ty = c1(QF)
tity = ca(Q5)
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as the one we already encountered in (BI0). The Chern classes above arise because
t = t1 + t2 and because of the identity [A][A] = ¢1t2[A] in Hgxs. Thus, relations
B38) and B36) take the following form, for all m,n > 0

co a—2
(3.40) [y €m] = Ax Z Z’yab emabhn_a N
a=3 b=0 N——
an operator HM_)HMXSXSAHMXS
oo a—2
(341) [,fm; hn] = A* Z Z Yab hnfaferb’A
a=3 b=0 N——

Ia
an operator Hp—Hamxsxs —Hmxs

(in the right-hand sides above, we make the convention that hA_; is the pull-back
map and h_g = h_g = --- =0). Compare the formulas above with (SII)-BI2]).

As for formulas (B33)—(B.34)), let us first observe that

Mz —w) = (2 —w)? + (z —w)(t —t) — 1t + [A] - Z[é]ﬁ
~ Alt
CMw —2) = (z —w)? + (z —w)(t —t) — tt + [A] + z[—]w
Therefore, (B:33) and [334)) yield the following formulas
(3.42) [ent3;em] = 3lent2, emi1] + 3lent1, emya] — [en, €ma3]+

+(t - t)([6n+2a em] - 2[en+1, eerl] + [Gna em+2]) - tt([en+1, em] - [en, €m+1])+

Jr

+A* (en-l-lem‘ — Em€n+1 - enem—i-l‘ + €Em+1€n + tenem‘ + temen
A A A A A

and
(3.43) [fr: frts] = B[ fmat, fuve] + B[ fmazs frsa] = [fmass fu]+

+( = )([fm, frr2] = 2[fma1s frar] + [z, ful) = @ fims fria] = [frmsrs )+
. (Fmfurt| = Fusifm| = Frvrfa|  + Fadmss|  +thnfa|  +tFafm| ) =0
for all m,n > 0.

3.17. 'We have phrased relations (3.38), (3.40), 341, 3:42), (B.43) as equalities

of compositions of operators, but it is better if one regards them as equalities of
correspondences in M x M x S x S, in the language of Subsection 3.7 For example,

fnem is given by the class 745"  on {]—" o, FCy ]-'/}

emfn is given by the class £,""¢," on {]: Cy F o, ]:/}

where 01 = ¢1(Fu/Fo), bo = c1(FLJFy), Oy = e1(FL)Fy), th = c1(FL/FL). One
regards the cohomology classes above as correspondences by pushing them forward
under the forgetful maps

{fD:,;fcyf’},{fcyf’D;I,f’}—>M><M><S><S
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that only remember (F, F’,z,y). These correspondences are actually equal on the
open locus = # y, because of the mutually inverse isomorphisms

(Fo.Fo, 7} —={rc, Fo.7} F=rFe;F
{}‘Cy F' o, }"} —>{}‘Dxfcy f’}, F =FNF inside F'
which identify ¢; = ¢4 and {5 = ¢} on the locus {x # y}. Therefore, we infer that
=0

e
[.f717 m] {L;éy}
which by the excision long exact sequence in cohomology yields

[fnu em] = A*(C)

for some operator ¢ : Hapq — Haqxs. The content of (B.38) is that ¢ is equal to the
operator of cup product with a certain specific cohomology class.

3.18. The geometric argument presented in the previous Subsection actually holds
for any operators a,b € {ey, fn, An}n>0. Thus, the commutator [a, b] vanishes away
from the diagonal of S x S, so the excision property of cohomology implies that

[CL, b] = As(c)

for some ¢ : Hyv — Hpaqxs. Because A, is injective (projection on one of the
factors is a left inverse of A), such a c is unique, and we will therefore denote it by

(3.44) [@,b]red =: €

In this case, we will say that a and b have diagonal commutator. We are now
ready to define the Yangian action on Haq. Consider the ring homomorphism

¢ ¢ Lty 2™ — Hs, Bt + t2) = c1(Q), P(tits) = c2(Q5)
and let M x S 5 M and M x S % S denote the standard projections.

Definition 3.19. An action Yy, 4, (5[1) ~ Hpq is an abelian group homomorphism
~ @
Y;fl,tz (g[l) — HOIH(HM, HMXS)
satisfying the following properties for all z,y € Y3, 4, (5[1) and v € Z[ty, ta]¥™
o unit:

(3.45) B(1) = (HM LA HMXS)
o Zlt1, ta]¥™-linearity:
P(x —p*
(3.46) (ye) = (Hae = Harxs =22 Hapes)

o multiplicativity:

(v) & (z)NIds

>
(3.47) d(zy) = (HM = Hpauxs Hpxsxs la, Hst)

e commutator: ®(x) and ®(y) have diagonal commutator, and

(3.48) [ﬂ@@@mm—¢(mm)

tito
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The right-hand side of [BAY) is well-defined because of [BIH).

3.20. Comparing relations B3)-B7) with B33)-B37) translates Theorem B.I3]
into the existence of an action

(3.49) Yo ta(gh) ~ Hag

as stated in Theorem The main novelty behind the geometric notion of action
in Definition is that the commutator and product of operators are objects of
a different nature: the former is an operator Haq — Haqxsxs and the latter is an
operator Hyq — Haqxs. However, if we restrict to operators a,b : Hyq — Haxs
with diagonal commutator, then

[a,b]rea and ab|a are both operators Hpq — Haqxs

Moreover, these operators satisfy the following natural analogues of associativity

(3.50) (ablac) | = a(bela) ]A

the Leibniz rule
(3.51) [a,b¢|A)eq = 1@, b]reac
and the Jacobi identity

(352) [[av b]r0d7 C]red + [[bv C]erv a’]red + [[Ca a]erv b]red =0
for any a,b,c: Hyg = Hpaqxs for which all [, ]yeq above are defined.

+ bla, ¢lred
A A

4. K-THEORY

4.1. In the present Section, we will present trigonometric/K-theoretic versions of
the rational/cohomological constructions in the previous Section. We will work
over the ring of Laurent polynomials in two variables ¢; and g2, which should be
interpreted as the exponentials of the parameters ¢; and to from Subsection B.I1
Let ¢ = q1g2 and consider the rational functions

e () = (L= 201)(1 — 2g2)
) ]

(1—zq1)(1 —2q2)(1 — 27 1q)
11—z

(42) @)= @0-g1-2"")=
by analogy with (B1]) and (3:2).
Definition 4.2. Quantum toroidal gl is the algebra

Ugs a2 (a11) = Zlgi™, QQi1]<6m Ins hi> /Telations @3) - @D

The defining relations are best written in terms of the generating series

m>0,n€Z

oo

€n - fn + — hﬁ
e(z) = Z on’ f(2) = Z on’ h (Z)Zzzim

n=—oo n=—oo m=0

and take the form

(43) e(2)e(w)C (2) = e(w)e()" (2)
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(4.4) Fw)f(2)CE (%) = f(2)f(w)¢® (%)
izew—ew iZC(C*(%)
(4.5) h=(2)e(w) = ()h()cc*(%)
w)h®(z) = h* (2 wCC*(%)
(4.6) f( )h()_h()f( )CC*(%)
an U] = S (2 () - )
(where §(x) = 300 __a"), as well as [h*(2),h* (w)] = 0 for all +,+' € {+,—}.

In formulas (£3)—E4)), we cancel out the factor z — w from the denominator and
equate the coefficients of all {z%w’}, pez in the left and right-hand sides. In the
next two formulas (@5)—(@.8]), we expand the rational function in the RHS in non-
negative powers of w*!/z*! and equate the coefficients of all {z%w’}+acz_, pez in
the left and right-hand sides. Finally, in the last formula @7), we simply equate
the coefficients of all {z%w’}, pez in the left and right-hand sides.

Remark 4.3. Definition [{.3 is the original one of Ding-Iohara ([3]). Similarly
with Remark[3.3, it is customary to impose the additional cubic relations

(4'8) Z [eno(l)7 [ena(2)_17 ena(3)+1]] = Z [fng(l)v [fna@)—l’ fﬂa(3)+1]] =0

oES3 oES3

in Uy .qo(811), for all ny,ng,n3 € Z. This was the approach of Miki ([12]), who
imposed the particular case of the cubic relations [@8) for ny = ng = n3 (the more
general versions of relations [E8) appeared in [20], and they actually follow from
the particular cases studied by Miki and {@3)—-E)). While we will not consider
the cubic relations in the present paper for brevity, we observe that they do indeed
hold in all the modules of geometric nature considered in the present paper, namely
the K -theory groups of moduli spaces of stable/framed sheaves (as shown in [1§]).

4.4. Let us unpack the relations in Definition @2l The easiest is (A1), which states

ht ifm+n>0
1_ 1_ m4+n
(4.9) [y m] = A-a)d —g) B —he ifman=0
1— 0 0
1 —hZp_n, Em+n<0

for all m,n € Z. To express relations (L) and (L), we need to consider the power
series expansion

¢ (2) _ (a1 —w)(2q —w)(z — wy)
(%) (- wa)(z - we)(zqg —w)
for various Laurent polynomials *yff in ¢ = q1q2 and g1 + g2. The fact that we can

extract a factor of (1—¢1)(1—gz) from the coefficients in the right-hand side of (£10)
will be very important for our geometric constructions in the later Subsections, and

e iw:i:a
-1 1—q)(1— v
D (-l - @)

a=1

(4.10)
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it is due to the fact that the left-hand side of (£I0) is equal to 1 when either ¢; =1
or when g2 = 1. Therefore, relations ([@.35)—-(406) read

(4.11) [hvjz[a em] = (1—q)(1 - go) Z%:zt ) emiahf—a
a=1

(4.12) [fm; hi:] =1 -q)(1 - q) ZFY;F ) hjz[—afm:ta
a=1

for all m € Z, n > 0. Finally, to unpack relations ([@3)—(4), we observe that

() - tasazsteme
- (1_ﬂ) (1_%) —(1—Q1)(1—Q2)Z_wq

w Z—Ww

Therefore, relations (£3)—(Z4) respectively imply that for all m,n € Z we have
[en+37 em] - (q +1+ q_l) [en+27 em—i—l] + (q +1+ q_l) [en+17 em+2] - [ena em+3]+

nt1€m em+1€n
(4.13) +(1-q1)(1 —q2) (6n+2€m+1 - +1q 2 +1q +2 +em+zen+1) =0

[frms fres] — (¢ + 1+ qil) [f41, fag2] + (¢ + 1+ qil) [fm+2s fng1] = [fmes, fa]+

(4.14) +(1 - q1)(1 — go) (fm+1fn+2 - ferzan - fn”(;fmﬂ + fn+1fm+2) =0

Although we will not include this explicitly in our notation in order to not over-
burden it, we note that future connections with geometry require us to make the
following two modifications to quantum toroidal gl;, by analogy with Remark

e Uy 4, (gly) should be defined over Z[gi", ¢3']*™ instead of over Z[gi™, ¢3"]

o for any z,y € Uy, 4,(al,),

(4.15) [x,y] should be divisible by (1 —¢1)(1 — ¢2)
The way to achieve this is to formally adjoin the symbols
[€nys--os[€nn iy [€ngsnpp]] -] and ris o npvs U fra ] -+ -]
(1= q)*(1 - q2)* (1= q)*(1 - gq2)*
to Uy, s (g.j.[l), for all ny,...,ng+1 € Z, and impose the natural Leibniz rules and

Jacobi identities between these new symbols and the old generators e,,, fn, b

4.5. Given a smooth algebraic variety X over C, its (0-th) algebraic K-theory
group is defined as

(4.16) Ky = D ZV] / relation (ZIS)
V locally free sheaf on X

where for any short exact sequence

(4.17) 0 A—=-V—->B-0

we impose the relation

(4.18) V] =[Al + [B]
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Algebraic K-theory is a ring with respect to tensor product, and it possesses pull-
backs (for general maps) and push-forwards (for proper maps of smooth varieties).

Remark 4.6. One can regard X as a manifold and replace algebraic K -theory by
topological K -theory, simply by changing “locally free sheaf” with “vector bundle”
in (EI6). All the results in the present Section hold in the topological setup as well.

In K-theory, the role of the Chern classes ([B.I8) is played by the exterior powers
[/\ZV] e Kx
for any locally free sheaf V on X. We will combine these in the Laurent polynomial
N <E> = nmzkv(—z)fi[/\i]/] € Kx[z7']
o i=0
For any short exact sequence (2.6) with V, W locally free of ranks v, w, we may set

“(6)- 5

z

and use this to unambigiously define the exterior powers of &£

£ i o
A=) =) (—2) A€l e Kx[[z!
(5) =2 were sxtl )
We will also use the following notation for the exterior powers of £
A® (%) = A (2EY)

If a smooth variety X is endowed with an action of a torus T', then we may define
its equivariant K-theory
(4.19) Kr(X)

by considering T-equivariant locally free sheaves in (I6]) and T-equivariant short
exact sequences in ([LI7T). Very importantly, Kr(X) is a module over the ring

Kr(point) = Repy

Indeed, any one-dimensional representation x of 7' can be tensored with an arbitrary
T-equivariant locally free sheaf V; the resulting x ® V is isomorphic to V as a
locally free sheaf, but not as a T-equivariant locally free sheaf. The aforementioned
module structure is therefore given by x - [V] = [x ® V]. Finally, note that the
formalism of correspondences from Subsection B.7] holds equally well in K-theory
(be it equivariant or not) simply by replacing H with K everywhere.

4.7. In the present Subsection, we will consider K-theory equivariant with respect
to the torus T'= C* x C*. Therefore, we have
Kr(point) = Z[¢F!, g5

where q1, g2 are the standard characters of the two factors of 7. We recall the moduli
space of framed sheaves of Subsection 2.5 and consider its equivariant K-theory

Kpm,, = Kp(Myz2) = @ Kr(Maz )
n=0



RATIONAL, TRIGONOMETRIC, ELLIPTIC ALGEBRAS AND SHEAVES ON SURFACES 21

Recall the (natural analogue in the context of moduli spaces of framed sheaves of
the) correspondence 3 of (27]), and we will define operators

Ens s By - Kmyo = Ko,
For all n € Z, we set
(4.20) en=(1=a)(1 = g2) - (L7 7"
(4.21) fo= (U= 0) (1~ @) -7 (L7 (-1) detlhy -} )
where L = [L£] denotes the K-theory class of the tautological line bundle (210,

and U, is the restricted universal sheaf [2.I3)). Moreover, let ¢ = q1g2 and consider

— h -1
(4.22) hE(z) = Z Zi—mm = multiplication by A® (z(qT))
m=0 ©

where the right-hand side is expanded in powers of zT!. The connection between
the quantum toroidal gl; of Definition and the operators above is the following.

Theorem 4.8. ([7,[19]) For any r € N, the operators (E20)-(L22) satisfy relations
E3) @), thus yielding an action

Ulhqq2 (dll) ~ KMAz

4.9. We will now consider the case of general projective surfaces S, and the moduli
spaces of stable sheaves studied in Subsection 211 Thus, we will fix (r,¢1) €
N x H%(S,Z) satisfying Assumptions A and S (from (23] and (2.5))) and consider

KMXSk = @ I('/VI(T,C1,C2)><S’c
Cco€EZ

for any k > 0. Due to Bogomolov’s inequality (2.IJ), the direct summands above
are zero for ¢y small enough. Recall the variety 3 of ([2.7)), and define the operators

(4.23) en = (14 X ws)*(L" : wi) K — Kvies
(4.24) o= (m_ x ws)*(/:”*’“(—nrdetu : 771) K — Kaixs

for all n € Z, where we write L = [£] for the K-theory class of the tautological line
bundle (2.I0) B Let ¢ = [Ks] € Kg, and consider the composition

& hi
+ m .
(4.25) h (Z) = —Zim : KM
m=0

o(z(g—1)
pull-back XN (T)
— KMXS E— KMXS

3Moroovcr7 in (@24)) we let detU denote the determinant of the universal sheaf on 3 which
parameterizes either of F, and F,, in the notation (27). Since the coherent sheaves F and F’
only differ in codimension 2, they have isomorphic determinant.
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where we expand the rational function A® (%) in powers of zT!. We will package
the operators (£23) and (£24) into power series

(4.26) ()= 3 = (ny x ). {5 (g) -wi}

n=—oo Zn
— In L\ dettd
(4.27) f(z) = n:z_:oo o (M- X Tg)s |0 > (—z)" Ty
4.10. Let us formally write
(4.28) Q] =q¢ +q and [QF) =q¢=qq

While ¢; and g2 are not themselves elements of Kg, any symmetric polynomial in
them is a well-defined element in Kg. We are now ready to give the commutation
relations between the operators e,, f,, h,. We will find that these relations look
best when expressed in terms of the series e(z), f(2), h*(z). As in Subsection B12
let us color the factors of S x S in red and blue, and use the notation ¢ and ¢ for
the pull-back of the class ¢ from either one of the factors to S x S. Consider

z[OA]

K-th __A® _ .,
(4.29) ¢F(z) = A*(—20a) =1+ D) € Ksxs(x)
where A — § x S is the class of the diagonalﬁ, and
(4.30) G @) = (@) (1 - wa) (1~ %) € Lff[iﬂ]
(4.31) CKth () = (Koth(g) (1 - %) (1—=q) € L‘fi [zﬂ]

In ([@29), the symbol ¢ in the denominator denotes either ¢ or ¢; it does not
matter which due to the presence of [Oa]. In what follows, for any operators
z,y : Ky = Kaxs, we will consider the following compositions of operators

zXId

(432) .’ry:KM&Kst—S)KMXsXs
T XIds

(4.33) yr : Kp = Kyvixs —— Kaxsxs

by analogy with the similar notions in Subsection B.12]

Theorem 4.11. ([I7]) We have the following equalities of operators Ky — Kmxsxs

(4.34) e(2)e(w) Kt (%) = e(w)e(z)CEh (5)
(1.35) F) 3 (L) = 1) (2)
CK—th %
(4.36) W (2)e(w) = e(w)hi(z)CK_th E%g
CK—th %
(4.37) Fw)h™(z) = hi(z)ﬂw)ﬁ

4For a proof of the second equality in {@29), see [L7} Proposition 5.24].
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, z ht(z) — h™(w)
4.38 , =4 (_> A,
(1.38) et =s(£)-a, (L

as well as [h*(2),h= (w)] = 0, for all +,+ € {+,—}. The class 1 — q in the
denominator of (A38) does not pose an issue because hi — hy and all {h}m=o
are multiples of 1 — q, as is clear from (A25]).

4.12. To unravel the formulas in Theorem LT} we first note that (£3]) reads

1 h:,Cth ifm+n>0
(4.39) [fnsem] = A T he - hg ifm4+n=0
—-hZ,,_, ifm+n<0
Let us now unravel relations (.30 and (£37). We start by noting that
o) VO T S, e
Kb (1) = 1+ [0n]- ZW :1+;A*(%)Zia

(z —w)(z — wq)

where v € Kg is the same polynomial expression in the classes ¢ +¢2 and ¢ = q1¢2
of [A28) as the one we already encountered in ([@I0). These classes arise because
of the identity [OA][Oa] = (1 — q1)(1 — ¢2)[Oa] in Kgxs. Thus, relations (£38)
and ([@37) take the following form, for all m € Z and n > 0

+ _ § : + +
(440) [hn ’ em] - A* Ya 6m:‘:¢lhnfa A
a=1 ~—_——

PN
an operator Kpf—Kmxsxs—>Kmxs

(4-41) [fmu h?z,:] = A, Z%:zt hvjz,[wfmia
a=1 %,_A/

Ia
an operator Kaf—Kmxsxs—>Kmxs

Compare the formulas above with ([@II)-Z12).
As for formulas ([£.34)—([4.35), let us first observe that
0 (2) = (1) () o
w z

w z—w
o (2) - (1) (1 1) - o2
¢ ( z w z [©a] z—w
Therefore, (£34]) and ([{.35) are equivalent to the following formulas for all m,n € Z

1
(442) [6,,,4,3, em] — <a + 1+ q> [Gn+25 6m+1]+

1
(_ + g + q) [6n+176m+2] - g[en’ €m+3]+
q q q

1 1
+A, 6n+26m+1‘ - —€n+1€m+2‘ - —6m+16n+2‘ + €m+2€n+1‘ =0
A g N A A
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and

(443) [ana f7l+3] - <é + 1 + Q> [fm+1; f71+2]+

(1 + 2 + q) [fm+27fn+l] - g[~fm+37f”]+
q q q

1 1
A* m n ‘ - —Jm n ‘ - —Jn m ‘ n m ’ =0
+ (f +1f +2| qf +2fnt1 N qf 2 fmr1 A+f +1fm+2 N

The discussion in Subsections 317 and [3.18 applies verbatim to the situation of K-
theory. In particular, we have the notion of operators a,b : Ky — Kaqxs having
diagonal commutator, in which case we will write

[a,b] = Ax ([a, bred)
All the operators e, fn, b of [@23), [E24), [@E2H) pairwise have diagonal commu-
tator, and the notion of an action analogous to Definition [3.19

(4'44) Utn,qz (g“[l) ~ Kpm
is well-defined (the only modification we need to make is that (348) must read

B [z, 9]
[®(z), ®(y)]rea = P <m>

Note that the right-hand side is well-defined because of ([@IH)). Then Theorem

41T precisely states that the operators (4.23)), (£24]), ([{L27]) yield an action (@44,
which is the content of Theorem [Tl

5. ELLIPTIC COHOMOLOGY

5.1. In the present Section, we will recall the elliptic cohomology of smooth vari-
eties over C and elliptic quantum groups, and connect these two notions by proving
analogues of Theorems and [£T1l Given a smooth algebraic variety X, recall
that its cohomology Hx is a ring endowed with a Chern polynomial

(5.1) c(V,2)=(z—41)...(2 —¥{,) € Hx|[7]

for any rank r locally free sheaf ¥V on X. The symbols ¢y,...,¢, are called the
Chern roots of V, and while they are not individually well-defined, any symmetric
polynomial in ¢4, ..., ¢, is a well-defined element of Hx. In other words, specifying
the Chern polynomial of V is tantamount to specifying the ring homomorphism

Claq,. .. ,xr]sym — Hy
determined by x; — ¢;. Dually, this amounts to a map of schemes
Spec(Hy) — (A)™

Above, C(") denotes the r-th symmetric power of any algebraic curve C, whose
closed points are unordered r-tuples of closed points of C. The situation of K-
theory is analogous to that of cohomology, except that we replace A by A\ {0}.
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Definition 5.2. ([§]) Let E be an elliptic curve over C. The (0-th) elliptic coho-
mology associated to E is a contravariant functor

X—El . .
27X, Commutative rings

(5.2) (smooth varieties over (C)
The (total) Chern class of a rank r locally free sheaf V is a map of schemes
(5.3) Spec(Ellx) ¥ E™

satisfying the following properties with respect to direct sums and tensor products

Spec(Elly ) —~Y p(r) x B Spec(Elly ) —~25 p(r) » B
&3] ®
e | |
E(TJrT’) E(Tr’)

for any locally free sheaves V, V' of ranks r,v’, respectively. In the diagrams above,
the vertical arrows are the maps given in terms of closed points by

(54) (Ila"'v'rT)@(ylv'-'ayT'):(xlv"'aITayla-'-ayW)

(55) (xlv" '7$’I“) ® (yla' "7y7“/) = ( s LilYgs '-)1<'L'<T 1<5<r’

B W

The reason why E has to be an elliptic curve is the presence of the group law of
E in the formula for the map ® in (G.5). It is also why A! (with the additive
group law) and A'\0 (with the multiplicative group law) arise in the situations of
cohomology and K-theory, respectively.

5.3.  As explained in [§], the fact that the target of (@3] is not affine is one of the
reasons one would use the scheme

AX = SpeC(Ellx)

in order to encode elliptic cohomology (this is all the more because of the analogous
situation of T-equivariant cohomology for a torus 7' = (C*)*, in which case the
analogue of Ellx is a sheaf of commutative rings over E¥, and thus the analogue
of Ax is an affine-over-projective scheme). The contravariance of the functor (5.2))
entails the existence of a ring homomorphism

f* : Elly — EHX

or dually, a map of schemes

f : AX — Ay
for any morphism f: X — Y. As a consequence of the axioms developed in [§], for
any rank r vector bundle V on X, the elliptic cohomology of the projective bundle

Px (V) = Projy (Sym*V) & X
has the property that the following square is Cartesian
(56) A]Px(V) ——=F x E(Til)

ﬁl lthe map (54)

Ax v _ g™



26 ANDREI NEGUT

Composing the top arrow above with projection to the first factor yields a map
Apy vy — E, which is none other than cy (). Formula (5.6]) is the scheme version
of the well-known isomorphism in ordinary cohomology

Hp vy = Hx|[z]/c(V, 2)

5.4. Ordinary cohomology classes are elements of H x, or equivalently, functions on
Spec(H ). Meanwhile, elliptic cohomology classes are more naturally construed as
sections of line bundles on A x. The prime example of this comes from the map (5.3):
there are no non-constant functions on E("), but there are plenty of meromorphic
functions (i.e. sections of line bundles) on E(. Pulling back the aforementioned
meromorphic functions via ¢y naturally yields sections of line bundles on Ax, or
in other words, elements of locally free rank 1 modules over Ell x.

Remark 5.5. If one works over C, the ring Ellx is Artinian for any smooth
variety X, so any locally free rank 1 module is isomorphic to Ellx. However, there
is no canonical choice of such an isomorphism; this means that while any elliptic
cohomology class can be construed as an element in Ellx “up to a unit”, there is
no canonical choice for this unit. Therefore, it is still beneficial to think of elliptic
cohomology classes as sections of line bundles on Ax, and not functions on Ax.

We will now explicitly recall theta functions, which are sections of line bundles on
the elliptic curve E. To do this, let us consider the multiplicative presentation
E=C/p*

where p is a complex number with 0 < [p| < 1 (in the more common presentation
E =C/(Z ® Zr), we have p = ¢*™7). Then for any pair (n,)\) € Z x C*, which we
will refer to as factors of automorphy, we may define the line bundle

Doy = {meromorphic functions f(z) on C*, such that /(2) =2"\Vz € (C*}
’ f(zp)

on E. It is easy to see that multiplication of functions induces an isomorphism
Dn,A ® Dm,,u :_) Dn+m,A,u

for all n,m € Z and A, p € C*, and that Dy ; is the trivial line bundle. In particular,
for all k € Z, multiplication by z* induces an isomorphism

Dy — Dy, xp-+
We will interpret the expressions z* as sections of the different (albeit isomorphic)
line bundles Dy ,—» on E. We will refer to z as the standard coordinate on E,
although as explained in the preceding sentence, this is an abuse of terminology.

Proposition 5.6. The Jacobi theta function

1Ty A =pt) - ptzh)

is a section of D1 1.
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The non-standard choice of normalization in ([B.7)) is due to the fact that it ensures

(5.8) ¥(z) o= 1—2z
and
1

Proposition above is an immediate consequence of the simple identity

(5.10) sy =28 oy (f) _ 2
Z p p

More generally, for any x1,...,Zn, Y1, - .,Yn € C*, the ratio

9 (zx1) ... 9 (z2,)

I (zy1) ... 9 (2ym)

yr—m Ilon . Finally, we point out the formula

Y1--Ym

(5.11)

is a global section of Dn_m(_l

(5.12) 9 (271 = —271(2)

5.7. Non-trivial line bundles (which we will refer to as “twists”) arise in elliptic
cohomology when defining push-forwards. To see this, if ¢t : X — Y is the zero
locus of a regular section of a rank r locally free sheaf V on Y, then we have

L*(l) =/{,...0. € Hy
in usual cohomology, where ¢1, .../, are the Chern roots of V. Similarly, we have
() =(1-LiY)...(1-L;") € Ky

in K-theory, where we formally decompose [V] as a sum of line bundles Ly +- - -+ L,
B. Generalizing the formula above, we would like to have in elliptic cohomology

(5.13) “ (1)=9(L7")...9 (L") € Elly”

However, Lq,..., L, here should be interpreted as the pull-backs under ¢y of the
standard coordinates on E("). Therefore, the right-hand side of (5I3) should be
interpreted not as a function on Ay = Spec(Elly), but as the section

dWVY) =0 (LY. 9 (L)

of the following line bundle on Ay
(C] (V) = CT}\/ ((,Dlyfl K. X Dl’,l)Sym)

(in the right-hand side, we descend the tensor product of the line bundles of Propo-
sition [5.6] from the r factors of E” to a line bundle on E(")). Note that our ©(V) is
actually ©(—VV) in the notation of [§].

5This is simply an artifice; the rigorous definition of the L;’s is such that

B)-(-2) ()
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Proposition 5.8. For any V, W, there is an isomorphism of line bundles
OoVaw)=2e(V)eoW)
Therefore, there exists a group homomorphism

Ky 2 Pic(Ay)

(5.14) oy -w)=eV)eew)*
Moreover, the line bundle (BI4l) has the section
(LY. 9L

T

(M) O(MY)
for any vector bundles V] =Li+ -+ L, and W) =My +---+ Ms; on Y.

IV - W) =

Thus, formula (5I3) should be read as
(5.15) (1) =9 (VY) as a section of © (V)

5.9. Motivated by the discussion above, the general construction is the following.

Definition 5.10. ([§]) For a proper map f: X — Y, push-forward is a morphism
(5.16) fu: fo(©(Tany — f*(Tany)) — O
of coherent sheaves on Ay (the latter condition encodes the projection formula).

Since all the elliptic cohomology schemes Ax in the present paper will be affine, we
simplify (B.I6) by always thinking about push-forward as a map of Elly-modules

fe (a rank 1 locally free Ellx-module> — Elly

Moreover, in all our computations we will abuse notation and write
(5.17) f«  Ellx — Elly

because the formula for f, will always be given by a product of ¥ functions, which
completely encodes which rank 1 locally free Ell x-module is the correct domain of
f+«. For example, if ¢+ : X < Y is the zero locus of a regular section of a vector
bundle V on Y, then the push-forward is explicitly given by

(5.18) te(0) =0 - 9(VY)
for any element o in a rank 1 locally free Elly-module, where
o =1"(0)

denotes the pull-back of ¢ to a rank 1 locally free Ellx-module. Formula (EIS)
encodes the fact that the domain and codomain of ¢, are rank 1 locally free modules
which differ by a twist with @(—.*(V)) = ©(Tanx — *(Tany)).
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5.11.  Another case of great interest to us is push-forward along a projective bundle

Px (V)

)l;

We have the map of schemes induced by the Cartesian diagram (5.6))

%XCO(I)

AIP’X(V) —— > Ax x FE

In this case, for any section o(z) of a line bundle on Ax x E (we write z for the
coordinate on the latter copy of E), the following formula was proved in [23]:

_ . o(L;)
(5.19) m (G (tant)) = Y ———"—
i=1 [0 (%)

where L1, ..., L, denote the pullbacks under ¢y of the coordinates on E(") and
o(taut) = (7 x c@(l))*(a(z))

(the notation in the left-hand side is motivated by the fact that taut := [O(1)] is
the pull-back of the coordinate z under the map co(1) : Apy(vy — E). Formula
(EI9) encodes the fact that the domain and codomain of 7, are sections of line
bundles which differ by a twist with

© (W*(VV) & Opx(y)(l) - Opx(y)) =0 (Tanpx(v) - (Tanx))

For the purpose of computations, we will imagine that L4, ..., L, in formula (5.19)
are complex numbers of absolute value in (|p|,1]. This is not really too far from the
truth, since they are the pull-backs to Elly of the usual coordinates on E = C*/pZ,
and the latter can always be realized in the chosen interval up to multiplication by
some power of p. Then because the function ¥(z) has a unique simple pole at z = 1
with residue —1, formula (B.I9) can be rewritten as follows

(5.20) . (5 (taut)) = /1 L ( X)

(2)-10(%)

and for any meromorphic function F(z), we write

(5:21) /1—p e = /lzl_l Fie) 2?;2 - /z—|p| e 2?;

N

where in the RHS we set
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5.12.  We will also be interested in a slightly more general kind of projectivization,
which combines the situations of closed embeddings and projective bundles that
were discussed above. Explicitly, suppose we have a short exact sequence on X

0O—-W—=V->E—0

where V and W are locally free sheaves, but £ is simply a coherent sheaf. Then we
have a commutative diagram

(5.22) Px(£)——Px (V)
X
with the closed embedding ¢ defined as the zero locus of the following composition
W) = 7 (V) = O(1)

We assume that the composition above is a regular section of 7* (WY)® O(1), which
is equivalent to the fact that Px (&) has expected dimension equal to rank & — 1
over X. In this case, we may compute 7, by combining formulas (5.I8) and (520)

(5.23) s <g>

I
0
S
<
|2
on|
~_|

Remark 5.13. A particularly important case of (B23) is when o(z) = 2™ for
some integer m. We may assemble these special cases together by considering the
series

for some formal variable w. Then ([B23]) reads

(5.24) s [5 (%)] = @’H

w

where for any meromorphic function F(z), we write
(5.25) F(z)‘1 = (Laurent series of F(z)) - (Laurent series of F(zp))
-p

All our Laurent series will be expanded near the circle |z| = 1. Note that if F(z)
has poles between the circles |z| = 1 and |z| = |p|, then the two Laurent series
expansions in the right-hand side of (528 can be quite different from each other.
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5.14. Let us now consider the moduli spaces M of stable sheaves on a smooth
projective surface S, with the notation in Subsection 2.1] and subject to Assump-
tions A and S. We will define elliptic cohomology versions of the operators in
cohomology /K -theory from Subsections BITland 9] respectively. Recall the space
3 and the maps 71 and 7g from diagram (2.8), and let us define for all n € Z

(5.26) e = (1p x wg)*(L" : 7T*_) - Elly — Elluxs
(5.27)  fo= (1 x ws)*(L”*’“(—wdetu : wi) . Ellyg — Ellygus

where L, detUd denote the pull-backs under cg,cqetyy @ Spec(Ell3) — E of the
standard coordinate on E. As already explained, we are abusing notation in the
formulas above, in that the domains and codomains of the operators e,, f,, are
actually locally free rank 1 modules over the Ell rings in question, and not the
rings themselves. However, it is straightforward to determine the specific twist by
which these locally free rank 1 modules differ from each other by looking at the
push-forwards w4 x mg, which were described in Proposition 2.4t we will also give
explicit formulas for the operators e,, f,, in terms of ¢ functions, from which the
twist will be easy to read off. As before, it is helpful to package the operators (5.20)
and (B.27) into power series

(5.28) )=y 2_: = (74 X 75)s {5 <§> .w*}

(5.29) o= 3 I ) {5 (£> detld ﬂ_}

z ) (—==2)"

Finally, we define the following Laurent series (always expanded near |z| = 1)

n=—oo

= At ull-ba YA E))
W)=Y —niEUMM*EUstMEHst
=—00 Zn
(5.30) .
_ h; pull-back '19(%)
h(z)= Y —2:Elly 25 Ellves ——— Bl
—— 00 z

[ where ¢ = [Ks]. Let us be more precise about the target of the series h*(z) above.
Because U (q — 1) is a K-theory class of rank 0 and determinant equal to ¢", then

the expression
2(g—1)
N e s
( u >

is a section of the pull-back of Dy ,» under the composition

0j K
Apixs =2 Ag —5 F

6Note that ht # p™h,, , because the Laurent series of a meromorphic function near the circle
|z] = 1 may be very different from the Laurent series of the same function near the circle |z| = |p|,
due to the presence of poles between these two circles.
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5.15. Having explained how to explicitly think of the operators hf, let us do the
same for the operators e, and f,, and in the process elucidate the correct twist
between their domain and codomain. In order to do so, we will recall universal
classes. For any k,l € N, let 7 : M x S¥*t — M x S¥ and p : M x Sktl - gkl
denote the standard projections and consider the Laurent series

(5.31) w o (B0 %“-ﬁw)emwwk
21 Zk+1

where U; denotes the universal sheaf (2.4 pulled back from M and the i-th factor
of S¥*! and T' € Ellg+: is arbitrary. Any series coefficient of the expression above
in the variables zy, ..., zx4; will be called a universal class, and will be denoted by

We point out the abuse of notation in the formula above: the expression ¥(Y) is
not a function on A,y gx, but more precisely a section of a line bundle on A\ g*,
determined by the particular choice of I' and the particular series coefficient in
21, .., 2K+ that we extract from (B3T]).

Proposition 5.16. For any universal class U(U), we have the following formulas

(5.33) e@%waﬂzﬂﬂu+zoﬂﬁ(%)hﬂ
(5.34) f@O-W@0:=W@4—ZOAﬁ9(‘5>‘Lw

(see the notation (5.28) for |i—,) where the diagonal A C S x S identifies the
factor of S where the operators e(z), f(z) take values with the factor of S where the
universal sheaf U is defined. Formulas for the operators e, and f, may be obtained
by extracting the coefficient of z=™ in the Laurent series in the right-hand sides.

In the right-hand side of (5.33]) and (&.34]), the notation
U (U + B)
refers to replacing U with U + 8 in (B.31)), for any 8 € K xgk-

Proof. Let us start by proving formula (533]). We have

(5.35) e(:)- 004) = (s xms). (5 (£ ) wan))

where in the right-hand side, ¥(U/) denotes the universal class on 3 defined using
the universal sheaf U akin to (5.32). However, on 3 x S we actually have two
universal sheaves U and U’, due to the short exact sequence

0—-U —-U—-LRIOA—0

v
3IxS

induced from the definition (2.17). Above, U and Y’ denote the universal sheaves pa-
rameterizing the stable sheaves F and F’ from (Z7) (respectively) and Oa denotes
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the pull-back of the diagonal under the homomorphism g x Idg : 3 x S — S x S.
Therefore, formula (535)) yields

(5.36) e(2) WU = (rs x 75). {5 (g) VU 4 LE (’)A)]

The following equality holds for any analytic function f(z)

s(£)rm=s(L) 1)

and it allows us to rewrite (5.30) as

(5.37) e(z) - U(U) = (rs x 75)s {5 (g) v+ z(’)A)]

Meanwhile, as explained in the paragraph after Proposition [Z4] the line bundle L
is the inverse of the tautological line bundle on

3 ]P’Mlxs(u/v[l] ®Ks)
Therefore, formula (524]) may be used to evaluate (5.37), thus yielding (5:33]) on

the nose. As for (5.34), the analogous treatment produces the following formula

detU
(5.38) F2) - UU) = WU — 204) -2
9

‘l—p

/N
SN
~

The fact that (B.38) gives rise to formula (534]) follows from the identity
detU

v (_17) - <u>

0

z

which in turn is an immediate consequence of (&.12)).

5.17. 'We will now calculate the relations between the operators (5.28)), (5.29]) and
(E30). Recall our convention of coloring the factors of S x .S, as well as all elliptic
cohomology classes on S x S that are pulled back from one of the factors, in red
and blue. Consider the elliptic analogue of the rational function (Z29)

(5.39) CM(z) = 9(—20n) € Ellgxs(x)

where Oa denotes the structure sheaf of the diagonal in S x S. Because this
structure sheaf has rank 0 and determinant 1, then the coefficients of (®!'(x) actually
lie in the ring Ellsx s, and not in some locally free rank 1 module. Similarly, we

have the following analogues of (@30) and (3T

(5.40) (@) = (@) (200 ()
(541) ) = My (1) 0 ()
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Lemma 5.18. The function (¥ (z) is of the form

quasi-periodic holomorphic function of x
5.42 ) =14+ A, (
(>:42) ) I)0(g)
and so its only poles are at x € p” and x € p?q~'. We have
-1
5.43 Res CE“ z) = A, (—)
(5.43) Res (@) = A (5

As a consequence of Lemma [5.18, the only poles of (F!(z) are x € pZ.

Proof. Because O is supported on the diagonal, then <E11($)|S><S\A = 1. There-
fore, the excision property implies that

¢lz) = 1+ Au(F(2))

for some meromorphic function F' with coefficients in Ellg. It remains to show that
F(z) only has poles at # € p? and = € p?q~! and to compute its residue at = = 1.
To this end, let us first consider the case when A C S x S is cut out by a regular
section ¢ of a rank 2 vector bundle VY on S x S. We have the Koszul complex of o

(5.44) 0= A%V 5V = Ogxg — Oa =0

If we write [V] = L1 4 Lo in Kgxg, then we have

(5.45) A (1) = 9(Lq1)9(L2)
and
- gt
There is a general identity (where L; and Lo are formal symbols)
V(xL1)Y(xLs) quasi-periodic holomorphic function of x

(5.46) = 14+9(L1)V(L2)-

Because A is cut out by a regular section of VY, we have
VA = NorX/SXS =~ Tang
which implies that
LiLa|a = det V|a = det Tang = q
Formulas (5.43) and (540) imply (542), while (5.43]) follows from

Outside of the special case when A is cut out by a regular section of a rank 2 vector
bundle on S x S, we may use deformation to the normal bundle to reduce to this
special case (see [17, Proposition 5.24] for a version of this argument in K-theory).

O
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5.19. In what follows, we will use the obvious analogues of formulas [B31]) and
(B32) when discussing compositions of operators in elliptic cohomology. Let

(5.47) Bl g+ C Ellysn
denote the subset of all universal classes (532) (although more precisely, universal
classes form subsets not of Ell 5, g+, but of various locally free rank 1 modules over

Elly ygx). We expect (B4T) to be an equality; the standard way to prove such a
statement is to use a resolution of the diagonal in M x M by universal classes.

Theorem 5.20. We have the following equalities of operators Ell, — Ell} 1 g g

(5.48) e(2)e(w)C (2) = e(we(=)¢F" (%)
(5.49) F@)FE (2) = ) w)E ()
CEH i
(5.50) W (2)e(w) = e(w)hi(z)cEn E%;
Ell (2

(5.51) Fw)h*(z) = h*(2) f (w) gEll EZ%

5(2).a (MR —hw)
(5.52) [/(2), e(w)] = 6 (w) A ( 9(q) >

as well as [h*(2), hE (w)] = 0, for all £,+" € {+,—}.

Our proof of formulas (B.50)-([E.52) establishes them as equalities of operators
EHM — EHMXSXS

Meanwhile, although our proof of formulas (5-48)—(5.49) only holds on the subsets
of universal classes EllI° C Ell, we believe that these relations actually hold on the
whole elliptic cohomology rings.

Proof. We start with (5.48]), and leave the analogous formula (5.49) as an exercise
to the interested reader. Let us apply formula (5.33)) for any universal class ¥ (/):
wq

e(w) - U(U) = WU +wOx)Y (U) L,,,

The right-hand side of the expression above lies in a certain locally free rank 1
module over Elly(x s, and the universal sheaf U (as well as the canonical class q)
corresponds to the latter copy of S. Meanwhile, inside the universal class ¥, we
write U in black because it represents the universal sheaf on auxiliary copies of .S,
as in (531). Applying (533) again to the identity above yields

(5.53) e(2)e(w) - T(U) = (%OX)
G(U + 20n + wOL)I (%) 9 (%) ‘T_p :_,,

where the black copy of A above represents the diagonal in S x S, and the symbol
|7 ,|i_, means that we first expand in w and then in 2. However, note that

(554) q[OX] = [OA] € Ksxs
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implies ¥ (220X) =9 (L0a) = (™" (%)_1. Thus, formula (553) reads
RN (W _q(?4 wyq
e (£) w0 - (2) o ()

z
z

V(U + 204 +wOA)Y (%) v (%) iiﬂ—p 1-p

Formula (5.48) follows from the fact that the right-hand side of the expression above
is symmetric in (z, S) + (w, S) (moreover, because there are no poles involving both
z and w, we can freely switch the order of the expansions |{_, and [{",).

We will now prove (5.50), and leave the analogous formula (G.51)) as an exercise to
the reader. Recall that e(w) is given by the correspondence § (%) on the locus

3= {(]: ' Cy F )}
which is endowed with the line bundle £ (where L = [£]) and the map ps: 3 — S
that records the point y. We have the short exact sequence
(5.55) 0-U —-U—-LROA—0

on 3 x S, where U and U’ are the universal sheaves keeping track of F and F’
(respectively) as sheaves on S. In (B.53), we write Oa for the pull-back of the
structure sheaf of the diagonal A C S x S under the map

IXS—=5x%xS8, (F' Cy F) x = (2,y)

With this in mind, note that the left-hand side of (E.50) is given by the following

correspondence on 3 x S
5<L>ﬁ(§) 5<£>ﬁ(§)ﬁ(—%0@

R R
e i
©G ke

(in the last equality, we used (.54)) in the numerator, while in the denominator we
used (BI2) together with the fact that Oa has rank 0 and determinant 1). The
expression above is the correspondence that gives the right-hand side of (&50).

Let us now turn to proving relation (B.52)). In Subsection BI7, we showed that
the commutator [f(z), e(w)] is given by a correspondence supported on the locus
{z =y} of M x M x S xS. However, a slight refinement of this argument (see the
proof of Proposition 3.6 in [I7]) actually shows that the correspondence in question
is supported on the smaller locus {F = F'} N {x = y}. Therefore, we have

(5.56) [f(2),e(w)] = A (multiplication by 7)

for some elliptic cohomology class v on M x S. It therefore remains to show that
z 1 9(%)

5.57 =5 (2) o

(5:57) 7 (w) W) 9 (F) -»
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Since A, is injective (as it has a left-inverse given by projection onto the first factor
S x S — 5), formula (B.57) is equivalent to
1—p>

In order to obtain A,(y), we simply apply equality (5.50) to the unit class
[f(2),e(w)] -1 =As(7)

and so it remains to show that

249

R O R

u

z 1 9 (%)
5.59 (2),e(w)]-1=6(=) A, | — - =Y
(5.59) [F)e()] - 1=05 (=) (M T by
To prove (559), note that Proposition 516 gives us
VA z
(). 1=9 (==
f(Z) ( Z/[) 1-p
wqy ¥
=g (2 ‘
e(w) (Z/l ) 1-p
(the color of the universal sheaf U, as well as the class ¢ = [Kg], denotes which

copy of S x S it corresponds to). Another application of Proposition [5.16 yields

wq

(5.60) f(2le(w) - 1= ! ((z)) ( OA) }711] " j—p
u

(5.61) e(w)f(z ((u)> (‘_O )‘1 p:}p
u

Because of formula (554, the right-hand sides of (5.60) and (G.61]) only differ in the
order in which we expand the variables z and w, and so the difference [f(z), e(w)]-1
only has contributions from the residues of

(- o5) S (-Eou) - ¢ ()

as z passes over w. According to Lemma [5.I8, there are only two such residues:

) ‘1—1))
e The residue at z = wq yields

5 <wiq> LA (const~ ZEZ% ]1p>

where const denotes minus the residue of (¥!(z) at * = ¢~'. The expression
above is 0 because the two ¢ in the right-hand side cancel out, and const|;_, = 0.

d

e The residue at z = w yields

z 9
5(5)'A* (@ 19((

which is equal to the right-hand side of (559).

I8

NS

1
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5.21.  We will now connect the formulas in Theorem [5.20with the elliptic quantum
toroidal algebra studied in [I1]. The main modification we make from the elliptic
curve context in the previous Subsections is that we will think of p as being infinites-
imally small (instead of being a fixed complex number) and so we will expand all
of our formulas as power series in p. Consider the meromorphic functions

(5.63) ZE(I) = CB(2)9(zq)0(xq) = V(xq1)0(xga)0 (" q)

Hx)

where ¢1, g2 are formal symbols, and g = ¢ ¢2.
Definition 5.22. ([I1]) Elliptic quantum toroidal gl, is the algebra

Ugs.qz.p(0h) = Z[Qfﬂ,qzil][[p]]<€mfmhf>nez/rel“ti0”5 (.64) - (5.68)

The defining relations are best written in terms of the generating series

o0 oo

en fn i >, hE
=3 L fe= Y e= Y

n=—oo n=—oo n=—oo

and take the form

(5.64) e(2)e(w)C? (%) = e(w)e(z)¢” (g)

(5.65) F@) ()7 (Z) = £ w)e” ()
¢"(3)
5.66 hE(2)e(w) = e(w)h™ (2
" (2)
67 w)ht(z) = bt (2) f(w m
(5.67) fw)h™(z) (2)f( )CE(%)
(5.68) [f(2), e(w)] = % 0 (%)

(h+ (2) —h~ (w))
(

(where §(z) = Y07 a™), as well as [h*(z), hE ()] = 0 for all +,+' € {+,—}.
Note that beside the generators and relations above, the elliptic quantum toroidal
algebra of [11] has one more central element v (which is always set equal to 1 in
geometric representations) and one more cubic relation involving the e,,’s and f,’s
(respectively). We do not include the latter relation in order to streamline the
presentation; it is straightforward to check that the cubic relations between the

operators (B.28)) and (5:29) (respectively) hold by using formulas (5.33]) and (534).
Comparing (5.48)-([E.52) with Definition [5.22] allows us to phrase Theorem [5.20] as
yielding an action (in the sense analogous to Definition B.19])

(5.69) Ugs.0.p(8ly) ™ ElI

We do not make this into a precise Theorem for rather pedantic reasons, such as the
fact that [I1] define the elliptic quantum group over power series in p, while Ell
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is defined for fixed p (this discrepancy is important when discussing the integrality
of the algebras involved). However, (5.69)) is the motivation for the present paper.

Remark 5.23. In [22], the authors define an elliptic quantum group in a scheme-
theoretic way (in the related setup where moduli spaces of sheaves on surfaces are
replaced by Nakajima quiver varieties), following the axiomatic treatment of [8] and
the theory of cohomological Hall algebras. To obtain explicit algebras out of their
general construction, one needs to choose a “basis” of meromorphic functions on the
elliptic curve E. The choice we made in the present paper is that of the monomials
{2"}nez, which led to the particular algebra of Definition [5.22. However, other

choices (such as
{3_" (M)}
9zm \(2)(u) ) ] >0 uec

that was considered in [22]) are equally valid, and they produce different generators-
and-relations realizations of elliptic quantum groups.
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