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DECOMPOSITION THEOREM FOR GOOD MODULI MORPHISMS

TASUKI KINJO

Abstract. In this short note, we will explain that the good moduli space morphisms behave
as if they are proper when we consider sheaf operations, though they are not separated. For
example, the decomposition theorem and the base change theorem hold for these morphisms,
which have applications to the cohomological study of moduli spaces.

1. Main results

Throughout the paper, we will work over the complex number field.

Base change theorem. For a stack X of finite type, we let D+
c (X) denote the lower bounded

constructible derived category of sheaves of Q-vector spaces with respect to the analytic topology
over X. Let f : X → Y be a morphism. We say that the base change theorem holds for f if the
following is true for any F ∈ D+

c (X):

• For a finite type morphism t : T → Y, the Beck–Chevalley map

t∗f∗F → f ′∗t
′∗F

is invertible, where f ′ : T ×Y X → T and t′ : T ×Y X → X are base change of f and t
respectively.

Weight preservation. For a stack X of finite type, we let D+
H(X) denote the lower bounded

derived category of mixed Hodge modules on X, which was constructed very recently by Swann
Tubach [Tub24] as a part of his extension of the six-functor formalism of mixed Hodge modules
to Artin stacks. We say that f preserves weights if the following condition holds:

• For a an object M ∈ D+
H(X) which is pure of weight n, f∗M is also pure of weight n.

Main theorem. The aim of this note is to prove the following statement:

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a finite type Artin stack with affine diagonal admitting a good moduli
space h : X → X. Then h satisfies the base change theorem and preserves weights.

When X is the moduli space of quiver representations, this theorem was proved by Davison
and Meinhardt in [DM20, §4.1] using the approximation of the morphism h by the forgetful map
from the moduli space of framed quiver representations which is proper and representable.

Strategy of the proof. Our proof is also based on an approximation, but we need some new
idea since a naive generalization of the moduli space of framed quiver representation for a general
affine GIT quotient might contain strictly semistable points. We will overcome this difficulty by
combining induction on the dimension of stabilizer groups of X and Luna’s étale slice theorem
[AHR20, Theorem 4.12].

2. Approximately proper morphisms

We will introduce the notion of approximately proper morphisms, which behave as proper
maps when we consider sheaf-operations.

Definition 2.1. Define a class AP of morphisms between finite type Artin stacks to be the
minimal one satisfying the following conditions:

(AP1) All proper morphisms represented by Deligne–Mumford stacks are in AP.
(AP2) AP is closed under composition.
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(AP3) Being in AP can be checked étale locally on the target.
(AP4) Let f : X → Y be a morphism and Z be a non-empty finite type Artin stack. Assume

that the composition

X× Z
pr1−−→ X

f
−→ Y

is in AP. Then f is in AP.
(AP5) Let f : X → Y be a morphism. Assume that for each integer n, there exists a vector

bundle En over X and and an open subset Un ⊂ En with codimEn|x((En \ Un)|x) > n for
each x ∈ X such that the composition

Un →֒ En → X
f
−→ Y

is in AP. Then f is in AP.

A morphism contained in AP is called approximately proper.

Proposition 2.2. An approximately proper morphism satisfies the base change theorem and
preserves weights.

Proof. Let BW be the class of morphisms between finite type stacks satisfying the base change
theorem and preserving weights. It is enough to show the inclusion AP ⊂ BW. Equivalently, it
is enough to show that the claim (AP1) – (AP5) in Definition 2.1 holds after replacing AP with
BW. The statement (AP1) follows from [ACV03, Thereom A.0.8] and [Tub24, Theorem 3.10,
Proposition 3.21]. The statement (AP2) and (AP3) are obvious. We now prove (AP4). Take
F ∈ D+

c (X). Then we have an isomorphism

pr1,∗ pr
∗
1 F

∼= F ⊗H•(Z).

Therefore the base change theorem for f ◦ pr1 applied to the complex pr∗1 F implies the base
change theorem for f and the complex F . The weight-preservation can be proved analogously.
Finally we prove (AP5). Take a complex F ∈ D≥0

c (X). Let pn : Un → X be the natural morphism
and t : T → Y be a finite type morphism. Consider the following diagram:

Vn

p′n
//

t′′

��

S
f ′

//

t′

��

T

t

��

Un

pn
// X

f
// Y

where two squares are Cartesian. Consider the following commutative diagram:

t∗f∗F //

��

f ′∗t
′∗F

��

t∗f∗pn,∗p
∗
nF

≃
// f ′∗p

′
n,∗t

′′∗p∗n
≃

// f ′∗p
′
n,∗p

′∗
n t

′∗F .

Here, the left bottom horizontal map is invertible by the assumption that f ◦ pn is in BW. By
the assumption on the codimension of En \ Un, we have

fib(F → pn,∗p
∗
nF) ∈ D>2n

c (X), fib(t′∗F → p′n,∗p
′∗
n t

′∗F) ∈ D>2n
c (X).

In particular, we have
fib(t∗f∗F → f ′∗t

′∗F) ∈ D>2n
c (X)

for any n, hence the Beck–Chevalley map t∗f∗F → f ′∗t
′∗F is invertible. The weight-preservation

can be proved analogously.
�

Proposition 2.3. Let X be an Artin stack with affine diagonal admitting a good moduli space
h : X → X. Then h is approximately proper.

This proposition will be proved in Section 4.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. It is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.2 and Proposition 2.3. �
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3. Key technical lemma

The proof of Proposition 2.3 will be based on the induction on the dimension of the stabilizer
groups. The following technical lemma will be used to reduce the dimension of the stabilizers:

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a reductive group and n be a positive integer. Then there exists a G-
representation (Vn, µ

′
n) with the following property: If we define an action µn of G×Gm on Vn

by µ′n · χ where χ denotes the second projection, the following conditions hold:

• Let V ss
n ⊂ Vn be the semistable locus of the action µn with respect to the linearization χ.

Then Vn \ V ss
n has codimension greater than n.

• For an affine G-variety (Y, ν), consider G×Gm-action on Y × Vn given by (ν ◦ pr1, µn)
with the linearization χ. Then for any semistable point (y, v) ∈ (Y × V )ss, the stabilizer
group (G×Gm)(y,v) ⊂ G×Gm has codimension greater than or equal to 2.

Proof. We fix a maximal torus T ⊂ G and G◦ be the connected component of G containing
the unit. Then there exists a G◦-representation G◦ →֒ GL(W ′) such that the set of T -weights
generates the weight space Hom(T,Gm)Q and W ′ does not contain the trivial representation as
a direct summand. We define a G-representation W as the induced representation from W ′. We
set Vn to be the direct sum of mn copies of V =W ⊕W ∗ for large enough integer mn. We claim
that Vn satisfies the desired property.

We check the first condition. Consider the following map of algebraic groups

τ : G×Gm → GL(V )×Gm → GL(V )

where the latter map is given by the multiplication. It follows from the assumption that for any
1-PS λ : Gm → G × Gm, the composition τ ◦ λ is non-trivial. Therefore τ has a finite kernel.
Also, it implies that the unstable locus of Vn as a G × Gm-representation with respect to the
linearization χ is contained in the unstable locus as a GL(V )-representation with respect to the
linearization det. Since the unstable locus of Vn = V mn as a GL(V )-representation consists of
tuples (v1, . . . , vmn) ∈ V mn which does not span V , the complement Vn \V

ss
n has its codimension

larger than n if mn is large enough. In particular, the first condition is satisfied.
Now we check the second condition. Take (y, v) ∈ Y × Vn and assume that the stabilizer

group (G×Gm)(y,v) has codimension at most one. If v is the origin, then the 1-PS

{1} ×Gm
t→t−1

−−−−→ {1} ×Gm →֒ G×Gm

destabilizes (y, v). Assume now that v is not the origin. Since the orbit (G◦ × Gm) · (y, v) has
dimension one, we have the equality

(G◦ ×Gm) · (y, v) = {y} × (Gm · v).

We claim the unstability of (y, v). Let µ : G◦ → Gm be the character corresponding to the
G-action on C · v. Note that µ 6= 0, since Vn does not contain the trivial G◦-representation.
Therefore we can take a 1-PS λ : Gm → G◦ such that µ ◦ λ has a positive weight. We take a
1-PS λ̃ = (λl, z−1) : Gm → G×Gm. If l ≥ 1, it is clear that λ̃ destabilizes the point (y, v). �

4. Proof of Proposition 2.3

We will prove Proposition 2.3 by the induction on the maximal dimension of the stabilizer
groups.

Assume that the maximal dimension of the stabilizer of X is zero. By using [AHR20, Theorem
4.12] and (AP3), we may assume X = [Y/G] where X is an affine variety and G is a finite group.
In this case, the map h : X → X is proper and represented by Deligne–Mumford stacks, hence
the claim follows from (AP1).

Assume now that we have proved the statement for stacks whose maximal stabilizer dimension
is less than d and the maximal stabilizer dimension of X is d. By using [AHR20, Theorem 4.12]
and (AP3), we may assume X = [Y/G] where X is an affine variety and G is a reductive group of
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dimension d. To prove that the map h : X → X is approximately proper, by (AP4), it is enough
to show the composite h′ : X×BGm → X → X is approximately proper.

For an integer n, take a G × Gm-representation Vn in Lemma 3.1. Consider the following
diagram:

[(Y × Vn)
ss/G×Gm]

hn

��

pn
// [Y/G] ×BGm

h′

��

(Y × Vn)
ss//G×Gm

p̄n
// Y //G.

Note that p̄n is proper since it is given by the variation of GIT. Also, by the second property
of Vn in Lemma 3.1 and the induction hypothesis, we see that hn is approximately proper.
Therefore the map h′ ◦ pn = p̄n ◦ hn is approximately proper by (AP2). Since we have the
inclusion Y × V ss

n ⊂ (Y × Vn)
ss, using the first property of Vn in Lemma 3.1, we conclude that

h′ is approximately proper by (AP5).

5. Applications

5.1. Purity of moduli spaces. The following statement is an immediate consequence of The-
orem 1.1:

Theorem 5.1. Let X be a smooth Artin stack with affine diagonal admitting a good moduli
space h : X → X. Then the mixed Hodge complex h∗QX is pure. In particular, there exists an
isomorphism

h∗QX
∼=

⊕

i

pHi(h∗QX)[−i].

Theorem 5.1 implies the following statement:

Corollary 5.2. We let X be one of the following stacks:

(A) Let S be a smooth del pezzo surface, H an ample divisor and take α ∈ H•(S). Set

X = MH−ss
S,α the moduli stack of H-semistable sheaves on S with Chern character α.

(B) Let C be a smooth projective curve and G be a reductive group. Set X = BunssG(C) the
moduli stack of semistable G-bundles on C.

(C) Let C and G be as in (B) and L be a line bundle with H0(C,L ⊗ ω−1
C ) > 0. Set X =

HiggsL,ssG (C) the moduli stack of semistable L-twisted G-Higgs bundles on C.

Then the Borel–Moore homology HBM
• (X) is pure.

Proof. We first deal with the stacks (A). If α corresponds to non-zero dimensional sheaves, it

easily follows that the stack MH−ss
S,α is smooth, hence the claim follows by the properness of the

good moduli space and Theorem 5.1. If α corresponds to zero-dimensional sheaves, the claim
follows from [KV19, Theorem 7.1.6] together with the fact that the cohomological Hall algebra
preserves the mixed Hodge structures.

The statement for the stacks (B) is obvious from Theorem 5.1, the smoothness of BunssG(C)
and the properness of the good moduli spaces.

Now we prove the statement for stacks (C). Firstly it follows from [Her23, Proposition 5.5]

that HiggsL,ssG (C) is smooth. Consider the following composite

HiggsL,ssG (C)
h
−→ HiggsL,ssG (C)

Hit
−−→ B

where the former map is the good moduli space morphism and Hit is the Hitchin fibration. By
Theorem 5.1, the complex h∗QHiggsL,ss

G
(C)

is pure. Further, since the map Hit is proper by [Fal93,

Thm.II.4], the complex (Hit ◦ h)∗QHiggsL,ss

G
(C)

is pure. Consider the contracting Gm-action on

B, whose good moduli space is the point. Applying Theorem 1.1 for the Gm-action on B, we
conclude that the cohomology

H•
(
HiggsL,ssG (C)

)
∼= H•

(
B, (Hit ◦ h)∗QHiggsL,ss

G
(C)

)
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is pure as desired. �

Remark 5.3. The purity for the stacks (A) when α corresponds to a non-zero dimensional sheaves
is already proved in [KLMP24, Theorem 0.11]. Further, they prove the tautological generation
of the cohomology ring, which is not available with our method.

Remark 5.4. The purity for the stacks (B) essentially goes back to the work of Atiyah–Bott
[AB83] (at least when G is connected). Namely, they proved that the rational cohomology of
the moduli stack BunG(C) of (not necessarily semistable) G-bundles over C is freely generated
by tautological classes and the natural map

H•(BunG(C)) → H•(BunssG(C))

is surjective.

Remark 5.5. One can weaken the assumption in (C) to degL > 2g(C)− 2 for the smoothness of

HiggsL,ssG (C); this follows from a deformation theory argument, and the detail will be explained
elsewhere. In particular, the same conclusion holds for this generality.

Remark 5.6. The moduli stacks (A), (B) and (C) are naturally realized as the open strata of

a Θ-stratification of a stack X̃. The localization sequence with respect to the Θ-stratification

together with Corollary 5.2 implies the purity of HBM
• (X̃) and that the Kirwan map

HBM
• (X̃) → HBM

• (X)

is surjective. See [HL15, Corollary 4.1] for a related discussion.

5.2. Cohomological Ehresmann fibration theorem. Theorem 1.1 can be applied to the
study of the cohomology of smooth stacks in family. The following statement is a direct con-
sequence of Corollary A.2. See [dCHN23, Theorem 3.8, Corollary 3.9] for a related discussion,
where they prove a similar statement for the (intersection) cohomology of the good moduli
spaces.

Theorem 5.7. Let S be a connected finite type scheme and X → S be a family of smooth stacks
with affine diagonal. Assume that X admits a good moduli space X which is proper over S. Then
for any s, t ∈ S, there exists a (non-canonical) isomorphism between the cohomology of the fibres
H∗(Xs) and H∗(Xt) preserving the ring structure. Further, their Hodge numbers coincide.

Appendix A. Base change theorem for the vanishing cycle functors

We will discuss the commutation between the vanishing cycle functor and the push-forward:

Proposition A.1. Let f : X → Y be a morphism of finite type stacks and g : Y → A1 be a regular
function. Set X0 := (g ◦ f)−1(0) and Y0 := g−1(0) and f0 : X0 → Y0 denote the restriction of f .
Assume that the base change theorem holds for f and F ∈ D+

c (X) be a constructible complex.
Then the natural maps

ϕgf∗F → f0,∗ϕg◦fF , ψgf∗F → f0,∗ψg◦fF

are invertible.

Proof. It is enough to prove the claim for the nearby cycle functor. By the definition of the
nearby cycle functor [Tub24, Definition 3.31], we may further reduce to the unipotent part of
the nearby cycle functor ψuni. Consider the following diagram:

X0
i

//

f0

��

X

f

��

X6=0
j

oo

f 6=0

��

Y0
i′

// Y Y 6=0
j′

oo
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where j and j′ are complementary open inclusion. Recall that the complex i∗j∗j
∗F is equipped

with the action of H•(Gm) ≃ Q[t1] with deg t1 = 1 and we have a formula

ψuni(F) ≃ i∗j∗j
∗F ⊗Q[t1] Q.

In particular, it is enough to prove that the base change transform

i′∗j′∗j
′∗f∗F → f0,∗i

∗j∗j
∗F

is invertible. However this follows from the assumption that f satisfies the base change theorem.
�

The above proposition together with Theorem 1.1 implies the following corollary:

Corollary A.2. Let X be an Artin stack with affine diagonal admitting a good moduli space
h : X → X. Let g : X → A1 be a regular function and ḡ : X → A1 be the induced morphism. Set
X0 := g−1(0), X0 := ḡ−1(0) and h0 : X0 → X0 be the restriction of h. Then for any F ∈ D+

c (X),
the natural maps

ϕḡh∗F → h0,∗ϕgF , ψḡh∗F → h0,∗ψgF

are invertible.
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