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STABILITY CONDITIONS ON SURFACE ROOT STACKS

YEQIN LIU AND YU SHEN

ABSTRACT. We construct tilt stability conditions on surface root stacks and show that they
have support property with respect to the rational Chen-Ruan cohomology.

CONTENTS
1. Introduction 1
2.  Preliminaries 2
3. Calculation on root stack 6
4. Construction of stability conditions 11
5. Support property 13
References 27

1. INTRODUCTION

Compared to projective varieties, the geometry of Deligne-Mumford stacks are less un-
derstood. From the perspective to study derived categories and moduli spaces of sheaves,
Bridgeland stability conditions, first introduced in [Dou02, Bri07], is a powerful tool to study
the underlying categories. Various successful applications have been made, such as study-
ing classical moduli spaces of sheaves [ABCH13, CHW17, LZ18, LZ19], hyperKahler geometry
[MS19, BLM 21, 1.LPZ22], and several enumerative problems [Tod12, BS16, LR22b].

In general, it is a central question in this area that whether there exist stability conditions
with nice deformation properties on any given triangulated category. Several existence results
have been obtained, such as projective curves [Mac07], surfaces [Bri08, ABL13], and some
threefolds [Mac14, MP15, BMS16]. However, in general the existence of Bridgeland stability
conditions is a challenging problem. In this paper, we construct stability conditions on surface
root stacks using tilt, and show that their deformation dimensions are at least the dimension of
rational Chen-Ruan cohomology. Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.0.1 (Theorem 5.0.1). Let X be a smooth projective surface, C C X be a smooth
curve, and X = {/(X,C) be the n-th root stack along the curve (Definition 2.1.3).

The tilt stability conditions (Definition 4.0.8) on X are Bridgeland stability conditions. They
have the support property with respect to the rational Chen-Ruan cohomology.

There has been some study for stability conditions on stacks. In [Rot19], Rota studies stability
conditions on 2-root curves. Later, Lim and Rota study stability conditions on the canonical
stack associated with a projecitve surface with ADE singularities [LR22a], unifying the work
[Bri09]. It is worth mentioning that in [CP10], the authors constructed stability conditions on
certain root stacks such as 2-root stacks over curves, P? and P3. Their stability conditions are
glued from semiorthogonal components, and the stability conditions on projective spaces are
Euler [Mac04], which is different from our approach.

Our theorem is also useful in studying parabolic sheaves on surfaces [BV12] and their moduli
spaces, since the modified Gieseker stability ([NirO8b]) is naturally related to tilt stability by
the following theorem known as the large volume limit.
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Theorem 1.0.2 (Large volume limit, Theorem 5.4.4). Let B,H € NS(X)r with H ample,
on = (Zptm, Agsm). Suppose E € DY(X) satisfies r(E), uP(E) > 0. Then E is semistable
under oy, for all t > 0 precisely if E is a shift of a (B, H)-twisted semistable sheaf on X.

We would like to explain the main point of this paper. Thanks to the Bogomolov Inequal-
ity on Deligne-Mumford surfaces [JK24], it is easily seen that the tilt stability conditions are
pre-stability conditions, in the sense that nonzero stable objects have nonzero central charges
(Definition 2.4.2). They also have the support property with respect to the usual cohomol-
ogy. However, the difficulty is to prove the support property with respect to the Chen-Ruan
cohomology, which is a larger lattice that reflects the numerical class of sheaves on stacky locus.

The Chen-Ruan cohomology was first introduced in [CR04] to study Gromov-Witten theory
[CRO2]. As a refinement of the usual cohomology, there is an associative algebra structure
on the Chen-Ruan cohomology [AGV01], as a generalization of intersection theory on stacks
[Vis89]. Note that the Riemann-Roch for Deligne-Mumford stacks [Toe99] necessarily involves
Chern classes on the first inertia stacks, the numerical invariants of sheaves on a Deligne-
Mumford stack naturally live in the Chen-Ruan cohomology, since the usual cohomology loses
information on the stacky locus. To better emphasize this point, we also note that the rational
K group of a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack is isomorphic to the rational Chen-Ruan Chow
group [ALROT].

We would like to mention our approach to prove the support property. First we prove the
support property on the ordinary cohomology (defined in 4.0.6). Then we delicately construct
subobjects of every stable object E that reflect its orbifold Chern class. By stability of E, the
presence of these subobjects bounds the orbifold Chern class of E. We illustrate the central
ideas in Example 5.0.3 and Example 5.0.2. It is known that the support property on a lattice is
equivalent to the existence of certain quadratic forms (Definition 2.4.3). However in our case,
it appears that finding such quadratic forms is very difficult.

We expect that the glued stability conditions from the semiorthogonal decomposition D?(X) =
(D*(C)p1, ..., D*(C)pn_1, D?(X)) also have the support property with respect to the rational
Chen-Ruan cohomology. Using the techniques in [CP10], this is already true for some special
cases, such as when X admits a full exceptional collection or C' = P!. It is an interesting
question that whether the two different types of stability conditions lie in the same connected
component of Stab(X).

1.1. Outline of Paper. In section 2, we recall the preliminaries of root stacks, their Chen-
Ruan cohomology, and Bridgeland stability. In section 3, we recall the structure of D°(X) and
compute Chern class formulas for coherent sheaves on X. In section 4, we construct the tilt
stability functions and show that they are pre-stability conditions (Definition 4.0.8). In section
5, we show the tilt stability conditions have the support property with respect to the rational
Chen-Ruan cohomology.

1.2. Acknowledgments. We thank Izzet Coskun, Andres Fernandez Herrero, Rajesh Kulka-
rni, Alexander Perry and Nick Rekuski for many helpful discussions and comments.
The second author was partially support by NSF grant DMS-2101761.

1.3. Notation and conventions. All varieties are smooth projective over C.

Fix any n € Z~o. Let X be a smooth projective surface and C' C X be a smooth curve.
Let X = {/(X,C) be the n-th root stack along the curve (Definition 2.1.3), and 2~ =
[Ox(C)*/(Gy,,n)] be the p, gerbe over X (Definition 2.1.2).

Let p,, = Z/mZ be the cyclic group of order m. For every group G, let BG = [*/G] be its
classifying stack.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Root gerbe and root stack. In this subsection we recall the definitions and properties
of root gerbes and root stacks.
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2.1.1. Constructions. First we recall the construction of root gerbes (see e.g. [Alp23]).

Definition 2.1.2. Fix n € Z~¢. Let X be a scheme and L be a line bundle on X, which has
the classifying morphism [L] : X — BG,,. Let n : BG,, — BG,, be the morphism induced
from the n-th power map G,, — G, : t = t". Define the n-th root gerbe 2 to be the fibered
product

X —— BG,,

pl n
x -, Bém.

Next we recall the construction of root stacks.
Definition 2.1.3. Using the notations in Definition 2.1.2, let s € I'(X, L) be a section. This
data determines a morphism [L,s] : X — [A!/G,,]. Let n : [A'/G,,] — [A!/G,,] induced from
the nth power map n : G,, = Gy, given by x — ", which is equivariant under the n-th power

map n : G, — G,,. Define the n-th root stack X := {/(X,C) of X along C to be the fiber
product

|n

Lo, (a1/G,).

V(X,C) — [AY/Gy]
X

Universal line bundles on root gerbes and root stacks are defined as follows.

Definition 2.1.4. The following line bundles M and M are called the universal line bundles:
e There is a unique line bundle M on X such that M®" = 7*L. Let Pk = MF for

0<k<n-1.
e There is a unique line bundle M on 2 such that M®" = p*L. Let p := M~* for
0<k<n-1.

2.1.5. Properties. We first collect some properties of root gerbes (e.g. [Alp23, Chatper 3.9.2]).
Lemma 2.1.6 ([IU15, Theorem 1.5]). The category Coh(Z") splits as the following direct sum:
Coh(Z") = Coh(X)pg @ Coh(X)p;... ® Coh(X)pp—_1.

Proposition 2.1.7. The root gerbe 2 in Definition 2.1.2 has following properties:

(i) Z is a Deligne-Mumford stack.
(ii) The fiber of p: Z — X at a closed point x € X is isomorphic to Bu,.
(iii) If X = Spec(A) is an affine scheme, and L = Ox is trivial in the construction, then

2 = [Spec(A)/pn] = Spec(A) x Bpun,
where p, acts trivially on X.

Next we collect properties of root stacks (see e.g. [Alp23, Chatper 3.9.2]). Let j : C < X be
a divisor. We have the following commutative diagram

¢ 15 X
pl lﬂ (2.1)
c 1. x

where % is the n-th root gerbe over C' constructed by the line bundle Ox (C)|c.

Lemma 2.1.8 ([BD23, Theorem 1.2]). We have semiorthgonal decomposition as follow

DY(X) = (D"(C)p, ... D*(C)pn—1, D*(X)),

where the embeddings of D*(X) and D®(C) are respectively ™ and j.p*.



4 YEQIN LIU AND YU SHEN

Proposition 2.1.9. The root stack X in Definition 2.1.3 has the following properties:

(i) X is a Deligne-Mumford stack.

(ii)) 7 : X — X is an isomorphism away from C.

(iii) The fiber of m : X — X over a closed point x € C' is isomorphic to Bu,.

(iv) If X = Spec(A) is an affine scheme, and C is defined by an element a € A in the
construction, then

X = [Spec(Afz]/(z" — a))/pm];
where p, acts on Spec(Az]/(z" —a)) via t - x = tx.
2.2. Orbifold cohomology. In this subsection, we recall the notion of Chen-Ruan cohomology,
introduced by [CRO04].
First we collect some properties of inertia stacks (see e.g. [Liull, Chapter 6.1]). Let X be

a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack, the inertia stack ZX associated to X is a smooth Deligne-
Mumford stack such that the following diagram is Cartesian:

X — X

| Ja

X —2 5 X xA,

where A : X — X x X is the diagonal map. The objects in the category ZX are
Ob(ZX) = {(x,g)|xr € X,g € Auty(z)}.
The morphisms between two objects in the category ZX are
Homzx((ml,gl), (.%'Q,gg)) = {h c Homx(ml,mg)\h 0g1 =¢ga0 h}
In particular, we have
Autzy(z,9) = {h € Auty(x)|hog=goh}.
Assume X is connected, let
X =| | &
el
be the disjoint union of connected components. There is a distinguished connected component

Xp called the untwisted sector, whose objects are (z,id;), where z € Ob(X), and id, € Aut(z)
is the identity element. The other connected components are called twisted sectors.

Example 2.2.1. Let X be the root stack in Definition 2.1.3, then
Ob(ZX) = {(z,id.)|z € Ob(X)}| [{(z,0)lx € €}| |...| [{(z,0" )z € %},
where o is a generator of the n-th cyclic group p,. Since Autzx(z,g) = Auty(z), we have
x=x|| || ¢
1<k<n—1

Chen and Ruan give the structure of a graded ring of orbifold cohomology [CR04]. However,
in this paper, we only consider its additive structure.

Definition 2.2.2 (J[CR04, Definition 3.2.3]). The Chen-Ruan orbifold cohomology of a smooth
Deligne-Mumford Stack X is defined as

HEp(X) = @H*(Xi) = H*(ZX).

Lemma 2.2.3 ([Beh04, Proposition 36]). Let X be a Deligne-Mumford stack with coarse space
X, then the canonical morphism X — X induces isomorphisms on Q-valued cohomology groups:

H*(X,Q) = H*(X,Q).

Since the coarse spaces of X and ¥ are X and C respectively, the rational Chen-Ruan
cohomology of X is computed by the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.2.4.
Hip(X,Q)=H' (X, Q0o @ H@Q=HXQo P H(CQ).
1<k<n-1 1<k<n-1
Definition 2.2.5. Let pr;,1 < ¢ <n — 1, be the i-th projection from
Ko(X) = Ko(C)p1 @ ... © Ko(C)pn—1® Ko(X)

to Ko(C)p;, where Ko(—) is the Grothendieck group. We define

chor : Ko(X) — Hop(X,Q) = H*(X,Q) 5 H*(C,Q)

1<k<n—1
E v (ch(E), ch(pry(E)), ., ch (pr,,_1(E))).

The following theorem is an analogue of the isomprphism between Ko(—, Q) and H*"(—, Q)
of smooth projective varieties.

Theorem 2.2.6 ([ALROT7]). Let X be the root stack in Definition 2.1.3. The map chy,p induces
a Q-linear isomorphism
Chorb : KO(X)Q i> Hgﬁn(ia @)
2.3. Stable sheaves. We collect some facts about stable sheaves on root surfaces. For general
theory for Deligne-Mumford stacks, we recommend the readers to [NirO8b] and [JK24] for details.
Let X be a smooth projective surface, C' C X be a smooth curve, and X be the root stack

in Definition 2.1.3. Note that X is a smooth projective Deligne-Mumford stack of dimension 2,
and X is its coarse space.

Definition 2.3.1 ([Licll]). A line bundle L on X is ample if some power of L is the pullback
of an ample line bundle on X under the structure map = : X — X.

We use Vistoli’s intersection theory on X in what follows [Vis89]. In particular, Chern classes
and Todd classes are defined, as well as a degree map. The Hodge index theorem still holds.

Theorem 2.3.2. (Hodge index theorem) Suppose H is an ample divisor on X. If D is a divisor
such that D - H = 0 then D? < 0. In particular, the intersection form on NS(X) ® R is of
signature (1,p —1).
Proof. See [Liell, Theorem 3.1.3] O
Definition 2.3.3. For every E € Coh(X) and every ample divisor H, the slope of E with
respect to H is
(B) = (H -chi(E))/rk(E), if tk(E) >0,
HEWE) = oo, if rk(E) = 0.
We say that E is ppg-(semi)stable if for any non-zero proper subsheaf F© C FE one has
p(F) (< pa(E/F).

The following Bogomolov inequality on X is an important ingredient for the construction of
Bridgeland stability conditions.

Theorem 2.3.4 ([JK24]). For every torsion free pg-semistable sheaf E on X, we have
A(E) := chy(E)? — 21k(E) chy(E) > 0.
Proof. See proposition 3.6 and remark 3.7 of [JK24]. O

2.4. Bridgeland stability conditions. In this subsection, we recall the notion of Bridgeland
stability condition. Some detailed references are [Bri07, Bri08, MS17].

Definition 2.4.1. Let D be a triangulated category. We say that a full additive subcategory
A C D is the heart of a bounded ¢-structure if both of the following conditions are satisfied.

(i) If i < 0 and A, B € A then Homp(A, B[i]) = 0;
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(ii) For every nonzero object E € D there exists integers ky > ko > ... > k;, and objects
FEy, ..., By € D that fit into the following collection of distinguished triangles

O—EO >E1 >E2 Em_1*>Em—E
Ay [kq] Aalks] A [km]

Note that the heart of a bounded t-structure is an abelian category. Now we fix a finite rank
lattice A and a surjective group homomorphism v : Ky(D) — A.
Definition 2.4.2. A pre-stability condition (with respect to A) on D is a pair 0 = (Z, A) where

e A is the heart of a bounded t-structure of D;
e 7 : A — Cis a group homomorphism, called the central charge of o.

They satisfy the following properties:
(i) For any non-zero E € A,

Z(E) := Z(v(E)) € Rsg - €™

with ¢ € (0,1]. Define the phase of 0 # E € A to be ¢(F) := ¢. We say that £ € A

is 0-(semi)stable if for any non-zero proper subobject ' € A of E, ¢(F) <, #(E). We

denote P(¢) as the full subcategory of A whose objects are o-semistable of phase ¢.
(ii) (Harder-Narasimhan filtration) Every object F € A admits a unique filtration

0=FyCFE..CE, 1CE,=F,
such that the quotients F;/E;_1 € P(¢;) with ¢1 > ¢o > ... > ¢y,,. Such filtration is
called the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of E with respect to o
For every E € A, we write ¢min(E) := ¢, and édpmax(E) := ¢1. If a function Z : A — C satisfies

condition (i), we say Z is a stability function.

Definition 2.4.3. A pre-stability condition o = (Z, A) is a stability condition (with respect to
A) if it additionally satisfies either of the following equivalent support property (see e.g. [MS17]):

e For any fixed norm || - || on Ag, there is a constant M > 0, such that for every o-
semistable object F € A, we have
1Bl < M|Z(E)|.

e There exists a quadratic form ) on Ag such that
(i) @ is negative definite on ker(Z), and
(ii) Q(E) > 0 for every o-semistable object E € A.

Let Staba (D) denote the set of stability conditions on D with respect to A. This set can
be given a topology as the coarsest topology such that for any E € D the maps (Z,A4) —
Z,(Z,A) = ¢max(F) and (Z, A) — ¢min(E) are continuous (see [Bri07]). We have the following
deformation result.

Theorem 2.4.4 ([Bri07]). Using the topology defined in [Bri07], the central charge map
Z : Stabp (D) — Hom(A,C), (Z,A)— Z
is a local homeomorphism. In particular, Staby (D) has a complex manifold structure of dimen-
sion tk(A).
3. CALCULATION ON ROOT STACK

In this section, we recall the structure of D®(X) and compute necessary formulas for Chern
classes of coherent sheaves on X.
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3.1. Derived category of root stacks. In this subsection we collect properties of D®(X).

Recall that we have the following embedding

j: % — X.

By construction, we have j*(M) = M, where M is the universal line bundle on X and M is
the universal line bundle on % (Definition 2.1.4). Note that M = Ox(%). In the following we
will not distinguish pj, = M™% on X and pp, = M~* on €. For simplicity, we will use pj, for
both py and py.

By [Nir08a, Theorem 2.22|, Serre duality holds for X and the dualizing object is wx[2]. By
[NirO8a, Proposition 3.4], the canonical bundle wy on X is

wx = oy ® O&((TL — 1)65)
Proposition 3.1.1. We have the following Serre dualities:
o Hompy 4 (A4, B) = Homps(4y(B, A ® wx/[2])".
In particular, we have
(=) =7 (=) ®Ox((n - 1)%), f(-)=[f"(-)®0x((n-1)%).

Proof. The first claim follows from the fact that D*(2") = @Z;é DY(X)py. Since Serre duality
is true for X and the dualizing object is wx[2] by [Nir08a], the second claim is true. Then 7', f*
are calculated by computing the relative dualizing objects. U

We need the following observation.

Lemma 3.1.2. Using notations in (2.1), let ' € Coh(C). Then

p*F 1=0,
H' (Lj"jp"F) = {p*Fp1 i=-1, (3.1)
0 otherwise.
Proof. See [IU15, Proposition 6.1]. O

The following lemma is a refinement of Theorem 2.1.8.

Lemma 3.1.3. We have the following:
e Homy (5. D*(C)px, D*(X)) = 0 for all k #n — 1.
e Homy (5. D°(C)py, j« D*(C)p;) = 0 for all 1 # k, k + 1.

Proof. To show the first claim, by Serre duality we have
Homyx (j.D*(C)px, D*(X)) = Homx (D*(X), j: D*(C)pg—(n-1))*
= Homg (Lj* D*(X), D"(C) p—(n—1))*-
Note that Lj*D®(X) Cc D*(C)po, the claim is proved. To see the second claim, note that
Hom (7..D(C)pr, j« D(C)pr) = Home (Lj* . (D*(C) i), D*(C) ).
By Lemma 3.1.2, we have Lj*j,(D?(C)py) C (D*(C)pr, D*(C)pri1). O

3.2. Coherent sheaves on root stacks. In this subsection we study structure of coherent
sheaves on root stacks.
We first show the exactness of m, and 7* in the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.2.1 ([AV02, Lemma 2.3.4]). Let m : X — X be the coarse space. The functor m,
maps quasicoherent sheaves to quasicoherent sheaves, coherent sheaves to coherent sheaves, and
is exact. Moreover, m,(Ox) = Ox.

Lemma 3.2.2. 7 is flat, that is 7 is exact.

Proof. We check locally. By Proposition 2.1.9, locally we have following commutative diagram
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Spec(Alz]/ (" —— [Spec(A[z]/(z" — a))/pn]

\ l

Spec A.
Since 1 is finite flat and ¢ is finite étale, 7 is flat. O
For torsion free sheaves we have the following injective map.
Lemma 3.2.3. If F is torsion free on X, then the adjunction map 7*m. 8 — E is injective.

Proof. First note that 7 FE is torsion free. Otherwise there is a torsion subsheaf F — m,F.
Hence
Homx (7*F, E) = Homx (F, 7. E) # 0.
However 7*F is torsion, Homyx (7*F, E) = 0, we get a contradiction.
Now since *m. E = ¢*(n*m, E) is torsion free, 7*m, E is torsion free. Since 7 is isomorphism
away from C, Supp(Ker(¢)) € ¥. So Ker(¢) = 0 because n*m.E is torsion free. Thus the
adjunction map 7w*m,F — F is injective. O

Next we study the relation between Coh(X) and Coh(Z2"). Let 2" be the root gerbe in
Definition 2.1.3. Now we construct a morphism f: X — 2 . Note X has an open affine cover

X = CJ Spec(4;),

i=1
such that such that Ox(C)|y, = Op,. Choosing a; € A; such that a; defines the curve C|y,. By
construction,

X = U Spec(Aife]/ (2" — ai))/pn). 2 = | J[Spec(4y)/pnl.
i=1
The natural map Spec(A [z]/(x"™ — a;)) — Spec(A;) is pup-equivariant, thus it induces a map

n

fi : | JISpec(4;[2]/ (" — ai)/pun] — | J[Spec(4y)/pal.
i=1

i=1
Note that {f;} can be glued since they agree on the overlap, we make the following definition.

Definition 3.2.4. We define f : X — 2" to be the morphism glued by {f;} as above.

Note that we have the following commutative diagram

X s X
N,
X

By construction, f is a finite flat map of degree n ramified along €. Moreover, f.(Ox) =
D2 O pr-
Lemma 3.2.5. Let G be a sheaf in D?(X)* N Coh(X), that is G has a filtration as Gypy, where

Gy, € Coh(C). Then
n—1
G = & Grpr.-
k=1

Here, we identify the sheaf G on C with j,G on X.

Proof. The following two diagrams are commutative:

%*)X%% %ﬂh%”,
l/ lp lpx
C*>X C —— X,
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where the right-hand side diagram is a Cartesian diagram. Note the Gppr on X denotes
Jx0*Grpr, and pp on % is the pullback of pr on Z". Since px is flat, by base change and
projection formula, we have

F:Grpr = (f 0 J)(p"Gr ® (f ©§)"pr) = Px s Grpr-
Since Coh(Z") = @ Coh(X)py, we have

n—1 n—1
G = EBP?(E*GkPk = @kak-
k=1 k=1

Now we recall a well-known fact about torsion free sheaves on root stacks.

Theorem 3.2.6 ([BV12]). The category TF(X) of torsion-free sheaves on X is equivalent to
the category Par™(X) of n-parabolic sheaves on X.

For any torsion free sheaf F € Coh(X), we compute the projections with respect to the
decomposition D*(X) = (D*(C)py,--- , D?(C)pn_, D’(X)), in terms of the parabolic structure
in Theorem 3.2.6. Consider the exact sequence

Note that Ox(—=%) = f*(O2p1). By the projection formula, we have

n—1 n—1 n—1
[A(BE(=6)) = P Brprr1 = Ena(=C)po @ <@ Eklﬂk) . () = D Erpr.
k=0 k=1 k=0

Hence we have morphisms
€_10": En_l(—C) — Eo, ep1p:EBr1—Ep, 1<kE<n-1

By a local computation, we see the maps e;_1  are precisely those in the definition of parabolic
sheaves on X (see Theorem 3.2.6). For every n € Z, let epin—1k+n = €x—1,6 ® Ox(nC). For
integers j < k, let e, be the composition of morphisms

€jk = €p—1k O - €jy1,j4+2 0 €j i1, Gji := coker(ejr). (3.2)

For 0 < k < n —1, we define Eyj, to be the torsion free sheaf on X that corresponds to the
parabolic sheaf

€k, k+1 €n—2,n—1 €n—1,n

By 4 . 4 g 28 g En1 5" EBy(0), (3.3)

where Ej, is at the k-th position. Summarizing these, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2.7. Let E € Coh(X) be a torsion free sheaf. Then there is a filtration

frn—1 fn—1,n—2 fn—2,n—3 fa,1
EO — E(],n,1 — E()’nfg — s E071 =F.

Using notations in (3.2) and (3.3), we have the graded factor coker(fii1%) = Gorpr for 1 <
k <n—1. It is the projection of E into the D*(C)py. component. Under f., the map Jrt1k s
the identity on the p; component for j # k and is ey, 1 on the py, component.

To end this subsection we make the following notation simplification.

Lemma 3.2.8. Let E € D*X) and f : X — 2 be the map in Definition 3.2.4. Write
fo(B) = @}y Expr. Then H(Ey) = H!(E)x.

Proof. The claim follows from the exactness of 7. O

In the following of this paper we will not distinguish H*(E})) and H*(E)y.
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3.3. Chern class computations. In this subsection we make computations for Chern classes.
First, the Chow ring of a root stack is computed by [AOA23] as follows.

Lemma 3.3.1. The Chow ring of X 1is

CH*(X) — CH*"(X) @ CH*(P(NC/X,d))e _ CH*(X) &) CH*(C)[t]e (3.4)
(ixa — dae)yaeccn () ((nt = D)e, iva — noe)yaecn (o) '

The numerical ring of X 1is

Num*(X) = Num*(X) [¢, By, . (3.5)
Here, € = [€] is the fundamental class of the root gerbe €. Its numerical class is g Bu, =
n

[Bpy] is the fundamental class of the gerbe over a point. Its numerical class is P
n

The next lemma computes the Chern classes of E € Coh(%).

Lemma 3.3.2. Let Ej, € Coh(C)py C Coh(%) with cho(C, Ey) = 1 and chy(C, E) = di. Then
we have

‘ -2k -1
(X, ji (Er)pr) = (0,75 €] i ———€" + di[Bpn)). (3.6)
Proof. The claim follows from the Riemann-Roch on Deligne-Mumford stacks [Toe99]. O

The following lemma is used multiple times in later sections.

Lemma 3.3.3. Suppose f.(E) = Z;é Eypr. Numerically, we have

n—1

1 .
cho(E) = — > cho(Ey) = cho(E}), Vi,
k=0

chy (E) = % S chi (Ey),

1 —n—2k—1
chy(E) = EZchQ(E,g) +

(B - C.

Proof. The first claim follows from the fact that f, is étale away from %, we have chy(E;) =
cho(E;), Vi, j. By Proposition 3.2.7, and Lemma 3.3.2, we have

1
h{(FE) = ch E — (chi(Ex) — ch E h E
chy(E) = chy(Ep) nk201k chy(Ep)) chk
n—1
chy Go k Chl(G07k) -C 2k + 1
cho(E) = chy(Ep) +k§_:1[ o ~ 5 chi(Gog) - C

O

Since Chern classes computations in this paper are all numerical, we will not distinguish

C pt
[Cﬁ] — and [Buy,]|, —. As consequences of Proposition 3.2.7, we have the following inequalities.
n

Lemma 3.3.4. Let E € Coh(X) be a torsion free sheaf. Let Gj be the sheaf defined in 3.1.1
and 7, := cho(C,Gj ), where 0 < j,k <n—1. Then

(i) 0< g1 <rp2 < -+ <rop_1 < cho(E).

(i) rjr < cho(E) for any 0 < j,k <n—1.
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Proof. Note Gy, has a composition series Go,1,G1,2,- -, Gp—1,,- By Lemma 3.3.3, we have

Chl(E’cg) = Chl(E) — Chl(E(—Cg))

n—1

1
:_ZChl Ek ——(Chl( n— 1 +ZCh1 Ek

k=0

— E(chl(En,l) — chy(E,—1(—C)))

n—1

= l(Z:(Chl(Ek) — chy(Ej-1)) + chi(Ep) — chy(Ep1(=C))) = %(Z ch1(Gr-1,k))

n
k=1

Since G_1, are supported on the curve C, we have following:

n—1

ChO(E)Cg = Ch1 E‘rg ZChl Gk lk ZChO C Gk 1k)C
k 0

Hence 7o 1, = cho(C,Go i) = Zf:o cho(C, Gjj+1) < chg(E), ror < ropt1, and 755 < cho(E).

U
4. CONSTRUCTION OF STABILITY CONDITIONS
Lemma 4.0.1. The abelian category Coh(X) is Noetherian.
Proof. By construction we have an affine cover
n
= U V;
i=1
where V; = [Spec(A;[z]/(z™ — a;))/pn]. Since we have the following equivalence of categories
Coh(V;) ~ Coh*" (Spec(A4;[x]/(z" — a;))),
the category Coh(V;) is Noetherian. Thus Coh(X) is Noetherian.
U

Lemma 4.0.2. For any coherent sheaf E on X, it has Harder- Narasimhan filtration with respect
to the slope stability (Definition 2.5.3).

Proof. Consider the function
Z : Ko(Coh(X)) - C, Z(F)=—c1(F)-H+rk(E)i.

Since Coh(X) is Noetherian and Im(Z(Ky(X))) is discrete, by [MS17, Proposition 4.10],
every E € Coh(X) has the Harder-Narasimhan filtration. O

Recall that for B € NS(X)r = NS(X)r, the twisted Chern character is defined as
ch? : Ko(X) — H*(X,R), ch®(E):=e P ch(E).

Explicitly, this is

chy’ (=) = chi(=) = B - cho(-),
B2
chP (=) = chy(—=) = B -chy (=) + - - cho(—).

Lemma 4.0.3. Lemma 3.3.3 holds for twisted Chern character.
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Proof. 1t is clear for Ch(j]B and ChjlB parts. For chB part, since > ;g ln 2275“'2 L — 0, we have
following;:

B B’
chy (FE) = cha(E) — B - chi(E) + — - cho(F)

2
:—Zchg Ey) +Zn Chl(Ek BZChl Ek +__ZChO Ek

1 B2 n-2%k-1
== Z(chg(Ek) — Behy (By) + —-cho(Ey)) + ;;) o (chi(Ey) — Beho(Ey)) - €
= —Zch2 Ep) +Z chB(Ek) C.

O

Definition 4.0.4. Let B,H € NS(X)r with H € Amp(X) an ample class. We define the
following full subcategorles of D*(X):

T, :={FE € Coh(X) : pgmin(F) > B-H},
Fp,a ={E € Coh(X) : pamax(F) < B-H},
Ap. =(Fp.ull, Ts.H)-
Lemma 4.0.5. The category Ap yr is the heart of a bounded t-structure on D*(X).
Proof. The proof follows from [Bri07, Lemma 6.1]. O

The following lattices are isomorphic to the corresponding cohomology groups over Q.

Definition 4.0.6. Let A be the image of Ko(X) in Hjp(X,Q) under chyp(—) (Definition
2.2.5), and A’ be the image of Ko(X) in H} (X, Q) under ch(—).

Remark 4.0.7. By Theorem 2.2.6 and Proposition 2.2.3, we have
Ag = HERF'(X,Q), Ag = H™(X, Q).

Define the following symmetric paring on H*(X):

(u,v) := /Xu-v.

The following map induces a group homomorphism on H*(X):

Zp.u(E) = —(e”BHH) ch(E)) = (-1 + H;) +iH,ch(E) - e B)

H2
= —chP(E) + 7ch{? (BE) +iH - (chf (E)).

Definition 4.0.8. We call o 5 := (ZB,H, AB,H) a tilt stability condition.

Proposition 4.0.9. The group homomorphism Zp g is a stability function (Definition 2.4.2)
on the heart Ap g.

Proof. Let E' € Ap u be a non-zero object. By definition, Im(Zp g (E)) > 0. If In(Zp y(EF)) =
0, then H°(E) has zero dimensional support, and H~!(E) is torsion free and py-semistable
with slope B - H. Now assume FE' is such an object.

Recall that for every class v € H*(X), A(v) := chy(v)? — 2chg(v)cha(v). Since A(O(—B)) =
0, we have

ch?(v)? — 2chf (v)chF (v) = A(v® O(~=B)) = A(v) + A(O(—B)) = A(v).
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By the Bogomolov inequality (Theorem 2.3.4), we have A(H1(E)) > 0. If H=1(E) # 0, it has
positive rank. By the Hodge Index Theorem, we have

chi’ (H~!(E))’
1

¢ B -1
hf (17 (B)) < wa

<0.
= 2chP (H- B

Hence we have

Zpu(E) =~ Zpu (M (E)) + Zpu(H'(E))
—ehB (3 (E)) — P (71 () - b 401 <

2

By assumption, —H? < 0. Since E # 0, either cho(H(E)) > 0 or chy(H°(E)) > 0. Hence
ZB7H(E) < 0.

2ch0(’H_1(E)) — chy(HY(E)).

|
Corollary 4.0.10. When B, H € NS(X)q, op.u = (ZB 1, AB,H) is a pre-stability condition.

Proof. By [MS17], we know Ap g is Noetherian. By assumption, Im(Z(A)) is discrete. Thus
by [MS17, Proposition 4.10], op g has the Harder-Narasimhan property. Since Im(Z(A)) is
discrete, by [Bri08, Lemma 4.4], op p is locally finite. So op p is a pre-stability condition. O

To end this section we introduce several notations that is convenient for later computations.
Suppose E € Coh(X), we define uP(E) as

chf(E)-H
p () = ST
chy (E)
In the following, fix B, H € NS(X)g where H is ample. Let A = Ap p, and
Zi(v) = Zp ui(v) = —chB(v) + tchf (v) +iH - (chP (v)). (4.1)

By Proposition 4.0.9 and Corollary 4.0.10, for every t > 0, oy = (Z, A) is a pre-stability
condition.

Definition 4.0.11. Let E € D(X) and o be a pre-stablity condition on X. We define
Re(Z(E))
o () = — o
Im(Z(E))

Note that for E, F' € A, ¢(E) > ¢(F) if and only if p,(E) > po(F).

5. SUPPORT PROPERTY

In this section, we prove the support property of pre-stability conditions o; for ¢ > 0. The
main theorem of this paper is the following.

Theorem 5.0.1. For every t > 0, the pre-stability condition oy satisfies the support property
with respect to HEF (X, Q).

We sketch the strategy to prove Theorem 5.0.1. It appears to the authors that writing down
a quadratic form as in Definition 2.4.3 is very difficult. We use a different approach.

First we have the support property on the ordinary cohomology of X. For every o-semistable
object F, we will cut it into two parts

0—P—F—Q—0.

Here, @ is a relatively simple part to deal with, however it prevents us to apply our observation
directly to E. Behaving differently, P is our central problem, but we can delicately construct
subobjects of P so that their Chern classes are related to P,0 < k < n — 1, where we write
f+«(P) = @ Pypr as in Proposition 3.2.7. By stability of E, we will get bounds for ||ch(Py)]|.
Combining the bounds for ||ch(P)| and ||ch(Qg)]||, we get the support property on the rational
Chen-Ruan cohomology as desired. We would like to illustrate the idea by the following two
examples.
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Example 5.0.2. Let £ € A be a o-semistable object. For simplicity assume E € Coh(X)
and B = 0. By Proposition 3.3.3, the support property on rational Chen-Ruan cohomology is
equivalent to a good bound on |[ch(Ey)| for every 0 < k < n — 1. Since cho(Ex) = cho(E),
they are bounded by the support property on the ordinary cohomology. By Proposition 3.3.4,
chy (E}y) are close to chy(E), hence we do not worry about them either. The only difficulty is to
bound chy(E}).

For simplicity, we assume FE is pp-stable for a moment. Then by Proposition 3.3.4, Ej, are
“almost” slope stable. A natural idea to bound chs is the Bogomolov Inequality. We have the
following worst case

c 2
L ~ (B2 ().

Note that this bound is not linear. Hence we see that if py(E) > 0, this bound is not
satisfactory. However, when py(F) is bounded, we get an upper bound of chy(FE)) for every
0 <k <n-—1. By Proposition 3.3.3, cha(E) is approximately the average of cha(E}), hence we
will also get a lower bound for every cha(Ej). This example leads to the object @ in Notation
5.0.5.

cha(Ey) ~

Example 5.0.3. Let £ € A be a o-semistable object. For simplicity assume E € Coh(X)
and B = 0. As the previous Example 5.0.2 points out, what if pg(F) > 07 Note that such
[[cha (Ep) ||

wr-semistable sheaves do exists, and we can make the ratio ———=— as large as possible, as

[cha (E) ||
exhibited in the following.
Let p1,--+ ,pm € C be m distinct points and Z = {p1,--- ,pm}. Then we have the following
exact sequence

0— Izp(dH) — Ox(dH) — Ozpy — 0.

d?*H?
Let E = Iz,,(dH), then approximately cha(E) ~ ~ ™ Hence we may first take arbitrarily

large d > 0 and then arrange m so that chy(F) ~ 0. However, applying f. to the sequence we

ho(E
see that Fy = Iz(dH) and Ej = Ox(dH) for 1 < k < n — 1. Hence the ratio 7|:|Ch2((£))|l| is
cha

unbounded.
The crucial observation here is that such F is not o-stable. Indeed, we have the following
inclusion

Ox(dH =€) — Iz,,(dH).
Observe that the tilt stability has central charge given by (4.1):
Zy(v) = —cha(v) + tcho(v) +iH - (chy(v)).

When d > 0 and chy(E) is bounded, this inclusion would destabilize Iz,,(dH). Hence in this
case such E are actually not o-stable. This example leads to the object P in Notation 5.0.5.

Remark 5.0.4. The readers may wonder why Example 5.0.2 is necessary to consider. The reason
why Example 5.0.3 cannot unify the proof is that the inclusion

Ox(dH =€) — Izp,(dH)

may not happen in A. For instance, when d is bounded and the curve C has sufficient large
degree, Ox(dH — %) would have negative slope and hence not being an object in A. Hence to
use the idea of Example 5.0.3, we need fimin to be not too small. The threshold to distinguish
these two types only depends on X, which will be defined in the following Notation 5.0.5.

Notation 5.0.5. We set the following notations for this paper.
(i) Let F € Coh(X) and 0 = Fy C Fy... C F,,, = F be the p-Harder-Narasimhan filtration
of F. For any a € R, define
F/Fy, if uB. (F)<a and k = min(l : pP(F41/F) < a),

o Fo,:=
=@ 0, otherwise.
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o o Fy, ifuB. (F)>a and k = max(l : u®(F/Fi_1) > a),
S 0, otherwise.
Define F., and F~, similarly.
(ii) For every E € A, define
e Q=HE)<2, and P =ker(E — Q).
o S=H YE)>_2,1] and T = coker(S — E).
Note that by Corollary 5.1.6 we have f*(Pypr) € A and f'(Tipr) € A.
(iii) We set the constant

n—1
n

HC.

a=(n—-1)H% =

As stated in the strategy, we first note that the support property holds for the ordinary
cohomology in the following Theorem 5.1.1. Then we will bound ||ch,,(Q)]|| in subsection 5.2
and ||chyq,(P)|| in subsection 5.3. To simplify the computations later we observe the following
equivalence of norms.

Lemma 5.0.6. Let E € K( ) and ||E| = ||chos(E)||. Using the notaions in Proposition
3.2.7, for every fized B € NSY(X)g, Define

1Bl == l[(ch”(E), ch®(Gop1), -+, ch” (Gon-1pn-1))]-
Then we have an equivalence of norms ||| ~ | - ||

Proof. Tt suffices to show [[ch? (G xpr)|| ~ [|ch(C, Go)||l. The claim follows from Lemma 3.3.2
and a direct computation. O

5.1. Preparations. In this subsection we collect some necessary facts and lemmas. First we
note that the support property holds for the ordinary cohomology.

Theorem 5.1.1. For every t > 0, the pre-stability condition oy satisfies the support property
for the lattice A" (Definition 4.0.6).

Proof. The proof is the same as that for smooth surfaces (see e.g. [MS17]). O

Lemma 5.1.2. Let V' be an n-dimensional real vector space with a positive definite inner product
(= —). Then for every v; € V,a; > 0,1 < j < m, we have

m
2 2 2
Za]vj SZ%Z%-
= j=1  j=1

Proof. Let ey,---e, € V be an orthogonal basis of V. Write v, = > | = el,x € R. By the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

m n m n m
2 j 2 j 2
Qoavi)? = QD agrle)’ =) (D auler)
Jj=1 i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1
n m m m m n m m
< YD apd (e’ =) af Y (3 ate)? =) af ) Vi
i=1 j=1 k=1 j=1 k=1 i=1 j=1 k=1

Proposition 5.1.3. Let ' € Coh(X) be a torsion free sheaf such that a < uB. (F) <

uB. (F) <b. Then we have

max(a?, b?)

— g

Proof. We prove a stronger inequality that will be used later. Let Gy, --- , G, be the p-Harder-

HChB(G )
2

chB(F) < -chP(F).

Narasimhan factors of F. Write ch?(G;) = a;H + N;, where a; = , N; € HE. Let
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a=>" a;and N = 72", Nj, then chP(F) = aH + N. By the Bogomolov inequality, for
every G, we have

2772 2 2
DS eeng(@) 2 7 2af(G)
By Lemma 5.1.2 and the Hodge Index Theorem, we have
O Ny = Z\/cho > g (G))  —FL— =g (F)) —FL—.
j=1 \/ChB j=1 j=1 ChO (Gj) j=1 Ch0 (Gj)
Hence we have
hB F) = hB < K ( J J
C 2( ) Zlc Q(G])—Zl 9 CL] 212Ch0B(GJ)
j= j= j
m B m )2 m B 2 2
w”(Gj) (> Nj) 1o (G5 B N
< a; + = hy (G5) +
- ; 2 7 2af(F) ; arz 0 (C)) 2chf (F)
max(a?,b?) = . g N? max(a?,b?) g N?
¢ + = hy (F) + 5.1
YL ; 0 (Gy) 2chy (F) 2H? o (F) 2¢hg (F) o)
By the Hodge Index Theorem, N2 < 0. Hence
b?) N? max(a?, b?)
W8 () < (@) chf(F L ch(F).
() < WA () + 5 < T e ()

O

Lemma 5.1.4. Let D be a triangulated category, and A be the heart of a bounded t-structure.
Suppose A, B,C € A, then A — B — C is a short exact sequence in A if and only if it is a
distinguised triangle in D.

Proof. Now suppose A — B — C — A[l] is a distinguised triangle. There are cohomology
object functors H$% : D — A. Taking the cohomology, we get a short exact sequence

0=-A—-B—->C-—=0.

Conversely, let 0 - A — B — C — 0 be a short exact sequence in A. Let C’ be the cone of
A — B, then we have the following exact sequence:

Hom(C’,C') — Hom(B,C) — Hom(A, C).

Since the composition A — B — C'is 0, the map B — C factors through C’. Hence we have a
commutative diagram:

A B o AL]

bl

A—— B —— C.

Now applying the cohomology functor, we get a commutative diagram:

0 —— H (T A B HY(C) —— 0
Jid Jid
0 A B C 0.

Hence we have ;' (C") = 0 and H(C") = C. Since H}(A) = H(B) = 0 for i # 0, we also
know H%(C") =0 for all i # —1,0. Hence C’ = C and we have a distinguished triangle:

A— B— C — All].
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Next we observe the fact that the first Chern classes of Ej are close to E. This will be used
often later.

Proposition 5.1.5. Let E € Coh(X) be a torsion free sheaf. Then for every 0 < k <n —1,
we have

amin(B) = o < pigin (F* (Bpr)) < pmac(f*(Bipr)) < prinax (E).
In particular, if pB. (E) > (n — 1)HE, then for every 0 < k < n — 1 we have f*(Eypy) € A.

Proof. Recall we have map f : X — 2. Suppose f.(E) = Z;é Erpr. The canonical projec-
tion f.(E) — Egpy induces a map

pr: E = f{(Erpr) = Bi((n =1 - k)%).

Let E,((n —1—k)%) — Q be the last uP-Harder-Narasimhan factor. Then @ is torsion free.
Since py is an isomorphism away from C, in particular the composition map F — @ is nonzero.
Since @ is pP-semistable, we have 2. (E) < 15(Q). By assumption, we have

prmin(B) < 1%(Q) = tigin(Bi((n = 1= k)€)) = pigin (Ex) + (n — 1 = k)HE .
Hence f*(Egpr) € A, since we have

To see the other inequality, note that the inclusion Expr — f«(FE) induces a map f*(Expr) — E.
The map is injective since it is an isomorphism away from C' and F is torsion free. Hence we
have

Mﬁax(f*(Ekpk)) < Mﬁax(E)'

Corollary 5.1.6. For cvery E € A, we have

o If phi,(HO(E)) > a, then f*(Eppy) € A for 0 <k <n—1.
o If uB. (H™YE)) < —a, then f'(Eypr) € A for0 <k <n-—1.

Proof. The first claim is Proposition 5.1.5. To prove the second claim, note that f* and f,
are exact. Hence H'(f'(Expr)) = f'(H'(Erpr)) = £ (H'(E)xpr), the claim follows by applying
Proposition 5.1.5 to H~(E). O
5.2. Bounding ||ch,(Q)||. The goal of this subsection is to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2.1. Fizt > 0 and let E € A be a o¢-semistable object. Using Notation 5.0.5,
there is a constant Mg such that

Ich®(Qu)ll < MolZ(E)|, 0<k<n-1.
Similarly, there is a constant Mg such that
ch?(Sp)|| < Ms|Z(E)|, 0<k<n-—1.

The following proposition is a necessary condition for Proposition 5.2.1 to be true. It will be
used later.

Proposition 5.2.2. Fizt > 0 and let £ € A be a oy-semistable object. Using Notation 5.0.5,
there are constants My, Mo, such that

|ch (Q)] < Mi|Z(E)|, 0 < chf(Q) < My|Z(E)].
Similarly, there are constants M{, M}, such that

chP ()| < M{|Z(E)|, Mj|Z(E)| < chf(S) <o.
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Proof. We prove the first claim, the second claim is proved similarly. First note that Chég (@) >0,

otherwise Q = 0 and there is nothing to prove. Let 0 < a < V2tH? to be any constant. Let
Q' = Q>q and Q" = Q4. We first deal with Q.
Bounding Q”: In the distinguished triangle

F—-E—-Q"— F[1], (5.2)

we have H1(F) = H Y(E) and H°(F) = S. Hence F € A. By Lemma 5.1.4, (5.2) is an exact
seqeunce in A. By oy-semistability of F, we have 1, (E) < u,(Q"). Hence we have

HchP(Q)
—ch2(Q") + tchP(Q") < =22 (—chB(E) + tchZ (E)).
Q) +1ebf(Q) < SN - (E) + b ()
2
By Proposition 5.1, we have ch?(Q") < %Chg(Q”). Hence we have
a2 HChB(Q”)
0< (t— =5 | chP(Q") < =252 (—chB(B) + tchf (E)) < Re(Z(E)). 5.3
(1= 5 ) 4@ < TR () 41 0) < ReZ(E). 63
: a’ a’ - By
Since t — Y TR 0, we may take ag = |t — oz ) Then 0 < chy (Q") < as|Z(E)].
By (5.3), if @” # 0 then Re(Z(F)) > 0. Hence we have
H hB "
B (Q) < ~ehB (@) + tenf (@) < TMLD Canp () 4 1enf () < Re(z(E).
Hchy{ (E)
By Proposition 5.1, we have
B/ a’ B a’
DE(Q") < Soreh(Q") < sy -anl Re(Z(B))].

202
H?
Bounding Q: Since x%(Q') > a > 0, we have chf(Q") < a 'HchP(Q') < a7 Z(E)|. Let
My = as + a~ !, then we have

0 < WP (Q) < sl Z(E)| + a | Z(E)| = M| Z(E)|.

- ag, 1) . Then HChQB(Q”)H < wm|Z(E)|.

Hence we may take a; = max <

20 20
Since 0 < pZ. (Q) < 1B, (Q) < 2a, we have chP(Q) < %Chg(Q) < %MQ’Z(E)’. Since
E — @, by stability of E we have u,(F) < pys(Q). Hence
HchB(Q) Hch{(Q)
—ch?(Q) < —ch5 (Q)+tchf(Q) < ——F—=(—chP (BE)+tch{(E)) < —F 2| Z(E)| < |Z(E)).
B (Q) < ~f(Q)+10f(Q) < ot B () raenfl () < L 2 Z(0)] < 12(E)

O

In order to bound ||ch?(Qy)||, we need the following lemmas.
Lemma 5.2.3. Under the conditions of Proposition 5.2.2, there is a constant Ms, such that
bt (@) < Ms|Z(E)|.
Similarly, there is a constant M}, such that
leh ()| < M3|Z(E)].

Proof. We prove the first claim, the second claim is proved similarly. Let gry(Q),--- ,gr,,(Q)
be the pB-Harder-Narasimhan factors of Q. Then we may write

HCh?(gr]‘(Q))

chy’(gr;(Q)) = a;H + Nj, a; = e

,N; € H-.
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Hch{
Let a= 37" a; = %@ and N = 37", N;. Then N € H*, and ch?(Q) = aH + N. By a

modified version of Bogomolov inequality (5.1), we have

4a?
N? > 20 Q)b (@) — S bl (@)% (54)
By Proposition 5.2.2, there is a constant b; > 0, such that
N?> —b1|Z(E)[. (5.5)

Since N € H' and by the Hodge Index Theorem H* is negative definite, there is a constant
by > 0 such that ||N|| < by|Z(E)|. Note that @ is a quotient of F in A,

,_ Hh((Q) _ Heh{'(E) _ Im(Z(E))
- H*> — H* H?

Hence we have
I H|l

leh?(@)I| = laH + N|| < [laH || + [IN]| < —5| Tm(Z(E))| + bo| Z(E)].

O

Lemma 5.2.4. There exists a constant b > 0, such that for every torsion free sheaf E € Coh(X),
we have

chP (Ey)C < chP(E)C + behf (E).
Proof. By Lemma 3.3.3, we have

n—1

1

chP(Ep)C = chP(E)C — chP (E)C + chP (EL)C = chP(E)C + - > (chi(Ey) — chy(E)))C

j=0

1

=chP(B)C+— D du(G)C
0<j#k<n—1
By Lemma 3.3.4, we have
n

~1
|C?|chg (E)

n

1
chB(E)C + - > cho(C,Gy)C? < chP(E)C +
0<j#k<n—1
U

Now we are ready to bound ||ch?(Qy)|.

Proposition 5.2.5. Under the condition of Proposition 5.2.2, write f.(Q) = EBZ;& Qrpr and
f+(S) = EBZ;& Skpr. Then there are constants My, My, such that

lchd (Qr)ll < Ma|Z(E), lch{ (Qu)ll < M5|Z(E)] 0<k<n-—1.
Similarly, there is a constant My, such that

B (Sl < MYZ(B). |bP (Sl < MYZ(B) 0<k<n—1.

Proof. We prove the first claim, the second claim is proved similarly.
Bounding chy(Qx):
By Proposition 5.1.5, we have

—a < Mﬁm(Q) —a< Mﬁm(Qk) < :u'r]_rglax(Qk) < Mﬁax(Q) +a < 3a.

Hence by Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.2.2, we have

B 9@2 B 90[2 B 9@2
chy’ (Qr) < 5 Chg (Qr) = ——¢hy Q) < —2M1\Z(E)\, 0<k<n-1. (5.6)
2H 2H 2H

By Proposition 3.3.3, we have

AFQ) =+ > hB(Qu) + Y. e (@) - O
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By Lemma 5.2.4, there are constants By, ..., By

n—1 n—1 _ 9k —
Q) < - > anf(@+ 3 %(ch? Q0 + Biadf(Q)

== Z chy (Qk) + Z BkCho Q).
Thus there is a constant B’ > 0, such that
1 n—1
h2(Q) < — ho B'chf(Q).
CQ(Q)_nkZ_(]CQ(Qk)+ chy (@)

By Proposition 3.3.3, Proposition 5.2.2 and (5.6), there is a constant bs > 0, such that

ch5’(Q;) > nchs (Q) — Y ch#(Qx) — B'chg (Q) > —bs|Z(E)|.
k#j

Hence we may take My = max(—

Bounding ch;(Qg):
By Proposition 3.2.7, we may write ch?(Q) = chP(Q) + b€ for some b € Z. By Lemma
5.2.3, it suffices to bound b. By Proposition 5.1.5, we have

¢
o < (@) = < Q) = Q) + b < il
0

H2 My, bs).

(Q) + a < 3a.

Hence by Proposition 5.2.2, we have
3 3o

< —
b < o ehf (@) < o

Proof of Proposition 5.2.1. We prove the first claim, the second claim is similar. Note that
cho(Qx) = cho(Q), by Proposition 5.2.2 and Theorem 5.1.1 it is bounded. The proposition now
follows from Proposition 5.2.5. O

O

- M| Z(E)|.

5.3. Bounding ||chy,4(P)||. By Proposition 5.2.1, if we have a bound for [|ch®(Py)]|, then we
will get a bound for |[ch?(E})||. The goal of this subsection is the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3.1. Fizt > 0 and let £ € A be a oy-semistable object. Using Notation 5.0.5,
there is a constant Mg such that

|ch®(Ey)|| < Mg|Z(E)|, 0<k<n-—1.
We first prove some lemmas.

Lemma 5.3.2. Let 0 - F — F — G — 0 be a short exact sequence in A. For every
0 <k <n-—1, if the induced map Ey — Fy on py component is zero, then E € Coh(X).
Furthermore, either

(i) Ex =0, or

(ii) Ey is torsion free with uB, (Ep) < uB, (H™YH(Gr)).
Proof. We prove the lemma for k = 0, the other cases are similar. By Lemma 5.1.4, we have a
distinguished triangle in D*(X):

E—F—G— E[].
Since f. is exact, applying the functor f, = Rf., we have a distinguished triangle in D*(%2):
f+E — [ F — f.G — f.E[1].
Hence we get a distinguished triangle in D?(X):
Ey — Fy — Gy — Eo[l].
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Consider the long exact sequence of cohomology sheaves
0= H Y(Bo) = H (Fp) = H (Go) = H'(Eo) = HO(Fy).

Since H~Y(Ey) — H~1(Fp) is an injective zero map, we have H~(Ey) = 0 and H°(Ey) = Eo.
Since H~1(E) is torsion free and H~1(Ey) = 0, we have H~}(E) = 0 and E € Coh(X).

Note Gy = Cone(Ey — Fy) = Fy[l] @ Fy in D*(X). Taking the cohomology, we have
HYGo) = H Y(Fy) @ Ep. Note that H~(Gy) is torsion free, hence either Ey = 0, or Ey is
torsion free and p2. (Eo) < uB. (H~Y(Go)). O
Lemma 5.3.3. Using notation 5.0.5, fir any 0 < k < n — 1 and let A be the first os-Harder-

Narasimhan factor of f*(Pipk). If the composed morphism A — f*(Pypr) — P is zero, then
A € Coh(X), and either
(i) A, =0, or
(ii) For every 0 < j <mn—1, —a < uB. (f*(4jp;)) < pE(f*(4;p;)) < a. In addition,
Ay is torsion free.
Similarly, let A’ be the last op-Harder-Narasimhan factor of f'(Tipy). If the composed morphism
P — f{(Twpr) — A is zero, then HO(A') is torsion, and either
(a) A} =0, or
(b) For every0 < j <n-—1, —a < ,uflm(f!(A;pj)) < ,uflax(f!(A;»pj)) < a. In addition,
HO(Ay) = 0.
Proof. We prove the first claim, the second claim is proved similarly. For simplicity, we assume
k = 0, other cases are proved similarly.

If E ¢ Coh(X), then H~Y(P) = H Y(E) # 0 is torsion free. Let R be the cokernel of
A — f*(Popo) = m*(Pp) in A. Apply 7, to the short exact sequence

0—-A—7"(FP) >R—0,
we have the following exact triangle

Ay — Py — Ry — Ao[l].

Apply 7, to the composition A — f*(Pypo) — P, we have the composition Ag — Fy iq Py If
A — P is zero, then Ay — P, is zero. By Lemma 5.3.2, we have A € Coh(X). Furthermore,
either Ag = 0, or Ag is torsion free and

Mrﬁax(AO) < Mrﬁax(H_l(RO)) < /j'flax(H_l(R)) <O0.
Since u(H°(A)) > 0, by Proposition 5.1.5, we have
—a < uP(A) = uP (HO(40)) < 0.

By Proposition 5.1.5, we have

0 < 1Bn(A) < uB o (4) < pB(Ag) + 0 < a (5.7)
Hence by Proposition 5.1.5, for every 0 < j < mn — 1, we have

—a < pfin(F(A505)) < iha(F(Ajp))) <

O

Corollary 5.3.4. Fizt > 0. Then there is a constant Mg which only depends on X and t, such
that
e In case (ii) of Lemma 5.3.3, for every 0 < k <mn — 1 we have pu,(f*(Prpr)) < M.
e In case (b) of Lemma 5.3.3, for every 0 < k <n — 1 we have py(f' (Tkpr)) > — M.

Proof. We prove the first claim, the second claim is proved similarly. We have a short exact
sequence in A:

0—= Aior > A— Ay — 0.
By (5.7), At is a torsion free sheaf in A with pimax(Ar) < 2a.



22 YEQIN LIU AND YU SHEN

Fix a constant 0 < a < V2tH?. Let F' = (Atf)>a, F” = (Att)<a. By Proposition 5.1, we
2

have ch? (F") < ;L?ch(]f(F”) < tchP (F"). Then we have

chB (F") — tchB (F')
HchP(F")

po(F") = < 0.

9 2
Since a < pmin(F') < pmax(F") < 2a, by Proposition 5.1 we have Chf(F’) < %, and

chZB(F’)—tchg(F’)<<2;q2 t> ch (F") _<2;“2 t) 1 <|2;“2
Hch{ (F) —\H? Hch{(F") pP(F) = H?

:U’U(F/) = 2 - 7§|a_1'

H F) < '), o (F")) < max(0,] 2% — t]a~1
ence 1y (F) < max(yio ('), o (F")) < max(0, | o5 — tla™)
By stability of A, there is a constant Mg that only depends on X and ¢, such that

,Uo-(f*(PkPk)) < ,LLO'(A) < ,U'J(Atf) < M6-

Now we deal with case (i) and (a) of Lemma 5.3.3. First we need some lemmas.

Lemma 5.3.5. Let F € Coh(C) and firt 0 <k <n—1. Forevery0 < j k<n-—1,ifJ € Ais
a torsion sheaf such that Fp; — J attains ¢min(Fp;), then we have
(k—j)¢>
HE¢
Proof. Let S be the kernel of Fp; — J in A. By taking cohomology sheaves, we see that

Na,min(ij) > ,U'U,min(Fpk) +

0—=S—=Fp;—J—=0
is also an exact sequence in Coh(X). Hence J € Coh(C)p;, and by Lemma 3.3.2 we have
o) = o) & Ox(~( — ) + EZIE
Twisting by Ox(—(k — j)%), we get an exact sequence in A:
0> S®0x(—(k—3)%)— Fpr > J®Ox(—(k—35)¢) — 0.
Hence fi5(J @ Ox(—(k — J)€)) > piomin(Fpr), and we have
(k—j)¢?

(k—j)¢*
HE '

Na,min(ij) = MU(J) = /’LO'(J & OK(_U{: - j)cg)) + HE

> /1'07min(Fpk) +

O

Lemma 5.3.6. Assume A,k are in case (i) of Lemma 5.3.3, write f.(A) = @?:_& Ajp;. Then
for every A; # 0, the induced morphism A; — Py in DP(X) is nonzero.

Similarly, assume A’k are in case (a) of Lemma 5.5.3, write f.(A") = @?;01 Alp;. Then
for every A; %0, the induced morphism T, — A; in D*(X) is nonzero.

Proof. We prove the first claim for £ = 0, other cases are similar. Assume for some j the

induced morphism A; — F is zero. By Lemma 5.3.2, we have either A; = 0 or A; is torsion
free. By assumption of case (i), we have Ay = 0. Hence A is torsion and A; must be zero. [

Now we prove the crucial technical proposition.

Proposition 5.3.7. Fiz any t > 0 and assume A is in case (i) of Lemma 5.3.3. Then there is
a constant My that only depends on X and t, such that

to(f* (Prpr)) < max(0, us (E)) + Mr.

Similarly, assume A’ is in case (a) of Lemma 5.3.3. Then there is a constant MY, that only
depends on X and t, such that

o (' (Pepr)) = min(0, o (E)) — M.
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Proof. We prove the proposition for k£ = 0, the other cases are similar. Since A € Coh(X) and
Ap =0, we have A € D®(X)* N Coh(X). By Lemma 3.2.5, A admits a filtration whose graded
factors are

Anflpnfly e aAlpl-
Let k& be the minimal index so that Ay # 0. Note that Agpg is a quotient of A. Hence
Mo,min(Akpk) > NU(A) > NU(PO)- (58)
Step 1: Construct the destabilizing object.
Recall that for every j € Z and F, F' € Coh(C), we have
Ext (Fpg, F'pr1) = Home (F, F').
We construct an object A’ whose graded factors are

Anflpnfla e ,Ak;pk;a Ak‘pk‘—ly Tt aAk‘ply Ak:p07

by attaching Agpx_1, -+, Akp1, Axpo to the previous objects in order, and the corresponding
extension classes are the identity morphisms. Then we have a short exact sequence in both A
and Coh(X):

0-A—=A = A" =0,

where A” admits a filtration whose factors are

Agpr—1,-++ 5 Axpo- (5.9)
Note that k —1 < n — 1, hence by Lemma 3.1.3, we have Homy (A", Py) = Ext) (A", By) = 0.
There is a short exact sequence
0 = Homx (A", Py) — Homy (A’, Py) — Hom(A, Py) — Extx (4", Py) = 0,
hence Homx (A’, Py) = Hom(A, Fy). Let ¢ : A < P, be the inclusion of A and /' € Homx (4, Pp)
be the corresponding morphism. Then for 0 < j < k, the p; projection of ¢/ in Coh(X) is
L;:Lk:Ak—>P0.

By Lemma 5.3.6, we have L; are all nonzero. In particular, ¢ # 0. Hence the composition
morphism
A —-Py— P

is nonzero, because its py component is the composition A’ N Py 4, P Since A — Pis Z€ro,
we get a nonzero morphism
v: A" — P.
Step2: Obtain inequalities.
Since v : A” — P is nonzero, and P is a subobject of the stable object F, by (5.9) we have

min (Na,min(Akpk—l), tt aMo,min(Ak/)O)) < ﬂo,min(A”) < MJ(E)- (510)
Fix the 0 < j < k — 1 so that

Na,min(Akpj) = min (Mo,min(AkPk—l)a T ,Na,min(AkPO)) .
Let J be a minimal o-destablizing quotient of Ayp;, and S be its kernel. Then either J € Coh(X)
or not.
Case 1: J € Coh(X): Note that Ayp; = J in both A and Coh(X), by (5.10), (5.8), and Lemma
5.3.5, such that
(k —j)¢?

(k —j)¢?

T > (5.11)

ﬂo(E) > Mo,min(Akpj) > Na,min(Akpk) +
Case 2: J ¢ Coh(X): In the long exact sequence
0—HNJT) =S — Agp; — H(J),

we take the p,_1 component. Since j # n — 1, we have ’}-[_1(!]”,1) =~ S,_1. By Proposition
5.1.5, we have

—a < :u'fnn(s) -« S Mflin(sn—l) = Mfﬁn(H_l(Jn—l)) S Mflax(H_l(J)) +o S Q. (512)
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Since Stor — Agp; is injective, we have Sior € Coh(C)p;. Write Sior = Bp;. Taking quotient of
Stor, We have a short exact sequence in A:

0 — Sy — (A/B)p; — J — 0.

By (5.10), we have pis(J) = pomin(Arp;) < po(E). By (5.12) and Lemma 5.3.9, we have
to(See) < 0. Since J ¢ Coh(X), we have Sy # 0, J # 0. Hence (Ai/R)pj # 0, and we have

o (A /R)py) < max(yio (i), 1 (J)) < max(0, g (E)). (5.13)
By Lemma 3.3.2 we have

, | — k)62
o (A Bpi) = 110(Ae/R)py © Ox (i — V) = o (Au/B)py) + T E
— b)€?
Let M7 = maxo<q<b<n—1 <%> By (5.13) we have
| — k)6
po((Ax/R)pg) + L < wmax(0, 10 () +

Hence we have

1o (Fo) < pio(A) < pomin(Akpr) < po((Ax/R)pr) < max(0, po (E)) + My. (5.14)
Combining (5.11) and (5.14), the proposition is proved. O

Hence we have the following consequence.

Proposition 5.3.8. Fix any t > 0. Using Notation 5.0.5, there is a constant Mg that only
depends on X and t, such that for every 0 < k <mn — 1 we have

fio (f*(Prpr)) < max(0, po(E)) + Ms.
Similarly, there is a constant M{ that only depends on X, such that
Ho (F (Tepr)) = min(0, pio (E)) — Mg
Proof. The claim follows from Corollary 5.3.4 and Proposition 5.3.7. U

Now we can start to compute bounds.

Lemma 5.3.9. Fizt >0 and 0 < a < V2tH2.

e Let F be a torsion free sheaf with 0 < uB, (F) < uB. (F) <a. Then py,(F) < 0.
e Let F' be a torsion free sheaf with —a < pB. (F') < pB  (F') <0. Then py,(F'[1]) >

Proof. We prove the first claim, the second claim is similar. Since 0 < uB, (F) < uB . (F) <
a2

< of Cho( ). Hence

Re(Z(F)) _ch (F) — tchB(F) a? chB(F)
e = mare < () map <

by Proposition 5.1 we have ch? (F) <

O

Proposition 5.3.10. Fixz any t > 0. There is a constant Mg that only depends on X and t,
such that for every 0 < k <mn —1, we have

lech ()| < Mo|Z(E)|.

Proof. Fix any constant 0 < a < V2tH?2. Note that H™1(E)~_,4[l] = E and E — H(E),
By Lemma 5.3.9, we have
po(H™H(E)s—a[1]) > 0, 1o (H*(E)<q) < 0.

By stability of E, either H™Y(E)s_4[1] = 0 or HO(E)<q = 0. We assume HH(E)s_4[1] = 0,
the other case is proved similarly. We also assume P # 0, otherwise the claim follows from
Proposition 5.2.2.
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By Proposition 5.2.2, it suffices to find a constant b such that ||chi(Py)|| < b|Z(E)|. Since
f*(Pgpr) — P is a generic isomorphism, we have chy (f*(Pxpx)) = chi(P)+n% for some n € Z.
By Proposition 5.2.2 and Theorem 5.1.1, there is a constant by such that ||ch(P)|| < by|Z(E)|.
Hence it suffices to bound n. By Proposition 5.1.5, we have

Heh{ (f*(Pepr)) =Heh{ (H)(f*(Prpr)) — Heb (H™H(f*(Prpr)))
<HchP(H(P)) + HchP (H(P)) — achf (H(P))
=HchP(P) — achf (H71(P)).
Since H™1(E)s_4[1] = 0, we have ug(H 1 (P)) < —a. Hence
HeP(f* (Pepr) _ HP(P)—adf L P) | 1 a
Hch{ (P) Hch{(P) pB(H-1(P)) a
% HenB e .
Therefore n < aH%HChl (P) < aHCg‘Z(E)" Hence we showed that there is a constant bs,
such that ||ch?(f*(Pypr))| < b5|Z(E)|. Note that
chf (f*(Pupr)) = chf (Py) — k% chg (P).

By Proposition 5.2.2 and Theorem 5.1.1, there is a constant bg, such that ||chZ (P)| < bg|Z(E)|.
The proposition is proved. U

Proposition 5.3.11. Fiz any t > 0. There is a constant Mg that only depends on X and t,
such that for every 0 < k <mn — 1, we have

lchs’ (Ey)|| < Mol Z(E)|-
Proof. We first prove that there is a constant b, such that for every 0 < k < n — 1, we have
chf(Py) < blZ(E).
We use Notation 5.0.5. Fix any constant 0 < a < V2¢tH2. Note that H ' (E)s_,[1] — E and
E — H°(F)~,. By Lemma 5.3.9, we have
pa(HHE)>—a[1]) > 0, o (H(E)<a) < 0.

By stability of E, either H™Y(E)s_4[1] = 0 or HO(E)<q = 0. We assume HH(E)s_4[1] = 0,
the other case is proved similarly. We also assume P # 0, otherwise the claim follows from
Proposition 5.2.2.

Note that |Re(Z(E))| < |Z(FE)|. By Proposition 5.3.8, we have

chf (f*(Popi)) — teh (f*(Pupi)) _ Re(Z(E)) _ |2(E)|
HehP (f*(Popy) = HAP(E) T HA(B)

o (f* (Prpr)) =

Hence

Heh P (f*(Pepr))
Hch{ (E)

chf (f*(Pyopr)) < |Z(E)| + teh§ (P).

By Proposition 5.1.5, we have

Hch P (f*(Pupr)) =Hch{ (HO(f*(Pupr))) — HehD (K7 (f*(Pepr)))
<HchP(H(P)) + HhP (H1(P)) — ach (H1(P))
(

Since H1(E)~_q4[1] = 0, we have uP(H 1 (P)) < —a. Hence
HAE( (Pip)  BOF(P) 0P _y 1 o
Hch?(E) Hch?(E) pB(H-1(P)) a

By Proposition 5.2.2 and Theorem 5.1.1, there is a constant ay, such that ch?(P) < a1|Z(E)|.
Hence

E (I (Ppn)) < (14 D) Z(B)] + 11| Z(B)| = (1+ 2 + ay)| Z(E)|.
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Since f*(Pgpr) = Pp(—k%), we have
k?chf(Pp)6?

5 .
By Proposition 5.2.2 and Theorem 5.1.1, there are constants as, as, such that

chf’ ()€ < as|Z(E)|,  |chg (Py)| < as| Z(E)|.

Hence there is a constant b, such that

chy (f*(Pupr)) = chy (Py) — keh (P)% +

chy () < b Z(E)|. (5.15)
By Lemma 3.3.3, we have

n—2j

52 chB(Pk)C

chy (Py) = chy (P) + Z (chy (P) — chy (Py)) — Z

J#k J=0

By Proposition 5.2.2, there are constants a4, as such that |[chD(P)|| < a4|Z(E)|, ||chP(P)| <

as||ch?(Ey)||. By Proposition 5.3.10, ||ch?(Ey)|| < My|Z(E)|. Hence there is a constant ag,
such that

n—1

n—27—1
chy (Py) > —aan|Z(E)| - (n — 1)as Mo| Z(E)| - 2;2 ag|Z(E)|. (5.16)
j=0
Combining (5.15) and (5.16), there is a constant a7 such that ||ch¥ (P)|| < a7|Z(E)|. The
proposition now follows from Proposition 5.2.2. U
Proof of Proposition 5.3.1. This follows by Proposition 5.3.10 and Proposition 5.3.11. O

5.4. Support property on Hg5"(X,Q). Now we prove the main theorem of this paper.

Proof of Theorem 5.0.1. By Theorem 2.2.6, it sufffices to show the support property with re-
spect to A (Definition 4.0.6). By Lemma 5.0.6, it suffices to bound || E|| g for every o-semistable
E € A. By Theorem 5.1.1, there is a constant Mj; such that ||ch?(E)| < M1|Z(E)|. By
Proposition 3.2.7, we have chB(Go,k) = chB(E}) — chP(Ey). By Proposition 5.3.8 we have
|chB(E;)|| < Mg|Z(E)| for every 0 < j < n — 1. Hence

lch® (Go) |l = llch® (Ey,) — ch® (Eo)|| < |ch® (B + |ch” (Eo)l| < 2ME|Z(E)|.

Now we deform to the irrational case.

Theorem 5.4.1. Let B, H € NS(X)r and H be an ample class. Then the tilt stability condition
(Definition 4.0.8) is a Bridgeland stability that satisfies the support property with respect to
HER (X, Q).

Proof. By Lemma 4.0.10 and Theorem 5.1.1, for B,H € NS(X)q, o, = (Zp,u,Ap,u) is a
Bridgeland stability condition. To deform B, H to NS(X)g, the proof follows from Theorem
2.4.4 and the following lemma, which can be proven exactly as [MS17, Lemma 6.20). U

Lemma 5.4.2 ([MS17]). Let (Zp,u,A) be a stability condition for which all skyscraper sheaves
Oppr, forp e C,0 <k <n—1 and Oy for ¢ ¢ C are stable of phase one. Then A= App.

We recall the notion of twisted stability. Suppose E is a torsion free sheaf on X, let vp p(E) =
chP(E)/1k(E).

Definition 5.4.3. We say F is (B, H)-twisted semistable if for every proper nonzero subsheaf
F C E, we have

WP (F) < WP(E) or (uP(F) = uP(B) and vpu(F) < vp.u(E)).

We have the following large volume limit theorem, similar to that on a surface.
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Theorem 5.4.4 (Large volume limit). Let B,H € NS(X)r with H ample. For t > 0, let
or = (Zpm, Agsn). Suppose E € DP(X) satisfies 7(E),uP(E) > 0. Then E is semistable
under oy for all t > 0 precisely if E is a shift of a (B, H)-twisted semistable sheaf on X.

Proof. The proof is the same as [Bri08, Proposition 14.2]. O
We end the paper by the following example.

Example 5.4.5 (Deforming to general directions). By Theorem 5.0.1 and Bridgeland’s defor-
mation result (Theorem 2.4.4), we obtain Bridgeland stability conditions that are not tilts. For
instance we consider the following special classes of deformations of Z;. For every (n — 1)-tuple

€= (1, ,en-1) € R" L and € = (¢}, ,€/,_;) € R"! we define the following stability
functions:
n—1 n—1
Zpitee(V) = — | chy (v) + ) excha(pry(v)) | +tchg (v)+iH- | ch'(v) + ) echy (pry(v))
k=1 k=1

For ||el|, ||€'|| < 1, there exists the heart of a bounded t-structure Ap p e, such that the
pair
OB,Htee — (ZB,H,t,e,e’a -AB,H,t,e,e’)
is a Bridgeland stability condition. When € # 0 or € # 0, 0 e is not a tilt stability
condition (Definition 4.0.8). Note that for p € C, the skyscraper sheaves O, can be unstable.
To obtain the optimal bounds for €, € is an interesting question.
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