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THE FEIGIN-ODESSKII WHEEL CONDITIONS AND SHEAVES
ON SURFACES

YU ZHAO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we start the study of Feigin-Odesskii Wheel con-
ditions from a geometric viewpoint, and generalize it to the K-theoretic Hall
algebra of any surface, which is defined in [23] and [7].

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of the K-theoretic Hall algebra of a surface was initiated by Vasserot
and Schiffmann [16], who constructed the K-theoretic Hall algebra of the affine
plane A2, and studied its action on the K-theory of Hilbert schemes of points of
A2. The constructions of K-theoretic Hall algebra were generalized by Minets [9]
for Higgs sheaves over a curve, and the author [23], and Kapranov-Vasserot [7] for
any projective surface S. Porta and Sala [13] categorized these Hall algebras.

The K-theoretic Hall algebra of a surface is intimately connected with the sheaves
on S. We consider the moduli stack Coh,, of length n coherent sheaves on S,
represented by a quotient stack:

Coh,, = [Quot;, /G Ly,)

where Quot;, is an open subset of the Quot scheme of length n quotients of OF, as
recalled in Definition 3.1. Therefore, K (Coh,,), the Grothendick group of Coh,, is
represented by

K(Coh,) = K% (Quot?).

For any two non-negative integers n, m, let Corry, »,, be the moduli stack of short
exact sequences

0—-& = &tm = Emn—0

where &, € Cohy,, &, € Cohy, and &+ € Cohypyp,. The diagram

{0=&, = Enim — Em — 0}

(gn; gm) €n+m

induces a morphism:

Coh,, x Coh,, Cohyim,
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where ¢ is proper. Based on the ideas of perfect obstruction theory, the author [23]
and Kapranov-Vasserot [7] constructed the pull back morphism

p' 2 K(Coh,, x Cohy,) — K(Corry, m).

Together with the push forward morphism g, : K(Corry, ) — K(Cohpym), ¢« o p'
induces an associative algebra structure on

K(Coh) = é K(Cohy,),
n=0

which is defined to be the K-theoretic Hall algebra of a surface.

The K-theoretic Hall algebras have shuffle presentations. Shuffle algebras are
closely connected with quantum groups [14], but the incarnation we will be inter-
ested in is that of Feigin-Odeskkii, who defined shuffle algebras with multiplication
twisted by an elliptic function in [11], [12] and [5]. In [9], Minets gave a shuffle pre-
sentation of the K-theoretical Hall algebra of Higgs sheaves of a curve. The author
[23] generalized it and gives a shuffle presentation of K-theoretic Hall algebra of
any surface S, which was first suggested by Negut [10].

The main tool of constructing the shuffle presentation is the Thomason local-
ization Theorem. For any non-negative integer n, the maximal torus T, C GL(n),
which consists of diagonal matrices, has a natural action on Quot; and the T,
fixed locus of Quot? is S™. By the Thomason localization theorem [20], we have
the isomorphism:

K™ (5100 5 KT (Quot?)ioe-
Let
(1.1) Tn =1in " 0l KT (Quoty) — K(S™) (21, .., 2n)
where [,, is the natural morphism from K7 (Quot?) to K" (Quot?)iee. Recalling
K(Cohy) = K5 (Quots) = (K™ (Quot2))™,

where o, is the permutation group of order n. Hence 7, induces a morphism:

7: K(Coh) — éK(Sn)(zl, s 7Zn)5ym7

n=0

which is an homomorphism between the K-theoretic Hall algebra and the shuffle
algebra [10], [23].

An important question is to study the image of shuffle presentation 7. From the
viewpoint of representation theory, Enriquez [4], analogous with Feigin-Odesskii,
proposed two vanishing conditions that describe the image of 7, which are called
“pole conditions” and “wheel conditions” by Feigin and Tsymbaliuk in [6].

In this paper, we will study “pole conditions” and “wheel conditions” from the
viewpoint of algebraic geometry. We will give a geometric interpretation of “pole
conditions” and “wheel conditions” based on the shuffle presentation of the K-
theoretical Hall algebra, and generalize it to any surface S. To be more precise, we
are going to prove the following theorem:
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Theorem 1.1. Let S be a smooth projective surface with a very ample bundle O(1)
s.t. h9(O(1)) = r, which induces a closed embedding of S into P"=1. Let R be the
kernel of

(1.2) H°(S,0(1)) ® Os — O(1)
Let pr1 and pra be the two different projections from S xS to S and W = priR ®
priO~L. Let Wij = pri;W, where pri; : S™ — S x S s the projection to i-th and

j-th projectors. Let Qg and wg be the cotangent and canonical bundle over S.
Then for any element [F] in the image of 7, in (1.1), we have

(1) (Pole Conditions) ([],,; [/\'z—ZWij]) ® [F] e K(SY[E, ..., 2
(2) (Wheel Conditions) For any three different numbers i,j,k € {1,...,n}, let

Aijk = {(Slu .. wsn) S Sn|81 =s;= Sk}

and pr : Ay — S be the morphism which maps (s1,...,5n) to s;. Then
((H#j[/\'z—zwij]) @ [F])|ay, is in the ideal generated by (1 — Z-prrws),
and (1 — q172)(1 — go32), where q1, g2 are the two Chern roots of pr*Qs.

Here [\N*E] = E:igk(E)(—l)i[/\iE] for any locally free sheaf E.

For any quiver @, the study of the K-theoretic Hall algebra associated to Q and
its shuffle presentation was started by Kontsevich and Soibelman [8], and Schiff-
mann and Vasserot [16],[15],[17],[18]. We are going to systematically study the
“wheel conditions” for the cohomology of preprojective stacks in [22].

We will organize the paper in the following way. In Section 2, we recall the
background of equivariant K-theory, and prove a version of wheel conditions for the
commuting variety Comm,,, as the motivation of proving Theorem 1.1. In Section
3, we recall some background of Quot schemes and K-theoretic Hall algebra in [23].
In Section 4 and Section 5, we will prove the pole condition and wheel condition
respectively.

Convention 1.2. In this paper, we will consider some locally free sheaves and their
total spaces at the same time. For the convenience, we will not distinguish locally
free sheaves and vector bundles which are their total spaces in this paper.

For any vector bundle M over X, pras : M — X denotes the projection and
iym : X — M denotes the zero section.

Convention 1.3. We work in the category of separated schemes of finite type over
an algebraically closed field k, equipped with an action of a reductive group G. All
morphisms are equivariant with respect to the action of G.

This paper is dedicated to my advisor, Andrei Negut, for the happy and enjoyable
time the author has spent talking math with him and his tremendous guide in my
career growth. I would like to thank Svetlana Makarova for explaining the theory
of Hochschild homology to me and Francesco Sala for many useful suggestions.

2. WHEEL CONDITIONS FOR THE COMMUTING VARIETY Comm,,

In this section, we first recall some basic facts about equivariant K-theory from
[3] and [1], which have been collected in [23], too. As an application, we will prove
a wheel condition Theorem 2.9 for the commuting variety.
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2.1. Grothendick groups. The Grothendick group of equivariant coherent sheaves
K¢%(X) is generated by classes [F] for each G-equivariant coherent sheaf F on X,
subject to the relation [F] = [G] + [H] for any exact sequence of G-equivariant
coherent sheaves

0—-G—F—=H—0.

Example 2.1. Let K%(Spec(k)) = Rep(G), the representation ring of G. For any
scheme X, K%(X) is a module over Rep(G).

2.2. Refined Gysin Maps.

Definition 2.2. A morphism f: X — Y is called a locally complete intersection
morphism (l.c.i. morphism for short) if f is the composition of a regular embedding
and a smooth morphism.

Example 2.3 (Example 2.3 of [23]). Let f: A — B be a morphism of locally free
sheaves over X, then the corresponding morphism between their total space is l.c.i.

Definition 2.4 (Definition 2.4 of [23]). Given a Cartesian diagram

X -2, x

(2.1) Jf' Jf

y -4y

where f is a l.c.i. morphism, the refined Gysin map f': K¢(Y’) — K&(X') is
defined by

oo

FHUFD = Y (=) [Tor?™ (Ox, F)),

=0
which is a finite sum since Tor® (Ox, F) = 0 for sufficient large i.

The refined Gysin map has the following properties:
Lemma 2.5 (Lemma 3.1 of [1]). Consider the following Cartesian diagrams (2.2):

XM xr 9 x
(2.2) J J{f/ J{f
R =
where h is proper and f is a l.c.i. morphism. Then
fhe=n.f KY") - K(X).
Lemma 2.6 (Lemma 3.2 of [1]). Consider following Cartesian diagrams (2.3):

X// Y// Z//

I

(2.3) X! Y/ 7!

]

x v
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such that h and f are l.c.i. morphisms. Then
f!h! — h!f! . KG(Y/) N KG(X//)
Lemma 2.7 (Lemma 2.7 of [23]). Consider the following Cartesian diagrams (2.4):

XN X — X

(2.4) % I Jf

S

YN ——Y =Y,

where f and f' are l.c.i morphisms. If one of f and s is flat,
f! — f/! . KG(Y”) N KG(X//)
and if f is flat, f' = f*.

Lemma 2.8 (Lemma 2.8 of [23]). Consider the following Cartesian diagram:

X — X

L)
Y — Y
-
7 —— 7
where f, g are l.c.i morphisms. Then h' = f'og': K¢ (Z') — K% (X').
2.3. Wheel Conditions for the Commuting Variety Comm,. Now we are

going to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 2.9. For an non-negative integer n, let Comm,,, the commuting variety,
be the variety of two commuting matrices:

where the mazimal torus T,, C GL(n), which consists of diagonal matrices, acts on
Comm,, by the conjugation

g-(X,Y) = (9Xg ', gYg ")
and G, x Gy, acts on Comm,, by
(t1,82)(X,Y) = (61 X, t2Y).

Let p : Comm, C gl, ® gl be the natural inclusion and ro : Spec(k) C gl, &
gl be the inclusion of point (0,0). Then for any three different numbers i, j, k €
{1,...,n}, the image of

7‘8 ops KTnxGmem(Commn) N KTnxGmem(.) _ Z[qfl,qfl][zfl, . .,Zil].
is included in the ideal (zr, — q124, 2; — q22;).
Proof. Let E;; be the matrix whose (7, j)-th entry is 1 and other entries are 0. For
three different numbers i, j, k € {1,...,n}, we define
Viir = {(c1Ei;,0)|er € k}, Vi, = {(0, caEj)|e2 € k}, Vije={(c1Eij, c2Eji)|ex, ¢2 € kY.
Let
v 2 Vigk = gln @ gl
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be the inclusion morphism and
vo : Spec(k) = Vij
be the inclusion of point (0,0). Then vg o i}, = r§.

With the following Cartesian diagram:

/7
1 2 p g
Viig UViy —— Vijie

(2.5) l liv
Comm,, N gln, @ gly,
we have
T 0 Px = U4 04y, O P
=5 oploil, by Lemma 2.5.

So the image of 7§ o p, is contained in the image of v o p/,. The image of p/, is the
ideal generated by two classes [Oy1 | and [Oyz |, while
i i

* — —17k * - _1%j
w5(Ovy ) =1 =0 7 w((Ovg, ) =1 - e .
Hence the image of v§ o p/, is contained in the ideal (z; — ¢22;, 2; — q12). n

By taking the symmetric part, we have:

Corollary 2.10. Let I,, be the intersection of all ideals (zi — q22j,2; — q12;) for
different i,j,k € {1,--- ,n}, then the image of

TSOp* . KGLnXGmXGm(Oommn) N KGLnXGmXGm(,) — Z[qlil,ﬂétl][zlil Z:tl]Sym,

) ) *n

is included in ISY™, the symmetric part of I,.

3. QUOT SCHEMES AND FLAG SCHEMES

In this section, following [23], we recall some facts about Quot schemes and flag
schemes.

Definition 3.1. Given d a non-negative integer, Grothendieck’s Quot scheme
Quot is defined to be the moduli scheme of quotients of coherent sheaves

{¢a: O5 — &},
where &; has dimension 0 and h°(&;) = d.
There is an open subscheme Quot; C Quoty which consists of quotients such
that H(¢) : k% — HY(&;) is an isomorphism.
Over Quoty x S, there is a universal quotient of coherent sheaves
¢a: O - &,
and its kernel is denoted by Z,.

Example 3.2. Quot}; = S. Let A : S — S x S be the diagonal map, then
&1 € Coh(Quoty x S) is Oa, and I is Za, the ideal sheaf of diagonal.

Example 3.3. Let S = A2, the affine plane. Then Quot? = Comm,,, the com-
muting variety in Section 2.
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Now we generalize the Quot scheme to the case of a sequence of non-decreasing
integers de = (dp,ds1,...,d;), such that dy = 0 and d; = d. Fix a flag of vector
spaces F' = {k% C ... C k%}. Let

k
Quotg, = H Quoty, 4.,

i=1
Definition 3.4. For any closed point {¢ : k% ® Og — &4} of Quot3, let &y, be the
image of ¢; = ¢|pa, o, By [9], the subset of Quoty which consists of quotients of
&4 such that for any i

H°(¢;) : k" = H°(Eq,)
is a closed subscheme and denoted by Flagg,. The inclusion map is denoted by i4,:
(3.1) iq, : Flagg, — Quotg.

The morphism

l l
{(bdi_difl N gdi_difl} - {@ Pdi—d;_ o' — @gdi_di—l}
=1

i=1
induces a closed embedding from Quoty, to Quoty, which actually factors through
Flagg, and hence induces a inclusion map
Ja. : Quoty, — Flagg, .

For each i, there is a universal quotient of coherent sheaves ¢; : O% — &, over
Flagg, x S. Moreover, fixing an isomorphism k% ~4i-1 = gdi /kdi-1 et

Edi—d;_s = Ea,/Ed;_y-
Then
Gdi—d;_,  OFTE 5 Eqa,
is also surjective. It induces a morphism
(3.2) pa, : Flagg, — Quoty, .

Convention 3.5. For the convenience, we use the following convention, to denote
Agde by Ap.m when do = (0,n,n+m) and denote Age by Ay m. when de = (0,n,n+
m,n+m+1).

For example, when de = (0,n,n +m), Quoty, is denoted by Quot;, ..

Convention 3.6. In our paper, we will consider the situation that there is a mor-
phism f : X — Y and a ”universal” coherent sheaf J) € Coh(Y) many times. For
the convenience, we will abuse the notation, to denote f*) still by ), if V and f
are obvious in the context.

For example, let us consider the following morphism:

Pn,m X id : Flag,, ,, X S = Quot, ,, X S.
Then we will denote p}, ,,,&n € Coh(Flagy, ,,, x S) still by &, € Coh(Flag,, ,, < S).
Proposition 3.7 (Lemma 3.4, Proposition 3.7 and 3.9 of [23]). Let
0= Vi ~ Wy, > L, 50

be a short exact sequence of coherent sheaves over Quoto, x S such that W, is
locally free. Then
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(1) Vi, is also locally free.
(2) Let
Wiom = TeHom Wi, £n),  Vim = meHom(Vi, En)
where 7 : Quoty, ., X S — Quot, ,,
Vn,m are locally free over Quoty, ..
(8) vm induces a natural morphism: Vn.m : Winm — Vim, with the following
diagram being Cartesian:

is the projection map. Then Wy, and

Tn,m
Flagy, , —— Wam

(33) J{pnﬂn J{wn,nz
QUOt%_’m o Vn,m

where iy, . is the inclusion of zero section.

4. GRASSMANIANS, GYSIN PULLBACKS AND POLE CONDITIONS
In this section, we are going to prove the following proposition:

Proposition 4.1. There exists a refined Gysin map
il KT (Quotl) — KT (S™) = K(S™)[2iE, -+ 2]
such that for any [F] € KTn(S™)
g0 . ° Zi
In = N — Wi .
iin. ([F]) H[ sz | & [F]
i#£]
The first part of Theorem 1.1 is a corollary of Proposition 4.1. In fact, for any
[F] = m,[G]), we have
(TTIA ZWil) © [F] = iin. (F) = 416] € K™(5™) = (5™, 2]
i#j J
Moreover, the wheel condition, i.e. the second part of Theorem 1.1 is equivalent to
the following proposition, which will be proved in Section 5.
Proposition 4.2. For any three different numbers i,j5,k € {1,...,n}, let Ay, =
{(s15---,8n) € 8™|s; = s = sk} and pr: Ny, — S defined by
pr(si, -, sn) = s;.
Then (i)[F])|a,,. is included in the ideal generated by 1-Zpriws and (l—j—iql)(l—
j—iqg), where q1, q2 are the two Chern roots of pr*Qg.

4.1. Resolution of ideal sheaves. The following lemma induces a resolution of
ideal sheaf Za.

Lemma 4.3. Let A : S — S x S the diagonal map, Ta the ideal sheaf of diagonal
and Op the structure sheaf of the diagonal. Let pri, pro be two different projections
from S x S to S. Then

(1) The short exact sequence
0—=Zar = Ogxs = Op — 0
induces another short eract sequence

(4.1) 0— pr1,(Za @ prsO(1)) = pri,praO(1) — pri, (Oa @ pryO(1)) — 0.
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(2) Let W = pripri, (Za @ priO(1)) ® prsO(—1), then the natural morphism

Gn W — 1A
is surjective. Moreover, it induces a resolution of Za by locally free sheaves:
(4.2) 0=V —->W=TIr—=0
(3) Let
pn S — P

be the closed embedding. Then
pi TP = pri, Hom(W, Op)
Proof. (1) By the projection formula, we have
pr1.(Oa @ pryO(1)) = pri, (Oa @ priO(1))

=0(1) ® pr1.0a
=0(1)

By the base change formula, we have

pri.pr;0(1) = I'(5,0(1)) ® Os

Thus the short exact sequence (4.1) is just as same as (1.2).

(2) By the projection pri, we regard S x S as a family of surfaces over S. Thus
to prove ¢, to be surjective, we only need to prove it is surjective for every
fiber of the form s x S where s € S is a closed point, i.e. O(1) ® Zs is
global generated for any closed point s € S, which is equivalent to the very
ampleness of O(1).

(3) Recalling that over P"~1 there is a universal short exact sequence of coher-
ent sheaves:

0—=U.— O = Opr—1(1) = 0,
and TP"~! = Hom (U, Opr-1(1)). By (4.1) we have
pp(Ur) = (pr1+(Za @ pr30(1)),
Pp(Opr-1(1)) = pr1, (Oa @ pr;O(1)).
By the adjoint property of pri, and pri, we have
PR TP~ = Hom(pri.(Za @ pr3O(1)), pr1, (Oa @ pr3O(1)))
= pri, Hom(pripri. (Za @ pr;O(1)), Oa @ pr;0(1))
= pri, Hom(W, Op).

Notice that S = Quot], the above lemma can be generalized to Quot;, x S:
Lemma 4.4. For any n, we recall the sequence of coherent sheaves over Quot x S':
0—-7Z,—0"—=¢&,—0.

We abuse the notation and denote priO(1) still by O(1), where prg is the projection
map to S. Let W,, = m*m.(O(1) ® Z,,) ® O(—1), where m is just the projection to
Quot; . Then
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(1) We have the following short exact sequence of locally free sheaves over
Quoty :
0= m(Z, ®0(1)) =» mO1)" = (€, @ O(1)) = 0,
which induces a morphism
grn : Quot, — Gr(n(r — 1), nr).
(2) the natural morphism
On Wy — 1,

is surjective. Moreover, there is a short exact sequence of coherent sheaves
over Quoty x S':

0=V, —>W, —>1, —0.

(3) Let Gr}, denote the Grassmanian Gr((n — 1)r,nr) and T, the tangent
bundle of Gr; . Then

g (TGr; ) = mHom (W, En)

Proof. (2) and (3) follows from the proof of Lemma 4.3. For proving (1), it suffices
to prove that the short exact sequence is exact when restricted to any fiber of the
form z x S, where z € Quot; is a closed point. Thus it suffices to show that the
natural morphism

HY(O(1)) ® H(E,) — H°(E, ® O(1))

is surjective for any dim 0, length n coherent sheaf £,. We prove it by induction.
The n = 1 case is already proven in Lemma 4.3. If n > 1 there always exist a
subsheaf &, C &, of length 0 < k < n and a short exact sequence

0=>& =&, =& — 0,

which induces the following short exact sequences:
0 —— HY(O())® H°(&) —— H°(O(1)) @ HY(&,) —— H°(O1)) ® H*(E—) —— 0
0 — H (&2 0(1) —— HY(E, 2 0(1)) ————— HY (&, 1, ®0(1)) ——— 0

Since the left and right morphisms of the above short exact sequences are surjective
by the induction, so is the middle morphism. (I

4.2. The Proof of Proposition 4.1. There is a natural morphism
il (PTTHY 5 Gt

induced by the direct sum of sub-vector spaces, with the following Cartesian dia-
gram:

Sgn (]P)'r‘fl)n
(4.3) l 12
Quot;, —— Gr},.

To compute
i oin,  K™(S™) = K™ (S™),
we first recall the general theory:
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Lemma 4.5. Given the following diagram being Cartesian

X —X

(4.4) J{z J{i/
Y — Y,
where i’ is l.c.i. Then for any class [F] € K¢(X),
i [Fl = NN Y] x ® [F]
where Nx/Y” is the normal bundle of X’ over Y’

Proof. Tt is a natural generalization of Proposition 5.4.10 of [3]. O

Now compute the normal bundle Ng,r (Pr=1)". By Lemma 4.4,
TG’I‘Z; |Quotn = W*Hom(Wnu gn)

For 1 <i < n,let pryp41 =pr; xid: S™ x S — 5 x S, where pr; is the projection
to the i-th factor. Then

n n
Wn|5n><5 = @pr;nJrlzz‘W, 5n|S"><S = @pr;7n+1ZjOAa
i=1 i=1
and

n n
-
— J * x
TGTZ |S" - @ @ ZW*HOm(pri,n-‘er’ijJH‘lOA)
(3

i=1 j=1

n
Zj * *
— @ Z—J‘W*Hom(pr;nJer,pr;7n+1OA) @ mHom(pry . AW, pri ,1104)
itj i=1

We also have

n
Tpr—1yn|sn = @ e Hom(pry s AW, pri i 10A).
i=1
Thus ..
e @ Z—J_m7—[01”1"L(]97°;‘7,Hrl W, 1 1104).
it "
By Lemma 4.5, to prove Proposition 4.1, we only need to prove
7T*,}_[C)Tn(p’r'zk.,'anlVV)pT;.yn;Fl(QA) = pr;'kjwvv
which is a direct corollary of the following lemma:

Lemma 4.6 (Lemma 3.15 of [23]). Let pry; : S — S x S be the projection to the
i-th and j-th factor. Then

prioc Hom(prisW,prisOa) = WY, prissHom(prizV, prasOa) = VY.

5. WHEEL CONDITIONS FOR SURFACES

In this section, we are going to Proposition 4.2, i.e the second part of Theo-
rem 1.1. In order to prove it, we need to give a detailed description of the refined
pullback map z;; We will introduce the concept "filtered flag varieties” in Sec-
tion 5.1 and reduce Proposition 4.2 to Lemma 5.7. Finally, we prove Lemma 5.7 in
Section 5.6.
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5.1. Filtered Flag Varieties and Flag Schemes. In this subsection, we gener-
alize the definition of flag varieties to filtered flag varieties.

Definition 5.1. Let Vo, = {V; C ... C V,,} be a sequence of vector spaces, and

(do,d1,...,dy,) be an non-decreasing sequence of positive integers such that d; <
dim(V;). We define the filtered flag variety
Fl(de,Va)

to be the moduli spaces of flags of vector spaces
We=(W1 C...CW,)

such that dim(W;) = d; and W; C V.
Moreover, let di,d2 be two sequences such that for all i we have d} < d?. Fix a
flag

e ]
and we denote by V, the flag such that V;, = k9. Then we define
Flgi g2 = Fl(d}, Va)

and the filtered Grassmannian

3

Grayaz = [[ Gr(d} —d}_,d? —d? ).
=1

Remark 5.2. The generalized flag variety Fl(de, V) is a special case of filtered flag
variety, where d} = d, and d? is a constant number.

Definition 5.3. For a given non-negative integer r, let rde = (rdy,...,rd,). We
define

Flgo = Fl(rfl)d.,rd.a GTZ. = GT(Tfl)d..,rd.

Lemma 5.4. Let 7 : Flagg, x S — Flagg, be the projection map. We have the
Jollowing short exact sequences of locally free sheaves over Flagg, x S:

0= m(Zy, ® O(1)) = 1O = 71,(Eq, ® O(1)) — 0,
which induces a natural morphism
gra, : Flagg, — Fly,.
Proof. Tt follows from the proof of Lemma 4.4. (]
The trivial extension induce a natural regular embedding

Jy,  Gry, — FI,.

The morphism sending W, to (W1 /Wy, -+, W, /W,,_1) induces a l.c.i. morphism
py, : Fl, — Gry,

such that prj_oj} = id. The morphism sending W, to W,, induces a l.c.i morphism
iq, » Fly, — Gry

where Grl; = Gr((r — 1)d), rd).
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We have the following Cartesian diagram

[T7=1 974, r

Quoty, —— 'Gry,

[ |

(5.1) Flagg, 2 Iy,

Jias Jie

T
Quoty 2 G,

In fact, i/ = ifi!., where do = (0,1,---,n). And we have the following Cartesian
diagram:

S (]P;rfl)n

liSXin,—S ligxi;_g

graXgrn-3

QU0t§7n_3 GT§7"_3
(5.2) [ Jiins
Flags, 5 —"= Fl}, 4

. -
\L7‘3»ﬂ*3 Jj’?:,nfS

Quot® —— Gr((r — 1)n,n)
So by Lemma 2.8 we have
(5.3) zQL = (i x i;fg)! oj§!1n73 o i§7n73 : KT"(Quoth) — K (8™,
and for any [F] € KTn(QuotS)

in(F) = (i5 @ id)[F],

where [F'] = (id x i}, _3)' 0 j§, 305, s[F] € K™ (Quot§ x S*~3). Hence to
prove Proposition 4.2 we only need to prove the case that n = 3 of the proposition.
Moreover, let dg = (0,1,2,3) in (5.1), we have
(5.4) i = g1 10811 K™ (Quotg) — K™3(S%)
by Lemma 2.8. So in order to prove Proposition 4.2, we only need to prove:

Lemma 5.5. Let A3 : S — S x § x S be the small diagonal map. For any
F € K™(Flags , ,), we have

Aj Ojf,l,l[]:] € KTB(S3)

is in the ideal generated by (1 — Zwg) and (1 — 2q1)(1 — 2¢2), where q1,q2 are
two Chern roots of §s.
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The following Cartesian diagram:

3
g3 (gr1) (Pr—1)3

JideLl lidxj{vl

griXgri ..
(5.5) S x Flagy ; —— Pt x G,
J/jl,2 J{ji,z
grii,
Flagil,l GT{,M

induces the following equation by Lemma 2.8

(5.6) jf,l,l = (id x j1,1)! Ojf,z KT (Flagil,l) — K™ (53)-

5.2. Restrictions to the Big Diagonal.

Definition 5.6. We define Flagy ; to make the following diagram be Cartesian:

Flagf,1 — Flagy ; —— Wi

(5.7) Jp = J

S —5 52 Vi

and Flagy ; ; by the following Cartesian diagram:

Flagy 1 — Flagi 4

(5'8) lpl,l,l lpl,l,l

SR NN

where Az : S — S x § x S is the small diagonal morphism.

With the above definitions, we can extend diagram (5.5) to the following Carte-
sian diagram:

Az (gr1)®

S 53 (]P;r—l)3

inl’l Jidle,l lidxj{’l

griXgri g,
Flag$, —— S x Flagy, —— P! x Grl

(5.9) lj{" ) ljl,z J{ji,z

grii,i
Lo o s 1y r
Flag1,1,1 — Flag1,1,1 G7’1,1,1

b

[ BN

and thus by Lemma 2.6 we have
(5.10) A3 o (id x j{,l)! Oj{!,2 = ji/,!l Oj{/,!2 o Aé : KT3(Fla9?,1,1) - KT3(S)7
where

jf! = (idxji,l)! KT (FZQQTJ) - KTS(S)v jil,!2 = jf,z CKT (Flagil,l) — K™ (Flag<1>,1)'
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By Lemma 2.6, for any [F] € K™ (Flagy , ,),
A§ Ojf,l,l[]:] = ji/,!l Oj{l,!2[]:/]a
where [F'] = A4[F] € K5(Flagy ; ;). Hence in order to prove Lemma 5.5, we only
need to prove:
Lemma 5.7. For any [F'] € K™3(Flag$ , ;), we have
jil,!l Oj{/,!2[-7:l] € K™3(5%)
is in the ideal generated by (1 — Zws) and (1 — 2q1)(1 — 2¢2).

5.3. Representing jﬁym by push forward maps. Consider vector spaces Vi C
Wi and Vo C Wa. Let W = Wy @ Wa, with the short exact sequence

0— W, 5w 22w, o0,

where i1, 72 are the natural injections and pry, pry are the natural projections. There
is a 1-1 correspondence between the homomorphism

¢ : VQ — Wl/Vl
and V' C W with the short exact sequence:
0V SV 22y, o,
which induces the following lemmas:

Lemma 5.8. Given two non-negative integers n,m, we have two short exact se-
quences of universal locally free sheaves

0= Sp-1)r > 0" = Qn—0
0= Stm-1)r = O™ = Qm — 0
where S(,_1), and S(y,_1), are tautological bundles over Gry, . Let
Wi m = Hom(Sm—1)r, @n)
which is a locally free sheaf over Gry, ... Then
Fly, y = Wnm

as vector bundles over Gry, .., and

over Gr?

m,n’

p%ym =pra, ., : Fl, . = Gr), .
is the natural projection of W, ,. Moreover, by Lemma 5.4
(grn X grm) Wn.m = Hom(mx (L @ O), 7 (En))

= mHom(m* 1 (L, @ O(1)), En)
= Wn,m;

where  is the projection from Quoty, . x S to Quoty, ..

Lemma 5.8 induces the following Cartesian diagram
Whnm —— Fl;’m
(5.11) Jprwn)m lp;m

o 9rnXgTm r
Quotn’m — Grn’m

and induces the following formula:
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Lemma 5.9.
o = i o, ¢ KT (Flagg, ) — K (Quot ).

In,m

where i, . is the zero section map from Quoty, ., to Wy and 1y, m is defined in

Now let
7“/1/,2 : Flagi},m — Flag<1>11 X Flagy Wi,
7“'1/71 : Flagil — S Xgxs Wi

be the closed embedding map induced by 12 and r; ;. By Lemma 5.9 we have

(5.12) jil,!z =iy, , O 7"/1I,2* LK (Fla9<1>,1,1) — K™ (Flagil)

(5.13) iy =iy, ol K™ (Flags ) — K™ ()

5.4. Flagy, = Ts Recalling (4.2), we have the resolution

0=V 3W— Osxs — Oa =0,
By Hochschild-Kostant-Rosenberg theorem (see [2],[19] and [21]), we have
2
LA*RA.L(0s) = @D N'Qsi] € DP(Coh(S)),
=0
which induces the exact sequence
0— ws = V|a—=>Wa = Qs — 0.

Moreover, by Lemma 4.6, Wi ; = WY and V33 = V¥ which induces the exact
sequence

(5.14) 0—Ts = Witla = Vigla - wg' — 0,
By the Cartesian diagram (3.3), we have
Lemma 5.10.

Flagf)l =Ts.

Proof. Trivial from (5.14). O

Let G be the cokernel of the morphism 7 : Ts — Wi 1]|a, which is locally free
over S. Recalling (5.9), T3 acts on Flagy, by (21,22,23)(z) = 22z, and Wi has
weight 2. Thus by Lemma 4.5, for any [F] € K™ (Flags ,),

(5.15)
GAF] =iy, om[Fl=if ot om = [/\'z—zGV]i*TS : KT (Flags ;) — K™(S)
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5.5. An analogous Cartesian diagram of (2.5). We define Corr; , , by the
following Cartesian diagram:

o (e} o
Corrmm’l _ Flagnym X Quot;

l =

° o Pm,l °
Quot, x Flagy, | ——— Quot, .,

Lemma 5.11 (Proposition 3.11 of [23]). We have the following exact sequences of
locally free sheaves over Flagy ,,, X Quot] :

0 Wn’l Wn,l+m f Wn,m 0
(5.16) l lm,mﬂ lwmz
0 Vn,l Vn,l+m Vn,m 0

Moreover, Flagy .., is the pre-image of the zero section of Ynim, and Corry .,
is the pre-image of the zero section of Y.

Let Corr{ ;1 ; be defined by the following Cartesian diagram

< o
Corri 1, — Corry 1 4

| |

g A3 g3

By Lemma 5.10, we have Corrf ; ; = Ts x5 Tg, where the maximal torus T3 acts
on Corrf 1 by

z z
(5.17) (21, 22, 23) (2, y) = (22, Zy).
Z1 z9

We define p , and p) ; by the following Cartesian diagram:

Flagf’l,1 — Flagy 1 4 Flagt,, — Flag? 1,
J{pg’l J{pll J{p'l)Q J{pl,Q
Flag} ; — Flagi, x S Flag} ; —— S x Flagy 4

Let
’ ’oo. o o
P=DPyq XPig: FZCLgl)L1 — Corrm)l.

By Lemma 5.11, we have the following commutative diagram

Flag$ |, —— Ts x Flag$ ,

= |
Wl,g L W171 X Flagil,
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where f1; is surjective. We define Z; by the following Cartesian diagram:

Flags,, %> 2y —2— Ts xg Flag?,

b

fi1
Wie —— Wi Xg Flagy 4,

with the dotted closed embedding
21,2 Flagil’l — 71

such that the above diagram commutes. Moreover, we have the following short
exact sequence:

0— Z1 —2 Wis — G xs Flag$ — 0,
where G is the cokernel of the morphism 7 : Ts — Wy 1|a and has weight ﬁ—f So Z;
is a vector bundle over Flagf ; and for any [F] € K'3(Flagf, ;), by Lemma 4.5,
ﬁxvl,g o 7’1/,2*[}—] = ﬁxvm 0 Wy,24 © 21,24 | F])
(5.18) =%, oW} 5 0 Wi,24 0 21,24[F]
_ [/\'z—jpﬁ}s GViy, © 21,0.[F] € K™ (Flag} ,),

where prrg is the projection from Ts to S.
Now we study the image pf p : Flagy, ; — Corry, =Ts x5 Ts.

Proposition 5.12. Let

p="rh1 X Pio: Flagt ;= Ts x5 Ts
and

W ={(z,y) € TS xs TS|z ANy =0}.
then W*° > Im(p).

Proof. We only need to prove it for fibers of every point s € S. Given a closed
point s € S, let Flagg be the fiber of Flagf; ; over s and W¢ = {(z,y) € TsS @
TsS|z Ay = 0} be the fiber of W¢ over s. Let A,, be the local ring over x and m
the corresponding maximal ideal. Then a closed point of FlagS corresponds to a
commutative diagram:

(5.19) Ay — A2 —— A3
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where E; is a length 4, dimension 0 module over A4,,. For 1 <1i < j < 3, we define
Iij = IJ/IZ and Eij = EJ/EZ Then

Ts Xg Ts|5 = Hom(Igl,El) ©® HOTTL(I;),Q, Es) = Ext! (Egl,El) @ Ext! (Es2, Eo1).

Moreover, z Ay = 0 is equivalent to the condition that either one of E3; or Fs is a
direct sum of length 1 module or F3; = E5. So we only need to prove the following
lemma:

Lemma 5.13. Let E; C Ey C E3 be dim 0 and length 1,2,3 modules over a 2
dimensional k-algebra regular local A,,. If neither one of FEo and Es1 is a direct
sum of length 1 modules over A,,, then Es = E37.

First, E; are in fact A/m?3 modules, and A/m? = k[z,y]/ (23, 2%y, zy?, y3).

Let by € FE1, bo € E5 and b € FE3 such that b; forms a basis of F; as a k-
vector space, by, bs forms a basis of Fy as a k-vector space and by, be, b3 forms a
basis of F3 as k-vector space. Multiplication by x and y induces two elements of
Endy(FE3), which is denoted by X and Y. Since X and Y preserves Fy, Fs, Fs
and X2 =Y?3 =0, X and Y can be represented by two commuting nilpotent upper
triangular matrices, which are still denoted by X and Y. Moreover, denoting the
(1,7)-the entry of X and Y by X;; and Y;;, then the following conditions Es = E3;
or Fs being a direct sum of length 1 coherent sheaves or F3; being a direct sum of
length 1 coherent sheaves is equivalent to X12Y23 — Xo3Y12 = 0, which is induced
by [X,Y]=0. O

We define
a: Flag? ; xs TS — Flagy ; Xs wg?
by
a(z,y) = (z,2 Ay)

and define the scheme Z3 by the following Cartesian diagram:

Zy —"2 Flags

l !

VAl ILLEN Flag?; Xs wg't.

As a corollary of Proposition 5.12, we have

Lemma 5.14. Flag{,, C Z2, i.e. there exists a closed embedding £ : Flagy ; 1 —
Zy, such that 0 0 £ = z1 2. Moreover,

(5.20) 21,20 = 0, 0 &t K™ (Flags , 1) — K™ (Z).
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Let FlagE1 =TS—-S5CTS = Flagy;. Then ao mFlangl is surjective and thus

22| 1 4,0, is a vector bundle. Moreover, we have the Cartesian diagram
1,1

Przs 0
7 — =2 L F
2|Fla9‘1:,|1 lagl,l

I J

aof3 O 1
Z1|Flobg1|:”1 Fl(lng XS Wg -

which is an analogy of (2.5) and induces the short exact sequence:
0 _
0= Zalpyqqp, = Zilpiagn, = Flagth xswg' =0,
where wg' has weight Z2. Hence for any [F] € K™3(Z,), we have
(z'*Zl o 9*[]-']|Flag1[]1 = z'*Zl o 9*([.7-']|Flag1[]1) by Lemma 2.5
(5-21) :i*Z2°9*°6‘*([]:]|FlagEl)
! * -
= (1 - —priws)iy, (]:|Flan ) € KT (FlagEl)
23 91,1
where pr is the projection map from F lagllzj1 to S and the last step is induced by
Lemma 4.5.

5.6. The Proof of Lemma 5.7. Recalling (5.12), (5.15), (5.18) and (5.20), we
have for any [£] € K™5(Flag , ),

ji/,!l Oji/,!z[ﬁ] = ji/,!1 (1w, , 011 2. (£)) Dby (5.12)
. 4 " .
= " (IA Z—jprTsGthl oz12.[L]) by (5.18)

= F (A P Gig, o -6 [L]) by (5.20)

= [N 26N 26V )i, 0y, 0 0.(&L]) € KT(S) by (5.15),

z2 Z1

where &,[£] € K3(Z5). Hence in order to prove Lemma 5.7, it suffices to prove
that for any [F] € K13(Z5),

it 01, 0 0.[F] € KT(5)
is in the ideal generated by (1 — Zwg) and (1 — 24;)(1 — £¢2).
On the other hand, recalling (5.21), for any [F] € K3(Z3), we have

% z * -

iz, © 0u[Fllrs—s = (1 - Z—;pT ws)iz, (Flrs-s) € K(Ts —5),
where pr is the projection from Ts — S to S. Recalling the right exact sequence:

KTs(S) 55 KT5(Tg) — K™ (Ts — §) — 0,
there exists [G] € K73(Ts), s.t.
Glrs—s =iz, (Flrs—s) € K™ (Ts = 9).

Thus -
(i%, 0 0 [F] — (1 - ZPT%SWS)[Q])ITS_S =0,
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where prr, is the projection from T to S. Hence there exists [H] € K13(9), s.t.
% 21 & .
iz, © 0u[F] = (1 = Zprigws)[G) = i [H].

Recalling (5.9), Flagy ; = Ts has weight £ over S. Hence by Lemma 4.5 we have

m%ﬂ&m:O—iwmuMmemW

= (1 Zwg)(i5.[6]) + (1 = Zq1)(1 - Zq0)[H).
z3 23 23

is included in the ideal generated by (1 — Ztwg) and (1 — 2¢;)(1 — 2¢2). Thus we
prove Lemma 5.7 and hence Proposition 4.2.
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