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DERIVED CATEGORY OF MODULI OF POINTED CURVES - II

ANA-MARIA CASTRAVET AND JENIA TEVELEV

In memory of Yuri Manin

ABSTRACT. We prove a conjecture of Manin and Orlov: the moduli space
of stable rational curves with n marked points has a full exceptional col-
lection invariant under the action of the symmetric group Sy, permuting
the marked points. In particular, its K-group with integer coefficients is a
permutation S,,-lattice.

1. INTRODUCTION

This is a final paper in the sequence devoted to the derived category of
moduli spaces of stable rational curves with marked points. We will prove
the following theorem conjectured by Manin and Orlov:

Theorem 1.1. The Grothendieck-Knudsen moduli space My ,,, of stable rational
curves with n marked points, has a full exceptional collection invariant under the
action of the symmetric group S,, permuting the marked points. In particular, the
K-group of M ,, with integer coefficients is a permutation S,,-lattice.

A sequence of objects 1, ..., E, in the bounded derived category D’(X)
of a smooth projective variety X over C is exceptional if RHom(FE;, E;) = C
for all i and RHom(FE;, Ej) = 0 for all ¢ > j. An exceptional collection is
called full if D(X) is the smallest full triangulated subcategory containing
all E;. If a full, exceptional collection exists, then the K-group of X with
integer coefficients is freely generated by the classes [E1],. .., [E;].

The existence of full exceptional collections on My, is a straightfor-
ward consequence of Kapranov’s description [Kap93] of M, as an it-
erated blow-up of P", Orlov’s theorem on semi-orthogonal decomposi-
tions (s.0.d.) on blow-ups [Orl92] and Beilinson’s theorem [Bei78|]: the
lines bundles O, O(1),. .., O(n) form a full exceptional collection in D*(P").
However, Kapranov’s model and therefore these collections are not S,,-
invariant. On the other hand, ﬂo,n admits a presentation as an iterated
Sp-equivariant blow-up of the symmetric GIT quotient X,, = (P*)" / PGLo.
We compute “equivariant minimal models” of all loci appearing in the
process of blowing-up in Section 2] which gives an equivariant s.o.d. of
derived category of Mo,n into derived categories of much simpler moduli
spaces, which we call M, ;, which parametrize nodal curves with p “heavy”
and ¢ “light” points. The study of these moduli spaces, which are “equiv-
ariantly minimal” with respect to S, x S, is the main focus of this paper.

Understanding the derived category of M, was initiated in the work
of Manin and Smirnov [MS13] and Ballard, Favero and Katzarkov [BEK19].
Part of the motivation in [MS13] was to study the relationship between
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derived categories and quantum cohomology, by analogy with Dubrovin’s
conjecture for Fano varieties [Dub98,KS20].

The S,-character of H*(Mj,, Q) appears in the theory of modular op-
erads [GK98|/Get95]. In [Get95], Getzler gives recursive formulas for the
Sp-character using mixed Hodge theory. Bergstrom and Minabe [BM13]
gave another algorithm, using Hassett’s moduli spaces of weighted stable
curves [Has03], and computed the length of the S,-module H*(Mj ,,, Q),
improving, for genus 0, results of Faber and Pandharipande [FP13]]. Other
work on the S, -representations given by (pieces of) the cohomology of spe-
cial cases of Hassett spaces, such as symmetric GIT quotients of (P1)", ap-
pear in [HK98]. All mentioned recursive formulas are, however, not “ef-
fective” in the sense that the sums involve =+ signs. The fact that the 5,,-
module H* (Mo ,,, Q) is a permutation representation is new and allows for
a straightforward decomposition of this module into a sum of irreducible
Sp-representations. Permutation actions of Aut(X) on Ky(X) seem rare,
see Example 23] for an example of a variety with an involution such that
the corresponding action of S on K| is not a permutation representation.
The insight of Yuri Manin was that Mo,n, as an Sy,-variety, is “defined over
the field with one element”. Thus one can expect that the same is true for its
total cohomology. From this perspective, it is also natural to wonder that
if X is a smooth toric variety admitting an action of a finite group I' nor-
malizing the torus action, then D’(X) has a full I'-equivariant exceptional
collection and thus Ky(X) is a permutation I'-module. A similar question
in the arithmetic setting was raised by Merkurjev and Panin [MP97]. We
hope that techniques of this paper will be useful to handle this conjecture.

To prove Thm. [[.Tlwe follow a strategy outlined in [CT20a]] and inspired
by the work in [BM13]]. The first step, accomplished in Section[2} is to show
that D’(M, ,,) admits an invariant s.0.d. with blocks given by D*(M,,,) (for
various p and ¢), where M,, ; is the Hassett space parametrizing p “heavy”
and ¢ “light” points on a nodal rational curve. Concretely, whenp = 2r + 1
is odd, at most r of the heavy points may coincide and moreover, they
may coincide with all the light points. When p = 2r is even then (r — 1)
of the heavy points may coincide with each other and with all the light
points. Furthermore, if ¢ > 0 then r heavy points may coincide, and they
may further coincide with at most L%j light points. We hope that these
“plocks” of My, will find other uses in moduli theory. The group S, x S,
acts on M,, , by permuting heavy and light points separately. The bulk of
the paper is devoted to the equivariant description of D*(M,, ;).

Exceptional collections on Mp,q contain vector bundles Fj i of rank [ + 1
indexed by an integer { > 0 and a subset £ C {1,...,p + ¢} such that! +e
is even, where e = | E|. For example, Fy)y = O. Ata point [C] of M, ; which
corresponds to an irreducible curve C' = P!, the fiber of F, g is equal to

—1

Fielic) = H(Cowg * (E)).

where we identify E with a subset of sections. The group S, x S, acts on
the set of vector bundles {F] } via its action on the set of subsets { £'}.
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The result for M,, ; is a combination of Theorems and
We start with the following basic case, where we denote M,, := M, .

Theorem 1.2. Let p = 2r + 1. The vector bundles {F} g} form a full strong
S,-equivariant exceptional collection in D°(M,,) under the following condition:
I + min(e,p —e) < r — 1andl + e is even. The vector bundles are ordered by
increasing e, and for a given e, arbitrarily.

When p is odd, M, is a symmetric GIT quotient (P!)? / PGL; and we
prove Theorem [[.2] using the theory of windows into derived categories of
GIT quotients [Tel00,HL15,[BFK19] . This is done in Section 3] where we
also study derived category of the stack of P!-bundles with n sections.

Example 1.3. M3is a point. The collection contains 1 object, Fp g = O. Here
we abuse notations and write Fj . to indicate the objects F; g with |E| = e.

The reduction map My 5 — M; is an isomorphism (although the univer-
sal families are different). The space M; is a del Pezzo surface of degree 5.
The collection contains 7 objects: Fj o = O, 5 line bundles Fp 4, which can
be identified with 77(O(1)) for every conic bundle m; : Ms — P!, and a
rank 2 vector bundle F7 5. The map given by its global sections gives a
well-known embedding of M; into the Grassmannian G(2, 5).

The reduction map My 7 — My is the blow-up of 35 planes P2 C My
intersecting transversally in 70 points. The exceptional collection on M,
contains 38 objects: Fy o, F2 0, F1,1, Fo2, Fo,6, F1,7. As p grows, the reduction
morphism M, , — M,, factors into more and more steps.

If p is odd and ¢ > 0 then we have a morphism M,, ; — M,,, which is an
iterated (¢ times) universal P!-bundle of Mp. By applying Orlov’s theorem
on the derived category of a projective bundle, we immediately construct
an equivariant exceptional collection in this case (see Theorem[3.19)

The bulk of the paper, starting in Section [} is focussed on the difficult
case of even p. We introduce a new object, a torsion sheaf 7; z on M,, :

Notation 1.4. Let P (resp., Q) be the set of heavy (resp., light) points. For
every subset & C P U @, we denote by E, (resp., E,) its intersection with
P (resp., Q) and their cardinalities by e, and e,. Forp = 2r > 4, ¢ > 1,
R C P, |R| =r,letig: Zr — M, be the locus in M,, , where the points
from R come together. Let 7r : Ur — Zp be the universal family over of
M, , restricted to Zr and let o, be the section of 7 that corresponds to the
combined points of R. For! > 0, E C P UQ with e = |E| such that e 4 [ is
even and E, = R, consider the following torsion sheaf on M,, ;:

Ti.E = iRr«0y, (Wﬂ?z (E))
Theorem 1.5. Let p = 2r > 4,q = 2s +1 > 1. A full S, x S, invariant
exceptional collection on M,,, consists of the following objects parametrized by
integers | > 0 and subsets E C P U Q such that | + e is even:

(group 1A) The vector bundles F g for | + min(ep,p+1—e,) <7 —1;
(group 2) The torsion sheaves T;  for e, = r, l + min(eq,q —eq) < s — 1.
These objects are arranged in blocks indexed by a subset E,. Blocks are ordered by
increasing e, and arbitrarily if e, is the same (but the set E, is different). Within
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each block with the same E, we put the sheaves {T; g} first, in arbitrary order if
E, # E,, and in order of decreasing | when E, = E,,. After the sheaves we put the
bundles { F} g} in order of increasing e, and, for a given e, arbitrarily.

Theorem (and the next Theorem [1.8) remains true if » = 1, i.e., if
there are only p = 2 heavy points. In this case the collection contains the
vector bundles Fy g with &/ C (@ arbitrary and the objects 7; g in group 2
(which are line bundles, since Zp is the whole moduli space). The dual of
collection was constructed in [CT20b, Thm. 1.6, Rmk. 3.7].

Notation 1.6. For the case of both p and g even, we need yet another type
of object. We always assume that ¢ = 2s + 1 is odd and work on M,, ;1. In
particular, |Q| = ¢ + 1 in the even case. The space M, .1 is a resolution of
singularities of the asymmetric GIT quotient X,, ;11 (see Notation2.8) with
2(?) (41)) exceptional divisors § = Prs=1 x pres—1,

Let A C D*(M, 1) be the triangulated subcategory generated by the
torsion sheaves Os(—a, —b) where either 1 < a,b < r+s—1lora =
0,1 <b< ™Lorb=01<a< ==L LetB="14={Tc¢
DM, 441 | Hom(T, A) = 0 for every A € A}.

We prove in Section[I0]that A is an admissible (S, x S;41) invariant sub-
category and thus B is an (S, x S;41) equivariant non-commutative res-
olution of singularities of the GIT quotient X,, ;11 in the sense of [KL14].
While X, ,+1 has many small resolutions related by flops obtained by con-
tracting boundary divisors § onto one of the factors P"**~!, none of them
is (Sp x Sg4+1) equivariant unlike the category B, which in some sense is
the “minimal” equivariant resolution. The vector bundles F; g belong to B
(Prop.[6.1) but the torsion objects have to be projected onto 5:

Definition 1.7. We define the objects in B C D*(M,, ;1) by Tir = (Ti.p)s,
where T — Tj is a canonical functorial projection and the torsion sheaf 7; g
is defined as in Notation[[.4for E C PUQ, ! > 0, e + [ even.

Theorem 1.8. Let p = 2r > 4, ¢ = 2s + 1 > 1. The space Mp,q+1 has an
Sp X Sq1 invariant full exceptional collection of torsion sheaves O(—a, —b) in
subcategory A (Notation followed by the following objects parametrized by
integers | > 0 and subsets E C P U Q such that | + e is even:

(group 1A) The vector bundles F} g for | + min(ep,p+1—e€p) <7 —1;
(group 2B) The complexes T; g for e, = r, | + min(eq, ¢ +2 — ¢,) < s.
When combining group 2B with 1A, the order is the same as in Theorem

The same collection as in Thm. [.§ works for the case of s = —1:

Theorem 1.9. Let p = 2r > 4. Then M, has an S, invariant full exceptional
collections of the torsion sheaves Opr—2pr—2(—a,—b), where either 1 < a,b <
r—20ra=0,1<b<r/2—10orb=0,1<a<r/2—1, followed by

(group 1A) The vector bundles F} g with |+e even, [+min(e, p+1—e) < r—1.
The order is first by increasing e, and for a given e, arbitrarily.

Example 1.10. For M, = MOA ~ Pl Ais empty. The collection contains 2
objects, Fy o = O and Fy 4 = O(1). In fact Fy p is always the pull-back of the
GIT polarization from the symmetric GIT quotient X,, (see Corollary [6.3).
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The space Xg is the Segre cubic threefold in P*. The space Mg = M(]ﬁ
is the blow-up of 10 singularities of X with exceptional divisors P! x P!
The category A contains torsion sheaves Op1p1(—1, —1). The category B is
a weakly crepant resolution of Xg with the full exceptional collection of 24
vector bundles of type F(],O, FQ’O, Fl,l, F072, F0,6.

Remark 1.11. In the setup of Theorems[L5] [[.§ and [1.9 we will also show
that there is another full invariant exceptional collection, obtained by swap-
ping vector bundles from group 1A to vector bundles in

(group 1B) Vector bundles F; g for | + min(e, + 1,p —e,) <7 — 1.

The order is the same. The groups 1B and 1A are related by the operation
E — E°. From this point of view, in Thm. [L.§] it is natural to consider also

(group 2A) Complexes {7; g} for e, = 7, 1 + min(e, + 1,g+ 1 —¢,) < s
and combine them with vector bundles from groups 1A or 1B. The same

proof as in Thm. shows that this collection is exceptional and of the
expected length, but we did not attempt to prove fullness.

Remark 1.12. Theorem [L.1limplies the existence of an s.0.d. in the derived
category of the Deligne-Mumford stack [M ,,/S,], see Lemma 2.2, which
is known as the “symmetric My ,” and naturally appears in moduli theory
in the study of ample line bundles on ﬂg, see [GKMO02]. Likewise, The-
orems and [L.9 provide categorification of the Deligne-Mumford stack
[X,,/Sy], which was extensively studied in the 19th century by Silvester and

others in the framework of invariant theory of binary forms [Dol03].

Connection with [CT20a]. In the first paper of this project [CT20a] we
prove the existence of a full S; x S,,-invariant collection on the Losev-Manin
space LM,,. The approach we take is different for the two types of spaces.
In [CT20a] we proved that for both LM,, and M., it suffices to find full in-
variant exceptional collections in the cuspidal block of the derived category
(i.e., objects that push forward to 0 by all the forgetful maps). In [CT20a]
we achieved this for the Losev-Manin spaces. An invariant description of

D}y p(Mo,y) is an interesting open problem.

Structure of the sections focussing on M, , for even p. In Section M we
study numerical functions of pairs (I, E), including the score S(I,E).
In Section 5] we extend the definition of the vector bundles F} p to more
general Hassett spaces, while in Section [l we give conditions for these vec-
tor bundles to be orthogonal to torsion sheaves supported on the boundary.

The exceptionality of the “F; g-part” of the collections in Thm. and
Thm. [[.8lis proven in Section [/l and Section [§/ by induction on the number
of light points and require different arguments (hence, the two sections).
We always assume that ¢ is odd and introduce the alpha game to go from
Mp,q,l to Mp,q and the beta game to go from an to Mp’q+1.

We finish the proof of the exceptionality in Thm. (i.e., including the
“Ti g part”) in Section@lby reducing it to a windows calculation on subvari-
eties Zr C M, , (the supports of the torsion sheaves 7; ) and their intersec-
tions. The exceptionality in Thm. is finished in Section [10] where that
we compare commutative (not equivariant) and non-commutative (equi-
variant) small resolutions of the singular GIT quotient X, ;1.
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Fullness of the exceptional collections on all the spaces M, , is proved
in the remaining sections: Section [11] for the collections in Thm. [.5land in
Section 12| for the collections in Thm. [L.8
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2. PRELIMINARIES ON THE HASSETT SPACES IN GENUS 0

Definition 2.1. Let I be a finite group acting on a smooth projective vari-
ety X. An exceptional collection {£2}acs in D®(X). is called T-invariant
if, for every v € I' and a € I, there exists § € I such that 7*£5 = 85.
A T-invariant exceptional collection is called I'-equivariant if every com-
plex &2 is quasi-isomorphic to a complex in D*(X/T',) = D}. (X), abounded
derived category of the category of I',-equivariant coherent sheaves, where
I'y C T is the stabilizer of the isomorphism class of £.

Lemma 2.2. If Dy,(X) admits a full I'-invariant exceptional collection then Ko (X)
is a permutation D-lattice and DY(X) admits a s.o.d. with blocks isomorphic to
representation categories (if the collection is equivariant) and twisted representa-
tion categories (if it is only invariant) of subgroups I',,.

Proof. Since Ko(X) is isomorphic to the Grothendieck K-group of D?(X),
the first statement is clear (a s.0.d. of D?(X) induces a direct sum decom-
position of its K-group). We refer to [Ela09, Theorem 2.3] for the precise
formulation and proof of the second statement. O
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Example 2.3. Let us give an example of a variety with an involution such
that the corresponding action of S; on its K-group is not a permutation rep-
resentation. Consider a del Pezzo surface S of degree 2, the double cover
of P? ramified along a smooth quartic curve, with the usual involution o.
Then S has 56 (—1)-curves that come in pairs interchanged by 0. As o
preserves K, it acts by —1 on the orthogonal complement K+ C Pic(S).
Therefore the action of Sy on both the total cohomology H*(S,Z) and the
K-group Ky(S) has type (3,7), i.e. is diagonalizable with 3 eigenvalues 1
and 7 eigenvalues —1. However, every diagonalizable permutation repre-
sentation of Sy of type (a, b) obviously has a > b.

Our collections are not only I'-invariant but in fact I'-equivariant. To
prove this we need a strengthened version of the equivariant Orlov blow-
up lemma [CT20a, Lem. 7.2]. Let X be a smooth projective variety and
let Y7,...,Y, C X be smooth transversal subvarieties of codimensions
li,...,ln. Let I' be a finite group acting on X permuting Yi,...,Y,.
For every subset I C {1,...,n}, we denote by Y7 the intersection N;cY;.
In particular, Yy = X. Let ¢ : X — X be an iterated blow-up of (proper
transforms of) Y1, . . ., Y;,. Since the intersection is transversal, blow-ups can
be done in any order. More canonically, the iterated blow-up is isomorphic
to the blow-up of the ideal sheaf Zy, - ... - Zy,. Let E; be the exceptional
divisor over Y; for every i = 1,...,n. For any subset I C {1,...,n}, let
Er = ¢ (Y1) = NierE;, in particular, £y = X. Leti; : E; — X be the
inclusion and let I'; C I" be the normalizer of Y;. The group I" acts on X
and the morphism ¢ is I'-equivariant.

Lemma 2.4. Let {Ff } be a (full) I j-invariant (resp. equivariant) exceptional col-
lection in DY(Y;) for every subset I C {1,...,n}. Choosing representative of
I-orbits on the set {Yr}, we can assume that if Y7 = gYp for some g € T' then

{Flﬁ = g{Fﬁ} Then there exists a (full) T-invariant (resp. equivariant) excep-
tional collection in D®(X) with blocks Br.y = (iz)« [(Lq|EI)*(FIB) oy JZEZ)}
for every subset I C {1,...,n} (including the empty set) and for every n-tuple of
integers J such that J; =0ifi ¢ Tand1 < J; <l; —1fori € I.

The blocks are ordered in any linear order which respects the following partial

n n
order: Bp j1 precedes Brz j2 if > J}E; > Y J2E; (as effective divisors).
=1 =1

Proof. Exceptionality, fullness and invariance of the collection was proved
in [CT20a) Lem. 7.2]. To prove equivariance, we use equivariant pull-back
and push-forward and endow line bundles O (J, E; + ... + J, E,,) with lin-
earizations with respect to the stabilizer of the divisor J1E; + ... + J, Ey,.
These linearizations are given by the canonical equivariant structure of the
ideal sheaf of an invariant subscheme. O

Notation 2.5. Fix a vector of positive rational weights a = (a1, ..., a,) with
each a; < 1and Y a; > 2. Let M, be the Hassett space of weighted pointed
stable rational curves, i.e., pairs (C, ) a;p;) such that C' is a nodal genus 0
curve, the points p; are smooth and the Q-line bundle wc (> a;p;) is ample.

The points {p; : i € I} can become equal on C'if and only if ) a; < 1. Note
i€l
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that Mo,n = M(l,...,l)- The weights have a chamber structure with walls

Zai =1 for every subset I C {1,...,n}. 2.1
i€l
Moduli spaces within the interior of each chamber are isomorphic and
carry the same universal family. There exist birational reduction morphisms
M, — M, every time the weight vectors are such that a; > a/, for every i.

Notation 2.6. Fix a vector of positive rational weights a = (a1, ..., ay,) with
eacha; < land ) a; = 2. Let X5 = (P1)" / PGLy be the GIT quotient of
(P1)" by the diagonal action of PGLy with respect to the fractional polariza-
tion O(ay,...,a,). The polytope of GIT weights can be identified with the
face of the polytope of Hassett weights and inherits its chamber structure
with the walls (2.1), which encodes the variation of GIT (see [DH98]). Po-
larizations within the interior of each chamber have no strictly semistable
points and carry a universal P!-bundle with n sections. More generally,
there always exists a morphism Mg := My, ¢ 4.+e) — Xa, for some
0 < e < 1 that depends on a, which is an isomorphism if there are no
strictly semistable points (i.e., no sum of a;’s equals 1) [Has03, Thm. 8.2].
In the presence of strictly semistable points, X, can acquire isolated sin-
gularities (cones over P" x P*) and M, is the blow-up of these singularities
(“Kirwan resolution”). In any case, the universal family over these varieties
M, “near the GIT face” has fibers with at most two irreducible components.

Lemma 2.7. A Hassett space M, is a GIT quotient if and only if its universal
family U is a P -bundle. Furthermore, U in this case is also a GIT quotient.

Proof. One direction is clear. Now suppose that Y — M, is a P!-bundle.
We claim that reducing all weights a; to b; such that a; > b; for all 7 and
>_bi = 2, does not change stability. Indeed, suppose that > a; > 1 >
i€l

> b; for some subset I. Then > a; > > by =2 — > b > 1. So curves
i€l icl° i€le i€l

with two components with different points labeled by I (resp., I¢) on these
components are stable, which contradicts the assumption. The claim about

U also follows. O

Notation 2.8. For p > 3, ¢ > 0, we let X,, ;, resp., M,, ;, denote the spaces
Xa, T€sp., Ma, from Notation with the weights a = a1 = ... = a,
b = apt1 = ... = ap4q satisfying the following conditions. If ¢ = 0 then

a = 2/p. Ifq>0thena1:%—e,b:%,where0<e< mif

p=2r+land 0 <e< D if p = 2r. We call the points with the weight
a heavy and the remaining points light.

We denote M,, := M,,o. Note that X,,, = M,,, if and only if p or ¢ is
odd. If p = 2r and ¢ = 2s, then M,,, is a divisorial “Kirwan resolution”
of singularities of X, ;. It has exceptional divisors P""$72 x Pr$~2 with

normal bundle O(—1, —1) over each of the £ (?) () singular points of X, ,.

We will reduce the proof of Theorem [I1] to the analysis of M, ,’s. We
emphasize that all spaces M, , are needed to prove Theorem [Tl for n > 0.
The same argument also proves the following more general result.
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Theorem 2.9. Let a be a Hassett weight such that aqy > ... > ap and ) a; > 2.
Suppose further that either a1 = 1 or a; > 2/j for some j. Then M, has a full
I'a-invariant exceptional collection, where I'y C S, is the stabilizer of the vector a.

We note that full, exceptional (not I'y-invariant) collections on some of
the Hassett spaces M, have been constructed in [BFK19]. More generally,
full, exceptional collections on many GIT quotients (without any require-
ment of invariance) have been constructed in [HL15, BEK19].

In the remainder of this section we discuss the proof of Theorem
All along we assume that the spaces M, , have a full S, x S,-equivariant
exceptional collection, which is proved in the subsequent sections.

Proof of Theorem Let I'y be the stabilizer of the vector a in the group 5,,.
Choose p < nsuchthata; = ... = a, > ap4+1. We consider 4 cases

2
Da; =1,p>2; (i) a; <1,pa; >2; (iii) a;y = 1,p = 1; (iv) a; > - for some j;
J

and the following statement: (v) Consider weight vectors a = (a1, ..., ay),
/ /

a’ = (df,...,a},) such that a; > a for every i. Suppose I'y C I'p. Then if
M, admits a I'y-equivariant exceptional collection then so does M,.

We prove (i)—(v) simultaneously by induction on dimension of M, using
existence of full S, x S,-equivariant exceptional collections on M,, ,. Note
that all statement are clear in dimension 1 as in this case M, = P!.

Case (iv). We can assume without loss of generality that j is the largest
index with the property a; > 2/;j. The statement follows from (i) if a; = 1.
If a; < 1, we reduce to (ii) using (v) by taking the second weight vector

gzaj,a; = a; fori > 7.

Case (iii). Let A = ap + ...+ a, > 1. Consider a] = 1, a] = - for
i > 2 for some fixed 0 < € < min(a,, A — 1). By (v), it suffices to show that
M, admits a I',-invariant exceptional collection. Note that M, = Pn—3 by
[Has03| Section 6.2] since > ;55 ,;,;a; < S al = A < forall j > 2.
Note that the standard collection O, O(1),...,O(n — 3) on P"~3 is invari-
ant under any group. For equivariance, we need a bit more. All appearing
groups are contained in the symmetric group S,_; which acts on P"~3 by
permuting n — 1 fixed points in general linear position. The homomor-
phism S,,_; — PGL,,_5 can be factored through GL,,_3, and therefore O(1)
is a S,—;-linearized line bundle. The corresponding action on k"2 is the
irreducible (n — 2)-dimensional representation of S,,_, [KT09, Lemma 2.3].

Cases (i) and (ii). If p = 2 (case (i)), we apply (v) to the weight vector
a’ = (1,1,¢,...,¢) of the Losev—-Manin space and use the main result of
[CT20a]. Let p > 2. In both (i) and (ii) we apply (v) to the weight vector
a’' = (a,...,a,b...,b) of M, , (see Remark 2.8) with ¢ = n — p. Concretely,
ifg=0thena = % + ¢ and we choose a < a1, while if ¢ > 0 then a = % — €,

= % (0 < € < 1). Then a < a1 and we choose b < a,,.

Case (v). We connect the weights by a I'y-invariant homotopy a(t) =
ta’ + (1 —t)a. The Hassett chamber structure is semi-constant in the follow-
ing sense: the reduction map Mbl7.,,7bn — Mbl,@.,,,bn,e is an isomorphism
for 0 < ¢ < 1. It follows that our reduction map Ma((]) =M, — My =

adi=...=a
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Ma(l) factors into the sequence of I'y-equivariant reduction maps of the fol-
lowing form: f; : My_e) — My for 0 < € < 1 whenever there is a subset
of indices J C {1,...,n} such that

> ai(0) > 1= a;(t). (2.2)

jEJ j€J
Arguing by induction on the number of wall crossings, it suffices to ana-
lyze a single map f;, descibed in [Has03], see also [BM13]. Let .Ji,..., Js
be a full list of subsets satisfying (2.2). The group I'y permutes J;’s. The
reduction map f; blows up the loci Ma(t)(Ji) in Ma(t) where the points in
Ji come t_ogether. Siice > jeJ; aj(t) = 1, the loci M, (J;) intersect trans-
versely: My (Ji) N Ma)(J;) # 0 if and only if J; N J; = 0, in which case,
the intersection is the locus where points in J;, respectively J;, coincide.
Clearly, the loci Ma(t)(Ji) and their intersections are themselves Hassett
spaces of the form M,~, with the vector a” having at least one weight 1
(for marked points that correspond to combined points indexed by subsets
Ji,...,Js). These spaces have invariant exceptional collections by cases (i),
(iii) in smaller dimension. The theorem follows by Lemma O

3. DERIVED CATEGORY OF THE MODULI STACK M,, OF n POINTS ON P!

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem which gives an equi-
variant full exceptional collection in D*(M,,) for n odd. As a GIT quotient
without strictly semistable points, M,, is isomorphic to an open substack of
the quotient stack P,, = [(P!)"/PGLy] of P!-bundles with n sections.

In what follows n is arbitrary and P,, = [(P*)"/PGLs]. An associated P!~
bundle of a PGLs-torsor is the “universal P'-bundle”, i.e., a representable
morphism 7 = 7,41 : Pni1 — Py induced by the first projection (P!)"+1 =
(PH™ x Pt — (P!)". We first analyze the derived category of P,,.

We denote o4,...,0, : P, — Ppi1 the universal sections. They are
representable morphisms induced by the big diagonals (P1)" ~ A; 11 <
(PH)n+L fori = 1,...,n. We identify the category of coherent sheaves on
P,, with the category of PGLy-equivariant coherent sheaves on (P!)" and
likewise for their bounded derived categories. Fori = (i1,...,i,) € Z"
with > i even, the line bundle (’)(Pl)n(z'l, ...,ip) has a unique PGLs- lin-
earization and thus descends to P,,. We call it O(i).

Definition 3.1. Let ¥, (or X if n is clear from the context) be the set {1,...,n}.
Fix asubset E C ¥,, with e = |E| and an integer > 0 such that e+ is even.
Forj =1,...,n,leti; be1if j € E and 0 otherwise. Let I} g = 7. g,
where N; p = O(iy, ... ,ipn, 1) is a line bundle on Py, ;.

Lemma 3.2. F g is a rank | + 1 vector bundle on P,. There is an isomor-

phism of SLa-equivariant vector bundles on (P')", F} g S% O(i1,...,in) @V,
Lo

where V) is an (1 + 1)-dimensional irreducible SLao-module. In particular, Fy p =2

O(ity ..., in).

Proof. This follows from the SLy-equivariant projection formula applied to
the projection morphism (P!)"+! = (P1)" x P! — (P1)™. O
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Corollary 3.3. There are isomorphisms of SLo-equivariant vector bundles F}'y, =
TO(—i1, ..oy —in, 1) 2 O(=iy, ..., i) @ V1. If nis even, then Fi g = F)'p. ®
Fo s, where E¢ =%, \ E.

Theorem 3.4. D°(P,,) has a S,,-invariant s.o.d. with 2" blocks D*(P,,) g indexed
by subsets E C %, and ordered by increasing e = |E| (different blocks with
the same e are mutually orthogonal, i.e., RHom between blocks is 0). The block
DY(P,) g has a full exceptional collection {F} i : | + e even} of infinitely many
mutually orthogonal vector bundles. The combined infinite exceptional collection
{F, g} in D*(P,,) is strong and S, -equivariant.

The forgetful map m; : Ppi1 — Py, has the following properties:

0 ekl
Y \/ Y
(L) Fp =P (Rm).Fp= {F i¢E
Proof. The line bundles O(iy,...,i,) form a strong S,-equivariant excep-

tional collection in D°((P')"), where each j; = 0 or 1. We will denote them
by {Ly}, k = 1,...,2" (in some order). Schur’s lemma and the fact that
RU(P!,O(-1)) = 0 imply that {F} g} with [ + e even is an exceptional col-
lection in D®(P,,) with required properties.

It remains to prove fullness, i.e., that any complex F' € D*(P,,) can be ob-
tained by finitely many extensions starting with objects in the exceptional
collection {F] g}. This is a special case of [Ela09, Th. 2.10]. Alternatively,
we give a simple ad hoc argument.

Viewing F as a bounded complex of coherent sheaves on (P!)", let k be
the maximum index such that (in D?((P')")) we have RHom(Ly, F) # 0
or k = 0 if RHom(Ly, F') = 0 for every k. We argue by induction on
k. If k = 0 then F' = 0 because O(iy,...,i,) form a full exceptional col-
lection in D°((P')"). Otherwise, consider the left mutation triangle F’ —
RHom(Ly, F)® Ly — F — in DY((P1)™). We first prove that this is an exact
triangle in D®(P,,). Since F is an SLy-equivariant complex and Ly, is an SLa-
equivariant line bundle, it suffices to prove that —Id € SL; acts trivially on
RHom(Ly, F') ® Ly. This is clear since —Id € SLy acts either trivially or by
multiplication by —1 on both terms of the tensor product. It follows that
this triangle is PGLg-equivariant. To finish the proof, we need to prove
that F” and RHom(Ly, F') ® Ly, are generated by F} g’s. For F' this follows
by induction since RHom(Ly, F') = 0. Furthermore, RHom (L, F') ® Ly, is
isomorphic to a direct sum of the vector bundles Fj p by Lemma O

Proposition 3.5. On P,,, we have exact sequences
0—>ﬂ—1,E\k—>E,E—>QﬁE—>O for k € F,

0= F ) pogy = B —=Sip =0 forkgE,

where QZE =O(i1y .. i+, ... iy) and S{fE =O(—i1,y .., —ig+1, ... —ip).
Proof. Apply Rm. to an exact sequence 0 — O(—Ay, ny1) =+ O — 04, ,.,, =0
on P, tensored with O(iy, . .., in,1) (resp., O(—i1, ..., —in,1)). O

Proposition 3.6. F} g ® Iy pr = Fiip pupr ® Fipr—2 50 @ ... @ Fli_y pup
if ENE' = 0. In particular, Fi p ® Fy pr = F} gupr. Here we assume that all
these bundles are defined, i.e., all parity conditions are satisfied.
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Proof. This follows from the Clebsch-Gordan formula (Lemma [3.7). O

Lemma 3.7. (Clebsch-Gordan) (V; @ Vi) = Viop @ Vigp 2@ ... © Vji_y. In
particular, if | > 1y 4 ... + 1, then (Vi@V}, ®...®V; )52 =0.

Remark 3.8. In the next sections we will consider Hassett moduli spaces of
pointed curves which do not always admit a quotient stack interpretation.
Therefore, it is useful to relate the vector bundles F;  to tautological line
bundles on the stack of P!-bundles with n sections.

The tautological line bundle ¢; = o;w, on P, is identified with the
PGLs-equivariant line bundle O(0,...,0,—-2,0,...,0), where —2 is in posi-
tion i. The linebundle §;; = 07 O(0;) is identified with the PGLy-equivariant
line bundle O(0,...,0,1,0,...,0,1,0,...,0), where 1 is in position i and j.
Furthermore, on P, 11,

e—l
Ni.gp= wf?(T)(E)’
where, by abuse of notation, we let O(E) = O(3_;cp 05)-

e—1l
Proposition 3.9. More generally, we let N, := wx*> (F) for any I, positive or
negative, and I} g := Rm.N; . When | = —1, we have F; g = 0. When | < -2,
we have Fi p = F__5 g[—1].

Proof. By Grothendieck—Verdier duality (see Remark[3.10), we have

Rm,O(—iy,. .., —in, — — 2) = F’5[-1], (3.1)
wherei; = 1if j € E and i; = 0 otherwise. But by Cor. B.3lwhen -1 -2 > 0,
FY\ oy 2 RmO(—ii,..., —in, —1 - 2). 0

Remark 3.10. We recall the Grothendieck—Verdier duality [Huy06, Thm.
3.34] in a particular case that we will use often: for a morphism o : X — Y
of relative dimension 1, with X, Y smooth varieties, if N is a line bundle
on X, then Ra, (NY @ wa[1]) = (Ra.N)".

In the remainder of this section we study derived categories of open sub-
stacks of P,,, with an eye towards proving Theorem[1.2]

Proposition 3.11. Let U/ C P,, be an open substack. We abuse notations and
denote Fy ply by Fy . Then D*(U) is generated by the F) p's (equivalently, by
F}’g’s). All results about Py, proved previously, except Theorem are valid on
u.

Proof. We have U = [U/PGLy] for an open equivariant subset U C (P!)™.
It is enough to show that any equivariant coherent sheaf F' on U can be
obtained by a finite number of equivariant extensions starting with restric-
tions of the vector bundles Fj . This follows from Theorem[3.4/since F is a
restriction of an equivariant coherent sheaf on (P!)" (see e.g. [Tho87]). For
the rest of the proposition, we restrict isomorphisms on P, to U. O

Open substacks ¢/ C P,, include all Hassett spaces when the universal
family is a Pl-bundle. More precisely, fix weights a = (a1, ...,a,) with
Y- a; = 2. Recall from the introduction that the GIT quotient X, is a quo-
tient of the semi-stable locus (P!)% for the fractional PGLy-polarization

given by a. We denote by M, the stack quotient [(P!)?, /PGLs], which is
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an open substack of P,,. If there are no strictly semistable points then PGL;
acts on (P!)7 freely and M, = M, 2 X,. In particular, for every partition
PIIQ = {1,...,n} with p = |P| > 2, ¢ = |Q|, we define an open sub-
stack M, , C P, of P! bundles such that at most p/2 sections indexed by
P (heavy points) are allowed to coincide and if p = 2r then r heavy points
are allowed to coincide with at most ¢/2 points indexed by @ (light points).
The corresponding Hassett space is M, , and the GIT quotient is X, , (see
Notation 2.8). We have M,, , = M,,, = X,,, unless both p and ¢ are even.
We use notation M,,, M,, and X,, if ¢ = 0.

Theorem 3.12. Consider a collection {Fj i} on Ma for some set of pairs (E, ).
Order them by increasing e = |E| (and arbitrarily when e is the same). Choose
an integer wy for every subset K C ¥, such that % a; > 1 and suppose that
i€k
wrg < =1+ (eg — exo) and I + (eg — exo) < wi + 2|K| — 2 for all bundles in
the collection and all subsets as above, where e, = |E N K| and ey = |E N K€,
for K¢ = ¥, \ K. Then {F; g} is a strong exceptional (but not necessarily full)
collection in D®(My).

The proof relies on the following theorem of Halpern-Leistner:

Theorem 3.13. [HL15] Let [X/G] be the stack quotient of a smooth projective
variety by a reductive group G and let [ X ** /G| the open substack corresponding to
the semistable locus X *° with respect to a choice of polarization and linearization.
For a choice of a Kempf-Ness (KN) stratification of the unstable locus X** with
data Z;, Si, Ni, 0i © Zj — S;, define the integers n; = weight/\l_ det (Ng/”X) \Z >
0. For each KN stratum S;, choose an integer w;. Define the full subcategory G,, of
all objects F € D°[X/G] such that the cohomology sheaves of o} F' have weights
in [w;,w; + n;) for all i. Then the restriction functor i* : G, — D°[X**/G] is an
equivalence of categories.

Remark 3.14. There are two sign conventions for weights used in the lit-
erature. Above we follow [HL15] where the ample polarization of the GIT
quotient has negative weights on the unstable locus, see (3.2). However,
starting with §9we take the opposite weight as in [Tel00].

Proof of Theorem 3120 Here X = (P!)" and G = PGL;. Up to conjugation, a
t 0

0 ¢!
K C %, consider the M-invariant point zx = (p1,...,pn), withp; =0=10:
1]if i ¢ K and p; = oo = [1 : 0] otherwise. Then weight, O(1)|, = 1ifx =0
and weight, O(1)|, = —1lif 2 = c0. If L = O(ay, ..., an), it follows that

weight, L., = Y a;— Y _ a;. (3.2)

1€ K¢ €K

1- parameter subgroup A has the form A(t) = [ } . For every subset

Let Ak be a diagonal in (P!)" consisting of points (p1, ..., p,) such that
forall i € K the points p; are equal. Let S C A be the complement to the
union of smaller diagonals. The KN strata of X“* are given by Zx = {2k},
Sk and the canonical inclusions o : Zx — Sk, for all K C ¥, such that

Z;{ a; > 1. The destabilizing 1-PS is . Next we compute det (NXK| (]Pl)n)'
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We may assume that n € K. As Ak is a complete intersection in X of big
diagonals Aj,, for all j € K \ {n}, it follows that

NXey = D O(-Ajn)jag: det (NX, @) = 0(— > Ajn)IA :
jeK\{n} jeK\{n} "
It follows from (3.2) that nx := weight,det (NXK|(P1)n)|ZK = 2(|K| —1).
Theorem [3.12] then follows from Theorem [3.4] Theorem 3.13] and the fol-
lowing Lemma [3.15 O

Lemma 3.15. EvE‘ZK has weights m + (eg — exo) form = 1,1 —2,...,2 —1,—L.

Proof. For this calculation we can view Fj g as an SLo- (rather than PGL»-)
equivariant bundle. By Lemma [3.2] and in the notations of Definition
we have that F; p = O(i1,...,i,) ® V). Note that V; = Sym'V;, where V; is a
trivial rank 2 vector bundle with the standard SLy-action. The weights of V;
(at any A-fixed point) are [, [ -2, [ —4,..., —l and the formula follows. O

Proof of Theorem We consider the following score function,
S(l,E) =1+ min(e,p — e).

We need to prove that the vector bundles F} p with S(I, E) < r — 1 form
a full exceptional collection. First we prove exceptionality. We prove that
condition S(I,E) < r — 1 implies that the weights of the bundles F; z fit
in a window as in Theorem B.13] Lemma 3.15 implies that the maximum
weight of F} i over all subsets K with fixed |K| = k is min{l + e,] + 2p —
2k — e}. Similarly, the minimum weight of Fj g is —min{l + e,l + 2k — e}.
The conditions in Theorem[3.12] for existence of a window are equivalent to
requiring that for any pairs (I, E), (I', E'), if we lete = |E| and ¢/ = |E/|
min{l + e,l + 2k —e} + min{l' + ', I' + 2(p — k) — €'} < = 2(k — 1),

for all k£ > r+ 1. We now prove that this is the case for the list of pairs (I, )
in Theorem[1.2l We consider three cases.

CaseL: e, ¢’ <r. Byassumption!+e,l'+¢ <r—1. Thenmin{l +e,l +
2k—e}+min{l' +eI'+2(p—k)—€'} < (I+e)+('+€) <2r—2 < 2(k—1)
forall k > r + 1.

CaseIl: e,¢/ > r + 1. By assumption, l+p—e,l' +p—¢€ <r—1. We
have: min{l +e¢,l+2k —e} + min{l' + ¢, I' +2(p—k) —¢'} < (I+2k—¢) +
I"+2(p—k)—¢€)<2(r—1)<2(k—1)forallk >r+ 1.

Case IIl: ¢ < r and ¢’ > r + 1 (or the opposite). By assumption/ + e <
r—1,1+p—¢ <r—1. It follows that min{l + e,l + 2k — e} + min{l' +
U +2p—k)—€}<(+e)+('+2(p—Fk)—¢€)<2(r—1) <2(k—1) for
all k > r + 1. We finish by applying Theorem 3.4l

Next we prove fullness. By Proposition B.11] it suffices to prove the fol-
lowing claim.

Claim 3.16. Let p = 2r + 1. Every vector bundle F} i (with | + e is even) on Mp
is generated by the vector bundles in the collection in Theorem

For simplicity, let C be the collection of vector bundles F; g in Theo-
rem[L.2 i.e., those in the range S(l, E) < r —1. We will prove the equivalent
dual statement that every vector bundle F}"; on M, is generated by the dual
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collection C¥. We argue by induction on the score and for a fixed score, by
induction on [. Clearly, the statement holds when S(I,E) < r — 1. Let
a > r and assume that all the bundles F}’y with S(I, E) < a are generated
by CV. Let F}'; be a bundle such that S (l E) = a. We consider two cases:
e=|E| <rande—\E! >r+1.

Assumee <r.LetI C {1,...,p} withINE = Qand |I| =r + 1. We
consider the Koszul complex for the diagonal A = A,y € (P1)? x P},

OHOA%O%@O(—ei—eX)% EB(’)(—ei—ek—QexM—...

iel ikel

Z e; — (r+1)ex) « 0.
iel
Here {e;} for i € P is the standard basis of Pic(P!)? = Z?.

We tensor this resolution with O(— 3, ; ej+lex) and take derived push-
forwards of its terms via the projection map 7 : (P!)P*! — (P1)?, which we
then restrict to the semistable locus in (P!)P. Since 7(A) is in the unstable
locus, we obtain the following objects:

Vv Vv \% \%
0 Fg @Fl—l,Eu{i} D Blips - P Flpws 0
icl JCI,|J|=j JCI|J|=L
Vv
@ Fy pusl= EBF “i—opusl=1 o By pur[—1,
JCI)J|=l42

where the terms Fl\i j EuJ appear as ROr, as long as 0 < j <[, the 0 term
appears when j = [ + 1 (which happens if [ < r; if [ > r then the last term
that appears is /", | j ), while the terms F’, , 5 ,; appear as Rlr, in
therange ! +2 < j <r + 1 by Grothendieck- Verdler duality (see[3.T).

We claim that the first object F}"; is generated by the remaining objects,
which are all generated by C¥ by induction. It will follow that ;" is gener-
ated by CV. The first claim is a special case of the following lemma, which
will be used repeatedly in the remainder of the paper:

Lemma 3.17. Let F' : D(A) — T be an exact functor of triangulated categories
andlet 0 — Ay — ... = A, — 0 be an exact sequence in an abelian category A.
Then any of the objects F'(Ay),. .., F(Ay) belong to the triangulated subcategory
of T generated by the remaining objects.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove that each A; is generated by the remaining ones
in D(.A). This is clear by converting the short exact sequences arising from
0— A; — ... = A, — 0into exact triangles in D(A). O

We now prove that the remaining terms are generated by C" by induc-
tion. Consider the two types of terms:

(a) The terms F"2 = I’ 5 ,; have scores S(I,E) = (I — j) + min{e +
gp—e—j} < (l—]) (e+j) =1+e= S(,F) = a, and we are done by
induction, since | < I, with equality if and only if (I, E) = (I, E).

(b) The terms F~V~ = F "1 opuy (1+2 < j <r+1)have scores S(I,E) =

(j—1— 2)+m1n{e+jp e—j} < (j—-1-2)+(p—e—j) =p—e—1l-2=p—a—2
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since S(I,E) =1+ e = a. Butp — a — 2 < a since since a > r. It follows that
these terms are generated by CV by induction.

Assumee>r+1.LetI C E, |I| =r+1andlet E' = E\ I. As be-
fore, we tensor the above Koszul resolution of Ay g,3 C (P')? x P! with
O (=Y jep ek + (r— 1 —l)ex), take derived push-forwards via the pro-
jection map 7 and apply LemmaB.IZt

Vv Vv Vv
0 Flipm - EB Fo s - @ Fopog O
JCL,|J|=j JCI,|J|=r—1—1
Vv Vv \
@ Fopur - @ Fijovipos - e
JCI,|J|=r+1-1 JCIL,|J|=j

where the terms F, | ; . o, ; appear as ROm, for 0 < j < r —1, the 0 term
appears when j = r — [, and the terms FlYH;PL Ly appear as Rlm, for
r+1—-1<j < r+ 1. Consider the two types of terms and we compare
theirs scores witha = S(I,E) =l +p —e.

(a) The terms F[VE = Frv—l—l—j,E’UJ have scores S(1, Ey=(r—1—-1-
J)+min{e +j5,p—€ —j} < (r—1—-1—j)+ (¢ +j) =e—1— 2 (where
¢/ = |E'| = e —r —1). But since we assume a = [ + p — e > r, we have
e —1 <r+1, hence, S(Z,E) <r-—1,ie., FZVE isin CV.

(b) The terms F[VE = F}\;_, 1 gy have scores SILE)=(I+j—r—1)+
min{e’ +j,p—€ —j}<(I+j—r—1)+p—€—j=l+p—e=S8(,F),
and we are done by induction, since I=l+j—r—1<l(asj <r+1)with
equality if and only if j = r + 1,1i.e., J = I (thatis (I,E) = (I, E)). O

Corollary 3.18. Let p = 2r. A strong Sp-equivariant full exceptional collection
in D*(M,,1) is given by {F} g} with | + min{e,,p — e,} <7 — 1.

Proof. We have M,,; ~ M, 119 M, 1. Indeed, the stability condition is

the same: no r+ 1 points are allowed to collide. The statement now follows
from Theorem [[.2] O

Theorem 3.19. Let p = 2r +1, ¢ > 0. The vector bundles F} g form a full strong
(Sp x Sy)-equivariant exceptional collection on M, , for subsets E, C P, E, C Q
such that | + e is even and | + min(e,,p — e,) < r — 1. The order is first by
increasing ey, arbitrarily if e, is the same, but the set E is different. If E, = E,,
the order is by increasing e, and for a given e,,, arbitrarily.

Proof. We have a morphism f : M,,, — M,, an iterated (¢ times) universal
P!-bundle of M,. It is induced by the projection (P!)P*¢ — (P!)? which
maps (P12 to (P')E,. Using Theorem B.4] we can identify the pull-back
f*{FE,} of the collection of Theorem[L.2 with a collection {£} z,} on M, 4
when E, is a subset of P. For every j € Q, let L; = Fyyy ., ;. For every
subset J C Q,let Ly = jeJ L;. From Orlov’s theorem on the derived
category of a projective bundle [Orl92], we have a s.o.d. of D*(M,,,) into
27 blocks equivalent to D*(M,) via functors D*(M,) — D’(M,,), E
Lf*(E) ® Ly for every subset J C Q. In blocks with |J| = 2s even, we
introduce an exceptional collection {Fj g, } ® Fgf’{ff”p} ® Ly = {Fig,us}
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(use Proposition[3.6). In blocks with |J| = 2s+1 odd, we use an exceptional
collection {FlvE;} ® Ffﬁ?ip} ® Ly ~{F g,us}, where ES = P\ E,. O

4. FUNCTIONS OF SUBSETS, SCORE AND INEQUALITIES FOR PAIRS (l, E)

In this section we collect numerical functions of subsets and inequalities
used throughout the paper in order to relate exceptional collections on dif-
ferent Hassett spaces. The reader may skip this section at a first reading
and refer to it as needed.

Let! € Z and let E, T be subsets of the set N = {1,...,n}.

Notation 4.1. When e + [ is even, we denote
-1l |[EnT|—|ENT|+1
2 2 ’

We use notation fr when E and [ are clear from the context. Note that
fr+ fre =1, soif [ > —1 then at least one of fr, fre is non-negative.
Typically > 0, in which case if AL/ B = N \ {z} then f4 or fpis > 0. Let

&
frei=|ENT| - T¢=N\T. (41)

ar,p; = max{0, — fr.g}. (4.2)

mr,p; = max{0, frp,}. (4.3)
We use notation a7, mr when E and [ are clear from the context.

Notation 4.2. Let P be the set of heavy points, |[P| = p = 2r > 4. Let @
(resp., Q) be the set of light points, |Q| = ¢ = 2s+1 > 1 (resp., |Q] = ¢+1 =
2s+2>0).ForleZ, EC PUQ (resp., E C P UQ) we define the score

S(l,FE) =1+ min{ey,p — e,} + min{eq, ¢ — e}

(resp., S'(I, E) =l + min{e,,p — e,} + min{eg, g+ 1 — e, }).
We use different notation for S(I, £) and S’(l, E) because we often view Q
as subset of ) (in which case we denote the extra light index by y or z2).

Lemma 4.3. The score functions satisfy the following:
(i) Forl >0, E C PUQ and (I, E) in any of the groups 1A, 1B or 2 of
Theorem [L3 and Remark[L.11] we have S(I, E) <r +s— 1.
(ii)) Forl>0,EC PU Q and (1, E) in any of the groups 1A, 1B, 2A or 2B
of Theorem [L.8land Remark[L.11 we have S'(I, E) < r + s.
Moreover equality in (i) holds if and only if either | + e, = r — 1, e, = s (group
1A),orl+(p—ep) =1 —1,eq =s(group 1B),or e, = 1,1+ ey = s — 1 (group
2),ore,=71,1+(q—eq) =5s—1(group 2).
Similarly, equality in (ii) holds if and only if either l + e, =r —1,e4 = s+ 1
(group 1A4),or l4+(p—ep) =r—1,e4 = s+1(group 1B),or e, = 1, l+q+1—ey =
s (group 2A),or e, = 1,1 + e, = s (group 2B) e, = r.

Proof. For groups 14, 1B (on PUQ and PUQ) it follows from the definitions
that [ + min{e,,p — e} < r — 1. In this case (i), resp., (ii), follow from
min{eg,q—eq} < s, resp., min{ey, g+1—e,} < s+ 1. For group 2 (on PUQ)
it follows from the definitions that [ + min{e;, ¢ — ¢,} < s — 1, while for
groups 24, 2B (on P U Q) we have that [ + min{e,, ¢+ 1 —¢e;} < s, and (i),
(ii) follow from min{e,,p —e,} < r. O
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Lemma 4.4. Let | € Z (positive or negative), E C P U Q Then

max fT,E,l = SI(Z,E)/Q, (44)
PUQ=TUT®
max —frpe;=5'(0E)/2~-1. (4.5)
PUQ=TUT*

Here we assume that T = T, [[ T, is a subset of markings split into heavy and
light markings such that |T,| = r and |T,| = s + 1. Equality in (£.4) is attained
ifand only if (T, C E, or E, C T},) and (T, C E, or E, C T}), while equality in
(4.5) is attained if and only if (T C Eyor E, CTS) and (T; C E,or E; C Ty).

Proof. |ENT|is maximized when 2|ENT| = 2 (min(r, ep) + min(s + 1,e,)) =
min(p, 2ep) +min(q + 1,2¢4) and so 2fr p; = 2/ENT| — (e — ) = min(p —
ep,€p) +min(q + 1 — eq,eq) +1 = S'(I, E). Similarly, —|E N T'| is maxi-
mized when 2|ENT¢ — (e —1) = S'(I,E) and so (e — 1) = 2|[ENT| =
(e —1)+2|ENT¢| —2e = S'(l, E) — 21, which proves the lemma. O

Lemma 4.5. Let E C P UQ. Suppose (I, E) is a pair from the groups 14, 1B,
2A or 2B of Theorem [L.8land Remark[LI1) Then
mr g = max{0, fr g} < (r+s)/2, (4.6)

for every subset of markings T' = T, | [ T, split into heavy and light markings such
that |T,| = r, |Ty| = s + 1. We call T critical for (1, E) if equality holds in (4.6).
Then T is critical if and only if r + s is even and we have one of the cases listed in
the following table, where we also list critical subsets:

(group 1A) l+ep=r—1, e=5+1 E,CT, E, =Ty
(group1B) I+ (p—ep) =17—-1, e =s+1 T,CE, E, =T,
(group 2A) ep=1, l+qg+1l—e;=s E,=T,T,CE
(group 2B) ep=r, l+e =s E,=T, E, CT,
In addition, we have:

frepy > —(r+s)/2. 4.7)

The inequality (@.7) is strict unless r + s is even, | = 0 and T is critical, in
particular appears in the table above.

Proof. The first statement is a direct consequence of Lemmas [4.3] and 4.4
The second claim follows from the first, since [ > 0, fre g > —fre; >
—(r + s)/2 with the first inequality becoming an equality iff [ = 0. O

Corollary 4.6. If (I, E) is in group 2A or 2B on My, 441, then for I C Q, |I| =
s + 1, we have (i) J1,E.0 < s/2, with equality iff either e, =l + s+ 2, I C E,
(group 2A) or I + ey = s, By C I (group 2B); (ii) fre g,1 > —5/2.

Proof. Since |E,| = r, both inequalities follow from Lemma 4.5 for a set T

with heavy indices 7}, = E, and light indices T}, = I. O
We use analogues of Lemmas4.4] 4.5 for P U @ as follows:

Lemma 4.7. Let | € Z (positive or negative), E C PUQ, y € Q. Then

=S'GE 2. 4.8
PU(Q\I{IZI/?)X=TuTc freg ( \{y})/ (4.8)

Here we assume that T' = T), | [ T, is a subset of markings split into heavy and light
markings such that |T,,| = r and |T},| = s and the score function S'(1, E \ {y}) is
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considered on P U (Q \ {y}) (ie., @ = (Q \ {y}) in Notation 2). Equality in
(4.8) is attained if and only if (T,, C E, or E, C T),) and (T, C E, or E; C T,).

Proof. This is the same proof as for Lemmald.5 as ENT = (E\{y})NT. O

Lemma 4.8. Let E C PU Q. Suppose (I, E) is a pair from the groups 1A, 1B or
2 of Theorem [L5land Remark[L11l Lety € Qand T =T,[[T, = PU(Q\ {y})
be split into heavy and light markings such that |T,,| = r and |T,| = s. Then

mr g = max{0, frp;} < (r+s—1)/2. (4.9)
We call T critical if equality holds in (£.9), which happens if and only if r + s is
odd, y ¢ E and we are in one of the following cases:
(group 1A) l+e,=r—1¢e=s5, E,CT), E,=T,;
(group 1B) 1+ (p—ep)=r—1eq=5, T, C Ey E; =Ty,
(group 2) ep=r,l+e=5-1, E,=1T, E, CT,
In particular, mr g, < =52 — |E N {y}|.

Proof. By Lemma .4l we have that 2f7r 5; < S’(I, E \ {y}). The proof of
Lemma 4.4 shows that equality holds iff S'(I, E \ {y}) = | + min{e,,p —
ep} +min{eq, ¢ — 1 — ¢4 }. By Lemmal.3we have S'(I, E\ {y}) <r+s—1
and equality holds in the cases listed there. Note that in the case when
ep =1,1+ (¢ —eq) = s — 1, equality in (.9) is not possible, as the equality
[ +min{e,,p — e,} + min{e,, ¢ — 1 — ¢4} = r + s — 1 is not possible.

Q

O

Corollary 4.9. Assume p = 2r, ¢ = 2s + 1. For (I, E) in group 1A or 1B on
M, 441 0r M, 4, with P = R U R’ a partition of P with |R| = |R'| = r, then

frE, < (r—1)/2. (4.10)

Proof. Note that if (I, E) is in group 14 (resp., 1B) on M,, ;1 1, then (I, E},) is
in group 14 (resp., 1B) on M,,. Similarly if (I, E) is in group 14 (resp., 1B)
on M, ,, then (I, E,) is in group 14 (resp., 1B) on M, ;. The result follows
by applying Lemma[4.5lin the case whenp = 2r, s = —1, and Lemmal4.8]in
the case when p = 2r, s = 0 for the partition T = R, T° = R'. O

We will also need the following:

Lemma 4.10. Let g = |Q| =25+ 1,1 > 0, E C Q a set with e = | E| satisfying
I 4+ min{e,q — e} < s —1. Let I C Q be any subset. Then
-1 if <
I+|EnI - |EnI|<{° oess (4.11)
2l —s—2 if e>s+1
Proof. If e < s then the inequality follows from il +e < s—1. Ife > s+ 1,
then the inequality follows from ! —e < —s — 2. O

The same way we obtain the following:

Lemma 4.11. Let ¢ = |Q| =25+ 2,1 > 0, E C Q a set with e = |E|, and let
I C Q beany subset. If | + min{e +1,q+ 1 — e} < s, then
s—1 if e<s

I+|ENIf|—|ENI|< 4.12
* = ’_{2\10\—3—2 if e>s+1 12
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Ifl + min{e,q + 2 — e} < s, then

it e<st1
I+ |ENT—|EnT < {° Hoesst 4.13)
2[I¢|—s—3 if e>s+2.

5. EXTENDING VECTOR BUNDLES Fj ; TO SOME HASSETT SPACES

In this section we will extend the construction of vector bundles F} g,
defined in Section Bl for open substacks of the stack [P1)" /PGLy)], to certain
Hassett spaces. They will include all spaces M,,, when p and ¢ are both
even as well as the universal families over them.

Note 5.1. Throughout this section we consider Hassett spaces M := M4
(>_a; > 2)such that ), ;a; # 1 for all |I| > 2 (ie., the weight data is
contained in a fine open chamber) and we will denote o : W — M the
universal family, with o4, ..., 0, the corresponding sections.

Recall that on M we have tautological classes v; = 0}(ws) = —0(0;),
dij = o;(0;). We denote the extra marking on W by y. We will further
consider the universal family 7 : &/ — W, denoting the extra marking on
U with z. We recall several facts about Hassett spaces which will be used
extensively in what follows:

(1) W is the Hassett space M(ahm’amg) for e <« 1 [Has03, Prop. 5.4]. The
space W is a Hassett space whose weight data is also contained in a fine
open chamber. In particular, W is smooth and so is its universal family /.

(2) If o : W — Mis a P!-bundle, i.e., all .A-stable curves are irreducible,
then v; +1; = —26;; in Pic(M) [CT20b, Lemma 2.1]. Note that §;; = 0 when
a; + a; > 1 (the sections o;, 0; are disjoint).

(3)Ifa; =1land > a <1forallj > 2, then M4 = P"~3 [Has03, §6.2]

k#1,j
and we can assume without loss of generality that a; = —L- + € for j > 2.
Furthermore, 6;; = O(1) (i # j, 4,7 # 1), 1 = O(1), ¢; = O(=1) (j # 1).

(4) The boundary divisors of a Hassett space M = M(ai) have two types:

TypeL: divisors o7 7 with |T'|, |T¢| > 2, whose generic element parametrizes
curves with two components, marked by 7" and T respectively (> .. a; >
1, > cre @i > 1). We can identify 677e = My} X Myeg,y. Here u denotes
the attaching point and comes with weight 1.

Type II: divisors parametrizing curves where markings 4, j coincide (so
a; + a; < 1). When there is no risk of confusion, we abuse notations and
denote this by d;; (this is consistent with the definition of the tautological
class 6;; = 07 0;). We identify 6;; = M{Z‘J‘}cu{u}, with the marking « having
weight a; 4 a;. The image of the section o; : MW may be identified with
diy C W when a; < 1.

(5) Let M = M(ai), M = M(bi) be Hassett spaces related by a reduction
map p : M — M (i.e., a; > b; foralls). Letm : U — M, «' : U — M be the
corresponding universal families. There is an induced map v : Y — U’. By
[CT20b, Lemma 2.3], we have:

P =i — > or,1¢, (5.1)

Ze]v|1|2272161 ai>1vziel b;<1
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P*0i; = 6i; + > S7.1c. (5.2)
17]617‘1‘2372161 ai>17zi61 bzﬁl

v*wp = Wr — Z 5TU{y},Tca U*6iy == 5@'y + Z 6TU{y},TC' (53)
T €T
Here and everywhere we identify line bundles with divisor classes (hence,
we use both additive and multiplicative notation). We often write 6; for the
boundary divisor d;,7c C M, when the set of indices I and its complement
1€ is clear from the context.

Throughout the remaining part of this section, we assume (in addition
to Y,cra; # 1 for |I| > 2) that the Hassett spaces M := M4 are such that
all A-stable curves have at most two components. Let N = {1,...,n}. We
construct vector bundles F; p on both M and W as follows. Recall that
a:W = M, 7 : U — W denote the universal families.

Definition 5.2 (F} r on M). For a subset E C N with e = |E| and integer
[ > —1such that e + [l is even, we let F} g = Ra (NZ,E)/ where

!

Nig= w;; (B)® 0 (— Z ozT,E,z5Tu{y},Tc>,
T

(see (4.2) for the definition of ar ), and the sum is over all 7" C N such
that 77 C M is a boundary component (here 7¢ := N \ 7).

Definition 5.3 (F; p on W). For E C N U {y} with e = |E| and integer [ > 0
such that e + [ is even, on W we let F} p = R, (N; i), where

!

Ng=ws* (B)® 0(— Z QTOTU{z},TeUfy} — Z OéTu{y}fSTu{y,m},Tc)
T T

where for S = T'or S = T'U {y}, we define ag := ag g, (see @.2); hence,
ar = apygyy = 0or apygy = ar — [EN{y}| > 0). The sum is over all
T C N such that o7 7¢ C Misa boundary component (7 := N \ T).

Before we prove that these are indeed vector bundles (Lemmas 5.11]
B.16), we first discuss the geometry of the spaces M, W and U.

Lemma 5.4. Let § C M be a boundary divisor in M. Using the identification
6 = Mpyguy X Myeyqyy, we have 65 = (=) X (=) in Pic(d) (where we
identify 6 = Myeygyy when My, is a point).

Proof. We first check that the identity holds on My ,,. Using the forgetful
map 7 : Mo, — MO7{1727374}, we have that 761234 = >4 gcqv 3 4e77e 077 17¢
and hence we have in Pic(M,,) that

Soodpre= > rge (5.4)

1,2€T,3 4€T¢ 1,3€T,2,4€T¢

Fix § := dr, 1z a boundary divisor on My .. We may assume without
loss of generality that 1,2 € Ty, 3,4 € T§. Restricting (5.4) to § we obtain
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that 05 + 3= (7, c7.3.467<) or (1,26TCTy) o175 = 0. Identifying 0 = My, () X
MTgu{u}/ it follows that

=05 =( > Ismsue) B Y dsmpsuo)
1,2€5CTy 3,4€5CTE
in Pic(d). Using the Kapranov model given by the line bundle 1, we have
that ¢, = > segcr, 0s in Pic(MTOU{u}). By symmetry, we have that ¢, =
>54esCTs 08,(1p\8)Ufu} I Pic(Mrzgeugyy) and the identity follows.

Consider now an arbitrary Hassett space M = M 4 and let p : My, —+ M
be the reduction map. Fix § a boundary divisor on M, corresponding to
a partition N = Tp U T§ (when 6 = §;; is of type II (see Note 5.1[4)), we
let To = {i,j}). We let ¢’ be the boundary divisor dr, 7c on My, and let
p = Py 8" — ¢ be the restriction map, which, after identifying § =
M; x My, §' =M, Tou{u} X M, TeU{u}, 18 the product of reduction maps p; :
M, ToUfu} — My, p2 : M TeU{u} = Ms. It suffices to check that (p *O(6)) 15 =

Pi (=) B p5(—1hy).

If ¢ is of type I, then p*O(d) = O(¢'). By (B.I) we have that pjy, = vy,
D5y = 1y, since the marking v has weight 1 on M; and M,. The statement
now follows, since O(8') 5 = (=) K (—thy) on Mo,

If § is of type II, we may assume that Ty = {1,2} (so a; + a2 < 1). By
(G.2) we have p*012 = 012 + D1 oer 71535, as<1 OT,Te- 1dentifying &' =
MO,Tgu{u}/ we have in Pic(¢’) that

p*O(0) 5 = O(&) 15 + > 05U{u},TE\S
0#SCTg,a1+az+> g ai<1

€T

and we already proved that O(¢’ )‘ 5 = —y. We identify 6 = M, (as M; is a
point), and note that the map p’ : ¢’ — 0 is a reduction map. It follows by
that p™ (=tu) = =tu + D gt5c 78 .01 1az+ 3,0 5 as<1 OSULULTE\S- O

Lemma 5.5. Assume a1 = 1 and assume that the universal family o : W — M
is a P-bundle, i.e., all A-stable curves are irreducible. Then:

()M = P 3and W = BL,P"~2. Ifwe denote H the hyperplane class and by A
the exceptional divisor on BlpIP’"*2, then we have vy, = O(H), 6 M1 {1y} = A
in Pic(W).

(ii) The map o : W = BL,P"~2 — M = P"~3 is induced by the linear system
|H — A|. Moreover, if f is a fiber of i, then ¢y - f = H - f = 1.

(iii) In Pic(W') we have that §;, = H, for all j in N \ {1}.

Proof. Since there are no reducible A-curves, it follows that for all j # 1,
we have ), 2150 < 1and therefore M = P"~3 (Note 511 (3)). The only
reducible curves parametrized by the Hassett space W are those given by
the boundary divisor ¢ := 61y Let M be the Hassett space with the weights
(1, ﬁ, e n£17 €) (where — 1 appears (n — 1) times). Then M = pr—2 by
Note[5.11(2). The reduction map ¢ : W — M contracts § to a point p € M.
Hence, W = BlpM/ with exceptional divisor A = §. By (5.1), we have

¢*1p1 = 1. This proves (i).
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Clearly, the map « restricted to A = ¢ is an isomorphism. The only
morphism 7 : BL,P"~2 — P"~3 which is an isomorphism on the exceptional
divisor A is the one given by the linear system |H — A|. We have then from
(i) that H - f = 1 for any fiber f of 7. This proves (ii).

The curve f is obtained by moving the marking y along a P! with fixed
markings from N. Hence, 6;, - f = 1, forall j € N. As §;, = A and
djy - A =0, it follows that §;, = H in Pic(W) if j # 1. This proves (iii). O

Lemma 5.6. Every boundary divisor o1 := dr7 C M of type I is isomorphic to
P2 x P2 for some m. Its preimage in W is the union of dp,q,y and dreygyy,
where dpg,y = BLP™ 1 x P2, The restriction map Aspogyy | OTULY = OT
is the product map © x Id : BLP™~1 x Pr=m=2 — Pm=2 x Pr=m=2 ghere
7 : BL,P"? — P™3 is a P'-bundle. The description for dpe,y,y is similar.

Proof. The boundary divisor 7 € M corresponds to A-stable curves with
two components and markings from 7, T, respectively. Since dr = M x
M", where M’ and M’ are Hassett spaces parametrizing only irreducible
curves, we have for all j € T that ZieT\ Grai <1< > icr @; (recall that
M and M have an extra marking corresponding to the attaching point).
By Lemma 5.5, M = P"2and similarly, M’ = Prm=2 with m = |T|.
Consider now dpyg,y € W, the corresponding boundary component in W.
We have 07y = U x M, where 7 : 1/ — M is the universal family over
M and U’ can be identified with the Hassett space with weights {a; }ier U
{€, 1}, with the weight ¢, resp., 1, corresponding to the marking y, resp., the
attaching point. It follows from Lemma[.Slthat 67, = BL,P" 2 x pr-m—2
and the restriction map o5, ) is as claimed. O

Lemma 5.7. Let 67 := drpe C M be a boundary divisor of type 1. Using the
identification op = P2 x P""™~2 we have in Pic(57):

O(1,0) if i,jeT
(1) 5ij‘5Tg 0(0,1) if 4,je€Tc

O otherwise
y _fo(=1,0) if jerT
(i w”éT_{o(o,—l) if jeTe
(iii) 75, = O(—1,—-1).

Proof. Clearly, ifi € T, j € T¢, §;; is disjoint from é7, while if 4, j € T then
Oijis, = 03 O = O(1,0) (see Note[5.1k3)). This proves (i). To prove (ii), let
J € T. Recall that the universal family over dr is the union &’ UU"”, where
o U — Ml, o U" — M are the corresponding universal families. As
U', U" are attached along the section corresponding to the attaching point
(disjoint from the section ¢;), we have that ¢j| 5p = OjWa, by = oiwy MO =
1; X O, which is O(—1,0) (see Note 5.1(3)). This proves (ii). Part (iii) is a
particular case of Lemma[5.4] (using again Note[5.1[3)) O
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Lemma 5.8. In the set-up and notations of Lemma (5.6 we use the identification
drugyy = BLP™1 x P""™2, and denote by H the hyperplane class and by A
the exceptional divisor on BL,P™ 1. We have:

(D) (Wa) 5y, = O(-H)XO.

(i) O(oj) =Qifj ¢ Tand O(H) X O otherwise.

1070y}
O(A) RO if T =T¢
(i) (5r00y)) g0y = 3 O(-H)RO(-1) if T'=T
o if T'4T,Te.

Also, (m x Id)*O(—a,—b) = m*O(—a) K O(—b) = O(—aH + aA) K O(-b).

Proof. Denote for simplicity § = drupyy © W, 6 = 6¢ C M. Since « is a
family of nodal curves, we have w, = Ky — a*Ky;. We have by Lemmas
5.4} 5.5(i) and adjunction that K5 = Ks5—0js = O((—m+1)H +(m—2)A)X
O(—n-+m+2). Similarly, we have Kyijs = Kg—ES = O(—m+2,—n+m+2).
It follows from Lemma[B.5(ii) that w,|s = O(—H) X O. This proves (i). Part
(ii) follows from o; = 0, and Lemma [5.5(iii).

To prove (iii), note that two boundary divisors d7yy,1, 077ugy) intersect if
and only if 7" = T or T*. Furthermore, 0y} 6 has class AX O by Lemma
B.5(i). By Lemmas B.4}, B.5(iii) and Note B.1(3), we have d5 = () K
(—thy) = O(—H) ¥ O(—1). The last statement follows from Lemma [5.5(ii).

U

Lemma 5.9. Let m > 2. Consider the P1-bundle r : B,P"™~! — P™~2 Then
R (0O(aA)) =O0(=a)®...®O0(-1) & O if a>0
while R, (O(=A)) = 0 and, when a > 2, Rm,(O(—al)) is generated by
O(1),...,0(a — 1). More generally, Rm, (O(aH — bA)) is either 0 ifa = b — 1,
or it is generated by: (i) O(b),O(b+1),...,0(a) ifa > b; (i) O(a +1),0(a +
2),...,0(b—1)ifa < b— 2. In particular, we have that Rr.(O(aH — bA)) is
generated by O(u) with min{b,a + 1} < u < max{a,b— 1}.
Proof. The lemma follows by applying Rm.(—) to the exact sequences
0— O —1)A) = OGA) = Oa(—i) — 0,

induction on «, projection formula and the fact 7*O(1) = O(H — A). O
Lemma 5.10. Let m > 2. Then OBlp]pmfl(aH—bA) is acyclicif 0 < —a < m—1,
0<—-b<m-—2.
Proof. Indeed, RT'(Rm, (O(aH — bA))) = 0 by Lemma[5.9l O
Lemma 5.11. Let M be a Hassett space such that all A-stable curves have at most
two components. Let a, {ar} be integers. Consider the line bundle L := w’(F) ®
O(= > p ardrugyy,re) on W (where the sum is over partitions N = T U T*
giving rise to boundary divisors o1 e of type I on M). The complex Rov.(L) is a
vector bundle of rank e — 2a + 1 (and Row. L = o, L) if

|[ENT|—a>apr—apre>a— |ENT)| (5.5)

Furthermore, we can weaken (5.5) by either adding 1 to |ENT°| — a or subtracting
1 from a — |E N T'| (but not both at once).
In particular, the complex Fy g in Def. [5.2]is a vector bundle of rank | + 1.
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Proof. Note that (5.5) implies that e > 2a — 1. If C'is an irreducible fiber of
o then deg (L) = deg (wi(E)) c =¢—2a > —1. Letnow C'be a reducible

tiber of a over a point of 7 C M, for a partition 7"U T of N. The curve C
has components C'; and C5, with C; (resp., C) having fixed markings from
T (resp., T¢). The curve C; C W is given by the point y moving along C;.
Therefore, we have Cl - 6TU{y} = 5Tc, 02 - 5TCU{y} = 5T, Cl . 6T = 1,
Cy - 07 = 1 and C; intersects all boundary other than é7, dre trivially.
Furthermore, one has d7c - C; = —1 from (67 + 67¢) - C1 = a~1(07) - C; =
0. Similarly é7 - Co = —1. Furthermore, (wa)‘cy = we, (1) = O(—1) and
deg(O(0;))|c, = 1if j € T and 0 otherwise. It follows that

deg(Lic,) = —a+ |ENT|+ar —are, deg(Lic,) = —a+|[ENT|+ are — ar.

Similarly, deg(Lic,) = —a + |[ENT| + ar — are.

There is an exact sequence 0 — L — Lic, ® Lic, — Oy — 0. We have
Hl(L|Ci) = 0 for i = 1,2 since deg(Lc,) > —1 for i = 1,2. Since at least
one of the inequalities is strict, the induced map HO(L|C1 © Lic,) = k(u)is
surjective. Therefore, H' (L) = 0, h%(L) = e — 2a + 1 and Ra,L = a.Lisa
vector bundle of rank e — 2a + 1.

Assume now that a = %l and ar is as in @.2). If fr, fre > 0 (see (.2)
for the definition of fr) then a7 = are = 0 and deg(Lic,) = fr > 0,

deg(L‘CQ) = ch > 0. If fT > O, ch < 0 then ar = O, Qe = —ch,
deg(Lic,) = | > —1, deg(Lic,) = 0. The case fre > 0, fr < 0 is similar.
Since fr + fre =1 > —1, itis not possible to have fr, fre < 0. O

Lemma 5.12. Assume that n is even. Let M be a Hassett space such that all A-
stable curves have at most two components and any boundary component o7 e of
type L is such that |T| = |T¢| = % (for example the spaces My, ; when p and q both
even). Let 3 be the set of all indices. When | > 0 is even, the vector bundles F} x.
satisfy the property Fi s, = Fj g @ Fp 5.

Proof. By Def. 5.2] Fyx; is the line bundle a.(No5;), where Ny 5, = wZ/Z(E)

is a line bundle on the universal family o : W — M, with degree 0 on the

generic fiber. Furthermore, the assumption |T'| = § implies that Ng s has

trivial restriction to each component of every reducible fiber of o. Hence,
1

Nox = *(Fys). By definition Fiy = a, (0l "?(), Fg = au(wa ?) and

!

_1 _!
thus Fj 5, = . (wa 2 ® oz*FO,g) >~ Roy, (wa 2) ® Foy = Fig® Foz. O

Notation 5.13. Let N = {1,...n},n = 2m > 4 even. Assume M is a Hassett
space such that all .A-stable curves have at most two components and any
boundary component é7.7c C M of type I is such that |T| = m. Let « :
W — M be the universal family. Recall from LemmaB.6that W is a Hassett
space with boundary of type I of the form dpgyy e = BL,P™ ! x P2 for
all partitions T"UT° = N. Welet 7 : U/ — W be the universal family, with
the new marking on ¢/.

Lemma 5.14. There are two types of boundary divisors of type I on U:
(1) Let § = 6700z} meufyt = MrUge,u} X Mrugy,u) (with u the attaching point).
Then § = BL,P™~! x BL,P™~L. If on BL,P™ ! we denote by H the hyperplane
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class and by A the exceptional divisor, then the restriction w5 is the pair (q,1d),
where q : BLP™1 — P2 ¢*O(1) = O(H — A), A = 8y, Moreover,
wrls = O(=H) WO, byz 5 =0, 05 1 O(H)X O ifj € T and O otherwise.

(2) Let § = dpugy ey, re = Mrugy,a,uy X Mruguy Then § 2 Bl 5 5P x P2,
where By o 5P denotes the blow-up of P™ at two distinct points py, po and the
proper transform of the line through them. On Bl , 5P™ we denote by H the
hyperplane class and by Ey, E>, E12 the corresponding exceptional divisors. We
denote pullbacks of these divisors to 6 by the same letters. We have: Ey = 07y,
Ey = opugyysr B12 = 0p);. The restriction w5 is the pair (q,Id), where q :
Bl 5 5P™ = Bl,, P!, §*O(H) = O(H — Ez), §*A = Ey + Eg, and wy)s =
O(—H + El) X O, 6j$‘5 = O(H — El) X OfOTj eT, 5jy\5 = O(H — EQ) X QO
forjeT, Oya|s = OH)XO.

Proof. For (1), the statements about ¢ and 4, ; follow from Lemmal[.5l By
adjunction and Lemma5.4, Ky |5 = O(—m+2))X(—(m — 1)H + (m — 2)A),
Kyis = (=(m—1)H + (m —2)A) X (~(m — 1)H + (m — 2)A). Using w, =
Ky — m* Kw, we have that w5 = O(—-H) X O.

We now prove (2). Denote M := MTU{%LU}, My = MTU{%U} and let N’
(resp., NH) be the Hassett space with markings T" U {y, z, u} such that the
points in 7' (resp., T, T'U {z}, T'U {y}, but not T'U {z,y}) are allowed to
coincide. This is possible since My, = P™ 2, we may assume that the
L_ and those of y, z are n < 1. Then for

m—1

weights of the points in 7" are € =

N/, resp. N//, we can lower the weights of the points in 7" to ¢’ = 22_—m”, resp.,

e = % Note that N” 22 P™, since all but one of the markings T'U {y, z}
may coincide.

There are reduction maps 7/ : M — N, #” : N' — N". The map ="
contracts dp g,y and dpyg,y to points, which we denote py = 7" (0ruey),
py = 7’ (670gy}), while the composition 7w o ' contracts 7 to the line
through p; and p,. Hence, M is isomorphic to the blow-up BlLQ’ﬁPm and
we have E1 = 5TU{x}/ E2 = 5TU{y}/ E12 = 6T-

By Lemma[5.6] we have My = BlpIPm_l. The map ¢ : M — My forgets
the x marking; hence, ¢ is an isomorphism on Ey = 5Tu{y}- Since the only
fibrations B, , ;P — BL,P™ ! are given by the linear systems |H — 1|,
|H — Ej3|, it follows that ¢*O(H) = O(H — Es) (the projection from ps).
As A = 67 C My, it follows that ¢*A = 07 + dpyg,y = Ei2 + Ey. The
restriction djx 5 is 6j, W O if j € T and trivial otherwise. If j € T, the
pull-backs of §;,; via the reduction maps 7/, 7 are given by 7"*6,, = §;, +
Sr0ugay, (1 0 TV 85 = 8ju + Orugmy- A 6z = O(1) on N = P™ (Note

B.1I3)), it follows that we have 0, = O(H — E;) in Pic(M). By symmetry,
when j € T we also have §;, = O(H — E3) in Pic(M). Similarly, since
(' 0 ")*6,e = 6y and 6, = O(1) on N' = P™, we have Oyzis = O(H) K
O. By adjunction, Ky |5y = (=(m —1)H + (m —2)A) X O(—(m — 2)),
Ku|(5 = (—mH + (m — 1)(E1 + Eg) + (m — 2)E12) X (’)(—(m — 2)) USil’lg
wr = Ky — 7" Kw, it follows that wr|s = O(—H + E;)XO. O
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Remark 5.15. In the notations of Lemma the same proof as in Lemma
B.9shows that if a > 0 we have

RG.(O(aEy)) = O(—aH) & ...® O(—H) & O.
Lemma 5.16. The complex F}  from Def.[5.3lis a vector bundle of rank [ + 1.

Proof. Denote N := N g for simplicity. If C'is an irreducible fiber of 7, we
have deg(N|¢) = I. Consider now a reducible fiber C with two components
C1 and Cy, with markings from 7' U {y} (resp., T¢) on C} (resp. C2). Recall
that E C NU{y}and T¢ = N\ T. Since fr + fre + |[EN{y}| =1>0,itis
not possible to have fr, fre < 0. We have Cf - 5TU{W} =-1,C; - 5Tu{y} =
1, Cy - 5TU{y,x} =1,0C5 - 5Tu{y} = —1, while all other intersections with
boundary are 0. We have:

deg (Ni¢,) = |E N {y}| + fr + apugyy — are,

deg (N|Cg) = ch — yu{y} + Qe.

If fT, ch >0, then Qruf{y} = QT = 0 and deg (N|C1) >0, deg (N\Cz) > 0.
If fT > 0, ch < 0, then aTU{y} = 0, aTe = —ch, deg (N|C'1) =1 > O,
deg (N\Cg) =0.If fr <0, fre > 0, then arufy} = —fr— ‘E N {y}], are =0,
deg (Njc,) =0, deg (N|¢,) = I. Inall cases, h'(N¢) = 0, h°(Nj¢) = 1 + L.

Consider now a reducible fiber C' with 3 components C, C, C3, with
markings from 7, {y}, T respectively. Then C1-670{z)y = —1, C1-0eufy o) =
1, Cy - 5Tu{y,a:} = (Cy - 5T¢U{y,x} = -1, Cs - 5Tu{x} = (Cy - 5TCU{$} =1,
C3-0reuqe)y = —1, C3-07u(y,.) = 1, while intersections with other boundary
are 0. We have: deg (N¢,) = fr + ar — areygyy, deg (Nio,) = arugy +
Qreyfy} — QT — Qe + |E N {y}|, deg (N\Cg) = ch + ape — QTU{y}-

If fT,ch Z O, then o = aTU{y} = Qe = aTcU{y} = 0, deg (N|Cl) Z O,
deg (N\Cg) >0, deg (N|Cg) > 0. If fT >0, ch <0, then ar = ary{y} = 0,
Qe = —ch, Qreyfy} = Qe — |E N {y}|, deg (N|C1) =1>0, deg (N\Cg) =0,
deg (N‘C2) =0. If fr <0, fre > 0 then ay. = areyfyy = 0, ar = —fr,
apugyy = ar — [EN{y}|, deg (Ni¢,) = 0, deg (Ni¢;) = I, deg (Nie,) =
0. Hence, in all cases hl(N|C) =0, hO(N|C) = [ + 1 and we are done by
cohomology and base change O

Lemma 5.17. Consider the set-up of Notation 513l Let ! > 0, E C N U {y},
with e 4+l even. (i) If y ¢ E, then Fi p = o*F; pon W. (ii) If y € E, then there
is an exact sequence

0— Flfl,E\{y} — Fl,E — Q%J,E — 0, (56)

of vector bundles on W, with Qf’ 5= 0yNiE, where oy, is the section of m: U —
W corresponding to the y marking. Furthermore, Rov.(F,'y) = 0 in this case.

Proof of Lemmab.17) There is a commutative diagram

u sy 2w
TR
w L w 2T N
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where o : W — M is the universal family and the notation o = o, indicates
the marking that is forgotten. The right square is Cartesian. Let g = ¢ o v.
The map v is small and contracts the codimension 2 loci

7N Nope) = P2 x P x P72 5 P2 x pt x P2

Claim 5.18. We have (i) Rv,v*Oy = Rv,Oy = Oy. (i) In Pic(U) we have
v*w), = W, while on W we have 1y = wa,,. (i) g*07y(s) = 070w} + OTUy,2}-

Proof. The map v is birational and its image has rational singularities, which
are in fact locally isomorphic to the product of the affine cone xy = 2t and
a smooth variety (see e.g. [Kee92, page 548]). Part (i) follows. Part (iii) is
immediate since g is the map that forgets the marking y.

By definition v, = oywr. Since v'w, = wr, it follows that if s, = v o gy,
then ¢, = syw, = 5,0 wa = wa, since ¢ o s, = Idy . This proves (ii). O

We have F; p = Rm, L1, where L; := N; g, which is equal to
e—l
Wr <E - Z (=fr.e0)010() + (=frEg — |EN {y}‘)éTU{y,m})'

fr,g,.1<0

where the sum is over all 7" C N such that dr7c C M is a boundary
component (7 := N \ T). We now compute a*Fy gr, for y ¢ E’. Us-
il’lg (l), we have Oé*Fl/,E/ = (XZRO%*N[/7E/ = Rp*(ﬁ*Nl/,El = R?T*LQ, where
Ly :=v*¢* Ny g = g* Ny g, with Ny gy is the usual line bundle on W:

e l,
Ny g =wr? (E' > (—frew) 5Tu{x})-
fT,E’,l’ <0
Since v has no exceptional divisors, it follows that
Ly =wr? (E/ - Z (—=frew) (Orugey + 6TU{y,:v}))-
fT,E’,l’ <0

Casey ¢ E,lI'=1,E' = E. We clearly have L; = L, and this proves that
wheny ¢ E, wehave F| p = o*F} .

Caseye E,I'=1—-1,E' = E\ {y}. As elgl/ = SLIEN{y} = 1, we
have L; = Ly (6ym + > 6TU{W}), which implies exact sequences

fr,g;1<0
0— Lo — Li(—6yz) — EB (Ll(_(syx)WTu{y,w} =0
fr,e.<0
and 0 — L1(—0yy) — L1 — (Ll)‘ s — 0. Assume T is such that fp p; < 0.
yx

Then by LemmaB.I4we have (L (-4, ))I(STU{ o O(-H)XO (= frp,—1),

on 5Tu{y o} = Bl o P x P 2, Since on Bl, 2 12P™ wehave RG.O(—E3) =
0Oand ¢*O(H) = O(H E,) (Lemma [5.14)), it follows that R§.O(—H) = 0.
Hence, Rﬂ'* (Ll( 5 ))|5Tu{y,z} 0, RW*LQ = RW*Ll( 6ym) = E—l,E\{y}
(and here Rm,(—) = m(—)). Applying Rm.(—) to the above two exact se-
quences, it follows that there is an exact sequence (5.6) with Q%{ g =0,NiE.
Finally, we have Ra (FZVE) = Ray, o Rm, (w7T ® L\{) = Ra,, 0 Ry, (w7T ® L\{)
Hence, it suffices to prove that Rg. (w7r ® L\{) = 0. Since w; = g*wq., Lo isa
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pull-back by g, and Ly = L2(dys + D), where ¥ = Y d7yyy 4y, it suffices
fr,g;1<0
to prove that Rg,O(—6,, — D) = 0. Consider the exact sequence

0—= O(=0y, — D) = O(—D) — (’)(—D)‘(;yz — 0.

It suffices to prove that ¢g.(—) induces an isomorphism when applied to
the restriction map O(—D) — O(—D)js,, and all higher push forwards by
g of O(=D) and O(-D)ys,, are 0. Since §,, = oy and g o oy = Id, we
have R'g.O(—D)5, = 0 forall i > 0 and g.O(—D)5,, = Ow (—D’), where
D' = ¢g(D) = ZfT,E‘,l <097U{z}- Because of the condition frg; < 0, the
divisors in D are disjoint. Similarly, the divisors in D’ are disjoint. Using
the exact sequence 0 — O(—0rygy01) — Oy — Osripymy — 0s it suffices
to prove that Rg.0y = Ow and Rg*O(;TU{y’x} = Oém{x}- Since g = ¢ o,
the first statement follows from Rv.Oy = Oy (part (i) of Claim 5.I8) and
Rp,.Oy = Ow, as ¢ is the pull-back of oy : W — M, the universal family
over M. The second statement follows as the map g restricted to OTUfy,e} 18
the map w5 = (¢,1d) from Lemma 5.4, where ¢ : Mgy 401 = Bl o5 —
MTU{%U} = BL,P™! is the universal family, in this case a flat family of
rational, at worst nodal curves over a smooth base. O

6. PERPENDICULARITY OF F} ;'S VERSUS THE SHEAVES Ojs(—a, —b)

Let p even, g odd, ¢ + 1 > 0. Recall that in Section 5 we defined vector
bundles Fj i on the Hassett spaces M,, ;11 and on their universal families
W, generalizing the definition of the vector bundles F; i on the stacks P,
(defined in Section ). In this section we verify that the bundles F; i on
M, 441 in Theorems [L.8| [L9, Remark [LT1] are perpendicular to the torsion
sheaves in the subcategory .A (Corollary [6.2). We will prove a more general
statement in Proposition [6.1] as this will be needed later. For the excep-
tionality part in Theorems[1.8] [[.9) Remark [L.11] we will compare RHom'’s
between objects on M, ,+1 to RHom'’s between similar objects on other Has-
sett spaces (e.g., W). We will need a general statement about perpendicu-
larity of the bundles F} p on W to certain torsion sheaves (Proposition [6.4).

Proposition 6.1. Assume P (resp., Q) is the set of heavy (resp., light) indices
and |P| =p=2r >4,|Q| =q¢+1=2s+2 > 0(soscan be —1). Assume
1 >0, E C PUQ withe = |E| such that e + 1 is even. Let 7 = o7 pc =
Prs=Ll x Prs=1 C M, ;11 be a boundary divisor such that

|freals [frepal < p < (r+s)/2. (6.1)
Then RHomMp7q+l(ﬂYE, Os, (—a,—b)) = 0, where by Oy, (—a,—b) we denote
Or(—a) W Opc(—b), i.e., —a is on the T-component) if 1 < a,b <r+s—1,or
w<b<r+s,a=r+shence, anya)orpu <a<r+s,b=r-+s(hence, any
b). Similarly, RHomy; q+1(FlvE’ Os5,(—a,—b)) =0ifl <a,b<r+s—1,or
a=0,0<b<r4+s—porb=0,0<a<r+s—pu.
Corollary 6.2. Assume the pair (I, E) is in group 1A or 1B on My 441. Let

Os(—a,—b) be one of the generators of the category A (Notation [L6). Then
RHomg; . (F 5, O5(—a,—b)) = 0.
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Proof. We apply Proposition6.Ilwith 1 = 2. By Lemmal.5 we have that
|fr.e0], | fre By < (r+s)/2 and the statement follows from Proposition[6.1]
(]

Proof of Proposition By Serre duality, if E is a vector bundle on M,, ;1,
then

RHomMpqu(Ev, Os, (—a,—b)) = RHomMMH(E, Ks, ® Os,.(a,b))".

So the second statement is equivalent to the first. We now prove the first
statement. If a : W — M, 41 is the universal family, let 3 := a,-1(5,) :
a~(67) = 0rUdre — b, where we denote 07 := 67 peygy) (y the new mark-
ing on W). Then RHomy; . (F)'g Osp(—a,~b)) = RTy; . (Fip,, @
Os,(—a, —b)). Since F; p = Ra.(N; ) (see Definition[5.2), it follows by co-
homology and base change that Fips, = (Row(NyE)) 5, = 1B (vaE|5TU5Tc ),
and by projection formula

BTy, (Fips, ®0s(=a,—b)) = Rlyp (BB (Nymis, 5, ©87O(—a,=b))).

We have to show that the line bundle N := (vaE\(gTU(ch ® B*O(—a,—b)))
on d7 U ére has no cohomology. Consider the following exact sequence:
0 = Oy (—07) = Os,050. — Os, — 0. Tensoring with N gives an exact
sequence: 0 — N — N — N’ — 0, where N’ = (N, p ® *O(—a, —b))

|o”

- =

N'" = (Nl,E®ﬂ*(’)(—a, —b)®0(—5T)) |6 Nl,E = w7r2 (E)(— Z OCT,E,l(STU{y},TC)
(see (4.2) for the definition if ar ;). We use Lemma[5.8to compute N’ and

N”. As usual, for simplicity, denote ar := ar g, fr = fr ;. Using the
identification 67 = 07 ey = PH71 x BL, P+, we have

N':=O(—a+ are) & ((fre + are — b)H + (b — ar)A).
Using the identification 67 = d7e gy = P71 x BLP'5, we have
N":=O(=b+ar)X ((fr +ar —a)H + (a — age — 1)A).

Here H, resp. A, denotes Opr+s(1), resp., the exceptional divisor on BL,P" 5.
We prove that both N’, N" are acyclic. Recall that, for all T, either fr > 0,
ar=0or fr <0, fr+ar=0and fr + fre =1>0.

Case fT, ch > 0: then ar = ape =0 and N/ = O(—a)@((ch—b)H—{—bA),
N" = O(-b) X ((fr —a)H + (a — 1)A). Clearly, if 0 < a < (r + s — 1),
0 <b< (r+s— 1) then O(—a), O(—b) are acyclic, hence so are N/, N”.
Assume thata = 7 + s, 4 < b < r + s — 1. Then O(—b) and therefore N is
acyclic. By (6.I), wehave —(r+s—1) < —=b < fre —b < pu—b < 0. It follows
that N’ is acyclic by Lemma5.I0l Similarly, if b = r 4+ s, u < a <r+s—1,
then O(—a) and (fr —a)H + (a — 1) A are acyclic, as we have —(r+s—1) <
—a< fr—a<pu—a<O.

Case fr > 0, f$ < 0: thenay = fre+ape = 0and N' = O(—a—ch)&(—
bH +bA), N = O(=b)® ((fr —a)H + (a+ fre — 1)A). If0<b<r+s—1
then O(—b), —bH + bA are acyclic, and the claim follows. If b = r + s,
p<a<r+s—1thenby (@I)0 < pu+ fre <a-+ fre <a<r+s-—1,
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—(r+s—-1)<—-a<fr—a<pu—a<0,s00(—a— fre)and (fr —a)H +
(a + fre —1)A are acyclic.

Case fre > 0, fr < 0: then ape = ar+ fr = 0and N’ = O(—a)X ((ch —
b)H + (b+ fr)A), N" = O(=b— fr)R(—aH+(a—1)A). f0<a < r+s—1
then O(—a), —aH + (a — 1)A are acyclic, and the result follows. Assume
nowa=r+s,u <b<r+s—1. Notethat —aH + (a — 1)A is still acyclic.
Furthermore, (fre — b)H + (b + fr)A is acyclic, as by (1) 0 < u + fr <
b+ fr<b<r4+s—land —(r+s—1)<-b< fre—b<pu—>b<0. O

Corollary 6.3. The line bundle Fy s, on M, for p > 6 even is the pull-back of the
GIT polarization via the morphism ¢ : M, — X,,. When p = 4, Fy 5, ~ Op1(1).

Proof. The line bundle O(1,...,1) on (P')? descends to X, by the Kempf
descent criterion giving a polarization L of X,,. Note that, away from the
singularities, this agrees with our definition of Fiyx; as Ro.. Ny s, where
Nox = wi(X) and a : W — M, is the universal family. It follows that
Fos ~ ¢*L(> ar 07 1), for some integers ar e. When p = 2r > 6, it re-
mains to show that a7 7e = 0 for every partition P =TUT*¢, |T| = [T¢| =r.
For everya = 1,...7 — 2, we have 0 = RHomMp(Fl,E, Osp.pe (—a, —a)) =
Pr e RU(P2 x P2, O, (ar,re — a,arre — a)) by Prop. 61l Tt follows
that all a7 = 0 and hence, F5; ~ ¢*L. To see the last statement, re-
call from the proof of Lemma £.12 that Ny = o*Fyx. It follows that
Foy, = ofa*Fys = ofNoy = 1 + Y ,_5070;. If p = 4, we have that
ojo; = 0if i # 1. Furthermore, MOA and My are isomorphic, with the same
universal family, hence, ¢y = Op:1(1). It follows that Fy 5. = Op1(1). O

Proposition 6.4. Assume |P|=p=2r >4,|Q|=q¢=2s+1>1. Lety € Q
and consider the universal family o : W — M, 41 = Mpyg) gy} Let E C PUQ
with e = |E|, I > 0 such that e + [ is even. Let drugyy,re © W be a boundary
divisor (T UT° = P U (Q \ {y})) with the property that, for some p and 1/,

r+ s
mmpe = mTc7E7l S Ml S 5 y (62)
r+s
mr =mrpe; <p—|EN{y} < — BN {y}l, (6.3)

see @3) for mr. Using an identification &y, = BLP™"5~1 x P"52, we have
RHomw (Fi g, (—aH)XO(=b)) =0ifl<a<r+s—1,1<b<r+s—2or
a=0,0<b<r+s—1—pgorb=0,0<a<r+s—pu.

Proof. Note that when fre ; < 0, then are = — fre p; = |[EN{y}+ fre—!
and so an immediate consequence of (6.3) is that

Similarly, because of (6.2), when fr 5 ; < 0 then we have
ar=—frep; <p +|En{y} -1 (6.5)

The proof is similar to that of Lemmal6.1l Let 7 : &/ — W be the universal
family (with z the new index on ¢/)). Denote for simplicity ¢ := d7ygyy,7e
W, 01 = Orugyatre © U, 62 = dpuggyrengey S U, B = Tr-1(5) = 7 1(0) =
01 Ud =6, N := Ny g, F:=F g = Rn,N; g. Using Grothendieck-Verdier
duality (Remark [3.10), it suffices to prove that letting j : 7=1(6) — U be
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the inclusion map, then N := j*(NY ® w,) ® §* (—aH X O(-b)) (as a line
bundle on 7~1(4)) is acyclic. Consider the exact sequence: 0 — O, (—d1) —
Os,us, — Os, — 0. Tensoring with N gives an exact sequence 0 — N" —
N — N’ — 0, where N’ := (NV ® wr) g, ® B (—aH B O(-D)), N =
(N ®wﬂ(—61))|52 ® B* (—aH B O(—b)). We prove that both N’ and N” are
acyclic.

Using the identification 6y = 67y gy} reufs) = BL,P" 71 x BLP" 571 (the
first copy of BL,P"5~! corresponds to T' U {y}) by Lemma .14l we have
N" = M{ R MY, M{! = (= are — a)H + areupnd, MY = (= fre —
are —b—1)H + (agygyy +b—1)A. Similarly, using the identification 6; =
Srugy.ay e = Bl o oP" 1 x P72 by Lemma5. 14 we have N’ = M| X M},
where My = O(—arygy —b), M{ = (= fr—|[E0{y}| —apugy —a—1)H +
(fT + ot + 1)E1 + (aTc + a) Es + apeygyy F12. We prove that one of My, M,
and one of M{, M} are acyclic using Lemma[5.10 (or an analogue).

Case 1) fr, fre > 0. Then ar = Qryly} = QTe = Qreyfy} = 0, fr = mr,
fre = mpe, M = —aH, MY = —d"H + (b — 1)A, where d’ = mpe + b+ 1,
M| = —d'H + 1 Ey + B2 Ey, where d' = mp+ |[EN{y}|+a+1, 61 =mr+1,
B2 =a, M5 =0O(=b).If0 < a < r+ s — 1, then M/ is acyclic. Similarly, M}
is acyclic when 0 < b < r + s — 2. Furthermore, if 0 < b <r+s—1—4/,
then M/ is acyclic since (6.2) implies d” = mpe +b+1 < p/+b+1 <r+s.
Similarly, if 0 < a < r + s — p then M is acyclic since (6.3) implies that
d=mpr+|En{y}+a+1<p+a+l<r+s+l,andfy=a<r+s—1,
Bi=mr+1<pu+l<r-+s.

Case?2) fr >0, fre < 0. Then ar = arufy} = 0, fr =myp, ape = — fpe >
0, apeyqyy = are — [EN{y}| > 0, M{ = (—are —a)H + (are — [EN{y}])A,
Mé’ = (—b — 1)H + (b — 1)A, M{ = —d'H + B1E1 + BoEy + B1aF12, where
d =mpr+|En{y}|+a+1, 81 =mr+1, fs = arc+a, f12 = are — |[EN{y}|,
M) = O(=b). If 0 < b < r+s—2, My and M} are both acyclic. Assume
b=00<a<r+s—pu Then M{ is acyclic since by (6.4) we have
O0<ape—|En{y} <p—-l<pu<r+s—1(+s=2, u=1isnotpossible,
as0<a<r+s—p)and 0 < are + a < p+ a < r+ s. Furthermore, M is
acyclic since (6.3) implies that d’ = mr+|EN{y}|+a+1 < p+a+1<r+s.
Furthermore, 51 =mr+1 < pu+1<u+a<r+s fe<pu<r+s-—1,
and by (6.4) we have 5y = ape +a < pu+a<r+s.

Case 3) fr <0, fre > 0. Then are = areyfyy = 0, fre = mpe, ar =
—fr > 0, agupy = ar — |EN{y}| > 0, M = (—a)H, M§ = —d"H + A,
whered” = mpe+b+1, 8 = ar—|EN{y}|+b—1, M| = (—a—1)H+E;+aE»,
M) = O(—ar—b+|En{y}|). If 0 < a < r+s—1, then M and M are acyclic.
Assumea = 0,0 < b < r+s—1—y'. Note that M| is still acyclic. Then M/
is acyclicsinceby ) 0 < S =ar — |[EN{y}|+b—-1< (@ -1 +b—-1<
W+b—1<r+s—2and (62) implies d’ = mpe +b+1 < p/+b+1<r+s.
This finishes the proof. O

7. {F,. g} EXCEPTIONAL ON Mgy, 95 = {F} p} EXCEPTIONAL ON Mo, 9541

The goal of this section is to prove the following theorem:
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Theorem 7.1. Assume p = 2r > 4, ¢ = 2s +1 > 1. The bundles {F} g} on
M,, , from group 1A of Theorem L5l (resp., 1 B of Remark[LTT) form an exceptional
collection conditionally on the same statement for M, ;1.

We fix: P a set of cardinality p = 2r > 4 and @ a set of cardinality
g = 2s+ 1 > 1. We also choose an index y € @, which will be allowed to
change later on. The analysis is similar to the proof of Theorem[3.4] except
that instead of forgetful morphisms P,, — P,_1, we now have rational
maps Mp,g --» Mp g\ fy}- These maps have a convenient resolution.

Lemma 7.2. The rational map Mpq --+ Mp g\, is resolved by the following
diagram of morphisms, where f is a birational reduction morphism between Has-
sett spaces and o is the universal family over Mp o\ 1,

f/ X 7.1)

Proof. We choose the weights of p heavy points in Mp o\ 1,1 and Mp, to be

l — €1 + €2 and the weights of light points to be 2 52€1 + €2 on Mp O\ {y} and

252+1
1 and then choose 0 < €; < 1 that depends on ¢ (except if ¢ = 1, in
which case the weights of points in Mp O\{y} = Mp are given by + €2).
By Notation 28] these weights give the Hassett spaces Mp g\ (4} and Mpg.
We choose the weights of points on W as follows: the weights of points in
Pand Q\ {y} are the same as on Mp g,y and the weight of the point y is
the same as on Mp. It is clear that the weights of W dominate the weights
in MRQ/ so we have the reduction morphism f of Hassett spaces.

It remains to show that « is the universal family. We use [Has03, Pro-
postion 5.1, Proposition 5.4]. Since the weights of points in P and @ \ {y}
are the same on W and Mp Q\{y} it suffices to check that the weight of y on

€1 + €o on MpQ Here we first choose ¢; such that <r +1+ 53 +1>€1 <

W is sufficiently small. Indeed, (r — 1) (— — 61) +2s%e; + 2s+1 €1 < 1,s0

r — 1 heavy points can coincide with all points in @ \ {y} and y on W. On

the other hand, r<% — 61) + (s — 1)%61 + 282%61 < 1, so r heavy points can

coincide with s — 1 pointsin @ \ {y} and y on W. O
We will apply to the morphism f the following abstract lemma:

Lemma 7.3. Let f : M — N be a morphism of smooth projective varieties such
that Rf,Op = Op. Let D*(M) = (A,B) be as.o.d. Let ® : D(N) — B be
the composition of the derived pullback Lf* and the right adjoint functor i* of the
inclusion i : B < DY(M). Then ® has a left adjoint functor ¥ : B — DP(N)
given by X — [Rf.(i(X)Y)]Y (derived duals). Furthermore, if Rf.Z" = 0 for
every Z € A then ® is a fully faithful functor and V is its left quasi-inverse.

Proof. The adjointness part follows from the following calculation:
Homp(X, ®(Y)) = Hom pypp (i(X), Lf*(Y)) 2 Hom pe (L (Y)Y, i(X)Y)
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= Hompo() (Y, Rf(1(X) ")) = Homps(ny (¥(X), Y).
Suppose that Rf.Z" = 0 for every Z € A. Take an object Y € D*(N) and
a triangle Z — i(®(Y)) — Lf*(Y) — associated with the s.0.d. (A, B). The
dual triangle is Lf*(YV) — i(®(Y))" — ZY — . Taking the push-forward,
we get YV = Rf,(i(®(Y))Y) as Rf.Z"Y = 0. It follows that Y = ¥(®(Y)).
Thus ¥ is a left quasi-inverse of ¢ and therefore ¢ is fully faithful. O

In the rest of this section, we use the set-up and the notations of Lemma
[Z3l The morphism f : W — Mp, has the following properties. Let T C
P U (Q\ {y}) be a subset of r heavy and s light indices, and let 7 denote
its complement in P U (Q \ {y}). In Mpo we denote by P7:"*! the locus
where the points from 7¢ come together. Note that P51 = pr+s—1 py
[Has03) §6.2] (see (3) in Note5.1)), as the weight of the point corresponding
to T can be changed to 1 without changing the stability condition.

Different loci IP’TTJFS*I are disjoint, except for pairs IP)lFrs*l and IP)lFZs*l,
which intersect transversely at the point in Mp ) where the markings from
T coincide and similarly the markings from 7 coincide. The loci ngsfl
are blown-up by the morphism f (in any order), creating boundary divi-
sors dpugy) = Opugy),re = BL,Pr+5=1 x Prts=2 c W. These divisors are
contracted by the morphism f via the composition of the first projection
and the blow-down BL,P" 571 x Pr+s=2 — Pr+s—1 The divisors 7, are
disjoint, except for pairs 7y}, d7euy), Which intersect transversely along
a codimension 2 locus isomorphic to P5*72 x P12, By Lemma 2.4, we
have an s.o.d. D*(W) = (C,Lf*D*(Mp)), where C has an exceptional
collection of the following objects (in some order):

. (’)PTT+572X?TT¢S?2(—¢, —j)for1<i<r+4+s-21<j<r+s-2

° OgTU{y}(aH,—u)forO§a§r+s—1,1 <u<r+s—2.
On the other hand, we have an s.o.d. D*(W) = (A, B), where A C D*(W)
is the admissible subcategory generated by the exceptional collection

r+s—1

)
As C is an exceptional collection, it follows that A is an exceptional collec-
tion. Indeed, if Z = j. L for some line bundle L on ¢ := d7pyyy (j : 6 = W
the inclusion morphism), then ZV 2 (5, L") ® O(d)[—1] by [Huy06, 3.41].

Lemma 7.4. The functor ® : D*(Mpg) — B of LemmalZ3lis fully faithful.

Proof. We need to check that Rf.ZY = 0if Z = O,y (—at,u) is one
of the generators of A. Indeed, 7" = s, ((a — 1)H,—u — 1)[~1] by
[Huy06)| 3.41]. Since —(r + s —2) < —u—1 < —1,we have Rf.Z¥V =0. O

—1
OéTU{y}(—a’H? u)a 0<a< LH%J 1 <u< L (72)

Definition 7.5. Let Q be a set of objects in a triangulated category 7. We
say that objects G and G’ in T are related by quotients in Q if there are
objects Q; in Q for 0 < ¢ < k and a sequence of exact triangles G;,—; —
Gl[lz] — Ql[lg] — Gi_l[l] for some li,l; e Zwith Gy =2 G, G, = G'.

Lemma 7.6. Consider the set of vector bundles F}  on Mp,g with

r+s—1>
2

. r+s
my gy < min <T —[En{y}l, (7.3)
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for every subset T'C PU(Q\{y}) of r heavy and s light indices (see Notation
for the definition of mt ;). For example, all bundles of type 1A/1B and type 2
belong to this set by Lemmald.8 Then ®(F) p) = F g (see Definition [5.3| for the
definition of Fy g on W). In particular,

RHomy; , (Fi,p, Fir pr) = RHomw (Fy,p, Fi i) (7.4)
for vector bundles satisfying (Z3). Furthermore, Rf.(F}’y) = F)'y.

Proof. By taking p = p/ = “£* in Proposition [6.4] (note that all conditions
are satisfied because of (Z3)) we have that

RHomw (Fi g, Os,.(—aH,u)) =0 (7.5)

forall 0 < a < [®5=1],0 < —u < r+ s — 2. So (Z5) holds for all v,
positive or negative. Therefore, the bundles F; p on W belong to B. By
Proposition[7.7] using that mze < gﬁ by Lemma 4.8, the bundles F; p and
Lf*F, i are related by sheaves in A. Since i'(A) = 0 (as in Lemmal[Z.3) 4" is
the right adjoint functor of the inclusion i : B < D®(W), we have

O(Fp)=i(Lf*Fp) =2i(FE) = FE

By Lemma (7.4, we have (Z4) and Rf.(F)y) = Rf.(i(®(Fi,r))") = ', (see
the proof of Lemma|7.3). O

Proposition 7.7. Let | > 0, and let E C PUQ) be such that e +1 even. The vector
bundles F i and f*F; p on W are related by sheaves Q; = O(—jH) X O(u)
supported on boundary divisors oy e for 0 < j < mpe, 0 < u < mrpe (see
Notation 1\ for the definition of mpe := mpe g ;). We have

Q= 0((j —DH)RO(~u—1).

Proof. We claim that two types of quotients O(—jH) X O(u) appear:
(D) 0<j <mype,0<u<mype,if fr >0;
M0 < j < mpe, 0<u < moT),if fr +|FEN{y} < 0, where
mo(T) := —fr — |E N {y}| (see Notation 1] for the definition of
fr, fre, mre). Note that in this case fr < 0, we have fre =1— fr > 0
(as ! > 0)and mo(T) < mpe = fre.
To prove the claim, recall that F} p = Rm,(N1), where (see Definition 5.3)

!

Ny =Ny g = Wi (E)( - Z aroTUfzy — Z OTULNOT ULy} ) -
T T

Here x is the new marking on the universal family 7 : / — W and either
ar = aryfy} = 0 (when fr > 0) or ap = _fT,E,l/ Qy{y} = T — ’Eﬂ {y}] >
0 (when fr < 0, see @2)) for the definition of ar, apygyy). a': U — M,
is the universal family, there is a commutative diagram with a cartesian
second square:

u —= T u

T

w L w L M,
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and we have f*F} p = Rm,(N2), where we denote

(B)+ Y froruay- (7.6)
T

e—l e—l

Ny = v*w,? (E) 2wy

The latter equality holds because of the identities (5.3). Recall from Note
BI(1) that W and U are smooth. Furthermore, the spaces U’ and V are
P!-bundles over Hassett spaces, in particular, they are smooth. Note that
among the two types of boundary divisors d7y(,1, d7ufy,2) Of U, only the
divisors d7y,} are v-exceptional. We have:

Ny = N1 + Z (fT + OéT)(sTu{g;} + ZGTU{yﬁTU{y,m} = N1 + X1 + Yo,
T T

where ¥1 = > frorupy, Y2 = > ma(T)drugyay- Any two distinct
fr>0 fr<0
boundary divisors appearing in ¥; do not intersect since different bound-

ary divisors of type dr(,} do not intersect. Similarly, any two distinct
boundary divisors appearing in ¥» do not intersect since dpyyy .} intersects
drugy,ey (T # T) only when T = T¢, but if f < 0, we must have fre > 0.
For the same reason, each 47y, . that appears in ¥ intersects exactly one
term from 3, namely, dpc {«}- We add successively to N; first terms from
¥, then ¥y, and get two types of quotients.

Type I quotients have the form @ = (N1 + jéTU{$})‘5TU{z} for0 < j <

fr = mr. By Lemma5.14(1) we have
e—l

Q1 = (wr® (B)+j0ruqa} —0reufy}0euiy,a}) =~ O(aH-BA)XO(—jH)

10702}
for a := fr—j, f = areyqy) = are —|EN{y}| (Notation (4.2)). By Definition
(4.2), we always have 3 > 0. Since are is either 0 or —f$ and fr + fre =
[ >0, it follows that § < fr = myp. Clearly, 0 < oo < mg, 0 < j < mp.
By Lemmal[.9] R7.Q; is a direct sum of sheaves of the form O(u) X (—jH)
supported on 07 reygyy = P72 x BLP™T5 ! for w > min(B, 0 + 1) > 0,
u <max(a,f —1) <mp,0<j < mp.

Type II quotients are supported on 67,4 = Bl o P x P72, for
various T' (with fr < 0, hence, fre > 0). Namely,

Q2 = (N1 + fredreu(s} + 070y 0} )

|5TU{yyz} -
l

= (we® (B) 4 frorugey + (—ma(T) +)070qy.01 + fTC(;TCU{x})MTU{y@}
for 0 < i < mo(T). By Lemma B.I42), Q2 = O( — iH + BE>) X O(u)
where 8 := fre =1 — fr > ma(T), u = ma(T) — i < ma(T). In particular,
B >i>0and 0 < u < mo(T). By the projection formula, Remark [5.15 and
Lemma [5.14(2) (and using its notations), we have RG,O( — iH + SE>) =
RG.(¢*O(—iH)+(B—1)Ey)) = O(—iH)®...® O(—BH). The result follows
since ﬁ = ch = Mrec (as ch > 0) U

Remark 7.8. Prop. [Z.7shows that when! = 0and £ = P U (Q \ {y}), on

W we have f*F; p = F  (because mr = mqe = 0 for all T'). Note that the
same is trivially true when | = 0, E = (). In particular, F), = Rf.F’ is

still true in these cases. For example, on M, ,_1 = My (i.e., p = 4,q = 1)
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{Fo.p, Fo,». } is the collection in Theorem [L.9](group 14 is the same as group

1B in this case). This is a full exceptional collection on M, = P! because
Fop = O, Fy s, =2 O(1) (Corollary [6.3).

Proof of Theorem[Z1l Let F} g, Fy g be bundles from one of the two collec-
tions (group 14 or 1B) on M,, ,. By Lemmal[Z.6| for any y € Q, we have

RHomy; (Fy g, Fy.p) = RHomw (Fy g, Fi p).

We consider several cases and make different choices of y € Q.

Case 1: B\ E; # 0. Fixy € E;\ E;. By LemmaBI7 F'; = o F,
Ra*Fl,V’E, = 0. Therefore, RHomyy (Fy g, F| p) = RHomW(Fz,va Fl,VE,) =
RHomy (o 'y, FyY 1) = RHomyy (F)g, R Fyl ) = 0.

Case 2: E; = E; # Q. Choose y € Q \ E,. Since the range in group 14
(resp., 1B) on M, , is precisely the range in group 1A (resp., 1B) on M, ,1,
we are done by Lemma B.17] since Fj p = o*F, g, Fy pr = o Fp g and
RHOHIW (Oé*E/’E/, Oé*ﬂ7E) = RI‘IOIHMP’(I_1 (E/7E/, E,E) The latter is equal to
0 or C (if (I, E) = (', E")) by Thm. L8 for M,, ,_1 when ¢ > 1 and Theorem
M9 when ¢ = 1 (for group 14, and Remark [[.11] for group 1B).

Case3: B, = E;, = Q,q > 1. Letz € Q. By Prop.B.6, Fi p = F} 012} ®
FO,Eq\{z}/ Fy g = E,E{,U{z}@)FO,E{I\{z}- It follows that RHOH]MWI (Fl’,E’, Fl,E) =
RHomMM (Fl/,E;U{Z}, Fy g,0{-})- Notethat F} (., is still in group 1A (resp.,
group 1B) on M, ,;, and since by assumption ) # {z} we are in Case 2.

Case 4: E, = E& = @Q,q = 1. Let @ = {z}. Note that Mp,l ~ Mp+1
and since e;, > e,, we have ¢/ > e. Case 4(i): the bundles are in group
1B. Then they are in the exceptional collection of Theorem [L.2] (proved in
Section [3), and we are done. Finally, consider the case 4(ii): the bundles
are in group 1A. Take the line bundle L = O(—P — 2z) on Mp+1, ie., we
take -1 in the position of every heavy point and —2 in the position of z.
By the projection formula and Corollary B3] L ® Fj p = O(—P — 2z) ®
RT&'*Q(E, )2 Rr(—(P\ Ep) —2,1) = }WZY(P\EP)U{Z} and similarly for Fs .
On M,, 1, we have RHom(Fy g1, F} ) = RHomMp’l(FlgE/ ®L Fp®L)=
RHom(FY p\ pryuy Flpogpyogey) = BHom(Ey (p\Byugets Fr (B Uge))-
These bundles are in the group 1B on Mnl and are in the correct order:
p —ep > p — ¢, hence, we are done by the argument in the Case 4(i). O

8. {F},p} EXCEPTIONAL ON My, 9511 = {F} g} EXCEPTIONAL ON My, 2542
The goal of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 8.1. Vector bundles Fj i from group 1A (resp., group 1B) from Theo-
rems L5 [1.8) 1.9land Remark[LI1lform an exceptional collection.

Throughout this section we assume that P (resp., Q) is the set of heavy
(resp., light) indices and we have |P| = p = 2r > 4, ]Q\ =q+1=2s5+2>0.
Given Theorem[7.]] it suffices to prove that the bundles {F} i} from group
1A (resp., 1B) form an exceptional collection on M,, ;11 conditionally on the
same statement for Mp,q, as well as to prove, unconditionally, that these
bundles form an exceptional collection on M,. We treat this last case by
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allowing ¢ + 1 = 0 (i.e.,, s = —1), in which case we also assume that r > 3.
One checks directly the case of r = 2, s = —1, i.e., that the collection on
M, = My = P! in Theorem [[.9]is exceptional: the collection is {F} g, Fo »},
where Fjj = O, Fy »; = O(1) by Corollary [6.3] (see also Remarkm

Notation 8.2. We choose an index z € Q unless ¢ + 1 = 0, in which case we
choose an index z € P. This index will be allowed to vary later. For every
boundary divisor o7 e of Mp q+11 we always assume that z € T. We let
M, pa = MP,Q\{_} if g > 0 (resp., M _1 := M,,_; = Mp\{z} if g = —1). Let
f M, g1 --+ M), 4 be the forgetful map that forgets the marking z.

Lemma 8.3. The forgetful map f is regular and factors through the universal
family 7 : Uy 4 — My, 4, which is a Pt-bundle. We have a commutative diagram

w -2 Vp.q

al lv (8.1)

R B T R
Mp7q+1 — up,q ? Mpvq

Here o (resp., ) is the universal family of the corresponding Hassett space.
Furthermore, ~y is a P*-bundle and U, , is a GIT quotient of (P1)P+4+1. The mor-
phisms g and 3 are birational reduction morphisms of Hassett spaces.

Proof. Suppose first that ¢4+ 1 > 0. We choose the same weight a + ¢, where
aissuch thatr < - <r + %iié < r+1,e < 1, for all p heavy points for

Mp g+1, Up ¢, and Mp ¢ the same weight b + ¢, where b = 283:1“, € < 1, for
all light points on M, ;41 and M, ;, and for all light points on U, , except
for z. We assume that the weight of z on U, 4 is sufficiently small. Then
pa + gb = 2. Furthermore, (r + 1)a > 1, so r + 1 heavy points coinciding
corresponds to an unstable pointed curve; (r —1)a+ (2s+2)b < 1,sor —1
heavy and all light points coinciding corresponds to a stable point of M,, ;11
and M, ,; ra+ sb < 1, so r heavy and s light points coinciding corresponds
to a stable point of for M,, ;11 and M,, , and, finally, 7a + (s + 1)b > 1,s0 r
heavy and s + 1 light points coinciding corresponds to an unstable point of
M, ,+1 and M, . It follows that these weights define M,, ;1 and M, ,, that
U, 4 is the universal family over Mp,q, and that we have reduction maps of
Hassett spaces as claimed. Furthermore, by Lemma 2.7, M,, , and U, , are
GIT quotients and 7 and ~ are P!-bundles.

In the case ¢ + 1 = 0, we choose the same weight a + ¢, where a =
e < 1, for all points for M and M —1 = Mp 1 and for all points

p— 1’
forU, 1 = MP—Ll except for z, which we assume has a sufficiently small
weight. Then (p — 1)a = 2. Furthermore, (r — 1)a < 1 and ra > 1, so
r—1 points coinciding corresponds to a stable point, but r points coinciding
corresponds to an unstable point on M, and M,, _; = M,,_;. We finish the
argument as above. O

Notation 8.4. The morphism 3 : M, ,+1 — U, , belongs to a general class of
reduction morphisms of Hassett spaces 5 : M,, 441 — U, which we describe
now with an eye towards a different application in Section We will
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return told = U, , in Lemma The following diagram generalizes (8.1)):
w2y

al Jw (8.2)

Mp,qul —6‘—> U

Reducible fibers of the universal family o are over the boundary divisors
o7, e = IP”"T’LS_l ]P”"JFS Lof Mp ¢+1- The subscripts indicate that the fibers
of « are unions of two P!, with one component marked by 7" and another
by T°. We suppose that the restriction of 3 : Mp,q+1 — U to d7 7 is either an
isomorphism or is isomorphic to the projection P51 x IP”"T’ES_l — P}Jgs_l,
i.e. the sections marked by 7" become identified. In particular, if 67 7 is
contracted then we choose one of T', T and call it T" and the other T¢. The
boundary divisors in W have the form dp,) and dreyy,y, where y is the
extra marking on W. They are isomorphic to Prts—1 x BL,P"*5. The mor-
phism g is either an isomorphism near 7, U d7eygy) OF contracts dpey g,y
via the second projection P"*5~! x BL,P""5 — BL,P"" and d7yy,y via the
composition P*+$71 x BL,Prs — Prts—1 < BL, P+ of the first projection
followed by the embedding into BL,P"* as the exceptional divisor (the lo-
cus where the marking corresponding to 7" coincides with y). Note that any
U as above carries vector bundles Fj i defined in Section 5l

Proposition 8.5. Let [ > 0,and let E C ¥ := PU Q be such that e + [ even.

(i) The bundles F) p and 3*F,  on My, 441 are related by sheaves Q; supported
on contracted divisors 5. pe = P71 x PrTs~L having the form O(u, —j5), 0 <
Jj <m,0 < wu < m, where m := myq g, (see (£.3)) and where the component
O(u) is the one corresponding to T.

(ii) The bundles I’y and 3* F)"y; are related by sheaves supported on contracted
divisors o7 e and havmg theform O(—u—1,7-1),0<j<m,0<u<m,
where m := mr g .

Proof. Since F; g and *F; g are isomorphic near the boundary divisors
Ot e that are not contracted by 8, we can remove them and work on the

remaining open set M pq+1 to simplify notation. In particular, all subsets
T that we refer in the proof correspond to é7 e C Exc(3). We use that

—0
mj@x(—ch7E7l) = mj@x(—l + fr,pg) <m.OnM, .y, Fi g = Ra.(N1), where

Ny —NlE—wa (E > (—fr) ooy — Y (—fTC)5Tcu{y}>

fr<0 fre<0
and $*F; g = Ra.(N2), where

No = g*w? (E) = wy? (E n Z fT(STU{y}) — N, + S+ 5. (83

Here 51 = > Jrdrugyy, S2 = > (—=fre) Oreufy} and the last congruence
fr>0 fre<0

follows by the identities (5.3). Recall that the markings in 7" get identified
when applying 5. We further break S; into S} + S7, where S| (respectively
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S7), contains the terms with fre > 0 (respectively fre < 0). We add succes-
sively to N first terms from 57, then S7, followed by S, to get three types
of quotients on W.

TypeI has direct summands of the form: Q] = N; (z’éTU{y})‘ Sroy

e—l
Wa? (E+Z'6TU{y})‘5T . =~ (uH)RO(—i), where u := fr—i, where drufyy =
Uy
Bl Pr+s x Pr+sl s of the type appearing in Sj: 0 < i < fr, fre > 0 (for
various 7" with this property). Clearly, 0 < v < mand 0 < ¢ < m. By
LemmaB.9, Ra.(uH) =0 @ O(1) @ ... O(u), and the result follows.
Type II has direct summands of the form: QY = Ny (idpq)

Sroqy

e—l
Wa> (E + fTC(;TCU{y} + i&TU{y})I(STU{y} = (uH — vA) K O(—i), where u :=
fr —i, v = —fre, supported on dp g,y = BLP™TS x PrTSL of the type

appearing in S7: 0 < i < fp, fre < 0 (for various T with this property).
Clearly, wehave 0 <u <m,0<i<mand 0 < v = —fre < fr = m, since
fr+ fre =1 > 0. By LemmaB.9| if u > v, Rm.(uH — vA) = O(v) @ O(v +
1)@ ... ® O(u), while if u < v, we have nevertheless that R, (uH — vA) is
either 0 or generated by O(u + 1),...,O(v — 1) and the result follows.
TypeIll has direct summands Q2 = (N1 + ST + z'(STCU{y})

lOreuqyy
e—1

We? (E + (fre +1) Oreuqyy + fT(STU{y})I(STCU{y} = (’)(u)@(—iH—i—ﬁA),Where
B = fr,u = — fre —i,supported on dze gy = O reyqyy = P x B PTS
(of the type appearing in Ss): 0 < i < — fre < fr = fsince fr+ fre =1>0
(for various T with this property). Clearly, 0 < i < m, 0 < f < m,
0 < u < m. Since > i, it follows by Lemma 5.9 that Ra,.(—iH + SA) =
O(-i)@O(—i—1)®...»O(—p), and (i) follows. Part (ii) follows from (i)
by dualizing the triangles. O

Corollary 8.6. Let F; g be a bundle from groups 1A or 1B on My, 441. Then

sheaves @Q; of Proposition [8.5(i) belong to the subcategory A of Notation [L.6l with

the possible exceptions of Q; = Osy. 1 (U, —52) (0 < w < ™£2) on divisors dp e

contracted by 3, with r + s even and for the following subsets T':
oelte,=r—1 e,=s5+1 E,CT, T,=FE;, (grouplA),
se,=r+1+le=s+1 T,CFE, 1T,=EFE, (grouplB)

Proof. Note that if 0 < b < “t5=1 then O(u, —b) € A for all u, positive or

negative. In the notations of Proposition [8.5] we have by Lemma that

m = mpp; < 2. The Corollary now follows by Proposition B.5(i) and
Lemmal4.5 U

Corollary 8.7. In the notations of Prop. 8.5 if m < r + s — 1 (for example, if
m < 152), then on U we have: Fy g = [Rﬁ*ﬂYE]V.

Proof. Since RB.Os. e (—u—1,7—1) =0for 0 < u < r+s—2if the divisor
is contracted, we have Proposition [8.5(ii) that Rﬁ*ﬂYE >~ RpB. ﬁ*FlVE = FIVE
|

Corollary 8.8. (Beta game) Let I i and Fyy g be bundles from group 1A (resp.,
group 1B) on My, 4 1. Suppose |Ey| < |E/|. Then

RHOHIMP’Q_H(F}/,E/’E,E) = RHomu(ﬂ/,E/7F‘l,E)
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unless r + s is even and we have one of the following exceptions, which include
existence of a critical subset T = T), | [ T, split into heavy and light markings
(1A) l+ep, = l’+e;, =r—1, e = e’q =s+1, E,CT, E,=T, and
either £, CT,, E,=T, orE,CT;, FE,=T
(1B) ep:r+1—|—l,e;:r+1—|—l’,eq:e;:5—|—1, T,CE, T,=E,
and either T,, C E;,, T, = E(’I or Ty C Ezlw Ty = E(’I.

Proof. We have RHomy; . (Fiv g/, " (Fi,p)) = RHomy; | (B*(Fg)s B ),
which by adjointness is the same as RHomy(F}y, 8 F)/ /), and the latter is
zero by Corollary B.7 since m < gﬁ by Lemma It remains to show
that RHomMp’qH(Fl@E/, Fip)= RHomMP’qH(Fl/,E/, f*F ). By Proposition
and Corollary 8.6, the bundles F; z and 5*F; p on M, ;.1 are related
by sheaves in A, unless F}  is listed in Corollary 8.6l Since the bundles
Fy g are perpendicular to A by Proposition [6.1] we only need to show
that RHomy;  (Fy 5, Os(—a, —b)) = 0, where a is arbitrary, b = *3*.
By Proposition[6.1](with p = TT*'S —1), this holds unless ‘ fr, E/J/! or ‘ fre, E/J/!
equals 2. This means that (I, E) should be listed in Lemma .5} with a
critical subset either T" or T°. O

We now specialize to U = U, ;, of Lemmal[8.3] Recall that ¥ = PUQU{z},
and we denoteas usual £, = ENP, E, = EN(Q U {z}).

Lemma 8.9. Assume s > 0. Consider the following collections of vector bundles
Fy g on Uy, 4 (see Definition [3.1), where we assume that | + e is even:

I+ min(ep,p+1—¢p) <r—1 (group 14),

[+ min(e, +1,p—e€p) <r—1 (group 1B),

The vector bundles from group 1A (resp., 1B) form an exceptional collection
on Uy, 4. The order is as follows: we put all subsets E containing z last and before
them all subsets not containing z. Within each of these two blocks, we order first
by increasing e, arbitrarily if e, is the same but E,’s are different, if E,'s are the
same, in order of increasing e,, and for a given e,,, arbitrarily.

Proof. 1t follows from Theorem 3.4] that we have

(1) If 2 ¢ E, then Fl,E = 7T*FI7E;
(i) fz€E Fp=Fp ey =1 FL @Ry

In other words, the part of the collection with z ¢ FE is identical to the
one in Theorem [L.5 (and Remark [L.11)), while the part with z € E corre-
sponds to vector bundles Fy p = F}’y. ® Fo s with the collection {F}";.}
being the dual collection to the one in Theorem [L5] (and Remark [L.1T). By
Orlov’s theorem on the derived category of a projective bundle applied to
7 : Upq — M, 4, we have that D°(U,, ;) = (D°(M,,4), D°(M,, ;) ® Fp.x;), since
Fys = Ox(1) ® n*L, for some line bundle L on M, ,. This is because by
Theorem 5.4l we have Rm.(Fy's) = 0. Now use the collection F} 5 of Theo-

rem [LA for the block D°(M,, ;) and the dual collection FlVE (tensored with
Fpy ) for the block D*(M,, ;) ® Fp s. O
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Proof of Theorem We will compare the vector bundles F; g on U, , and
M,,,. The range for the pairs (I, E) for collections 14 and 1B on M,, ;11 in
Thm. [1.8]is precisely the range for these collections on U4, , in Lemma

Consider first the case s > 0. Let I} g, Fi g be bundles from one of the
two collections (either 14 or 1B) on M,, ;41 (in the correct order). If E, #
E(’I, choose z € Eé \ E,. By Cor.[8.8] we have RHomMp’qH(Fl/,E/,Fl,E) o~
RHomy, ,(Fy g, I i), since the only exceptions happen when E; = E(’J or
E,and E; are disjoint and have s+1 elements, but then z must be in both E,
and E, (use that z € T). By LemmaB.9] we have RHomy, ,(Fy g/, i, g) = 0.

Suppose now that £, = E;. If e, < ¢ + 1, let z be any light index not
in E,, while if e, = ¢ + 1, let z be any light index. Then Cor. 8.8 applies:
RHomMp’qH(Fl@E/, Fy g) = RHomy, ,(Fy g, I i), since the only exception
for £, = E is when ¢; = s + 1 and E, contains z. The latter group is equal
to 0 or C when (I, E) = (I, E’), by Lemma[8.9]

Consider now the case s = —1. In this case F := E,, E' := E; are sub-
sets of P. We first prove the statement for group 1A. Note that if (I, E)
is in group 14 on M,, it is also in group 14 on M, ;, and in the collection
on M,;;. Consider the set-up in Section[Zt let o : W — M, be the uni-
versal family and let f : W — M, ; = M, be the birational morphism
that contracts the boundary divisors dpy,y,re by identifying the points
in T¢. Using that F} 5 = o*F p (Lemma 5.17), RHomMp(E/7E/,E7E) =
RHomw (a* Fy g, Fy ) = RHomw (Fy g, 1 g), which is isomorphic to
RHomy; | (Fyv,pr, Fi p) by LemmalZ@l As M,+1 = M,,; and the two spaces
have the same universal family, we have RHomMZL1 (Frp,Fip) =0if & >
e,([,E)# (I',E"),and C when (I, E) = (I', E"), by Theorem [1.2}

We now prove the statement for group 18 when s = —1. Recall that
z€P, Mp7,1 = Mp,l and7:U, 1 =U= Mp,l,l — Mp7,1 is the universal
family. Note, the previous proof works only if none of (I, E), (I, E') satisfy
I+ (p—e) = r—1. We therefore proceed with a different proof for group 1B5.
As in the case ¢ > 0, by Cor.[8.8] if = ¢ E we have RHomg; (Fy,pr, Fli) =
RHOIHMP_M(FII, g, Fi,i), since the only exceptions for group 1B happen
when z € E. If E' \ E # 0, we pick z € E' \ E. Since [ p = n*F g
and Rm,(F) ;) = 0 by Theorem B4, we have RHomg; (F)'p, I}/ /) =
RHomyg (7" g, Fy/ py) = RHomy; (B, Rm(Fy ) = 0. f E' C E,
since ¢ > ¢, we must have ' = E. If E # ¥ = P,letz € ¥\ E.
Since Fi p = n*F g, Fy g = 7" Fy g we have RHomMp_M(ﬂ’VE,ﬂ,V’E,) =
RHomg;  (F)'g, FYY ). As (I, E) is in group 1B, we have I + min{e+1,p —
e} <r—1,ie,l+ min{e, (p — 1) — e} < r — 2, which is the range of pairs
(I, E) in Theorem[[.2lwith E C P\ {z}. The result follows in this case from
Theorem [1.2]

If E = E' = %, by Cor. B8, we still have RHomMp(Fl/,E/,Fl,E) =
RHomMp_1 (Fy gr,Fip), unless | = I = r — 1 (and r is odd since [ + ¢

,1
~

is even). Assume this is not the case. We have RHomMp_1 ) (Fy g, Fip) =

RHomMp_m(Fl,vﬂJ7 ) = RHomg;  (Fi g, Fy g) (use that F} g = Fpe@Fys

on M,,_1 1 by Corollarry B3land F g = 7*F} ) and we are done by Theorem
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It remains to prove that the vector bundle F,._; . (r odd) is exceptional
on M,,. By Lemma[5.12] we have that F,_; 5, & F,_19 ® Fyx. Hence, it suf-
fices to prove that F,_; 4 is exceptional on M,,. But this bundle is in group
1A, so we are done. O

9. EQUIVARIANT EXCEPTIONAL COLLECTION ON Ma; 2511

Notation 9.1. Throughout this section, let |[P| =p = 2r, [Q| = ¢ =25 +1
(r>2,5s>0).LetP={1,...,p}, R={1,...,r}, R" = P\ R. Let Zp be the
locus in an where points in R come together: Zp = 12 N d13N ... Ny =
M{u}u ruQ, Where u is the marking corresponding to the combined points
in R. Note that u can only coincide with at most s light points and with
none of the points in R'. In D*(M,, ;), we have a Koszul resolution

Oy, = [ = 2P O(-51) - D O(~61) - (’)MM]. (9.1)
i=2 i=2

LetY = ZrNZp = M{MU}UQ, where u (resp., v) is the marking correspond-
ing to R (resp., R'). We have a Cartesian diagram of embeddings

!

Y‘J—>ZR/

lj Ik 92)

i —
ZR ’ MWI

A torsion sheaf 7; i (see Notation [[.4) has disjoint support from, and is
therefore perpendicular to, any sheaf 7y g/ unless £}, = E}, or E, N E}, = ().
So semi-orthogonality of objects in Theorem [L.5 follows from Theorem
and the following theorem, which takes care of the torsion sheaves:

Theorem 9.2. Assume p = 2r, ¢ = 2s + 1. In the notations of Thm. [L.5}

(1) If (IL,E) is in group 1A (resp., 1B) and (I', E') is in group 2, we have
RHomg;  (Fi.p, Tver) = 0if eg > €y

(2) If (I,E) is in group 2 and (I',E') is in group 1A (resp., 1B), we have
RHOHIMM(W,E, Fyp) =0ifeq > ey orifeq = ey, By # Ej,.

(3) RHomyy (T, Tr,er) = 0 if (I, E), (', E') are both in group 2, E, =
EI’) =R, e, > e;, E, # E; or By = Eé, 1 <. Also, RHomMp’q(ﬁE, T.r)=C.

(4) If (I,E), (I',E') are both in group 2 and E, = R, E, = R/, we have
RHomMM (Tie, Trer) =0ifeqg > e

We start by computing some tautological classes of Zp.

Lemma 9.3. (i) iz ~ Yu ifjeR, =, ifje R, and =, — 205, if j € Q.
(i1) 5ij|ZR ~ =iy ifi,j € R, ¢y ifi,j € R,0ifi € R, j € R, and §;; if
{1,7} N Q # 0 (where if j € R, i € Q, we identify 0;; = 0;,). Furthermore,

(iii) On Y we have 1y, = —y. (iv) K|z, ~ Kz, + (1 — 1)tby, where K = KMF \

is the canonical class of My, 4. () If E, = R then T p = ig.o, (w;?(E)) =
. eq—r—l . r
ZR*( ) w“"'ZjeEq 6]'“) :ZR*(_ %lwu_ %ZjeEq Tzz)j)'
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Proof. 1t follows from the definition that the restriction of v; to Zp is the
class 1; on the corresponding Hassett space for all j. Note that the univer-
sal family over Zg is a P!'-bundle. It follows from [CT20b, Lemma 2.1] that
i +1p; ~ —20;;. Since &,; = 0 if j € R/, parts (i), (ii) follow. If j € R, we
have by (i) that %‘ 7 = Yu hence, Q,Z)J‘Y 1y, and similarly, ¢J| Ty = — 1y,
) = —1),,, which 1mp11es part (iii). Part (iv) follows from ad]unctlon since
ca(Ngom,,) ~ > 5=2(015)12 ~ —(r — 1)1y Part (v) follows from definition
of 7, (Notation[L.4), previous parts and the fact that o0, = —1),,. O

We reduce Theorem[9.2]to a calculation of RI" on Zg or Y

Lemma 9.4. Theorem [9.2] follows from (1)—(4) below, where we abuse notation
and denote by Ty g both a line bundle on Zg, and its pushforward to M, 4.

(1) RT(Zg, (B, Eiz,)" ® Trp) = 0if (I, E) is in group 1A (resp., 1B),
(I',E')is in group 2, eq > €, and R = E,,.

(2) RU(Zg, Ty @ E/7E"ZR ® CI(NZR|MP,Q)) = 0 if (I,E) is in group 2,
(I',E') is in group 1A (resp., 1B) if R = E, and either e, > e or eq = e,
E, # E,

(3) Suppose (1, E), (I', E") are both in group 2, E, = E, = R,and J C R\{1}.
Then RF(ZRJE,VE@W’,E’@(Z]'EJ 51j)) =0ifeq > e’q, E, # E(’I, orif By = E(’I,
I < U'. Furthermore, RT(ZRr, T, @ Tip @ (e 015)) = 0if J # 0.

@RT (Y, (B 1) a3 Xjen, ¥ — § Xyeny ) = 0if (L E), (1, E)
are both in group 2, E, = R, Ezl) =R, and e, > e;.

PI’OOf. (1) RHOIHMP’(I (FLE, ﬁ’,E’) = RP(ZR, (E’E|ZR)V & 7;’,E’)~

(2) Using that i Fyy g & i* Fy g ®cy (NZRIMM)’ we have (up to a shift) that
RHomMp’q (7?7]_;,171/7]3/) = RHomZR(ﬁ,E7Fl’,E/|ZR X 1 (NZR\Mp,q)) &~
RT'(Zg, Tp® Fu gz, ® Cl(NZRMp,q)) ([Huy06, Cor. 3.38]).

(3) Follows from tensoring the Koszul resolution (@.I) of Zr with a line
bundle L on M,, ; such that i.(L,z,) = T; g and applying RHom(—, Ty g/).

(4) For any line bundles L on Zr and L' on Zp/, by cohomology and base
change applied to the Tor-independent diagram (9.2), RHom(i.L,i, L") =
RHom(Li"*i,L,L') =2 RHom(Rj.j*L,L') = RHomy (j*L,j"L’). It follows
that RHomM (7Z,E, T er) = RHOHIY(’H,E‘ya 7?',E"y ® Cl(NY|ZR/)) =
RI(Y, (’HE|Y) ® Trpy © ( Z 51j)|y). By Lemma [0.3] this complex

is isomorphic to RT'(Y, (Hl, +1)1,Z)u+ S oi— 2 > ). O
JEE, JeE,

We prove the vanishing in Lemma 0.4 by windows calculations on Zp
and Y.

Notation 9.5. Zy is isomorphic to a GIT quotient of X = P} x (P!)" x (P1)¢
by PGLs, corresponding to the partition {u} U R’ U @ of the markings on
Zr = M{u}UR’UQ- Fora € Z, A C R/, B C @, consider on X the line
bundle O(a, 4, B) := priO(a) ® pri O(A) ® priO(B) where we denote
O(A) = O(i1,...,4) with i; = 1if j € A and 0 otherwise, and likewise
for O(B). We denote by O(—A) the dual of O(A). We have the following
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correspondence between vector bundles on Zr and PGLs-equivariant vec-
tor bundles on X = (P!)r+atl: Fipz, = O(E, N R|,E, N R, Ey) ® V; (by
Lemmal3.2), 7, p = O(r +1,0,E,) if E, = R, wz, = O(-2,-2,...,-2).
Recall from Section 3 (see Remark [B.8) that ¢; = O(0,...,0,—2,0,...,0)
(with —2 in position ¢) and §;; = 0(0,...0,1,0,...,0,1,0,...,0) (with 1
in positions 7 and j). Likewise, Y is isomorphic to the GIT quotient of
X' = (P1)7+2 = PL x P} x (P')9, corresponding to the partition {u}U{v}LQ
of the markings on M{%U}UQ.

Instead of Thm. we are going to use a related Theorem proved
for vector bundles by Teleman [Iel00]. The calculation of the Kempf-Ness
stratification and the weights is like in Section 3l However, from now on,
we will follow a convention of [Tel00] and take an opposite weight to (3.2):

weight)\OX(al,...,ak)|ZK = Zai — Z a;. 9.3)
ieK icKe
We find this convention more natural since the ample polarization of the
GIT quotient has positive weights on the unstable locus. Then we have

Theorem 9.6. [HL15, Th. 3.29] For any object F' € D®[X /G such that
H*(of F') has weights > —); (9.4)
for every Kempf-Ness stratum, we have RT|x /) (F') =~ RTxss /) (F).

Remark 9.7. (The devil’s trick) The line bundle D := O(r, R’,0) on X is
trivial on Zg, since for any j € R/, on Zr = Myaupug we have 6,5 = 0,
so the line bundle O(1,0,...,0,1,0,...,0) (with 1 in the positions of u
and j) descends to the trivial line bundle on Y. Likewise, the line bun-
dle D := O(1,1,0) on X’ descends to the trivial line bundle on Y. Instead
of proving vanishing in Lemma 9.4 directly, we will prove vanishing on X
(resp., X') after tensoring with a high multiple of D since it’s this tensor
product that will satisfy conditions of Theorem This is a useful obser-
vation for any GIT quotient X /G such that the unstable locus contains a
divisorial component.

Proof of Thml9.21 We prove the vanishings in Lemmal0.4l First we prove the
PGLg-invariant vanishing on X = (P1)!*7+4 (cases (1), (2) and (3)) and on
X' = (P')*+4 (case (4)) after tensoring a vector bundle with the devil line
bundle DV, N >> 0. Later on we check the weight condition (9.4).

For (1), assuming condition @.4), RT'(Zg, (Frp)z,)" © Topr @ DV) =

RU(X,0(r+1' = |E,N R|+ Nr,—E,NR + NR, E, — E;)©V}) ", which
is clearly 0 if E, ¢ E&. Since here we assume e, > e’q, we have that £, C E&
if and only if E, = Eé. Assume E, = Eé. In this case, the SLo-module is
equal to V. y_ g nRrj4+Nr @ VN—y; @ ... ® VN_y, @ V], where y; = 1 if the
corresponding index in £, N R’ and 0 otherwise. We claim that the PGLo-
invariant part is 0. Since ([, F) is in group 1A or 1B, we have [ + |E, N
R| — |E, N R'| < r by Cor. A9 It follows that r + ' — |[E, N R| + Nr >
Nr — |E, N R'| 4+ I, which implies the vanishing by the Clebsch-Gordan
formula (Lemma B.7).
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For (2), assuming @.4), RT(Zg, UL Fop . ® Cl(NZR|Mp,q) @ DV) =
RU(X,0(r —1+|E,NR|— 2+ Nr,E,n R + NR', B, — E;) @ Vi')"™"* (use
c1(Ng,51,,) = O2r —2,0,0)). This is 0 since E, € E.

For (3), assuming condition (9.4), RT" (ZR7 7;VE Ty g @ ZJ.GJ 81, ®[D)N) o
RU(X,002|J| =l +1' + Nr,+NR', E, — E,)) " forall J C R\ {1}. This
is0if e, > e, B ¢ Ey, while if £, = E;, the PGLa-invariant part is 0 when
Il <l'orwhen! =1, |J| > 0Dby the Clebsch-Gordan formula (Lemma [3.7),
since in these cases we have 2|J| — [+ + Nr > Nr.

For (4), assuming (9.4), the question is equivalent to the vanishing for
N >> 0 of the PGLy-invariant part of RT'(O(—l —1I' =2+ N, N, E}, — E,)).
This is clear if e; > e, E, ¢ E,. If E, = E then this follows from the
Clebsch-Gordan formula (Lemma[3.7), since N > N — 1 — 1" — 2.

We now check that for each stratum, each of the cases (1)-(4) fall under
the assumption (9.4) on weights of Thm. Up to symmetry, the unstable
loci in X have the following form:

(The locus K7y), for I C Q, |I| > s+ 1, where u and the indices in I come
together. In this case, n = 2|1|.

(The locus K1), for J C R, I C @, J # 0, |I| > 0, where u and the
indices in J and I come together. In this case, n = 2|I| + 2|J|.

(The locus Lj), for I C @, |I| > s+ 1, where the indices in R’ and I come
together. In this case, n = 2|I| + 2r — 2.

The devil line bundle O(r, R, 0) has weight r + |J| — |R'\ J| = 2|J| > 0
on K, while its weight for the other strata is 0. Therefore, the condition
(©.4) for the stratum K ;; can be achieved by tensoring with a high enough
multiple of this line bundle. We only need to consider the remaining strata.

Strata K;. Assume |I| > s+ 1. In Case (1) we need to verify that the
weights of O(r+1' — |E,NR|, —E,NR', E;, — E,) ® V| are > —2|I|. Since the
weights of V; are between —[ and [, it suffices to prove that r+1' — | E, N R| +
|E, N R+ |EqN | —|EN | —|E,NI¢|4|E,N I =1 > —2|I|. By (410) for the
pair (I, E}), it suffices to show I' +- |E;, N I| — |E, N I| — |E, N I¢| + |E, NI >
—2|I|. Since the left hand side equals I" + (e, — €}) — 2|E, N I| + 2|E, N I|
and we assume ¢, > e, the result follows from —2|E, N I| > —2|I|.

In Case (2), we need to check that O (r—I+|E,NR|-2, E,NR’, B, —E,)@Vy
has weights > —2|I|. It suffices to prove that r — [ +|E, N R| -2~ |E, N R'[ +
|Ey NI = |E,0 1| —|EyN I+ |EgN I —1" > —2[I|. Using @.10) for the pair
(I', E,), it suffices to prove that —I +|E, NI|— |E,NI|— |E,NI°|+|E,NI¢| >
—2|I] 4 2. The left hand side is greater than — — |E, N I| + |E, N I¢| —|I¢,
and this is > —2|I| 4+ 2 by Lemma &.10lapplied to the pair (I, E;).

In Case (3) we need to verify that the weight of O(2|J| —1+4-1',0, E}, — E,)
is > —2|I| for all 0 < |J| < r — 1. Equivalently, we need to prove that
—l+U+|E,NI| = |EgNI| —|E,NI¢|+|E,N1°¢ > —2|I|. The left hand side
is greater or equal than —! — |E, N I| + |E,; N I¢| — |I¢| and this is > —2|I| by
Lemma applied to the pair (I, E,).

Strata L;. In Case (1), we need to show that —r—1'+|E,NR|—|E,NR'|+
| BN —|EyNI|—|E,NI¢|+|EgNT¢| =1 > —2|I| —2r+2. Using (£10) for the
pair (I, E,), it suffices to prove that —I' +|E; N I| — |E,N 1| — |E;NI¢|+|E,N
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I¢] > —2|I|+2. The left hand side is greater than —I'+|E; NI |—|E,NI¢|—|I|,
hence, it suffices to show that —I' + |E, N I| — |E}, N I¢| > —|I| + 2, but this
follows from Lemma 4.I0lapplied to the pair (I, E}).

In Case (2), weneed —(r —I+|E,NR|-2)+|E,NR'|+|E,NI| - |E,NI| -
|Eq NI+ [Ey NI 1" > =2[I| — 2r + 2. Using @.10) for the pair (I', E), it
suffices to prove that [+|E,NI|—|E,NI|—|E,NI°|+|E,NI¢| > —2|I|. The left
hand side is clearly greater than —|E,NI|—|E,NI°| > —|I| - |I°| = =251,
and the inequality follows since || > s + 1.

In Case (3), we need to verify that for all 0 < |J| < r — 1 we have —2|J|+
I=U'+|EyNI|—|E,NI| = |E;NI¢|+|ENI¢| > —2|I|—-2r+2, or equivalently,
I =U'+|E;NI|—|E,NI|—|E, NI+ |E;NI°] > —2|I|. The left hand side
is clearly greater than —I' + |E} N I| — |E; N €] — |I|, which is > —2[I| by
Lemma 410 applied to the pair (I', E}) and |I| > s + 1.

We now consider Case (4). Up to symmetry, the unstable loci in X' =
(P1)a+2 = PL x PL x (P!)? have the following form:

(The locus K7}), for I C Q, |I]| > s+ 1, where u and the indices in I come
together. In this case, n = 2|1|.

(The locus K7), for I C @, |I| > s+ 1, where v and the indices in I come
together. In this case, = 2|1|.

(The locus K7'), for I C Q, |I| > 0, where u, v and the indices in I come
together. In this case, n = 2|I| + 2.

The devil line bundle O(1, 1, 0) has weight 2 > 0 on K}’ but its weight
on other strata is 0. Therefore we only have to consider the strata K}, K.

For K}, we need to show that the weight of O(—(l+1'+2),0, E, — E,) is
> —2|I|. Equivalently, - — 1" =2+ |E;NI| - |E,NI| - |E,NI°|+|E,NI¢| >
—2|I|. This follows from Lemmal.10lapplied to the pairs (I, E,) and (I', Ey).
For K7, weneed I+1'+2+|E;NI|—|E,NI|—|E,NI°|+-| E,NI¢| > —2|I|, which
is clearly satisfied as the left hand side is greater than —|E,NI|—|E;,NI¢| >
—|I| —|I¢] > —2|I|. This completes the proof. O

10. EQUIVARIANT EXCEPTIONAL COLLECTION ON Mo, o512

Here we will prove exceptionality of the collection of Theorem on
M, 441 (see also Remark [[LT1), for p = 2r > 4 and ¢ = 25 + 1 > 1, which
contains objects of three types:

e Torsion sheaves Os(—a, —b) that generate the subcategory A (see No-
tation [L.6). These sheaves form an exceptional collection (for example
when arranged in order of decreasing a + b) by [CT20b, Lemma 4.9].
In particular, the subcategories A and B = A are admissible. We de-
note by T the projection of an object 7' in D*(M,, ,41) to B.

e Vector bundles F} p. They form an exceptional collection by Theorem[8.1]
and belong to the subcategory B by Corollary [6.2]

o Complexes 7; i (Definition[[.7). These complexes are projections of tor-
sion sheaves 7; i (Notation[.4) to the subcategory B.

In Corollary[10.10] we will prove the remaining semi-orthogonality of com-
plexes 7; p among themselves and with Fj . In Proposition [10.4, we will
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reduce this calculation to a computation on a different Hassett space Mp.
The semi-orthogonality in D*(Mz/) will be checked in Theorem 0.9l

Lemma-Definition 10.1. Let R C P be a subset of heavy indices, |R| = r,
R’ = P\ R. There exists a reduction morphism Br : My 441 — Mg of Hassett
spaces that contracts boundary divisors 6 pe =2 P51 x Prts=1 C M, .11 with
T, = R', via the projection onto the second factor and is an isomorphism elsewhere.

Proof. For Mp ¢+1, We use welghts +—e1+e2 for heavy points and 575 +2 €1+€
for light points (Notatlon 2.8). For Mg/, pomts in R’ have welght 1 ¢,
points in R have welght - — €1+ €9, 5% +261
It easily follows that B ex1sts and has required properties. O

Notation 10.2. Let Q be the set of light indices, |Q| =25 +2.For EC PUQ
and I > 0, we let F}  be the vector bundle on Mp defined in Section
(Definition 5.2). For e, = r, let T g be the torsion sheaf on My defined as
in Notation[L.4l (see also Lemma@.3(v)).

Lemma 10.3. Let (I, E) be in groups 1A or 1B. Then (1) (LB}, Fip) s = Fie
except when either E, C R, l+e, =r—1,e =5+ 1 (case 1A) or R' C E
ep=r+1+1 e, =5+ 1(case 1B), in which cases there is an exact triangle
Fip— (LBpFiE); = Qs —, (10.1)
where ©-is Qg is the projection into B of an object @ € D(M,, ,41) which is
generated by the sheaves Os,, .. (u, —5%) such that T, = R, Ty = E;, 0 < u <
r2 (2) [RBp Y)Y = By
Proof. Part (1) follows from Proposition 8.5 and its proof, as well as Corol-

lary[8.6] Part (2) is a particular case of Corollary8.7] since my g ; < (r+s)/2
for all T by (4.6). O

Proposition 10.4. RHomy;  (G',G) = RHomy; , (G, G) in any of the cases:
1) E,=RG=TipG =Fip G=T.pG =Fru
2) E,=R,G=Fp G =T G=FEg, G =Trp.
In the remaining cases, G = Tz, G' = T g, G = T1.p, G = T, and
(3) E,=R E,=R;
(4) E, =R, E’ =R;

Here all pairs (I, E) are in group 1A or 1B for vector bundles Fy g and in group
24 or 2B for torsion objects T, g and T g, and similar for (I, E').

Proof. In cases (1), (3) and (4), G = 7}7 £, which is isomorphic to (Lﬁj},?l, E) B
by Proposition [10.8(iii). For each G’ in cases (1), (3) and (4), we also have
G’ € B. By Lemmal[Z.3) it follows that

RHomy; (G',G) = RHomy; (@, (Lﬁ}%/?l,E)B) =~
o RHOHIMR,((RﬂR/*G/V)V7T-l,E)-

For each G’ in cases (1), (3) and (4), (RBr G’ v)v ~ @ by Lemma 10.3(2)
for G’ = Fy g and Proposition[10.8((ii) and (iv)) for G’ = T g



DERIVED CATEGORY OF MODULI OF POINTED CURVES - I 49

In case (2), we distinguish two cases. Assume first that (/, ) is not one of

the exceptions in Lemma[10.3(1). Then, (L3}, F} g) = F g by this lemma.
. ~ v

Lemmal[7.3lgives RHomMp’qH(G’, Fig) :_,RHOIHMR/ {(RBR/*G’V) JF1E). As
by PropositionM0.8(ii), (RAr .G’ v)v = G for G' = Ty g, the result follows.

Assume now that (I, E) is one of the exceptions in Lemmal[10.3(1). Argu-
ing as above, we have RHomMM+1 (Tr.er, Fi.p) = RHomMR/ (Tv.e, FiE) by
(10.1) and provided that we can prove the following claim:

Claim 10.5. RHomgy; (To,57, Oy (u, = 52)) = 0 if (I', E') is in group 2A
or 2B, E;, =R, 0<u< % and boundary o7 e satisfies T, = R’
We will prove Claim and Proposition [10.8] which are used in this

proof after writing an explicit resolution of 7~7/7 . These statements aside,
this finishes the proof of Proposition [10.4l O

Lemma 10.6. Let (I, E) be in group 2A or 2B with E, = R = {1,...,r}
The complex 7] £ = (Ti.E)B is isomorphic to the following complex, call it S f:
ER\{l}—>---_> EB Lj—...— EB ij—>E@ (10.2)
JER\{1},J]=r—2 JER\{1}
(with differentials described in the proof), where for any subset J C R\ {1}, we let
EJ:L/< Z aJTEl5TTc—Z51]> and L'= 1/11—1-2 O1k-
jedJ keEq

eq—r—l

Here ajr; p = max { —|E,NTy|+|J], O} Furthermore, we have an exact

triangle T, p — Tip — Q —, with Q) generated by generators of the subcategory
A supported on the boundary divisors o7 e, T, = R.

The aj 7 g in Lemmal[l0.6lis a variant of ap g ; = max {e—*l —|ENT|, 0}

(see @2)), as when E, = Rwe have &+ — |[ENT| = <5 — LB, ﬂT! The
main property of the 11ne bundle L' that we use is that 7'17 E=iRr.(L{z,) (to
see this, use the analogue of Lemma[0.3).

Proof of Lemma[10.6] A sheaf T, p with E, = R is isomorphic in D*(M,, ;1)
to the Koszul resolutlon ©.1) of the stratum Z g tensored with the line bun-
dle L':

Lpy = - — b Li-..—- P Li—-L. (103
JCR\{1},|J]=r—2 jeRrR\{1}

Here Ly =L'(-% jeJ 61j). Let Ag C D*(M,, 4+1) be the admissible subcat-
egory generated by sheaves in A supported on d77c with T, = R. Let
Br = *Agp. Since L; = Ly + ZT,,_ R 1.1,E0T,Te, the canonical mor-
phisms L; — L have the cokernels generated by sheaves supported on
boundary 07 7c, with T, = R. We claim that these cokernels are in Ag.
Indeed, by Lemma 5.7} quotients relating L; and L; have the form Q =
(_Z/J + 15)‘5 = O(_i,aJ,T,E,l - Z) for 0 < ¢ < QJT.E\l, where QJT.El =
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e‘l—rl |E,NT| + |J] < eq2_l |Eq NT|+ % — 1, and this is < ™= by
Corollary F.6l(ii). It follows that (L) Br = (LJ)Bg-

Next we claim that L; € Bg, i.e., that RHom (L, O5(—a, —b)) = 0 for any
Os(—a, —b) as in Theorem[L.§ with T, = R. We have (L ;)" @ Os(—a, —b) =
Os (e“ rl —|E,NT|+|J| —ayrie—a,—ajriE — b>. Consider the case
when a7, r = 0. The sheaf is clearly acyclic if b # 0. Assume b = 0,
in which case 0 < a < 7"2i Since a7 r = 0, we have that |[E, N T| —
e“—rl |J| > 0. By Corollary d.6li), |E,NT| — e“—rl < =£2. It follows that
0<|BNT|—“F= _|J|+a<r+s—1and thesheafis acyclic.

Consider now the case when a7 g > 0. Inthis case (L ;) ®0s(—a, —b) =
Os(—a,—a 1,5 — b). Clearly, this is acyclic when a > 0. Assume a = 0,
in which case 0 < b < 2. Then it suffices to prove that a1 5 =
b l —|E,NT|+ |J] < H2forall J C R\ {1}, or equivalently that
—|EqNT| < 5+ 1. This holds by Corollary [4.6]

Now we use the following simple lemma:

Lemma 10.7. Let A and B be abelian categories. Let F : D°(A) — D'(B)

be an exact functor. Let L* € DP(A) be a complex [Lg & %Lr]. Suppose

F(L1),...,F(L,) € B. Then F(L*) = [F(Lo) "% ... ") p(r,)).

Proof. Since B is a fully faithful subcategory of D’(B), the morphism F'(d;)

is a morphismin B forevery: =1,...,rand so [F(Lg) — Fla)  F) F(L,)]
is a complex in D?(B). It is isomorphic to F(L*) by 1nduct1on on r and by
applying the functor F' to the naive truncation of L®. U

We apply Lemma [[0.7] to the projection functor D?(M,, q+1) — Br <
Db(M, 4+1), where we recall that Br = Ag and Agr C D*(M,441) is the
admissible subcategory generated by sheaves in .4 supported on é7 - with
T, = R. It follows that (7; g)B, is isomorphic to the complex (10.2) with
differentials obtained by applying the functor ' — Tp,, to differentials of
the complex S; g from ([0.3). Concretely, for j € J, we have Ly, =
L;(617) and the differentials in 7; g are built from themaps o : L; — L ;)
given by multiplication with a canonical section of O(615). On the other

hand, LJ\{j} = LJ(51] + Z Tp= R> 5T7Tc) since AN\ (o}, TLE = CUTLE — 1
*J T, E
if oy p > 0and a7 = 0 otherwise. We claim that differentials in

(Ti.£) By, are built from the maps ¢ : L;— L J\{j} given by multiplication

with a canonical section of O(61; + Y m=r, 07,7¢) (note that these maps
ajyTi,E>0
are in Bp since Bp is a full subcategory). Indeed, consider the commutative

diagram
Ly == Lng
l l

Ly —— Lpg
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where the left, resp., right, vertical maps are injections given by a multipli-
cation with Y~ ayrigdrre, resp., >, (ajrie — 1)o7 Appli-

ajri,e>0 ajri,e>0
cation of the functor " — Tj,, gives a commutative diagram

Ly —— Ly

:l J:

~ oB ~
Ly — Ly

where the first line is a differential in the complex S, g of ({I0.3)) and the
second in (7, g)B,. This proves our above claim about differentials. In
particular, we have an exact triangle of a s.o.d.

Si.E—=Tie— (TLE)Ag- (10.4)

We claim that §; p € B. For this, we need to prove that §; g is perpen-
dicular to all the generators of A. Since S;r = (7;,£)8x, Si,E is perpen-
dicular to all the generators of Ag. It remains to check that S; g is per-
pendicular on the generators of A supported on § = dr e in M, 441 with
T, # R, R'. For this, using (10.4), it suffices to check that 7; p is perpen-
dicular on such generators. Since 7;  is supported on Zr and Zr does not
intersect any of the boundary § = 7 7 in Mp g+1 With T, # R, R, we have
RHom(ﬁE,O(g(—a,—b)) =0, for all a, b. Hence, RHom(ﬁE,O(;( a,—b)) =
0 by since supports of objects in Ag are also disjoint from 6. This
proves that §; p € B. Consider now the sequence of projection functors
Db(Mpg_H) — BR — B. By definition, ﬂ,E = (W,E)B' But (W,E)BR = Sl,E
and since S; p € B, it follows that (S; ) = S g and 7~ZE = S, This
finishes the proof of Lemma [10.6] O

Proof of Claim[10.3 Let R’ = {1,...,r}. By Lemma [10.6] and Lemma [10.7}
it suffices to prove that for all subsets J C R'\ {1} we have R['(LY ®
O(u, —7"—+5)) = 0. For 6 = o7,7c, with T, = R/, letting o := a1 gy, we
have (LJ)‘(; =0(- 77’7! +|E, NT,| — |J| + o) = O(0, ) if a > 0 and
O(—% L B, N T, ] |7],0) if @ = 0. If & = 0, the second component
of LY ® (’)(u, —525) is O(—152), which is acyclic on P71, and the result

follows. Assume now « > 0. We have to prove that LY @ O(u, —'$%) =
O(u, —a — =) is acyclic, or equivalently, that o + =52 < r + s — 1, i.e, that
o= e‘fr d —|E, NTy| + |J| < 52 — 1. As |J| <r — 1, it suffices to prove
that 6512 v — |E, NT,| < 5. This follows from Cor. |.6(ii) applied to the pair
(E',0). O

Proposition 10.8. Let (I, E) be in group 2A or 2B on Mp ¢+1, With B, = R =
{1,...,r}. Let R = P\ Rand Br : Mp g+1 — Mg, Brr : Mp 411 —>MR/ be the
morphisms in Lemma-Definition [10.1]

Then (i) (LBRT1E) 5 = Ti., except when r+s is even and either e, = 1+s+2,
T, C Ey (case 2A) or eq + 1 = s, B, C T (case 2B). In the latter cases there
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exists an exact triangle in B:

Tie — (LBRTLE) 5 — QB (10.5)
where Qp is the projection into B of an object Q € D*(M,, ,41) which is generated
by the sheaves O, .. (0, — ) with T, C E, (case 2A) and E, C T, (case 2B).

(ii) RBR. (T,) = T\ (i) (LB T1.e) g = Ties (i0) RBR . (T)) = T -
Proof. We note that T, i isomorphic in D*(Mg) to the Koszul resolution of
the stratum Zp = ;¢\ (13 61, tensored with the line bundle L

0= Lppy —...— @ L;j—...— EB L — Ly — 0,
JCR\{1},|J|=r—2 JER\{1}

where for every subset J C R\ {1}, welet L; = L'( — > jes01;) and

T = &« _27"_11/11 + ke E, 51k, where all tautological classes are on Mg. As

in Lemma [[0.6, the main property of the line bundle T is that 7, p =
ire(Lz,)-

We identify 77 gpwith S; g = (Ly) as in (I0.2). To show (i), we prove that
there is an exact triangle 77 E — Lﬂ}ﬁﬂ_'h £ — Q,with Q € A (and so in fact
Qp = 0), with exceptions listed in part (i), in which case (@ is generated by
the sheaves Os,. .. (0, —%2) with the required properties.

For J C R\ {1}, using (5.I) and (5.2), we have when E, = R that

* T / T /
Br"Ly=Lj+ E &y pidrore =Ly + E A&y 0T T
T,—R Ty=R, o/, 1., >0

where we denote o/, . p; = |E, N T,| — %= — |J| and Ly is defined as
in Lemma [10.6l By definition of a ;7 g, (see Lemma [10.6) if a ;7 z; > 0
we have a7 g = —af]’TEJ.) Let Q; = Coker(L; — B5Ly). Then Q; is

generated by the successive quotients
QY == (L +idrre) = Or(a)yp, p — 1) B Ore(—i), (10.6)

for 0 <i < ajp,; - Then QY € Aiff i < =t%. By Corollary E.6li),

|07, e

eg—1 7 <7 + s
2 27
with equality i = TTJ“” only when J = (), and either e, = I + s+ 2, T, C
E, (case 24), or ¢; +1 = s, E; C T (case 2B), in which case Qf] =
O(0, —£*), with 0 the component corresponding to markings from 7. This
gives an exact triangle (10.5) with the required properties as in the proof of
Lemma [10.6) A

We now prove (ii). It suffices to prove that RSg,(Q%)" = 0 for all quo-
tients (10.6). Up to a shift, (Q})Y = (ﬂJ + Z‘(ST7TC)\/ ® OO1,1¢) 157 g =
Or(=ajp;p+i—1) K Ore(i — 1). As Br contracts the T-component, it
suffices to prove that 0 < o/} ;;, p—i+1<r+s—1forall0 <i < |/, 1, gl
Indeed, by [0.7), &) 7, p < s <r4s—lasr+s>2

+

P < O‘f],T,l,E <|E,NTy| - (10.7)
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We prove (iii) and (iv). Using G.I) and (5.2), we have 35, L, = & —;—lwl +

Z Ok — Z 51]' =Lj+ Z aJ7T7l7E(ST,Tc. As before, let QJ =
keE, jeJ Tp=R, aj1,1,E>0

Coker(f/ J = ﬁ}}/f 7). Then @ is generated by the successive quotients
Qf] = (LJ + Z'(;T’TC)MTTC = OT(—i) X OTC(OZJ,T,I,E — Z) forall 0 < 4 <

ayTILE = eq_;_l — |E;NT,| + |J|. Then Q' € Aif and only if i < "2, As
|J| <r—1,wehave

e, —1 —1
A — |E,NTy[+|J] <

g+ 71— r+s 1
2 )

l
—|B,NT|-1< —=
(10.8)

QJTIE =

by Corollary 4.6(ii). Therefore, Q € A and this proves (iii).

To prove (iv), it suffices to show that (Q")Y, which up to a shift is equal
to (LJ + Z'(;T,TC)V((;T,TC)MT’TC = OT(Z — 1) X OTC(_(QJ,T,Z,E — Z) — 1), pushes
forward to 0 by Sr/. As Brs contracts the T°-component, it suffices to prove
that0 < ayryp—i+1<r+s—1forall0<i < aj7, E, or equivalently
that a7 p < r+s—1, which follows from [0.8) as 52 -1 <r+s—1. O

Theorem 10.9. On Mg/, consider vector bundles F, g for pairs (I, E) in group
1A or 1B, and torsion sheaves T g for (I, E) in group 2A or 2B. Then

(1) RHOHIMR/ (El’,EHTl,E) =0 l.pr = R, 651 > €q-

(2) RHomyg (IZ/E/,ELE) =0if B, = R'and e, > e or ¢;, = ¢4, E, # Ey.

(3) RHomy; (T, Tip) = 0if Ep = Ej, :_R anﬁeither ey > eq By # E,
or Eq = Eyand 1 > I'. Furthermore, RHomMR/ (T1.e,Ti1E) =C.

(4) RHOI’HMR/ (7_11’7E’a7_dl,E) =0 @pr = R, EZI) = R’, elq > €q-

Corollary 10.10. The collection of Theorem [L.8lis exceptional.

Proof. As discusses in the beginning of this section, we only need to check
exceptionality of complexes 7; p and their semi-orthogonality with each
other and vector bundles Fj i, where, recall that the order is as in Theorem
[L5 i.e., as follows: the objects are arranged in blocks indexed by a subset
E, and ordered by increasing e, and arbitrarily if e, is the same (but the set
E, is different). Within each block with the same E, we put the complexes
{71} first, in arbitrary order if E,, # E}, and in order of decreasing [ when
E, = E,,. After the complexes we put the bundles { F; g} in a certain order.

By Proposition[I0.4land Theorem[10.9] by choosing a subset R of r heavy
indices appropriately, we see that, indeed, RHom(Fy/ g, 77 ) = 0if e; > eq;
RHom(’ﬁ,E/,E,E) = 0if e > eq 01 e = ey, By # Ey; RHom(ﬁE,ﬁE) =GC;
RHom(Ty g, T1,p) = 0if Ep = E, and either e; > ¢,, E, # E, or E; = E
and ! > I'; RHom(Ty g, Ti,g) = 0if ¢, > ¢, and E}, is disjoint from Ej,. It
remains to note that RHom(’ﬁ, E, 7_’17 g) = 0if E, and E, are neither equal
nor disjoint because these complexes have disjoint support. O

In the remainder of this section we prove Theorem [10.9

Notation 10.11. Set R = {1,...,r}, " = {r+1,...,p} and consider the loci
Zp, 2 — Mp,Y =Zp N Zp.
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We reduce Theorem[10.9to a calculation of RI" on loci Zgr, Zr and Y:

Lemma 10.12. Let all pairs (1, E) be in group 1A or 1B for Fy i and in group 2A
or 2B for T, g. In order to prove Theorem it suffices to prove the following:

(1) RF(ZR, (Fz/,E/‘ZR)V ®?1,E) =0 ife; > e, R=E,.

(2) RT(Zp, Trrp ® Fipyy, @ al(N, ) = 0if R = Ej and either
ey > €q 01 eq = eq but B, # E,.

(3)RU(Zp, Ty ® Tip ® (X ey 01)) = 0if R = B, = E,, forall J C

R\ {1}, e; > e, and either E, # E& or B, = E&, I > I'. Furthermore,

RF(ZR,?ZE @Tie® (X cs01)) =0forall®# J C R\ {1},

@ RT (Y, = (B 1)+ 5 ey 05— $ 5 yep, ) = 0iF R = E,
R =FE! e >e,.
p’ g — 4

Proof. This is very similar to the proof of Lemma[9.4t

(1) RHomg; , (Fy 5, T1,p) = BT (Zg, (Fy 5 5,)" © Tip)-

(2) As z'!Fl,E =i'"Fp® cl(NZR/IMR/)’ where i : Zp < Mp is the em-
bedding, we have by [Huy06, Cor. 3.38] that RHomMR,(Tp,E/,FlE) =

RT (Zp, 7_'257E/ ® Fip,, ® Cl(NZR/ M,y )) (up to a shift).

(3) Follows from tensoring the Koszul resolution of Zr with a line bundle
Lsuch thatir,(Lz,) = Ty g and applying RHom(—, 7; g).

(4) Recall that R" = {r + 1,...,p}. By an analogue of Lemma [0.3(v)
we have that 7, p = ig.( — Sy, — %ZJEEQ ¥;), where ip : Zp — Mp.
As in the proof of Lemma 0.4] we have that RHomMR/ (7_'1/, g, T1.r) equals
RI(Y, (71',E/|y)v ® ?Z,E‘y ® e1(Nyz,)) = RI(Y, (Te,zy)” @ Ty ®

(Cjernp) ip)iy) = BU(Y, —(BE +1vu+ 5 Y jepy ¥ — 5 2 jep, ¥5) using
an analogue of Lemma 9.3/ (i), (ii), (iii). O

Notation 10.13. We prove vanishing in Lemma by a windows cal-
culation on Zg, Zr and Y. Since Zr and Zp intersect only boundary
drre with T, = R or R/, which get contracted in Mp, they are smooth
GIT quotients of (P!)"*9*! by PGLy by Lemma 27l More precisely, let
X = PL x (PYH" x (P!)9, corresponding to the partition {u} U R’ U Q of
the markings on Zr = My, jurug- Then Zg is a GIT quotient of X by
PGL;. Likewise, let X' = (P)" x PL x (P')4, corresponding to the parti-
tion R U {v} U @ of the markings on Zp = MRU{U}UQ. Then Zg is a GIT
quotient of X’ by PGLs. In addition, let X" = (P1)972 = PL x PL x (P')q,
corresponding to the partition {u} Ll {v} U @ of the markings on M{U,U}UQ'
Then Y is the GIT quotient of X” by PGLs.

Vector bundles on Zp (resp., Zr/) correspond to PGLsy-linearized vec-
tor bundles on X (resp., X') as follows: Fi g, = Ox(|E, N R|,Ep N
RIE)®ViTig=O0x(r+1,0,E,)if E, =R, Kz, = O(-2,-2,...,-2),
FlvE\ZR/ = OX/(EpﬂR, |EpﬂR/|,Eq)®V2, 61j\ZR = 0(2,0, 0,.. ) (] € R\{l}),
5pj|ZR/ = 0(0,...,0,2,0,...,0) ( € R\ {p}) (use Lemma 3.2, Remark 3.8]
and an analogue of Lemma[9.3(v)).
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Remark 10.14. (The devil’s trick reloaded.) Since for any j € R’ (resp.,
Jj € R), wehave ¢, +¢; = 0in Zg (¢, +¢; = 0in Zp') as 6,5 = 0 (resp.,
dyj = 0). Therefore, as in Remark 0.7] the line bundles D := O(r, R’,0) on
X = (PY)yr+atl D := O(R,r,0) on X' = (P')"+9+!, descend to trivial line
bundles on Zr and Zp. Likewise, the line bundle D := O(1,1,0) on X”
descends to the trivial line bundle on Y.

Proof of Theorem We prove the vanishings in Lemma [[0.72] As in the
proof of Theorem 0.2] we will first prove the PGLs-invariant vanishing
holds on X (cases (1) and (3)), on X’ (case (2)) and on X" (case (4)) after
tensoring with the devil line bundle DY, N > 0. Later on we check the
weight condition (9.4) in Theorem[9.6]

For (1), assuming condition @.4), RT'(Zg, (Fl/,E/‘ZR)V @ Tip ®@DN) =

RU(X,0(r +1— |E, N R| + Nr,—E, N R + NR,~E, + E;) ® V) "
which is clearly 0 if E; ¢_ E,. Since here we assume e; > ¢4, we have that
E, C E, if and only if E, = E. Assume E, = E. In this case, we need
to consider V,,H,‘E;QRHNT Q@ VNey, @ ... ® VN_y, @ Vi, where y; = 1 if
the corresponding index is in Ej, N R" and 0 otherwise. We claim that the
PGLsg-invariant part is 0 by the Clebsch-Gordan formula (Lemma B.7). It
suffices to check that r+1— |E, N R|+ Nr > Nr—|E, N R'|+1". This follows
if ' +|E, N R| — |E, N R'| < r, which holds by Corollary 4.9 (since (I, E') is
in group 14 or 1B).

For (2), assuming (9.4), RF(ZR/, TX7E, ® Fl7E|ZR, R (NZR/ |MR/) ® [D)N) =

RU(X',O(E,NR+NR,|E,NR|—r—I'+2(r—1)+ Nr, B, — E) o V;) "2,
This is 0 since in our case E; ¢_ E,.

For (3), assuming (9.4), RT" (ZR,T;QE/ ®T1e® (X e;01j) @ DY) equals
RU(X,0(2|J| +1—1U'+ Nr,NR,E, — E/))"“"* forall J C R\ {1}. This is
0if £, ¢ E,. Assume now E, = E;. We need to consider V5 ;4;_y4ny ®
Vﬁ’", whose PGLg-invariant part is 0 when [ > I’ or when ! = I, |J| > 0
by the Clebsch-Gordan formula (Lemma [3.7), since in these cases we have
2|J|+1—=1U'4+Nr > Nr. B B

For (4), assuming (0.4), RT'(Y, (Tl/7E/‘Y)V ®TiEy ® c1(Ny|z,) @ DY) =

RU(X",O(+1'+2+N,N,E, — E})) " Thisis 0 if E!, ¢ E,. If E, = E,
we have to consider Vi 24y ® Vv, whose PGLs-invariant part is 0 by the
Clebsch-Gordan formula (Lemma3.7),asl +1!' +2+ N > N.

We now check that for each stratum, each of the cases (1)-(4) fall under
the assumption on weights of Thm. The unstable loci in X (resp., X’)
corresponding to the loci Zg (resp., Zr/) in Mp have the following form:

(The locus Ky), for I C Q, |I| > s+1 (resp., |I| > s+2), where u (resp., v)
and the indices in I come together. In this case, n = 2|I|.

(The locus K ), for J C R' (vesp., J C R), I C Q,J # 0, |I| > 0,
where u (resp., v) and the indices in J and I come together. In this case,
n =2|I| + 2|J|.

(Thelocus L), for I C Q, |I| > s+2 (resp., |I| > s+ 1), where the indices
in R’ and I (resp., R and I) come together. In this case, n = 2|I| + 2r — 2.

7
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The devil line bundle O(r, R’,0) on X has the property that its weight
for Kjrisr+ |J| — |R'\ J| = 2|J| > 0 while its weight for the other strata
is 0 (similarly for O(R,r,0) on X’). Therefore, the condition for the
stratum K ;1 can be achieved by tensoring with a high enough multiple of
this line bundle. We only need to consider the remaining strata.

Consider first cases (1) and (3) involving Zr C Mp:. For case (1) we need
to verify that the vector bundle O(r +1 — |E, N R|,—E,N R, E, — E;) @ Vi
on X has the weights > —n: For the stratum K7 (|I| > s + 1), we need to
prove that r +1 —1I' — |E, N R| + |E, " R'| + |E, N 1| — |E, N I| — [E, N
I°| + |E, N I°| > —2|I|. By (.10) for the pair (I, E},), it suffices to prove
that I + |E, N I| — |E, N I| — |E, NI + |E, N I¢| > —2|I|. Since the left
hand side is greater than —|/¢| — || = —¢ — 1 = —2s —2and |I| > s+ 1,
the result follows. For the stratum L; (|I| > s + 2), we need to prove that
—r =l —=U'+[E,NR|—|E,NR|+|E,NI| - |E,NI|—|E,NI+[EN
I°] > =2|I| — 2r + 2. By for the pair (I, E), it suffices to prove that
—l+|E,NI| = BN | —|EqNI¢|+| B NT¢] > =2[I|+2. As —|E,NI|+|E,NI°¢| >
—|I|, it suffices to prove that —/+|E,NI|—|E,N1¢| > —|I|+2. This follows
from Lemma . 1Tlsince |I| > s + 2 and the pair (I, E) is in group 2A or 2B.

For case (3) we need to verify that the line bundle O(2|J|+I-1', 0, E,—E})
on X has weights > —n forall 0 < |J| < r — 1. For the stratum K, we need
to prove that | — " +2|.J| + |E, N 1| — |E, N I| = |E,NI°| + |E, N 1°¢| > =2|I|.
Note that it suffices to prove that —I' — |E, N I| + [E, N I¢] — |I¢] > =2|]|.
This follows from Lemma B.1T] since |I| > s + 1 for the locus Ky in X.
For the stratum L; (|I| > s + 2), we need to prove that —/ + ' — 2|J| +
|Eg NI —|E NI —|EgN I+ |Ey N I¢| > —2|I| — 2r + 2, or equivalently,
—l+ U+ |E,N I = |E; NI — |Eg N I° 4 |E, N I°] > =2[I|. As the left
hand side is greater or equal than — + |E, N I| — |E, N I¢| — |I|, it suffices to
prove —l + |E,NI| —|E,NI¢] > —|I|. This follows from Lemma [4.11|since
|I| > s + 2 and the pair (I, ) is in group 2A or 2B.

For case (2), involving Zr C My, the relevant vector bundle on X' is
O(EyNR, |E,NR | +r—1'-2, E,— E,)®V]. For the stratum K7 (|I| > s+2),
we need to prove thatr — I —I' =2+ |E, N R'| — |E, N R[ + |E, N I| — |E, N
I| = |E, NI+ |Ey N 1°¢| > —2|I|. By (10) for the pair (I, E,), it suffices to
prove that —I' = 1+ |E,N1I| - |E,N 1| — |E;NI°|+ |E, NI > —=2|I|. As the
left hand side is greater or equal than —I' — 1 — |E; N I| + [E} N I¢] — |I°], it
suffices to prove that —I" — |E; N I| + [E, N I¢| > [I¢| — 2|I| 4 2. This follows
from Lemmal4.I1since |I| > s+ 2. For the stratum L; (|I| > s+ 1), we need
to prove that —r + 1" =1+ 24 |E, N R| — |E, N R'| + |[E, N 1| — |E, N I| -
|Eq NI+ | B, N 1°¢| > =2|I| — 2r + 2. By @.10) for the pair (I, E}), it suffices
to prove that I' + |E, N I| — |E, N I| — |E, N I°] + |E, N I¢| > —2|I|. As the
left hand side is greater or equal than —|I| — || = —¢g — 1, the inequality
follows since || > s + 1.

We now consider Case (4). Up to symmetry, the unstable loci in X’ =
PL x P x (P')4*! corresponding to Y = Zr N Zp C My are

(The locus K7}), for I C @, |I| > s + 1, where u and the indices in I come
together. In this case, n = 2|1|.
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(The locus K7), for I C Q, |I| > s + 2, where v and the indices in I come
together. In this case, n = 2|1|.

(The locus K7), for I C @Q, |I| > 0, where u, v and the indices in I come
together. In this case, n = 2|1| + 2.

As before, the devil line bundle O(1,1,0) on X" has the property that its
weight at K7 is 2 > 0, while its weight for the other strata is 0. Hence, as
before, we only have to consider the strata K, K.

We verify that the weights of O(I +1' +2,0, E, — E}) are > —2|I|. For the
stratum K7 (|| > s 4 1), we need to prove that [ + ' + 2 + |E, N I| — |E;, N
I|— |E N I¢+|E,NI¢| > —2[I|. This is clear, as the left hand side is greater
orequal than2 — |I| — [I¢| =2—(¢+1) = —2sand |I| > s + 1.

For the stratum K7 (|I| > s+2), we need to prove that - — '+ |E,NI|—
|Eq N | —|EgN ¢+ |E,NT¢| > —2|I|+2. We apply Lemma[.1Tlto the pairs
(I, Ey) and (I', Ey). Recall that e, > ¢,. If in case 24 and ¢, < s (resp., case
2B and ¢, < s+ 1), then Lemmad.1Tlimplies that —/ +|E,NI| - |E,NI¢| >
—s+1, (resp., > —s), =" — |E; NI + |E;, N I°| > —s + 1, (resp., > —s), and
the inequality follows by summing up, as —2s > —2|I| + 2.

If in case 24 and e; > s > eq (resp., case 2B and efl > s+ 1> eg), then
Lemma @11 implies that —/ + |E, N I| — |E, N I¢| > —s + 1, (resp., > —s),
' — B0 I +|E, NI > =2|I| + s + 2, (resp., > —2[I| + s + 3), and the
inequality follows again by summing up.

If in case 24 and e, > s (resp., case 2B and e, > s + 1), then Lemma 411l
implies that -1+ |E,N 1| — |E,N1¢| > =2|I¢| + s+ 2 (resp., > 2|I°| + s+ 3),
—l'=|E;NI|+|E;NI¢| > —2[I|+5+2 (resp., > 2|I¢|+s+3), and the inequality
follows again by summing up, since —2|I| — 2|I¢| + 2s + 4 > —2|I| + 2, (as
|I¢| < s+ 1, since |I| > s+ 2). O

11. FULLNESS OF THE EXCEPTIONAL COLLECTION ON MQr,Zs-i—l

In this section we finish the proof of Theorem [L5(see also Remark [1.11)),
which gives a full equivariant exceptional collection in D*(M,,,) for p =
2r > 4, q = 2s +1 > 1. Exceptionality of the collection was proved in
Section 9] here we prove fullness. Since M,, , is a GIT quotient, its derived
category is generated by vector bundles F; g for all pairs (I, E) such that [+e
is even (Proposition[3.11). So it remains to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 11.1. Assume p = 2r >4, ¢ = 2s+ 1 > 1. The vector bundles { F} i}
foralll > 0, E C PUQ, e = |E|, with | + e even, are generated by any of the
two exceptional collections in D°(M,, ;) given by Theorem [L5] and Remark [L11)
In particular, these exceptional collections are full.

Proof. We prove equivalently that the dual of the collection in Thm. [L5]
(groups 14 and 2, resp. 1B and 2, see Remark [L.11)), call it C, generates all
the dual vector bundles F;';. We will do an induction based on the score
S(l, E) (see Notation 4.2). For equal scores, we do an induction on [. If
S(,E) < r—2,then !+ min{e, + 1,p+1 —¢,} < r —1, ie., the pair
(I, E) belongs to both groups 14 and 1B. This ensures the base case of the
induction.

We now assume that we have a pair (/, E) (not in group 14, resp. 1B)
such that the bundle F/ ;,, is generated by C" for any (I, E') with S(I', E') <
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S(I,E), orif S(I,E) = S(I',E') and I’ < [. Like in the proof of Claim [3.76]
we will use constructions based on the Koszul complex. We will call a set
I C PUQ stableif i, <r —1orifi, =r,i; < s, where as usual we denote
I,=INP, 1, =1NQ, i, = ||, ig = |I4|. Otherwise, I is called unstable
(the usual notions of GIT stability giving M,, ;). Let i := |I|. Given a subset
I C PUQ, we consider the Koszul complex for A = N0k, C (PH)PHIxPL,

02 [Or + O+ EPO(—ex—ex) ...+ O(= > _ex —iey)]. (1L1)
kel kel

Here {e;} for i € PUQU{x} is the standard basis of Pic(P!)P+a+! = 7Zp+a+1,

Koszul Game 1: Assume [ is an unstable set disjoint from £ C P U Q. As-

sume e+ even. Tensoring (IL.I) with O(— ), . ex+lex), pushing forward

to (P!)P14, and restricting to the semistable locus gives by CorollaryB3land
Grothendieck-Verdier duality (3.1) the following objects:

\ V Vv
0 Fgr - @ Fipor - @ Forur O
JCI|J|=j JCI|J|=l
V Vv \2
@ Fopus=1 ... @ Fil opos=1 - Fliopurl=1],
JCI,|J|=1+2 JCI,|J|=j

where the second line appears only if i > [ + 2. If i < [, the first line stops
at F}’; p - By Lemma[3.17] any of these objects is generated by the rest.

Koszul Game 2: Assume [ is an unstable set disjoint from E' C PUQ. Let
E = E'UI, e+1even. Tensoring with O(= 3, cpex+ (i —2—1)ex),
pushing forward, and restricting to the semistable locus gives by Corollary
B.3land Grothendieck-Verdier duality the following objects:

\4 \4 4
0 Flopm - @ Flo 1 jpus - @ Fomug
V V \
0 EB Fopos=1 - EB Fiapos-1 oo Flporl—1],
JCL|J|=i-1 JCL|J|=j

where the first line appears only if ¢ > [ + 2, while if i < [, the second line
starts at ), ;. By Lemma any of these objects is generated by the
rest.

Koszul Game 3: Assume I = E, = RC P, EC PUQ, |R|=r,e+1
even. We tensor(ILI) with O(—3_,¢ g, € + (r — 2 — l)ex), push forward,
and restrict to the semistable locus. Unlike in the previous games, the tor-
sion object has support in the semistable locus. Note that if i/r — Zp is the
universal family over Zp, then A corresponds to the section o,,(Zr). Iden-
tifying A 2 (P)L x (P1)"9, where u is the marking corresponding to indices
in R we have O(— ZjeEqE%—(r—Q—l)ex)‘A = O(—ZjeEq ej+(r—2-1ey),
which descends to Zr C M, , as the line bundle —==2=!),, + 1 3° jer, Vi =

— %wu—z jer, Oju (use Remark[3.8). Using Lemma[lT.2land Grothendieck-
Verdier duality (3.1)), the terms have the following derived push-forwards:

V \Y% \Y% Vv
Telr=1 Flsp, - @Ferflfj,EqUJ @ Fy 00

JCR JCR
[J]=4 |J|=r—2—1
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0 @ Fypusl=1- .. @ FL el =1 g orl=1 = Fg[-1],
JCR JCR
J|=rt 7=

where the first part of the sequence of bundles F," , ; . £,uJ Appears only
when r > [ + 2, while if < [, then the second part of the sequence starts at
Than £, Note that the score of every FiVE with (I, E) # (I, E) in the Koszul
game 3 is strictly lower than the score of F}':

(@) For (I,E) = (r —2—1—j,E,UJ) (0 < j <7 —2—1), the score S is
S=(r—2—1—j)+j+min{e,q—e;} =r—2—1+min{e,,q — e,}, and
clearly, we have S < S := S(I,E) = | + 7 + min{e,, q — e,}.

(b) For (I,E) = (I —r +5,B,UJ) (0 < j <), the score S is § =
(l—r+j)+j+min{es, ¢ —es} =1 —1r+2j + min{e,, ¢ — €4}, and clearly,
we have again S < SifJ # R, ie., E #+ E.

In particular, if our starting pair ([, F)) is in group 2, since 7; g is in C,
the bundle F}’, is generated by C" by induction, since all other terms in
the above Koszul resolution have lower score. Hence we may assume that
(I, E) is not in group 2 (in addition to not being in group 1A or 1B).

There are four cases in the induction argument.

Case 1: ¢, < r. Since we assume that (/, ) is not in group 1A (resp., 1B),
we have l + e, > r (resp., [ + ¢, > r — 1). We play the Koszul game 1 with
asetl =1,,i, =1+ 1,1, = 0 (“minimal” unstable I disjoint from F). We
verify that, for every F~v _ in the list, its score S(I, E) is less or equal than
S:=8E)=1l+e+ mln{eq, —eq}

(a) Let (I,E) = (I —5,EU.J), 0 < j < l. Note that | = 0 cannot occur
for this type of F[VE The score S(I, E) is (I — j) + min{e, + j,p — e, — j} +
min{eq,q¢ — €4} = [ + min{e,,p — e, — 25} + min{eg,q —eq} < 1+ e, +
min{e,,q —e,} = S. If S(I, E) = S then, as j > 0, we are done by induction
onl.

(b)For (I,E) = (j—1—2,EU.J),14+2<j <i=r+1,thescore S(I, E) is
(j—1—2)+min{e,+j,p—e,—j}+min{e,, g—e,}. Since e, +5 > ep+1+2 >
r+1, we have min{e,+j,p—e,—j} = p—(ep+7). When working with group
14, since [ + ¢, > 7, we have S(I,E) = p — e, — | — 2 + min{e,, ¢ — ¢4} <
S. When working with group 1B, we still have to consider the situation
I+e,=r—1Buttheni+(p—¢,)=(—-1-2)+(p—e,—j)=7—1,and
therefore Fj  is in 1.

Case2: e, =1, e < 5. As (E,l) isnotin group 2, we must have [+e, > s.

We now play the Koszul game 1 with a set I with i, = r, i, = s+ 1
(“minimal” unstable I). We verify that the the score of every F[VE in the

complex is less or equal than S := S([, E) = + 7 + e,
a)Let(I,E)=(l—4,FEUJ),0 < j <. Note again that [ = 0 cannot occur
for this type of FZVE The score S(I, E) = (I — j) + (r — jp) + min{eq + jg, ¢ —
— Gy U=+ —jp) +(eg+ig) =l4+74eq—2j, <S. IS, E)=S
then, as j > 0, we are done by induction on I.
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(b) For (ILE) = (j =1 —2,EUJ) (I +2 < j < i), the score S(I,E) =
(J=1=2)+(r—jp)+min{eg+Jg ¢—€q—jq} < (I—1=2)+(r—jp)+(a—eq—Jq) <
[ +1r+ e, = S since we assume [ + ¢4 > s.

Case 3: e, > r + 1. Recall that we may assume that (E, ) is not in group
1A (resp., 1B). Then i+ (p+1—ep) > r (resp., I+ (p—ep) > 1), or equivalently,
ep < l+7r+1(resp., e, <1+ r). Wenow play the Koszul game 2 with the
set[ =1, C Ey i=i,=r+1(,=0)and with £}, = E,\ [}, £}, = E,
(e, = ep — (r+1), e = e, —s0 “minimal” unstable I). We verify that the

score of every FZVE in the complex is less than or equal to S := S(I,E) =

L+ (p—ep) + minfeq,q — eq}-

a)For (I,E)=(i—1-2—4,E'UJ),0<j<i—1—2,thescore S(I,E) =
(i—1—2—j)+min{e,+7j, p—e,—j}+min{eqg, g—es} < (i—1—-2—j)+ (e +7)+
min{eq, ¢ —eq} = e, —l—2+min{ey, ¢ — e, }. Incase 1B, since e, < [+1, we
have S(l: E) < S.Incase 14, sincee, < [+r+1, wehave S(l: E) < S, unless
ep = l+r+1, when S(l: E) = S. However, if e, = [4+r+1, we can move on as
Fy'; isin group 1A: I+min{e)+j,p+1—e,—j} < (i—1—2—35)+(e,+j) = r—1.

b)For (I, E) = (j—i+1,E'UJ), max{i—1,0} < j < i, the score S(I, E) =
(j—i+1)+min{e)+j,p— e, — j} +min{eg, ¢ — g} < (G —i+1) + (p—e)
J) +min{es, ¢ —eq} =1+ p — e, + min{eg, ¢ — e;} = S (since e, = e, — ).
If S(I, E) = S, we are done by induction on [ since j — i + | < . Note again
that in this case [ > 0.

Case4: e, =r,e4 > s+ 1. Recall that we may assume that (£,!) is in
group 2, i.e., [+ (¢ —eq) > s, or equivalently, e, < [+ s+ 1. We now play the
Koszul game 2 with the set I with I, = E,, I, = E,, i.e., E' = () (“maximal”
unstable [ with I C FE). In particular, we have i = e. We verify that the
score of every Fl~VE in the complex is less or equal than S := S(,E) =
l+7+q—eq

a)For (ILE)=(e—1—-2-4,J),0<j <e—1—-2,thescore S(I,E) =
(e—1—=2—=j)+jptmin{jo,q—Jot <(e—1-2—jy))+jg=e—-1-2=
r+e,—1—2<l+4+7r+4+q—e; =29, since by assumptione, <14 s+ 1.

b) (I,E) = (j — e +1,J) (max{e — 1,0} < j < e), the score S(I,E) =
(j—e+1)+jp+min{jy, ¢ —jg} < jg—e+1+2jp+(q—Jg) =q—e+1+2j, =
q—eq—1r+14+2j, <l+r+q— ey with equality if and only if j, > s + 1,
Jp=r.1tS (ZN , E) = S then, since j < e, we are done by induction on [ since
j — e+ 1 <. Note again that in this case [ > 0. O

Lemma 11.2. Let M be one of M, , or M, g+1. Let R={1,...,r} C P, |R| =r
and let i : Zr — M denotes the inclusion map. If (I, E) is a pair with E, = R,

the derived dual of Ty ; is given by T, = i. (%eqfwwu ~ e, 5ju) [1—7].

Proof. If Lis aline bundle such that Lz, = 7, g = i. (er;*%bu%—zjeEq 6ju)
then 7, = LY ® Oy = LY @ det Nz, [—c| [Huy06, 3.40], where c = r — 1 is
the codimension of Z and det Nz, = >~ c g\ 113 (01)) )25, = —(r — 1)tby (use
Lemma for M, , and its analogue for M, ;1) is the determinant of the
normal bundle. U
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Corollary 11.3. D*(M,,,) is generated by the bundles F i with (I, E) in group
1A (resp., 1B) and group 2.

Proof. This follows immediately from the proof of Thm. IT.1 O

We finish this section by analyzing fullness on 4, 4, the universal family
over M,, ;. This will be used in the next section. Recall from Section [§ that
U, , is a Hassett space for the set of markings P U Q, where Q = Q U {z}
and z is an extra light index, and since U, ; is a GIT quotient (Lemma [8.3)
the space U), 4 carries vector bundles F} i by Definition 3.1l

Theorem 11.4. D°(U,, ) is generated by the bundles F, i with (1, E) in one of
the following groups: (i) 1A (resp., 1B), (ii) 2A with z ¢ E, (iii) 2B with z € E.
Here we use the same groups 1A, 1B, 2A and 2B as in Thm.

Proof. This is a consequence of Orlov’s Theorem for the universal family
Up g LMp,q, which is a P! bundle, and is similar to the proof of Lemma
Recall that if = ¢ E, then Fj p = n*F} p by Theorem B4l If = ¢ E,
the range 24 on U, , is exactly the range of group 2 on M,, , and the range
1A (resp., 1B) on U, 4 corresponds to 14 (resp., 1B) on M, ,. Hence, by
Corollary 1.3 the F} s with z ¢ E generate Lm*D*(M,,). If z € E,
then ([, E) is in range 2B on U, , if and only if (I, E¢) is in the group 2
on M, ;, and similarly, (/, F) is in range 14 (resp., 1B) on U, , if and only if
(I, E°) is in the group 1B (resp., 1A) on M,, ;. By Corollary I1.3] the corre-
sponding duals {F}’;.} (where E¢ = (P U Q) \ E)) generate L*D*(M,, ,).
As Fip = F))yc ® Fyy, it follows that the objects with z € E generate
L7*Db(M,, 4) ® Fyx. As in the proof of Lemma[8.9, the result now follows
by Orlov’s Theorem. O

12. FULLNESS OF THE EXCEPTIONAL COLLECTION ON Mgngs_i_g

Notation 12.1. We let A to be the subcategory in D*(M,, ,11) generated by
the torsion sheaves Os,. .. (—a, —b) of Notation Let C be the collection
of Theorem (exceptional by § [10) which consists of generators of A4,
vector bundles F; g in group 1A (resp., 1B) combined with the complexes
777 g in group 2B. We let C’, resp., C}», be the collection obtained from C
by replacing complexes 7; g in C with the torsion sheaves T; g, resp., the
vector bundles F} i. Note that the collections C’ and C. are not, in general,
exceptional. We follow Notation[82 p = 2r, ¢ = 25 + 1, Q = QuU{z}.
Throughout the section, unless we specify otherwise, we assume p > 4,
qg+1>0.

Proposition 12.2. Let S’ be the score of Notation Let! > 0,EC PUQ,
I+ eiseven, S'(I, E) <r+s. Then
(1) The bundle Fy g is generated by A together with {Fy g} with (I, E') in
group 1A (resp., 1B) or 2B and such that S’(I', E') < S'(l, E).
(2) The bundle F, i, is generated by Cf.

We prove Proposition [12.2] later in this section, after we first establish
some auxiliary results. Recall that by Lemma 43| for{ > 0, E C PUQ
and (I, E) in any of the groups 14, 1B, 24 or 2B, we have S'(I, E) <r +s.
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Similarly, for > 0, E € PUQ and ([, E) in any of the groups 14, 1B, or 2,
we have S(I, E) <r+s—1(herep >4, q > 0).

Notation 12.3. Recall the notation of Lemmal(Z.2t let o : W — M,, ;11 be the
universal family and f : W — M, ;40 = M P.OULY} the birational map that
contracts the 7 component of boundary divisors dryy},7e on W (where y
is the new marking on W).

Remark 12.4. For[ > 0, E C Q, the pair (I, E) can be considered on both of
M, ,+1 and M,, ;2. Consider such a pair (I, E).

(i) Clearly, (I, E) is in group 1A (resp., 1B) on M, ;1 if and only if it is
in group 14 (resp., 1B) on M, ,42. Furthermore, (I, E) is in group

2B on M, 41 if and only if (I, E) is in group 2 on M,, ;2.
(ii) The score S'(l, E) on M, ,+1 relates to the score

S(l,E) = 1+ min{e,,p — e,} + min{eg, ¢ +2 — e} on My g4

by S'(I, E) = S(,E) if e, <s+1
YOWEIT S E) —1 i eg>s+2.

(iii) As noted above, for (I, F) on Mp7q+2 in groups 14, 1B, 2, we have
S(l, E) < r+ s. Furthermore, equality holds if and only if we are in
one of the following cases:

(1A) ep=r—1—-l,eq=s5+1lors+2;
(1B) ep =r+1+l,eq=s5+1lors+2;
(2) ep=r,eq=s—lorl+s+3.

Lemma 12.5. Let | > 0and E C PUQ, | + e even. Then on MMH the bundle
Fy i and the complex Rov, f* F g are related by quotients of the form

Q=05 pe(—v,u), 0<u<mre—1, 0<v<mge—1, (12.1)

where mre = max(0, fre g;) < S'(I,E)/2. In particular, F} p and Row, f*F)
are related by quotients in A if the score S'(I, E) < r + s.

Recall that unless we will write Os(a, b) = Or(a) K Ore(b) to emphasize
that O(a) corresponds to the T' component, the notation Os(a, b) will gen-
erally mean that O(a) could correspond to either the 7" or 7 component.

Proof of Lemma[12.5] By Proposition[7.7} the bundles F; i and f*F; p on W
are related by quotients —jH X O(u), 0 < j < mpe, 0 < u < mpe — 1,
supported on 7y e = BLP™H x P71 By LemmaB.9, Rr.(—jH) =0
if j = 1, while if j > 2, it is generated by O(—v) with 1 < v < j — 1.
It follows that Rov, ( — jH K O(u)) is generated by quotients (IZ1). The rest
follows from Lemma [4.4] O

Lemma 12.6. Let[ > 0, E C PUQ, | + e even, S'(I,E) <r+s. On MMJFQ,
the bundle F}  can be generated by {Fy g/} for (I', E') belonging to group 1A
(resp., 1B) and 2 on M, 410 such that y ¢ E', and such that S'(I', E') < S'(l, E).

Proof. The proof is parallel to the proof of Theorem[I1.1] playing the same
Koszul games as on M,, ,, except this time on M, ;2. We do an induction
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on the score S(I, E) on M,, ;42 and for equal scores induction on I. By Re-
mark [[2.4(ii), S(I,E) = S'(l,E) ife; < s+ 1and S(,E) = S'(l,E) + 1 if
eq > s+ 2. We only point out the main arguments for each case.

Case 1: ¢, < r. Clearly, we may assume (E,[) is not in group 1A (resp.,
1B). This is parallel to Case 1 in the proof of Theorem[I1.1l As in that case,
using the same Koszul game 1 on M,, 442 (with I = I, with |I,| = r + 1,
disjoint from F), we generate F; p with Fl~ 5 with E of the form F U J,
with J a set of heavy indices (in particular, y ¢ E) and such that either
S(I,E) < S(I,E) or S(I,E) = S(I, E), I < I, to which one has to add, when
working with group 1B, the possibility that S(I, F) = S(I, E) and (I, E) is
in group 1B. Since E, = F,, we have that either that S'(, E) = S(I, E),
S'(1,E) = S(I,E), or S'(I,E) = S(,E) — 1, S'(I,E) = S(l,E) — 1. In
particular, S'(I, E) < S'(I, E) < r + s, i.e., the hypotheses in the Lemma are
satisfied for (I, E).

Case 2: e, =1, ¢4 < s+ 1. Clearly, we may assume (£, ) is not in group

2 on M, ;+2. By our assumption that S’(I, E) < r + s, we cannot have ¢, =
s+ 1. Hence, e, < s. This is parallel to Case 2 in the proof of Theorem [11.1]
As in that case, using the Koszul game 1 on M,, ;> for a set I disjoint from
E with |I,| = r and || = s + 2, and in addition with y ¢ I, (possible since
eq < 5), we generate F p with FZ ; with E of the form EUJ, with J C I (in
particular, y ¢ F)and such that either S(/, E) < S(I, E) or S(I, E) = S(I, E),
| < 1. Furthermore, we have S'(I, E) < S(I,E) < S(I, E) = S'(l,E) <r +s,
(as S'(I, E) = S(I, F) because ¢, < s) and if S'(I, E) = S'(I, E), then [ < I.

Case 3: ¢, > r + 1. Clearly, we may assume (E,![) is not in group 14
(resp., 1B). This is parallel to Case 3 in the proof of Theorem[I1.1l As in that
case, using the same Koszul game 2 on Mp7q+2 (I=1I1,CE,|Il=r+1),
we generate Fj p with Fl~ 5 with F of the form E \ J', with J’ a set of heavy
indices (in particular, y ¢ E) and such that either S(I, E) < S(I, E), or
S(I,E) = S(I, E), I < 1, or, when working with group 14, S(I, E) = S(I, E)
and (I, E) is in group 1A. Since E, = E,, we have that either that S'(I, ) =
S(I,E), S'(I,E) = S(I,E),or S"(I,E) = S(I,E) — 1, S'(I,E) = S(I,E) — 1.
In particular, S’(ZN, E) < S'(I,E) < r+s,ie., the hypotheses in the Lemma
are satisfied for (I, E).

Case 4: e, =1, ¢4 > s+ 2. Clearly, we may assume (£, ) is not in group

2 on M,, ;+2. This is parallel to Case 4 in the proof of Theorem[T.1l As in
that case, using the Koszul game 2 on M,, ;2 (I = E), we generate F} p with
FL 5 with E of the form F C E, (in particular, y ¢ E) and such that either
S(I,E) < S(I,E)or S(I,E) = S(I,E), | < I. Note, if S(I,E) < S(I, E) then
S'(I,E) < S(I,E) < S(I,E) = S'(I, E) + 1 (since e, > s + 2). In particular,
it follows that S'(I, E) < S'(I, E) <7 + s.

Assume now S(I, E) = S(I, E), | < I. We still need to prove that in this
case S'(I, E) < S'(I, E) < r + 5. As in Case 4 of the proof of TheoremIL.T]
the only way to have S(/, E) = S(I, E) is when we are in case b) (I, E) =
(j—e+1,J) (G <esol<l) and j, > s+ 2 (s is replaced by s + 1, since we
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are on M, .1 instead of M, ). Since |E,| = j, > s + 2, we have §'(/, E) =
S(I,E)—1.Hence, S'(I,E) = S(I,E)—1=S(,E)-1=8'(I,E) <r+s. O

Proof of Proposition[12.21 Letl > 0, E C P U Q, | + e even, S'(I,E) <r+s.
By Lemma the bundle F; p on M, ;12 can be generated by bundles
Fy g for (I', E') belonging to group 1A (resp., 1B) and 2, with y ¢ F/,
and such that S’(I', E') < S’(l, E). By Remark [12.4(i), such (I, E’) can be
considered also on M,, ;11 and they correspond to groups 1A (resp., 1B)
and group 2B on M, ;1. It follows that the object Ra, f*F} z on M, 411 can
be generated by the objects Rav, f*Fy pr. By Lemmal4.3] for all such (I, E')
on M, ,+1 we have S'(I', E') < r + s. Lemma [[25] now implies part (1) of
Proposition[I2.2] Part (2) follows immediately from (1). O

Definition 12.7. Let | € Z (positive or negative). Recall that objects F; g
on the stack M,,, and therefore also on all GIT quotients without strictly
semistable points, were defined in Proposition[3.9] It was proved there that
Fip=0forl =—-land Fj p ~ F_;_5 g[—1] for | < —2. We would like to
define analogous objects on M,, ;4+1. Let a : W — M, ;41 be the universal
family. For any [ € Z (positive or negative) and E C P U Q, let

l

N p=wa® (E), Flp=Ra.(N]p). (12.2)
Proposition12.8. Letl > —1, E C PUQ, l+eeven. The bundle F} g on Mp,q+1
as defined in Definition [5.2land the object Fy 1, of (12.2) are related by quotients of
the form Os(—v,u), v > 0, u > 0, u,v < @ — 1 — 1. In particular, if | > 0,
S'(I,E) <r+s, F/ , Fi g are related by quotients in A.

Proof. By Definition5.2] F; p = Ra.(N; ). We compare Fl’7 p with F by
comparing on W the line bundles N; ; and N, p:

N gp=DN+ Z (=fr.E1) OTUgy)-
TUT*=PUQ, fr g,<0

Since [ > —1 and e + [ is even, we cannot have both fr g; < 0, fre g; < 0.
Hence, for every partition 7’UT*° = PU Q at most one of OTUgyy,Ter 0Ty}, T
appears on the right hand side of the equality. The quotients on W relating
Nj pand N g have the form Q = (N] p+(—ar+i)9) 5= (—iH)RO(ar—1)
(use Lemma[B.8), where § = dryqyy, e, 0 < i < ar := —fr gy Since by
Lemma 5.9] Rm.(—iH) is 0 if i = 1 and generated by O(—v), with v =
1,...,1—1if i > 2, it follows that the non-zero quotients relating F} ,, and
F; i have the form Op(—v) X Ore(u), 0 <u=ar—i < ar—1,0< v < i <
ar. By Lemmal.4] we have ap < w — 1, hence, u,v < @ —1—-1. O

Corollary 12.9. Suppose r + s is even. Fix a boundary 6 = 61, 1o C M, 441 and
let J C To, 7 = ’J’ (0 <j<r+ 8). Then Fj—l,TguJ and Fj(fl,TgUJ (ij > 0)
and F; 7 and Og(—"5*,0) = Op(—"5*) W Ore are related by objects in A.

Proof. This is a particular case of Proposition (and its proof) for pairs

(,E) = (j — 1,T¢U J), |J| = j. Note that §'(I, E) = + . If j > 0, the first
statement follows from Proposition[12.8 Consider now the case j = 0. Set
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(I,E) = (—1,7T%). Recall from the proof of Proposition that the non-
zero quotients relating F}  and Fj g = 0 have the form Or(—v) X Ore(u)
(for some boundary 077¢) 0 < u =ar —i < ar—-1,0<v <i < ar,
and ar < w — | = ™2 + 1. Such quotients belong to the generators of
Awhen v < 2. So the only possible exception is when v = £, which

implies that i = ap = @ — . In particular, v = 0. By Lemma [£.4] the
equality ar = @ — [ happens if and only if T = T and the second
statement follows. O

Corollary 12.10. Suppose r + s is even. Consider a partition T UT® = P U Q.
The sheaves O (—52,0), O5 (0, =), § = dr,pe C My q11 are generated by
Cl

In Corollary[12.10lwe write both Os(a, b), Os(b, a) to emphasize that O(a)
could correspond to either the 7" or 7° component. We will do the same in

Proposition[12.12]

Proof of CorollaryI210, We prove that O5(—"£2,0) (hence, by symmetry,
also O; (0, —£2)) is generated by the bundles {Fl £} on M, ;41 with score
S'(l, E) = r + s and objects in A. In particular, by Proposition [12.2(2), it is
generated by the collection C.

Consider the Koszul resolution of (., d; = 0 in W

OFO%...F...<—@JgT7‘J|:jO(_Zéiy)%"'%O(_Z(Siy)%o
ieJ €T

. . . . s . .
Dualizing arlld tensoring with w,” + (ZiETc 6iy) and using the notation

N = wa® (E) (see Definition [27]), we have the following long exact
sequence of line bundles on W:

0= N jge—...— EB Nj_yreig = - = Nipgpeur — 0.
JCT | J|=j

By applying Ra.( — ), we obtain the following objects on M, 41:

Flipe @ier Fopeoy -+ @ucri=j Fioirevs - Frysmeur
All the vector bundles F)j_; 7y have score  + s and the statement follows
by Proposition[I12.2]land Corollary [12.9] O

Notation 12.11. As in Notn. B2, let 3 = 8, : M, 441 — U, , be the mor-
phism that contracts the 7" component of any boundary divisor o7 7 if
z € T. When g +1 = 0, we choose z € PandﬁzlsthemapM — Mp 1,1
which lowers the weight of a heavy index z.

Proposition 12.12. Let | € Z (positive or negative), E C P U Q, z € Q. Then
F) g and B2}  are related by quotients of the form Os(—v, u), Os(u, —v), where

0§u,0<v§max{s() [—1, (lE)}.

The proof of Proposition 1212 will show in fact that I} ; and 1 F) ; are
related by quotients O (u) X Oge(—v),0 < u, 0 < v < w and Or(—v) K

Ore(u),0<u,0<v< w — [ — 1, but we will not use this fact.
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Proof of Proposition 1212} Let N1 = Njp. Recall from ([2.2) that F{; =
Ra,(N7). We have by B3) that 8%F, p = Ra.(N2), where Ny = Ny +
> et frE 1010, We let

Ny=Ni+ 3. fredrog =N+ D (= fren)drg
ZET,fT’E’l>O ZET,fT’E’l<O

The line bundles /V; and N3 are related by quotients (N 1+ ié) 5= ( freg—
i)H B Ore(—i), § = dpuggyre (z € T), 0 < i < frp; (use Lemma B.8).
It follows by Lemma B9 that F} ; = Ra.(N1) and Ra.(N3) are related by
quotients of the form @Q; = Or(u) ¥ Ope(—i), v > 0,0 < i < frp;. By

Lemmald4 frp; < M

The line bundles N2 and Nj are related by quotients (N + id) ; =
(N1 = (=fr,p1) 0 +10) 5 = (i)W Ore (= fr,p1 — 1), 0 = drugyyre (2 €T),
0 < i < —fr g, (use Lemma [5.8). Since by Lemma that Rm.(—iH)
is either 0 or generated by O(—v) with v = 1,...,7 — 1, it follows that
F| p = Ra.(Nz) and Ra(N3) are related by quotients of the form Or (—v)X

Ore(u),u>0,0 < v < —frg;—1. Since by Lemmald4 — fr g S/(é’E) —1,

77—

the result follows. O

Corollary 12.13. Let | > 0, E C P U Q Q0 = QU {z}. Assume
S'(I, E) < r+ s. Then Fy g and B} F, g are related by quotients in A and sheaves
of type O5 (0, —£2) = Op W O (—m) In fact the quotients in A suffice if
any of the following holds:

(i) r+sisoddorS'(I,E) <r+s;

(ii)) v+ siseven, S'(I,E) =r+s,eq > s+ land z ¢ E;

Proof. By Lemma [4.4] for all partitions T U T = P U Q we have mp g <
s (l B) | with equality if and only if (T, € E, or E, C T},) and (T, C E, or
E, g T ) By Proposition[8.5(i), F} i and Fl7 g are related by quotients in
.A and sheaves of type Or(u) K Orc(—j) where 0 < 7 < m, 0 < j < m,
0 <u < m,m := mrg,;. The assumption S'(I,E) < r+ s implies that
m < TQi It follows that F; p and 3} F} i are related by quotients in A and
sheaves of type Or(u) X OTC(—”Qi), 0<u< TTJ“” But as the generators of
A and the sheaves O X Ope(—152) generate all Op(u) K Ope(—"£2) with
u positive or negative, the first statement follows. Clearly, if » 4 s is odd
orif S'(I, E) < r + s, then the sheaves Or(u) K Ore(—%$2) do not appear,
which implies (i). To see (ii), note that for the sheaves Op (u)KOre(— ) to
appear, we must have S’'(I, E) = r + sis even and mp p; = M Hence,
by Lemmald.4 T, C E, or E, C T;. Butif e, > s+1, we must have T, C E.
In particular, z € E. This implies (ii). O

Corqllary 12.14. Let 1 > 0, E C PUQ, | + e even, S'(I,E) < r+s. Forany
z € Q, the bundle B F) p on M, 411 is generated by Cl.

Proof. By Corollary[12.13] F; i and 3} F} ; are related by quotients in A and
sheaves of type Os (0, —%2). It follows by Corollary that F; p and
B35 F) g are related by quotients generated by C}.. But by Proposition [12.2
F i is generated by C}.. Hence, 8} F} i is generated by C’.. O
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Lemma 12.15. Assume G € D*(M,, ,11) is such that RHom(C,G) = 0, for any
C € Cl. Then G = 0.

Proof. By Corollary [214] for any z € ), we have RHom(B:F} g, G) = 0 if
S'(1, E) < r+s. Itfollows that RHom(F} g, Rf.,G) = 0 whenever S’(I, E) <
r + s. Since by Theorem [[T.4] and Lemma 4.3 the collection {F g} on U, ,
with S’(l, E) < r+ s contains as a subcollection a full exceptional collection
of D*(U, ), it follows that RS,,G = 0 for every z € Q. In particular, G has
support on the boundary. Since the boundary is a disconnected union of
components, G is isomorphic to a direct sum of complexes supported on
irreducible boundary divisors. The result follows from Lemma O

Lemma 12.16. Let X be a smooth variety and let X — X be a contraction of a
divisor E ~ P! x P! with normal bundle O(—1,—1). Let f* : X — X* be two
small resolutions of Xg (contracting E to P! in two directions). Let G € D®(X)
and suppose Rf; (G) = RfF(G) = RHom(Og(—a,—b),G) = 0 for every
a,b=1,...,1. Then G = 0.

Proof. By Orlov’s blow-up theorem applied to f*, G belongs to a subcat-
egory generated by the exceptional collection Og(—a,—b) for every a =
l,...,l+1and b = 1,...,l, which has a s.o.d. (B,.A) with A generated
by sheaves with ¢« = 1,...,l and B by sheaves with a = [ 4+ 1. Since
RHom(A, G) = 0 by assumption, we conclude that G € B. We prove that
G = 0 by proving, by induction on i, that G belongs to a subcategory B5;
generated by {Og(—(l+1),—1),...,Op(—(+1),—i)} for every i > 1. Ap-
plying Rf. to the triangle X — Y — G — X[1] with Y ~ Og(—( +
1),—i) ® K* and X € B;;; (and K* a complex of vector spaces with trivial
differentials) gives Rf; X ~ Rf, Op(—(I+1), —1)@K*® = Op(—i)[-l|@ K"°.
On the other hand, R f,” X belongs to a triangulated subcategory generated
by Opi(=0)[—1],...,Op(—(i + 1))[—!]. By shrinking X, we can assume that
the restriction map PicX ~ — PicP! is surjective. Tensoring with an appro-
priate line bundle shows that Om @ K*® belongs to a triangulated subcat-
egory generated by Opi(—I + i),...,Op(—1). Computing RI' shows that
K* = 0. It follows that Rf, X = 0 and therefore G ~ X € B;;. O

In the remaining part of this section we prove the following Theorem
(whose consequence is then the fullness part of Theorem[L8).

Theorem 12.17. The exceptional collection C of Theorem 1.8 generates the collec-
tion C}. (see Notation 12.1).

Proof. By Lemma T e and 7~7 g differ by quotients in A. Hence, it
suffices to prove that C’ generates C/,, i.e., that we can “replace” 7; p with
Fy g when ([, E) is in group 2B. By Lemma[4.3], it suffices to prove

Claim 12.18. Let [ > 0, E C PUQ, | + ¢ even, S'(I,E) < r+s. Then the
bundle F} f; is generated by the collection C'.

We prove the statement by induction on the score S’(l, E') and for equal
score, by induction on [. If (, E) is in group 1A (resp. 1B), there is nothing
to prove, so we assume this is not the case. We consider two cases, de-
pending on whether ([, E) is or is not in group 2B. Assume (I, E) is not in
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group 2B. By Proposition[12.2(1), the bundle F} ; is generated by {Fys g}
with pairs (', E’) either in group 1A (resp. 1B) or 2B and in addition with
S'(I',E') < S'(l, E), i.e., we are reduced to prove the statement for (/, E) in
group 2B. Consider now the case when (I, E) is in group 2B. We need to
prove that F; g is generated by C’. By Proposition [12.8] it suffices to prove
that I] , is generated by C'.

Lemma 12.19. F/p and Ty g (E, = R), are related by objects {Ff at for
(ILE)=(G+1-7rE,UJ),JCR,j=|J,0<j<r (Note that [ = j +1—r

could be negative.)

Proof. Let W — M, 441 be as usual the universal family (y new marking
on W). Consider the Koszul complex for A = N;cpdyy, C W:

0 0OA O ... EB O(—Zéky)e...e(?(—z&w)eo

JCR,j=|J| keJ keR

eq+r—1
We claim that after tensoring with wa T2 (—E,) and applying Ra.( — ),
we obtain objects

(Te)’ (Fg) o @D Eyormon) o Ee)Y,
JCR,j=|J|

(up to a shift), i.e., that we have

8q+’l‘71

(—=Eg)a) = (Tie)", (12.3)

Rov, (w(i_

8q+’l‘71

Rav(wa  ® (~Bq—J)) = (Fluryguy)’ forall JCR, (124)

(up to a shift). To see (I2.3), consider the universal family Wr — Zp over
Zpr with the section o,, corresponding to the indices in R. Note that A =
ou(ZR). Then

8q+7‘7l 1 6q+’l‘71

1= w( 1-—5— e —|— r—
Row(wa 2 (“Eu) =0n(wa 2 (-Ep) = (1="—)tu— > _ Spus
keEq
and this equals (7; z)" by Claim IT1.2] (up to a shift). To see (I2.4): for
any (I', E') Grothendieck-Verdier duality (Remark [3.10) gives (Fl, E/)V =

_d=l
Ra, (w; > (=E')) (up to a shift). Tt follows that (F] ;)" and (7, x)" are
related by {(FZ/ E)V}. By dualizing, the Lemma follows. O

Lemma 12.20. The objects F} ;. from Lemma[12.19) i.e., for (ILE) = (j +1—
r,E,UlJ), JCR,j=|J|, O < j <, (where [ = J + 1 — r could be negative)
are generated by C'.

Proof. The score S'(I,E) = (j +1 — r) + j + min{eg,q + 1 — ¢,} <
[ +7+min{eg, g +1—e,} = S'(I, E). If I > 0, by Proposition [12.8] F/
and Fj 5 are related by quotients in A since S'(I,E) < S'(I,E) <r+s. As
S'(I,E) < S'(l,E), F ;. is generated by C’ by induction. It follows that Flf B
is generated by C'.
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Consider now the case [ < —1. We claim that Flf P and 3] Fj 1 (for an arbi-

trary z € Q) are related by quotients in A. Indeed, in this case
max{s/(lz,E) _ l~— 1’ S/(é,E)} _ S/(lz’E) . l”_ 1 = —l—2+r+mir;{eq,q+1—eq} <
5=l (since | > 0) and this fact follows from Proposition [212] So it suf-
fices to prove that 57 F; 5 is generated by C’ when! < —1. Since F_1 p =0

(see Prop. B.9) on U, , for any E, we may assume [ < -2. By Prop. 3.9 on
Uy, wehave Fy 5 = F ; , z[~1]. Wehave S'(—1 — 2,E) = (= —2) + j +
min{eq,q—i—l—eq’} = —l—2—i:7°—|—min{eq,q—i—1—eq} =S'"(I,E)-2l-2 < r+s—1,
since | > 0. Therefore, by Cor. [12.13(i), @Ffllz, 5 and F j ,jare related
by quotients in A. Since S'(—I —2,F) = S'(I,E) =20 -2 < S'(I, E) <7 +s,
by induction, F oy (and hence, B F o ;) are generated by C’. O

This finishes the proof of the Theorem. O

Proof of fullness in Theorem It suffices to prove thatif G € D*(M,, ;+1)
is such that RHom(C,G) = 0 for every C in the exceptional collection of
Theorem [I.8 then G = 0. By Thm. 127, we have RHom(C,G) = 0 for
every C € C}.. The result follows from Lemma O
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