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Moduli of complexes of coherent sheaves
fia EH
P Pk e €

1 Main theorem, motivation, etc

S # noetherian scheme, X %* S I flat 7 projective scheme & L £§. (Sch/S) % S
L+ locally noetherian scheme @ 7 9 category, (Sets) % #&® category & L £ ¥,
M T Splepxx /s : (Sch/S)° — (Sets) &

E’ is a bounded complex of coherent sheaves
Splepx x/5(T) := § E" | on X such that each E is flat over T and / ~
for any t € T', (x) holds

k() ifi=0

(*) EWE-@,E@))%{ 0 ifi=-1

LBk EHLET. 22T
E ~ F ¥ 3L line bundle on T such that E* & F* ® L in D(X7)

ELET. 72720 D(X7)E Oxp-module @ derived category T3 . $72 E'(t) := E"Qk(t)
EBVWTWET.

Splcpxgé /s = sheafification of Splepx /g in étale topology
EBEFET. $HEROEFEVPEILLET.

Theorem 1.1 Splcpxgg /s 13 S E locally separated % algebraic space T represent &
ns.

b & b EFATZ @ moduli space Splcpxif/s 2 EZ 72k B o7 & o073 Fourier-Mukai
ZHUIH Y 3. 21T Fourier-Mukai BHOABW L2 HE LT, A 27—~V EHkE, P
% Ax A }\2% % Poincare bundle, p; : Ax A = A, ps: Ax A - A % projection & ¢

LR
R$ : D(A) =5 D(A) (equivalence of categories)

E" — Rpo(pi(E" ® P))
EVIHIDBONBH N FET. Thid LiZ LT simple sheaf @ moduli space DH O RIE % E X
BBRECWE R EX 9. LA L3 sheaf DT & 52 sheaf O category 2> H i3 T7h
TLEHIZENRIDET. 22T, simple sheaf ® moduli space ¥ R® T DL 7247 &
F b LTS A DFT D(A) O34 moduli space 7% 5 |Z5E V2 W & By complex D
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moduli space ¥ ZZ & 9 & L7} T3, SR simple sheaf ® moduli space Splgg/s i
Splcpxgg/s O H1iZ open subspace & L TA > TWT, —%4 R® i moduli space D HEDF
& Splepxy 5 Splcpr’at *EE2F3. tmoOEIED Fourier-Mukai Z#% dualizing functor
b [EIHE I complex @ moduli space DB DOFEI% EE 3.

derived category D¥FH D moduli space ® E4fI & L T Bridgeland KiZ & WA Sh
7z perverse point sheaf @ moduli space & V9 b DA H N 3. T ik flop DIFEFEE T4
EVIEBLIRETAERFoTVWET.

(S & 2B, coherent (co)system @ moduli space b —2DFNZ 2 > T 5 L FRT
BEL LA, SHIBAOEEBWTHAZ L r SHERSAICEHBLTHEEZI L. &
B AT BN

LFICEROGRO A% B3 (G (6] ZB).

%3S Elocally of finite type % scheme Z & smooth % %4t ¢ : Z — Splepx/s % &
DFFET. WA TENRER:=2 xsplcpxit/s ZEBwit &, RiZ Z xgZ D subscheme
ERBZ NP, Z/R &L T moduli space WEHENFF. (& ZDIEHH T base
change theory 2 & % VTV E 325, FEMIIZZ ZH) FLTL LI Splcpxgé/s D
EETHEMY () FIHELI-DIFTT.)

Z,¢pEDEHCRADT A EEX Y. LRI geometric point E” € Splepx x/s(K)
AROFT. BRI T, i<l Ei>IOWTE =0 200 ET. SOL &
D€km€«m_) € €Kmypg K m K-+ EPFRIT,

V' P I/; & OXK(—mi) i; I/i-}—l ® OXK(—miH) — s = I/[ ®0XK(—m[)
&V ) XD complex & quasi-isomorphism V' = E" #FET LI LA 3. #
=,
12
Vii_a @ Oxy (—mp—2) Vel ® Ox(—mp—1) = - = V1@ Ox,c (—m)

EV ) TED complex Tl — 1 FEBTEEE 2> T3 b D% parameter {4} 3 % scheme
U%xHhE3. U %i#H247% open subscheme (2B D 7> 2 721

cokerd” ™% = Vir41 ® Oxye (~mp 1) = -+ = Vi ® Oxye (—mi)

&) complex DI & b smooth morphism U — Splepx$: /s BWEEIN, ORI
DICEELE 28 L)IcHEES. oL 32 U380 TZ%E0ES. 1

U Splcpx?}/s @ smoothness DFEBIZEM LR DO CTHHAL THAN, XROFEF HAT
WHRZERFTHERELTBEET.

Remark 1.2 (i) Splcpxgé/s ® E' T (relative) tangent space it Ext'(E’,E’) T
H5.

(ii) lifting © obstruction i Ext*(E",E") I2& 5.



2 A remark on the construction of known moduli
spaces

Z Z Tl complex @ moduli space ¥ %7 477 % AV TEEAI® moduli space D1
WEBEL TALIEICLET.

Example 2.1 Quot-scheme (Hilbert scheme) {Z 2T,

f: X — S % noetherian scheme ®[#® flat projective morphism & L £79 . S-ample
line bundle Ox (1) * EEL £ 7. O/ SIIEHELIREL £9. P(n) % numerical
polynomial & L, F % S I flat % coherent Ox-module & L ¥3. BF

Quotk : (Sch/S)° — (Sets) :
coherent subsheaf such that Fr/K; is T-flat
and x((Fr/K1)(#)(n)) = P(n) forany t € T

% #B ¥ % scheme #° Quot-scheme ¥ FHIN 5 DTL 2. AR L HONT:
EAM 2 BEAT D, fEFED flattening stratification % F\V 72L& 134 L & ) %
EZTHRET.
%9 Quotk O geometric point DIEDH FiEId B TEEE ED ¥ ([8], Th 1.13 BH).
my > 0 & U, £ D geometric point p = [K; C Fx] € Quoth(K) 122V, i >0
WL Hi(Fg(my)) = 0, H{(K1(m1)) = 0 T, K;(m1) #* global section THR SN 5 &
LTRBWVWTY. V) := HY(K1(m)) £ BT

T — {Kl C Fr;

0— K2 — V1 ® Oxy (—=m1) — K1 — 0 (exact)

EBEET. 5510 my > my EBHIUE, Quoth DIEED geometric point p IZ DWW T,
HY(Ox,(my —my) =0, H(K2(m2)) = 0 (i > 0) T, Ka(m3) #* global section THRL S
NHELTRNTY. Vy:= HY(K(my)) & B TELF!

Vs ®OXK(—°m2) — W ®OXK(—-m1) — Fg

AEEF . T0 kD 25E4EF% parameter 1195 Z L 12 & U Quot-scheme DFERL %
EZHZEIZLET.

T4 r =dimVy, ro = dimVe ¢ BEFT. I bHid ETH 572 geometric point
p € Quoth(K) OEY FIZk 5F—ETY. 2, := Grass,, (fo(F(m1))) £ BE, Vi C
fu(F(m1))®0Oz, % universal subbundle & L 9. Z, := Grass,, (Vi ® f.(Ox (m2 —my))
EBVTV, C Vi ® fu(Ox(mg —my)) ® Oz, * universal subbundle & L £§. Dk
&, homomorphism D%

V2 ® Ox,, (~m2) 2 Vi ® Ox,, (—m1) 2 F,

AP NET. Z, DY % dyody = 0 TEHE SN S closed subscheme & L $¢. K :=
coker(ds)y & BIFIT ¢: K, > Fy &b Fd. 22T

Y' = {p €Y |coker up) : K1(p) = F(p) is injective}
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& BiE, [11], Theorem 22.5 £ Y Y' 12 Y @ open subscheme T, vy idHEFE 2D,
E:=cokeriy i3 Y' Eflat 82 D 3. Ky :=ker((d))y') £ BEFT.

x(E(p)(n)) = P(n), EED i > 0122 T
Y':=(peY'| Hi(K (p)(m)) = 0, H(K2(p)(m2)) = 0,
Vi ® k(p) 5 HO(K1(p)(m1)), Vo ® k(p) 5 HO(K2(p)(m2))

i Y’ ® open subscheme & 7% V), (K;)y» C Fyn 2 & Y morphism
a:hyr — Quotg

PHET, ThidEBEE 2 7.
(3ERR) HEEIZ y = [K1 C Fr] € Quoth(T) # Y £ ¥. 5227

0 — K2 — (fr)(K1(m1)) @ Oxp(-m1) — K1 — 0
KED K2 EDTET. 0L A,

{ (fr+)(K1(m1)) C fu(F(m1)) ® Or,
(fT+)(K2(m2)) C (fr«)(K1(m1)) ® fu(Ox(m2 —m1))

LD e M) AEENET. FOHED s e YI(T) 2D, o) (@) =y L% 0 %
¥ LoTal) Raste 4.
KiZz1,20 €Y'(T) Ta(T)z1) = aT)(22) £ 2D bDEHD £F. % z; 13 subbundle

VY € fu(F(m)) ® Or,
V{9 c V9 ® £.(Ox (my —my))

HIGL Twa e L. VY @ Ox, (—m2) =X Vi @ Oxy (—m1) 4 P 2 HESND
%285 LET. KD = cokerd?, K§) :=kerd\’ £ BEE¥. o(T)(z1) = a(T)(z,) 2
O T U

K§1) — FT

6 12 fl

K1(2) — FT
MHETT. 0, 15 TRRER

WS fr& (P m)) < f(Fm) ®Or
8 11 4 HO(81(m)) I
v 2 friE&Pmy) o fu(F(m)®Or

BTEEY. SHILTLTRHEK

0— KM — vVe0x.(-m) — KM —o0
62 12 4 i@ 146
0— K§2) — V1(2) ® Oxp(—my) — K1(2) —0



AT & THHRER

v S &P (m) o Ve f(Ox(ma —my))
2 {2 1} H®(82(m2)) 1} Bi®1
VD S &P (me) o VP @ fu(Ox(mz —my))

HEPNET. Lo Tom =2 in Y TYCYT) &2 FET. UEXD oT) PHEE
Bl bbho THBENEHL £7. I
f: X = S# flat £ IBRS %\ projective morphism T, F & § L flat & 3BRS 22w
coherent sheaf ® & & ® Quot-scheme Quot ¢ representability i, [[1], Theorem (2.6),
Step I] DFET, LTHRI: flat OFSICI/BEIN T T, BB 172 Quot-scheme #*
projective & %2 A Z i3 valuative criterion (fl2iX [4], IV, (2.8.1)) bbb ) 7.

Example 2.2 semistable sheaf @ moduli space (22T,

semistable sheaf @ moduli space D3 Quot-scheme % iV 72 BB EE ([13]) 25— A%
MIZL CMBNTWARERVETH, 22 TREFNRERADLES T, quiver variety [JHD
AL Z EIZE ) moduli space ¥ T A HELEER TAHIT. (MEICHEHzECLET
bR ZoTLEIOT, BELWEZAHIFIHTHIE T, EHOBRBOAZEZ LI
L))

X % REWBE k 1O projective scheme & L, Ox(1) % ample line bundle & L £
X Lt coherent sheaf E @ (Ox (1) i28¥ %) Hilbert polynomial iZ

d n+d-—i

MMW:Z)@%(Fi)(Mmem

i=0

LETET. (BUFZ D notation & JHF 7))

Definition 2.3 X @ coherent sheaf E #% purely d-dimensional & 13, E # 0 C, &%
@ non-zero coherent subsheaf F C E\22W T dimSupp F =d ¢ 2562t 2SVFT.

Definition 2.4 X L@ purely d-dimensional coherent sheaf E 7% stable (semistable) &
12, 0 < ap(F) < ap(E) & %2 A1EE D coherent subsheaf F C E {22\ T

x(F(n))/ao(F) < x(E(n))/ao(E) for n>>0
(resp. <)

S WRTACNR A &= 12F 3 3

Hilbert polynomial P(n) % E%E L 7- semistable sheaf O D H FHEOMEIL EEHKD

COEFERBOTHIREVER me > my > me > 0 ZREEL 7. Hilbert
polynomial P(n) %* ¥ semistable sheaf E {2l Vp := H%(E(mp)) £ B &, K, =

C 97



98

kel'(V() ® Ox(—mo) - E), Vi = HO(Kl(ml)), Kz = ker(V1 ® OX(~—m1) - K1),
Vai= HO(Ky(mp)) L BEET. 5L ERY

Va ® Ox(—ma) — V1 ® Ox(-m1) — Vp ® Ox(—mo) — E — 0 (1)

ATEFT. 20X LEELF%E parameter 1§47 3§52 12X Y semistable sheaf O
moduli space T 52 ER .

A = Hom(V2, V; ® H*(Ox(my — m1))) ® Hom(V1,Vo ® H°(Ox(m1 — mp)))
L B%, Zh# affine space ¥ R L £9. A LiZiX universal family
Vs ® Ox o (—m2) 2 Vi @ Ox, (—m1) -5 Vo ® Ox,, (~mo)

AHHET. G:= GL(Vp) x GL(W1) x GL(V,) & BHIEGRACHRIERBLET.
character
X:G = Gpn; (90,91, 92) —> det(go)*° det(g))** det(gz)*?

*
ag :=dim Vy + Ndim Vy,
ay := —Ndim Vg,
Qg 1= — dimVO

EBLILICEDERLET. SITN > 0RIEKE L F¥. UTDEREE (7], Definition
L1 OB HETT.

Definition 2.5 y = [Vs ® Ox(—m2) Y Vi @ Ox (~m1) Y Vo @ Ox (~mo)] € A
(x 2L T) stable (resp. semistable) & id XA D LD EEBTVET:
vector subspaces Wy C Vo, Wi C Vi, Wy C Vo B35 2 610 Tl [HX

Wo® Ox(~me) — Wi ®O0x(~m) — Wo ® Ox (—myg)
{ 4 {
1©O0x(-m2) 2% Vieox(-m) Y Vo®Ox(-mo)
% {72 L T (0,0,0) # (Wo, Wi, Wa) # (Vo, V1, Va) £ 2 B L &, apdim Wy + a1 dim W1 +
az dimWa > 0 (resp. > 0) & 2 5.

A(x)* :={y € Aly i (x \CBIL T) semistable} & EIJIX, quiver variety D —iE ([7)
BH) LD A(x)* & A D open set & %2 Y, GIT quotient A(x)**//G #*HFH L T quasi-
projective & %2 ) £¥.

ADY % dyody =0 TEHEEN 5 closed subscheme & L £¥.

ker(d; (p)) = im(d2(p)) T coker d; (p) i3 semistable sheaf,
Z :={p€e Y| x(cokerd;(p)(n)) = P(n), Vo = H°((cokerd:(p))(mo)),
Vi 5 HO((coker dz(p)) (1)), V2 = H°((ker(d1(p)))(m2))



i1 Y @ open subscheme & 22 ¥ £,
FHELTIE, me>» my > me » 0LMWMABILIZED Z C A(x)*® ==L, GIT
quotient Z//G & L T semistable sheaf @ S-equivalence class @ coarse moduli scheme %

fED 7-vbit T3,

Lemma 2.6 +5KEVEE mo BPHFEL T, m > mo & 2 AEEOEH m &, Hilbert
polynomial 7% P(n) & %2 5 X EOAEE D semistable sheaf E {2 2WTLLTFAE Y 3L D:

(i) E(m) X global sections THEK &4, i > 01XV T H{(E(m)) = 0.

(i) E DHEED non-zero coherent subsheaf F IZDW T,
ao(F

~

. 0 s 0
dim H°(F(m)) < 20(E) dim H”(E(m)).
EOINEFTHEIIR n Il THEHNE L T x(F(n))/ao(F) = x(E(n))/ao(E) & 7%
LT Lk EME.
F#ERRIZ [10], Proposition 4.10 ZH8. 1

E® Lemma # {72 me ¥ —2BEETAIEICLET.

Proposition 2.7 T4 KEWVEK m| 2WHFEL T, my > m] R5EEOEH m, IZxL
THHGKECER m) BFELT, me > mh 22EEOER my 1IXL T, Z C A(X)**
Eleh. EHIZy e Z122WwT, cokerd; (y) #° stable sheaf 72 5 y i3 4 @ stable point &
5.

Proof. %%, Hilbert polynomial P(n) % 2 X I ® semistable sheaf E & vector
subspace V' C HY(E(mo)) \2XL V' ® Ox(—mp) < H°(E(mp)) ® Ox(~mg) = E O

%% E(V)EELZEILEY. T2
Fe BV V' c H°(E(my)), E i} Hilbert polynomial
P(n) % > X kO semistable sheaf

BHERREEZDET. me XL T Lemma 2.6 (i) "X Y 22T & & B iid, +4K
EVEH m! PHFEEL T, £EDO my > mi L+ RKEVCERm, P FEL T EED
my > mh EEEDOE (V') e FizxflL
(h°(Ox (m2 — m1)) + NYRO(E'(V')(m1)) — hO(E' (V') (m2))

(h°(Ox(m2 — my)) + N)P(m1) — P(my)

hO(E'(V')(mo)) <

P(mo)
@
EHFRET. 251, K] = ker(V' ® Ox(—mp) = E'(V')), K} := ker(H°(K{(m1)) ®
Ox(~m1) = K}) L BWI2RIZ, Kj(m1) & Ki(mz) 2°& %1 global sections THERK &
,i>0122wT Hi(K!(m1)) =0, H{(K)(my)) =0 &L TRWTT.
BT, y€Z % AEEICHD F4. MK

We ® Ox(-mg) —» W; @ Ox(-m;) — Wo ® Ox (—mo)
1 { 1

V2 ® Ox(~mz2) g€ Vi ® Ox(—mq) hly Vo ® Ox(—mo)

&
—
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% M[#I2$ 5 X 9 % vector subspaces Wy C Vo, W1 C Vi, Wy, C Vo 852 G- E LT
Wo ® Ox(—mg) = Vo ® Ox(—mo) — cokerd, (y) D& E'(Wo) 2 £ 7. E'(Wo) K
LCEBOERERAMKICL TK] K, EEOT W] = HY K (m1)), W} := HO(K}(m))
EEIE, W CcW] cW W cW,CcV b2 DET. £LT

RO(E! (Wo)(my)) = h(Ox (my — mo)) dim W — dim W}
RO(E' (Wo)(mz)) = hO(Ox (ms — mo)) dim Wo — k(O x (ms — my)) dim W} + dim W}

ERBIEICERTRE, AKX (2) 5
(dim V2 + N dim V;) dim Wy — N dim Vp dim W; — dim V dim W, >0

LBl blPbhoTye A LT,

HEOTR S LOME L FRICL ThA Y 2. '
d n+d-—1
P :;ai(P)( d—i )

EEVLE, 0<r <ao(P) L 25FEEDER r i2x L, Lemma 2.6 & Proposition 2.7
5, P(n) Db 012 P(n)/r 12w T OB D 0k LT BV TANTT .

7:YNAN)” — Y NAX)?//G
% quotient map &£ L ¥F. §HLRXPERET.
Lemma 2.8 7~} (n(Z)) = Z.

Proof BRI yenr 1(n(Z) WO ET. §2L W eZTrly)=nly) &2 DET.
coker dy (y') @ Jordan-Hélder filtration 0 = Fo C Fy C --- C F; = cokerd, (y') *HLY £
F. & F 2L T, (1) & FEBED HIET resolution

Y ® Ox(=m2) — V¥ @ Ox(-m1) — V" ® Ox(-mo) — E; — 0

FHDET. yioo= [V © Ox(—my) = VP © Ox(—m1) = VP ® Ox(—my)] & BY
X, filtration 0 = yo Cy1 C - Cy =y AR FT. ®£=-.1 Yi/yiog WIS T 5 A DA
xy" E¥5E &, [7], Proposition 3.2 £ U n(y") = n(y') = w(y) £ %2V, vy’ ® G-orbit
i2 closed &2 D ¥, y" 13 @)_, Fi/Fim1 O resolution (3 IEL TR BDTy" € Z Th
D,y ® G-orbit DEEI 4" # EHDOT, ye Z £ bHI Liibh) 5. :

M :=n(Z) L EI}IE, Lemma 2.8 96 M T YNA(x)**//G D openset £ 25 Z LAb
Y, M=Z//GEiBIENPbMINET. 2D M H Hilbert polynomial # P(n) ® X E
? semistable sheaf @ S-equivalence class @ coarse moduli scheme & 72 ) ¥¢4. Langton
DEBDO—#L ([10], Theorem 7.6) £ ¥ M X k L projective & 25 Z EA3bA D £3.

Example 2.9 Bridgeland XIZ & D E$ S/ perverse structure sheaf @ moduli space
DT,



f:Y = X 5L HMAED B O birational morphism & L, Rf.(Oy) = Ox LREL,
EHIAEED e X 12w Tdim f1(z) <1 &4KEL 3. Bridgeland KiZ X D EH S
1172 perverse structure sheaf &

t:F 5 Oy
TRERENE DY) DL TELYE
(@) fo(F) = Ox D HHT
(b) Frfu(F) — F Hi&g

T 723D TL 7z ([3] £8). Bridgeland Kid = 2 THT{ % F % parameter {1} 3%
7281 Quot-scheme % FV2 5 Z & {2 L Y perverse structure sheaf ® moduli space ?1#
BoE LEL7AY, &2 Td quiver variety (ZHE®DR T £ 12 X 1 moduli space # % 5
T EHNHRET.

X £ ample line bundle Ox (1) #EEL T L:= f*Ox(1) £ BEFF. S6IZY £
ample line bundle Oy (1) bFEAEL 3. Example 2.1,2.2D X 91Zmg > m; > mg > 0
& Bl - T F @ resolution

V2 ® Oy (—mz) — V1 ® Oy (~m1) — Vp @ L¥™ — F =0
% (1) & D ik TYENIL perverse structure sheaf [F — Oy] i
Vs © Oy (-1m2) — o 8 Oy (—ma) — Vo & L™ — Oy

TRINTTY.

B :=Hom(V2, Vi @ H%(Oy (m2 — m,))) ® Hom(Vy, Vp, ® H*(L®~™°(m,)))
® Hom(Vgy, HO(L®™0))

EBWTIN% affine space £ B7% L £3. B D U % perverse structure sheaf * 5 { A&}
4% parameter {133 % subscheme & L £3. G := GL(1) x GL(Vy) x GL(V}) x GL(V2)
EEBFIE G B,UIZHBRIZIER L £9. character

X:G = Gm;  (9,90,91,92,) > det(g)* det(go)>° det(g1)** det(gy)**

Z,a>0, ap,a1,02 <0&%BEHICEAUL, Uit BD (x M3 %) stable point @
£E5B(x) WWEINET. £ T geometric quotient U/G % LA Z L A HET, T hss
perverse structure sheaf ® moduli space & 722 ) 3.
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