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Strange Duality for Height Zero Moduli Spaces
of Sheaves on [P

TAKESHI ABE

1. Introduction

Strange duality is a duality between vector spaces of global sections of line bun-
dles on moduli spaces of sheaves. Originally it was studied for moduli spaces of
vector bundles (or principal bundles) on curves (see [P]). In this paper we consider
the strange duality for moduli spaces of sheaves on P?.

Result

For a coherent sheaf E of positive rank  on P2, we define the rational numbers
w(E) and A(E), called the slope and the discriminant, respectively, by

ci(E)
pa

1 r—1 2
A(E)=—<62(E)— c1(E) >

r 2r

For a positive integer » and rational numbers s, d, we denote by M (r, s, d) the
moduli space of rank r semistable sheaves E on P2 with u(E) = s and A(E) =d.

We recall the definition of a strange duality map. Fix positive integers r,
r’ and rational numbers s, s’, d, d’ such that xy(E ® E’') =0 for E € M :=
M(r,s,d)and E' e M' := M(r',s’,d"). Assume that s + s’ > 0 (so that we have
H>(E® E') =0).

Consider the locus

©:={(E,E)|H(EQE)#0}C M x M.

IfHY(EQE') #0forall E € M and E' € M’, then ® = M x M’. Now we assume
that for some E € M and E' € M’, we have H(E ® E') =0, 0 < i < 2. In this
case, © is a divisor on M x M’. The associated line bundle O(®) is expressed
as DX D’ for line bundles D on M and D’ on M’. By the Kunneth theorem, the
section defining the divisor ® gives rise to a duality map

H'M', D')* — H'(M, D).

H(E) =

We call this the strange duality map. The purpose of this paper is to prove the
following theorem.
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THEOREM 1.1. Retain the notation and assumption in the previous paragraph. If
either M or M’ is of height zero, then the strange duality map is bijective.

The height of a moduli space of sheaves on P? is the notion introduced by Drezet
[ 1. We recall its definition in Section

Outline of the Proof of Theorem

The proof of Theorem [.1 is a combination of the following three results

(i) Drezet’s description of a moduli space of sheaves of height zero as a moduli
space of Kronecker modules [ 1,
(i) Derksen and Weyman’s duality theorem between spaces of global sections
of line bundles on the moduli of Kronecker modules [ 1,
(iii) Coskun, Huizenga, and Woolf’s rational map of a moduli space of sheaves
of positive height to a moduli of Kronecker modules [ ].

Assume, for example, that M’ is of height zero and M has positive height. By (i)
and (iii) we have an isomorphism

M — Kr'
and a rational map
Sd:M---— Kr,

where Krand Kr’ are moduli spaces of Kronecker modules with certain dimen-
sion vector. By (ii) we have an isomorphism

H(K ', £)* — HY(Kr, L),

where £ and £’ are certain line bundles on Kr and Kr’, respectively. Consider a
sequence of maps

HOM', ™2y 5> HOK ', £y 5> HO(Kr, £) 25 HO(M, *£),  (1.1)
where the first map is a dual of the pull-back by ®’, and the last map is a pull-back
by ®. We shall prove Theorem |.] by showing that
e ®*L~D and ®*L ~D,

e the composite of maps (1.1) is a strange duality map, and
e the map () is an isomorphism.

Related Results

There are some other pairs (M, M’) of moduli spaces of sheaves on P? with cer-
tain numerical invariants for which the strange duality has been proved ([ ;
3 AD.

For abelian surfaces, Marian and Oprea [ ] formulated three versions of
strange duality and proved them on the numerical level. They proved two of them
for product abelian surfaces in [ ]. They also proved the strange duality for
generic K3 surfaces under some numerical assumption in [ ]. Bolognese,
Marian, Oprea, and Yoshioka [ ] studied the remaining one of the three
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versions of strange duality for abelian surfaces. They first proved it for product
abelian surfaces and then, using degeneration, for generic abelian surfaces.

Organization of the paper

In Section 2 we recall some results used in the proof of Theorem [.1. In Section
we prove Theorem

Notation and Convention

We work over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero. In this paper,
P (x) denotes the polynomial function(x + 1)(x + 2)/2.

2. Preliminaries

In Section we fix the notation for moduli of sheaves and for G-linearized
line bundles. In Section we recall basic facts about exceptional bundles. In
Section we recall the definition of height introduced by Drezet. After fixing
notation for moduli of Kronecker modules in Section 2.4, we recall in Section

the duality theorem proved by Derksen and Weyman between spaces of global
sections of line bundles on the moduli of Kronecker modules. In Section we
recall Drezet’s theorem saying that a moduli space of height zero is isomorphic
to a moduli space of Kronecker modules. In Section 2.7 we recall a rational map
constructed by Coskun, Huizenga, and Woolf of a moduli space of sheaves of
positive height to a moduli space of Kronecker modules.

2.1. Notation

For & = (r,s,d), where r € Z>¢ and s,d € Q, M(£) (resp. M(&)) denotes
the moduli space (resp. the moduli stack) of rank r semistable sheaves E with
Ww(E) =5 and A(E) =d. There is a natural morphism 7 : M(&) - M(&).If L is
aline bundle on M (&), then we simply write £ for 7* L. Since HO(M (&), m*L) ~
HO(M (¢), £) (cf. the argument of [ Prop. 8.4]), this abuse of notation does not
cause confusion.

Assume that an algebraic group G acts on a variety X. If x : G — k™ is a
character, then the G-linearized line bundle associated to x, denoted by L, , is
a trivial line bundle X x k with the G-action g(x, a) := (gx, x(g)a) for g € G
and (x, a) € X x k. The line bundle L, on the quotient stack G\ X associated to
x is the line bundle on G\ X determined by L., on X. We have HY(G\X, Ly)
HO(X s ILX)G, that is, HO(G\X , L) is isomorphic to the space of semiinvariant
functions on X with weight x. Here a function ¢ on X is semiinvariant with
weight x if ¢(gx) = x(g)¢(x) forx € X and g € G.
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2.2. Exceptional Bundle

An exceptional bundle E on P2 is a stable vector bundle with Ext!(E, E) = 0.
A rational number « is called an exceptional slope if « is the slope of an excep-
tional bundle. For an exceptional slope «, there is only one (up to isomorphism)
exceptional bundle with slope o, which we denote by E, ([ Lemma 4.3]).
This implies that

E}~E_o and Eyz®OW) >~ Egyy.

The rank ry of a rational number « is defined to be the smallest positive integer
such that ary, € Z. Put Ay, = %(1 — 1/r§). Then for an exceptional slope «, the
rank and discriminant of E, are r, and A,, respectively (cf. the proof of [
Lemma 4.3]). In particular, we know that A(Ey) < 1/2. This is another charac-
terization of exceptional bundles, that is, a stable sheaf E is exceptional if and
only if A(E) < 1/2.

The subset & C Q of all exceptional slopes is described as follows. For rational
numbers «, 8 with 3 + o — 8 # 0, we define

oc.ﬁ::Ol—Hg—i—A'S Aa.
2 34a—p8

Let® :={(p/2%) | q € Z>0, p € Z}. We define a function ¢ : © — Q inductively
as follows:

e e(n)=nfornelZ,

o e(2p+1)/27M) =e(p/29).e((p +1)/29).

Then ¢ is a strictly increasing function, and € = (D) ([ Thm. A)).
The following cohomological properties are used later. For « < 8,

Hom(Eg, Ey) =0, 2.1
Ext' (Eq, Eg) =0 fori > 0. (2.2)
Property (2.1) is a consequence of stability, and (2.2) is due to [ Thm. 6].

(Note that the vanishing (2.2) holds also for @ = §.)
By [ p. 30], fora = e(p/29) and B =e((p + 1)/27), we have

X(Eq, Eg) =3rqrg(B — o). 2.3)

2.3. Height of Moduli Space

For & = (r,s,d) with r € Z>¢ and s, d € Q, we denote by Q¢ the parabola in the
(u, A)-plane defined by A = P(u + s) — d. By the Riemann—Roch theorem, we
have

X(E, F) =r(E)r(F)(P(u(F) — n(E)) — A(E) — A(F))

for sheaves E and F on P? having positive ranks r(E) and r (F), respectively. So,
for a sheaf E, the point (u(E), A(E)) in the (u, A)-plane lies on the parabola
Q¢ if and only if x(E ® F) =0 for F with u(F) =s and A(F) =d.
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Figure 1 The graph of A =48(u) over (@ — X, & + Xg)

For an exceptional slope «, put
3—49—4/r2
5 .

Let I :={n € R| | — af < xo}. Then Q is the disjoint union | |, (/o N Q)
[ Thm. 1]. Let é : | |,ce fo — R be the function such that § (u) = P(—|u —
a|) — Ay for u € 1,. Since x is the smaller solution of the equation

1
27

Xo 1=

P(—x)— Ay =

the graph A = §(u) in the (u, A)-plane is above the line A = % For o — x4 <
1 < a, the graph A =38(u) is part of Q¢_,, and for o < & < o + x¢, it is part of
QO¢_,_5» where &, = (1, a, Ay). See Figure 1.

For a sheaf F with o — x4 < w(F) < «, the point (w(F), A(F)) in the (u, A)-
plane lies on the graph of A = §(w) if and only if x (Ey, F) = 0. If such a sheaf
F is semistable, then Ext! (Ey, F) =0 for all i because we have Hom(Ey, F) =0
by semistability and Ext?>(E,, F) ~ Hom(F, E4_3)* = 0 by duality and semista-
bility. Analogously, for a sheaf F' with @ < < @ + x4, the point (u(F), A(F))
lies on the graph of A =§(w) if and only if x (F, E,) = 0. If such a sheaf F is
semistable, then Ext' (F, E,) =0 for all i.

Letr € Z-o and s,d € Q. If dimM(r,s,d) =0, then s € € and M(r,s,d) =
{Es@r/r"} (see [ Prop. (4.4)]). Now assume that dim M (r, s, d) > 0. The ex-
ceptional slope « such that s € I, is called the associated exceptional slope to
M(r,s,d). We have d > 6(s) [ Thm. 1]. The height h(M(r, s, d)) of the
moduli space M (r, s, d) is defined to be rr, (d — 5(s)). It is a nonnegative integer.
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2.4. Kronecker Module

Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space. A Kronecker V-module is a lin-
earmap e: A® V — B with A, B finite-dimensional vector spaces. The pair
(dim A, dim B) is called the dimension vector of the Kronecker module. A mor-
phism from a Kronecker V-modulee: AQV — Btoe': A’® V — B’ is a pair
(f,g) of linearmaps f : A— A’and g : B— B’suchthat goe=¢"o(f ®idy).

A submodule of a Kronecker V-module e: A ® V — B is a Kronecker V-
module ¢ : A’® V — B’ such that A’ and B’ are subspaces of A and B, respec-
tively, and ¢’ = e|a'gy. A Kronecker V-module ¢: A ® V — B is semistable
(resp. stable) if for any nonzero proper submodule ¢: A’ ® V — B’ of e, the
inequality

—dimA -dimB’' 4+ dimB -dimA’ <0 (resp. <)
holds.

We can also consider a family of Kronecker V-modules. For a scheme S, a
Kronecker V-module over S is a morphism e : 4 ®; V — B of Og-modules
with A, B locally free Og-modules of finite rank. The moduli stack Kry (a, b)
of Kronecker V-modules with dimension vector (a, b) is defined as follows.
Kry(a, b) associates to a scheme S the groupoid consisting of Kronecker V-
modules e¢: A ®; V — B over S such that rank. A = g and rank B = b. We
denote by Kry (a, b)*S the open substack of Kry (a, b) consisting of semistable
Kronecker V-modules. We denote by Kry (a, b)* the coarse moduli space of (S-
equivalence of) semistable Kronecker V-modules with dimension vector (a, b).
We have a natural morphism Kry (a, b)** — Kr(a, b)**. The stack Kry (a, b) is
described as a quotient stack of an affine space as follows. For a Kronecker V-
module e : k* ® V — k? and (f, g) € GL(a, b) := GL(a) x GL(b), let (f, g)e be
the Kronecker V-module goeo (f ®idy)~!. This defines a left action of GL(a, b)
on H:=Hom(**® V, kb). We have an isomorphism Kry (a, b) >~ GL(a, b)\H of
stacks.

For integers [/, m, the line bundle £; ,, on Kry(a, b) is defined by associat-
ing to a Kronecker V-module ¢ : A ®; V — B over a scheme S the line bundle
(det A)®' ® (det B)®™ on S. Under the isomorphism Kry (a, b) ~ GL(a, b)\H,
the line bundle £; ,, is isomorphic to Ly, , where x;,, : GL(a, b) — k* is the
character defined by (f, g) — (det f ) (detg)™. By this we find that the space
HY(Kry (a,b), L) of global sections of £; ,, is isomorphic to the space of semi-
invariant functions on H with weight x; .

LEMMA 2.1. Let I, m be integers with m positive such that la + mb = 0. Then the
natural map

HO(Cry (@, b), Lim) = HO(Cry (@, 5)**, L1.m)
is bijective.

Proof. We need to show that if ¢ is a semiinvariant function with weight x; , on
H** (= the open subset consisting of semistable Kronecker V-modules £ @ V —
k"), then ¢ extends to H. By [, Prop. 3.1] H*® is the set of GIT-semistable points
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with respect to the GL(a, b)-linearized trivial line bundle Ly, on H. Then the
lemma is a consequence of (the poof of) [ Lemma 4.15]. O

2.5. Derksen—Weyman’s Theorem

Let a, a’, b, b’ be positive integers, and put v =dimV. Lete: A®; V — B
and ¢’ : A ®; V — B’ be universal Kronecker V-modules over Kry (a, b) and
Kry(a',b), respectively. The pull-backs of these Kronecker V-modules to the
product Kry (a, b) x Kry (a’, b’) are denoted by the same letters. Over the product
stack Kry (a, b) x Kry(a’,b"), we consider a morphism

A Hom(A', A) @ Hom(B', B) = Hom(A ®, V, B)

of locally free sheaves of the same rank, defined by A(f, g) = eo(f ®idy) —goe'.
Now assume that a’bv = aa’ + bb’. This assumption means that the source and
target of the morphism A have the same rank. If V and W denote the source and
target of A, respectively, then det(A) defines a section of the line bundle det W ®
(detV)*, which is isomorphic, by direct calculation, to £L_y 4y B Ly_yp b
Therefore, det(X) gives rise to a duality map (up to scalar)

HY(Kry(a,b), L_a.arv—pr)* — B (Kry(a',b'), La—ubp)- 2.4)

The following is a particular case of [ Thm. 1 and Cor. 1].

THEOREM 2.2 (Derksen—Weyman). The map (2.4) is an isomorphism.

2.6. Moduli of Height Zero

A triad is a triple (E, G, F) of exceptional bundles such that their slopes are of
the form (o, .8, B), (B — 3, a, .B), or («.8, B, 4+ 3), where @ = ¢(p/2") and
B=¢e((p+1)/2") for some n € Z=( and p € Z.

Let (E, G, F) be a triad. Let M be the cokernel of the natural morphism

G — F ®; Hom(G, F)*.

Then M is also an exceptional bundle, and (E, F, M) is a triad. Put G_» = E,
G_1=G,Gy=F,F,=E*(-3), F.1=M*, Fy=F*, and G; = F; =0 for
i ¢ {0,—1,—2}. The following spectral sequence proved by Drezet is called the
generalized Beilinson spectral sequence.

THEOREM 2.3 [ 1. If F is a coherent sheaf on P2, then there exists a spectral
sequence

EP" =G, ®H!(F,®F)

that converges to F in degree 0 and to 0 in other degrees.

Let M(r, s,d) be a moduli space of height zero, and let y be the associated ex-
ceptional slope to it. Write as y = «.8 witha = ¢(p/2"), B=¢((p+ 1)/2"). By
the description of the set € of exceptional slopes in Section 2.2, such « and g are
determined uniquely. There are two cases:
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@ y—xy<s=y,
(b) y<s<y+x,.

In the case (a), by applying Theorem to F e M(r,s,d) with (E, G, F) =
(Eg—3, Eq, Ey g) we obtain a short exact sequence

0— Ej s 25 Bl > F -0, 2.5)
where
m=—x(E_g®F) and n=—x(E_(up.QF). (2.6)
From the morphism A r we obtain a Kronecker V-module
tr k"QV > k" 2.7

with V = Hom(Eg_3, Eq)*. (Conversely, we can recover A 7 from ¢x. So giving
A r is equivalent to giving ¢ r.)

THEOREM 2.4 [ . By the correspondence F +—> tF we obtain an isomorphism

T: M@, s,d)— Kry@m,n)*.

In the case (b), all sheaves in M (r, s, d) are locally free ([ p- 40, Remarks]).
By taking dual we have an isomorphism M (r,s,d) ~ M (r, —s,d). Then —y —
X_y < —§ < —y, so we are in the case (a). Let F € M(r,s,d). By applying
Theorem to F* with (E,G,F) = (E_4_3, E_g, E_4 ) we obtain a short
exact sequence

A
0—E", —> Eﬁﬂ —- F* =0, (2.8)
where
m=—x(E;®F") and n=—x(Eg@p ®F). (2.9)
Giving the morphism A’ is equivalent to giving a Kronecker V-module
tr k" @V > k" (2.10)

with V = Hom(E_o_3, E_p)*.

THEOREM 2.5 [ 1. By the correspondence F +> t}_- we have an isomorphism

v M(r,s,d) — Kry(m, n)*S.

2.7. Moduli of Positive Height

Consider the moduli space M (&) where & = (r, s, d). Assume that the height of
M (&) is positive. As in Section 2.3, we let Q¢ be the parabola in the (1, A)-plane
defined by the equation A = P(u + s) — d. Coskun, Huizenga, and Woolf proved
the following [ Thm. 3.1].

THEOREM 2.6. The parabola Q¢ intersects the line A = % at two points. If pp € R

is the larger of the two slopes such that (g, %) € Q¢, then there is an exceptional
slope y € € such that o € I, .
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The exceptional slope y in the theorem is called the corresponding exceptional
slope to &. Express y as a.f witha =¢(p/2"), B=e((p + 1)/2").

2.7.1. The case x (U@ Eyp) > 0for U e M(§). By [ Prop. 5.3], a general
U € M (&) has a resolution of the form
0—>E" - ET%GBE"_%_/S)—) U — 0, (2.11)

where m1 = —x (U ® Ey), my = —x (U ® Ey (o.p)) and m3 = x (U ® Ey g). Put
A:=E"! ;and B:= ET; > Ei"faﬂ). Let H be the affine space Hom(A, B). Let
V1 be the open subset of H consisting of f : A — B such that f is injective with
torsion-free cokernel. Let V, be the open subset of V| consisting of f such that

Coker f is semistable.

LEMMA 2.7. The following inequalities hold.:

(1) codim(H \ V1, H) > 2,
(2) codim(Vy \ V,, Vi) > 2.

Proof. (1) Consider the subset Z := {(x, f) | fl. is not injective} of P? x H.
By [H. Lemma 5.4] Hom(A, B) is globally generated, and by a standard di-
mension counting argument we find that Z is an irreducible closed subvariety
of codimension r + 1 of P? x H. We need to show that the subset {f € H |
dim(H x {f} N Z) > 1} has codimension > 2 in H. This is true either if r > 2
or if r = 1 and the projection Z — H is surjective. If r = 1 and Z — H is not sur-
jective, then M (&) parameterizes a line bundle, which contradicts the assumption
that the height of M (&) is positive.

(2) In the proof of [ Prop. 5.3], it is proved that the family ¢//V; of
quotients parameterized by V] is a complete family of prioritary sheaves. Then
the lemma is a consequence of [ Lemma 18.3.1]. O

Let G := Aut(A) x Aut(B) acton H by (g1, g2) f := g0 f°g1_1 for (g1,82) € G
and f e H. If U € M (&) fits in exact sequences, i = 1,2,

0> AL BT U0

then there exists a unique (g1, g2) € G suchthat fo0g; = g0 fi and mp0gr = 7.
It follows from this that we have an isomorphism

a: M@E)° — G\V,

of stacks, where M (£)° is the open substack of M (&) consisting of sheaves U
having a resolution of the form ( ).

Put H = Hom(A, ET;) and G = Aut(A) x Aut(E"_%). We let G act on H nat-
urally. Since Hom(E _ 4.6y, E—g) = 0 by (2.1), we have a natural homomorphism
h: G — G. We have a morphism H — H by associating to a morphism

AYLE B @ E™ 2.12)
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a morphism f: A — ET; This morphism is compatible with the actions of G
and G, so it induces a morphism
B:G\H— G\H

of stacks. Let W be the composite of morphisms
ME)° S G\Va c G\H 5 G\IL (2.13)

LEMMA 2.8. Let  : G — k* be a character. The natural map
HY(G\H, L3) — HO(M(£)°, W*L5)
is an isomorphism.
Proof. By Lemma 2.7 the natural map
HY(G\H, g*Lz) — HO(M(£)°, W*Ly)

is an isomorphism, so we have only to show that the map

HY(G\H, L3) — H*(G\H, p*L3)
is an isomorphism. Put x := x o h. Then B*L; >~ L. Let ¢ be a semiinvariant

function on H with weight x. We shall show that ¢ is a pull-back of a function
on H. Since the element

. id E" 0
id 4, 0 aidEm3 eG
—a.p

maps to the identity in G by &, where a € k*, ¢ is invariant by the action of this el-
ement. From this we see that for (f, g) € H=Hom(A, E"_%) @ Hom(A, ET;_ﬁ),

we have ¢ (f, g) = ¢ (f, 0). Hence, ¢ is a pull-back of a function on H. O

2.7.2. Thecase x(U®Ey g) <0forU € M(§). Inthis case, ageneral U € M (§)
fits in an exact sequence of the form

0—E") ;@®E" ; ;> E" > U—0, (2.14)
where m; = x (U ® E(.p)p), m2 = x(U ® Ep), and m3 = —x (U ® Ea.p) (cf.
[ Section 5.4]). Put H := Hom(E"}_, ET%) and G := Aut(E"} ;) x

Aut(ETfS), and let G act on H naturally. Let M (£)° be the open substack of
M) consisting of sheaves U having a resolution of the form ( ). As in the
previous case, we define a morphism

U M@E)° — G\H (2.15)
by associating to a sheaf having a resolution
0—E™ @E™ , 5 E™ U0 2.16)

the (equivalence class of) morphism [ f] € G\H. Then the same statement as in
Lemma 2.8 holds.
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3. Proof of Theorem

We prove Theorem 1.1. Put & = (r,s,d) and & = (r/,s’,d’). We assume that
M’ = M (&) is of height zero. There are three cases:

Case (1) The height of M is positive.

Case (2) The height of M is zero.

Case (3) dim M = 0.

Case (1) is a “generic” case, and the others are special cases. We will divide
Case (1) into subcases Case (1-a) and Case (1-b) and give a complete proof for
Case (1-a). For the other cases, we omit some arguments if they are similar to
Case (1-a).

CasSE (1). Let y be the corresponding exceptional slope to &. In the (u, A)-plane,
the subset {(i, A) | u € I,,, A =§(u)} and the parabola Q¢ intersect at one point.
First, we note the following.

CLAamM 3.0.1. The intersection point of the subset {(u, A) | u € I,, A = 5(u)}
and the parabola Q¢ is (s',d’).

Proof. By assumption, the point (s’, d’) is both on the parabola Q¢ and on the
graph of the function (). The slope of the tangent line of Q¢ at (s',d’) is 5" +
s + 3/2, which is positive by the assumption s’ + s > 0. Let us show that for
an exceptional slope ¢ > y, Qg does not intersect {(, A) | u € I, A =8(n)}
(then the claim follows). The slope of the tangent line of the parabola A = P (. —
{)—Agat (& —x¢, %) is —x; + %, and the slope of the tangent line of Q¢ at (¢ —
xXe, P(C—xp+8)—d)is¢ —xp +s5+ % It suffices to check that ¢ — x¢ +s+% >
—X; + % or, equivalently, ¢ +s > 0. Butif (&, %) is one of the intersection points
of the parabola Q¢ and the line A = % with bigger p-coordinate, then it + s > 0
since the parabola Q¢ is increasing for 4 > —s — 3/2 and P(—s + ) —d =
1 —d < 1/2 (because d > 1/2). By the definition of y we have i € I,,. Since
¢ > i, wehave { +s5 > 0. (]

There are two cases:
Case (I-a) y —xy <5 <.
Case (I-b) y <s' <y +x,.
Express y as a.f witha =¢(p/2"), B=e((p + 1)/2").

CASE (1-a). We define a morphism
' M(E) = Kr' :=Kry(m,n)

by associating to F € M(&’) fitting in the exact sequence (2.5) the Kronecker
V-module in (2.7), where V =Hom(Eg_3, Ey)*, and m, n are given by (2.6).
Next, we shall define a morphism

d: M(E)° — Kr:=Kry(ma, my)
as follows. Recall that in ( ) we defined a morphism
U ME)° - G\H
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such that if U € M(&)° is the cokernel of the morphism ( ), then W (U) is
(represented by) the morphism f : E”)  — E'i’é If we apply Hom(—, O(=3))
to f, then we obtain a morphism

fTER > B

which is equivalent to giving a Kronecker V-module
kM eV - kM.
Conversely, we can recover f from t;. So we have an isomorphism
G\H— Kr
of stacks. The morphism @ : M(£)° — Kr is defined to be the composite of W
and this isomorphism.

Lete: AV — Band ¢ : A ® V — B be universal families over Kr
and Kr’, respectively. As explained in Section 2.5, we define a morphism

Hom(A', A) & Hom(B', B) 2> Hom(A' & V, B) G.1)

over Kr x Kr'. The source and target of the morphism A have the same rank (see
Remark 3.1). Define the divisor E C Kr x Kr’ to be the degenerate locus of the
morphism det A.

Let ¢/ and U/’ be universal families for the moduli stacks M (&) and M(§'),
respectively. The pull-backs of I/ and U’ to P? x M(&) x M (') are denoted by
the same letters. Let

p P2 X M) x M(E) > M(E) x M(E)
be the projection. Define ® to be the divisor on M (§) x M (&’) defined by the
Fitting ideal of R' p,. (U ®U’). This is the divisor used to define the strange duality
map. Put ©° := ®|M($)°XM(§/)-

CLAM 3.0.2. ®° = (® x ®')*E as divisors on M(£)° x M(&").
Proof. Over P2 x (M(£)° x M(&")), express U and U’ as

0> Eg 3@W, 5 E,@W, > U — 0,

0— E_a_3&W2@>E_5®W1@E_(aﬁ)®8—>u->0,

where Wi, Wh, S, Wi , and Wé are locally free sheaves over M (&)° x M(&) of
ranks my, m1, m3, m, n, respectively.
Let G* and F* be respectively the two-term complexes

Eos®@W L E_,®W, and Eps®W, 5 E,@W)

with terms only in degree —1, 0. These are related to the universal families e, ¢’
of Kronecker V-modules as follows. Applying Hom(—, E_g) to f, we obtain a
morphism

End(E_g) XYW — Hom(E_q—3, E_g) XW; ~Hom(Eg_3, E) XW;.
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Taking its push-forward by p, we obtain a morphism
W; — V*®@W;j orequivalently Wy ®V — W5

over M(§)° x M(&’). By the definition of @, this is the pull-back by @ x &’ of the
universal Kronecker V-module e. Analogously, applying H(Eg_3, —) to h and
taking the push-forward of the resulting morphism by p, we obtain a morphism

Wi — V*®W) orequivalently, W, ®V — Wj.

This is the pull-back of the universal Kronecker V-module ¢’ by ® x &',

Since Rpy(E_(y.p) ® U') = 0 by the explanation in the penultimate paragraph
of Section 2.3, we have Rp, (U @ U") ~ Rp4(G* @ U’). In the derived category
we have the isomorphisms

G* QU ~Hom(G**,U")
~Hom(G**, F*)
~ Hom(Hom(F*[—1], G**), O[1])
~Hom(K®, O(=3)[1]),

where K*® := Hom(F*[—1], G** ® O(—3)). By this we have the isomorphisms
H' Rp, U @ U')) ~ H'Rp,Hom(K*, O(-3)[2]))
~H (RHomRp.(K*), O))
~H(Hom((® x ®')*(the complex (3.1)), O)),

where the second isomorphism is a duality isomorphism. The last isomorphism is
a result of the isomorphism

Rp.(K*®) =~ (& x ®)*(the complex (3.1)), (%)

which is explained in the next paragraph. Since for a morphism ¢ : C — D of
locally free sheaves of the same rank, Div(det ¢) = Div(det ¢*), the claim follows
from the above isomorphisms.

Finally, we explain the isomorhism (). The sheaves appearing in the complex
K* are of the form

End(Eg_3)X?, End(Ey)X? or Hom(Eg_3, Eq)X?,

where ? are locally free sheaves on M°(§) x M(&’). Since the higher coho-
mologies of End(Eg_3), End(Ey) and Hom(Eg_3, Ey) vanish by (2.2), we
have Rp.(K*®) > p.(K*). The degree 0 term of p.(K*®) is Hom OV}, W}) &
Hom(Wj, W3), and the degree 1 term is V* ® Hom(Wy, W5). From the de-
scription of the relation of the complexes G* and F'® with the universal Kronecker
V-modules e and ¢’ we see that these are respectively the pull-back by ® x &’ of
the source and target of the morphism (3.1). By comparing the definition of the
morphism A and the definition of a Hom complex we can see that p.(K*®) is the
pull-back of the complex (3.1) by ® x @', O
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REMARK 3.1. The proof of the claim shows that the source and target of the mor-
phism A have the same rank. In fact, we have rank Rp, (/ ® U’) = 0 by the as-
sumption of Theorem 1.1, and by the proof of the claim we have

Rp. U QU) ~Hom((® x ®')*(the complex (3.1)), O)[—1].

Hence, the rank of the complex (3.1) is zero.

Recall that D and D’ are line bundles on M (&) and M (&’), respectively, such
that DX D' >~ O(0). Let £ and L’ be line bundles on Kr and Kr’', respectively,
such that £ X £’ >~ O(E). Then by the claim we have the following commutative
diagram:
HO(M(§), D)
(@) i »
restriction

HOM(E), D) —= HOME)°, Dlmere)

l (©) T (e)

O, £y —— Y B, L),

Here (a) is the strange duality map, (¢) is the dual of the pull-back map by @', (d)
is the map induced by the divisor E, and (e) is the pull-back map by ®.

By Theorem and Lemma the map (c) is an isomorphism. By Theo-
rem 2.2 the map (d) is an isomorphism. By Lemma 2.8 the map (e) is an isomor-
phism. From these we see that the map (b) is an isomorphism. So the map (a) is
an isomorphism because the vertical restriction map is injective. This finishes the
proof in Case (1-a).

CasE (1-b). First, note that in this case we have x (U ® Ey g) <0 for U € M(§).

In fact, if x (U ® Eq4.g) > 0, then the assumption that H (E ® E’) = 0 holds for

some E € M(&) and E’ € M(&’) is not satisfied because of [ Thm. 3.4].
We define a morphism

' ME) = Kr' :=Kry(m,n)
by associating to F € M(&’) fitting in the exact sequence (2.8) the Kronecker

V-module ( ), where V. =Hom(E_,_3, E_g)*, and n, m are given by (2.9).
Recall that in ( ) we defined a morphism

W ME)° — G\H
such that if U € M (&)° fits in an exact sequence (2.16), then W(U) is the mor-
phism f: E") 3 — E"}. Giving f is equivalent to giving a Kronecker V-
module

ty KMV — kM,
We define a morphism @ : M(&§)° — Kr :=Kry(m1,mp) by ®U) =1y.

As in Case (1-a), we can define divisors E, ®, and ®° on Kr x Kr/, M(§) x

M(E"), and M(§)° x M(&), respectively. Let us see that the same statement as
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Claim holds. Suppose that U € M (&)° fits in the exact sequence ( ) and
that 7 € M (&’) fits in the exact sequence (2.8). Let G* and F*® be respectively
the two-term complexes

f F

A
E™ —>ET/23 and E", s —>E",

—a—3

with terms only in degree —1, 0. Then we have

H'P2,U®F)#0<H P, G* @ F)#£0
< Hom yp2) (F*, G*) #0
< Homppa) (F*, G*) #0
< Hom(®'(F), ®(U)) #0,

where the first equivalence follows from H [P?, FQE_,. p—3) =0 for any i (this
is explained in the penultimate paragraph of Section 2.3), and the last equivalence
follows from the vanishing of higher cohomologies of each term of the complex
Hom (F*, G*). This shows that the same statement as Claim holds.

Now the rest of the proof goes as in Case (1-a).

CasE (2). Let y and y’ be the associated exceptional slopes to M (£) and M (§'),
respectively. We divide into two cases:

Case (2-a)y —x, <s<yory —x, <s' <y

Case 2-b)y <s<y+x,andy’ <s <y’ +x,.

CAsE (2-a). By symmetry we may assume that y — x, < s < y. Consider
the parabola Q¢ defined by A = P(u + s) — d in the (u, A)-plane. We have
P(—s+s)—d=1—-d < %, and by easy calculation we can see that P(—y +
Xy +s)—d> % So the graph of A = §(u) and the parabola Q¢ intersect at
one point in the area {(, A) | —y < u < —y + x,}. By the same argument as
Claim the intersection point is (s, d"). Write y as «.8 with o = ¢(p/2"),
B==¢e((p+1)/2"). Define a morphism

D M(E)— Kry(m,n)

by associating to F € M(&) fitting in the exact sequence (2.5) the Kronecker
V-module t7 in (2.7), where V = Hom(Eg_3, E4)*, and m, n are given by (2.6).
Every G € M(&’) fits in an exact sequence

0— Ef 35 El - G* -0, (3.3)

where m’ = —x (G*® E_g) and n’ = — x (G* ® E_(o.p).g). Giving g is equivalent
to giving a Kronecker V-module

Ig: K" @V -k

We have a morphism
' M(E') — Kry(m',n'),
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which maps G to tg. For F € M(§) fitting in the exact sequence (2.5) and
G € M(¢&") fitting in the exact sequence (3.3), we have

HO(F ® G) # 0 < Hom(G*, F) #0
& Hom(E/'Zf/_3 — Eg/, E;’;_3 — E"M#0
< Hom(®'(G), ©(F)) #0,

where the two-term complexes in the second line have terms in degree —1, 0.
Now the rest of the proof goes as in the previous cases.

CASE (2-b). We shall show that this case does not occur. Consider the parabola
Q¢ in the (u, A)-plane in Case (2-a). The argument in Case (2-a) shows that
the parabola Q¢ and the graph of A = §(j) intersect at one point in the area
{(, A) | =s < u < —y + x, }. Again by the same argument as Claim the
intersection pointis (s’, d’). Write y asa.f witha = ¢(p/2"), B=c((p+1)/2").
Since we are in Case (2-b), we have —y <’ < —y +x,.Soevery G € M(§')
fits in the exact sequence (3.3). Every F € M (£) fits in the exact sequence
O—>ETa73i>Efﬂ—>}"*—>O
with m, n positive integers. Let G® and F*® be respectively the two-term com-
plexes

ER 5 EN and Ej > EN,
having terms in degree —1, 0. Then we have

H(F ® G) # 0 < Hom(G*, F) #0
< Hom(G*®, F*[—1]) #0
& Hom(EL , E}) #0.

Since x(Eq, Eg) > 0 by (2.3) and Ext! (E,, Eg) =0 fori > 0 by (2.2), we have
Hom(E,, Eg) # 0. Therefore, we have HY(F ® G) # 0 for every F € M(&) and
G € M(&’), which contradicts the assumption of the theorem.

CASE (3). In this case we have s € &, d = A, and M(£) = {EL/"}. We shall show
that the line bundle on M (§’) determined by Ej is the trivial line bundle. To see
that, we show that for every G € M (¢'), we have H (E; ® G) =0 for any i.

In the (i, A)-plane, the only point with p-coordinate greater than or equal to
—s that line on both the parabola defined by A = P(u + s) — d and the graph
A =38(u)is (—s,1 —d).Hence, (s',d") = (—s, 1 —d). Since u(E¥) = u(G) and
A(E})=d <1 —d = A(G), we have HY(E,; ® G) = 0 by semistability. We also
have HX(E; ® G) = HO(E;" ® G*(—3)) = 0 again by semistability. Therefore, we
have H (E; ® G) =0 for any i.
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