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MUKATI'S PROGRAM (RECONSTRUCTING A K3 SURFACE
FROM A CURVE) VIA WALL-CROSSING

SOHEYLA FEYZBAKHSH

ABSTRACT. Let C be a curve of genus g > 11 such that g — 1 is a composite number.
Suppose C' is on a K3 surface whose Picard group is generated by the curve class [C] .
We use wall-crossing with respect to Bridgeland stability conditions to generalise Mukai’s
program to this situation: we show how to reconstruct the K3 surface containing the
curve C as a Fourier-Mukai transform of a Brill-Noether locus of vector bundles on C.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the problem of reconstructing a K3 surface from a curve on
that surface. The main result is the following which extends a program proposed by Mukai
in [MukO1, Section 10].

Theorem 1.1. Let (X, H) be a polarised K3 surface with Pic(X) = Z.H. Let C be any
curve in the linear system |H| of genus g > 11 such that g — 1 is a composite number *.
Then X is the unique K3 surface of Picard rank one and genus g containing C, and can be
reconstructed as a Fourier-Mukai partner of a certain Brill-Noether locus of vector bundles

on C.

Any K3 surface of Picard rank one has a canonical primitive polarisation and therefore
a well-defined genus. Note that the curve C' in Theorem 1.1 is not necessarily smooth and
can be singular. The missing cases where g—1 is a prime number are considered in [Fey20)].

Write g = rs + 1 for two integers » > 2 and s > max{r,5}. We consider the Brill-
Noether locus BN := M¢(r,2rs,r + s) of slope semistable rank r-vector bundles on the
curve C having degree 2rs and possessing at least r+ s linearly independent global sections.
Let Mx g (v) be the moduli space of H-Gieseker semistable sheaves with Mukai vector
v = (r,H,s) on X. We have chosen the Mukai vector v such that it is a primitive class
with v2 = 0, hence M i (v) is a K3 surface as well. Moreover, any H-Gieseker semistable
sheaf £ € Mx p(v) is a slope stable locally free sheaf. The choice of the Brill-Noether
locus BN is justified by the following Theorem.

n the published version of this paper [Fey19], we also considered the case (B) where g — 1 is a prime
number. But there is a mistake in the proof of [Feyl9, Proposition 5.2 (a)] which affects the validity of
[Fey19, Theorem 1.2] in case (B), see [Fey20, Remark 4.1] for details. That is why this case has been
investigated in another paper [Fey20] using a new treatment so that eventually the main result (Theorem
1.1) in [Fey19] is proved valid.
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Theorem 1.2. Let (X, H) be a polarised K3 surface with Pic(X) = Z.H and let C' be any
curve in the linear system |H|. We have an isomorphism

(1) 1[): MX7H(’U) — BN
with BN as defined above, which sends a bundle E on X to its restriction E|c.

In other words, special vector bundles on the curve C', which have an unexpected number
of global sections, are the restriction of vector bundles on the surface X. This is analogous
to the case of line bundles, where a well-known theorem by Green and Lazarsfeld [GL87]
says that the Clifford index of a non-Clifford general curve on a K3 surface can be computed
by the restriction of a line bundle on the surface.

There exists a Brauer class a € Br(BN) and a universal (1 x «)-twisted sheaf £ on
C x BN. Define v' € H*(BN,Z) to be the Mukai vector of &|,xpxr for a point p on the
curve C' (see [HSO05] for definition in case a # 1).

Theorem 1.3. Let (X, H) be a polarised K3 surface with Pic(X) = Z.H of genus g > 11
such that g—1 is a composite number, and let C' be any curve in the linear system |H|. Then
any K38 surface of Picard rank one and genus g which contains the curve C is isomorphic
to the moduli space Mgy (V") of a-twisted sheaves on BN of Mukai vector v' which are

semistable with respect to a generic polarisation H' on BN .

The embedding of the curve C' into the K3 surface Mgy, ,(v') is given by p — E|pxpnr-
Combining Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 gives Theorem 1.1.

1.1. Previous work. Let F, be the moduli space of polarised K3 surfaces (X, H) where
H is a primitive ample line bundle on X and H? = 2g — 2. This space is a quasi-projective
variety of dimension 19. Let P, be the moduli space of triples (X, H, C') such that (X, H) €
Fq and C' is a smooth curve in the linear system |H|. Therefore, its dimension is 19 + g.
Finally, let M, be the moduli space of smooth curves of genus g. Its dimension is 3g — 3.
The space P, has natural projections to F, and M, which we denote by ¢, and my,

respectively;
Py
My Fy

The map my, is dominant for ¢ < 11 and g # 10 [Muk88]. In [CLM93, Theorem 5],
Ciliberto, Lopez and Miranda proved that for g > 11 and g # 12, the map m, is birational
onto its image. For the exceptional cases g = 10 or g = 12, the map m, is neither dominant
nor generically finite [MukO01].

In [Muk01], Mukai introduced a geometric program to find the rational inverse of m,
where g = 2s+1 and s > 5 odd. His idea to reconstruct the K3 surface is as follows. Let C
be a general curve in the image of m,. Consider the Brill-Noether locus M¢(2, K¢, s +2)**
of stable rank 2-vector bundles on the curve C' with canonical determinant and possessing
at least s + 2 linearly independent global sections. Then M¢c(2, K¢, s+ 2)% is a K3 surface
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and the K3 surface containing the curve C' can be obtained uniquely as a Fourier-Mukai
transform of the Brill-Noether locus.

This program was completely proved by him in [Muk96] for ¢ = 11. The key idea is
that all vector bundles in the Brill-Noether locus M (2, K¢, 7) are the restriction of vector
bundles on the surface. He first considers a point (X', C") € P, of a special type and shows
that the Brill-Noether locus M/ (2, K¢, 7) is isomorphic to X’. Indeed, he proves that
both surfaces are isomorphic to the moduli space Mx’ g/ (v) where v = (2, H,5). Given
a general pair (X,C) € Py, the Brill-Noether locus M¢(2, K¢, 7) is a flat deformation of
Mei(2, Kor, 7) and has expected dimension. Thus, it is again a K3 surface and the original
K3 surface can be obtained as an appropriate Fourier-Mukai transform of it.

Arbarello, Bruno and Sernesi [ABS14] generalised this strategy to higher genera. They
proved that for a general pair (X,C) € P, where ¢ = 25 + 1 > 11, there is a unique
irreducible component Vi of M (2, K¢, s+ 2) such that (Vo)peq is a K3 surface isomorphic
to the moduli space Mx g (v) where v = (2, H,s). Then they showed that the original K3
surface can be reconstructed using this component whenever g = 3 mod 4.

In this paper, without any deformation argument, we show that for a general pair
(X,C) € Py, when g = rs + 1 > 11, the Brill-Noether locus M¢(r, K¢,s + r) is iso-
morphic to the moduli space Mx i (r,H,s). As a result, we prove the uniqueness of the
K3 surface of Picard rank one which contains the curve C' of genus ¢ > 11 when g — 1 is a
composite number.

1.2. The strategy of the proof. We prove Theorem 1.2 by wall-crossing for the push-
forward of semistable vector bundles on the curve C, with respect to Bridgeland stability
conditions on the bounded derived category D(X) of X. There exists a region in the space
of stability conditions where the Brill-Noether behaviour of stable objects is completely
controlled by the nearby Brill-Noether wall. This wall destabilises objects with non-zero
global sections, and arguments similar to [Bayl18] show that the Brill-Noether loci are
mostly of expected dimension. Our first key result, Proposition 3.4, gives an extension to
unstable objects: it gives a bound on the number of global sections in terms of their mass,
i.e. the length of their Harder-Narasimhan polygon.

Consequently, we only need a polygon that circumscribes this Harder-Narasimhan poly-
gon on the left, to bound the number of global sections. For any coherent sheaf, there exists
a chamber which is called the Gieseker chamber, where the notion of Bridgeland stability
coincides with the old notion of Gieseker stability. Unlike the case of push-forward of line
bundles considered in [Bay18], the Brill-Noether wall is not adjacent to the Gieseker cham-
ber for the push-forward of semistable vector bundles F' of higher ranks on the curve C.
However, the wall that bounds the Gieseker chamber provides an extremal polygon which
contains the Harder-Narasimhan polygon, see e.g. Lemma 4.3. Combined with Proposition
3.4, this gives a bound on the number of global sections of vector bundles on the curve C;
the proof also shows that the bound is achieved if and only if the vector bundle F' is the
restriction of a vector bundle on the surface.

Plan of the paper. Section 2 reviews the definition of geometric stability conditions on
K3 surfaces and describes a two-dimension family of stability conditions. Section 3 deals
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with the Brill-Noether wall; we provide an upper bound for the number of global sections
via the geometry of Harder-Narasimhan polygon. Section 4 concerns the proof of bijectivity
of the morphism % in (1). The proof of the main result is contained in Section 5.

Acknowledgement. I would like to thank Arend Bayer for many useful discussions. I am
grateful for comments by Benjamin Bakker, Gavril Farkas, Chunyi Li, Hsueh-Yung Lin,
Richard Thomas, Yukinobu Toda and Bach Tran. I would also like to thank the referees
for their careful reading of the paper, and for many useful suggestions. The author was
supported by the ERC starting grant WallXBirGeom 337039.

2. BRIDGELAND STABILITY CONDITIONS ON K3 SURFACES

In this section, we give a brief review of a two-dimensional family of Bridgeland stability
conditions on the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves on a K3 surface. The main
references are [Bri07, Bri08§].

2.1. Bridgeland stability conditions. Let (X, H) be a smooth polarised K3 surface with
Pic(X) = Z.H. We denote by D(X) the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves on
the surface X. The Mukai vector of an object E € D(X) is an element of the lattice
N(X)=Z&NS(X)®Z =73 defined via
v(E) = (rk(E),c(E)H,s(E)) = ch(E)\/td(X) € H*(X,Z),
where ch(F) is the Chern character of E. The Mukai bilinear form
(v(E),v(E")) = c(BE)c(E')H? — 1k(E)s(E') — 1k(E')s(E)

makes N(X) into a lattice of signature (2,1). The Riemann-Roch theorem implies that
this form is the negative of the Fuler form, defined as
A(E, B') = 3 (~1)" dime Homy (B, B') = — (o(E), o(E"))
i
Note that the Euler form x(—, —) defines a bilinear form on the Grothendieck group K (X)
which descends to a non-degenerate form on the lattice

N(X) = K(X)/K(X)",

where K (X)' is the left-radical. Recall that for a coherent sheaf F with positive rank
rk(E) > 0, the slope is defined as

and if rk(E) = 0, define pg(E) = +oo.

Definition 2.1. We say that an object E € Coh(X) is pug-(semi)stable if for all proper
non-trivial subsheaves F' C E, we have py(F) < (<) pu(E).
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A stability function on an abelian category A is a group homomorphism Z: K(A) — C
such that for any non zero object F € A,

Z(E) € R %xp(in¢g(F)) with 0 < ¢(E) < 1.

By [Bri08, Proposition 3.5], to give a stability condition on a triangulated category D is
equivalent to giving a bounded t-structure on D and a stability function on its heart which
has the Harder-Narasimhan property. Given a real number b € R, denote by 7% € Coh(X)
the subcategory of sheaves E whose quotients E —» F satisfy pug(F) > b and by F° C
Coh(X) the subcategory of sheaves E’ whose subsheaves F' — E’ satisfy pg(F’) < b.
Tilting with respect to the torsion pair (7%, F?) on Coh(X) gives a bounded t-structure
on D(X) with heart

Ab) = {EeD(X): E=[E % E%, ker d € F* and cok d € T?} ¢ D(X).
All the stability functions that we will consider in this paper factor through the surjection
K(X) - N(X). For a pair (b,w) € H=RxR>?, the stability function Z,: N(X) - C
is defined as

Z(paw)(r,cH, ) = <(r, cH,s), (1, bH, H;(zﬂ — w2)>> + z’<(r, cH,s), (o, % b) >

We denote the root system by A(X) := {6 € N(X): (4,d) = —2}.

Theorem 2.2 ([Bri08]). Suppose (X, H) is a polarised K3 surface with Pic(X) = Z.H.
Then the pair o) = (A(b),Z(bM)) defines a Bridgeland stability condition on D(X) if
for all 6 € A(X) with mk(0) > 0 and Im[Z ., (9)] = 0 we have Re[Z ) (0)] > 0. The
family of stability conditions o, ., varies continuously as the pair (b, w) varies in H.

Note that the stability condition o ,,), up to the action of G:L+(2,R), is the same
as the stability condition defined in [Bri08, Section 6]. We expand upon the statements
in Theorem 2.2 by explaining the notion of o, ,,)-stability and the associated Harder-
Narasimhan filtration. For a stability condition oy, and E € A(b), we have Z .,y (v(E)) €
R>Yexp (im () (v(E))) where

O (0(E) = 1t (PR e 0]

We will abuse notations and write Z(E) and ¢(F) instead of Z(v(FE)) and ¢(v(E)).

Definition 2.3. We say that an object £ € D(X) is 0, ,,)-(semi)stable if some shift E[k]

is contained in the abelian category A(b) and for any non-trivial subobject E' C E[k] in
A(b)7 we have ¢(b,w) (E/) < (§)¢(b,w) (E[k])

Any object E € A(b) admits a Harder-Narasimhan (HN) filtration: a sequence
(2) 0=FyCE,CEyC..CE,=E
of objects in A(b) where the factors E; := E;/E;_; are O (b,w)-Semistable and
) (B) = 00,0 (B1) > S, (B2) > oo > Gy (En) = b (E)-
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In addition, any o, ,)-semistable object E € A(b) has a Jordan-Hélder (JH) filtration into
stable factors of the same phase, see [Bri08, Section 2| for more details. ‘

Suppose Ey — E; — E3 is a short exact sequence in A(b). Since H*(E;) = 0 for
j = 1,2,3 and ¢ # 0,—1, taking cohomology gives a long exact sequence of coherent
sheaves

0— H Y(F) - H Y(Ey) - H '(F3) » H(E1) — H(Ey) — H(E3) — 0.
For any pair of objects E and E’ of D(X), Serre duality gives isomorphisms
Hom'y (E, E') = Hom% "(E', E)*.

If the objects £ and E' lie in the heart A(b), then Hom% (E,E') = 0 if i < 0 or i > 2.
Suppose the object E' € A(b) is 04, ,,)-stable, then E does not have any non-trivial subobject
with the same phase, thus Homx (F, E) = Hom% (E, E)* = C. This implies
(3) v(E)? + 2 = Hom¥ (E, F) > 0.

To simplify drawing the figures, we always consider the following projection:
pr: N(X)\ {s =0} > R? | pr(r,cH,s) = <E,C>.

S S

Take a pair (b, w) € H, the kernel of Z, ) is a line inside the negative cone in N'(X) @R =
R3 spanned by the vector (2, 20H, H?(b? + w2)). Its projection is denoted by

2b 2
k(b,w) = pr(ker Z, ) = <H2(b2 T w?) HE(D? —|—w2)>'

Thus, for any stability condition o), we associate a point k(b,w) € R2. The two dimen-
sional family of stability conditions of form o), is parametrised by the space

V(X) == {k(b,w): the pair (A(b), Zp) is a stability condition on D(X)} C R?
with the standard topology on R2.

H2z2
y  y="5
\ A /
\ /
g5
\ !
\ /
\ /
\ /
\ /
Y ps, .
\ ;7
\ 7/ 4
\ ;7
\ ;7
a4
¢ » T
o

FIGURE 1. The grey area is the 2-dimensional subspace of stability condi-
tions V(X).
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Lemma 2.4. We have
9 H?2?
V(X)Z{(:v,y)GR: y > }\ U

2
SEA(X

Is
)

where Is is the closed line segment that connects ps =: pr(d) to qs which is the intersection
point of the parabola y = Hszz with the line through the origin and ps, see Figure 1.

Proof. By definition, the point k(b,w) is above the parabola and for every point (z,y)
above the parabola, there exists a unique pair (b, w) € H such that k(b,w) = (z,y). For
any root 6 € A(X), Im[Z(,,,)(6)] = 0 if and only if the point k(b,w) is on the line passing
through the origin and the point pr(d) = ps. If rk(d) > 0, the line segment I is precisely
the segment of this line on which Re[Z 4, ,,)(d)] > 0, thus the claim follows from Theorem
2.2. O

Remark 2.5. The point k(b, w) is on the line x = by. As w gets larger, the point k(b, w)
gets closer to the origin. Take two non-parallel vectors u,v € N(X) ® R = R3, then
Zpw)(v) and Z( ) (u) are aligned if and only if the kernel of Z, ) in N'(X) ® R lies on
the plane spanned by v and u, i.e. the points corresponding to R.u, R.v and ker Z, )
in the projective space ]P’]%Q are collinear. This, in particular, implies that if three objects
E1,Ey and E5 in D(X) have the same phase with respect to a stability condition T (byw)s
there must be a linear dependence relation among the vectors v(E7),v(FE3) and v(FE3) in
N(X)®R.

The 2-dimensional family of stability conditions parametrised by the space V(X)) admits
a chamber decomposition for any object E € D(X).

Proposition 2.6. Given an object E € D(X), there exists a locally finite set of walls (line
segments) in V(X)) with the following properties:

(a) The o w)-(semi)stability or instability of E is independent of the choice of the
stability condition oy, in any chamber (which is a connected component of the
complement of the union of walls).

(b) When oy, w,) s on a wall W, i.e. the point k(bo, wo) € Wg, then E is strictly
O (bo,wo) ~S€Mistable.

(c) If E is semistable in one of the adjacent chambers to a wall, then it is unstable in
the other adjacent chamber.

(d) Any wall Wg is a connected component of L NV (X), where L is a line that
passes through the point pr(v(E)) if s(E) # 0, or that has a slope of Tk(E)/c(E)
if s(E) = 0.

Proof. The existence of a locally finite set of walls which satisfies properties (a), (b) and
(c) is proved in [Bri08, section 9], see also [Mac14] for the description of the walls. Remark
2.5 implies that a numerical wall for the class v(E) is a line L as claimed in part (d), thus
[MS17, Proposition 6.22.(7)] completes the proof of (d). O

Note that in Proposition 2.6, we do not assume v(F) is primitive; in particular, F might
be strictly semistable in the interior of a chamber.
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Remark 2.7. Take an object £ € D(X), let L1 be a connected component of L NV (X)
where L is a line as described in Proposition 2.6, part (d). Suppose E is a(bmwo)—(semi)stable
for a stability condition oy, ) on L. Then the structure of walls shows that E is
(semi)stable with respect to all stability conditions on Lj. Moreover, if E is in the heart
A(bpy), by a straightforward computation, one can show that when we deform the stability
condition oy, ) along the line segment L;, the phase of ' is fixed so it remains in the
heart.

The two-dimensional subspace of stability conditions. To describe the space V (X),

we need to find out the possible positions of the projection of roots. We denote by =, the
: 1 H? :

point ( ) on the parabola for any n € Q, see Figure 2.

n’ 2n?

1
Lemma 2.8. For any positive number n € §N’ define

1 H?
U, = {(x,y) eR?:0< |z| < — and — |z <y}.
n 2n

Ifn < HTZ, then there is no projection of roots pr(d) in U,.

_ H2%?

y o y="5

FIGURE 2. No projection of roots in the grey area U,

Proof. Assume for a contradiction that pr(é = (7,¢H, s)) € Uy, then

H?|é 7
4 0<% < |2,
) 2n |s S
which implies ‘52H2| < |2n7é|. By assumption 62 = é2H? — 275 = —2, so
(5) 0< §—;‘<|né|.
Moreover,

1
(6) 0<‘§‘<— = 0<|nd| <3
S n
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If n € N, there is no triple (7,¢,3) € Z3 that satisfies both inequalities (5) and (6) and if
1
n € §N’ the only possible case is # = +1. But we assumed 2n < H? and inequality (4)

implies 0 < |¢| < 1, a contradiction. O

& =0. Since 62 = —275 = —2, we have 7 = § = +1 and pr(d) = (0,1) = pr(v(Ox)). This
point is denoted by o' in Figure 2.

Given three positive numbers m,n, € € §N such that m < n, the point on the line

segment ¥,,7, with the z-coordinate mLJrE is denoted by q;mm. Also, the point where the
line segments 7¥,,7,, and 07, intersect is denoted by g, n.e, see Figure 3. One can define
similar points for the triple (—m, —n, —¢). For two points ¢, g2 € R?, we denote by [q1¢2]
the closed line segment which contains both ¢; and g». The open line segment which
contains neither ¢; nor g2 is denoted by (g1qz) and if it contains only ¢; not ¢, is denoted
by [71¢2)-

1
Lemma 2.10. Take m, n, € € iN such that € + % <n< HTQ and

(7) m <

2et+1" ¢

Then there is no projection of roots in the grey area in Figure 8 and on the open line
Se,gments (qm,n,e Q;n,n75) (an (q—m,—n,—e q,—m,—n,—g)‘

A

/ /
Q—m,—n,—e qm,n,e

I
Y—m—e 0, Tm-te

Y—n+e Tn—e

\

F1GURE 3. No projection of roots in the grey area
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Proof. We show that the claimed region is contained in a suitable union of the U’s. Clearly,
it is enough to prove that the open line segment (gmn.e g, n ) is covered completely by a
union of the Ug’s. Given a number k € %N where m < k < n, the point where the line
segments 7,7, and 07y intersect is denoted by 7, see Figure 4.

A

FIGURE 4. Two consecutive points
The line segment (¢ym,n.c ¢ n.e) is covered by a union of the Uy’s if the point 7, is inside
the area Uk+; form+e<k<n—e— % The z-coordinate of the point ’y,’C is
2

B 1/mn
C/m+1/n—1/k

Tk

One can easily show

F(k) = L<k+1> +% <max {f(n—c—1/2), f(m+)}

mn 2

(%)
+

1
m7

S|

1
where (x) follows by the inequality (7). This gives x < Pl

. / . .
75 SO the point v, is in Uk+%.
2

Therefore, the grey region in Figure 3 is contained in U Ur where k € %N and the
m+e<k<n
claim follows from Lemma 2.8. ]

Wall and chamber decomposition of V(X). For any coherent sheaf F on X, there
is a chamber in the subspace of stability conditions V(X) where the notion of Bridgeland
stability coincides with the old notion of Gieseker stability which is defined using the Hilbert
polynomial [Bri08, Proposition 14.2]. Recall that the Hilbert polynomial of a coherent sheaf
E is defined as

rk(E)H?

2
The reduced Hilbert polynomial is p(E,m) = P(E,m)/a(F) where a(FE) is the leading
coefficient of P(E,m).

P(E,m) = m? + c(E)H?*m + s(E) + tk(E).



MUKAI’'S PROGRAM 11

Definition 2.11. A coherent sheaf F on X is called H-Gieseker (semi)stable if E is pure
(has no subsheaf with lower dimensional support) and for all proper non-trivial subsheaves
F C E, one has p(F,m) < (<) p(E,m) for m > 0.

The notion of slope stability for coherent sheaves on a curve (i.e. an integral separated
scheme of dimension one and of finite type over C) is also defined as follows.

Definition 2.12. A torsion-free sheaf F' on a curve C' is slope (semi)stable if for all non-
trivial subsheaves F’ C F, we have

x(Oc, F') x(Oc, F)
0, 7 <530, )

where O, is the skyscraper sheaf at the generic point p on the curve C' and O¢ is the
structure sheaf of C.

Note that x(Op, F') for the generic point p on the curve C is equal to the rank of the
torsion-free sheaf F'. If we have a closed embedding i: C' <— X of the curve C into the
surface X, then the adjoint functors Li* 4 Ri, give x(Oc¢, F) = x(Ox, i+ F) = cha(i. F) =
s(ixF). Therefore, the torsion-free sheaf F' on C' is slope-(semi)stable if and only if i, F
is H-Gieseker (semi)stable. The following Lemma introduces the stability conditions that
1. F is stable.

Lemma 2.13 ([Macl4, Theorem 3.11]). Let F' be a vector bundle on the curve C'.
(a) If F is slope-(semi)stable, then there exists wy > 0 such that the push-forward i, F
i8 0 (p,w)-(s€mi)stable for any b € R and w > wo.
(b) If ixF is (semi)stable with respect to some stability condition oy, then F is
slope-(semi)stable.

Proof. Any coherent sheaf with rank zero is inside the heart A(b) for every b € R. Part (a)
follows from [Macl4, Theorem 3.11] and the fact that li_I)n G (b,w)(F") = 0 for any object

F' € A(b) with rk(F') > 0. For part (b), suppose i. " is o(3,,)-(semi)stable. Let F’ be a
subsheaf of F', then i, F’ is a subobject of i, F' in the heart A(b), so

, , ) s(i.F")
F) < (< F S(tx <))
¢(b,w) (Z ) < (—) ¢(b,w) (Z ) = C(Z*F,) < (—) C(Z*F)
This implies i, F' is H-Gieseker (semi)stable which gives slope (semi)stability of F. O

For any slope semistable vector bundle F' on the curve C, the chamber which contains
the stability conditions oy, for w > 0, is called the Gieseker chamber. Note that the
corresponding point k(b,w) is close to the origin. We use the next lemma to describe
regions in V(X) with no walls for a given object.

Lemma 2.14. Given a stability condition o, ., and an object E € D(X) such that

0< ‘Im [Z(bm,)(E)H = min{ |Im [Z(b,w) (U')H v e N(X) and Im[Z(b,w) (V)] # O},
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then the stability condition oy, cannot be on a wall for the object E. In particular, if
v(E) = (r,cH,s) and by = m/n for some m, n € Z such that nc — mr = £1, then the
stability condition oy, ., cannot be on a wall for E.

Proof. If the stability condition oy, is on a wall W, then the object E is strictly oy -
semistable. Up to shift, we may assume E € A(b), so there are non-trivial objects F, Ey €
A(b) of the same phase as E such that there is a short exact sequence Ey — E — Es.
Since Im [Z 4, ) (E)] # 0, we have 0 < Im [Z(, ) (£;)] for i = 1,2 and

Im [Z ) (E)] = Im [Z ) (E1)] + T [Z(p ) (E2)]-

This is a contradiction to our minimality assumption. If by = m/n, then

m +1
Im [Z(bo,w)(E)] =c— Er =

which clearly satisfies the minimality condition. O

We finish this section by the following lemma which introduces stability conditions that
a pp-stable vector bundle on X is stable with respect to them.

Lemma 2.15. Let E be a pp-stable locally free sheaf with Mukai vector v(E) = (r,cH, s).
Then E[1] is oy, w)-stable of phase one where by = c/r.

Proof. By definition, E[1] € A(by) and has phase one which automatically implies it is
T (by,w)-Semistable. Assume for a contradiction that E[1] is strictly oy, .,)-semistable. Let
F1 be the 0, .)-stable subobject of E[1] and F> be the quotient

(8) Fy ‘—)E[l] — F5.

Taking cohomology implies that HO(Fy) = 0, so Fy = E'[1] for a torsion-free sheaf E’. Since
F1 is 0 (y,,w)-stable of phase one, [Bri08, Lemma 10.1] implies that F is a skyscraper sheaf
E(x) or shift of a locally free sheaf. The sheaf E is locally free, so Homx (k(z), E[1]) = 0.
Thus F; must be the shift of a locally free sheaf and we have the following exact sequence
of coherent sheaves
0 HYF)—E—E 0.

Since Im|[Zy, ) (H ™ (F1))] = Im[Z,)(E)] = 0, the sheaves E' and H~!(F}) have the
same slope as E, which contradicts the p-stability of E. O

3. AN UPPER BOUND FOR THE NUMBER OF GLOBAL SECTIONS

In this section, we study the Brill-Noether wall and introduce an upper bound for the
number of global sections of objects in D(X) depending only on the geometry of their
Harder-Narasimhan polygons at a certain limit point, see Proposition 3.4.

We always assume X is a smooth K3 surface with Pic(X) = Z.H. Given an object
E € D(X), we denote its Mukai vector by v(E) = (tk(E),c(E)H,s(E)).

Lemma 3.1. Let E € A(0) be a (g )-semistable object with ¢\ (E) < 1. Then
v(E)? > —2¢(E)%
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Proof. Let 0 = FEyC FE, C..C E,1 C E, = FE be the Jordan-Holder filtration of F
with respect to the stability condition T (0,w)- Since the stable factors E; = E~'Z- / E‘i_l have
the same phase as E, we have Im[Z g, (E;)] = c¢(E;) > 0. Therefore, the length of the
filtration n is at most ¢(E). Given two factors E; and E;, we know Homy (E;, E;) = 0 if
E; % E; and Homx (E;, E;) = C. Thus, for any 0 < 4,j < n,

<U(Ei), ’U(Ej)> = —homX(EZ-, Ej) + hOInAIX—(EZ', Ej) — hOInX(Ej, Ez) > =2,

which implies

v(E? =) w(E)+2 > ((E),v(E;)) = —2n® > —2(E).

i=1 1<i<j<n

A generalization of the argument in [Bay18, Section 6] implies the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. (Brill-Noether wall) Let oy, ) be a stability condition with by < 0 and
k(bo, wo) sufficiently close to the point pr(v(Ox)) = (0,1) = o’. Let E € D(X) be a
O (bo,wo) ~S€mMistable object with the same phase as the structure sheaf Ox. Then

2
E Th(E) — s(E))” + ¢(E)?(2H? + 4
o) hO(X,E)§X(2)+\/( (B) - s >)2 (BQQH? + 1)
where h°(X, E) = dim ¢ Hom x(Ox, E) and x(E) = rk(E)+s(E) is the Euler characteristic

of E.

Proof. We first claim that the structure sheaf Ox is 0, ,,)-stable where k(b, w) is sufficiently
close to the point pr(v(Ox)) = o. By Lemma 2.15, Ox is 0(g ,)-stable where k(0,w) is on
the line segment (00'), i.e. w > \/2/H?2. Moreover, Lemma 2.14 implies that there is no
wall for Ox passing the line with equation y = nx for any n € Z, because for any stability
condition o ,,) on such a line, we have b = % and

1Tm[Z, ) (Ox)]| = % = min {!Im[Z(b’w)(r, cH,s)]| = ‘c - %‘ # 0} .

If the object E satisfies ¢(E) = 0, then the projection pr(v(E)) lies on the y-axis. Remark
2.5 implies that Ox cannot have the same phase as £ with respect to oy, ) with by <0
unless pr(v(E)) = pr(v(Ox)), i.e. v(E) = kv(Ox). Thus the uniqueness of spherical sheaf
with Mukai vector (1,0, 1) (see e.g. [Muk87, Corollary 3.5]) implies that E is the direct sum
of k-copies of Oy, hence the inequality (9) holds. Thus we may assume c¢(E) # 0. Let Lg be
the line through o’ which passes the point pr(v(E)) if s(E) # 0, or it has slope rk(E)/c(FE)
if s(E) = 0. By assumption, the point k(byg,wp) is on the line Lg. Since we assumed
bp < 0, the structure sheaf Ox is in the heart A(by). This implies E € A(by) because E
IS 0 (py,we)-Semistable of the same phase as Ox. When we deform the stability condition
O (bo,wo) dlong the line Lp towards the point o', the object E remains in the corresponding
heart, by Remark 2.7. Hence bl_ig{ Im[Z 3 ) (E)] > 0 which implies c(£) > 0.
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We may assume dim Homy (Ox, E) # 0, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Consider
the evaluation map ev: Homx (Ox, E) ® Ox — E. As we saw above, the structure sheaf
Ox 18 0(pywe)-stable, so it is a simple object in the abelian category of semistable objects
with the same phase as Ox. Therefore, the morphism ev is injective and the cokernel
cok(ev) is also oy, 0 -semistable. Let {E;}:=] be the Jordan-Hélder factors of cok(ev)
with respect to the stability condition o, 4). By Remark 2.5, the Mukai vector of any
factor can be written as v(E;) = myv(Ox) + t;v(E) for some m;,t; € R. Note that
S o(By) = v(E) — h(B) o(Ox).

If we deform the stability condition o, ., along the line Lp towards the point o,
Remark 2.7 shows that the objects F; remain stable and of the same phase as ¥ and Ox.
Thus, in particular, they remain in the heart and

li Im|Z E;)] = li i(c(F) —brk(E i(=0)] = 0.
o lm | Tm{Z) (E] = Jm [f(c(E) - brk(E)) + mi(—5)] 2 0

This gives t; > 0. We have Y ;" | ¢(E;) = > tic(E) = c¢(E), therefore

(10) f:ti =1
i=1

If ¢; = 0, then since v(E;)? > —2, we have m; = 1 so the uniqueness of spherical sheaf
again implies E; = Ox. We have ¢(E;) = t;c(E) € Z. Combing this with (10) proves that
the maximum number of factors with ¢; # 0 is equal to ¢(E). By reordering of the factors,
we can assume F; = Ox for 1 < i < ig and the other factors satisfy ¢; # 0. Therefore,

v(B) — (h°(X,B) +io)v(Ox) = Y w
i=10+1

where 0 < n — ig < k. Since (wi,wj> > —2 for 1 < i,j < n, the same argument as in
Lemma 3.1 implies that

n 2
(v(B) — (h°(X, E) +io)v(0x))* = (Z w,) > —2¢(E)>.

Now solving the quadratic equation
f@) = (v(B) — 20(0x))* + 2k = =222 + 22 X(E) + v(E)? + 2¢(E)* = 0
shows that

2
11) KX, E) <X, E) +iy < x(2E) N \/(rk(E) —s(E)) 2+ (2H? + 4) c(E)2.

O

Definition 3.3. Given a stability condition o, ,,) and an object E € A(b), the Harder-

Narasimhan polygon of E is the convex hull of the points Z(b7w)(E’ ) for all subobjects
E'C Eof E.
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If the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of F is the sequence

0=FEyCF,C...CE,1CE,=E,
i=n

then the points {pi = Z(b7w)(E~'i)}‘ are the extremal points of the Harder-Narasimhan

=0

polygon of E on the left side of the line segment 0Z;,,)(E), see Figure 5.

Im[Zp, ) (—)]

b3 )

P2 !
b1 /

> Re[Zp,0)(—)]
FIGURE 5. The HN polygon is in the grey area.

We define the following non-standard norm on C:

(12) |z + iy|| = \/x2 + (2H? + 4)y2.

For two points p and ¢ on the complex plane, the length of the line segment pg induced by
the above norm is denoted by ||pg||. The function Z: K(X) — C is defined as

Z(E) = 4 ) (B) = 1K(E) = 5(E) + ic(E)

0,4/2/H?2

The next proposition shows that we can bound the number of global sections of an object
in A(0) via the length of the Harder-Narasimhan polygon at some limit point.

Proposition 3.4. Consider an object E € A(0) which has no subobject F' C E in A(0)
with chy(F) = 0.

(a) There exists w* > \/2/H? such that the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of E is a
fized sequence

0=FycEyC...CE,CE,=E,
for all sta_bilz'}fy conditions (g, where V2/H? <w < w*.
(b) Let p; = Z(E;) for 0 <i<n, then

X(B) 1q~
WX, B) < 2+ 5 el
=1
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Proof. We first show that there exists wy > \/2/H? such that the semistable factor F
is fixed for the stability conditions of form o, where V2/H? < w < wy. Let O (0,w)
be a stability condition such that /2/H? < w < \/4/H? = wy and vy = (r1,c1H, 1)
be a possible class of the semistable factor Ej. We have 0 < Im[Z(O,w)(ENl)] = <
Im[Z ) (E)] = c(E). Lemma 3.1 implies that

H? H?
T181 SC% <7+1> SC(E)2 (74‘1)
Hence, if 151 > 0, there are only finitely many possibilities for the class vq. If r1 > 0 and

51 <0, then since ¢(g ) (v(E)) < d(0,w)(v1), we have

r1H2w2

max{ry, —s1} < — 51 = Re[Z(g,w)(v1)] < max {Re[Z(g . (U(E))], 0},

and if 71 < 0 and s; > 0, the existence of HN filtration for E at o(q 4,) implies that there
exists a real number M such that

ry H?w?
My < Re[Z(g ) (v1)] = ———

— 51 <71 —s1.

Thus in any case, there are only finitely many possibilities for v;. Note that the heart
A(0) for the stability conditions o(g ) is fixed and does not depend on w. Moreover,
the ordering of the phase function ¢(g,,) is the same as the ordering given by the linear
Re[Z(0,w)(—)]
Im[Z(0,w) ()]
HN filtration of E with respect to o g ,,) where w = wp. When we decrease w, the subobject

function — . Let E; be the semistable subobject of E of maximum phase in the

F in the HN filtration changes if another subobject of E gets bigger phase. Since there are
only finitely many possibilities for the class of these subobjects which achieve the maximum
phase, there is wy; > /2/H? such that the subobject F; is fixed in the HN filtration of E
with respect to (g ) when w € (V2/H?, w).

Continuing this argument by induction, one shows that there is a number w; such that
V2/H? < w; < w;—1 and the semistable factor E; = E; /E~,-_1 which is the semistable
subobject of E/ E;_1 with the maximum phase, is fixed for the stability conditions O (0,w)

where /2/H? < w < w;. Note that 0 < Im[Zg ) (E;)] < c¢(E), so the length of the HN
filtration of E is at most ¢(E). This completes the proof of (a).

Since c(E;) # 0 for 1 < i < n, the point pr(v(F;)) is not on the y-axis. Proposition
2.6, part (d) implies that the line segment oo’ is not a wall for the semistable factor E;.
Moreover, since Ej; is 0 ,,)-semistable for /2 /H? < w < w*, there is no wall for E; which

passes the line segment o’0* where o* = k(0,w*). In other words, these stability conditions
are all inside one chamber for E;. If s(E;) # 0, we define V; as a cone in R? with two
rays pr;o’ and pr;o* where pr; = pr(v(E;)) and if s(E;) = 0, then V; is defined as the area
between two parallel lines of slope rk(E;)/c(E;) which pass through the points o' and o*,
see Figure 6.

Lemma 2.8 implies that there is a small rectangle ajasazas around the point o' = (0, 1)
such that there is no projection of roots other than pr(v(Ox)) inside it. Let V/ be the
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intersection of V; and the rectangle ajasasay, see the dashed area in Figure 6. The structure
of the wall and chamber decomposition implies that F; is semistable with respect to the
stability conditions in V/. In particular, it is o; == a(gi’mi)—semistable where o; is on the
top boundary of V/, i.e. the associated point k(i),, w;) is on the top boundary of V;. In the
figures, by abuse of notation, we denote the point k:(l;27 w;) by the corresponding stability
condition o;.

SZ‘:O

Si#o

v
v

FIGURE 6. The object E; remains semistable when we go to o;

We may assume —1 < b; < 0. Since E; € A(0) is of phase less than one, it remains in
the heart A(b;). By Remark 2.5, the objects E; and Ox have the same phase with respect
to 0;. Hence Lemma 3.2 gives

2
W(X, E;) < ik(E:) + (B + 3/ (k(B) ; S(E))? + c(B)2(2H? + 4)

rk(E;) +s(B;)  |pipi=ll
2 T

Thus,

WX, B) < 30, E) < XL LS e,
i=1 =1

0

We denote by Pg the convex hull of the points {pg, p1, ..., pn} as defined in Proposition
3.4, part (b). We think of Pg as the Harder-Narasimhan polygon of E on the left at the
limit point. We finish this section by stating two useful inequalities which are the result of
deformation of stability conditions.

Lemma 3.5. Consider a stability condition oy, ) and a oy, ) -semistable object E €
A(by) with ¢(E) # 0. Let L be a line through the point pr(v(E)) if s(E) # 0 or it has a
slope of rk(E)/c(E) if s(E) = 0. Let g1 = (x1,y1) and g2 = (x2,y2) be two points on the
line L where y1y2 # 0 and x1 /11 < x2/y2. Suppose the point k(bg,wp) is on the open line
segment (q1qz). If every point on the open line segment (qiqz) is in correspondence to a
stability condition, i.e., if (giqz) C V(X), then

(13) ph (N E) < b and 22y (HO(E)).
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Proof. Remark 2.7 implies that E is oy ,,)-semistable and it is in the heart A(b) whenever
the point k(b,w) is on the open line segment (g1gz). Therefore,

W (HU(E)) < b < iy (HY(E)),

If k(b;,w;) = ¢; , then b; = x;/y;. Thus the stability conditions close to the points ¢; or go
give the inequalities (13). O

4. THE BRILL-NOETHER LOCI

In this section, we first show that the morphism ¢: Mx g(v) — BN described in (1) is
well-defined. Then we consider a slope semistable rank r-vector bundle F' on the curve C
of degree 2rs and describe the location of the wall that bounds the Gieseker chamber for
the push-forward of F'. Finally, in Proposition 4.4, we show that if the number of global
sections of F' is high enough, then it must be the restriction of a vector bundle on the
surface.

We assume throughout Section 4 that X is a K3 surface with Pic(X) = Z.H and
H? = 2rs for some r > 2 and s > max{r,5}. We also assume C' is a curve in the linear
system |H| and i: C < X is the embedding of the curve C into the surface X. The
push-forward of a rank r-vector bundle F' on the curve C of degree 2rs has Mukai vector
v(ixF) = (0,7H,2rs — r2s). Let Mx y(v) be the moduli space of H-Gieseker semistable
sheaves on the surface X with Mukai vector v = (r, H, s). Since v?> = 0 and v is primitive,
the moduli space Mx g (v) is a smooth projective K3 surface [Huy16, Proposition 10.2.5 and
Corollary 10.3.5]. Any coherent sheaf E € Mx g (v) is a py-stable locally free sheaf [HL10,
Remark 6.1.9]. Note that E(—H) is also pg-stable. Let u = v(i.F) — v = v(E(—H)I[1]),

po = pr(v) = <%, g) and p, = pr(u) = <s(r__1 ) s i 1)2>‘

We also denote by 6 the point at which the line segments pyp, and o/o intersect, where
o' = pr(v(Ox)). Define the object Kr € D(X) as the cone of the evaluation map:

0
(14) OB 2B By K,

Denote the point (— 1/r, s/r) by ¢. Lemma 2.10 for m = r, n = s(r — 1) and € = 1 implies
that there is no projection of roots in the grey area and on the open line segment (et) in
Figure 7, where € = q_p,,—,—c and t = q’_m7_n7_5. As before, we denote by -, the point on
the parabola y = rsz? with the z-coordinate 1/n.

Proposition 4.1. Let E € Mx g (v) be a pup-stable vector bundle on the surface X. Then
we have
(a) Homx (E, E(—H)[1]) =0.
(b) The restriction E|c is a slope stable vector bundle on the curve C and h°(C, E|c) =
r 4 s. In particular, the morphism 1 described in (1) is well-defined.
(c) The object K is of the form Kg = E'[1] where E' is a py-stable locally free sheaf
on X and Homyx (E', E(—H)[1]) = 0.
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Ficure 7. No projection of roots in the grey area

Proof. The objects E and E(—H)[1] have the same phase with respect to the stability
condition & = oz where k(0,w) = o, see Figure 7. There are no homomorphisms
between non-isomorphic stable objects of the same phase. Hence to prove claim (a), we
only need to show both E and E(—H)[1] are &-stable.

By [Bri08, Proposition 14.2], the uy-stable sheaf E is o (g ,,)-stable where w > 0. Lemma
2.14 implies that there is no wall for E intersecting the line segment (00’). Thus E is -
stable. Lemma 2.15 implies that E(—H)[1] with Mukai vector (—r, (r — 1)H, —s(r — 1)?)
is 01 1= 0y, w,)-stable where by = —(r —1)/r and w; is arbitrary. Let ¢’ be the point that
the line segment gp, intersects the line x = boy where

— 1
b2:_7‘ ifr>2 or by = —= ifr=2.
r— 3
If s > max{r,5}, then
—-1)—1 1
_&<b2<_r+ .
rs

Thus the line segment oe’ is located between two lines o7—,—1 and 0V—s(r—1)+1 and it is
on the grey area with no projection of roots. We claim that there is no wall for E(—H)[1]
intersecting the line segment (oe’]. Consider a stability condition of form o, ,,) where the
point k(bg,w) is on (oe’]. If 7 > 2, then
1
#of,

|Im[Z(b27w)(E(—H))H == min {|Im[Z(b2,w)(r',c'H, s’)” =

/ T_2/
c—i—r_lr




20 SOHEYLA FEYZBAKHSH

and if 7 = 2, then |Im[Z, .,)(E(—H))]| = L. Thus in any case, the minimality condition
of Lemma 2.14 is satisfied. Hence the stability condition o, ) cannot be on a wall for
E(—H)[1]. This in particular implies E(—H)[1] is &-stable which finishes the proof of claim
(a).
Consider the short exact sequence
(15) E < i,E|c - E(—H)I1].
Since E and E(—H)[1] are g-stable of the same phase, their extension i, F|¢ is d-semistable
and the objects E' and E(—H)[1] are its JH factors. We have ¢(g ,)(E) < ¢(0,w)(ixE|c) for
w >, thus the object i, E|c is 0(g)-stable and by Lemma 2.13, F|c is slope stable.

The next step is to show h°(X,E) = r + s. Consider a stability condition of form
O (by,wy) = 03 such that the point k(b3,w3) is on the line segment (qo’) and it is sufficiently
close to the point o'. Lemma 2.14 implies that there is no wall for £ which intersects
the open line segment (0o’). Therefore 0 (0,w)-stability of E for w > 0 implies that it is
os-semistable. Moreover, FE has the same phase as the structure sheaf Ox with respect to
o3, thus Lemma 3.2 implies that

r+s (r+s)2+4

0 < _
h(X,E) < 5 + 5 r+s.

The coherent sheaf E is pp-stable and has positive slope, so Homx (E,Ox) = 0 and
X(E) =r+s=hr"(X,E) - h(X,E).
Therefore h°(X, E) = r + s and the object K has Mukai vector v(Kg) = (—s, H,—r). On

the other hand, since there is no wall for E(—H)[1] which passes the line segment (oe'], it
is stable with respect to the stability conditions on the line segment (p,0’), where Ox is

also stable and has the same phase as E(—H)[1]. Thus
Homx (Ox, E(—H)[1]) = 0.

Thus the short exact sequence (15) gives h°(C, E|c) = h°(X, E) = r + s, which completes
the proof of (b).

The sheaves EF and Ox are og-semistable of the same phase. Since Oy is og-stable, the
evaluation map evg defined in (14) is injective in the abelian category of semistable objects
with the same phase as Ox, hence the cokernel Kg is o3-semistable. We claim that Kg
is o3-stable. Assume otherwise. Let E; be a o3-stable factor of Kg. Remark 2.5 implies
that v(Ep) = t1v(F) + s1v(Ox). Similar to the argument in Lemma 3.2, we deform the
stability condition o3 towards the point o/, then

0 < lim Im[Z, ) (£1)] = t1e(E) < lim Im[Z, ) (E)] = ¢(E) =1

Since t1¢(F) =ty € Z, we have t; = 0 or 1. Therefore, Ox is a subobject or a quotient of
Kpg. But Homyx (Ox, Kg) = 0 and since Homx (E, Ox) = 0, we have Homx (Kg, Ox) = 0,
a contradiction.

Note that Kr has Mukai vector v(Kg) = v(E) — (r + s)v(Ox) = (—s, H, —r) with the
projection pr(v(Kg)) = q. Lemma 2.14 shows that there is no wall for Kp intersecting
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the open line segment (00’). Therefore, it is 0(0,w)-stable where w > 0. By [MS17,

Lemma 6.18], H°(Kg) is zero or a skyscraper sheaf and H~'(Kpg) is a py-stable sheaf. If
HY(Kg) # 0, then for some k > 0, we have

v(H Y (KR))? = (s, —H,r + k)? = —2sk < -2,

a contradiction. Therefore K = E’[1] for a uy-stable coherent sheaf E' on X. Since E'VY
is also ppr-stable, we have

—2 <v(EVV)? =v(E)? — 2k(ENWEYY /E) = —20k(ENI(E™VY | E).

Since tk(E’) = s > 5, we must have E' = E’VV, so E’ is a locally free sheaf.

To prove the final claim of part (¢), we find a stability condition such that E’ and
E(—H)[1] are stable of the same phase. Lemma 2.15 implies that E'[1] is 04 = 0y, )
stable where by = —1/s and wy is arbitrary. We claim that E’ is stable with respect to the
stability condition at the point €¢’. Let ¢’ be the point that the line segment gp,, intersects
the line given by the equation y = 2(—s+1). Then the z-coordinate of the point ¢’ is equal
to —1/(2r — 1) which is bigger than —1/(r + 1) if » > 2 and ¢/ = ¢ if » = 2. We claim that
for 7 = 2 the point ¢t = (— 1/3,(s — 1)/3) cannot be the projection of a root. Indeed, if
there exists a root § = (7,¢H, §) with pr(é) = t, then

-1 s—1

7'2
— d - = .
3 M 5773

This implies 3| > 3. Since 62 = —2, we have §(s — 3) = 9 which is impossible for s > 5.
Therefore there is a stability condition corresponding to any point on the line segment (ot'].
By Lemma 2.14, there is no wall for E’ intersecting the line segment (ot’]. Thus o4-stability
of E' implies that it is stable with respect to the stability condition at the point €’ and it
has the same phase as E(—H)[1]. On the other hand, as we have seen there is no wall for
E(—H)[1] intersecting the line segment (oe/]. Thus E(—H)[1] is also stable with respect
to the stability condition at the point €', so there is no non-trivial homomorphism between

E’ and E(—H)[1]. This finishes the proof of (¢). O

wrl o

4.1. The first wall. Let M¢(r,2rs) be the moduli space of slope semistable rank r-vector
bundles on the curve C of degree 2rs. Note that the vector bundle F' in M¢(r,2rs) can be
strictly semistable. The push-forward of the vector bundle F to the surface X has Mukai
vector v(i. F) = (0,7H,2rs —r%s). Lemma 2.13 implies that i, F is semistable with respect
to the stability conditions o, in the Gieseker chamber which means w is large enough
and b is arbitrary. By Proposition 2.6, part (d), any wall for i, F' is part of a line which
goes through the point p = pr (U(Z*F)) if > 2 or it is a horizontal line segment if r» = 2.
The next proposition describes the location of the wall that bounds the Gieseker chamber
for i, F'. Recall that p, = pr(v) and p, = pr(u) where v = (r, H,s) and u = v(i. F') — v.

Proposition 4.2. Given a vector bundle F € Mc(r,2rs), the wall that bounds the Gieseker
chamber for i, F is not below the line segment p,p, and it coincides with the line segment
PuPv if and only if F' is the restriction of a vector bundle E € Mx g (v) to the curve C.
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Proof. Assume that the wall W, r that bounds the Gieseker chamber for i, F, is below or
on the line segment p,p,, see Figure 8.

\

FiGURE 8. The first wall W,

Suppose the stability condition g, is on the wall W;, p. Then there is a destabilising
sequence Fy < i, F' — F5 of objects in A(0) such that F; and F, are 0 (0,uw)-Semistable of
the same phase as 7, F" and

(16) @(o,w) (Fl) > ¢(07w)(i*F) for w<w'.

Taking cohomology gives a long exact sequence of sheaves
(17) 0= HY(F) =0 HYFR) - H(F) 2 i,F 2 HO(F) — 0.

Thus H™'(Fy) = 0 and H(Fy) = Fy. Let v(Fy) = (r/,dH,s'). If 7/ = 0, then the
projection pr(v(F1)) lies on the z-axis. By Remark 2.5, F} and i, F' cannot have the same
phase with respect to o g unless pr(v(F1)) = pr(v(i.F)), i.e. v(F1) = kv(i,F') for some
k € R, which is in contradiction to (16). Hence ' > 0.

Let T'(F1) be the maximal torsion subsheaf of F} and Fy/T(F}) be its torsion-free part.
Let v(T(Fy)) = (0,7H,5). Right-exactness of the underived pull-back i* applied to the
short exact sequence T'(Fy) — Fy — Fy/T(F}1) implies that

(18) rank(i* F1) < rank (¢*T(F)) + rank(i*(Fy /T (F))).

Since F' is a vector bundle on C and T'(F}) is a subsheaf of i, F', we have rank(¢i*T'(F1)) = 7.
Thus inequality (18) implies that rank(i*F1) < 7+r’. Let v(H°(F)) = (0,¢"H,s”). Then
the right-exactness of ¢* implies

(19) rank(i* ker dl) <rank(i*Fy) = r—-d < +7.
Let ¢1 and ¢o be the intersection points of the wall W, g with the line segments op, and
0Py, respectively. Then Lemma 3.5 implies that

1—r

%SMZI(Fl):M;I(Fl/T(Fl)) and pfy (H'(Fy)) < m_—
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Therefore,

r—cd —r

= un(F/T(F)) — pu(HH(F)) >

1 1-—r

i (B T(F) = gy () () 2 - —

=1

Combined with the inequalities (19), this is only possible if all these inequalities are equal-
ities, i.e. ' =r — " — 7,

(20) it (A (F) = (7 () =~
and
(21) : —Cc_ T = wn(BT(R)) = iy (R /T(R)) =

Since ¢’ > 0 and 7 > 0, the denominators of the first and last sentences in (21) imply
that ¢ =7 =0, hence ¢ = 1, v(Fy) = (r, H,s") and v(T(Fy)) = (0,0, 3). However T(F})
cannot be a skyscraper sheaf because T'(F1) is a subsheaf of i, F. Thus T(F;) = 0 and
Fy is torsion-free. Moreover, the equations (20) and (21) imply that Fy and H~!(F) are
pr-semistable sheaves. These sheaves are indeed pg-stable because their rank and degree
Chlg# are co-prime.

The point pr (U(Fl)) lies on the line through the points ¢; and ¢. Moreover, rck((lﬁil)) =r,

so it also lies on the line through the origin and p,. Thus pr (U(Fl)) = @2, see Figure 8.
On the other hand, pp-stability of Fy implies that v(F})? = 2r(s — s') > —2, ie. s’ < s.
Hence g2 cannot be on the open line segment (op,). Therefore, the wall W, r is above or
on the line segment p,p,.

If the wall W, r coincides with the line segment Dy py, then v(F;) = (r, H, s). The non-
zero morphism dy in the long exact sequence (17) factors via the morphism dj: i, Fi|c —
i+F'. The objects i, Fi|c and i,F have the same Mukai vector and so have the same
phase. Proposition 4.1 implies that i, F|c is H-Gieseker stable. Hence the morphism dj,
is injective. Since i, F1|c and i, F have the same Mukai vector, we must have isomorphism
Filc 2 F. O

Now instead of checking the possible walls above the line segment p,p,, we consider
the stability conditions of form o) which are close to the point (0,1) and examine
the Harder-Narasimhan filtrations. Given a semistable vector bundle F' € M¢(r, 2rs), the
0 (0,w)-semistability of i, F' for w > 0 implies that it does not have any subobject F "in A(0)
with chy (F”) = 0 because ¢ (g ,)(F") = 1 > ¢(g ) (ixF). Proposition 3.4 for 4, F' implies that
there exists w* > 0 such that for every stability condition o,y where 1/1/(rs) < w < w*,
the HN filtration of i, F is a fixed sequence 0 = FyCF, C..CE,1CE,=:iF
with the semistable factors F; = E; / E;_; for 1 <i < n. Recall that the stability function
Z: K(X) — C is defined as Z(E) = Z(O,\/%) (E) = 1k(E) — s(E) + ic(F) and the
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polygon P, has vertices {p;}'=8 where p; = Z(E;). Let T be a triangle with the vertices
21 =Z@Ww) =1 —5+1i, 20 := Z(i,F) = r2s — 2rs +ir and the origin.

Lemma 4.3. The polygon P, r for any vector bundle F' € Mc(r,2rs) is contained in the
triangle T = Noziz9 and they coincide if and only if the bundle F' is the restriction of a
vector bundle E € Mx g (v) to the curve C, see Figure 9.

Im[Z(=)]

22

21

> Re[Z(-)]

0

FIGURE 9. The polygon P;, r is inside the triangle T’

Proof. The polygon P;, g is convex. Thus for the first statement we only need to show
the following two conditions are satisfied: firstly, the line through opy is between the lines
through 0z7 and 0z3, and secondly the line through Z3p,—7 is between the lines through
Z2z1 and Zz0. By definition, the points {p; i:g are on the left hand-side of the line segment
0%z3. Therefore it suffices to show that

RelZ(E1)] Re[zg — 2]

Rez] Re[Z(E,)]
(22) TmzE)] S i) ™ T Tmlm 2] S m(Z(E)

Let v(Ey) = (r1,c1H, s1). We have 0 < Im[Z g ,,)(E1)] = c1 < Im[Z(g ) (i F')] = 7. Assume
for a contradiction that the first inequality in (22) does not hold, then

(23) —— = >s—T.

Therefore, the point ¢; = (r1/c1,s1/c1) is above the line L given by the equation y — x =
s —r. Proposition 4.2 implies that i, I is 0 (g )-semistable where k(0,w) = 6 is on the line
segment py,py, see Figure 8. Therefore,

S1 T, -
(24) b0,0) (E1) < do.a)(v) = o a(rswz) < s —r(rsw?).
This shows ¢ is below or on the line Ly given by the equation y — x(rsw?) = s — r2sw?,

see Figure 10. Since the point of intersection of the lines Ly and Ly is (7, s), we must have

T1 1 1 T1 1
r<— = r<——--—<-—=--=
1 a ¢a a T
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Therefore, the point ¢; is in the dashed area in Figure 10. The point on the line L; with
the first coordinate r 4+ 1/r, which is denoted by ¢/, has the second coordinate s +1/r. On
the other hand, F is 0(g,)-semistable where \/1/(rs) < w < w*, so Lemma 3.1 implies
that
—2¢2 < A(H?) — 2r181 = A(2rs) — 2r151 = % <rs+1.
1

Therefore, the point ¢; is below or on the hyperbola with equation xy = rs + 1. But the
point ¢’ and so whole of the dashed area is above the hyperbola, a contradiction.

FiGURE 10. The point ¢; is in the dashed area

Similarly, if the semistable factor FE,, with Mukai vector v(E,) = (ry, ¢, H, s5,) does not
satisfy the second inequality in (22), then the point g, = (r,/cpn, Sn/cpn) is below the line
L by the equation y = x — s(r — 1) + r/(r — 1) and is above or on the line L/, with the
equation y = z(rsw?) — s(r — 1) + r?sw?/(r — 1). Since the point of intersection of these
two lines is (—r/(r — 1), —s(r — 1)), we have

Tn - Tn —r 1 - 1
cn<7‘—1 - cnér—l cn(r—l)ér—l (r—1)%
Then the same argument as above leads to a contradiction for s > r.

If the vector bundle F' is the restriction of a vector bundle £ € My g (v), then Proposi-
tion 4.1 implies that the HN factors of i, E|c with respect to the stability conditions close
to the point (0,1), are E and E(—H)[1]. Therefore, the polygon P;, r coincides with the
triangle T'. Conversely, assume for a vector bundle F' € M¢(r,2rs), we have P, p = T.
Then 21 = p1 so v(E1) = (r + k, H,s + k) for some k € Z. The point ¢1 = (r + k,s + k)
is on the line L;. Proposition 4.2 and inequality (24) imply that the point ¢; is below on
on the line Lo, thus k > 0 (see Figure 10). Since ¢(E;) = 1 is minimal, lemma 2.14 implies
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that Ey is 0 ,)-stable. Therefore v(E1)? = —2k(r + k + s) > —2 which gives k = 0 and
Proposition 4.2 implies that F is the restriction of the vector bundle Fy € Mx g (v). O

4.2. The maximum number of global sections. The next proposition shows that any
vector bundle F' € M¢(r,2rs) with high enough number of global sections is the restriction
of a vector bundle on the surface.

Proposition 4.4. Let I be a slope-semistable rank r-vector bundle on the curve C of
degree 2rs, where v > 2 and s > max{5,r}. If h°(C,F) > r + s, then F is the restriction
of a unique vector bundle E € Mx pg(v) to the curve C. In other words, the morphism
: Mx g(v) = BN = Mc(r,2rs,r + s), which sends a vector bundle to its restriction, is
bijective.

Proof. If the vector bundle F' € BN is the restriction of a vector bundle E € Mx g (v), then
FE is a Harder-Narasimhan factor of i,F" with respect to T(0,w) where /1/rs < w < w*.
Thus the uniqueness of the Harder-Narasimhan filtration implies that v is injective.

For the surjectivity part, by Lemma 4.3 we only need to show for any F' € BN the
polygon P; p coincides with the triangle T" = A 0z129. Assume for a contradiction that
P, r is strictly inside T'. Since the vertices of P; p are Gaussian integers, P, must be
contained in the polygon 0z} 25z, where 2] = r—s+1+iand 25 = s(r—2)+r—r/(r—1) + 2i,
see Figure 11.

Im[Z(-)] .,

21

y > Re[Z(—)]

FIGURE 11. The polygon P, is inside the polygon 0z} z}zo

The convexity of the polygon P, r and the polygon 0z]z}zs gives

n
> _lppi=ill < lloztll + I35 + 1222l =t bin.
i=1

Note that |.|| is the non-standard norm defined in (12). In our case, we have H? = 2rs, so
|z + iy|| = /22 + (4rs + 4)y2. Let | == |[oz1|| + ||Z1Z3]|, then

[ = lin = |[ozz]| = [loz] || + lz125]l — 27 25]I-
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Define € := 2”’%?25 + % — (r + s). Since 7 + s < h°(F), Proposition 3.4 implies

2rs —r?s 1 0 X(F) 1 2rs —r%s i
————+-—e=r+s5 <h (F)§T+§z;“pipi—l”§T+—.
1=

2 2

Thus | — l;, < 26. We have I = /(s +7)2 +4+ /(s(r — 1)2+7)2 +4(r — 1)2, so

4 4(r — 1)2
2e = + (r )

(r+s)2+4+(r+s) \/(s(r—1)2+7’)2+4(r—1)2+(s(r—1)2+r)'

4 4(r—1)2
2(r+s) T 2(3(5_1)2_’_,) < r+s
r > 2 and s > max{r,5}. We will show [ — l;, > 0.6868, thus | — l;;, > 2¢ which gives a
contradiction. L

We have [[0z1]| — |loz]|| = \/4rs + 4+ (r — 5)2 — \/4rs + 4+ (r — s+ 1)2, hence

Therefore, we have 2¢ < —|— < 2 35, because we assumed

2s —2r — 1 2s —2r — 1

filr,s) = 20/ (r+52+4 " Jr+52+4+/(r+s)2+57+20r —s)

= |[oz1]| — [0} ]I.

TI 2 || — s(r—1)2—r 2_ s(r=1)2—r 2 I
Also, ||z125| — 12125l drs+4+ (——=7— drs+4+ (=—=—— —1) , thus

s(r—1)2+4r 2 5 s(r—1)2—

1
_ — 2 —1 2 - VA
falr,s) = —=L L = = < [lza 2]l — [[2125]-

i ()" s (22

The function fi(r,s) is positive unless s = r > 5, and fa(r,s) =

2 _5

2

4+m + \/4+
s(r—1)2+4r 2

—] > , S0 fo is an increasing function with respect to both r and s. Consider

where

m =
the following three cases:
o If r > 4, then fi(r,s) > fi(s,s) > fi1(5,5) > —0.05 and fa(r,s) > fa(4,5) > 0.78.
o If r = 3, then fi(3,5) = —==3% > £,(3,5) > 0.18 and fo(3,s) > f»(3,5) >

(s+3)2+4
0.685.

= —9 _ 8225 >~ _5_
o If r =2, then f1(2,s) + f2(2,s) = 2. o > 75 > 0.6868.

Therefore, | — l;;, > 0.6868 as claimed, which is a contradiction. Thus the polygon F;, r
coincides with the triangle 7" and the morphism v¢: My i (v) — BN is surjective in case
(A). O

Corollary 4.5. Let F be a slope-semistable rank r-vector bundle on the curve C' of degree
2rs such that r > 2 and s > max{5,r}. Then h°(F) <r+s and if i°(F) =r + s, then F
1s slope-stable.
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Proof. Using the same notations as in the proof of Proposition 4.4, we have

ors —rs 1 (%)
I §#+—:(r+s)+e<r+s+1,

0 2rs — r2s 1 <&
WO(F) < 20 S g :
i=1

where (*) is the result of the above computation which shows e < £2. If hO(F) = r + s,
then by Proposition 4.4, F' is the restriction of a stable vector bundle on the surface, so it
is stable. n

5. THE FINAL RESULTS

In this section we prove the main results.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Proposition 4.4, the morphism ¢: Mx g(v) — BN is bijective.
Therefore Proposition 4.1 implies that any vector bundle F' in the Brill-Noether locus
BN = Mc(r,2rs,r + s) is slope-stable and h(F) = r + s. The moduli space Mx g (v) is
a smooth projective variety of dimension 2. Hence we only need to show derivative of the
restriction map di) is surjective. The Zariski tangent space to the Brill-Noether locus BN
at the point [F] is the kernel of the map

ki: Ext'(F, F) — Hom(H"(C, F),H*(C, F)),
where any f: F — F[1] € Ext}(F, F) = Hom¢(F, F[1]) goes to
ki1(f) = H'(f): Home(Oc, F) — Home(Oc, F[1)),

see [BS13, Proposition 4.3] for details. Note that the proof in [BS13] is valid for any family
of simple sheaves on a variety. In addition, for any vector bundle £ in the moduli space

Mx 1 (v),
Tig (Mx,1(v)) = Homx (E, E[1]).
Let i: C < X be the closed embedding of the curve C' into the surface X, then Ri,.(—) =

i+(—) and for a vector bundle F on X, we have Li*(E) = ¢*(E). The derivative of the
restriction map

d¢: T[E}MX,H(’U) — T[E‘C]B./\/’,
sends any f: E — E[l] € Homx (F, E[1]) to its restriction i*f: i*E — i*E[1] € ker(ky).
Define h: idp(x) — Ri.Li* as the natural transformation for the pair of adjoint functors

Li* - Ri,. Given a vector bundle E in the moduli space Mx g(v) and a morphism
¢ € Homyx (E, E[1]), we have the commutative diagram

(25) E—" i iE
sol li*i*go
hepy .
E[1] — " E[1].
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Therefore the following diagram is also commutative

Homy (B, E[1]) —> Homc (i* E, i* E[1]) —> Hom (H*(C,i*E), H' (C,i*E)).

~ Z*(—) OhE :Zkg
k2 m \L

Homx (E,i.i*E[1])

Consider the following distinguished triangle

h
(26) EN 2 i B[] S B(—H)[2).

Given a morphism & € ker(k;) € Homg (i*E,z’*E [1]), we first claim that the composition
goi£ohg = 0 vanishes, so there exist morphisms & and £” such that the following diagram
commutes.

(27) g1z

(A D)

‘ E(-H)[1]

3¢ 3 ag“:
Voohep g Y

B[] 22 Bl — E(—H)[2).

Since ¢ € ker(kq), the composition

goitevy: O P L "B — " B[1] € Home (0% ) i* B[1))

vanishes. Thus the adjunction Li* - Ri, gives i.(§ o i*evp) o hoho(E) = 0. We know
X

ii*evEg o hoho(E) = hg o evg, hence the morphism
X

. - ARY(E) . .
ix§o(hgpoevg): Oy — i, i"E — i,i" E[1]
vanishes. Moreover, Propositions 4.1 implies that we have the short exact sequence

0= B —ol® e gy
in Coh(X). Since Homy (E', E(—H)[1]) = 0, applying the functor Homy (—, E(—H)[2])
gives the exact sequence

0 — Homx (E, E(—H)[2]) 2 Homx (0¥ B(—H)[2]) — Homx (E', E(—H)[2]) — 0.

Since ® (go i€ 0 hE) =go (ix{ohgpoevg) =0, the injectivity of ® implies goi,£ohp =0
as claimed. Therefore there exists morphism ¢': E — E[1] in the diagram (27) such that
ixohp = hgpjo&’. The commutative diagram (25) gives hppjo&’ = 4.i*¢' o hp. Therefore
1x€ohp = 1,1"¢ ohp € Homy (E, Z*Z*E[l]) and the isomorphism k3 implies £ = i*¢’ which
shows di) is surjective.

]
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let (X, H) be a polarised K3 surface with Pic(X) = Z.H, and let
C be any curve in the linear system |H|. The moduli space N = Mx g (v) is a smooth
projective K3 surface. There exists a Brauer class a € Br(IN) and a universal (1x«a)-twisted
sheaf € on X x N.

Theorem 1.2 implies that the moduli space N is isomorphic to the Brill-Noether locus
BN and the restriction of the universal twisted sheaf £|cx s is a universal (1 x a)-twisted
sheaf on C x BN, so v/ = v(5~|pxg/\/) for a point p on the curve C.

Let H' be a generic polarisation on N. Then the moduli space Mg 1/ (v') of a-twisted
semistable sheaves on N with respect to H’, is isomorphic to the original K3 surface X
(see e.g. [Yosl5, Theorem 2.7.1]). Therefore, Mgy, ;/(v') = X which completes the proof
of Theorem 1.3. O

REFERENCES

[ABS14] E. Arbarello, A. Bruno, and E. Sernesi. Mukai’s program for curves on a K3 surface. Algebr.
Geom., 1(5):532-557, 2014.

[Bay18] A. Bayer. Wall-crossing implies Brill-Noether: applications of stability conditions on surfaces. In
Algebraic geometry: Salt Lake City 2015, volume 97 of Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., pages 3-27.
Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2018.

[Bri07]  T. Bridgeland. Stability conditions on triangulated categories. Ann. of Math. (2), 166(2):317-345,
2007.

[Bri08]  T. Bridgeland. Stability conditions on K3 surfaces. Duke Math. J., 141(2):241-291, 2008.

[BS13] U. N. Bhosle and S. K. Singh. Brill-Noether loci and generated torsion free sheaves over nodal
and cuspidal curves. Manuscripta Math., 141(1-2):241-271, 2013.

[CLM93] C. Ciliberto, A. Lopez, and R. Miranda. Projective degenerations of K3 surfaces, Gaussian maps,
and Fano threefolds. Invent. Math., 114(3):641-667, 1993.

[Feyl9] S. Feyzbakhsh. Mukai’s program (reconstructing a K3 surface from a curve) via wall-crossing,
arXiv:1710.06692, to appear in J. Reine Angew. Math. DOI: 10.1515/crelle-2019-0025, 2019.

[Fey20] S. Feyzbakhsh. Mukai’s program (reconstructing a K3 surface from a curve) via wall-crossing, II,
arXiv:2006.08410, 2020.

[GL87] M. Green and R. Lazarsfeld. Special divisors on curves on a K3 surface. Invent. Math., 89(2):357—
370, 1987.

[HL10] D. Huybrechts and M. Lehn. The geometry of moduli spaces of sheaves. Cambridge Mathematical
Library. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 2010.

[HS05] D. Huybrechts and P. Stellari. Equivalences of twisted K3 surfaces. Math. Ann., 332(4):901-936,
2005.

[Huy16] D. Huybrechts. Lectures on K3 surfaces, volume 158 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathe-
matics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2016.

[Mac14] A. Maciocia. Computing the walls associated to Bridgeland stability conditions on projective
surfaces. Asian J. Math., 18(2):263-279, 2014.

[MS17] E. Macriand B. Schmidt. Lectures on Bridgeland stability. In Moduli of curves, volume 21 of Lect.
Notes Unione Mat. Ital., pages 139-211. Springer, Cham, 2017.

[Muk87] S. Mukai. On the moduli space of bundles on K3 surfaces. I. In Vector bundles on algebraic
varieties (Bombay, 1984), volume 11 of Tata Inst. Fund. Res. Stud. Math., pages 341-413. Tata
Inst. Fund. Res., Bombay, 1987.

[Muk88] S. Mukai. Curves, K3 surfaces and Fano 3-folds of genus < 10. In Algebraic geometry and com-
mutative algebra, Vol. I, pages 357-377. Kinokuniya, Tokyo, 1988.



MUKAI’'S PROGRAM 31

[Muk96] S. Mukai. Curves and K3 surfaces of genus eleven. In Moduli of vector bundles (Sanda, 1994;
Kyoto, 1994 ), volume 179 of Lecture Notes in Pure and Appl. Math., pages 189-197. Dekker, New
York, 1996.

[Muk01] S. Mukai. Non-abelian Brill-Noether theory and Fano 3-folds [translation of S = ugaku 49 (1997),
no. 1, 1-24; MR1478148 (99b:14012)]. Sugaku Ezpositions, 14(2):125-153, 2001. Sugaku Exposi-
tions.

[Yos15] K. Yoshioka. Perverse coherent sheaves and Fourier-Mukai transforms on surfaces, II. Kyoto J.
Math., 55(2):365-459, 2015.

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, IMPERIAL COLLEGE LONDON, HUXLEY BUILDING, SOUTH KENSINGTON
Camprus, SW7 2AZ, LoNDON, UNITED KINGDOM
FE-mail address: s.feyzbakhsh@imperial.ac.uk



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Previous work
	1.2. The strategy of the proof
	Plan of the paper
	Acknowledgement

	2. Bridgeland stability conditions on K3 surfaces
	2.1. Bridgeland stability conditions
	The two-dimensional subspace of stability conditions 
	Wall and chamber decomposition of V(X)

	3. An upper bound for the number of global sections
	4. The Brill-Noether loci
	4.1. The first wall
	4.2. The maximum number of global sections

	5. The final results
	References

