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THE CHOW OF S AND THE UNIVERSAL SUBSCHEME

ANDREI NEGUT

ABSTRACT. We prove that any element in the Chow ring of the Hilbert scheme
Hilb,, of n points on a smooth surface S is a universal class, i.e. the push-
forward of a polynomial in the Chern classes of the universal subschemes on
Hilb,, x S* for some k € N, with coefficients pulled back from the Chow of S¥.

1. INTRODUCTION

We study the Hilbert scheme of n points Hilb,, = S on a smooth algebraic
surface over C. As Hilb,, is smooth, we may consider the Chow groups A*(Hilb,,),
always with coefficients in Q throughout the present paper. One of the big
sources of elements of A*(Hilb,,) are universal classes, see Definition During
a conversation on Hilbert schemes, Alina Marian suggested that all elements of
A*(Hilb,,) should be universal, and the purpose of the present note is to prove it.

Theorem 1.1. Any element of A*(Hilb,,) is a universal class.

When S is projective, this result follows from an explicit formula for the diagonal
of Hilb,, as a Chern class of the so-called Ext virtual bundle, which in turn can
be written in terms of universal classes (see [4] for S = P2, [1] for S with effective
anti-canonical line bundle, [7] for S with trivial canonical line bundle, and [5] for
the general case). Our proof is quite different from those above, and holds for
quasi-projective S. We start from [2], which states that:
k1> >k
ki1+...+ki=n

(1.1) A*Hilb,) = P €,k (D)
e A*(St)sym

where €, ., (T') are certain correspondences (see (2I1)) for an explicit descrip-
tion, as well as an explanation of the superscript “sym”) expressed in terms of the
Heisenberg operators gy, of [6] and [9]. The explicit description of these operators
in terms of l.c.i. morphisms from [I1] allows us to show that they preserve the
subrings of A*(Hilb,) consisting of universal classes, thus implying Theorem
[T Moreover, this gives an algorithm for computing the universal classes corre-
sponding to the various summands in (I.I]), as we will explain on the last two pages.
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discussions on Hilbert schemes. I gratefully acknowledge the NSF grants DMS—
1760264 and DMS-1845034, as well as support from the Alfred P. Sloan Foundation.

2. HILBERT SCHEMES

2.1. Let S be a smooth algebraic surface over C. Let Hilb, = S[™ denote the
Hilbert scheme which parametrizes length n subschemes of S, i.e. exact sequences:

0—-I1—>05—>2—0
(I will be an ideal sheaf) where length(Z) = n. There exists a universal subscheme:
Z, C Hilb,, x S
whose restriction to any {Z} x S is precisely Spec Z as a subscheme of S. Then:
(2.1) 0 —Z, = Owuib,,xs =+ 0z, =0
is a short exact sequence of coherent sheaves on Hilb,, x S, flat over Hilb,,. Let:

(2.2) Hilb = | | Hilb,,

n=0

The Hilbert scheme Hilb,, is well-known to be a smooth 2n dimensional variety, so
we may consider its Chow rings A*(Hilb,,), always with rational coefficients. Set:

A*(Hilb) = @ A* (Hilb,,)
n=0

For any k € N, we let 7 : Hilb,, x Sk — Hilb,, denote the standard projection, and
let 2  Hilb,, x S* denote the pull-back of Z,, C Hilb,, x S via the i-th projection.

Definition 2.2. A wuniversal class is any element of A*(Hilb,,) of the form:
(2.3) - P(...,chj(ozg)),...);ggﬁﬂ

Vk € N and ¥V polynomials P with coefficients pulled back from A*(S*), such that:
(2.4) supp P c ZVn...nzPk

(which implies that the push-forward in @3) is well-defined)[]

Proposition 2.3. The set:
" iy (Hilb,,) € A*(Hilb,,)

univ

of all universal classes is a subring.

1The notion above is more general than either the small or big tautological classes considered
in [§]; the reason is the lack in general of a Kunneth decomposition: A*(SF) 2¢ A*(S)®F
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Proof. 1t is clear that any Q-linear combination of universal classes is universal,
even if they are defined with respect to different k’s. This is because any class of
the form (23)) for a given k is also of the form (23] for k& + 1. Indeed, we have:

T Py ey (0400), ...);ggéﬂ — (roa). [a* (P(...,chj(OZg)), ...);glgﬁ) -Ak,kﬂ}

where Ay, ;41 is the pull-back of the codimension 2 diagonal in S¥*! involving the
last two factors, and o : Hilb,, x S¥*1 — Hilb,, x S* forgets the last copy of S. So
it remains to prove that the product of universal classes is also a universal class.
This is a consequence of the identity:

e [P(..., ey (00). ...)Jlggﬂ P [Q(..., ¢y (0,0), ...);gg;l} _

(2.5) — 1. [p(..., (O 0), SR - Qe chy (O00), ...)fgg,ﬁiﬁ’f“}

with all maps as in the following Cartesian square:

Hilb, x S* —™» Hilb,, x S

(S
P P
Hilb,, x S¥ — ™~ Hilb,,

(all the maps are identities on Hilb,,, and we think of 7’ and p’ as forgetting the first,
respectively last, factors of S). The identity (23] is a straightforward consequence
of f =porn’ =mop and the base change formula 7’ p'* = p*m,.. Throughout the
present proof, we were able to use the push-forward maps 7., 0. and p, even if 7,0
and p were non-proper (in the case of quasi-projective S), because we only applied

them to classes whose support is proper under the respective maps.
O

2.4. We will prove Theorem [[.T] by deducing it from another well-known descrip-
tion of A*(Hilb,): the de Cataldo-Migliorini decomposition ([2]). To review this
construction, we must recall the Heisenberg algebra action introduced indepen-
dently by Grojnowski ([6]) and Nakajima ([9]) on the Chow groups of Hilbert
schemes. For any n, k € N, consider the closed subscheme:

Hilby, 4 = {(I D I') s.t. I/I' is supported at a single z € S’} C Hilb,, x Hilb, 4

endowed with projection maps:

(26) Hﬂbn,nJrk
/ l K
pPs
Hilb,, S Hilb,, 4

that remember I, z, I’, respectively. One may use Hilb,, 4+« as a correspondence:
(2.7) A*(Hilb) 25 A*(Hilb x )
(recall the notation ([2.2))) given by:

(2.8) qr = (p+ X ps)« 0D~
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B The main result of [9] is that the operators qj obey the commutation relations in
the Heisenberg algebra. More generally, we may consider:

(2.9) Ok, -0k, @ A*(Hilb) — A*(Hilb x S*)

where the convention is that the operator qi, acts in the i-th factor of S* = Sx...x S.
Then associated to any I' € A*(S?), one obtains an endomorphism of A*(Hilb):

(2.10) Gy -Gk, (T) = 71 (73 (T) - Gy -k,

where 71,7 @ Hilb x St — Hilb, S* denote the standard projections (the non-
properness of 1 is not a problem for defining (2.I0), because the support of qg, ...qy,
is proper over Hilb). One of the main results of [2] is the following decomposition:

ki>..>kieN

(2.11) A*Hib) = P ar,.an (T) - A" (Hilby)
FEA*(St)sym

where the superscript “sym” refers the part of A*(S*) which is symmetric with
respect to those transpositions (ij) € &, for which k; = k;. Since Hilby = pt, we
have A*(Hilbg) = Q, and so Theorem [[T] follows from (ZI1]) and the following:

Proposition 2.5. The endomorphisms 2I0) preserve the subrings A%, (Hilb,).

univ

2.6. The remainder of our paper will be devoted to proving Proposition The
problem with doing so directly from the definition (28] is that the correspondences
[24) are rather singular. The exception to this is the case k = 1, namely:

(2.12) Hilb,, 1. (I2,1)
Hilb,_; Hilb,, I

Above and hereafter, we will write I D, I' if I D I’ and I/I' 2 C,. It is well-known
that Hilb,,—; , is smooth of dimension 2n. Consider the line bundle:

(2.13) c Llmry = D(S,1/1)

v
Hilb, 1 ,,

If £ = [W — V] is a complex of locally free sheaves on a scheme X, then we define:

(2.14) Px (&) < Px (V) := Projx (Sym(V))
to be the closed subscheme determined by the image of the map:
(2.15) p (W) = p*(V) = O(1)

where p : Px(V) — X is the standard projection. In all cases considered in the
present paper, the closed subscheme (2.14) is a local complete intersection, cut out
by the cosection (2.IH). The following result is closely related to Lemma 1.1 of [3]:

2The transposed correspondences give rise to operators q_j, which we will not study
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Proposition 2.7. Let Z,, be the universal ideal sheaf on Hilb,, x S, i.e. the kernel
of the map Onib, xs — Oz, from @I). Then we have an isomorphism:

(2.16) Hilbp_1.n — Prim, xs(—Z ® ws)
P+ XPps
Hilb,, x S
The line bundle £ on Hilb,,_1 ,, is isomorphic to O(=1) on Puim, xs(—Z, @ ws).

We refer the reader to Section 4 of [I0] for details on why (ZI6]) is a special case
of ZI4). In a few words, there is a short exact sequence with W, V locally free:

(2.17) 0—-W—=V->71,—0

Then the notation —Z) in ([2.I6) stands for the complex [VY — WVY]. Finally, wg
denotes both the canonical line bundle on S and its pull-back to Hilb,, x S.

2.8. Let us consider the following more complicated cousin of the scheme
Hilbn1n+1:

(2.18)  Hilby—1,ppt1 = {(I, I', ") such that I D, I' D, I"for some z € S}

where I € Hilb,,_q, I’ € Hilb,, and I” € Hilb, ;. We have shown in [I0] that
Hilby,—1,n n+1 is smooth of dimension 2n + 1. Consider the line bundles:

(2.19) £,.£/ £|(IDZI/DZI//) = ]_—‘(S, I//I”)7 E/l(IDzI,DII”) = ]_—‘(S, I/I/)

¥
Hﬂbnfl,n,nJrl

Consider also the proper maps which forget either I" or I:

(2.20) Hilby1nns1 (I 5 I' 5, I)
/ lﬂ / lTH
Hilby,_1 Hilby 01 (I, 1) (I' 5, I)

Let I' : Hilb,, ,,41 < Hilby, 5,41 X .S be the graph of the map pg, and let £ be the line
bundle (ZI3) on Hilb,, ,4+1. We showed in [II] that there is a short exact sequence:

0— L7 = THWVY) = T*WY)
with W, V as in (ZIT). We will use the notation —I'*(ZY) + £~! for the complex:

r-Y)
L1

— T*WY)

of coherent sheaves on Hilb,, 5,41.
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Proposition 2.9. ([I1]) Let Z,, be the universal ideal sheaf on Hilb,, x S. Then:

(2.21) Hilb, 1nnt1 —> P, 00 (T (ZY) @ ws + L7 ® wg)
\ lp
T4
Hilb,, i1

The line bundle L on Hilb,,_1 » n+1 is isomorphic to O(—1) on the projectivization.

In both (2ZI6) and (2:2I)), we considered projectivization P(x) where * is written
as a K—theory class instead of as a complex of sheaves. The reason for this is that
we are only interested in * inasmuch as it helps us compute push-forwards. In fact,
the definition of Chern/Segre classes implies that we have, for all k > 0:

(2.22) (p+ % ps)-(e1(£)") = (~D¥ersa (Tn © w5")

(2.23) T (L)) = (Do ((Z) ©ws' — Lo wg")

2.10. Our reason for defining the smooth schemes Hilb,,_; ,, n41 is that it allows
us to produce a resolution of the singular scheme Hilb,, ,,/, for any n < n/, in the
following sense. Consider the following diagram of spaces and maps ([I1]):

Hilbn,n+1,n+2 Hﬂbn/72,n/71,n’
Hilb, o1 ' Hilb,, 1 v
P\L l:mr Xps
Hilb,, Hilb,,, x S

for all n < n'. Then we have the following formula ([§]):

(2.24) Gk = (P4 X ps)s 0 (mpw 0w ) opt
Indeed, the right-hand side of ([224) is a 2n + k + 1 dimensional cycle € supported
on the 2n + k + 1 dimensional locus Hilb,, py%. It is well-known that the latter
locus has a single irreducible component of top dimension, namely the closure of
the locus U of pairs (I D I') where I /I’ is isomorphic to a length &k subscheme of a
curve supported at a single point. But in this case, there exists a unique full flag of
ideals I =Ip D I1 D ... D I, = I, which implies that €|y = U, hence (2.24) follows.

2.11. For any t > 0, define the universal subring:
(2.25) A% (Hilb, x S') C A*(Hilb,, x S*)

as the subring generated by the classes (2.3) for all k£ > ¢, where one replaces 7 by
the map Hilb,, x S* — Hilb,, x S* which forgets the last k — t factors. Then we let:

(2.26) Al Hilby, 41 x ) € A*(Hilby, 541 x S)

univ

(2.27) * i ilby, 1 y1 x SY) € A*(Hilby, 1.1 X SY)
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be the subrings generated by ¢1 (L) (respectively ¢1(L£)) and the pull-backs of all
universal classes via the following maps, respectively:

p_ x Idge : Hilb, ,,41 x S* — Hilb,, x S*

7 x Idgt : Hilby, 1 1 X S* — Hilb,, 1, x S*
With this in mind, Proposition 2l is a consequence of (2:24]) and the following;:

Proposition 2.12. For any t > 0, the maps (p— x Idge)*, (m— x Idg:)*,
(4 x Idgt)«, (p4+ X ps X Idgt)« preserve the universal subrings, as defined above.

Indeed, formula (Z24) and Proposition imply that if = € Af,;, (Hilb),
then y = qg,...qr,(x) € AX . (Hilb x S*), in the sense of ([Z2H). If we
multiply y by the pull-back of any ' € A*(S?) and then push it forward to Hilb,
it will remain in the subring of universal classes, and this establishes Proposition[2.5]

Proof. of Proposition[2.13: The statements about the pull-back maps (p_ x Idg:)*
and (m_ x Idgt)* preserving the universal rings are obvious given definitions (2.26])
and (Z2Z1). Concerning the push-forward (7 x Idgt)., we must show that:

(2.28) x € A% (Hilb, 1 pni1 X SY) = (74 x Idge)w(z) € A% (Hilby, 51 x SY)
We have the following short exact sequence on Hilby,—1 5 pt1 X S:
(2.29) 0= L' ® (ps x1dg)*(Oa) > Oz, - Oz, , =0

where A C S x S is the diagonal, and ps : Hilb,,_1 n,n+1 — S is the map which
remembers the point z in (ZI8]). Then for any polynomial P in the Chern classes of

(Z) whose coefficients are pulled back from Hilb,, 41 X S* to Hilby,—1 n nt1 X Sk

n 1
P(es chj(O0 ), e = P(...;chj (040 — L' ® (ps x proj;)* (Oa)), L)iaet =
(2.30) = ch (4 x Idgr)*(Rs) € A*(Hilb, 1,041 X S¥)

for various R, € A*(Hilby, 41 xS *) which are also polynomials in the Chern classes
of the universal subschemes. If we apply (74 x Idgr). to (Z30), we obtain:

(2.31)  (rp x Idgr). [P(...,chj(Ozsll% ]12&«1 Zﬂ* (£ - R

Letting [ gr—+ denote the push-forward along the last k£ — ¢ factors of Sk we have:

(4 x Idge)« /Skt P(...,chj(OZ:) , ]12&% Zmr* (L /Skt R,

z from the LHS of ([Z28)) is of this form

The implication ([2:28)) follows because the RHS above is a universal class: this
is true for my.(c1(£')*) because of formula ([Z23), and for [, . R, since R,
is a polynomial in the Chern classes of the universal subscheme. Finally, the
support condition (24) is satisfied becase the LHS of (230) is by assumption
supported on the locus (I,_1 Du In Dz Iny1) X (71, ...,xx) € Hilb, 1011 x S*,
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where 1, ..., € supp I,—1, hence the R,’s in the RHS of (Z3I]) are supported
on the locus (I, Dy Ini1) X (21, ..., %) € Hilb,, 11 x S*, where 1, ..., 7). € supp I,,.

Concerning the push-forward (p4 X pg X Idgt)., we must show that:
(2.32) y € A% (Hilby, 1, x S") = (py x ps x Idge)s(y) € ALy (Hilb, x S x SY)

univ univ
By a short exact sequence analogous to (Z29), for any polynomial P in the Chern

classes of Zr(fll, whose coefficients are pulled back from Hilb,, x S* to Hilb,,—1,, xS k.

(233) P(cy(Oz0 )i =

=Y (L) (pr x ps x 1dgx)*(Ry) € A*(Hilby, 1, x S*)
a=0

for various R, € A*(Hilb,, x S x S¥) which are polynomials in the Chern classes of
the universal subschemes. If we apply (p4+ X ps X Idgk)« to [233)), we obtain:

(234) (p+ X ps X Idsk)*P(7ChJ(OZT(fll)’ );é&ﬁk = Z(p+ X pS)*(Cl (E)a) . Ra
a=0
hence:
(p+ XstIdst)* /Sk P(""Chj(OZ(i)l)’"')gl'glilgk — Z(p+ Xps)*(cl(ﬁ)a) . Ra
—t n— =0 —t

y from the LHS of (232) is of this form

The implication (232]) follows because the RHS above is a universal class: this is
true for (py X ps).(c1(£)*) because of formula [2.22), and for [, _, R, since R, is a
polynomial in the Chern classes of the universal subscheme. However, checking the
support condition is non-trivial, so let us explain this. By assumption, the LHS of
[233) is supported on the locus of points (I,—1 Dy In) X (21, ...,x%) € Hilby_1 4, X
S* where 1, ..., € supp I,_1. Therefore, the R,’s which appear in the RHS of
([2:34)) are supported on the locus of points (I,,2) x (21, ..., ) € Hilb, x S x S¥,
where x4, ...,z; € supp I,,. However, a universal class also needs to be supported
on the locus of points where x € supp I,,, but we are rescued because:

(p+ % ps)(e1(£)") = (=1)"Cas2 (Tn @ w5")
vanishes on the locus = ¢ supp I,, (this holds because the universal ideal sheaf 7 is
trivial on the locus x ¢ supp I, and ¢, y2(line bundle) = 0 for a > 0). O
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