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VIRASORO CONSTRAINTS FOR K3 SURFACES AND
MONODROMY OPERATORS

WEISHENG WANG

Abstract. The Virasoro constraints for moduli spaces of stable torsion free sheaves
on a surface with only pp, pq-cohomology were recently proved by Bojko-Moreira-Lim.
The rank 1 case, which is not restricted to surfaces with only pp, pq-cohomology, was
established by Moreira. We formulate conjectural Virasoro constraints in any positive
rank without requiring only pp, pq-cohomology. We prove our conjecture for K3 surfaces
using Markman monodromy operators, which allow us to reduce to the rank 1 case. We
also prove new Virasoro constraints in rank 0. Finally, for K3 surfaces, we introduce
new Virasoro operators in negative degree which, together with the previous Virasoro
operators, give a representation of Virasoro algebra with central charge 24.

1. Introduction

The Virasoro operators in Gromov-Witten theory were first proposed in [3], where the
Virasoro operators are constructed for some Fano varieties. Here, I will recall the form
of the Virasoro operators following [9]. The Virasoro constraints on the moduli of stable
pairs side is obtained by the GW/PT correspondence on 3-folds [7], I will briefly review
this. The Virasoro constraints on moduli of stable sheaves were first obtained on Hilbert
schemes of points on a surface S by restrict the stable pairs case to S ˆ P1 [7][6]. It is
then generalised to moduli of stable sheaves of higher ranks [2][1].

1.1. Virasoro constraint in Gromov-Witten theory. Gromov-Witten theory is de-
fined by integration over the moduli space of stable maps. Let X be a non-singular
projective variety over C. A map from a connected pointed nodal curve to X is a stable
map if it has finite automorphism group (for more detail see chapter 24 [4]). A stable
map f represents a homology class β P H2pX,Zq if f˚rCs “ β. Mg,npX, βq denotes
the moduli space of stable maps from n-pointed genus g nodal curves to X represent-
ing the class β, it is a proper Deligne-Mumford stack. There are n evaluation maps
evi : Mg,npX, βq Ñ X given by:

evipΣ, p1, . . . , pn, fq “ fppiq p1 ď i ď nq.

At each point rΣ, p1, . . . , pn, f s of Mg,npX, βq, the cotangent line to Σ at point pi is a
one-dimensional vector space; those spaces glue together to give a line bundle Li called
the ith tautological line bundle. Define ψi :“ c1pLiq.

Let tγau be a homogeneous basis of H˚pX,Cq. The descendent Gromov-Witten in-
variants of X are:

xτk1pγa1q . . . τknpγanqyXg,β “
ż

rMg,npX,βqsvir
ψk1
1 ev˚

1pγa1q . . . ψkn
n ev˚

npγanq.
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Let ttaku be a set of variables, and define the generating function FXpt, λq as:

FX “
ÿ

gě0

λ2g´2
ÿ

βPH2pX,Zq

qβ
ÿ

ně0

1

n!

ÿ

a1...an
k1...kn

tankn . . . t
a1
k1

xτk1pγa1q . . . τknpγanqyXg,β.

Also define the full partition function ZX “ exppFXq. ZX is the partition function cor-

responds to the standard disconnected Gromov-Witten bracket x, yX,‚
g,β , where the domain

nodal curve could be disconnected:

ZX “
ÿ

gě0

λ2g´2
ÿ

βPH2pX,Zq

qβ
ÿ

ně0

1

n!

ÿ

a1...an
k1...kn

tankn . . . t
a1
k1

xτk1pγa1q . . . τknpγanqyX,‚
g,β .

A set of formal differential operators tLkukě´1 are defined in [9], They are defined in
variables tak and only depend upon the intersection pairing gab “

ş
X
γa Y γb, with γa, γb P

H˚pX,Cq, the Hodge decomposition γa P Hpa,qapX,Cq and the action of c1pXq on tγau.
For the precise form of operators tLkukě´1, one can refer section 4 of [9]. Those operators
satisfy the Virasoro bracket,

rLk, Lls “ pk ´ lqLk`l.

The Virasoro conjecture in Gromov-Witten theory states as follows:

Conjecture 1.1. For all non-singular projective varieties X, LkpZXq “ 0.

This conjecture has been proven for curves Cg of genus g and nonsingular projective
toric varieties.

1.2. GW/Pairs correspondence for 3-folds and Virasoro constraints for stable
pairs. The moduli space of stable maps Mg,npX, βq is essentially based upon the geom-
etry of curves in X , there is another way to approach the moduli of curves in X , which
is the moduli of stable pairs.

Definition 1.2. A stable pair pF, sq on X is a coherent sheaf F on X and a section
s P H0pX,F q satisfying the following two stability conditions: (1) F is pure of dimension
1, (2) the section s : OX Ñ F has cokernel of dimensional 0.

Given a stable pair OX Ñ F , the kernel of s defines a Cohen-Macaulay subcurve
C Ă X , i.e. C has no embedded points; the support of the cokernel of s defines a 0-
dimensional subscheme of C. To a stable pair, the Euler characteristic and the class of
the support C of F is associated:

χpF q “ n P Z and rCs “ β P H2pX,Zq.
For a fixed n and β, there is a projective moduli space of stable pairs PnpX, βq, it is non
empty only if β is an effective curve class. This moduli space is studied in [10], it has
been shown that PnpX, βq is a fine moduli space with a universal stable pair pF, sq over
X ˆ PnpX, βq. Let πX and πP be the projection to the first and second factor, then one
can define the descendent class by:

chkpγq “ πP˚

`
chkpF ´ OXˆPnpX,βqq ¨ π˚

Xγ
˘
.

The invariant in the stable pair theory has the following form:

xchk1pγ1q . . . chkmpγmqyX,PT
n,β :“

ż

rPnpX,βqsvir

mź

i“1

chkipγiq.
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The moduli of stable maps and stable pair are both based upon the geometry of curves
in X , therefore one may hope there exists some links between those two descendent
theories. Indeed, for non-singular projective 3-folds, this correspondence conjecturally
holds: the Gromov-Witten and stable pairs descendent series are related after a change
of variables.

Let DX
PT be the commutative Q-algebra with generators

tchipγq|i ě 0, γ P H˚pX,Qqu
subject to the nature relations

chipλ ¨ γq “ λ chipγq
chipγ̂ ` γq “ chipγ̂q ` chipγq,

For λ P Q and γ, γ̂ P H˚pXq. Define DX
GW similarly as DX

PT using generators τipγq’s. The
GW/PT correspondence is a linear map C

‚ : DX‹

PT Ñ DX
GW, where DX‹

PT is a subalgebra of
DX

PT called essential descendants and the map C
‚ is defined on monomials, for the precise

definition of C‚ and DX‹

PT one can refer [7]. In toric 3-fold case, the precise correspondence
statement is:

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 6 of [7]). Let X be a nonsingular projective toric 3-fold. Let
D P DX‹

PT , β P H2pX,Zq with dβ “
ş
β
c1pXq. Then the GW{PT correspondence holds:

p´qq´dβ{2

˜
ÿ

nPZ

qn xDyX,PT

n,β

¸
“ p´iuqdβ

˜
ÿ

gPZ

u2g´2 xC‚ pDqyX,GW

g,β

¸

after the change of variable ´q “ eiu.

In [7], Virasoro constraints on moduli of stable pairs are proven using the Virasoro
constraints for the Gromov-Witten theory of toric 3-folds and the above GW/PT corre-
spondence. The Virasoro operators LPT

k with k ě ´1 are defined as a operators on DX
PT.

For the precise definition one can refer [7]. The Virasoro constraints states as follows:

Conjecture 1.4 ([7]). Let X be a nonsingular projective 3-fold with only pp, pq-cohomology,
and let β P H2pX,Zq. For all k ě ´1 and D P DX

PT, we have
@
LPT

k pDq
DX,PT

β
“ 0,

where

xDyX,PT
β :“

ÿ

nPZ

qn
ż

rPnpX,βqsvir
D.

The statement of this conjecture about stationary descendants for non-singular pro-
jective toric 3-folds is proven in [7]. A special case is when X “ S ˆ P1 where S is a
smooth projective toric surface, then the Virasoro constraints for this toric 3-fold X are:

@k ě ´1,

C
LPT

k

rź

i“1

chmi
pγi ˆ pq

GX,PT

nrP1s

“ 0,

where γi P H˚pSq, p P H2pP1q is the point class and rP1s P H2pXq is the fiber class.
Specializing to the space PnpS ˆ P1, nrP1sq – HilbnpSq, one gets a new set of Virasoro
constraints for tautological classes on HilbnpSq for toric surfaces. In [6], this constraint is
proven for simply connected surfaces, I will recall the full form of the Virasoro operators
in this Hilbert scheme of points setting in the next section.
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The Hilbert scheme of points can be viewed as a moduli of stable sheaves of rank 1,
therefore one may expect that there is a Virasoro constraint for the moduli of stable
sheaves. In [2], D. van Bree has proposed a Virasoro conjecture for the moduli space of
Gieseker semistable sheaves for surfaces with only pp, pq-cohomology. In [1], Bojko, Lim
and Moreira have proved the Virasoro constraint for moduli spaces of stable torsion-free
sheaves on any curve and on surfaces with only pp, pq-cohomology classes, in particular
the conjecture of D. van Bree is proven.

In this paper, I will combine Moreira’s Virasoro constraints on Hilbert schemes of
points on simply connected surfaces and van Bree’s Virasoro constraints on moduli of
sheaves on surfaces with only (p,p)-cohomology to propose the following conjecture of Vi-
rasoro constraints on moduli of stable sheaves on simply connected surfaces and provide
a proof for this Virasoro constraint in the case of K3 surface.

Conjecture 1.5. Let S be a smooth projective simply connected surface over C and
let H be a fixed polarisation. Choose numbers r ą 0 and c2 and a line bundle L. Let
M “ MH

S pr, L, c2q be the moduli space of Gieseker semistable sheaves of rank r, with
determinant L and second Chern class c2. Assume that all semistable sheaves are also
stable and M has a (twisted) universal sheaf F . Let DS be the holomorphic descendents
defined in the section 2. Let ξ : DS Ñ H˚pM,Cq be the geometric realization defined
in (2) and let Lk, k ě ´1 be the Virasoro operators defined in (2). Then @k ě ´1 and
@D P DS, we have ż

rMsvir
ξFbpdetFq´1{r pLkDq “ 0

In Theorem 2.2, the above conjecture is proven for S being a K3 surface. In section
5, the rank zero case is considered and a modified version of the Virasoro constraints
is proven in proposition 5.6. The idea of the proof is to use the Markman operator to
transform the descendent integrals on moduli of stable sheaves to descendent integrals
on Hilbert schemes of points where the conjecture is proven.

In section 2, I will recall the Virasoro constraints of Moreira and van Bree and for-
mulate the Virasoro constraints on K3 surfaces. In section 3, I will recall the Markman
operator following G.Oberdieck’s expositions [8]. In section 4, I will prove the Virasoro
constraint on moduli of positive rank stable sheaves on K3 surfaces. In section 5, I will
consider the rank 0 case. In section 6, I will propose a set of negative Virasoro operators
on K3 surface. Those negative Virasoro operators combined with the existing Lkě´1

operators will satisfy the Virasoro algebra with central charge epSq.

1.3. Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank his supervisor Martijn Kool
for many useful suggestions. He is also grateful to Woonam Lim for useful conversations.
The author is supported by the ERC Consolidator Grant FourSurf 101087365.

2. Virasoro constraints

Let S be a non-singular and projective K3 surface. There is a bilinear form, called
Mukai pairing, on Λ :“ H˚pS,Zq defined as:

px, yq :“ ´
ż

S

x_y,

where ‚_ is defined as follows: if one writes x “ pr,D, nq as the decomposition of degree
then x_ “ pr,´D, nq. This pairing is symmetric, unimodular, of signature p4, 20q and
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the resulting lattice is called the Mukai lattice. For x “ pr,D, nq P Λ, I will also write

rkpxq “ r, c1pxq “ D, v2pxq “ n.(1)

For a coherent sheaf F on S, its Mukai vector is defined to be v “ chpFq ¨
?
tdS. Let

v P Λ and an ample line bundle H be chosen such thatM :“ MHpvq, the moduli space of
H-semistable sheaves on S with Mukai vector v, does not contain any strictly semistable
sheaves and is a smooth projective and admits a (twisted) universal sheaf. For example,
one could choose v P H1,1pSq, v ‰ 0 and pv, vq ě ´2 and v is not a multiple of a class
by an integer larger than 1, those choices of v are called effective and primitive in the
sense of [5]. Also, for such v, there always exists an ample line bundle H on S such that
MHpvq has the above mentioned properties [5].

Let DS be the commutative algebra generated by symbols called holomorphic descen-
dents of the form:

chH
i pγq for i ě 0, γ P H˚pS,Cq

subject to the linearity relations

chH
i pλ1γ1 ` λ2γ2q “ λ1 ch

H
i pγ1q ` λ2 ch

H
i pγ2q

for λ1, λ2 P C. I also write chH
‚ pγq for the element

chH
‚ pγq “

ÿ

iě0

chH
i pγq P DS.1

Consider the moduli space M :“ MHpvq with r :“ rkpvq ě 1 and the product M ˆ S,
let πM and πS be the projection from M ˆS to M and S. Let F be a universal sheaf or
a twisted universal sheaf. Let me recall the definition in [1] of the geometric realization
with respect to F on M ˆ S as the algebra homomorphism

ξF : DS Ñ H˚pMq,(2)

which acts on generators chH
i pγq with γ P Hp,qpSq as

ξF
`
chH

i pγq
˘

“ πM˚

`
chi`dimpSq´ppFqπ˚

Sγ
˘

Next, I will define the Virasoro operators for K3 surfaces. I combined the form of
Virasoro operators in [6] and in [2]. For k ě ´1, I define operators Rk, Tk, Sk on DS as
follows:

‚ The operator Rk : DS Ñ DS is defined as a derivation by fixing its action on the
generators: given γ P Hp,qpSq,

RkpchH
i pγqq “

˜
kź

j“0

pi` jq
¸
chH

i`kpγq

I take the following conventions: the above product is 1 if k “ ´1 and chH
i`kpγq “ 0 if

i ` k ă 0.
‚ The operator Tk : DS Ñ DS is the operator of multiplication by a fixed element of

DS:

Tk “
ÿ

i`j“k

p´1qdimpSq´pLi!j! chH
i chH

j ptdSq

1The elements in DS can only allow finite sums of descendants, here we may view this infinite sum
lives in a completion of DS .
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where p´1qdimpSq´pLi!j! chH
i chH

j ptdSq 2 is defined as follows: let ∆ : S Ñ S ˆ S be the
diagonal map and let ÿ

t

γLt b γRt “ ∆˚ tdS

be the Künneth decomposition of ∆˚ tdS such that γLt P HpLt ,q
L
t pSq for some pLt , q

L
t , Then

p´1qdimpSq´pLi!j! chH
i chH

j ptdSq “
ÿ

t

p´1qdimpSq´pLt i!j! chH
i pγLt q chH

j pγRt q.

‚ For α P H˚pSq, define the derivation R´1rαs by R´1rαspchH
i pγqq “ chH

i´1pαγq. For
k ě ´1, Sk : D

S Ñ DS is defined

SkpDq “ ´pk ` 1q!
r

ÿ

ti|pLi “0u

R´1rδLi s
`
chH

k`1pδRi qD
˘
, @D P DS,

where r is the rank of the sheaves that the moduli M parameterize and the sum runs
over the terms δLi b δRi of the Künneth decomposition of ∆˚1 P H˚pS ˆ Sq such that
pLi “ 0.

Finally define operators Lk and Lk for k ě ´1 as:

Lk “ Rk ` Tk

Lk “ Rk ` Tk ` Sk
(3)

Remark 2.1. Denote by Srns the Hilbert scheme of points on S parameterizing 0 di-
mensional subschemes of S with length n. Let IZ be the ideal sheaf of the univer-
sal subscheme; equivalently one can write IZ “ OSrNsˆS ´ OZ . When viewing Srns

as a moduli of rank one sheaves, the universal sheaf F is IZ , in this case one has
chpF b pdetFq´1q “ chpFq. Therefore, in the case of Srns, the above defined Virasoro
operators become the Virasoro operators of Moreira in [6]: in [6], the geometric realiza-
tion ξIZ is used. If one considers a surface S with only pp, pq cohomology and a moduli
spaceM of Gieseker semistable sheaves of of rank r ě 1 as the case in [2], then the above
defined Virasoro operators become the Virasoro operators of van Bree [2].

One of the main result of this paper is:

Theorem 2.2. Let S be a non-singular and projective K3 surface. Let D P DS. Let
MHpvq be a moduli of sheaves on S as above with r :“ rkpvq ě 1, and let F be a
universal sheaf. Define F :“ F b pdetFq´1{r as an element of the rational K-theory of
MHpvq ˆ S3 (F is independent of the choice of the universal sheaf F as in [2]). Then
for k ě ´1, we have: ż

MH pvq

ξF pLkDq “ 0.

3. Markman’s monodromy operator

Let S be a non-singular projective K3 surface and let M :“ MHpvq be a moduli
of sheaves on S as the section 2, but in this section, it is possible to take rkpvq “ 0.
Morphisms πM and πS are defined in the same way as the section 2.

2In [1], Tk operators are also defined for curves, in this case dimpSq should be replaced by the
dimension of the curve.

3pdetFq´1{r might not exist as a line bundle, also the geometric realization is well define is this case,
since it only involves Chern characters
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Define the morphism θF : Λ Ñ H2pM,Qq as follows:

θF pxq “ rπM˚pchpFqπ˚
Sp

a
tdS ¨ x_qqs2,

where r‚sk means take the real degree k component of a cohomology class.
The morphism B : H˚pS,Qq Ñ H˚pM,Qq is defined by

Bpxq “ πM˚puv ¨ x_q,(4)

where

uv :“ exp

ˆ
θFpvq
pv, vq

˙
¨ chpFq ¨

a
tdS P H˚pM ˆ S,Qq,

where some pull-backs π˚
M , π˚

S are suppressed. One can check that B is independent of
the choice of the (twisted) universal sheaf F .

Let S1 and S2 be two non-singular projective K3 surfaces with polarizations H1, H2.
Let g : H˚pS1,Zq Ñ H˚pS2,Zq be an isometry of Mukai lattices, assume v1, v2 are two
vectors in the Mukai lattice satisfying assumptions of the section 2 and v2 “ gpv1q. Let
Mi :“ MHi

pviq for i “ 1, 2. Markman defined the transformation γpgq : H˚pM1,Cq Ñ
H˚pM2,Cq in [5]:

γpgqpxq “ π2˚

`
cdimpMq

“
´ π13˚ pπ˚

12 pp1 b gquv1q_ ¨ π˚
23uv2q

‰
¨ π˚

1x
˘
,

where πij (πk) is the projection of M1 ˆ S2 ˆM2 to the pi, jq-th (k-th) factor. The main
properties of γpgq are given in the following theorem:

Theorem 3.1 (Markman). Let S1, S2 and v1, v2 as above. For any isometry g : H˚pS1,Cq Ñ
H˚pS2,Cq such that gpv1q “ v2, γpgq is the unique operator such that:

piq γpgq is a degree-preserving ring isomorphism and is a isometry with respect to
the Poincaré pairing: xx, yy “

ş
M
xy for all x, y P H˚pM,Qq.

piiq pγpgq b gqpuv1q “ uv2.
piiiq γpg1q ˝ γpg2q “ γpg1g2q and γpgq´1 “ γpg´1q(if it makes sens), where g1, g2 are

two isometries.
pivq γpgq pckpTM1

qq “ ckpTM2
q.

The above properties imply thatż

M1

σ “
ż

M2

γpgqpσq @σ P H˚pM1,Qq.

In fact the property pγpgq b gqpuv1q “ uv2 can be expressed in a nicer way using the
B morphism defined in (3):

Lemma 3.2 (Lemma 2.7 of [8]). Let Mi, vi with i “ 1, 2 and g as above. Let the
canonical morphism B : H˚pS,Qq Ñ H˚pMi,Qq be defined as (3) and write Bkpxq for
the component in degree 2k. Let f : H˚pM1,Qq Ñ H˚pM2,Qq be a degree preserving
isometric ring isomorphism. Then the following are equivalent:

piq pf b gqpuv1q “ uv2,
piiq fpBpγqq “ Bpgγq for all γ P H˚pS1,Qq.
Therefore, we have the following commutative diagram.

H˚pS1,Qq H˚pS2,Qq

H˚pM1,Qq H˚pM2,Qq

g

B B

γpgq
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Now, let x1 . . . xk P Λ, consider the following descendent integrals over M :
ż

M

P pBipxjq, clpTMqq,

where P ptij, ulq is a polynomial with Q-coefficients depending on the variables tij , with
j “ 1, . . . , k, i ě 0 and ul, l ě 1.

Using Markman’s operator, Oberdieck proved a universality property for integrals over
M ; this roughly means that integral

ş
M
P pBipxjq, clpTMqq only depends on the polyno-

mial P , the dimension of M and pairings pv, xiq, pxi, xjq for all i, j i.e. the intersection
matrix

ˆ
pv, vq pv, xiqki“1

pxi, vqki“1 pxi, xjqki,j“1

˙
.

I will now explain this in detail. In fact, given the data pMpvq, xiq as above, the Lemma
2.11 of [8] shows that there exists yi P ΛC which have the same above intersection matrix,
and satisfy ż

M

P pBipxjq, clpTMqq “
ż

M

P pBipyjq, clpTMqq

and Spanpv, y1, . . . , ykq is a non-degenerate subspace of ΛC (i.e. the restriction of the in-
ner product of ΛC, induced by the Mukai pairing, onto the subspace is non-degenerate).
The condition dimM ą 2 is used to obtain the Lemma 2.11 of [8], therefore if one always
assume dimM ą 2 then given two pairs pMpvq, xiq and pMpv1q, x1

iq with the same inter-
section matrix, one may always assume that Spanpv, x1, . . . , xkq and Spanpv1, x1

1, . . . , x
1
kq

are non-degenerate.
Then, one can use the following lemma:

Lemma 3.3 (Lemma 2.13 of [8] ). Let V be a finite-dimensional C-vector space with a
C-linear inner product. Let v1, . . . , vk P V and w1, . . . , wk P V be lists of vectors such
that

piq Spanpv1, . . . , vkq is non-degenerate,
piiq Spanpw1, . . . , wkq is non-degenerate,

piiiq xvi, vjy “ xwi, wjy for all i, j.

Then there exists an isometry φ : V Ñ V such that φpviq “ wi for all i.

Since I always assume that Spanpv, x1, . . . , xkq and Spanpv1, x1
1, . . . , x

1
kq are non-degenerate,

by above lemma, there exists an isometry g : H˚pS,Cq Ñ H˚pS 1,Cq taking pv, x1, . . . , xkq
to pv1 “ gv, x1

1 “ gx1, . . . , x
1
k “ gxkq. Therefore by the properties of the Markman oper-

ator and morphism B one has:
ż

Mpvq

P pBipxjq, clpTMpvqqq “
ż

Mpv1q

γpgqP pBipxjq, clpTMpv1qqq

“
ż

Mpv1q

P pBipgxjq, clpTMpv1qqq

“
ż

Mpv1q

P pBipx1
jq, clpTMpv1qqq,

where the first equality is by the Theorem 3.1 and the second equality is by the Lemma
3.2. This leads to the following theorem:
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Theorem 3.4 (Oberdieck [8]). let P ptij, urq be a polynomial depending on the variables
tij, j “ 1, ..., k, i ě 0, and ul, l ě 1. Let also A “ paijqki,j“0 be a pk` 1q ˆ pk` 1q-matrix.
Then there exists IpP,Aq P Q (IpP,Aq is a rational number only depending on P,A)
such that for any M “ MHpvq with dimpMq ą 2 and for x1, ..., xk P Λ also with v P Λ
as above. ˆ

pv, vq pv, xiqki“1

pxi, vqki“1 pxi, xjqki,j“1

˙
“ A,

such that ż

M

P pBipxjq, clpTMqq “ IpP,Aq.

4. Positive rank Virasoro constraints

4.1. dimM ą 2 case. As in Section 2, let S be a non-singular projective K3 surface,
let v “ pr,D, nq P Λ be a Mukai vector with r “ rkpvq ą 0. Assume dimpMHpvqq ą 2.
I would like to use the universality result the Theorem 3.4 introduced in the previous
section to prove the Virasoro constraints for positive rank on MHpvq. Recall that, for all
γ P H˚pS,Cq the symbol chH

i pγq is mapped to H˚pMq by:

chH
‚ pγq “ πM˚

´
ch

´
F b det pFq´1{rkpvq

¯
π˚
Spγq

¯
, @γ P H˚pS,Cq.

We now use following brief calculation to express this in terms of Bp‚q.

πM˚pchpF b det pFq´1{rkpvqqπ˚
Spγqq

“ πM˚pchpFq exp
ˆ

´c1pFq
rkpvq

˙
π˚
Spγqq

“ πM˚

ˆ
chpFq exp

ˆ
´θFppq ` c1pvq

rkpvq

˙
π˚
Spγq

˙

“ exp

ˆ
θF ppq
pp, vq ´ θF pvq

pv, vq

˙
exp

ˆ
θF pvq
pv, vq

˙
πM˚

ˆ
chpFqπ˚

S

ˆ
exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
γ_

a
tdS

´1
˙_ a

tdS

˙

“ exp

ˆ
B1

ˆ
p

pp, vq ´ v

pv, vq

˙˙
B

ˆˆ
exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
γ_

a
tdS

´1
˙˙

,

(5)

where the notation (2) is used, also notice that dimpMq ą 2 implies pv, vq ą 0. The
second equality used the fact that, by Künneth decomposition, c1pFq “ π˚

MpθF ppqq `
π˚
Spc1pvqq, the last line used the fact that B1pxq “ θFpxq for x P vK (see [8]).
Therefore chH

i pγq for γ P Hp,qpSq is the degree 2i´ p ` q component of

exp

ˆ
B1

ˆ
p

pp, vq ´ v

pv, vq

˙˙
B

ˆˆ
exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
γ_

a
tdS

´1
˙˙

.(6)

Consider the evaluation of the integral over Mpvq of a polynomial of chH
i pγq’s. By

Theorem 3.4, one only need to look at the intersection matrix of the classes appearing
in the arguments of B and B1 in (4.1).

Therefore, for L P H2pS,Qq, one needs to keep track of

L exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
,

p

rkpvq , v.
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For p, one needs to keep track of

p,
p

rkpvq , v.

For 1, one needs to keep track of

exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙a
tdS

´1
,

p

rkpvq , v.

Recall that for K3 surface, I have
?
tdS “ 1 ` p. Now, also consider the descendent

of the form chH
k p1 ` pq. chH

k p1 ` pq is the degree 2k component of the following class
”
πM˚

´
chpF b det pFq´1{rkpvqqπ˚

Sp1 ` pq
¯ı

k
,

which equals chH
k p1q ` chH

k ppq. Using the fact p1 ` pq
?
tdS

´1 “ 1; for chkp1 ` pq one
needs to track

exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
,

p

rkpvq , v.

One can choose the generators of DS as

tchH
j pLiq, chH

k ppq, chH
l p1 ` pq|j, k, l P N, tLiui forms a basis of H2pS,Cqu.(7)

Using this set of generators, one only needs to keep track of the intersection matrix of
the following elements to evaluate descendent integrals.

Li exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
, with Li P H2pS,Cq; exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
; p;

p

rkpvq ; v.(8)

One can calculate Mukai pairings between the above classes, the only interesting pairings
are:

pv, Li exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
q “ 0

pp{rkpvq, Li exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
q “ 0

pLi exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
, Lj exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
q “ LiLj

pexp
ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
, Li exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
q “ 0

pv, exp
ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
q “ D2

2r
´ n,

p p

rkpvq , exp
ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
q “ ´1

r

pexp
ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
, exp

ˆ
c1pvq
rkpvq

˙
q “ 0

pp, vq “ ´r
Consider the following integral:

ż

Mpvq

P pchipLjq, chlppq, chkp1 ` pqq ,
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where P is a polynomial, Lj P H2pS,Qq and v “ pr,D, nq. This integral is defined for
general v P Λ that satisfies assumptions of Section 2, one can now take a specific value
by setting v “ 1 ´ pn ´ 1qp, which leads to the following

Lemma 4.1. Let P be a polynomial with variables in (4.1), and v “ pr,D, nq
ż

Mpvq

P
`
chH

i pLjq, chH
l ppq, chH

k p1 ` pq
˘

“
ż

SrNs

P

ˆ
chH

i pLjq, r chH
l ppq, 1

r
chH

k p1 ` pq
˙
,

where 2N ´ 2 “ pv, vq “ D2 ´ 2rn.

Proof. We now consider the RHS of (4.1). By setting v “ 1 ´ pN ´ 1qp, I have:
p1 ´ pN ´ 1qp,1 ´ pN ´ 1qpq “ 2N ´ 2 “ pv, vq “ D2 ´ 2rn.

The classes in (4.1) become (up to multiplication of 1{r or r):

Li, for Li P H2pSq; 1

r
; rp; p; 1 ´ pN ´ 1qp.(9)

Notice that 1 is multiplied with 1{r and p is multiplied with r, this is harmless since
r ą 0. One can calculate Mukai pairings among these classes, the only interesting
pairings are the following:

pLi, Ljq “ LiLj

pv, 1
r

q “ 1

r
pN ´ 1q “ 1

r
p1
2
D2 ´ rnq

pp, 1
r

q “ ´1

r
pp, vq “ ´r.

By comparing with the pairings of (4.1) one can see that (4.1) and (4.1) have the same
pairing matrix.

By the last line of (4.1), the class p in (4.1) comes from the B1 part of chH
i ppq, it is

multiplied by r in (4.1), therefore it comes from the B1 part of r chH
i ppq; analogously,

1{r in (4.1) comes from 1{r chH
i p1`pq. Therefore, the classes in (4.1) are the arguments

of B and B1 function of

tchH
j pLiq, r chH

k ppq, 1
r
chH

l p1 ` pq|j, k, l P N, tLiui forms a basis of H2pS,Cqu.

Therefore by Theorem 3.4, the lemma is true. �

In the following paragraphs, I will use the above lemma to prove the Virasoro con-
straints on Mpvq in the positive rank case. Without of lose of generality one can always
assume D P DS is a monomial and D does not contain chH

i p1q’s, since one can always
use the relation

chH
k p1 ` pq “ chH

k p1q ` chH
k ppq(10)

to rewrite D. Then by the Lemma 4.1, one has
ż

Mpvq

RkD “ rNp

ż

SrNs

RkD,
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where Np is the number of chH
i ppq minus the number of chH

j p1 ` pq in D. Next, I claim
that ż

Mpvq

TkD “ rNp

ż

SrNs

TkD.(11)

For Tk, the terms which are of interest are the terms containing chip1q or chippq, in
Tk those terms are:

ÿ

a`b“k

`
a!b! chH

a p1q chH
b ppq ` a!b! chH

a ppq chH
b p1q

˘
.

and ÿ

a`b“k

a!b! chH
a chH

b p2pq

All the contributions from H2pS,Qq b H2pS,Qq cause no problem, since they only con-
tains descendants of the form chH

i pLq with i P N, L P H2pS,Qq and therefore by lemma
4.1, their contributions remain the same.

For the first term, one can use the relation (4.1) to rewrite it as:

ÿ

a`b“k

ˆ
a!b!

„
chH

a p1 ` pq ´ chH
a ppq


chH

b ppq(12)

` a!b! chH
a ppq

„
chH

b p1 ` pq ´ chH
b ppq

˙
.

Using lemma 4.1 to pass from integral over Mpvq to SrNs, (4.1) becomes:

ÿ

a`b“k

ˆ
a!b!

„
1

r
chH

a p1 ` pq ´ r chH
a ppq


r chH

b ppq(13)

` a!b!r chH
a ppq

„
1

r
chH

b p1 ` pq ´ r chH
b ppq

˙

“
ÿ

a`b“k

ˆ
2a!b!p1 ´ r2q chH

a ppq chH
b ppq

˙

`
ÿ

a`b“k

ˆ
a!b! chH

a p1q chH
b ppq ` a!b! chH

a ppq chH
b p1q

˙
.

Next, consider the term
ř

a`b“k a!b! ch
H
a chH

b p2pq, when passing from integral over Mpvq
to SrNs using lemma 4.1, this term becomes:

ÿ

a`b“k

2a!b!r2 chH
a ppq chH

b ppq(14)

“
ÿ

a`b“k

2a!b! chH
a ppq chH

b ppq `
ÿ

a`b“k

2a!b!pr2 ´ 1q chH
a ppq chH

b ppq

Therefore (4.1), (4.1) and the fact that other künneth component cause no problems
imply (4.1).

Now, let us look at the Sk term. The classes in H0,qpSq are 1 P H0,0pSq and σ P
H0,2pSq. There is only one such σ up to scaling, since dim H0,2pSq “ 1. Let us first look
at the term

´1

r
pk ` 1q!R´1r1s

`
chH

k`1ppqD
˘
.
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Evidently, when passing from integral over Mpvq to SrNs, this term changes to

´rNppk ` 1q!R´1r1s
`
chH

k`1ppqD
˘
.

Now consider the term

´1

r
pk ` 1q!R´1rσs

`
chH

k`1pσqD
˘
,(15)

where σ ¨ σ “ p. Notice that for δ P H˚pSq, σ ¨ δ ‰ 0 ùñ δ “ σ or 1 or a linear
combination of those. Because we assumed that chip1q does not appear in D, the terms
that survive in (4.1) are terms produced when R´1rσs acts on different chH

i pσq’s or on
different chH

i p1`pq’s. In the first case, it will create an additional chi´1ppq; in the second
case, it will destroy an chH

i p1 ` pq, in either case it will produce a factor r. Thus when
passing from integral over Mpvq to SrNs, (4.1) changes to

´rNppk ` 1q!R´1rσs chH
k`1pσqD.

Therefore we find: ż

Mpvq

SkD “ rNp

ż

SrNs

SkD.

Because the Virasoro constraints on SrNs are proven [6], the Virasoro constraints on
Mpvq are also valid. This proves Theorem 2.2 for dimM ą 2.

4.2. dimM “ 2 case. As before, let S be a non-singular projective K3 surface, let v be
a Mukai vector with rkpvq ą 0. In this case, I will recall some facts following Section 2.4
of [8]. Let M :“ MHpvq be a 2-dimensional moduli space of stable sheaves, hence it is a
K3 surface. There is the following well known isometry of Mukai lattices:

rΦ : H˚pS,Qq Ñ H˚pM,Qq, γ ÞÑ πM˚pe´c1pFq{rkpvqvpF qπ˚
Spγqq,

where vpFq :“ chpFq
a
tdMˆS. The fact that rΦ is a Hodge isometry implies:

rΦppq “ rkpvq1, rΦpLq “ φpLq, rΦp1q “ 1

rkpvqp,

where φ : H2pS,Qq Ñ H2pM,Qq is a Hodge isometry, which means φ is an isometry
with respect to the Mukai paring of S and M , since M is also a K3 surface.

One has the following identities by direct calculation:

chH
i pγq “

„
1?
tdM

rΦ
ˆ

γ?
tdS

˙ 

2i´p`q

for γ P Hp,qpSq.

chipγq “
„

1?
tdM

rΦ
ˆ

γ?
tdS

˙ 

2 degpγq`2i´4

for γ P H˚pS,Qq.

Here the new symbole chkpγq has its geometric realization as:

chkpγq “ πM˚

`
chkpF b pdetFq´1{rq ¨ π˚

Sγ
˘
.

For γ P Hp,qpSq one has:

chH
i pγq “ chi`1` q´p

2

pγq.(16)

Similarly as before:

chH
i p1 ` pq “

„
1?
tdM

rΦ
ˆ
1 ` p?
tdS

˙ 

2i

“ chH
i p1q ` chH

i ppq.
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Because dim M “ 2, one can explicitly calculate the cohomology class of chH
i pγq. The

non zero ones among them are:

chH
0 ppq “ rkpvq1,

chH
2 ppq “ ´rkpvqp,

ch2pγq “ φpγq, where γ P H2pSq
chH

2 p1q “ ´rkpvq1

chH
4 p1q “

ˆ
1

rkpvq ` rkpvq
˙
p

chH
2 p1 ` pq “ 1

rkpvqp.

In fact, the geometric realization of chH
i ppq, chH

i p1q are the same as chippq, chip1q. For
γ P H2pS,Cq, using ch2pγq will make notation simpler since only ch2pγq ‰ 0 whereas
there are potentially several i such that chH

i pγq ‰ 0.

Lemma 4.2. Let S be a non-singular and projective K3 surface, and let v,MHpvq be
defined as above. Suppose MHpvq is 2 dimensional, and suppose r :“ rkpvq ą 0. Then

ż

M

P
`
chH

i ppq, chH
j pγlq, chH

k p1 ` pq
˘

“
ż

Sr1s

P

ˆ
r chH

i ppq, chH
j pγlq,

1

r
chH

k p1 ` pq
˙
,

where P is a polynomial and γl P H2pS,Qq.
One can use (4.2) to rewrite chH

i pγq as ch2pγq. The only monomials whose integral
on M are non zero have one of the following three forms (up to multiplication by a
constant):

“
chH

0 ppq
‰N

ch2pγ1q ch2pγ2q
“
chH

0 ppq
‰N

chH
2 ppq

“
chH

0 ppq
‰N

chH
2 p1 ` pq,

where N is some non-negative integer and γ1, γ2 P H2pS,Cq. Their integral over M are:
ż

M

“
chH

0 ppq
‰N

ch2pγ1q ch2pγ2q “ rN ¨ pφpγ1q, φpγ2qq

“ rN ¨ pγ1, γ2qż

M

“
chH

0 ppq
‰N

chH
2 ppq “ ´rN`1

ż

M

“
chH

0 ppq
‰N

chH
2 p1 ` pq “ rN´1.

One can also evaluate integrals on Sr1s:
ż

Sr1s

“
r chH

0 ppq
‰N

ch2pγ1q ch2pγ2q “ rN ¨ pφpγ1q, φpγ2qq

“ rN ¨ pγ1, γ2qż

Sr1s

“
r chH

0 ppq
‰N“

r chH
2 ppq

‰
“ ´rN`1
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ż

Sr1s

“
r chH

0 ppq
‰N ¨ 1

r
chH

2 p1 ` pq “ rN´1.

By comparing the two evaluations, lemma 4.2 is proven. Therefore one can use the
same argument as in subsection 4.1 to show the Virasoro constraints are valid in case of
dim M “ 2. Combined with the result of previous subsection, Theorem 2.2 is proven.

5. Rank 0 case

The Virasoro operator in the section 4 only works for the strictly positive rank case,
since the definition of Sk has the constant 1

r
. To solve this, one needs the concept of

δ-normalized universal sheaf [1] which will be presented in the following subsection.

5.1. δ-normalized universal sheaf and the invariant Virasoro operator. Let me
recall the notion of δ-normalized universal sheaf in [1]. Let v P Λ M :“ MHpvq and
πM , πS being defined as above. And I assume that there exists a universal sheaf on
M ˆ S. Let α P K0pXqQ be the topological type of sheaves that M parameterizes,
i.e. one has chpαq ¨

?
tdS “ v. Suppose δ P H‚pS,Zq is an algebraic class such thatş

S
δ ¨ chpαq ‰ 0. We say a universal sheaf G is δ-normalized if

ξGpchH
1 pδqq “ 0.

By the remark 2.14 of [1], the δ-normalized universal sheaf always exists and is unique as
an element of the rational K-theory of M ˆX . Let F be any universal sheaf, its unique
δ-normalized universal sheaf is:

Fδ “ F b e´ξF pchH

1
pδqq{

ş
S
δ¨chpαq.

Also by the same remark, ξGδ
“ ξG ˝ η where η : DS Ñ DS is defined as:

η “
ÿ

jě0

ˆ
´ chH

1 pδqş
S
δ ¨ chpαq

˙j

R
j
´1.

Therefore, the geometric realization with respect to δ-normalized sheaf is still valid even
such a sheaf does not exist in usual sense. By direct calculation one can check that
pF bLqδ “ Fδ for any line bundle L on M . Since we want that the geometric realisation
of any D P DS is independent of choice of the universal sheaf, δ-normalised universal
sheaf will be a good choice to formulate the Virasoro constraint. For rank zero sheaves,
p-normalised universal sheaf is clearly not possible, since

ş
S
p ¨chpαq “ 0. A good choice,

in this case, would be a Y -normalised universal sheaf, for some Y P H1,1pSq, which will
be used in the next subsection.

Now, as in previous sections, let v “ pr, d, nq with r ą 0. For later use, let me introduce
the following notations:

Lk :“ Rk ` Tk

Sk,0 :“ ´pk ` 1q!
r

R´1 ch
H
k`1ppq

Sk,2 :“ ´pk ` 1q!
r

R´1rσs chH
k`1pσq,

Where σ P H0,2pSq with S a K3 surface and σ ¨ σ “ p. As before, for a D P DS,

Sk,0pDq “ ´pk ` 1q!
r

R´1pchH
k`1ppqDq,

similar for Sk,2. Also, one has Sk “ Sk,0 ` Sk,2.
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Proposition 5.1. As before, let Lk “ Rk`Tk`Sk. The commutation relation rR´1,Lks “
pk ` 1qLk´1 is true.

Proof. The relation rR´1, Lks “ pk ` 1qLk´1 is already checked in [1]. Let us calculate
rR´1, Sks, using ř

t δ
L
t b δRt as the Künneth decomposition of ∆˚1 P H˚pS ˆ Sq :

rR´1, SksD “ R´1SkD ´ SkR´1D

“ ´pk ` 1q!
r

ÿ

tt|pLt “0u

R´1rδLt s
ˆ
chH

k pδRt qD ` chH
k`1pδRt qR´1D

˙

´ SkR´1D

“ ´pk ` 1q!
r

ÿ

tt|pLt “0u

R´1rδLt s
ˆ
chH

k pδRt qD
˙

“ pk ` 1qSk´1D,

where in the second line, I used that R´1 commutes with R´1rγs. Therefore I have
rR´1,Lks “ pk ` 1qLk´1. �

Define the following invariant Virasoro operator as in [1].

Linv :“
ÿ

jě´1

p´1qj
pj ` 1q!LjR

j`1
´1(17)

Using the commutation relation

rR´1,Lks “ pk ` 1qLk´1

one has:

R´1Linv “
ÿ

jě´1

p´1qj
pj ` 1q!LjR

j`2
´1 `

ÿ

jě´1

p´1qj
pj ` 1q!pj ` 1qLj´1R

j`1
´1 “ 0.

Therefore the geometric realization of LinvD,D P DS does not depend on the choice of
universal sheaf, by lemma 2.8 of [1]. More precisely, this means the following: given two
universal sheaf F and F 1 “ F b π˚

ML where L is a line bundle on M , then

ξFpLinvDq “ ξF 1pLinvDq @D P DS.

Therefore I could omit the geometric realization and write
ż

M

LinvD.

In the positive rank case, I have used F b detpFq´1{r in the geometric realization,
which is not a universal sheaf. One can adapt lemma 2.19 of [1] to show that the
Virasoro constraint is equivalent when using F bdetpFq´1{r or F bdetpFq´1{r bπ˚

S∆
1{r,

where ∆ P PicpSq such that c1p∆q “ c1pvq. Also one can check that the latter sheaf is a
p-normalised universal sheaf.

Proposition 5.2.
ż

M

ξFbdetpFq´1{r pLkDq “ 0 @k ě ´1, @D P DS

ðñ
ż

M

ξFbdetpFq´1{rbπ˚
S
∆1{r pLkDq “ 0 @k ě ´1, @D P DS,
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where ∆ P PicpSq such that c1p∆q “ c1pvq. Also F b detpFq´1{r b π˚
S∆

1{r is a p-
normalised sheaf.

Proof. One need to show that in K3 case, the algebra isomorphism F : DS Ñ DS in
lemma 2.19 of [1] satisfies Lk ˝ F “ F ˝Lk for all k ě ´1. More precisely: recall that F
is defined as F

`
chH

i pγq
˘

“ chH
i

`
ec1pLqγ

˘
with L P PicpSq, and It is already shown in [1]

that Lk ˝F “ F ˝Lk for k ě ´1. I need to show F ˝Sk “ Sk ˝F in addition. This is true
since F commutes with R´1, R´1rγs and

FSkD “ ´pk ` 1q!
r

F

ˆ
R´1rσs

`
chH

k`1pσqD
˘

` R´1

`
chH

k`1ppqD
˘ ˙

“ ´pk ` 1q!
r

ˆ
R´1rσs

`
F chH

k`1pσqD
˘

` R´1

`
F chH

k`1ppqD
˘ ˙

“ ´pk ` 1q!
r

ˆ
R´1rσs

`
chH

k`1pσqFD
˘

` R´1

`
chH

k`1ppqFD
˘ ˙

“ Sk FD,

where σ is the only class in H0,2pSq and ec1pHq ¨ σ “ σ is used. �

Consider Mukai vector v “ pn, d, 0q with n, d ‰ 0. I want to find a Virasoro operators
LY

k “ Rk`Tk`SY
k which satisfy the Virasoro constraints when using geometric realization

with a Y -normalised universal sheaf FY , where Y P H1,1pSq. This means I want to find
Virasoro operators LY

k which satisfy:
ż

Mpn,d,0q

ξFY
pLY

kDq “ 0, @D P DS, @k ě ´1.(18)

Let me define the SY
k operator as follows:

SY
k,0 :“ ´ pk ` 1q!ş

S
Y ¨ chpαqR´1 ch

H
k`1pY q

SY
k,2 :“ ´pk ` 1q!

n
R´1rσs chHk`1pσq

SY
k :“ SY

k,0 ` SY
k,2,

(19)

where σ P H0,2pXq, chpαq ¨
?
tdS “ v and σσ “ p. It turns out that this is the correct

definition of SY
k in order for the Virasoro operators to satisfy the desired property (5.1).

I will prove this statement in the following paragraphs.

Proposition 5.3. Let v “ pn, d, rq with n, d ‰ 0 be a Mukai vector, and let Y P H1,1pSq,
then: ż

Mpvq

ξFY
pLY

kDq “ 0 for any k ě ´1, D P DS

ðñ
ż

Mpvq

LinvD “ 0.

To prove this proposition, I need the following

Claim 5.4. LY
k pJDq “ JLY

k D where J “ chH
1 pY q P DS.

proof of claim.

RkpJDq “ pk ` 1q! chH
k`1pY qD ` JRkD
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TkpJDq “ JTkD

SY
k,0pJDq “ ´ pk ` 1q!ş

S
Y ¨ chpαqR´1

`
chH

k`1pY qJD
˘

“ JSY
k,0pDq ´ pk ` 1q!ş

S
Y ¨ chpαq ch

H
k`1pY q chH

0 pY qD

“ JSY
k,0pDq ´ pk ` 1q! chH

k`1pY qD

SY
k,2pJDq “ ´pk ` 1q!

n
R´1rσs

`
chH

k`1pσqJD
˘

“ JSY
k,2pDq since R´1rγsJ “ 0.

Summing all terms gives the claim. �

Proof of proposition. This proof of the Proposition 5.3 adapts the proof of the Proposi-
tion 2.16 of [1]. To be more complete, I write the entire proof. First note:

ÿ

jě´1

p´1qj
pj ` 1q!S

Y
j,0R

j`1
´1

“ ´ 1ş
S
Y ¨ chpαq

ÿ

jě´1

p´1qj
`
chH

j pY qRj`1
´1 ` chH

j`1pY qRj`2
´1

˘
“ 0,

(20)

where the convention chH
iă0pY q “ 0 is used as before. Analogously, one also has

(21)
ÿ

jě´1

p´1qj
pj ` 1q!Sj,0R

j`1
´1 “ 0.

Therefore

Linv “
ÿ

jě´1

p´1qj
pj ` 1q!pLj ` Sj,0 ` Sj,2qRj`1

´1

“
ÿ

jě´1

p´1qj
pj ` 1q!pLj ` SY

j,0 ` SY
j,2qRj`1

´1

“
ÿ

jě´1

p´1qj
pj ` 1q!L

Y
j R

j`1
´1 ,

(22)

where the second equality uses (5.1) and (5.1) and SY
k,2 “ Sk,2. Therefore ùñ is obvious.

Let us prove ðù next. The idea is to prove by induction, suppose the first part of
the proposition holds for every k1 ą k (it certainly holds for k1 ą dimpMq for degree
reasons). Let J “ chH

1 pY q P DS as before, then the fact that FY is Y -normalised implies:
ξFY

pJq “ 0. Applying Linv in (5.1) to Jk`1D gives

0 “
ż

Mpvq

ξFY

`
Linv

`
Jk`1D

˘˘
“

ÿ

jě´1

p´1qj
pj ` 1q!

ż

Mpvq

ξFY

`
LY

j R
j`1
´1

`
Jk`1D

˘˘
(23)

Since R´1 is a derivation and R´1pJq “ chH
0 pY q “

ş
S
Y ¨ chpαq, I have

R
j`1
´1

`
Jk`1D

˘
“

j`1ÿ

s“0

ˆ
j ` 1

s

˙
Rs

´1

`
Jk`1

˘
R

j`1´s
´1 pDq
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“
minpk`1,j`1qÿ

s“0

ˆ
j ` 1

s

˙ pk ` 1q!
pk ` 1 ´ sq!z

sJk`1´sR
j`1´s
´1 pDq,(24)

where I denote z “
ş
S
δ ¨ chpαq. Using the fact that LY

k commutes with J , i.e. the Claim
5.4 and ξFY

pJq “ 0, one has that the only non vanishing terms in (5.1) come from the
terms with k “ s ´ 1 in (5.1). Therefore:

0 “
ÿ

jěk

p´1qj
pj ´ kq!z

k`1

ż

Mpvq

ξFY

´
LY

j R
j´k
´1 pDq

¯
.

By induction hypothesis, all terms with j ą k vanishes, therefore one has:

0 “
ż

Mpvq

ξFY

`
LY

kD
˘
.

This finishes the proof. �

In section 3, I have proven:
ż

Mpn,d,0q

ξFbpdetFq´1{npLkDq “ 0, @D P DS, @k ě ´1,

which, by the Proposition 5.2, implies
ż

Mpn,d,0q

ξFp
pLkDq “ 0, @D P DS, @k ě ´1.

This implies, by the definition (5.1) of Linv, that:ż

Mpn,d,0q

ξFp
pLinvDq “

ż

Mpn,d,0q

LinvD “ 0, @D P DS.

Above, by the Proposition 5.3, implies:
ż

Mpn,d,0q

ξFY
pLY

kDq “ 0, @D P DS, @k ě ´1.

5.2. Using Markman operator to deduce Virasoro for rank zero case. Now
write the sheaf FY in terms of the language of [8]:

FY “ F b e´ξF pchH

1
pY qq{

ş
S
Y ¨chpαq

“ F b exp

ˆ
θF pY q
pY, vq

˙

“ F b exp

ˆ
θF pvq
pv, vq

˙
b exp

ˆ
θF pY q
pY, vq ´ θFpvq

pv, vq

˙
,

where those are identities in K-group of coherent sheaves on M ˆ S. Therefore, by
similar calculations as (4.1), one has:

ξFY
pchH

‚ pγqq “ exp

ˆ
B1

ˆ
Y

pY, vq ´ v

pv, vq

˙˙
B

´
γ_

a
tdS

´1
¯
.(25)

Therefore in order to use the Markmann operator one only needs to keep track of inter-
section matrix of pv,p,1, Liq, where Li P H2pSq and Y “ Li for one of the i’s.

Consider another Mukai vector v1 “ p0, d, nq, SpanCpv,p,1, Liq and SpanCpv1,1,p, Liq
with Li P H2pXq are non-degenerate with respect to the Mukai pairing. Then pv,p,1, Liq
and pv1,1,p, Liq have the same intersection matrix, therefore by Lemma 3.3, there is an
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isometry sending v ÞÑ v1, 1 ÞÑ p, p ÞÑ 1 and Li ÞÑ Li. Thus let us define operator
M : DS Ñ DS which is an algebra isomorphism as

MpchH
i p1qq “ chH

i p´1q
MpchH

i ppqq “ chH
i p1 ` pq

MpchH
i pLiqq “ chH

i pLiq
The operator M is defined to make the intersection matrix of the arguments of function
Bp‚q in (5.2) invariant after the isometry.

In resume, the following constraint onMpv1q is proven by the Theorem 2.2 and section
5.1: ż

Mpv1q

ξFY

`
M ˝ LY

k D
˘

“ 0, @D P DS, @k ě ´1.(26)

We also need the following lemma to transform (5.2) in to a nicer form.

Lemma 5.5. M ˝ M “ id, M ˝ Rk “ Rk ˝ M and M ˝ Tk “ Tk ˝ M.

Proof of lemma. M ˝ M “ id and M ˝ Rk “ Rk ˝ M are obvious.

MTk

“ M

˜
ÿ

i`j“k

p´1q2´pLi!j! chH
i chH

j ptdSq
¸

“ M

¨
˚̊
˝

ÿ

i`j“k

γL
i ,γR

i PH2pSq

p´1q2´pLi!j! chH
i pγLi q chH

j pγRi q `
ÿ

i`j“k

i!j!
`
chH

i p1q chH
j ppq ` chH

i p1q chH
j ppq

˘
˛
‹‹‚

` M

˜
2

ÿ

i`j“k

i!j! chH
i ppq chH

j ppq
¸

“
ÿ

i`j“k

γL
i ,γR

i PH2pSq

p´1q2´pLi!j! chH
i pγLi q chH

j pγRi q

`
ÿ

i`j“k

i!j!
“
´ chH

i p1q chH
j ppq ´ chH

i ppq chH
j p1q ´ 2 chH

i p1q chH
j p1q

‰

` 2
ÿ

i`j“k

i!j!
“
chH

i p1q chH
j p1q ` chH

i p1q chH
j ppq ` chH

i ppq chH
j p1q ` chH

i ppq chH
j ppq

‰

“ Tk.

�

Therefore the following constraint, in the rank zero case, is true:

Proposition 5.6. Let v “ p0, d, nq with d, n ą 0 be a Mukai vector, let Y P H1,1pSq and
let SY

k :“ SY
k,0 ` SY

k,2 as defined in (5.1), then the following constraints are true:
ż

Mpvq

ξFY

ˆ `
Rk ` Tk ` M ˝ SY

k ˝ M
˘
D

˙
“ 0 @D P DS, @k ě ´1.

The lemma 5.5 means that the operator M keeps the operator Lk “ Rk `Tk invariant,
which justify to call above constraint the Virasoro constraint.
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Remark 5.7. Assume F P Mp0,d,nq with n ą 0. On the set level, the map F ÞÑ FD :“
E xtpF, ωSq is a bijection, notice that E xtpF, ωSq – RHompF,OSqr1s “ F_r1s. The type
of F_ is chpF_r1sq “ p0, d,´nq, therefore one may expect that the proposition 5 also
holds for spaces Mp0,d,´nq with d, n ą 0.

6. Negative Virasoro operators

In this section, let S be a K3 surface as before. In [1], the Virasoro operators are related
with lattice vertex algebra operators. Inspired by this correspondence, I will construct
the operators Lkă´1 which along with previously defined Lkě´1 form a Virasoro algebra
with the central charge epSq “ 24, the topological Euler characteristic of S.

Let k ą 1 define the following derivations:

@γ P H˚pS,Cq, R´k ch
H
i pγq “

#
pi´kq!
pi´1q!

chH
i´kpγq, if i ě k

0, otherwise

Define the operator dirvs acting on D P DS as a derivation as follows:

@i ą 0, j ě 0, dirvs chH
j pγq “ δij

pi´ 1q!

ż

S

γ ¨ v @γ P H˚pS,Cq.

for v a homogeneous element of H˚pS,Cq. Let ř
i δ

L
i bδRi be the Künneth decomposition

of the diagonal class ∆ P H˚pSˆS,Cq and δLi , δRj have Hodge type ppLi , qLi q and ppRi , qRi q,
respectively. Next, choose such a Künneth decomposition

ř
w δ

L
wbδRw , define the operator

T´k as4:

T´k “ ´1

4

ÿ

w

ÿ

i`j“k
ią0
ją0

p´1qpLwpRw djrδLws dirδRw s `
ˆ
1

4

ż

S

tdS

˙ ÿ

i`j“k
ią0
ją0

djrps dirps.

By the same reason why Tk, k ě ´1 are independent of the representations of the
Künneth decomposition, which is since Tk was defined in a multi-linear way, one can
see that T´k, k ą 0 are also independent of the Künneth decomposition.

To clarify calculations, I will choose a particular representation of Künneth decompo-
sition. Let tαiui be a basis for H˚pS,Cq, define tα_

i ui to be the unique vectors satisfyingş
S
αjα

_
i “ δij. Then

ř
i αi b α_

i is a Künneth decomposition. One can choose the basis
B of H˚pS,Cq in such a way that: 1 P B and 1

_ “ p P B; also σ, σ_ “ σ P B where
σ P H2,0pSq; γ_ “ γ P B for all γ “ H1,1pSq. That means:

B “ tγ, γ_|γ P H0pS,Cq Y H2,0pS,Cqu Y B1,1,

where B1,1 “ tγ1, . . . , γsu is a basis of H1,1pS,Cq such that
ş
S
γiγj “ δij . This is possible

since this symmetric paring is non-degenerate on H1,1pS,Cq and can be diagonalized.
The operator T´k now becomes:

T´k “ ´1

4

ÿ

vPB

ÿ

i`j“k
ią0
ją0

p´1qpv djrvs dirv_s `
ˆ
1

4

ż

S

tdS

˙ ÿ

i`j“k
ią0
ją0

djrps dirps,

4For surfaces with only even cohomology, p´1qdimpSq´pL

“ p´1qp
LpR

. The latter format is used in
[6],
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where pv is defined by v P Hpv,qvpS,Cq. Also define the operator L´k as:

L´k “ R´k ` T´k.(27)

In this subsection, I will prove the following proposition:

Proposition 6.1. Let S be a K3 surface and let the operators tLk : DS Ñ DSukPZ be
defined as (2) when k ě ´1 and be defined as (6) when k ă ´1 then the following
commutation relation is true:

rLl, L´ks “ p´l ´ kqLl´k ` k3 ´ k

12
¨ epSq ¨ δk,l,

where epSq is the topological Euler characteristic of S.

Proof. I also write D P DS as a monomial containing only descendants of the form
chH

i pv P Bq. In order to clarify the action of T´k, for any D P DS, I can rewrite D in the
following form (since S only has even cohomology, all descendants commute with each
other):

D “
ź

vPB

ź

kąią0

`
chH

i pvq
˘ni,v ¨D0 ¨Děk

“ Dăk ¨D0 ¨ Děk,

whereD0, Dăk, Děk contains, respectively, only descendent of the form chH
0 pv P Bq,chH

0ă‚ăkpv P
Bq and chH

ěkpv P Bq. The reason why I write D in this form is that T´k will only act
non trivially on Dăk part, and R´k will only act non trivially on Děk part.

Let k ą 1, l ě ´1 I calculate some commutators now:

rRl, T´kspDăkD0Děkq “ pRlT´kDăkqpD0Děkq ` pT´kDăkqpRlD0Děkq
´ pT´kRlDăkqpD0Děkq ´ pT´kDăkqpRlD0Děkq

“ pRlT´kDăkqpD0Děkq ´ pT´kRlDăkqpD0Děkq
To calculate RlT´kDăk ´ T´kRlDăk, let me calculate the following first:

pRldjrvsdirv_s ´ djrvs dirv_sRlqDăk,(28)

where i, j are fixed integers satisfying i ` j “ k, i ą 0, j ą 0. If Rl acts on chH
i´lpvq in

Dăk then its contribution to ´ djrvs dirv_sRlDăk is:

´ i!

pi´ l ´ 1q!
1

pi´ 1q!
1

pj ´ 1q!ni´l,vnj,v_pni,v ` 1q Dăk

chH
i´lpvq chH

j pv_q
;(29)

when Rl acts on chH
j´lpv_q, it gives:

´ j!

pj ´ l ´ 1q!
1

pi´ 1q!
1

pj ´ 1q!nj´l,v_pnj,v_ ` 1qni,v

Dăk

chH
j´lpv_q chH

i pvq
;(30)

when Rl acts on chH
i pvq or on chH

j pv_q it gives respectively:

´ pl ` iq!
pi´ 1q!

1

pi´ 1q!
1

pj ´ 1q!ni,vnj,v_pni,v ´ 1q Dăk ch
H
i`lpvq

chH
i pvq chH

j pv_q chH
i pvq

and(31)

´ pl ` jqq!
pj ´ 1q!

1

pi´ 1q!
1

pj ´ 1q!nj,v_pnj,v_ ´ 1qni,v

Dăk ch
H
j`lpv_q

chH
j pv_q chH

j pv_q chH
i pvq

(32)
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when Rl acts on other descendants, say chH
p pwq, it gives:

´pl ` pqq!
pp ´ 1q!

1

pi´ 1q!
1

pj ´ 1q!np,wnj,v_ni,v

Dăk ch
H
p`lpwq

chH
p pwq chH

j pv_q chH
i pvq

.(33)

Now, let us look at the first term of (6):

Rldjrvsdirv_sDăk “ 1

pi´ 1q!
1

pj ´ 1q!nj,v_ni,vRl

Dăk

chH
j pv_q chH

i pvq
,

It is easy to see that when Rl does not act on chH
i´lpvq and not on chH

j´lpv_q, but on

chH
i pvq, chH

j pv_q, chH
p pwq respectively, it gives ´(6), ´(6) and ´(6) as above. When Rl

acts on chH
i´lpvq or on chH

j´lpv_q it gives:

i!

pi´ l ´ 1q!
1

pi´ 1q!
1

pj ´ 1q!ni´l,vnj,v_ni,v

Dăk

chH
i´lpvq chH

j pv_q
and(34)

j!

pj ´ l ´ 1q!
1

pi´ 1q!
1

pj ´ 1q!nj´l,v_nj,v_ni,v

Dăk

chH
j´lpv_q chH

i pvq
.(35)

Summing (6), (6), (6) and (6) gives:

(6) “ ´ i!

pi´ l ´ 1q!
1

pi´ 1q!
1

pj ´ 1q!ni´l,vnj,v_

Dăk

chH
i´lpvq chH

j pv_q

´ j!

pj ´ l ´ 1q!
1

pi ´ 1q!
1

pj ´ 1q!nj´l,v_ni,v

Dăk

chH
j´lpv_q chH

i pvq
“ ´i di´lrv_s djrvsDăk ´ j dirv_s dj´lrvsDăk

Summing terms of the form (6) with according coefficients over i` j “ k, i ą 0, j ą 0
and over B one gets:

rRl, T´ks “
#

p´l ´ kqT´pk´lq, if l ´ k ă 0

0, otherwise.
(36)

Next, I calculate the following commutator:

rTl, R´kspDăkD0Děkq “ TlDăkD0pR´kDěkq ´ pR´kTlqDăkD0Děk

´ TlDăkD0pR´kDěkq
“ ´pR´kTlqDăkD0Děk

.

If l ă k, R´kTl vanishes. Suppose now l ě k, then:

R´kTl “ R´k

ÿ

i`j“l

p´1qdimpSq´pLi!j! chH
i chH

j ptdSq

“
ÿ

i`j“l

p´1qdimpSq´pL
ˆ
i!j!

pi ´ kq!
pi ´ 1q! ch

H
i´k ch

H
j ptdSq ` i!j!

pj ´ kq!
pj ´ 1q! ch

H
i chH

j´kptdSq
˙

“ pl ` kqTl´k,

where the convention chH
ă0p‚q “ 0 is used. Therefore:

rTl, R´ks “
#

p´l ´ kqTl´k, if l ´ k ě 0

0, otherwise.
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Next, I calculate rT´k, TlsD. Generally, for two derivations operators d1, d2 one has:
rd1d2, TlsD “ pd1d2TlqD ` pd1Tlqpd2Dq ` pd2Tlqpd1Dq. Because the operator T´k is the
sum of compositions of two derivatives, one can use this equality to calculate rT´k, TlsD.
As mentioned before, derivations dir‚s with 0 ă i ă k only act non trivially on the
component Dăk, therefore we can perform the following calculations:

´ 1

4

ÿ

vPB

ÿ

i`j“k
ią0
ją0

p´1qpvpdjrvsTlqpdirv_sDăkq

“ ´1

4

ÿ

vPB

ÿ

i`j“k
1ďjďminpk´1,lq

ˆ
2

pj ´ 1q!p´1qpvj!pl ´ jq! chH
l´jpvq

˙ ˆ
p´1qpv 1

pi´ 1q! ¨ ni,v ¨ Dăk

chH
i pvq

˙

´ 1

4

ÿ

i`j“k
1ďjďminpk´1,lq

ˆˆż

S

tdS

˙
¨ 2

pj ´ 1q!j!pl ´ jq! chH
l´jppq

˙ ˆ
1

pi´ 1q! ¨ ni,1 ¨ Dăk

chH
i p1q

˙

“ ´1

2

ÿ

vPB

ÿ

i`j“k
1ďjďminpk´1,lq

˜
pi ´ pk ´ lqq!

pi ´ 1q! pi´ kq ¨ ni,v ¨
Dăk ch

H
i´pk´lqpvq

chH
i pvq

¸

´ 1

2

ˆż

S

tdS

˙ ÿ

i`j“k
1ďjďminpk´1,lq

˜
pi´ pk ´ lqq!

pi´ 1q! jni,1

Dăk ch
H
l´jppq

chH
i p1q

¸

.

(37)

Similarly:

´ 1

4

ÿ

vPB

ÿ

i`j“k
ią0
ją0

p´1qpvpdjrv_sTlqpdirvsDăkq

“ ´1

2

ÿ

vPB

ÿ

i`j“k
1ďjďminpk´1,lq

˜
pi´ pk ´ lqq!

pi´ 1q! pi ´ kq ¨ ni,v_ ¨
Dăk ch

H
i´pk´lqpv_q

chH
i pv_q

¸

´ 1

2

ˆż

S

tdS

˙ ÿ

i`j“k
1ďjďminpk´1,lq

˜
pi ´ pk ´ lqq!

pi´ 1q! jni,1

Dăk ch
H
l´jppq

chH
i p1q

¸

.(38)



VIRASORO CONSTRAINTS FOR K3 SURFACES AND MONODROMY OPERATORS 25

There is also the following terms:

1

4

ˆż

S

tdS

˙ ÿ

i`j“k
ią0
ją0

pdjrpsTlqpdirpsDăkq

“ 1

4

ˆż

S

tdS

˙ ÿ

i`j“k
ią0
ją0

ˆ
2

pj ´ 1q!j!pl ´ jq! chH
l´jppq

˙ ˆ
1

pi´ 1q! ¨ ni,1 ¨ Dăk

chH
i p1q

˙

“ 1

2

ˆż

S

tdS

˙ ÿ

i`j“k
1ďjďminpk´1,lq

˜
pi ´ pk ´ lqq!

pi´ 1q! jni,1

Dăk ch
H
l´jppq

chH
i p1q

¸

(39)

ÿ

i`j“k
ią0
ją0

pdjrps dirpsTkqpDăkq

“ 0

Summing (6), (6) and (6) one gets:

(6)`(6) ` 2 ˆ (6)

“ ´
ÿ

vPB

ÿ

i`j“k
1ďjďminpk´1,lq

˜
pi´ pk ´ lqq!

pi´ 1q! pi ´ kq ¨ ni,v_ ¨
Dăk ch

H
i´pk´lqpv_q

chH
i pv_q

¸

“ ´Rl´kr‚ ´ ksDăk

,(40)

where, for a function fp‚q defined on integers, Rjrfp‚qs is the derivation acting as

Rjrfp‚qs chHi pγq “ fpiqRj ch
H
i pγq.

There are also the following terms in rT´k, Tls which are non-zero only if k “ l:

´ 1

4

ÿ

vPB

ÿ

i`j“k
ią0
ją0

p´1qpvpdjrvs dirv_sTkqDăk

“ ´1

4

ÿ

vPB

ÿ

i`j“k
ią0
ją0

p´1qpv p2p´1qpvijqDăk

“ ´1

2

ÿ

vPB

ÿ

i`j“k
ią0
ją0

ijDăk

“ ´1

2

ÿ

vPB

ÿ

kąią0

pik ´ i2qDăk

“ ´
ÿ

vPB

1

2

ˆ
k ¨ kpk ´ 1q

2
´ pk ´ 1qkp2k ´ 1q

6

˙
Dăk

“ ´k3 ´ k

12
¨ epSqDăk,
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where epSq is the topological Euler characteristic and, for K3, epSq “ |B| “ dimH˚pS,Cq “
24.

Next, I calculate the following commutator:

rRl, R´kspDăkD0Děkq
“ pRlR´k ´ R´kRlqDăkD0Děk

“ pRlDăkD0qpR´kDěkq ` DăkD0pRlR´kDěkq ´ pR´kRlDăkD0qDěk

´ pRlDăkD0qpR´kDěkq ´ DăkD0pR´kRlDěkq
“ DăkD0pRlR´kDěkq ´ DăkD0pR´kRlDěkq ´ pR´kRlDăkD0qDěk

“ DăkD0pp´k ´ lqRl´kDěkq ´ pRl´krp‚ ` lqsDăkD0qDěk.

(41)

Combining (6) with (6), one has (notice that Rk ch
H
0 p‚q “ 0, @k P Z):

´(6) ` (6) “ DăkD0pp´k ´ lqRl´kDěkq ´ pRl´krp‚ ` lqsDăkD0qDěk

` pRl´kr‚ ´ ksDăkD0qDěk

“ DăkD0pp´k ´ lqRl´kDěkq ` pp´k ´ lqRl´kDăkD0qDěk

“ p´k ´ lqRl´kpDăkD0Děkq
Summing the above commutators one has:

rLl, L´ks “ p´l ´ kqLl´k ` k3 ´ k

12
¨ epSq ¨ δkl

Let me calculate rL´l, L´ks next.
rR´l, R´ks chH

i pγq “ pR´lR´k ´ R´kR´lq chH
i pγq

“ pi´ k ´ lq!
pi ´ k ´ 1q!

pi ´ kq!
pi´ 1q! ch

H
i´k´lpγq

´ pi ´ k ´ lq!
pi´ l ´ 1q!

pi´ lq!
pi´ 1q! ch

H
i´k´lpγq

“ pl ´ kqR´k´l ch
H
i pγq, for i ě l ` k.

rR´l, R´ks chH
i pγq “ 0, for i ă l ` k.

Therefore rR´l, R´ks “ R´k´l. Next, I calculate rR´l, T´ksD. Firstly, consider the
following term:

pR´l djrv_s dk´jrvs ´ djrv_s dk´jrvsR´lqD.(42)

Similar as the calculation for (6), the contribution to the above term vanishes unless R´l

acts on one of the following symbols:

chH
j pvq, chH

k´jpv_q, chH
j`lpvq, chH

k´j`lpv_q.

By an easy calculation, one finds that when R´l acts on chH
j pvq, chH

k´jpv_q, the contribu-
tion to (6) also vanishes. Let me calculate the case when R´l acts on chH

j`lpvq:
R´l djrv_s dk´jrvsD

“ 1

pj ´ 1q!
1

pk ´ j ´ 1q!nj,vnk´j,v_nv,j`l

j!

pj ` l ´ 1q!
D

chH
j`lpvq chH

k´jpv_q
djrv_s dk´jrvsR´lD



REFERENCES 27

“ 1

pj ´ 1q!
1

pk ´ j ´ 1q!pnj,v ` 1qnk´j,v_nv,j`l

j!

pj ` l ´ 1q!
D

chH
j`lpvq chH

k´jpv_q

Therefore:

(6) “ ´j drv_, j ` ls drv, k ´ jsD.
The contribution of chH

k´j`lpv_q can be calculated similarly. Summing over i` j “ k, i ą
0, j ą 0 those two type of contributions, one has:

ÿ

i`j“k`l
jěl`1
iďk´1

´pj ´ lq djrv_s dirvs ´
ÿ

i`j“k`l
iěl`1
jďk´1

pi´ lq djrv_s dirvs.(43)

For the commutator rT´l, R´ksD, we have the following term:
ÿ

i`j“k`l
jěk`1
iďl´1

pj ´ kq djrv_s dirvs `
ÿ

i`j“k`l
iěk`1
jďl´1

pi´ kq djrv_s dirvs(44)

Summing the first term of (6) and the second term of (6) and summing the second term
of (6) and the first term of (6):

(6) ` (6) “
ÿ

i`j“k`l
jě1
iě1

´pj ´ lq djrv_s dirvs ´
ÿ

i`j“k`l
jě1
iě1

pi´ lq djrv_s dirvs

“ pl ´ kq
ÿ

i`j“k`l
jě1
iě1

djrv_s dirvs

Summing over v P B with corresponding coefficients, one has:

rR´l, T´ks ` rT´l, R´ks “ pl ´ kqT´l´k.

For the commutator rT´l, T´ks, one can easily see that this vanishes. Therefore the
following commutation relation is proven:

rL´l, L´ks “ pl ´ kqL´l´k, for l ą 1, k ą 1.

For m,n ě ´1, it has been shown (lemma 2.11 [2]) that

rLm, Lns “ p´m` nqLm`n, for m,n ě ´1.

Therefore the Proposition 6.1 is proven. �
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