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SYMMETRIC PRODUCTS OF DG CATEGORIES AND
SEMI-ORTHOGONAL DECOMPOSITIONS

NAOKI KOSEKI

ABSTRACT. In this article, we investigate semi-orthogonal decomposi-
tions of the symmetric products of dg-enhanced triangulated categories.
Given a semi-orthogonal decomposition D = (A, B), we construct semi-
orthogonal decompositions of the symmetric products of D in terms of
that of A and B. This was originally stated by Galkin—Shinder, and
answers the question raised by Ganter—Kapranov.

We give two applications of our main result. Firstly, combining
the above result with the derived McKay correspondence, we obtain
various interesting semi-orthogonal decompositions of the derived cate-
gories of the Hilbert schemes of points on surfaces. Secondly, we prove
the compatibility of our semi-orthogonal decompositions with categori-
cal Heisenberg actions on the symmetric products of dg-categories due
to Gyenge-Koppensteiner-Logvinenko. Using this compatibility, we
prove the blow-up formula for the Heisenberg representations on the
Grothendieck groups of the Hilbert schemes of points.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and Results. For a given (dg-enhanced) triangulated
category D, Ganter-Kapranov [GK14] defined its symmetric products Sym”™ D
for all non-negative integer n > 0. This notion of symmetric products of
dg categories provides interesting subjects in representation theory. Namely,
Gyenge-Koppensteiner-Logvinenko [GKL21] constructed a categorical Heisen-
berg action on @p>¢Sym”"D. Their result generalizes and unifies various
previous results in the literature, e.g., [CL12], [Gro96), Krul8, Nak97].

When D is the bounded derived category D?(S) of coherent sheaves on a
smooth projective surface S, we have

(1.1) Sym™ Db(S) = D([S*"/&,]) = Db(Hilb"(S)),
1
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where the second equivalence is highly non-trivial and follows from the de-
rived McKay correspondence [BKRO1, [Hai01]. In this special case, the con-
struction of |[GKI21] categorifies the famous Heisenberg action on the coho-
mology groups of the Hilbert schemes of points due to Grojnowksi [Gro96]
and Nakajima [Nak97].

The goal of the present paper is to understand the interaction between
the notion of symmetric products and one of the most fundamental concepts
in the dg category theory; semi-orthogonal decompositions. Semi-orthogonal
decompositions of dg categories appear in various settings, especially in al-
gebraic geometry [BO95, Kaw02, [Kuz14].

The following is the main theorem in this paper:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem[B3)). Let D be a dg-enhanced triangulated category.
Suppose that we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition D = (A, B).
Then we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition

Sym"D = <Symn7iAoSymiB; 1=0,--- ,TL>
for each n € Zsy.

Remark 1.2. The above semi-orthogonal decomposition first appeared in
[GST5l Equation (3)] without a proof.

In the above theorem, (—) e (—) is a version of a tensor product for dg
categories introduced by [BLLO04], see Section for more detail. We can
think of this result as a natural generalization of the following direct sum
decomposition for vector spaces V, W:

Sym™(V & W) = @, Sym™ "V ® Sym’ W.

This would be a satisfying answer to the question raised by Ganter—-Kapranov
[GK14, Question 7.2.1]. The key ingredient of the proof is Elagin’s descent
theory for semi-orthogonal decompositions, see [Elal2, [Shilg].

The most interesting case for us is the case of D = D?(S), where S is a
smooth projective surface. Combined with the isomorphisms (I.1l), Theorem
[Tl provides a useful way to construct various interesting semi-orthogonal
decompositions on DY(Hilb™(S)). In Section [, we consider the following
cases:

(1) S = P? or more generally a toric surface. In this case, D®(S) has
a full exceptional collection. By Theorem [[L1] the same holds for
DP(Hilb"™(S)) for all n > 1.

(2) S is a fake projective plane. In this case, D’(S) contains a certain
subcategory A C D?(S) whose Hochschild homology vanishes. Such
a category is called a phantom. Using Theorem [[T] we will show that
Sym‘’ A C D°(Hilb™(S)) are phantom subcategories for all 1 < i < n.

(3) S — C is aP'-bundle over a smooth projective curve C. In this case,
we have DY(S) = (D(C), D*(C)). Combining Theorem [LI] with
some other results [PVAB19, Tod21], we prove that D°(Hilb"(S))
has a semi-orthogonal decomposition whose components are derived
categories of the products of the Jacobian .J(C) and Sym® C for 0 <
i <min{n,g(C) — 1}.
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(4) S is the blow up of S at a point. Then we have a semi-orthogonal de-
composition D?(3) = (D?(S), D*(pt)). By Theorem[IT, D?(Hilb"™(S))
has a semi-orthogonal decomposition in terms of DP(Hilb¥(S)) for
0<1<n.

In Section Ml we also see that the semi-orthogonal decomposition in The-
orem [[T] is ‘compatible’ with the Heisenberg action of [GKL21] in an ap-
propriate sense. A particularly interesting case for us is when D = Db(S ) as
in (4) above. In this case, we obtain the blow-up formula for the Heisenberg
representations, see Section [.3.4]

1.2. Relation with existing works.

(1) As mentioned above, Theorem [[.T] already appeared in [GS15] with-
out a proof. See also [KS15, Remark 4.7] for a special case but
without using the notion of symmetric products of dg categories.

However, the author could not find rigorous proof in the existing
works, so decided to write the present paper.

(2) Semi-orthogonal decompositions of D?(Hilb™(S)) have already been
constructed for several algebraic surfaces S. For example, the semi-
orthogonal decomposition for the derived category Db(Hilb"(ﬁ)),
where S is the blow-up of a smooth projective surface at a point,
was constructed in the author’s recent paper [Kos21] via a completely
different method.

The fact that DP(Hilb"(P?)) has a full-exceptional collection is
obtained in [KST5 Proposition 1.3].

1.3. Plan of the paper. In Section 2] we recall some basic facts about dg
categories and equivariant categories. In Section [3] we prove Theorem [L1]
In Section M, we recall categorical Heisenberg actions due to [GKL21], and
explain its relation with our semi-orthogonal decompositions. In Section [,
we treat various examples of symmetric products of the derived categories
on smooth projective varieties.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank Professors Arend
Bayer and Yukinobu Toda for fruitful discussions. He would also like to
thank Professors Andreas Krug and Evgeny Shinder for helpful conversa-
tions. This work was supported by ERC Consolidator grant WallCrossAG,
no. 819864.

Notation and Convention. Throughout the paper, we work over the
complex number field C. We use the following notations:

e For a smooth projective variety X, D?(X) denotes the bounded de-
rived category of coherent sheaves on X.

e For a dg category D, we denote its homotopy category by H°(D).

e For a triangulated category D, Kpum (D) := K (D) /ker x denotes the
numerical Grothendieck group.

o We write (—)q for (—) ®z Q.
2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Dg categories. In this section, we fix several notations from dg cate-
gory theory. For details, we refer to the papers [BK91, [Kel06].
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2.1.1. Pre-triangulated dg categories. Given a dg category D, there is a
canonically defined dg category DP ' with an embedding D < DP ' such
that the homotopy category H?(DP™') is a triangulated category [BK91].
The category DP** ¥ is called the pre-triangulated hull of D. We say that a dg
category D is pre-triangulated if the induced functor H°(D) — HO(DPretr)
is an equivalence.

A dg enhancement of a triangulated category 7T is a pair of pre-triangulated
dg category D and an equivalence H’(D) = T. If a triangulated category
T has a dg enhancement, we call 7 a dg-enhanced triangulated category.

For a smooth projective variety X, its derived category D’(X) has a
standard dg enhancement I(X), the dg category of complexes of injective
sheaves.

2.1.2. e-product. For a dg category D, D°P- Mod denotes the dg category of
right D-modules, and Perf-D denotes the dg category of perfect modules.
We have the following embeddings:

A C Perf-D C D°P-Mod .
Note that Perf-D is pre-triangulated.

Definition 2.1 ([BLLO04, Definition 4.2]). For dg categories A and B, we
define the dg category A e B as

A e 3 :=Perf-(A® B).
The following is the case we are most interested in:

Theorem 2.2 ([BLL04, Theorem 5.5]). Let X,Y be smooth projective va-
rieties. Let 1(X),1(Y) be the standard dg enhancements of D*(X), D*(Y),
respectively. Then we have an equivalence

HYI(X)eI(Y)) = DX xY).
The e-product is well-behaved under semi-orthogonal decompositions:

Proposition 2.3 ([BLL04l, Proposition 4.6]). Let A, B,C, D be pre-triangulated
dg categories. Suppose that we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition H°(C) =
(H°(A), H°(B)). Then we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition

H°(C eD) = (H'(AeD),H*(BeD)).

2.2. Equivariant categories. In this subsection, we recall basic facts about
equivariant categories. We refer to [BO20, [Elal4] for more details.

Let D be a C-linear category, G be a finite group. Recall that a G-action
on D consists of the following data:

e An autoequivalence p, of D for each g € G,
e A natural isomorphism 6, 5: pgpn — pgn for each pair g, h € G such
that the following diagram commutes for all g, h, k € G:

PO,k
PgPhPk — PgPhk

Gg,hka/ Jeg,hk

hPk ——— Pghk-
PghP Do Pg
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Given a G-action on the category D, we define the equivariant category
D as follows:

e An object of DY is a data (E,,), where E is an object of D and
¢g: E = pgF is an isomorphism for each g € G, such that the
following diagram commutes for each pair of elements g, h € G:

¢
E—2% puE

L

peE m pgPrE.

e A morphism between objects (E,¢,) and (F,14) is a morphism
f+ E — F in the category D such that the following diagram is
commutative for every g € G:

g—1 . p

Jo

E——p,F.
Py pgf Py

For a subgroup H C G, we have the restriction and the induction functors:
Resd: DY — D, Ind$: DY — DY,

The restriction functor is defined in an obvious way. The induction func-
tor is defined by Indg(E, on) = (Digjec/uPe E,€4), where for g € G, the
isomoprphism €, restricted to the summand p,, £ is the composition
Py n engl 9977!171@
Po; B —— pg;pnE —— pg;nE = pggi D ——> pgpg, L.
Here, the elements h € H and g € G are defined by g;jh = ggy.

Suppose now that D is a dg-enhanced triangulated category with a G-
action. It is known that the equivariant category D¢ is again triangulated
(cf. [Elal4l Corollary 6.10]).

The following Elagin’s theorem is crucial for our purpose:

Theorem 2.4 ([Elal2], [Shil8, Theorem 6.2]). Let D be a dg-enhanced
triangulated category, G be a finite group acting on D. Suppose that we
have a semi-orthogonal decomposition D = (A,B) whose components are
preserved by the G-action.

Then we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition

DY = (A%, BY).

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

3.1. Notations on symmetric products. Let D be a dg category, n > 0
a positive integer. Following |[GK14|, we define the n-th symmetric product
Sym"™ D of D to be the equivariant category (D*")®", where the symmetric
group &, acts on D*" by permutations of the components. For n = 0, we
define Sym® D := Modc, the dg category of dg vector spaces.
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For i =0,--- ,n, we fix the embedding &,,_; x &; — &,,, where (1,7) €
Sp_i X 6; acts on {1,--- ,n} by
(Tan) : {17 7n} = {T({17 ,n—Z})ﬂ’]({?’L — i+ 17 7n})}

The quotient &,,/(&,,—; x&;) has (?) elements. We fix the representatives
of cosets in S,,/(S,—; X &;):

o; €6,, jE|, n =<1, n with o1 = e.
J i i

3.2. Semi-orthogonal decompositions for symmetric products.

Lemma 3.1. Let A, B,D be pre-triangulated dg categories. Suppose that we
have a semi-orthogonal decomposition H°(D) = (H°(A), H°(B)).
Then we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition

(3.1) HO(D*) = < P o BH(ADeB):i=0,- n>
jeln (7
for each positive integer n > 0.
Proof. The assertion follows by induction on n, using Proposition 23l O
Lemma 3.2. Let i and n be integers with 0 < i < n. There exists a quasi-
equivalence
D ( GB gj - A=) o B'i) o — Sym™™ A e Sym’ B.
sl ()]
Proof. To define the functor @, let us first consider the restriction functor
Resg:’ixei: ( EB ;- A* D OB”)@”
gl ()
— ( @ oj A=) o B'i) Gn_ixei.
JeL(7)]
Since the action of &,,_; x &; on @je[l,(';)] o; . A*(n—) ¢ B* preserves the

first direct summand (recall that we fixed o1 = ¢e), we have a direct sum
decomposition

. . Gn—iXGi . ;
(P o A e5) = (Sym" " A e Sym' B) & C
JelL(})]

for some category C. Hence we have the projection functor

pr: < B oA Bﬂ') OO Sym™ A e Sym' B.
el ()
Then we define the functor ® to be the composition of the functors pr
and Resg"*ixei. It has a left and right adjoint functor ¥ = Indgz_iX& ot,

n

where

t: Sym™ ' AeSym'B — < EB g LA o B
JEm(7)]

>6n—i><6i
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is the inclusion as a direct summand.
We claim that ® and ¥ are inverse to each other. From the construction,
it is obvious that

PoW=id: Sym" ' AeSym’' B — Sym" ¢ AeSym’B.
For the converse, pick an element
4 N
T = (Ej7¢a) c ( @ oj - A-(nfz) ° Boz) 7
Fe(7)]

where E; € o CAY( ) @ B for =1, (7;), and ¢y : B; Ej = po (9, Ej)
are isomorphisms for ¢ € &,,. Then we have

\I’O(I)(CC):( @ pojEl,eo).
ielL (7))

Recall that, for ¢ € G,,, the morphism ¢, restricted to the summand po; En
is defined by the composition

Po:or 90 T 90_-’}7
(32) pojEl J—> PojPTEl _J—_> PajTEl = pookEl —k> popokEla

where the elements o0}, € &, and 7 € &,,_; x &; are defined by 0,7 = ooy,
We claim that the isomorphism

@(baj: @Ej = @pajEl
J J J

commutes with ¢, and €., and hence z and Wo®(z) are isomorphic. Namely,
we shall show that the following diagram commutes:

(3.3) DO ®jp0'jE1

o (DiE:) —— 0, (Dips. E1).
P J ]) 0o (@500;) Po jPo; 1)

It is enough to show it for each direct summand. Fix jo € [1,(})] and

o € &,. As above, we let 7 € S,,_; x &; and kg € [, (’Z)] denote the
elements satisfying 0,7 = ooy,. Then the restriction of the diagram (B.3)
to the direct summand o, - A*™~%) e B* hecomes

$o
(3.4) Ej, —— po,, B

pO’Eko pa—%iopapako El-
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To prove the commutativity of the diagram (B.4]), consider the following
diagram:

bo
Ej —_— Ejo _— paEko
b5,
¢o'j07' d)o'o'ko po¢ak0
p"J'o E1 —> p"J'o pTEl 9—> pUjOTEl E— pUUkO El T} pUpUkO El.
p”]o or ojo.T Go’oko

The middle square is commutative as 0,7 = ooy,; the left triangle and
the right square are commutative by the definition of equivariant objects.
Hence the whole diagram commutes. Moreover, the bottom composition is
exactly €, (see ([B.2])). We conclude that the diagram (B8.4]) is commutative,
as claimed. O

Theorem 3.3. Let A, B,D be pre-triangulated dg categories. Suppose that
we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition H°(D) = (H°(A), H°(B)).
Then we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition

H°(Sym™(D)) = (H°(Sym™ " AeSym'B): i =0,--- ,n)
for every positive integer n > 0.
Proof. First, note that the semi-orthogonal component
P o HO(AC) e B*) c HO(D*")
i€l (3l
in Lemma [B.1]is preserved by the action of &,, for each i =0,--- ,n. Hence
by Elagin’s Theorem 2.4 it descends to a semi-orthogonal decomposition

on the category H°(Sym” D). Combining with Lemma B2, we obtain the
desired semi-orthogonal decomposition. O

Remark 3.4. For each i = 0,---  n, the fully faithful embedding
H°(Sym"™ ¢ A e Sym’ B) — H°(Sym" D)
coincides with (HY of ) the following composition:
Indg"

Sp—ix6;

(3.5) ®;: Sym™ " AeSym'B — Sym" ‘D e Sym'D — " Sym" D.
4. HEISENBERG ACTIONS AND SEMI-ORTHOGONAL DECOMPOSITIONS

In this section, we recall the categorical Heisenberg action on the symmet-
ric products of dg categories due to [GKL2I]. We then discuss its relation
with semi-orthogonal decompositions.

4.1. Heisenberg algebras. Let D be a smooth proper dg category. We
define the Heisenberg algebra Hp of D to be an algebra generated by symbols

gn), qgn)’ a € Knum(D)Q, n e ZZO
with relations
P,y =0 = g™, 4],

(41) min{m,n}

d™p = 3T shx(a, b)py Mgl
k=0
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for all elements a,b € Kpum(D)g and m,n € Zsq, where we put skz =
(mﬂgfl) for a rational number x.

4.2. Heisenberg actions on symmetric products. Let D be smooth
proper dg categories. For each object @ € D and a non-negative integer
n € Z>o, we define a functor rM, HO(Sym” D) — H(Sym"*" D) as the
composition

(4.2)

GN«‘ﬁn

a®n®(-) Mg, x& 5

H°(Sym” D) ——% H°(Sym™ D ¢ Sym” D) H°(Sym"*" D).

We denote its right adjoint by Q&n). By [GKL21l, Theorem 6.3], these func-
tors satisfy the following relations:

pimpi = piipim - Qm@i = QY.

min{m,n}
QP = B Sym*Hom*(a,8) ® P{" Q"
k=0

This categorifies the relations (4.1]). In particular, we have an action of the
Heisenberg algebra Hp on

Kp = D Kuum(Sym" D)g.
n>0

Suppose now that there exists a semi-orthogonal decomposition H%(D) =
(H°(A), H°(B)). Let us take an object a € H°(A) ¢ H(D). To avoid

confusion, we write DP&N) = Pén), and let AP((Xn) be the functor defined as
in [@2), with D replaced by A. By the constructions [B.5]), (42 of the

functors ®;, Pé”), the following diagram commutes:

N s N
(4.3) Sym™ D Sym™ "D

q)lT T‘I)i

o eid

Sym" % A e Sym’ B ——=—— Sym" """ 4 ¢ Sym’ B.

We also have similar commutative diagrams if we replace P with @, and
a € A with g € B.

On the other hand, we have a direct sum decomposition

(Knum(D)a XD) = (Knum(-A)a X.A) S (Knum(B)a XB)-

Hence by the definition of Heisenberg algebras, we have a canonical isomor-
phism

(4.4) Ha® Hpg = Hp.

Under this identification, the decategorification of the commutative diagram

[&3) gives:

Proposition 4.1. Let A, B, D be smooth proper dg categories. Suppose that
we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition H°(D) = (H°(A), H°(B)).
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Under the identification ({.4]), there exists a natural Hp-module homo-
morphism

(4.5) 0: Ka®Kp — Kp.
Proof. We define a linear map 6 as follows:
0: Knum (Sym™ ™" A)g @ Kpum (Sym’ B)g = Knum (Sym” D)q,
[z] @ [y] = [®i(z 0 y)].

We claim that the map ¢ is a morphism of Hp-modules. For [a] €
Knum(A)g C Knum (D), [z] € Knum(symNﬂ A)g, and [y] € Kyum (Sym’ B)g,
the commutative diagram (43]) shows that

0 (v - o) @ [9]) = | (ARSI (@) 0 )]
=[PP (@i(w o)
= plp) - 0((2) @ [y).

Using similar diagrams with P replaced by @ and/or o € A replaced by
B € B, we can prove that the linear map 6 is an Hp-module homomorphism.

O

Remark 4.2. In general, the homomorphism (4.3)) is not an isomorphism. In
Section [5.3.3] (resp. Section [£.3.4]), we give an example where it is not an
isomorphism (resp. it is an isomorphism).

5. GEOMETRIC EXAMPLES

In this section, we consider the case when the dg-category D is the stan-
dard enhancement I(X) of D®(X), where X is a smooth projective variety.
In this case, we have H°(Sym" I(X)) = D’([X*"/&,]) for each positive
integer n > 0.

5.1. dim X = 0. In this case, we have
Db([pt /Gn]) = <p(n)—copies of Db(pt)> ,

where p(n) is the number of partitions of n, which coincides with the number
of irreducible representations of &,,.

5.2. dim X = 1. Let X = C be a smooth projective curve. Then its derived
category D?(C) has a non-trivial semi-orthogonal decomposition only when

C = P!. In this case, Theorem [3.3] implies

DY([(B)" /) = (D" ([pt /S ] x [pt /&) £ i =0, )

(5.1) n
= <Zp(n — 1) - p(i)-copies of Db(pt)> :
i=0

On the other hand, we have the following result in all genera:
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Theorem 5.1 ([PVdB19, Theorem B|). Let C' be a smooth projective curve,
n > 0 a positive integer. Then we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition

Db([cxn/Gn]) = <Db <H Sym‘“ C) ta; € Zzo, iiai = ’I’L> .

a; i=1
5.3. dim X = 2. Let X = .5 be a smooth projective surface. In this case, we
have D?([S*"/&,,]) = DP(Hilb™(S)) by the derived McKay correspondence
[IBKRO1. [Hai01].

5.3.1. Surfaces with full exceptional collections. Suppose that D?(S) has a
full exceptional collection of length /. Then by Theorem B3] D°(Hilb™(S))
also has a full exceptional collection of length

(5.2) gn;l) == > plir) - plir).

i1+ +ig=n
i1, 20

This recovers the result of Elagin [Ela09, Theorem 2.3], see also [KS15,
Proposition 1.3]. The construction generalizes to the case when an excep-
tional collection is not full. The case of Enriques surfaces is treated in
[KST5]. We consider another interesting case of fake projective planes in the
next subsection.

5.3.2. Phantoms. Let S be a fake projective plane considered in [GKMSI5].
Then we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition

Db(S) = (3-copies of D°(pt), .A),
where A satisfies HH,(A) = 0. By Theorem B.3], we have
Db(Hilb™(S)) = (q(n — i;3)-copies of Sym’ A:i =0, ny.

On the other hand, by Géttsche’s formula [G6t90], the Betti numbers of
Hilb"(S) are determined by that of the surface S. In particular, we have
b;(Hilb™(S)) = b;(Hilb"(P?)) for all n > 0 and i > 0. Hence by the HKR

isomorphism, we have

q(n;3) = dim HH, (Hilb™(P%)) = > b;(Hilb" (P?))
= bi(Hilb"™(S)) = dim HH, (Hilb"(S)).

Noting that Sym® A = D%(pt), we conclude that Sym’ A are phantom sub-
categories for all ¢ > 1, i.e., their Hochschild homology groups are zero.

5.3.3. Ruled surfaces. Let S — C be a Pl-bundle over a curve C. Then
we have a semi-orthogonal decomposition D°(S) = (D*(C), D*(C)). Hence
Theorems [3.3] and 5.1 imply

DP(Hilb™(S))
= (D" (100 /8, ] x [CX1/&]) i =0,---n)
> daj=n—iy kb= i’>

= <Db H Sym®% C x Sym* C' | :
a;,by 1=0,---,n, aj,bk € ZZO
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Compare it with the motivic formula in [G6t01, Example 4.9].

Moreover, by [Tod21, Corollary 5.12], the derived categories D?(Sym®™ C)
for N > ¢g(C) further decompose into the derived categories of the Jacobian
J(C) and Sym’C for 0 < i < g(C) — 1. We conclude that DP(Hilb"(S)) has
a semi-orthogonal decomposition whose components are derived categories
of the products of J(C) and Sym‘ C for 0 < i < min{n, g(C) — 1}.

Note that when g(C) > 2, the map (4.5]) is not an isomophism. Indeed,
since p(C x C) > 2, the map Kpum(C)g ® Knum(C)g = Knum(C x C)g
cannot be an isomorphism.

5.3.4. Blow-ups. Let S = S bg the blow-up at a point. We have a semi-
orthogonal decomposition D°(S) = (D’(S), D®(pt)). By Theorem B3, we
have

DY(Hilb"(8)) = (p(i)-copies of D*(Hilb"(8)): i =0, ,n).

This categorifies the blow-up formula for the Euler characteristics of the
Hilbert schemes. Note that the same semi-orthogonal decomposition was
obtained in the author’s previous paper [Kos21l Theorem 1.1 (2)] via a
completely different method.

Moreover, we have

Knum(Symi I(S) e Sym’ I(pt)) = Knum(Symi I1(9)) ® K(Symj I(pt))

for all 4,5 > 0. This implies that the morphism (5] in Proposition A1
is an isomorphism. We regard it as the blow-up formula for Heisenberg
representations.
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