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Abstract
Let M be a K3 surface, B a stable bundle on M , and X the
coarse moduli of stable deformations of B. The Fourier-Mukai
transform is a functor FM : Db(M)−→Db(X), where Db(M),
Db(X) denotes the derived category of coherent sheaves on M , X .

Consider a stable bundle B1 on M , and let FM(B1) be the corre-
sponding complex of coherent sheaves onX . AssumeX is compact.
It was conjectured that the cohomology of the complex FM(B1)
are polystable sheaves on X . This conjecture is known when the
bundles B, B1 have zero degree. We prove it for arbitrary stable
bundles B, B1.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Fourier-Mukai transform and stability

Fourier-Mukai transform was discovered by S. Mukai in 1981 ([Mu1]). Mukai
worked in the following situation. Let T be a compact torus or abelian
variety, and T̂ the dual torus, which is by definition a moduli space of line
bundles of degree 0 on T . The Poincare bundle P is a line bundle of degree
zero on the product T × T̂ , defined in in such a way that for all t ∈ T̂ , the
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restriction of P to T ×{t} is isomorphic to the line bundle corresponding to
the point t ∈ T̂ . This bundle is also called the universal bundle.

Given a coherent sheaf (or a complex of sheaves) F on T , let FM(F ) be
the total derived direct image

FM(F ) := R•(π2)∗(P ⊗ π∗
1F ),

where π1, π2 : T × T̂ −→ T, T̂ are the natural projection maps.
Clearly, F −→ FM(F ) defines a functor of derived categories of coherent

sheaves

FM : Db(T )−→Db(T̂ ).

Consider the dual torus
̂̂
T to T̂ . Clearly,

̂̂
T is naturally isomorphic to T .

Applying Fourier-Mukai functor to the torus T̂ , we obtain the transform

ˆFM : Db(T̂ )−→Db(T ).

It is easy to check that the composition functor

FM ◦ ˆFM : Db(T )−→Db(T )

is equivalent to identity.
The usual Fourier transform has a similar interpretation in terms of D-

moduli. There is also a version of Fourier transform for perverse sheaves
over AFq , where AFq denotes an affine space over a field of char p.

This reveals the Fourier-Mukai transform as one of the most fundamental
operations in algebraic geometry.

M. Kontsevich proposed an interpretation of the Mirror Conjecture in
terms of the derived category of coherent sheaf on one of the mirror mani-
folds ([Kon]). It turns out that the derived category of coherent sheaves on
a complex manifold M contains a great wealth of information about the ge-
ometry of M . In fact, if M is projective and the canonical or anti-canonical
bundle of M is ample, the manifold M can be reconstructed from Db(M)
([BO], [P]). This puts a spotlight on the cases when such a reconstruction
is not possible.

For instance, the Fourier-Mukai transform implies the existence of an
equivalence between Db(T ) and Db(T̂ ) ([Mu1]).

In 1990-ies, a number of similar construction appeared (see e.g. [BBR1]-
[BBR3], [Ma]). Let M be a K3 surface, B a stable bundle, and X the moduli
of stable deformations of B. S. Mukai [Mu2] investigated this situation in
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great detail. It was shown that X is smooth and hyperkähler. Under some
additional assumptions, X is also compact, and there exists a universal
bundle B on M ×X. In more special cases, X is a K3 surface with periods
prescribed by S. Mukai [Mu5].

This situation is analogous to the usual duality between the abelian
varieties, with the role of a dual manifold played by X. In such a case,
the Fourier-Mukai transform is also defined, in the same way it was defined
for a torus (see Section 7 for details). It is also known that FM is (under
additional assumptions) invertible ([Ma]). This establishes an equivalence
of the derived categories of coherent sheaves ([Br], [BrM], [O]).

Given a complex of coherent sheaves F • ∈ Db(M), we may speak of
its cohomology sheaves, which are coherent sheaves on M . It was conjec-
tured that Fourier-Mukai transform (under some additional assumptions)
preserves the Mumford stability of coherent sheaves ([Mu3]). We prove this
statement when the base is a K3 surface.

Theorem 1.1: Let M be a K3 surface, B a stable bundle, and X the
moduli of stable deformations of B. Assume that X is compact, and the
universal bundle B̃ is well defined on M × X. Consider the functor of
Fourier-Mukai transform FM : Db(M)−→Db(X),

FM(B1) = R•(π2)∗(B̃ ⊗ π∗
1B1).

Let B1 be a stable bundle on M , and denote by FM i(B1) the cohomol-
ogy sheaves of the complex FM(B1). Then FM i(B1) is polystable, up to
torsion.1

Proof: See Section 7.

Let M be a Kähler manifold, with ω ∈ H2(M) a Kähler class, and
c ∈ H2(M) an arbitrary cohomology class. Consider the number

deg(c) :=

∫

M

c ∧ ωdimC M−1

This number is called the degree of c.

1That is, the reflexive hull FM
i(B1)

∗∗ is polystable. For a definition of reflexive sheaves
and reflexive hull, see Definition 5.1.
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In [BBR2] (see also [BBR3]), Theorem 1.1 was proven for deg c1(B) =
deg c1(B1) = 0, and dimCX = 2. We prove Theorem 1.1 in full generality
(Section 7).

In [BBR3], there was a sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.1 for arbitrary
dimension of X (and deg c1(B) = deg c1(B1) = 0), under an additional as-
sumption that the cohomology sheaves H i(FM(B1)) are smooth. In the
following Subsection, we extend the arguments of [BBR3] to deal with pos-
sible singularities.

A version of Theorem 1.1 is true when M is a compact 2-dimensional
torus and deg c1(B) = deg c1(B1) = 0 (see [DK], [FL], [BBR3]).

However, for arbitrary deg c1(B), deg c1(B1) andM a torus, the Theorem
1.1 is false, as established by Kota Yoshioka ([Y1]). It is also false whenM is
a K3 surface and B is not locally free; the counterexample can be constructed
using [Y3].

In [Y2], [Y4], the Fourier-Mukai transform was used at great length to
obtain information about the geometry of the moduli of sheaves on a K3
surface. Under some additional assumptions, it is shown that the moduli of
sheaves on a K3 surface are deformation equivalent to the Hilbert scheme
of points on a K3 surface.

1.2 Fourier-Mukai transform and Yang-Mills geometry

In this Subsection, we state the proof of Theorem 1.1, for deg c1(B) =
deg c1(B1) = 0. This proof is an immediate application of Yang-Mills theory
for hyperkähler manifolds.

Further on in this paper, we give an independent proof of Theorem 1.1
in full generality.

The present subsection is not used anywhere in this paper; however, the
proof of a simple special case of Theorem 1.1 might be instructive for the
reader.

A hyperkähler manifold (Definition 2.1) is a Riemannian manifold with
an action of a quaternion algebra H in its tangent bundle TM , which is
compatible with the metrics and the Levi-Civita connection. The group of
unitary quaternions is isomorphic to SU(2). This gives an action of SU(2)
on the tangent bundle of a hyperkähler manifold. By multiplicativity, we
may extend this action to an action on differential forms.

The Calabi-Yau theorem (Theorem 2.4) provides any K3 surface, and
any 2-dimensional compact complex torus, with a hyperkähler structure.
Consider the corresponding action of SU(2) on the cohomology of M .
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Lemma 1.2: Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, dimH2,0(M) = 1, and
η ∈ H1,1(M) a 1, 1-class in cohomology. Then η is SU(2)-invariant if and
only if deg η = 0.

Proof: Follows from an elementary linear algebra argument (see, e.g.
[V1]).

Clearly, Lemma 1.2 can be applied to a K3 surface.

Corollary 1.3: Let M be a K3 surface, and B a vector bundle on M .
The Chern classes of B are SU(2)-invariant if and only if deg c1(B) = 0.

Proof: Follows immediately from Lemma 1.2.

In [V1] we studied the geometry of stable bundles with SU(2)-invariant
Chern classes.

Definition 1.4: LetM be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an induced
complex structure, B a holomorphic bundle on (M, I) and ∇ a Hermitian
connection on B. Then ∇ is called hyperholomorphic if its curvature Θ ∈
Λ2(M)⊗ End(B) is a SU(2)-invariant 2-form.

From the Gauss-Bonnet formula, it follows that the Chern classes of a
hyperholomorphic bundle are SU(2)-invariant.

In [V1] (see also Section 3) it was shown that a connection is hyper-
holomorphic if and only if it induces a holomorphic structure on B for any
induced complex structure L on M .

Hyperholomorphic bundles were studied in [V1] in great detail. The
following results were obtained.

Theorem 1.5: Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an induced
complex structure and B a holomorphic vector bundle on (M, I). Then B
admits a hyperholomorphic connection if and only if B is a direct sum of
stable bundles with SU(2)-invariant Chern classes c1, c2. In this case, the
hyperholomorphic connection is unique.

Proof: [V1]; see also Section 3.
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Holomorphic bundles admitting hyperholomorphic connection are called
hyperholomorphic.

Theorem 1.6: Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an induced
complex structure and B a hyperholomorphic vector bundle on (M, I). De-
note by X the coarse moduli space of stable deformations of B. Then X is
singular hyperkähler,2 and its normalization is a hyperkähler manifold.

Proof: [V1], [V3] (see also Subsection 4.3).

Theorem 1.7: In assumptions of Theorem 1.6, consider the universal
bundle B̃, which is defined locally in X. Consider the natural (Peterson-
Weil) metrics and a connection on ∇ in B. Then ∇ is hyperholomorphic.

Proof: Follows from an explicit description of the connection in B̃ given
in [V1].

Return to the assumptions of Theorem 1.1. Assume also that

deg c1(B) = deg c1(B1) = 0.

By Corollary 1.3, then, the bundles B, B1 are hyperholomorphic. Then X
is hyperkähler, and the bundle π∗B1⊗ B̃ is hyperholomorphic by multiplica-
tivity of the curvature.

Therefore, Theorem 1.1 for deg c1(B) = deg c1(B1) = 0 is implied by the
following result.

Theorem 1.8: Let M = M1×M2 be a product of compact hyperkähler
manifolds, I an induced complex structure, and V a holomorphic vector
bundle. Consider the natural projection π2 : M −→M2 and the derived
direct image Riπ2∗V , which is a coherent sheaf on M2. Assume that V
is hyperholomorphic. Then the reflexive hull (Riπ2∗V )∗∗ is polystable of
degree 0.3

Proof: The proof of Theorem 1.8 for Riπ2∗V a bundle is essentially
contained in [BBR3]. Here we give a sketch of this proof.

2For a definition of a singular hyperkähler variety, see, e.g., [V3].
3A sheaf is called polystable of degree 0 if it is a direct sum of stable sheaves of degree

0; see Definition 3.4.
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Consider the spinor bundle S on (M, I). Since the canonical class of
(M, I) is trivial, the bundle S is isomorphic to ⊕pΛ

p,0(M, I). Consider
the sub-bundle of the spinor bundle generated by the vector tangent to

the fibers of π2; this bundle is isomorphic to π∗
1

(
⊕p Λ

p,0(M1, I)

)
, where

π1 : M −→M1 is the standard projection.
Let D1 : S1 −→ S1 be the composition of the Dirac operator and the

orthogonal projection. Clearly, the cohomology of D1 are identified with
R := ⊕iR

iπ2∗V . Outside of singularities, we may consider R as a bundle
on M2. Clearly, the Weil-Peterson metric and the connection on R are
independent from the choice of induced complex structure I. Therefore, R
is holomorphic with respect to any of the induced complex structures. This
means that R is hyperholomorphic.

A hyperholomorphic bundle is polystable (Theorem 1.5). Therefore, R
is polystable, if it is smooth.

If we apply this argument to the case when R might be singular, we
obtain that R is equipped, outside of its singularities, with a hyperholomor-
phic connection. In [V2] we studied such sheaves at a great length. In [V4]
the following theorem was proven.

Theorem 1.9: [V4] Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an
induced complex structure, and F a reflexive coherent sheaf on (M, I). As-
sume that F , outside of its singularities, is equipped with a hyperholomor-
phic connection. Then F is polystable of degree 0.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.8, when R is reflexive.

1.3 Projectively hyperholomorphic bundles

Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an induced complex structure,
and B a holomorphic bundle on (M, I). The bundle B is called projec-
tively hyperholomorphic if EndB is hyperholomorphic. Deformation
theory of projectively hyperholomorphic bundles was developed in [V1], and
it is essentially not different from that of hyperholomorphic bundles.

In particular, it was shown that the deformation space of projectively
hyperholomorphic bundles is (possibly singular) hyperkähler, and its nor-
malization is smooth ([V1], [V3]).

The main idea of this paper is to expand on the similarity between
hyperholomorphic and projectively hyperholomorphic bundles, using it to

8
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prove the stability of Fourier-Mukai transform.
The first step is the following trivial claim ([V1]).

Claim 1.10: Let M be a K3 surface or a compact 2-dimensional torus,
and B a stable bundle on M . Then B is projectively hyperholomorphic.

Proof: Clearly, EndB is polystable and c1(EndB) = 0. By Corollary
1.3, this implies that EndB is hyperholomorphic.

Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, I an induced complex structure, B a
projectively hyperholomorphic bundle on (M, I) and X the space of stable
deformations of B. If X is non-smooth, we replace it by its normalization,
which is smooth by [V3].

If it exists, the universal bundle B̃ is projectively hyperholomorphic (see
Theorem 7.3). The argument of Subsection 1.2 can be repeated word-by-
word, untill we come across an analogue of Theorem 1.8.

Theorem 1.11: LetM = M1×M2 be a product of compact hyperkähler
manifolds, I an induced complex structure, and V a holomorphic vector
bundle. Consider the natural projection π2 : M −→M2 and the derived
direct image Riπ2∗V , which is a coherent sheaf on M2. Assume that V
is projectively hyperholomorphic, and either H1(M1) or H1(M2) vanishes.
Then the sheaf Riπ2∗V is polystable of degree 0.

Proof: Follows from Theorem 7.5.

The proof of Theorem 1.11 takes a technique which is radically different
from these employed to prove Theorem 1.8. Most of the present paper is
dedicated to developing the machinery of quaternionic Dolbeault complex,
which is used to prove Theorem 1.11.

1.4 Quaternionic Dolbeault complex

The main idea of the proof of Theorem 1.11 comes from the theory of D-
modules and the study of quaternionic Dolbeault complex by S. Salamon
and others ([S], [CS], [B], [L], [Ka]). Let M be a smooth manifold, and B
a vector bundle. It is well known that to define a flat connection on B it
means to define a map

Λ0(M)⊗B
∇−→ Λ1(M)⊗B

∇−→ Λ2(M)⊗B
∇−→ ...

9
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which satisfies the Leibniz identity

∇(a⊗ b) = a ∧ ∇(b) + da⊗ b, (1.1)

where d denotes de Rham differential, a ∈ Λ∗(M), b ∈ B.
A similar interpretation exists for holomorphic vector bundles (see Ex-

ample 8.8). Given a differential graded algebra (A∗, d) we define a bundle
with connection over (A∗, d) (Definition 8.4) as an A0-module equipped
with a map

B
∇−→ B ⊗A0 A1 ∇−→ B ⊗A0 A2 ∇−→ B ⊗A0 A3 ∇−→ ...

satisfying the Leibniz relation (1.1) (see Definition 8.4 for details).
For any hyperkähler manifold, one defines a canonical DG-algebra called

quaternionic Dolbeault complex (Section 8). We show that a bundle
with connection over a quaternionic Dolbeault complex is the same as a
bundle with hyperholomorphic connection.

We compute the quaternionic Dolbeault complex explicitly in terms of
(p, 0)-differential forms (see (8.18)). This allows to express the holomorphic
cohomology of a bundle in terms of the quaternionic Dolbeault complex
(Subsection 12.2).

Comparing this with the decomposition-type results for quaternionic
Dolbeault complex of a product (Section 11), we conclude that the direct
image of a projectively hyperholomorphic bundle is projectively hyperholo-
morphic (Subsection 12.2).

1.5 Contents

• The present Introduction is independent from the rest of this paper.
We give an abbreviated history of the problem, and explain the way
it is solved.

• Section 2 is a compendium of basic results of hyperkähler geometry:
Calabi-Yau theorem and SU(2)-action on the differential forms and
cohomology.

• Section 3 deals with Yang-Mills theory and hyperholomorphic connec-
tions on stable bundles over a hyperkähler manifold. We follow [V1].

• In Section 4 we give some expositionary treatment of projective bun-
dles and projectively hyperholomorphic bundles. The main ideas of
Section 4 are contained in [V1], but the approach of Section 4 is more

10



Stability of Fourier-Mukai transform M. Verbitsky, July 20, 2001

fundamental, connecting projectively hyperholomorphic bundles with
the general theory of holomorphic G-bundles.

• Section 5 gives an abbreviated exposition of some of results in [V2]
and [V4]. We define hyperholomorphic sheaves and list some of their
properies.

• Section 6 deals with the coarse moduli of G-bundles and vector bun-
dles. All the results Section 6 of are well known. Given a stable
projective bundle P on M , we show that the universal bundle exists
on the product of M and the moduli of P .

• In Section 7, we define the Fourier-Mukai transform, following [Mu1],
[Ma] and others. We state our main result, Theorem 7.2, which says
that Fourier-Mukai transform preserves stability. We reduce Theorem
7.2 to another theorem, stating that a derived push-forward of a pro-
jectively hyperholomorphic bundle is projectively hyperholomorphic,
outside of singularities.

Section 7 is based on preliminary Sections 3-6, where we state the
necessary results and definitions. The material of Sections 5-6 is not
used anywhere except in Section 7.

The original results of this paper start from Section 7.

• In Section 8, we define (following S. Salamon) the quaternionic Dol-
beault complex and relate it to hyperholomorphic and projectively
hyperholomorphic bundles. We describe the quaternionic Dolbeault
complex explicitly in terms of the usual Dolbeault complex of a man-
ifold. Section 8 depends on the results and definitions of Sections 2-4.

• In Section 9, we deal with the singularities of the sheaves equipped with
quaternionic Dolbeault connections. We construct a functor from the
category of such sheaves to the category of quasicoherent sheaves on
(M, I). We show that this functor is compatible with the pushforward
under a map j : (M\Z)−→M , for codimC Z > 2. This is used
to relate the quaternionic Dolbeault action and the reflexization of
coherent sheaves. Together with the results of [V4], this is used further
on to show that a pushforward of a projectively hyperholomorphic
sheaf from M1 × M2 to M2 is projectively hyperholomorphic, if it
is projectively hyperholomorphic outside of singularities and either
H1(M1) = 0 or H2(M2) = 0. Section 9 is based on Section 8.

11
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• In Section 10, we study the natural Laplace operator on the quater-
nionic Dolbeault complex. Using the hyperkähler version of the Ko-
daira relations ([V1]), we relate this Laplacian and the standard Lapla-
cian associated with the Dolbeault differential. Section 10 is based on
Section 8 and the results of [V1].

• In Section 11, we study the natural decomposition of a quaternionic
Dolbeault complex of a product if hyperkähler manifolds. We use the
explicit computation of the quaternionic Dolbeault complex. Section
11 is based on Section 8 and Sections 2-4.

• In Section 12, we relate the cohomology of quaternionic Dolbeault
complex with coefficients in a bundle and the holomorphic cohomology
of a bundle. Together with the decomposition obtained in Section
11 and the explicit computation of quaternionic Dolbeault complex
(Section 8), this implies that the derived direct image of a projectively
hyperholomorphic bundle is projectively hyperholomorphic outside of
singularities.

2 Hyperkähler manifolds

This Section contains a compression of the basic and best known results and
definitions from hyperkähler geometry, found, for instance, in [Bes], [Be1]
and [V1].

Definition 2.1: ([Bes]) A hyperkähler manifold is a Riemannian
manifold M endowed with three complex structures I, J and K, such that
the following holds.

(i) the metric on M is Kähler with respect to these complex structures and

(ii) I, J and K, considered as endomorphisms of a real tangent bundle,
satisfy the relation I ◦ J = −J ◦ I = K.

The notion of a hyperkähler manifold was introduced by E. Calabi ([C]).

Clearly, a hyperkähler manifold has a natural action of the quaternion
algebra H in its real tangent bundle TM . Therefore its complex dimension

12
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is even. For each quaternion L ∈ H, L2 = −1, the corresponding automor-
phism of TM is an almost complex structure. It is easy to check that this
almost complex structure is integrable ([Bes]).

Definition 2.2: Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, and L a quaternion
satisfying L2 = −1. The corresponding complex structure on M is called
an induced complex structure. The M , considered as a Kähler mani-
fold, is denoted by (M,L). In this case, the hyperkähler structure is called
compatible with the complex structure L.

Definition 2.3: Let M be a complex manifold and Θ a closed holomor-
phic 2-form over M such that Θn = Θ ∧ Θ ∧ ..., is a nowhere degenerate
section of a canonical class of M (2n = dimC(M)). Then M is called holo-
morphically symplectic.

Let M be a hyperkähler manifold; denote the Riemannian form on M
by < ·, · >. Let the form ωI :=< I(·), · > be the usual Kähler form which
is closed and parallel (with respect to the Levi-Civita connection). Analo-
gously defined forms ωJ and ωK are also closed and parallel.

A simple linear algebraic consideration ([Bes]) shows that the form Θ :=
ωJ +

√
−1ωK is of type (2, 0) and, being closed, this form is also holomor-

phic. Also, the form Θ is nowhere degenerate, as another linear algebraic
argument shows. It is called the canonical holomorphic symplectic
form of a manifold M. Thus, for each hyperkähler manifold M , and an
induced complex structure L, the underlying complex manifold (M,L) is
holomorphically symplectic. The converse assertion is also true:

Theorem 2.4: ([Be1], [Bes]) Let M be a compact holomorphically sym-
plectic Kähler manifold with the holomorphic symplectic form Θ, a Kähler
class [ω] ∈ H1,1(M) and a complex structure I. Let n = dimCM . Assume
that

∫
M

ωn =
∫
M
(ReΘ)n. Then there is a unique hyperkähler structure

(I, J,K, (·, ·)) over M such that the cohomology class of the symplectic form
ωI = (·, I·) is equal to [ω] and the canonical symplectic form ωJ +

√
−1 ωK

is equal to Θ.

Theorem 2.4 follows from the conjecture of Calabi, proven by S.-T. Yau
([Yau]).

Let M be a hyperkähler manifold. We identify the group SU(2) with
the group of unitary quaternions. This gives a canonical action of SU(2)

13
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on the tangent bundle, and all its tensor powers. In particular, we obtain a
natural action of SU(2) on the bundle of differential forms.

The following lemma is clear.

Lemma 2.5: The action of SU(2) on differential forms commutes with
the Laplacian.

Proof: This is Proposition 1.1 of [V0].

Thus, for compact M , we may speak of the natural action of SU(2) in
cohomology.

Further in this article, we use the following statement.

Lemma 2.6: Let ω be a differential form over a hyperkähler manifold
M . The form η is SU(2)-invariant if and only if it is of Hodge type (p, p)
with respect to all induced complex structures on M .

Proof: Let I be an induced complex structure, and ρI : U(1)−→ SU(2)
the corresponding embedding, induced by the map R = u(1) −→ su(2),
1−→ I. The Hodge decomposition on Λ∗(M) coinsides with the weight
decomposition of the U(1)-action ρI . An SU(2)-invariant form is also in-
variant with respect to ρI , and therefore, has Hodge type (p, p). Conversely,
if a η is invariant with respect to ρI , for all induced complex structures
I, then η is invariant with respect to the Lie group G generated by these
U(1)-subgroups of SU(2). A trivial linear-algebraic argument ensures that
the group G coinsides with the whole SU(2). This proves Lemma 2.6.

3 Hyperkähler manifolds and stable bundles

This section contains several versions of a definition of hyperholomorphic
connection in a complex vector bundle over a hyperkähler manifold. We
follow [V1].

3.1 Holomorphic and hyperholomorphic connections

Let B be a holomorphic vector bundle over a complex manifold M , ∇ a
connection in B and Θ ∈ Λ2 ⊗ End(B) be its curvature. This connection
is called compatible with a holomorphic structure if ∇X(ζ) = 0 for
any holomorphic section ζ and any antiholomorphic tangent vector field

14
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X ∈ T 0,1(M). If there exists a holomorphic structure compatible with the
given Hermitian connection then this connection is called integrable.

One can define a Hodge decomposition in the space of differential
forms with coefficients in any complex bundle, in particular, End(B).

Theorem 3.1: Let ∇ be a Hermitian connection in a complex vector
bundle B over a complex manifold. Then ∇ is integrable if and only if
Θ ∈ Λ1,1(M,End(B)), where Λ1,1(M,End(B)) denotes the forms of Hodge
type (1,1). Also, the holomorphic structure compatible with ∇ is unique.

Proof: This is Proposition 4.17 of [Kob], Chapter I.

This proposition is a version of Newlander-Nirenberg theorem. For vec-
tor bundles, it was proven by M. Atiyah and R. Bott.

Definition 3.2: Let B be a Hermitian vector bundle with a connection
∇ over a hyperkähler manifold M . Then ∇ is called hyperholomorphic
if ∇ is integrable with respect to each of the complex structures induced by
the hyperkähler structure.

This definition can be word-by-word extended to principal G-bundles,
with G a compact form of a complex Lie group.

As follows from Theorem 3.1, ∇ is hyperholomorphic if and only if its
curvature Θ is of Hodge type (1,1) with respect to any of the complex
structures induced by a hyperkähler structure.

As follows from Lemma 2.6, ∇ is hyperholomorphic if and only if Θ is
an SU(2)-invariant differential form.

Example 3.3: (Examples of hyperholomorphic bundles)

(i) Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, and TM be its tangent bundle equip-
ped with the Levi–Civita connection ∇. Consider a complex structure
on TM induced from the quaternion action. Then ∇ is a Hermitian
connection which is integrable with respect to each induced complex
structure, and hence, is hyperholomorphic.

(ii) For B a hyperholomorphic bundle, all its tensor powers are hyperholo-
morphic.

(iii) Thus, the bundles of differential forms on a hyperkähler manifold are
also hyperholomorphic.

15
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3.2 Hyperholomorphic bundles and Yang-Mills connections.

Definition 3.4: Let F be a coherent sheaf over an n-dimensional compact
Kähler manifold M . We define the degree deg(F ) (sometimes the degree
is also denoted by deg c1(F )) as

deg(F ) =

∫

M

c1(F ) ∧ ωn−1

vol(M)

and slope(F ) as

slope(F ) =
1

rank(F )
· deg(F ).

The number slope(F ) depends only on a cohomology class of c1(F ).
Let F be a coherent sheaf on M and F ′ ⊂ F its proper subsheaf. Then

F ′ is called destabilizing subsheaf if slope(F ′) > slope(F )
A coherent sheaf F is called stable 1 if it has no destabilizing subsheaves.

A coherent sheaf F is called polystable if it is a direct sum of stable sheaves
of the same slope.

Let M be a Kähler manifold with a Kähler form ω. For differential
forms with coefficients in any vector bundle there is a Hodge operator L :
η −→ ω ∧ η. There is also a fiberwise-adjoint Hodge operator Λ (see [GH]).

Definition 3.5: Let B be a holomorphic bundle over a Kähler manifold
M with a holomorphic Hermitian connection ∇ and a curvature Θ ∈ Λ1,1 ⊗
End(B). The Hermitian metric on B and the connection ∇ defined by this
metric are called Yang-Mills if

Λ(Θ) = constant · Id
∣∣∣
B
,

where Λ is a Hodge operator and Id
∣∣∣
B

is the identity endomorphism which

is a section of End(B).

A holomorphic bundle is called indecomposable if it cannot be decom-
posed onto a direct sum of two or more holomorphic bundles.

1In the sense of Mumford-Takemoto
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The following fundamental theorem provides examples of Yang-Mills
bundles.

Theorem 3.6: (Uhlenbeck-Yau) Let B be an indecomposable holomor-
phic bundle over a compact Kähler manifold. Then B admits a Hermitian
Yang-Mills connection if and only if it is stable. Moreover, the Yang-Mills
connection is unique, if it exists.

Proof: [UY].

Proposition 3.7: Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, L an induced com-
plex structure and B be a complex vector bundle over (M,L). Then every
hyperholomorphic connection ∇ in B is Yang-Mills and satisfies Λ(Θ) = 0,
where Θ is a curvature of ∇.

Proof: We use the definition of a hyperholomorphic connection as one
with SU(2)-invariant curvature. Then Proposition 3.7 follows from the

Lemma 3.8: Let Θ ∈ Λ2(M) be a SU(2)-invariant differential 2-form
on M . Then ΛL(Θ) = 0 for each induced complex structure L.2

Proof: This is Lemma 2.1 of [V1].

Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an induced complex struc-
ture. For any stable holomorphic bundle on (M, I) there exists a unique
Hermitian Yang-Mills connection which, for some bundles, turns out to be
hyperholomorphic. It is possible to tell exactly when this happens.

Theorem 3.9: Let B be a stable holomorphic bundle over (M, I), where
M is a hyperkähler manifold and I is an induced complex structure over M .
Then B admits a compatible hyperholomorphic connection if and only if the
first two Chern classes c1(B) and c2(B) are SU(2)-invariant.3

Proof: This is Theorem 2.5 of [V1].

4 Projective bundles and projectively hyperholo-

morphic bundles

2By ΛL we understand the Hodge operator Λ associated with the Kähler complex
structure L.

3We use Lemma 2.5 to speak of action of SU(2) in cohomology of M .
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4.1 Projective bundles and PGL(n)-bundles

Let M be a complex manifold, and B a holomorphic vector bundle, dimB =
n. Consider the principal GL(n)-bundle GB of linearly independent n-tuples
of vectors in B. The bundle B can be reconstructed from GB as follows

B = GB ×GL(n) Vn,

where Vn = C
n denotes the fundamental representation of GL(n). This is

well known.
A similar construction exists for principal PGL(n)-bundles. Given a

principal PGL(n)-bundle GP , we can consider the associated fibration

P := GP ×PGL(n) P, (4.1)

where P is CPn, equipped with the natural action of PGL(n).

Definition 4.1: A projective vector bundle over M is a holomorphic
fibration P over M , obtained from a principal PGL(n)-bundle as in (4.1).

Remark 4.2: Any automorphism of CPn is projective linear. Given a
locally trivial holomorphic fibration P with the fibers isomorphic to CPn, it
is very easy to reconstruct the corresponding principal PGL(n + 1)-bundle
GP . For any point x ∈ M , the fiber of GP in x is the set of linearly indepen-

dent n-tuples p1, ...pn in the space Vx = C
n+1 corresponding to P

∣∣∣
x

∼= CPn,

up to a complex multiplier. The group PGL(P ) = AutM (P ) acts on GP

∣∣∣
x

freely and transitively, in such a way that GP forms a principal PGL(n+1)-
bundle.

Clearly, then, the bundle P satisfies (4.1). In other words, projective
vector bundles are in one-to-one correspondence with the locally trivial holo-
morphic fibrations with the fibers isomorphic to CPn.

Definition 4.3: Let P be a projective vector bundle, and GP the cor-
responding PGL(n)-bundle. Assume that P is equipped with a smooth
Hermitian metric h such that the bundle of Hermitian automorphisms of P
is isomorphic to PSU(n). Then P is called a Hermitian projective vector
bundle.

Remark 4.4: In the above assumptions, the bundle AutM (P ) is equpped
with a unique anticomplex involution t : GP −→GP which fixes a PSU(n)-
subbundle defined by the Hermitian structure on P . This involution defines
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a Hermitian metrics on Aut(P ) as follows:

h(a, b) := Tr(a · t(b))
Since GP is a principal Aut(P )-bundle, a Hermitian structure on Aut(P )
induces a Hermitian structure h on GP . Using the Hermitian metrics h and
the holomorphic structure, one defines the connection on GP in the usual
way. This connection is called the Hermitian connection.

Remark 4.5: Let B be a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle on M ,
and PB is projectivization. Clearly, PB is a Hermitian holomorphic projec-
tive vector bundle. The natural Hermitian connection obtained this way on
PGL(B) coinsides with that constructed in Remark 4.4.

4.2 Projective hyperholomorphic bundles: the definition

Now assume that M is a hyperkähler manifold, and I an induced complex
structure. Consider (M, I) as a Kähler manifold.

Definition 4.6: Let P be a projective bundle over (M, I), equipped with
a Hermitian structure. We say that P is hyperholomorphic if the Hermitian
connection in the corresponding principal PGL(n)-bundle is hyperholomor-
phic (Definition 3.2).

Remark 4.7: Given a hyperholomorphic projective vector bundle P over
(M, I), we obtain that P is a holomorphic projective bundle over (M,J) for
any induced complex structure J . This is implied by the G-bundle version
of the Newlander-Nierenberg theorem.

Let M be a Kähler manifold, B a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle,
and Λ, L the standard Hodge operators on differential forms (Subsection
3.2). We denote by Θ the curvature of B. Let Tr(Θ) ∈ Λ1,1(M) be the trace
of the curvature,

Tr(Θ)(x, y) = Tr(Θ(x, y)); x, y ∈ TM

(we interpret Θ(x, y) as an endomorphism of B and take its trace).

Proposition 4.8: Let M be a connected hyperkähler manifold of real
dimension 4n, I an induced complex structure, and B a holomorphic Her-
mitian vector bundle on M . Denote the curvature of B by

Θ ∈ Λ1,1(M,End(B)).
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Then the following conditions are equivalent

(i) The bundle End(B) is hyperholomorphic

(ii) The traceless part of the curvature

Θtr := Θ− 1

dimB
Tr(Θ)

is SU(2)-invariant, with respect to the natural action of SU(2) on the
differential forms.

(iii) The projectivization PB is a hyperholomorphic projective bundle on
M .

Proof: The implication (ii) ⇒ (i) is quite easy. The curvature Θ′ ∈
End(End(B)) of EndB is expressed via Θ as follows

Θ′ = l(Θ)− r(Θ), (4.2)

where l : End(B)−→ End(End(B)) is an operation of left multiplication by
the sections of End(B), and r is an operation of right multiplication. Now,
the trace of Θ belongs to the center of End(B), and therefore the traceless
part of the curvature satisfies

Θ′ = l(Θ)− r(Θ) = l(Θtr)− r(Θtr) (4.3)

Since the 2-form Θtr is SU(2)-invariant, Θ′ is also SU(2)-invariant. By
definition, this implies that End(B) is hyperholomorphic. This proves an
implication (ii) ⇒ (i). The converse implication is obvious. Clearly, the
map

LR : End(B)−→ End(End(B)), LR(a) = l(a)− r(a)

is injective on the traceless part of End(B). Therefore, End(B) is hyper-
holomorphic if and only if the traceless part of Θ is SU(2)-invariant. This
proves the equivalence (i) ⇔ (ii).

To prove (i) ⇒ (iii), we notice that pgl(B) is a quotient of gl(B), which
is hyperholomorphic by assumptions of (i). This means that PB is also
hyperholomorphic. The converse implication is also clear. The Lie algebra
bundle pgl(B) corresponding to PGL(B) is the bundle Endtr(B) of traceless
automorphisms of B, and it is hyperholomorphic by the assumptions of
(iii). On the other hand, End(B) = Endtr(B) ⊕ C where C is the trivial
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holomorphic Hermitian bundle. Therefore, End(B) is hyperholomorphic if
and only if Endtr(B) is hyperholomorphic. We proved the equivalence (i) ⇔
(iii).

Definition 4.9: [V1] Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, I an induced
complex structure, and B a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle on (M, I).
We say that B is projectively hyperholomorphic if any of the conditions of
Proposition 4.8 hold.

The following claim is trivial.

Claim 4.10: [V1] Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold of real
dimension 4, I an induced complex structure, and B a holomorphic vector
bundle on (M, I). Assume that B is stable. Then B admits a unique
projectively hyperholomorphic Yang-Mills connection.

Proof: Let ∇ be the Yang-Mills connection on B, which exists and is
unique by Theorem 3.6. Denote the corresponding connection on End(B)
by ∇1. The curvature of End(B) can be algebraically expressed through the
curvature of B. Using this expression, it is easy to show that End(B) is
also Yang-Mills (see (4.3)). By Theorem 3.9, to show that the Yang-Mills
connection in End(B) is hyperholomorphic, one needs to prove that the
Chern classes c1(End(B)) and c2(End(B)) are SU(2)-invariant. The first
Chern class of End(B) is zero, hence SU(2)-invariant. The second Chern
class belongs to the one-dimensional space H4(M), and it is clear that the
standard action of SU(2) on H4(M) is trivial. This proves that c1(End(B))
and c2(End(B)) are SU(2)-invariant, and End(B) is hyperholomorphic. By
Proposition 4.8 (i) this implies that B is projectively hyperholomorphic.

Claim 4.11: Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an induced
complex structure, and B a holomorphic vector bundle on (M, I). Assume
that B admits a projectively hyperholomorphic connection ∇. Then B
is polystable1. Moreover, the Yang-Mills connection on B is projectively
hyperholomorphic.

Proof: By Proposition 4.8 (i), the bundle End(B) is hyperholomorphic;
in particular, it is Yang-Mills and polystable. Given a destabilizing subsheaf

1A polystable bundle is a direct sum of several stable bundles of the same slope
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F ⊂ B, we obtain that the sheaf Hom(B,F ) ⊂ End(B) is also destabilising.
Denote by F ′ the quotient sheaf F ′ := B/F . By definition, V is isomor-

phic to B∗ ⊗ F ′. We obtain a decomposition

EndB = B ⊗B∗ = F ⊗B∗ ⊕ F ′ ⊗B∗. (4.4)

To prove that B is polystable, we need to show that the extension

0−→ F −→B −→ F ′ −→ 0 (4.5)

splits. If we tensor this exact sequence by B, it will be split by (4.4). Now,
let us tensor (4.5) by B ⊗B∗. Thus obtained exact sequence splits because
(4.5) tensored by B splits. On the othher hand, the trivial sheaf OM is a
direct summand of B ⊗ B∗, hence the extension (4.5) is a direct summand
of the extension

0−→ F ⊗B ⊗B∗ −→B ⊗B ⊗B∗ −→ F ′ ⊗B ⊗B∗ −→ 0.

We have shown that this extension splits; therefore, its direct summand
(4.5) also splits. We have shown that B is polystable.

Let ∇ be the Yang-Mills connection on B. Then ∇ induces a Yang-Mills
connection ∇e on End(B). On the other hand, the Yang-Mills connection
is unique. Therefore, ∇e coinsides with the original hyperholomorphic con-
nection on End(B). We obtained that ∇ is projectively hyperholomorphic.

Remark 4.12: It is possible for a connection in bundle to be projec-
tively hyperholomorphic, in the sense of Definition 4.9, and not Yang-Mills.
For instance, any line bundle is obviously projectively hyperholomorphic.
From Claim 4.11 it follows that the distinction between “projectively hyper-
holomorphic” and “projectively hyperholomorphic Yang-Mills” is not very
important.

In [V1], we used a different definition of “projectively hyperholomor-
phic”. Namely, a projectively hyperholomorphic bundle, in the sense of
[V1], is a holomorphic vector bundle with a Yang-Mills Hermitian metric
satisfying conditions of Definition 4.9. In the present paper these bundles
are called projectively hyperholomorphic Yang-Mills, sometimes ab-
breviated for phYM-bundles.

The following trivial lemma is used further on in the study of derived
direct images.
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Lemma 4.13: Let B be a projectively hyperholomorphic Yang-Mills
bundle, Θ its curvature, and Tr(Θ) ∈ Λ1,1(M) its trace. Then Tr(Θ) is
harmonic.2

Proof: Clearly, Tr(Θ) is the curvature of the line bundle ΛqB, q =
dimB (the top exterrior power of B). Since ΛqB is a tensor power of B,
it is also a Yang-Mills bundle. We reduced Lemma 4.13 to the case when
B is a line bundle. In this case, Θ ∈ Λ1,1(M,EndB) = Λ1,1(M) is a closed
1, 1-form which satisfies ΛΘ = const. Therefore,

∂ΛΘ = 0. (4.6)

By Kodaira’s formulae, [Λ∂] =
√
−1 ∂

∗
. Therefore, (4.6) implies ∂

∗
Θ = 0.

Since Θ is of type (1, 1) and closed, we also have ∂Θ = 0. Therefore, Θ is
harmonic.

Remark 4.14: Yang-Milla bundles can be characterized as bundles
which have harmonic curvature. This is shown by the same argument that
proves Lemma 4.13.

The following Corollary gives a characterization of projectively hyper-
holomorphic Yang-Mills bundles in terms of curvature.

Corollary 4.15: Let M be a hyperkaehler manifold, I an induced com-
plex structure, and B a holomorphic Hermitian vector bundle over (M, I).
Denote by

Θ = Θ+ +ΘSU(2)

the isotypical decomposition of its curvature, with ΘSU(2) being SU(2)-
invariant, and Θ+ of weight 2 with respect to SU(2). Then the following
conditions are equivalent

(i) The form Θ+ ∈ Λ1,1(M)⊗EndB is equal to ω× IdB , with IdB ∈ EndB
the identity endomorphism of B and ω ∈ Λ1,1(M) a harmonic form.

(ii) The bundle B is projectively hyperholomorphic Yang-Mills.

2In fact, Tr(Θ) is harmonic for any Yang-Mills bundle; the same proof works.
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Proof: The implication (ii) ⇒ (i) is clear by Lemma 4.13. Indeed,
since B is projectively hyperholomorphic, we have Θ+ω × IdB (the non-
SU(2)-invariant part of the curvature is proportional to IdB). Then Θ+ is
a non-SU(2)-invariant part of the form Tr(Θ) which is harmonic by Lemma
4.13. Since the action of SU(2) commutes with the Laplacian, the form Θ+

is also harmonic.
The converse implication is clear by Lemma 3.8. If the bundle B satisfies

the assumption (i), then it is by definition projectively hyperholomorphic;
we need only to show it is Yang-Mills, that is, ΛΘ = const · IdB . Given
an SU(2)-invariant 2-form η, we have Λη = 0 (Lemma 3.8). Therefore,
Λ(Θ) = Λ(Θ+). On the other hand, the operator Λ commutes with the
Laplacian. Since, Θ+ is harmonic, Λ(Θ+) is also harmonic. A harmonic 0-
form is constant. Therefore, Λ(Θ+) = const·IdB . We proved the implication
(i) ⇒ (ii). Corollary 4.15 is proven.

4.3 Moduli of projectively hyperholomorphic bundles

Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an induced complex structure,
and B a stable holomorphic vector bundle on (M, I). Assume that the
Chern classes of End(B) are SU(2)-invariant, or, what is the same, B is
projectively hyperholomorphic.

Consider the coarse moduli space of deformations of B (see Definition 6.1
for details).

In [V1] (see [V3] for details and a more rigorous definition), we defined
singular hyperkähler varieties. A singular hyperkähler variety is a real an-
alytic variety S , equipped with a real analytic metrics and a quaternion
action in its sheaf of Kähler differentials, such that for every embedding
C →֒ H the corresponding almost complex structure on S is integrable and
Kähler outside of singularities.

It was shown that the moduli space of projectively hyperholomorphic
bundles is singular hyperkähler ([V1]).

In [V3], a desingularization theorem was proven for singular hyperkähler
varieties. Given a singular hyperkähler variety X, and an induced complex
structure I, consider a normalization X̃ of the complex variety (X, I). It was
shown that X̃ is smooth, hyperkähler, and does not depend on the choice of
I. Moreover, locally in a neighbourhoood of a singular point, the complex
variety (X, I) is isomorphic to a union of several planes in a vector space.

To avoid the complicated notation, further on we shall speak of the
moduli of projectively hyperholomorphic bundles as of a smooth hyperkähler
manifold; if it is non-smooth, we replace it by its desingularization.
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5 Hyperholomorphic sheaves

In [BS], S. Bando and Y.-T. Siu developed machinery allowing one to apply
the methods of Yang-Mills theory to torsion-free coherent sheaves. In [V2],
their work was applied to generalise the results of [V1] (see Section 3) to
sheaves.

5.1 Stable sheaves and Yang-Mills connections

In this subsection, we repeat the basic definitions and results from [BS] and
[OSS].

Definition 5.1: LetX be a complex manifold, and F a coherent sheaf on
X. Consider the sheaf F ∗ := HomOX

(F,OX ). There is a natural functorial
map ρF : F −→ F ∗∗. The sheaf F ∗∗ is called a reflexive hull, or reflex-
ization of F . The sheaf F is called reflexive if the map ρF : F −→ F ∗∗ is
an isomorphism.

Remark 5.2: For all coherent sheaves F , the map ρF ∗ : F ∗ −→ F ∗∗∗

is an isomorphism ([OSS], Ch. II, the proof of Lemma 1.1.12). Therefore, a
reflexive hull of a sheaf is always reflexive.

Reflexive hull can be obtained by restricting to an open subset and taking
the pushforward.

Lemma 5.3: Let X be a complex manifold, F a coherent sheaf on X, Z
a closed analytic subvariety, codimZ > 2, and j : (X\Z) →֒ X the natural
embedding. Assume that the pullback j∗F is reflexive on (X\Z). Then the
pushforward j∗j

∗F is also reflexive.

Proof: This is [OSS], Ch. II, Lemma 1.1.12.

Lemma 5.4: Let F be a reflexive sheaf on M , and X its singular set.
Then codimM X > 3

Proof: This is [OSS], Ch. II, 1.1.10.

Claim 5.5: Let X be a Kähler manifold, and F a torsion-free coherent
sheaf over X. Then F (semi)stable if and only if F ∗∗ is (semi)stable.
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Proof: This is [OSS], Ch. II, Lemma 1.2.4.

The admissible Hermitian metrics, introduced by Bando and Siu in [BS],
play the role of the ordinary Hermitian metrics for vector bundles.

Let X be a Kähler manifold. In Hodge theory, one considers the operator
Λ : Λp,q(X) −→ Λp−1,q−1(X) acting on differential forms on X, which is
adjoint to the multiplication by the Kähler form. This operator is defined on
differential forms with coefficient in every bundle. Considering the curvature
Θ of a bundle B as a 2-form with coefficients in End(B), we shall speak of
ΛΘ which is a section of End(B).

Definition 5.6: Let X be a Kähler manifold, and F a reflexive coherent
sheaf over X. Denote by U ⊂ X the set of all points at which F is locally

trivial. By definition, the restriction F
∣∣∣
U

of F to U is a bundle. An ad-

missible metric on F is a Hermitian metric h on the bundle F
∣∣∣
U

which

satisfies the following assumptions

(i) the curvature Θ of (F, h) is square integrable, and

(ii) the corresponding section ΛΘ ∈ End(F
∣∣∣
U
) is uniformly bounded.

Definition 5.7: Let X be a Kähler manifold, F a reflexive coherent
sheaf over X, and h an admissible metric on F . Consider the corresponding

Hermitian connection∇ on F
∣∣∣
U
. The metric h and the Hermitian connection

∇ are called hyperholomorphic if its curvature satisfies

ΛΘ ∈ End(F
∣∣∣
U
) = c · id

where c is a constant and id the unit section id ∈ End(F
∣∣∣
U
).

One of the main results of [BS] is the following analogue of the Uhlen-
beck-Yau theorem (Theorem 3.6).

Theorem 5.8: Let M be a compact Kähler manifold, and F a coherent
sheaf without torsion. Then F admits an admissible Yang–Mills metric is
and only if F is polystable. Moreover, if F is stable, then this metric is
unique, up to a constant multiplier.

Proof: [BS], Theorem 3.
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5.2 Stable hyperholomorphic sheaves over hyperkähler man-

ifolds

Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an induced complex structure,
F a torsion-free coherent sheaf over (M, I) and F ∗∗ its reflexization. Re-
call that the cohomology of M are equipped with a natural SU(2)-action
(Lemma 2.5). The motivation for the following definition is Theorem 3.9
and Theorem 5.8.

Definition 5.9: Assume that the first two Chern classes of the sheaves
F , F ∗∗ are SU(2)-invariant. Then F is called stable (polystable) hyper-
holomorphic if F is stable (polystable), and stable (polystable) pro-
jectively hyperholomorphic, if End(F ) is stable (polystable) hyperholo-
morphic.

Remark 5.10: The slope of a hyperholomorphic sheaf is zero, because
a degree of an SU(2)-invariant 2-form is zero (Lemma 3.8).

Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, I an induced complex structure, and
F a torsion-free sheaf over (M, I). Consider the natural SU(2)-action in
the bundle Λi(M,B) of the differential i-forms with coefficients in a vector
bundle B. Let Λi

inv(M,B) ⊂ Λi(M,B) be the bundle of SU(2)-invariant
i-forms.

Definition 5.11: Let X ⊂ (M, I) be a complex subvariety of codimen-

sion at least 2, such that F
∣∣∣
M\X

is a bundle, h be a metric on F
∣∣∣
M\X

and

∇ the associated connection. Then ∇ is called hyperholomorphic if its
curvature

Θ∇ = ∇2 ∈ Λ2
(
M,End

(
F
∣∣∣
M\X

))

is SU(2)-invariant, i. e. belongs to Λ2
inv

(
M,End

(
F
∣∣∣
M\X

))
. The connec-

tion ∇ is called admissible hyperholomorphic if ∇ is hyperholomorphic
and the metric h is admissible, in the sense of Definition 5.6.

Theorem 5.12: Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an in-
duced complex structure and F a reflexive sheaf on (M, I). Then F admits
an admissible hyperholomorphic connection if and only if F is polystable
hyperholomorphic.
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Proof: This is [V2], Theorem 3.19.

5.3 Weakly hyperholomorphic sheaves

In most situations in this paper, we operate with a weaker notion of hyper-
holomorphic connection - there is no way to obtain the admissibility of the
metrics. However, for the present purposes, the results of [V4] will suffice.

Definition 5.13: Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, I an induced com-
plex structure, and F a torsion-free coherent sheaf on M . Assume that
outside of a closed complex analytic set Z ⊂ (M, I), codimC Z > 3, the
sheaf F is smooth and equipped with a connection ∇. Assume, moreover,
that ∇ is hyperholomorphic. Then F is called weakly hyperholomorphic.

Theorem 5.14: Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an in-
duced complex structure, and F a reflexive coherent sheaf on M which is
indecomposable (that is, cannot be represented as a direct sum of non-trivial
coherent sheaves). Assume that F is weakly hyperholomorphic. Then F is
stable.

Proof: This is the main result of [V4].

By Theorem 5.12, F admits a unique admissible hyperholomorphic Yang-
Mills connection ∇1. However, we do not know whether ∇ = ∇1 or not.

Conjecture 5.15: In assumptions of Theorem 5.14, the connection ∇
is admissible.

Clearly, Theorem 5.14 is implied by Theorem 5.12 and Conjecture 5.15.

6 Deformation spaces and universal bundles

6.1 Coarse moduli spaces

Let M be a compact complex manifold, and G a complex Lie group. In this
section, we study the deformations of vector bundles, or G-bundles, over
M . We work in a rather abstract setting; in the applications, we deal with
vector bundles, or PGL(n)-bundles satisfying some stability conditions.
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Let F be a vector bundle or a G-bundle, and C the category of vector
bundles or G-bundles over M containing F . Denote by C(M) the corre-
sponding category of bundles over M . Let T be some condition (such as
stability) that might be true or false for objects of C(M).

Assume that all objects of C satisfying T are simple, that is, they have
the smallest automorphism group that the geometry of C allows (for vec-
tor bundles, this condition translates to the usual notion of simplicity of a
holomorphic vector bundle; for projective bundles, it means that the corre-
sponding pgl(n) = sl(n)-bundle does not have Lie algebra automorphisms).

Let X be a complex analytic space, with the marked point x0. Given
the above data, a variation of F over a base X is an object F of C (a vector
bundle or a G-bundle) over the product M ×X, such that for all x ∈ X the

restriction F
∣∣∣
M×{x}

of F to M ×{x} satisfies T , and F
∣∣∣
M×{x0}

is isomorphic

to F .

Definition 6.1: In the above assumptions, let S be a complex analytic
space with the marked point denoted by [F ]. Then S is called the coarse
moduli space of deformations of F , satisfying T , if the following
conditions hold

(i) There is a bundle F ′ ∈ C over M associated to each point [F ′] ∈ S.
This bundle always satisfies T . The bundle F is associated with the
marked point [F ] ∈ S.

(ii) For any variation (X,F) of F with a connected base X there is a unique
map f : X −→ S, mapping [F ] to the marked point x0, such that for
each point x ∈ X the restriction of F on {x}×M is isomorphic to the
bundle associated with the point f(x) ∈ S by (i).

(iii) For any point [F ′] ∈ S and a sufficiently small open neighbourhood
U of [F ′], there exists a bundle F ∈ C over M × U such that the
restriction of F to {[F ′]} ×M is isomorphic to F ′.

This definition is usually applied when T is some stability condition. In
this case, S is called the coarse moduli of stable deformations of F .

6.2 Existence of the universal bundle

29



Stability of Fourier-Mukai transform M. Verbitsky, July 20, 2001

Definition 6.2: In assumptions of Definition 6.1, let U be a bundle from
C over M × S. We say that U is universal if for any point [F ′] ∈ S, the
restriction of U to {[F ′]} ×M is isomorphic to F ′.

The existence of the universal bundle is known for projective vector
bundles. Recall that the projective vector bundles are in one-to-one corre-
spondence with principal holomorphic PGL(n)-bundles (Remark 4.2).

Proposition 6.3: Let M be a compact complex manifold, P a holomor-
phic projective vector bundle, T a true-or-false condition for holomorphic
projective vector bundles, satisfying assumptions of Subsection 6.1, and S
the coarse moduli of deformations of P satisfying T (see Definition 6.1 for
details).1 Then the universal bundle U exists over M × S.

Proof: Locally in a neighbourhood of a point [P ′] ∈ S, the universal
bundle exists by Definition 6.1 (iii), and is, by definition, unique up to an
isomorphism. To prove its existence globally, we need to glue together these
local versions of the universal bundle. Generally speaking, this might be
non-trivial, because the bundle P , which we are trying to deform, might
have automorphisms. Then, gluing together the universal bundle from its
local versions will have obstructions. These obstructions lie in the first
cohomology H1(S,Aut(F)) of the sheaf of local automorphisms of the (lo-
cally defined) universal bundle of P . However, the universal bundle exists
when the deformations of P have no automorphisms. We assumed that
the condition T implies simplicity; for a projective bundle, this means that
the corresponding sl(n)-bundle does not have Lie algebra automorphisms.
Therefore, the next lemma finishes the proof of Proposition 6.3.

Lemma 6.4: Let M be a compact complex manifold, P a projective
bundle, and GP the corresponding principal PGL(n)-bundle. Consider the
Lie algebra bundle gP associated with GP . Assume that gP has no Lie
algebra automorphisms. Then the fibration P has no automorphisms over
M .

Proof: Let σ : P −→ P be a non-trivial automorphism. The group
PGL(n) has zero center. Therefore, σ acts non-trivially on the Lie alge-
bra of infinitesimal automorphisms of P . This contradicts the simplicity

1Please notice, however, that the existence of the coarse moduli is itself quite non-
trivial.
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assumption (Subsection 6.1).
We proved Proposition 6.3.

Let B be a vector bundle over a compact complex manifold M , and S its
deformation space. The universal bundle U does not always exist. However,
the universal bundle, corresponding to the projectivization of B, exists by
Proposition 6.3. Denote by Endtr(U) the Lie algebra of the corresponding
PGL(n)-bundle.

Definition 6.5: The bundle Endtr(U) is called the bundle of traceless
endomorphisms of the universal bundle.

Notice that Endtr(U) is well defined even when U is not defined.

7 Fourier-Mukai transform

Let M be a compact complex manifold, B a vector bundle, and S the coarse
deformation space of B. If the universal bundle exists, we denote it by U .
The bundle Endtr(U) of traceless endomorphisms of the universal bundle
(Definition 6.5) is well-defined, regardless of the existence of U . Denote the
projections from M × S to M , S by π1, π2

Definition 7.1: In the above assumptions, let Db(M), Db(S) be the de-
rived category of bounded complexes of coherent sheaves on M , S. Fourier-
Mukai transform is a functor from Db(M) to Db(S), which is defined as
follows. Given an object A of Db(M), we take its pullback π∗

1A to M × S,
tensor it with U and take the pushforward to S:

FM(A) = R•(π2)∗

(
π∗
1A⊗ U

)

However, it is not defined when U does not exist. It is convenient to define
the modified Fourier-Mukai transform:

FM1(A) = R•(π2)∗

(
π∗
1A⊗ Endtr U

)

which exists always.

Given a coherent sheaf A, the Fourier-Mukai transform of A is no longer
a sheaf, but a complex of sheaves. However, its cohomology are coherent
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sheaves on S. Thus, the Fourier-Mukai functor gives a rise to a series of
functors on the corresponding categories of coherent sheaves:

A−→H i(FM(A)).

The main result of this paper is the following theorem (stability1 of
Mukai transform).

Theorem 7.2: Let M be a K3 surface, and B a stable bundle on M .
Denote by S the coarse moduli of stable deformations of B, equipped with
the natural (Weil-Peterson) Kähler metrics. Let A be an arbitrary stable
bundle on M . Consider the modified Fourier-Mukai transform FM1(A),
and the corresponding cohomology sheaves H i(FM1(A)). Assume that S
is compact. Then the cohomology sheaf H i(FM1(A)) is (up to torsion)
polystable2, for all i. Moreover, the cohomology sheaves of FM(A) are also
polystable, assuming that the universal bundle U and the Fourier-Mukai
transform is defined.

Proof: The proof of Theorem 7.2 is done in two major steps. First, we
show that the universal bundle is projectively hyperholomorphic. Second,
we prove that a pushforward of a projectively hyperholomorphic bundle is
a complex of sheaves with polystable cohomology.

The K3 surface is hyperkähler. Fix a hyperkähler structure which is
compatible with the Kähler structure on M (Definition 2.2). Then the
bundles A and B are equipped with a unique projectively hyperholomorphic
Yang-Mills connection (Claim 4.10). The following result is implied by the
general machinery of hyperholomorphic bundles.

Theorem 7.3: Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an in-
duced complex structure, and B a projectively hyperholomorphic bundle on
(M, I). Consider the coarse moduli S of the stable deformations of B. By
[V1], Theorem 11.3 (see also Subsection 4.3), the variety S has a natural hy-
perkähler structure. Let Endtr(U) be the sheaf of traceless endomorphisms
of the universal bundle. Then Endtr(U) is a hyperholomorphic bundle over
a hyperkähler manifold M × S.

1Throughout this paper, stability is understood in the sense of Mumford-Takemoto,
see Definition 3.4.

2“Polystable” means “a direct sum of stable sheaves of the same slope”, see Defini-
tion 3.4.
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Proof: Consider the projective bundle P = PB, obtained as a pro-
jectivization of B. Let GP be the corresponding principal PGL(n)-bundle.
Using an appropriate definition of stability, one can define the coarse moduli
SP of stable deformations of GP . There is a natural map

S
ϕ−→ SP

corresponding to taking a projectivization of a vector bundle. Using results
of [V1] it easy to check that SP is hyperkähler, and, moreover, the map ϕ
is compatible with the hyperkähler structure.

Let UP be the universal bundle on M ×SP , which exists by Proposition
6.3, and pgl(UP ) the corresponding Lie algebra bundle. From the definition
of Endtr U it follows that the sheaf Endtr U is canonically isomorphic to the
pullback ϕ∗pgl(UP ). To show that Endtr U is hyperholomorphic, we need
only to prove that pgl(UP ) is hyperholomorphic. This is a consequence of
the following general statement.

Proposition 7.4: Let M be a compact hyperkähler manifold, I an in-
duced complex structure, G a compact Lie group, anf P a hyperholomorphic
G-bundle. Denote the coarse moduli space of P by S. Assume that the uni-
versal bundle U exists. Then U is hyperholomorphic.

Proof: Let s ∈ S be a point. Locally in a neighbourhood S0 of s, there
exists a universal bundle U0 on M × S0, which is constructed explicitly us-
ing Hodge theory ([V1], Section 7). Consider the natural (Peterson-Weil)
metrics on U0. From the explicit construction of U0 it immediately follows
that U0 is hyperholomorphic (in fact, U0 can be constructed without men-
tioning the induced complex structure I at all; hence, U0 is holomorphic
with respect to all induced complex structures on M × S0; then, the bun-
dle U0 is holomorphic in each of these complex structures, and therefore
hyperholomorphic).

This proves Proposition 7.4 and Theorem 7.3.

Return to the proof of Theorem 7.2. By definition of Fourier-Mukai
transform,

H i(FM(A)) = Ri(π2)∗(π
∗
1A⊗ U)

and

H i(FM1(A)) = Ri(π2)∗(π
∗
1A⊗ Endtr U).

33



Stability of Fourier-Mukai transform M. Verbitsky, July 20, 2001

Now, π∗
1A projectively hyperholomorphic as a pullback of a projectively

hyperholomorphic bundle, and U is projectively hyperholomorphic by The-
orem 7.3. The tensor product of projectively hyperholomorphic sheaves
is projectively hyperholomorphic. Therefore, the sheaf H i(FM(A)) is a
pushforward of a projectively hyperholomorphic sheaf; the same is true for
H i(FM1(A)). To prove Theorem 7.2 it remains to show that a pushforward
of a projectively hyperholomorphic sheaf is polystable. By Theorem 5.14 for
this purpose it is sufficient to prove that a higher direct image of a projec-
tively hyperholomorphic sheaf is projectively hyperholomorphic, outside of
singularities.

The following theorem concludes the proof of Theorem 7.2.

Theorem 7.5: Let M × S be a product of compact hyperkähler man-
ifolds, I an induced complex structure, and B a projectively hyperholo-
morphic bundle on (M × S, I), which is also Yang-Mills. Denote by π the
projection of M×S to S. Assume that either H1(S) = 0 or H1(M) = 0. Let
R := Riπ∗B be the higher direct image of B, T ⊂ R its torsion component,
and R/T the torsion-free part. Then the sheaf R/T is polystable.

Proof: See Subsection 12.2.

8 Quaternionic Dolbeault complex

The quaternionic cohomology is a well known subject, introduced by M.
Capria and S. Salamon ([CS], [S], [B], [L]). Here we give an exposition
of quaternionic cohomology and quaternionic Dolbeault complex for hy-
perkähler manifolds. However, the generalization of all these subjects to
quaternionic and quaternionic-Kähler manifolds is transparent.

8.1 Quaternionic Dolbeault complex: the definition

Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, and

Λ0M
d−→ Λ1M

d−→ Λ2M
d−→ ...

its de Rham complex. Consider the natural action of SU(2) on Λ∗M (see
Section 2). Clearly, SU(2) acts on ΛiM , i 6 1

2 dimRM with weights i, i−2,
i− 4, ...

We denote by Λi
+ the maximal SU(2)-subspace of Λi, on which SU(2)

acts with weight i.
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The following linear algebraic lemma allows one to compute Λi
+ explicitly

Lemma 8.1: In the above assumptions, let I be an induced complex
structure, and HI the quaternion space, considered as a 2-dimensional com-
plex vector space with the complex structure induced by I. Denote by
Λp,0
I (M) the space of (p, 0)-form on M , with respect to the Hodge decom-

position associated with the complex structure I. The space HI is equipped
with a natural action of SU(2). Consider Λp,0

I (M) as a representation of
SU(2), with trivial group action. Then, there is a canonical isomorphism

Λp
+(M) ∼= Sp

C
HI ⊗C Λp,0

I (M), (8.1)

where Sp
C
HI denotes a p-th symmetric power of HI . Moreover, the SU(2)-

action on Λp
+(M) is compatible with the isomorphism (8.1).

Proof: Fix a standard basis 1, I, J,K in H. Let h1, h2 ∈ HI be the
corresponding basic in HI , h1 = 1+

√
−1 I, h2 = J −

√
−1K. Consider the

SU(2)-invariant homomorphism

HI ⊗ Λ1,0
I (M)−→ Λ1(M) (8.2)

mapping h1 ⊗ η to η and h2 ⊗ η to J(η), where J denotes an endomorphism
of Λ1(M) induced by J . The equation (8.1) is obvious for p = 1:

Λ1(M) = Λ1
+(M) = HI ⊗ Λ1,0

I (M) (8.3)

This isomorphism is by construction SU(2)-invariant. Given two vector
spaces A and B, we have a natural map

SiA⊗ ΛiB −→ Λi(A⊗B). (8.4)

From (8.4) and (8.3), we obtain a natural SU(2)-invariant homomorphism

Sp
C
HI ⊗C Λp,0

I (M)−→ Λp(M). (8.5)

Since Sp
C
HI has weight p, the arrow (8.5) maps Sp

C
HI⊗CΛ

p,0
I (M) to Λp

+(M).
We have constructed a map

Sp
C
HI ⊗C Λp,0

I (M)
Ψ−→ Λp

+(M). (8.6)

It remains to show that it is an isomorphism. Let adI : Λ∗M −→ Λ∗M
act on (p, q)-forms ad(η) = (p − q)

√
−1 η. Clearly, −

√
−1 adI is a root

35



Stability of Fourier-Mukai transform M. Verbitsky, July 20, 2001

of the Lie algebra SU(2). It is well known that a representation of a Lie
algebra is generated by the highest vector. For the Lie algebra su(2), this
means that Λp

+(M) is a subspace of Λp(M) generated by SU(2) from the
subspace W ⊂ Λp

+(M) consisting of all vectors on which −
√
−1 adI acts as

a multiplication by p. On the other hand, W coinsides with Λp,0
I (M). We

obtained the following

The space Λp
+(M) is generated by SU(2) from its subspace

Λp,0
I (M).

(8.7)

The image of

Ψ : Sp
C
HI ⊗C Λp,0

I (M)−→ Λp
+(M)

is an SU(2)-invariant subspace of Λp(M) containing Λp,0
I (M). By (8.7), this

means that Ψ is surjective.
Let R ⊂ Sp

C
HI ⊗C Λp,0

I (M) be the kernel of Ψ. By construction, R
is SU(2)-invariant, of weight p. By the same arguments as above, R is
generated by its subspace of highest weight, that is, the vectors of type hp1η,

where η ∈ Λp,0
I (M) (see (8.2)). On the other hand, on the subspace

hp1 · Λ
p,0
I (M) ⊂ Sp

C
HI ⊗C Λp,0

I (M)

the map Ψ is by construction injective. Therefore, the intersection hp1 ·
Λp,0
I (M) ∩R is empty. We proved that Ψ is an isomorphism. Lemma 8.1 is

proven.

Consider an SU(2)-invariant decomposition

Λp(M) = Λp
+(M)⊕ V p, (8.8)

where V p is the sum of all SU(2)-subspaces of Λp(M) of weight less than
p. Since SU(2)-action is multiplicative, the subspace ⊕pV

p ⊂ Λp(M) is an
ideal. Therefore, the quotient

Λ∗
+(M) = Λ∗(M)/ ⊕p V

p

is an algebra. Using the decomposition (8.8), we define the quaternionic
Dolbeault differential d+ : Λ∗

+(M)−→ Λ∗
+(M) as the composition of de

Rham differential and projection of to Λ∗
+(M) ⊂ Λ∗(M). Since de Rham

differential cannot increase the SU(2)-weight of a form more than by 1,
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d preserves the subspace V ∗ ⊂ Λ∗(M). Therefore, d+ is a differential in
Λ∗
+(M).

Definition 8.2: Let

Λ0M
d+−→ Λ1M

d+−→ Λ2
+M

d+−→ Λ3
+M

d+−→ ...

be the differential graded algebra constructed above1. It is called the
quaternionic Dolbeault complex, or Salamon complex.

Remark 8.3: The isomorphism (8.1) is clearly multiplicative.

8.2 Connections in modules over DG-algebras

Using the quaternionic Dolbeault complex, it is possible to give an alterna-
tive definition for hyperholomorphic bundles, in the same way as one defines
the holomorphic bundles using the usual Dolbeault complex (Theorem 3.1).

We state the definition of a connection and flat connection for a general
differential graded algebra; flat bundles, holomorphic bundles and hyper-
holomorphic bundles become special cases of this algebraic definition.

Throughout this paper, the differential graded algebras are always as-
sumed to be supercommutative.

Definition 8.4: Let

A0 d−→ A1 d−→ A2 d−→ ...

be a differential graded supercommutative algebra, and B an A0-module.
Consider an operator

∇ : B −→B ⊗A0 A1

satisfying the Leibniz identiry:

∇(ab) = da⊗ b+ a∇b, (8.9)

(a ∈ A0, b ∈ B). Then ∇ is called (A∗, d)-connection.

1We identify Λ0
M and Λ0

+M , Λ1
M and Λ1

+M .
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The following claim is trivial

Claim 8.5: Let A∗ be a differential graded algeba, which is multiplica-
tively generated by A0, A1, and (B,∇) an A0-module with a connection
over A∗. Then ∇ can be uniquely extended to a sequence of operators

B
∇−→ B ⊗A0 A1 ∇−→ B ⊗A0 A2 ∇−→ B ⊗A0 A3 ∇−→ ... (8.10)

which satisfies the Leibniz identity.

Proof: Clear.

A sequence (8.10) is called an extended connection over A∗. Further
on, we shall always work with the differential graded algebras, which are
multiplicatively generated by A0, A1 (such as the Dolbeault complex, de
Rham complex, quaternionic Dolbeault complex, etc.) For such algebras,
we do not always make a distinction between a connection and an extended
connection.

Definition 8.6: Let A∗, d be a differential graded algebra, B an A0-
module, and

B
∇−→ B ⊗A0 A1 ∇−→ B ⊗A0 A2 ∇−→ B ⊗A0 A3 ∇−→ ... (8.11)

an extended connection on B. We say that ∇ is flat if ∇2 = 0, where

∇2 : B ⊗A0 Ai −→B ⊗A0 Ai+2

is a composition of two successive arrows in (8.11). We say that ∇ is pro-
jectively flat if for all b ∈ B, we have

∇2B = ab,

where a ∈ A2.

Example 8.7: Let (A∗, d) be de Rham algebra over M , and B a C∞-
vector bundle. There is a natural action of A0 on B. Clearly, an A∗-
connection on B is simply a connection on B. An A∗-connection is flat
(provectively flat) if and only if B is flat (resp. provectively flat).

Example 8.8: Let (A∗, d) be the Dolbeault complex:

(A∗,D) = (Λ0,∗, ∂),
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and B a complex vector C∞-bundle. The Newlander-Nierenberg theorem
(Theorem 3.1) states that flat (A∗, d)-connections are in one to one corre-
spondence with the holomorphic structures on B.

The projective flatness of a connection can be dealt with in the same fash-
ion as we dealt with the projectively hyperholomorphic bundles in Proposi-
tion 4.8.

Claim 8.9: Let (A∗, d) be a differential graded algebra, and B an A0-
module with a connection ∇. Assume that B is projective and finite gener-
ated2 over A0. Then the connection in B is projectively flat over A∗ if and
only if the associated connection in EndA0 B is flat over A∗.

Proof: Claim 8.9 is a straightforward generalization of Proposition 4.8,
and its proof is essentially the same. Let Θ : A∗ ⊗A0 B −→A∗+2 ⊗A0 B be
the curvature of ∇. From the Leibniz identity it immediately follows that
Θ is A0-linear, that is, satisfies

Θ(ab) = aΘ(b)

for a ∈ A∗, b ∈ B. Therefore, Θ is determined by the value it takes on B.
We may interpret Θ as an A0-linear homomorphism

Θ : B −→A2 ⊗A0 B.

In other words, Θ can be considered as an element in A2⊗A0End(B). Clearly,
B is projectively flat if and only if Θ belongs to A2 ⊂ A2⊗A0 End(B), where
A2 →֒ A2 ⊗A0 End(B) is the canonical embedding corresponding to the
identity section of EndB.

Now, the curvature Θ′ of EndB is expressed through Θ by the relation
(4.2). Using this relation just as in the proof of Proposition 4.8, we obtain
that Θ belongs to A2 ⊂ A2⊗A0 End(B) if and only if Θ′ is zero. This proves
Claim 8.9.

Our main working example comes from the hyperkähler geometry. The
following claim is clear.

2This assumption is clear when A0 is C∞(M) and B a (finite-dimensional) bundle over
M , for M any smooth manifold.
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Claim 8.10: LetM be a hyperkähler manifold and B a Hermitian vector
bundle with a connection

B
∇−→ B ⊗ Λ1M.

Using the identification Λ1(M) ∼= Λ1
+(M), we may consider ∇ as a (Λ∗

+, d+)-
connection, where (Λ∗

+, d+) is the quaternionic Dolbeault complex. Then ∇
is flat (resp. projectively flat) over (Λ∗

+, d+) if and only if ∇ is hyperholo-
morphic (resp. projectively hyperholomorphic).

Proof: Claim 8.10 is obvious from the definitions. To avoid misunder-
standing, we give its proof, but for most readers it will be easier to invent a
proof of their own.

Extend ∇ to a sequence

B
∇−→ B ⊗ Λ1

+
∇−→ B ⊗ Λ2

+
∇−→ B ⊗ Λ3

+
∇−→ ... (8.12)

(Claim 8.5). Then∇2 maps a form η to Π(η∧Θ), where Θ ∈ Λ2(M)⊗End(B)
is the curvature of the connection ∇ : B −→B ⊗ Λ1M , and Π a standard
projection of Λ2(M) to Λ2

+(M).
Consider the standard action of SU(2) on differential forms. We say

that a form κ is pure of weight p if κ belongs to an SU(2)-representation of
weight p.

If Θ is SU(2)-invariant, and η is pure of weight p, then η ∧ Θ also has
weight p and belongs to the kernel of Π; this means that ∇ is flat over
Λ∗
+(M). Conversely, if ∇ is flat over Λ∗

+(M), then Θ is a sum of forms
which are of weight less than 2; however, Θ is a 2-form, and 2-forms can
only have weights 2 and 0. Therefore, the curvature Θ is pure of weight 0,
that is, SU(2)-invariant.

Applying this argument to the bundle EndB, we obtain that B is projec-
tively hyperholomorphic if and only if EndB is flat over Λ∗

+(M). By Claim
8.9, this is equivalent to B being projectively flat over Λ∗

+(M).
Claim 8.10 is proven.

8.3 Hodge decomposition for the quaternionic

Dolbeault complex

Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, and I an induced complex structure. As
usually, we define an operator adI : Λ∗(M)−→ Λ∗(M) mapping a (p, q)-
form η to

√
−1 (p− q)η. By definition, adI belongs to the Lie algebra su(2)
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acting on Λ∗(M) in the standard way. Therefore, adI preserves the subspace
Λ∗
+(M) ⊂ Λ∗(M). We obtain the Hodge decomposition

Λ∗
+(M) = ⊕p,qΛ

p,q
+,I(M).

Definition 8.11: The decomposition

Λ∗
+(M) = ⊕p,qΛ

p,q
+,I(M)

is called the Hodge decomposition for the quaternionic Dolbeault
complex.

The following claim is trivial

Claim 8.12: Given a hyperkähler manifold M and an induced complex
structure I, the following subspaces of Λ∗(M) coinside:

Λp,0
+,I(M) = Λp,0

I (M),

where Λp,0
I (M) denotes the space of all (p, 0)-forms.

Proof: Immediately follows from Lemma 8.1.

8.4 The Dolbeault bicomplex and quaternionic Dolbeault

complex

Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, I an induced comlex structure, and
I, J,K ∈ H the standard triple of induced complex structures. Clearly,
J acts on the complexified co tangent space Λ1M ⊗ C mapping Λ0,1

I (M) to

Λ1,0
I (M). Consider a differential operator

∂J : C∞(M)−→ Λ1,0
I (M),

mapping f to J(∂f), where ∂ : C∞(M)−→ Λ0,1
I (M) is the standard Dol-

beault differential on a Kähler manifold (M, I). We extend ∂J to a differen-
tial

∂J : Λp,0
I (M)−→ Λp+1,0

I (M),

using the Leibniz rule.
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Let B be a bundle with connection. In the same fashion as above, we
define the operator

∇′
J : Λp,0

I (M)⊗B −→ Λp+1,0
I (M)⊗B, ∇′

J = J ◦ ∇′′ ◦ J−1; (8.13)

this operator is equal to ∂J when B is a trivial bundle.

Proposition 8.13: Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, I an induced
complex structure, I, J,K the standard basis in quaternion algebra, and

Λ∗
+(M) = ⊕p,qΛ

p,q
I,+(M)

the Hodge decomposition of the quaternionic Dolbeault complex (Subsection
8.3). Then there exists a canonical isomorphism

Λp,q
I,+(M) ∼= Λp+q,0

I (M). (8.14)

Under this identification, the quaternionic Dolbeault differential

d+ : Λp,q
I,+(M) −→ Λp+1,q

I,+ (M)⊕ Λp,q+1
I,+ (M)

corresponds to a sum

∂ ⊕ ∂J : Λp+q,0
I (M)−→ Λp+q+1,0

I (M)⊕ Λp+q+1,0
I (M).

Proof: Consider the isomorphism

Λp
+
∼= Sp

C
HI ⊗C Λp,0

I (M). (8.15)

The Hodge decomposition of (8.15) is induced by the SU(2)-action, as fol-
lows. Let ρI : U(1) −→ SU(2) be a group map corresponding to the Lie alge-
bra embedding u(1) = R →֒ su(2), 1−→ I. From the definition of the SU(2)-
action it follows that the Hodge decomposition of Λ∗(M) coinsides with the
weight decomposition under the action of ρI : U(1)−→ End(Λ∗(M)).

The SU(2)-action on Sp
C
HI ⊗C Λp,0

I (M) is trivial on the second compo-
nent. Consider the weight decomposition

Si
CHI

∼=
⊕

p+q=i

Sp,q
C

HI

associated with ρI . Then (8.15) translates to the isomorphism

Λp,q
I,+(M) ∼= Sp,q

C
HI ⊗C Λp+q,0

I (M).
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Let h1, h2 be a basis in HI defined as in the proof of Lemma 8.1. An
elementary calculation shows that h1 has weight (1,0), and h2 has weight
(0,1). Therefore, the space Sp,q

C
HI is 1-dimensional and generated by hp1h

q
2.

We obtained an isomorphism

Λp,q
I,+(M) ∼= hp1 · h

q
2 · Λ

p+q,0
I (M). (8.16)

This proves (8.14).
The isomorphism (8.16) is clearly multiplicative. Consider the differen-

tial

d̂+ = h1∂ + h2∂J : Sp
C
HI ⊗C Λp,0

I (M)−→ Sp+1
C

HI ⊗C Λp+1,0
I (M)

To prove Proposition 8.13, we need to show that the quaternionic Dolbeault
differential d+ coinsides with d̂+ under the identification (8.16). The iso-
morphism (8.16) is by construction multiplicative, and the differentials d+
and d̂+ both satisfy the Leibniz rule. Therefore, it is sufficient to show that

d+ = d̂+ (8.17)

on C∞(M) = Λ0
+(M).

On functions, the equality (8.17) is immediately implied by the definition
of the isomorphism

Λ1
+(M) ∼= HI ⊗C Λ1,0

I (M).

Proposition 8.13 is proven.

Remark 8.14: A similar result is true for bundles with connection.
Given a vector bundle B with a connection ∇, the Λ∗

+(M)-connection oper-
ator

∇+ : Λp,q
I,+(M)⊗B −→ Λp+1,q

I,+ (M)⊗B ⊕ Λp,q+1
I,+ (M)⊗B

(Claim 8.10) corresponds to a sum

∇′ ⊕∇′
J : Λp+q,0

I (M)⊗B −→ Λp+q+1,0
I (M)⊗B ⊕ Λp+q+1,0

I (M)⊗B.

where∇′
J is defined in the same way as ∂J (8.13). The proof of this statement

is the same as the proof of Proposition 8.13.

The statement of Proposition 8.13 can be represented by the following
diagram
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Λ0
+(M)

d′
+
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d′′
+
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/

Λ
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+
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+
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+
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∼= h1Λ
1,0
I

(M)

h1∂

����
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h2∂J

��
//

//
//

//
/

h2Λ
1,0
I

(M)

h1∂

����
��
��
��
�

h2∂J

��
//

//
//

//
/

Λ
2,0
+

(M) Λ
1,1
+

(M) Λ
0,2
+

(M) h2
1Λ

2,0
I

(M) h1h2Λ
2,0
I

(M) h2
2Λ

2,0
I

(M)

(8.18)

where d+ = d′+ + d′′+ is the Hodge decomposition of the quaternionic Dol-
beault differential.

Definition 8.15: In the above assumptions, the bicomplex (8.18) is
called the quaternionic Dolbeault bicomplex.

Applying the above argument to the quaternionic Dolbeault complex
with coefficients in a bundle, we obtain the following claim.

Claim 8.16: In assumptions of Proposition 8.13, let B be a bundle with
connection over M , and

∇+ : Λ∗
+(M)⊗B −→ Λ∗+1

+ (M)⊗B

the corresponding connection over Λ∗
+(M). Consider the operators

∇′, ∇′
J : Λ∗,0

+ (M)⊗B −→ Λ∗+1,0
+ (M)⊗B.

(Remark 8.14). Then B is hyperholomorphic if and only if ∇′ commutes
with ∇′

J

Proof: Follows directly from Remark 8.14, the isomorphism (8.18) and
Claim 8.10.

We do not use Claim 8.16 anywhere in this paper.

9 qD-modules and coherent sheaves
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9.1 qD-modules: the definition

The following generalization of a notion of a hyperholomorphic bundle is
useful in the study of coherent sheaves over hyperkähler manifolds.

Definition 9.1: Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, F a C∞(M)-module
(not necessarily finitely generated) and

F
∇−→ F ⊗C∞(M) Λ

1
+(M)

∇−→ F ⊗C∞(M) Λ
2
+(M)...

a quaternionic Dolbeault connection. Then F is called a quaternionic
Dolbeault module, or qD-module for short, if ∇ is flat.

Let I be an induced complex structure. Consider the operator L :
Λi
+(M) −→ Λi+2

+ (M), mapping η to η ∧ ω, where ω is the Kaehler form
on (M, I). By Λ : Λi

+(M)−→ Λi−2
+ (M) we denote the Hermitian adjoint

operator. These operators can be obtained from the usual Hodge operators
L, Λ by taking an orthogonal projection to Λ∗

+(M).

Definition 9.2: Let I be an induced complex structure, and F a Λ∗
+(M)-

module with a connection ∇. Assume that the curvature of ∇ is of Hodge
type (1, 1). If ∇ is projectively flat, and its curvature Θ satisfies

Λ(Θ) = cId,

then F is called a projective quaternionic Dolbeault Yang-Mills mod-
ule, pqDYM-module for short.

This term is coined in analogy to the usual D-modules; in fact, any D-
module is automatically a qD-module. The converse is not true, of course.

Definition 9.3: LetM be a hyperkähler manifold, I an induced complex
structure, and F a qD-module or a pqDYM-module. Consider the (0, 1)-part
∇′′ of the connection ∇:

∇′′ : F −→ F ⊗C∞(M) Λ
0,1
I (M).

Let HI(F ) be the sheaf of all sections f ∈ F satisfying ∇′′f = 0.
Clearly, HI(F ) is a O(M,I)-module. We call HI(F ) a canonical quasi-

coherent sheaf on (M, I) associated with F . When F is a hyperholo-
morphic bundle, HI(F ) is the corresponding holomorphic bundle on (M, I).
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Definition 9.4: Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, I an induced com-
plex structure, and F a quasicoherent sheaf on (M, I). A qD- or pqDYM-
structure on F is a qD- or pqDYM-module F equipped with an isomor-
phism HI(F ) ∼= F .

The main result of this section is the following proposition

Proposition 9.5: Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, I an induced com-
plex structure, and F a coherent sheaf on (M, I) equipped with a qD- or
pqDYM-structure. Then the following claims are true

(i) The torsion subsheaf T ⊂ F , and the quotient F/T is also equipped
with a qD- (respectively, pqDYM-) structure.

(ii) Let Z ⊂ (M, I), codimC > 2 be a closed complex subvariety of (M, I),
U := M\Z the corresponding open submanifold, and j : U →֒
M the natural open embedding. Consider the quasicoherent sheaf
j∗j

∗F . Then the sheaf j∗j
∗F is also equipped with a qD- (respec-

tively, pqDYM-) structure.

Proof: Let F be a qD- or pqDYm-module such that HI(F ) = F , and
F0 ⊂ F the torsion subsheaf of F , that is, the union of all sections of F
which vanish on a dense open subset of M . Clearly, HI(F0) = T . Therefore,
T ⊂ F is compatible with the qD- or pqDYN-structure on F . This proves
Proposition 9.5 (i).

To prove Proposition 9.5 (ii), consider the sheaf j∗j
∗F . By definition,

for any open subset W ⊂ M , we have

ΓW (j∗j
∗F ) := ΓW∩UF.

Clearly, j∗j
∗F is a qD- or pqDYN-module. Moreover, HI(j∗j

∗F ) = j∗j
∗F .

This proves Proposition 9.5 (ii).

Corollary 9.6: Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, I an induced complex
structure, and F a torsion-free coherent sheaf on (M, I) equipped with a qD-
or pqDYM-structure. Then the reflexive hull F∗∗ of F is also equipped with
a qD- (respectively, pqDYM-) structure.

Proof: In assumptions of Proposition 9.5, let Z be the singular set of
F . Then j∗j

∗F ∼= F∗∗ (Lemma 5.3). Corollary 9.6 is implied immediately
by Proposition 9.5.
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Remark 9.7: Let M,M ′ be compact hyperkähler manifolds, H1(M ′) =
0, I an induced complex structure and π : M × M ′ −→M the standard
projection. Consider a hyperholomorphic or projectively hyperholomorphic
bundle B on (M × M ′, I). In Section 12, we prove that the higher direct
image F := Riπ∗B is equipped with a qD- or pqDYM-structure. Let T be
the torsion part of F . By Proposition 9.5 (i), the quotient F/T is equipped
with a qD- or pqDYM-structure. By Corollary 9.6, the reflexive hull F of
F/T is also equipped with a qD- or pqDYM-structure. We arrive in the
situation described by Theorem 5.14: End(F ) is a reflexive sheaf equipped
with a hyperholomorphic connection outside of its singularities. By Theorem
5.14, End(F ) is polystable. It is easy to check that the polystability of
End(F ) implies polystability of F .

10 qD-Laplace operator and the extended

qD-complex

10.1 Extended quaternionic Dolbeault bicomplex

To define the quaternionic Dolbeault Laplace operator, we need to extend
the qD-bicomplex (8.18) as follows.

Definition 10.1: Let M be a hyperkähler manifold and I an induced
complex structure. Consider the bicomplex

⊕

p,q∈Z

(
Λ̃p,q
I,+(M)

)
:=

⊕

p,q∈Z

(
hp1h

q
2Λ

p+q,0
I (M)

)

with the differential d+ := h1∂ + h2∂J (Proposition 8.13.) The bicomplex
(Λ̃∗

+(M), d+) is called the extended quaternionic Dolbeault bicom-
plex. Clearly, the subspace

(Λ∗
+(M), d+) ⊂ (Λ̃∗

+(M), d+)

is preserved by d+.

Remark 10.2: In most respects, the extended qD-bicomplex can play
the role of the usual quaternionic Dolbeault complex just as nicely. For in-
stance, given a C∞-bundle B with a (Λ∗

+(M), d+)-connection ∇, we can im-

mediately obtain a (Λ̃∗
+(M), d+)-connection ∇̃ on the bundleB; the converse
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is also true (Claim 8.16). Moreover, the connection ∇̃ is flat (projectively
flat) if and only if ∇ is flat (projectively flat).

Remark 10.3: The usual qD-complex is embedded to Λ̃∗
+(M), d+ as

follows

Λ∗
+(M) =

⊕

p,q>0

(
hp1h

q
2Λ

p+q,0
I (M)

)

⊂ ⊕

p,q∈Z

(
hp1h

q
2Λ

p+q,0
I (M) = Λ̃∗

+(M)

)
.

10.2 qD-Laplace operator

Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, dimHM = n, I, J,K the standard triple
of induced complex structures, and ΩI := ωJ +

√
−1 ωK the standard holo-

morphic symplectic form on (M, I). Consider the corresponding section of
the canonical class Ωn

I ∈ Λ2n,0
I (M). Let

∗ : Λp,0 −→ Λ2n−p,2n(M)

be the Hodge star operator,

K : Λp,0 −→ Λp,2n(M)

the multiplication by Ω
n
I , and

K
∗
: Λp,2n −→ Λp,0(M)

the Hermitian adjoint operator. We define the hyperkähler star operator

⋆ : Λp,0 −→ Λ2n−p,0(M)

([V5]) as a composition of ∗ and K
∗
. Clearly, ∂∗ = −⋆∂⋆ and ∂∗

J =
−⋆∂J⋆, where

∂, ∂J : Λp,0
I (M)−→ Λp+1,0

I (M)

are the standard differentials (Proposition 8.13), and ∂∗, ∂∗
J their Hermitian

adjoint operators, defined as

∂∗ = − ∗ ∂∗, ∂∗
J = − ∗ ∂J∗,

([V1]).
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We consider ⋆ as an endomorphism of

Λ̃+(M) = ⊕p,q>0h
p
1h

q
2Λ

p+q,0
I (M),

⋆(hp1h
q
2η) := hn−p

1 hn−q
2 ⋆(η).

Clearly, ⋆ preserves Λ+(M) ⊂ Λ̃+(M). Therefore, we may consider ⋆ as an
endomorphism of the space of quaternionic Dolbeault forms. The operator
⋆ plays the same role as the usual Hodge star operator plays in Hodge
theory.

Definition 10.4: In the above assumptions, the quaternionic Dolbeault
Laplace operator is defined on Λ̃+(M) as

∆+ := d+d
∗
+ + d∗+d+,

where d∗+ := −⋆d+⋆.

Given a bundle B with a connection over Λ+(M), we may define the
qD-Laplace operator on Λ̃+(M)⊗B as

∆+ := ∇̃∇̃∗ + ∇̃∗∇̃,

where ∇̃ is the corresponding connection over Λ̃+(M), d+, and

∇̃∗ := −⋆∇̃⋆.

Remark 10.5: Given η ∈ Λp,0
I (M), let hi1h

j
2η be the corresponding

vector in Λ+(M). Clearly, ∆+(h
i
1h

j
2η) is independent from the choice of

i, j. Therefore, we may consider ∆+ as an operator on Λp,0
I (M). By the

hyperkaehler Kodaira relations ([V1]; see also (10.1)), the anticommutators
{∂, ∂∗

J} and {∂∗, ∂J} vanish, and we have

∆+ = ∂∂∗ + ∂∗∂∗ + ∂J∂
∗
J + ∂∗

J∂
∗
J

A similar interpretation exists for the quaternionic Dolbeault Laplacian with
coefficients in a bundle.
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10.3 qD-Laplace operator and the quaternionic Kodaira re-

lations

Let M be a hyperkähler manifold, dimHM = n, I, J,K the standard triple
of induced complex structures, and ΩI := ωJ +

√
−1 ωK the standard holo-

morphic symplectic form on (M, I). Consider the operator of multiplication
by ΩI

LΩ : Λp,0
I (M)−→ Λp+2,0

I (M).

Let ΛΩ := ⋆LΩ⋆ be the Hermitian adjoint operator.
Consider the differentials

∂, ∂J : Λp,0
I (M)−→ Λp+1,0

I (M)

(Proposition 8.13). In [V1], the following Kodaira-type relations were ob-
tained.

= −
√
−1 ∂∗

J , [ΛΩ, ∂J ] = −
√
−1 ∂∗,

[LΩ, ∂
∗] =

√
−1 ∂J , [LΩ, ∂

∗
J ] =

√
−1 ∂.

(10.1)

Let B be a bundle with a connection over Λ∗
+(M), ∇′ denote the (1, 0)-

component of a connection, ∇′′ the (0, 1)-component of a connection, and
∇′

J := −J ◦ ∇′′ ◦ J the operator obtained from ∇′′ by conjugation with J .
The same relations are true for forms with coefficients in a bundle:

[ΛΩ,∇′] = −
√
−1∇′∗

J , [ΛΩ,∇′
J ] = −

√
−1∇′∗,

[LΩ,∇′∗] =
√
−1∇′

J , [LΩ,∇′∗
J ] =

√
−1∇′.

From these relations, we obtain the following results about the Laplace
operators ([V1]). Let

∆∂ := ∇′∇′∗ +∇′∗∇′

be the standard Dolbeault Laplacian,

∆∂J := ∇′
J∇′∗

J +∇′∗
J∇′

J

the Laplacian corresponding to ∇′
J , and ∆+ the qD-Laplace operator (Def-

inition 10.4)
Using the quaternionic Dolbeault Kodaira relations in the standard way

([GH]), we obtain the following results about the Laplace operators ([V1]).
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∆+ = ∆∂ +∆∂J , ∆∂ −∆∂J = −
√
−1 [Θ,ΛΩ], (10.2)

where Θ := ∇′∇′
J +∇′

J∇′ is the curvature of ∇+, considered as an operator
on differential forms.

11 Quaternionic Dolbeault complex of a product

In this section, we study the linear algebra of the quaternionic Dolbeault
complex of a product of two hyperkähler manifolds.

11.1 Bidegree: the definition

Let M = M1 ×M2 be a product of two hyperkähler manifolds,

π1 : M −→M1, π2 : M −→M2

the standard projections, and I an induced complex structure. We have

Λi
+(M) = Λi,0

I (M)⊗C Si
HI

(Lemma 8.1). Therefore, the natural multiplicative homomorphism

π∗
1Λ

∗
+(M1)⊗C∞M

π∗
2Λ

∗
+(M2)−→ Λ∗

+(M) (11.1)

is surjective. It is very easy to see that (11.1) not injective. Still, it is
possible to speak of a bidegree of a form.

Definition 11.1: Let

⊠ : π∗
1Λ

∗
+(M1)⊗C∞M

π∗
2Λ

∗
+(M2)−→ Λ∗

+(M)

be the natural surjective map defined above. We say that the form η ∈
Λp+q
+ (M) has bidegree (p, q) if η belongs to

⊠

(
π∗
1Λ

p
+(M1)⊗C∞M

π∗
2Λ

q
+(M2)

)
⊂ Λ∗

+(M)

Let

ρ : u(1)−→ EndΛ∗(M)
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be a representation of u(1) acting as
√
−1 (p− q) on forms of bidegree (p, q).

From Lemma 8.1, it follows that ρ is well defined. Clearly, ρ commutes with
the natural SU(2)-action on Λ∗(M). Therefore, ρ preserves the subspace
Λ∗
+ ⊂ Λ∗(M). We obtained the following claim

Claim 11.2: In the above assumptions, we have a direct sum decompo-
sition

Λ∗
+(M) =

⊕

p,q

Λ∗
+(M)p,q, (11.2)

where Λ∗
+(M)p,q ⊂ Λ∗

+(M) denotes the subset of bidegree (p, q).

11.2 Fiberwise connection operators on a product of two hy-

perkähler manifolds

Let B be a vector bundle with connection over M = M1 ×M2.
A bidegree decomposition exists for forms with coefficients in a vector

bundle:

Λ∗
+(M)⊗B =

⊕

p,q

Λ∗
+(M)p,q ⊗B.

Let ∇ be a connection in B, and ∇ = ∇1 +∇2 be the decomposition of ∇
with respect to bidegree, with ∇1 being of bidegree (1,0), and ∇2 of bidegree
(0,1).

Clearly, the operator ∇1 is C∞(M2)-linear, and ∇2 is C∞(M1)-linear.
One may think of ∇1, ∇2 as of connection operators acting along the fibers
of the standard projections π1 : M −→M1, π2 : M −→M2. Indeed, we
have

∇1 : B −→B ⊗ π∗
1Λ

∗
+M1, ∇2 : B −→B ⊗ π∗

1Λ
∗
+M2.

Let M = M1 × M2 be a product of two hyperkähler manifolds, I an
induced complex structure, and B a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle
over (M, I). Assume that M is projectively hyperholomorphic and Yang-
Mills. Let

∇ : B −→ Λ1(M)⊗B

52



Stability of Fourier-Mukai transform M. Verbitsky, July 20, 2001

be the Hermitian connection in B. We denote by the same letter the asso-
ciated extended connection operator

∇ : Λ∗
+(M)⊗B −→ Λ∗+1

+ (M)⊗B.

Consider the decomposition ∇ = ∇1 +∇2 constructed as above.

Proposition 11.3: Let M = M1 × M2 be a product of two compact
hyperkaehler manifolds, with H1(M1) = 0. Consider a projectively hyper-
holomorphic Yang-Mills bundle B on M1 ×M2. In the above notation, we
have

∇1∇2 = −∇2∇1 (11.3)

Proof: We have ∇ = ∇1+∇2, and the bidegree-(1,1) part of ∇2 is equal
to ∇1∇2 +∇2∇1. On the other hand, B is Yang-Mills, and therefore, the
curvature of B over Λ∗

+(M) is equal to ω ⊗ IdB , where ω ∈ Λ1,1(M) is a
harmonic form (Corollary 4.15). To prove Proposition 11.3, we have to show
that the bidegree-(1,1) part of ∇2 = ω is zero. However, since H1(M1) = 0,
by Künneth formula we have H2(M) = H2(M1)⊕H2(M2). Therefore, any
harmonic form on M is a sum of a harmonic form lifted from M1 and a
harmonic form lifted from M2. In other words, any harmonic form is a sum
of a form of bidegree (2,0) (these are lifred from M1) and a form of bidegree
(0,2) (these are lifted from M2). We have shown that the curvature of B
has zero bidegree-(1,1) part. This proves (11.3).

Consider the extended qD-complex

Λ̃∗
+(M)⊗B

(Definition 10.1). Clearly, the operators ∇1, ∇2 are extended naturally
to Λ̃∗

+(M) ⊗ B, and commute here by Proposition 11.3. Consider the hy-
perkähler star-operator

⋆1 : Λ̃i
+(M1)−→ Λ2 dimH M1−i

+ (M1)

(Subsection 10.2). Let ⋆1 act as identity on Λ̃i
+(M2) We extend ⋆1 to

Λ̃∗
+(M) ⊗ B multiplicatively via (11.1). Since ∇2 is Λ̃i

+(M1)-linear, this
operator commutes with ⋆1.

Consider the Laplace operator associated with ∇1 : Λ̃∗
+(M)−→ Λ̃∗

+(M),

∆1 := ∇∗
1∇1 +∇1∇∗

1,
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where ∇∗
1 := −⋆1∇1⋆1. From (11.3) it follows immediately that

[∆1,∇2] = 0. (11.4)

Let ∆∂1 be the Dolbeault Laplace operator on Λ∗
+(M)⊗B,

∆∂1 := ∇′
1∇′

1
∗
+∇′

1
∗∇′

1.

By (10.2), we have

∆1 − 2∆∂1 = [Θ1,Λ1], (11.5)

where Θ1 = ∇2
1 is a curvature operator, and Λ1 is the standard Λ lifted from

M1. On the other hand, ∆1 and ∇2 commute by (11.4). We obtained the
following proposition

Proposition 11.4: Let M = M1 × M2 be a product of compact hy-
perkähler manifolds, B a bundle on M which is projectively hyperholomor-
phic Yang-Mills, and ∆∂1 , ∇2 the operators on Λ∗

+(M) ⊗ B defined above.
Assume that H1(M1) = 0 or H1(M2) = 0. Then

[∆∂1 ,∇2] = 0.

Proof: By (11.4), ∇2 commutes with ∆1. The equation (11.5) expresses
∆∂1 via ∆1 and [Θ1,Λ]. Therefore, to prove Proposition 11.4, it suffices to
show that ∇2 commutes with [Θ1,Λ]. However, Θ1 = ∇2

1, and by Propo-
sition 11.3, ∇2 commutes with ∇1. The operator Λ is trivial along M2.
Representing a form as a product of a form lifted from M1 and one lifted
from M2, we conclude that ∇2 commutes with Λ1 (see the proof of Lemma
12.2 for a more detailed version of this argument). This proves Proposition
11.4.

12 Hyperholomorphic structure on a pushforward

of a hyperholomorphic bundle

In this Section we use the results of Section 11 to study the pushforward of
a projectively hyperholomorphic bundle.
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12.1 Quaternionic Dolbeault complex and a C∞-pushforward

of a bundle

Let M = M1 × M2 be a product of two hyperkähler manifolds, and I an
induced complex structure on M .

Lemma 12.1: In the above assumptions, consider the map

⊠ : Λ∗,0
I (M1)⊗C Λ∗

+(M2)−→ Λ∗
+(M) (12.1)

induced by (11.1). Then (12.1) is an embedding.

Proof: Follows immediately from Lemma 8.1.

Let B be a bundle with connection on M . We denote the corresponding
extended connection

Λ∗
+(M)⊗B −→ Λ∗+1

+ (M)⊗B

by the same letter ∇. Consider the natural embedding

(
Λ∗,0
I (M1)⊗C Λ∗

+(M2)

)
⊗C∞M −→ Λ∗

+(M)⊗B (12.2)

obtained from (12.1) by tensoring with B. As in Section 11, we consider a
decomposition ∇ = ∇1 +∇2, with ∇1, ∇2 being parts of the connection of
bidegree (1,0) and (0,1).

Lemma 12.2: In the above assumptions, the operator

∇2 : Λ∗
+(M)⊗B −→ Λ∗+1

+ (M)⊗B

preserves the subspace

V :=

(
Λ∗,0
I (M1)⊗C Λ∗

+(M2)

)
⊗

C∞M
B ⊂ Λ∗

+(M)⊗B

(12.2)

Proof: Let η1 ∈ Λ∗,0
I (M1), η2 ∈ Λ∗

+(M2), and b ∈ B. Consider the
form η := π∗

1η1 ⊗ π∗
2η2 ⊗ b, where πi : M −→Mi, i = 1, 2 are the standart

projection maps. Such forms generate the whole space V . Therefore, to
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prove Lemma 12.2 it suffices to show that ∇2(η) belongs to the image V of
(12.2).

By definition, the form η1 is constant along M1. This implies

∇2(η) = π∗
1η1 · ∇2(π

∗
2η2 ⊗ b).

The form ∇2(π
∗
2η2⊗b) has bidegree (0, p), and π∗

1η1 belongs to π∗(Λ∗,0
I (M1)).

We obtain that the ∇2(η) is a product of a (p, 0)-form of M1 and a form
bidegree (0, p); this is exactly the definition of V . We proved Lemma 12.2.

Given x ∈ M2, consider the space Γx of C∞-sections of the bundle
(
π∗
2Λ

∗,0
I (M1)⊗C∞ B

)∣∣∣
M1×{x}

,

Γx = ΓM1×{x}

(
π∗
2Λ

∗,0
I (M1)⊗C∞ B

)
,

where ΓZ(B) denotes the space of sections of a restriction B
∣∣∣
Z
. Clearly,

the correspondence x−→ Γx gives an infinite-dimensional C∞-vector bundle
over M2. Denote this bundle as Γ. By definition, the fibers of Γ can be also
represented as

π∗
2Λ

p,0
I (M1)⊗C∞ B ∼= Λp,0

I,+(M)p,0 ⊗B,

where Λp,q
I,+(M) denotes the Hodge grading on the space Λ∗

+(M) (Subsection
8.3) and Λ∗

+(M)p,q the space of bidegree-(p, q) forms (Definition 11.1).
Using Lemma 12.2, we may consider ∇2 as an operator

∇2 : Γ⊗ Λi
+(M2)−→ Γ⊗ Λi+1

+ (M2) (12.3)

Clearly, this gives a connection (in the sense of Definition 8.4) in an infinite-
dimensional vector bundle Γ over a DG-algebra (Λ∗

+(M2), d+).

Proposition 12.3: Let M = M1 ×M2 be a product of two hyperkähler
manifolds, I an induced complex structure, and B a holomorphic bundle
over (M, I). Consider the connection

∇Γ : Γ⊗ Λi
+(M2)−→ Γ⊗ Λi+1

+ (M2) (12.4)
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defined above (see (12.3)). Assume that B is hyperhomolorphic (projectively
hyperholomorphic Yang-Mills). Then Γ is also hyperhomolorphic (resp.,
projectively hyperholomorphic Yang-Mills)

Proof: Let γ be a section of Γ, which is an element of Λp,0
I,+(M)p,0 ⊗B.

By construction,

∇Γ(γ) = ∇2(γ),

where ∇2(γ) is understood as an element of

Γ⊗ Λ∗
+(M2) = V =

(
Λ∗,0
I (M1)⊗C Λ∗

+(M2)

)
⊗

C∞M
B ⊂ Λ∗

+(M)⊗B

(12.5)

Under the identification (12.5), the section ∇2
Γγ is equal to (∇2)

2γ. By
definition, (∇2)

2γ is equal to Θ0,2(γ), where Θ0,2 is the bidegree-(0,2) part
of the curvature Θ of B over Λ∗

+(M).
If B is hyperholomorphic, then Θ = 0, hence its bidegree-(0,2) part is

also zero, and we have ∇2
Γγ = 0; this means that Γ is flat over Λ∗

+(M2), that
is, hyperholomorphic.

If B is projectively hyperholomorphic Yang-Mills, then Θ(γ) = ω ∧ γ,
where ω is a harmonic form of M . Therefore, a bidegree-(0,2) part Θ0,2 of
Θ is equal to ω2, where ω2 is bidegree (0, 2)-part of ω. Using the Künneth
formula, we obtain that ω2 is harmonic. We have shown, then, that the
Λ∗
+(M)-curvature of Γ is a harmonic form. By Corollary 4.15, this means

that Γ is projectively hyperholomorphic Yang-Mills. We proved Proposition
12.3.

Consider the Dolbeault Laplace operator associated with ∇′
1

∆∂1 : Λ+
∗ (M)⊗B −→ Λ+

∗ (M)⊗B

(Proposition 11.4). Clearly, ∆∂1 preserves the bidegree and the Hodge de-
composition on Λ+

∗ (M). Therefore, ∆∂1(Γ) ⊂ Γ. Let Γ∆∂1
⊂ Γ be the kernel

of ∆∂1 : Γ−→ Γ. If H1(M1) = 0 or H1(M2) = 0, the operators ∆∂1 and ∇2

commute (Proposition 11.4). Therefore, the restriction of ∇2 to V∆∂1
estab-

lishes a Λ∗
+(M2)-connection on the subspace Γ∆∂1

⊂ Γ. We have proven the
following result
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Corollary 12.4: In the assumptions of Proposition 12.3, let Γ∆∂1
be the

kernel of the Dolbeault Laplace operator defined above. Then the subsheaf
Γ∆∂1

⊂ Γ is invariant with respect to the Λ∗
+(M2)-connection constructed

in Proposition 12.3. In particular, the sheaf Γ∆∂1
is a pqDYM-module, in

the sense of Definition 9.1.

12.2 Quaternionic Dolbeault complex and the derived direct

image functor

In this Subsection, we conclude the proof Theorem 7.5, summing up the
arguments given earlier.

Let M = M1 × M2 be a product of two hyperkähler manifolds, I an
induced complex structure on M , and B a projectively hyperholomorphic
Yang-Mills bundle on (M, I). Denote by π1, π2 the standard projections to
M1, M2. As usually, we write the connection in B as

∇ = ∇1 +∇2 : Λ∗
+(M)⊗B −→ Λ∗+1

+ (M)⊗B,

with ∇1, ∇2 being the bidegree (1, 0) and (0, 1)-components of ∇ (Defini-
tion 11.1). We shall think of ∇1, ∇2 as of parts of the connection acting
along the fibers of π2, π1 respectively. This is to say, ∇1 “acts along M1”,
∇2 “acts along M2”. Using the Hodge decomposition, we can write

∇1 = ∇′
1 +∇′′

1 ,

with ∇′
1, ∇′′

1 being (1,0)- and (0,1)-parts of ∇1, with respect to the Hodge
decomposition.

In the above assumptions, let

Γ :=
⊕

p

π2∗Λ
p,0(M)p,0 ⊗B =

⊕

p

Λp,0
I,+(M)p,0 ⊗B ⊂ Λ∗

+(M)⊗B.

be the bundle over M2 defined in Subsection 12.1, and ∇Γ the standard
projectively hyperholomorphic Yang-Mills Λ∗

+(M2)-connection in Γ (Propo-
sition 12.3). The fiber of Γ in x ∈ M2 is identified with the space of sections
of the bundle

⊕

p

Λp,0(M1)⊗C∞M

(
B
∣∣∣
M1×{x}

)
,
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where B
∣∣∣
M1×{x}

is a restriction of B from M = M1 ×M2 to M1 ×{x} ⊂ M .

Let ∆∂1 be the Laplace operator on the fibers of Γ, and Γ∆∂1
its kernel.

In Corollary 12.4, we have stablished a structure of pqDYM-module on
the sheaf Γ∆∂1

. On the other hand, outside of its singularities, the sheaf
Γ∆∂1

is naturally identified with the derived direct image of B. Let F :=
HI(Γ∆∂1

) be the corresponding quasicoherent sheaf (Definition 9.3), and T
be the torsion component of R. By Remark 9.7, the reflexive hull of F/T
is polystable. This proves Theorem 7.5.
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