arXiv:2106.07692v5 [math.AG] 1 Apr 2024

PURITY AND 2-CALABI–YAU CATEGORIES

BEN DAVISON

In memory of Tom Nevins

Abstract. For various 2-Calabi–Yau categories C for which the classical stack of objects M has a good moduli space p : M → M, we establish purity of the mixed Hodge module complex p_!Q_M. We do this by using formality in 2CY categories, along with étale neighbourhood theorems for stacks, to prove that the morphism p is modelled étale-locally by the semisimplification morphism from the stack of modules of a preprojective algebra. Via the integrality theorem in cohomological Donaldson–Thomas theory we then prove purity of p_!Q_M. It follows that the Beilinson–Bernstein–Deligne–Gabber decomposition theorem for the constant sheaf holds for the morphism p, despite the possibly singular and stacky nature of M, and the fact that p is not proper. We use this to define cuspidal cohomology for M, which conjecturally provides a complete space of generators for the BPS algebra associated to C .

We prove purity of the Borel–Moore homology of the moduli stack M, provided its good moduli space M is projective, or admits a suitable contracting C^∗ -action. In particular, when M is the moduli stack of Gieseker semistable sheaves on a K3 surface, this proves a conjecture of Halpern-Leistner. We use these results to moreover prove purity for several stacks of coherent sheaves that do not admit a good moduli space.

Without the usual assumption that r and d are coprime, we prove that the Borel–Moore homology of the stack of semistable degree d rank r Higgs sheaves is pure and carries a perverse filtration with respect to the Hitchin base, generalising the usual perverse filtration for the Hitchin system to the case of singular stacks of Higgs sheaves.

Contents

1. Introduction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 1.1. 2-Calabi–Yau categories . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 1.2. Hodge theoretic results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 1.3. Formality . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 1.4. New perverse filtrations in nonabelian Hodge theory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 1.5. Cuspidal cohomology and the source of purity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 1.6. Structure of the paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 1.7. Notations and conventions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 1.8. Acknowledgements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 2. Hodge theory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 2.1. Mixed Hodge structures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 2.2. Mixed Hodge modules . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 2.3. Direct images from stacks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 2.4. Perverse filtrations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 3. Quivers and preprojective algebras . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 3.1. Quiver representations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 3.2. Preprojective algebras . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 4. 2CY categories and formality . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 4.1. dg categories . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 4.2. Calabi–Yau structures . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 4.3. A_∞-categories . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25

4.4. Cyclic A_∞-categories . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 27 4.5. Noncommutative differential calculus . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 4.6. Strictification of units and formality . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 5. Local structure of stacks of objects . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 5.1. Étale local structure of good moduli spaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 5.2. Direct image mixed Hodge modules . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36 5.3. Étale local structure of 2CY categories . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37 6. The Borel–Moore homology of the stack of objects in a 2CY category . . . . . . . . . . 39 6.1. The local purity theorem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39 6.2. Supports and intersection cohomology . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42 6.3. Results on global cohomology . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45 7. Applications . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46 7.1. Preprojective algebras revisited . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46 7.2. Semistable coherent sheaves on surfaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47 7.3. General coherent sheaves on surfaces . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 52 7.4. Higgs sheaves . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57 7.5. k[π_1(Σ_g )]-modules . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62 7.6. Cuspidal cohomology . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64 7.7. Multiplicative preprojective algebras . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68 7.8. Kuznetsov components . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70 Appendix A. Coherent completions around semisimple objects . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72 References . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 75

1. Introduction

1.1. 2-Calabi–Yau categories. 2-Calabi–Yau (2CY) categories are central objects of study in several areas of mathematics, including nonabelian Hodge theory, geometric representation theory, and the algebraic geometry of K3 and Abelian surfaces. In this paper we study moduli stacks of objects in 2CY categories, and in particular the Hodge theory of such stacks, and perverse filtrations of their Borel–Moore homology arising from cohomological Donaldson–Thomas theory.

Using work of Deligne [Del71, Del74] the Borel–Moore homology of each of the stacks M that we will consider in this introduction carries a mixed Hodge structure, generalising the classical construction of the Hodge structure of weight n on the nth singular cohomology of a smooth projective variety. This Hodge structure can indeed be mixed for some of the stacks that we will consider: this is no surprise, since these stacks will generally be highly singular, stacky, with good moduli spaces that furthermore may not be projective. Nonetheless, we prove that in many cases of interest this mixed Hodge structure is in fact pure. For example, we prove in this way Halpern–Leistner’s conjecture on the purity of the compactly supported cohomology of the stack of semistable coherent sheaves on a K3 surface.

We tackle the subject through Saito’s theory of mixed Hodge modules. In this introduction we only consider stacks that come with a good moduli space p: M → M, i.e. a morphism to a scheme enjoying good properties, that is universal (see Definition 5.1, and see §7.3 for more general results in the absence of a good moduli space). We prove global results on mixed Hodge structures, which we can loosely think of as the study of the derived direct image of the constant complex^1 of mixed Hodge modules Q_M along the structure morphism, by instead studying the

1The looseness here is that we never define this complex, and only define its direct images.

local theory of p. In other words, we study^2 (M → M)_!Q_M as a route to understanding (M → pt)_!Q_M ∼= (M → pt)_!(M → M)_!Q_M. While the purity result for Borel–Moore homology applies to some 2CY categories, and not to others, we show that for all 2CY categories for which there is a good moduli space p of objects in C , the mixed Hodge module H^ip_!Q_M is pure of weight i for all i. We take cohomology objects with respect to the natural t-structure on the derived category of mixed Hodge modules, which is a lift of the perverse t-structure on the underlying constructible complex, and we deduce (from a result of Deligne [Del87]) that the underlying perverse cohomology sheaves^pH^ip_!Q_M are semisimple.

As a means of reducing to the case of stacks of representations of preprojective algebras, we first show that objects in left 2CY categories with semisimple endomorphism algebras have formal Yoneda algebras. This generalises a catalogue of formality results in the literature (see §4.6.4 for a summary). In particular, this reproves the Kaledin–Lehn conjecture [KL07, BZ19] for coherent sheaves on K3 surfaces, as well as its generalisation to Kuznetsov components in the derived category of cubic fourfolds or Gushel–Mukai varieties. We combine formality and derived deformation theory with fundamental results of Alper, Hall and Rydh on the étale local structure of stacks to deduce that the morphism from the moduli stack to the coarse moduli space of objects in a 2CY category is étale locally isomorphic to the analogous morphism from the moduli stack of representations of a preprojective algebra to its affinization. Local purity then follows from results in cohomological Donaldson–Thomas theory, i.e. dimensional reduction combined with the cohomological integrality theorem. Putting all of this together, we establish that H^ip_!Q_M is pure of weight i.

1.1.1. Before stating the main results a little more exactly, we introduce our motivating set of examples.

(1) Let Q be the double of a quiver Q, and let Π_Q := C Q/⟨ ∑ a∈Q_1 [a, a ∗]⟩ be the preprojective algebra associated to Q. We denote by M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q) the moduli stack of d-dimensional ζsemistable Π_Q-modules, where ζ ∈ Q^{Q0} is a King stability condition, and by M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q) its coarse moduli space constructed via GIT by King [Kin94]. There is a semisimplification morphism

JH^ζ_{d :} M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q) → M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q) (1)

taking a semistable module to the associated polystable module. Restricting to the special case in which ζ is degenerate, i.e. decreeing that all Π_Q-modules are semistable and dropping ζ -sst from the notation, this is the example that we show governs the local situation in more general 2CY categories.

(2) Let S be a smooth complex projective Abelian or K3 surface, let H be an ample class, let ν be a Mukai vector, and let M^H_ν (S) be the moduli stack of H-Gieseker semistable coherent sheaves of Mukai vector ν. This stack admits a projective good moduli space:

π^H_ν : M^H_ν (S) → M^H_ν (S). (2)

More generally, we may assume merely that S is a smooth quasiprojective surface satisfying O_S ∼= ω_S , with H an ample class on a compactification S of S, and consider moduli spaces of compactly supported H-Gieseker semistable coherent sheaves on S.

(3) Let C be a smooth genus g complex projective curve and let M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) denote the complex Artin stack of semistable rank r and degree d Higgs sheaves on C, i.e. semistable pairs (F, ϕ: F → F ⊗ω_C ) of a rank r degree d coherent sheaf F on C and a Higgs field ϕ. This

2Throughout the paper, all direct and inverse image functors are assumed to be derived.

stack admits a universal morphism p to its good moduli space, and by postcomposing with the Hitchin map h, a morphism to the Hitchin base:

M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C)^p //

))RRR

RRRR

RRRR RRR M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C)

h

fflffl Λ_r := ⨁_r m=1 H^0(C, ω^{⊗m}_C ).

(3)

Since we do not assume that d and r are coprime, both M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) and M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C) may be singular, and stabiliser groups of complex points in M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) can be more complicated than C^∗ .

(4) Let Σ_g be a genus g orientable closed Riemann surface without boundary and let M^{Betti}_{g,r} denote the moduli stack of r-dimensional π_1(Σ_g )-modules. This stack admits a semisimplification morphism to its coarse moduli space,

JH: M^{Betti}_{g,r} → M^{Betti}_{g,r} . (4)

The coarse moduli space of this and the previous example form two sides of the nonabelian Hodge correspondence. In contrast with the case of Higgs bundles, it is already known (just as for the smooth character varieties in §1.4.1) that H^{BM}(M^{Betti}_{g,r} , Q) is not pure if g ≥ 1. (5) Let Q be a quiver, let q ∈ (C^∗ )^{Q0} , and let Λ^q(Q) be the multiplicative preprojective algebra (see §7.7 for definitions and background). Fix a stability condition ζ ∈ Q^{Q0} . Then as in (1) and (4) there is a semisimplification morphism

JH^ζ_d : M^{ζ -sst}_d (Λ^q (Q)) → M^{ζ -sst}_d (Λ^q (Q)). (5)

Again, the Borel–Moore homology of the moduli stack M^{ζ -sst}_d (Λ^q (Q)) can be shown to be impure in basic examples.

1.2. Hodge theoretic results. The following theorem is our first main result.

Theorem A. (Theorems 7.3, 7.10, 7.24) Let M be one of the moduli stacks of objects in the 2CY categories of type (1), (2) or (3) described above, where in case (2) we assume that S is projective. The natural mixed Hodge structure on the Borel–Moore homology H^{BM}(M, Q) is pure.

The purity in case (1) is one of the main results of [Dav23]. The purity of the Borel–Moore homology of the moduli stack of Gieseker semistable sheaves on a smooth projective K3 surface, part of case (2), was conjectured by Halpern–Leistner [HL15, Conj. 4.4], and is new. In the special case of coprime (r, d), the purity in case (3) is a result of [HT03], and can also be deduced from a standard “sandwich” argument: if a smooth quasiprojective scheme is contracted by a C^∗ -action onto a projective scheme, the mixed Hodge structure on its cohomology is pure. In the non-coprime case the stack M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) is highly singular, but we prove that the mixed Hodge structure on the Borel–Moore homology is nonetheless pure. We do this by melding the standard sandwich argument with our second main result, on local purity, which we come to next.

1.2.1. Let p: M → M be the coarse moduli space of objects for one of the 2CY categories in §1.1.1. Recall that a complex of mixed Hodge modules F is called pure if for every i the ith cohomology mixed Hodge module H^i(F) is pure of weight i. We refer the reader to §2.2 for details and references regarding mixed Hodge modules. To deduce Theorem A we first establish purity (of weight i) of the complex of mixed Hodge modules H^ip_!Q_M on M, the derived direct images with compact support of the locally constant mixed Hodge module complex Q_M.

The following theorem is our second main result, which is most cleanly expressed in the language of derived moduli stacks.

Theorem B. (Theorem 6.1) Let M ⊂ M_A be an open substack of the derived moduli stack of objects in an Abelian category H^0(A ), with A a full dg subcategory of a left 2CY dg category C . Let M = t_0(M) be the classical truncation, and assume that closed points of M represent semisimple objects of A . Let p: M → M be a good moduli space. Then the mixed Hodge module H^ip_!Q_M is pure of weight i, and ( H^ip_!Q_M ) |_{p(x)}= 0

for x representing an object F of C satisfying i > χ_C (F, F), or for i odd.

The condition on the closed points of M holds, for example, if H^0(A ) is a finite length Abelian category. This explains the restriction to categories of semistable objects in our examples concerning coherent sheaves and Higgs bundles.

1.2.2. Since Saito’s theory of mixed Hodge modules is not yet fully formulated to cover algebraic stacks, one of the difficulties that we will encounter is actually defining the derived direct image p_!Q_M, as a mixed Hodge module complex, at the level of generality demanded by Theorem B. Indeed, part of the content of the theorem is that at least H^ip_!Q_M can be defined as a mixed Hodge module (see Definition/Proposition 5.8). This is why the theorem is expressed at the level of the ith derived functors, as opposed to objects in the derived category. Once we pass to concrete applications, it becomes easier to define the complex p_!Q_M, so that we can use Theorem B, as per the strategy of §1.1, to study (M → pt)_!Q_M via an understanding of (M → M)_!Q_M. In particular, we deduce the following from Theorem B.

Theorem C. Let p: M → M be the morphism to the coarse moduli space in any of the examples of categories (1)-(5) above. The complex of mixed Hodge modules p_!Q_M is pure.

The Borel–Moore homology H^{BM}(M, Q_{vir} ) := H_c(M, D (Q [χ_C (·, ·)])) carries a natural associated perverse filtration by mixed Hodge structures, beginning in perverse degree zero, with associated graded object ⨁ n≥0 H ( M, D H^{−n} ( p_!Q_M[χ_C (·, ·)] )) [−n] where D denotes the Verdier duality functor.

1.2.3. Forgetting the extra structure that goes into a mixed Hodge module complex (i.e. remembering only the underlying complexes of constructible sheaves), Theorem C states that the Beilinson–Bernstein–Deligne–Gabber decomposition theorem [BBDG18] holds for the pair (p: M → M, Q_M ), despite the messy topology of M and p. In other words, there is a decomposition in the bounded above derived category of constructible sheaves on M,

p_!Q_M ∼= ⨁ n∈Z ⨁ j∈J_n IC_{Zj} (L_j )[−n], where Z_j are irreducible locally closed subvarieties of M indexed by J, and L_j are local systems on the varieties Z_j . The theorem moreover states that this decomposition can be upgraded to a decomposition in the derived category of mixed Hodge modules, for which the summands appearing in the decomposition are simple.

1.2.4. We prove Theorem B by showing that the morphism to the good moduli space p: M → M is étale-locally modelled by the morphism JH_d : M_d(Π_Q′ ) → M_d(Π_Q′ ) for some quiver Q^′ and dimension vector d. Since purity may be checked locally (see Lemma 2.2), Theorem B follows from purity in case (1) of §1.1.1:

Theorem 1.1 ([Dav20, Thm. A]). Let Q be a quiver, and let d be a dimension vector. The complex of mixed Hodge modules,

JH_{d,!} Q_{Md(ΠQ)} (6)

is pure, i.e. H^iJH_{d,!} Q_{Md(ΠQ)} is pure of weight i.

The statement regarding nonvanishing of cohomological degrees of Theorem B is likewise local, and is proved by comparison with the category of representations of preprojective algebras.

The direct image of a pure complex of mixed Hodge modules along a projective morphism is pure, by Saito’s version of the decomposition theorem. So if the moduli space of objects M is projective, and we can define p_!Q_M in the derived category of mixed Hodge modules, then Theorem B implies purity of H_c(M, Q). This concludes case (2) of Theorem A in the case of projective S. For case (3), we employ the natural C^∗ -action scaling the Higgs field to complete the argument.

1.3. Formality. The statement in §1.2.4 regarding étale neighbourhoods requires the following formality statement. Firstly, given an object F in a category C , we call F a Σ-object if

dim(Ext^i(F, F)) =

1 if i = 0, 2 2g for some g ∈ Z_{≥0} if i = 1 0 otherwise.

We call a collection F_1, . . . , F_r a Σ-collection if each F_t is a Σ-object, and Hom(F_m, F_n) = 0 for m ≠ n. The terminology is inspired by [ST00, HT06]: i.e. if we modify our conditions on the dimensions of the Yoneda algebras of the F_i we would instead have the definition of a spherical/P^n-collection, but because of the degree 1 extensions the Yoneda algebra of a single Σobject resembles the cohomology ring of a Riemann surface Σ_g , possibly with g > 0, as opposed to that of P^n or a sphere.

Theorem 1.2. Let F_1, . . . , F_r be a Σ-collection in a left 2CY category C . Then the full dgsubcategory of C containing F_1, . . . , F_r is formal.

We refer the reader to §4.2 for the exact definition of the “left” Calabi–Yau condition, and for now just remark that all of the examples introduced in §1.1 are left 2CY categories.

Theorem 1.2 has many antecedents (at least if F_1, . . . , F_r belong to the natural heart of a given 2CY category) going back more than forty years in the case of nonabelian Hodge theory (e.g. see [DGMS75, GM88]). For each of the areas of mathematics that 2CY categories appear in, it seems that there is a parallel literature devoted to this problem. We relate Theorem 1.2 to previous work in §4.6.4. The above formality theorem shows that all of these formality results are special cases of a very general statement in 2CY categories, and in each instance can be extended to arbitrary Σ-collections of complexes in these categories.

1.4. New perverse filtrations in nonabelian Hodge theory. One of our motivations for extending the BBDG decomposition theorem to 2CY categories comes from its prominent role in the study of moduli spaces of Higgs bundles, and in particular the construction there of perverse filtrations. For the purposes of this discussion, let us assume that g ≥ 2, where g is the genus of the smooth projective connected complex curve C. We will also work in the derived category of constructible sheaves, as opposed to mixed Hodge modules, for simplicity of exposition.

1.4.1. We assume throughout §1.4 that r ≥ 1, and for a warmup we assume in §1.4.1 that (r, d) = 1. Recall that there is a projective morphism defined by Hitchin [Hit87a]:

h: M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C) → Λ_r := r⨁ m=1 H^0(C, ω^{⊗m}_C )

which records the eigenvalues of ϕ for a semistable Higgs bundle (F, ϕ) of rank r and degree d. Since the morphism h is projective and M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) is smooth, the BBDG decomposition theorem implies that there exist isomorphisms

h_∗Q_MDol_{r,d (C)} ∼=

⨁ n∈Z pH^n (

h_∗Q_MDol_{r,d (C)}

) [−n] (7) pH^n (

h_∗Q_MDol_{r,d (C)}

) ∼= ⨁ j∈J_{r,d,n} IC_{Zj} (L_j ) (8)

for Z_j a collection of locally closed irreducible subvarieties of M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C), and L_j a collection of simple local systems on the Z_j (see [dCHM17] for a more explicit description of the decompositions in the coprime case). While the first decomposition (7) is not prima facie canonical, the objects ⨁ n≤j pH^n (

h_∗Q_MDol_{r,d (C)}

) [−n] are, and so taking hypercohomology, we obtain the perverse filtration of H(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q) by subspaces

P_j := H Λ_r, ⨁ n≤j pH^n (

h_∗Q_MDol_{r,d (C)}

) [−n] . (9) This perverse filtration has been the object of intense study for some time, in particular as a result of the P=W conjecture of de Cataldo, Hausel and Migliorini [dCHM12] (see e.g. [dCMS22a, dCMS22b, CHS20] for recent work on this conjecture, and see [MS22, HMMS22] for more recent independent proofs of the conjecture, as well as [MSQ23]). This theorem relates the perverse filtration on H(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q) with the weight filtration on H(M^{Betti}_{g,r} , Q) under the isomorphism in cohomology induced by the diffeomorphism

Φ: M^{Betti,tw} g,r → M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C). Here, M^{Betti,tw} g,r is the twisted character variety, the moduli space of representations of the fundamental group of the punctured curve C^′ = C \ {x} with monodromy around the puncture x given by multiplication by e^{2π√−1d/r}. The diffeomorphism Φ is the morphism constructed by Hitchin [Hit87b], Donaldson [Don87] and Corlette [Cor88], underlying the nonabelian Hodge correspondence.

1.4.2. We will be most interested in the case for which r and d are not coprime. Then the moduli space M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C) is no longer smooth, and the decomposition theorem no longer applies to

h_∗Q_MDol_{r,d (C)}. One standard remedy for this (pursued in e.g. [Fel23, FM22, Mau23]) is to replace

Q_MDol_{r,d (C)} by the intersection complex IC_MDol_{r,d (C)}(Q). Then by the decomposition theorem for intersection complexes, we have decompositions analogous to (7) and (8)

h_∗IC_MDol_{r,d (C)}(Q) ∼=

⨁ n∈Z pH^n (

h_∗IC_MDol_{r,d (C)}(Q)

) [−n] pH^n (

h_∗IC_MDol_{r,d (C)}(Q)

) ∼= ⨁ j∈J^′_{r,d,n} IC_{Zj} (L_j ) and a perverse filtration analogous to (9)

P^{IC}_j = H Λ_r, ⨁ n≤j pH^n (

h_∗IC_MDol_{r,d (C)}(Q)

) [−n] of the intersection cohomology IH^*(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q).

A second new feature of the non-coprime case is that the stack M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) is no longer a C^∗ - gerbe over the coarse moduli space, and has quite different topology. In addition, it is also highly singular, and so there is a difference between the Borel–Moore homology (i.e. the derived global sections of the dualizing complex D Q_MDol_{r,d (C)}, or equivalently the dual of the compactly supported cohomology) and the singular cohomology of the stack. It turns out that the Borel– Moore homology is a more well-behaved invariant, since it is more sensitive to the singularities, and is motivic.

A consequence of Theorem B is that there are decompositions analogous to (7) and (8)

(hp)_∗D Q_MDol_{r,d (C)} ∼= ⨁ n pH^n ( (hp)_∗D Q_MDol_{r,d (C)} ) [−n] pH^n ( (hp)_∗D Q_MDol_{r,d (C)} ) ∼= ⨁ j∈J^{′′}_{r,d,n} IC_{Zj} (L_j ) so that we can define a perverse filtration of H^{BM}(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q) by subspaces

P^{St}_j := H Λ_r, ⨁ n≤j H^n((hp)_∗D Q_MDol_{r,d (C)})[−n] . This filtration generalises the perverse filtration on the cohomology of Higgs moduli spaces from the case of coprime r, d.

1.4.3. In general, and in contrast with the non-stacky/coprime case, there is no construction via the classical nonabelian Hodge homeomorphism of an isomorphism between the Borel–Moore homology of the Betti moduli stack and the Dolbeault moduli stack. However it is suggested by [PS23] that there should be an isomorphism after passing to the associated graded object of filtrations on at least one side of the nonabelian Hodge correspondence. It is certainly tempting to speculate that this filtration is provided by the perverse filtration (with respect to the morphism p); see §7.5 for further comments, along with a conjecture making this speculation concrete, and see [DHSM22] for a proof of this conjecture, using the results of the present paper.

1.4.4. We can relate the perverse filtration for H^{BM}(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q) to the above standard remedy (involving intersection complexes) via another application of Theorem B, and the study of supports. In a little more detail, Theorem B yields a decomposition

p_∗D Q_MDol_{r,d (C)} ∼= ⨁ n∈Z ⨁ j∈K_{r,d,n} IC_{Zj} (L_j )[−n] (10)

where K_{r,d,n} are indexing sets, Z_j are locally closed subspaces of M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) and L_j are simple local systems on them. One may show, using Theorem 6.6, that a shift of the summand IC_MDol_{r,d (C)}(Q) appears in this decomposition, so that there is an inclusion (up to overall shifts) of pure Hodge structures IH^*(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q) ⊂ H^{BM}(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q).

Moreover it then follows that there is a precise relation between the perverse filtrations:

P^{St}_n ∩ IH^*(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q) = P^{IC}_n .

See §7.4 for the details, incorporating all of the correct shifts and the upgrade to mixed Hodge structures.

1.5. Cuspidal cohomology and the source of purity. The appearance of the summand IC_MDol_{r,d (C)}(Q) in the decomposition (10) is part of a general result for 2-Calabi–Yau categories C (Theorem 6.6). This result is best viewed from the point of view of geometric representation theory. It implies not just that the intersection cohomology of components of the coarse moduli space containing stable objects appear naturally as summands of the BPS algebra for C , but moreover they appear as a canonical subspace of generators for this algebra. We call this subspace cuspidal cohomology, reflecting the close connection (via the Langlands correspondence) with geometrically cuspidal functions on Bun_{r,d}(C) for C a smooth projective curve over F_q . See [Dri81, Kon09, Del15, BS19, Yu23] for background and recent developments on cuspidal functions, and see §7.6 for detailed discussion and results on cuspidal cohomology and BPS algebras.

This connection between nonabelian Hodge theory and geometric representation theory offers a partial answer to the question: Where does all this purity come from? For (r, d) > 1 the stack M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) is not amenable to either of the two standard arguments for proving purity, i.e. there is no known stratification into pieces that are manifestly pure, nor does it submit to the standard “sandwich” argument for proving purity of the Borel–Moore homology in the (r, d) = 1 case. Purity of the stack M_d(Π_Q) is unexpected for precisely the same reasons, but follows from a new type of argument. Namely, by the cohomological integrality/PBW theorem [DM20] in Donaldson–Thomas theory, the Borel–Moore homology of M_d(Π_Q) is built up out of summands of tensor powers of “BPS cohomology” for d^′|d and tautological classes in H(pt /C^∗ , Q), and it is possible to show that this BPS cohomology is pure [Dav18].

The ultimate reason for purity in the case of, say, M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) appears to be similar. Via the cohomological integrality theorem in Donaldson–Thomas theory, the Borel–Moore homology of this stack should be thought of as a Yangian algebra associated to a BPS Lie algebra, a subspace of the zeroth piece of the perverse filtration that we construct in this paper. This Yangian is built out of tensor powers of the BPS Lie algebra and tautological classes. The BPS Lie algebra in turn is the positive half of a generalised Kac–Moody Lie algebra generated by cuspidal cohomology, which we show is isomorphic to the intersection cohomology of moduli spaces M^{Dol}_{r/n,d/n}(C), with n = gcd(r, d); this generation result is a special case of a result proved recently for very general 2CY categories in [DHSM22, DHSM23], building on the present paper. This intersection cohomology is pure by the sandwich argument (see §7.4 and §7.6), and this purity transmits all the way to H^{BM}(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q). The same narrative applies to the purity of M^H_ν (S) for S a K3 or Abelian surface.

1.6. Structure of the paper. In §2 we collect some facts from the theory of mixed Hodge structures and mixed Hodge modules, as well as describing the extension of the theory to a certain class of stacks including all of the stacks mentioned in §1.1. In §3 we fix some quiver notation, and discuss Theorem 1.1. §4 has the dual purpose of collecting all of the category theory that we will need in the paper, and establishing formality in general 2CY categories.

In §5 we combine recent results on the local structure of Artin stacks with formality to give an étale local description of good moduli spaces p: M → M of objects in 2CY categories. §6 contains the main general results of the paper, where we combine all of the material from the previous sections to prove results on mixed Hodge structures and perverse filtrations, as well as a support theorem that will be the key to defining cuspidal cohomology. Along the way we give a more general definition of H^np_!Q_M, with fewer restrictions on the stack M than in §2.

In the longest section, §7, we develop applications of our main results to each of the 2CY categories introduced in §1.1. Additionally, we extend the results to some 2CY categories without good moduli spaces §7.3, give the definition and main theorem regarding cuspidal cohomology §7.6, explain connections with nonabelian Hodge theory for stacks §7.5 and intersection cohomology §7.4.11, and finally discuss more exotic 2CY categories coming from the study of Kuznetsov components §7.8. The paper finishes with the appendix, concerning the determination of coherent completions (in the sense of Alper, Hall and Rydh) in terms of Maurer–Cartan stacks.

The paper is arranged in order of logical flow. As a result of this, it may well be that the most reasonable way to read it for the working mathematician who cares first and foremost about, say Higgs bundles, or cohomological Hall algebras, or K3 surfaces, is to first read the introduction, and then skip straight to §6, or even the relevant part of §7, before reading the sections in-between if desired.

1.7. Notations and conventions.

• If an algebraic group G acts on a scheme X, we will denote by X/G the stack-theoretic quotient, and by X//G the categorical quotient. If x ∈ X is a geometric point, we will abuse notation by denoting by x also the induced points of X/G and X//G. For χ a linearisation of the G action, we denote by X//_χG the GIT quotient.

• If F is an object of a triangulated category with an agreed-upon t-structure, we set H^i(F) = (τ^{≤i}τ^{≥i}F)[i].

• All direct and inverse image functors are considered as functors between derived categories or their dg enhancements unless explicitly stated otherwise.

• Where a triangulated category is denoted by the symbols D^?(. . .), we denote its dg enhancement by the symbols D^?_{dg}(. . .).

• For X a finite type scheme or stack, we denote by Q_X the constant constructible sheaf on X with stalks Q, and by Q_X ∈ Ob(D^b(MHM(X))) its upgrade to a complex of mixed Hodge modules.

• Given algebras or categories A and B, we denote by Mod_A the category of right Amodules, Mod^A the category of left A-modules, and Mod^A_B the category of (A, B)- bimodules^3. We denote by mod_A, mod^A, mod^B_A the full subcategories containing modules for which the underlying vector space is finite-dimensional.

• If F is an object of a k-linear triangulated category C , we denote by

χ_C (F, F) = ∑ n∈Z (−1)^n dim_k(Hom(F, F[n]))

the Euler form of F with itself.

• If F is a cohomologically graded object in a tensor category A , whenever we take the free commutative algebra A = Sym(F) generated by F we impose the Koszul sign rule. So for example if F is a cohomologically graded vector space, and a, b ∈ F, then in A a · b = (−1)^{|a||b|}b · a. • We switch between cohomological and homological gradings by putting F^i = F_{−i}. • By “variety” we mean a finite type reduced separated scheme X. In particular we do not assume that X is irreducible.

• For X a complex variety or stack, we write

H(X, Q) := H(X_{an}, Q) ; H_c(X, Q) := H_c(X_{an}, Q) ; H^{BM}_i (X, Q) := H^i_c(X, Q)^∨ .

3Here is a mnemonic for remembering the roles of the subscript/superscript. Algebras act on modules, so one

should perhaps have both A and B above Mod. This can be achieved by rotating Mod^A_B through ninety degrees, at which point A is on the left, and B is on the right.

1.8. Acknowledgements. This research was supported by the grant “Categorified Donaldson–Thomas theory” No. 759967 of the European Research Council, and by a Royal Society university research fellowship. I would like to thank Lino Amorim, Victor Ginzburg, Daniel Halpern-Leistner, Maxim Kontsevich, Francesco Sala, Olivier Schiffmann, Travis Schedler, Sebastian Schlegel–Mejia, Nick Sheridan, and Yan Soibelman for helpful conversations and suggestions. Special thanks go to Jon Pridham for patiently explaining DAG, and Carlos Simpson for pointing out an illuminating subtlety regarding the nonabelian Hodge correspondence for stacks. In addition I would like to thank Sjoerd Beentjes for useful discussions and suggestions regarding an earlier draft, and for suggesting the application to Kuznetsov components. Finally, special thanks go to the anonymous referee for a very careful reading, along with insightful suggestions that led to a strengthening of the results in §7.2 and §7.3.

2. Hodge theory

2.1. Mixed Hodge structures. A pure Q-Hodge structure of weight n on a finite-dimensional Q-vector space V is a descending filtration of V_C = V ⊗ C by C -subspaces F^pV_C for p ∈ Z such that for all r ∈ Z we have V_C = F^rV_C ⊕ F^{n+1−r}V_C . A mixed Hodge structure on a finitedimensional Q-vector space V is given by an ascending filtration W_•V of V , again indexed by the integers, along with a descending filtration F^•V_C of the complexification, such that for each n ∈ Z, the filtration induced by F^• on (Gr^W_• V )_C is a pure mixed Hodge structure of weight n. By classical Hodge theory, if X is a smooth projective complex variety, the singular cohomology groups H^n(X, Q) carry pure Hodge structures of weight n.

2.1.1. Given a finite type complex scheme X, Deligne [Del71, Del74] defined a mixed Hodge structure on the singular cohomology H(X, Q) and the compactly supported cohomology H_c(X, Q). This is all achieved by reducing to the case of smooth projective schemes, via the study of mixed Hodge structures on simplicial schemes satisfying cohomological descent (see [Del74] or [PS08, Sec.5]). Considering a finite type stack X as a simplicial scheme via the nerve construction applied to a smooth atlas of X_{red}, Deligne’s construction thus endows the singular cohomology of a complex finite type stack with a mixed Hodge structure. This is exploited in [Del74] to define and study the mixed Hodge structure on H(pt /G, Q) for certain affine groups G. There does not seem to be a straightforward adaptation in the literature of Deligne’s theory to deal with compactly supported cohomology of simplicial schemes or stacks. In the next section we will address this via a kind of generalised Borel construction^4, which is well-adapted to the more general theory of mixed Hodge modules.

Denoting by p: X → pt the structure morphism of the scheme X, and bearing in mind that the category of constructible sheaves on a point is isomorphic to the category of vector spaces, we may express Deligne’s theorem by saying that

H^n((X^p−→ pt)_∗Q_X ) ∈ Ob(Vect), H^n((X^p−→ pt)_!Q_X ) ∈ Ob(Vect) (11)

carry mixed Hodge structures, which are the usual pure weight n mixed Hodge structure on these vector spaces if X is smooth and projective.

2.1.2. We fix T := H_c(A^1 , Q).

This is a one-dimensional complex of pure Hodge structures of weight 2, concentrated in cohomological degree 2. Similarly, we define T^{−1} := H_c(A^1 , Q)^∨ to be the dual. Explicitly, this is a

4Though it should be noted that we are still following Deligne in a sense, since we are extending the observation

of [Del74] that the Hodge structure on the cohomology of H(pt /C^∗ , Q) can be approximated by the Hodge structure on H(P^N , Q) for N ≫ 0.

one-dimensional complex of pure Hodge structures of weight −2, concentrated in cohomological degree −2. We define T^r for arbitrary r ∈ Z by taking tensor powers of these complexes.

2.2. Mixed Hodge modules. In this paper we will make extensive use of the theory of algebraic mixed Hodge modules, as developed in [Sai88, Sai90]. This is an extremely powerful generalisation of the theory of mixed Hodge structures, where in (11) we may relax the condition that the target of p is a point, and allow for more interesting coefficient sheaves than the constant sheaf Q_X . For each variety X, Saito constructs a category of mixed Hodge modules on X, with functors between these categories lifting the usual six functors of the (derived) category of analytically constructible sheaves on these varieties. For the reader that would like to gain more familiarity with this theory than the bare bones presented here, but without necessarily working through the references above, we recommend [Sai89, Sai16, Sch14] as excellent introductions.

2.2.1. Given a variety X, we denote by MHM(X) the category of mixed Hodge modules on X, and by D^b(MHM(X)) the bounded derived category. There are faithful functors

rat: MHM(X) → Perv(X); rat_W : MHM(X) → Perv_{Filt}(X)

taking a mixed Hodge module to its underlying perverse sheaf, or perverse sheaf equipped with the weight filtration, respectively. In particular, the natural heart of the category D^b(MHM(X)) corresponds to the heart of the perverse t-structure on the bounded derived category of analytically constructible sheaves on X. One may identify MHM(pt) with the full subcategory of the category of Q-Hodge structures that are graded-polarisable^5.

If f : X → Y is a morphism of separated finite type schemes, we denote by

f_!, f_∗ : D^b(MHM(X)) → D^b(MHM(Y ))

f^!, f^∗ : D^b(MHM(Y )) → D^b(MHM(X))

the (exceptional, respectively usual) direct and inverse image functors at the level of derived categories. We denote by

H^if_!, H^if_∗ : D^b(MHM(X)) → MHM(Y )

H^if^!, H^if^∗ : D^b(MHM(Y )) → MHM(X)

the cohomology of the derived functors.

2.2.2. A mixed Hodge module is called pure of weight r if Gr^W_i (rat_W (F)) = 0 for i ≠ r. In other words, a mixed Hodge module is pure of weight r if the only jump in its weight filtration is in the rth place. An object F ∈ Ob(D^b(MHM(X))) is called pure if each H^r(F) is pure of weight r. For example, if X is a smooth projective variety, H(X, Q) is pure. Note that a complex F ∈ Ob(D^b(MHM(X))) is pure if and only if F ⊗ T^a is pure for every a ∈ Z.

2.2.3. If X is a variety, the constant constructible sheaf Q_X lifts to a complex Q_X := a^∗Q_{pt} ∈ D^b(MHM(X)). Here we have denoted by a: X → pt the structure morphism, and by Q_{pt} the pure weight zero Hodge structure on Q with Gr^•_F (Q_{pt} ⊗_Q C ) concentrated in degree zero. Since X is finite type, the constant sheaf Q_X has bounded amplitude in the derived category of perverse sheaves. Recall that Q_X generally has cohomology in multiple degrees if X is not smooth (since the constant sheaf Q_X is not itself a shift of a perverse sheaf if X is sufficiently singular). Similarly, if X is smooth, Q_X is pure, but if X is singular it may fail to be.

5See [PS08, Sec.3.3] for the definition of polarisation, that we will not use.

Connecting with §2.1, it was shown in [Sai00] that the mixed Hodge structures a_∗a^∗Q_{pt} and a_!a^∗Q_{pt} are naturally isomorphic to the mixed Hodge structures defined by Deligne on H(X, Q) and H_c(X, Q) respectively.

If χ is a locally constant function on a scheme X, we denote by Q_X ⊗T^χ the complex of mixed Hodge modules on X which on a connected component Z ∈ π_0(X) is equal to Q_Z ⊗ T^{χ(Z)}.

2.2.4. If L is a simple pure polarisable variation of Hodge structure on a locally closed smooth connected subvariety Z ⊂ X, up to isomorphism there is a unique simple mixed Hodge module IC_Z (L) on X, satisfying IC_Z (L)|_Z ∼= L. The mixed Hodge module IC_Z (L) is supported on Z, the closure of Z. Assuming that Z is connected and even-dimensional, we abbreviate IC_Z := IC_Z ( Q_Z ⊗ T^{− dim(Z)/2} ) . This is a simple pure weight zero mixed Hodge module. With the shifting conventions above, the intersection cohomology complex IC_Z is Verdier self-dual. We define the normalised intersection cohomology IH^*(Z) := H(Z, IC_Z ).

2.2.5. The decomposition theorem. The following is a fundamental result of Saito, and is a huge generalisation of the fact that singular cohomology groups of smooth complex varieties carry pure Hodge structures:

Theorem 2.1. [Sai90] Let p: X → Y be a projective morphism of varieties. Then if F ∈ Ob(D^b(MHM(X))) is pure, so is p_!F. Moreover, if F is pure, there are isomorphisms in D^b(MHM(X)) and MHM(X) respectively F ∼= ⨁ i∈Z H^i(F)[−i]; H^n(F) ∼= ⨁ j∈J_n IC_{Zj} (L_j ) where Z_j ⊂ X are locally closed subvarieties indexed by sets J_n depending on p and F, and L_j are simple pure weight n polarisable variations of Hodge structure on them.

2.2.6. Purity is local. We will use the étale case of the following lemma, which follows more or less from definitions:

Lemma 2.2. Purity is local in the Zariski, analytic, smooth and étale topologies. I.e. an object F ∈ Ob(D^b(MHM(X))) is pure if and only if H^iq^∗(F) is pure of weight i for every i ∈ Z, for q : U → X a cover in one of these topologies.

In order to make sense of the lemma, we have to say something about the theory of analytic mixed Hodge modules. If X is an analytic variety, Saito constructs the category MHM(X) of analytic mixed Hodge modules on X in [Sai90]. The six functor formalism works the same way, but is not defined at the level of derived categories. The part of the theory that we will use is that if q^∗ : U → X is a smooth morphism of analytic varieties of relative dimension d, there is a pullback morphism H^dq^∗ : MHM(X) → MHM(U), see [Sai90, Sec.2.18 & Prop.2.19] for details.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. Since perverse sheaves form a stack for the étale, analytic and Zariski sites of X, and purity is the statement that for i ≠ j the perverse sheaves Gr^W_i (rat_W (H^j (F))) vanish, for these three topologies the statement is obvious. For the smooth topology, we use that if q is a smooth morphism of relative dimension d, analytically locally we can write H^dq^∗ H^i(F) = H^i(F) ⊠ Q_{F ′} [d] where F^′ ⊂ F is an analytic open subscheme of the fibre of q(x). Now Q_{F ′} [d] is an analytic mixed Hodge module, pure of weight d, from which it follows that H^{d+i}(q^∗F) is analytically locally pure of weight d + i at x if and only if H^i(F) is analytically locally pure of weight i at q(x). Then we conclude using the statement for the analytic topology. □

2.3. Direct images from stacks. Since the compactly supported cohomology of a stack is generally unbounded below, it will be useful to consider unbounded (below) complexes of mixed Hodge modules, without significantly tinkering with the foundations of [Sai90]. This we do as follows. Let D^{b,≥n}(MHM(X)) denote the full subcategory of D^b(MHM(X)) containing those mixed Hodge modules F on X satisfying the condition that H^i(F) = 0 for i < n. For n ≥ m there is a truncation functor

τ_{m→n} := τ^{≥n} : D^{b,≥m}(MHM(X)) → D^{b,≥n}(MHM(X))

and by definition there is an identity τ_{m→n} ∘ τ_{l→m} = τ_{l→n}. We define D^{≤,lf} (MHM(X)) to be the limit category. Precisely, objects of D^{≤,lf} (MHM(X)) are given by Z-tuples of objects F_n ∈ Ob(D^b(MHM(X))) satisfying τ^{≤n−1}(F) = 0, along with isomorphisms for n ≥ m η_{m,n} : τ_{m→n}F_m → F_n such that the diagram τ_{l→n}F_l = fflffl

η_{l,n} // F_n

τ_{m→n}τ_{l→m}F_l^{τm→nηl,m} // τ_{m→n}F_m η_{m,n} OO

commutes. This is the same thing as providing the objects F_n for n ∈ Z, along with a set of isomorphisms η_{n,n+1}. Given an object F ∈ Ob(D^{≤,lf} (MHM(X))) we define H^n(F) = H^n(F_m) for any m < n. It follows from the definitions that H^n(F) is independent of m.

We say that an object F = {F_n, η_{n,n+1}}_{n∈Z} ∈ Ob(D^{≤,lf} (MHM(X))) is pure if each F_n is. Equivalently, we ask that the cohomology mixed Hodge module H^n(F) be pure of weight n for every n. We define D^{≥,lf} (MHM(X)) to be the colimit category of the dual construction using the truncation functors τ^{≤n}, so that for F ∈ Ob(D^{≤,lf} (MHM(X))), the Verdier dual D F is an object of Ob(D^{≥,lf} (MHM(X))) and vice versa.

2.3.1. There does not seem to be a general treatment of the six functor formalism for derived categories of mixed Hodge modules on general stacks. We thus restrict our attention to a certain class of stacks for which a theory of equivariant mixed Hodge modules (as developed by Achar [Ach13], following [BL06]) is sufficient for our purposes:

Definition 2.3. Let X be an algebraic stack. We say that X is exhausted by global quotient stacks, if there is an infinite sequence of open substacks

X_1 ⊂ X_2 ⊂ . . . X

such that

(1) Each X_n is a stack-theoretic quotient of a finite type separated scheme by an affine algebraic group.

(2) X is the union of the X_n.

(3) For every n, and every smooth morphism Y → X from a finite type variety, the codimension of Y \ U_n inside Y is greater than n, where we define U_n = X_n ×_X Y .

In particular, any stack which is exhausted by global quotient stacks is locally finite type. A special case that will suffice for most purposes occurs when X is itself a global quotient of a quasi-projective variety. Then we may set X_n = X for all n in the definition above.

2.3.2. Let p: X → M be a morphism to a finite type separated complex scheme, and assume that X is exhausted by global quotient stacks X_N . We define the object p_!Q_X ∈ D^{≤,lf} (MHM(M)), as in [DM20, Sec. 2.2]; we briefly recall the construction. For each n ∈ Z we define an element F_n ∈ Ob(D^{b,≥n}(MHM(M))) as follows. First pick N ≫ 0, and consider the stack X_N . By supposition, we can write X_N = Y/G for Y a separated scheme and G an affine algebraic group. We embed G ⊂ GL_r(C ) for some r, pick M ≫ 0, and set A = Hom(C^M , C^r ). We consider A as a G-equivariant variety via the natural GL_r(C )-action. There is an open subvariety A^′ ⊂ A containing those f ∈ A that are surjective. Set B_N = (Y × A^′)/G. This is a scheme by [EG98, Prop. 23]. There is a natural map q : B_N → M (12) defined by composing p with the composition of morphisms of stacks B_N → (Y × A)/G^π−→ X_N where π is the natural projection. Then we define F_n = τ^{≥n}(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ).

It is straightforward to show that although we have made a number of choices in the definition, if F^′_n is defined via a different set of choices, there is a natural isomorphism F_n ∼= F^′_n, see [DM20, Sec. 2.2]. In the same way, one shows that there are natural isomorphisms η_{n,n+1} : τ_{n→n+1}F_n → F_{n+1}.

Applying the above construction to the structure morphism of the stack X, we define H^n_c (X, Q) = H^n_c (B_N , Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) for r, M, N ≫ 0 depending on n as above. We define H^{BM}_n (X, Q) = (H^n_c (X, Q))^∨ where the dual is taken in the category of mixed Hodge structures.

2.3.3. The next proposition underpins the strategy outlined in §1.1 for proving (global) purity of moduli stacks.

Proposition 2.4. Let p: X → M be a morphism from a stack to a projective scheme, and assume that X is exhausted by global quotient stacks. If p_!Q_X is pure, then H_c(X, Q) and H^{BM}(X, Q) are pure.

Proof. We give the proof for the case of compactly supported cohomology. Purity for Borel– Moore homology follows by duality.

Set d = dim(M). Fix a number n ∈ Z, and r, M, N ≫ 0 as above depending on n. Then H^n_c (X, Q) = H^n_c (B_N , Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) ∼= H^n_c (M, q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) ∼= H^n_c (M, τ^{≥n−d}(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} )). The final isomorphism uses Remark 2.5 below. The right hand side only depends on the choice of sufficiently large r, M, N up to canonical isomorphism. By supposition, the complex τ^{≥n−d}(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) is pure, and M is projective. So by Saito’s theorem, recalled as Theorem 2.1, H^n_c (X, Q) is pure of weight n. □

Remark 2.5. Set d = dim(M), and denote by a: M → pt the structure morphism. The functor a_! sends mixed Hodge modules to complexes with cohomological amplitude [−d, d]. See e.g. [KS13, Prop.10.3.3] for the upper bound. The lower bound follows more or less from definitions: perverse sheaves lie in cohomological amplitude [−d, 0] with respect to the constructible t-structure, and a_! is left exact with respect to this t-structure.

Via the same proof as Proposition 2.4, we have the more general result:

Proposition 2.6. Let p: X → M be a morphism from a stack to a finite type separated scheme, and let π : M → N be a projective morphism of schemes. Assume that X is exhausted by global quotient stacks, so that the complexes of mixed Hodge modules p_!Q_X and (πp)_!Q_X are defined in the derived category. If p_!Q_X is pure, then (πp)_!Q_X is also pure.

2.4. Perverse filtrations. We will use local purity and the following proposition to construct perverse filtrations on Borel–Moore homology of stacks of objects in 2CY categories.

Proposition 2.7. Let p: X → M be a morphism from a stack to a finite type separated scheme, and assume that X is exhausted by global quotient stacks. If p_!Q_X is pure, then for every n ∈ Z the morphism p induces an ascending perverse filtration on H^{BM}_n (X, Q) by mixed Hodge structures.

Proof. Since H^{BM}(X, Q) is defined to be the graded dual of H_c(X, Q) in the category of mixed Hodge structures, the statement is equivalent to the claim that for each n ∈ Z there is an ascending filtration 0 ⊂ . . . ⊂ L^n_{s−1} ⊂ L^n_s ⊂ . . . of mixed Hodge structures stabilising to H^n_c (X, Q). Precisely, the required inclusion P^n_s → H^{BM}_n (X, Q) is defined to be the dual of the cokernel of the inclusion L^n_{−s} → H^n_c (X, Q).

We continue to denote d = dim(M), and we set

L^n_s := H^n_c ( M, τ^{≤s}(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) ) (13)

∼= H^n_c ( M, τ^{≥n−d}τ^{≤s}(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) ) . (14)

Isomorphism (14) again follows by Remark 2.5. As in the proof of Proposition 2.4, since we have fixed n, the mixed Hodge structure L^n_s only depends on the choice of sufficiently large M, N, r up to canonical isomorphism, so that L^n_s is at least well defined. By (14) we deduce that L^n_s = 0 for s < n − d. By Remark 2.5 again, if s ≥ n + d then, writing G = q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} , each of the natural morphisms

H^n_c ( M, τ^{≥n−d}τ^{≤s}G ) → H^n_c ( M, τ^{≥n−d}G ) ← H^n_c (M, G) is an isomorphism. So for s ≥ n + d we have natural isomorphisms

L^n_s ∼= H^n_c ( M, q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) ∼= H^n_c ( B_N , Q ⊗ T^{−rM} ) ∼= H^n_c (X, Q)

as required. For sufficiently large M, N, r we have a decomposition τ^{≥n−d}τ^{≤n+d}(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) ∼= ⨁ n−d≤i≤n+d H^i ( q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) [−i] by purity of p_!Q_X. It therefore follows that for s ≤ n + d the natural transformation

β: τ^{≥n−d}τ^{≤s}(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) → τ^{≥n−d}τ^{≤n+d}(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) (15)

has a left inverse, which we will denote α. Denote by a: M → pt the structure morphism. Then H^n(a_!α) is a left inverse to the morphism

H^n(a_!β): L^n_s → H^n_c (X, Q). (16)

In particular we deduce that (16) is an inclusion of mixed Hodge structures, factoring through the similarly defined inclusions L^n_s′ → H^n_c (X, Q) for s^′ > s. □

2.4.1. Let p: X → M be as in the Proposition 2.7. Let r : M → N be a finite morphism of schemes, so that r is in particular projective. Purity of (rp)_!Q_X then follows from purity of p_!Q_X and Proposition 2.6. Moreover, r is exact with respect to the perverse t-structure on complexes of constructible sheaves, and the natural t-structure on complexes of mixed Hodge modules. It follows that the perverse filtrations on H^{BM}_n (X, Q) with respect to p and rp coincide.

2.4.2. The filtration in Proposition 2.7 comes from the (non-canonical) decomposition of τ^{≥n−d}τ^{≤s}(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) arising from Saito’s version of the decomposition theorem of Beilinson–Bernstein–Deligne–Gabber. I.e. the first part of Theorem 2.1 tells us that there is an isomorphism in D^b(MHM(M)) τ^{≥n−d}τ^{≤s}(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) ∼= ⨁ n−d≤i≤s H^i ( q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) [−i]. Although the decomposition is not canonically defined, the filtration by perverse cohomological degree is, so we can write

L^n_s = ⨁ n−d≤i≤s H^n_c ( M, H^i(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} )[−i] ) , and taking M, N, r ≫ 0

H^n_c (X, Q) ∼= ⨁ n−d≤i≤n+d H^n_c ( M, H^i(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} )[−i] )

∼= ⨁ n−d≤i≤n+d H^n_c ( M, H^i(p_!Q_X)[−i] ) . (17)

2.4.3. Serre subcategories. In applications, we are often interested in Serre subcategories of 2CY categories. The geometric situation will be: we have a morphism p: X → M from a stack to a variety as in the setup of Proposition 2.7, and a locally closed subscheme ι: S → M. Setting S := S ×_M X, we would like to understand H^{BM}(S, Q), or equivalently H_c(S, Q).

Note that even if p_!Q_X is pure, there is no guarantee that ι^∗p_!Q_X will be. So, for instance, we cannot infer purity of H_c(S, Q) from purity of p_!Q_X and projectivity of S. This becomes a point of consideration when proving e.g. purity of the (semistable) global nilpotent cone – see Proposition 7.25. Nevertheless, we do have the following generalisation of Proposition 2.7:

Proposition 2.8. Let the Cartesian diagram S r fflffl // X p fflffl S^ι // M

be as in the preceding discussion, i.e. p is a morphism from a locally finite type stack which is exhausted by global quotient stacks, to a finite type separated scheme, and ι is an inclusion of a locally closed subscheme. Assume that p_!Q_X is a pure complex of mixed Hodge modules. Then for every n ∈ Z the morphism p induces an ascending filtration on H^{BM}_n (S, Q) by mixed Hodge structures.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 2.7 it is sufficient to construct an ascending filtration 0 ⊂ . . . ⊂ L^{S,n}_{s−1} ⊂ L^{S,n}_s ⊂ . . . of mixed Hodge structures stabilising to H^n_c (S, Q). The cohomological amplitude of (S → pt)_!ι^∗F, for F a mixed Hodge module, is still contained in [−d, d], where d = dim(M) as in Proposition 2.7. We thus define L^{S,n}_s = H^n_c ( S, ι^∗τ^{≥n−d}τ^{≤s}(q_!Q_{BN} ⊗ T^{−rM} ) ) . We define β as in (15), and continue to denote by α a left inverse to this natural morphism. Then H^n((S → pt)_!ι^∗α) is a left inverse to the morphism H^n(S → pt)_!ι^∗β: L^{S,n}_s → H^n_c (S, Q) (18) so that as in the proof of Proposition 2.7 the morphism (18) is an inclusion of mixed Hodge structures factoring through the similarly defined inclusion L^{S,n}_s′ → H^n_c (S, Q) for s^′ > s. □

Definition 2.9. We call the ascending filtrations constructed in Propositions 2.7 and 2.8 the perverse filtration with respect to p.

We repeat here the standard warning, with notation as in Proposition 2.8: if it so happens that the complexes p_!Q_X and r_!Q_S are both pure, the perverse filtrations on H^{BM}(S, Q) with respect to r and with respect to p can be quite different. An easy example of how they can differ is provided by contemplating the morphisms ι: {0} → A^1 and p = id_A 1 .

3. Quivers and preprojective algebras 3.1. Quiver representations. Until Theorem 3.3, k is an arbitrary fixed field throughout §3.

A quiver is a directed graph, i.e. a pair of sets Q_1 and Q_0 denoting the arrows and the vertices, respectively, along with a pair of maps s, t: Q_1 → Q_0 taking an arrow to its source and target, respectively. We will always assume that Q_1 and Q_0 are finite. We denote by kQ the free path algebra of Q over k, with k-basis given by paths in Q, including “lazy paths” of length zero at each vertex, labelled e_i for i ∈ Q_0. Multiplication is defined by concatenation of paths. A left kQ-module ρ has a dimension vector dim(ρ) ∈ N^{Q0} defined by dim(ρ)_i = dim(e_i · ρ).

We define by χ_Q(d, e) = ∑ i∈Q_0 d_ie_i − ∑ a∈Q_1 d_{s(a)}e_{t(a)}

the Euler pairing on dimension vectors for Q.

3.1.1. We denote by M_d(Q) the moduli stack of d-dimensional left kQ-modules. There is a natural equivalence of stacks M_d(Q) ∼= A_d (Q)/ GL_d, where

A_d (Q) := ∏ a∈Q_1 Hom(k^{ds(a)} , k^{dt(a)} )

and GL_d := ∏ i∈Q_0 GLdi (k) acts by change of basis.

3.2. Preprojective algebras. Given a quiver Q we denote by Q the double of Q, i.e. the quiver having the same vertices as Q, and with Q_1 := Q_1 ∐ Q^{op}_1 . Here Q^{op}_1 contains an arrow a^∗ for every arrow a ∈ Q_1, with the orientation reversed. We define the preprojective algebra Π_Q := kQ/⟨ ∑ a∈Q_1 [a, a^∗]⟩. We define gl_d := ∏ i∈Q_0 gldi (k), the Lie algebra of the Lie group GLd, and we define the

(co)moment map

μ_d : A_d (Q) → gl_d; (ρ(a), ρ(a^∗))_{a∈Q1} → ∑ a∈Q_1 [ρ(a), ρ(a^∗)]. (19)

There is an equivalence of stacks M_d(Π_Q) ∼= μ^{−1}_d (0)/ GL_d, where on the left hand side we have the moduli stack of d-dimensional Π_Q-modules.

3.2.1. Derived preprojective algebras. We define R = ⨁ i∈Q_0 k. Let E be an R-bimodule, for

which we identify arrows a ∈ Q_1 from i to j with a basis of e_j ·E·e_i. We denote by E^∨ = Hom_{Mod}R (E, R) the bimodule dual. The diagonal kQ-bimodule kQ has a 2-term resolution by projective bimodules kQ ⊗_R E ⊗_R kQ^ϕ−→ kQ ⊗_R kQ so that the complex

kQ^! := ( kQ ⊗_R kQ^{Hom(−,kQ⊗kQ)(ϕ)} −−−−−−−−−−−−−→ kQ ⊗_R E^∨ ⊗_R kQ )

calculates RHom_{Mod}kQ_{kQ} (kQ, kQ ⊗ kQ).

The 2-Calabi–Yau completion [Kel11] G_2(kQ) is defined to be the tensor algebra of the bimodule kQ^![1] over kQ, which we may describe explicitly. First take the doubled quiver Q. Next, for every vertex i we add a loop u_i based at i, to form a quiver Q^′. We set the degrees of the arrows a, a^∗ and u_i to be 0, 0, −1 respectively. Then G_2(kQ) = (kQ^′, d) (20) where d is the unique k-linear differential satisfying the Leibniz rule and sending u_i to e_i ∑ a∈Q_1 [a, a ∗]e_i. It is clear that H^0(G_2) is isomorphic to the preprojective algebra of Q. If Q is not of finite (ADE) type, the natural morphism G_2(kQ) → H^0(G_2(kQ)) is a quasi-isomorphism (see [Kel08]). Moreover, since G_2(kQ) is concentrated in nonpositive degrees, there is an inclusion of categories mod^{ΠQ} → D^b(mod^{G2(kQ)}), induced by the morphism G_2(kQ) → Π_Q. (21) This is the inclusion of the heart of the natural t-structure on the target. We call G_2(kQ) the derived preprojective algebra for Q.

3.2.2. We denote by M_d(Π_Q) the coarse moduli space of d-dimensional Π_Q-modules. Explicitly, M_d(Π_Q) = Spec(Γ(O_μ−1_{d (0)})^{GLd} )

and so M_d(Π_Q) is the affinization of M_d(Π_Q). The k-points of this scheme are in bijection with isomorphism classes of semisimple Π_Q-modules. We denote by 0_d ∈ M_d(Π_Q) the k-point representing the unique semisimple nilpotent d-dimensional Π_Q-module. Explicitly, this is the d-dimensional module for which all of the arrows of Q act via zero morphisms.

We denote by

JH_d : M_d(Π_Q) → M_d(Π_Q)

the affinization map. At the level of geometric points over K ⊃ k, it is the morphism taking a Π_Q ⊗_k K-module to its semisimplification.

3.2.3. Given a King stability condition ζ ∈ Q^{Q0} , we define the slope of a nonzero Π_Q-module ρ by ψ^ζ(ρ) := dim(ρ) · ζ dim(ρ) . A Π_Q-module ρ is ζ-semistable if for all proper nonzero submodules ρ^′ ⊂ ρ there is an inequality ψ^ζ(ρ^′) ≤ ψ^ζ(ρ). The Π_Q-module ρ is ζ-stable if the inequality is strict. We denote by M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q) the moduli stack of ζ-semistable Π_Q-modules, and by M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q) the coarse moduli space as defined via GIT by King [Kin94]. By the universal property of the coarse moduli space there is a morphism

JH^ζ_{d :} M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q) → M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q)

which at the level of points, takes a ζ-semistable Π_Q-module ρ to the direct sum ⨁ i∈I ρ^{⊕mi}_i . Here, I is a set indexing the distinct isomorphism classes of ζ-stable Π_Q-modules appearing as subquotients in the Jordan–Hölder filtration of ρ (in the category of ζ-semistable Π_Q-modules), and m_i is the number of times that ρ_i appears as a subquotient in such a filtration.

3.2.4. In simple examples we can already begin to see the tricky nature of Q_{Md (ΠQ)}.

Example 3.1. We show that Q_{Md (ΠQ)} may fail to be a shifted perverse sheaf. Let Q be the quiver with two vertices, and one arrow between them. We fix d = (1, 2). Since r : μ^{−1}_d (0) → M_d(Π_Q) is smooth, it is sufficient to show that Q_μ−1_{d (0)} is not a shifted perverse sheaf. We write

μ^{−1}_d (0) = {(a, b), (c, d) ∈ C^2 × C^2 | ac = ad = bc = bd = 0}.

So X = μ^{−1}_d (0) is a union of two planes identified at the origin 0. Write p: A^2 ∐ A^2 =: X̃ → X for the normalisation morphism. Note that p_∗Q_{X̃} is a cohomologically shifted perverse sheaf, since Q_{X̃} [2] is perverse and p_∗ is perverse exact, since it is finite. There is a short exact sequence of constructible sheaves 0 → Q_X → p_∗Q_{X̃} → Q_0 → 0 From the long exact sequence in perverse cohomology we find

pH^2(Q_X ) ∼= p_∗Q_{X̃} [2];^pH^1(Q_X ) ∼= Q_0 .

Example 3.2. Next we consider an example that shows that even when some shift of Q_{Md (ΠQ)} is a perverse sheaf, its natural lift^6 to a mixed Hodge module may not be pure. Again, we can demonstrate this by considering μ^{−1}_d (0), since r is smooth.

Let Q be the same quiver as in Example 3.1, and set d = (1, 1). Then Z = μ^{−1}_d (0) ⊂ A^2 is the vanishing locus of the function xy. Let q : Z̃ → Z be the normalisation morphism from Z̃ = A 1 ∐ A 1 . Then there is a short exact sequence of mixed Hodge modules

0 → Q_0 → Q_Z [1] → q_∗Q_{Z̃} [1] → 0 (22)

6I.e. its lift to the category of mixed Hodge modules with descent data on a smooth atlas.

so in particular Q_Z [1] is indeed perverse, as it is the extension of two perverse sheaves. We can read off the weight filtration from (22):

W_nQ_Z [1] =

0 for n < 0 Q_0 for n = 0 Q_Z [1] for n > 0.

3.2.5. We state here a fundamental property of the morphism JH_d that we will use throughout the paper.

Theorem 3.3. [Dav20] Set k = C . Let Q be a finite quiver, and let d ∈ N^{Q0} be a dimension vector. Then the complex of mixed Hodge modules

JH_! Q_{Md (ΠQ)} ⊗ T^{χQ (d,d)} ∈ Ob(D^{≤,lf} (MHM(M_d(Π_Q))))

is pure, and τ^{≥1} (

JH_{d,!} Q_{Md(ΠQ)} ⊗ T^{χQ (d,d)}

) = 0 (23)

so that the induced perverse filtration on H^{BM}(M_d(Π_Q), Q ⊗ T^{χQ(d,d)}) begins in degree zero.

In Examples 3.1 and 3.2 it is possible to prove this by picking a sensible stratification of M_d(Π_Q) and using the resulting long exact sequences. Outside of tame type this strategy breaks down, and the proof instead uses the cohomological integrality theorem in Donaldson–Thomas theory [DM20], and a lemma on the supports of BPS sheaves for the category of Π_Q[z]-modules from [Dav23]. Using these results, along with dimensional reduction from the 3CY setting to the 2CY category of Π_Q-modules [RS17, YZ20], we can reduce the purity statement to the statement that the Borel–Moore homology of the stack of pairs (ρ, f) of a d-dimensional Q representation ρ along with a nilpotent endomorphism of ρ is pure. This is provable by stratifying the stack and checking purity of the Borel–Moore homology of each stratum by hand. Full details can be found in [Dav20].

Remark 3.4. In fact the theorem in ibid. is proved more generally, for the morphism JH^ζ. We can consider JH as the special case of JH^ζ for the degenerate stability condition ζ = (1, . . . , 1). We will show in §7.1 how to deduce the general case from the special case, as it is illustrative of the general methods of this paper.

3.2.6. Note that 2χ_Q(d, d) is equal to the Euler form for mod^{G2 (kQ)} applied to any module of dimension vector d. Since the truncation functors commute with restriction along inverse image along étale morphisms, we will be able to use the bound (23) to bound (above) the cohomological amplitude of p_!Q_M for p: M → M the morphism from the moduli stack to the moduli space of objects of each of the 2CY categories introduced in §1.1, via our local neighbourhood theorem (Theorem 5.11).

4. 2CY categories and formality

4.1. dg categories. Throughout §4 we work over an arbitrary field k of characteristic zero. We briefly recall the definitions and salient features of (k-linear) dg categories, referring the reader to [Kel06b] for more details.

4.1.1. A (small) dg category C is given by a set of objects Ob(C ), as well as a cochain complex of morphisms C (i, j) ∈ Ob(Vect_{dg}), for each pair of objects i, j ∈ Ob(C ). I.e. for each pair of objects we are given a Z-graded k-vector space

C (i, j) := Hom_C (i, j) = ⨁ p∈Z Hom^p_C (i, j) along with a degree one morphism d: C (i, j) → C (i, j) satisfying d^2 = 0. Composition is given by morphisms m_2 : Hom_C (j, k) ⊗ Hom_C (i, j) → Hom_C (i, k) in the category of k-linear cochain complexes, and these compositions are required to be associative. Succinctly, a dg category is a category enriched over k-linear cochain complexes. A dg functor is a 1-morphism in the 2-category of categories enriched over k-linear cochain complexes. As part of this definition, if C is a dg category, then each i ∈ Ob(C ) carries an identity morphism, respected by all dg functors. I.e. for each i ∈ Ob(C ) there is a degree zero morphism η_i : k → Hom_C (i, i) satisfying m_2 ∘ (1_{i,j} ⊗ η_i) = 1_{i,j} and m_2 ∘ (η_i ⊗ 1_{j,i}) = 1_{j,i} where 1_{i,j} denotes the identity morphism on the cochain complex C (i, j).

If A is a dg algebra, we will frequently identify A with the dg category C with one object i satisfying Hom_C (i, i) = A and with composition given by the multiplication map for A.

4.1.2. Given a dg category C we form the homotopy category H^0(C ) as follows. We set Ob(H^0(C )) = Ob(C ) and H^0(C )(i, j) = H^0(C (i, j), d).

4.1.3. The category of cochain complexes itself can be enriched to a dg category D_{dg}(Mod^k) in a natural way:

Hom^p_{Ddg (Modk )}((V, d_V ), (W, d_W )) = ∏ r∈Z Hom(V^r, W^{r+p})

with differential d(f)^p = d_W ∘ f^{p−1} − (−1)^pf^{p−1} ∘ d_V .

If C is a dg category, a (left) C -module is a dg-functor C → D_{dg}(Mod^k). Via the dg structure of D_{dg}(Mod^k), the category of left dg-modules over C itself is enriched to a dg category, which we denote dg Mod^C . We define right C -modules to be dg-functors C^{op} → D_{dg}(Mod^k), yielding the dg category dg Mod_C . A morphism f of C -modules is called a quasi-isomorphism if f(i) is a quasi-isomorphism for every i ∈ Ob(C ). Formally inverting the quasi-isomorphisms inside the category H^0(dg Mod^C ), we arrive at the derived category D(Mod^C ). This is a triangulated category. Via the dg Yoneda embedding we obtain a functor of dg categories G: C → dg Mod_C , and we call C pre-triangulated if the full subcategory of D(Mod_C ) containing those objects that are equivalent to G(i) for i ∈ C is a triangulated subcategory of D(Mod_C ).

4.1.4. Given a triangulated category D, a dg enhancement of D is a dg category E along with an equivalence of triangulated categories H^0(E ) → D. We will generally use the notation D^?_{dg}(A ) for a dg enhancement of a triangulated category D^?(A ). There is a natural dg enhancement D_{dg}(Mod^C ) of D(Mod^C ), defined to be full subcategory of dg Mod^C containing the modules with a certain property (P) [Kel94, Sec.3.1] (see also [Kel06b, Sec.3.2]). In the case of the bounded derived category of an ordinary algebra, this amounts to considering the dg category of bounded above complexes of projective modules with bounded cohomology.

For A a dg category, we denote by Perf(A ) the full subcategory of D(Mod_A ) containing the compact objects, and by Perf_{dg}(A ) the full subcategory of D_{dg}(Mod_A ) containing the same objects. A dg category A is called smooth if the diagonal bimodule A is a compact object in D(Mod_A e ), where A^e := A ⊗ A^{op}. Given a A ⊗ A^{op}-module M we denote by M^! the derived dual, i.e. the chain complex Hom_{dg ModA e} (QM, A ⊗ A^{op}) where the target is given the outer A^e-action, and QM is a replacement of M by a quasiisomorphic module satisfying property (P). Via the inner A^e-action on A ⊗ A^{op}, the derived dual is again an A^e-module (see [Kel11, Sec.3] for details).

4.1.5. We denote by CC_•(A ) the Hochschild/cyclic complex of A . There is a natural quasiisomorphism CC_•(A ) ∼= A ⊗^L_A e A .

Explicitly, following [Lod13] we write

CC_n(A ) = {⨁ i_0 ,...i_n∈Ob(A ) ( A (i_n, i_0)[1] ⊗ A (i_{n−1}, i_n)[1] ⊗ . . . ⊗ A (i_0, i_1)[1] ) [−1] n ≥ 1 ⨁ i∈Ob(A ) A (i, i) n = 0 equipped with the differential b := b_1 + d_{Hoch}, where

d^n_{Hoch} = n−2∑ r=0 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1 r times

⊗b_2 ⊗ 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1 n−2−r times +(b_2 ⊗ 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1

n−2 times ) ∘ F_n and F_n is the cyclic permutation of tensor factors sending the last to the first position. Note that since b_2 has degree 1, signs appear when actually evaluating this differential on elements. Here and throughout the paper, if m_2, m_1 = d and later m_3, m_4, . . . are the operations A (−, −) ⊗ . . . ⊗ A (−, −) → A (−, −) defining the structure of a category, dg category, or A_∞-category, following [GJ90] we denote by b_1, b_2, . . . the morphisms b_n := S ∘ m_n ∘ (S^{−1})^{⊗n} : A (−, −)[1] ⊗ . . . ⊗ A (−, −)[1] → A (−, −)[1] induced by them, where we define S : A (−, −) → A (−, −) ⊗ k[1] ∼= A (−, −)[1] a → a ⊗ 1. For V a graded vector space, following [GJ90] it is standard to write b_n[a_1, . . . , a_n] for b_n applied to (a_1 ⊗ 1) ⊗ . . . (a_n ⊗ 1) ∈ SV^n. So, for instance, it follows from the Koszul sign rule that b_1[a] = (−m_1(a) ⊗ 1); see [GJ90, Lem.1.3] for this and the signs that appear in the relation between b_n and m_n in general. The cyclic complex carries the Connes operator B, defined via B_n : CC_n(A ) → CC_{n+1}(A ) (24)

B_n := n∑ i=1 (η ⊗ F^i_n + F_{n+1}(η ⊗ F^i_n)). (25)

Note that, as usual, signs appear when actually applying B to elements in CC_•(A ), and taking care of them one finds that B^2 = B b + b B = b^2 = 0: see e.g. chapters one and two of [Lod13].

Assuming that A is smooth, there is a quasi-equivalence •^♭ : CC_•(A ) → Hom_{Ddg (ModA e )}(A^!, A )

realised via adjunction and the natural quasi-isomorphism A → A^{!!}. There is a fully faithful morphism of dg categories A → Perf_{dg}(A ) via the Yoneda embedding, and the induced morphism CC_•(A ) → CC_•(Perf_{dg}(A )) (26) is a quasi-isomorphism, since CC_•(−) sends Morita quasi-equivalences to quasi-isomorphisms.

4.2. Calabi–Yau structures. We next recall the two notions of CY structure on dg categories that will be relevant for this paper. Our notation is a mixture of the notation from [BCS20] and [BD19].

4.2.1. Left nCY structures. A left pre-nCY structure on A is a cycle

η: k[n] → CC_•(A )^{S1} , where the target denotes the negative cyclic complex of CC_•(A ), defined below. As shown in [Hoy15], the operator B on the Hochschild complex matches the action of the nondegenerate 1-simplex of the S^1-action on the Hochschild complex; so one may think of negative cyclic homology as the homotopy fixed points of an S^1-action on the Hochschild complex CC_•(A ). In more algebraic terms, we have

CC_•(A )^{S1} ≃ HC^−(A ) := RHom_{k[δ]}(k, CC_•(A )).

Here k[δ] is the free (super)commutative k-algebra on the generator δ placed in homological degree −1, i.e. k[δ] = k ⊕ k · δ, by the Koszul sign rule, and δ acts on CC_•(A ) via the operator B. An explicit model for CC_•(A )^{S1} is defined by replacing k by the quasi-isomorphic complex of k[δ] modules P = (k[δ][u], d) where u has homological degree -2, and du = δ, yielding what is usually called the negative cyclic complex :

CC_•(A )^{S1} := Hom_{dg Mod}k[δ] (P, CC_•(A )).

The truncation map k[δ] → k sending δ to zero is a k[δ]-module morphism, defining a morphism •^♮ : HC^−(A ) → RHom_{k[δ]}(k[δ], CC_•(A )) ≃ CC_•(A ) which in topological terms is the inclusion map from the homotopy fixed points of the S^1-action. Finally, a left pre-nCY structure η is called a left nCY structure if

(η(1)^♮)^♭ : A^! → A [n] (27) is a quasi-equivalence.

4.2.2. The morphism (26) establishes a bijection between left nCY structures (considered as cohomology classes) on the categories A and Perf_{dg}(A ). If B is a dg algebra we may consider it as a dg category with one object. An algebra equipped with a left nCY structure in the above sense (possibly with the extra condition that g lifts to a class in negative cyclic homology) is what is often called a Calabi–Yau algebra in the literature (see [Gin06] for an excellent account of these algebras).

4.2.3. Right nCY structures. A dg category A is called locally proper if all morphism complexes have finite-dimensional total cohomology, i.e. are perfect objects in D^b(Mod^k). Our principal geometric example will be the full dg subcategory of quasi-coherent sheaves F on a finite type scheme S, containing those F for which the total cohomology of F is a coherent sheaf on S with compact support contained in the regular locus of S.

Let σ: CC_•(A ) → k[−n] be a Hochschild cocycle. By the adjunction

RHom_A e (A , RHom(A , k)) ∼= RHom(A ⊗^L_A e A , k) we obtain a morphism of A -bimodules A [n] → A^∨ where A^∨ is the linear dual of A : A^∨(i, j) = A (j, i)^∨. We define HC(A ) = (A ⊗^L_A e A ) ⊗^L_{k[δ]} k, the cyclic homology of A . As in the case of negative cyclic homology considered in §4.2.1, there is an explicit chain complex for cyclic homology given by CC_•(A )_S1 := CC_•(A ) ⊗_{k[δ]} P.

We denote by C_n(A )_{cyc} the cokernel of the morphism (1 − F_n): CC_n(A ) → CC_n(A ).

The differential b induces a differential on C_•(A )_{cyc} making it into a chain complex. There is a natural morphism CC_•(A )_S1 → C_•(A )_{cyc} which is moreover a quasi-isomorphism [Lod13, Thm.2.1.5]. As in [BD19] we define a cocycle σ̃ : CC_•(A )_S1 → k[−n] to be a right nCY structure if the induced morphism A [n] → A^∨ is a quasi-equivalence.

4.2.4. The following theorem of Brav and Dyckerhoff relates left and right nCY structures: Proposition 4.1 ([BD19, Prop. 3.1]). Let A be a dg category equipped with a left nCY structure η, and let P ⊂ A be a full locally proper subcategory. The left nCY structure on A induces a canonical right nCY structure σ̃_P (η) on P.

We also have the converse Lemma 4.2. Let A be a smooth, locally proper dg category equipped with a right nCY structure σ: CC_•(A )_S1 → k[−n].

Then σ induces a left nCY structure η̃(σ) on A , and moreover the assignment σ → η̃(σ) is an inverse to the assignment of Proposition 4.1.

Proof. The construction of η̃(σ) is the adjoint of the construction of [BD19], and the statement that these procedures are inverses to each other follows from standard properties of adjunction.

We give a few more details. Since the category A is locally proper, there is an adjunction − ⊗^L_A e A_k : Perf_{dg}(A^e) ↔ Perf_{dg}(k): − ⊗_k(_kA^∨) where A is the diagonal bimodule, which we indicate is to be treated e.g. as a (A^e, k)-bimodule via the notation A_k, and similarly for its vector dual A^∨. Applying CC_• to the functor − ⊗_k (_kA^∨) we obtain a morphism k ≃ CC_•(Perf_{dg}(k)) → CC_•(Perf_{dg}(A^e)) ≃ CC_•(A ) ⊗ CC_•(A^{op}).

Applying σ to the CC_•(A ) factor, via the isomorphism CC_•(A^{op}) ∼= CC_•(A ) we obtain the desired class η̃(σ). This is the adjoint of the construction in [BD19, Prop. 3.1], and the proof that the class η̃(σ) is cyclically invariant and nondegenerate is the same as theirs.

By the standard adjunction properties of duals, the composition

Perf_{dg}(k ⊗ A )^{−⊗} L k⊗A (_k A^∨⊗A ) −−−−−−−−−−−−→ Perf_{dg}(A ⊗ A^{op} ⊗ A )^{−⊗} L A ⊗A op⊗A (A ⊗Ak ) −−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ Perf_{dg}(A ⊗ k) is a quasi-equivalence. Applying CC_• to the above quasi-equivalence, and precomposing with η, yields η̃(σ̃_A (η)) = η. The argument that σ̃_A (η̃(σ)) = σ is the same. □

4.3. A_∞-categories. We recall some basic features of the theory of A_∞-algebras and A_∞- categories, which is the language in which the deformation theory of objects in 2-Calabi–Yau categories will be described. We refer to [Kel01, Kel06a, LH02, Sei08] for more details regarding A_∞-categories and their (bi)modules, and to [KS02, KS08] for more details on the point of view we adopt below.

4.3.1. A (small) A_∞-category A is given by a set of objects Ob(A ), and for each pair of objects i, j ∈ Ob(A ) a Z-graded k-vector space

A (i, j) := Hom_A (i, j) = ⨁ p∈Z Hom^p_A (i, j).

For each n ≥ 1 and each tuple i_1, . . . , i_{n+1} ∈ Ob(A ) we are given also the data of a graded linear map of degree 1,

b_n : A (i_n, i_{n+1})[1] ⊗ A (i_{n−1}, i_n)[1] ⊗ . . . ⊗ A (i_1, i_2)[1] → A (i_1, i_{n+1})[1],

satisfying the infinite list of relations, one for each n ≥ 1, ∑ r,t≥0,s≥1 r+s+t=n b_{r+1+t}(1^{⊗r}_{∗,∗} ⊗ b_s ⊗ 1^{⊗t}_{∗,∗}) = 0. (28)

Here 1_{∗,∗} denotes the identity map on whichever Hom space of A it is applied to. For each n one may express these compatibility relations in terms of the operators m_n. For instance, the relation for n = 1 reads b_1b_1 = 0, so (A, m_1) is a cochain complex. The relation for n = 2 is equivalent to m_1m_2 = m_2(m_1 ⊗ 1_{∗,∗} + 1_{∗,∗} ⊗ m_1). (29) Hence m_1 is a graded derivation with respect to the multiplication m_2. In passing from (28) to (29) one of the terms has passed to the left hand side: in general, thanks to the Koszul sign rule, the m versions of the identities defining A_∞-structures involve increasingly complicated sign rules compared to the b versions.

4.3.2. Given an A_∞-category A , we may attempt to form a graded category H^•(A ), by setting the objects of H^•(A ) to be the objects of A , and defining the morphism spaces to be H^•(A )(i, j) := H^•(Hom_A (i, j), m_1). The composition of morphisms is induced from the m_2 operations in A . Associativity holds automatically, although from the definitions given above it is not guaranteed that H^•(A ) contains identity morphisms. We always assume that it does, i.e. that A is weakly unital, and more precisely that for each i ∈ Ob(A ) there is an endomorphism 1_i ∈ A (i, i) that becomes the identity in the category H^•(A ). We will be particularly interested in a stronger notion of unitality:

Definition 4.3. We call A unital^7 if for each i ∈ Ob(A ) there is a graded linear map η_i : k → Hom_A (i, i) of degree zero, so a distinguished element 1_i := η_i(1), such that

(1) m_1η_i = 0, i.e. m_1(1_i) = 0, (2) m_2(1_{i,j} ⊗ η_i) = 1_{i,j} = m_2(η_j ⊗ 1_{j,i}), where 1_{i,j} is the identity morphism on A (i, j), i.e.

η is a unit with respect to m_2, and (3) m_n(1^{⊗r−1}_{∗,∗} ⊗ η_∗ ⊗ 1^{⊗n−r}_{∗,∗} ) = 0 for all n ≥ 3 and 1 ≤ r ≤ n.

4.3.3. We fix R to be the category with objects the same as A , and homomorphisms given by scalar multiples of the identity morphisms in A . We use the notational shorthand A ⊗_R . . . ⊗_R A n times := ⨁ i_0,...,i_n∈Ob(A ) A (i_{n−1}, i_n) ⊗_k . . . ⊗_k A (i_0, i_1). (30)

A functor between A_∞-categories f : A → B is given by a morphism of sets f : Ob(A ) → Ob(B), and for all n ≥ 1 a degree zero morphism

f_n : A [1] ⊗_R . . . ⊗_R A [1] → B[1] (31)

7Some authors use “strongly unital” for this notion.

satisfying the infinite list of relations ∑ r+s+t=n f_{r+1+t}(1^{⊗r}_{∗,∗} ⊗ b_s ⊗ 1^{⊗t}_{∗,∗}) = ∑ i_1 +...+i_r =n b_l(f_{i1} ⊗ f_{i2} ⊗ . . . ⊗ f_{ir} ) (32)

for n ≥ 1. For instance for n = 1, the relation says that each f_1 is a morphism of cochain complexes. A functor f is called strict if f_n = 0 for all n ≥ 2. The functor f is a quasiequivalence if f_1 is a quasi-isomorphism when evaluated on any pair of objects in A , and H^0(f) is an equivalence of categories. The functor f is a quasi-isomorphism if H^0(f) is moreover an isomorphism of categories. We always presume that f becomes an ordinary functor after passing to the homotopy category, i.e. it respects homotopy units. The composition of two A_∞-functors f : B → C and g : A → B is defined by

(f ∘ g)_n = ∑ i_1 +...+i_r =n f_r(g_{i1} ⊗ g_{i2} ⊗ . . . ⊗ g_{ir} ). 4.3.4. An A_∞-category is called minimal if b_1 : Hom_A (i, j) → Hom_A (i, j) is the zero map for every i, j ∈ Ob(A ). An A_∞-category is called formal if it is quasi-equivalent to a minimal A_∞-category for which the higher multiplications b_i vanish for i ≥ 3.

Every A_∞-category is quasi-isomorphic to a minimal one. This is the homological perturbation lemma due to Kadeišhvili [Kad80]; see also [Mer99, Thm.3.4]. In particular, if A is a dg category, we may find an A_∞-quasi-isomorphism f : B → A from a minimal A_∞-category B. In addition, every weakly unital A_∞-category is quasi-isomorphic to a unital one, by [LH02, Sec.3.2.1]. This result goes by the name of “strictification of units”. One of the main technical results we will use is the strictification of units in the cyclic setting, which we describe next.

4.4. Cyclic A_∞-categories. We recall some facts about cyclic A_∞-categories, referring the reader to [Cos07, Kaj07, KS08, Sei08] for more details. For simplicity, in this section and §4.5-4.6 we work with A_∞-categories containing finitely many objects, and assume that the homomorphism spaces A^•(i, j) are finite-dimensional, although these conditions may be partially relaxed with some care, see e.g. [Cho08, CL11] for details.

4.4.1. A cyclic pairing of dimension d on an A_∞-category A is a degree zero nondegenerate graded skew-symmetric^8 pairing ⟨−, −⟩: A (i, j)[1] ⊗ A (j, i)[1] → k[2 − d] for all i, j ∈ Ob(A ) such that for n ≥ 1 ⟨•, •⟩ ∘ (b_n ⊗ 1_{∗,∗}) = ⟨•, •⟩ ∘ (b_n ⊗ 1_{∗,∗}) ∘ F_{n+1}, i.e.

⟨b_n[a_0, . . . , a_{n−1}], a_n ⊗ 1⟩ = (−1)^{(|a0|+1) ∑nl=1(|al|+1)}⟨b_n[a_1, . . . , a_n], a_0 ⊗ 1⟩ (33) for all a_0, a_1, . . . , a_n graded homogeneous homomorphisms in A .

A functor f : (A , ⟨−, −⟩_A ) → (B, ⟨−, −⟩_B) between cyclic A_∞-categories is a usual A_∞- functor that satisfies the additional two conditions:

• There is an equality of pairings ⟨−, −⟩_B ∘ (f_1 ⊗ f_1) = ⟨−, −⟩_A . • For all n ≥ 3 ∑ 1≤r≤n ⟨−, −⟩_B ∘ (f_r ⊗ f_{n−r}) = 0. The second condition, in particular, becomes easier to motivate within the context of noncommutative differential geometry; see §4.5.

8The question of whether one should consider symmetric or skew-symmetric forms here involves a slightly

delicate analysis of signs, for which we refer to [Cho08, Sec. 2] for details.

4.4.2. Let A and B be two A_∞-categories. We define R as in (30) and define R^′ as the analogous category for B. An (A , B)-bimodule is given by a (R, R^′)-bimodule M, along with a set of morphisms for all i, j ≥ 0, with i + j ≥ 1 m_{i,j} : A^{⊗Ri} ⊗_R M ⊗_R′ B^{⊗R′ j} → M of degree 1−i−j satisfying higher compatibility relations analogous to those for an A_∞-category. A morphism f between A_∞-bimodules is given by morphisms f_{i,j} : A^{⊗Ri} ⊗_R M ⊗_R′ B^{⊗R′ j} → N for i, j ≥ 0 satisfying certain higher compatibility relations analogous to those for an A_∞-functor. Such a morphism is called strict if f_{i,j} = 0 for i + j ≥ 1. A cyclic pairing determines and is determined by a strict isomorphism of (A , A )-bimodules f : A [1] → A^∨[1 − d]; f_1 : a → ⟨a, •⟩ satisfying f_1 = −f^∨_1 [d].

Lemma 4.4 ([Cho08]). A homogeneous degree −d element ψ ∈ CC_•(A )^∨ determines a morphism of A -bimodules f : A [1] → A^∨[1 − d]. If, furthermore, ψ ∈ CC_•(A )^∨_{cyc} and is nondegenerate, meaning that f is a quasi-isomorphism, then there is an A_∞-isomorphism of categories A → B such that the induced morphism of B-bimodules B[1] → B^∨[1 − d] is strict, i.e. it comes from a cyclic pairing.

This lemma is an analogue of the noncommutative Darboux theorem in noncommutative symplectic geometry, again see §4.5.

4.4.3. Once we fix the pairing ⟨−, −⟩, the cyclic A_∞-category A is determined by the potential W ∈ ( ∏ i≥2 CC_i(A ))^∨_{cyc}, that is, by choosing degree 3 − d elements

W_n ∈ A (i_0, i_1)[1]^∨ ⊗ . . . ⊗ A (i_{n−1}, i_n)[1]^∨ ⊗ A (i_n, i_0)[1]^∨ for each n ≥ 2, where we identify A (i_n, i_0)[1]^∨ = A (i_0, i_n)[d−1] via the pairing ⟨−, −⟩. Thus W_n determines an operation b_{n−1} satisfying (33), since we assume that W_n is cyclically invariant.

4.4.4. In the 2-Calabi–Yau setting, the following lemma is an elementary but crucial observation; see also [Tu14, Sec.2.3].

Lemma 4.5. Let (A , m_n) be a minimal A_∞-category, and assume that F_1, . . . , F_r is a set of objects in A satisfying the following conditions:

(1) A^n(F_i, F_j ) = k if i = j and n = 0 0 if n < 0 0 if n = 0 and i ≠ j.

(2) The full subcategory A^′ of A containing the F_i is unital.

(3) A^′ carries a cyclic pairing of dimension two: ⟨−, −⟩: A^′(F_i, F_j )[1] ⊗ A^′(F_j , F_i)[1] → k for all i, j.

Then {F_1, . . . , F_r} is a Σ-collection and m_n = 0 for all n ≥ 3. In particular A^′ is formal.

Proof. Since A^{′p} = 0 for p < 0, the pairing is nondegenerate, and A is minimal, the pairing induces isomorphisms A^p(F_i, F_j )^{∼=}−→ A^{2−p}(F_j , F_i)^∨, and so A^p(F_i, F_j ) = 0 for p > 2, or for p = 2 and i ≠ j. The statement that the F_i form a Σ-collection follows from the given data regarding dimensions of graded morphism spaces along with skew-symmetry of the pairing.

We wish to show that m_n(a_n, . . . , a_1) = 0 for n ≥ 3 (34)

Unitality implies that (34) holds if |a_i| ≤ 0 for some 1 ≤ i ≤ n, since then by assumption (1) of the lemma, a_i must be a multiple of a unit. On the other hand, if |a_i|≥ 1 for all i and |a_i|> 1 for some i we find that the degree of m_n(a_n, . . . , a_1) is greater than two, so m_n(a_n, . . . , a_1) = 0. So we may assume that all the morphisms in (34) have degree one, and we may assume that the domain i of a_1 is equal to the target j of a_n (for else A^2(i, j) = 0).

Then m_n(a_n, . . . , a_1) is a scalar multiple of the linear dual of 1_i under ⟨−, −⟩. We find

⟨m_n(a_n, . . . , a_1), 1_i⟩ = ±⟨m_n(a_{n−1}, . . . , a_1, 1_i), a_n⟩ = 0

by cyclicity and unitality, finishing the proof. □

4.5. Noncommutative differential calculus. We retain our finiteness assumptions from the previous section, and recall some background from [KS08], as preparation for tackling strictification of (cyclic) units, and formality.

4.5.1. For A an A_∞-category, we form the completed tensor algebra

O(X_A ) := ^T_R(A [1]^∨) . (35)

On the right hand side we have formal linear combinations of elements a^∗_1 ⊗. . .⊗a^∗_n, where a^∗_i are linear operators on (shifted) homomorphism spaces of A . For example, if A contains only one object i, so that we may identify A with the A_∞-endomorphism algebra A of i, O(X_A ) is the algebra of noncommutative formal functions on the (shifted) underlying vector space of A, i.e. k⟨⟨x_1, . . . , x_p⟩⟩ where x_1, . . . , x_p is a dual basis for A[1]. In general, the right hand side of (35) is a topological category^9, as it can be constructed as the completion of the usual freely generated category T_RA [1]^∨ with respect to the topology which has as a basis of open neighbourhoods of zero the two sided ideals

^T^{≥n}_R (A [1]^∨) = ∏ m≥n A [1]^∨ ⊗_R . . . ⊗_R A [1]^∨

m times .

4.5.2. The object O(X_A ) carries the usual composition given by composition of tensors, so that we may think of it as a category with the same set of objects as A . From the dual of operations b_n we define degree one operations

b^∨_n : A [1]^∨ → (A [1]^∨)^{⊗Rn}.

The sum ∑ n≥0 b^∨_n extends uniquely to a continuous derivation (vector field) Q_A of O(X_A ).

It is easy to check that the conditions on b_n to define an A_∞-category are equivalent to the condition [Q_A , Q_A ] = 0, and the condition on a morphism f : A → B to define a morphism of A_∞-categories is equivalent to the condition that f̂ ∘ Q_B = Q_A ∘ f̂, where f̂ : O(X_B) → O(X_A ) is the algebra morphism induced by the Taylor coefficients f^∨_n .

The above constructions establish an equivalence of categories between finite-dimensional A_∞- categories, and finitely generated free topological dg categories O(X) equipped with degree one vector fields Q satisfying [Q, Q] = 0.

9In the sense of a topological algebra with many objects.

4.5.3. We define the R-bimodule DA = A [1]^∨ ⊕ A [2]^∨, and set^{10} Ω(X_A ) = ^T_R(DA ) where the completion is with respect to the A [1]^∨-factor of T A , i.e. in the case above of a category with a single object, we can write Ω(X) = k⟨⟨x_1, . . . , x_p⟩⟩⟨dx_1, . . . , dx_p⟩ where |dx_i|= |x_i|+1. In general, for θ ∈ A (i, j)[1]^∨ a linear form on A (i, j)[1] we write dθ for its shift in A [2]^∨. We have the decomposition

Ω(X) = ⨁ n≥0 Ω^n(X) (36)

where the decomposition arises from counting the number of terms of the form dθ (as opposed to θ) appearing in a tensor.

A homomorphism of completed algebras f : O(X_A ) → O(X_B) determines a unique morphism Ω(X_A ) → Ω(X_B) via the usual product rule in differential calculus, which we will often denote by the same symbol f. We define Ω_{cyc}(X) := Ω(X)/[Ω(X), Ω(X)]_{top} where the “top” subscript signifies that we take the topological completion of the two-sided ideal generated by the commutators in Ω(X). Again we may decompose

Ω_{cyc}(X) = ⨁ n≥0 Ω^n_{cyc}(X) (37)

where Ω^n_{cyc}(X) is the space of linear combinations of forms containing n terms of the form dθ. Note that Ω^0(X) = O(X). We define the reduced space O(X) ⊂ O(X) to be the subspace annihilating all of the unit morphisms in A .

4.5.4. Both Ω(X) and Ω_{cyc}(X) carry the usual de Rham differential, defined by setting d_{dR}f = df and d_{dR}df = 0, for f ∈ O(X), and then extending by the Leibniz rule and continuity. This differential increases the degree by one, where the degree of a form is determined by the gradings of (36) and (37). The complex (Ω_{cyc}(X), d_{dR}) is acyclic [Kaj07, Lem.4.8].

Given a vector field Q, we define a contraction derivation ι_Q on Ω(X) via the morphism that sends f ∈ A (i, j)[1]^∨ to zero, and sends df → Q(f). Then we define the Lie derivative L_Q = [d_{dR}, ι_Q], which preserves the gradings (36) and (37).

4.5.5. Just as there is an equivalence of categories translating the study of A_∞-categories into the world of noncommutative formal manifolds and vector fields, there is a natural way of viewing cyclic A_∞-categories as noncommutative formal manifolds with symplectic structure, which we now recall, following [KS08].

10Where there is no danger of confusion, from now on we will drop the A subscript from X A .

Let ω ∈ Ω^2_{cyc}(X) be a d_{dR}-closed cyclic 2-form. Via the projection of R-bimodules A [1]^∨ ⊕ A [2]^∨ → A [2]^∨, the element ω induces an element ω_0 ∈ A [2]^∨ ⊗_R A [2]^∨, and (as in [KS02, Def 11.1.2]) we say it is nondegenerate if ω_0 induces an isomorphism A [2] ∼= A [2]^∨. Concretely, if we pick a basis α_1, . . . , α_n for the union of all of the dual morphism spaces A (i, j)[1]^∨, and write ω = ∑ r≥0 f_r(α_1, . . . , α_n, dα_1, . . . , dα_n) (38)

where f_r(. . .) is a linear combination of monomials containing r instances of the terms α_1, . . . , α_n, we ask that f_0 determine a nondegenerate bilinear pairing on the vector space spanned by dα^∗_1 . . . , dα^∗_n. Note that this definition is coordinate-independent, in the sense that if Φ: O(X_A ) → O(X_A ) is a formal automorphism, Φ^∗ω is nondegenerate if and only if ω is. By the noncommutative Darboux theorem [Kaj07, Thm.4.15], for any nondegenerate ω there is a formal change of variables Φ such that Φ^∗ω is constant, i.e. can be written in the form (38) with f_r = 0 for r ≥ 1.

4.5.6. If ⟨−, −⟩ = g ∈ A [1]^∨ ⊗_R A [1]^∨ is a nondegenerate skew-symmetric form on A , we define the form ω = (d_{dR} ⊗ d_{dR})g. Nondegeneracy of ω follows from nondegeneracy of ⟨−, −⟩, and clearly this symplectic form is constant. Cyclic invariance of ⟨−, −⟩ translates to the condition L_Qω = 0. Since Ω_{cyc}(X_A ) is acyclic for the de Rham differential, it follows that there is a unique W ∈ Ω^0_{cyc}(X_A ) such that dW = ι_Qω, which one may check is the potential W appearing in §4.4. We recover Q from W via Q = {W, −}, where {−, −} is the Poisson bracket defined by the symplectic form ω, and the condition [Q, Q] = 0 is equivalent to {W, W} = 0. We summarise the above discussion in a proposition.

Proposition 4.6. There is an equivalence of categories between cyclic A_∞-categories and triples (O(X), ω, W), where O(X) is a finitely generated free graded topological category, ω ∈ Ω^2_{cyc}(X) is a constant symplectic form, and W ∈ O^{≥2}_{cyc}(X) satisfies {W, W} = 0.

4.6. Strictification of units and formality. We continue to assume char(k) = 0. Let f : A → B be a morphism of A_∞-categories, and assume that A and B carry cyclic structures. The morphism f defines the morphisms

f^∨ : O(X_B) → O(X_A )

Ω(X_B) → Ω(X_A )

and in terms of the symplectic forms ω_A and ω_B defined by the cyclic structures, the condition for f to be a morphism of cyclic A_∞-categories equates to the condition f^∨ω_B = ω_A [Kaj07, Sec.4.5].

4.6.1. Let ψ be a degree zero vector field on O(X_A ), and let us assume that the Taylor series of ψ starts in degree 2 or higher, i.e. ψ(x_r) is a noncommutative polynomial starting in degree 2 or higher for each x_r ∈ {x_1, . . . , x_p} = A [1]^∨. We let ψ act on Ω(X_A ) via the operator L_ψ. Then we define the formal automorphisms of O(X_A ) and Ω(X_A )

ψ̂ := e^ψ = 1 + ψ + ψ ∘ ψ/2 + . . . + ψ ∘ · · · ∘ ψ

n times /n! + . . .

Proposition 4.7. [Kaj07, Sec.4.3] If L_ψω = 0, then ψ̂^∗ω = ω . In particular, for S ∈ O_{cyc}(X) we may consider the automorphism Ŝ := e^{{S,−}}, and Ŝ^∗ω = ω.

4.6.2. Strictification of units in the non-cyclic setting is well known by work of Seidel and Lefèvre-Hasegawa, but in the cyclic setting there appears to be no previous treatment.

Proposition 4.8 (Strictification of cyclic units). Let A be a cyclic minimal A_∞-category over a field of characteristic zero, such that for each pair i, j ∈ Ob(A ) the graded vector space A (i, j) is concentrated in non-negative cohomological degrees, or the potential W has cohomological degree less than four^{11}. Then there is a cyclic A_∞-isomorphism A → A^′, where A^′ is unital.

Recall that we are calling an A_∞-category unital if it contains strict units, hence the “strictification” in the above proposition. The proof combines the ideas of [LH02, Sec.3.2.1], [Kaj07] with [Ren16]. We give the details here.

Proof of Proposition 4.8. Let A^′ be the usual category underlying A (since we assume that A is minimal, associativity for the compositions m_2 follow from the relation (28) with n = 3). The usual cyclic Hochschild complex of the category A^′ is equal to

(O_{cyc}(X), {W_3, −}). (39)

An element W = W_3 + W_{≥4} determines a cyclic A_∞-structure if and only if {W, W} = 0, i.e. if {W_3, W_{≥4}} + 1/2{W_{≥4}, W_{≥4}} = 0. In other words, cyclic A_∞-structures correspond to Maurer–Cartan elements of the differential graded Lie superalgebra (39).

Note that unitality of the A_∞-structure determined by W is equivalent to the condition that W_{≥4} ∈ O_{cyc}(X). The inclusion

G: O_{cyc}(X) → ker ( O_{cyc}(X) → O_{cyc}(k^{Ob(A )}) )

is a quasi-isomorphism (see e.g. [Bro98, Sec.6.2]). First we show that we can transform W so that W_4 ∈ O_{cyc}(X). Under our degree assumptions, W_{n+1} lies in the kernel on the right hand side; note that O^{≥d}_{cyc}(k^{Ob(A )}) is concentrated in cohomological degrees ≥ d. Since G is a quasi-isomorphism, there exists a S_3 such that

W_4 + {S_3, W_3} ∈ O_{cyc}(X)

and we consider the automorphism Ŝ_3. Collecting the lowest order terms, we find Ŝ_3(W) = W_3 + W_4 + {S_3, W_3} + higher order terms.

so that, replacing W with Ŝ_3(W) we may assume that W_4 ∈ O_{cyc}(X). Next assume that W_4, . . . , W_n ∈ O_{cyc}(X). Then as above, we find S_n such that W_{n+1} + {S_n, W_3} ∈ O_{cyc}(X), and apply Ŝ_n to W to furthermore assume that W_{n+1} ∈ O_{cyc}(X). Applying infinitely many of these automorphisms (which makes sense because we work formally, and each one is the identity operator up to increasingly high order), we transform W so that W_{≥4} ∈ O_{cyc}(X) while leaving ω invariant by Proposition 4.7, as required. □

4.6.3. Formality. After this detour through A_∞-categories and noncommutative differential calculus, we finally arrive at the following

Corollary 4.9. Let A be a dg category equipped with a left 2CY structure over a field of characteristic zero, and let F_1, . . . , F_r be a Σ-collection of A . Then the full sub dg category of A containing the objects F_1, . . . , F_r is quasi-isomorphic to an ordinary graded category, i.e. it is formal.

11An earlier version of this paper left out this final assumption, without which the proposition is false. Thanks are due to Lino Amorim for pointing this out.

Proof. By Proposition 4.1 the full subcategory containing the objects F_1, . . . , F_r has a right 2CY structure, i.e. if we choose an A_∞ minimal model A for this category, there is a nondegenerate element η ∈ CC_•(A )^∨ determining a bimodule isomorphism A^∨ → A [2] which we may furthermore assume to be a strict morphism by Lemma 4.4. In other words, η defines a cyclic pairing on A . Note that for right 2CY categories the cohomological degree of the potential W is one. By Proposition 4.8 there is a cyclic A_∞-isomorphism A → B, where B is unital. Then by Lemma 4.5 we deduce that B is formal. □

Using this corollary, in §7 we deduce formality for Yoneda algebras of Σ-collections of complexes of coherent sheaves on smooth surfaces satisfying ω_S ∼= O_S , objects in e.g. Kuznetsov components, and all of the other (left) 2CY categories we introduced at the start of this paper.

4.6.4. A brief history of the formality problem. This formality result has quite an involved history, which we try to summarise here. Firstly, there are many incarnations of the result for the Yoneda algebra of a semisimple representation of a 2CY algebra. As pointed out by Bocklandt, Galluzzi and Vaccarino [BGV16], this result follows from Koszul duality arguments and [VdB15, Theorem 11.2.1]; despite the apparent exclusion of the n = 2 case from Van den Bergh’s theorem on nCY algebras in [ibid]. This observation, along with deformation-theoretic arguments, was used to understand formal neighbourhoods in the coarse moduli space of representations of 2-Calabi–Yau algebras in [BGV16], with fuller details (including but not limited to the étale neighbourhood theorem for the coarse moduli space) provided in [KS19]. These results on coarse moduli spaces in turn generalise the known results on coarse moduli spaces of representations of preprojective algebras due to Crawley–Boevey [CB03]. For Higgs bundles and representations of fundamental groups, formality dates back to classical results [DGMS75, GM88, Sim92] and is a crucial tool in the subject (e.g. in Simpson’s isosingularity theorem).

Moving to the algebraic geometry context, there is a parallel literature on essentially the same problem of formality and formal neighbourhoods. For instance a very special case of our formality result states that for F a polystable coherent sheaf on a K3 surface, the Yoneda algebra of F is formal; this was originally a conjecture of Kaledin and Lehn [KL07], proved recently [BZ19], extending [AS18].

Once expressed in the correct language of 2CY categories, and armed with strictification of units in cyclic categories, formality becomes straightforward, following straight from Lemma 4.5. This lemma, in turn, seems to be well-known to the experts; it is equivalent to the statement that a unital 2CY category (with all nonunital homomorphisms in strictly positive degrees) is determined by its Ext quiver, a result proved by Jie Ren [Ren16] using the same deformation theoretic arguments we used to prove strictification of units in the cyclic context, see also [Tu14].

The approach to formality here is inspired by the well-established approach to the Hodgetheoretic explicit construction of minimal models of full subcategories A^′ of simple-minded collections in categories of coherent sheaves on a d-dimensional Calabi–Yau variety X. The “simplemindedness” condition is given by conditions (1) and (2) of Lemma 4.5, while the Calabi–Yau property of X guarantees that property (3) also holds, except with the shift by two replaced by shift by d. Then we obtain an explicit dg model for A^′ by resolving each of the F_i by a complex of vector bundles V^•_i , and after picking a Hermitian metric on each of the vector bundles V^n_i , along with a Kähler metric on X, we obtain a degree −1 operator d^∗ on each of the homomorphism spaces Hom_{Ddg (Mod}k_)((V^•_i , d), (V^•_j , d)), adjoint to d, along with the Laplacian Δ = dd^∗ + d^∗d. Then there is an explicit minimal A_∞-algebra structure on the space of harmonic sections, defined by summing over trees as in [Mer99, KS02, CL09], and the resulting A_∞ category is a minimal model for A^′. By construction, the resulting category is unital, and is known to be cyclic with respect to the Serre duality pairing [Kaj07]. In particular, by Lemma 4.5 we can conclude that A^′ is formal by using this explicit minimal model.

5. Local structure of stacks of objects

5.1. Étale local structure of good moduli spaces. Throughout §4 and §5 we work over a field k of characteristic 0. In §5 we assume in addition that k = k.

5.1.1. We first recall the notion of a good moduli space.

Definition 5.1. [Alp13, Sec.1.2] A quasi-compact morphism ϕ: X → X from an Artin stack X to an algebraic space X is a good moduli space if

(1) The direct image functor ϕ_∗ on quasi-coherent sheaves is exact. (2) The induced morphism of sheaves O_X → ϕ_∗O_X is an isomorphism.

If X is locally noetherian then by [Alp13, Thm. 6.6] good moduli spaces are universal for morphisms to arbitrary algebraic spaces, and hence unique when they exist. Each of the moduli stacks in §1.1 possess good moduli spaces, by [AHLH23, Sec.7]. In fact the moduli schemes recalled in §1.1 are these good moduli spaces; this follows since they are constructed as GIT quotients, so in each case of the morphisms p: M → M there is a cover of M by global quotient stacks U_i/G_i, so that the restriction of p to U_i/G_i is the affinization map.

We work at the higher level of generality allowed by Definition 5.1 since once we leave the world of GIT, not all moduli stacks of semistable objects in 2CY categories are known to be global quotients; for instance the moduli stack of Bridgeland semistable objects in a Kuznetsov component is not known to be such a quotient, but is known to possess a good moduli space, again by appeal to the general results of [AHLH23] (see [BLM^+21, Part VI]).

5.1.2. We will use a selection of the étale-local structure theorems of Alper, Hall and Rydh [AHR20], which we collect here. In each case the theorem that we quote is not the full theorem, but a weaker form that is sufficient for our current purposes.

Theorem 5.2. [AHR20, Thm.1.1] Let X be a quasi-separated algebraic stack, locally of finite type, with affine stabilisers. Let x ∈ X(k) be a k-point and assume that the stabiliser G_x is reductive^{12}. Then there exists an affine scheme Spec A with an action of G_x, a k-point w ∈ Spec A fixed by G_x and an étale morphism f : ( Spec(A)/G_x, w ) → (X, x) such that {w}/G_x ∼= f^{−1}({x}/G_x). Remark 5.3. This is the version of [AHR20, Thm. 1.1] that is needed for the version of [AHR20, Thm. 4.19] that we use. The authors’ original theorem is more general, and in particular also yields étale-local presentations of (X, x) as quotient stacks given by quotients of an affine scheme by certain subgroup schemes of the stabiliser G_x.

Theorem 5.4. [AHR20, Thm.4.12] Let X be a Noetherian algebraic stack, let p: X → X be a good moduli space with affine diagonal. If x ∈ X(k) is a closed point with stabiliser G_x, then there

12Recall that this is equivalent to being linearly reductive, since we work over a field of characteristic zero.

The original version of this theorem in [AHR20] is stated for arbitrary algebraically closed ground fields, and is for linearly reductive groups.

is an affine G_x-equivariant scheme Y = Spec(A) with fixed point t, and a Cartesian diagram (Y/G_x, t) r fflffl

// (X, x) p fflffl (Y//G_x, r(t))^u // (X, p(x)) in which the horizontal morphisms are étale.

5.1.3. If p: X → X is a good moduli space with affine diagonal, then the coherent completion X̂_x of a closed point ι: x → X is isomorphic to the complete local stack (in the sense of [AHR20, Def.A.9]) (Y/G_x ×_{Y //Gx} Spec(Â_{r(t)}), t), with Y as in Theorem 5.4 and Â_{r(t)} the completion of A at the maximal ideal corresponding to r(t). The coherent completion is independent of choices made, up to a 1-isomorphism that is canonically defined up to canonical 2-isomorphism. The coherent completion can be defined more generally, and exists under weaker conditions than those listed above (see [AHR20, Sec.4.5]).

The following is the generalisation of the famous Artin approximation theorem [Art69, Cor. 2.6] to stacks.

Theorem 5.5. [AHR20, Thm.4.19] Let X and Y be locally finite type quasi-separated stacks over k with affine stabilisers. Let x and y be points of X and Y, respectively, with reductive stabiliser groups. Suppose that there is an isomorphism X̂_x ∼= Ŷ_y of coherent completions, and let G denote the stabiliser group of x. Then there is a G-equivariant affine scheme Spec(A), a G-fixed point w of Spec(A), and a diagram of pointed stacks (Spec(A)/G, w) wwppp ppp ppp pp ’’NN NNN NNN NNN (X, x) (Y, y)

in which the morphisms are étale.

We will also use the following form of Luna’s fundamental lemma [Lun73, p.73].

Proposition 5.6. [AHR20, Prop.4.13] Let f : X → Y be an étale, separated and representable morphism of Noetherian algebraic stacks such that there is a commutative diagram X π_X fflffl f // Y

π_Y fflffl X // Y where π_X and π_Y are good moduli spaces. Let x ∈ X(k) be a closed point. If f(x) ∈ Y(k) is closed and f induces an isomorphism of stabiliser groups at x, then there exists an open neighbourhood U ⊂ X of π_X(x) such that U → X → Y is étale and π^{−1}_X (U) ∼= U ×_Y Y. In other words, in the following diagram the rectangle containing the curved horizontal arrows is Cartesian and the curved horizontal arrows are étale:

π^{−1}_X (U) ((

fflffl

Ø ¨ // X

π_X fflffl f // Y

π_Y fflffl U 66

Ø ¨ // X // Y.

5.2. Direct image mixed Hodge modules. As explained in §2.1, the current state of the art does not provide a definition of p_!Q_M as an object in the bounded above derived category of mixed Hodge modules on M, if p: M → M is an arbitrary morphism from a finite type stack to a scheme.

We partially remedy this gap in the theory by explaining how to define canonical mixed Hodge modules H^ip_!Q_M and H^ip_∗Q_M along with canonical isomorphisms rat ( H^ip_!Q_M ) ∼=^pH^ip_!Q_M rat ( H^ip_∗Q_M ) ∼=^pH^ip_∗Q_M

for certain good moduli spaces p: M → M. Note that we cannot always simply apply H^i to the complexes p_!Q_M and p_∗Q_M from §2.3, since we defined these complexes under extra assumptions on M (i.e. that it is exhausted by global quotient stacks).

5.2.1. We will need a small preparatory lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Let X be a Noetherian algebraic stack, and let p: X → X be a good moduli space with affine diagonal. Let x be a closed point of X. Then there is a closed point x̃ of X such that p(x̃) = x.

Proof. Good moduli spaces are stable under pullback, and so Γ(O_{Xx} ) ∼= k. So X_x is nonempty and admits an A-point, for some commutative algebra A. Since X_x is Noetherian, this A point factors through a B-point, for B finite type. Since B is finite type and k = k, there is a surjection B → k, providing a k-point of X_x. □

5.2.2. Returning to the morphism p: M → M, by Theorem 5.4 and Lemma 5.7 we can find a set {Y_j }_{j∈J} of affine varieties and a set {G_j }_{j∈J} of reductive algebraic groups, with each Y_j a G_j -scheme, and an étale cover {u_j : Y_j //G_j → M}_{j∈J} of M along with Cartesian diagrams Y_j /G_j p_j fflffl

// M π fflffl Y_j //G_j^{uj} // M.

(40)

In particular, the stacks Y_j /G_j provide an étale cover of M. We use this open cover to construct H^ip_!Q_M. The construction of H^ip_∗Q_M follows identical lines, and will not be used in this paper.

Since mixed Hodge modules form a stack for the étale topology, it is sufficient to construct mixed Hodge modules G_j ∈ Ob(MHM(Y_j //G_j )) and gluing maps between them satisfying the cocycle condition. Additionally, we may define a mixed Hodge module on an algebraic space, or more generally a Deligne-Mumford stack, as a mixed Hodge module on an atlas satisfying descent, so we will not impose the condition that X is a variety in the following.

We set G_j = H^i ( p_{j,!}Q_{Yj /Gj} ) , defined as in §2.2. Pick j^′ ≠ j with j, j^′ ∈ J. Replacing Y_j by Y_j × G_j′ , and Y_j′ by Y_j′ × G_j , we may assume that G_j = G_j′ . Let y ∈ Y_j //G_j ∩ Y_j′ //G_j . Pick affine U^′ ∋ y with U^′ ⊂ Y_j //G_j ∩ Y_j′ //G_j . Since Y_j → Y_j //G_j is affine, there is a G_j -invariant open affine subscheme U ⊂ Y_j with U^′ = U//G_j . Write p: U/G → U//G_j for the affinization map. Then the required gluing follows from the claim that there is a natural isomorphism H^i ( p_{j,!}Q_{Yj /Gj} ) |_U ′ ∼= H^i ( p_!Q_{U/Gj} ) .

This follows by construction (see §2.2), and by base change applied to the morphism Y_j ×A^′/G_j → Y_j //G_j defined as in (12). We summarise the features of this construction in the following proposition.

Definition/Proposition 5.8. Let X be a Noetherian stack, and let p: X → X be a good moduli space with affine diagonal. Then for all i ∈ Z there exist mixed Hodge modules H^ip_!Q_X and H^ip_∗Q_X in MHM(X) satisfying the following conditions:

(1) There are canonical isomorphisms of perverse sheaves on the algebraic space X rat ( H^ip_!Q_X ) ∼=^pH^ip_!Q_X rat ( H^ip_∗Q_X ) ∼=^pH^ip_∗Q_X

(2) For all diagrams (40) there are canonical isomorphisms u^∗_j H^ip_!Q_X ∼= H^ip_{j,!}Q_{Yj /Gj} u^∗_j H^ip_∗Q_X ∼= H^ip_{j,∗}Q_{Yj /Gj} where p_{j,!}Q_{Yj /Gj} and p_{j,∗}Q_{Yj /Gj} are the complexes of mixed Hodge modules constructed by approximation to the Borel construction in §2.3.2.

Moreover, these two conditions define H^ip_!Q_X and H^ip_∗Q_X up to canonical isomorphism.

5.3. Étale local structure of 2CY categories. In this section M_C will denote the derived stack of objects of a dg category C . See the appendix for a little background on this stack. We always restrict attention to some open substack M that is at least 1-Artin, meaning that its cotangent complex has cohomological amplitude bounded above at 1. Moreover, our results will concern the classical truncation M = t_0(M), which will be an Artin stack in the classical sense.

Lemma 5.9. The stack M has separated diagonal and affine stabilisers.

Proof. Let A be a commutative k-algebra. For ξ_1, ξ_2 two families of objects of C over Spec(A) (equivalently, pseudoperfect A⊗C -modules) we denote by the same symbols ξ_1, ξ_2 the associated morphisms Spec(A) → M. Then there is a Cartesian diagram

M^Δ // M × M

Isom_{A⊗C} (ξ_1, ξ_2) ˙¨ j fflffl

OO

b // Spec(A)

(ξ_1 ,ξ_2) OO

Tot_A(Hom_{A⊗C} (ξ_1, ξ_2)), l 55lll llll llll lll

The morphism l is obviously affine, and so b is separated. For ι: Spec(K) → Spec(A) a geometric point, consider the finite collection of homomorphisms

ϵ_i : ι^∗ Tot_A(Hom_{A⊗C} (ξ_1, ξ_2)) → Hom(H^i((ξ_1)_K ), H^i((ξ_2)_K ))

where we let i range over the collection of i for which the target is not zero (this collection is finite by perfectness over K). Then ι^∗j is the inclusion of the intersection of affines determined by considering the preimages of Isom(H^i((ξ_1)_K ), H^i((ξ_2)_K )) under ϵ_i. □

Proposition 5.10. Let C and D be two dg categories with stacks of objects M_C and M_D . Let S = {F_1, . . . , F_r} be a simple-minded collection in Ob(C ), i.e. the F_i are pairwise nonisomorphic, there are no Ext^ns between objects of S for n < 0, and the only Ext^0s are scalar multiples of identity morphisms. Let S^′ = {F^′_1, . . . , F^′_r} be a simple-minded collection in D, and assume that there is a quasi-equivalence between the full subcategory of C containing the objects S, and the full subcategory of D containing the objects S^′, sending F_i to F^′_i for each i ≤ r.

Pick d ∈ N^r and set F = ⨁ i≤r F^{⊕di}_i ; F^′ = ⨁ i≤r F^{′⊕di}_i . Let x, y be closed k-points of 1-Artin open substacks M ⊂ M_C and M^′ ⊂ M_D respectively, representing F and F^′. Then there is an isomorphism of coherent completions ( ^ t_0(M)_x, x̂) ≃ ( ^t_0(M^′)_y, ŷ).

We defer the proof of this technical lemma to Appendix A, where we also introduce a little of the terminology from derived algebraic geometry that we are using here.

5.3.1. Putting this result on coherent completions together with the results in §5.1 we can finally prove the following.

Theorem 5.11. Let p: M → M be a good moduli space of locally finite type, with reductive stabiliser groups. Assume we are given an isomorphism M ∼= t_0(M), where M ⊂ M_C is an open substack of the stack of objects of a dg category C . Let x be a closed k-valued point of M corresponding to an object F = ⨁ i≤n F^{⊕di}_i . Assume that the full subcategory of C containing F_1, . . . , F_n carries a right 2CY structure, and that {F_i}_{i≤n} is a Σ-collection. Let Q be a quiver such that the Ext-quiver of {F_i}_{i≤n} is the double of Q. Then there is an affine GL_d-variety H, containing a fixed point y, and a commutative diagram

(M_d(Π_Q), 0_d)

JH_d

fflffl (H/ GL_d, y) q fflffl l // joo (M, x) p fflffl (M_d(Π_Q), 0_d) (H// GL_d, y) joo^l // (M, p(x))

(41)

in which the horizontal morphisms are étale, and the squares are Cartesian.

The assumption that p: M → M is a good moduli space allows us to appeal to the results of Alper–Hall–Rydh summarised above. This is a mild assumption in view of the work of Alper–Halpern-Leistner–Heinloth proving the existence of good moduli spaces in great generality [AHLH23].

Proof of Theorem 5.11. First note that GL_d is the stabiliser of the point x. Since π is a good moduli space with separated diagonal and affine stabilisers, and since every closed point of M has a reductive stabiliser, π : M → M has affine diagonal by [AHR19, Cor. 13.11]. By Theorem 5.4, we may find a GL_d-equivariant affine scheme Spec A and a Cartesian diagram of pointed stacks

(Spec A/ GL_d, y^′)

π_A fflffl ϕ // (M, x) p fflffl (Spec A// GL_d, y^′) // (M, x)

in which the horizontal morphisms are étale. Since ϕ is étale it induces an isomorphism between coherent completions ( ^N_y′ , ŷ^′) ∼= (^M_x, x̂), where we write N = Spec A/ GL_d.

Consider the collection S_1, . . . , S_r of 1-dimensional simple nilpotent modules for the preprojective algebra Π_Q. By inspecting the Koszul dual of the derived preprojective algebra G_2(C Q) defined in (20) (or via a gratuitous application of the formality theorem), the subcategory D of

D_{dg}(Mod_{G2 (CQ)} ) spanned by these modules is formal. Moreover by construction, we have equalities dim(Ext^n(F_i, F_j )) = dim(Ext^n(S_i, S_j )) for all n, i, j. Since the multiplication operation m_2 on a right 2CY category is uniquely determined by the pairing ⟨•, •⟩ and cyclic invariance, we deduce that there is a quasi-isomorphism of categories between D and the full subcategory of C containing F_1, . . . , F_r.

By Proposition 5.10 there is an isomorphism of coherent completions ( ^ M_d(Π_Q)_{0d} , ^0_d) ∼= ( ^N_y′ , ŷ^′).

By Artin approximation for stacks (Theorem 5.5) we obtain a diagram with étale horizontal morphisms in the top row

(M_d(Π_Q), 0_d)

JH_d

fflffl (Spec(B)/ GL_d, y) oo //

π_B fflffl (N, y^′)

π_A fflffl (M_d(Π_Q), 0_d) (Spec(B)// GL_d, y) oo // (Spec(A)// GL_d, y′).

The arrows in the bottom row are uniquely determined by the universal property of the affinization. By Proposition 5.6, we may shrink Spec(B)// GL_d to some affine subscheme Y (still containing y) such that in the diagram

(M_d(Π_Q), 0_d)

JH_d

fflffl (π^{−1}(Y ), y) oo // q fflffl (N, y^′) //

π_A fflffl (M, x) p fflffl (M_d(Π_Q), 0_d) (Y, y) oo // (Spec(A)// GL_d, y′) // (M, x)

all horizontal arrows are étale, and all squares are Cartesian. There is an isomorphism

π^{−1}(Y ) ∼= Y / GL_d

where Y = (Y ×_{Spec(A)// GLd} Spec(A)) is affine, since Spec(A) → Spec(A)// GL_d is. □

5.3.2. Relation with Halpern-Leistner’s neighbourhood theorem. It would be highly desirable, for applications to DT theory, to have a derived enhancement of Theorem 5.11. Precisely, we would like that for each closed x ∈ M satisfying the conditions of the theorem, there is an equivalence of derived stacks U ≃ U^′ with U → M an étale neighbourhood of x and U^′ → M_D an étale neighbourhood of 0_d, with D = Perf_{dg}(G_2(C Q)). In [HL20, Thm.4.2.3] Halpern-Leistner proves a result in this direction for more general 0-shifted symplectic (derived) stacks. In the setup of that theorem, the open substack of M_D corresponding to d-dimensional Π_Q-modules is obtained by setting R = Γ(O_{A d (Q)}) and taking the co-moment map defined by (19) and the Killing form. The desired derived enhancement of Theorem 5.11 is the statement that (after replacing R by an étale open neighbourhood R^′) we have a morphism as in the statement of [HL20, Thm.4.2.3], for the given co-moment map. Note that the given co-moment map is a co-moment map in a stronger sense than [HL20, Def.4.2.1].

6. The Borel–Moore homology of the stack of objects in a 2CY category

6.1. The local purity theorem. Throughout §6 we fix the base field k = C . Our goal is to use the description of étale neighbourhoods of moduli stacks of objects in 2CY categories from §5 to prove Theorem B.

Theorem 6.1. Let C be a dg category, let M ⊂ M_C be a 1-Artin open substack of the stack of objects in C , let M = t_0(M) denote the classical truncation, and assume that there exists a good moduli space p: M → M. We assume that M satisfies the following property:

* Let x be a closed C -valued point of M. Then x corresponds to an object ⨁ i≤n F ⨁ d_i i with {F_i}_{i∈I} a Σ-collection in C , and the full subcategory of A containing F_i for i ∈ I carries a right 2CY structure.

Then for every i ∈ Z the mixed Hodge module H^ip_!Q_M ∈ MHM(M) is pure of weight i, and

(H^ip_!Q_M)|_{p(x)}= 0

for x representing an object F and i > χ_C (F, F).

Remark 6.2. If C is a left 2CY category, and closed points of M correspond to semisimple objects of A , then (*) holds automatically by Proposition 4.1. Therefore, Theorem B follows as a corollary of Theorem 6.1.

Remark 6.3. There are, however, examples in which M is not an open substack of the moduli stack of objects in a left 2CY category, but M still satisfies the conditions of Theorem 6.1. For instance, one may set M to be the open substack, points of which correspond to coherent sheaves with zero-dimensional support, of the derived stack of coherent sheaves on a smooth surface S with O_S ≇ ω_S .

Remark 6.4. One of the main results of the paper [AHLH23] is that good moduli spaces exist very generally. If a stack M has a coarse moduli space M for which there is an étale cover ∐ U_i → M and commutative diagrams

[Spec(A_i)/G] fflffl

∼= // U_i ×_M M

fflffl Spec(A_i)//G^{∼=} // U_i

then a good moduli space exists, and this takes care of all of the examples from §1.1.1, that are described in terms of classical GIT.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. By Lemma 5.9 and [AHR19, Cor. 13.11], the morphism p has affine diagonal, and so we may define H^ip_!Q_M via Definition/Proposition 5.8. The conditions in the statement of the theorem also imply that all of the preconditions on M of Theorem 5.11 hold. By Theorem 5.11, we can find an étale cover of M by coarse moduli schemes H// GL_d^l−→ M (for various d) such that l fits into the diagram (41) (for various Q).

By Lemma 2.2, the purity statement reduces to showing that l^∗p_!Q_M is pure (continuing with the notation of diagram (41)). Applying base change to the Cartesian squares in (41), we obtain isomorphisms

l^∗ H^ip_!Q_M ∼= H^iq_!Q_{H/ GLd} ∼=j^∗ H^iJH_{d,!} Q_{Md(ΠQ)}.

By Theorem 3.3, the complex JH_{d,!} Q_{Md(ΠQ)} ∈ D^{≤,lf} (MHM(M_d(Π_Q))) is pure, so that applying Lemma 2.2 once more, we deduce that j^∗ H^iJH_{d,!} Q_{Md (ΠQ)} is indeed pure of weight i, as required.

For the statement regarding truncation functors, it is sufficient to prove the result for the underlying complex of perverse sheaves p_!Q_M . After shrinking to an analytic neighbourhood of 0_d and p(x) in Theorem 5.11, we can assume that the morphisms j and l of diagram (41) are isomorphisms, so that l and j are too. Let F = ⨁ i≤r F^{⊕di}_i and let the quiver Q be as in the proof of Theorem 5.11. We claim that there is an identity

2χ_Q(d, d) = χ_C (F, F). (42)

By Corollary 4.9 there is an equivalence of categories between the full pretriangulated subcategory of C generated by F_1, . . . , F_r and the full pretriangulated subcategory of E = D_{dg}(mod^{ΠQ} ) generated by the simple modules S_1, . . . , S_r, sending F_i to S_i. Set S = ⨁ i≤r S^{⊕di}_i . Thus we have the identities

χ_C (F, F) = χ_E (S, S) = 2χ_Q(d, d)

as required. The vanishing result follows from (23) and (42). □

6.1.1. Let x ∈ M be a regular closed point, corresponding to an object F ∈ Ob(C ), and let U ∋ p(x) be a connected open subscheme of the smooth locus of M, where we assume that p^{−1}(U) → U is a BC^∗ -gerbe. The stack p^{−1}(U) is 1 − χ_C (F, F)-dimensional, and so Q_M [−χ_C (·, ·)], restricted to a neighbourhood of x, lives in (perverse) cohomological degree 1. Étale locally around p(x) we may write p as a projection π : U × pt /C ∗ → U, and

π_!Q_{U×pt /C}∗ = Q_U [2] ⊕ Q_U [4] ⊕ . . . .

We thus find that, restricting to an analytic neighbourhood U of p(x), we have an isomorphism

p_!Q_M [−χ_A (·, ·)]|_U ∼= Q_U [2 − χ_A (·, ·)] ⊕ Q_U [4 − χ_A (·, ·)] ⊕ . . . . (43)

Observing that dim(U) = 2−χ_A (F, F), we see that, restricted to U, the complex p_!Q_M [−χ_A (·, ·)] indeed decomposes as a direct sum of its perverse cohomology sheaves, and has vanishing strictly positive perverse cohomology.

6.1.2. The zeroth perverse cohomology sheaf of (43) is the constant perverse sheaf. Around singular points of M, Theorem 6.1 is somewhat less trivial, and the zeroth perverse cohomology is more mysterious. In general, the zeroth perverse cohomology at a point F should be obtained by taking symmetric convolution powers of BPS sheaves corresponding to classes in K_0(A ) adding up to that of F.

6.1.3. One of the key components of the proof of local purity (Theorem 3.3) is the dimensional reduction isomorphism in cohomology, from [Dav17, Appendix A]. In brief, the application we are making of this theorem is that there is an isomorphism between JH_{d,!} Q_{Md(ΠQ)} and F, where F is defined as follows. First, consider the 3 -Calabi-Yau category of A = Π_Q[x]-modules. The classical moduli stack of A-modules carries a vanishing cycle mixed Hodge module ϕ_{Tr(~W )}, as well as admitting a morphism ~p to M_d(Π_Q) defined by forgetting the action of x, and semisimplifying the resulting Π_Q-module. Set F = ~p_!ϕ_{Tr(~W )}. Purity comes from comparing the different constraints on the possible impurity of JH_{d,!} Q_{Md(ΠQ)} and F; see the proof of [Dav20, Thm.4.7]. Recently Tasuki Kinjo has extended the dimensional reduction isomorphism to general 2CY categories [Kin22]. With some substantial work, one should be able to use his version of the dimensional reduction isomorphism along with the arguments of [Dav20] to produce an alternative proof of Theorem 6.1. The first obstacle would be to prove the relative cohomological integrality theorem for 3CY completions of 2CY categories (this is used crucially in [Dav20] in determining the supports of the BPS sheaves for mod^{ΠQ[x]}).

6.1.4. Under fairly mild hypotheses, the condition (*) of Theorem 6.1 is automatic:

Proposition 6.5. Let U ⊂ M^{ζ -sst}_{C ,θ} be the open substack of Bridgeland stable objects of fixed slope θ for some locally finite Bridgeland stability condition^{13} ζ on a pre-triangulated dg category C . Then a C -point x is closed if and only if it corresponds to a polystable object, i.e. a direct sum ⨁ i∈I F^{⊕ai}_i for F_i distinct stable objects of C . If C is a left 2CY category, the objects F_i form a Σ-collection.

We refer to the original paper of Bridgeland [Bri07] for the definition of locally finite stability conditions, and Bridgeland stability conditions in general.

Proof of Proposition 6.5. Both parts are standard, but we provide the proof for completeness. Let F be a Bridgeland semistable object corresponding to a closed point x, which admits a finite Jordan-Hölder filtration 0 = F_0 ⊂ . . . ⊂ F_r = F (44)

with each F_m/F_{m−1} stable of slope θ. We claim that the inclusion F_{r−1} → F_r splits. The inclusion corresponds to a degree 1 morphism α: F_r/F_{r−1}[−1] → F_r and we consider the family cone(t · α) over A^1 , where t is the coordinate for A^1 . Since we assume that C is a dg-category, this cone is functorial, and this family is well-defined. The canonical morphism ψ: A^1 → M^{ζ -sst}_{C ,θ} defined by this family sends A^1 \ {0} to the point x, and so since x is assumed closed ψ(0) = x, and we deduce that α = 0. Applying the same argument inductively, we see that all of the inclusions (44) split. The fact that a point x corresponding to a polystable object is closed is

clear: e.g. x corresponds to the unique closed point of the coherent completion ( ^(M^{ζ -sst}_{C ,θ} )_x, x̂) from Proposition 5.10.

For the final statement, there are no negative Exts between the F_i, since they belong to a heart of C defined by the Bridgeland stability condition ζ. In addition, since they are pairwise nonisomorphic stable objects with the same slope, there are no degree zero homomorphisms between distinct F_i, and each object has a 1-dimensional space of degree zero endomorphisms. This all follows from the following elementary fact: if f : F → G is a morphism between semistable objects of the same slope θ, then both ker(f) and coker(f) have slope θ, if they are nonzero. The fact that the F_i form a Σ-collection is then guaranteed by the existence of the nondegenerate symmetric pairing Ext^n(F_i, F_j ) ∼= Ext^{2−n}(F_j , F_i)^∨

coming from the (right) 2CY structure, which in turn is a consequence of Proposition 4.1. □

6.2. Supports and intersection cohomology. Let p: M → M be a stack with good moduli space satisfying the conditions of Theorem 6.1, so in particular M is an open substack of the stack of objects in a dg category C . Then by Theorem 6.1, for all n ∈ Z we obtain decompositions in MHM(M)

H^np_!Q_M ∼= ⨁ j∈J_n IC_{Zj} (L_j ) (45)

for Z_j ⊂ M locally closed subvarieties, and L_j simple pure variations of Hodge structure on them. In this section we initiate the study of these supports and variations of Hodge structure.

13I.e. a locally finite Bridgeland stability condition on the homotopy category.

6.2.1. For concreteness, for now we assume that we have a presentation M = X/G of M as a global quotient stack, with G ⊂ GL_N a reductive algebraic group. Replacing X by X ×_G GL_N if necessary, we may assume G = GL_N . We denote by q : X → M the natural map to the good moduli space of M. We assume that the centre C^∗ ⊂ GL_N acts trivially on X, so that the GL_N - action factors through PGl_N . We fix an open subscheme M^s ⊂ M, such that the restriction of the morphism q to X^s := q^{−1}(M^s) is a principal PGl_N -torsor, equivalently p: M^s → M^s is a C^∗ -gerbe. If M is the classical truncation of an open substack of the stack of objects in an Abelian subcategory A of the homotopy category of a dg category C , then we may take M^s to be the open substack of simple objects in A . If C carries a left 2CY structure, then via Theorem 5.11 M^s is automatically smooth, and each connected component of M^s is dense inside the connected component of M that contains it, see [DHSM23, Prop.5.3+Prop.5.4].

We denote by Det: M → pt /C^∗ . (46)

the morphism induced by X → pt and G → GL_N^{det}−−→ C^∗ .

Since M is a global quotient stack, we may define the complex p_!Q_M as in §2.3, and by Theorem 6.1 there is a decomposition

p_!Q_M ⊗ T^{12 χA (·,·)} ∼= ⨁ n≤0 H^n ( p_!Q_M ⊗ T^{12 χA (·,·)} ) [−n]. (47)

We assume that M^s is smooth, but not necessarily connected. We moreover assume that each component is even-dimensional. This will hold in all of our examples since M is the moduli stack of objects in a left 2CY category, so M^s is moreover symplectic, since it is simultaneously a variety and a (0)-shifted symplectic derived stack by [PTVV13] or [BD21].

For each connected component N ⊂ M^s we define IC_N := IC_N ( Q_N ⊗ T^{− dim(N )/2} ) and the normalised intersection cohomology

IH^*(N ) := H(N , IC_N )

as in §2.2. Due to the twisting conventions of §2.2, if N is projective, the intersection cohomology IH^*(N ) is Verdier self-dual.

6.2.2. With the conventions from §6.2.1 in place we can state the following

Theorem 6.6. Fix p: M → M and M^s ⊂ M as in §6.2.1. Then for every component N of M^s, and every n ∈ 2 · Z_{≤0} there is precisely one j ∈ J_n with Z_j = N in the decomposition (45). Moreover, for this j we have an isomorphism of mixed Hodge modules

L_j ∼= Q_N ⊗ T^{n/2−dim(N )/2}[n].

If n is odd, the variety N does not appear in the decomposition (45).

Taking Verdier duals and global sections, after choosing a determinant line bundle as in (46), there is a canonical inclusion of cohomologically graded mixed Hodge structures ⨁ N ∈π_0(M^s) n≥0 IH^*(N ) ⊗ T^n → H^{BM}(M, Q ⊗ T^{12 χA (·,·)}).

In other words, the intersection cohomology of each component N of M that intersects the locus M^s naturally includes (infinitely many times, with Tate twists) in the Borel–Moore homology of M. The inclusion of the word canonical in the theorem will require some care, since the decomposition (47) of a pure complex of mixed Hodge modules into a direct sum of its cohomology sheaves is not a priori canonical. In particular, the construction will make it clear that the inclusion is only canonical up to the choice of determinant line bundle. Proof of Theorem 6.6. Let N ∈ π_0(M^s). Since each N is open in M, we can verify the statement regarding supports by restricting p_!Q_M to N . Let e be the value of the locally constant function χ_C (·, ·) on N . At a point x of N representing an object F of the dg category C , we have e = ∑ 0≤i≤2 (−1)^i dim(Ext^i(F, F)).

Our assumptions on M^s imply that dim(Ext^0(F, F)) = 1, while dim(Ext^1(F, F)) = dim T_{N ,x}. It follows that dim(Ext^2(F, F)) = 1, since Ext^•(F, F) carries a right 2CY structure. So dim(N ) = 2 − e. Let j : U → N be an étale morphism such that there is a Cartesian diagram U × pt /C^∗ //

π_U fflffl p^{−1}(N ) p fflffl U^j // N .

There is an isomorphism π_{U,!}Q_{U ×pt /C}∗ [−e] ∼= ⨁ m≥0 Q_U [2 − e − 2m]

and so it follows that N is a support in J_n for n ∈ 2 · Z_{≤0}, as claimed. By taking the Verdier dual of the decomposition (47) there is a decomposition D (p_! Q_M ⊗ T^{e/2}) ∼= ⨁ n≥0 H^n(D (p_! Q_M ⊗ T^{e/2}))[−n] (48)

We denote by ι^0 : H^0(D (p_! Q_M ⊗ T^{e/2})) → D (p_! Q_M ⊗ T^{e/2}).

the canonical morphism obtained by applying the natural transformation τ^{≤0} → id to (48). Consider the natural morphism Q_M → p_∗p^∗Q_M. Restricting to N , taking the tensor product with T^{1−e/2}, and taking the Verdier dual, we obtain the morphism p_!Q_{p−1(N )} ⊗ T^{e/2} → Q_N ⊗ T^{e/2−1} .

Using the first part of the proof, this becomes an isomorphism after taking H^0, from which it follows that the simple mixed Hodge module having support N in (45) is IC_N . We thus obtain a canonical embedding i: IC_N → H^0 ( D (p_! Q_M ⊗ T^{e/2}) ) . We define ι = ι^0 ∘ i: IC_N → D (p_! Q_M ⊗ T^{e/2}).

Fix a nonzero η ∈ H^2(BC^∗ , Q). Since C^∗ acts trivially on X, L := η ∩ • acts injectively on H^{BM}(M, Q) by the Atiyah–Bott lemma [AB83, Prop.13.4]. Moreover, by [dCHM12, Prop.1.4.4], the operator L lifts to a morphism L̃: D (p_! Q_M) → D (p_! Q_M) ⊗ T^{−1} . (49)

For completeness, we remind the reader of the construction. Let M = X ×_{GLN} A^1 , where GL_N acts on A^1 via det, and the scaling action of C^∗ on A^1 . The projection π : M → M is the projection of the total space of a line bundle with Euler class Det^∗(η). Let z : M → M be the inclusion of the zero section, and set p = p ∘ π. Then we obtain morphisms of perverse complexes a: Q_M → z_∗Q_M ; b: z_∗Q_M → Q_M [2] where b is the (shifted) Verdier dual of a. Then we consider the morphism of perverse complexes p_!z_∗(a ∘ b): p_!Q_M → p_!Q_M [2]. (50) Working in a bounded range of cohomology, and replacing M by a scheme as in §2.3 we upgrade (50) to a morphism of complexes of mixed Hodge modules, to obtain p_!z_∗(a ∘ b): p_!Q_M → p_!Q_M ⊗ T^{−1} . (51) Taking the appropriate T -twist of the Verdier dual of (51), we obtain the promised morphism L̃. Composing ι with L̃n we obtain the morphism

IC_N → D (p_! Q_M ⊗ T^{e/2}) ⊗ T^{−n} .

Pulling back to U, and taking the zeroth cohomology of the resulting morphism of perverse sheaves, we obtain the morphism Q_U [2 − e]^{s→s⊗(Nη)n} −−−−−−−−→ Q_U [2 − e] ⊗ H^{2n}(pt /C^∗ , Q) which is an isomorphism. We deduce that the VHS L_j corresponding to the support N appearing in the decomposition (45) is indeed Q_N ⊗ T^{e/2+n/2−1}[e + n − 2], and moreover the morphism

L^n ∘ H(ι): IH^*(N ) ⊗ T^n → H^{BM}(M, Q ⊗ T^{12 χA (·,·)}) is the required (canonical, after choosing Det) embedding. □

6.2.3. In order to talk about mixed Hodge structures and mixed Hodge modules, in the setup to Theorem 6.6 we have assumed that M is a global quotient stack. Without this assumption we can still relate the intersection cohomology of top-dimensional components of M to the Borel–Moore homology of M:

Proposition 6.7. Let C be a left 2CY category let M = t_0(M) with M ⊂ M_C an open substack of the stack of objects, and assume that property (*) of Theorem 6.1 holds. Moreover assume that we have a good moduli space p: M → M. Let {N_t}_{t∈T} be the set of components of M that are generically smooth, and for which p^{−1}(N_t) → N_t is generically a BC^∗ -gerbe. Then there is a natural morphism of cohomologically graded vector spaces ⨁ t∈T rat(IH^*(N_t)) → H^{BM}(M, Q[−χ_C (·, ·)])

which is an injection if p_!Q_M splits into shifted perverse sheaves.

Proof. By Theorem 6.1 the complex of perverse sheaves P = D p_! Q[−χ_C (·, ·)] satisfies^pH^n(P) = 0 for n > 0, so that^pτ^{≤0}P ∼=^pH^0(P), and there is a natural morphism^pH^0(P) → P. By Theorem 6.1 again, there is a pure mixed Hodge module H^0p_!Q_M satisfying rat ( H^0p_!Q_M ) ∼=^pH^0(P),

and so by Theorem 2.1,^pH^0(P) decomposes into a direct sum of intersection cohomology complexes. Now the argument that IC_{N t} appears as a summand, for each t ∈ T , is as in the proof of Theorem 6.6. □

6.3. Results on global cohomology. The local purity result (Theorem 6.1) implies all of our global results regarding the Borel–Moore homology of stacks of objects in 2CY categories.

6.3.1. The first result follows from Theorem 6.1, and Proposition 2.7:

Theorem 6.8. Under the assumptions of Theorem 6.1, and assuming moreover that M is exhausted by global quotient stacks, for each n the natural mixed Hodge structure on H^{BM}_n (M, Q) carries an ascending perverse filtration by mixed Hodge structures, with respect to the morphism p: M → M. In considering Serre subcategories of 2CY categories we will use the following more general statement, which in turn follows from Theorem 6.1 and Proposition 2.8. Theorem 6.9. Retaining the assumptions of Theorem 6.8, let N = p^{−1}(S) ⊂ M be a substack, where S ⊂ M is a locally closed subscheme. Then the mixed Hodge structure on H^{BM}_n (N, Q) carries a natural ascending perverse filtration by mixed Hodge structures, with respect to the morphism p: M → M.

We refer the reader to Definition 2.9 for the definition of the perverse filtration on N with respect to the morphism from the ambient stack M.

6.3.2. From Theorem 6.1 and Proposition 2.4 we deduce the theorem that will imply the Halpern-Leistner conjecture regarding coherent sheaves on K3 surfaces:

Theorem 6.10. Assume that M is a moduli stack of objects in a category C satisfying the conditions of Theorem 6.1, and assume moreover that the good moduli space M is a projective variety, and M is exhausted by global quotient stacks. Then the mixed Hodge structure on H^{BM}(M, Q) is pure.

Remark 6.11. Projectivity of M is a sufficient but not necessary condition for purity of H^{BM}(M, Q), as we will see in the case of general moduli stacks of Higgs bundles, and as is already known in the case of moduli of representations of a preprojective algebra [Dav23]. Remark 6.12. Let C be a left 2CY category, and let M be a classical substack of the stack of objects in C . Without restricting to objects in C that are semistable with respect to some type of stability condition, it is generally not to be expected that there is a good moduli space p: M → M. However, after stratifying M according to Harder–Narasimhan types, it is often possible to show that each stratum has pure Borel–Moore homology, using the 2CY property, and then use long exact sequences to show that the Borel–Moore homology of M is pure. See §7.3 for the case of coherent sheaves on surfaces, and §7.4.10 for Higgs sheaves.

7. Applications

7.1. Preprojective algebras revisited. For a warmup, we briefly revisit the “local model”: the category of representations of a (possibly derived) preprojective algebra. Fix k a field of characteristic zero. We recall the following result of Keller, a very special case of his general result on deformed Calabi–Yau completions:

Proposition 7.1. [Kel11] Let Q be a finite quiver. Then the category D_{dg}(Mod^{G2(kQ)}) carries a left 2CY structure.

This brings us to formality for G_2(kQ)-modules, a special case of Corollary 4.9: Proposition 7.2. Let F_1, . . . , F_r be a collection of pairwise non-isomorphic complexes of G_2(kQ)- modules. Assume that there are no negative Exts between the F_i, and that the only degree zero Exts are scalar multiples of identity maps. Then the full subcategory of D_{dg}(Mod^{G2(CQ)} ) containing F_1, . . . , F_r is formal.

Via the morphism (21) we could consider a collection F_1, . . . , F_r of pairwise non-isomorphic simple Π_Q-modules in Proposition 7.2. Then the above result is in the literature, and (following [KS19]) we would direct the reader to [VdB15] for the statement, or at least its Koszul dual.

7.1.1. For the rest of §7.1 we set k = C . We fix a quiver Q and a stability condition ζ ∈ Q^{Q0} . Recall that we denote by

JH^ζ_d : M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q) → M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q)

the morphism from the stack of ζ-semistable Π_Q-modules to the coarse moduli scheme. Using Theorem 6.1 it follows that JH^ζ_{d,!} Q_Mζ -sst_{d (ΠQ)} is pure, which is one of the main results of [Dav20].

7.1.2. Especially in the special case of degenerate stability condition ζ = (0, . . . , 0) this may seem a rather circular application, since it is precisely the purity of this complex that we have imported from [Dav20] and used throughout the paper! So instead, we show how to recover the following global purity result from [Dav23] using local purity.

Theorem 7.3. [Dav23] The natural mixed Hodge structure on the Borel-Moore homology H^{BM}(M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q), Q) is pure.

Proof. The algebra Π_Q carries a C^∗ -action, by scaling all of the arrows of Q_1; the defining relations of Π_Q are quadratic, and so this action preserves the two-sided ideal generated by them. Note that this action contracts M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q) onto the subscheme N corresponding to nilpotent ζ-semistable Π_Q-representations. This scheme is projective since it is the fibre over the origin of the (projective) GIT quotient morphism M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q) → M_d(Π_Q).

By (17), it is sufficient to show that

H_c(M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q), H^i(JH^ζ_{d,!} Q_{Mζ -sstd (ΠQ )})[−i])

is pure for every i ∈ Z. Taking the Verdier dual, it is enough to show instead that H(M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q), G[i]) is pure, where G is the Verdier dual of H^i(JH^ζ_{d,!} Q_Mζ -sst_{d (ΠQ)}). Since purity is preserved by Verdier duality, and JH^ζ_{d,!} Q_Mζ -sst_{d (ΠQ)} is pure by Theorem 6.1, G[i] is pure. The perverse sheaf underlying G is C^∗ -equivariant, so that the restriction map

H(M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q), G[i]) → H(N, G[i]|_N ) (52)

is an isomorphism. By [Sai90, §4.5] the morphism (M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q) → pt)_∗ increases weights, the morphism (N → M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q))^∗ decreases weights, while the morphism (N → pt)_∗ preserves them (since it is projective). Since G[i] is pure, it thus follows from the fact that (52) is an isomorphism that H(M^{ζ -sst}_d (Π_Q), G[i]) is pure, as required. □

7.2. Semistable coherent sheaves on surfaces. Let X be a connected d-dimensional^{14} projective scheme over k, an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. We start by collecting some background on moduli of coherent sheaves, following [HL10].

A coherent sheaf F is said to have pure i-dimensional support if F has i-dimensional support, and so does every nontrivial subsheaf F^′ ⊂ F. Every coherent sheaf F on X admits a unique torsion filtration F_{(−1)} ⊂ F_{(0)} ⊂ . . . F_{(d)} = F (53) where for i ≥ 0 the sheaf F_{(i)}/F_{(i−1)} has pure i-dimensional support, and we set F_{(−1)} = 0. So F has pure i-dimensional support if and only if F_{(i−1)} = 0 and F_{(i)} = F for some i. The filtration is stable under taking tensor products with invertible coherent sheaves. For F a coherent sheaf we write h^i(F) = dim_k H^i(X, F). Later we will use the following easy result.

14Meaning that the maximal dimension the components of X is d.

Lemma 7.4. Let F be a coherent sheaf on X with pure d^′-dimensional support, for 0 ≤ d^′ ≤ d, and let L be an ample line bundle on X. Then for n ≪ 0 we have

h^0(F ⊗ L^n) = { length(F) if d^′ = 0 0 otherwise.

Consequently, for F a coherent sheaf, and n ≪ 0, there is an identity h^0(F ⊗ L^n) = length(F_{(0)}) with F_{(0)} as in (53).

Proof. The d^′ = 0 case is clear, since then F ⊗ L^n ∼= F. For the remaining cases, we may assume that L is very ample and set L = O_X (D). Then sections of F ⊗ L^n are identified with sections of F vanishing to order −n along D. By supposition, any section of F ⊗ L^n has support in dimension greater than zero, intersecting D. The final statement follows from analysing the long exact sequences for the derived global sections functor applied to the torsion filtration. □

7.2.1. Let H ∈ NS(X)_R be an ample class. The Hilbert polynomial of a sheaf F ∈ Ob(Coh(X)) is the integer-valued polynomial

P_F (m) := χ (F ⊗ O_X (mH)) := ∑ i∈Z (−1)^i h^i(F ⊗ O_X (mH)) .

We can write

P_F (m) =

dim(supp(F)) ∑ i=0 a_i(F) m^i i! , where a_i(F) ∈ Z. We denote the reduced Hilbert polynomial of F by

p_F (m) =

P_F (m) a_d(F) , where d = dim(supp(F)). We will adopt the convention throughout §7.2 that whenever a polynomial in Q[t] is represented by a lowercase letter like p(t), it is normalised so that its leading term is t^d/d! for some d.

There is a total order on polynomials P (t) ∈ Q[t] defined by P (t) ≥ Q(t) if P (N) ≥ Q(N) for N ≫ 0. A sheaf F is defined to be H-Gieseker semistable if it is pure and for every non-zero proper subsheaf E ⊊ F we have p_E (t) ≤ p_F (t), and F is moreover stable if this inequality is strict. Every pure d-dimensional sheaf F carries a unique Harder–Narasimhan (HN) filtration

0 = F_0 ⊂ . . . ⊂ F_r = F

with each F_i/F_{i−1} pure d-dimensional and H-Gieseker semistable, and with p_{Fi/Fi−1} (t) > p_{Fi+1/Fi} (t) for every i. In particular F is semistable if and only if r = 1 in the HN filtration of F. The collection of polynomials (P_{F1} (t), . . . , P_{Fr /Fr−1} (t)) is called the HN type of F.

Lemma 7.5. [Nit11] There is a total ordering ≼ on the set of HN types (P_1(t), . . . , P_r(t)) satisfying ∑ P_i(t) = P (t), stratifying the stack N of pure-dimensional coherent sheaves on X with Hilbert polynomial P (t) into locally closed substacks M^H_α (X) ⊂ N of sheaves with HN type α. I.e. if we define M^H_{≼α}(X) = ⋃ β≼α M^H_β (X)

then M^H_{≼α}(X) ⊂ N is a closed embedding, and M^H_α (X) ⊂ M^H_{≼α}(X) is an open embedding.

7.2.2. A H-Gieseker semistable sheaf F admits an increasing Jordan–Hölder (JH) filtration, 0 = F_0 ⊂ F_1 ⊂ . . . ⊂ F_k = F,

such that each subquotient F_i/F_{i−1} is H-Gieseker stable with the same reduced Hilbert polynomial as F. Unlike the torsion filtration and the HN filtration, the JH filtration is not unique. However the direct sum of subquotients, gr_H (F) := ⨁_k i=1 F_i/F_{i−1} is uniquely determined up to isomorphism, and is moreover the semisimplification of F inside the category of semistable coherent sheaves with fixed (reduced) Hilbert polynomial p_F (t). Two H-Gieseker semistable sheaves F and F^′ are called S-equivalent if gr_H (F) and gr_H (F^′) are isomorphic.

7.2.3. Let P (t) ∈ Q[t] be a polynomial. For T a scheme, a T -family of (H-Gieseker) semistable sheaves with Hilbert polynomial P (t) is a coherent sheaf F on X × T , flat over T , such that for all geometric points s: Spec K → T , the sheaf E_s = (Id_X ×s)^∗F is semistable on X_K with Hilbert polynomial P (t). We denote by M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) the moduli stack whose T -valued points are T -families of H-Gieseker semistable sheaves on X with Hilbert polynomial P (t). Likewise we denote by M^{H -st}_{P (t)} (X) the substack of stable coherent sheaves.

We briefly recall the construction of this stack as a global quotient stack, along with the GIT construction of its coarse moduli space, in order to be able to work with the direct image mixed Hodge module complex along the morphism to the coarse moduli space, as defined in §2.3.

First, semistable sheaves on X with Hilbert polynomial P (t) form a bounded family by [HL10, Thm.3.3.7]. Hence there is an integer m such that E(m) is globally generated whenever E is a semistable sheaf with fixed Hilbert polynomial P (t), and P (m) = h^0(E(m)), while h^i(E(m)) = 0 for i ≠ 0. Let V := k^{⊕P (m)} and H = V ⊗ O_X (−m). An isomorphism g : V^{∼=}−→ H^0(E(m)) yields a surjection f : H ↠ E, by precomposing the evaluation morphism H^0(E(m)) ⊗ O_X (−m) ↠ E with the isomorphism g ⊗ id_{OX (−m)}. This yields a closed point,

[f] ∈ Quot_X (H, P (t)),

in the corresponding Quot scheme. Conversely, there is a subscheme U ⊂ Quot_X (H, P (t)) parameterising those quotients H ↠ E such that E is semistable and the induced morphism, g : V → H^0(H(m)) → H^0(E(m)),

is an isomorphism. The subscheme U is open [HL10, Prop.2.3.1], and invariant under the natural right action of GL_V on Quot_X (H, P (t)) by precomposition. If we define U^s ⊂ U to be the subscheme parameterising those quotients H ↠ E such that E is stable, then U^s ⊂ U is open, again by [HL10, Prop.2.3.1]. There are isomorphisms

M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) ∼= U/ GL_V ; M^{H -st}_{P (t)} (X) ∼= U^s/ GL_V .

There is a natural linearisation χ of the GL_V -action on U such that points in U are semistable in the sense of GIT and the corresponding quotient is a good GIT quotient M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) = U//_χ GL_V [HL10, Thm.4.3.3]. The morphism M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) −→ M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) is a good moduli space as in Definition 5.1. Moreover the centre G_m ⊂ GL_V acts trivially on U, and the morphism U^s → M^{H -st}_{P (t)} (X) is a principal PGl_V -bundle.

If X is a quasiprojective variety, we fix a projective compactification X, and realise M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) ⊂ M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) (and M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) ⊂ M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X)) as the open substack (respectively subscheme) parameterising sheaves F such that supp(F) ⊂ X. By universality of the moduli stack (respectively coarse moduli scheme) the spaces M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) and M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) only depend on the choice of X up to canonical isomorphism.

We summarise the construction in the following proposition.

Proposition 7.6. Let X be, as above, a connected quasiprojective scheme, and fix an ample class H ∈ NS(X)_R. The moduli stack M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) is an algebraic stack of finite type which admits a presentation as a global quotient stack. It has a good moduli space

π^H_{P (t)} : M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) −→ M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X), (54)

with M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (X) quasiprojective, and moreover projective if X is.

7.2.4. Let S be a smooth projective surface. Fix a Mukai vector ν = v(F) := ch(F) · √ td(S) ∈ H^{even}(S, Z). We denote by M^H_ν (S) the stack of H-Gieseker semistable coherent sheaves with Mukai vector ν. The Mukai vector of a coherent sheaf on S determines the Poincaré polynomial P (t) of F, and moreover the inclusion

M^H_ν (S) → M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S)

is open and closed, so that H^{BM} ( M^H_ν (S), Q ) appears as a direct summand of H^{BM} ( M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S), Q ) in the category of mixed Hodge structures. In particular, purity of H^{BM} ( M^H_ν (S), Q ) will follow from purity of H^{BM} ( M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S), Q ) . 7.2.5. Let X be a separated scheme of finite type, and let QCoh_{dg}(X) denote the dg category of unbounded complexes of quasi-coherent sheaves on X. Recall that an h-injective object in a dg category C is an object that is injective in its homotopy category H^0(C ). Consider the full dg subcategory D_{dg}(Coh(X)) ⊂ QCoh_{dg}(X) containing complexes whose objects are hinjective and whose cohomology sheaves are coherent. This provides an explicit dg enhancement of D(Coh X); see [LS16, Sec. 3.1]. One obtains a dg enhancement of D^b_{dg}(Coh(X)) by taking the full dg subcategory of D_{dg}(Coh(X)) containing those complexes with bounded cohomology. Equivalently, we may consider the full subcategory of QCoh_{dg}(X) containing those complexes of injective quasi-coherent sheaves, bounded on the left, whose total cohomology is coherent; see [LS16] for proofs and details.

7.2.6. The following result provides a left CY structure on D^b_{dg}(Coh(X)) in the cases that we will consider later.

Proposition 7.7. [BD19, Prop. 5.12] Let X be a separated scheme of finite type, and let E_X be the dualizing complex of X. Then there is a natural bijection between the set of quasi-isomorphisms O_X → E_X [d] and the set of left dCY structures on D^b_{dg}(Coh(X)). In particular, if S is a surface, the category D^b_{dg}(Coh(S)) carries a left 2CY structure if and only if S is Gorenstein and has trivial dualizing sheaf.

7.2.7. The following is a special case of formality (Corollary 4.9):

Proposition 7.8. Let S be a smooth complex surface with ω_S ∼= O_S . Let S = {F_1, . . . , F_r} be a Σ-collection of complexes in D^b(Coh(S)) such that each F_i has compactly supported cohomology. Then the full subcategory of D^b_{dg}(Coh(S)) containing S is formal.

7.2.8. Relation with Toda’s neighbourhood theorem. In [Tod18] Toda proves an analytic local neighbourhood theorem for the morphism π^H_{P (t)} (for general projective varieties X), which combined with the above formality result, tells us that for S as in the proposition, and additionally quasiprojective, there is a Cartesian diagram as in (41), with p = π^H_{P (t)}, and with the modification that H is an analytic variety equipped with a GL_d-action, H/ GL_d is an analytic stack, and the horizontal morphisms are analytic open embeddings.

For Hodge-theoretic applications, it is more convenient to work with étale neighbourhoods. This is because there is no six functor formalism for derived categories of mixed Hodge modules on analytic varieties, so it would be a challenge to translate the proof of Theorem 6.1 into the category of analytic mixed Hodge modules. Note that Q_M (or its approximation via well-defined complexes of mixed Hodge modules as in §2.3.2) is a true complex of mixed Hodge modules, since M is generally highly singular (see Example 3.1).

7.2.9. Results for semistable sheaves. Fix a smooth complex surface S satisfying ω_S ∼= O_S . We denote by χ_S (·, ·) the Euler form for the category of (compactly supported) coherent sheaves on S. By Proposition 4.1, if F_1, . . . , F_r is a collection of complexes of compactly supported coherent sheaves on S, the full dg subcategory of D^b_{dg}(Coh(S)) containing F_1, . . . , F_r carries a right 2CY structure.

Proposition 7.9. Let S be a smooth complex quasiprojective surface, and fix a Hilbert polynomial P (t), and ample class H ∈ NS(S)_R. We assume that this data satisfies the following support condition:

* For every H-Gieseker semistable sheaf F on S with Hilbert polynomial P (t), and support contained in S, there exists an open S^′ ⊂ S, containing the support of F, such that O_S′ ∼= ω_S′ . Then the mixed Hodge module complex π^H_{P (t),!}Q_{MH -sstP (t) (S)} ⊗ T^{12 χS (·,·)} is pure, and is concentrated in cohomological degrees i ≤ 0. Therefore the dual compactly supported cohomology

H^{BM}(M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S), Q ⊗ T^{12 χS (·,·)})

carries an ascending perverse filtration relative to π^H_{P (t)} by mixed Hodge structures, beginning in perverse degree zero.

Proof. Let F be a H-Gieseker polystable sheaf represented by a point ι: {x} → M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S). Then by the support assumption, we can find an S^′ ⊂ S with trivial canonical bundle such that ι factors through the open embedding M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S^′) ⊂ M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S), and it is enough to prove the proposition under the assumption ω_S ∼= O_S . The result then follows from our local purity theorem (Theorem 6.1), along with the GIT construction of the moduli spaces of semistable coherent sheaves recalled above. □

The support condition in Proposition 7.9 is automatic if P (t) is constant, or if ω_S ∼= O_S . Halpern–Leistner’s conjecture [HL15, Conj. 4.4] follows from Theorem 6.10 by considering the second of these cases.

Theorem 7.10. Let S be a smooth complex projective surface, let H ∈ NS(S)_R be an ample class, and let P (t) be a Hilbert polynomial satisfying the condition (*) of Proposition 7.9. Then

H^{BM}(M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S), Q)

is pure. In particular, if S is an Abelian surface or a K3 surfacethen the above Borel–Moore homology is pure for any choice of ample H and Hilbert polynomial P (t).

This deals with case (2) of Theorem A. By construction, the moduli stacks M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S) and M^{H -st}_{P (t)} (S) satisfy the conditions of §6.2.1. We thus deduce the following from Theorem 6.6:

Proposition 7.11. Let S be a smooth complex quasiprojective surface satisfying ω_S ∼= O_S . Fix an ample class H ∈ NS(S)_R, Hilbert polynomial P (t), and determinant bundle (46). Then there are natural inclusions of cohomologically graded mixed Hodge structures ⨁ N ∈π_0(M^{H -st}_{P (t)} (S)) n≥0 IH^*(N ) ⊗ T^n → H^{BM}(M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S), Q ⊗ T^{12 χS (·,·)})

with IH^*(N ) ⊗ T^n including into the (2n)th piece of the perverse filtration on the target. The same statement remains true under the weaker condition (*).

Remark 7.12. We expect both the above results to hold for more general stacks of Bridgelandsemistable complexes of coherent sheaves on K3 and Abelian surfaces, with the required finite type Artin stacks constructed as in [Lie06, Tod08, BLM^+21, AHLH23]. These papers use general representability results to obtain existence and further results for these stacks of semistable objects, in contrast to the more “hands on” construction recalled in §7.2; in the absence of a result stating that these stacks are exhausted by global quotient stacks, we are limited to stating Theorem 7.10 and Proposition 7.11 for stacks of Gieseker semistable coherent sheaves (not Bridgeland-semistable complexes), for now.

7.3. General coherent sheaves on surfaces. In the previous subsection, we proved purity for the Borel–Moore homology of certain stacks admitting good moduli spaces (Theorem 7.10). We can in fact extend our results to more general stacks, including those that do not admit good moduli spaces, by decomposing stacks of coherent sheaves on S according to the torsion and HN filtrations of the sheaves they parameterise. Initially we work over an arbitrary field k.

7.3.1. Firstly, we consider moduli stacks of pure-dimensional sheaves, but we relax the condition that those sheaves be semistable. However, stability conditions will still play a role for us, in ensuring that the Borel–Moore homology is finite-dimensional in each cohomological degree. So we fix, as above, an ample class H ∈ NS(S)_R, where S is a quasiprojective scheme. Fix a polynomial q(t) ∈ Q[t] with leading coefficient t^i/i! for 0 ≤ i ≤ 2. We denote by

M^{H[≥q(t)]}(S) ⊂ M(S)

the open substack of compactly supported coherent sheaves F ∈ Ob(Coh(S)) for which the reduced Hilbert polynomials appearing in the HN type of F are all greater than or equal to q(t). For P (t) ∈ Q[t] of the same degree as q(t), we denote by M^{H[≥q(t)]} P (t) (S) ⊂ M H[≥q(t)](S) the substack of such sheaves with Hilbert polynomial P (t). The following lemma is standard, we provide the proof for completeness:

Lemma 7.13. Let S be a quasiprojective surface with fixed ample class H ∈ NS(S)_R. Fix polynomials P (t), q(t) ∈ Q[t] of the same degree, where q(t) has leading term x^d/d! for d ≤ 2. Then the set S of possible HN types of pure-dimensional coherent sheaves on S corresponding to points of M^{H[≥q(t)]}

P (t) (S) is finite.

Proof. There are three cases corresponding to the value of d. The case d = 0 is trivial, while the proof for the case d = 1 is an easier version of the proof for the d = 2 case, which we now provide.

Let F satisfy P_F (t) = P (t) = a_2t^2/2 + a_1t + a_0. We may assume that F is not semistable; semistable shaves contribute precisely one HN type to S (if they exist). We show that there is a finite collection of possibilities for the Hilbert polynomial of the destabilising submodule

F_1 ⊂ F. Let P_{F1} (t) = b_2t^2/2 + b_1t + b_0 be such a polynomial. By purity of the dimensions of the subquotients in the HN filtration, we have 0 < b_2 < a_2. Since F_1 is destabilising we have P_{F1} (t) b_2 > P_F (t) a_2 . By our assumption on the HN type of F there is an inequality P_F (t) − P_{F1} (t) a_2 − b_2 ≥ q(t). The first inequality bounds b_1 below, while the second bounds it above. Inducting on the leading coefficient a_2, we deduce that there is a finite set L of tuples of degree one polynomials such that if (P_1(t), . . . , P_l(t)) is a HN type for a sheaf E corresponding to a point in M^{H[≥q(t)]}_{P (t)} (S), there is some tuple (E_1(t), . . . , E_l(t)) ∈ L and some tuple (c_1, . . . , c_l) ∈ Q^l such that P_i(t) = tE_i(t) + c_i for all i, and ∑ i≤l c_i = a_0. (55)

In words, there is a finite set of possibilities for the tuple of leading and linear terms in a HN type of a coherent sheaf in M^{H[≥q(t)]}_{P (t)} (X), and so we just need to show that for each such choice, there is a finite set of choices of constant terms.

Fixing the Hilbert polynomial P_F ′ (t) of a semistable sheaf F^′, there are a finite set of possibilities for the Chern classes c_1(F^′), c_2(F^′) by boundedness of the moduli space. By the Bogomolov inequality [HL10, Thm.4.3], if E^′ is a pure semistable sheaf on S we have 2r(E^′)c_2(E^′) − (r^′ − 1)c_1(E^′)^2 ≥ 0 (where the Chern classes are taken in H(S, Z)) bounding the constant term of p_F ′ (t) below. The result then follows from (55). □

7.3.2. We record the following corollary of Lemma 7.13, which one may use to define the mixed Hodge structure on M^{H[≥q(t)]}_{P (t)} (X) as in §2.2.

Corollary 7.14. The stack M^{H[≥q(t)]}_{P (t)} (S) is a global quotient stack.

Proof. We may use the same construction as in §7.2.3, as long as we can show that there is some m ≫ 0 such that for all sheaves F with Hilbert polynomial P (t) satisfying the condition that the subquotients Q in the HN filtration of F all satisfy p_Q(t) ≥ q(t), the sheaf F(m) is generated by global sections and has vanishing higher cohomology. By finiteness of the set S in Lemma 7.13, it is sufficient to show that for all sheaves F with fixed HN type (P_1(t), . . . , P_l(t)), there exists such an m.

We prove this for l = 2, and we write 0 ⊂ F_1 ⊂ F_2 = F for the HN filtration of F; the general case is an easy induction. There exists an m such that for all semistable coherent sheaves E with Hilbert polynomial P_1(t) or P_2(t), E(m) is generated by global sections and H^i(S, E(m)) = 0 for i > 0. Then the morphism of distinguished triangles

H(S, F_1(m)) ⊗_k O_S // fflffl H(S, F(m)) ⊗_k O_S // fflffl H(S, F/F_1(m)) ⊗_k O_S // fflffl F_1(m) // F(m) // F/F_1(m) //

demonstrates that F(m) is generated by global sections and has vanishing higher cohomology. □

Combining Lemmas 7.5 and 7.13 we deduce

Corollary 7.15. Let S be a quasiprojective surface, and fix an ample class H ∈ NS(S)_R. Fix polynomials q(t), P (t) with the same degree. The moduli stack M^{H[≥q(t)]}_{P (t)} (S) can be written as a union of stacks M^H_α (S) corresponding to coherent sheaves of HN type α, with α belonging to a finite set S. Moreover if we define M^{H[≥q(t)]} ≼α (S) = ⋃ β∈S β≼α M^H_β (S)

then M^{H[≥q(t)]}

≼α (S) ⊂ M^{H[≥q(t)]}_{P (t)} (S) is a closed substack, and M^H_α (S) ⊂ M^{H[≥q(t)]}_{≼α} (S) is open.

7.3.3. For the rest of §7.3 we set k = C .

Lemma 7.16. Let S be a smooth complex quasiprojective surface, and fix an ample class H ∈ NS(S)_R. Fix a HN type α = (P_1(t), . . . , P_r(t)), and assume that for each P_i(t) the mixed Hodge structure on H_c(M^{H -sst}_{Pi (t)} (S), Q) is pure, and assume that ω_S ∼= O_S , or more generally that the pair (H, P_i(t)) satisfies condition (*) from Proposition 7.9 for each 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Then H_c(M^H_α (S), Q) is pure.

Proof. As indicated in the proof of [HL15, Cor.4.1], the idea is to use that the morphism M^H_α (S) → M^{H -sst}_{P1 (t)} (S) × . . . × M^{H -sst}_{Pl(t)} (S) is quasi-smooth and induces an isomorphism in Borel– Moore homology (up to an overall Tate twist), by combining generalisations of (56), (57) and (58) below. We spell out the details here. For ease of presentation we assume that α = (P_1(t), P_2(t)) has length two; the proof for more general HN types is then a simple induction. Also, for ease of presentation, we will assume that S is projective, the general proof proceeds as in the definition of M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S) by working with coherent sheaves on the compactification S that have support contained in S.

In the construction of the moduli stacks M^{H -sst}_{P1(t)} (S) and M^{H -sst}_{P2 (t)} (S) we fix sufficiently large numbers m_1 and m_2 so that F(m_i) is globally generated whenever F is a semistable sheaf with Hilbert polynomial P_i(t), and also satisfies h^n(F) = 0 for n > 0. Replacing m_1 and m_2 by max(m_1, m_2), we may assume that m = m_1 = m_2. As in §7.2.3 we define

V = C^{⊕P2 (m)}; H = V ⊗ O_S .

By construction, on the stack M^{H -sst}_{P2(t)} (S) × S we have a short exact sequence of coherent sheaves 0 → K → H^f−→ F_{P2(t)} → 0 where H is induced by the GL_V -equivariant sheaf π^∗_S H on Quot_S (H, P_2(t)) × S, and f is the quotient morphism to the universal sheaf F_{P2 (t)}. For i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} we denote by π_{ij} the projection to the ith and jth factors in the product M^{H -sst}_{P1 (t)} (S) × M^{H -sst}_{P2 (t)} (S) × S.

We claim that both of the complexes

E_1 := π_{12,∗} RHom(π^∗_{23}H, π^∗_{13}F_{P1(t)}); E_0 := π_{12,∗} RHom(π^∗_{23}K, π^∗_{13}F_{P1 (t)}) are concentrated in degree zero, and are moreover locally free. The first claim follows directly from our assumption on m. For the second, consider a geometric point s: Spec(K) → M^{H -sst}_{P1 (t)} (S) × M^{H -sst}_{P2(t)} (S) corresponding to a pair of semistable sheaves G_1 and G_2 on S_K with Hilbert polynomials P_1(t) and P_2(t) respectively. Then for i ≥ 0

H^i(s^∗E_0) ∼= Ext^{i+1}_{SK} (G_2, G_1) ∼= Ext^{1−i}_{SK} (G_1, G_2)^∨ by Serre duality. Since G_1 and G_2 are semistable coherent sheaves, with p_{G1} (t) > p_{G2} (t), we deduce that this final term is zero for i > 0, as required. In the diagram

M^H_α (S) Tot(E_1/E_0)

∼=oo Tot(E_1) aoo^b // MH -sst_{P1(t)} (S) × MH -sst_{P2 (t)} (S)

both of the morphisms a and b are affine fibrations, so there are isomorphisms of mixed Hodge structures H_c(M^H_α (S), Q) ⊗ T^{dim(a)} ∼= H_c(Tot(E_1), Q) (56) H_c(M^{H -sst}_{P1 (t)} (S) × M^{H -sst}_{P2(t)} (S), Q) ⊗ T^{dim(b)} ∼= H_c(Tot(E_1), Q). (57) Via the Kunneth isomorphism

H_c(M^{H -sst}_{P1 (t)} (S) × M^{H -sst}_{P2 (t)} (S), Q) ∼= H_c(M^{H -sst}_{P1 (t)} (S), Q) ⊗ H_c(M^{H -sst}_{P2 (t)} (S), Q) (58) and the isomorphisms (56) and (57) the mixed Hodge structure H_c(M^H_α (S), Q) is pure if both H_c(M^{H -sst}_{P1 (t)} (S), Q) and H_c(M^{H -sst}_{P2 (t)} (S), Q) are. □

7.3.4. Putting everything together, we can finally prove purity for more general stacks of coherent sheaves:

Theorem 7.17. Let S be a smooth complex projective surface satisfying O_S ∼= ω_S , let H ∈ NS(S)_R be an ample class, and let P (t) and q(t) be polynomials of the same degree, where the leading term of q(t) is t^d/d! for some d ≤ 2. Then the mixed Hodge structure on H^{BM}(M^{H[≥q(t)]}_{P (t)} (S), Q) is pure.

Proof. Define the set S = {β_1, . . . , β_m} as in Corollary 7.15, which we label so that β_i ≼ β_j if i < j. Set N_i := ⋃ j≤i M^{H[≥q(t)]} β_j (S).

Then by Corollary 7.15, each N_i ⊂ M^{H[≥q(t)]}_{P (t)} (S) is a closed substack, and moreover the inclusion

M^H_{βi} (S) = N_i \ N_{i−1} → N_i is open. We show by induction that each H_c(N_i, Q) is pure. For the base case note that N_1 = M^H_{β1} (S) has pure compactly supported cohomology by Lemma 7.16 and Theorem 7.10. For the induction step, for each i and for each n ∈ Z there is a long exact sequence → H^n_c (M^H_{βi} (S), Q) → H^n_c (N_i, Q) → H^n_c (N_{i−1}, Q) → The mixed Hodge structure H^n_c (N_{i−1}, Q) is pure of weight n by the induction hypothesis, while H^n_c (M^H_{βi} (S), Q) is pure of weight n by another application of Lemma 7.16 and Theorem 7.10. We deduce that H^n_c (N_i, Q) is pure of weight n as required. In particular, H_c(M^{H[≥q(t)]}_{P (t)} (S), Q) = H_c(N_m, Q) is pure, as is its graded dual H^{BM}(M^{H[≥q(t)]}_{P (t)} (S), Q). □

Remark 7.18. More generally, Theorem 7.17 remains true, with the same proof, under the weaker condition that (H, P^′(t)) satisfies condition (*) of Proposition 7.9 for every P^′(t) appearing in the HN types contained in S.

7.3.5. We now assume that S is a smooth complex projective surface satisfying O_S ∼= ω_S. Fix a degree d ≤ 2 and let q(t) < h(t) be a pair of degree d normalised polynomials. Then there is an open inclusion of stacks M^{H[≥h(t)]} P (t) (S) → M H[≥q(t)] P (t) (S) with complement N a finite union of stacks M^H_α for HN types α = (E_1(t), . . . , E_r(t)) satisfying h(t) > e_r(t) ≥ q(t) (where we denote by e_i(t) the normalisation of E_i(t)). We have again used Lemma 7.13 for the finiteness part of this statement.

Via the same inductive proof as Theorem 7.17, the mixed Hodge structure on H_c(N, Q) is pure, so that in the long exact sequence → H^n_c ( M^{H[≥h(t)]} P (t) (S), Q )_{λn} −−→ H^n_c ( M^{H[≥q(t)]} P (t) (S), Q ) → H^n_c (N, Q)^ψ−→

the morphism ψ is a morphism from a pure weight n Hodge structure to a pure weight n + 1 Hodge structure. It follows that ψ = 0 and the long exact sequence breaks up into split short exact sequences. The resulting direct sum decomposition according to HN strata itself can be derived as a special case of [HL15, Cor.4.1]. In particular, λ_n is an inclusion, and we have proved the following

Proposition 7.19. Let S be a smooth complex projective surface satisfying O_S ∼= ω_S , let d ≤ 2, and let P (t) ∈ Q[t] be a degree d polynomial. We write p(t) for the normalisation of P (t). Let M^{pdim d}

P (t) (S) denote the stack of pure d-dimensional coherent sheaves on S with Hilbert polynomial

P (t). Then

H_c ( M^{pdim d} P (t) (S), Q ) = ⋃ q(t)≤p(t) H_c ( M^{H[≥q(t)]} P (t) (S), Q ) , and so for every j ∈ Z, H^j_c ( M^{pdim d} P (t) (S), Q ) can be written as an infinite nested union of pure Hodge structures of weight j.

7.3.6. Next, we relax the condition on the purity of the support of coherent sheaves on S. For simplicity we consider sheaves in the category Coh_{≤1}(S), i.e. the category of coherent sheaves with one-dimensional support (which we do not assume is pure). We fix an ample class H. For F ∈ Ob(Coh_{≤1}(S)) we define the slope μ(F) = a_0/a_1, where P_F (t) = a_1t + a_0. Since we do not assume purity of the support of F, the slope may be infinite. For a coherent sheaf F ∈ Ob(Coh_{≤1}(S)), the condition of being semistable and pure is equivalent to slope stability, i.e. the condition that for all proper nonzero subsheaves F^′ ⊂ F we have an inequality

μ(F^′) ≤ μ(S).

Let l ∈ Q. We define M^{μ≥l}_{(β,n)}(S) ⊂ M_{(β,n)}(S) to be the stack of coherent sheaves F with characteristic cycle [F] = β ∈ H_2(S, Z) and with χ(F) = n, such that there are no subquotients of slope less than l in the (Gieseker) HN filtration of F/F_{(0)}, or equivalently the (slope) HN filtration of F. Here we denote by F_{(0)} ⊂ F the zero-dimensional sheaf appearing in the torsion filtration of F.

Via the same argument as the proof of Lemma 7.13, if F is a coherent sheaf such that the slopes of the subquotients in the HN filtration of F/F_{(0)} are bounded below, there is an upper bound M on the length of F_{(0)}, and there is a finite list of possibilities for the HN type of F/F_{(0)} (again by Lemma 7.13). Arguing as in Corollary 7.14, the stack M^{μ≥l}_{(β,n)}(S) is a global quotient stack.

As a final application of the purity theorem to coherent sheaves, we have

Theorem 7.20. Let S be a smooth complex projective surface with fixed ample class H. Fix β ∈ H_2(S, Z), and n ∈ Z, and assume that for all decompositions β = β_1 + . . . + β_r into effective classes, β_i · ω_S = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Let l ∈ Q. Then the mixed Hodge structure on H^{BM}(M^{μ≥l}_{(β,n)}(S), Q) is pure.

Proof. We define a function on the stack M^{μ≥l}_{(β,n)}(S) that takes a point F to the length of F_{(0)}. We claim that this function is upper semicontinuous. This follows from the fact that (by Lemma 7.4) we may define this function as h^0(F ⊗ O(−NH)) for N ≫ 0. We define T_m ⊂ M^{μ≥l}_{(β,n)}(S) to be the substack of sheaves for which the length of the torsion part is m. Then we have shown that the inclusion T_{≥m} := ⋃ m^′ ≥m T_m′ ⊂ M^{μ≥l}_{(β,n)}(S)

is closed, while the inclusion T_m ⊂ T_{≥m} is open. Via the same argument as the proof of Lemma 7.16, there is an isomorphism of mixed Hodge structures

H_c(T_m, Q) ∼= H_c(M_{(0,m)}(S), Q) ⊗ H_c(M^{H[≥t+l]}_{(β,n−m)}(S), Q) ⊗ T^γ (59)

where γ ∈ Z depends only on P (t) and m^{15}. By Theorem 7.10 the first factor on the right hand side of (59) is pure, and by Theorem 7.17 (and Remark 7.18) the second factor is as well. As in the proof of Theorem 7.17 we show by induction on M − m that each H_c(T_{≥m}, Q) is pure, and the result follows, since T_{≥0} = M^{μ≥l}_{(β,n)}(S). □

7.4. Higgs sheaves. Let C be a smooth projective curve over k, an algebraically closed field with char(k) = 0. We recall that a Higgs sheaf on C is a pair F = ( F ∈ Ob(Coh(C)), ϕ ∈ Hom(F, F ⊗ ω_C ) ) . The element ϕ is called the Higgs field. The rank r(F) and degree d(F) of a Higgs sheaf are defined to be the rank and degree of the underlying coherent sheaf F. Note that we allow the rank to be zero, i.e. F may be a torsion sheaf. Higgs sheaves form an Abelian category Higgs(C).

We define the slope of a Higgs sheaf by μ(F) = d(F)/r(F). Since F may be a torsion sheaf, the slope may be ∞. We say that a Higgs sheaf F = (F, ϕ) is stable (respectively semistable) if it has no proper nonzero Higgs subsheaf G with μ(G) ≥ μ(F) (respectively μ(G) > μ(F)). Equivalently, a Higgs sheaf is semistable if there is no proper nonzero subsheaf G ⊂ F, preserved by ϕ, with strictly larger slope than F.

7.4.1. The coarse moduli space of Higgs bundles M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) was constructed by Nitsure as a GIT quotient [Nit91], and via this construction one obtains a commutative diagram J/G p fflffl

∼= // MDol_{r,d} (C)

fflffl J//_χG^{∼=} // M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C)

for J a space of (semistable) pairs of a morphism V ⊗ O_C (−m) → E and a Higgs field on E. The morphism p is the morphism to a certain GIT quotient, defined with respect to a linearisation χ of the G-action.

15Although we do not use it, it is not hard to show that in fact γ = 0. This can be seen by considering the special case in which the support of F_{(0)} is disjoint from the support of F/F_{(0)} and the fact that γ only depends on P (t) and m.

7.4.2. BNR correspondence. It will be convenient for us to adopt a slightly different approach to the construction of the moduli stack of Higgs sheaves and its coarse moduli scheme, via the Beauville–Narasimhan–Ramanan correspondence (see [BNR89] for background).

Set S = Tot(ω_C ), and S = P_C (O_C ⊕ ω^∨_C ). We embed S inside S in the natural way. Write π : S → C and π : S → C for the projections, and D_∞ ⊂ S = S \ S for the divisor at infinity. There is an equivalence of categories between the category of coherent sheaves on S for which H^0π_∗S is coherent and the category of Higgs sheaves, and so in turn an equivalence of categories between the category of Higgs sheaves on C, and the category of coherent sheaves F on S with supp(F) ∩ D_∞ = ∅. Coherency of π_∗F ∼= H^0 π_∗F is automatic for such F.

Picking an ample class H ∈ NS(S)_R, one may in turn identify the category of semistable Higgs sheaves on C with the category of H-Gieseker semistable coherent sheaves on S with support avoiding D_∞. For the derived category of Higgs sheaves, we consider the dg enhancement D^b_{dg}(Higgs(C)) given by considering Higgs sheaves as a full subcategory of quasicoherent sheaves on S. In other words we define D^b_{dg}(Higgs(C)) to be the full subcategory of D^b_{dg}(Coh(S)) containing those complexes for which the total cohomology has support avoiding D_∞. By [LO10], the dg enhancement of D^b(Coh(S)) is essentially unique (note that the perfect derived category and the bounded derived category of coherent sheaves on S coincide, since S is smooth).

7.4.3. Formality. By Corollary 4.9 we deduce:

Proposition 7.21. Let C be a smooth connected projective curve over k. Let S = {F_1, . . . , F_l} be a Σ-collection inside D^b(Higgs(C)), and let C be the full subcategory of D^b_{dg}(Higgs(C)) containing S. Then C is formal. In particular, if F = ⨁ i∈I F^{di}_i is a polystable Higgs sheaf, where each F_i has injective resolution I^•_i , then the dg Yoneda algebra

REnd(F, F) := Hom ( ⨁ i∈I (I^•_i )^{di} , ⨁ i∈I (I^•_i )^{di} )

is formal.

7.4.4. Purity. For the rest of §7.4 we assume that k = C . As in the introduction, we write

p: M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) → M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) (60)

for the morphism from the stack to the coarse moduli space, and h: M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C) → Λ_r for the Hitchin map. We do not assume that (r, d) = 1. Applying Theorem 6.1 to (60), we deduce the following.

Proposition 7.22. The complex p_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)} ∈ Ob(D^{≤,lf} (MHM(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C)))) is pure, and satisfies

τ^{≥1} ( p_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)} ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} ) = 0.

Applying Proposition 2.6 and the above proposition we deduce the following

Proposition 7.23. The complex (hp)_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)} is pure.

The following is our main theorem on the mixed Hodge structure of moduli stacks of Higgs sheaves.

Theorem 7.24. Let C be a smooth connected complex projective curve and let M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C) denote the stack of semistable rank r and degree d Higgs sheaves on C. Then the mixed Hodge structure on H^{BM}(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q) is pure.

This deals with case (3) of Theorem A, and thus completes the proof. Note that this result does not follow directly from Theorem 6.8, since the coarse moduli space of Higgs sheaves M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) is not projective.

Proof of Theorem 7.24. By Proposition 7.22, the complex p_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)} is pure. By (17) it is enough to show that

H_c ( M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), H^i(p_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)})[−i] )

is pure for every i ∈ Z.

We fix the class H = 3F + Z ∈ NS(S)_R, where F = π^{−1}(p) for some point p ∈ C, and Z ⊂ Tot(ω_C ) = S ⊂ S is the zero section. Set Q(t) = (2g + 1)rt + d + (1 − g)r. Via the BNR correspondence we have the Cartesian diagram

M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C)¨ ˙ fflffl p // M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) ¨˙ fflffl M^{H -sst}_{Q(t)} (S) // M^{H -sst}_{Q(t)} (S).

In the notation of §7.2.3, we write U^′ ⊂ Quot_S (H, Q(t)) for the open subscheme parameterising those quotients H ↠ E such that E is semistable and for which supp(E) ∩ D_∞ = ∅. Let C^∗ act on S = P_C (O_C ⊕ ω^∨_C ) by scaling the ω^∨_C -factor and leaving the O_C -factor invariant. Then U^′ is C^∗ -invariant for the induced C^∗ -action on Quot_S (H, Q(t)).

Fix i ∈ Z. Now pick M ≫ 0, so that we have

G := H^i(p_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)}) ∼= H^i(q_!Q_Y ⊗ T^{−M dim(V )}) (61)

where Y = U^′ ×_{GLV} H^′ for H^′ ⊂ Hom(C^M , V ) the subspace of surjective maps and

q : Y → M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C)

the projection. We refer the reader to §2.3.2 for this construction, and the isomorphism (61).

Letting C^∗ act on Y via the given action on U^′ and the trivial action on H^′, the morphism q is C^∗ -equivariant, and so the underlying perverse sheaf of G is C^∗ -equivariant. Since purity is stable under Verdier duality, purity of H_c(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), G[−i]) is equivalent to purity of H(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), (D G)[i]). The C^∗ -action contracts M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C) onto the projective subscheme Z ⊂ M^{H -sst}_P (S) corresponding to coherent sheaves with set-theoretic support on C ⊂ S. It follows that the restriction map H(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), D G[i]) → H(Z, (D G[i])|_Z ) (62) is an isomorphism. Since G is pure of weight i, D G is pure of weight −i, i.e. D G[i] is pure. Since (M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) → pt)_∗ increases weights [Sai90], we deduce that

Gr^W_a ( H^b ( M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), D G[i] )) = 0 if a < b. (63)

On the other hand, the restriction morphism (Z → M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C))^∗ decreases weights, and the morphism Z → pt is projective, and hence preserves weights. So we deduce, again from purity of D G[i], that

Gr^W_a ( H^b ( Z, (D G[i])|_Z )) = 0 if a > b. (64)

Combining (63) and (64) and the fact that (62) is an isomorphism gives the result. □

7.4.5. If (r, d) = 1 then M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C) ∼= M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C)/C^∗ and purity of the Borel–Moore homology of M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) follows from the isomorphism

H^{BM} ( M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q ) ∼ = H^{BM} ( M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C), Q ) ⊗ H (pt /C^∗ , Q) ,

purity of H(pt /C^∗ , Q), and purity of H^{BM}(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q), proved in [HT03]. So the advance here is in establishing purity for (possibly highly singular and stacky) cases in which (r, d) ≠ 1.

7.4.6. If X is a stack, exhausted by global quotient stacks, and the mixed Hodge structure on H^{BM}(X, Q) is pure, then the Borel–Moore homology is completely determined by the class [H^{BM}(X, Q)] in the completed Grothendieck group ^K_0(MHS). Here we have to take a completion with respect to weights, since H^{BM}(X, Q) will generally be infinite-dimensional, although Gr^W_n (H^{BM}(X, Q)) will be finite-dimensional for each n. There is a homomorphism K_0(Sta_{Aff} ) → ^K_0(MHS) from the naive Grothendieck group of finite type stacks with affine geometric stabilisers, to the Grothendieck ring of mixed Hodge structures, which sends the class [X] to [H^{BM}(X, Q)]. Since in the case X = M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), thanks to [FSS18], we have an effective means of calculating [X], it follows that we can use Theorem 7.24 to actually determine the Borel–Moore homology of M^{Dol}_{r,d} , along with its mixed Hodge structure.

7.4.7. The global nilpotent cone. We let M^{Dol,nil}_{r,d} (C) ⊂ M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) denote the substack of Higgs sheaves (F, ϕ) for which ϕ is nilpotent. This is the semistable global nilpotent cone [Lau88]. We note a corollary of the proof of Theorem 7.24:

Proposition 7.25. The natural mixed Hodge structure on the semistable global nilpotent cone

H^{BM} ( M^{Dol,nil} r,d (C), Q ) (65)

is pure.

Strictly speaking, we have defined M^{Dol,nil}_{r,d} (C) as a formal stack. For instance for r = 1, it is easy to see that M^{Dol,nil}_{r,d} (C) is a trivial C^∗ -quotient of the formal neighbourhood of Jac_d(C)×{0} in Jac_d(C) × H^0(C, ω_C ). This formal stack has the same set of closed points as the stack M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) ×_{Λr} {0}, and we may take the Borel–Moore homology of this stack as our definition in (65).

Proof of Proposition 7.25. Let ι: {0} → Λ_r be the inclusion, and let τ: Λ_r → pt be the structure morphism. By base change it is enough to show that ι^∗(hp)_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)} ∼= τ_∗(hp)_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)} (66)

is pure, where the isomorphism (66) follows from the fact that the C^∗ -action scaling the Higgs field contracts Λ_r to 0. Purity of (hp)_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)} follows from purity of p_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)}, projectivity of h, and Proposition (2.6). Now purity of (66) follows by the same argument as Theorem 7.24, since ι^∗ increases weights and τ_∗ decreases weights (see [Sai90, §4.5]). □

7.4.8. Perverse filtrations. Another application of the purity of p_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)} and (hp)_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)} is the following consequence of Propositions 2.7 and 2.8:

Proposition 7.26. For arbitrary d, r, the Borel–Moore homology

H^{BM} ( M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} ) carries a perverse filtration, by pure Hodge structures, with respect to p, and with respect to hp. In the case (r, d) = 1, the perverse filtration with respect to hp is the usual perverse filtration associated to the Hitchin system. The perverse filtration with respect to p begins in degree zero.

Similarly, the Borel–Moore homology H^{BM}(M^{Dol,nil}_{r,d} (C), Q ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} ) carries a perverse filtration with respect to p and with respect to hp, and the perverse filtration with respect to p begins in degree zero.

Remark 7.27. Since we work throughout with the perverse filtration by mixed Hodge structures induced by Saito’s theory, in order to relate to the “usual” filtration by pure Hodge structures in the coprime case, we are tacitly invoking the comparison theorem [dC12, Thm.4.3.5].

Remark 7.28. The perverse filtration on H^{BM}(M^{Dol,nil}_{r,d} (C), Q) with respect to hp is highly nontrivial, despite the fact that hp maps all of M^{Dol,nil}_{r,d} (C) to a point; see the warning in §2.4.3 for some explanation of this.

7.4.9. The fact that the perverse filtration on H^{BM} ( M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} ) is a filtration by pure Hodge structures is already known in the case (r, d) = 1. One may show this using the language of mixed Hodge modules (applying a very special case of the arguments above, but where purity of p_!Q_{MDolr,d (C)} is trivial) or by using the alternative definition of the perverse filtration with respect to the morphism h in terms of the flag filtration; see [dCM10, Sec.7] for details, and [dCM10, dC12] for the equivalence between these two approaches.

7.4.10. Unstable Higgs sheaves. Arguing as in §7.3, we can modify Theorem 7.24 to allow moduli stacks of possibly unstable Higgs bundles:

Proposition 7.29. Let C be a smooth complex projective curve. Fix a number l ∈ Q, and denote by Higgs^{μ≥l}_{r,d} (C) the moduli stack of Higgs sheaves F satisfying the condition that all of the subquotients in the slope slope HN filtration^{16} of F have slope at least l, and by Higgs_{r,d}(C) the stack of all Higgs sheaves of rank r and degree d. We define

Higgs^{μ≥l,nil} r,d (C) ⊂ Higgs^{μ≥l}_{r,d} (C); Higgs^{nil}_{r,d}(C) ⊂ Higgs_{r,d}(C)

as the (reductions of the) substacks corresponding to Higgs sheaves with nilpotent Higgs field. Then H^{BM}(Higgs^{μ≥l}_{r,d} (C), Q) and H^{BM}(Higgs^{μ≥l,nil}_{r,d} (C), Q) are pure. Moreover for l^′ > l the natural morphisms

H_c(Higgs^{μ≥l′}_{r,d} (C), Q) → H_c(Higgs^{μ≥l}_{r,d} (C), Q); H_c(Higgs^{μ≥l′ ,nil}_{r,d} (C), Q) → H_c(Higgs^{μ≥l,nil}_{r,d} (C), Q) are injective, so that we may write H_c(Higgs_{r,d}(C), Q) and H_c(Higgs^{nil}_{r,d}(C), Q) as an infinite nested union of pure Hodge structures.

Remark 7.30. The fact that H_c(Higgs^{nil}_{r,d}(C), Q) can be written as an infinite nested union of pure Hodge structures (but in a different way) follows from a more down-to-earth argument, found in [MS20]. In brief, the stack admits a stratification by Jordan type of the Higgs sheaves (as defined in [Sch16]), with each stratum an affine fibration over Cartesian products of stacks Coh_r′_{,d}′ (C) for various r^′, d^′. We refer to [MS20] for more details.

16Note that since we work with μ-stability here, the first term in the HN filtration is the torsion part of F, if the torsion part is nonzero.

Proof of Proposition 7.29. We start with the non-nilpotent case. This is almost a special case of Theorem 7.20, except of course in this case S is not projective. However the proof of Theorem 7.20 only uses Serre duality (for the vanishing of Ext^2 in Lemma 7.16) and purity of H_c(M^H_{Q(t)}(S), Q) for deg(Q(t)) ≤ 1, which holds here by Theorem 7.24. The arguments for the nilpotent versions of the statements are identical, instead taking the purity statement of Proposition 7.25 as the input. □

7.4.11. Comparing perverse filtrations. We finish this section with the discussion of the perverse filtration on the intersection cohomology of M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C) that was promised in §1.4.4. Let N ⊂ M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C) be an irreducible component, containing a stable Higgs sheaf. Then by setting n = 0 in Theorem 6.6 there is a morphism of complexes of mixed Hodge modules

IC_N → D (p_! Q_{MDolr,d (C)} ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} ) (67)

which is moreover the inclusion of a summand, so taking derived global sections, we obtain an inclusion IH^*(N ) → H^{BM}(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} ).

As in the introduction we denote by h: M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C) → Λ_r the Hitchin morphism. Applying h_∗ to (67) we obtain the morphism of complexes

h_∗IC_N → h_∗D (p_! Q_{MDolr,d (C)} ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} ). (68)

Let s: Λ_r → pt be the structure morphism. Applying the natural transformation s_∗(τ^{≤j} → id) to (68) we obtain the commutative square

IH^*(N ) // H^{BM}(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} )

P^{IC}_j ?Ø OO

// P^{St}_j ?Ø OO

where P^{IC}_j ⊂ IH^*(N ); P^{St}_j ⊂ H^{BM}(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} ) are the jth pieces of the perverse filtrations from §1.4, but with normalised twists and shifts properly taken care of. In sum we have the following

Proposition 7.31. Let C be a smooth connected complex projective curve, and let N_s for s ∈ S be the irreducible components of M^{Dol}_{r,d}(C) containing a stable Higgs sheaf. Then there is a canonical inclusion ⨁ s∈S IH^*(N_s) → H^{BM}(M^{Dol}_{r,d} (C), Q ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} )

of pure Hodge structures, which moreover respects the natural perverse filtrations induced by the Hitchin maps on the source and the target.

7.5. k[π_1(Σ_g )]-modules. To start with let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. As in the case of quiver algebras, if A = k⟨x_1, . . . , x_r⟩/R is a finitely generated k-algebra, with relations R, we may describe the moduli stack of d-dimensional representations of A as a finite type global quotient, as follows. We consider the closed subscheme Z ⊂ (Mat_{d×d}(k))^{×r} cut out by the matrix-valued relations R. This scheme is GL_d(k)-equivariant, where GL_d(k) acts via the simultaneous conjugation action. Then there is an isomorphism of stacks

M_d(A) ∼= Z/ GL_d(k).

The more intrinsic way to describe the left hand side is as follows: it is the stack sending a commutative k-algebra B to the groupoid formed by removing all non-invertible morphisms from the full subcategory of all B ⊗ A-modules that are flat over B and of dimension d at geometric points of B.

Clearly M_d(A) is a global quotient stack. We denote by

JH_d : M_d(A) → M_d(A) := Spec(Γ(O_Z )^{GLd(k)})

the affinization map. The notation is explained by the following observations: for K ⊃ k a field, the K-points of M_d(A) correspond to semisimple A ⊗ K-modules, and at the level of points, JH_d takes modules to their semisimplifications, i.e. the direct sum of the subquotients appearing in their Jordan-Hölder filtration.

7.5.1. We consider the case A = k[π_1(Σ_g )]. Via the standard group presentation

π_1(Σ_g ) = ⟨ a_1, . . . , a_g , b_1, . . . , b_g | g∏ i=1 (a_i, b_i) ⟩

we obtain a finite presentation for A. The Calabi–Yau structure on D_{dg}(A -Mod) in some sense predates Calabi and Yau, coming as it does from Poincaré duality. The fact that this category has a left 2CY structure in the sense that we need is implied by the following unpublished result of Kontsevich (see [Dav12, Thm.5.2.2 & Prop.5.2.6] for a proof^{17}):

Proposition 7.32. Let Σ_g be a closed, orientable Riemann surface without boundary. Then the algebra k[π_1(Σ_g )] is homologically smooth and carries a left 2CY structure.

It follows from Proposition 4.1 that for any collection F_1, . . . , F_r of complexes of k[π_1(Σ_g )]- modules with finite-dimensional total cohomology, the full dg subcategory of D_{dg}(Mod^{k[π1(Σg )]}) containing F_1, . . . , F_r carries a right 2CY structure. From Corollary 4.9 we deduce the following proposition.

Proposition 7.33. Let F_1, . . . , F_r ∈ Ob(D^b(k[π_1(Σ_g )])) be a Σ-collection of complexes of k[π_1(Σ_g )]-modules. Then the full subcategory of D_{dg}(mod^{k[π1 (Σg )]}) containing F_1, . . . , F_r is formal.

7.5.2. For the rest of §7.5 we set k = C . From Theorem 6.1 and Proposition 2.7 we deduce the following

Theorem 7.34. The complex JH_! Q_{MBettig,r} is pure, and the Borel–Moore homology

H^{BM}(M^{Betti}_{g,r} , Q ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} ) := H(M^{Betti}_{g,r} , D (Q ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} )) carries an ascending perverse filtration by mixed Hodge structures, with respect to JH, starting in perverse degree 0.

Applying Theorem 6.6 again we obtain

Proposition 7.35. Let N be a connected component of M^{Betti}_{g,r} containing a simple representation of π_1(Σ_g ). Then there is a canonical inclusion

IH^*(N ) → H^{BM}(M^{Betti}_{g,r} , Q ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} ) of mixed Hodge structures.

17Note that the proof works for general k.

7.5.3. Note that in contrast with some of our other examples, the Borel–Moore homology of M^{Betti}_{g,r} is never pure, unless rg = 0. This follows, for example, from the fact that the cohomology sheaves of the direct image D_!Q_{MBettig,r} are locally constant, where we define

D : M^{Betti}_{g,r} → C^∗ ; (A_1, . . . , A_g , B_1, . . . , B_g) → det(A_1).

Nonetheless, Theorem 7.34 enables us to write

JH_! Q_{MBettig,r} ∼=

⨁ n∈Z H^n (

JH_! Q_{MBettig,r}

) [−n] (69) and H^n (

JH_! Q_{MBettig,r}

) ∼= ⨁ j∈J_{g,r,n} IC_{Zj} (L_j ) (70)

for (canonically defined) simple variations of Hodge structure L_j on locally closed subvarieties Z_j ⊂ M^{Betti}_{g,r} .

7.5.4. Strict supports and nonabelian Hodge theory. It is an interesting question to work out what these simple objects IC_{Zj} (L_j ) in (70) are, or even just to calculate the supports Z_j . Using results of Simpson [Sim92] it should be possible to show that the supports Z_j are so-called (B,B,B)-branes: that is, their images under the nonabelian Hodge diffeomorphism

Φ: M^{Betti}_{g,r} → M^{Dol}_{r,0} (C)

are the underlying topological spaces of the analytification of complex subvarieties of the Higgs moduli space. We conjecture that something stronger is true:

Conjecture 7.36. For every n there is a natural isomorphism

Ψ: Φ_∗^pH^n (

JH_! Q_MBetti_{g,r}

) →^pH^n ( p_!Q_MDol_{r,0 (C)} ) (71)

of perverse sheaves.

Note that here we are obliged to work within the category of perverse sheaves, not mixed Hodge modules, since Φ is not an analytic morphism, and so does not induce a direct image functor at the level of mixed Hodge modules. Note also that there is no known isomorphism of topological stacks between M^{Betti}_{g,r} and M^{Dol}_{r,0} (C), so this conjecture is saying something beyond the range of classical nonabelian Hodge theory. In particular, while we do not conjecture that there is a natural isomorphism (of underlying graded vector spaces)

H^{BM}(M^{Betti}_{g,r} , Q) ∼= H^{BM}(M^{Dol}_{r,0} (C), Q),

the above conjecture implies that there is a natural isomorphism after passing to the associated graded object of the perverse filtration with respect to the morphisms to the respective coarse moduli spaces. See [PS23] for related work, and [DHSM22, Thm.1.7] for a recent proof of this conjecture that was completed as this paper was being revised. See also [Hen23] for a proof that the isomorphism in [DHSM22] respects the Hall algebras on both sides, as well as the analogous result for the de Rham moduli stack.

7.6. Cuspidal cohomology. Theorems 6.1 and 6.6 lead naturally to the definition of cuspidal cohomology. We start by explaining this in the case of semistable coherent sheaves on surfaces.

7.6.1. Cohomological Hall algebra for surfaces. Let S be a smooth quasiprojective complex surface satisfying O_S ∼= ω_S . Fix a polarisation H ∈ NS(S)_R and a polynomial p(t) ∈ Q[t]. We define M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S) to be the stack of compactly supported H-Gieseker semistable coherent sheaves on S with reduced Hilbert polynomial p(t). So if we write a_dt^d + . . . a_0 ∼ b_dt^d + . . . + b_0 to mean that t^d + a_{d−1}/a_dt^{d−1} + . . . + a_0/a_d = t^d + b_{d−1}/b_dt^{d−1} + . . . + b_0/b_d then

M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S) = ∐ P (t)∼p(t) M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S).

We define M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S) similarly. We denote by Ex^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S) the stack of short exact sequences of H-Gieseker semistable sheaves with reduced Hilbert polynomials p(t). We denote by π_i for i = 1, 2, 3 the morphism sending a short exact sequence to its ith entry, and we will consider the commutative diagram

M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S)^{×2}

π^H ×π^H fflffl

Ex^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S)

π_1×π_3

oo^{π2} // MH -sst_{∼p(t)} (S)

π^H fflffl M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S)^{×2 ⊕} // M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S).

One may show (as in [MR19, Lem.2.1]) that the morphism ⊕ taking a pair of polystable coherent sheaves to their direct sum is finite. The category Perv(M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S)^{×2}) thus carries a natural convolution tensor product structure, defined by F ⊗_⊕ G := ⊕_∗(F ⊠ G). The constant sheaf Q_MH -sst_{0 (S)} with support the zero (coherent) sheaf on S provides a monoidal unit. We can thus talk about algebras in Perv(M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S)^{×2}) or D^+(Perv(M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S)^{×2})), which are objects F equipped with morphisms F ⊗_⊕ F → F and Q_MH -sst_{0 (S)} → F satisfying the usual axioms for a monoid.

The morphism π_2 is proper, and we define α: Q_MH -sst_{∼p(t) (S)} → π_{2,!}Q_{Ex} H -sst_{∼p(t) (S)}

via adjunction. We would like to be able to define a morphism β: (π_1 × π_3)_!Q_{Ex} H -sst_{∼p(t) (S)} → Q_MH -sst_{∼p(t) (S)}×2 [?]

by taking the Verdier dual of the natural morphism Q_MH -sst_{∼p(t) (S)}×2 → (π_1 × π_3)_∗Q_{Ex} H -sst_{∼p(t) (S)},

but this is not so simple, as the stacks in question are generally not smooth. Nonetheless using virtual smoothness of (π_1 × π_3), the morphism β is defined as in [KV22, DHSM22], with the result that the symbol ? is replaced by a function of the Hilbert polynomials of the coherent sheaves that we are considering extensions of. Now taking H_c(β ∘ α)^∨, we obtain an associative multiplication m on the graded algebra A = ⨁ P (t)∼p(t) H^{BM}(M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S), Q[−χ_S (·, ·)])

for which we refer to [KV22, DHSM22] for further details. The grading here is by the semigroup L of polynomials P (t) satisfying P (t) ∼ p(t). We can consider L as a reduced zero-dimensional scheme, with one C -point for each element of L.

7.6.2. Consider the complex ~A = D π^H_! Q_MH -sst_{∼p(t) (S)}[−χ_S(·, ·)]. By Proposition 7.9, this is a semisimple complex of perverse sheaves situated in non-negative cohomological degrees. This complex acquires an algebra structure in the category D^{≥,lf} (Perv(M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S))), by composing D π^H_∗ α with ⊕_∗D (π^H × π^H )_!β. Moreover by definition there is an isomorphism of L-graded algebras A ∼= r_∗ ~A, where r : M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S) → L is the morphism taking M^{H -sst}_{P (t)} (S) to the point representing P (t).

In particular, the CoHA multiplication m = r_∗( ~A ⊗_⊕ ~A → ~A) respects the perverse filtration on A ⊗ A and A, since it is obtained by taking derived global sections of a morphism of perverse complexes on M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} (S) (see §2.4.1). By Proposition 7.9, this perverse filtration begins in degree zero, and we define the BPS algebra to be the subalgebra

U_{BPS} := L_{≤0} A := H ( M^{H -sst}_{∼p(t)} ,^pτ^{≤0}D π^H_! Q_MH -sst_{∼p(t) (S)}[−χ_S(·, ·)] ) ⊂ A given by the zeroth piece of the perverse filtration^{18}.

7.6.3. The BPS algebra. More generally, assume that the category C and the lattice L are obtained by one of the following constructions:

(1) Fix S a quasiprojective smooth complex surface with O_S ∼= ω_S , fix a polarisation H ∈ NS(S)_R, and a reduced Hilbert polynomial p(t). Then take the category of H- Gieseker semistable coherent sheaves on S with Hilbert polynomial P (t) such that the normalisation of P (t) is p(t) (as above). Set L to be the semigroup of such polynomials.

(2) Fix C a smooth projective complex curve, fix a slope θ (possibly infinite), and consider the category of slope-semistable Higgs sheaves on C with slope θ. Let L ∈ Z_{≥0} ⊕ Z be the semigroup of pairs (r, d) such that r/d = θ.

(3) Fix the ground field k = C . Fix Q a finite quiver, ζ ∈ Q^{Q0} a King stability condition, and fix a slope θ. Then take the category of ζ-semistable Π_Q-modules with slope θ (with respect to ζ). Let L be the semigroup of dimension vectors with slope L.

(4) Fix a genus g ≥ 0. Then consider the category of finite-dimensional C [π_1 (Σ_g )]-modules.

We denote by L = Z_{≥0} the semigroup of possible dimensions of such a module. In each case we denote by JH: M_C → M_C the morphism from the stack to the good moduli space. In case (1), we have just seen that H^{BM}(M_C , Q ⊗ T^{χC (·,·)/2}) carries a L-graded Hall algebra structure, which is moreover induced by an algebra structure on the MHM complex D (JH_! Q_{MC} ⊗ T^{χC (·,·)/2}). Since case (2) is a special case of (1) via the BNR correspondence, the same remains true there; this Hall algebra structure was first introduced and studied by Schiffmann and Sala [SS20], following Minets [Min20] in the infinite slope case. In case (3) we may instead use the Hall algebra construction of Schiffmann and Vasserot [SV13], and in this case it is well-known (e.g. by dimensional reduction and the work of Kontsevich and Soibelman [KS11]) how to lift everything to the category of mixed Hodge modules. Similarly, in case (4), there is an algebra structure on JH_! Q_{MC} ⊗ T^{χC (·,·)}, constructed via dimensional reduction, inducing the Hall algebra structure on the graded mixed Hodge structure ⨁ r≥0 H^{BM}(M^{Betti}_{g,r} , Q ⊗ T^{(1−g)r2} ).

See [Dav16] for details, or [DHSM22] for a unifying treatment.

18This is an analogue of the “less” perverse filtration from [Dav20], which is denoted in [ibid] by L ≤• (hence our notation here). This is not to be confused with the perverse filtration on critical cohomology (that A also carries, using Kinjo’s dimensional reduction theorem [Kin22]), which is quite different, and is denoted by P_{≤•} in the case of preprojective algebras considered in [Dav20].

Summarising, in each of the cases (1)–(4), there is a L-graded Hall algebra structure on ~A_C := D (p_! Q_{MC} [−χ_C (·, ·)]) inducing the Hall algebra structure on the Borel–Moore homology A_C := H^{BM}(M_C , Q[−χ_C (·, ·)]) by taking derived global sections. In each case we may upgrade these statements to the level of mixed Hodge modules on the coarse moduli space: the algebra structure is induced from one on ~A_C := D (p_! Q_{MC} ⊗ T^{−χ}C^{(·,·)/2}).

In each case, we define the BPS algebra U_{BPS}(C ) := ⨁ γ∈L H ( M_{C ,γ},^pτ^{≤0} ~A_{C ,γ} ) ⊂ A_C , which inherits the algebra multiplication m of A_C , since m preserves the perverse filtration. 7.6.4. Cuspidal cohomology. Following the most well-understood example (3) (worked out in [Dav20]), the expectation is that U_{BPS}(C ) is the universal enveloping algebra of the BPS Lie algebra g associated to the 3CY category of pairs (ρ, f), where ρ ∈ Ob(C ) and f is an endomorphism of ρ. We conjecture that g is moreover a generalised Kac–Moody Lie algebra (this would in particular imply the conjectures of [BS19] in the case of preprojective algebras).

Fleshing out these expectations and conjectures would take us a long way from the main thread of this paper; see [DHSM23] for a fuller exposition. If instead we assume that they hold, it becomes crucial to identify the imaginary simple roots of g. In any case, we wish to identify generators of U_{BPS}(C ). Theorem 6.6 leads the way to the following result in this direction. Theorem 7.37. Let C be one of the categories occurring in examples (1)–(4) above. For γ ∈ L we define scu_γ(C ) := ⨁ N∈π_0(M^{st}_{C ,γ} )

IH^*(N). (72)

Then there is a canonical decomposition of vector spaces U_{BPS,γ}(C ) ∼= scu_γ(C ) ⊕ l_γ such that for all pairs of nonzero γ^′, γ^{′′} ∈ L with γ^′ + γ^{′′} = γ, the CoHA multiplication map m: U_{BPS,γ}′ (C ) ⊗ U_{BPS,γ}′′ (C ) → U_{BPS,γ}(C ). (73) factors through the inclusion of l_γ.

Using the lift of the algebra object ~A_C to an algebra object in the category of complexes of MHMs, the above result holds at the level of mixed Hodge structures.

Proof. The morphism (73) is obtained by applying the derived global sections functor to the morphism of MHMs H^0 ( ⊕_∗( ~A_{C ,γ}′ ⊠ ~A_{C ,γ}′′ ) ) → H^0 ~A_{C ,γ}. (74) Moreover, by Theorem 6.1, this is a morphism between semisimple perverse sheaves, after applying rat. By Theorem 6.6, there is a canonical decomposition of the target of (74)

H^0 ~A_{C ,γ} ∼= G ⊕ ⨁ N∈π_0(M^{st}_{C ,γ} ) IC_N (75) where G is a semisimple mixed Hodge module with support entirely contained in the strictly semistable locus of M_C . Since the morphism ⊕: M^{×2}_C → M_C factors through this locus, we deduce that the morphism

H^0 ( ⊕_∗( ~A_{C ,γ}′ ⊠ ~A_{C ,γ}′′ ) ) → ⨁ N∈π_0(M^{st}_{C ,γ} ) IC_N obtained by composing (74) with the projection onto the second factor of (75) is zero. The theorem then follows, after taking derived global sections. □

Definition 7.38. For C any one of the four types of categories considered in Theorem 7.37, the L-graded object cu(C ) := ⨁ γ∈L scu_γ(C )

is the cuspidal cohomology of C , where the summands in the right hand side are defined in (72).

Theorem 7.37 states that scu(C ) can be extended to a minimal set of generators of U_{BPS}(C ). As in [Dav20], we conjecture that there is a minimal set of generators scu(C ) ⊕ iso(C ), where iso(C ) is L graded, and iso_γ(C ) = 0 if χ_C (γ, γ) ≠ 0. I.e. in the language of generalised Kac– Moody algebras, we conjecture that scu(C ) is the direct sum of the hyperbolic imaginary simple roots and the real simple roots. See [Dav20, Sec.7.2,Sec.7.3] for an idea of how to define iso(C ), and the rest of [Dav20, Sec.7] for evidence towards this conjecture, and see [DHSM22] for a recent proof of this conjecture in the absence of real or isotropic simple roots, and [DHSM23] for an even more recent proof of the conjecture in full generality.

7.7. Multiplicative preprojective algebras. Let k be a field satisfying char(k) = 0. Let Q be a quiver and let q ∈ (k^∗)^{Q0} . We briefly recall the construction of the multiplicative preprojective algebra, denoted by Λ^q(Q), which was originally constructed by Crawley-Boevey and Shaw in [CBS06]. Let Q be the doubled quiver of Q as in §3.2. We extend the operation a → a^∗ to an involution on Q_1 by setting (a^∗)^∗ = a, and for a ∈ Q_1 we define ϵ(a) = 1 if a ∈ Q_1 and ϵ(a) = −1 if a^∗ ∈ Q_1.

Fix a total ordering < on the set of arrows in Q. As in [BCS23] we denote by kQ_{loc} the algebra obtained by formally inverting each of the elements 1 + aa^∗ for a ∈ Q_1. Then

Λ^q(Q) := kQ_{loc}/⟨ ∏ a∈Q_1 (1 + aa^∗)^{ϵ(a)} − ∑ i∈Q_0 q_ie_i⟩, where the product on the right hand side is ordered via the ordering on the arrows of Q_1. Up to isomorphism, the resulting algebra does not depend on this ordering [CBS06, Thm. 1.4].

In [KS19] it is proved that the multiplicative preprojective algebra is a left 2CY algebra, as long as the underlying graph of Q contains a cycle. In particular, the category Perf(Λ^q (Q)) is smooth under this condition.

7.7.1. As in the case of ordinary preprojective algebras, from the point of view of derived moduli stacks (pursued in [BCS23]) it is more natural to consider the derived multiplicative preprojective algebra, defined in the natural way, which we briefly recall from [KS19, BCS23].

As in §3.2.1 we start with the quiver Q^′ obtained by adding a degree −1 loop u_i to the doubled quiver Q at every vertex i ∈ Q_0. We place the original arrows a ∈ Q_1 in degree zero in Q^′. For a an arrow in this graded quiver, we denote by |a| the degree of a. We define kQ^′_{loc} as before by formally inverting the elements (1 + aa^∗) ∈ kQ^′ for each a ∈ Q_1. Then we define

Υ^q(Q) := (kQ^′_{loc}, d) where du_i = ∏ a∈Q_1 ∩s^{−1}(t) (1 + a^∗a)^{ϵ(a)} − q_ie_i

and the ordering of the product is induced by the fixed ordering on Q_1. As with the construction of the derived preprojective algebra, the algebra Υ^q(Q) is concentrated in nonpositive degrees, and satisfies H^0(Υ^q (Q)) ∼= Λ^q (Q). (76) It follows that the natural heart of the category D(Mod^{Υq (Q)}) may be identified with the Abelian category of Λ^q (Q)-modules, which we denote A . We recall the following standard lemma. Lemma 7.39. Let M, N ∈ Ob(A ). Then for l = 0, 1 there are natural isomorphisms

Ext^l_A (M, N) ∼= Ext^l_{Mod}Υq (Q) (M, N).

Proof. The claim is obvious for l = 0, and so we concentrate on the l = 1 case. Set Λ = Λ^q(Q), and for i ∈ Q_0 set Λ_i := Λ · e_i and_iΛ := e_i · Λ. By [CBS06, Lem.3.1] there is an exact sequence of Λ-bimodules ⨁ i∈Q_0 Λ_i ⊗_{k i}Λ → ⨁ a∈Q_1 λ_{t(a)} ⊗_{k s(a)}Λ → ⨁ i∈Q_0 Λ_i ⊗_{k i}Λ

P^•:= → λ

which we may use to calculate Ext^1(M, N) for l = 1, by computing Hom(P^• ⊗_Λ M, N). Then we obtain the complex ⨁ i∈Q_0 Hom_k(e_i · M, e_i · N)^α−→ ⨁ a∈Q_1 Hom_k(e_{t(a)} · M, e_{s(a)} · N)^β−→ ⨁ i∈Q_0 Hom_k(e_i · M, e_i · N)

where α and β are determined by the morphisms in [CBS06], and the cohomology in the middle position calculates Ext^1_A (M, N).

Set Υ = Υ^q(Q), and define Υ_i and_iΥ as above. The morphism of Υ-bimodules ⨁ a∈Q^′_1 (Υ_{t(a)}) ⊗_k (_{s(a)}Υ)[|−a|]^ψ−→ ⨁ i∈Q_0 Υ_i ⊗_{k i}Υ

satisfies cone(ψ) ≃ Υ, so that we may use it to calculate Ext^l_{Mod}Υq (Q) (M, N), by replacing M with cone(ψ) ⊗_Υ M. The result is the double complex ⨁ a∈Q_1 Homk(et(a) · M, es(a) · N) β^′ // ⨁ i∈Q_0 Homk(ei · M, ei · N) ⨁ i∈Q_0 Homk(et(ui ) · M, es(ui) · N) α^′ OO // 0

OO

and it is easy to check the equalities α = α^′ and β = β^′. □

We also will need the following theorem.

Theorem 7.40. [BCS23, Thm. 4.11] For every q ∈ (k^∗)^{Q0} there is a left 2CY structure on Υ^q (Q), and so the category Perf_{dg}(Υ^q(Q)) is smooth and carries a left 2CY structure.

Since the diagonal Υ^q (Q)-bimodule is perfect, it follows that if M is a perfect Υ^q (Q)-module and N is a Υ^q(Q)-module with finite-dimensional total cohomology, the total cohomology of RHom(M, N) is finite-dimensional. It follows in addition that all Υ^q(Q)-modules with finitedimensional total cohomology are perfect. In particular, by the results of Brav and Dyckerhoff (i.e. applying Proposition 4.1) we deduce

Corollary 7.41. Let Q be a finite quiver. The left 2CY structure on Perf_{dg}(Υ^q (Q)^{op}) induces a right 2CY structure on any full subcategory of D_{dg}(mod^{Υq (Q)}) containing finitely many objects.

We deduce the following proposition from Corollary 4.9:

Proposition 7.42. Let F_1, . . . , F_r be a Σ-collection of complexes of Υ^q(Q)-modules with finitedimensional total cohomology. Then the full dg subcategory of D_{dg}(mod^{Υq (Q)}) containing F_1, . . . , F_r is formal.

7.7.2. For the rest of §7.7 we set k = C . Fix a stability condition ζ ∈ Q^{Q0} , and denote by

JH^ζ_d : M^{ζ -sst}_d (Λ^q (Q)) → M^{ζ -sst}_d (Λ^q (Q)),

the morphism to the GIT quotient. From Theorem 6.1 and Proposition 2.7 we deduce the following

Theorem 7.43. The complex JH^ζ_{d,!} Q_Mζ -sst_{d (Λq (Q))} is pure, and the Borel-Moore homology

H^{BM}(M^{ζ -sst}_d (Λ^q (Q)), Q ⊗ T^{χQ (d,d)})

carries an ascending perverse filtration by mixed Hodge structures, relative to JH^ζ_d, beginning in degree zero.

7.7.3. Note that since the coarse moduli space M^{ζ -sst}_d (Λ^q (Q)) is not projective, we cannot deduce purity of H^{BM}(M^{ζ -sst}_d (Λ^q (Q), Q) from Theorem 6.10. Moreover, in contrast with the ordinary preprojective algebra, one can see in simple examples that the Borel–Moore homology is indeed impure. For instance consider the Jordan quiver Q with one vertex and one loop, and pick any stability condition ζ. Set q = 1. Then M^{ζ -sst}_1 (Λ^q (Q)) ∼= U/C^∗ , where U = A^2 \ C^∗ , and C^∗ is embedded via t → (t, −t^{−1}). From the long exact sequence in compactly supported cohomology H^i_c(U, Q) → H^i_c(A^2 , Q) → H^i_c(C^∗ , Q) →

one finds that H^3_c (U, Q) is one-dimensional and has weight two, and impurity for H_c ( M^{ζ -sst}_1 (Λ^q (Q)), Q ) follows, along with impurity of its dual H^{BM} ( M^{ζ -sst}_1 (Λ^q (Q)), Q ) . 7.8. Kuznetsov components. The formality result (Corollary 4.9) and Theorem B are sufficiently general to apply to 2CY categories outside of the motivating examples introduced in §1.1. In particular we can apply them to “noncommutative 2CY varieties”, or Kuznetsov components, i.e. admissible linear subcategories C of the derived category D^b_{dg}(Coh(X)) of a smooth proper scheme X which carry a left 2CY structure.

We recall the definition of a 2CY category over a field k from [Per22].

Definition 7.44. [Per22, Def.6.1] A (geometric)^{19} 2CY category (over k) is a k-linear dg category C such that:

(1) There exists an admissible k-linear embedding C → Perf_{dg}(X) into the category of perfect complexes on a smooth proper variety X.

(2) The shift functor [2] is a Serre functor for C . (3) The Hochschild cohomology of C satisfies HH^0(C ) = k.

Remark 7.45. If X is a smooth and proper variety then Perf_{dg}(X) is smooth and proper. If C is an admissible k-linear subcategory of Perf_{dg}(X), then C is automatically smooth and proper.

19The definition in [Per22] omits the word “geometric”. We add it here, since we have a number of different definitions of 2CY categories already in play in this paper. See [Per22, Rem.6.21] for a remark that justifies this terminology.

The first condition of Definition 7.44 says that C is of geometric origin. The second condition states that C behaves like the derived category of a smooth proper surface with trivial canonical bundle, i.e. like the dg category of coherent sheaves over a smooth projective surface with O_S ∼= ω_S. The third condition is a noncommutative version of connectivity, since for a smooth proper variety X there is a natural isomorphism HH^0(Perf_{dg}(X)) ∼= H^0(X, O_X ).

To relate back to left/right 2CY structures, condition (2) states that there is a bimodule isomorphism C [2] → C^∨, i.e. a nondegenerate cocycle CC_•(C ) → k[−2]. Arguing as in Lemma 4.2 (but ignoring cyclicity), this provides a nondegenerate cycle

η: k[2] → CC_•(C ) (77)

in light of Remark 7.45. Condition (3) then guarantees that this nondegenerate cycle is cohomologically unique, up to scalar multiplication (see below).

7.8.1. Let C be a geometric 2CY category. The Mukai pairing [Per22, Lem. 3.6] provides a nondegenerate pairing HH_i(C ) ⊗ HH_{−i}(C ) → k.

By property (2) and [Per22, Lem. 3.7], there are canonical duality isomorphisms HH^i(C ) ∼= HH_{2−i}(C ), and so by property (3) we find HH_2(C ) ∼= k.

Proposition 7.46. Let C be a geometric 2CY category and let C → Perf_{dg}(X) be an admissible k-linear embedding for a smooth proper variety X. Assume that HH_i(X) = 0 for i > 2. There is an induced cycle η: k[2] → HC^−(C ), unique up to scaling, which defines a left 2CY structure on C .

Proof. Since Hochschild homology is additive on semi-orthogonal decompositions [Kuz09, Thm. 7.3], the natural morphism HH_i(C ) → HH_i(X) is injective, and so HH(C ) = 0 for i > 2. Via the spectral sequence argument of [dTdVVdB18, Prop. 5.7] (see also [BD19, Lem. 5.10(1)]), we deduce that HC^−_i (C ) = 0 for i > 2 and that the morphism CC_•(C )^{S1} → CC_•(C ) induces an isomorphism HC^−_2 (C )^{∼=}−→ HH_2(C ). (78) We deduce that the nondegenerate cycle η from (77) has a cyclic lift. □

7.8.2. The following is now a special case of Corollary 4.9.

Proposition 7.47 (Noncommutative Kaledin–Lehn conjecture). Let C be a geometric 2CY category and let C → Perf_{dg}(X) be an admissible k-linear embedding for a smooth proper variety X. Assume that HH_i(X) = 0 for i > 2. Let S be a Σ-collection of objects in C . Then the full subcategory of C containing F_1, . . . , F_r is formal. In particular, the dg Yoneda algebra of ⨁ i F^{di}_i is formal for any d ∈ N^r .

As in the rest of the paper, we can now apply Theorem 5.11. I.e. if M is (the classical underlying Artin stack of) an open substack of the moduli stack of objects in a geometric 2CY category C , and p: M → M is a good moduli space, then étale locally the morphism p is modelled by the semisimplification morphism from the moduli stack of representations of a preprojective algebra to the coarse moduli space, as in (41).

7.8.3. Many interesting examples are known of moduli stacks of objects in geometric 2CY categories with good moduli spaces. For example consider as in [Kuz10] a Kuznetsov component Ku(X), which forms part of a semi-orthogonal decomposition

⟨Ku(X), O_X , O_X ⊗ ι^∗O_P5(1), O_X ⊗ ι^∗O(2)⟩ = D^b_{dg}(X) where ι: X → P^5 is an embedding of a smooth cubic fourfold. The vanishing of HH_{≥3}(X) follows from inspection of the Hodge diamond of X, and thus we deduce formality for Σ-collections in Ku(X) from Proposition 7.47. Bridgeland stability conditions are constructed for Ku(X) in [BLMS23]. Moreover by [BLM^+21, Sec.21], which in turn relies on fundamental results of [AHLH23], the moduli stack of semistable objects M^{ζ -sst}(Ku(X)) is locally finite type and admits a good moduli space p: M^{ζ -sst}(Ku(X)) → M^{ζ -sst}(Ku(X)). We write M = M^{ζ -sst}(Ku(X)) and M = M^{ζ -sst}(Ku(X)).

By Lemma 5.9 and Proposition 6.5 the morphism p satisfies the conditions of Definition/Proposition 5.8 and Theorem 6.1, and so we deduce that for i ∈ Z there is a canonically defined mixed Hodge module H^ip_!Q_M, pure of weight i, which vanishes at points of M representing polystable objects F satisfying χ_{Ku(X)}(F, F) > i.

At this point we would like to be able to deduce purity of p_!Q_M, purity of the mixed Hodge structure on Borel–Moore homology, and existence of a perverse filtration on H^{BM}(M, Q). However we are impeded by the fact that we have only defined the direct image p_!Q_{M′} in the derived category of mixed Hodge modules on M^′ for morphisms p^′ : M^′ → M^′, where M^′ is a stack that at least admits an exhaustion by global quotient stacks.

The same situation is repeated for Kuznetsov components Ku(X) appearing in semi-orthogonal decompositions (as introduced in [DK18]) of Gushel–Mukai varieties [Gus82, Muk89], and the associated stacks M of Bridgeland-semistable objects in Ku(X): formality of endomorphism algebras of semisimple objects is a special case of Proposition 7.47, and (weight i) purity of H^ip_!Q_M follows as above, but we are prevented, for now, from using this result to say anything about the Hodge theory of H^{BM}(M, Q) by the fact that these stacks are not constructed as nested unions of global quotient stacks.

Appendix A. Coherent completions around semisimple objects

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition 5.10, via some recollections of derived deformation theory. This material is all well-known to the experts, although I couldn’t find Proposition A.4 in exactly the form given here in the literature.

In this section we fix a pre-triangulated dg category C . We work with derived stacks, as presented in [TV08], since this is the natural setting for constructing moduli of objects in dg categories as in [TV07]. We are only using a tiny slither of the theory: that part which covers formal neighbourhoods of points in the derived stack of objects, which really predates the general machinery of derived algebraic geometry. For this reason we will refrain from giving a great number of definitions and details regarding derived algebraic geometry.

We denote by Calg_k the category of commutative k-linear dg algebras. A derived prestack is a functor M: Calg^{≤0}_k → SSet .

where Calg^{≤0}_k is the category of commutative k-linear dg algebras with cohomology concentrated in nonpositive degrees, and SSet is the category of simplicial sets. The prestack M is a stack if it satisfies descent with respect to hypercovers (see [TV08]).

Equipping Calg_k with the class of weak equivalences given by quasi-isomorphisms, we obtain a simplicial enrichment D. I.e. we define Map_{Calgk} to be the right derived functor of Hom_{Calgk} : Calg_k ×(Calg_k)^{op} → SSet given by considering Hom sets as constant simplicial sets. Somewhat more explicitly, for cofibrant A we can define

Map_{Calgk} (A, B)_n = Hom_{Calgk} (A, B ⊗ Ω^•(Δ^n))

where Ω^•(Δ^n) = k[x_0, . . . , x_n, dx_0, . . . , dx_n]/( ∑ i x_i − 1, ∑ dx_i)

Given A ∈ Ob(Calg_k) we define the derived stack

Spec(A)(B) = Map_{Calgk} (A, B).

We call a derived stack an affine derived stack if it is equivalent to Spec(A) for A ∈ Ob(Calg_k), and a affine derived scheme if it is equivalent to Spec(A) for A ∈ Ob(Calg^{≤0}_k ). The theory of affine derived stacks is developed in [Toë06]. The paper [BZN12] is a beautiful demonstration of affine derived stacks in action.

The derived moduli stack M_C is defined in [TV07] by

M_C (A) = Map_{dgCat}(C , Perf_{dg}(A)).

Remark A.1. To obtain a well-behaved derived stack (i.e. a geometric stack in the terminology of [TV08]) we should demand that C is finite type. Ensuring the good behaviour of M_C will not be a concern in this paper, since we will restrict attention to a substack M, or rather its classical truncation, which is defined as an Artin stack. In any case we point out that the (derived) preprojective algebra is manifestly finite type, as it is given by a semifree presentation. The dg category of coherent sheaves on a finite type scheme is also finite type by [Efi20]. The derived multiplicative algebra and the fundamental group algebra almost admit semifree presentations as dg algebras, the first by definition, the second by [Dav12], except in both cases we take a localisation. That they are both finite type is then a consequence of [Efi20, Prop.2.8].

A formal prestack is a functor CArt^{≤0}_k → SSet, where CArt^{≤0}_k is the full dg subcategory of Calg^{≤0}_k containing commutative dg algebras A for which H(A) is finite-dimensional and local. Such algebras come equipped with a canonical augmentation ι_A : A → k. A formal prestack is a stack if it satisfies hyperdescent with respect to hypercovers in CArt^{≤0}_k .

A.0.1. Let A be an A_∞-algebra with operations b_n : (A[1])^{⊗n} → A[2], and assume that H(A) is finite-dimensional. We define the Maurer–Cartan stack

MC(A) = Spf ( ( ^Sym(A[1]^∨), d_A) ) := colim_{n→∞} ( Spec(Sym(A[1]^∨/ Sym^{≥n}(A[1]^∨), d_A) ) where d_A is the unique continuous differential on ^Sym(A[1]^∨) satisfying the Leibniz rule, and such that d_A restricted to A[1]^∨ is the sum ∑ n≥1 b^∨_n . We refer the reader to [Get17] for a fuller account of this and related derived stacks. We consider MC(A) as a formal stack by restricting to CArt^{≤0}_k .

If B → A is a morphism of A_∞-algebras, defined by operators f_n : A[1]^{⊗n} → B[1] we denote by f̃ : ( ^Sym(B[1]^∨), d_B ) → ( ^Sym(A[1]^∨), d_A)

the continuous morphism of algebras restricting to ∑ f^∨_n on B[1]^∨. The algebra morphism f̃ commutes with the differential since the operators f_n define an A_∞-morphism. If f is a quasiisomorphism, so is the induced morphism f̃.

Given an object F of a dg category C , let E be the dg endomorphism algebra of F. We denote by Def_C (F): CArt^{≤0}_k → SSet the functor sending B to the homotopy fibre X in the diagram X fflffl // Spec(k) F fflffl M_C (B)^{ι∗} // M_C (k).

Then the fundamental theorem, which in the form in which we are giving it here is a special case of the result due to Lurie [Lur11] and Pridham [Pri10], is that there is an equivalence of derived stacks Ψ: MC(E) ≃ Def_C (F).

Remark A.2. We can make this equivalence a little more concrete by providing an explicit family of objects of C over MC(E). By our finiteness assumption on H(E), there is a sequence of natural morphisms

Hom_{Calgk} (( ^Sym(E[1]^∨), d), (C, d_C )) ≃ Hom_{Coalgk} ((m^∨_C , d^∨_C ), (F (E[1]^{∨∨}), d^′)) ≃ Hom_{Coalgk} ((m^∨_C , d^∨_C ), (F (E[1]), d^{′′})) →E[1] ⊗ m_C where F (V ) is the cofree non-counital cocommutative coalgbra generated by V . The differential d^′ is induced by the differential d. If C is an ordinary (ungraded) Artinian algebra, the final morphism is the inclusion of the locus satisfying the classical Maurer–Cartan equation. We denote by ϕ the composition of these morphisms. Write d_F for the differential on the dg C -module F. For C an Artinian dg algebra equipped with a morphism

g : ( ^Sym(E[1]^∨), d) → C

we consider the C ⊗ C-module (F ⊗ C, d_F ⊗ id_C +ϕ(g)).

A.0.2. Now let S = {F_1, . . . , F_r} be a simple collection in C . This means that there are no negative Exts between the F_i, they are pairwise non-isomorphic, and the only Ext^0s are given by scalar multiples of identity morphisms. We fix a unital minimal model for the subcategory of C containing S, inducing a GL_d-equivariant minimal model E for the endomorphism algebra of F = ⨁ i≤r F^{⊕di}_i . Let S^′ = {F^′_1, . . . , F^′_r} be a simple collection in a dg category D, and assume that there is an A_∞-isomorphism G from the full subcategory of C containing S to the full subcategory of D containing S^′, sending F_i to F^′_i . Let E^′ be the minimal model for End_D ( ⨁ i≤r F^{′⊕di}_i ) induced by a minimal model for S^′. Then the induced morphism E → E^′ of A_∞-algebras is GL_d-equivariant.

The natural morphism E^{≥1} → E of (non-unital!) A_∞-algebras induces a morphism of derived stacks π : MC(E^{≥1}) → MC(E)

which is moreover formally smooth, since it is a ^(gl_d)_0 torsor. We refer to [ELO09] for details. By construction, MC(E^{≥1}) is a formal derived scheme. The classical scheme MC(E^{≥1}) := t_0(MC(E^{≥1})) is known as the Maurer–Cartan locus, while the classical stack MC(E) := t_0(MC(E)) is known as the Deligne groupoid.

Remark A.3. Although we do not use the fact, it may help to note that the derived scheme MC(E^{≥1}) represents the functor Def_C (F), which sends B ∈ CArt^{≤0}_k to the homotopy pullback X in the diagram X fflffl

// Spec(B)

τ^∗F fflffl M_C (B)^{τ∗ι∗} // M_C (B)

where τ: Spec(B) → Spec(k) is the structure morphism.

A.0.3. We recall from [AHR20] that if x ∈ X is a point of a classical stack, a formal miniversal deformation space of x is a formal affine scheme ^Def(x), with one closed point, along with a formally smooth morphism ^Def(x) → X inducing an isomorphism of tangent spaces at x. The morphism e = t_0(Ψ ∘ π): MC(E^{≥1}) → t_0(M_C ) is formally smooth since Ψ and π are. The morphism e induces the identity on tangent spaces, after they are both identified with Ext^1(F, F). So in particular e: MC(E^{≥1}) → t_0(M_C ) is a formal miniversal deformation space of F. Moreover by construction, the given family of C -modules on MC(E^{≥1}) is GL_d-equivariant, so that we obtain a morphism

Γ : MC(E^{≥1})/ GL_d → t_0(M_C ).

Note that Γ induces an isomorphism of stabiliser groups at 0 ∈ MC(E^{≥1}). Since the construction of MC(E^{≥1})/ GL_d only depends, up to equivalence, on the A_∞-isomorphism class of the minimal model for the full subcategory of C containing S, we deduce that the following:

Proposition A.4. Let S, S^′, F, F^′, E and E^′ be as introduced in §A.0.2. Then there is a GL_d-equivariant isomorphism of miniversal deformation spaces MC(E^{≥1}) ∼= MC(E^{′≥1}), where MC(E^{≥1}) is a miniversal deformation space to the point in t_0(M_C ) representing F and MC(E^{′≥1}) is a miniversal deformation space to the point in t_0(M_D ) representing F^′.

Proposition 5.10 then follows from the equivalence of (1) and (2) in [AHR20, Thm.4.19].

References

[AB83] M. Atiyah and R. Bott. The Yang–Mills equations over Riemann surfaces. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. A, 308(1505):523–615, 1983.

[Ach13] P. Achar. Equivariant mixed Hodge modules. Lecture notes from the Clay Mathematics Institute workshop on Mixed Hodge Modules and Applications, available at https://www.math.lsu.edu/ pramod/docs/emhm.pdf, 2013.

[AHLH23] J. Alper, D. Halpern-Leistner, and J. Heinloth. Existence of moduli spaces for algebraic stacks. Invent. Math., 234(3):949–1038, 2023.

[AHR19] J. Alper, J. Hall, and D. Rydh. The étale local structure of algebraic stacks. arXiv preprint arXiv:1912.06162, 2019.

[AHR20] J. Alper, J. Hall, and D. Rydh. A Luna étale slice theorem for algebraic stacks. Ann. of Math. (2), 191(3):675–738, 2020.

[Alp13] J. Alper. Good moduli spaces for Artin stacks. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), 63(6):2349–2402, 2013.

[Art69] M. Artin. Algebraic approximation of structures over complete local rings. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., (36):23–58, 1969.

[AS18] E. Arbarello and G. Sacca. Singularities of moduli spaces of sheaves on K3 surfaces and Nakajima quiver varieties. Adv. Math., 329:649–703, 2018.

[BBDG18] A Beĭlinson, J. Bernstein, P. Deligne, and O. Gabber. Faisceaux pervers, volume 4. Société mathématique de France Paris, 2018.

[BCS20] T. Bozec, D. Calaque, and S. Scherotzke. Relative critical loci and quiver moduli. arXiv preprint arXiv:2006.01069, 2020.

[BCS23] T. Bozec, D. Calaque, and S. Scherotzke. Calabi–yau structures for multiplicative preprojective algebras. Journal of Noncommutative Geometry, 17(3):783–810, 2023.

[BD19] C. Brav and T. Dyckerhoff. Relative Calabi–Yau structures. Compos. Math., 155(2):372–412, 2019. [BD21] C. Brav and T. Dyckerhoff. Relative Calabi–Yau structures II: Shifted Lagrangians in the moduli of objects. Sel. Math. New Ser., 27(4):1–45, 2021.

[BGV16] R. Bocklandt, F. Galluzzi, and F. Vaccarino. The Nori–Hilbert scheme is not smooth for 2-Calabi– Yau algebras. J. Noncommutative Geom., 10(2):745–775, 2016.

[BL06] J. Bernstein and V. Lunts. Equivariant sheaves and functors. Springer, 2006. [BLM^+21] A. Bayer, M. Lahoz, E. Macrì, H. Nuer, A. Perry, and P. Stellari. Stability conditions in families. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., pages 1–169, 2021.

[BLMS23] A Bayer, M Lahoz, E Macrì, and P Stellari. Stability conditions on kuznetsov components. Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Super., 56(2):517–570, 2023.

[BNR89] A. Beauville, MS. Narasimhan, and S Ramanan. Spectral curves and the generalised theta divisor. J. Reine Angew. Math., 1989(398):169–179, 1989.

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

[Bro98] J. Brodzki. An introduction to K-theory and cyclic cohomology. Polish Scientific Publishers, 1998. [BS19] T. Bozec and O. Schiffmann. Counting absolutely cuspidals for quivers. Math. Zeit., 292(1):133– 149, 2019.

[BZ19] N. Budur and Z. Zhang. Formality conjecture for K3 surfaces. Compos. Math., 155(5):902–911, 2019.

[BZN12] D. Ben-Zvi and D. Nadler. Loop spaces and connections. J. Top., 5(2):377–430, 2012. [CB03] W. Crawley-Boevey. Normality of Marsden–Weinstein reductions for representations of quivers. Math. Ann., 325(1):55–79, 2003.

[CBS06] W. Crawley-Boevey and P. Shaw. Multiplicative preprojective algebras, middle convolution and the Deligne–Simpson problem. Adv. Math., 201(1):180–208, 2006.

[Cho08] C-H. Cho. Strong homotopy inner product of an A_∞-algebra. Int. Math. Res. Not., 2008(9), 2008. [CHS20] S. M. Chiarello, T. Hausel, and A. Szenes. An enumerative approach to P = W . arXiv preprint arXiv:2002.08929, 2020.

[CL09] J. Chuang and A. Lazarev. Abstract Hodge decomposition and minimal models for cyclic algebras. Letters in Mathematical Physics, 89:33–49, 2009.

[CL11] C-H. Cho and S. Lee. Notes on Kontsevich–Soibelman’s theorem about cyclic A_∞-algebras. Int. Math. Res. Not., 2011(14):3095–3140, 2011.

[Cor88] K. Corlette. Flat G-bundles with canonical metrics. J. Differential Geom., 28(3):361–382, 1988. [Cos07] K. Costello. Topological conformal field theories and Calabi–Yau categories. Adv. Math., 210(1):165–214, 2007.

[Dav12] B. Davison. Superpotential algebras and manifolds. Adv. Math., 231(2):879–912, 2012. [Dav16] B. Davison. Cohomological hall algebras and character varieties. Int. J. Math., 27(07):1640003, 2016.

[Dav17] B. Davison. The critical CoHA of a quiver with potential. Q. J. Math., 68(2):635–703, 2017. [Dav18] B. Davison. Purity of critical cohomology and Kac’s conjecture. Math. Res. Lett., 25(2):469–488, 2018.

[Dav20] B. Davison. BPS Lie algebras and the less perverse filtration on the preprojective CoHA. arXiv e-prints, July 2020.

[Dav23] B. Davison. The integrality conjecture and the cohomology of preprojective stacks. J. Reine Angew. Math., 2023(804):105–154, 2023.

[dC12] M. A. de Cataldo. The perverse filtration and the Lefschetz Hyperplane Theorem, II. J. Alg. Geom., 21(2):305–345, 2012.

[dCHM12] M. A. de Cataldo, T. Hausel, and L. Migliorini. Topology of Hitchin systems and Hodge theory of character varieties: the case A_1. Ann. Math., pages 1329–1407, 2012.

[dCHM17] M. A. de Cataldo, J. Heinloth, and L. Migliorini. A support theorem for the Hitchin fibration: the case of Gl_n and K_C . Comp. Math., 153(6):1316–1347, 2017.

[dCM10] M. A. de Cataldo and L. Migliorini. The perverse filtration and the Lefschetz hyperplane theorem. Ann. Math., pages 2089–2113, 2010.

[dCMS22a] M. de Cataldo, D. Maulik, and J. Shen. Hitchin fibrations, abelian surfaces, and the P= W conjecture. J. Am. Math. Soc., 35(3):911–953, 2022.

[dCMS22b] M. A. de Cataldo, D. Maulik, and J. Shen. On the P=W conjecture for SL_n. Sel. Math. New Ser., 28(90), 2022.

[Del71] P. Deligne. Théorie de Hodge: II. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., 40:5–57, 1971. [Del74] P. Deligne. Théorie de Hodge, III. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., 44(1):5–77, 1974. [Del87] P. Deligne. Un théoreme de finitude pour la monodromie. In Discrete groups in geometry and analysis, pages 1–19. Springer, 1987.

[Del15] P. Deligne. Comptage de faisceaux l-adiques. Astérisque, 369:285–312, 2015. [DGMS75] P. Deligne, P. Griffiths, J. Morgan, and D. Sullivan. Real homotopy theory of Kähler manifolds. Invent. Math., 29(3):245–274, 1975.

[DHSM22] B. Davison, L. Hennecart, and S. Schlegel Mejia. BPS Lie algebras for totally negative 2-Calabi- Yau categories and nonabelian Hodge theory for stacks. arXiv preprint arXiv:2212.07668, 2022.

[DHSM23] B. Davison, L. Hennecart, and S. Schlegel Mejia. BPS algebras and generalised Kac-Moody algebras from 2-Calabi-Yau categories. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.12592, 2023.

[DK18] O. Debarre and A. Kuznetsov. Gushel–Mukai varieties: classification and birationalities. Algebr. Geom., 5(1):15–76, 2018.

[DM20] B. Davison and S. Meinhardt. Cohomological Donaldson–Thomas theory of a quiver with potential and quantum enveloping algebras. Invent. Math., 221(3):777–871, 2020.

[Don87] S. Donaldson. Twisted harmonic maps and the self-duality equations. Proc. London Math. Soc., 3(1):127–131, 1987.

[Dri81] V. Drinfeld. The number of two-dimensional irreducible representations of the fundamental group of a curve over a finite field. Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen., 15(4):75–76, 1981.

[dTdVVdB18] L. de Thanhoffer de Völcsey and M. Van den Bergh. Calabi–Yau deformations and negative cyclic homology. J. Noncommut. Geom., 12(4):1255–1291, 2018.

[Efi20] A. Efimov. Homotopy finiteness of some dg categories from algebraic geometry. J. Eur. Math. Soc., 22(9):2879–2942, 2020.

[EG98] D. Edidin and W. Graham. Equivariant intersection theory (with an appendix by Angelo Vistoli: The Chow ring of M_2). Invent. Math., 131(3):595–634, 1998.

[ELO09] A. Efimov, V. Lunts, and D. Orlov. Deformation theory of objects in homotopy and derived categories i: General theory. Adv. Math., 222(2):359–401, 2009.

[Fel23] C. Felisetti. Intersection cohomology of the moduli space of Higgs bundles on a genus 2 curve. J. Inst. Math. Jussieu, 22(3):1037–1086, 2023.

[FM22] C. Felisetti and M. Mauri. P=W conjectures for character varieties with symplectic resolution. J. Ec. Polytech. - Math., 9:853–905, 2022.

[FSS18] R. Fedorov, A. Soibelman, and Y. Soibelman. Motivic classes of moduli of Higgs bundles and moduli of bundles with connections. Commun. Number Theory Phys., 12(4):687–766, 2018.

[Get17] E Getzler. The derived Maurer–Cartan locus. L’Enseignement Mathématique, 62(1):261–284, 2017. [Gin06] V. Ginzburg. Calabi–Yau algebras. arXiv preprint math/0612139, 2006. [GJ90] E. Getzler and J. Jones. a_∞-algebras and the cyclic bar complex. Illinois J. Math, 34(2):256–283, 1990.

[GM88] W. Goldman and J. Millson. The deformation theory of representations of fundamental groups of compact Kähler manifolds. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., 67:43–96, 1988.

[Gus82] N. P. Gushel’. Fano varieties of genus 6. Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat., 46(6):1159–1174, 1343, 1982.

[Hen23] L. Hennecart. Nonabelian Hodge isomorphisms for stacks and cohomological Hall algebras. arXiv preprint arXiv:2307.09920, 2023.

[Hit87a] N. Hitchin. Stable bundles and integrable systems. Duke Math. J., 54(1):91–114, 1987. [Hit87b] N. Hitchin. The self-duality equations on a Riemann surface. Proc. London Math. Soc., 3(1):59– 126, 1987.

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

[HL15] D. Halpern-Leistner. θ-stratifications, θ-reductive stacks, and applications. Algebraic Geometry: Salt Lake City, 97:349, 2015.

[HL20] D. Halpern-Leistner. Derived Θ-stratifications and the D-equivalence conjecture. arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.01127, 2020.

[HMMS22] T. Hausel, A. Mellit, A. Minets, and O. Schiffmann. P = W via H_2. arXiv preprint arXiv:2209.05429, 2022.

[Hoy15] M. Hoyois. The homotopy fixed points of the circle action on Hochschild homology. arXiv preprint arXiv:1506.07123, 2015.

[HT03] T. Hausel and M. Thaddeus. Mirror symmetry, Langlands duality, and the Hitchin system. Invent. Math., 153(1):197–229, 2003.

[HT06] D. Huybrechts and R.P. Thomas. P-objects and autoequivalences of derived categories. Math. Res. Lett., 13(1):87–98, 2006.

[Kad80] T. V. Kadeišvili. On the theory of homology of fiber spaces. Uspekhi Mat. Nauk, 35(3(213)):183– 188, 1980. International Topology Conference (Moscow State Univ., Moscow, 1979).

[Kaj07] H. Kajiura. Noncommutative homotopy algebras associated with open strings. Rev. Math. Phys., 19(01):1–99, 2007.

[Kel94] B. Keller. Deriving DG categories. Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup., 27(1):63–102, 1994. [Kel01] B. Keller. Introduction to A-infinity algebras and modules. Homology, Homotopy and Applications, 3(1):1–35, 2001.

[Kel06a] B. Keller. A-infinity algebras, modules and functor categories. Contemporary Mathematics, 406:67– 94, 2006.

[Kel06b] B. Keller. On differential graded categories. In Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians: Madrid, August 22-30, 2006: invited lectures, pages 151–190, 2006.

[Kel08] B. Keller. Calabi-Yau triangulated categories. Trends in representation theory of algebras and related topics, pages 467–489, 2008.

[Kel11] B. Keller. Deformed Calabi–Yau completions. J. Reine Agnew. Math, 654:125–180, 2011. [Kin94] A. D. King. Moduli of representations of finite-dimensional algebras. Quart. J. Math. Oxford Ser. (2), 45(180):515–530, 1994.

[Kin22] T. Kinjo. Dimensional reduction in cohomological Donaldson–Thomas theory. Comp. Math., 158(1):123–167, 2022.

[KL07] D. Kaledin and M. Lehn. Local structure of hyperkähler singularities in O’Grady’s examples. Mosc. Math. J., 7(4):653–672, 2007.

[Kon09] M. Kontsevich. Notes on motives in finite characteristic. In Algebra, arithmetic, and geometry, pages 213–247. Springer, 2009.

[KS02] M. Kontsevich and Y. Soibelman. Deformation theory. Book in preparation, available online, 2002. [KS08] M. Kontsevich and Y. Soibelman. Notes on A_∞-algebras, A_∞-categories and non-commutative geometry. In Homological mirror symmetry, pages 1–67. Springer, 2008.

[KS11] M. Kontsevich and Y. Soibelman. Cohomological Hall algebra, exponential Hodge structures and motivic Donaldson-Thomas invariants. Commun. Number Theory Phys., 5(2):231–352, 2011.

[KS13] M. Kashiwara and P. Schapira. Sheaves on Manifolds, volume 292. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.

[KS19] D. Kaplan and T. Schedler. The 2-Calabi–Yau property for multiplicative preprojective algebras. arXiv preprint arXiv:1905.12025, 2019.

[Kuz09] A Kuznetsov. Hochschild homology and semiorthogonal decompositions. arXiv preprint arXiv:0904.4330, 2009.

[Kuz10] A. Kuznetsov. Derived categories of cubic fourfolds. In Cohomological and geometric approaches to rationality problems, volume 282 of Progr. Math., pages 219–243. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 2010.

[KV22] M. Kapranov and E. Vasserot. The cohomological Hall algebra of a surface and factorization cohomology. J. Eur. Math. Soc., 25(11):4221–4289, 2022.

[Lau88] G. Laumon. Un analogue global du cône nilpotent. Duke Math. J., 57(2):647–671, 1988. [LH02] K. Lefèvre-Hasegawa. Sur les A_∞-catégories. PhD thesis, Ph. D. thesis, Université Paris 7, UFR de Mathématiques, 2003, math. CT/0310337, 2002.

[Lie06] M. Lieblich. Moduli of complexes on a proper morphism. J. Algebraic Geom., 15(1):175–206, 2006. [LO10] V. A. Lunts and D. O. Orlov. Uniqueness of enhancement for triangulated categories. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 23(3):853–908, 2010.

[Lod13] J.-L. Loday. Cyclic homology, volume 301. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013. [LS16] V. A. Lunts and O. M. Schnürer. New enhancements of derived categories of coherent sheaves and applications. J. Algebra, 446:203–274, 2016.

[Lun73] D. Luna. Slices étales. Bull. Soc. Math. France, 33:81–105, 1973.

[Lur11] J. Lurie. Derived Algebraic Geometry X: Formal moduli problems. Preprint available from author’s webpage, 2011.

[Mau23] M. Mauri. Intersection cohomology of rank 2 character varieties of surface groups. J. Inst. Math. Jussieu, 22(4):1615–1654, 2023.

[Mer99] S. A. Merkulov. Strong homotopy algebras of a Kähler manifold. Int. Math. Res. Not., (3):153–164, 1999.

[Min20] A. Minets. Cohomological Hall algebras for Higgs torsion sheaves, moduli of triples and sheaves on surfaces. Sel. Math. New Ser., 26(2):1–67, 2020.

[MR19] S. Meinhardt and M. Reineke. Donaldson–Thomas invariants versus intersection cohomology of quiver moduli. J. Reine Angew. Math., 2019(754):143–178, 2019.

[MS20] S. Mozgovoy and O. Schiffmann. Counting Higgs bundles and type A quiver bundles. Comp. Math., 156(4):744–769, 2020.

[MS22] D. Maulik and J. Shen. The P = W conjecture for GL_n. arXiv preprint arXiv:2209.02568, 2022. [MSQ23] D. Maulik, J. Shen, and Yin. Q. Perverse filtrations and Fourier transforms. arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.13160, 2023.

[Muk89] S. Mukai. Biregular classification of Fano 3-folds and Fano manifolds of coindex 3. Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 86(9):3000–3002, 1989.

[Nit91] N. Nitsure. Moduli space of semistable pairs on a curve. Proc. London Math. Soc., 3(2):275–300, 1991.

[Nit11] N. Nitsure. Schematic Harder–Narasimhan stratification. Int. J. Math., 22(10):1365–1373, 2011.

[Per22] A. Perry. The integral Hodge conjecture for two-dimensional Calabi–Yau categories. Comp. Math., 158(2):287–333, 2022.

[Pri10] J. Pridham. Unifying derived deformation theories. Adv. Math., 224(3):772–826, 2010. [PS08] C. Peters and J. Steenbrink. Mixed Hodge Structures, volume 52. Springer Science & Business Media, 2008.

[PS23] M. Porta and F. Sala. Two-dimensional categorified hall algebras. J. Eur. Math. Soc., 25(3):1113– 1205, 2023.

[PTVV13] T. Pantev, B. Toën, M. Vaquié, and G. Vezzosi. Shifted symplectic structures. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math, 117(1):271–328, 2013.

[Ren16] J. Ren. Correspondence between 2-Calabi–Yau categories and quivers. arXiv preprint arXiv:1602.06427, 2016.

[RS17] J. Ren and Y. Soibelman. Cohomological Hall algebras, semicanonical bases and Donaldson– Thomas invariants for 2-dimensional Calabi–Yau categories (with an appendix by Ben Davison). In Algebra, Geometry, and Physics in the 21st Century, pages 261–293. Springer, 2017.

[Sai88] M. Saito. Modules de Hodge polarisables. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 24(6):849–995, 1988. [Sai89] M. Saito. Introduction to mixed Hodge modules. Number 179-180, pages 10, 145–162. 1989. Actes du Colloque de Théorie de Hodge (Luminy, 1987).

[Sai90] M. Saito. Mixed Hodge modules. Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 26(2):221–333, 1990. [Sai00] M. Saito. Mixed Hodge complexes on algebraic varieties. Math. Ann., 316(2):283–331, 2000. [Sai16] M. Saito. A young person’s guide to mixed Hodge modules. arXiv preprint arXiv:1605.00435, 2016.

[Sch14] C. Schnell. An overview of Morihiko Saito’s theory of mixed Hodge modules. arXiv:1405.3096, 2014.

[Sch16] O. Schiffmann. Indecomposable vector bundles and stable Higgs bundles over smooth projective curves. Ann. Math., pages 297–362, 2016.

[Sei08] P. Seidel. Fukaya categories and Picard–Lefschetz theory, volume 10. European Mathematical Society, 2008.

[Sim92] C. Simpson. Higgs bundles and local systems. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., 75:5–95, 1992. [SS20] F. Sala and O. Schiffmann. Cohomological Hall algebra of Higgs sheaves on a curve. Algebraic Geometry, pages 346–376, 2020.

[ST00] P. Seidel and R. P. Thomas. Braid group actions on derived categories of coherent sheaves. Duke Math. J., 108:37–108, 2000.

[SV13] O. Schiffmann and E. Vasserot. Cherednik algebras, W-algebras and the equivariant cohomology of the moduli space of instantons on A^2 . Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., 118(1):213–342, 2013.

[Tod08] Y. Toda. Moduli stacks and invariants of semistable objects on K3 surfaces. Adv. Math., 217(6):2736–2781, 2008.

[Tod18] Y. Toda. Moduli stacks of semistable sheaves and representations of Ext-quivers. Geom. Topol., 22(5):3083–3144, 2018.

[Toë06] B. Toën. Champs affines. Sel. Math., 12(1):39–134, 2006. [Tu14] Junwu Tu. Homotopy L-infinity spaces. arXiv preprint arXiv:1411.5115, 2014. [TV07] B. Toën and M. Vaquié. Moduli of objects in dg-categories. In Ann. Sci. de l’École Norm. Superieure, volume 40, pages 387–444, 2007.

[TV08] B. Toën and G. Vezzosi. Homotopical Algebraic Geometry II: Geometric Stacks and Applications: Geometric Stacks and Applications, volume 2. American Mathematical Soc., 2008.

[VdB15] M. Van den Bergh. Calabi–Yau algebras and superpotentials. Sel. Math. New Ser., 21(2):555–603, 2015.

[Yu23] H. Yu. Comptage des systémes locaux l-adiques sur une courbe. Ann. Math., 197(2):423–531, 2023. [YZ20] Y. Yang and G. Zhao. On two cohomological Hall algebras. P. Roy. Soc. Ed. Sec. A, 150(3):1581– 1607, 2020.