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GENERALIZATION OF A CONJECTURE OF MUMFORD

ANANYO DAN AND INDER KAUR

ABSTRACT. A conjecture of Mumford predicts a complete set of relations between the generators
of the cohomology ring of the moduli space of rank 2 semi-stable sheaves with fixed odd degree
determinant on a smooth, projective curve of genus at least 2. The conjecture was proven
by Kirwan [24]. In this article, we generalize the conjecture to the case when the underlying
curve is irreducible, nodal. In fact, we show that these relations (in the nodal curve case) arise
naturally as degeneration of the Mumford relations shown by Kirwan in the smooth curve case.
As a byproduct, we compute the Hodge-Poincaré polynomial of the moduli space of rank 2,
semi-stable, torsion-free sheaves with fixed determinant on an irreducible, nodal curve.

1. INTRODUCTION

The underlying field will always be C. Let C be a smooth, projective curve of genus g > 2,
d be an odd integer and Ly be an invertible sheaf on C' of degree d. Denote by Mc(2,d) the
moduli space of stable, locally-free sheaves of rank 2 and degree d over C' and by M¢(2, L)
the sub-moduli space of M¢(2,d) parametrizing locally-free sheaves with determinant £y. Since
it was first constructed by Mumford, almost all aspects of the moduli spaces M¢(2,d) and
Mc(2, L) have been extensively studied. Several different methods ranging from topology,
number-theory, gauge theory as well as algebraic geometry have been used to study its coho-
mology ring H*(M¢c(2,Ly),Q). The generators of this ring were given by Newstead in [28] and
a complete set of relations between these generators was conjectured by Mumford. We briefly
recall the conjecture. Choose a symplectic basis e, e, ..., €24 of H'(C,7Z) such that e; U ej =0
for |j —i| # g and e; U e+, = —[C]Y, where [C]" is the Poincaré dual of the fundamental class
of C. Mumford and Newstead [26] showed that there exists an isomorphism of pure Hodge
structures

¢: HY(C,Z) — H*(Mc(2, Lo), Z),

induced by the second Chern class of the universal vector bundle U over C' x M¢(2, Ly). Denote
by v = ¢(e;) for 1 <i <2g and v = Y%, 7ivi+y. Newstead in [28] showed that there exists
a € H*(Mc(2,L0),Z) and 8 € H*(Mc(2,L0),7Z) (again arising from Chern classes of ) such
that the cohomology ring H*(M¢ (2, L), Q) is generated by a, 8 and ~; for 1 < i < 2g. Mumford
conjectured that there is a decomposition

g
H*(Mc(2,£0),Q) = P Pe ® Qlo, 8,91/ Ig—k
k=0

where I is an ideal of relations between «, and ~ and Pi is the primitive component of
AFH3(Me(2, Lo), Q) with respect to v (see §5.2] for precise definitions). The conjecture was
proved by Kirwan [24]. In [40] Zagier showed that in fact the relations between the generators
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can be determined recursively. In particular, I C Q|a, 8,7] is generated by (&k,E&xt1,Ekr2),
where £y = 1 and recursively,

1 = oy + K2 BE—1 + 2k(k — 1)y, —o.

This was also proven independently by Baranovskii [3], Siebert and Tian [34], later by Herrera
and Salamon [21], Earl [I4] and also by King and Newstead [23]. Although the obvious gener-
alization of Mumford’s conjecture to the cases when rank is greater than 2 is false, Earl in [15]
for n = 3 and Earl, Kirwan in [I7] for arbitrary n, give additional relations such that together
with the Mumford relations they form a complete set of relations between the generators of the
cohomology ring of the moduli space of rank n semi-stable sheaves with coprime degree d over
C. However, none of the existing literature studies the above conjecture for a singular curve,
even in the case of rank 2.

Let X be an irreducible nodal curve with exactly one node. Denote by Ux, (2, Lp) the moduli
space of rank 2 semi-stable sheaves on Xy with determinant Ly (here Ly is also an invertible
sheaf of odd degree) as defined by Sun in [36] (we use a different notation for the moduli space
as the definition of determinant in this case is different from the classical definition, see also
Bhosle [5]). The main difficulty in generalizing the above results to the cohomology ring of
Ux,(2,Lp) arises from the fact that Ux,(2,Lp) is singular. The moduli space M¢c(2,Ly) was
non-singular. As a result, most of the techniques in the literature fail. We remark that the
moduli space considered by Martinez [19] is singular (as deg(Ly) is even in his case) but arises
as a GIT quotient of a non-singular variety, which is also false in our setup.

As there is no straightforward way to generalize the techniques in the literature, we instead
embed the nodal curve Xy in a regular family 7 : X — A (here A denotes the unit disc), smooth
over A* := A\{0} and central fiber isomorphic to X, (the existence of such a family follows
from the completeness of the moduli space of stable curves, see [2] Theorem B.2]). Note that,
the invertible sheaf £y on X lifts to a relative invertible sheaf Ly over X. There is a well-
known relative Simpson’s moduli space, denoted Uy (2, Ly) of rank 2 semi-stable sheaves with
determinant Ly over X' (see [22, Theorem 4.3.7]). The (relative) moduli space Ux (2, Lx) is flat
over A and central fiber Ux, (2, Ly). It is well-known that for any s € A*, the fiber Ux(2, L)
is isomorphic to My, (2, L|x, ), hence non-singular. Substituting C' by X5 and Ly by L|x, in the
above discussion, we rewrite Mumford’s conjecture for the cohomology ring H*(Ux, (2, Lo), Q)
as follows:

Conjecture (Generalized Mumford conjecture). Denote by P"" the subspace of Py, (as before)
consisting of all elements that are monodromy invariant (under the natural monodromy action
on H*(Mx,(2,L|x,),Q)). Then, P is independent (upto isomorphism) of the choice of the
family 7 and the cohomology ring H*(Ux, (2, L), Q) decomposes as

9

H (Ux, (2, £0), Q) = P PP © Qla, 8,71/ Ty
k=0

Apart from the obvious motivation of Mumford’s conjecture, one can also use the conjecture
to compute the Hodge-Poincaré polynomial of the cohomology ring of My, (2, L) for s € A¥,
where L4 := Lx|x, (see [23]). Recall, the Hodge-Poincaré polynomial for My, (2, Ly):

> hPI(My, (2, Ls), CouPv?.
p,q

One of the first results in this direction was by Newstead [27], where he gives a recursive
formula for Betti numbers of Mc(2,Ly). This was generalized by Harder, Narasimhan [20],
Desale and Ramanan [13] using number-theoretic methods, in the case of any coprime rank and
degree. Similar results were discovered by Atiyah and Bott [1], using methods from gauge theory.
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The formula was solved by Zagier in [39]. Later, Bifet, Ghione and Letizia [7] gave the same
formula but using methods from algebraic geometry. Their methods were used by Bafio [9,10]
to compute the motivic Poincaré polynomial of My, (2,d) and My, (2,Ls). Using methods
from gauge theory, Earl and Kirwan [16] gave the Hodge-Poincaré polynomial for My, (2,d) and
My, (2, Ls). Unfortunately, an analogous Hodge-Poincaré polynomial for Ux, (2, Lo) is unknown.
In this article we prove that:

Theorem 1.1. The generalized Mumford conjecture holds true. Furthermore, the cohomology
ring H*(Ux, (2, Lo), Q) is generated by «, 5,7; for 1 <i <2g — 1 and v,7y2-

See Theorem and Remark [.3] for the precise statements. We also obtain the Hodge-
Poincaré formula: As Ux,(2, L) is singular, the associated cohomology groups do not have a
pure Hodge structure. Then, the Hodge-Poincaré formula for Ux, (2, Lg) is defined as

ZZdlmeqGr +qH2(UXO(2 Ly), C)aPyl.

22—

We prove that:

Theorem 1.2 (see Theorem [7.2]). The Hodge-Poincaré polynomial associated to the moduli
space Ux, (2, Lo) is

(L4 2y?)97 (1 + 2%y)9 (1 + 2y + 2393) — 2999 (1 + )9 (z + y)9 1 (2 + zy)
(1 —zy)(1 — 22y?)

We now discuss the strategy of the proof. The idea is to use the theory of variation of mixed
Hodge structures by Steenbrink [35] and Schmid [31] to relate the mixed Hodge structure on
the central fiber of the relative moduli space to the limit mixed Hodge structure on the generic
fiber. Unfortunately, the singularity of the central fiber of Uy (2, Lx) is not a normal crossings
divisor, hence not a suitable candidate for using tools from [31.35]. However, there is a different
construction of a relative moduli space of rank 2 semi-stable sheaves with determinant £y over X,
due to Gieseker [18]. The advantage of the latter family of moduli spaces is that, in this case the
central fiber, denoted Gx,(2, Ly) is a simple normal crossings divisor, hence compatible with the
setup in [3135]. Moreover, the generic fiber of the two relative moduli spaces coincide. Denote by
G(2, Lx)oo the generic fiber of the relative moduli space. By Steenbrink [35], H*(G(2, Lx)c0, Q)
is equipped with a (limit) mixed Hodge structure such that the specialization morphism

Sp; - Hi(gXo (27 EO)a Q) - HZ(Q(Z, EX)OO) Q)

is a morphism of mixed Hodge structures for all ¢ > 0. Using the Mumford relations on
My, (2,Ls) shown by Kirwan, we obtain a complete set of relations between the generators
of the cohomology ring H*(G(2, L), Q) of the generic fiber G(2,Lx)s. However, not all ele-
ments in H(G(2, Lx )0, Q) are monodromy invariant. As a result the specialization morphism
sp; is neither injective, nor surjective (see Corollary 2.4]). To compute explicitly the kernel and
cokernel of sp; we study the Gysin morphism from the intersection of the two components of
Gx,(2,Lo) to the irreducible components (see Theorem [4.2]). Using this we prove:

Theorem 1.3 (see Theorem [5.1). We have the following isomorphism of graded rings:

* ~ mon Q[ [ Bl%vXY]
H (gX0(27£0)7Q)— <@Pz ® g ; > <@PZ 2® (fg i 37X Y2 X — Y))

i

where ]Si,&, Eﬁ and fg_i are objects analogous to F;,«, 3,7 and I,_; defined earlier after re-
placing C' by Xy and Ly by Ly := m5Lo, o : Xo — Xp is the normalization morphism.
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Similarly, we obtain the Hodge-Poincaré formula for Gx,(2,Ly) (see Theorem [6.2)). Finally,
there exists a proper morphism from Gx, (2, Lo) to Ux, (2, Loy). Using this morphism we obtain
from Theorem [[3] the relations between the generators of the cohomology ring of Ux, (2, Lo)
and compute the Hodge-Poincaré polynomial for Ux, (2, Lo).

Outline: In §2 we recall the preliminaries on the limit mixed Hodge structures applicable
in our setup and use it to compute the limit mixed Hodge structure associated to the degen-
erating family 7w of curves, mentioned above. In §3] we recall the relative Mumford-Newstead
isomorphism as mentioned in [4] which gives us an isomorphism (of mixed Hodge structures)
between the limit mixed Hodge structure coming from m and that coming from the associated
family of moduli space of semi-stable sheaves. In §4] we compute a Gysin morphism to relate
the cohomology ring of Gx,(2, L) to that of the generic fiber of the family of moduli spaces.
In §5] we prove the generalized Mumford conjecture for Gx,(2,Lo). In §6] we compute the
Hodge-Poincaré polynomial for Gx, (2, Ly). In 7 we prove the generalized Mumford conjecture
for Ux,(2,Lp) and compute the associated Hodge-Poincaré polynomial.

Notation: Given any morphism f : Y — S and a point s € S, we denote by YV, := f~1(s).
The open unit disc is denoted by A and A* := A\{0} denotes the punctured disc.
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2. PRELIMINARIES: LIMIT MIXED HODGE STRUCTURE

We recall basic results on limit mixed Hodge structures relevant to our setup. See [30] for a
detailed treatment of the subject.

Let p: Y — A be a flat family of projective varieties, smooth over A* and p’ : Ya+ — A* the
restriction of p to A*.

2.1. Hodge bundles. Using Ehresmann’s theorem (see [38, Theorem 9.3]), we have for all i > 0,
HS,A* := R'p.Z the local systems over A* with fiber H*(),Z), for t € A*. One can canonically

associate to these local systems, the holomorphic vector bundles H&A* = HS,N ®70a~ called the

Hodge bundles. There exist holomorphic sub-bundles F' p’Hg,A* C HS,N defined by the condition:
for any ¢t € A*, the fibers

(FPHy,.), © (H3,.),

can be identified respectively with FPH(),,C) C H()},C), where FP denotes the Hodge
filtration (see [38] §10.2.1]).

2.2. Canonical extension of Hodge bundles. The Hodge bundles and their holomorphic
sub-bundles defined above can be extended to the entire disc. In particular, there exists a

canonical extensions, ﬁg; of H&A* to A (see [30) Definition 11.4]). Note that, ﬁg; is locally-free
over A. Denote by j : A* — A the inclusion morphism, Fpﬁg; = Js (Fp’Hg,A*) N ﬁly. Note
that, F° pﬂly is the unique largest locally-free sub-sheaf of ﬂly which extends FPH! N

Consider the universal cover h — A* of the punctured unit disc. Denote by e : h — A* ENUN
the composed morphism and )., the base change of the family ) over A to b, by the morphism
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e. There is an explicit identification of the central fiber of the canonical extensions ﬁg; and the
cohomology group H'(), C), depending on the choice of the parameter t on A (see [30, XI-8]):
g H' (Yo, C) (ﬁ;)o. (2.1)

This induce (Hodge) filtrations on H*(Vao, C) as FPH' (Yoo, C) 1= (g") " (Fpﬁg;%.

2.3. Monodromy transformations. For any s € A* and i > 0, denote by
Toi: H'(Vs,Z) — H' (Y, Z) and T, : H'(V,Q) — H'(Vs, Q)

the local monodromy transformations defined by parallel transport along a counterclockwise loop
about 0 € A (see [30, §11.1.1]). By [12, Theorem I1.1.17] (see also [25, Proposition 1.7.8.1]) the
automorphism extends to a Q-automorphism

Denote by T; ¢ the induced automorphism on H i(yoo, C).

2.4. Schmid’s limit mixed Hodge structures. The natural specialization morphism from
the cohomology on the central fiber of the family ) to a general fiber ), s € A* is not in general
a morphism of mixed Hodge structures, if one considers the cohomology of Vs with the natural
pure Hodge structure. However, one can define a mixed Hodge structure on the cohomology
of Vs, such that the specialization morphism is a morphism of mixed Hodge structures. More
precisely,

Remark 2.1. Let N; the logarithm of the monodromy operator 7;. By [30, Lemma-Definition
11.9], there exists an unique increasing monodromy weight filtration We on H*()Vs, Q) such that,

(1) for j > 2, Ni(WjHi(yoo,Q)) - Wj_gHi(yoo,Q) and

(2) the map N} : Gr}¥, H' (Yoo, Q) = GV, H! (Yo, Q) is an isomorphism for all [ > 0.
Now, [31}, Theorem 6.16] states that the induced filtrations on H'(Vso, C) defines a mixed Hodge
structure (H"(Vso, Z), We, F'®).

In the case, the central fiber ) is a reduced simple normal crossings divisor of ), we have
the following description of the specialization morphism.

Remark 2.2. Suppose that the central fiber ) is a reduced simple normal crossings divisor
of Y. By the local invariant cycle theorem [30, Theorem 11.43], we have the following exact
sequence of mixed Hodge structure:

H'(Y,Q) =5 H' (Yoo, Q)

where sp; denotes the specialization morphism.

MCVED, iy, Q)(~1) (2.3)

2.5. Steenbrink’s limit mixed Hodge structures. It is not always easy to compute the
monodromy weight filtration defined by Schmid. As a result we will use the Steenbrink spectral
sequences below. Note that, we do not give the general form of the spectral sequence, instead
we restrict to the case relevant to this article.

Proposition 2.3 ( [30, Corollaries 11.23 and 11.41] and [35, Example 3.5]). Suppose ) is regular
and ) is a reduced simple normal crossings divisor of ), consisting of exactly two irreducible
components, say Y7 and Ya. The limit weight spectral sequence :;Ef 1= HPT(Y,,, Q) consists
of the following terms:

(1) if [p| > 2, then  EP"? =0,
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(2) B1* = H(Yi N Y2,Q)0)
Hq_2(Y'1 N Y27 Q)(_l)v
(3) the differential map dj : ;E?’q — ;Ell ! is the restriction morphism and

~EYY = H9(Y;,Q)(0) @ HY(Y2,Q)(0) and | E; " =

W

oo _1 oo
dy: o B B

w

is the Gysin morphism.

The limit weight spectral sequence ;E{”q degenerates at Fo and the induced filtration on
HP9(),,Q) coincides with the monodromy weight filtration as in Remark 2] above. Sim-
ilarly, the weight spectral sequence , E¥"? = HPT1()),Q) on )y consists of the following terms:

(1) for p > 2 or p < 0, we have ,, EP"? =0,
(2) o By = HI(Yi 0Y2,Q)(0) and , By = H(Y1,Q)(0) © H(Y2, Q)(0),

(3) the differential map d; : ,, BV —  E;? is the restriction morphism.

The spectral sequence ,, E7? degenerates at Fo and induces a weight filtration on HPT9()y, Q).

We note that the resulting weight filtrations on HPt9(Y,,, Q) and HP*9()), Q) are given by:
EP 9 GrWHp+q (yoo Q) and EP 4 GrWHp+q (y(), Q)

Corollary 2.4. Let ) and )y be as in Proposition 2331 Then, we have the following exact
sequence of mixed Hodge structures:

H(Y1 N Ya,Q)(—1) L5 HI(Vo,Q) 5 H' (o, @) L5 GrlV Hi (oo, @) = 0, (2.4)

where f; is the natural morphism induced by the Gysin morphism from H =2(Y1 NY2,Q)(—1)
to H'(Y1,Q) ® H*(Y2,Q) (use the Mayer-Vietoris sequence associated to Y7 U Y3), sp; is the
specialization morphism (see [30, Theorem 11.29]) and g; is the natural projection.

Proof. The corollary is an immediate consequence of Proposition 2.3l O

2.6. The curve case. Consider the flat family p : X — A of projective curves with X regular,
Xt is smooth of genus ¢ for all t € A* and XO =Y, UY>, with Y7 = P!, Y5 smooth, irreducible
and intersecting Y7 transversally at two points, say y1,y2. We compute the limit mixed Hodge
structure associated to this family of curves. This description will be used later in the article
to give the generators of the weight filtration on the cohomology ring of the moduli space of
semi-stable sheaves with fixed determinant over an irreducible nodal curve.

Theorem 2.5. Denote by f' € H?(Y3,7Z), the Poincaré dual of the fundamental class of Y> and
spy 1 H2(Y1,2) ® H*(Ya, Z) = H?(Xy, Z) 22 H?(Xso, Z)

the specialization morphism as in Corollary 2.4] composed with the isomorphism arising from
the Mayer-Vietoris sequence. Then, there exists a basis eq, €2, ...,e94 of H (X4, Z) such that

(1) e4 (resp. eyy) generates Gy H (~OO,Q) (resp. Gry H ( C>O,Q))
(2) e1,€2,...,eq-1,€941, €g42, ..., 291 form a basis of GriVHY( Oo,@)
(3) eiUeirg =spy(0® —f") and e;Uej =0 for [j —i| #g.

Before proving the theorem, we note that when we say “e;,, ..., e;. generate GrWH 1( 0, Q)

we always mean that the image of e;,, ..., in GrWH L OO,Q) (under the natural projection

morphism) generate it.

€
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Proof. The Mayer-Vietoris sequence associated the central fiber Xy is
0— H(Xy,Z) — H°(Y1,Z) & H*(Y2,Z) — H° (Y1 N Yy, Z) — H' (X, Z) — H (Y1, Z) & H' (Y2, Z) — 0.
Since H'(Y71,7Z) = 0, this gives us the short exact sequence:

0—Z% HY (X, Z) L H (Ys,Z) — 0, (2.5)

P ~ ~ q
inducing isomorphisms Q = Gr{/ H(X, Q) and Gr]" H'(X,, Q) = H'(Y3,Q). Since p is a flat
family of projective curves with p~'(¢) of genus g for g € A*, we have

9= pa(Y1UY2) = pa(Y1) + pa(Y2) + Y1.Y2 — 1 = pu(Y2) + 1,

where p, denotes the arithmetic genus (use p,(Y7) = 0). In other words, p,(Y2) = g — 1. There

exists a symplectic basis €], €5, ..., e[ _1,€y,1,€y 9, €5, 1 Of H'(Y3,7) such that e;Uei, = —f
and e; U e = 0 for [i — j| # g, where f' € H?*(Y3,Z) is the dual of fundamental class of Y3

(see [8, §1.2]). Let e/ € H'(Xy,Z) such that g(e//) = ¢,. Denote by e; := sp;(¢!), where
spy : H'(X,Z) — H (X, Z),

is the specialization morphism. Since sp; maps Gr}’ H 1(2?0, 7)) isomorphically to Gr}V H 1(3?00, 7)
(Corollary 2.4]), we conclude that eq, ea, ..., eg—1, €g41, €g+2; ..., €29—1 is & basis of GrlVH (X, Q).

Denote by i1 : Y7 — )?0 and ig : Yo — i’vo the natural inclusions. Since cup-product commutes
with pull-back, we have i} (ef Uef) = 0 for all i, j (use H'(P') = 0), i5(ej Ue}, ) = ejUej, , = —f’
and i3(ej Ue}) = e; Ue; = 0 for any |j —i| # g. This implies ¢; Ue; = 0 for |[j —i[ # g and
e; Ueirg = spy(0 @ —f’) under the morphism

HY(V1,2) ® H2(Ya, Z) <2 523, 7) 2 H2(X,,7), (2.6)

where the first isomorphism follows from the Mayer-Vietoris sequence.

Denote by eg4 := sp; o p(1). Note that, e, generates WoH!(Xs, Q) (use Corollary Z4). Since
the cup-product morphism

HY(Xo0,Z) @ H' (X0, Z) — H?*(Xso,Z)

is a morphism of mixed Hodge structures and H Q(jcfvoo, Q) is pure, we conclude that e, Ue; =0
for all 1 < i < 29— 1. Choose ey, € Hl(/f’oo,Z) such that eq,eg, ..., ez, generates Hl(foo,Z).
Let e; Uegg = a;spy (0@ —f7). As the cup-product morphism above is a perfect pairing, we have
lag| = 1. Replace ez, by

1 2g9—1
a_(e2g - Z ai€itg + Z aiei—g — (azqg/ag)ey).
9 1<g i>g

Note that ey, € Hl(foo,Z), generates GrgVHl(foo,Q), ei Uegyg = 0 for i # g and ey U eyy =
spy(0 @ — f’). This proves the theorem. O

3. RELATIVE MUMFORD-NEWSTEAD ISOMORPHISM

In this section we review results on relative Mumford-Newstead isomorphisms as described
in [4, §4].

Notation 3.1. Let Xy be an irreducible nodal curve of genus g > 2, with exactly one node, say
at xg. Denote by my : Xg — Xy be the normalization map. Since the moduli space of stable
curve is complete, there exists a regular, flat family of projective curves m; : X — A smooth
over A* and central fiber isomorphic to Xy (see [2, Theorem B.2]). Fix an invertible sheaf £ on
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X o£ relative odd degree, say d. Set Ly := L|x,, the restriction of £ to the central fiber. Denote
by Lo := 7§(Lo).

3.1. Relative Gieseker moduli space. There exists a regular, flat, projective family
m:G(2,L) = A

called the relative Gieseker moduli space of rank 2 semi-stable sheaves on X with determinant
L, such that for all s € A* G(2,L)s := 7, '(s) = Mx,(2,L,) and the central fiber 75 *(0),
denoted Gx,(2,Lp), is a reduced simple normal crossings divisor of G(2,L) (see [4, Notation
A.5, Theorem A.7 and Remark A.8]). In particular, G(2, £) is smooth over A* and satisfies the
conditions of Proposition 2.3l

Denote by Mg (2, Zo) the fine moduli space of semi-stable sheaves of rank 2 and with deter-

minant Lo over X (see [22, Theorem 4.3.7 and 4.6.6]). By [4, Theorem A.7], Gx, (2, Lo) can be
written as the union of two irreducible components, say Gy and Gy, and G (resp. Go N Gy) is
isomorphic to a P? (resp. P* x P')-bundle over M %,(2, Lo)-

3.2. Mumford-Newstead isomorphism in families. Let us consider the relative version of
the construction in [26]. Denote by

W .= XA* X A* g(2,£)A* and Ty - W — A*
the natural morphism. Recall, for all t € A* the fiber
W, i=m3 (t) = X x G(2, L) = Xy x My, (2, Ly).

There exists a (relative) universal bundle U over W associated to the (relative) moduli space
G(2,L)a~ i.e., U is a vector bundle over W such that for each t € A*, U|yy, is the universal
bundle over X; x My, (2, L) associated to fine moduli space My, (2, £;) (use [29, Theorem 9.1.1]).
Denote by H3,, := R*m3,Zyy the local system associated to W. Using Kiinneth decomposition,
we have (see 2] for notations)

HY, = @ ( o, © Héa%*) . (3.1)

A*
under the natural projection from H;l/v to HQA* ® H?.C)/(Z L)pn” Using Poincaré duality applied to

A*
the local system HQA* (see [25], §1.2.6]), we have

Denote by 2 ()13 € T <H£€A* ® Hé(zﬁ) ) the image of the second Chern class c2(U) € T'(HY,)

PD
1 3 ~ (ml VY 3 ~ 1 3
Hiy. ©Hop),. = (Hh,.) @By, = Hom (Hy,, By, ) - (3.2)
Therefore, co(U)!3 induces a homomorphism ® -« : Hﬁfm — Hg@ L)an:

By |26, Lemma 1 and Proposition 1], we conclude that the homomorphism ® A~ is an isomor-
phism such that the induced isomorphism on the associated vector bundles:

Dpr i Hiy = Hior) ., satisties @a-(FPHY, ) = FPH MG, 0 for all p > 0.

3.3. Limit Mumford-Newstead isomorphism. We now extend the isomorphism ®a+ to the
entire disc A and show that the induced morphism on the central fibers is an isomorphism of
limit mixed Hodge structures. We do this using the monodromy operator (see §2)). In order to
guarantee that the monodromy operator is unipotent, we want the central fiber of the relevant
families of projective varieties to be reduced simple, normal crossings divisor. The family mo of
moduli spaces already satisfy this criterion. Unfortunately, the central fiber of m is Xy, which
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is not a simple normal crossings divisor. We can easily rectify this problem by blowing up X at
the point zy. Denote by X := Bl,, X and by

X=X LA (3.3)

Note that the central fiber of 7y is the union of two irreducible components, the normalization
Xo of Xy and the exceptional divisor F' = IP’l intersecting Xo at the two points over zg.

Let 7, x,. and ’Hg(z, £),- be the canonical extensions of H} X,. and HG(Z L)ae? respectively.
Then, the morphism ®a» extend to the entire disc:
& Hy = Hopor)-
Using the identification (2.I]) and restricting ® to the central fiber, we have an isomorphism:
D : H' (Xoo, Q) = H3(G(2, L) 50, Q). (3.4)

We now prove that CT)O is an isomorphism of mixed Hodge structures in some sense (see Theorem
below). We briefly discuss the idea of proof. The first step is to check that the monodromy

action commutes with ®y. Then, we use Remark 2.1 and Theorem 25, to determine the mon-
odromy invariant part of H3(G(2,£)s, Q). Finally, using the invariant cycle theorem (Remark
2.2) we conclude:

Theorem 3.2. For the extended morphism Ci we have (TJ(FPQL) = FPHQé(Q,E) for p =0,1
and ;IS(E}) = Eé(z,ﬁ)’ Moreover, Bo(WiH (Xao, Q) = Wipa H3(G(2, L)oo, Q) for all i > 0.

Proof. See [4, Proposition 4.1] for a proof of the statement. O

4. COMPUTING THE KERNEL OF THE GYSIN MORPHISM

Notations as in Notation B.J] and §3.11 The goal of this section is to compute the kernel of
the Gysin morphism f; as in (24]), in the case when the flat family p is the relative Gieseker
moduli space of rank 2 semi-stable sheaves with fixed determinant associated to a degenerating
family of smooth curves (Theorem [£.2]).

4.1. Cohomology of the fibers of P),G; and Gy N Gi. Recall, SLy C P* = P(End(C?) @ C)
consists of points [zg : @1 : ... : m4] such that zow3 — x1272 = 22 (see discussion before [4]
Proposition A.4]). Denote by ji : SLy <+ P4 the natural inclusion as a quadric hypersurface.
Recall, G; (resp. Go N Gy) is a P? (resp. P! x P!)-bundle over MX0(2,£~0). Denote by

P1 :GoNG — MXO(Z’EO) and P2 - G — MXO(2’ZO)

the natural projections. Recall, by [4, Proposition A.6], there exists an SLo-bundle Py over
Mg, (2, Lp) and natural inclusions

legoﬂglgpo,igigoﬂgl‘%gl and i3 : Go NG — Go

such that for the natural projection pg : Py — M)?o (2, Zo), we have for any y € M)?o (2, Zo),
identifying the fiber p;'(y) (resp. ps'(y), p3'(y)) with P! x P! (resp. P3 ,SLy), the natural
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inclusions i1, and 72, induced by i; and is respectively, sits in the following diagram:

i _
P! x P! ¥, ST,

i2,y O jl
]P>3 j2 ]P)4
where jo([zo @ ...t x3]) = [o : ... : 23 : 0] and i1, (resp. i) is the Segre embedding sending

[s:t] x [u:v] € Pt x P! to [su:sv:tu:tv:0] € SLy (resp. [su: sv:tu: tv] € P?).

See discussion before [4, Proposition A.4].

Let & be a generator of H?(P',Q), pr; the natural projections from P! x P! to P! and
& = pri(&). Using the Kunneth decomposition, we have

H'(P!' x PL,Q) = 0= H3P! x P},Q), H*(P' x P!,Q) = Q, H*(P! x P!, Q) = Q¢ ® Q&; and

HA4(P' x P}, Q) = Q&;.&. Since SLy is a quadric hypersurface in P*, the Lefschetz hyperplane
section theorem implies thﬂHQi(S_Lg, Q)= Qfor 0<i<3and H'(SLy,Q) = 0= H®(SLy, Q).
It is also known that H3(SLg,Q) = 0. Denote by ¢ € H?(P*,Z) a generator, ¢ := ji(£) and
"= j3(8).

4.2. Kernel of the Gysin morphisms. We now compute the kernel of the Gysin morphisms
i2« and i3 ,. The first step is to determine the kernel of i; , and s, (Proposition [4]). This is
done using the Leray-Hirsch theorem.

Proposition 4.1. We have,

ker((i1 4, i2.4) : H2(GoNG1, Q) (—1) — H'(Py, Q)@H'(G1,Q)) = Hi‘4(M)~(«O(2,Eo),Q)(&@—gg).

Proof. 1t is easy to check that,

ker(((i1,y)x, (i2y)x) : HY (' x PY,Q) — HY2(SLy, Q) ® HYT(P°,Q)) = Q if j=1 (4.1)
=0ifj#£1. (4.2)

By the Deligne-Blanchard theorem [I1] (the Leray spectral sequence degenerates at Fy for
smooth families), we have

H'(GoNG1,Q) = &, H (R p1.Q), H(G1,Q) = &, H 7 (R p2,,Q) and H'(Py,Q) = &, H" 7 (R p3..Q).

Since M )?0(2750) is smooth and simply connected, the local systems R’p;.Q, R’ps.Q and
R/ p3 ,Q are trivial. Therefore, for any y € M )}0(2, Zo), the natural morphisms

H(GoNG1,Q) - H(R'p1,.Q) — H'((Go N G1)y, Q),
H'(G1,Q) - HY(R'p2,Q) — H'(G1,4,Q) and H'(Py,Q) - H(R'p3,.Q) — H'(Pyy,Q),
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are surjective. Then, Leray-Hirsch theorem (see [38, Theorem 7.33]), implies that for any closed
point y € M5 (Z,EO),

H'(Go N G1,Q) = @HI((Go N Gr)y. Q) @ H™ (Mg, (2, L0)))

j=0
= H'(Mg, (2, L)) & H'*(Mg, (2, £ )) (Qé1 @ Q&) @ H' ™" (Mg, (2, L0))érla, (4.3)
H'(G1,Q) = @ (H (Gry, Q) @ H' I (Mg, (2,L0))) = @ H' ™ (Mg, (2,Lo)) @ () (4.4)
Jj=0 j>0
H'(Py,Q) = P(H (Poy, Q) @ H™ (Mg (2,L0)) = P H ™ (Mg (2,L0)) @ (£ (4.5)
j=0 7>0

Using the projection formula (see [30, Lemma B.26]) and the identifications described in the
Leray-Hirsch theorem (identifying certain cohomology classes with its restrictions to y), we have

for any a € HI=%((Go N G1),, Q) and B € HI72(M, (2,£Lo),Q),

i« (aUp1B) = i1 (aUi1p3f) = (i1y)xaUp3f and ig . (aUpyB) = io(aUizpsff) = (izy)«aUpsf.
Note that for 8 # 0, (i1,y)«aUp38 = 0 (resp. (izy)+aUp3B = 0) if and only if (i1, ). = 0 (resp.
(i2,4)sc = 0). Using the decompositions above and ([@.Il), [£.2), this implies ker((i1 «,%2.)) is
isomorphic to Hi_‘l(]%f('O (2,L0),Q)(&1 @ —&2). This proves the proposition. O

Theorem 4.2. The kernel of the Gysin morphism
(i37*7i2,*) : Hi_2(g0 N g17Q)(_1) — HZ(gon) S Hz(glu(@)
is isomorphic to H'=4(Mg (2, Lo), Q)(&1 & —&2).

Proof. By [4, Proposition A.4], there exist closed subschemes Z C Py and Z' C Gy such that
P)\Z = Go\Z'. Using [18] (see also [37, P. 27] or [33, Remark 6.5(c), Theorem 6.2]), one can
observe that ZNIm(i;) = 0 = Z’NIm(i3) and there exists a smooth, projective variety W along
with proper, birational morphisms 7 : W — Py and 7 : W — Gy such that

WA\ H(2) = P)\Z = Go\Z' = W\1, 1 (Z).
Therefore, there exists a natural closed immersion [ : Go N Gy — W such that i1 = 7y ol and
i3 = T9ol. We claim that, given any ¢ € H*~2(GoNG1,Q), we have 75 0i1 . (&) = 1.(&) = 75 0i3..(€).
Indeed, since Im(iy) (resp. Tm(i3)) does not intersect Z (resp. Z'), the pullback of 1.(€) to 7 (Z)
and 7, *(Z') vanish. Using the (relative) cohomology exact sequence (see [30, Proposition 5.54]),

we conclude that there exists 1 € H*(Py) and By € H¥(Gp) such that 75(81) = L(&) = 735 (B2).
Applying 7 , and 73« to the two equalities respectively and using [30, Proposition B.27], we get

B1 =111 (B1) = T1,:le(§) = i1,(§) and Bo = 72,75 (B2) = T2,+14(§) = i5,4(§)-
In other words, 77 071 +(§) = 1.(§) = 75 043 ,(&£). This proves the claim. Using [30, Theorem 5.41],
we then conclude that i1 ,(§) = 0 (resp. i34(§) = 0) if and only if [,(§) = 0. In other words,
ker(i1.) = ker(iz«). Using Proposition Bl we have that ker(f;) = Hi_4(M550(2,£0),Q)(§1 &
—&). This proves the theorem. U

5. ON A CONJECTURE OF MUMFORD

In Theorem 5.1} we give a complete set of relations between the generators of the cohomology
ring of the moduli space of rank 2 semi-stable sheaves with fixed determinant over an irreducible
nodal curve, analogous to a classical conjecture of Mumford as proved in [24]. We use notations
as in Notation B and §3.11
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5.1. Generators of the cohomology ring H*(G(2, L), Q). We first use the classical result
of Newstead [28] to determine the generators of the cohomology ring H*(G(2, L), Q). Let

P> = Bo(e;), where e; € H'(Xx,Z) as in Theorem 5, 1 < i < 2g and &g as in B4). Fix
s € A*. Let ¢, s € H3(G(2,L)s,Z) the image of ¥2° under the natural isomorphism

ni: H(G(2,L)0,Z) = H'(G(2,L)s,Z), for all j > 0. (5.1)
Using [28, Theorem 1], one can observe that for any s € A*, there exist elements
as, € HY(G(2,L)s,Z) and B, € H**(G(2,L)s,7)
such that the cohomology ring H*(G(2, L), Q) is generated by o, Bs, V1.5, %25, ---, 2g,s- Let
oo € HHG(2, L) 00, Z) and fos € HHG(2, L)oo, Z)

the preimage of o and f3s, respectively, under the natural isomorphism (G.0J). It is immediate
that the cohomology ring H*(G(2, L)oo, Q) is generated by oo, Bocs ¥7°, 5%, ..., 95 .

5.2. Relations on the cohomology rings H*(MXO(ZEO),Q) and H*(G(2,L)s,Q). Denote
by ¢; == ®1(¢5°) for 1 < i < g—1 and ¢; = Py(¢7;) for g < 7 < 29 —2. Let a €
Hz(MXO(Zﬁo),Z) (resp. B € H2(MXO(2,£0),Z)) such that o (resp a? and ) generate

H?(Mg, (2,L0),Q) (resp. HY(Mg (2,Ly),Z)). Denote by thog := Y0, 9%,
g—1 29—1
)= Yithirg and Py i=ker | 997" : U H*(Myg, (2, Lo), U H* (Mg, (2, £Lo), Q)
=1 j=1
Given an ordered set (i1, ...,4) = I with 1 < iy < iz <... <ij < 2g, denote by 7° := °.. 57,
For i < g, denote by P the QQ-vector space generated by elements of the form
2g—i+2
Zam € ker | g5 U HYG(2,£)0,Q) = | J H*G(2,£)x,Q) |, ar €Q,
Jj=1 j=1

such that for all I, if 2g € I then g € I. Define the ideals I C Qla,,%] and I° C

Qlaso, Boos Yoo) generated by ((, Crt1, Cut2) and ((°, G C,Sj’rQ) respectively, where (; and ¢°
are recursively defined by (o =1,(5° =1,(; = 0 = ¢* for ¢ <0,

Gy = aCh + K2 BG 1 + 2k(k — )Gz and (75 = @ooGi® + K Boo (P21 + 2k (k — 1)1oe (72

g—1 ~
Using [23, Theorem 3.2], the natural morphism vy from @ P, ® Q[«, 3,v] to H*(M)?O(Q’ Loy),Q)
k=0
is surjective with kernel ©; P, ® I,_;—1. Denote by

g 2g—i+2
Vs =Y istisgs and PV = ker | g1 U H¥G(2,0),,Q) — |J H*(G(2.£):,Q)
i=1 j=1

Similarly as before, the obvious map

g
v EBPS) ® @[Q&B&ws] — H*(g(27£)87(@)

k=0

is surjective with kernel isomorphic to EBP,ES) ® Iy_k,s, where I,y ¢ is defined identically as I;i i

above, after replacing aso, B0 and s by as, 8s and s, respectively.



A CONJECTURE OF MUMFORD 13

5.3. Comparing pure Hodge structures on Gry' H3(G(2, L), Q) and H3(M ( £0) Q).

The cohomology ring of M % (2, ZO) will also play an important role in this section and the next.
Recall, [26, Proposition 1] states that there exists an isomorphism of pure Hodge structures:

®) - H' (X0, Z) = H* (Mg, (2,L0),Z).
Using the short exact sequence (2.5) and Theorem B.2] we have the composed morphism
@y : Gry H*(G(2, L)oo, Q) — H* (Mg, (2, Lo), Q) defined by

Grlf HY(G(2, L), Q) 22 Grll B! (X, @) <22 GelV B (%, Q) & H' (50, Q) 2 HP (M, (2. £0). Q).

where the first isomorphism is given by ([B8.4)), the second and third isomorphisms are given in

the proof of Theorem By Theorem B2, ®( is an isomorphism of pure Hodge structures.
Also, note that the last three morphisms in the composed morphism ®; are morphisms of pure
Hodge structures. Therefore, ®; is an isomorphism of pure Hodge structures.

5.4. Generalized Mumford’s conjecture on H*(Gx,(2,Ly),Q). We briefly discuss the idea
of the proof of Theorem 5.1l below. Combining (2.4]) with Theorem [4.2], we prove that @; ker(sp;)
is generated as a polynomial ring over H*(M 20(2, Z(]), Q) by two variables X and Y satisfying
X2=Y%?= X —Y =0. Then, §5.2 gives us the relations between the generators of @; ker(sp;).
To obtain the relations between the generators of @; Im(sp;), we use the isomorphism ®; above,
along with the description of the generators of H*(G(2,L)s,Q) for all i > 0, as given in [23]
Remark 5.3]. The theorem would then follow immediately.

Theorem 5.1. We have the following isomorphism of graded rings:

o 005 Boos Yoo Qla, 8,9, X, Y]
H*(Gx,(2, Lo), <@P a—) <@PZ 2@ Iyi3, X2, Y2 X — Y))

(Note that, the multiplicative identity of the ring H*(Gx,(2, Lo), Q) lies in the first summand.)

Proof. For any s € A*, consider the natural isomorphism ¢4 : H 1()?00, 7) = HY(X,,7Z) (induced

by the closed immersion of X; as a fiber of )?oo) Denote by e; s := ¢s(e;), where e; as in Theorem
Consider the composed morphism (use (2.6)):

b, HX(P',Z) ® H*(Xo,Z) = H*(Xy, Z) 22 HQ(XOO,Z) s H2(X,, 7).

Let f' € H2()~(0, Z) be the Poincaré dual of the fundamental class of )Z'O. Since HQ(QfCVOO, 7) =7
is pure, sp, is surjective. It follows from the definition of the Gysin morphism that

Im(fy : H*(Xo NP',Z) — H*(Xo,Z) & H*(P',2)) = Z(f' & [P']Y),

hence does not intersect Z(0 & f) non-trivially (here fo as in Corollary 24). Using Corollary
2.4}, this implies Im(spsy) = spy(Z(0D f)). As ¢ is an isomorphism, this implies ¢4(0® f') is the
Poincaré dual of the fundamental class of X (upto a sign), denoted fs. Since pullback commutes
with cup-product, Theorem implies that e, ..., €54 s is a symplectic basis of H(X,,7Z) with
€ s€itgs = —fs for 1 <i < g. Using [23, Remark 5.3], H(G(2, L)s,Q) has a Q-basis consisting
of monomials of the form aslﬁhﬂ)ll,s?pw, i, s such that j1 +k < g, jo+k < g, i1 <ig < ... <y
and 2j1 +4j2+3k = i. By Theorems 2.5landB.2] ¢57 (resp. 1g°) generates Grl H3(G(2,£) s, Q)
(resp. WoH?(G(2,£)s0,Q)). Since cup-product is a morphism of mixed ‘Hodge Structures, we
have a basis of W; H*(G(2, L), Q) consisting of monomials of the form o’} 322 (U PP with
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Ntk<g jotk<g i <is<..<ig 2j1+4j2 + 3k = i satisfying: if 2¢g € {i1, ..., } then
g € {i1, ..., }. Using the isomorphism 7;, we then obtain the following commutative diagram

g g
PP e 12— D P © Qloce, o, o] = H'(G(2, L)oo, Q)

k=0

n; { O U l O 7;

g g
DrY oI, s — PP ©Qlas, fsths] —— H*(G(2,£)5,Q) —— 0

k=0

where Vo is the natural morphism and the two rows are exact. Using the description of
W;H'(G(2, L), Q) above, it is easy to check that Im(ve) = W; H'(G(2, L), Q). Therefore,

P WiH (G2, L), Q @Pw M (5.2)

Similarly as before, under the identification (£3]), Theorem implies that:

H (Mg, (2,£0),Q) ® H (Mg, (2, £0), Q)(Q61 ® Qéa) & H'~* (Mg, (2, £o), Q)réo
Hi=4(Mg, (2, Lo), Q) (& ® —&) '

(use the proof of Proposition 4.1] to note that ker(f;) = HZ'_‘l(M)z0 (2, £o), Q)(&1 @ —&2)). Hence,
®; ker(sp;) = H* (M3 (2, L£0),Q)(—2)[X,Y]/(X2, Y2, X —Y) defined by sending & (resp. &) to
X (resp. Y), where (X2, Y2 X +Y) is the ideal in the ring H* (Mg, (2, Ly),Q)[X, Y] generated
X2,Y? and X — Y. Using [23] Theorem 3.2], we conclude that

Qle, B, v, X, Y]
@ker(spZ @PZ 2® T, X2Y2X —Y)

o~

ker(sp;)

By Corollary 24, we have H*(Gx,(2,L0),Q) = (&:;W;H (G(2,£),Q)) @ (®;ker(sp;)). The
theorem follows immediately. O

6. HODGE-POINCARE FORMULA

The Hodge-Poincaré formula for moduli spaces of semi-stable sheaves on smooth, projective
curves is well-known and was classically computed by Earl and Kirwan [16]. It records the
Hodge decomposition of the cohomology ring of the moduli space. In this section, we compute
the Hodge-Poincaré formula for the Gieseker’s moduli space of rank 2 semi-stable sheaves with
fixed determinant. One important difference with the classical case is the that the cohomology
of the Gieseker’s moduli space is not pure, which make computations more complicated.

We use notations as in Notation B.1] and §3.I1 We briefly discuss the idea of the proof of
Theorem Fix s € A*. The first step is to use the isomorphism 7, as in (5.1]), to prove that
there exists ¢ € H>1(G(2,L)s,C) such that

H3(G(2,L),,C) = n, (Grl H¥G(2, L)oo, C)) & C¢ & CE and {¢2, 8", ¢E} € 1, (Gryf HY(G(2, £)ow, C)).

Next, we use Newstead’s classical result [28, Theorem 1], which states that the cohomology
ring of G(2,L)s is generated is degrees 2,3 and 4. Since cup-product is a morphism of mixed
Hodge structures, we get Proposition We then use the isomorphism ®; to prove that
GrVH'™"1(G(2,£)ss, Q) can be identified with Hi_2(MXO (2,L0),Q) as pure Hodge structures.
Theorem then follows from the exact sequence (2.4]) combined with Theorem
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Proposition 6.1. For any s € A*, we have the following equality:
WG, HPH(G(2, L), ©) = WPIG(2, £),) — W29 (M (2, Eo)) — W72 (Mg (2, L))

Proof. For any s € A*, we have the natural isomorphism
0, : H'(G(2, L), Q) =+ H'(G(2,£)s,Q)

for all 4 > 0, as in (5.1). Given a subspace W of H (G(2,L)s,7Z) (resp. H(G(2,L)s0,Q)), de-
note by WZe@.0)s (resp. W29.0)) the subspace of W consisting of elements that are invariant
under the action of the monodromy operator Tg ), (resp. Tg(2,c)), where the monodromy
operators are described in (2:2]) and the discussion before that. We claim that there exists

¢ € F?H3(G(2, L), C) such that Tg2,r),(§) # €. Indeed, H3(G(2,L)s,C) = F2H3(G(2,L),,C)®
F2H3(G(2,L)s,C). Since Tg(g,r), commutes with conjugation, we observe that if the entire
F?H?3(G(2,L)s,C) is invariant under Tg z),, then so is H*(G(2,L£)s,C). Since Tig(,z)) is a
canonical extension of Tg (o ), this implies H3(G(2,L)s,C) is Tg(2,c)-invariant. But, Propo-
sitions 2.3 and B imply that Grl H3(G(2,£)ss, C) = C, which is not Tg(2,r)-invariant by the
invariant cycle theorem (Remark 2.2]). This proves the claim.

Since Grl¥ H*(G(2, L)oo, C) is Tg(2,c)-invariant, [25, p. 66, Lemma 2.4.12 and p. 69, Theorem
6.6] implies that n, (HP*PGr)Y H (G(2,L)s0,C)) C HP"P(G(2,L)s). Since

C=Gr H3(G(2,£)o,C) = F2GrY H3(G(2, L)oo, C) and

Hf”’pGrgg(g(Zﬁ)m,C) = H?(G(2,£)0,C) for p = 1,2 (by Remark 2.1, any one dimensional
limit mixed Hodge structure is pure), this implies 7,, (H?**(G(2, L), C)) = HPP(G(2, £)5, C) for
p=1,2and F2H?(G(2,L)s,C) = n,(F2GrY H*(G(2, L), C)) @ C&, with & as before. There-
fore, F2H3(G(2,L)s,C) = n,(F2GrY H3(G(2, L)oo, C)) ® CE, where £ denotes the conjugate of
£ Let ¢ for 1 < i < 2g be the generators of H3(G(2,L),C) as defined in §5l Recall,
by Theorems and B2, we have GryV H3(G(2,L)00, Q) = Qys; and GriV H3(G(2,£) o0, Q) =
Quge. As Gry H3(G(2,L)o0,C) =2 F2Gry H3(G(2, L)oo, C) ® F2Gry H3(G(2, L)oo, C), we can
assume that § = n,(Mg° + Ayp5g) for some A, A2 € C. Since Tgor),(€) # & A2 # 0
(¥g° is Tg(a,c)-invariant). Replace & by £/Ag. Then, £ = n, (M) + ¢29) for some A\ € C.
Since (1/)30)2 =0 = (7/182)2 and Y5y € Cry H9(G(2, L), C), 52,32 and £ must belong to
1 (Cry H5(G(2, L)oo, C)). Using the isomorphism ®; (see §5)) of pure Hodge structures from
Gr¥ H3(G(2, L), C) to H3(M~ (2,Lp),C), we can then conclude that

HP9(G(2,L)s,C) =1, (HCryl [H?*(G(2, L)oo, C)) @ HP 2471 (Mg (2, Lo), C)é@

SHP7 (Mg (2, Lo), C)E

(use cup-product is a morphism of Hodge structures, £ is of type (2,1) and H*(G(2,L£),,Q) is
generated in degrees 2,3 and 4 as mentioned before). This proves the proposition. O

Theorem 6.2. The Hodge-Poincaré formula for the cohomology ring H*(Gx,(2, Ly),C) is
(14 2y?)97 1 + 2%y)97 1 (1 + 22y) (1 + 22y?) — 29991 + 2)9 " Hx + )97 12 + (1 + 2y)? )
(1 —zy)(1 - 22y?)

Proof. Using Theorem and the identification (3], the exact sequence (2.4]) become the
following short exact sequence:

3
0— @Hp_j’q_j(M)zO(ZZo),(C)( 4) L5 HPaGHW, HPY9(G (2, £0),C) (6.1)
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2oty graGelV. HPT9(G(2, L)oo, C) — 0

and HP4Gr)', HPTH(Gx,(2,L0),C) = HPGr), HPT1(G(2,L)s,C). Using [23, Remark
5.3], Grlv,‘frquJrqH(g(Z L), Q) has a Q-basis consisting of monomials of the form

ol BRap2oeee . b2 such that {g,2¢} N {i1,...ix} =0, 1 +k<g—1,ja+k<g—1,

i1 < 2 < ... < and 251 +4j2 +3(k+ 1) = p+ ¢+ 1 (cup-product is a morphism of mixed
Hodge structures). Define the morphism

®pigi1 : Grpl HPTITH(G(2, L)oo, Q) — HPT2 (Mg (2, Lo), Q) as

D g1 (2L B Uy apsP) = o' B2 By (U70) D1 (U57)... @1 (157)
and extend linearly, where ®; is the isomorphism defined in §5l Since ¥g° is of Hodge type
(1,1) and ®; is an isomorphism of Hodge structures, [23, Remark 5.3] implies that ®,4,41 is an
isomorphism of pure Hodge structures which sends Hodge type (i,p+q¢—i) to (i—1,p+q—1—1).
Note that, the (p, ¢)-th part of the cohomology ring H*(Gx, (2, Ly),C), denoted
hp7q(gX0 (27 £0)7 (C) = hpﬂGr;Z‘—/l—qu—l—q(gXo (27 EO)) (C) + hpﬂGr;Z‘—/l—qu—l—q—i_l(gXo (27 EO)) (C)
Using the isomorphism @, 441, the exact sequence (6.1]) and Proposition we have

hP9(Gxy (2, Lo)) = (hp’q(g(l L)s) = W29 (Mg, (2, Lo)) — WM (Mg, (2, Lo))+

3
+ Z hp_j’q_j(M)?o(2’ Lo)) | + hP—l,q—l(MX'O(Z Lo)).
j=1

By [10, Corollary 2.9], the Hodge-Poincaré formula for G(2, £)s and M 550(2, Lo) are given by

(1+2y?)9(1 + 22y)9 — 29y9(1 + 2)9(1 + y)?
(1 —ay)(1 — 22y?)

respectively. This implies, the Hodge-Poincaré formula for Gx, (2, Lo) is given by

Pg(.%',y) =

and Q(z,y) = Py_1(z,y), (6.2)

Py(z,y) + Q(z,y)(—2y — 2y* + 22y + 2%y + 2°y°) =

(1 +2y?)9 (1 +2%)9 (1 + 20y) (1 + 2%y?) — 29y9(1 + 2)7 Nz + )91 (2 + (1 + 2y)?)
(1 —2y)(1 - 22y?)

This proves the theorem. O

7. SIMPSON’S MODULI SPACE WITH FIXED DETERMINANT

In this section we prove the analogue of the Mumford conjecture for the Simpson’s moduli
space of rank 2 semi-stable sheaves with fixed odd degree determinant on an irreducible nodal
curve and compute the associated Hodge-Poincaré formula (Theorem [.2]). We use Notation 3.1
and notations as in §4.11



A CONJECTURE OF MUMFORD 17

7.1. Simpson’s moduli spaces with fixed determinant. Let £ be a rank 2, torsion-free
sheaf on Xy of degree d and Ly an invertible sheaf on Xy of degree d. We say that £ has
determinant Lo if there is a O -morphism A2(E) — Lo which is an isomorphism outside the

node zg. Note that if £ is locally free then this condition implies A2E = L.

Let Ux,(2,d) be the moduli space of stable rank 2, degree d torsion free sheaves on Xy (see
[32]). Denote by Ux, (2, d)? the sublocus parametrizing locally free sheaves. Note that, Ux, (2, d)"
is an open subvariety of Uy, (2, d). We have a well defined morphism det : Ux, (2, d)? — Pic(Xy)
defined by £ — A2E. Denote by Ux, (2, Lo)? := det™1([Lo]).

Denote by Ux, (2, Lo) := {[€] € Ux,(2,d) | £ has determinant Ly}. See [5] for a modular in-

terpretation of Ux, (2, Lo). By [36, Theorem 1.10], the Zariski closure Ux, (2, £o)° of Ux, (2, Lo)°
in UXo (2, d) is UXO (2, ﬁo)

7.2. Stratification on the moduli space. Let m;, denote the maximal ideal of Ox ;,. We
have a stratification of Ux, (2, d) by locally closed subschemes Uy C Uy C Uy := Ux,(2,d), where

U; == {[€] € Ux,(2,d) | Epy =~ O & mE>77 for j < i}.
This induces the stratification Uy(Lo) C Ui(Lo) C Ux, (2, Lo), where U;(Loy) := U; N Ux, (2, Lo).

Denote by m : )Z'o — Xo the normalization morphism. By [6, Proposition 4.9], there exists a
natural isomorphism from M (2,d —2) to Uy, sending [€] to [m.£]. Denote by Lo := 7" Lo and
0

D :=771(xq). Then, Mg, (2, Lo(—D)) maps isomorphically to Uy(Lo) (see proof of [37, (6.1)]).

7.3. Comparison between Gieseker’s and Simpson’s moduli spaces. Recall, there exists
a natural proper morphism

0 : QXO(2,£0) — UXO(27£0) (71)
defined by pushing forward a rank 2, locally-free sheaf defined over a curve semi-stably equivalent
to Xo, via the natural contraction map to Xy (see [36, Theorem 3.7(3)]). Denote by Gx, (2, Lo)? C
Go the sub-locus of Gx,(2, L) parametrizing locally-free sheaves on Xy. Using [33], Remark
5.2], we conclude that § maps the irreducible component G; into Up(Lg) and Gx, (2, Lo)® maps
isomorphically to Ux,(2,Lo)? (use the description of the irreducible components of Gx, (2, L)
as given in [37, §6] and [36, Theorem 3.7]). By the properness of the €, we note that § maps Gy
surjectively to Up(Lo). Moreover, since Up(Lo) = Mg, (2, Lo(—D)), it is non-singular (see [22,
Corollary 4.5.5]).

7.4. Generalized Mumford’s conjecture and Hodge-Poincaré formula for Simpson’s
moduli space. We briefly discuss the idea of the proof of Theorem [(.2] Using the restriction
of the proper morphism 6 to G; and the identifications ([43]) and ([@4]), we compute the kernel
and the cokernel of the pull-back morphism 6* (see Proposition [(I]). Combining ([2.4) and
Proposition 4.1}, we obtained an explicit description of the kernel of the specialization morphism
sp;- We use this to show that H*(Ux, (2, Lo), Q) can be identified with the image of sp; as mixed
Hodge structures. Theorem [(.2] then follows from Theorems [5.1] and

Proposition 7.1. The natural morphism * : H(Ux,(2,L0),Q) — H*(Gx,(2,L0),Q) is in-
jective with GrlV, H*(Ux, (2, Lo), Q) AN CrlV H(Gx,(2,L0),Q) and cokernel isomorphic to

3 . . ~ .
@ H~2(M %,(2: Lo), Q)(£")? such that the resulting (cokernel) morphism factors as
j=1

3
Grl H'(Gxy (2. £0), @) T H'(G1, Q) =0 @) H (Mg, (2,£0),Q)(€"Y,  (72)
J=1



18 A. DAN AND I. KAUR

where r : G; — Gx,(2, Lo) is the natural inclusion.

Proof. Recall, Ux,(2,Lo)\Uo(Lo) = Gx,(2,L0)\G1 = Go\Go N G1. Since Gy and G; are excessive
couple ( [30, Example B.5(2)]), we have for all ¢ > 0,

H'(Gx,(2,L0),G1) = H'(Go,G1 N Go) = H(Go\Go N G1) = H (Ux, (2, Lo), Up(Lo)),

where the last two isomorphisms follow from [30, Corollary B.14]. The morphism 6 induces the
following commutative diagram where every morphism is a morphism of mixed Hodge structures
(use [30, Proposition 5.46]):

H'(Ux, (2, Lo), Un(Lo)) — H'(Ux,(2,L0), Q) — H"(Up(Lo),Q) — H"™ (Ux, (2, Lo), Uo(Lo))

~ O o* o () O > (7.3)

*

Hi(Gxy (2, L0),G1) —— H'(Gx, (2, L0), Q) —— H(Gr,Q) —— H*(Gx, (2, L0), G1)

Using the identification ([@.4) and Up(Lo) = Mg, (2,L0), we have the following short exact
sequence of pure Hodge structures:

(@)

0 — H'(Up(Lo), Q) —— H'(G1,Q) — EBHZ (Mg, (2, £0),Q)(£") — 0.

Applying Snake lemma to the commutative dlagram ([T3), we get the following short exact
sequence of mixed Hodge structures:

0 = Hi(Ux,y (2, Lo), Q) L5 H(Gx, (2, £0),Q) — @Hl 5 (Mg, (2, L), Q)(E"Y — 0. (74)

such that the morphism from H*(Gx,(2,Lo),Q) to EB Hi_zj(M;(O (2, L0),Q)(¢") factors as in

j=1
(7.2)). Note that, the last term of this short exact sequence is pure of weight i. The proposition
then follows immediately from this short exact sequence (T.4]). (]
Theorem 7.2. Let P> and I}° be as in §5l Then,
a ) /8 )
H*(Ux, (2, Lo), @POO —“IOO“ Yec]

Moreover, the Hodge-Poincaré polynomial assocuated to the moduli space Ux, (2, Ly) is
(L+2y?)? (1 + 2%y (1 + 2y +2%%) —29y?(1+ 2)9" (@ + y) ' (2 + 2y)
(1 —zy)(1 - 2%y?)

Proof. Notations as in Corollary 2.4l Using the identifications (£3) and (£4]) one can easily
observe that the image of the composition

H™2(Gy N G1,Q)(—1) L5 GrlV H (G, (2, £0), Q) 2> HI(G1, Q)

is isomorphic to @ H~% (Mg, (2,L0),Q)(£")’ with kernel HZ_A‘(MX0 (2,L0),Q)(—2) (see proof
i=1
of Theorem [4.2]). Proposition [(.1] then implies that the natural morphism

ker(sp; : H'(Gx,(2, £0), Q) = H'(G(2, L)oo, Q)) — coker(6* : H'(Ux, (2, L0), Q) = H'(Gx, (2, Lo), Q))
is an isomorphism of pure Hodge structures. Therefore, by Corollary 2.4] we have
H' (Ux,(2,L0), Q) = WiH (G(2, L)oo, Q) as mixed Hodge structures (7.5)
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(H'(Ux, (2, Lo), Q) has weights at most i as Ux, (2, Lo) is compact). The first part of the theorem
then follows directly from (5.2]).

Note that, the (p, ¢)-th part of the cohomology ring H*(Ux, (2, Lo),C), denoted

rPY(Ux,(2,Ly),C) := hp’qGrg‘frquJrq(Uxo(Z,Eo),(C) + hp’qGrg‘frquJrqH(Uxo(Z,Eo),(C).

In the proof of Theorem we constructed an isomorphism of pure Hodge structures

Opigi1: Gryy HPTITN(G(2, L)oo, ©) — HPYI7? (Mg (2, L), C)

sending a class of type (p,q) to that of type (p — 1,¢ — 1). Then, Proposition [6.1] along with
(TH) implies that
WPA(Ux (2, £o), C) = BPI(G(2, £)5,C) — WP297 (Mg, (2, Lo),C) — W~ H972(Mg (2, Lo),C)+
+hP BN (Mg (2, £o), C).
Let Py(z,y) and Q(z,y) be the Hodge-Poincaré polynomial G(2, £)s and M3 (2, L) respectively,
defined in (6.2)). Then, the Hodge-Poincaré polynomial of Ux, (2, Ly) is given by
Py(z,y) + Q(z,y)(~2*y — xy? + zy) =
(1 +ay®)9 (1 +2%y)0 (L +ay +2%y%) — 2% (L+2)9" (2 + )0 (2 + ay)

(1 —ay)(1 —2?y?)
This proves the theorem. O

Remark 7.3. Under the identification (7.5 above, the cohomology ring H*(Ux, (2, Lo), Q) is
generated by qieo, Boo, ¥7° for 1 <@ <2g — 1 and ¢g"¢57.
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