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Quadric bundles and hyperbolic equivalence

ALEXANDER KUZNETSOV

We introduce the notion of hyperbolic equivalence for quadric bundles and quadratic forms on vector
bundles and show that hyperbolic equivalent quadric bundles share many important properties: they have
the same Brauer data; moreover, if they have the same dimension over the base, they are birational over
the base and have equal classes in the Grothendieck ring of varieties.

Furthermore, when the base is a projective space we show that two quadratic forms are hyperbolic
equivalent if and only if their cokernel sheaves are isomorphic up to twist, their fibers over a fixed point of
the base are Witt equivalent, and, in some cases, certain quadratic forms on intermediate cohomology
groups of the underlying vector bundles are Witt equivalent. For this we show that any quadratic
form over P” is hyperbolic equivalent to a quadratic form whose underlying vector bundle has many
cohomology vanishings; this class of bundles, called VLC bundles in the paper, is interesting by itself.
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1 Introduction

Let Q — X be a quadric bundle, that is, a proper morphism which can be presented as a composition
0 — Py (&) — X, where Py (€) — X is the projectivization of a vector bundle € and Q < Px (&) is a
divisorial embedding of relative degree 2 over X. A quadric bundle is determined by a quadratic form
g:Sym? & — £V with values in a line bundle £V, or, equivalently, by a self-dual morphism

(1-1) g:ERL— &Y.
Conversely, the quadratic form ¢ is determined by Q up to rescaling and a twist transformation
EEQM, Li>LOM2

where M is a line bundle on X.
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1288 Alexander Kuznetsov

Furthermore, with a quadric bundle one associates the coherent sheaf
(1-2) C(Q) =C(q) :=Coker(qg: ERL — EY)

on X, which we call its cokernel sheaf and which is determined by Q up to a line bundle twist. We will
usually assume that X is integral and the general fiber of Q — X is nondegenerate, or equivalently, that ¢
is an isomorphism at the general point of X, so that Ker(g) = 0 and C(g) is a torsion sheaf on X. Then
the sheaf C(q) is endowed with a “shifted” self-dual isomorphism

(1-3) 7: Clq) = &xt' (€(g). £) = C(g)¥ @ L[1],

where C(q)V is the derived dual of C(g) and [1] is the shift in the derived category; see Section 4.1 for a
discussion of sheaves enjoying this property.

The main question addressed in this paper is: what properties of quadric bundles are determined by their
cokernel sheaves? (We restate this question below in a more precise form as Question 1.2.) A priori it is
hard to expect that the cokernel sheaf determines a lot; for instance because it is supported only on the
discriminant divisor of Q/X. However, the main result of this paper is that, in the case where X is a
projective space and some mild numerical conditions discussed below are satisfied, the cokernel sheaf
determines the quadric bundle up to a natural equivalence relation, which we call hyperbolic equivalence,
and which itself preserves the most important geometric properties of quadric bundles.

Hyperbolic equivalence is generated by operations of hyperbolic reduction and hyperbolic extension. The
simplest instance of a hyperbolic reduction (over the trivial base) is the operation that takes a quadric
Q C P and a smooth point p € Q and associates to it the fundamental locus of the linear projection
Bl,(Q) — P"~!, which is a quadric Q— C P"~2 C P"~! of dimension dim(Q) — 2. From the above
geometric perspective it is clear that the hyperbolic reduction procedure is invertible: the inverse operation,
which we call a hyperbolic extension, takes a quadric Q C P” and a hyperplane embedding P” < P”+!
and associates to it the quadric Q4 C P” 2 obtained by blowing up Q C P”*! and then contracting the
strict transform of P” C P +1,

The operations of hyperbolic reduction and extension can be defined in relative setting, ie for quadric
bundles Q C Py () — X over any base X, and, moreover, can be lifted to operations on quadratic
forms. For the reduction a smooth point is replaced by a section X — Q that does not pass through
singular points of fibers, or more generally, by a regular isotropic subbundle & C €, and for the extension
a hyperplane embedding is replaced by an embedding & < &’ of vector bundles of arbitrary corank. We
define these operations for quadratic forms and quadric bundles in Sections 2.1 and 2.2 and say that
quadratic forms (€1, ¢g1) and (€5, ¢) or quadric bundles Q1 and Q, over X are hyperbolic equivalent if
they can be connected by a chain of hyperbolic reductions and extensions.

While the construction of hyperbolic reduction is quite straightforward in the general case, this is far from
true for hyperbolic extension. In fact, when we start with an extension 0 — & — & — § — 0 of vector
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bundles, where the bundle G has rank greater than one, this operation does not have a simple geometric
description (as in the rank-one case); moreover, the set HE(E, ¢, ¢) of all hyperbolic extensions of (&, ¢)
with respect to an extension class & € Ext! (G, €) is empty unless a certain obstruction class

q(e,e) € Extz(/\2 G.LY)

vanishes, and when the obstruction is zero, HE(E, ¢, ¢) is a principal homogeneous space under the natural
action of the group Ext! (/\2 g, LV). This can be seen even in the simplest case where the extension is
split, ie & = & @& G —in this case the obstruction vanishes and the corresponding hyperbolic extensions
have the form &4 = & @ G4, where G is an arbitrary extension of G by £Y ® GV with the class in the
subspace Ext! (/\2 g, ilv) C Ext! (S, LY ®GY). For a discussion of a slightly more complicated situation,
see Remark 2.10. In general the situation is similar but even more complicated. The construction of
hyperbolic extension explained in Section 2.2 (see Theorem 2.9) is the first main result of this paper.

As we mentioned above, hyperbolic equivalence does not change the basic invariants of a quadratic form.
In Section 2.3 we prove the following result (for the definition of the Clifford algebra Cliffy (€, g) we
refer to our earlier paper [11]).

Proposition 1.1 Let (€, g) and (&', q’) be hyperbolic equivalent generically nondegenerate quadratic
forms over X, and let Q — X and Q' — X be the corresponding hyperbolic equivalent quadric bundles,
where X is a scheme over a field k of characteristic not equal to 2. Then:

(0) One has dim(Q/X) =dim(Q’/X) mod 2.

(1) The cokernel sheaves C(Q) = C(gq) and C(Q’) = C(q’) are isomorphic up to twist by a line bundle

on X, and their isomorphism is compatible with the shifted quadratic forms (1-3).

(2) The discriminant divisors Discg,y C X and Discg/,x C X of Q and Q' coincide.

(3) The even parts of Clifford algebras Cliffy (&, ¢) and Cliffo(€’, ¢’) on X are Morita equivalent.

(4) Ifdim(Q/X) = dim(Q’/X), then [Q] = [Q’] in the Grothendieck ring of varieties Ko(Var/k).

(5) If the base scheme X is integral, the classes of general fibers gk (x) and ql’(( X) in the Witt group

of quadratic forms over the field of rational functions K(X) on X are equal. If, moreover,
dim(Q/X) = dim(Q’'/X), then Qg (x) = Qi{(X)’ and Q is birational to Q" over X .

In the rest of the paper we explore whether the converse of Proposition 1.1(1) is true. More precisely, we
discuss the following:

Question 1.2 Does the cokernel sheaf endowed with its shifted quadratic form (1-3) determine the
hyperbolic equivalence class of quadratic forms?

At this point it makes sense to explain the relation of hyperbolic equivalence to Witt groups. Recall that
the Witt group W (K) of a field K is defined as the quotient of the monoid of isomorphism classes of
nondegenerate quadratic forms (V, g), where V is a K—vector space and ¢ € Sym? V'V is a nondegenerate
quadratic form, by the class of the hyperbolic plane (K ®2, (‘1) (1))) Similarly, the Witt group W (X) of a
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1290 Alexander Kuznetsov

scheme X is defined as the quotient of the monoid of isomorphism classes of unimodular, ie everywhere
nondegenerate quadratic forms (€, ¢), where & is a vector bundle on X and ¢ € Hom(Oy, Sym? &)
is everywhere nondegenerate, by the classes of metabolic forms (F & FV, ({ ql/ )); see Knebusch [10].
As explained in the survey by Balmer [4], modifying the standard duality operation on the category of
vector bundles on X one can define the Witt group W (X, £) that classifies classes of line bundle valued
nondegenerate quadratic forms ¢: Sym? & — £V. Moreover, a trick described in Bayer-Fluckiger and
Fainsilber [5] allows one to define the Witt group W, (X, £) of nonunimodular quadratic forms (ie forms
that are allowed to be degenerate) as the usual Witt group of the category of morphisms of vector bundle.

Thus, quadratic forms (1-1) define elements of Wy, (X, £).

It is well known that hyperbolic reduction (as defined above) does not change the class of a quadratic
form (€, ¢) in the Witt group W, (X, £); see eg [4, Section 1.1.5], where it is called sublagrangian
reduction. On the other hand, Witt equivalence may change the cokernel sheaf of a quadratic form, eg for
any morphism ¢: €1 — &, of vector bundles the class of the quadratic form

0 ¢
(er0ex (0 1))

in the Witt group W, (X, Oy) is zero, but the corresponding cokernel sheaf € = Coker(¢) @ Coker(p")
is nontrivial unless ¢ is an isomorphism. Therefore, Question 1.2 does not reduce to a question about
Witt groups.

To answer Question 1.2 (in the case X = P") we define the following two basic hyperbolic equivalence

invariants of quadratic forms that take values in the nonunimodular Witt group Wy, (k) of the base field k.
Here and everywhere below we assume that the characteristic of k is not equal to 2.

To define the first invariant, assume X is a k—scheme with a k—point x € X (k). We fix a trivialization
of £, and define

(1-4) wx(€,q) :=[(Ex, gx)] € Wiu(k)

to be the class of the quadratic form ¢, obtained as the composition Sym? &, - LY =~ k, where the
second arrow is given by the trivialization of L. (We could also define w (&, g) to be the class of the
quotient of (€, gx) by the kernel; then it would take values in W (k).) The class wy (€, ¢) depends on the
choice of trivialization, but this is not a problem for our purposes. If the scheme X has no k—points, we
could take x to be a k'—point for any field extension k’/k and define wy (€, g) € Wy (k') in the same way.

For the second invariant, assume X is smooth, connected and proper k—scheme, n = dim(X) is even,
and £ ® wy = M? for a line bundle M on X, where wy is the canonical line bundle of X. Then we
define the bilinear form

(1-5) H"2(X,e@M)® H"?(X, e M) 4> H"(X, LY @ M@ M) =~ H" (X, wy) = k

on the cohomology group H"/2(X, & ® M), which we denote by H"/2(¢q) or H"/2(Q). This form,
of course, depends on the choice of the line bundle M (if Pic(X') has 2—torsion, there may be several
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choices), but we suppress this in the notation. The bilinear form H"/2(q) is symmetric if %n is even (and
skew-symmetric otherwise) and possibly degenerate. Anyway, if # is divisible by 4, we denote its class in
the nonunimodular Witt group by

(1-6) hw(&, ) :=[H" (X, & @ M), H"?(q)] € Wu(K).

(Again, we could define hw(&, ¢) to be the class of the quotient of H"/2(q) by its kernel; then it would
take values in W (k).) As before, the class hw(&, ¢) depends on the choice of isomorphism £ ® wy = M?,
but this is still not a problem.

Note that when k is algebraically closed, W (k) = Z /2 and so, if the corresponding forms are nondegenerate,
the invariants wy (€, ¢) and hw(€&, ¢g) take values in Z /2, and do not depend on extra choices. In this case
wx (&, q) is just the parity of the rank of &, and hw(&, ¢) is the parity of the rank of H™/2(q).

The second main result of this paper is the affirmative answer to Question 1.2 in the case X = IP”. Recall
that Pic(P"*) = Z; hence any line bundle £ has the form £ = O(—m) for some m € Z. We need to define
the following two “standard” types of unimodular quadratic forms with values in O(m):

(1-7) (E.q) = a5 Wi ®O0(Xm+i)), or
i=m mod 2
(1-8) (&,q) = &b Wi®§2"/2(%(m+n+1 +1i)) ifniseven,

i=m+n+1 mod 2
where {W} is a collection of vector spaces and ¢ is the sum of tensor products of the natural pairings
O(2m—1)) ® O(3(m +i)) — O(m),
Q"2(Im+n+1-i))@Q"2(Am+n+1+i)) L5 Q"(m+n+1) = O(m)
(the second is given by wedge product, hence it is symmetric if %n is even and skew-symmetric if
%n is odd) and of nondegenerate bilinear forms gy : W= ® W! — k which for i = 0 are symmetric in

the case (1-7) and (1-8) with %n even and skew-symmetric in the case (1-8) with %n odd.

Recall that the cokernel sheaf C(g) of a quadratic form (&, ¢) is endowed with the shifted self-duality
isomorphism ¢; see (1-3). In conditions (1) and (2) of the theorem we use the same trivialization
of ©O(—m), and the same isomorphism O(—m) ® wpr = M? for (£1,¢;) and (€7, ¢>).

Theorem 1.3 Let k be a field of characteristic not equal to 2 and let X = IP" be a projective space over k.
Let & (—m) L& €Y and &,(—m) 4z, &) be generically nondegenerate self-dual morphisms over P”.
Assume there is an isomorphism of sheaves C(q1) = C(q,) compatible with the quadratic forms ¢ and q>.
Then (€1, q1) is hyperbolic equivalent to the direct sum of (€5, q,) and one of the standard quadratic
forms (1-7) or (1-8), where W' = 0 for i # 0, and qyyo is anisotropic.
If, moreover, the following conditions hold true:

(1) ifm iseventhen wy(E1,q1) = Wx(E2,q2) € Wau(k) for some k—point x € P";

(2) ifm is odd and n is divisible by 4 then hw (€1, q1) = hw(&,, q2) € Wiu(k);

then (€1, g1) is hyperbolic equivalent to (€3, g2).
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If k is algebraically closed and x is chosen away from the support of C(g;), condition (1) in the theorem
just amounts to £; and €, having ranks of the same parity. Similarly, condition (2) amounts to the forms
hw(€&;, ¢;) having ranks of the same parity.

Adding a standard summand of type (1-7) with W = 0 for i # 0 and dim(W°) = 1 corresponds
geometrically to replacing a quadric bundle Q C Ppr(£) — P” by the quadric bundle Q — P, where
Q — Ppx (&) is the double covering branched along Q — note that this operation changes the parity of
the rank of €. The geometric meaning of adding a trivial summand of type (1-8) is not so obvious.

Remark 1.4 The condition of compatibility of an isomorphism C(g1) = C(g,) with the shifted quadratic
forms ¢ and g, may seem subtle, but in many applications it is easy to verify. For instance, if the sheaves
C(q;) are simple, ie End(C(g;)) = k, then a nondegenerate shifted quadratic form on C(g;) is unique up
to scalar, so if k is quadratically closed then any isomorphism of C(g;), after appropriate rescaling, is
compatible with the shifted quadratic forms.

To prove Theorem 1.3 we develop, in Section 3, the theory of what we call VHC morphisms (here VHC
stands for vanishing of half cohomology). These are morphisms of vector bundles &, — £y on P” such that

HP(P" (1)) =0 forl<p<|in| and all t € Z,

HP(P",&y(r)) =0 for f%n—| <p<n-1 andallteZ.
(We say then that €1 is VLC as its lower intermediate cohomology vanishes, and €y is VUC as its upper
intermediate cohomology vanishes.) The main results of this section are Theorem 3.15, in which we

prove the uniqueness (under appropriate assumptions) of VHC resolutions, and Corollary 3.18, proving
the existence of VHC resolutions for any sheaf of projective dimension one.

In Section 4 we apply this technique to the case of resolutions of symmetric sheaves; see Definition 4.1.
Any cokernel sheaf C(g) is symmetric, and conversely, if X = IP” then under a mild technical assumption
any symmetric sheaf is isomorphic to C(g) for some self-dual morphism ¢: &(—m) — £V, see [7] or
Theorem 4.8 and Remark 4.9 in Section 4.

Our main technical result here is the modification theorem (Theorem 4.17), in which we show that any
self-dual morphism over P” is hyperbolic equivalent to the sum of a self-dual VHC morphism and a
standard unimodular self-dual morphism of type (1-7) or (1-8). This implies Theorem 1.3; see Section 4.4
for the proof.

Combining Theorem 1.3 with Proposition 1.1 we obtain the following corollary, which for simplicity we
state over an algebraically closed ground field.

Corollary 1.5 Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic not equal to 2. Let Q — P"
and Q' — P" be generically smooth quadric bundles such that there is an isomorphism of the coker-
nel sheaves C(Q) = C(Q’) compatible with their shifted quadratic forms. If n is divisible by 4 and
m is odd, assume also that tk(H"/2(Q)) = tk(H"/%(Q’)) mod 2, where the quadratic forms H"/%(Q)
and H"/?(Q') are defined by (1-5). Then:

Geometry & Topology, Volume 28 (2024)



Quadric bundles and hyperbolic equivalence 1293

(1) If dim(Q/P") and dim(Q’/P") are even, then the corresponding discriminant double covers
S — P" and S’ — P" are isomorphic over P", and also the Brauer classes Bs € Br(S<;) and
B's € Br(SZ,) on the corank < 1 loci inside S and S’ are equal.

(2) If dim(Q/P") and dim(Q’/P") are odd, then the corresponding discriminant root stacks S — P”"
and S” — IP" are isomorphic over P", and also the Brauer classes B € Br(S<;) and B'g € Br(S_,)
on the corank < 1 loci inside S and S’ are equal. -

(3) If dim(Q/P") = dim(Q’/P"), then [Q] = [Q’] in the Grothendieck ring of varieties Ko (Var/k).
(4) If dim(Q/P") = dim(Q’/P"), then there is a birational isomorphism Q ~ Q' over P".

To finish the introduction it should be said that this paper was inspired by the recent paper of Bini,
Kapustka and Kapustka [6], where similar questions were discussed. In particular, assertions (1) and (4)
of Corollary 1.5 in the case n = 2 were proved there. We refer to [6] for various geometric applications
of these results.

On the other hand, we want to stress that the approach of the present paper is completely different: the
results of [6] are based on an explicit computation of the Brauer class of a quadric bundle using the
technique developed by Ingalls, Obus, Ozman and Viray in [9]. It is unclear whether these methods can
be effectively generalized to higher dimensions.

It also makes sense to mention that the technique of hyperbolic extensions and VHC resolutions developed
in this paper can be used for other questions related to quadric bundles over arbitrary schemes and vector
bundles on projective spaces.

Convention Throughout the paper we work over an arbitrary field k of characteristic not equal to 2.

Acknowledgements This paper owes its very existence to [6], so I am very grateful to its authors for
inspiration and useful discussions. I would also like to thank Alexey Ananyevskiy for a suggestion that
allowed me to improve significantly the results of Proposition 1.1(4) and Corollary 1.5(3), and the referee
for many useful comments about the first version of the paper.

This work is supported by the Russian Science Foundation grant 19-11-00164, https://rscf.ru/project/19-
11-00164/.

2 Quadric bundles and hyperbolic equivalence

Recall from the introduction the definition of a quadric bundle, of its associated quadratic form and
self-dual morphism (1-1), which we assume to be generically nondegenerate, of the cokernel sheaf (1-2)
and of its shifted self-duality (1-3). Conversely, we denote by

Q(E.q) CPx(€)

the quadric bundle associated with a quadratic form (€, ¢) or a morphism (1-1).
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2.1 Hyperbolic reduction

We start with the notion of hyperbolic reduction, which is well known; see [3; 13]. For the reader’s
convenience we remind the definition in a slightly different form.

Let (1-1) be a self-dual morphism of vector bundles on a scheme X. We will say that a vector subbundle
¢: F — & is regular isotropic if the composition

L eVt oLy
is surjective and vanishes on the subbundle I C &, ie J is contained in the subbundle
(2-1) FL:=Ker(€ > FV®@LY)CE.
If F is regular isotropic, the restriction of ¢ to ¥+ contains ¥ in the kernel, hence induces a quadratic

form on 1 /F. We summarize these observations in the following.

Lemma 2.1 Let (1-1) be a self-dual morphism of vector bundles on a scheme X . Let ¢: F — € be a

regular isotropic subbundle. Write
e_ =917

The restriction of ¢ to + induces a self-dual morphism q_: &_ ® L — &Y such that there is an
isomorphism C(q—) = C(q) of the cokernel bundles compatible with their shifted self-dualities ¢ and q—_.

Proof The result follows from the argument of [13, Lemma 2.4]. Indeed, it is explained in loc. cit. that
the cokernel sheaf C(g—) is isomorphic to the cohomology of the bicomplex (cf [13, equation (2)])

FRL # ERQL & FVv
(2-2) idl lq lid
FeL— 1 ev ¢ Fv

Its left and right columns are acyclic, while the middle one coincides with (1-1), hence C(g—) = C(g).
Furthermore, using the self-duality of ¢, we see that the dual of (2-2) twisted by £ is isomorphic to (2-2),
and moreover, this isomorphism is compatible with the isomorphism of the dual of (1-1) twisted by £
with (1-1). This means that the isomorphism of the cokernel sheaves C(g—) = C(g) is compatible with
their shifted self-dualities. d

The operation
(€.q) = (E-.q-) or Q(.q)— Q(-.q-)

defined in Lemma 2.1 is called hyperbolic reduction of a quadratic form (resp. of a quadric bundle) with
respect to the subbundle J. As explained in [13, Proposition 2.5], this operation can be interpreted geomet-
rically in terms of the linear projection of Q C Py (&) from the linear subbundle Py (F) C Q C Px (€).

The next simple lemma motivates the terminology.
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Lemma 2.2 Assume X is integral and K(X) is the field of rational functions on X. If Q/X is a
generically nondegenerate quadric bundle and Q_/ X is its hyperbolic reduction, then the quadratic forms
gx(x) and (q—)k(x) corresponding to their general fibers are equal in the Witt group W (K(X)) of K(X).

Proof Hyperbolic reduction commutes with base change, so the question reduces to the case where the
base is the spectrum of K(X'), ie to the case of hyperbolic reduction of a quadric Qg x) C P(Ex(x)) with
respect to a linear subspace Fy(x) C Ex(x). Inthis case g— is the induced quadratic form on F é( X) / Fx(x)
(the orthogonal is taken with respect to the quadratic form g). It is easy to see that the quadratic form ¢ is
isomorphic to the orthogonal sum g_— L g of g— with the hyperbolic form

_ 0 ldim(F))
70 (ldim(F) o )

hence g = ¢g— in the Witt group W (K(X)). |
The following obvious lemma shows that hyperbolic reduction is transitive.

Lemma 2.3 Let (E—,g—) be the hyperbolic reduction of (€, q) with respect to a regular isotropic
subbundle F — & and let (E-_, g——) be the hyperbolic reduction of (E_, ¢—) with respect to a regular
isotropic subbundle 3_ — €_. Then (£—-_, g—_) is a hyperbolic reduction of (&, q).

Proof Let F C 5L be the preimage of F_ C &_ under the map F+ — F+/F = £_, so that there is an
exact sequence 0 — F — F—F_ —0and an embedding F <> &. Then ¥ is regular isotropic and the
hyperbolic reduction of (&, g) with respect to Fis isomorphic to (E_—_, g—_). |

In the next subsection we will describe a construction inverse to hyperbolic reduction, and in the rest of
this subsection we introduce the input data for that construction.

Assume F C € is a regular isotropic subbundle with respect to a quadratic form ¢ and let (E—, g—) be the
hyperbolic reduction of (&, g) with respect to F. Consider the length 3 filtration

(2-3) 0T s TFres e

Its associated graded is gr*(§) = Fd E_ d (FY ® LY). In particular, we have two exact sequences
(2-4) 0>F>FLt>e_—0,

(2-5) 0> —&/F->TF'QLY—0.

The next lemma describes a relation between their extension classes.

Lemma 2.4 Let ¢ € Ext! (FY ® LV, &_) be the extension class of (2-5). Then the extension class of
(2-4) is equal to g— (&), the Yoneda product of & with the map q—: E— — EY ® LY, so that

g_(e) e Ext! (F¥ @ LY, eY @ L) = Extl (E_, F).
Moreover, the Yoneda product q_(e, &) := qg_(g) o € Ext>(FV ® £V, F) vanishes.
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Proof Tensoring diagram (2-2) by £V and taking quotients by F we obtain a morphism of exact sequences

0 & &/F FVRLY ——0
| /| |
0——&YQRLY — (EVRLY)/F—TFVRLY ——0

This is a pushout diagram and the extension class of the top row is €, hence the extension class of the
bottom row is g—(¢). It remains to note that the bottom row is the twisted dual of (2-4).

Since the sequences (2-4) and (2-5) come from a length 3 filtration of &, the Yoneda product of their

extension classes vanishes. O

We axiomatize the property of the class ¢ observed in Lemma 2.4 as follows; recall that for s € Z we
denote by [s] the shift by s in the derived category.

Definition 2.5 Let (1-1) be a self-dual morphism, let G be a vector bundle on X, and let ¢ € Ext!(G, &)
be an extension class. We define the classes ¢(g) € Ext' (£, G ® £Y) and ¢(e, ¢) € Ext>(G, 5V ® £V) as
the Yoneda products

ge): & LV LY 56V LVl and q(s e): G > &[1] 4 oV @ £V 2.

We say that ¢ is g—isotropic if (e, &) = 0.
Using this terminology we can reformulate Lemma 2.4 by saying that the class of (2-5) is g——isotropic.

Remark 2.6 It is easy to see that ¢(¢, &) € Ext? (/\2 G, LY) CExt*(§®G,LY) = Ext*(§, ¥ ® LV).
Indeed, the morphism ¢(g,&) = ¢ o g o ¢ is symmetric because ¢ is, hence it defines a morphism
Sym2(G[—1]) — £V, and it remains to note that Sym2(G[—1]) = A? G[-2].

2.2 Hyperbolic extension

The following definition is central for this section.

Definition 2.7 Given a self-dual morphism (1-1) and a g—isotropic extension class ¢ € Ext! (G, &) we
say that (€4, q+) is a hyperbolic extension of (&, q) with respect to ¢ if there is a regular isotropic
embedding LY ® G¥ < & such that the hyperbolic reduction of (€, ¢+) with respect to LY ® GV is
isomorphic to (€, g) and the induced extension 0 — & — €4 /(LY ® §¥) — G — 0 has class «.

We denote by HE(E, ¢, €) the set of isomorphism classes of all hyperbolic extensions of (€, q) with
respect to a g—isotropic extension class €. The main goal of this section is to show that HE(E, ¢, ¢) is
nonempty; we will moreover see that this set may be quite big.

We start, however, with a simpler case, where the set HE(E, ¢, €) consists of a single element.
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Proposition 2.8 Let (1-1) be a self-dual morphism of vector bundles. If G is a line bundle, then for any
extension class € € Ext! (G, &) there exists a unique (up to isomorphism) hyperbolic extension of (&, q)
with respect to e.

Proof We start by proving the existence of a hyperbolic extension. The construction described below is
an algebraic version of the geometric construction sketched in the introduction.

Let
(2-6) 0>&8—-&8 >G>0

be an extension of class & and consider its symmetric square 0 — Sym? & — Sym? & — & ® § — 0, its
tensor product with GV, and its pushout along the map Sym? € ® ¥ 4> £V ® GV,

0——Sym?E®SGY —— Sym?* &'®g5Y —— & ——0

(2-7) a] ¢
€4

0—— LVRG§Y E‘Z" 0

defining a vector bundle €4+ and a morphism ¢. We will show that € comes with a natural quadratic
form ¢4 such that the embedding £ ® §¥ < € in the bottom row of (2-7) is regular isotropic and
the corresponding hyperbolic reduction is isomorphic to (&, ¢). For this we consider a component of the
symmetric square of ¢:

(2-8) Sym?(¢): Sym* &’ ® (GV)®? — Sym? & .

We will show that its cokernel is canonically isomorphic to £V, and we will take the cokernel mor-
phism Sym? €1 — £V as the definition of the quadratic form ¢ .

Indeed, considering (2-6) as a length 2 filtration on & and taking its fourth symmetric power we obtain a
length 5 filtration on Sym* &’ ® (GV)®? with factors

(2-9) Sym*£® (5¥)%2, Ssym*E®GY, Sym’E, &€®G, G2

Similarly, the combination of the bottom row of (2-7) with (2-6) provides €4 with a length 3 filtration,
which induces a length 5 filtration on Sym? & ;. with factors

(2-10) (LV)®2®(GV)%%, eLV®SY, LVeSym?’e &G, G%2

It is easy to check that the morphism (2-8) is compatible with the filtrations, induces isomorphisms of the
last two factors, epimorphisms on the first two factors, and the morphism

Sym? & @i, oV @® Sym? &

on the middle factors. Therefore, the cokernel of (2-8) is canonically isomorphic to Coker(g,id) == £V.
This induces a canonical morphism ¢ : Sym? & — £V, which vanishes on the first two factors of (2-10)
and restricts to the morphism (—id, ¢) on the middle factor.
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Since the morphism ¢ vanishes on the first factor (£Y)®2 ® (GV)®? = (§V ® L£LY)®? of (2-10), the
subbundle G§¥ ® LY < & is g4—isotropic. Similarly, since the morphism ¢ vanishes on the second
factor of (2-10) and nowhere vanishes on the summand £Y == (G§¥ ® £Y) ® G of the third factor, the
subbundle §¥ ® LY < & is regular isotropic, the underlying vector bundle of the hyperbolic reduction
of (€4, ¢q+) is isomorphic to &, and the induced extension of G by € coincides with (2-6). Finally, since
the restriction of ¢4 to the summand Sym? & of the middle factor of (2-10) equals ¢, the induced quadratic
form on € is equal to ¢. Thus, (€4, ¢+) is a hyperbolic extension of (&, ¢) with respect to e.

Now we prove that the constructed hyperbolic extension is unique. For this it is enough to show that for
any hyperbolic extension (€4, g+ ) of (&, g¢) with respect to ¢ there is a diagram (2-7) such that g+ is the
cokernel of Sym?(¢).

First, consider the morphism

¢+:Sym? €L ®GY = €4, e1e2® [ > qiler, fea+q+(ea, fler—q(er,e2) f,
where e; are sections of €4 and f is a section of GV that we consider as a subbundle in €4 ® £. The
symmetric square of the exact sequence 0 — LY ® §¥Y — &4 — &’ — 0 tensored with GV takes the form
0>, ®LVR®5V®5 > Sym? €, ®GY — Sym? &’ ®GY — 0,
where the first map takes e ® f1 ® f> to ef;1 ® f>. The composition of this map with ¢4 acts as

e® f[1® [~ ¢+(e/1® o) = q+(e. 2) i +q+(f1, f2)e —q+(e. 1) fa
The second summand is zero because £L¥ ® G¥ C &4 is isotropic and the first summand cancels with the
last because the rank of G is 1, hence f; and f; are proportional. Therefore, the map ¢ factors through a
map ¢: Sym? & ® GV — €. Moreover, it is easy to see that this map fits into the diagram (2-7). Finally,
it is straightforward (but tedious) to check that the composition

2
Sym4 &'®(5Y)®? Sym™(@) Sym2 [ £ N

vanishes, and since ¢+ is a hyperbolic extension of ¢, it vanishes on the first two factors of (2-10) and
induces the morphism £Y @ Sym? & — £V of the third factor, which is equal to ¢ on Sym? &, hence
equal to (—id, ¢) on this third factor, and thus coincides with the canonical cokernel of Sym?(¢). |

Note that the general case (where the rank of G is greater than 1) does not immediately reduce to a rank 1
case, because a general vector bundle does not admit a filtration by line bundles. Besides, even if such a
filtration exists, it is hard to trace what happens with the obstructions and to see how the nontrivial space
of extensions shows up. So, in the proof of the theorem below, we use the projective bundle trick.

Theorem 2.9 For any self-dual morphism (1-1) and a g—isotropic extension class ¢ € Ext! (G, &), the
set HE(E, ¢, ¢) of hyperbolic extensions of (€, q) with respect to € is nonempty and is a principal
homogeneous variety under an action of the group Ext! (/\2 S, LV).

The action of the group Ext! (/\2 g, LV) on the set HE(E, ¢, ) will be constructed in course of the proof.
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Proof Consider the projectivization 7 : Py (9) — X and the tautological line subbundle O(—1) < 7*G.
Note that the quotient bundle 7*G/O(—1) can be identified with T, (—1), where T is the relative
tangent bundle for the morphism 7. We denote by y € Ext! (T (—1), O(=1)) the extension class of the
tautological sequence

(2-11) 0—O(=1) = 7*G— Tz (-=1) = 0.

Pulling back the class 7 *e € Ext! (7*G, 7* &) along the embedding O(—1) < 7*G we obtain the extension
(2-12) 0> —>E& - 0(=1)—>0

on Py (G); we denote its extension class by & € Ext! (O(—1), 7*&).

By Proposition 2.8 there is a unique hyperbolic extension of (*€&, 7w *¢) with respect to €, which is given
by an extension of vector bundles

0> 7*LY®0(1) > &4 > & =0
and a quadratic form g, : 7*£ — Sym? E\_f_ We denote the extension class of the above sequence by
7 e Bxt' (&, 7* LY ® O(1)).
Note that by Lemma 2.4 the restriction of & to 7*& C &’ is 7*¢(%); in particular, & has a length 3

filtration with
grf(€4) =@ LY @0() @n*e @ O0(-1),

and the extension classes linking its factors are (77 *¢)(€) and &, respectively.

It would be natural at this point to consider a hyperbolic extension of (g+, gd+) by Tr(—1) (note that
the rank of T (—1) is less than G) and then show that the result descends to a self-dual morphism on X.
However, it turns out to be more convenient to use a simpler construction by “adding” the (twisted) dual
bundle 7* LY ® Q (1) to the kernel space of § and then applying another version of descent.

Consider the product of extension classes (recall that y is the extension class of (2-11))
& LY 0[] L 1LY @ Qp (D)2,
where Q,; = T/ is the relative sheaf of Kihler differentials. We claim that y o’ = 0. Indeed, using (2-12)
and taking into account isomorphisms R« (22;(1)) =0 and R, (Q,(2)) = /N GV, we obtain
Ext? (€', 1%LV ® Qz (1)) = Ext? (O(—1), 7* LY ® Q (1)) 2 Ext? (N’ G, LY),

for all p € Z, and note that under this isomorphism the product y o0&’ € Ext2(&’, 7*£Y ® Q. (1)) coincides
with the obstruction class ¢(¢, ¢) € Ext? (/\2 g, LV), and hence vanishes as ¢ is assumed to be g—isotropic.

Consider the tensor product of the dual sequence of (2-11) with 7*£V:
0->7"LYRQ,(1) > a*LY@n*GY - x*LY ®0(1) — 0,
its extension class is also y. The vanishing of the product y o £’ implies that the class £’ lifts to a class in

Ext' (&, 7*£Y ® n*GY), or, equivalently, that the class y € Ext'(z*£Y @ O(1), 7* LY ® Q2 (1)) lifts
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to a class in Ext! (€4, 7*£Y ® Q(1)). Moreover, Hom(7*£Y ® O(1), 7*£LY ® (1)) = 0, hence we
have an exact sequence
0 — Ext' (&, 7% LY ® (1)) > Ext' (€4, 7" LY @ Q. (1)) — Ext! (x* LY @ O(1), 7% LY ® Q2 (1)),
which shows that such a lift of y is unique up to the natural free action of the group

Ext! (&, 7*£Y ® (1)) = Ext! (O(=1), 7% LY ® Q- (1)) = Ext' (\* G, LV).
In other words, the set of such lifts is a principal homogeneous space under an action of Ext! (/\2 g, LV).
The lifted classes define a vector bundle §+ that fits into two exact sequences
2-13)  0->7LY®Q (1) > >EL—>0 and 0—>7*LY®7*GY - &4 — & —0.
We consider the quadratic form on §+ defined by the composition

J+:m*L [EN Sym2 €Y <> Sym? Y,

where the latter embedding is induced by the surjection g + > §+ from (2-13). By construction E_,. has
a length 4 filtration with

e (€4) = (T LY ® Qx (1) & (7" LY ® 0(1)) & 7*E & O(—1),

and the extension classes linking its adjacent factors are y, (7*¢)(¢) and g, respectively. Furthermore,
the subbundle 7*£Y ® Q. (1) C €4 is contained in the kernel of the quadratic form §. Now we explain
how to descend the quadratic form (§+, d+) over Px (9) to a quadratic form (€4, g+) over X.

Consider the subbundle Ker(§+ — 0(-1)) C §+ generated by the first three factors of the filtration.
Since the first two factors are linked by the class y of the twisted dual of (2-11), this bundle is an extension
of 7*& by n*(£LY ® GY). Since the functor 7* is fully faithful on the derived category of coherent
sheaves, its extension class is a pullback, hence there exists a vector bundle £” on X and exact sequences
(2-14) 0> 7 LY na*gY > 7*8" > %€ -0,

(2-15) 0—>7*€" - &L — 0(—1) > 0.

Since Ext! (O(—1), 7*&") = Ext!(G, &), there is an extension 0 — &’ — &4 — G — 0 on X and a
pullback diagram

0— w*e” ey O(=1) —— 0
(2-16) ‘ l l
0 —— 7%’ —— 7*&4 *G 0

where the right vertical arrow is the tautological embedding. The embedding of bundles §+ —7*E4 in

the middle column is identical on the subbundle 7*&”; hence, the induced morphism
p:Pp(g)(E4) = Px(E4)
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is the blowup with center Py (") C Py (E4), ie we have IP’PX(S)(§+) >~ Blp, (e7)(Px(€4)). Note
that Py (€”) C Px (€4 ) is a locally complete intersection, hence

Rp«Op, o @4 = ROxOBip o, Px(e4) = Oy ()
and therefore the derived pullback functor p* is fully faithful.

Let 74 : Py (€4) — X and 74 : Pp, (9)(§+) — X be the projections, so that 74 = 74 o p, and we have
a commutative diagram

Pp gy (E+)
0
Px(S) ot Px(€4)
\ /
X

Furthermore, let H and ﬁ+ be the relative hyperplane classes of Py (€+) and Pp, (g) (§+), respectively,
so that p*O(H4) =~ (‘)(fbr). Note that the quadratic form g+ can be represented by a section of the line
bundle 7} £V ® O(2Hy) on Pp, (9)(§+). Using full faithfulness of p* we compute

Hom(7% £, 0(2H4)) = Hom(p* 7% £, p*O(2Hy)) = Hom(n £, O(2Hy)).

Thus, g+ is (in a unique way) the pullback of a section g+ of the line bundle 75 LY ® O(2H4) on Py (€ 4),
ie g+ = p*(g+). Furthermore, ¢+ induces a morphism

g+ : L — Sym? ey
on X. It remains to show that (&, ¢) is a hyperbolic reduction of (€4, g+).
First, note that a combination of (2-14) and the second row of (2-16) shows that £ has a filtration
0>LY®G¥ &8y
with factors LY ® GV, & and G, respectively. In particular, there is an exact sequence
0-E—E4/(LYRG)—G—0,

and the diagram (2-16) implies that the sequence (2-12) is its pullback. Using the natural isomor-
phism Ext! (O(—1), 7*&) = Ext! (G, &) and the definition of (2-12) we conclude that the extension class
of the above sequence is €. So we only need to show that the subbundle LY ® §Y < & is regular
isotropic and that the induced quadratic form on € coincides with g.

The first follows immediately from the fact that 7*£Y ® Q (1) C §+ is contained in the kernel of the
quadratic form g4 (as was mentioned above) and that the subbundle 7*£Y ® O(1) C E+ is isotropic for
the quadratic form g (because (§+, g+) is a hyperbolic extension). Moreover, by the same reason the
induced quadratic form on 7 *€& coincides with 7 *¢.
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To finish the proof of the theorem we must check that any hyperbolic extension of (€, g) comes from the
above construction. So, assume that (€4, ¢4+ ) is a hyperbolic extension of (€, g) with respect to ¢. Define
the bundle §+ from the diagram (2-16), consider the blowup morphism p as above, and the pullback
g+ = p*(q+) of the quadratic form ¢ . It defines a quadratic form on §+ over Py (9). It is easy to see
that 7* LY ® Q, (1) is contained in the kernel of ¢4 and that the quotient (§+, g+ ), where §+ is defined
by the first sequence in (2-13), is a hyperbolic extension of 7 *& with respect to (2-12). Therefore, by the
uniqueness result in Proposition 2.8, this quadratic form coincides with the one constructed in the proof
and the rest of the construction shows that (€4, g+) coincides with one of the hyperbolic extensions of
the theorem. |

The nontriviality of the construction of hyperbolic extension is demonstrated by the following.

Remark 2.10 If ¢(¢) € Ext!(G, LY ® £Y) is zero, then &y is an extension of G by (LY ® §V) @ €. The
component of its extension class in Ext' (G, €) equals ¢, and the component in Ext! (G, £Y ® GV) is in
general nontrivial; one can identify it with the Massey product p(e, g, €).

The operation of hyperbolic extension is transitive in the following sense.

Lemma 2.11 Let (€4, g+) be a hyperbolic extension of (€, ¢) with respect to a g—isotropic extension
class ¢ € Ext!(G, &), and let (£ + 1, q++) be a hyperbolic extension of (€., q+) with respect to a q—
isotropic extension class 4 € Ext' (G4, &4). Then (&4, q++) is a hyperbolic extension of (£, q).

Proof By definition, the hyperbolic reduction of (€4 4.,¢++) with respect to LY ® §Y < €44 is
(€4, q+) and the hyperbolic reduction of (€4, g+ ) with respect to LY ® G¥ < € is (&, q). Therefore,
by Lemma 2.3 we see that (&, g) is a hyperbolic reduction of (€44, ¢++), hence by definition we
conclude that (€44, g++) is a hyperbolic extension of (&, g). a

2.3 Hyperbolic equivalence

We combine the notions of hyperbolic reduction and extension defined in the previous sections into the
notion of hyperbolic equivalence.

Definition 2.12 We say that two quadratic forms ¢;: &; ® L — €} and ¢2: €, ® L — & or two quadric
bundles Q; — X and Q, — X are hyperbolically equivalent if they can be connected by a chain of
hyperbolic reductions and hyperbolic extensions.

Since the operations of hyperbolic reduction and hyperbolic extension are mutually inverse by definition,
this is an equivalence relation. In this subsection we discuss hyperbolic invariants, ie invariants of
quadratic forms and quadric bundles with respect to hyperbolic equivalence.

Recall the invariants (1-4) and (1-6) with values in the (nonunimodular) Witt group W;,(k) defined in the
introduction. The hyperbolic invariance of (1-4) is obvious.
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Lemma 2.13 For any k—point x € X and a fixed trivialization of the fiber £, of the line bundle £, the
class Wy (€.9) =[(Ex, gx)] € Wau(K) is hyperbolic invariant. In particular, the parity of rk(€) is hyperbolic
invariant.

Proof This follows immediately from the fact that if (€, g—) is the hyperbolic reduction of (&, ¢) with
respect to a regular isotropic subbundle J, then (_ ,¢— x) is the sublagrangian reduction of (€. gx)
with respect to the subspace F C Ex; see [4, Section 1.1.5].

Applying the rank parity homomorphism W, (k) — Z/2 we deduce the invariance of the parity of k(&)
from that of wy (&, ¢); alternatively, this invariance can be seen directly from the construction. a

The hyperbolic invariance of (1-6) requires a bit more work.

Lemma 2.14 If X is smooth and proper, £ ® wy is a square in Pic(X), and n = dim(X) is divisible
by 4, then the class hw(E, q) € Wy (k) is hyperbolic invariant. In particular, the parity of the rank of the
form H"/2(¢) defined by (1-5) is hyperbolic invariant.

Proof Let M be a square root of £ ® wy. By Serre duality we have
HY2 (X, e@M)¥ = HY2(X, &Y @MY Qwy) =~ H"?(X, &V @ LY @ M).
Therefore, the pairing (1-5) can be rewritten as the composition of the morphism
(2-17) H"2(X, e M) 1> HY?2 (X, @ LY @ M)
and the Serre duality pairing.

Now assume that F < £ is a regular isotropic subbundle and (€_, g—) is the hyperbolic reduction. It is
enough to check that hw(€,q) = hw(€_, g—). Note that E_ ® M and €Y ® LY ® M by definition are
the cohomology bundles (in the middle terms) of the complexes

2-18) {(FIM—=ERM—>TF ' @LY@M} and {FIM—=EVRLYQIM — TR LY @ M}
and the morphism ¢—: E_ @ M — &Y ® LY ® M is induced by the morphism of complexes
FOM—EQRM——FVRLVOM

N

FOM —EVRLY QM —FVRLVOM

Therefore, the morphism of cohomology H™/2(X,&_ @ M) L> H"/2(X,&Y ® LY ® M) is computed
by the morphism of the spectral sequences whose first pages look like

EP'(E_@M) =1 H? (X, M) — HY? (X,e@M) -3 H"? (X.7V®LY M)
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(dotted arrows show the directions of the only higher differentials d5), and

ET*(EY®LY @M)

=4 H? (X.F®M)—— H"? (X,&¥®LY@M) —3 H"? (X.7¥®LY M)

Moreover, the morphism of spectral sequences is equal to the identity on the first and last columns, and is
induced by ¢ on the middle column. On the other hand, by Serre duality

H(X,FM)V =H" (X, VMY Quy) = H" (X, @ LY 9 M),
hence the morphism of spectral sequences is self-dual.

It follows that (H"/2(X,&_ ® M), H"/2(¢_)) is obtained from (H"/%(X,& ® M), H"/2(¢q)) by a
composition of the hyperbolic reduction with respect to the regular isotropic subspace

Im(E; "2 (- @ M) — EP™2(E- @ M) = Im(H"2(X, 5 @ M) - H"*(X, € @ M)
followed by a hyperbolic extension with respect to the space
E}"?7 (e @ M) = Coker(E; ™2 (6 @ M) 2> E}"7 (e @ M)).
Therefore, we have the required equality hw(E_, g—) = hw(E, ¢) in the Witt group W, (k).
Applying the rank parity homomorphism Wy, (k) — Z/2 we deduce the invariance of the parity of the
rank of H"/2(g) from that of hw(€, g). |

Other hyperbolic invariants of quadric bundles have been listed in Proposition 1.1. We are ready now to
prove this proposition.

Proof of Proposition 1.1 Since assertion (0) is clear from the definition (or follows from Lemma 2.13), it
is enough to prove assertions (1)—(5) of the proposition. Moreover, in most cases it is enough to prove the
assertions for a single hyperbolic reduction. So assume that (1-1) is a self-dual morphism and (€_—, ¢—) is
its hyperbolic reduction with respect to a regular isotropic subbundle F < €.

By Lemma 2.1 we have C(q) = C(g—), an isomorphism compatible with the shifted quadratic forms; this
proves assertion (1). Furthermore, the equality of the discriminant divisors

D = supp(€(Q)) = supp(€(Q")) = D’
follows as well, and proves (2). Similarly, (5) follows from Lemma 2.2 and Witt’s cancellation theorem.

Now we prove (3). We refer to [11] for generalities about sheaves of Clifford algebras and modules. Here
we just recall that for a vector bundle & with a quadratic form ¢: £ — Sym? & we write

Cliffg(&,q) =0 @ (N e® L) (N e L®) e,
Cliff; (&, ) =@ (N Ee@L)® (N ERL®Y) -,
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and set Cliff; 45 (&, q) = LY ® Cliff; (€, ¢). The Clifford multiplication (see [12, Section 3])
Cliff; (€, ¢) ® Cliff; (€, q) — Cliff; 1 ; (€, q),

induced by ¢ and the wedge product on /\" €, provides Cliffy (€, ¢) with the structure of an O x—algebra
(called the sheaf of even parts of Clifford algebras), and each Cliff; (€, g) with the structure of Cliffy (&, g)-
bimodule. In the case where the line bundle £ is trivial, the sum

Cliff (€, q) = Clifty (€, q) & Cliff (&, q)
also acquires a structure of O y—algebra (called the total Clifford algebra), which is naturally 7 /2—graded.

Now consider the subbundle 5+ C & defined by (2-1). It comes with the quadratic form g4., the
restriction of the form ¢, so that the subbundle ¥ C F is contained in the kernel of g+ and the induced
quadratic form on the quotient ¥+ /F = &_ coincides with ¢_. Thus, the maps F+ < € and F+ — &_
are morphisms of quadratic spaces. Therefore, they are compatible with the Clifford multiplications and
induce Oy —algebra morphisms of sheaves of even parts of Clifford algebras

Cliffy(F1, gg1) <> Cliffg(E,q) and  Cliffo(FL, ggr) — Cliffo(E_,q-).
The kernel of the second morphism is the two-sided ideal
R := Im(F @ Cliff_ (FL, g1 ) — Cliffo(F*, g51)),

where the arrow is the natural morphism induced by the embedding F < F1 — Cliff; (F+, gs1) and
the Clifford multiplication.

Now we write kK = rk(F) and consider the right ideal in Cliffy(&, ¢) defined as
P := Im(N F @ Cliff_ (&, ¢) — Cliffo (€, 9)).

Since F1 is orthogonal to F with respect to ¢, the subalgebra Cliffy (F, gs1) C Cliffy (&, g) anticommutes
with /\k F C Cliffy (€, q), hence P is invariant under the left action of Cliffy(F, gs.1) on Clifty (€, q).
Furthermore, since J is isotropic, the Clifford multiplication vanishes on F ® /\k F, hence the ideal R
annihilates P. Therefore, P has the structure of a left module over the algebra

Cliffo(FL, g51)/R = Cliffo(E_, q).

This structure obviously commutes with the right Cliffy (€, ¢)-module structure, hence P is naturally
a (Cliffg(E—, ¢g—), Cliffy (€, ¢))-bimodule. We show below that P defines the required Morita equivalence.

The question now is local over X, so we may assume that £ = Oy and there is an orthogonal direct sum
decomposition

(2_19) 8 :8—@80’ CIZQ—J—(]O,

where £y = F @ FY and the quadratic form g is given by the natural pairing F ® ¥ — Oy . Furthermore,
as £ = Oy, we can consider the total Z /2—graded Clifford algebras.
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On the one hand, the orthogonal direct sum decomposition (2-19) implies the natural isomorphism
Cliff(€, ¢) = Cliff(é—, g—) ® Cliff(Eo. ¢o)

(where the right-hand side is the tensor product in the category of Z /2-graded algebras), compatible with
the gradings. On the other hand, since F C € is Lagrangian, the algebra

Cliff(€9, g0) = End(/\" F)

is Morita trivial, and its Z/2—grading is induced by the natural Z/2—grading of /\" F. It follows that
the (Cliff(E_, g—), Cliff(E, ¢))-bimodule

P =Cliff(E_,q_) @ N F

defines a Morita equivalence of Cliff(E_, g—) and Cliff(&, ¢), compatible with the grading. Therefore,
the even part of P,

Po = (Cliffo(E—, g—) ® N F) @ (Cliff; (£, g-) @ N F),

defines a Morita equivalence between the even Clifford algebras Cliffy(E—, g—) and Cliffy(E, ¢). Finally,
a simple computation shows that the globally defined bimodule P is locally isomorphic to the bimodule {]30’
hence it defines a global Morita equivalence.

In conclusion we prove (4). To show that [Q] = [Q’] we will first show that for any point x € X there is a
Zariski neighborhood x € U C X such that Qy = Q}, (where Qy = Q xx U and Q}, = Q' xx U),
hence a fortiori [Q /] = [Q7]. and after that we will use this local equality to deduce the global one.

Since we are going to work locally, we may assume that the line bundle £ is trivial and the base is
affine. Then two things happen with hyperbolic extension: first, any extension class ¢ € Ext! (G, &)
vanishes (in particular, any such class is g—isotropic), and second, the group Ext! (/\2 g, 8) vanishes as
well, so that the result of hyperbolic extension becomes unambiguous. Moreover, it is clear that this
result becomes isomorphic to £+ = & @& (5@ GV), the orthogonal direct sum of € and § & GV, with
the quadratic form on § @ G induced by duality. Similarly, hyperbolic reduction reduces to splitting
off an orthogonal summand F @ FV. Thus, locally, hyperbolic equivalence turns into Witt equivalence
(in the nonunimodular Witt ring of the base scheme). Therefore, a hyperbolic equivalence between Q
and Q’ locally can be realized by a single quadric bundle Q such that both Q and Q' are obtained from Q
by hyperbolic reduction. In other words, we may assume that the quadrics Q and Q’ correspond to
quadratic forms obtained from a single quadratic form (E, q) by isotropic reduction with respect to regular
isotropic subbundles F C € and F’ C € of the same rank. Below we prove isomorphism of Q and Q' in a
neighborhood of x by induction on the rank of & and F'.

First assume that the rank of ¥ and ¥’ is 1 and §(F, F’) # 0 at x (hence also in a neighborhood of x).
Since F and F are isotropic, the restriction of ¢ to F @ F’ is nondegenerate, hence there is an orthogonal

direct sum decomposition
E=Ep(TFaT).
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Then obviously 1 = & @ F, hence the hyperbolic reduction of (E, q) with respect to F is isomorphic
to (€, qlz). Similarly, the hyperbolic reduction of (g, §) with respect to ” is isomorphic to (&, qlz) as
well. In particular, the two hyperbolic reductions are isomorphic.

On the other hand, assume that the rank of ¥ and F is 1 and ¢(F,J’) vanishes at x. Then we find
(locally) yet another regular isotropic subbundle ¥ C € such that §(F, ") # 0 and §(F, F") # 0 at x.
Let v, v’ € & be the points corresponding to F and F. Let v” € & be a point such that §x (v, v”) # 0
and g (v',v”) # 0. The existence of a regular subbundle F implies rationality of Q over X, hence
(maybe over a smaller neighborhood of x) there exists a regular isotropic subbundle F” corresponding
to the point v”. Now, when we have such F”, we apply the previous argument and conclude that the
hyperbolic reduction of (g, q) with respect to F” is isomorphic to the hyperbolic reductions with respect
to F and F'; hence the latter two reductions are mutually isomorphic.

Now assume the rank of F and F” is bigger than 1. Shrinking the neighborhood of x if necessary, we may
split F = F, @ F, and 7' = F| @ F7,, where the rank of F; and F] is 1. The above argument shows that
the isotropic reductions of (g, ¢) with respect to J; and J are isomorphic. Hence Q and Q' correspond
to hyperbolic reductions of the same quadratic form with respect to regular isotropic subbundles F,
and J7, which have smaller rank than J and J”, and therefore by induction Q and Q" are isomorphic.
Finally, we deduce the global result from the local results obtained above. Indeed, the argument above
and quasicompactness of X imply that X has a finite open covering {U;} such that over each U; we have
an isomorphism Q. = /U, , hence an equality [Qy.] = [Q’Ul] in the Grothendieck ring of varieties. For
any finite set I of indices set Uy = N;e7U;. Then inclusion—exclusion gives
[01= Y (D""Qy,] and [Q1= Y (-D'"'Qy,].
|I1=1 [I]=1

and since by base change we have isomorphisms Qp, = Q’UI, hence equalities [Qy, ] = [Q’UI] for each 1
with || > 1, the equality [Q] = [Q’] follows. O

Remark 2.15 The same technique proves the more general formula
(2-20) [0] = [QLY + [X][P7] (1 + L™=+

for any hyperbolic equivalent quadric bundles Q/X and Q'/ X, where n = dim(Q/X) and we assume
that it is greater or equal than dim(Q’/X’), which we write in the form dim(Q’/X) = n — 2d. Indeed,
first (2-20) can be proved over a small neighborhood of any point of X'; for this the same argument
reduces everything to the case where Q' is a hyperbolic reduction of Q, in which case the formula is
proved in [13, Corollary 2.7]. After that the inclusion—exclusion trick proves (2-20) in general.

3 VHC resolutions on projective spaces

From now on we consider the case X = IP”. This section serves as preparation for the next one. Here we
introduce a class of locally free resolutions (which we call VHC resolutions), which plays the main role
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in Section 4, and we show that on P” any sheaf of projective dimension 1 has a (essentially unique) VHC
resolution; see Corollary 3.18 for existence and Theorem 3.15 for uniqueness.

3.1 Complexes of split bundles

For each coherent sheaf 3 on P = P (V') (and more generally, for any object of the bounded derived
category D (IP") of coherent sheaves) and each integer p, we write

(3-1) HY(T):= @ HP(P".5().

t=—00

This is a graded module over the homogeneous coordinate ring
(3-2) S=H(Opr) =Sym* (V) =k@ V'V @dSym*VV@---.

For a sheaf 3 we will often consider the S—module of intermediate cohomology
n—1 » n—1 00
O HI @) =®( & H®".50)
p=1 p=1"1==0

as a bigraded S—module; with index p corresponding to the homological and index ¢ corresponding to
the internal grading. We will use the notation [p] and (¢) for the corresponding shifts of grading.

Recall the following well-known result.
Lemma 3.1 Let J be a coherent sheaf, so that the S—module H?(F) is finitely generated. For any

epimorphism @ S(t;) — HQ(F) of graded S—-modules there is an epimorphism @ O(t;) — F such that
the induced morphism @ S(t;) = H? (@ O(zi)) — H2(7F) coincides with the original epimorphism.

Proof Any morphism of graded S—modules S(t) — HQ(F) is given by an element in the graded
component H°(P", F(—t)) = Hom(O(¢), F) of H2(F), hence the epimorphism @ S(;) — H2(F)
corresponds to a morphism € O(¢;) — F. The only nontrivial statement here is the surjectivity of this
morphism. To prove it let X and € denote its kernel and cokernel, so that we have an exact sequence

0->-K—->Po()—>F—C—0.

We need to show € = 0. When twisted by O(¢) with ¢ > 0 all sheaves above have no higher cohomology,
therefore there is an exact sequence

0— H(P", K(t)) - H°(P", @ O(t; +1)) - H*(P",F(1)) - H*(P", C(t)) — 0.

By assumption the middle arrow is surjective, hence H®(P”, (t)) = 0 for ¢ > 0. Therefore, C = 0. O

We will say that € is a split bundle if it is isomorphic to a direct sum of line bundles; note that by Horrocks’
theorem a vector bundle €& is split if and only if HF () =0forall 1 <p <n—1.

We will need the following simple generalization of the Horrocks’ theorem.
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Lemma 3.2 Let € be a vector bundle on P" and let 0 < ¢ <n —1. Then H? () = 0 for all p such that
1 < p=<n—4{—1ifandonlyif € has a resolution of length {

0>Ly—-—>L1—>Lyg—>E—O

by split bundles.

Proof We use induction on £. If £ = 0 the result follows from the Horrocks’ theorem. Assume £ > 0.
Choose an epimorphism £y —> € from a split bundle £ which is surjective on H? (it exists by Lemma 3.1)
and let &’ be its kernel. The cohomology exact sequence

o HITH(Lo) » HETH(E) = HE(E) — HY (Lo) > HE (&) — -
implies that H (€') = 0 for 1 < p <n—{. By the induction hypothesis &’ has a resolution of length £ — 1
0—>Ly—>-—L, =& =0

by split bundles. It follows that the complex £; — --- — L1 — Lo (where the morphism £ — L is
defined as the composition £ —» & <> L) is a resolution of & of length £ by split bundles.

The converse statement follows immediately from the hypercohomology spectral sequence applied to the
resolution since the intermediate cohomology of split bundles vanishes. a

The following obvious observation about complexes is quite useful.

Lemma 3.3 Let £, be a complex of coherent sheaves such that £L; = O(t) ® L) and L; 1 = O(1) D L;_,
for some i € Z andt € Z, and the ditferential d;: L; — L;_; of L, takes the summand O(t) of L;
isomorphically to the summand O(t) of £;_1. Then there is an isomorphism of complexes

(3-3) Lo= L@ (00) 5 00)il.

Proof By assumption the differential d; can be written in the form
L f
/ 0 d; /
o eL; —— 0@ L;_,
for some "€ Hom(£}, O(¢)) and d; € Hom(£}, £7_,). After the modification of the direct sum decom-

position of £; by the automorphism ( | { ) € End(O(¢) @ L) this differential takes the form (g 3 ). Then
the equalities d; od;+; = 0 and d;_; od; = 0 imply that

0
diy1 = (d’.

) €eHom(L;4+1,00)® L)) and d;j—;y = (0 d;_,) € Hom(O(z) ®L_1.Li_).
i+1

i—1
which implies (3-3), where L}. =L for j &{i,i —1}. a
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Now let
Le:= {Lg —)Lg_l —>---—>,C1 —>£0}

be a complex of split bundles on P”. Since split bundles have no intermediate cohomology, the first page
of the hypercohomology spectral sequence of £, has only two nontrivial rows:

H"(Lg) — H"(Lg—1) H"(Lpt1) — - — H"(Lo)
0 ~_ 0 \\\\ 0 \\\ 0
0 \\\>L 0 \\\$ 0 ...\\\’( 0
H°(Ly) H(Lg—p—1) — H°(Ly—p-2) oo — H%(Lo)

one formed by H°(PP", £;) and the other by H"(P", £;). The dashed arrows show the only nontrivial
higher differentials d,,;; — these differentials are directed n steps down and n + 1 steps to the right.

Therefore, if £ < n there are no higher differentials, and if £ = n 4 1 there is exactly one, which acts
from H'P(P", £,) to H™'(P", £,), where we define

H"P(P", L,) := Ker(H"(P", L) — H"(P", Ly_1)),
H™Y(P", £,) := Coker(H°(P", £1) — H°(P", Ly)).
We also set HyP(£,) = @, HP(P", £,(t)) and H'(L,) = @, H™'(P", L.()).

(3-4)

Lemma 3.4 If a complex £, of split bundles quasiisomorphic to an object F of the derived category
D (P") has length £ = n, then there is a canonical exact sequence

0— HX'(L.) — HX(F) — H (L) — 0.

Proof This follows immediately from the hypercohomology spectral sequence. |
The next two lemmas are crucial for the rest of the paper.
Lemma 3.5 If an acyclic complex £, of split bundles has length £ = n + 1, then the following conditions
are equivalent:

(1) HX'(L,) =0.

2) H,®(L.)=0.

(3) The canonical morphism dy, 1 : H;OP(L.) — HYY(L,) is zero.

(4) The complex £, is isomorphic to a direct sum of shifts of trivial complexes O(t) d, O(t).
Proof Since £, is acyclic, its hypercohomology spectral sequence converges to zero, hence the canonical
morphism d,,11: H (L) — H°'(L,) is an isomorphism. It follows that (1), (2), and (3) are equivalent.
Now we prove (3) = (4). So, assume (3) holds. Then for each ¢ the hypercohomology spectral sequence

of £,(—t) degenerates on the second page; in particular the bottom row of the first page is exact. Let ¢ be
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the maximal integer such that O(¢) appears as one of summands of one of the split bundles £;. Then the
bottom row of the first page of the hypercohomology spectral sequence of £,(—t) is nonzero, and takes
the form

HO(P", £.(—1)) = {K™ — K™=l — ... — kM1 5 M0},

where m; is the multiplicity of O(¢) in £;. Since this complex is exact, it is a direct sum of shifts of trivial
complexes k 9, k. Since Hom(O(z), O(¢')) = 0 for all ¢’ < ¢, it follows that £, contains the subcomplex
HO(P", L.(—1)) ® O(t); this subcomplex is isomorphic to a direct sum of shifts of trivial complexes
o) -, O(t), and each of its terms is a direct summand of the corresponding term of £,. Applying
Lemma 3.3 to one of these trivial subcomplexes we obtain the direct sum decomposition (3-3). The
condition (3) holds for £/ (because it is a direct summand of £,), hence by induction £, is the sum of
shifts of trivial complexes, and hence the same is true for £,; which means that (4) holds.

The implication (4) = (3) is evident. O

Lemma 3.6 Assume objects F and F' in D (P") are quasiisomorphic to complexes £, and L/, of split
bundles of length £. If £ < n, then any morphism ¢ : F — F' is induced by a morphism of complexes

Le—)f;g_l Ll L()
(PZJ ‘P@—lJ (PIJ/ (Pol
Lp——b—— L4

If £ = n, the same is true for a morphism ¢ : ¥ — JF if and only if the composition
(3-5) H (L) < HY@) 2295 g - HP (L)

vanishes, where the first and last morphisms are defined in Lemma 3.4. Moreover, in both cases a

morphism of complexes ¢, inducing a morphism ¢ as above is unique up to a homotopy he: Lo — L, 11

Proof Obviously, the first page of the spectral sequence
EP? = DExt! (L, Li_ ) = Ext?T4(F, F)
i
is nonzero only when —¢ < p < { and ¢g € {0, n}. Consequently, we have an exact sequence
0— E%® — Hom(F,F') - EZJ"" — 0
and (under the assumption £ < n) the last term is nonzero only if £ = n. Furthermore, we have
EO 0 EO 0
= Ker(@ Hom(£;, £7) — € Hom(£;, L;_l))/lm(@ Hom(£;, £; ;) — @ Hom(L;, L;)),
i i i i

hence a morphism ¢: F — F’ can be represented by a morphism of complexes ¢, : £, — £/, if and only
if it comes from E 350. In particular, this holds true for £ < n since in this case Eqg"" = 0.
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Now assume ¢ = n. We have Eo"" C Ext"(Lg, £),) and it is easy to see that if dp € Ext" (Lo, £},) is
the image of ¢ under the composition

Hom(F,F) > EJ"" — Ext" (Lo, L)),
then the composition
HY(Lo) > HX'(L) > HT (L) — HI(L)).

where the middle arrow is (3-5), is given by dg. Thus, if (3-5) vanishes then dp = 0, and it follows that
.. . 0,0 .. .
@ is in the image of E5} ", hence is induced by a morphism of complexes.

Conversely, if ¢ is given by a morphism of complexes ¢,, the commutative diagram
0 —— HM(L,) —— HY(F) —— H, P (L) —— 0
Hi’(wo)l Hi?(w)l H:Z(wn)l
0 —— HM(L)) —— HY(F) —— H,P(L)) —— 0
where the rows are the exact sequences of Lemma 3.4, shows that (3-5) is zero.

The uniqueness up to homotopy of ¢, in both cases follows from the above formula for E&f’. |

3.2 VHC resolutions and uniqueness

The notion of a VHC resolution is based on the following.

Definition 3.7 We will say that a vector bundle £ on P” has
¢ the vanishing lower cohomology property if
HP (&) =0 for 1<p<|in]:
¢ the vanishing upper cohomology property if
HI(@E&)=0 for [in]<p=<n-L

We will abbreviate these properties by VLC and VUC, respectively.

Example 3.8 Every split bundle is both VLC and VUC. Moreover:

 Every vector bundle on P! is both VLC and VUC since the conditions are void.
* A vector bundle on P2 is VLC if and only if it is VUC if and only if it is split.

e If1<p,g<n—1andt € Z, we have

k ifg= dt=0
(3-6) HIP" QP =4 "= PHEE=D
0 otherwise.

Thus, Q7(7) is VLC if and only if p > | 37| and itis VUC if and only if p < [3n].
Note that for even n, the bundle ©”/2(t) is neither VLC nor VUC.
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Lemma 3.9 The properties VLC and VUC are invariant under twists, direct sums, and passing to direct
summands. Moreover, a vector bundle & is VLC if and only if €V is VUC. Finally, if a bundle € is VLC
and VUC at the same time, it is split.

Proof Follows from the definition, Serre duality, and Horrock’s theorem. a
Below we give a characterization of VLC and VUC bundles in terms of resolutions by split bundles.

Lemma 3.10 A vector bundle £ on P" is VLC if and only if there is an exact sequence
0—)5[(,,_1)/” — --~—>LO — & —)0,

where £; are split bundles.

A vector bundle € on P" is VUC if and only if there is an exact sequence
0—)8—)50 _)"'_)LL(n—l)/ZJ — 0,

where L; are split bundles.

Proof First assume that € is a VLC vector bundle.

o Ifn =2k, then HY (§) =0for 1 < p <k =n—k; by Lemma 3.2 this is equivalent to the existence
of a resolution of length £ =k — 1 = |_%(n — l)J by split bundles.

o Similarly, if n = 2k + 1, then HP () =0for 1 < p <k =n—(k+ 1); by Lemma 3.2 this is equivalent
to the existence of a resolution of length { = k = |_%(n — I)J by split bundles.

The case of a VUC bundle follows from this and Lemma 3.9 by duality. O
Definition 3.11 We will say that a locally free resolution 0 — & — &y — F — 0 of a sheaf J has

the VHC (vanishing of half cohomology) property (or simply is a VHC resolution) if € is a VLC vector
bundle and €y is a VUC vector bundle; see Definition 3.7.

The cohomology of bundles constituting a VHC resolution of a sheaf J are related to the cohomology
of F as follows.

Lemma 3.12 Let0— & — &y — F — 0 be a VHC resolution on P" and assume that1 < p <n—1.
If n =2k, then

0 if1 <p<k, H? if1<p<k-—1,
Hf(eL)z{ gy h=p Hf(eu)z{ £ = p
H, () itk+1<p=<n-—1, 0 ifk<p=<n-1.
If n =2k + 1, then
0 if1 <p<k, H? ifl<p<k-—1,
Hf(eL)z{ I Hf(eu):{ £ rt=p
H, (& iftk+2<p=<n-—1, 0 ifk+1<p<n-—1,

while Hf t1ey) and H,f (Ev) fit into an exact sequence of graded S—modules
(3-7) 0—> HF(E&y) > HF () - HF (&) — 0.
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Proof Follows immediately from the long exact sequences of cohomology groups and the vanishings in
the definition of VLC and VUC bundles. |

If n = 2k + 1, we will often use sequence (3-7) to identify HX(&y) with an S—submodule of HX(¥).

Lemma 3.13 Let 0 — & — &y — F — 0 be a VHC resolution on P". Set k = L%(n — I)J. Then the
object F[k] € D (P") is quasiisomorphic to a complex of split bundles

Woky1 = Lok = —> L1 — Lo}

such that its first half {Lx 41 — -+ — L1} is a resolution of €y, and its second half {Lj — --- — Lo}
is a resolution of Ey.

Moreover, ifn =2k +1 then HF (8y) = HX'(L.), Hf“ (&) = H, (L), and the exact sequence (3-7)
coincides with the exact sequence of Lemma 3.4.

Proof By Lemma 3.10, the sheaves &1 and Ey have resolutions of length k by split bundles, which we
can write in the form

(3-8) 0—=>Logt1 = —>Lgs1—=EL—0 and 0>Ey—>Lg—--— Ly—0.

The morphism €1, — €y gives a morphism Ly — L, which allows us to concatenate the resolutions
into a single complex
{Lakt1 = Lok > -+ —> L1 = Lo}

of split bundles quasiisomorphic to Cone({r, — Ey)[k] = Flk]. If n = 2k + 1 the hypercohomology
spectral sequences of (3-8) show that Hf (Eu) = HX'(L,) and Hf“ (&L) = H, (L), and allow us to
identify the exact sequences of Lemmas 3.12 and 3.4. |

For the uniqueness result stated below we need the following technical notion.

Definition 3.14 A VHC resolution is linearly minimal if it has no trivial complex O(¢) RLN O(t) as a
direct summand. In other words, if f: &1, — Ey is not isomorphic to id @ f': O(t) & & — O(7) ® &y,

Clearly, any VHC resolution is isomorphic to the direct sum of a linearly minimal VHC resolution and
several trivial complexes O(;) d, O(t).

Theorem 3.15 Let0 — &, N Eu—>F—>0and0— & AN & — F — 0 be linearly minimal VHC
resolutions of the same sheaf F. If n = 2k + 1 assume also we have an equality H¥ (£y) = HEF (EY)
of S—submodules in Hf (&) with respect to the embeddings given by (3-7). Then the resolutions are
isomorphic, ie there is a commutative diagram

0 e —Ley F 0

oL o $u id
L'i.f/

0 &l &l F 0
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where @1 and @y are isomorphisms. Moreover, an isomorphism (¢, ¢u) of resolutions inducing the
identity morphism of F is unique up to a homotopy h: Ey — &{ . Finally, the endomorphisms ¢ Yohof
and ¢ Lo f"oh of & and €y induced by any homotopy h are nilpotent.

Proof Let k = I_%(n — I)J, so that n = 2k + 1 or n = 2k + 2. By Lemma 3.13, the object F[k] is
quasiisomorphic to complexes of split bundles

{Logs1 = Lok ==Ly = Lo} and (LY | — LY — = L] — Ly}
corresponding to the resolutions &, — £y and €] — &, respectively. Using linear minimality we can
assume that each of these complexes has no trivial complex O(¢) i, O(t) as a direct summand.

If n = 2k + 2, the lengths of the resolutions are less than 7, hence the first part of Lemma 3.6 ensures
that the identity morphism ¥ — F is induced by a morphism of complexes. If n = 2k + 1, we use the
second part of Lemma 3.6 — the composition (3-5) vanishes due to the assumption Hf (Ev) = Hf (&)
and Lemma 3.13 — and obtain the same conclusion. Thus, we obtain a quasiisomorphism of complexes

of split bundles
Lok+1 Loy L4 Lo
(3_9) (PZk-Hl ‘szl (pll fﬂol
L/2k+1 L/Zk—l L/l [“6

We prove below that it is necessarily an isomorphism, ie that each ¢; is an isomorphism. For this we use
the induction on the sum of ranks of the bundles £;.

The base of the induction follows from Lemma 3.5. Indeed, if £, = 0 then £/, is acyclic, hence is the

sum of trivial complexes. But by assumption it has no trivial summands, hence £, = 0.

Now assume that £, # 0. The totalization of (3-9) is the acyclic complex
(3-10) Lok+1 —>sz€9£/2,€+1 —>---—>LOEBL'1 —>L6

of split bundles of length 2k + 2. If n = 2k + 2 we can formally add the zero term on the right and obtain
an acyclic complex of length £ = n 4 1 of split bundles for which the condition (1) of Lemma 3.5 holds
true. If n = 2k + 1, the condition (1) of Lemma 3.5 follows from the assumption Hf (Ev) = H,,If (Ep)-
In both cases Lemma 3.5 implies that (3-10) is isomorphic to a direct sum of shifts of trivial complexes.

To make this direct sum decomposition more precise, we consider as in the proof of Lemma 3.5 the
maximal integer ¢ such that O(¢) appears as one of summands of one of the split bundles £; or £}.
Twisting (3-9) by O(—¢) and applying the functor H°(P", —) we obtain a nonzero bicomplex

kM2k41 kM2k ce k™M1 k™Mo
km/2k+l km/zz( - km/l km6

(as before, m; and m] are the multiplicities of O(¢) in £; and £, respectively) with acyclic totalization.
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If any of the horizontal arrows in this bicomplex is nontrivial, Lemma 3.3 implies that the trivial complex
O(t) — O(¢) is a direct summand of either £, or £/, which contradicts the linear minimality assumption.
Therefore, the horizontal arrows are zero, and hence the vertical arrows are all isomorphisms.

This means that m; = m; for all i and we can write
R R 1 Y
Li=00® @Li, Li=00®" @Ll. ¢i= (o ?)’
l
and that g, : £, — Z/, is a quasiisomorphism of complexes of split bundles which have no trivial summands.

Moreover, we have ) tk(L;) < > 1k(£;). By induction, we deduce that @; is an isomorphism for each 7,
hence so is ¢;.

Since ¢, is an isomorphism of complexes, it induces an isomorphism of resolutions of €1 and &{ and of
€y and &, compatible with the maps € — Ey and € — &{;, hence an isomorphism (g1, py) of the
original VHC resolutions. This proves the first part of the theorem.

Further, recall that by Lemma 3.6 the morphism ¢, in (3-9) inducing the identity of J is unique up
to a homotopy /,: Lo — £/ +1- Note that the first part (hi)o<i<k—1 of such a homotopy replaces the
morphism (¢;)o<;<k of the right resolutions of £y and {; by a homotopy equivalent morphism, hence

it does not change ¢y, and a fortiori does not change ¢r.. Similarly, the last part (4;)x+1<i<2k Of @

/

k1 0fa

homotopy does not change (¢r, ¢u). Finally, it is clear that the middle component 4y : L — £
homotopy modifies (¢, ¢u) by the homotopy

> L M £l > €]
of the VHC resolutions. This proves the second part of the theorem.

So, it only remains to check the nilpotence of the induced endomorphisms of €1 and Ey. For this let us write

Liy1=P0@), Li=@O0Wbi)., Ly =PO(a). L =POb),

and for each ¢ € Z define finite filtrations of these bundles by

F>clip1= @ O(@), Fxelp= @ 00bi). FxcLi = @ 0()), FxcLy = @ 00)).

a;>c bi>c a;zc bi=c

Then the morphism L1 — £ induced by f takes F>. Ly 41 to F>.41Ly (because f is assumed to be

’ ’
k+1 k+1°

is an isomorphism, we conclude that the composition ¢ Yoho f is induced by an endomorphism of Ly 4 ;

linearly minimal) and obviously any morphism /2: £j — £ takes F>c4+1Lg to F>.41 L Since ¢r.

that takes F>¢ L 41 10 F>¢ 1L 41, hence is nilpotent. A similar argument works for ¢, Yo floh. O

3.3 Ecxistence of VHC resolutions

The results of this subsection are not necessary for Section 4, but the technique used in their proofs is
similar.
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Definition 3.16 Let J be a coherent sheaf and 1 <k <n—1. We will say that a graded S—submodule
Ak c H} k(F) is shadowless if for any to € Z such that Ak # 0 we have Ak H*(P", F(¢)) for any
t > ty. Similarly, for any 1 < pg <n—1 and any ¢y € Z we define the shadow of (pg, ty) as the set

(3-11) Sh(po.10) ={(p.1) |1 = p = poand > 1o},
and say that a bigraded S—submodule A C EBZ;II HF(F) is shadowless if for any (pg,to) such that
AP0 £ 0 we have A? = HP(P", F(¢)) for any (p,t) € Sh(po, t).

to

To understand the meaning of this notion observe the following. Let T be the tangent bundle of P”.
Recall the Koszul resolution of its exterior power,

(3-12) 0-0=-VO1)—= > NVR0O3s)>NT-0,

where V is a vector space such that P” = P(V). If F is a sheaf on P”, tensoring (3-12) by F(¢) we
obtain the hypercohomology spectral sequence

L= NV @ HI (P, F(i +1) = HT 5 (P", N T F()).

The following picture shows the arrows d,, for 1 < r < p, of the spectral sequence with source at the
terms E?, as well as the terms that in the limit compute the filtration on H?~5 (IP’”, NTeF (t)) (these
terms are circled), and the shadow of (p, ?):

(t+1, p)

(¢, p)

(t+p, 1)

It is important that the arrows d,, for 1 <r < p, applied to the terms E 5P of the spectral sequence land
in its shadow. This property will be used in Propositions 3.17 and 4.10 below.

Proposition 3.17 For any coherent sheaf & on P" and any finite-dimensional shadowless S—submodule
n—1
AC @ H{ ()
p=1
there exists a vector bundle € o and an epimorphism ma: Eo —> F such that

o the map H?(€4) =225 H} Himn), H?(F) is surjective, and
e the map @ Hp(8 ) M @” ! HP () is an isomorphism onto A.
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Note that the assumption dim(A) < oo in the proposition is necessary because H.F (€) is finite-dimensional
for any vector bundle € if 1 < p <n — 1. On the other hand, if F is a coherent sheaf with p—dimensional
support then H.” (F) is not finite-dimensional, so a priori A could have infinite dimension.

Proof We argue by induction on dim(A). If A = 0 we take € to be the split bundle that corresponds to
a free S—module surjecting onto H2(F) as in Lemma 3.1. The desired condition is tautologically true.

Assume dim(A) > 0. Let
po=min{p > 1| AP #0} and 1o =max{t|AP® #£0}.

Since A is shadowless we have H?(P", F(t)) = A? = 0 for all (p,t) € Sh(py, t) — the first equality
holds because A is shadowless and the second follows from the above definition of (pg, fo). In particular,

the subspace Afz)o C HPo(P", J(tp)) sits in the kernels of differentials d 1, ..., dp,—; of the hypercoho-

mology spectral sequence of F(#) tensored with the Koszul complex (3-12) for s = po — 1. Moreover,
HPO(P" F(ty)) is the only nonzero subspace on the diagonal of the spectral sequence that in the limit
computes the filtration on H'(P", AP lyeF (t0)). Therefore, we obtain an inclusion

AL C HPO(P", F(t9)) = H' (P", NP7' T® F(19)) = Ext! (277! (~1o), ),
which induces an extension
0>F—>F - AP @QP ! (—1) > 0
such that the connecting morphism A}" = HP0~H(P" A7® @ QPo~1) — HPO(P" F(19)) is the natural
embedding (the first identification uses (3-6)). Now the cohomology exact sequence implies that
et 1o 0
S HI) = (@ HI)/AL.

hence the quotient S—module A’ := A/ Aﬁ)o is an S—submodule in @ H7 (F'). Clearly dim(A’) < dim(A)
and it is straightforward to check that A’ is shadowless. By the induction hypothesis there is a vector
bundle & o and an epimorphism 74 : €s» —> F” inducing surjection on H2 and the natural embedding of A’
into the intermediate cohomology of F’. We define & o as the kernel of the composition of epimorphisms

Ex > F — AP @ QP (—1).

By construction the map ma- lifts to a map ma that fits into a commutative diagram

0 Ea Enr AP ® QPO (—1g) —— 0
”Al ﬂA/l
0 F F’ AP’ ® QPO (—1g) —— 0

The surjectivity of 7ar and H2 (/) implies that of o and H2 (). Similarly, it follows that @ Hf ()
is an isomorphism onto A. Thus, the required result holds for A. O
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Corollary 3.18 If J is a sheaf on P" of projective dimension at most one, then & has a VHC resolution.

Proof Since the projective dimension of J is at most one, there exists a locally free resolution
0—>& - & —>TF—0.
Since Hf (&;) is finite-dimensional for 1 < p <n — I, the cohomology exact sequence
o> HE(€0) > HI(F) — HI T (€) — -+
implies that H/ (F) is finite-dimensional for 1 < p <n —2. Let

N DL HE () if n = 2k,
@i B e AR ifn=2k+1,

where A% Hf (%) is any finite-dimensional shadowless S—submodule, for instance AX = 0. Note that
we have k — 1 <n—2 as soon as n > 1, hence A is finite-dimensional. Moreover, A is shadowless by
construction.

Let wa: Eo — F be the epimorphism constructed in Proposition 3.17 and let Ka = Ker(ira), so that
0—>Kr—=>EA—>TF—0

is an exact sequence. First, Hf (£4) = A? =0 for f%n—| < p <n—1 by definition, hence € is VUC.
Furthermore, K4 is locally free because the projective dimension of J is at most one. Finally, the
cohomology exact sequence implies that H (X) =0 for 1 < p <k = | 3n], hence X5 is VLC. O

4 Hyperbolic equivalence on projective spaces

In this section we prove Theorem 4.17 on VHC modifications of quadratic forms and deduce from it
Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.5 from the introduction. In Section 4.1 we recall a characterization of cokernel
sheaves of quadratic forms (symmetric sheaves), in Section 4.2 we define elementary modifications of
quadratic forms with respect to some intermediate cohomology classes, and in Section 4.3 we state the
modification theorem (Theorem 4.17) and prove it by applying an appropriate sequence of elementary
modifications. Finally, in Section 4.4 we combine these results to prove Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.5.

4.1 Reminder on symmetric sheaves
For a scheme Y and an object C € D(Y) we write
€Y :=RHom(C,Oy)

for the derived dual of €. Note that the cohomology sheaves H’(CV) of €V are isomorphic to the local
Ext-sheaves &xt* (€, Oy).
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Definition 4.1 (cf [7, Definition 0.2]) We say that a coherent sheaf C on P” is (d, §)—symmetric if
C = i«R, where i : D — P" is the embedding of a degree d hypersurface and R is a coherent sheaf on D

endowed with a symmetric morphism
RQRR— Op(d)

such that the induced morphism R(—§) — R (where the duality is applied on D) is an isomorphism.

Note that ¢, §, D and R in Definition 4.1 are not determined by the sheaf C; see Remark 4.4.
The goal of this subsection is to relate symmetric sheaves to cokernel sheaves of quadratic forms. Most of
these results are well-known and not really necessary for the rest of the paper, but useful for the context.
Lemma 4.2 If C is a (d, §)—symmetric coherent sheaf on P", there is a self-dual isomorphism

CY = C(m)[-1],

where m = d — §. In particular, the sheaf C has projective dimension one.

Proof Let C =i,XR. Using the definitions and Grothendieck duality we deduce
CY =RHom(ix+R, Opn) = ix RHom(R, i!(‘)]pn) =~ i« RHom(R, Op(d)[—1])
=~ i RV (d)[~1] = i+R(d - 8)[—-1] = C(m)[-1].
This proves the required isomorphism. Moreover, it follows that this isomorphism is self-dual because so
is the isomorphism R(—8) 2 RY. Finally, it follows that &xz! (€, Opn) = C(m) and ext (C, Opn) = 0 for
i > 2, which means that the projective dimension of C is one. a

The above lemma implies that symmetric sheaves can be understood as quadratic spaces in the derived
category D(P"), and define classes in the shifted Witt group W1 (D(P"), 9(—m)) in the sense of
[4, Section 1.4].

The following well-known lemma shows that cokernel sheaves of generically nondegenerate quadratic
forms are symmetric. For the reader’s convenience we provide a proof.

Lemma 4.3 If a nonzero sheaf C on P" has a self-dual locally free resolution

(4-1) 0—&(-m) L&Y - C—0,

then C is a (d, §)—symmetric sheaf, where d = 2c{(£Y) +mr1k(€) and § = d —m.

Proof Applying the functor RHom(—, Opn) to the resolution (4-1) of € we obtain a distinguished

triangle 5
eV —&eds¢eVim)

in D (P™). Since q is self-dual, we have ¢ = ¢". In particular, it is generically an isomorphism, hence €V[1]
is a pure sheaf and, moreover, CV[1] = C(m).
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Let det(q) be the determinant of ¢, which we understand as a global section of the line bundle
det(&(—m))Y @ det(EY) = det(EV)®% @ O(rm),

where 7 is the rank of €. Let D C P” be the zero locus of det(q) and set d := deg(D), so that the line
bundle above is O(d). Consider also the adjugate morphism ¢’ := A" ~' ¢: N 7' (&(=m)) > N1 eV,
twisting it by det(€) ® O(d —m) we obtain a morphism &Y 4 &(d —m). Note that

g oq =det(q) ®ide and ¢oq =det(q) ®idev.
It follows that € = Coker(q) is supported on D, ie C = i+ R, where i : D — P" is the embedding.
Inverting the computation of Lemma 4.2 and using the fact that the functor i, is exact and fully faithful on

coherent sheaves we deduce that RY = R(—§). So, it remains to show that this isomorphism is induced
by a symmetric morphism R ® R — Op(8). For this we consider the diagram

Em@EV) @ (EY @e(—m)) 22 evgey i (RQR)—— 0
\
4-2) (Tr,Tr)l q/l \
1

0 O(=m) det@ 0(8) ixOp(8) —— 0

where the top row is the tensor square of resolution (4-1) of € = i4R, and Tr: £ ® €Y — O is the trace
map. It is easy to check that the left square commutes. Therefore, there exists a unique dashed arrow on
the right such that the right square commutes. Since ¢’ is symmetric, the dashed arrow is symmetric as
well. Now it is easy to see that it induces the isomorphism R — RV (§) constructed above. |

Remark 4.4 If C is a sheaf as in Lemma 4.3, it is not in general true that the presentation of € as a
symmetric sheaf is unique. For instance, if £ = O® 0 and ¢ =diag( f, /) for ahomogeneous polynomial f,
we have € = Op(r) ® Op(r), where D(f) C P" is the divisor of f; however, the construction of the
lemma represents C as a symmetric sheaf on the nonreduced hypersurface D = D( f?2).

As is explained in Theorem 4.8 (see also Example 4.7), the converse of Lemma 4.3 is not always true.
Below we explain the obstruction.

Let n = 2k + 1. Recall the graded ring S defined in (3-2). Let C be a (d, §)-symmetric sheaf on P”. A
combination of the self-dual isomorphism €Y = C(m)[—1] of Lemma 4.2 with Serre duality endows the
S—module Hff (€) with a perfect S—bilinear pairing

(4-3) HF@ @ HFEC) - SY(n+1—m) > k(n+1-—m),

which is symmetric when k is even, and skew-symmetric when k is odd.

Lemma 4.5 Assume n = 2k + 1. If (4-1) is a self-dual resolution of a symmetric sheaf C, then the
S—submodule Im(H,,{c (&Y)—> H,,{‘ (©)) is Lagrangian for the pairing (4-3). In particular, dim(Hic (©) is

even.
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Proof First, we need to check that the subspace Im(Hf EY)— Hf (@) in Hf (©) is isotropic. For this
we note that commutativity of the right square in (4-2) implies that the restriction of the pairing (4-3) to

this subspace factors as the composition
H{(€V) @ HE(EY) 1> HF(0©) — HIF(0p(©8) — HI(O(=m) =SV (n + 1 —m).
and it follows that it is zero since the composition of the two middle arrows is.
On the other hand, by Serre duality the maps H¥ (&) > H¥(&Y) and H¥ (&) > HFF'(€V) in the
cohomology exact sequence
> HFE) L HEEY) > HF (@) - HFP (8) L HFFY(eV) > -

are mutually dual (up to shift of internal grading), so we conclude that
dimIm(H* (&) — H¥(@)) = dim Coker(HX (&) > HF(&V))

= dimKer(Hf (&) > HFF1(&Y)) = dim Coker(HF (V) — HF (@),
hence

dim(Im(H} (V) — HF(©))) = L dim(HF(©)),

and hence Im(Hic (&Y) — Hf (©)) is Lagrangian. |

Remark 4.6 Lemma 4.5 gives an important obstruction to the existence of a self-dual resolution for a
symmetric sheaf C: if n = 2k + 1 and k is even the class of the quadratic space Hf (€) in the Witt group
W (k) must be trivial; in particular, the dimension of the space HX(C) must be even. Note also that the
latter condition is sufficient for the existence of a Lagrangian S—submodule A¥ ¢ H f (©). Indeed, taking
into account the twist in (4-3) we see that the subspace

Brsmon_1y2 H*P".C(1)) C Hk@) ifm—n—1isodd,

(4-4) Al = { k (on k k ~ :
@t>(m_n_1)/2 H(P",C(t)) ® A(m_n_l)/2 CHf(C) ifm—n—1iseven,

is an S—submodule of Hf (€) and it is Lagrangian as soon as
k k 1
A(m—n—l)/Z CH (Pn’ G(E(Wl —n- 1)))

is a Lagrangian subspace for the restriction of the pairing (4-3) (if m —n—1 is odd the Witt class of H, f (©)
is trivial, and if m —n — 1 is even, this class equals the class of the space H* (IP’”, G(%(m —n— 1))),
hence the latter has a Lagrangian subspace as soon as the Witt class of the former is trivial). Note also
that the submodule AX H,f (€) defined by (4-4) is shadowless in the sense of Definition 3.16.

The obstruction of Lemma 4.5 is well known to be nontrivial.

Example 4.7 Leti: D — P> be the so-called EPW sextic; see [8, Example 9.3]. Then there is a sheaf R
on D such that € = i, R is symmetric, but dim(H2(€)) = 1. Consequently, € does not admit a self-dual

resolution.
The following fundamental result has been proved by Casnati and Catanese.
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Theorem 4.8 [7, Theorem 0.3], [8, Theorem 9.1] Let C be a (d, §)—symmetric sheaf on P". If
n=2k+1,and k andm = d — § are even, assume that the class of the space H¥ (IP’”, G(%(m —n— 1)))
endowed with the quadratic form (4-3) is trivial in the Witt group W (k). Let AK ¢ Hf () be any
Lagrangian S—submodule defined as in (4-4). Then there is a symmetric resolution (4-1) such that
Im(Hk(&Y) - HE(@)) = AK.

Remark 4.9 In fact, Theorem 4.8 has been proved in [7] for » = 3 and over an algebraically closed field,
but as pointed out in [7, Remark 2.2], the proof applies to any n as soon as a Lagrangian subspace in
HFk (]P’”, G(%(m —n— 1))) exists. For n = 3 this condition is automatically satisfied because the pairing
(4-3) is skew-symmetric, but for n = 2k 4+ 1 with k& even this becomes a nontrivial obstruction.

4.2 Elementary modifications
Throughout this section we fix a generically nondegenerate quadratic form (&, ¢) with its associated
self-dual morphism ¢: &(—m) — EV.

We will need the following auxiliary result. Recall the exact sequence (3-12) and note that it can be
considered as concatenation of short exact sequences

(4-5) 0> NT'T> NV RO(p)—> N T—0.
We denote by 7, € Bxt! (A\? T, N1 T) = Ext' (2771, Q?) the extension class of (4-5).

The following observation is used to translate higher cohomology of € to hyperbolic extension classes.
Recall from (3-11) the definition of the shadow Sh(p, ).

Proposition 4.10 Let € be a vector bundle on P". Let1 < p <n—1and let0 # ¢, € H? (P",&(t)) be
a cohomology class such that

(4-6) HP' (P", (")) =0 forany (p'.t') € Sh(p,1).

Then for 0 <i < p there exists a sequence of classes &; € H' (IP’”, E)® NE ‘J’) =Hom(Q?~/[—i], &(2))
that fit into a commutative diagram

O=p] 4 Qi1 — p] 2 ... 2L Qr 1o -2 QP s NPV @ O(—p)

(1)
where t; are the extension classes of the complexes (4-5); in other words,
@7 ep=£i0Ty i0 0T
foreach 0 <i < p. Moreover, fori > 1 such g; are unique, while g is unique up to a composition
QP 5 NV ®O(—p)— &),

where the first arrow is the canonical embedding.
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Finally, if one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(4-8) 2p<mn, or
4-9) 2p=n—+1 and 2t4+m+n+1=0,

then q(ep, ep) = 0 implies q(ep—;i, p—i) = 0 foreach 1 <i < p — 1, where
q(ep—i, ep—i) € ExBPD(QI (=1 —m), N T(1))
is defined as the composition Q' (—t —m)[i — p] RN E(—m) A, ev i N TO[p—il]
Proof The existence of ¢; satisfying (4-7) and their uniqueness follow by descending induction from the
cohomology exact sequences of complexes (4-5) tensored with £(¢) in view of the vanishing (4-6).
For the second assertion we also induct on i. Assume 1 <i < p — 1. We have
4(ep—i, ep—i) € ExPP™(QI (=t —m), N T(t)) = H*@=D(P" N T@ N T2t + m)).
Consider the tensor square of (4-5):

410 0> NTTTON TS (NVRNTTT@)P2 > NVveN Vo) > NToNT 0.
Note that its extension class is 7; ® 7; € Ext? (/\l T® /\' T, /\l g ® /\l -1 ‘J'). Furthermore, we note that
HAPDTN P N T2 4+ m + 1)) = H*P DTN (PP Q"4 2 4 m+i 41+ 1)) =0,

HYP=D(P" 021 +m +2i)) = 0.

Indeed, if (4-8) holds weuse 1 <2(p—i)+ 1 <n—i+ 1 < n together with (3-6) for the first vanishing
and 1 < 2(p —i) < n for the second. Similarly, if (4-9) holds and i > 2, the same arguments prove the
vanishings. Finally, if (4-9) holds and i = 1, the same arguments prove the second vanishing, while the
first cohomology space is equal to H"(P", O(2¢ + m + 1)), hence vanishes since 2t +m + 1 > —n — 1.

The cohomology vanishings that we just established imply that the morphism
u @t H*@ (PN TN Tt +m)) - HX@=+D(pr N g N7 721 4+ m))
is injective, and hence the condition
0=q(ep—it1.ep—i+1) =q(p—i 0T, ep—it107) = (i ® 1) (q(ep—i, Ep—i))
implies g (ep—i, ep—i) = 0. |
The following elementary modification procedure allows us to kill an isotropic cohomology class of a

quadratic form by a hyperbolic extension; see Section 2.2. For a cohomology class ¢, € H? (P", £(t))
we denote by ¢(¢p) € H? (P", €Y (m +t)) the image of &, under the map

HP(P" (1)) 1> HP(P", &Y (m +1)).
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Using the class ¢(¢,) we consider the map
n—1 X

@11) @ HiE) — H"™P(P" &(—m—1—n—1)) L2 g1(pn 0(—n—1)) =k,
i=1

where the first arrow is the projection to a direct summand. We denote by q(el,)J— C @;’;11 HI(E) the
kernel of (4-11).

Proposition 4.11 Let 0 # ¢, € H?(IP", E()) be a cohomology class such that ¢(¢p,ep) = 0, and
assume that the condition (4-6) holds and either (4-8) or (4-9) is satisfied. Let &; € Ext! (2771(—t), €) be
the extension class defined in Proposition 4.10. Then & is g—isotropic, and for any hyperbolic extension
(E+,94) of (€, q) with respect to &1, we have

(q(ep) - NDIZ] Hi(E))/kep if qlep) #0,
ket @ (2] HL(E))/kep  if q(ep) =0,

where, in the second line, ey € H"PT1(P" &, (t + m + n + 1)) is a nonzero cohomology class that

i=1

n—1 X
(4-12) @ HiE) = {

depends on the choice of (E4,q+).

Proof By Proposition 4.10, we have g(e1,&1) = 0, hence the extension class ¢; is g—isotropic and a
hyperbolic extension (€4, ¢+ ) exists by Theorem 2.9. By Lemma 2.4, its underlying bundle £ has a
length 3 filtration with the factors

N Te+m), & QP (-1

linked by the classes g(e1) € Ext! (8, N T+ m)) and &1 € Ext! (QP~1(—t), &), respectively. Recall
that 7; denote the extension classes of complexes (4-5).

Consider the spectral sequence of a filtered complex that computes the cohomology of (twists of) €4 ; the
terms of its first page E 1' ** which compute intermediate cohomology look like
k(—=t) ifi=p,

E—l,i :Hi—l Qp_l —t —
w (=) 0 otherwise, for 2 <i <mn,

1

0,i i
E" = H,(&),

i ; _ kt+m+n+1) ifi =n—p,

E = HIFY (N T +m)) =

1 * (/\ ( )) 0 otherwise, for 0 <i <n—2,
and the first differentials are given by ¢1: E| W E f  and q(e1): E ? i L E 11 ’i, respectively. In
particular, there are only two possibly nontrivial differentials here:

Tp—100T]

~

220 gl e P B HP (PP (1),
H'P(P" &(—m —1 —n— 1)) 280 gn=p+1(pr AP~ T(—p 1))

Tp—1 0---0T]

~

k.

Since the spectral sequence is supported in three columns, the differential d; acts as E, WL E 21 ’i_l,
and using (3-6) we see that its source is nonzero only for i € {1,n + 1} (note that &; # 0), while its target
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is nonzero only ini € {0,n + 1 — p,n}, hence d, = 0. The further differentials a fortiori vanish, so that
EZS = E". On the other hand, by (4-7) the image of the first map is ke, and the second map coincides
with the map ¢g(e,) defined in (4-11). Therefore, the totalization of E ;" takes the form of the right-hand
side of (4-12), where in the case g(¢,) = 0 the class ¢4 comes from E 21 7P which survives exactly in

this case. O

As explained in Theorem 2.9 the construction of a hyperbolic extension might be ambiguous. In the
situation described in Proposition 4.11 this happens precisely when the space Ext! (/\2 QP71 02t + m))
is nonzero. In the next lemma we determine when this happens.

Lemma 4.12 Assume 2 <2p <n + 1. Then the space Ext! (/\2 QP O(s)) is nonzero if and only if
n=2k+1,p=k+1,k>1isoddands = —n— 1, in which case dim(Extl(/\2 QP 0(s))) = 1.

Proof Setk = p—1, so that 2k <n — 1. We have Ext! (/\2 QP=1,0(s)) = H' (P", N (/\k T) ® 0(s)).
Taking the exterior square of (3-12) we see that N ( /\k ‘J’) is quasiisomorphic to the complex of split bun-
dles of length 2k if k is odd and 2k — 1 if k is even. Since split bundles have no intermediate cohomology
and since 2k < n— 1, the hypercohomology spectral sequence shows that H' (P”, N (/\k T)®0(s)) =0
unless k& is odd and n = 2k 4+ 1, and in the latter case we have

H'(P", N (N T) ® O(s)) = Ker(H*(P", O(s)) — H"(P", V ® O(s + 1)),

where the morphism in the right side is induced by the tautological embedding O < V ® O(1). Now it is
easy to see that this space is zero unless s = —n — 1, in which case it is one-dimensional. a

Now let € be the cokernel sheaf of a generically nondegenerate quadratic form (&, ¢). The next result
shows that in the case where the construction of an elementary modification of Proposition 4.11 is
ambiguous, ie Ext! (/\2 QP11 02t + m)) = 0, one can choose one such modification (€4, g+ ), which
has an additional nice property, namely, it has a prescribed image of HX (€Y)in HX(®). For our purposes
it will be enough to consider the case where the bundle € is VLC; see Definition 3.7.

So, assume n = 2k + 1 and the bundle € in (4-1) is VLC. Note that ¥ is VUC by Lemma 3.9. By
Lemma 3.12 we have an exact sequence of graded S—modules

(4-13) 0—> HFEY) > HF@@) > HFY (&) > 0;

see (3-7). Recall also that the space Hf (@) is endowed with the perfect pairing (4-3) and that the subspace
Hf (&Y) C Hf (©) is Lagrangian; see Lemma 4.5. In particular, the pairing induces an isomorphism

HITY (&) = HF(EY)Y

Using this isomorphism, any class ¢;4+1 € H k+1(pn g(t)) can be considered as a homogeneous linear
function on Hf (€Y); we denote by le(- 11 C Hf (&Y) its kernel. Note that sfg 41 is a graded isotropic
S—submodule in Hf (€Y) and hence also in Hff (©).
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Proposition 4.13 Assume k > 1, n = 2k + 1, and the bundle € in (4-1) is VLC. Lett be the maximal
integer such that H*T1(P", &(1)) # 0, let Ek+1 € HKt1(P"_ &(1)) be a cohomology nonzero class, and
let SIJ{- 411 C Hf (€Y) be the corresponding graded isotropic S—submodule. For each graded Lagrangian
S-submodule A C HF (@) such that A # H¥ (&) and

(4-14) eirpr CANHEEY),
there is a unique elementary modification (€, q+) of (€, q) with respect to €y such that

(4-15) HEFEY) = A

Proof Let e € Ext! (QK(—1), &) be the extension class constructed from €k +1 in Proposition 4.10 and
consider the variety HE(E, ¢, £1) of all hyperbolic extensions of (€, ¢) with respect to €1, ie the set of all
elementary modifications of (&, ¢) with respect to ex 1. By (4-12) every (£4,¢9+) € HE(E,q,e1) isa
VLC bundle, hence Hf (€Y) is a graded Lagrangian S—submodule in Hf (€) by Lemma 4.5. Moreover,
the equality (4-12) also implies that 8,J€‘ 1 CH k (€Y).ieA=H k (EY) satisfies (4-14). Therefore, there
is a morphism

(4-16) A HE(E,q, 1) — LGre, ., (HE(©),  (€4.94) = [HEEY),

where LGrg, | (Hf (@)) is the variety of all graded Lagrangian S—submodules A C Hf (@) satisfy-
ing (4-14). We will show that A is an isomorphism onto the complement of the point [HX(£Y)] in
LGr,, ., (HF(©)).

First we check that the image of A is contained in the complement of [H,ﬁC (€Y)]in LGrg, | (Hf (©)).
Recall that &; € Ext' (¥ (—1), &) denotes the extension class constructed from €k+1 in Proposition 4.10
and let, as usual, ¢(g) € Ext' (&, Q%+ 1(t + m +n + 1)) be the class obtained from it by the application
of g. Let (€4, g+) be any hyperbolic extension of (€, ¢) with respect to €1, so that (€, ¢) is the hyperbolic
reduction of (€4, g+) with respect to an embedding Qk+t1(t + m+n+1) < &,. Then we have the
commutative diagram

0 0
{ 1
Q1 +m4n+1) == Qk 1 Qt+m+n+1)
! !
(4-17) 0 &"(t) () Qk 0
! ! [
0 &) &(1) Qk 0
! !
0 0

with the extension class of the bottom row being &1 and that of the left column being ¢(&;). Note that the
cohomology exact sequence of the bottom row and the nontriviality of &; imply that & is VLC, hence
&Y is VUC. Similarly, the cohomology exact sequence of the left column implies that £” is VLC. We
will use these observations below.
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Consider the dual of the diagram (4-17) and the induced cohomology exact sequences

k(—t —m) == k(—t —m)

] T

(4-18) k(t +n+ 1) «— HKE") +—— HF(EY)

o T

k(t+n+1) «—— HFEY) —— HF(EY)

(the map ¢ is induced by the embedding Qk+t12t +m +n+ 1) — €7(¢) in the left column of (4-17)).
Since &Y is VUC, the upper arrow in the right column of (4-18) is surjective. From the commutativity of
the diagram we conclude that the composition

HE@EY) > HEE") >k

(of the right arrow in the middle row and the upper arrow in the middle column) is nontrivial, while
H¥@EY) > HFE") 5k

(the composition of arrows in the middle column) is zero. This proves that the images of Hf (€Y)

and Hf (&Y)in H f (&) are distinct. On the other hand, we have an obvious commutative diagram
q

0— &(—m) &Y e 0
0 —— &'(—m) e e 0
0 —— &4 (—m) —— €Y e 0

and since &’ is VLC, the map HX(£”V) — HF(€) is injective, hence
[HEEY)) # [HEEY)] € LGr, ,, (HE(C)),

hence the image of A is contained in the complement of [H>,fC (EM)].

Now we separate the following cases:

(a) k is even.
(b) 2t+m+n+1#0.
(¢) 2t+m—+n+1=0andk is odd.
First, we describe the variety LGre,, | (HE (@) \[HF(&V)] in each case.
In case (a) the bilinear form (4-3) is symmetric, hence there exists exactly two Lagrangian subspaces in

Hf(@) containing glJc_+1’ hence LGr, (Hf(@)) \ [Hf (€Y)] is a single point.
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In case (b) the two-dimensional space (SIJC‘ _H)J- / SIJC‘ 1 lives in two distinct degrees, hence it has exactly
two graded Lagrangian subspaces, hence LGry, | (H,,{‘ ©))\ [Hic (€Y)] is again a single point.

Finally, in case (c) the two-dimensional space (le{- +1)J- / elJ; 1 1s symplectic and lives in a single degree,
hence LGre,,, (HX(€)) = P! and LGr,, ., (HF(C)) \[HF (V)] = AL.

Now we see that in cases (a) and (b) the map A is a map between two one-point sets, hence it is an
isomorphism. Finally, in case (c) it is a map A' — A, and to show it is an isomorphism (and thus to
complete the proof of the proposition), it is enough to check its injectivity. So, for the rest of the proof
we assume k is odd and 2¢ +m 4+ n + 1 = 0 and prove that A is injective.

First, we note that since the extension class ¢g(g1) of the left column of (4-17) does not depend on any
choice, the hyperbolic extension (€, ¢4 ) is determined by the class ¢” € Ext! (¥, £”(r)) of the middle
row in (4-17), which is a lift of £; € Ext! (Qk , €(1)) with respect to the exact sequence
(4-19) Hom(Q¥, &(1)) — Ext! (%, QK1 2t + m + n + 1)) > Ext! (2%, " (1)) — Ext' (2F, &(1)).
Since the left arrow in the middle row of (4-18) is determined by the class ¢’ and since A((€+,¢+)) is
its kernel, we conclude that the morphism A factors as a composition
A A
HE(E.q.£1) = Ext' (QX, £"(1)) 22> LGrs, ., (HF(€)),

where A takes a hyperbolic extension (€4, g+ ) to the extension class of the middle row in (4-17) and
A takes an extension class &’ € Ext' (QK, €”(¢)) to the kernel of the map &” in (4-18). To check the
injectivity of A it is enough to check the injectivity of A; and A,.

To prove the injectivity of A, consider the composition
Ext! (@K, &"(1)) = HFT1(P", £"(1)) = Hom(H* (P", " (—t —n—1)), k)

C Hom(HX (&), k(t +n + 1)).
The equality follows from Proposition 4.10 applied to &” (recall that the bundle £” is VLC and, moreover,
we have HKT1(P" &"(s)) = 0 for s > ¢ by definition of ¢ and the assumption 2t +m +n + 1 = 0)

and the middle arrow is an isomorphism by Serre duality. Therefore, the composition is injective, and
since A, (") is determined by the image of &” under this composition, we conclude that A, is injective.

Finally, we note that HE(&, ¢, £1) comes with a transitive action of the group
Ext! (AN @k, 021 + m)) € Ext! (%, @K1 21 + m +n 4 1)).

Therefore, to check the injectivity of Ay, it is enough to check the injectivity of the middle arrow in (4-19).
And for this, it is enough to check that the first arrow in (4-19) vanishes. To prove this vanishing consider
the commutative square

Hom(A\* V @ O(—k), &(1)) Hom(QK, £(1))

| |

Ext' (N V ® O(=k), QKT1 21 + m +n + 1)) —— Ext' (2K, QK121 + m 4 n + 1))
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where the vertical arrows are induced by the extension class g(e1) of the left column of (4-17), and the
horizontal arrows are induced by the morphisms in the dual of (3-12) with s = k. The space in the lower
left corner is zero by (3-6) (recall that k£ > 1), hence the compositions of arrows are zero. On the other
hand, the argument of Proposition 4.10 shows that the top horizontal arrow is surjective. Therefore the
right vertical arrow is zero, and as we explained above, this implies the injectivity of A, and hence of A,
and completes the proof of the proposition. O

The elementary modification (€ +, g+) of (&, ¢) satisfying the properties of Proposition 4.13 for a given
Lagrangian S—submodule A C Hf (©) will be referred to as the refined elementary modification.

4.3 Modification theorem

Recall that a quadratic form (&, ¢) is called unimodular if the corresponding cokernel sheaf € vanishes,
ie if ¢: &(—m) — &V is an isomorphism. Recall the definitions (1-7) and (1-8) of standard unimodular
quadratic forms. We will say that a standard unimodular quadratic form is anisotropic if W = W° and
the form gy 0 is symmetric and anisotropic.

To prove the main result of this section we need the following simple observations. Recall the notion of
linear minimality; see Definition 3.14.

Lemma 4.14 Assume (&, q) is a generically nondegenerate quadratic form such that g : E(—m) — &V is
not linearly minimal. Then (&, q) is isomorphic to the orthogonal direct sum (¢, qo) D (€1, ¢1), where
the second summand is a standard unimodular quadratic form (1-7) of rank 1 or 2.

Proof Since ¢ is not linearly minimal, it can be written as a direct sum of morphisms f: &'(—m) — &”
and id: O(t —m) — O(t —m) for some ¢ € Z; in particular, & = &’ @ O(¢), and the restriction of ¢ to the
summand O(¢ —m) of E(—m) is a split monomorphism. Consider the composition

0:0(—m) =& =m @O —m)=E(—m) L &¥ =" ®0O(—).
Let go: O(t —m) — &Y and ¢; : O(t —m) — O(—t) be its components. Since ¢ is a split monomorphism,
there is a map ¥ = (Yo, ¥1): & @ O(—t) — O(t —m) such that

Yop=1yoopo+yrop =1

We consider the summand y; o @1: O —m) — O(t —m).
First, assume y; o ¢; # 0. Then it is an isomorphism, hence ¢; is a split monomorphism, hence an
isomorphism, hence ¢t —m = —t and so m = 2¢. Furthermore, it follows that the restriction of g to the

subbundle £; = O(¢) of € is unimodular. Taking ¢ = 8{' to be the orthogonal of €; in &, we obtain the
required direct sum decomposition.

Next, assume 1 oy = 0. Then it follows that ¥rg o @y = 1, hence ¢y is a split monomorphism. Therefore,
we have & = &"®O(m—t), so that E =" @ O(m—t) ® O(¢). Furthermore, it follows that the restriction
of ¢ to the subbundle £; = O(m —¢) @ O(¢) of € is unimodular (the restriction to O(m —¢) is zero and
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the pairing between O(m —¢) and O(¢) is a nonzero constant). Taking £o = Sf- to be the orthogonal of
€1 in &, we obtain the required direct sum decomposition. a

Corollary 4.15 If (&, q) is a unimodular quadratic form and € is VLC, then (&, q) is isomorphic to a
standard unimodular quadratic form (1-7); in particular, € is split.

Proof Since ¢ is unimodular, we have &(—m) = &V, so if € is VLC, and hence €V is VUC, then € is both
VLC and VUC, hence it is split by Lemma 3.9. Furthermore, ¢: &(—m) — £V is an isomorphism of split
bundles, hence it is not linearly minimal. Applying Lemma 4.14 we obtain a direct sum decomposition
& =&y P &1, where &, is standard unimodular of type (1-7) and €y, being a direct summand of a
unimodular VLC quadratic form, is itself unimodular and VLC. Iterating the argument, we conclude
that €¢ is standard unimodular of type (1-7), hence so is €. |

Lemma 4.16 If (&, q) is a standard unimodular quadratic form of type (1-7) or (1-8), it is hyperbolic
equivalent to one of the following:

o (WO gyro) ® O(im) if m is even, or

o (WO qpo)® Q"2 (L(m +n+1)) if m is odd and n is divisible by 4,

where in each case (W°, gy0) is an anisotropic quadratic space; or to zero, otherwise.

Proof By definition of standard unimodular quadratic forms for each i # 0 the summands
Wi ®O(3m+i)eW ' ®0(3m—i)).
wiQ"?(Am+m+1+i))ew @Q2(Xm+n+1-i))
are hyperbolic equivalent to zero, hence any standard unimodular quadratic form is hyperbolic equivalent
to the one with W = WO, It remains to note that by the standard Witt theory the bilinear form (W?°, qwo)

is hyperbolic equivalent to an anisotropic form. Finally, in the case where m is odd and n = 2 mod 4 the
form gy o is skew-symmetric, so if it is anisotropic, it is just zero. |

Now we are ready to prove the main result of this section. Recall Definition 3.16.

Theorem 4.17 Any generically nondegenerate quadratic form q: E(—m) — &Y over P" is hyperbolic
equivalent to an orthogonal direct sum

(4-20) (Emins Qmin) ® (Eunis Quni)7

where €y is a VLC bundle, (Epmin, ¢min) has no unimodular direct summands, and (Eypi, Guni) 1S an
anisotropic standard unimodular quadratic form which has type (1-7) if m is even, type (1-8) if m is odd
and n = 0 mod 4, and is zero otherwise.

Moreover, if n = 2k + 1, @ = €(q) is the cokernel sheaf of (€, ¢), and A¥ Hf (@) is any shadowless
subspace which is Lagrangian with respect to the bilinear form (4-3), then the quadratic form (Emin, min)
in (4-20) can be chosen in such a way that there is an equality Hf (Eyi) = A¥ of S—submodules
in H¥(@).
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Proof We split the proof into a number of steps.

Step 1 First we show that ¢ is hyperbolic equivalent to a quadratic form (€, ¢;) such that H (&) =0
foreach 1 <i < L%(n — I)J (if n is odd this is equivalent to the VLC property, and if 7 is even this is a
bit weaker). For this we use induction on the parameter
L(n—1)/2] .
6= )  dimH(®).

i=1

Note that £1(€) < oo for any vector bundle €.

Assume £1(E) > 0. Let 1 < py < |_%(n — I)J be the minimal integer such that H.2°(&) # 0 and let ¢ be
the maximal integer such that H?°(IP", £(ty)) # 0. Choose a nonzero element &, € HPO(P", £(1))).
Note that the class q(ep,, £p,) € H>P0(P", O(2to + m)) vanishes because 2 < 2py < n — 1. Note also
that the conditions (4-6) and (4-8) are satisfied for ¢,,. Let (€4, ¢+ ) be the elementary modification
of (&, g) with respect to &y, constructed in Proposition 4.11. Then (€4, g+ ) is hyperbolic equivalent
to (&, q) and the formula (4-12) implies that £{(£4) = £;(€) — 1. Indeed, n — pg + 1 > |_%(n — I)J,
so even if the extra cohomology class e appears in Hx(E4) it does not contribute to £1 (€4 ). By the
induction hypothesis, the quadratic form (€4, ¢+ ) is hyperbolic equivalent to a quadratic form (€1, g1)
such that H}(€,) =0 foreach 1 <i < L%(n — I)J, hence so is (€, q).

From now on we assume that £1(£) = 0 and discuss separately the cases of even and odd .

Step 2 Assume that n = 2k. In this case L%(n - I)J =k—-1<k= L%nJ, hence by Step 1 the only
nontrivial intermediate cohomology of € preventing it from being VLC is H, ,,{‘ (&) and it fits into the exact
sequence

k
0— HF1(€Y) > HE1(©) — HF &) 229 gkevy - HF@©) — HFF1 (&) — 0,

where Hf (g) is the map induced by ¢. Note also that the combination of the morphism Hf (g) with the
Serre duality pairing is a graded S—bilinear form

HF(q): HF (&) ® HF(E) — k(m +n +1),
which is symmetric if k is even and skew-symmetric if k is odd.

First, we show that (&, ¢) is hyperbolic equivalent to a quadratic form (&’, ¢’) such that £ (E") = 0, the
form Hf (¢’) is nondegenerate, and H¥(P",&(¢)) = 0 unless t = —%(m +n+1).

If Ker(HX (¢)) # 0 let ¢ be the maximal integer such that Ker(HX (¢)) N H*¥(P", &(1)) # 0 and let g
be any nonzero class in this space (note that g(sg, &) = 0); otherwise let ¢ be the maximal integer
such that HX(P", &(1)) # 0 and let &4 be any nonzero class in this space such that ¢(eg, &x) = 0 (if it
exists). As before conditions (4-6) and (4-8) are satisfied for ;. Applying the elementary modification of
Proposition 4.11 we obtain a quadratic form (€4, ¢+ ) hyperbolic equivalent to (€, ¢) and such that

HFE ) cHFE)/kery and HPE)=HFPE)=0 for1<p<k.
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In particular, £;(€4+) = 0 and dim(Hf (E4)) < dim(H,iC (€)). Iterating this argument we eventually
obtain a quadratic form (&', ¢’) such that £;(&’) = 0, the form H(¢') is nondegenerate, and if 7 is the
maximal integer such that HX (P, &' () # 0 then ¢’ (k. &) # 0 for any 0 # e, € H*X(P", &' (¢)).

If Hff (&’) = 0 there is nothing to prove anymore. Otherwise, the condition ¢’(gg, &) # 0 implies that
2t+m+n+1=0.

It remains to note that HX(P", &'(s)) = 0 for s # ¢. Indeed, for s > ¢ the vanishing holds by definition
of z. On the other hand, we have

HKP", &' (s)) = H (P, &Y (m+5)) = H*(P", &/ (—s—m—n—1))¥
(the first equality follows from nondegeneracy of Hf (¢") and the second from Serre duality), and as the
right-hand side vanishes for —s —m —n — 1 > ¢, the left-hand side vanishes for s < —t —m—n—1=1.

Now, replacing (&, g) by (£, ¢’), we may assume that Hf (¢) is nondegenerate and H*(P", &(1)) = 0
unlesst———(m+n+1) So, we set ¢ : %(m—i—n—i—l) and let

er: HX(P", &(1) ® O(—1)[—k] = Extk (O(=1), &) ® O(—1)[—k] — &
be the evaluation morphism in the derived category. Let
eo: HE(P", £(1)) ® Q% (—1) = Hom(QF (—1), &) ® QK (1) — €
be the morphism constructed from e in Proposition 4.10. Consider the composition
4-21) H5(P", £(1)) @ @ (—1) 2% & 45 eV(m) 2% HF P, ()Y ® N T(t +m).

By Proposition 4.10 and Serre duality the first and last arrows in the composition

HE(q)

HE(HF(P", e(t)) ® QK (—1)) 2% HE (&) =5 HF(eY) 2% Hk(Hk(IP" e0)Y & N T(t +m))

are isomorphisms, while the middle arrow is an isomorphism by nondegeneracy of H, f (g). It follows
that the composition (4-21) is an isomorphism; note that /\k Tt +m) = QK +m+n+1)=Qk(—r)
since n = 2k and 2¢ + m +n 4+ 1 = 0. This means that & is a split monomorphism, ie

ExE @&, where & = HFN(P", &(1)) ® Q% (—1),

so that &; is a standard unimodular bundle of type (1-8) and & is the orthogonal of £; with respect to
the quadratic form ¢. From the direct sum decomposition it easily follows that £y is VLC.

Step 3 Assume n = 2k + 1. In this case L%(n — I)J =k = L%nJ, hence by Step 1 the bundle € is
already VLC. It remains to find a VLC quadratic form (&g, go) hyperbolic equivalent to (&, ¢) with
Hf (&) = AK, where recall that A¥ ¢ Hff (€) is a given shadowless Lagrangian subspace. To construct
& we induct on the parameter

(4-22) {a(€) = dim(Im(AF — HFT1(€))) = codimy (HF(£V) N AF),
where the equality follows from the exact sequence (4-13).
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Assume £4(E) > 0, choose a nonzero homogeneous element &1 | € Im(A% — H,f *1(&)) of maximal
degree and let ;4 be its arbitrary homogeneous lift to Ak Cc H f (€). Recall the definition of the
hyperplane s,JC- e HX(&V) that was given before Proposition 4.13. Note that

1 k ~l
fiear = H (E) NEy .
where EIJ{- 1 CH f (C) is the hyperplane orthogonal of & ; with respect to the perfect pairing (4-3); in
particular 8IJ€‘ 1 18 isotropic and orthogonal to €x+1, hence the subspace
Ak = | @ KE1 C HE©)

is Lagrangian. Applying Proposition 4.13 we conclude that there exists a refined elementary modification
(E+,94) of (€, q) which is VLC and has the property H f €Y= Aﬁ. Now it is easy to see that

HEEVYNAY c HEEV)NEL,, =y, AL
(the first inclusion follows from €41 € AK since A is Lagrangian) and
Be+1 € (AL N AR\ (HEEY) N AF),

hence dim(Aﬁ NAK) > dim(Hf (&V)N A¥) and so £4(E4) < £A(€). By the induction hypothesis the
quadratic form (€ 4+, ¢+ ) is hyperbolic equivalent to (£¢, go) such that Hff (&) = A¥_ hence so is (&, g).

Step 4 We already have proved that the quadratic form (&, ¢) is hyperbolic equivalent to an orthogonal
direct sum (E¢, go) D (E1,g1), where Eg is VLC (with prescribed Lagrangian subspace Hf (&) C Hf (©)
if n =2k 4+ 1) and (€1, ¢1) is standard unimodular of type (1-8) (if n = 2k).

Obviously we can write (€9, ¢o) = (Emins ¢min) D (€2, 92), where (Emin, gmin) has no unimodular direct
summands and (€,, ¢,) is unimodular. Then, defining

(Euni quni) 1= (€1, 91) & (€2.92),
we obtain a decomposition of type (4-20), and it remains to modify it slightly.

First, note that since & is a direct summand of &, it is VLC, hence (€5, ¢;) is standard of type (1-7)
by Corollary 4.15. Second, by Lemma 4.16 we can replace the summands (€1, ¢1) and (€5, ¢2) above by
summands of the same type with W = 0 for i # 0 and qwo anisotropic. It remains to note that we have
0 =i = m mod 2 for the summand of type (1-7) and0 =i =m +n+1=m+ 1 mod 2 and = is even
for the summand of type (1-8). Moreover, in the latter case, if 7 is not divisible by 4, the form g0 is
skew-symmetric, and since it is also anisotropic, W = 0. Thus, we obtain the required description of
the summand (Eyni, Guni)- O

In the following corollary we deduce from Theorem 4.17 a generalization of the result of Arason [2]
about the untwisted unimodular Witt group W (P”, O) of a projective space to the case of the twisted
unimodular group W (P", O(m)); thus reproving a result of Walter [14] (see also [4, Theorem 1.5.28]) in
the special case of trivial base.
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Corollary 4.18 If m is even, or if m is odd and n is divisible by 4, one has W (P", O(m)) =~ W (k).
Otherwise, W (P", O(m)) = 0.

Proof By Theorem 4.17 a unimodular quadratic form (€, ¢) on P” is hyperbolic equivalent to a sum
(4-20). The summand (€ in, gmin) is unimodular (as a direct summand of a unimodular quadratic form)
and has no unimodular summands by assumption, hence (€min, ¢min) = 0 and (€, ¢) = (Euni, Guni) 1S an
anisotropic standard unimodular quadratic form of type (1-7) or (1-8).
If 1 is even, (Euni. quni) = (WO, qgp0) ® O(3m) and w(€.9) = Wx(Euni. quni) = [(W°. gyp0)] — the
first equality follows from Lemma 2.13, and for the second to be true one has to choose the trivialization
of O(m) to be induced by a trivialization of O(§n1) — for any k-point x € P". Therefore, the group
homomorphism

wx: W(P", 0(m)) — W (k)
is injective. On the other hand, it is obviously surjective, hence it is an isomorphism.

Next, assume m is odd and 7 is divisible by 4. Then (Euni, quni) = (W2, gppr0) ® Q"2 (3(m +n + 1)),
and hw(€, q) = hw(Eunis quni) = [(WO, gjp0)] (the first equality follows from Lemma 2.14), hence the

group homomorphism
hw: W (P", O(m)) — W (k)

is injective. On the other hand, it is obviously surjective, hence it is an isomorphism.

In the remaining cases, Eyyi = 0 by Theorem 4.17, hence W (P”, O(m)) = 0. |
4.4 Proof of Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.5

In this final subsection we prove Theorem 1.3 and Corollary 1.5 from the introduction. The next proposition
provides the crucial step.

Proposition 4.19 Assume (€1, ¢1) and (€,, q») are generically nondegenerate quadratic forms which
have no unimodular direct summands and such that the bundles &; are VLC. Let ¢: C(q;) == C(q») be
an isomorphism of their cokernel sheaves compatible with their induced shifted quadratic forms (1-3). If
n = 2k + 1, assume also that Hf (¢) identifies the Lagrangian subspaces Hf &) c H,f (C(gi)). Then
¢ is induced by a unique isomorphism (€1, q1) = (€2, q») of quadratic forms.

Proof By Lemma 4.14 the VHC morphisms &;(—m) <& € are linearly minimal resolutions of the
sheaves C(g;), hence by Theorem 3.15 they are isomorphic, ie there is a commutative diagram

0 —— &1 (—m) —5 &Y —— €(q) —— 0
le ‘PUl ‘pl
o
0 —— Ex(—m) —25 &Y —— C(g) —— 0

where ¢, and ¢y are isomorphisms. Moreover, such diagram is unique up to a homotopy represented by
the dotted arrow.
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From now on we identify €, with £; by means of ¢, so we assume £; = &, and ¢ = id. Now consider
the dual diagram, and then invert its vertical arrows:
q1

0 —— &1(—m) &y C(q1) 0
(wl\J/)—lJ/ h idJ/ (wv)ll
U A
00— &Er(—m & C(q2) 0

Since ¢ is compatible with the shifted quadratic forms on C(g;), we have (¢¥)~! = @, hence by the

uniqueness property of the diagram, there is a homotopy / such that
gou=id+goh and id=hoq + (o))" .

Now note that the endomorphism ¢, o /i of 8\1/ = 8;’ is nilpotent, again by Theorem 3.15. Therefore,
@y is unipotent. On the other hand, commutativity of the first diagram (with the convention ¢ = id taken
into account) means that

42 =¢uoqy,
and since ¢ is self-dual, it follows that @y is self-adjoint with respect to ¢ .

Now note that if a unipotent operator over a field is self-adjoint with respect to a nondegenerate quadratic
form, it is the identity. Indeed, to prove this we can pass to an algebraic closure of the field, then the

operator can be diagonalized, and a diagonal operator is unipotent only if it is the identity.

The above argument thus shows that ¢y restricted to the generic point of P” is the identity. Finally, since
the bundle £, = & is torsion free and ¢y is an automorphism, it follows that ¢y is the identity. Thus,
¢» = q1, ie the quadratic forms (&;, ¢;) are isomorphic. |

Now we can deduce the theorem.
Proof of Theorem 1.3 Let € = C(q;) = C(q,). If n = 2k + 1, define AK ¢ HX (@) by the formula (4-4),
where, if m —n —1 is even,
k gk 1 k 1 .
Aboniyya = HE (B, €5 (bm —n— 1)) € H¥ (B, €(4m —n—1));

this is a shadowless Lagrangian S—submodule as explained in Remark 4.6. By Theorem 4.17 the quadratic
forms (&;, g;) are hyperbolic equivalent to orthogonal direct sums

(Ei,mina q:',min) ) (Ei,un17 Qi,uni)y

where &; min are VLC bundles, (€; min., ¢i,min) have no unimodular direct summands, Hf (Eymin) = Ak if

n =2k + 1, and (€;,uni, ¢i,uni) are anisotropic standard unimodular quadratic forms (1-7) or (1-8).
Since the summands (;,uni, ¢i,uni) are unimodular, ie C(g; uni) = 0, we have
G(Qi,min) = e(Qi,min & C]i,uni) = (3(611‘) =C,
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where the isomorphism is induced by the hyperbolic equivalence (see Proposition 1.1(1)); hence it is
compatible with the shifted quadratic forms (1-3). Moreover, we have HX(&Y ) = Hf (&Y . )if

1,min 2,min

n = 2k + 1. Applying Proposition 4.19, we conclude that

(4-23) (€1,mins ¢1,min) = (€2,min> ¢2,min)-

Next, we identify the unimodular summands (€1 uni» ¢1,uni) and (€2 unis ¢2,uni)-

If m is even, the unimodular summands have type (1-7), ie they can be written as
(Eiuni gi.oni) = (W, qpy0) ® O(3m).

where (Wl.o, qyy0) are anisotropic. Moreover, we have
14

Wx(((:j, Qi) = Wx (Ei,min’ Qi,min) + Wx (Ei,uni’ Qi,uni) = Wx (Ei,min’ Qi,min) + [(VVI'O, quO)],

hence (4-23) and the equality wx (€1, q1) = wx (€2, ¢g2) imply the equality [(Wlo, quo)] = [(WZO, qwzo)]
of the Witt classes of the quadratic spaces (Wio, qy0). But since these quadratic spaces are anisotropic,
they are isomorphic, hence we have (€1, uni» ¢1,uni) = (€2 ,unis ¢2,uni)-

If m is odd and 7 is divisible by 4, the unimodular summands have type (1-8), ie they can be written as
(Etunis Giuni) = (W qgpr0) ® Q2 (5(m +n + 1)),

. 0 . .
where again (W} ,quo) are anisotropic. Moreover, we have

hw(€:.¢1) = hw(Eimin. Gi.min) + W (Exuni. Gi.uni) = WW(Esmin. Grmin) + (W gppr0)].
hence (4-23) and the equality hw(€, ;) = hw(€,, g») imply the equality [(W?, qW1O)] = [(WZO, qwzo)]
of the Witt classes of the quadratic spaces (Wio, qyy0). Again, since these quadratic spaces are anisotropic,
they are isomorphic, hence we have (€1 yni, ql,uni)l 2= (€2 uni> 92,uni)-

Finally, if m is odd and # is not divisible by 4, we have (€; min, ¢i,min) = 0 fori =1,2.

Thus, in all the cases we have (€1,uni, ¢1,uni) = (€2,uni> ¢2,uni)- Combining this isomorphism with (4-23),
we obtain a chain of hyperbolic equivalences and isomorphisms

h h
(€1.91) ~ (E1,mins 1, min) B (€ 1,uni» 71,un1) = (E2,mins 42, min) D (€2,unis §2,uni) ~ (€2.¢2),
and conclude that (€1, ¢;) is hyperbolic equivalent to (€5, g5). |

Before proving Corollary 1.5 let us recall the definitions of the discriminant double cover and root stack
associated with a generically nondegenerate quadric bundle Q C Py (&), and of the Brauer classes on
their corank <1 loci.

First, assume that dim(Q/X) = 0 mod 2. The determinant of the morphism ¢: &€ ® £L — £V is a nonzero
global section det(g) of the line bundle ((det £)®2 @ LB™X(E))V: it defines a Z /2—graded commutative
Ox—algebra structure on the sheaf Oy @ det € ® £L® 1k(€)/2 and the determinant double cover is defined

as its relative spectrum
S = Specy (Ox ddetE® L®rk(8)/2).
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On the other hand, by [11, Section 3.5] the algebra Oy @ detE ® L®™k(E)/2 i5 jdentified with the center
of the even part of the Clifford algebra Cliffy(&, ¢), which therefore can be written as the pushforward of
an Og—algebra B, from S. Moreover, the restriction of By to the open subset S<; C S, the preimage of
the open subset X<; C X parametrizing quadrics of corank at most one in the quadric bundle Q — X, is
an Azumaya algebra. We denote by Bs € Br(S<;) the Brauer class of By|s_,.

Similarly, assume dim(Q/X) = 1 mod 2. Locally over X we can trivialize the line bundle £; then using
det(g) in the same way as above we can define local double covers of X, which do not necessarily glue
into a global double cover, but whose quotient stacks by the covering involutions glue into a global stack
S — X. This is, in fact, the root stack

S = (((det£)®2 g LEXEN)Y  det(q)) /X

as defined in [1, Section B.2]. By [11, Section 3.6], the algebra Cliffy(E, ¢) can be written as the
pushforward of an O g—algebra B from S. Moreover, the restriction of By to the open substack S<; C S,
the preimage of the open subset X<; C X, is an Azumaya algebra. We denote by Bs € Br(S<;) the
Brauer class of By|s_,.

Proof of Corollary 1.5 Since the field k is algebraically closed, we have W (k) = Z /2 via the dimension
parity homomorphism, hence the assumptions wy (€, q) = wx(€’,¢’) and hw(€,q) = hw(€&’,q’) of
Theorem 1.3 reduce, respectively, to the equality rk(€) = rk(E’) mod 2, which holds true in each part
of the corollary, and to rk(H n/2(4)) = rtk(H"?(q’)) mod 2, which is one of the assumptions of the
corollary. Therefore, by Theorem 1.3, the quadric bundles Q and Q' are hyperbolic equivalent. Now parts
(1) and (2) of the corollary follow from the Morita equivalence of Cliffy (&, ¢) and Cliffy(E’, ¢’) proved
in Proposition 1.1(3), part (3) follows from Proposition 1.1(4), and part (4) from Proposition 1.1(5). O
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