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From a K3 surface to all cohomology of its sheaf moduli

Let k be any field, k an algebraic closure, and ¢ # char k. For a k-variety X, write X = X x k. If S is a K3 surface
and M = Mg(S,v) is a smooth proper moduli space of stable sheaves, then M need not be birational to the Hilbert
scheme S of the same dimension. The paper nevertheless shows that their rational f-adic cohomologies carry the
same Galois representation.

Main theorem (Theorems 1 and 2). Let S1, S be K3 surfaces over k and suppose
HZ(S1, Qo) =~ HZ (52, Qe)

as Gal(l;;/k‘)-representations. If M; is a smooth proper moduli space of stable sheaves on S; and dim M; = dim Ms,
then for every j > 0,

HI (M, Qo) =~ Hl (M2, Q)
as Galois representations. Consequently, over a finite field, Z(S1,t) = Z(Sa,t) implies Z(M,,t) = Z(Ma,t).

For the standard construction, v is effective and geometrically primitive, H is v-generic, and v? > 0; Proposition 1.8
then gives a nonempty smooth projective geometrically irreducible M of dimension v? 4+ 2. Geometric primitivity and
v-genericity are important because the argument excludes properly semistable sheaves, but it does not require M to
be a fine moduli space.
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Step 1: the Mukai lattice controls degree two
The weight-zero f-adic Mukai lattice is

H(S,Z;) = H°(S,Z,) ® H(S,Zy(1)) ® H*(S, Z¢(2)),

with pairing (o, 8) = —apfs + @282 — asfy. A quasi-universal sheaf on S x M defines the Mukai map. Proposition
2.1 proves the Galois-equivariant isometries

vt v?
HQ(M’ Z(1)) = {UJ‘}<’U> 02 i 87

Existence of a quasi-universal rather than universal sheaf is what lets this include non-fine moduli spaces. The
proof establishes the known complex isometry first, then uses the Lefschetz principle in characteristic zero and a
mixed-characteristic lift with smooth base change in positive characteristic.

When v? = 0, the moduli space has dimension two. Propositions 2.1 and 3.1 compare its degree-two representation
with that of S, while its odd cohomology vanishes; degrees zero and four are the canonical representations of a
geometrically irreducible smooth proper surface. This is the separate argument of Remark 3.3 and completes the
isotropic branch of the theorem.

Step 2: comparison with the Hilbert scheme

Put n = (v 4 2)/2 and w = (1,0,1 — n), the Mukai vector for S[™. Proposition 3.1 constructs a Galois-equivariant
rational isometry v ~ w' when v? > 0: reflection through v — w or v + w sends v to £w, with separate elementary
reflections handling the isotropic exceptions. For v? = 0 it similarly identifies v /(v) with H?(S, Q(1)). The use of
Qq is essential; Example 3.2 exhibits an integral discriminant obstruction over Zs.

For v? > 0, degree two is not enough by itself. Proposition 5.1 promotes the chosen isometry g: ILNI(S’7 Q) — I?(S’, Q)
with g(v) = w to a correspondence - -
vg: H*(M,Qe) =+ H* (51, Q)

that is both Galois equivariant and a ring isomorphism. Its class is built from the normalized Mukai classes of the
quasi-universal families, the isometry g, and the universal polynomial converting Chern characters to Chern classes.

The hardest point is proving that this rational correspondence is an isomorphism. Over C, Markman’s theorem gives
the claim for integral isometries. Ring multiplicativity and invertibility are closed conditions on the isometry torsor
I =TIsom(H(S),v,w). Lemma 5.3 uses Borel density to show that the integral points of I are Zariski dense, so the
closed conditions hold at the desired Q-point. Lefschetz and lifting arguments then carry the result to an arbitrary

field, while the construction itself makes v, Galois equivariant.

Step 3: change the K3 surface

For two surfaces, Proposition 4.1 uses the de Cataldo-Migliorini motivic decomposition of S into Tate twists
of symmetric powers S™). Since the cohomology of a K3 surface is concentrated in degrees 0,2,4, its full Galois
representation is determined by H?; hence the assumed isomorphism for S1, Sy propagates to their Hilbert schemes.
In the positive-square case, composing with the two maps «y, proves Theorem 2; the isotropic case was already closed
above. The Lefschetz trace formula then gives the finite-field zeta-function statement.

The toy case is v = w, where M = S and the comparison is already visible. The general proof shows that changing
the Mukai vector does not change rational Galois cohomology, provided the dimension stays fixed. It does not assert
birationality, derived equivalence, or a natural geometric map between M; and Ms; nor does an arbitrary degree-two
representation isomorphism necessarily yield a ring isomorphism between their cohomologies. The conclusion is
precisely an isomorphism of graded Galois representations, which is already enough to identify all finite-field point
counts.
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