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1. Introduction

Moduli spaces of stable sheaves on surfaces are much studied objects. As stability depends
on the choice of a polarization, it is interesting to study the dependence of the geometry of
the moduli spaces on this choice. The introduction of Bridgeland stability conditions [14]
prompted new techniques, which can be applied to study this question. In [5,6], Bayer and
Macrì have analyzed in detail the birational geometry of moduli spaces on projective K3
surfaces X. In particular, they proved that crossing a wall induces a birational transforma-
tion and that every smooth K-trivial birational model of a moduli space can be obtained
by varying stability conditions in Stab†(X).

The purpose of this thesis is to prove analogous results for moduli spaces of stable objects
on Enriques surfaces Y . The main technique is to consider the covering K3 surface Ỹ and
use the already established results for Ỹ .

More precisely, using the pullback along the covering map π : Ỹ → Y , we get a 2:1
morphism of the moduli spaces MY

σ (v) of stable objects on Y onto Lagrangian subvarieties
of the moduli spaces M Ỹ

σ̃
(π∗(v)) on Ỹ [27,45]. Applying a result by Marian and Zhao [38],

we conclude

Proposition 1.1 (see Proposition 4.2). Let v ∈ H∗alg(Y,Z) be a Mukai vector such that
π∗(v) ∈ H∗alg(Ỹ ,Z) is primitive and σ ∈ Stab†(Y ) a generic stability condition. The image
of the morphism

π∗ : MY
σ (v)→M Ỹ

σ̃
(π∗(v))

is a constant cycle Lagrangian.

Recall that a subvariety is called constant cycle if all its points become rationally equiv-
alent in the ambient variety.
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It turns out that this cycle-theoretic property is enough to deduce birational equivalence
of moduli spaces with different stability conditions.

Theorem 1.2 (see Theorem 4.5). Let Y be a generic Enriques surface and v ∈ H∗alg(Y,Z)
a Mukai vector such that π∗(v) ∈ H∗alg(Ỹ ,Z) is primitive. Then, for generic stability condi-
tions σ, τ ∈ Stab†(Y ) the moduli spaces Mσ(v) and Mτ (v) are birationally equivalent.

More precisely, we show that the birational transformation obtained by Bayer and Macrì
[5, Thm. 1.1] for moduli spaces on K3 surfaces restricted to the moduli spaces on Enriques
surfaces induces a birational transformation. To prove this, we use that these are con-
stant cycle Lagrangians and, therefore, cannot be contained in the exceptional locus, cf.
Proposition 2.6.

This enables us to apply Fourier–Mukai transforms to the moduli space and change the
stability condition without changing its birational type. Using this technique, one relates
moduli spaces for different Mukai vectors.

Corollary 1.3 (see Proposition 4.8). Let Y be an Enriques surface and v ∈ H∗alg(Y,Z) a
primitive Mukai vector of odd rank. Then, for generic polarization H ∈ Amp(Y ) the moduli
spaces MH(v) are birationally equivalent to some Hilbn(Y ).

If the rank is even, we deduce that the moduli spaces are Calabi–Yau manifolds employing
results by Saccà [48].

As a final application of the birational equivalence of wall-crossing we consider the natural
nef divisor classes associated to a stability condition [6, Sec. 4]. These behave well under
fixed-point-free actions [45, Prop. 10.2]. Since the birational transformation of Theorem 1.2
can be obtained as the restriction of the birational transformation of the moduli spaces on
the K3 surface, we can furthermore prove the following statement about minimal models of
the moduli spaces.

Theorem 1.4 (see Theorem 4.14). Let Y be a generic Enriques surface and v ∈ H∗alg(Y,Z)
a Mukai vector such that π∗(v) ∈ H∗alg(Ỹ ,Z) is primitive. Consider a generic stability
condition σ ∈ Stab†(Y ). Assume that the classes that are mapped to big and movable
divisors under the Mukai morphism have positive square with respect to the Mukai pairing.
Then, every smooth K-trivial birational model M of Mσ(v) appears as a moduli space, i.e.
M ∼= Mτ for some τ ∈ Stab†(Y ) generic.
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We expect the assertion about the positive square of classes which are mapped to big
and movable divisors to always hold. See Section 4.3 for further details.

Outline. At first, we will consider constant cycle subvarieties and present some known
results and examples. We conclude the section with properties of these subvarieties needed
in our investigation of the birational geometry of the moduli spaces.

Next, we will review briefly moduli spaces of coherent sheaves and present the notion of
stability conditions introduced by Bridgeland. Concluding, we state relevant facts about
Enriques surfaces before we give a broad overview of what is known for moduli spaces of
stable sheaves and objects on K3 and Enriques surfaces.

The final chapter is devoted to the presentation of the author’s results and their proofs.
After we observe that moduli spaces on Enriques surfaces give rise to constant cycle La-
grangians, we continue to prove Theorem 1.2. This is the main result of this thesis. There-
after, we determine the birational type of the moduli spaces of stable objects on Enriques
surfaces for odd and even rank Mukai vectors and finish with the result on their minimal
models.
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Notations and conventions. We will work over the complex numbers. An Enriques
surface is called generic if the Picard rank of its covering K3 surface is 10. The bounded
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derived category of a smooth projective variety X is denoted by Db(X). Throughout, Chow
groups are the groups of cycles modulo rational equivalence.

2. Constant cycle subvarieties

We are particularly interested in the following class of subvarieties.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a variety and Y ⊂ X a subvariety. Then Y is called a constant
cycle subvariety if all points in Y are rationally equivalent as points in X. If, moreover, X
is a symplectic variety and Y is a Lagrangian subvariety, then Y is called constant cycle
Lagrangian.

Observe that if X is symplectic, then every constant cycle subvariety is isotropic, which
follows from Roitman’s Theorem [51, Prop. 10.24]. Thus, in the definition of constant cycle
Lagrangians one may replace the Lagrangian assumption with a condition on the dimensions
2 dim(Y ) = dim(X).

The starting point of this thesis was the investigation of constant cycle subvarieties.
Therefore, we want to elaborate on these subvarieties and present some known results.

The notion was introduced in [22] for the case X a K3 surface by Hubyrechts. More
precisely, he defined two notions such that the one above would be called a pointwise
constant cycle curve. The second definition allows to attribute to a constant cycle curve an
invariant called the order. Take a point x0 ∈ X such that its class satisfies [x0] = oX , where
oX ∈ CH0(X) is the canonical zero-cycle introduced by Beauville and Voisin [8]. Consider
the cycle κC := ΓC−C×x0 ∈ CH2(C×X) where C ⊂ X is a curve inside a K3 surface and
ΓC the graph of the inclusion C ↪→ X. We then say that C is a constant cycle curve of order
n if the image of the cycle κC under the specialization map CH2(C×X)→ CH2(k(ηC)×X)
becomes n-torsion. Over C these two definitions coincide [22, Prop. 3.7].

Obvious examples of constant cycle subvarieties are given by CH0-trivial subvarieties
inside a variety or by subvarieties in a CH0-trivial variety. Here, a variety is called CH0-
trivial if the group of zero cycles modulo rational equivalence maps isomorphically onto Z
via the degree map. In particular, rational curves in K3 surfaces are constant cycle curves
of order one. The converse does not hold.

We want to sketch two geometric examples of constant cycle curves on K3 surfaces fol-
lowing [22]. The first series is obtained from elliptic K3 surfaces X → P1 with a zero-section
C0 ⊂ X. The set Cn defined as the closure of n-torsion points in the smooth fibres is easily
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seen to be a constant cycle curve since CH0(X) is torsion-free [47]. The second one uses
a non-symplectic automorphism f : X ∼−→ X of finite order n. An automorphism is called
non-symplectic if its action on H2,0(X) is not trivial. Curves contained in the fixed locus
of f are constant cycle curves of order d|n. The crucial ingredient in the proof is Bloch’s
conjecture applied to the singular quotient X/〈f〉 [11]. Every complex K3 surface contains
infinitely many constant cycle curves.

The higher dimensional analogues of K3 surfaces are hyperkähler varieties.

Definition 2.2. A smooth projective variety X is called hyperkähler or irreducible holomor-
phic symplectic, if X is symplectic, simply connected and its space of holomorphic two-forms
is spanned by a nowhere degenerate form.

In this thesis we are almost exclusively concerned with the study of constant cycle sub-
varieties inside hyperkähler varieties.

In higher dimensions very few examples of constant cycle subvarieties are known. Never-
theless, the two geometric examples from K3 surfaces have their analogues for hyperkähler
varieties. Lin constructed constant cycle Lagrangians for hyperkähler varieties admitting
a Lagrangian fibration [34]. The construction again uses the torsion points in the fibers,
which are abelian varieties. If we consider a hyperkähler variety with a non-symplectic au-
tomorphism, subvarieties in the fixed locus are constant cycle provided the quotient satisfies
the generalized Bloch’s conjecture, cf. [10].

Example 2.3. We illustrate an example of this last principle. Consider the following
ten-dimensional family

X = {f(x0, x1, x2, x3, x4) + x3
5 = 0} ⊂ P5

of cubic fourfolds, where Y = {f(x0, x1, x2, x3, x4) = 0} ⊂ P4 defines a smooth cubic
threefold, cf. [1, 13]. Beauville and Donagi showed that the Fano variety of lines F (X) of a
cubic fourfold is a four-dimensional hyperkähler variety [7]. The inclusion Y ⊂ X yields an
inclusion F (Y ) ⊂ F (X) of the Fano variety of lines. On X we have an involution induced
by the following automorphism of the projective space

[x0 : x1 : x2 : x3 : x4 : x5] 7→ [x0 : x1 : x2 : x3 : x4 : ξx5],

where ξ is a primitive third root of unity. This automorphism of X induces a non-symplectic
automorphism σ on F (X) and F (Y ) is exactly its fixed locus [12, Ex. 6.4]. Laterveer [30,32]
studied this example and proved using Chow motives that the singular quotient F (X)/〈σ〉
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has a trivial CH0-group. Thus, this is an example of smooth constant cycle Lagrangians
of non-negative Kodaira dimension inside the Fano variety of lines of a cubic fourfold. In
[31,32] one can find two more examples of this type.

A possible generalization of constant cycle Lagrangians has been defined by Voisin in
[52]. Recall that a variety Z ⊂ X inside a symplectic variety (X,σ) is called coisotropic
if for each regular point z ∈ Zsm the symplectic complement of the tangent space T⊥σZ,z is
contained in TZ,z.

Definition 2.4. A subvariety Z ⊂ X of codimension i ≤ n inside a hyperkähler variety is
called algebraically coisotropic if there exists a rational map φ : Z 99K B onto a variety B
of dimension 2n− 2i such that σ|Z = φ∗σB, where σB is a (2, 0)-form on B.

One can furthermore require the general fibers of the rational map φ to be constant
cycle subvarieties. Then, for i = n, we recover the notion of constant cycle Lagrangians.
Voisin conjectured that every algebraic hyperkähler variety contains algebraic coisotropic
subvarieties of every codimension 0 ≤ i ≤ n with constant cycle fibers. Furthermore, the
cycle class map cl : CHi(X)→ H2i(X,Z) is conjectured to be injective on these subvarieties,
so in particular on constant cycle Lagrangians. For more results and conjectures we refer
the reader to [52].

For our investigation of the birational geometry of the moduli spaces we only need the
following properties.

Lemma 2.5. Let X be a projective variety, Y a smooth projective variety and consider a
birational morphism f : X → Y . Then a subvariety Z ⊂ Y is constant cycle if and only if
f−1(Z) ⊂ X is a constant cycle subvariety.

Proof. Consider the commutative diagram

CH0(f−1(Z)) CH0(X)

CH0(Z) CH0(Y ),

f∗

ι∗

f∗

ι∗

where ι denotes the inclusion of both subvarieties. If X is smooth, the birational map f∗
induces an isomorphism between CH0(X) and CH0(Y ) and the assertion follows from the
commutativity of the diagram. For arbitrary X, use a resolution of singularities π : X̃ → X

and argue as above using the above diagram and the corresponding one for π. 2
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The following result is the main ingredient for our proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 2.6. Let X and Y be smooth varieties and f : X 99K Y a birational map.
Suppose X is symplectic and consider a constant cycle Lagrangian Z ⊂ X of Kodaira
dimension kod(Z) ≥ 0. Assume that a general point of the proper transform of Z is a
fundamental point of the birational map f−1. Then, Z cannot be contained in the exceptional
locus.

Proof. Consider the diagram

Γ

X Y,

p2p1

f

where Γ denotes the closure of the graph of f and pi the projections from X ×Y . Applying
Lemma 2.5, the variety

T := p1
(
p−1

2

(
p2
(
p−1

1 (Z)
)))
⊂ X

is a constant cycle subvariety containing Z. The fiber p−1
2 (a) ⊂ Γ for a fundamental point

a of f−1 is uniruled [29, IV. Prop. 1.5]. Thus, the images of the fibers under the morphism
p1 are non-trivial uniruled varieties. If for generic x ∈ Z there exists a fiber p−1

2 (a) with
x ∈ p1(p−1

2 (a)) and a rational curve x ∈ Cx ⊂ p1(p−1
2 (a)) such that Cx is contained in Z,

then Z would be uniruled, in contradiction to kod(Z) ≥ 0.
Hence, we may assume that for generic x ∈ Z the rational curves Cx ⊂ p1(p−1

2 (a)) through
x are not contained inside Z. However, then the constant cycle subvariety T strictly contains
Z and, thus, is of larger dimension. Since the dimension of a constant cycle subvariety inside
a symplectic variety is bounded by half the dimension of the ambient space, we derive a
contradiction. 2

In a similar vein one can show that constant cycle Lagrangians Z ⊂ X of non-negative
Kodaira dimension inside a smooth symplectic variety cannot be contained inside a uniruled
variety W ⊂ X. Indeed, if Z would be contained in W , there is again through every point
of Z a rational curve. These are also generically not contained inside Z. However, they
must be contained in the rational orbit

Oz = {x ∈ X | [x] = [z] in CH0(X)}

of a point z ∈ Z which is a countable union of constant cycle subvarieties. This yields a
contradiction.
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Since the exceptional locus of a birational map between hyperkähler varieties is uniruled
[29, Thm. VI.1.10], we could as well use this observation in our proof of Theorem 1.2.

3. Review: Moduli spaces and stability conditions

3.1. Moduli spaces of coherent sheaves. A key aspect of algebraic geometry is the
study of coherent sheaves on varieties. The goal then is to construct moduli spaces which
parametrize sheaves with certain properties, for example a given Hilbert polynomial or
Mukai vector. As these spaces should inherit a geometric structure themselves, one needs
the notion of stability to ensure their existence as a reasonable space. A reference for a
detailed discussion of moduli spaces is [24].

Let X be a surface and H an ample line bundle on X. Recall that for a coherent sheaf E
of pure dimension 2 the Hilbert polynomial P (E) is defined as P (E,m) = χ(E⊗Hm), where
χ denotes the Euler characteristic. The reduced Hilbert polynomial p(E) is the quotient of
P (E) by the rank of E.

Definition 3.1. A coherent sheaf E of pure dimension 2 is called (H-)Gieseker semistable
if for all proper subsheaves 0 6= F ⊂ E one has p(F ) ≤ p(E). The sheaf E is called
(H-)Gieseker stable if strict inequality holds.

It is easy to verify that stable sheaves are in fact simple. If we fix the Mukai vector
v(E) = ch(E)

√
td(X) ∈ H∗(X,Q) (or the topological invariants rank(E) and ci(E)), the

moduli functor of interest to us is

MH(v) : (Sch/C)op → Set

that associates to any scheme T of finite type over C the set of equivalence classes of all
T -flat coherent sheaves E on T ×X such that the fibers Et for all closed points t ∈ T are
(H-)Gieseker semistable with Mukai vector v. Two such sheaves are called equivalent if
they differ by the pullback of a line bundle on T via the first projection.

Using GIT one can show the existence of a projective variety MH(v) which is a coarse
moduli space parametrizing S-equivalence classes of semistable sheaves with Mukai vector
v [24, Sec. 4]. Recall that two semistable sheaves are called S-equivalent if their Jordan–
Hölder filtrations have the same graded objects. The C-valued points of MH(v) are exactly
the S-equivalence classes. If [E] ∈MH(v) is a stable sheaf, then T[E]MH(v) ∼= Ext1(E,E).
Furthermore, MH(v) is smooth at E if Ext2(E,E) = 0 [24, Thm. 4.5.3].
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The ample cone Amp(X) admits for given Mukai vector v a wall and chamber decom-
position [24, App. 4.C]. We call H ∈ Amp(X) (v-)generic if H does not lie on any of the
walls. If v is primitive and H is generic, then semistability and stability coincide.

3.2. Bridgeland stability conditions. Motivated by M. Douglas’s work on Π-stability,
Bridgeland [14] introduced the notion of a stability condition on a triangulated category.

Definition 3.2. Let D be a triangulated category. A stability condition σ = (Z,P) consists
of a group homomorphism Z : K(D) → C, called the central charge, and for each φ ∈ R a
full additive subcategory P(φ) ⊂ D satisfying the following conditions

• If 0 6= E ∈ P(φ), then Z(E) ∈ R>0e
iπφ.

• If φ1 > φ2 and Ei ∈ P(φi), then Hom(E1, E2) = 0.
• P(φ)[1] = P(φ+ 1).
• Every 0 6= E ∈ D has a categorical Harder–Narasimhan filtration, i.e. there exists
a finite sequence of real numbers φ1 > φ2 > · · · > φn and a (unique) collection of
triangles

0 = E0 E1 E2 . . . En−1 En = E

A1 A2 An
such that Ai ∈ P(φi).

The collection of subcategories P with the above properties is called a slicing of D.
Equivalently, one can use bounded t-structures and their hearts A = P((0, 1]) to define
Bridgeland stability conditions [14, Prop. 5.3]. We refer to [9] for an introduction to t-
structures. With this notion the first property encodes two positivity conditions. The
imaginary part of the central charge can be thought of as a rank function which is additive
on short exact sequences on the abelian category A. Furthermore, the real part adjusted by
a sign −Re(Z) defines the degree of an object such that non-zero objects in A of rank 0 have
strictly positive degree. With this in mind we can define a notion of slope stability on the
abelian category A via µ(E) = −Re(Z(E))/Im(Z(E)). Then E is called semistable (resp.
stable) if for all proper subobjects 0 6= F ⊂ E we have the (strict) inequality µ(F ) ≤ µ(E)
(µ(F ) < µ(E)). If we use the notion of a slicing, objects in P(φ) are semistable of phase φ
and simple objects in P(φ) are called stable.
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Bridgeland constructed on the set of stability conditions Stab(D) a generalised metric to
show the following

Theorem 3.3 (Bridgeland). The space of stability conditions Stab(D) is a complex mani-
fold. A local homeomorphism is given by sending σ = (Z,P) to Z ∈ Hom(K(D),C).

Usually one restricts to full numerical stability conditions. These are stability conditions
with two further properties. Firstly, one requires the central charge to factorize through
the numerical Grothendieck group Knum(D) = K(D)/χ(−,−), where χ(E,F ) denotes the
alternating sum of the dimensions of the Ext groups

∑
i(−1)i dimExti(E,F ). Secondly, the

image of the local homeomorphism from Theorem 3.3 has the maximal dimension possible.
From now on we will only consider full numerical stability conditions and the space Stab(X)
of those on the bounded derived category Db(X) of a smooth projective surface X.

The space of stability conditions comes naturally with two group actions. The first one is
the group of exact autoequivalences Aut(Db(X)) acting via ψ.(Z,P) = (Z ◦ψ∗, ψ(P)). The
universal cover G̃L+(2,R) of GL+(2,R) acts on the right via (Z,P).(A, f) = (A−1 ◦ Z,P ′),
where P ′(φ) = P(f(φ)).

For curves the stability manifolds have been completely determined [14, 35, 46]. For
surfaces we will list some of the results in the next chapter. Constructing stability conditions
in higher dimensions is in general very difficult.

Similiar to the case of Gieseker stability, the space of stability conditions Stab(X) admits
for a Mukai vector v a wall and chamber decomposition, see [15, Sec. 9] and [4, Prop. 3.3].

Proposition 3.4 (Bridgeland). There exists a locally finite collection of real codimension
one submanifolds Wi ⊂ Stab(X), only depending on the Mukai vector v, with the following
properties

(i) Each wall Wi is a real codimension one closed submanifold with boundary.
(ii) When σ varies within a chamber, the set of σ-semistable and σ-stable objects with

Mukai vector v does not change.
(iii) If σ ∈Wi for some i, then there is a σ-semistable object that is semistable in one of

the adjacent chambers and unstable in the other adjacent chamber.

We call a stability condition generic (for v) if it does not lie on any of the walls. If v is
primitive and σ is generic, then σ-stability and σ-semistability coincide. In particular, the
set of stability conditions for which a given object is stable is open in Stab(X).
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A question that arises is the relationship between Gieseker stability and stability con-
ditions. Bridgeland obtained a result for (β, ω)-twisted Gieseker stability on K3 surfaces
[15, Prop. 14.2]. We refer to [39] for details on twisted stability. For β = 0 this notion
reduces to classical Gieseker stability. He proved that one can recover (β, ω)-twisted sta-
bility as the large volume limit of the geometric stability condition associated to the pair
(β, ω) if the rank of the Mukai vector is not zero. In fact, it is not necessary to make this
assumption on the rank [5, Rem. 2.14] and the statement can be modified for arbitrary
smooth projective surfaces [37, Exc. 6.27]. For our purposes the following is enough.

Proposition 3.5 (Bridgeland). Let X be a K3 or Enriques surface and v = (r, c1, s) a
positive, primitive Mukai vector. For a generic ample H satisfying c1H > 0 there exists a
stability condition σH such that the sets of σH-semistable and σH-stable objects with class
v are the same as the sets of H-Gieseker semistable and H-Gieseker stable sheaves.

A Mukai vector v = (r, c1, s) is called positive if r > 0 or r = 0 and c2 effective and s 6= 0
or r = c1 = 0 and s > 0.

As in the sheaf case one would like to construct moduli spaces of semistable objects.
Unfortunately, as these are not naturally associated to a GIT problem, there is up to now
no general result on the existence of a coarse moduli space. More precisely, one considers
the 2-functor

MX : (Sch/C)op → Grp

which associates to a scheme T the groupoid MX(T ) whose objects E consist of unbounded
T -perfect complexes of quasi coherent sheaves on T ×X such that Exti(Et, Et) = 0 for i < 0
and all t ∈ T . Inaba [26] and Lieblich [33] then proved that MX is an Artin stack locally
of finite type over C. Toda [50] improved this result for K3 surfaces and showed amongst
other things that σ-stability is an open property and that the moduli stack satisfies the
valuative criterion of universal closedness. Nevertheless, in the cases which are of interest
to us, coarse moduli spaces are known to exist.

3.3. Enriques surfaces. We assume that the reader is familiar with K3 surfaces. For a
broad introduction to K3 and Enriques surfaces we refer to [23] and [2].

Let Y be a smooth projective surface over the complex numbers. It is called an Enriques
surface, if its canonical bunde ωY is non-trivial and has 2-torsion and h1,0(Y ) = 0. The
Hodge diamond of an Enriques surface is concentrated in the middle column and the second
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integral cohomology decomposes into H2(Y,Z) = Z⊕10⊕Z/2Z. If we divide out by torsion,
the intersection form on the second cohomology is isometric to E8(−1)⊕U , where U is the
hyperbolic plane and E8 is the even positive definite lattice with Dynkin diagram E8.

The fundamental group of Y is Z/2Z and the universal cover of an Enriques surfaces
π : Ỹ → Y is isomorphic to a projective K3 surface and we denote by i ∈ Aut(Ỹ ) the
covering involution. Note that there is a bijection between Enriques surfaces and projective
K3-surfaces with a fixed-point-free involution. An Enriques surface Y with universal cover Ỹ
of Picard rank 10 is called generic. Observe that as h1(TY ) = 10 and h0(TY ) = h2(TY ) = 0,
the moduli space of Enriques surfaces is smooth of dimension 10. The generic Enriques
surfaces are dense in this moduli space.

The covering map induces a morphism π∗ : H∗(Y,Z) → H∗(Ỹ ,Z) whose image is an
index 2 sublattice of the i∗-invariant part of the cohomology [43]. However, if we consider
the torsion free Néron–Severi group NSf (Y ), the embedding NSf (Y ) ↪→ NS(Ỹ ) is primitive
and for generic Y even onto. For α, β ∈ NSf (Y ) we have (π∗α, π∗β) = 2(α, β).

3.4. Moduli spaces on K3 and Enriques surfaces. In this section we want to give an
overview about what is known for moduli spaces of stable sheaves and objects on K3 and
Enriques surfaces.

Let X be a K3 or an Enriques surface.

Definition 3.6. Denote by H∗alg(X,Z) the image of the map

v = ch(_)
√
td(X) : Knum(X)→ H∗(X,Q).

We call H∗alg(X,Z) together with the Mukai pairing

(v, w) :=
∫
X
−v0w4 + v2w2 − v4w0

the Mukai lattice of X.

If X is a K3 surface, the image of the Mukai vector is in fact contained in the integral
cohomology. For Enriques surfaces we have to allow rational coefficients since the square
root of the Todd class is

√
td(X) = (1, 0, 1

2). Using the Hirzebruch–Riemann–Roch formula
we observe for E,F ∈ Knum(X) the relation χ(E,F ) = −(v(E), v(F )).

We will first consider the case of moduli spaces of stable sheaves on K3 surfaces. The
low-dimensional examples have been worked out by Mukai [42].
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Theorem 3.7 (Mukai). Let v be a primitive Mukai vector together with a generic polar-
ization H ∈ Amp(X).

(i) If v2 = −2, then MH(v) is either empty or a single point.
(ii) If v is isotropic, then MH(v) is empty or a K3 surface.

The K3 surface appearing in part (ii) of the theorem is in general not isomorphic to
X. Yoshioka, building upon previous work by Mukai and Kuleshov, established numerical
conditions for the non-emptiness of the moduli spaces [54].

Proposition 3.8 (Yoshioka). If v is primitive, positive and satisfies v2 ≥ −2, then the
moduli space MH(v) is non-empty.

In higher dimensions, the moduli spaces share a certain geometric structure.

Theorem 3.9 (Huybrechts, Mukai, O’Grady, Yoshioka). If v is positive, primitive with
v2 > 0 and H is generic, the moduli space MH(v) is a projective hyperkähler variety of
dimension 2n = v2 + 2 deformation equivalent to Hilbn(X). The symplectic form at a point
[E] is given by the Yoneda product

Ext1(E,E)× Ext1(E,E)→ Ext2(E,E) ∼= Hom(E,E) = C.

Let us now pass to the derived category Db(X) and stability conditions. In [15], Bridge-
land constructed explicitly stability conditions σβ,ω for given β, ω ∈ NS(X) ⊗ R with
ω ∈ Amp(X). The central charge Z = Zβ,ω is given by Z(E) = (exp(β + iω), v(E)). The
heart A(β, ω) of the bounded t-structure is obtained via tilting with respect to a torsion
pair, see [15, Sec. 6]. We will call these stability conditions geometric stability conditions and
denote the connected component of the stability manifold containing them by Stab†(X).

One defines a map

Z : Stab†(X)→ H∗alg(X,Z)⊗ C

sending a stability condition σ = (Z,P) to the unique vector ΩZ satisfying Z(v) = (ΩZ , v)
for all v. To describe the image of Z let us first define P(X) to be the set of all vectors
whose real and imaginary part span a positive definite two-dimensional plane. This set
has two connected components. We denote by P+(X) the connected component containing
vectors of the form exp(β+ iω) for ample classes ω ∈ NS(X)⊗R. Then, P+

0 (X) arises from
P+(X) by removing the orthogonal complement of all −2-classes in H∗alg(X,Z).
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Theorem 3.10 (Bridgeland). The map Z : Stab†(X) → P+
0 (X) is a covering map. The

subgroup of homologically trivial autoequivalences which preserves the connected component
Stab†(X) acts freely and is the group of deck transformations of Z.

Using the theorem a conjectural picture of the group of autoequivalences of Db(X) has
been put forward. It has been verified in the case of K3 surfaces with Picard rank one [25].

Minamide, Yanagida, and Yoshioka [41] proved the existence of coarse moduli spaces
parametrizing Bridgeland stable complexes for K3 surfaces with Picard rank one. Bayer
and Macrì [6] used their technique and extended it to arbitrary algebraic K3 surfaces.

Theorem 3.11 (Bayer, Macrì). For a projective K3 surface X with primitive Mukai vector v
and generic stability condition σ ∈ Stab†(X) the coarse moduli space Mσ(v) of σ-semistable
objects exists as a projective hyperkähler variety.

Moreover, they described nef divisors `σ associated to a stability condition σ = (Z,P).
They can be defined as the composition

Stab†(X) Z−−−−→ P+
0 (X) I−−−−→ v⊥

θσ−−−−−→ NS(Mσ(v)),

where Z : Stab†(X)→ P+
0 (X) is the map from Theorem 3.10, I(w) = −Im( w

(w,v)) and θσ is
the Mukai morphism, cf. [24, Sec. 8.1]. For a generic stability condition σ the divisor `σ is
ample on Mσ(v) [6, Thm. 1.3].

In a subsequent paper [5], Bayer and Macrì studied in detail the birational geometry of
moduli spaces of Bridgeland stable objects. In particular, they described the relationship of
moduli spaces for different stability conditions and obtained the Minimal Model Program
for these moduli spaces.

Theorem 3.12 (Bayer, Macrì). Let X be a K3 surface, v a primitive Mukai vector and
σ and τ generic stability conditions in Stab†(X). Assume v2 > 0. Then, the two moduli
spaces Mσ(v) and Mτ (v) are birational to each other.

Furthermore, every smooth K-trivial birational model of Mσ(v) appears as a moduli space
Mτ (v) of Bridgeland stable objects for some generic τ ∈ Stab†(X).

The proof is based on a detailed study of an hyperbolic lattice associated to each wall.
They describe under which condition (e.g. whether there are spherical or isotropic classes
contained in this lattice) which type of birational transformation occurs [5, Thm. 5.7].
The statement about the minimal models is achieved by computing the image of the map
` : Stab†(X)→ NS(Mσ(v)).
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Remark 3.13. We can apply this theorem in the following way. In the next chapter
we will be interested in moduli spaces up to birational equivalence. For primitive v and
generic σ we considerMσ(v). Applying a Fourier–Mukai transform Φ yields an isomorphism
Φ: Mσ(v) ∼−→ MΦ.σ(ΦH(v)), where ΦH denotes the induced cohomological Fourier–Mukai
transform. Observe that σ may not be generic for ΦH(v). However, Φ.σ is again generic for
ΦH(v). If Φ preserves the distinguished connected component Stab†(X), we get birationally
equivalent moduli spacesMσ(v) ∼Mσ′(ΦH(v)) for a generic stability condition σ′ using the
theorem. Thus, to prove statements about the birational type of the moduli spaces, we can
apply cohomological Fourier–Mukai transforms to modify the Mukai vector given that the
transform preserves the distinguished component. Hartmann proved that actually every
cohomological Fourier–Mukai transform is induced by an autoequivalence respecting the
distinguished component [18, Prop. 7.9]. Since there is a stability condition σH which
coincides with H-Gieseker stability, this allows us to deduce the results as well for moduli
spaces of stable sheaves.

Now we pass to Enriques surfaces Y and their moduli spaces. Throughout this thesis,
the universal cover will be denoted Ỹ . For better understanding, the moduli spaces on the
Enriques surface will be denoted by MY

H (v) respectively MY
σ (v) and the moduli spaces on

its universal cover by M Ỹ
π∗H(π∗(v)) respectively M Ỹ

σ̃
(π∗(v)).

Since the canonical divisor ωY of an Enriques surface is 2-torsion, the moduli space for
the Mukai vector v decomposes into

MY
H (v) ∼= MY

H (v, L) tMY
H (v, L⊗ ωY ),

where we furthermore fix the determinant line bundle L respectively L⊗ωY . If the rank of
the Mukai vector is odd, the two components are isomorphic.

Kim [27, 28] was the first one to study moduli spaces of stable sheaves on Enriques
surfaces.

Proposition 3.14 (Kim). Given an Enriques surfaces Y with its covering π : Ỹ → Y , the
morphism

π∗ : MY
H (v)→M Ỹ

π∗H(π∗(v))

has degree 2 and it is étale onto its image away from all points [E] satisfying E ∼= E⊗ωY . Its
image is the fixed locus of the action given by the covering involution i∗ ∈ Aut(M Ỹ

π∗H(π∗(v)))
and is a Lagrangian subvariety.
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The first step towards criteria to determine when the moduli spaces are non-empty was
again taken by Yoshioka [54, Thm. 4.6]. He used the virtual Hodge polynomial

e(X) :=
∑
p,q

ep,q(X)xpyq

for a variety X over C, where ep,q(X) :=
∑
k(−1)khp,q(Hk

c (X)). Here one uses that for
a variety over C the cohomology with compact support carries a natural mixed Hodge
structure. The main ingredient in his result is the invariance of this polynomial under a
certain Fourier–Mukai transform for moduli spaces of stable sheaves on Enriques surfaces
[54, Prop. 4.5]. The proof then reduces to a purely lattice-theoretic computation using
cohomological Fourier–Mukai transforms.

Theorem 3.15 (Yoshioka). Let v ∈ H∗alg(Y,Z) be a primitive, positive Mukai vector of odd
rank on an Enriques surface Y and take a generic polarization H. Then

e(MY
H (v, L)) = e(Hilbn(Y )),

where 2n = v2 + 1 and L is one of the two possible determinants. In particular, MY
H (v, L)

is irreducible and non-empty if and only if v2 ≥ −1.

The above strategy was employed by Hauzer [19] to show that in the even rank case
the virtual Hodge polynomial of a moduli space of semistable sheaves is the same as for a
moduli space parametrizing sheaves of rank 2 or 4. In his article one also finds an explicit
description of certain moduli spaces of rank two sheaves using the elliptic fibration of an
Enriques surface. Finally, Nuer [44, 45] settled the question of non-emptiness completely.
We only present the result in the primitive case for generic Enriques surfaces [44, Thm. 5.1].

Theorem 3.16 (Nuer). Consider a primitive Mukai vector v = (r, c1,
s
2) ∈ H∗alg(Y,Z) of

even rank on a generic Enriques surface and a generic polarization H. Take a line bundle
L satisfying c1(L) = c1.

(i) If π∗(v) is primitive and v2 ≥ 0, the moduli spaceMY
H (v, L) is non-empty, irreducible

and smooth of dimension v2 + 1 with torsion canonical bundle.
(ii) If 2 | π∗(v) and v2 ≥ 1, the moduli space MY

H (v, L) is non-empty and irreducible of
dimension v2 + 1.

(iii) If v2 = 0 and 2|π∗(v), then MY
H (v) ∼= Y .

Note that the above theorem in particular implies that in case (iii) the moduli space has
only one component whereas in (i) and (ii) it has two components.
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Independently, Saccà [48] studied the geometry of moduli spaces of pure dimension one
sheaves on Enriques surfaces. The main tool is the support morphism whose fibers are the
Jacobians of the curves. She was able to compute the canonical bundle, fundamental group,
second Betti number and certain Hodge numbers.

Theorem 3.17 (Saccà). Let Y be a generic Enriques surface, C ⊂ Y a curve of arithmetic
genus g ≥ 2 and v = (0, [C], s) a primitive Mukai vector. For a generic polarization H

the moduli space M := MY
H (v, L) is a smooth projective Calabi–Yau variety of dimension

2g − 1, i.e.
ωM ∼= OM and hp,0(M) = 0 for p 6= 0, 2g − 1.

In addition, there is a surjection Z/2Z� π1(M). For g = 2, the moduli space is a threefold
with the following Hodge diamond

1
0 0

0 10 0
1 10 10 1

For low values of g she shows that the above surjection onto the fundamental group is
actually an isomorphism. She conjectures it to be the case for all g and verifies it under
an extra assumption [48, As. 4.1.5]. This assumption then also allows her to compute the
second Betti number of the moduli spaces h2(MY

H (v, L)) = 11 for g ≥ 3.

We also want to mention results for Bridgeland stability conditions on Enriques surfaces
and the associated moduli spaces.

The category of coherent sheaves Coh(Y ) on an Enriques surface Y is naturally iso-
morphic to the category of coherent 〈i∗〉-sheaves Cohi∗(Ỹ ). This yields a natural equiv-
alence between the bounded derived categories Db(Y ) and Db

i∗(Ỹ ). In [36], the authors
describe stability conditions on Enriques surfaces using i∗-invariant stability conditions
Γ
Ỹ

:= {σ̃ ∈ Stab†(Ỹ ) | i∗σ̃ = σ̃} on Stab†(Ỹ ). They obtain two continuous maps using the
functors π∗ and π∗. The first one

(π∗)−1 : Γ
Ỹ
→ Stab(Y )

sends σ̃ = (Z̃, P̃) to (Z̃ ◦ π∗, P̃ ′), where P̃ ′(φ) = {E ∈ Db(Y ) | π∗E ∈ P̃(φ)}. The map

(π∗)−1 : (π∗)−1(Γ
Ỹ

)→ Stab†(Ỹ )

is defined analogously using π∗.
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Theorem 3.18 (Macrì, Mehrotra, Stellari). The non-empty subset (π∗)−1(Γ
Ỹ

) of the sta-
bility manifold of an Enriques surface embeds via (π∗)−1 into the distinguished component
of its universal cover Stab†(Ỹ ) as a closed submanifold. If Y is generic, the components
coincide.

For a generic Enriques surface Y we denote by σ̃ ∈ Stab†(Ỹ ) the stability condition
corresponding to σ ∈ Stab†(Y ), i.e. (π∗)−1(σ̃) = σ.

We denote by Stab†(Y ) the connected component of (π∗)−1(Γ
Ỹ

) containing the images
of the invariant geometric stability conditions. Note that one could as well repeat the same
construction of Bridgeland in [15] for Enriques surfaces. The authors also define the subset
P+

0 (Y ) as the image of the corresponding one for the universal cover P+
0 (Ỹ ) and obtain a

covering Z : Stab†(Y )→ P+
0 (Y ).

Nuer [45] established the existence of projective coarse moduli spaces for Bridgeland
stability conditions on Enriques surfaces. The idea is to use the result of Bayer and Macrì
for the covering K3 surface. For primitive Mukai vector these are also smooth projective
K-trivial varieties and the results on the non-emptiness and smoothness from Theorem 3.15
and 3.16 remain valid. Furthermore, the morphism

π∗ : MY
σ (v)→M Ỹ

σ̃
(π∗(v))

is 2:1 onto the fixed locus of the action given by the covering involution. The divisor
`σ associated to a stability condition σ ∈ Stab†(Y ) satisfies the following compatibility
[45, Prop. 10.2].

Proposition 3.19 (Nuer). For the stability conditions σ ∈ Stab†(Y ) and σ̃ ∈ Stab†(Ỹ ) the
associated divisors satisfy

(π∗)∗`σ̃ = `σ,

where (π∗)∗ : NS(M Ỹ
σ̃

(π∗(v)))→ NS(MY
σ (v)) is the induced map on the Néron–Severi groups.

4. Geometry of moduli spaces on Enriques surfaces

We first observe that the image of the moduli space of stable objects on an Enriques
surface is a constant cycle Lagrangian. Shen, Yin, and Zhao [49] studied the group of zero-
cycles on moduli spaces of stable objects on K3 surfaces. They formulated a conjecture,
which was later proven by the third author and Marian [38].
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Theorem 4.1 (Marian, Shen, Yin, Zhao). Let X be an algebraic K3 surface and v ∈
H∗alg(X,Z) a primitive Mukai vector. For a generic stability condition σ ∈ Stab†(X) con-
sider the moduli space Mσ(v) of stable complexes with Mukai vector v. For E,F ∈ Mσ(v)
we have

[E] = [F ] in CH0(Mσ(v)) ⇐⇒ c2(E) = c2(F ) in CH0(X).

By [11], Enriques surfaces Y satisfy Bloch’s conjecture. Since their Albanese variety is
trivial, we get CH0(Y ) = Z. Thus, we conclude the following

Proposition 4.2. Assume that π∗(v) ∈ H∗alg(Ỹ ,Z) is primitive. Then, the image of the
morphism π∗ : MY

σ (v)→M Ỹ
σ̃

(π∗(v)) is a constant cycle Lagrangian. 2

If v = (r, c1,
s
2) ∈ H∗alg(Y,Z) is primitive and r is even, the hypothesis of the proposition

is fulfilled if and only if 2 does not divide gcd(r, c1) [44, Lem. 2.1].
As we will see later, this is a useful result to gain new insights since up to now rather

little is known about the geometry of these moduli spaces.
Observe that this argument does not solely work for Enriques surfaces. For example,

one may take a K3 surface X given as a 2:1 cover X → P2. Similarly, one may consider
K3 surfaces with a non-symplectic automorphism of finite order. The quotient also satisfies
Bloch’s conjecture.

The moduli space MY
σ (v) itself is not always CH0-trivial. Indeed, these moduli spaces

have Kodaira dimension zero which implies that the one-dimensional moduli spaces are
elliptic curves. However, as we will see later, moduli spaces parametrizing odd rank Mukai
vectors are always CH0-trivial.

4.1. Wall-crossing for Enriques surfaces. Now we want to focus on the moduli space
of stable objects on generic Enriques surfaces. Our goal in this section is to prove that for
a generic Enriques surface Y the birational type of the moduli space of stable objects with
respect to a generic stability condition σ ∈ Stab†(Y ) does not depend on σ. The main idea
is to use the result for the covering K3 surface and observe what happens with the moduli
space of objects on the Enriques surface under the birational transformations appearing in
Theorem 3.12. In this section all Enriques surfaces are generic.

Recall that we have an action of i∗ ∈ Aut(Db(Ỹ )) on Stab†(Ỹ ). Since Y is generic,
the morphism π∗ : NS(Y )→ NS(Ỹ ) is surjective identifying the image with the eigenspace
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associated to the eigenvalue 1 of the map i∗ acting on H2(Ỹ ,Z). Hence, the map induced
by the covering involution acts trivially on the Mukai lattice. We use this to prove

Lemma 4.3. The action of i∗ ∈ Aut(Db(Ỹ )) on the connected component of the stability
manifold Stab†(Ỹ ) is trivial.

Proof. We know already that the action on the Mukai lattice is trivial. Furthermore, the
covering map Z : Stab†(Ỹ ) → P+

0 (Ỹ ) ⊂ H∗alg(Ỹ ,Z) ⊗ C from Theorem 3.10 is equivariant.
Therefore, the homeomorphism i∗ acts as a deck transformation for Z on Stab†(Ỹ ). How-
ever, the action is trivial on geometric stability conditions σβ,ω. Thus, i∗ must be the trivial
deck transformation. 2

The lemma also immediately follows from the work of Macrì, Mehrotra, and Stellari
[36, Prop. 3.12].

Corollary 4.4. The autoequivalence i∗ ∈ Aut(Db(Ỹ )) acts on the moduli space, i.e. for all
E ∈ M Ỹ

σ̃
(ṽ) we have i∗E ∈ M Ỹ

σ̃
(ṽ). In particular, if S ∈ Db(Ỹ ) is a spherical object with

primitive Mukai vector v(S) such that S is stable for some σ ∈ Stab†(Ỹ ), then i∗S ∼= S. 2

The moduli space decomposes into MY
σ (v) ∼= MY

σ (v, L) tMY
σ (v, L ⊗ ωY ) and we will

concentrate only on one component omitting the determinant in the notation. For an odd
rank vector the two components are exchanged via tensoring with ωY and each component
embeds into M Ỹ

σ̃
(π∗(v)) under the morphism π∗. In the even rank case, π∗ is an étale cover

on each component.
Consider now two stability conditions σ+, σ− ∈ Stab†(Y ). Inside one chamber the moduli

spaces MY
σ+

(v) and MY
σ−(v) stay the same. Hence, we only need to study the relationship

of these two moduli spaces for σ+ and σ− in adjacent chambers. We can assume that the
corresponding stability conditions σ̃+ and σ̃− in Stab†(Ỹ ) are also generic with respect to
π∗(v) and lie in adjacent chambers since Y is generic. We are now ready to prove the main
result of this thesis.

Theorem 4.5. Let Y be a generic Enriques surface and v ∈ H∗alg(Y,Z) a Mukai vector such
that π∗(v) ∈ H∗alg(Ỹ ,Z) is primitive. Then, for generic stability conditions σ, τ ∈ Stab†(Y )
the moduli spaces MY

σ (v) and MY
τ (v) are birationally equivalent.

Proof. To ease notation, we will prove the statement at first only for odd rank Mukai vectors
and describe at the end how to deduce the result in the even rank case. Recall that under
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this assumptionMY
σ (v) ↪→M Ỹ

σ̃
(π∗(v)) is an embedding of a constant cycle Lagrangian since

we only consider one component.
Consider the moduli spaces MY

σ+
(v) and MY

σ−(v) in adjacent chambers and embed them
inside M Ỹ

σ̃+
(π∗(v)) and M Ỹ

σ̃−
(π∗(v)) respectively. We know the assertion for the two moduli

spaces of stable objects on the K3 surface Ỹ . For our purpose we need an additional property
of the birational map. Observe that, since i∗ acts on the moduli spaces M Ỹ

σ̃+
(π∗(v)) and

M Ỹ
σ̃−

(π∗(v)), it makes sense to ask whether the birational map is i∗-equivariant.
The occuring birational map depends on the wall in the sense of [5, Thm. 5.7]. There are

three different types. The first type induces a divisorial contraction of the moduli space.
The contraction map contracts curves of stable objects that become S-equivalent for a
stability condition on the wall. The second type is a wall inducing a flopping contraction.
The remaining case is a fake wall, i.e. there are no curves in M Ỹ

σ̃+
(π∗(v)) and M Ỹ

σ̃−
(π∗(v))

that become S-equivalent with respect to a stability condition on the wall.
We now treat each of these cases and show that the corresponding birational map is

equivariant.
In case of a flopping contraction or a fake wall there either exists a common open subset

whose complement has at least codimension two or the birational map is induced by the
composition of spherical twists. The spherical objects involved are all stable for some
stability condition. Using Lemma 4.4 we see that in both cases the map is equivariant.

The case of a wall inducing a divisorial contraction is divided into three subcases. If
we are in the Brill–Noether case, the birational map is again defined on an open subset to
be a sequence of spherical twists associated to stable spherical objects. The second type
is the Hilbert–Chow case, where the moduli spaces are even isomorphic via the derived
anti-autoequivalence (_)∨[2]. The last occurring type is called Li–Gieseker–Uhlenbeck. In
this case the birational map is given on an open subset via the functor (_)∨ ⊗ L[2], where
L is a line bundle. Since π∗ : Pic(Y ) → Pic(Ỹ ) is surjective for generic Enriques surfaces,
we get that all the possible birational maps are equivariant with respect to the action of i∗.

Denote by f : M Ỹ
σ̃+

(π∗(v)) 99K M Ỹ
σ̃−

(π∗(v)) the biratonal map and U the biggest open

subset where f is an isomorphism. The intersection U∩MY
σ+

(v) ⊂M Ỹ
σ̃+

(π∗(v)) is non-empty
by Proposition 2.6. SinceMY

σ±(v) can be identified with the fixed set of the involution i∗ and
f is equivariant, the induced map f |MY

σ+ (v) : MY
σ+

(v) 99KMY
σ−(v) gives the desired birational

transformation. This finishes the proof for Mukai vectors of odd rank.
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If the rank is even, we can still deduce that the image of both components of the moduli
spaceMY

σ±(v) under π∗ intersects the open set U . Indeed, the pullback is étale onto its image
and, therefore, the image is still of Kodaira dimension 0. Thus, there are i∗-equivariant
Fourier–Mukai transforms inducing a birational map between π∗(MY

σ+
(v)) and π∗(MY

σ−(v)).
To deduce the result for the moduli space we just observe that π∗ corresponds to forgetting
the equivariant structure. Thus, the isomorphism on the image can be used to obtain an
isomorphism of equivariant sheaves [16, Thm. 4.5]. 2

Nuer already observed the birational equivalence of the moduli spaces in the case that the
wall is not totally semistable. Note that we have proven more precisely that the birational
map for the moduli spaces on a K3 surface from Theorem 3.12 restricts to a birational map
for the moduli spaces on an Enriques surface.

An idea to prove the result in the non-generic case would be to use a specialization
argument similiar to the one we will use in Proposition 4.8. For this one needs to establish
the existence of a family of moduli spaces of stable objects on generic and non-generic
Enriques surfaces.

4.2. Birational moduli spaces. In this section we study the birational geometry of
π∗ : MY

σ (v) → M Ỹ
σ̃

(π∗(v)) and the two moduli spaces involved. We start with the hy-
perkähler manifold. Since the torsion-free part of the second cohomology of an Enriques
surface is isometric to U ⊕ E8(−1), we only have to focus on Mukai vectors ṽ = (r, c1, s)
with c1 ∈ U(2)⊕ E8(−2).

Proposition 4.6. Let Ỹ be a K3 surface with a fixed-point-free involution and ṽ = (r, c1, s)
a primitive Mukai vector with c1 ∈ U(2) ⊕ E8(−2) ⊂ Pic(Ỹ ), r odd and ṽ2 > 0. Then,
for generic σ̃ the moduli space M Ỹ

σ̃
(ṽ) is birationally equivalent to some Hilbert scheme of

points on Ỹ .

Proof. Although the proof only differs slightly from [54, Thm. 4.6], we explain it in full.
By Remark 3.13, since we are only interested in the birational type of the moduli spaces,

we will freely apply autoequivalences to modify the Mukai vector. First, assume that
c1 ∈ E8(−2) and set k = gcd(r, c1). Then, we can find x ∈ E8(−2) such that (c1 + rx)/k
is primitive in H2(Ỹ ,Z), see [19, Lem. 2.1]. Now consider the Fourier–Mukai transform
given by tensoring with a line bundle L whose first Chern class satisfies c1(L) = x. This
autoequivalence induces an isometry of Mukai lattices given by multiplication with exp(x)
[21, Exc. 5.37]. Thus, we can assume that c1/k is primitive.
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Applying the spherical twist associated to the structure sheaf the Mukai vector v gets
sent to (−s, c1,−r). Since v is by assumption primitive, we have gcd(k, s) = 1. Employing
the same technique as above we can assume that c1 itself is primitive. Hence, we are in the
case where v = (r, c1, s) with c1 primitive.

Choose ξ ∈ E8(−2) with c1ξ = −1−s and consider η = e− ξ2

4 f+ξ, where e and f denote
the standard basis of U(2). From the definition of η we conclude η2 = 0 and ηc1 = −1− s.
Using the autoequivalence given by twisting with a line bundle whose first Chern class
is η, the action on cohomology sends v to (r, c1 + rη, s + η2/2 + c1η) = (r, c1 + rη,−1).
Finally, applying once more the spherical twist associated to O

Ỹ
we conclude that in the

case c1 ∈ E8(−2) the moduli space M Ỹ
σ̃

(ṽ) is birationally equivalent to M Ỹ
H (1, c′1, s′) which

itself is isomorphic to Hilbn(Ỹ ).
Using the standard autoequivalences for the general case we may assume r > 0. We

proceed via induction over r. Write c1 = a1e + a2f + η with η ∈ E8(−2). Applying the
autoequivalence given by twisting with the line bundle Lk, where c1(L) = e and k ∈ Z,
we can assume 0 ≤ |a1| < r/2. If a1 is zero, we do the same with a2. If a2 is also zero,
we are in the previous case. Hence, we may assume |a1| > 0. Choose l ∈ Z such that
0 < r − la1 < r. Applying the spherical twist associated to the structure sheaf and the
Fourier–Mukai transform given by _ ⊗ M, where c1(M) = lf , we modified the Mukai
vector to (−s, c1 + lf,−r + lc1f). Using one last time the spherical twist, we lowered the
rank to 0 < r − la1 < r which finishes the proof. 2

Thus, in the case of a K3 surface Ỹ covering an Enriques surface Y and a Mukai vector v
of odd rank, the image of MY

σ (v) embeds into a hyperkähler variety birationally equivalent
to a Hilbert scheme of points on Ỹ .

Now we want to use the established wall-crossing for moduli spaces of stable objects on
Enriques surfaces and deduce some consequences.

On generic Enriques surfaces there are no spherical objects [36, Prop. 3.17]. Conse-
quently, there are no spherical twists available in Aut(Db(Y )). Instead, one can use excep-
tional objects to construct non-trivial autoequivalences. Recall that an object E ∈ Db(Y )
is called exceptional if Homi(E,E) is zero except for i = 0, where it is one-dimensional.
The following was already observed by Yoshioka, cf. [54, Sec. 4].
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Lemma 4.7. Let Y be an Enriques surface and E ∈ Db(Y ) an exceptional object. The
spherical twist associated to π∗E preserves Db

i∗(Ỹ ) ∼= Db(Y ) and, therefore, descends to an
element in Aut(Db(Y )).

Proof. Serre duality and adjunction of π∗ and π∗ yield that π∗E is indeed a spherical
object. The spherical twist associated to π∗E is the Fourier–Mukai transform with kernel
Pπ∗E given by the distinguished triangle

p∗π∗E ⊗ q∗π∗E∨ → O∆ → Pπ∗E → p∗π∗E ⊗ q∗π∗E∨[1],

where p and q denote the two projections from Ỹ × Ỹ onto its factors. Applying the
corresponding Fourier-Mukai transforms to an element F ∈ Db

i∗(Ỹ ) yields the triangle

π∗E ⊗Hom•(π∗E,F )→ F → ΦPπ∗E (F )→ π∗E ⊗Hom•(π∗E,F )[1].

Since the first two factors and the morphism between them are in Db
i∗(Ỹ ), their cone

ΦPπ∗E (F ) is also invariant under the action of i∗. 2

If we denote G := p∗E ⊗ q∗E∨ ⊕ p∗E(ωY ) ⊗ q∗E(ωY )∨, the autoequivalence of Db(Y )
associated in this way to E can alternatively be described as the Fourier–Mukai transform
associated to the kernel K completing the triangle

G→ O∆ → K → G[1]

in Db(Y ×Y ). The associated cohomological Fourier–Mukai functor sends v ∈ H∗alg(Y,Z) to
v+2(v(E), v)v(E). Taking the structure sheaf OY we obtain the isometry of Mukai lattices
(r, c1,

s
2) 7→ (−s, c1,− r

2). We call an equivalence arising in this way a weakly spherical twist.

Proposition 4.8. Let Y be a (not necessarily generic) Enriques surface and v = (r, c1,
s
2)

be a primitive Mukai vector with r odd. Then, for generic H the moduli space MH(v) is
birationally equivalent to the Hilbert scheme of points Hilbn(Y ).

Proof. The proof in the generic case is similiar to the one for Proposition 4.6. Instead of
spherical twists associated with the structure sheaf we will use the weakly spherical ones
from Lemma 4.7.

We again first assume that c1 lies inside E8(−1). With the same argument using the
weakly spherical twist forOY we can assume that c1 is primitive. We now choose ξ ∈ E8(−1)
satisfying c1ξ = 1−s

2 and consider η = e− ξ2

2 f + ξ. The rest of the argument as well as the
general case copies without change.
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Now we consider the non-generic case. Consider a family π : Y → B of Enriques surfaces
with non-generic central fiber and generic general fiber. We construct two families. The first
one is the relative Hilbert scheme φ : HilbnB(Y)→ B whose fibers are the Hilbert scheme of
points on Yb. The second is the relative moduli space of stable sheaves ψ : MY/B(v) → B.
All fibers of both families are smooth K-trivial varieties. By the above we know for general
b ∈ B that the fibers φ−1(b) and ψ−1(b) are birationally equivalent. Thus, there is at least
one component of the relative Hilbert scheme HilbB(HilbnB(Y)×B MY/B(v)) that contains
uncountably many birational correspondences between the fibers. The universal subvariety
parametrized by this component then induces a birational correspondence on the special
fiber, cf. [40, Thm. 1]. 2

In fact, the birational equivalence is a K-equivalence. Since the above construction is
compatible with π∗, the inclusion of moduli spaces of stable sheaves is up to K-equivalence
the inclusion of the Hilbert scheme of points inside the Hilbert scheme of the covering K3
surface. Hence, the constant cycle Lagrangians are already CH0-trivial. If relative moduli
spaces of Bridgeland stability conditions over a curve are constructed, the same proof gives
the above result for moduli spaces of stable complexes, see [3].

The above statement will definitely fail for even rank vectors for dimension reasons.
Furthermore, we cannot hope that they are always CH0-trivial since for example the one-
dimensional moduli spaces are elliptic curves.

Next, we want to determine the birational type of the moduli spaces in the even rank
case.

Proposition 4.9. Let Y be a generic Enriques surface and v an even rank Mukai vector
such that π∗(v) is primitive and v2 > 0. Then, MY

σ (v) is birational to MY
σ′(v′), where the

Mukai vector v′ = (0, c1,
s
2) has primitive and effective c1 and σ′ is generic for v′.

Proof. We again make use of Remark 3.13. Suppose v = (r, c1,
s
2) has strictly positive rank

r > 0. Using the techniques of the proofs of Hauzer and Nuer, we know that every moduli
space MY

σ (v) is birational to a moduli space where r = 2. Since π∗(v) is primitive, 2 does
not divide c1. Hence, we can write c1 = a1e+ a2f + ξ, where e and f denote the standard
basis of the hyperbolic plane U , ai ∈ {0, 1} and ξ ∈ E8(−1) is primitive.

If a1 = a2 = 0, choose η ∈ E8(−1) satisfying ηξ = − s
2 and consider D := e − η2

2 f + η.
Then D2 = 0 and Dξ = − s

2 . Applying exp(D) and the weakly spherical twist associated to
the structure sheaf yields the assertion.
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If a1 = 1 or a2 = 1, use D = − s
2f respectively D = − s

2e and conclude as above. 2

The proposition enables us to apply the results of Saccà.

Corollary 4.10. Let v ∈ H∗alg(Y,Z) be an even rank Mukai vector such that π∗(v) is
primitive and v2 > 0. Then MY

σ (v) is a smooth projective Calabi–Yau variety, i.e.

ωMY
σ (v)
∼= OMY

σ (v) and hp,0(MY
σ (v)) = 0 for p 6= 0, v2 + 1. 2

4.3. Minimal models of moduli spaces. As a last application of Theorem 4.5, we show
that under an extra assumption all birational smooth K-trivial models ofMY

σ (v) for generic
Y and π∗(v) primitive can be obtained as a moduli spaceMτ (v) for some stability condition
τ ∈ Stab†(Y ).

The argument uses the nef divisor `σ associated to a stability condition. In our arguments
we will often use the following compatibility result.

Lemma 4.11. The diagram

Stab†(Ỹ ) P+
0 (Ỹ ) π∗(v)⊥ NS(M Ỹ

σ̃
(π∗(v)))

Stab†(Y ) P+
0 (Y ) v⊥ NS(MY

σ (v))

(π∗)−1

Z

π∗

I θ∼
σ

π∗ (π∗)∗

Z I θσ

commutes.

Proof. The commutativity of the left square is proven in [36, Prop. 3.1]. The proof for
the right square is analogous to the proof of [45, Prop. 10.2] and the commutativity of the
middle square is immediate. 2

For two adjacent chambers C+, C− we pick again stability conditions σ± ∈ C± and a
stability condition σ0 on the wallW separating the two chambers. We identify NS(MY

σ+
(v))

and NS(MY
σ−(v)) using the restriction of the birational transformation between M Ỹ

σ̃+
(π∗(v))

and M Ỹ
σ̃−

(π∗(v)). This gives us two maps

`± : C± → NS(MY
σ+

(v)).

We now study the behaviour at the wall W. We denote by W̃ the corresponding wall
in Stab†(Ỹ ). The stability condition σ̃0 produces nef and big divisor classes `σ̃0,± on
M Ỹ
σ̃±

(π∗(v)) which give rise to birational contraction morphisms

πσ̃± : M Ỹ
σ̃±

(π∗(v))→ M̃±.
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Lemma 4.12. The maps `+ and `− agree on the wall W when extended by continuity.

(i) If πσ̃+
is an isomorphism or a small contraction, then the maps `+ and `− are

analytic continuations of each other.
(ii) If πσ̃+

contracts a divisor D̃, then the maps `+ and `− differ in NS(MY
σ+

(v)) by the
reflection ρD, where D = (π∗)∗D̃.

Proof. The assertion follows from the corresponding statement for the covering K3 surface
[5, Lem. 10.1] and Lemma 4.11. 2

Nuer [45] studied the nef divisors `σ0,± and was able to transfer results from [6] to
moduli spaces of Enriques surfaces and showed that these are as well semiample. However,
the question whether or not these divisors are big remained open.

Proposition 4.13. The nef and semiample divisors `σ0,± ∈ NS(MY
σ±(v)) are big and induce

birational contraction morphisms

πσ± : MY
σ±(v)→M±.

Proof. Consider the images of the moduli spaces π∗(MY
σ±(v)) ⊂ M Ỹ

σ̃±
(π∗(v)). Using the

projection formula a curve C ⊂ MY
σ±(v) gets contracted to a point under the morphism

associated to the linear system |`σ0,±| if and only if its image π∗(C) ⊂ M Ỹ
σ̃±

(π∗(v)) gets
contracted to a point.

There are three possible cases for the contraction on the K3 side [6, Thm. 1.4]. If the wall
is a fake wall, then no curve gets contracted and the same remains true on the Enriques side.
If the morphism induced by the big line bundle has an exceptional locus B that is contracted,
there are two possibilities. Firstly, the induced morphism is a divisorial contraction. In this
case the divisor B has negative square with respect to the Beauville–Bogomolov form and
is therefore uniruled [20]. Secondly, the codimension of the subvariety B that is contracted
is greater than one. In this case B is even rationally chain connected [17].

In either case the image π∗(MY
σ±(v)) cannot be contained in the uniruled variety B since

it is a constant cycle Lagrangian of non-negative Kodaira dimension. 2

We now come to our final result about the minimal models. Unfortunately, we have to
impose an extra assumption in our theorem.

Consider the Mukai morphism

θσ : v⊥ → NS(Mσ(v)).
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In the case of a K3 surface and moduli of stable sheaves, Yoshioka [53] has proven that this
morphism induces an isometry between v⊥ with the Mukai pairing and the Néron–Severi
group with the Beauville–Bogomolov form on the hyperkähler variety. This result has been
generalized to Bridgeland stability conditions by Bayer and Macrì [6, Thm. 6.10]. Thus, for
a ∈ v⊥ to be mapped to a big and movable divisor its square under the Mukai pairing has
to be positive.

To the best of my knowledge, there are no results on the relationship in the case of
moduli spaces on Enriques surfaces. In particular, it is unclear whether the square of a
class mapping to a big and movable divisor is positive. Small evidence for this assertion is
that the ample divisors constructed by Huybrechts and Lehn [24, Thm. 8.1.11] and Nuer
[45, Cor. 12.6] all satisfy this property. We denote by (?) the assumption that for the moduli
space of stable objects on an Enriques surface classes which are mapped under θσ to a big
and movable divisor have positive square with respect to the Mukai pairing.

The following has been proven by Bayer and Macrì for moduli spaces of stable objects
on K3 surfaces. The result implies that all birational models of a moduli space of stable
complexes are again moduli spaces.

Theorem 4.14. Let Y be generic and fix a basepoint σ ∈ Stab†(Y ). Assume (?) holds.
Then, the image of the map

` : Stab†(Y )→ NS(MY
σ (v))

is the intersection of the movable cone and the big cone.

Proof. Take a big and movable divisor D and consider a class a such that θσ(a) = D. The
arguments from the proof of [5, Thm. 1.2(b)] apply to our situation. Hence, there is a path
γ : [0, 1] → P+

0 (Y ) starting at γ(0) = Z(σ) and ending at (possibly a slight modification
of) γ(1) = ia − v

v2 ∈ H∗alg(Y,Z) ⊗ C. Furthermore, for all t ∈ [0, 1] the class θσ(I(γ(t))) is
contained in the movable cone of MY

σ (v). Since the morphism Z : Stab†(Y )→ P+
0 (Y ) is a

covering, we can lift the path γ to obtain a path δ : [0, 1]→ Stab†(Y ) starting at δ(0) = σ.
To conclude the proof we want to apply Lemma 4.12. Therefore, we have to show that the

path δ̃ in Stab†(Ỹ ) does not hit a wall corresponding to a divisorial contraction. However, a
divisorial contraction on the K3 side would induce a divisorial contraction on the Enriques
side since (π∗)∗ : NS(M Ỹ

σ̃
(π∗(v))) → NS(MY

σ (v)) is injective. This is not possible because
at each point of the path δ the image under the map ` is contained in the movable cone. 2
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Another way to achieve this statement would be to show that if a divisor D ∈ NS(MY
σ (v))

is movable and big, then so is D̃ ∈ NS(M Ỹ
σ̃

(π∗(v))), where (π∗)∗D̃ = D. Then one can
simply apply the result for moduli spaces of stable objects on K3 surfaces and find a stability
condition τ̃ ∈ Stab†(Ỹ ) which maps to D̃ under the morphism ˜̀. By Lemma 4.11, the
induced stability condition τ ∈ Stab†(Y ) then maps to D.

An approach of the author was to study what happens at the boundary of the movable
cones. To establish the inclusion of the big and movable cones one tries to show that a
divisor on the boundary of the movable cone of NS(M Ỹ

σ̃
(π∗(v))) gets mapped to a divisor

on the boundary of the movable cone of NS(MY
σ (v)). There are two types of divisors that

can occur on the boundary, cf. [5, Thm. 12.3].
If the divisor D̃ on the moduli space of stable objects on a K3 surface induces a birational

divisorial contraction, then we can use the same arguments from the proof of Proposition
4.13 to show that the same is true for the divisor D on the Enriques side. The other case
is that the square of the divisor D̃ under the Beauville–Bogomolov form tends to zero. If
D̃ is rational, then a positive multiple induces a birational Lagrangian fibration. Thus, it
remains to show that in this case the induced map also has generically positive dimensional
fibers. We believe that this is the case. However, due to the time limitation of this thesis,
we were not able to prove this yet. We hope to establish Theorem 4.14 in the near future
without assumption (?).

References

[1] D. Allcock, J. A. Carlson, and D. Toledo, The moduli space of cubic threefolds as a ball quotient, Mem.
Amer. Math. Soc. 209 (2011), no. 985, xii+70.

[2] M. Artin, On Enriques surfaces, ProQuest LLC, Ann Arbor, MI, 1960, Thesis.
[3] A. Bayer, M. Lahoz, E. Macrì, H. Nuer, A. Perry, and P. Stellari, Stability conditions in families and

families of hyperkähler varieties. https://www.maths.ed.ac.uk/~abayer/Oberwolfach-report.pdf.
[4] A. Bayer and E. Macrì, The space of stability conditions on the local projective plane, Duke Math. J.

160 (2011), no. 2, 263–322.
[5] , MMP for moduli of sheaves on K3s via wall-crossing: nef and movable cones, Lagrangian

fibrations, Invent. Math. 198 (2014), 505–590.
[6] , Projectivity and birational geometry of Bridgeland moduli spaces, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 27

(2014), 707–752.
[7] A. Beauville and R. Donagi, La variété des droites d’une hypersurface cubique de dimension 4, C. R.

Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 301 (1985), no. 14, 703–706.
[8] A. Beauville and C. Voisin, On the Chow ring of a K3 surface, J. Alg. Geom. 13 (2004), 417–426.

https://www.maths.ed.ac.uk/~abayer/Oberwolfach-report.pdf


32

[9] A. A. Beilinson, J. Bernstein, and P. Deligne, Faisceaux pervers, Analysis and topology on singular
spaces, I, 1982, pp. 5–171.

[10] S. Bloch, Lectures on algebraic cycles, Duke University, 1980.
[11] S. Bloch, A. Kas, and D. Lieberman, Zero cycles on surfaces with pg = 0, Comp. Math. 33 (1976),

135–145.
[12] S. Boissière, C. Camere, and A. Sarti, Classification of automorphisms on a deformation family of

hyperkähler four-folds by p-elementary lattices, Kyoto J. Math. 56 (2016), no. 3, 465–499.
[13] , Cubic threefolds and hyperkähler manifolds uniformized by the 10-dimensional complex ball,

2017, arXiv:1801.00287.
[14] T. Bridgeland, Stability conditions on triangulated categories, Ann. of Math. (2) 166 (2007), 317–345.
[15] , Stability conditions on K3 surfaces, Duke Math. J. 141 (2008), 241–291.
[16] T. Bridgeland and A. Maciocia, Fourier–Mukai transforms for quotient varieties, J. Geom. Phys. 122

(2017), 119–127.
[17] C. D. Hacon and J. Mckernan, On Shokurov’s rational connectedness conjecture, Duke Math. J. 138

(2007), no. 1, 119–136.
[18] H. Hartmann, Cusps of the Kähler moduli space and stability conditions on K3 surfaces, Math. Ann.

354 (2012), 1–42.
[19] M. Hauzer, On moduli spaces of semistable sheaves on Enriques surfaces, Ann. Polon. Math. 99 (2010),

305–321.
[20] D. Huybrechts, Compact hyper-Kähler manifolds: basic results, Invent. Math. 135 (1999), no. 1, 63–113.
[21] , Fourier–Mukai transforms in algebraic geometry, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2006.
[22] , Curves and cycles on K3 surfaces, Alg. Geom. 1 (2014), 69–106. With an appendix by C.

Voisin.
[23] , Lectures on K3 surfaces, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2016.
[24] D. Huybrechts and M. Lehn, The geometry of moduli spaces of sheaves, Sec. Edt., Cambridge University

Press, 2010.
[25] D. Huybrechts, E. Macrì, and P. Stellari, Stability conditions for generic K3 categories, Comp. Math.

144 (2008), 134–162.
[26] M. Inaba, Toward a definition of moduli of complexes of coherent sheaves on a projective scheme, J.

Math. Kyoto Univ. 42 (2002), no. 2, 317–329.
[27] H. Kim, Moduli spaces of stable vector bundles on Enriques surfaces, Nagoya Math. J. 150 (1998),

85–94.
[28] , Stable vector bundles of rank two on Enriques surfaces, J. Korean Math. Soc. 43 (2006), 765–

782.
[29] J. Kollár, Rational curves on algebraic varieties, Springer-Verlag, 1996.
[30] R. Laterveer, A family of cubic fourfolds with finite-dimensional motive, 2017, arXiv:1708.05278.
[31] , Algebraic cycles on certain hyperkähler fourfolds with an order 3 non-symplectic automorphism

I, North-West. Eur. J. Math. 4 (2018), 99–118.



33

[32] , Algebraic cycles on certain hyperkähler fourfolds with an order 3 non-symplectic automorphism
II, 2018, arXiv:1802.07030.

[33] M. Lieblich, Moduli of complexes on a proper morphism, J. Alg. Geom. 15 (2006), 175–206.
[34] H.-Y. Lin, Lagrangian constant cycle subvarieties in Lagrangian fibrations, 2015, arXiv:1510.01437.
[35] E. Macrì, Stability conditions on curves, Math. Res. Lett. 14 (2007), 657–672.
[36] E. Macrì, S. Mehrotra, and P. Stellari, Inducing stability conditions, J. Alg. Geom. 18 (2009), 605–649.
[37] E. Macrì and B. Schmidt, Lectures on Bridgeland stability, Moduli of curves, 2017, pp. 139–211.
[38] A. Marian and X. Zhao, On the group of zero-cycles of holomorphic symplectic varieties, 2017,

arXiv:1711.10045.
[39] K. Matsuki and R. Wentworth, Mumford–Thaddeus principle on the moduli space of vector bundles on

an algebraic surface, Int. J. Math. 8 (1997), no. 1, 97–148.
[40] T. Matsusaka and D. Mumford, Two fundamental theorems on deformations of polarized varieties,

Amer. J. Math. 86 (1964), 668–684.
[41] H. Minamide, S. Yanagida, and K. Yoshioka, Some moduli spaces of Bridgeland’s stability conditions,

Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 19 (2014), 5264–5327.
[42] S. Mukai, On the moduli space of bundles on K3 surfaces. I, Vector bundles on algebraic varieties

(Bombay, 1984), 1987, pp. 341–413.
[43] Y. Namikawa, Periods of Enriques surfaces, Math. Ann. 270 (1985), 201–222.
[44] H. Nuer, A note on the existence of stable vector bundles on Enriques surfaces, Sel. Math. (N.S.) 22

(2016), 1117–1156.
[45] , Projectivity and birational geometry of Bridgeland moduli spaces on an Enriques surface, Proc.

Lond. Math. Soc. (3) 113 (2016), 345–386.
[46] S. Okada, Stability manifold of P1, J. Alg. Geom. 15 (2006), 487–505.
[47] A. A. Rojtman, The torsion of the group of 0-cycles modulo rational equivalence, Ann. of Math. (2) 111

(1980), no. 3, 553–569.
[48] G. Saccà, Fibrations in abelian varieties associated to Enriques surfaces, ProQuest LLC, Ann Arbor,

MI, 2013, Thesis.
[49] J. Shen, Q. Yin, and X. Zhao, Derived categories of K3 surfaces, O’Grady’s filtration, and zero-cycles

on holomorphic symplectic varieties, 2017, arXiv:1705.06953.
[50] Y. Toda, Moduli stacks and invariants of semistable objects on K3 surfaces, Adv. Math. 217 (2008),

no. 6, 2736–2781.
[51] C. Voisin, Hodge theory and complex algebraic geometry II, Cambridge University Press, 2007.
[52] , Remarks and questions on coisotropic subvarieties and 0-cycles of hyper-Kähler varieties, Progr.

Math. 315 (2016), 365–399.
[53] K. Yoshioka, Moduli spaces of stable sheaves on abelian surfaces, Math. Ann. 321 (2001), no. 4, 817–884.
[54] , Twisted stability and Fourier–Mukai transform I, Comp. Math. 138 (2003), 261–288.


	1. Introduction
	2. Constant cycle subvarieties
	3. Review: Moduli spaces and stability conditions
	4. Geometry of moduli spaces on Enriques surfaces
	References

