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ABSTRACT

Let H be the Hilbert scheme of curves in complex projective 3-space, with degree d > 3
and genus g < (d—2)?/4. A complete, explicit description of the cone of curves and the
ample cone of H is given. From this, partial results on the group Aut(H) are deduced.

Introduction

The ground field is & = C and we always assume d > 3, g < g(d) = (d — 2)?/4,
H = Hilb”(P}), P(n) = dn — g + 1.

CHAPTER 1. We prove:

THEOREM 1.1. Rational equivalence = numerical equivalence.

The complementary Hilbert polynomial Q(n) = ("1%) — P(n) has the form Q(n) =

")+ () +(n—b+1), wherea=d + 1 and g = (a> — 3a +4)/2 — b.
THEOREM 1.2. The cone of (effective) curves is freely generated by (the equivalence

classes of ) the following curves:
CO — { (xz,xy,a:z,y“,y“_lzb_“+1,xtb_2 + ozy“_lzb_“) } ac L }_
C, = { (x,y“,y“_lzb_“(ozz +1)) ‘ o€k }_
Cy = { (z,y" oy + 2),y* 2" ay + 2)) ] ack} .

Let C C H x P be the universal curve with Hilbert polynomial P over H. Let F be
the structure sheaf of C, let 7 be the projection from H x P3 onto H and Fn = T F(n).
Then F, is locally free of rank P(n) on H for all n > d — 2 and M,, := AF, is called
tautological line bundle on H, where the dot denotes the exterior power of highest degree.
Put p:=(b—a)lb—a+1)/2, Ly:= M, 1 @M;?@ M, if n >d—1is any integer,
£1 = M;_12 X Md—l and £0 = Mb_l X £2—p
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THEOREM 1.3. The ample cone of H is freely generated by (the classes of ) Loy, L1, L.

In a simple direct way it is proved that M_ ', ® M,, is globally generated, if n > d — 1,
especially L, is globally generated. As for L5, one has to use the method of Fogarty
(see |[F1l Section 3]) to show that £, is globally generated. In spite of every effort, I could
not decide, if L is globally generated or not, even in the case of Hy ;. So the only example
I know is the case Hj(, where £y = M3 is globally generated.

CHAPTER 2. We will determine those curves, which lie on some of the subcones of the
cone of curves. One cannot expect to obtain complete results, but at least one can show
that curves, which are rationally equivalent to multiples of [C}] or [C], lie on a special
subscheme H,, respectively G of H, which we will have to use later on (Corollary 2.1 and
Proposition 2.2).

CHAPTER 3. This is an attempt to understand Fogarty’s general construction of certain
morphisms w! (m) from Hilb” (PY) to projective spaces, at least in the case N =3, t = 1,
P(n) = dn — g + 1. For this reason it is shown in a direct way that the fibres of the
morphism f,, which is defined by the globally generated line bundle M, ', ® M, have
the same description as the fibres of w{ (m). The difference is that in [F1) Theorem 10.4,
p. 84] one has to choose m > 0, whereas now one only has to suppose n > d. Moreover, it
is shown (by means of the method Fogarty used in the proof of [F2], Proposition 2.2]) that
each two closed points in a fibre of f,, can be connected by a curve rationally equivalent to
a multiple of [Cy], a result, which one has to use in Chapter 6.

We now try to approach the group Aut(H) of k-automorphisms of H, which we will do
in several steps:

CHAPTER 4. We show that Aut(H) trivially acts on the first Chow groups A;(H)
and A;(C), if d > 5 is supposed. (Probably this is true if d > 3, but I cannot prove it.)
Moreover, it is shown that the subschemes H,, and G of H, which are mentioned above
(and are constructed in Appendix [C]), are invariant under Aut(H).

CHAPTER 5. If ¢ € Aut(H) and d > 6 is supposed, we show that there is a v €
G := PGL(3; k) such that ¢|H,, = v|H,,. Replacing ¢ by ¢ oy~ one obtains a so called
normed automorphism of H. The set of all such normed automorphism is a subgroup N
of Aut(H), which is normalized by G. Moreover, we prove that ¢|G = id for all p € N.
(Here one has to use Aut(Hilb?(P?)) = PGL(2; k), which is proved in Appendix [D under
the assumption d > 6.)

CHAPTER 6. A very nice result would be to show that ¢(&) = £ for all £ € H(k) and all
@ € N, but with regard to the methods used here, this seems to be impossible. If however
the ideal corresponding to & has a special shape, similar or weaker results hold true and
are used in CHAPTER 7. Here the result is:

THEOREM 7.1. Supposed > 6. If h is the Hilbert—Chow morphism, then h(p(&)) = h(§)
for all ¢ € H(k) and all ¢ € N.
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CHAPTER 8. Recall from Chapter 3 that the tautological morphism f is defined by the
globally generated line bundle £; ® Ly (or M, @ M,,, if n > d).

THEOREM 8.1. Suppose d > 6. Then f(¢(&)) = f(§) for all £ € H(k) and all p € N.

REMARK. In more concrete terms one can express this as follows. Let & € H(k)
correspond to the ideal Z = J [\R, where J is the CM-part and R is the punctual part
which are defined in the following way: The curve defined by the ideal J in P3 has no
embedded or isolated points (we call such an ideal a CM-ideal in order to avoid the correct
but awkward notation "locally Cohen - Macaulay”) and R = () Q;, where the Q; are
primary to ideals P;, which corresponds to different closed points in P3.

Then () corresponds to the ideal J NR’, where R = Q) the Q) are P,-primary
and length(J/J N Q;) = length(J/J N Q}) for all .

COROLLARY. Assume as before that d > 6 and g < g(d) = (d — 2)?/4. Let HM,
respectively H™ , denote the open subscheme of H, whose closed points correspond to curves
without embedded or isolated points, respectively to curves without embedded points. Then
the restriction of a k-automorphism of H to H™ respectively to H™, is induced by a
linear transformation of P3.

Acknowledgment: This article could not have been written in ITEX without the help of
Christian Gorzel.
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CHAPTER 1

The cone of curves and the ample cone of a
Hilbert scheme of space curves

1.1. Notations and summary of earlier results

The ground field is ¥ = C and H = Hy, = Hilb"(P}) is the Hilbert scheme, which
parametrizes the curves of degree d and genus g in P?, i.e. the closed subschemes of P}
with Hilbert polynomial P(n) = dn — g + 1. We also write H instead of H,, in order
to express this Hilbert scheme likewise parametrizes the ideals Z C Ops with Hilbert
polynomial Q(n) = (";3) — P(n). According to F. S. Macaulay Hg is not empty if and
only if @(n) has the form Q(n) = (") + ("3) or Q(n) = ("37) + ("I + ("0,
where a is an integer > 1, respectively a and b are integers (Macaulay coefficients) such
that 2 < a < b. Between the degree and the genus on the one hand and the Macaulay

coefficients on the other hand, one has the following relations:

d=a,  g=(d-1)(d-2)/2, Qm) = ("3 + (")

and
d=a—1, g=(a®—3a+4)/2-b, if Q(n)= (""2"%) + ("5 + ("),

respectively. One sees that the first case occurs if and only if one is dealing with plane
curves. Therefore in the following we always suppose d > 3 and g < (d — 1)(d — 2)/2.

In the following we furthermore assume that g < g(d) := (d — 2)?/4, because in this
case we have “rational equivalence = numerical equivalence” (see below Theorem [LTI).
But as, according to a theorem of Castelnuovo (see [H1, Thm. 6.4, p. 351]), d > 3 and
g < (d—2)*/4 is a necessary condition for Hy, to contain a point, which corresponds to a
smooth curve, this does not seem to be an artificial assumption.

If C is the universal curve over H, one has the diagram

C— -Hx,, P
H P3

where 7 and k are the projections and f is a surjective flat morphism, such that for all

¢ € H the fiber f71(¢) is a closed curve C¢ C P? ® k(€) with Hilbert polynomial P. If

7 is the universal ideal sheaf on X := H x P}, which defines C, then F := Ox/Z is the

structure sheaf of C. If one puts Z(n) :==Z ® £*Ops(n) and F(n) == F ® £*Ops(n) and if
1



2 1. THE CONE OF CURVES AND THE AMPLE CONE

n > b — 1, then one has exact sequences
0 —mZ(n) — Og®sS, — mF(n) —0,

where S = k[z,y, z,t] and m,.Z(n) and 7. F(n) are locally free on H of rank Q(n) re-
spectively P(n). M, := Am.F(n) is called tautological line bundle. This is valid for all
n > b— 1, because each ideal in Ops with Hilbert polynomial @ is b-regular [G1, Lemma
2.9]. As we will show in Section [[L5 M,, is a line bundle for all n > d — 2.

A, (=) denotes the first Chow group with coefficients in Q and NS(—) = Pic(—)/ Pic’(—-)
is the Néron—Severi group. If one assumes that a > 4 and b > (a® — 1)/4, i.e. d > 3 and
g < g(d), then one has the following results.

THEOREM 1. Ai(H) is freely generated by the rational equivalence classes of the fol-
lowing curves:

CO — { ($2,$y,l’z,ya,ya_lzb_a+l,xtb_2 + aya—lzb—a> ‘ a € ]f }_
D= { (2% 2y, y* ", 2y 2 faa ) |a €k )
Coy={ (z,y" Hay +2),y" 22" Hay +2)) |ack} .
THEOREM 11. The classes of M,,, My11, My1a freely generate NS(H) over Z, for all
n>b—1=d(d—-1)/2—g.

In order to formulate corresponding results for C, one defines curves on C by putting
Coi=Co x{po}, D":=D x{p}, C5:=0Cyx{ps}, L":={w}xL,
where po = (0:0:0:1) € P} L = V(z,y) C P3 and w is the closed point of H
corresponding to the lexicographic ideal with Hilbert polynomial Q).

THEOREM II1. The rational equivalence classes of Cy, D*, C5 and L* form a basis of
A (C).

THEOREM IV. NS(C) is freely generated by the classes of m* M, m* M1, T Mio
and K*Ops(1) for allm > b— 1.

If d > 5 is uneven or d > 8 is even, these are the results of [T4] Sitze 2-5], and the
remaining cases are treated in [T'5, p. 119-127]. At this point I would like to mention that
the largest part of [T5] serves to prove that g < (d — 2)?/4 is a necessary condition (see
[T5] last line of page 2 and Chap. 17, p. 129]).

1.2. Rational and numerical equivalence

Let be
ZeAIH)={ZecAMH)|(L-Z)=0forall L€ Pic(H) }.
According to Theorem I one can write

Z = q|Co] + q[D] + 2[Cs], ¢ € Q.
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Using the formulas of [T2], pp.134 - 135] it follows that
My Z)=g+an—b+a—-1)+¢ [(" )+ (n-b+1)] =0,

hence gy = q1 = ¢ = 0.

As the restriction of 7 to D* induces an isomorphism of D* onto D, one has
(m*M,, - D*) = (M, - D).

In the same way one obtains (k*Ops(n) - L*) = (Ops(n) - L) = n and (k*Ops(n) - D*) =0
and finally (7*M,, - L*) = 0. Clearly one has corresponding results for the intersection
numbers with Cj, etc. According to Theorem III one can write Z € A7(C) as

Z = @|C§] + [ D*] + ¢2[C5] + g3 L7].

If one forms the intersection numbers with 7*M,, and xk*Ops(n), then one gets gy = -+ - =
q3 = 0 and hence

THEOREM 1.1. Rational equivalence and numerical equivalence in Ay(H) (resp. A1(C))
agree. [

As an application we replace D in the above basis of A;(H) by the cycle
Cy={ (z,y"y" " (az +t) o€k}
(see [Tl p. 91]). Writing
[C1] = qolCo] + @1 [D] + ¢2[Co]

and forming the intersection number with M,, gives go =0 and (n —b+1) =g+ ¢:(n —
b+a—1) (cf. [T2, p. 134]). As this is equivalent to ¢; = 1, go = 2 — a one obtains

(1.1) [D] = (a — 2)[Co] + [C4] .
The same argumentation gives
(1.2) [D*] = (a = 2)[CG] + [C1].-

Af (H) denotes the cone of curves on H, i.e. the set of 1-cycles Y ¢;[C;], where ¢; > 0
are rational numbers and the C; are closed, reduced, irreducible curves on H. The cone
A{(C) is analogously defined. The determination of both cones will be given in the next
section and Theorem [[.T]is the main tool.

Convention: If not otherwise stated, in the remaining sections of Chapter 1 we write
P =k[z,y,z,t] and S = k[z,y, 2].
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1.3. The cone of curves on H and on C

1.3.1. Combinatorial cycles.

1.3.1.1. Combinatorial cycles of type 1. Let J € H(k) be an ideal of type 1 (cf. [T1],
p. 7]). We have to take up the notations of [T1, 1.4.6] and [T3l Anhang 2, 1.2] (cf.
Appendix [H]).

We consider a decomposition of H%(7 (b)) into y-layers (cf. [T3], p. 51]) and we want to

show that such a y-layer has convex shape. To do so, we have to show that the following
case cannot occur:

2

FIiGURE 1.1

Otherwise we would have tu = zw and 2°u = t%v, with § := ord,u — ord,v = ord,v —
ord,u, hence tu € H(J(b+ 1)) and 2°u € H(J(b+ §)). Suppose u = t"u', r > 0,
v/ a monomial without . As we just have obtained tu € H°(J (b + 1)), from the G-
invariance of H°( 7 (b + 1)) it follows that: (ay +¢)" "/ € HO(J(b+ 1)) for all a € k =
[t + (r + Dayt™ + -+ Ju’ € H(J(b+1)). As char(k) = 0, because the Vandermonde-
determinant is not equal to zero, yt"u' = yu € H°(J(b+ 1)). In the same way it follows
that (az+t)" ' € H(J(b+1)) and hence 2t"u' = xu € H°(J(b+1)). But (z,y, z,t)%u C
H(J(b+6)) implies u € H°(J (b)), contradiction. From this we deduce that each y-layer
of H°(J (b)) has the shape as in Figure

This shows that
E(J(b)) = set of monomial in H°(7 (b))
is a disjoint union of the monomials in so called “tracks”, i.e. sets of the form B(u) =

u - k[z,t]p_, where u € P, is a monomial. We write v = v - t*, v € S a monomial without
t. Then 0 < s <r <b. Put

Ci={(T) |ack} .
Then the contribution delivered by the track B(u) to the intersection number (M, - C)

b—r+1
is equal to the highest power with which « appears in A v(az + t)* - k[z, t]p_,, i.e. is
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v

FIGURE 1.2

equal to s(b —r + 1). But only tracks with grad,u > 0 yield a contribution to (M, - C).
Let B(u) be such a track. Multiplication of B(u) with (z,t) gives the track B'(u) =
u - k[z, t]pr1-r € H(J(b+1)). On the other hand one has xu = tv and yu = tw where
v and w are monomials in E(J (b)), as follows from the invariance of E(J (b)) under the
maps m — (y/t) -m and m — (x/t) - m, if the monomial m € E(J (b)) is divisible by ¢. Tt
follows that = - B(u) (resp. y - B(u)) is contained in the track B’(v) (resp. B'(w)), which
arises from the track B(v) (resp. B(w)) in the same way as has been described before.
By going over from E(J (b)) to E(J(b+ 1)), each track B(u) thus is transformed into a
track B'(u) of E(J(b+ 1)). On the other hand, as P H*(J (b)) = H*(J (b + 1)), each
track B(v) C H°(J(b+ 1)) has the form B’(u), where B(u) C H°(J (b)) is a track. Thus
one has the situation described in Fig. [[.3 (As J is not contained in xOps(—1), from the
Gi-invariance of HO(J (b)) it follows that y* € H°(J(b)).) The same is true, if one goes
over from E(J(b+ 1)) to E(J(b+ 2)), etc. All in all one can say that, going over from
E(J (b)) to E(J(n)), each track B(u) = u - k[z, t]p—, with grad,u > 0 is transformed into
the track B'(u) = u - k[2,t],—, and that each track B(v) C E(J(n)) with grad,v > 0 is
obtained in this way. B’(u) then delivers the contribution s(n —r + 1) to
Q(n)
a-deg N\ UL(H(T(n))) = (M, - C).
It follows that

(Mn-C'):Zsi(n—ri—i-l):Zsi(n—b+1)+28i(b—ri):ql(n—b+1)+q2



6 1. THE CONE OF CURVES AND THE AMPLE CONE

t

FIGURE 1.3

where ¢; :=Y_s; € Nand ¢ := > s;(b—r;) € N, i.e. one has

If all s; = 0, then H°(J (b)) would be invariant under A = U(4;%). By Theorem [l we
get:

ConNcrLUsION 1.1. If C' is a combinatorial cycle of type 1, then [C] = ¢;[C1] + ¢o[Co]
where ¢p,q; € Nand ¢ > 0. O

1.3.1.2. Combinatorial cycles of type 2. We first want to recall the computation of
degree in [T1] 1.3, p. 12 |: G, operates on R = kly,z] by ¢, : y — y,z — ay + z. Let
V C y"2°R,, be a (u + 1)-dimensional subspace, which is generated by monomials.
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pt1
Then A ©4(V) contains a non-zero term without «, respectively with a power of «,
which is > (u+ 1) - s. In order to see this, we write

S .S n—ap .ao n—a a
V=y"2(y 200yt Ty

pt1
where 0 < ap < --- <a, <n. Then A 1,(V) contains the term

yrzsyn—agzao A A yrzsyn—aﬂzaH

pt1
without «. The highest power of o in A ¥,(V) is equal to
(5+a0) + -+ (s a) = (L4 + )
(see [T, p. 13/14]). As 0 < ag < --- < a, <mn, this sum is > s(u + 1).

Let be Q(n) = ("_;)Jrg) + ("_g+2) + ("_fﬂ) where

(1.3) fon) =1, fi(n):=(n—b+1), fa(n):=("5")+n-0+1).

Let J € Hg(k) have the type 2, i.e.J is invariant under 7'(4; k) - Go (cf. [T1l, p. III] and

Appendix [H]).
Let J +» & € Hg(k) and C := {¢2(§) |a €k} .

Q(n)
Aux-LEMMA 1.1. If g(n) :== a-deg A\ ©*(H°(J(n))), then there are n; € N such that
for alln >0

g(n) = nafo(n) +n1fi(n) +nefo(n).

PROOF. By induction on the colength of J' := J +tOps(—1)/tOps(—1) C Ope. If this
colength is equal to zero, then @ = 1 and J C Ops has the colength b. Then S,, € H°(J(n))

if n > b and a-deg Q/(\) P2 (H°(J(n))) is independent of n > b, hence g(n) = cfy(n). Thus
we can assume, without restriction of generality, that a > 1. If J’ is invariant under
U(3; k), then the same argumentation shows that g(n) is constant. Hence we can assume
without restriction that J’ is not U(3;k)-invariant and we have the situation described
in [T1] 2.2].

1°. We consider the outer shell of the pyramid F(J(n)), n > b. We imagine the outer
shell completed (in Figure [[.4] by the dotted monomials, but this figure is very special,
because in general it is not true that “old pyramid U new monomials” is a pyramid in the
usual sense, see Appendix [H). The completed outer shell has the form u-k[y, z](—a), where
u=1y"2% and a:=r+s =reg(J’) (see [T1, p. 55]).

Now one has 1 < a < a as reg(J’) < a—1, and on the other hand from o = 0, because

of a =1 + s, it would follow that reg(J’) = 0, hence J' = Ops.

It follows that in the complete outer shell one has n — a4+ 1 monomials of degree n, if
n > «. We define the number S by the condition that the outer shell is complete in degree
£ but not in degree f — 1. Hence < reg(J) < b.
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2°. Let r;, « < i < f — 1, be the number of monomials in E(7(n)) of degree i in the
outer shell. Then r; <i—a+1. As the outer complete shell is equal to uk|y, z|(—«), where
u=y"2% r+ s = a, the i-th layer of the outer shell of the pyramid E(J(n)) contributes
to the a-deg of H°(J(n)) the term s(i — a + 1), if i > f3, respectively a term > s - r;, if
a < i< —1 (see above). Hence the outer shell of the pyramid E(J(n)) contributes to
the a-deg of H°(J(n)) the term

n

B—
r(n):=s- Z(z—a—i—l Zn—i—é
Pl +

i=p

n—oa+2 —a+1
=s[("57) + (75T +
where p 1= Zf:_; r; and 6 € N. The numbers s, p, 0 are independent of n > b.

N.B. ¢ = 0 iff in the i-th layer of the outer shell of E(J(n)) there are only monomials
with the smallest possible z-degree; especially there are no holes in the ¢-th layer, for all
a<i<pf-1.

3°. We put f(n) :

(n a+2) v,y = (5_‘23""1) — p and want to find ¢; € N such that

(1.4) f(n) = qfo(n) + qfi(n) + qfo(n)

(see (L3)). First one sees that go = 1 and we get the equivalent equations

(") ="+ (n=b+ ) +.a(n—b+1)+q
= m—a+2)(n—a+1)—2y=n—-a+2)(n—a+1)+2(n—-0+1)
+2¢:(n—b+1)+2q
= n* - Ra—-3)n+(a—1)(a—2)—2y=n"—(2a—3)n+ (a —1)(a —2)
+ (2 +2)(n—b+ 1)+ 2qo
= —(2a—-3)=2¢1+2—(2a—3) and
(a=1)(a=2)=2y=2a+2)(=b+ 1)+ (a—1)(a—2)+ 2qo .

This is equivalent to
(1.5) Gg=a—a-—1
and

(1.6) (a—1)(a—2)—2y=2(a—a)(=b+ 1)+ (a—1)(a—2) + 2q
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= 2pp=0a’—-3a+2—(a®*—3a+2) —2y+2(a—a)b-1)
=ao®—3a—a*+3a—2y+2(a—a)b—1)
=—[a®*—a®—3(a—a)] —2y+2(a—a)b-1)
=—(a—a)a+ta—-3—-2y+2(a—a)b—1)
= @=@-a)p-1-—3(a+a—-3)]—vy
G=(a—a)[5b—a+1)+350b-a) -~

where
-1

y=() —p=D (i—at+1-m)

is the number of monomials, which are missing in the layer of degree i in the outer shell
of E(J(b)), « <i<p—1. Hence v > 0 and on the other hand v < colength of J in Z*,
where Z* is the ideal in Ops, which is generated by Z := J' C Op2. As this colength is
<b—a+1, one has

0<y<b—a+1.
As o < a, one has (b —a) > 2(b—a+ 1) and we get
(1.7) @o>(@a—a)b—a+1)—y>(a—a—-1)b—a+1)—y>0.
Now from equation (L.G) it follows that ¢y € Z and hence ¢ € N. As ¢ =a—a — 1 and
a < a (see above) we have solved ([[3) with natural numbers qq, g1, g2, and hence it follows
that there are ¢, € N such that

(1.8) r(n) =s-f(n) +6 =qfa(n) +q.fi(n) + g fo(n).

4°. If one takes away from E(J(n)) the outer shell, one gets a pyramid E(KC(n)), where
K=azJ (—1). Here J C Ops is an ideal of type 2 with Hilbert polynomial Q such that
J' C Op2 has a smaller colength than J' C Op2 (see [T1l, Fig. 2.5, p. 55]). One sees that

n p—1
Q(n—1)+Z(i—a+1)+2m=@(n).
=03 =«

We write i )
Q(n) _ (n—?1’+3) + (n—12~1+2) + (n—§7+1)’

where b = @ — 1 is possible, in which case Q(n) = (n_§+3) + (n_(&;1)+2). Also a =1 is

possible, i.e. Q(n) = (";3) In any case, one has
Q-1+ (57 = (") +p=Qn -1+ ("57) -,
where p and v have been introduced in 2° respectively in 3°. We get
(n—1§1+3) i (n—l;&+2) I (n—11—b+1) i (n—;+2) _
_ (n—§+3) + (n—g+2) + (n—i?—i—l) '

Hence
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= (—a+Dmn-a)+2m—-0+m—-—a+2)(n—a+1)—2y
=n+1l)n+(n—a+2)n—a+1)+2(n—>b+1)
= nP-2an+at+n—a+2n—2b+n®—2an+a’+3n—3a+2— 2y
=n’+n+n’—2an+a*+3n—3a+2+2n—2b+2.
Comparing the coefficients of n gives
(1.9) a=a+a.
Moreover, it follows

P—a—2b+a®—3a+2—-2y=a*—3a—2b+4

= 22-2b=d’—3a+4—a+a—a’+3a—2+2
= Qa0 — 24+ 2+ 2y
=  b—b=ala—1)+1+~.
Asy>0and a > 1 (see p.9, line 10 resp. p.7, line 5 from bottom), we get
(1.10) b>b.

Now by the induction-assumption one can write
Q(n) .
g(n) == a-deg )\ ¢2(H(J(n)))
i{l the form §]~(n) = Ejgfg(n) + q]fl(n) + c]ofo(n), where fg(n) = ("_g+2) + (n — b+ 1),
filn)=(n—=>b+1), fo(n) =1, and gy, ¢ and g, are natural numbers.

Now by direct computation one gets fo(n — 1) = fo(n) + c1f1(n) + cofo(n), where
c:=a—a—1andc:=(a—1)(b—a)+3a(a—1)+b—b—1 are natural numbers, because
of > 1, a <band (LI) and (LI0). We write fi(n —1) = (n—1—b+1) = fi(n) + o,
where ¢3 :==b —b—1 € N because of (LI0).

Using (L.8) we get

g(n) =r(n)+g(n—1)
(1.11) = gof2(n) + g1 f1(n) + o fo(n)
+ @[ fo(n) + c1fi(n) + cofo(n)] + @1 (fi(n) + c2) + Gofo(n) .

Hence the Aux-Lemma [IT] follows and the same argumentation as in [L3.1.1] gives:

ConcLusioN 1.2. If C' is a combinatorial cycles of type 2, there are natural numbers
¢; such that [C] = ¢2[Ca] + ¢1[C1] + qo[Ch)- O

COROLLARY 1.1. If C is a combinatorial cycles of type 2, then (M, - C), as function
of n, is either a quadratic function or a constant function.
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ProOOF. If (M,, - C) is not a quadratic function, then the above formula for g(n)
shows that r(n) is not a quadratic function and g = 0. It follows that s = 0, hence
r(n) = constant and by using an induction argument again, one can assume that ¢ = 0.
But then g(n) is a constant function. O

COROLLARY 1.2. IfC is a combinatorial cycles of type 2 such that (M,,-C) = ny f1(n)+
na fo(n) with natural numbers ny and ny, then nqy = 0.

PROOF. From the formula (L.IT]) we deduce
(1.12) G+G@-cotq-catqp=0,
CASE 1: ¢, = 0. By Corollary [LTl it follows that g(n) = Gfa(n) + G1f1(n) + Gofo(n) is
a constant function. Now from equation (L.I2]) follows gy = 0, hence g(n) = 0 and (L8]
implies
(1.13) g(n) =r(n) = slgf2(n) + qf1(n) + @ fo(n)] + 6.
SUBCASE 1: s =0, hence g(n) = 0.
SUBCASE 2: s # 0, hence ¢y = 0. Then (7)) implies a = o + 1, and then equation (L3
gives q; = 0 and hence ny = s-¢q; = 0.
CASE 2: ¢o # 0. From (L12)) it follows that ¢q = 0, hence, because of (IL.I0), a = 1 follows.
Besides (T12)) gives ¢, = sqo +0 = 0. As a =r + s (see above), we get 2 cases.
SUBCASE 1: s =0, hence r = 1 and v = y. As E(J'(n)) has a convex shape, it follows
that J' is B(3; k) invariant (see [T1, Section 2.2] and e.g. Fig. [[5]). But then (M,, - C) is
a constant.

SUBCASE 2: s = 1. Hence r = 0 and v = z. Besides qyo = 0, hence a = a+1 = 2 by
equation (7). As J is invariant under G, it follows that J’ is invariant under

6= { (§i1) } <ven.

hence J' = (z,z). It follows that a- deg Av2(H(J'(n))) = n, if n > 0. But this number
is equal to

M, -C) = (My_1-C) =ny +ny [("_TH) + 1} =ni1+ns(—a+2)+ny-n,

and because of a = 2 it follows that n; = 0. O

COROLLARY 1.3. Let C := {¢2(£) |« €k}~ be a combinatorial cycle of type 2, and
let € < J. If [C] = no[Co] + n2[Cy] and ny # 0, then the ideal J' < r(§) has mazimal
Hilbert function.

PROOF. If s = 0, then u = y" and the convex shape of E(J’) shows that J' is B(3; k)-
invariant (see [T, Section 2.2]). But then (M,, - C) is a constant function, contrary to
the assumption. Hence we have s > 0 and from (LIT]), (L8) and (L3]) follows that ¢; = 0.
Then (LH) gives a = reg(J’) = a — 1. It follows that J’ has maximal regularity, hence
maximal Hilbert function (see Appendix [C]). O
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t

)

FIGURE 1.4

1.3.1.3. Combinatorial cycles of type 3. Let J € H(k) be an ideal of type 3. Then

H(J(n)) = PV,
i=0
U; C S; monomial subspace such that S1U; C Uiy (¢t is a NNT on P/ @ H°(J (n)). Put

n>0

Z:=J :=7J+tOps(—1)/tOps(—1). Then b > reg(J) > reg(Z) and hence for all n > b,
0 — H(J(n—1)) = H(J(n)) — HZ(n)) — 0

is an exact sequence. It follows that U, = H°(Z(n)), n > b. Now Z is invariant under

T(3; k) and { (é i ) } < U(3: k), hence = is a NNT on S/ @ H(Z(n)).

n>0
If R = k[z,y] then, for all n > b, the sequence

0 — HZ(n—-1)) = H°(Z(n)) — R, — 0
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FIGURE 1.5

HY(T (b))
........... HY(T(b+1))

Vv

FIGURE 1.6

is exact. As H%(Z(n)) is monomial, one gets R, C H°(Z(n)), n > b. As T is b-regular, one
has S1H°(Z(n)) = H°(Z(n + 1)), n > b.

We write HO(Z(b)) = @"_,2""V;, V; C R; monomial, and one has V;, = R,. As
HYZ(b— 1)) = @°_, 2717V}, it follows that B, V; C Vi, 0<i<b—1. Let 0<e<b
be the natural number such that V; = R;, if ¢ <i <band V; C R;, if i < ¢. We choose a
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natural number m < ¢ and we write V,,, = (x™ 0y, ... 2" y) where 0 < ¢p < -+ <

¢, < m are natural numbers. We let G, act by 2 : x — 2, y+— axty, z+z, t—t
r+1

Then A ¢2(V,,) has the a-degree D,, :== (co+---+¢,)— (14+2+- - -+7) (see [T}, p. 13/14]).

Q'(b)
It follows that A 93 (H°(Z(b))) has the a-degree D := Y

one sees that

D,,. By considering Fig.

m<c
Q' (n)
a-deg /\ Y3 (H'(Z(n))) =D foralln>b.

Now from

H(J(n)) = @Dt""'U; and U; = H(Z(n)), if i > b,

=0
it follows that
Q(n)
a-deg( /\ ¥3(H(T(n))))
Q(b-1)

=a-deg( [\ ¢L(H(T(b-1)))+ ZD

=q(n—>0+1)+ qo,

Q(b-1)
where ¢; = D and gy = a-deg A\ 3 (H°(J(n))). The same argumentation as in [L3.1.1]

gives

ConcLusioN 1.3. If C' is a combinatorial cycle of type 3, there are natural numbers g;
such that [C] = ¢1[C1] + ¢o[Ch]. O

REMARK 1.1.

@1 =0 <= D=0 <= T=J invariant under ¢} <= T is B(3;k)-invariant.

From Conclusions [L.IHI.3l follows:

ProprosITION 1.1. If C is a combinatorial cycle on H, then there are q; € N such that
[C] = @[Cs] + @1 [C1] + q0[Co)- O

1.3.2. Algebraic cycles. According to [T1, Korollar 1, p. 8] A;(H) is generated
over Z by the combinatorial cycles and the image of A;(H®) &% A;(H), A := U(4; k).
A;(HA) is generated over Z by the so called algebraic cycles C C H®, where C = G, - £,
£ < J C Ops an ideal with Hilbert polynomial ), which is invariant under A - T'(p).
Here G,, operates by o(\) : © — z, y — y, z — z, t — X, if p3 # 0, respectively by
oA x>z, y—y, 22— Az, t—t, if p3 =0 (see [T'1, Abschnitt 1.1 and 1.2]). If p3 # 0,
then [C] = ¢q - [Col, ¢ € N (J[T2, Prop. 1, p. 25 and Prop. 3, p. 58|; [T4, Prop. 1, p. 6]).
The case p3 = 0 remains. In this case J is invariant under t — At, A € k*, and we can
write: H(J(n)) = @, t"'V;, V; C S; invariant under U(3; k) and T'(p), S1V; C Vigs
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for all i > 0 and V; = H°(Z(i)), if i > b— 1. Here Z := J' = J + tOps(—1) /tOps(—1) is
invariant under U(3; k) - T'(p), which follows from b > reg(J) > reg(Z).

Now pg + p1+ p2 = 0 (cf. [Tl Bemerkung 1, p. 2] and Appendix [HI) and we show that
p2 # 0. Otherwise V; = @;:0 2"71U;, U; C k[z,y]; invariant under U(2; k). As char(k) = 0,
it follows that U; is monomial for all j, hence J is monomial, too. But then C' would not
be a curve. Thus one has C' = {c(A\)& | A € k* } 7, where () 1 x — z, y — y, 2 — Az,
t —t. Now

(M, - C) = Areddeg AH*(T (n))
Q(n)

= Ades( N\ o) (I (n)

v(n)

Z)\ deg( /\ o(MV)

with ¢(i) = dim V;. If V' C P, is any subspace with dimension m, the reduced A-degree of

/\ V is defined as in the proof of [T'2, Hilfssatz 5, pp. 8] as > (e; — d;)/¢, where ¢ is the
order of the inertia group of V' in G,, (loc. cit, p. 9 lines 11 and 12). Now the above sum

is equal to
o(n)

¢+ % Z A-deg( [\ H°(Z,(i)))

where ¢ := 1 3071 A deg(c(\)Vi) and Z, := o(\)Z, hence HO(Z, (1)) = o(A\)(H*(Z(i))). As
U(3; k) is normalized by o(\), Z, is invariant under U(3; k). Hence the sequence

0 — Iy(—1) = I\ — Op — 0
is exact, and it follows that the sequence
0 — HYZ\(i — 1)) = H*Z\(i)) — R; — 0
is exact for all i > b. Now R; C HY(Z(i)) for all i > b (see Appendix [D] Lemma 1), hence
R; C H°(Z)\(4)). But then
i+1
/\HOIA /\HOIM—1®/\R
and hence for all 7 > b —1
1 (i) e(b—1)
O(T (s 0 :
Z~>\—deg(/\ HY(Z\(i))) = ZA deg( [\ H'(Z\(b—1))) =~
is independent of 7. As the inertia group T; of H°(Z(i)) in G,,, contains the mertla group of

J in G,,, the number ¢ divides #7;, and this number divides the A-degree of /\ H°(Z)\ (7))
(cf. [T2 eq. (2), p. 9]). Hence 7 is a natural number. The same argumentation also shows
that ¢ € N. But then (M -C) =c+v(n — b+ 1) and the same argumentation as in [[.L3.1]
gives
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ProrosiTION 1.2. If C' is an algebraic cycle on H, then there are q¢; € N such that
[C] = q1[C1] + q0[Co]. O

REMARK 1.2. As in the proof of Proposition [L.T] we consider the case p3 = 0. Then

G =0 < X\ deg(/\HO(IA(i)) =0foralli>b
<= T invariant under o(\) 1 x — x,y — y, 2z — Az, Lt
<= T is T(3;k)-invariant
<= T is B(3;k)-invariant.
O

1.3.3. Computation of A} (H) and A (C). We now prove the result mentioned in
the Introduction.

THEOREM 1.2. Let be H = Hilb”(P?), P(n) = dn—g+1,d > 3 and g < g(d) :=
(d—2)2/4.

If Z € Ay(H) (resp. Z € A1(C)) is an effective 1-cycle with integer coefficients, then
there are uniquely determined natural numbers q; such that Z = qo[Co| + q1[C1] + ¢2[C5]
(resp. Z = qo[C§] + 1[CF] + ¢2[C5] + q3[L*]).

Hence the cone AT (H) (resp. AT(C)) of effective 1-cycles on H (resp. on C) is freely
generated by (the classes of ) Cy, Cy, Cy (resp. C§,Ct,C5, L*).

PROOF. Let C' C H be a closed curve. By applying [T1, Lemma 1, p. 6] several
times, one constructs a cycle C, = Y n;C; € Z;(H) such that [C] = [C,], n; € N, and the
irreducible components C; are B(4; k)-invariant. From [T'1l, Proposition 0, p. 3] it follows
that one of the following cases can occur:

CASE 1: C} is a combinatorial cycle of type i € {1,2,3}, ie. C; = G, - &, where

¢ € H(k) corresponds to an ideal 7 of type i with Hilbert polynomial Q(n) = (";3) —P(n).

CAsSE 2: ()} is an algebraic cycle, ie. C; = G, - &, £ € H(k) invariant under A -
T(p) (see [Tl Section 1.1 and 1.2]). As to the cone Af(H), the assertion follows from
Propositions [[.1] and

Now let C C C a closed curve. From Theorem IIT in Section [T and equation (L2) in
Section [[.2] it follows that

[€C] = @lC5] + @1[CF] + @[C5] + ¢s[L7]
with ¢ € Q. If 7 : C — H is the projection, the restrictions «|C; : Cf — C; are
isomorphisms, 0 <7 < 2, it follows that
T[C] = qo[Co] + @1[C1] + q2[C],

hence, by what just has been shown, ¢; € N, 0 < i < 2. If & is the projection C — P3, the
of k, gives

deg(s|C) - [K(C)] = gs - [L].
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As A;(P?) = Z[L] one has g3 € N. O

1.4. The ample cone of H and of C

If Q(n) = ("_§+3) + (") + ("_fﬂ) is the given Hilbert polynomial we always make

the assumptions @ > 4 and b > (a® — 1)/4 (equivalently d > 3 and g < (d — 2)%/4). We
put r =b—a and p = r(r + 1)/2 and define three line bundles on H:
Lo = M~ @ My @ Ml
Ly= M7 @ M@ My
Lo = Mp_1 @ My? @ My, .
Now the formulas of [T2, pp. 134-135]
(1.14) M, E)=1, (M, -Ci)=mn—-b+1), (M, -Co)= (") +(n—-b+1)

are derived under the assumption n > b, because then M,, defines an embedding of H in
a suitable projective space. But the expressions for H°(7(n)) in (loc. cit.) shows that the
formulas are also true if n = b — 1, because H°(J(n)) is a subbundle of P, ® O¢ of degree
Q(n) for alln > b —1, if C C H is any curve.

Intersection numbers of L,
(Lo E)=(1-p)+2p—p=1
(Lo-C)=0+2p—2p=0
(Lo-Co) = (1 _p)(b a—l—l) +2p [(b a+2) +1] —p [(b a+3) +2}
=p+p[(57) = ()] = [(797) - (5]
=p+plb—a+1)—plb—a+2)=0
Intersection numbers of £,
(L1-E)=—(r+3)4+(2r+5)—(r+2)=0
(L1-C)=0+2r+5—(r+2)-2=1
(L1-Co)=—(r+3)") +@r+5) [("9) +1] — (r+2) [(*47) + 2]
(7,_'_3>(b a+1) (7,_'_3)(b a+2) (T+2)(b a+2) (T+2)(b a+3) 1
:(r+3)(b—a+1)—(r+2)(b—a+2)+1
=b—-—a)+(r+3)—2(r+2)+1=0
Intersection numbers of £,
(Ly-E)=0
(Ly-C1)=0—-242=0
(Lo Co) = ("57) = 2[(57) + 1] + [(b “*3) +2]
=—0b—a+1)+(b—a+2)=
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CONCLUSION 1.4. From now on we write Cj instead of E and hence have the formula
(1.15) (Li-Cy) =6,
O

If £ is any line bundle on H and v; = (£ - C;) we put M = L* @ LT* ® L3? and
N = L& M~ From Theorem follows (N - Z) = 0 for all Z € Af(H), hence
N € Pic"(H). Now H is simply connected and the argumentation in [T2] Section 4.2]
shows that Pic”(H) = Pic(H).

THEOREM 1.3. (i) Pic(H)/ Pic’(H) is freely generated by Lo, L1, Lo and a line bun-
dle L on H is ample iff it has the form L = L @ LV* @ L3> @ N, where the v; are
positive natural numbers and N € Pic’(H).

(ii) A line bundle L on the universal curve C is ample iff it has the form £ = L @
LY @ LY ® K*Ops(v3) @ N where v; are positive natural numbers, ™ and r are
the projection of C to H, respectively to P*, and N € Pic’(C).

Proor. (i) follows from the foregoing computations and the theorem of Kleiman.
(ii) Using the same notations as in Theorem [[.2] one sees that the restriction of 7 to C
and of k to L* gives an isomorphism C; — C; respectively L* — L. Hence one has

(1L C)=by. (L-1)=0 and (5 Op(1)- L) =1.

The argumentation in the proof of [T3], Satz 3, p. 40] shows that Hj ,(C,Z/n) =0
and hence Pic”(C) = Pic’(C) (see the argumentation in [T2, Section 4.2]). O

REMARK 1.3. We will show (cf. Lemma [[.T] and [[.5]) that M,, is a line bundle on H
for all n > a — 3 and that the formulas (I.I4)) are true for all n > a — 3, too.

1.5. Some globally generated line bundles

1.5.1. Regularity of sheaves.

AUxX-LEMMA 1.2. Let be Y/k a noetherian scheme, X = P x; Y and F a coherent
Ox-module such that H'(X,F(n — 1)) = (0) for all i > 0 and all n > m (i.e. F is
m-reqular).

(a) There are Zariski-many linear forms { € S := k[Xo, ..., X,| such that
(1.16) 0— F(-1) -5 F —F —0
is exact, where F' := F JLF(—1).
(b) If (LIG) is exact for any linear form ¢ € S, then one has
(i) H(F'(n—1)) = (0) for alli >0 and n > m.
(i) If 7 : X —'Y is the projection and F,, = m.F(n), F, = m.F'(n), then
(1.17) 0— Fo1— Fn— F,—0

is exact and F|, ~ F, [F,_1 for alln > m.



1.5. SOME GLOBALLY GENERATED LINE BUNDLES 19

PROOF. As Y can be covered by finitely many open affine subsets, without restriction
one can assume Y = Spec A, F = M, M a graded S ® A-module of finite type. Let
Py, ..., P, be the finitely many associated primes of M, which are different from S, ® A.
If ¢ € Sy — UP;, then (LI0) is exact. By means of the exact sequence

H'(F(n—1i)) — H'(F'(n—i)) — HT(F(n—i—-1))

the assertion (i) in part (b) follows. Because of H'(F(n —1)) = 0, if n > m, the exactness
of (LI7) follows. From the diagram

Foo1 — Fp — FpJlFu 1 —0

lcan.

0 E‘/—_.n—l Fn ‘FT/L 0

which is commutative and has exact rows, it follows that F,, /¢F, 1 ~ F! if n > m. ]

The case of curves

1.5.1.1. Let Q(n) = ("37) + ("57%) + ("7"") be the Hilbert polynomial, K/k an
extension field, X = P3., T C Ox an ideal with Hilbert polynomial Q, F = Ox/Z the
structure sheaf of the curve defined by Z, P = k[x,y, z,t]. If £ € P, is sufficiently general,
the sequences

(1.18) 0— Fln—1) -5 F(n) — F(n) — 0

(1.19) 0—ZI(n—1) - I(n) — I'(n) — 0
are exact, where Z' := T 4+ (Ox(—1)/fOx(—1) is an ideal on Proj(P/(P(—1)) ~ P%

with Hilbert polynomial Q'(n) = ("_;”) + ("_(“II)H). Hence 7 is (a — 1)-regular,

ie. H(Z'(n)) = 0 foralln > a—1—4d and ¢ > 1 [G1], Lemma 2.9]. From (I.I9) one
gets the exact sequence

H™ Y (T'(n—-1)) — H'(Z(n —1)) — H'(Z(n)) — H(Z'(n))

where the first term and the last term vanish, if n > (e —1) — (i —1) and i — 1 > 1. Tt
follows that HY(Z(n — 1)) ~ H(Z(n)), if n > a —i and i > 2. As H(Z(n)) = (0), if i > 1
and n >0

(1.20) HY(Z(n))=(0), ifn>a—i—1andi>?2
follows. On the other hand one has the exact sequence
H'(Ox(n)) — H'(F(n)) — H*(Z(n))

where the first term vanishes if n > 0 and the last term vanishes if n > a—3. Asdim C' =1,
one has H'(F(n)) = (0) if i > 2, hence

(1.21) reg(F) <a—2.
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1.5.1.2. Let Y/k be a noetherian scheme, X =Y x;, P}, T C Oy an ideal such that F =
Ox/T is flat over Y with Hilbert polynomial P(n) = (";3) —Q(n) in each fibre. According
to (L2I) F ® k(y) is (a — 2)-regular and hence H*(F(n) ® k(y)) = (0) for all n > a — 3,
y € Y. From [M2, Cor. 1, p. 51] it follows that m,(F(n)) ® k(y) = H°(F(n) @ k(y)) for
alln > a—3,y €Y, where 7 : X — Y is the projection. From [M2, Cor. 2, p. 52] it

follows that
(1.22) mF(n) is locally free of rank P(n) onY, foralln >a —3.

The assertion concerning the rank follows from H'(F(n)®k(y)) = (0), foralli > 2,y € Y.
From [M2| Cor. 1, p. 51] and (L.21)) it follows that

R'm.(F(n)) ® k(y) ~ H'(F(n) ® k(y)) = (0)
if n > a—3and y € Y. By Nakayama, this implies R'm,F(n) = (0) for all n > a — 3. The
same argumentation shows that R'm,F(n) = (0) for all i > 2 and all n. All in all, we get
LEMMA 1.1. F is (a — 2)-reqular, F,, := m.F(n) is locally free on'Y of rank P(n) and

P(n)
hence M,, := N\ m.F(n) is a line bundle on'Y for alln > a — 3. O

1.5.2. M '®M, globally generated. We consider the curve case of the last section:
Y/k noetherian scheme, P = k[x,y, z,t], S = k[z,y, 2] and C € H(Y), i.e. a diagram

C— Y xPP=X%
\ /
Y

where C is a flat curve over Y with Hilbert polynomial P(n) = (";’3) — @(n), defined by
the ideal Z C Oy, F = Ox/Z the structure sheaf of C, Z,, := p,.Z(n), F, = p.F(n),
P:=0y P, S:=0y ®S.

We consider linear forms ¢ € P, of the form ¢ = ax + fy+ vz +1t, o, 3,7 € k. For each
such /¢

U(l) = { yeyY ‘ F(-1) ® k(y) 4L re k(y) is injective }

is an open subset of Y (possibly empty). The openness follows from [G3 Lemma 1 and
2], for example. If F(—1) —%y F is injective and £ € Py, then we write £ € NNT(F).

AUx-LEMMA 1.3. For each y € Y (k) there are Zariski-many { = ax + fy + vz +1t €
NNT(F) such that y € U({).

ProOOF. Let U; = Spec A;, 1 < @ < m, be an open, affine covering of Y. Put Z :=
D,oopZ(n), I' =T ® A;, I =T ®k(y). Let P} be the associated prime ideals of I’,
which are different from P, ® A;, 1 < j < r(i); let PJQ be the associated prime ideals of
I° := I, which are different from P, ® k(y), 1 < j < r(0).

For the moment, we fix the index 7. Then

Vi={(a,8,7) ek’ | l:=az+Py+rz+teP,NP}
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is a closed subset of A}. It is different from A}, because otherwise P} = P, ® A;, respectively
P) = P, ® k(y) would follow. Hence W} := A} — V] is open and non-empty in A}, hence
the same is true for

7 (i)

r(0)
W w;.
j=1

i j=1

If one puts
Li(y) :== {€ =ar+Py+yz+t ‘ y € U() and F(—1) ® O, L re Oy, is injective },

then it follows that L;(y) C A3 is non-empty and Zariski-open, hence the same is true for
L(y) = QLi(y)- 0

AUX-LEMMA 1.4. There are finitely many {; = cx + By + vz +t € P, 1 <i < m,
such that Y = JU(¥;), and for each ¢ € {{1,...,0,} one has:
1

(a)
0— Fra i>]-",L—>]-",’L—>O
is exact on' Y and F! = p.(F(n)/lF(n — 1)) is isomorphic to F,/lF,_1 for all
n>a—2.
(b) If U :=U(¥), then F, @ Oy is locally free on U of rank (a — 1) = d for all n.

PrOOF. To each y € Y(k) choose a linear form ¢, € L(y). Then U(¢,) is an open
neighborhood of y and finitely many such neighborhoods cover Y. The assertion (a) is
true for each ¢ € NNT(F) according to Aux-Lemma [[Zb, because F is (a — 2)-regular
(cf. Lemma [IT).

As to assertion (b), let y € U(¢). Then
0 — HY(F(n—1) ©k(y)) —= H(F(n) @ k(y)) — H(F'(n) © k(y)) — 0

is exact for n > a — 3, as F ® k(y) is (a — 2)-regular (cf. (IL21])). As has been noted in
Section [L5.T.2 it follows that F, ® k(y) ~ H°(F(n) ® k(y)), if n > a — 3. Tt follows that
forn>a—2

0 — Fo1 @ k(y) — Fp @ k(y) — (Fu/lFa1) ® k(y) — 0

is exact. The local flatness criterion then shows that 7, @ Oy, is flat over Oy, of rank
P'(n), if n > a—2. It follows that 7' @ Oy, is flat over Oy,,,. As F’ is O-regular, it follows
that F, ® Oy is locally free. O

N.B. Whereas F) is locally free over U(¢) of rank d = (a — 1) for all n, this is true for
FnlFn—yonlyif n>a—2 as F, ~ F,/lF,_1 is, in general, only true for n > a — 2.
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Now let be ¢ = ax + Sy + vz +t € NNT(F) such that U := U(¢) # () (e.g., one can
choose £ € {{1,...,0,} as in Aux-Lemma [[.4]). We consider the diagram

S
0= Fo b Y F 0.

Here n > a—2, ¢ is the multiplication with ¢, v is the canonical map and 7 is the composed
map

S = Oy @5 S =% P /Py =5 FuJlFuy = T,

can,

k is the composed map S,, — P,, — F.,.

(N.B. P,, — F,, is not necessarily surjective, if n < b—1.) Now F' = F/{F(-1) ~S/T,
where 7' ~ Z4+(P(—1)/¢P(—1) isanideal in S. F' is flat over U with rank d, hence 7' is flat
over U with Hilbert polynomial @'(n) = ("3 %)+ (*~“;"*™").Thus R'm,(Z'(n))®@0y = (0),
if n > a — 2, and it follows that:

(1.23) S, — F, issurjective on U forn > a —2.
We consider for y € U a sufficiently small open, affine neighborhood V' C U and we

argue as follows: z € F,(V) = ¢(z) = 7(y) = ¢¥k(y) for an element y € S,, = 2z — k(y) €
Ker(¢|V) =Im(p|V) = 2z — k(y) = p(z) with z € F,,_1(V). It follows that

Fur1®S, = F, with
(z,y) = p(z) + K(y)

is a globally defined homomorphism, which is surjective on U.

(1.24)

Put p = P(n—1), d = P'(n). One defines ¢, by means of the diagram

p+d p+d

/\(-Fn—l@gn) /\‘Fn

~

i J
@ /\fn—l®/\8n e
i+j
P d
/\Fn—l ®/\Sn

:p-l,-d

¢¢ is @ homomorphism of Oy-modules and the horizontal map is surjective on U = U({).
Then Aux-Lemma [[.4] says that

O—)Fn_1®OUi>]:n®OU—>J—‘ZL®OU—)O

is exact and F;, ® Oy is locally free over U of rank d, if n > a — 2. Let y € U and
let V' = Spec A be a sufficiently small open neighborhood of y in U. Put F,, = F, ® A,
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F) = F! ® A. Then one has a commutative diagram, with lower row an exact sequence of
free A-modules, if n > a — 2:

Sp®@ A
0—Fy e p, " 0.
F! ® k(y) has a basis over k(y), which consists of monomials my, ..., mg € S,. Then they

form a basis of the free A,-module F] ® A,. It follows that there is an element f € A such
that y € D(f) and the images of my, ..., my generate the free A;-module F] ® Ay, and
hence form a basis of this module. Replacing V' by D(f) one can achieve that my, ..., my
are monomials of S,,, such that w(my), ..., m(mg) is a basis of the free A-module F}.

We now describe the homomorphism ¢,. Let L and M be free A-modules of rank p,
resp. d, and o : L — N, f: M — N homomorphisms of A-modules.
Define y: L& M — N by (x,y) — a(x) + B(y). Then

p+d p+d
N NLeM— AN
operates by
Yzt Ao A zpra) = v(210) A AY(Zpra) -
Hence one has a homomorphism

p+d p+d

/]‘\L®/d\M>—> & /\L@/\M% ANLeM— AN

t+j=p+d
which can be described by
TIA ATy @y A Ayg =21 A Ay
= (@) A AY(ya) = ol@n) A Aaap) ABya) A+ A B(ya) -
Applying this to ¢, gives:
o1 A Nyg) = Loy N Nlxy ANR(y1) A= A K(ya) -

We now choose V' = Spec A so small that F,,_; has an A-basis ny, ..., n, and we define

s: F! — F, by s(m(m;)) = k(m;), which is possible as m(m;),1 < i < d, is a basis of F.

It follows that ¢ o s o w(m;) = ¥ o k(m;) = m(m;), which means that s is a section of v
over A. Hence {{ny,...,Iny, k(m1),...,k(mg)} is an A-basis of F), and

we(ny A=~ Any Amy A -~ Amg) =g A--- Nlny Ak(my) A=+ A k(mg) .

As this element is a basis of A" d F,, it follows that ¢, is surjective in a neighborhood of
y € U(0), hence is surjective on U(f).
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Now let ¢;, 1 < i < m, be as in the Aux-Lemma [[.4. We define a homomorphism
ptd

m p d
UZ@Afn_1®ASn—>AFn by
1

m D d
(T1, .y Ty) Zapgi(xi), where z; € /\Fn_l ® /\Sn.
1

As g, is surjective on U(¢;) and the U({;) cover Y, o is surjective. Now

m P d p
BAF o \Si 2 NFrr €,
1

where € == @' A\?S, ~ E ®; Oy and E = @' \*S,. One obtains a surjective homo-
morphism of Oy-modules
p+d

p
/\fn—1®YE®OY — /\.7:”.
If it is tensored with ( N’ fn_l)_l, one gets a surjective homomorphism of Oy -modules
ptd

(1.25) E® Oy — (/,.\ an_l)_1 Ry (/\ Fn) -

LEMMA 1.2. M1 ® M, is a globally generated line bundle on'Y if n > a — 2. O

1.5.3. Some proporties of determinants (after Fogarty and Mumford).

1.5.3.1. Let A be a noetherian ring, M an A-module of finite type. M has finite
Tor-dimension, if there is a finite projective resolution of M. With somewhat different
terminology, this is denoted as projdimy M < oo. It is known that

projdimy M =min { n € N | Ext""" (M, N) = (0) for all A-modules N }.
REMARK 1.4. If 0 - M’ — M — M"” — 0 is an exact sequence of A-modules of finite

type and any two of the modules have finite projective dimension, then the third module
has finite projective dimension, too. This follows from the exact sequence

oo — Ext’(M",N) = BExt" (M, N) — Ext'y(M',N) — -
REMARK 1.5. (see [F1l p. 66]) If 0 — F; 22 7, B 7 B F, — 0 is an exact sequence
of coherent Ox-modules with finite projective dimension, then
Inv(F}) @ Inv(F) ' @ Inv(F3) @ Inv(F,) ' = Ox.
To prove this, one splits the exact sequence into the exact sequences
0— F — F, — Im(py) — 0

and

0 — Ker(ps) — F3 — F4 — 0.
According to Remark[L4] all modules occurring in the exact sequences have finite projective
dimension and then formula (i) in [F1l, p. 67] gives the above assertion.
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LEmMmA 1.3. If

O—=Fi—=Fo—=F3—=-G—=0

is an exact sequence of coherent Ox-modules, F; locally free on X of rank r; and G, = (0)
for all x € Ass(Ox), then there is an injective homomorphism

O'ZOX—>/1\.F1®(/2\.F2)_1®/3\.F3:Z£

which has the following property: If y € X is any point such that G, = (0), then the section
s = o(1) generates the fiber L,,.

PROOF. Let x € X be an associated point, i.e. a point z € X such that depth(z) =
depth(Ox ) = 0. By assumption G, = (0), and hence Homo, , (k(x),G,) = (0) and z is not
an associated point of G. Using the terminology of Fogarty, G is a torsion module and hence
defines a canonical injective homomorphism ¢ : Ox — Inv(G) (see [F1, Theorem 2.2 and
property 1, p. 69]). The same argumentation as in Remark [Loshows that projdim G < oo
and, at the same time, the properties (i) and (ii) in [F1, p. 67] show that Inv(G) — L.

Let s := o(1) € I'(X,£). Then s, # 0 for all z € X. Let U C X be an open and
affine subset and ¢ : L|U ~ Op an isomorphism of Op-modules. Then f := ¢(s) is a
non-zero divisor of Op. If U; is a covering of X by open affine subsets and ¢; : L|U; — U;
are isomorphisms, then the f; := ¢;(s) define an effective Cartier divisor. It is denoted by
Div(G) and one has that

supp(Div(G)) :=={z € X | (fi)» is not a unit in Ox, }

is contained in supp(G) ([M1) Sec. 5.3]).
Now one has the following simple fact:

Let A be a local Ting, p : L ~ A an isomorphism of A-modules and s € L. Then ¢(s)
is not a unit in A iff s- A C L.

From this it follows that
supp(Div(G)) = { z € X | s, does not generate the fiber Div(G), }.
As mentioned above, this set is contained in supp(G) and because of Inv(G) ~ L the

assertion of the lemma follows. O

1.5.4. Utilization of determinants. We assume the case of curves as in Section[[.5.1]
From Aux-Lemma and Lemma [[T] it follows that if ¢, h € Py are sufficiently general
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linear forms one has a commutative diagram

0 0 0
0 Foq—" F, Fu)lF s 0
h h h
(*) 0 -Fn ‘ -Fn-l-l -Fn-l-l/gfn 0

O —_— Fn/Fn_l —_— Fn+1/hfn —_— fn+1/ffn —|— hfn —_— O

0 0 0

with exact rows and columns, for all n > a — 2. Besides this, we consider finitely many
given points yi,...,y, € Y. At first, there are Zariski-many ¢ € P, such that

(#) 0 — Fouy — Fyy — Fu/lFn_1 — 0

is an exact sequence and (F)®k(y;) is an exact sequence, too, for all 1 < i < r and
n > a — 2. This goes as in the proof of Aux-Lemma [[.3] because one can avoid not only
the associated prime ideals of Z ® A; but also the associated prime ideals of Z ® k(y;).
In any case, there are Zariski-many ¢ € NNT(F) such that y; € U(¢), 1 < i < r. From
Aux-Lemma we conclude that F, ~ F,/0F,_1,if n > a — 2. From Aux-Lemma [[.4]
respectively from its proof, it follows that (F,,/¢F,—1)@0Oy isflaton U = U(¥), if n > a—2.

Now fix such a linear form ¢. Then F' ® Oy is flat over U with Hilbert polynomial
P’(n) = d. The same argumentation as before, with 7' ® Oy instead of F, shows that there
are Zariski-many h € NNT(F' ® Op) such that y; € U(h). Hence there are Zariski-many
h € NNT(F)NNNT(F' ®Oyp) such that y; € U(h), where h operates on F and on F'® Oy
by multiplication. From Aux-Lemma [[.2]it follows that m.((F/hF(—1))(n)) ~ F,./hFn-1
over Y, and

T ((F'/hF (=1))(n+ 1)) = F /hF)_| > (Fpi1/lFn) M Fon/lFn-1) = Foi1 /F, + hF,

over U, if n > a—2. It follows that F,,1/0F, + hF, is flat over V.=UNU(h), if n > a—2.
All in all we get:

AUxX-LEMMA 1.5. Let be y;, 1 < @ < r, finitely many points in Y, not necessarily
closed. Then there are Zariski-many linear forms {,h € Py such that (F) is a commutative
diagram with exact rows and columns, for all n > a — 2 and the same is true for the
diagrams @E)®k(y;), 1 <i <r. O

For simplification, we put K = k(y;). Then dim(F,,/¢F,—1)® K = P(n)—P(n—1) =d
for all n > a—2 (see the proof of Aux-Lemmal[l4] e.g.), hence dim(F, 41 /0F, +hF,) QK =
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0. It follows that (Fj41/0F, + hF,) @ Oy, = (0) for alln > a—2and 1 <i <r. If one
especially chooses the associated points of Y among the y;’s, it follows that

(1.26) Gni1 = Fua1/lF, + hF, is a torsion module, if n > a — 2.
Now from the diagram () one gets an exact sequence

00— Fot - Fo® Fo L5 Fort 5 Gt — 0

where a(f) = (Uf,—hf), B(f,g) == hf + g and v(f) := f. It remains exact, if it is
tensored with k(y;). Now if y € Y is any point, which we count among the y;’s, then
G, = (0) follows, i.e. y ¢ supp(G). But then Lemma says that there is an injective
morphism o : Oy — M, _; @ M2 ® M, such that s = o(1) generates the fiber of this
line bundle at the point y, hence generates the line bundle itself in an open neighborhood
of y. We have proven:

LEMMA 1.4. Ifn > a—2 then the line bundle M,,_1 Q@M 2Q@M,1 is globally generated.
O

1.5.5. Computation of intersection numbers.

1.5.5.1.  We consider the universal curve C over H = Hg, i.e., one has the same
situation as in Section [[L5.1.2] with Y = H.

Let C' < H be a closed curve, which is contained in the open set U(t) (cf. Section[[.5.2]).
Then one has a cartesian diagram

X =C x P’ H x, P?
4 |-
o S < |

with j = i x id. If F denotes the structure sheaf of C, then for F := j*(F) the same
statements as in [[.L5.1.2] for J are true. As

HYP* @ k(y), F(n) @ k(y)) = (0) ifn>a—3,

one has p,F(n) — i*m.F(n) for all n > a — 3 (see the formula (L21) and [M2] Cor. 1,
p. 51]). The intersection number (M,, - C') is equal to the power of v in the polynomial

P(n)
X(M2V), where M, = A p.(F(n)), if n > a—3, i.e. (M, -C) can be computed as the
intersection number (M, - C'). As the sequence

0— Fn—1) -5 F(n) — F(n) — 0

is exact for all n € N and as R'p.F(n — 1) = (0) for all n > a — 2, one has the exact
sequence

0—pJF(n—1) — p.F(n) — p.F'(n) —0
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d
for n > a — 2. It follows that M,, ~ M, ® M) where M/ = A\ p.F(n — 1) is line bundle
as F7, is locally free on C' (cf. Aux-Lemma [[.4)). It follows that

(1.27) (My1-C)=(M,-C)—(M-C), n>a—2

which also can be written as

(1.28) Mp1-C)=M,,-C)=(M,-C), n>a—2.

Now F' = Op2yc/Z', where 7' is an ideal such that 7' ® k(y) has the Hilbert polynomial

Q'n)=(",7)+ ("_(azl)ﬂ) for all y € C. Hence Z' is (a—1)-regular and R'p,Z'(n) = (0)

for all n > a — 2. It follows that
0 — pZ'(n) — S, @ Oc — pF'(n) — 0

is exact and Z/, := p,Z'(n) C S, ® O¢ is a subbundle of rank Q'(n), if n > a —2. It follows
that

Q'(n)
N Z,® M, ~ Oc.
Q'(n)
L' = A 7] is aline bundle on C' and because of (.28 it follows that
(1.29) (Mp_y - C) = (My-C) + (L., - C), ifn>a—2.

1.5.5.2.  We now consider the curves C' € { Cy, D, E = Cy }, which all are contained
in U(t). Then C ~ Spec k[a] U {oo}.

CASE 1:
C=Cy={(2,y" Nay+2),y" 22" MNay+2)) |ack}

In order to see that Z/, ® k[a] = (x,y* *(ay + 2)), if n > a — 2, it suffices to note that the
vector space on the right hand side is isomorphic to (x,y*22),, which vector space has
the dimension @)'(n). It follows that

T @kla] = 25,1 @y *(ay + 2) - kly, 2ln_ap1 foralln>a—2.
If n > a—2, the map a — 7' ® k[a] is injective and hence (L, - Cy) = —(n —a + 2) follows
in this case (see [T, Bemerkung 3, p. 11]). If n = a — 2, the argumentation is as follows:
0—7Z, ,—Si200pm — F,_, —0

is exact on P!, as 7' is (a — 1)-regular. Now h%(Z'(a — 2) ® k(y)) = Q'(a — 2) = (") for
all y € C, because of the (a — 1)-regularity. It follows that Z/_, ® k(y) = xS,_3 ® k(y) for
all y € C, hence Z,_, = xS,_3 @ Oc. But then from the exact sequence it follows that
F,

(1.30) (M, -Cy)=(n—a+2) foralln>a—2.

_, is also a constant sheaf on C', hence

CASE 2:
C=D={(a"ay,y" " 2"y "+ azz?) |a €k}
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One sees that
T @ k[a] = (2%, 2y, v, y* 2 + axz®™?).
To see that for all n > a — 2 one has
Irlz ® kla] = 2 Sp_s ® rykly, 2]n—2 ® ya_lk[yv Zln-at1 D (ya_2 + O‘xza_?’)k[z]n—a—i&
we compute the dimension of the vector space on the right as
")+ (n—-241)+mn—a+2)+1=0Q (n)
forall n > a — 2. As Z" is (a — 1)-regular, the equality follows.

As a— 7! ® k[a] is injective for all n > a — 2 from [T1], loc. cit.] it follows that
(1.31) (M,-D)=1 foralln>a—2.

CASE 3:
C=E={(*ayzz,y",y" 2 ot + oy 12" ") |k }
One sees that Z], ® k[a] is a constant sheaf and that
(1.32) (M) -E)=0, foralln>a—2.

Intersection numbers of F

From (L29) and (L.32) we get
(M, -E)=1, ifn>a-3.
Intersection numbers of

In Section [[.2l we had obtained that [D] = (a — 2)[E] + [Cy]. Tt follows that (M,, - Cy) =
(M,, - Do) — (a—2) if n > a — 3, hence

My1-C1)=My_1-D)—(a—2), n>a—2
=M, D)+ (L -D)—(a—2) (cf. (I29))
=M, -D)—1—(a—2) (cf. (IL30))
As (M,,-Cy) =(n—0>b+1) for n > b (see [T2, p. 134]), we get
(M, -Ci)=(n—>b+1) foralln>a—3.
Intersection numbers of ()
From (I.28) and (L.30) we obtain
(Mp_1 - Cy) = (My - Cy) — (b—a+2)
(Mp_g-Cy) = (Mp_1-C) —(b—1—a+2)
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Summing up gives
b—a+2

(Ma_g . Cg) Mb Cg Z Z

_ (b 34—2) (b - b+ 1) . (b—;-i-?,)
=[5 = ()
= —(b+1l-a+1)+1=(a—b—1).

In the same way, using (L.28)) and (L.30):
(Mn_1 . Cg) = (Mn . Cg) — (n —a-+ 2)
(Mn_Q . Cg) = (Mn—l : Cg) — (n —1—a+ 2)

Summation gives
n—a+2
(My_3-Cy) = (M, -Cy) — Z 7, hence

i=1

(M, - Co) = ("~ “*3) —b+1)
_ (n+12a+2) b+ 1)
= (") + (”*H““) +(a—b+1)
= (" g”) +(n—=b+1).

All in all we have

LEMMA 1.5. For alln > a — 3 one has

M, -E)y=1, (M, -Ci)=m—-b+1)and (M, Cy)= (") +(n—b+1).

1.5.6. Globally generated line bundles on H. By Lemma[l.2 the line bundle £ :=
M1 ® Mo is g.g. (globally generated). From Lemma, we deduce that (£ E) = 0,
(L-Cy)=1and (L-Cy) = 0. It follows that £ = £; in NS(H), where £, is the line bundle
introduced in Section 4]

By Lemma [[.4] the line bundle £ = M,,_; ® M;? ® M, is g.g. for all n > a — 3.
Using the formulas of Lemma [[5 we get

(L-E)=0, (£L-C;)=0 and (L-Cy) =1,
from which we deduce that £ = £, in NS(H), where L is defined in Section [[L4l

Finally we compute

My E)=1, (Mp_1-C1) =0, and (My_1-Cy) = (b_gﬂ) )
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and we deduce from this that Theorem [[.3] implies Theorem Moreover, we get

PROPOSITION 1.3. The (residue classes in NS(H) of the) line bundles L1, Ly and Lo ®

LY, pi= (b_‘;ﬂ) are globally generated. O

Now according to Theorem [L3|(i) each line bundle £ on H can be written (modulo
Pic’(H)) in the form
Lgo ® Ellfl ® £V2 — Ego ® Egoﬁ ® Ellfl ® Egz—voﬁ
with v; € Z.

COROLLARY 1.4. If all v; € N and v > vyp, then (the residue class in NS(H) of)
L@ LY @ L2 is globally generated. O

COROLLARY 1.5. If H = Hs, then Lo, L1 and Ly are globally generated and Pic(H)
is freely generated by Lo, L1, Lo.

PROOF. If d = 3, g = 0 one has Q(n) = (”_§+3) + ("_§+2) + ("_;Hl) hence p = 0
and Lo, L1, Lo are g.g. by the Proposition. Moreover, in this case H'(H, Og) = (0), hence
Pic(H) = NS(H) = Z3 (see T2, last line on p. 137] and Theorem II in Section [[1). O



CHAPTER 2

Subcones of the cone of curves

The aim is the description of those curves, which lie on subcones of A (H). This is
not possible for all subcones and “description” is to be understood in a weak sense, only.
In this chapter P = k[x,y, z,t] and S = k[x,y, z].

2.1. Limits of 1—cycles

2.1.1. Limits of points. We first introduce some notations: o(\) (resp. 7(A)) denotes
the G,,-operation = +— x, y —> y, 2+ z, t = Mt (resp. T +— x, y >y, 2 — Az, t = t). O,
1 <i <6, denotes the G,-operations, which are defined by the following matrices

100 a 100 0 10 a0
. 0100 ) 010 a , 010 0
1o 01 0l %“foo1 ol %““|oo01 0|
000 1 000 1 000 1
1 o 00 1000 1000
A 0100 ; 01 a 0 ; 0100
1o 01 0] %0010l %001 a
0001 000 1 000 1

Let be £ € U(t) C H, and & <» J € Hg(k), i.e. the Hilbert function of 7 is ®. Then

§o = ;ig(l)o—(A)é & Jo € Gol(k)

(see Appendix [Glfor definition and notation). One can write H(Jy(n)) = @, t"~'U;, U; C
S; subspaces with S1U; C U;4q for all i. As £ € U(t) one has o(A\)§ € U(t). Let r: U(t) —
H? = Hilbd(IP’z) be the restriction morphism with respect to the variable ¢. Define ¢’ :=
r(€) <> T € H(k). Then & = r(a(N)€) for all A € k*, hence (&) = ¢ and U,, = H°(Z(n))
for all n > reg(J). By applying a suitable linear transformation g € GL(4; k), which leaves
¢ invariant, one can achieve that r(g(¢)) € U(z) € H? In the statement of the lemma
(see below) it will become clear that one can assume without restriction Z € U(z). Let
T* C Ops be the ideal, which is generated by Z, i.e. H(P,Z%(n)) = @ t" "H°(P?, Z(i)).
Because of U; C H°(Z(i)), one has Jy C I*. Put Zy := limy_,07(A\)Z. Then Zy has the
same Hilbert function ¢ as Z = J’ (see Appendix [Gl).

Let £ :=limy o 7(\)Jo. Then H(L(n)) = By t" *L;, where L; := lim,_,o 7(\)U;, and
L C I has finite colength.

32
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v = { (é g %) } of U(3; k), one has Zy € G, (k). (As to the notation, see Appendix [Gl)

Let ¢ be the colength of £ C Z§ and X = Quot®(Zy). Define £! := lim §3(L£) and
a—r00
L2 := lim §2(LY). As Iy is fixed by v, £! and £? are in X(k). Noted in a somewhat more

a— 00
explicit way, one has

a—0o0

H(L'(n)) := @t”_iL}, where Lj := lim 62(L;).
0
As dim L} = dim L;, one has L' € Gg(k). In the same way

HO(L*(n)) = @t"'L},  LP:= lim &3(L}).
0

a—00

As 3 and 62 commute, £? is invariant under I and ~.

Put NV := lim 0a(Zy). As Iy € U(z) (loc. cit.) we can write H°(Zy(n)) = @y z"~'V;,
where V; C Ro;, 013’ = k[z,y], are subspaces such that R;V; C V;y; for all i. It follows
that H'(N(n)) = @y 2"'W;, where W; = Jim. 62(V;). As W; C R; is invariant under
U(2; k) and char(k) = 0, it follows that W; is B(2; k)-invariant, especially is generated by
monomials. As Z is fixed by v and 7 is normalized by d2, the ideal §(Zy) is fixed by
v for all @ € k, hence N is fixed by ~. It follows that N is fixed by B(3;k) and hence
N* is fixed by B(4;k). As £? is fixed by 7, the ideal 62(L£?) is fixed by v for all o € k,
hence K := le 62(L£?) is fixed by 7 and §2, hence fixed by U(3; k). By construction, K is
invariant under. o(A) and lies in U(t), hence K is I'-invariant, hence K is U(4; k)-invariant.
Moreover, by construction, the Hilbert functions of £, £!, £2 and K still are equal to ®.

Besides the G,,-operations o and 7 introduced above, we consider the (G,,-operations
o x> A, y—=y, 2=z t—t and oy ax = x,y— Ay, 2z — 2t T
We form

K'=limo (MK, K?=limoy(MK' and M = lim 7(\)K?.

A—0 A—=0 A—=0
By construction, £, £!, L2, K are invariant under o(\) and M is invariant under 7'(4; k).
As K is U(4; k)-invariant and U(4; k) is normalized by T(4;k), K, K* M are U(4; k)-
invariant, hence M is B(4; k)-invariant. Now by construction, X C N*, hence K!, K2, M
are contained in N*, too. And again by construction, all the Hilbert functions of £, £!,
L% K, K, K2, M are equal to the Hilbert function ® of 7. Hence M C N* again has
the colength ¢ and r(M) = N. Finally the Hilbert function ¢ of J' = Z is equal to the
Hilbert function of N, as dim W; = dim V}.
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2.1.2. Limits of integral curves. We first recall the construction in the proof of [T,
Lemma 1, p. 6].

Let X/k be a projective scheme. If ¢ : G, — Auty(X) is a homomorphism and A is a
k-algebra, then we denote the image of & € A in Auty(X ® A) by ,.

Let C' C X be an integral (i.e. a closed, irreducible, reduced) curve and p the Hilbert
polynomial of C' with regard to any closed embedding of X into a projective space. Then
a +— 1, (C) defines a morphism G, — H := Hilb?(X), which has a unique extension
f: Pt — H. This gives a family C/P! and a cartesian diagram

C——X XkH
Wl lp2
Py

such that 7 is flat and surjective. As C' ® klt] is irreducible and reduced, the generic fibre
P (C), where t € K and K denotes the quotient field of k[t], is reduced and irreducible.
From general properties of flat morphisms it follows that C C X xj P! is reduced and
irreducible, too. One has C, = 7 () = ¥,(C), if @ # 00; Cop := 7 1(00) =: Cy =:
limy 00 Yo (C). As C has the dimension two, it follows that [C] = [C] in A;(X).

If x € C(k), then (C,z) € I := Incidence(H x; X) is an integral curve in X x; X
with Hilbert polynomial p. G, operates by (C,z) — (¢4 (C), ¥a(z)) on I. The limit curve
lim, 00 %o (C, x) is contained in I and is equal to (Cy, To), Where oo 1= lim, o0 Vo () 18
formed in Hilb'(X) = X (see [T2, Bemerkung 3, p. 127]).

If one has a homomorphism o : G,, — Aut,(X), an analogous construction gives two
limit curves Cojoe = limy_0/00 0(A)C' C X, such that [C] = [Co] = [Cw].

CoNCLUSION 2.1. The incidence “curve, point” is preserved, if one performs the limit
curves under the G,- or G,,-action. O

2.1.3. Limits of connected cycles. If C' € Z;(X), then one can write C' = > m;C},
where C; C X are the prime components, i.e. different integral curves in X, and m; € Q.
We say that C' is a connected 1-cycle, if |C| := |JC; is a connected curve in X. If one
puts Cs = > mi(C;)e, then [C] = [Cx], and if = is a closed point in C; N C}, then
Conlcusion 2.1l shows that 2., € (C;)oo N (C})oo. Now the limits of the prime components
are not necessarily integral curves, but they still are connected curves by “the principle of
connectedness” (cf. [H1, Ex. III 11.4]).

CoNCLUSION 2.2. The limit of a connected cycle under the G,- or G,,-action is a
connected cycle. O

2.1.4. Let C C H be a connected curve and ¢ € C'(k) a point, which fulfills the above
assumptions, i.e. £ € U(t) and r(§) € U(z). We form the limit under the operations o,

T, 02,02, 04, 01, 09, T, one after the other in this order, and arrive at the limit D, where
D is a connected 1-cycle in H, [C] = [D], & € D(k) is B(4; k)-invariant and the Hilbert
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functions of the ideals belonging to £ and &, are equal. Then one carries out with D the
usual construction, i.e. one forms the limits under 4%, 1 < i < 6, and o, 7, 01, 02, and
finally arrives at a B(4; k)-invariant connected cycle C, such that [C] = [C,] and &, € C..

2.1.5.

LEMMA 2.1. Let C C H be a connected 1-cycle and & € C(k). Then there is a B(4;k)-
invariant connected 1-cycle Cy, C H and a B(4; k)-invariant point &, € C.(k) such that:

(1) [C] = [C4]

(ii) If h(§) and h(&) are the Hilbert functions of the ideals, which correspond to the points
§ and &, then h(§) = h(&.).

(1ii) & and &, can be connected by a sequence of rational curves in Hg, where ® = h(§) =
h(&)-

(iv) There are Zariski-many g € GL(4; k) such that the pair (g(C), g(&)) fulfills the state-
ments (i)-(iii) and in addition one has g(§) € U(t) and r(g(§)) € U(z). In this case
the Hilbert functions of the ideals belonging to r(§) and r(&,.) are equal, too.

PrOOF. If g € GL(4;k), then [C] = [9(C)], h(§) = h(g(§)) and £ and g¢(£) can be
connected by a sequence of rational curves in Hg. Then, for a general choice of g, one has
g(§) € U(t) and r(g(€)) € U(z). Then the assertions follow from what has been proved
in 211 -2.1.4 O

We begin to determine the geometric properties of the subschemes H,, and G of H (see
Appendix [C] for definitions).

2.2. Cycles without Cj)-component

2.2.1. Algebraic cycles. If C is an algebraic cycle then C' = G,, - &, where £ €
HA (k). By Proposition [L2, one can write [C] = ¢[Co] + ¢:[C1] with ¢; € N,

AUux-LEMMA 2.1. If gy =0, then C C H,,.

PROOF. From the argumentation in Section it follows that without restriction
pP3 = 07
(M, -C)=c+~y(n—-b+1), c:z)\ deg /\a H (T (b~ 1)))
and v € N, v > 0, where G,, operates by d(A) : = — x, y — y, 2 — Az, t — L.
By assumption, ¢ = 0, hence H°(J (b — 1)) is invariant under G,,. If reg(J) < b, then
J would be G,,-invariant and C' would not be a curve. Hence reg(J) = b and by the
Corollary in Appendix [C] follows that £ € H,,(k), hence C C H,,. O
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2.2.2. Combinatorial cycles. 1° Let C' be a combinatorial cycle of type 1. Then
Conclusion [T in Section [[.31] gives [C] = ¢1[C1] + ¢o[Ch).

AUx-LEMMA 2.2. If gy =0, then C C H,,.

PROOF. One has C' = {¢L(&) |a €k}, £ ++ T C Ops with Hilbert polynomial @
and of type 1. Using the notations of [L3.T.1] we had got

(M- C) = silb—ri)+ Y _siln—b+1)
with s; > 0. From the assumption it follows that b —r; = 0 for all 7. Hence there is at least

one element u € H°(J (b)) such that u ¢ P, - H*(J (b — 1)) ( see Figure [[3). Tt follows
that reg(J) = b is maximal and hence { € H,,(k) ( see the Corollary in Appendix [C). O

2° Now let C be a combinatorial cycle of type 2. Then one can write
[C] = qo[Co] + 1 [C1] + ¢[C5],

where each ¢; is a natural number (Prop. [LLT).

Aux-LEMMA 2.3. If go = 0, then ¢, = 0, too.
Proor. This follows from Corollary 0J

3° Let C' be a combinatorial cycle of type 3. Then one can write [C] = qo[Co] + ¢:1[C1],
¢; € N (Conclusion [[3).

AUx-LEMMA 2.4. If g0 =0, then C C H,,.

PRrROOF. Write C' = {¢2(&) |a €k}, £ +» T of type 3. In the proof of Conclusion [[.3]
we got (M, -C) =c+ D(n—b+1), where D € N and ¢ = a-deg A3 (H(J(b—1))). By
assumption ¢ = 0, hence H°(J (b — 1)) is B(4; k)-invariant. If reg(J) < b, then J would
be B(4; k)-invariant, too. Hence reg(J) = b and & € H,, (k). O

PROPOSITION 2.1. Let C' C H be a closed connected curve such that [C] = ¢ [Ch] +
02|Cs], and ¢ # 0. Then C C H,,.

PROOF. Clearly one can assume that C'is reduced and irreducible. Applying a suitable
linear transformation, one can further assume without restriction that C' N U(t) # 0.
Suppose that C' ¢ H,,. f U := H — H,,, then C N U(t) N U is not empty and we take a
closed point ¢ of this set. By Lemma 2] there is a connected curve Cy ~ > i n;D; ~ C
and a point &, € C.(k) such that each D; is a B(4;k)-invariant 1-prime cycle, n; € N and
h(€) = h(&). As [D;] has no Cy-component, from the Auxiliary Lemmas 2.TH2.4] it follows
that either D; C H,, or D; is a combinatorial cycle of type 2 and in this case [D;] = n[Cy].
Suppose that D; C H,, if 1l <i<rand D; ¢ H,,ifr+1 <1i <s. As ¢ # 0 by assumption,
one hasr > 1. If r+1<i<sand D; ¢ H,,, then D; C H— H,, as all points in D; have
the same Hilbert function, because D; is a combinatorial cycle of type 2. It follows that
C, is disjoint union of Dy U---U D, and D,,; U---U D,. As C, is connected, D; C H,,
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for all ¢ follows. But then h(§) = h(&,) is maximal, hence £ € H,, by the corollary in
Appendix O

COROLLARY 2.1. If C' C H is a connected curve such that [C] = ¢,[C4], then C C Hp,.
U

2.3. Cycles without () and '} component

2.3.1.

AUX-LEMMA 2.5. Suppose that C' is combinatorial cycle of type 2 such that [C] =
n - [Cq], n a natural number. Then C C G.

PrOOF. We have to take up the notation and the argumentation as in Section [L3.1.2]
especially the proof of Corollary [[.2. As now a > 4 is supposed, only Case 1 can occur
and one has §(n) = 0. It follows that 7 is B(4; k)-invariant and g(n) = r(n). Then (TI3)
shows that s > 0, as g(n) is not constant. It follows that ¢g; = 0, hence (LLH]) gives a = a+1.
Now reg(J’) = a (see [T1l p. 55]). As J' C Op2 has the colength a — 1, it follows that J’
has the maximal possible Hilbert function (cf. Appendix [C]). From the Go-invariance of J
we deduce that J' = (x,y"2%), hence (J) = Ops.

Suppose that J C Ops. Then we take away in the topmost layer of the outer shell of the
pyramid E(J) the monomial M, which has maximal z-degree. Then we add a monomial
m € E(xOps(—1)) — E(zJ(—1)) such that E(zJ(—1)) Um generates a B(4; k)-invariant
ideal 2.7;(—1). Then E(J) — M Um generates an ideal K of type 2 and

a-deg( N2 HO(K(n)) = a-deg(\G2H'(T () — v

where v is a positive natural number (e.g. see [T1l p. 13, last line|). If D is the combinatorial
cycles of type 2, which is defined by K, then (M, - D) = (M,, - C) — v, hence [D] =
—v[Cy] + n[Cy] where n € N, contrary to Theorem It follows that J = Ops.

From this we deduce that J = (z, L), where £ is an ideal on Proj(k[y, z,t]) =: P
with Hilbert polynomial ("~5%) + ("_fﬂ). It follows that J € G(k), whence C' C G
(cf. Appendix [C). O

2.3.2. Let C C H be an irreducible curve such that [C] = n-[Cs], n € N, n > 0.
Assume CNU(t) # (). Take £ € C N U(t). Then from Lemma 2.1 we deduce that

[Cy] = an [Di] = [CT,
where the D; are the B(4;k)-invariant prime components of C,. Moreover, there is a
B(4; k)-invariant point &, € C, such that h(§) = h(&). No D; can have a Cy- or C-
component, hence by 23T we get D; C G, hence &, € G. If J < &, from h(§) = h(&,) it
follows that h°(J(1)) = 1, hence J contains a linear form ¢ € P; from which we deduce
that £ € G(k). As CNU(t) is dense in C and G C H is closed, we get C C G. If
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CNU(t) = 0, we replace C by g(C) such that g(C) N U(t) # 0, g € GL(4;k). Then
g(C) C G, hence C C G. We get

LEMMA 2.2. If C' C H is connected and [C] € Z - [Cy], then C C G. O

2.3.3. Suppose C' C H is an irreducible curve such that [C] = s[Cs], s € N, s > 0.
Then C' C G by Lemma 2.2 Now we consider the morphism

p:G— Hilb°(P?), c=b—a+1,
defined by (¢, f - K) — (£, K) (see Appendix [C]). Now
C, = { (z,y" 2 (ay + 2)(y, 227%)) } ack }_ cg

and p(Cy) = 1 point. It follows that

p+([C]) = deg(p|C) (Ops(1) - p(C)) = (0),
hence p(C') = 1 point, too.

Besides one has the morphism  : G — Hilb, (P?), ¢(n) = ("_§+3) + ("_g“), d=a—-1,

defined by (¢, fKC) — (¢, f). As

k(Cy) = { (z,y" %(ay + 2)) } o€k }_ ,

one sees that k|Cy : Cy — k(Cy) is an isomorphism. If ¢ € C(k) is any point, then we
have shown that £ <> (¢, f(§) - KC), where f(§) € [P/¢P(—1)]4 depends on £, whereas ¢ and
KC are independent of £. But then it follows that the restriction x|C is injective, too. It
follows that [k(C)] = s[r(Cy)].

Choose any g € GL(4; k) such that g(¢) = z. Then [k(g(C))] = s[x(C3)]. Now k(Cs)
is a curve in Proj k[y, z,t] =: P of degree 1, hence k(g(C)) C P is a curve of degree s, and
it follows that x(C') C Proj(P/¢P(—1)) is a curve of degree s, too. We have proved one
direction of the following:

PROPOSITION 2.2. If C' C H is an irreducible curve such that [C] = s[Cy], then there
is a linear form £ € Py, an ideal I C Op, P := Proj(P/{P(—1)) of colength c =b—a + 1,
and a curve C C P of degree s, such that
C={[f-K)[(fleC}.
If conversely C' is defined in this way, then [C] = s[Cy].
Proor. Without restriction ¢ = x. Let n > b be a fixed natural number. We consider
the embedding
Jj:H = W = Grassgum)(FPn)
defined by Z — H°(Z(n)), and the Pliicker-embedding
p:W—=P=P"
defined by E — A®"™ E, where E is a subbundle of rank Q(n).
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Put S = P/xP(—1). One has a closed embedding i : V' := P(S;) — H defined by
(f) — (z, f - K). Then the closed embedding joi:V — W is defined by

(H=aPa® f Kya,
where K,, := H(P? K(n)), P* = Proj(S).
Let Z be the universal ideal sheaf on P? x H and £,, := /\Q(") (p2)+Z(n).
Now Ow (—1) = p*(Op(—1)) and L, = j*Ow(—1). Let
F = 0p(—1) C S1® 0y
be the universal rank-1 subbundle. Then

Q(n) N h(n)
La|iC) = (\ (@Pacs ® i(F) @ Knea) li(€) = (N 2Pocs @ N in(F) @1 Koa)[i(C) |

where N = ("‘;Jr?’) and h(n) = ("_;H) + ("_fﬂ) = dim K,,_4. It follows that

L,]i(C) ~ i, FEM|i(C)
and, because of i*i,F = F, one obtains
(1, F2h - 3(C)) = (*i.FE"™ . C) = h(n)(F - C).

As h(n) = (") + ("_fﬂ) = (M,, - Cy) it follows that

(M- C) = =(L£y-i(C)) = =M, - Co) - (F-C) = (M, - C3) - (Ov (1) - C) = (M, - Co) - 5.
But then [C] = s - [C5] follows. O

2.4. Cycles without C;-component

2.4.1. Notations. In the following C' C H is an irreducible curve such that C' ~
90Co + 2Cy and ¢y # 0. If £ € C(k), there is an open, non-empty set U C GL(4, k) such
that g(¢£) is Borel-normed for all g € U, ie. g(§) € Wg(b), where b € H(k) corresponds
to a Borel-ideal B (as for the notation, cf. Appendix ). If £ and C' are replaced by g(&)
and ¢g(C'), then ¢ and ¢(§) have the same Hilbert function, which is denoted by ®, and
[C] = [¢9(C)]. To simplify the notation, we write X = P?, B = B(4; k).

From [G3], Lemma 4] it follows that b <» B has the Hilbert function ®, too. (According
to Appendix [H] the Hilbert function h(§) of a point & € H is defined as the Hilbert
function of the ideal J <> £.) Replacing U by a smaller open subset V', we can assume
that g(¢) € U(t) and [g(§)] = r(g9(§)) € U(z), and we write again U instead of V. In order
to simplify the notation we write again £ and C' instead of g(¢) and ¢g(C). If f € P,, and
f' € S, is the image under the canonical map P — P/tP(—1), then [in(f)] = in(f’),
where in(0) = 0 and the order of the monomials in S is the induced order of the monomials
in P (cf. Appendix ). Tt follows that & € Wy (V), where now H = Hilb(P?) and the
prime as usual denotes the image under the restriction map r : U(t) — Hilb%(P?), which
is induced by P — S. Hence & and O’ have the same Hilbert function, which is denoted

by .
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2.4.2.

AUX-LEMMA 2.6. The point b corresponds to (x,y?), hence [g(£)] has maximal Hilbert
function for all g € U.

PRrROOF. Let C, and &, be as in Lemma 2.1l C, is a connected union of curves of the
form

D1 El

FIGURE 2.1

where D;, E; are combinatorial cycles, A is an algebraic cycle, and b; and by are B-
fixed points. From Conclusion [I.1] follows that only combinatorial cycles of type 2 or 3
can occur. If D € { D;} is such a cycle of type 3, i.e. D = {¢2(n)}", then by [L31]
Remark [T it follows that n’ is B(3; k)-invariant, hence ' = b}. If A = {o(N\){ }™ two
cases can occur: o(\) operates by x — z, y — y, z — z, t — M, if p3 # 0 or o(\)
operates by x — x, y—y, 2z Az, tt, if p3 =0 (see32). If p3 # 0, then ¢’
is invariant under 7(3; k) and under U(3; k), as ( is invariant under T'(p) and U(4; k). If
p3 = 0, then by Remark [[2] follows that ¢’ is B(3; k)-invariant. In both cases we get
r(A) is the point ¢/, hence ¢/ =¥, =b,. If D € { D; }, D = {42(n) }  is of type 2, then
again two cases are possible: If (M,, - D) is constant, then 7’ is invariant under 2, hence 1’
is B(3; k)-invariant and n’ = b}. If (M,,- D) is not constant, by Corollary [[L3in Section [[3]
7’ has maximal Hilbert function. As b} = lim,_,., ¥2(n’), b} has maximal Hilbert function,
too. Now C, is contained in the fixed point scheme H" C U(t), hence each point of 7(C,)
has maximal Hilbert function and from Lemma [2.1] the statement of the Aux-Lemma 2.6
follows. OJ

2.4.3. We take up the initial situation of 2.4.2. Then

9(&)" < g(T) +tOx(—1)/tOx(—1)

has maximal Hilbert function hence equals an ideal (h, f) C P/tP(—1), where h € Py /t-k,
f € Py/tP;_1 not divisible by h.

If we apply u = ¢g~! to this ideal, we obtain ¢ = u(t), J € U({) and
J +l0x(—1)/tOx(-1) = (u(h),u(f)) C P/tP(-1)

has maximal Hilbert function.
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CONCLUSION 2.3. Let Z C X = P? be the curve, which belongs to & € C(k). If
L =V(¢) C X is a general hyperplane, then the ideal in O, which defines the subscheme
LNZ C L, has maximal Hilbert function and all points of Z N L lie on the same line. [

We take Z as in Conclusion and have Z,.q = |J Z; the decomposition in irreducible
components. Assume dim Z; = 1 and Z; non-degenerate. Then from [Harl, Prop. 18.10]
it follows that Z; N L is non-degenerate, contradiction. It follows that all Z; such that
dim Z; = 1 are degenerate, i.e. Z; C V({;), where ¢; € Py, hence Z; N L C V (¢, {;). Assume
dim Z; = dim Z, = 1 and ¢; # {5. Then

Z1NZyNL C V(f, gl) N V(f, fg) = @,
if £ is general, contrary to Conclusion

CONCLUSION 2.4. Let Z be as in Conclusion 2.3l Each 1-dimensional irreducible com-
ponent Z; of Z,eq has the form V(P;), where P; = (¢, F;) C Ox is a prime ideal, ¢ € P, —(0)
is independent of i, and F; € P/¢P(—1) is an irreducible form of degree d;. If one replaces
£+ Z by g(&) «< g(Z), g asuitable linear transformation of X, one can achieve that ¢ = z
(independent of 7). O

2.4.4. Assumption I. Let ) C Ox be primary to the prime ideal P = (2, F), F' €
k[x,y,t] irreducible of degree d, and e is the multiplicity of Q. If ¢ is a linear form in P,
the images under the canonical map P — P/{P(—1) =: S are denoted by ’.

ASSUMPTION 1. If 0 is a general linear form, the image Q' of QQ in S contains the
variable z, i.e. z € Q' := Q + {P(—1)/(P(-1).

There is a filtration Q = @y C - -+ C @, = P such that Q;/Q;—1 ~ (P/P;)(—¢;) modulo
=. Here = denotes “equality of the components of sufficient high degree”. @); is a graded
P-module, P; C P a graded prime ideal, @ C P; for all ¢ (|[H1, Prop. 7.4, p. 50]), and
either P; = P or P; is a maximal ideal in Proj(P). As the multiplicity is e, one has P; = P
for e indices i. Let £ be general for Q, e.g. { = ax+[y+~yz+t. Applying the transformation
Tz, Y=y, 2z, t—t— (ax + By + vz), one can assume without restriction ¢ = t.
We consider the images under the map P — P/t(P(—1) = S = k[z,y, 2] and we obtain
a filtration Q' = Q) C --- C Q)\. = S and surjective morphisms (modulo =)

(S/pi)(=ti) — Qi/Qiy, pi =T,

If P, = (01,0,03), ¢; € P; are linearly independent, then p; = S, and Q}/Q} ; = (0).
Changing the numeration, one can achieve that Q' =Qy C --- C Q, =S, (S/p)(—¥{;) —
Q;/Q'_, surjective mod =, p = P’, hence s < e. The Hilbert polynomial of (P/P) has the
form dn + const., hence x(P/Q) = de - n + c. It follows that

de = x(S/Q) =Y X(Qi/Q-1) <Y x(S/p).
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Now S/p = S/(z, f) = R/fR(—d), where f = I’ and R = k[x,y]. Hence x(S/p) = d,
s=¢e, x(Q:/Q)_) = x(S/p) and (S/p)(—¢;) — Q./Q%_, is an isomorphism modulo =,
1 <i<e Asze @, onealso has z € Q) and putting q = Q'/25(—1) and q; = Q/zS(—1)
we get a filtration q = qo C --- C g. = R and isomorphisms modulo =

[R/fR(=d)](—t:) — 4i/di-1,
which are defined by multiplication with a form ¢; € R,,. We want to show that then
qi = f'R(i —e) for all 0 < i < e. This is done by descending induction. The assertion is
true if + = e, and we assume q; = f*“R(e —i). Changing the notation, we then have to
show:

AUX-LEMMA 2.7. If g € Ry, I C f"R(—dn) is a graded ideal and
[R/fR(=d))(—€) = f"R(n—d)/I
is an isomorphism mod =, then I = "1 R(—(n + 1)d).

PROOF. As f"R(—dn) = gR(—{) + I, it follows that gR; C (f") if @ > 0, hence
g=f"h he€ R, m:=~»—dn As I, C (f"),ifi >0, 1= f"J(—nd), J C R
a graded ideal. As R(—dn) = hR(—() + J(—nd), we have R = h - R(—m) + J, hence
R = hR(—m) + pR(—p), where p € R,,. As by assumption

[R/fR(=d))(—0) L% " R(—nd)/ f"pR(—p — nd)

is an isomorphism mod =, this is also true for [R/fR(—d)](—m) N R/pR(—u), hence
h-fR(—d—m) C pR(—u) mod =. As (h,p) = R, h and p have no common divisor, hence
f=pu, v e Ry, Now pR(—pr—m)-h C pR(—p), and as multiplication by h is injective,
pR(—p —m) C fR(—d —m), hence f is a divisor of p and f = pu, u € k*. O

CONCLUSION 2.5. Suppose P = (z, F), F' € k[x,y,t]y irreducible, hence P is a prime
ideal. Let @ be primary to P with multiplicity e > 1. If for a general £ € P; the image @’
of @Q in P/¢P(—1) contains the variable z, then Q' = (z, f¢) where f is the image of F' in
P/tP(—1). O

2.4.5. Assumption II. Let now be C' C H an irreducible curve without Cj-component,
but with non-vanishing Cy-component. Let be & € C(k), Z +» £ and Z C X the corre-
sponding subscheme. Then Conclusions 2.4] and give:

(i) The 1-dimensional irreducible components of Z..q are defined by prime ideals P; =
(2, F}), F; € P/zP(—1) irreducible of degree d; > 0.

(ii) If ¢ € P is general, Y := Proj(P/¢(P(—1)), then 7' := T+ (Ox(—1)/tOx(—1) C Oy
has maximal Hilbert function, hence Z' = (h, g), where h € P/¢{P(—1) is a linear form
and g € P/(¢,h)P(—1) has degree d.

We deduce that Z NV () = V(Z') is contained in the line V' (h) NV (¢). But as, with
exception of finitely many isolated points, Z is contained in V' (z), Z NV (¢) is contained in
the line V(z) NV (¢), too.
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AssumpTION I1. If ¢ is general, Z NV ({) consists of more than one point.

CONCLUSION 2.6. If this assumption is fulfilled, then for general ¢ the lines V' (h, £) and
V(z,{) are equal, hence
(2.1) 7' = (2,9).
O

T
Now let Z = [ Q; N R be a reduced primary decomposition, where @); is primary to
1

P; = (z, F;) with multiplicity e;, F; € k[x,y,t] irreducible of degree d; and R the punctual
part. Then d = dye; + -+ + d,e, is the degree of Z. From (1)) it follows that z € @,
hence each Q) fulfills the Assumption I. Conclusion then gives Q) = (z, f{"), fi the
image of F; in P/¢{P(—1), and we note that for a general choice of ¢, no two of the f; have
a common divisor.

Put R, = (2, Ff"), 1 <i<r, R=(Ri, L=T+R

Then for general ¢ one has:

T

R (VR == fi) = (=.6).

1

where f = f{* - fer. It follows that (] Q; = (z, f) C Ope has the colength d, P? = V ({).

On the other hand,
I'= (sz’)/ c(@

also has colength d in P2, hence
T'=(\Qi>%,
1

and we get L'=7"+R =T".

If F:= F{'---F, then R = (2, F) has the Hilbert polynomial Q*(n) = ("7,*°) +
(”_;”2). As L' = T, the ideal £ also has the Hilbert polynomial Q*, hence R = L D T
and Z C R has the colength c =b—a + 1.

In order to formulate a preliminary result, we have to introduce some notations:

AS always Q(n) — (n—?1’+3) + (TL—£21+3) + (n—f-ﬁ-l)’ Q*(n) — (n—?1’+3) + (TL—;+2)’ d —q— 1.
Let F be the Flag—Hilbert scheme

F={(Z,J) € Hg x Hep-

ICcJ}.

This is a closed subscheme of Hy x Hg-. Let m : F — Hg be the projection and put
Z := (7(F))ea- We have obtained so far:

CONCLUSION 2.7. If ¢ € C(k) corresponds to the subscheme Z C X, and if Z fulfills
the Assumption II, then & € Z. O
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2.4.6. We now consider the case that Assumption II is not fulfilled. Let M; be
the set of points £ € C(k) such that the curve £ <> C¢ C X is completely degenerate.
This means the following: ¢ <+ Z = @ N R, @) is primary to a prime ideal of the form
(F1, Fy), where Fy, Fy € P; are linearly independent, and R is the punctual part. In other
words, C¢ is a line of multiplicity > 1 and possibly some more points, isolated or not. If
£ € My := C(k) — M, the C¢ looks like Fig. or Fig. plus some points, which are
irrelevant:

FIGURE 2.2 FIGURE 2.3.

From Conclusion 2.7 then & € Z follows.

Now a family of completely degenerate curves cannot have in its closure (in H) a curve
as in Fig. 2.2 hence M is closed in C'(k), hence M; = C(k) or M, is a finite set of points.
In the last case it follows that C' C Z, as Z is closed. It remains the case that M; = C(k),
i.e. all C¢ are completely degenerate.

Let ¢ be the smallest Hilbert function of ideals Z¢ <+ £ € C(k). Then C' N H,, is open
and non-empty in C. Applying a suitable linear transformation, which leaves z invariant,
we can achieve, without restriction, that U(t) := C N H, # 0.

Let r : U(t) — H® = Hilb"(P?) be the restriction morphism defined by P — P/tP(—1) =

S. If r(U(t)) would be a single point, all C¢ would run through a fixed point on V(¢), if
¢ eU(1).

Now take a general ¢ and consider the restriction morphism
r:U(¢) — H? = Hilb*(Proj P/(P(—1))

which is defined by restriction modulo . If, for general ¢, the set U(¢) := C N H, N U(¢)
would be mapped by r to a point in H¢, all curves C¢ would run to a fixed point in V (¢),
if £ € U(f). But then C¢ would be the same line with the same multiplicity (possibly
with different scheme structure) for all € € U(t) N U(¢) # 0, hence the Hilbert-Chow
morphism would map C' to a single point, which is not possible, as C' has a Cs-component

(see Chapter Bl Section B.5.3).

By applying once more again a suitable linear transformation if necessary, we can
assume without restriction, that the closure of r(U(t)) is a curve C' ¢ H¢ = Hilb*(P?).
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We now let G, operate by o(\) : z — z, y = y, z+ 2z, t = At. Then let o be the
morphism U(t) N H, — G, which is defined by

& & = lim o(N)¢

where H,, is taken as a reduced subscheme of H (see Appendix [Gl). One has a commutative
diagram

U(t)NnH, - G,
\ /
Hd

where p is the restriction morphism defined by t. Then o(U(t)) C G, is an irreducible
curve, its closure in G, is denoted by D, hence p(D) = C".

Let L = }\in% o(A)C. Then L contains the irreducible curve D with multiplicity > 1.
—
Because of [C] = [L], L has no C}-component, too, hence [D] = u[Cp] 4+ v[Cs] and

(My-D) = (My_1-D) =v(n—d+1).

Let be Z the universal ideal sheaf on P? x H and let F = Opsygr/Z. Let J :=Z|P? x G,
and G := F|P? x G,. Then

0— G(—1) @k(y) = G@k(y) — § @ k(y) — 0

is exact for all y € G, where §' = (F/tF(—1))|P? x G,, hence §' is flat over G,,. If M/,
is the tautological line bundle on H?, then (M., - C") = v(n — d + 1), hence [C'] = v - [F],
where
Fe={(z,y" ay+2) |aek}

(see Appendix[D]). As in the case of P? (see Prop. 2.2) it follows that C" = { (h, f) | f € C }
where h is a fixed linear form in S and C is a curve of degree v in P(R,), R = P/({, h)P(—1).
It follows that Z; = (h, f), h independent of § € U(t), f € Ry and V(Z) is a point with
multiplicity d on the line V/(h). It follows that V(¢,Z¢) C V(h,t) for all £ € U(t).

If one replaces the operation o(A) by the G,,-operation 7(\), which is defined by the
projection onto the general plane V' (¢) from a point Py ¢ V(¢) (see Appendix [Al), then the
analogous argumentation shows:

CoNCLUSION 2.8. Let £ be a general linear form and Z} = T + (Ox(—1)/(Ox(-1).
Then

(i) Z¢ = (h, f) and V(Z) = V((,Ze) C V(L h) for all € € U((), where the linear form
h € P/tP(—1) does not depend on € € U(¢) and f € P/(¢, h)P(—1) has degree d.
(ii) UV(Zf), where £ runs through U(0), is an infinite set. O

Now C¢ <+ Z; is completely degenerate, i.e. the unique irreducible, reduced, 1-dimen-
sional component of (C¢)yeq is a line Lg C P? and, according to Conclusion ??, V(£) N Lg¢
is contained in a line in V'(¢) for almost all £ € U(¢). Varying ¢ one sees this is possible
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only if almost all L¢ are contained in one and the same plane E for almost all £ € C(k).
By applying a suitable linear transformation one can achieve that £ = V(z), hence

V(Ze)NV() CcV(z) NV (L)
for general ¢ and almost all { € C(k). By Conclusion ?? V(Z;) NV (¢) C V (¢, h) for almost
all £ € C'(k) and hence the set V' (¢, 2) NV (¢, h) contains more than 1 point. It follows that
V(l,z) =V (¢, h) hence (¢, z) = (¢, h) for general ¢. But then one has h = az,a € k, and
we get the equation

(2.2) I = (2, f)
which is valid for general ¢ and for all £ € U'(¢), where U’(¢) is an open non-empty subset
of U(£), and the form f € P/(¢,z)P(—1) of degree d possibly depends on &.

We can write Z = QN R, where () is primary to P = (2, F'), F' € k[z,y, t] a linear form,
R the punctual part, both depending on ¢ € U’(£). Now ( is general for Z; if £ € U({)
by definition, hence ¢ ¢ P and V(R) NV (¢) = 0. With equation (2.2) it follows that
T; = Q' = (z, f), hence Assumption I is fulfilled and the same reasoning as in Section
shows that £ € Z for almost all £ € C(k), hence for all £ € C(k).

PROPOSITION 2.3. If C' C H is an irreducible curve such that [C] = qo[Co] + ¢2[C2] and
g2 # 0, then C C Z. O



CHAPTER 3

Tautological morphisms

The headline means morphisms from H to a projective space, which are defined by
means of the tautological line bundles M,,. Let f (respectively f,) be the morphism
defined by the globally generated line bundle £ ® L3 = M, ® My (resp. M, ', @ M,,
if n > d). In this chapter P = k[z,y, z,t] and S = k[z, vy, 2] as usual.

3.1. Connection with a general hyperplane section

fl=ar+By+vz+t o, B,v €k, is a linear form, U = U(¢) denotes the non-empty
open subset of y € H, such that

0 — F(—1) ®u kly) -5 F on k(y) — F @u k(y) — 0

is exact. For abbreviation, we temporarily write X = H x; P3. Let F be the quotient of
Ox by the universal ideal sheaf Z on X, and F':= Ox/Z + {Ox(—1). Then

O—)f(—l)@OU i)F@OU—>fl®OU — 0
is exact and F' ® Oy is flat over U with constant Hilbert polynomial d.

Now let A be a noetherian k-algebra and Z; < & € H(Spec A) two points, which are
mapped by f to the same point of PY(A), if f : H — PV is defined by £; ® L,. The
assumption is that the morphisms &; : Spec A — H factorize through U(¢). An equivalent
condition is that Z; ® k(y) € U(¥), i = 1,2, for all closed points y € Spec A. It follows that
the ideals T! := T; + {Ops(—1) ® A/lOps(—1) ® A are elements of Hilb*(P?)(A), i = 1,2,
P? ~ Proj(P/{P(-1)).

LEMMA 3.1. Under these assumptions one has I = Ij.

PRrROOF. 1° We first recall the construction of the surjective homomorphism

m

d
B NS ©0u — M aM,

1
in Chapter [I, Section [L5.2l In order to simplify the notations we write S,,, P, etc. instead
of S, ® A, P, ® A etc. Then one has the following diagram:

(3.1) S,




48 3. TAUTOLOGICAL MORPHISMS

where n > d — 1 and k is the composition of the canonical homomorphism S,, < P, — F,,.
F! is free over A with basis w(m;), 1 <i < d, m; € S, monomials. If sw(m;) := k(m;),
1 <i < d, one has ¥sm(m;) = w(m;), 1 < i < d, hence 1) o s =1id, i.e. s is a section and
F, =(F,_y @& sF!. If i denotes the multiplication with ¢, then the following diagram

HDK

Fn—l D Sn Fn = £Fn—1 D SFT/L
2 s
(3 ) M TMEB
Fn—l D FrlL
is mot commutative. But the diagram
P d ve p+d p d
/\Fn—1®/\5n /\Fn:/\an—1®/\SFrlL
(33) \ E
P d
NFa @ NF,

where pi(z1 A+ Az, @yr A+ Aya) = Loy A+ - ANlxy AK(y1) A+ - - AK(ya), the diagonal arrow
is the homomorphism id ® A% 7 and the vertical arrow is the isomorphism A” @ A%s,
is commutative again. In order to prove this statement, we take y € S, (= S, ® A) and

deduce: P[(som)(y) —r(y)] = 7(y) —7(y) = 0= (som)(y) — k(y) = p(z), where z € F},_,
depends on y. From this we get:
pe(zr A ANap @Y1 A+ Aya)
=Ly N Nlxy Ar(yr) A A E(Ya)
=Vlxy N Nlap A (sm(yr) +Lz1) A A (sm(ya) + Lzq)

=Llxy N Nlxy Asm(y) A+ A sT(Ya)
d

= (A A Aap) AN ) ) A Ar(ya)
= Nuwlern--na) @ (N\so Am A Aya),

hence (B.3)) is commutative. If we tensorize ([3.3) with (A" Fn_l)_l, we get the commutative
diagram:

(3.4) \ 1

Here the diagonal arrow is equal to /\d7r and the vertical arrow is an isomorphism. (The

letter o has not the meaning as in Section [[5.2] but is simply used as an abbreviation.)
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2° We continue with some general considerations: Let be F = k"1 X /k a scheme, £ a
line bundle on X, which is generated by the global sections s;, 0 < i < n. These define an
epimorphism F ® Oy 1GN L, hence an element of P(X), i.e. a morphism f : X — P := P}
such that £ ~ f*(Op(1)).

Now let u;, © = 1,2, be two morphisms Y — X such that f owu; = f owuy. This
is equivalent to the condition that u; (L) = £L ®x u(Ox) =: A;, i = 1,2, give the same
element in P(Y'). According to [EGAl Prop. 4.2.3] this means that one has a commutative
diagram:

E® Oy

(3.5) / \

L ®x us(Ox) . L ®x ui(Ox)

where the diagonal arrows are the morphisms (s) ® Oy and 7 is an isomorphism of Oy-
modules.

3° We apply this to X = H, Y = Spec(A). Then u; : Y — X is defined by Z; <> &; €
H(A) and £=M7', @ My= (M, @ My_1) ® (Myo @M% @ My) = L1 ® L. Then
the diagrams (3.1]), (3:4) and (3.3 give the diagram:

(3.6) d ) , d

where the diagonal arrow, respectively the vertical arrow, is the map /\d 7, respectively
the isomorphism o as in diagram (3.4]). Then 7’ can be defined as an isomorphism of
Oy-modules such that the upper triangle is commutative. Then from 2° it follows that
A HO(F!(d)), i = 1,2 define the same point in P(A%Sy)(Y). As the Pliicker-morphism
Grass?(S;) — P(A?S,) is a closed immersion, it follows that H°(F](d)) = H°(F}(d)).
Now

0 — H(Z\(d)) — Sq® A — H°(F/(d)) — 0

is an exact sequence, as Z! is d-regular. It follows that H°(Z|(d)) = H°(Z)(d)) and then
the d-regularity implies Z] = 7. O

REMARK 3.1. In the diagram (B.6]) one can replace /\d Sy ® Oy by /\d S, ® Oy, if
n > d—1is any integer. As H*(Z!(n)) = (0) if n > d — 1, it follows that H°(Z|(n)) =
H°(Z(n)). If n > d, from n-regularity one deduces Z; = 7}, again. But if n = d — 1, this
is not the case, in general.



50 3. TAUTOLOGICAL MORPHISMS

COROLLARY 3.1. If one supposes that Z; «» & € H(k) are mapped to the same point
by the tautological morphism f, then I = I} for Zariski-many linear forms £ € P.

PROOF. Let £ = M ' @M, . We use the same notations as in Chapter [T, Section 5.2l
There a surjective morphism EF ® Og — L had been constructed by means of an open
covering H = |J" U(¢;). Now we add U({) to this covering, where { = ax + Sy + vz +t,
a,B,v € k, is a linear form. Then one has a surjective morphism D ® Og — L, where
D=FE¢& /\d Sy. If p: D — E is the obvious projection, one gets a commutative diagram:

D ® Onu

.

p L

v

E ® On

Then the natural mapping i : P(E) — P(D) defined by p is a closed immersion and one
has a factorization:
f(D)

H-12P(D)
1) T
P(E)

Therefore Z; and Z, are mapped to the same point by f(F) iff they are mapped to the
same point by f(D). As the points & and & are in U() for Zariski-many ¢, the assertion
follows from Lemma 311 O

3.2. The fibers of f

Let be £ € H(k) and F := f~1f(£) have the reduced scheme structure. Let be & <> T,
and & <> Iy in F(k) and put Z := Z; + Z,. There are Zariski-many linear forms ¢,
such that ¢ is an NNT of Ops/Z;, Ops/Zy and Ops/Z. From Corollary B1] it follows that
7' = 7 = 7' for Zariski-many ¢, where ' denotes restriction modulo ¢. Let be &3 <> Z3
in F(k) and Z := I, + Iy + Z3. In the same way it follows that 7' = 7] = 7, = Z}. As
the ascending chain of ideals Z; C 7y + Zo C Z; + Zo + Z3 C - - - becomes stationary, one
deduces that there is an ideal J C Ops with the following property: If Z < £ € F(k),
then Z C J and Z' = J’ for Zariski-many linear forms. It follows that 7 /Z has constant
Hilbert polynomial, independent of £ <+ Z. Moreover, one can assume without restriction
that J has no embedded or isolated components, hence is a CM-ideal on P3. If one puts

X =P3,
52: j/I, .FZ: Ox/I, gZ: Ox/j,
E, = HE(n)), F,:=HF(n)), and G, := H’(G(n))
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then one gets the exact sequence
0—& —F, — G, —0
for all n > 0, because the support of £ has the dimension 0. We get:
/\fn — /\Sn ® /\Qn.
It T < ¢ € H(k) then M, @ k(§) = AF.. As the CM-part J of Z is constant on F(k),
N, := AG, is constant, too. It follows that
(M2 @ Mo) @ k() = (N\&umr) " ® (AE) ONTL O N,
There is a filtration of &:
0)=Ec&'c&c.--c&=¢

such that £/ ~ (Ox/P;)(—¥;), where the isomorphism is defined by multiplication
with a form f; € P of degree ¢; (see [H1, Proposition 7.4, p. 50]).

Now F is (a — 2)-regular (Lemma [LT]), hence G is (a — 2)-regular and dimy F,, = P(n)
and dimy G, = P(n) — e, for all n > a — 3. We conclude that dim; &, = e, if n > a — 3,
hence e =37 h°((Ox/Pi)(n—4;)), if n > a — 3.

From the exact sequences
0— &1 — & — (&8, —0
it follows that det[(£1/€771),] = (det[c‘fﬁb_l])_l ® det[E!] and
det &, = Q) det[€'/E7],, = (X) det[HO((Ox /Pi)(n — £:))] - f;
i=1 1

foralln > a — 3.

Additional consideration: Let p € Proj(P ® A) be an ideal such that (P ® A/p)~ is flat
over A with Hilbert polynomial equal to 1. Then p is generated by a subbundle L C P,® A
of rank 3. By shrinking Spec A, if necessary, we can suppose that L C P, ® A is a direct
summand of of rank 3. Applying a suitable A-linear transformation of P ® A, we can
suppose that L = (x,y, z) ®; A. We claim that for all n > 1 one has:

(det[Py—1 ® A/pn_l])_l ® det[P, ® A/p,] — (det[P, ® A/pn])_l ® det[Poy1 @ A/ppii]

One sees that this is equivalent to

[P, ® A/pn] @ [P ® A/py] = [Puc1 @ A/Pn-1] ® [Prs1 @ AfPrs]
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or equivalent to At" @4 At" — At" ' ®@4 At"T! which is true for all n > 1. From this we
conclude

(Sn_l)_l ® (det En)

= (@ det[H((Ox/P)(n — 1 = )] - ) Q) det[H(Ox/P)(n = £))] - f;
= (X det[H*((Ox/P;)(n — 1 — ;)] @ det[H"((Ox /P;)(n — (,))]
= ®det[H0((OX/Pi)(O))]_1 ® det[H’((Ox /P;)(1))]

= ®(P1/Li) foralln > a — 3,
1

where L; C P; is the 3-dimensional vector space, which generates P;. The prime ideals
P; are uniquely determined by £ as the associated primes, and the number of times which
P; appears is equal to the multiplicity of £p,) as an O(p,)-module (see [H1| loc. cit.]).
Following [F1l p. 82] we denote the O-cycle > 7 V(P;) € Symm®(P?) by (£).

PrRoOPOSITION 3.1. Let & < Z;, ©+ = 1,2 be two closed points in H. We write Z; =
JiNR;, where J; is the CM-part and R; is the punctual part of Z;. Let f be the tautological
morphism defined by the globally generated line bundle L1 R Ly on H. & and & are mapped
by f to the same point iff J1 = Jo and (J1/T1) = (J2/Ls).

PROOF. Suppose f(&) = f(&). Then Jy = J» and (J1/1h) = (J2/Zs) follow from the
forgoing discussion. Conversely, suppose Z; = J N'R; and (J/Z;) = (J/I,). From the
exact sequences

0—& —F —G—0

one deduces in the same way as before that
(det&l ) @ (det &) — R)(P1/Ly)
1

are equal for i = 1 and 4 = 2, which then implies M,!, ® M, ® k(&) are equal for i = 1
and i =2, and all n > a — 2. If n =a — 1 = d one deduces that f(&) = f(&). O

As already mentioned in Remark 3], in the case of the morphism defined by the globally
generated line bundle £, = /\/l;_l2 ® My_1, I could not find a similar description of the
fibers.

COROLLARY 3.2. Let f, be the morphism H — PN™ defined by the globally generated
line bundle M, ® M,, for n > d. Then the fibers of f,, as sets of closed points, are
independent of n > d.
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PRrROOF. Replace d by n > d in the proof of Proposition 3.1l O

3.3. Connectedness of the fibers of f

From Proposition B.1]it follows, with the method invented by Fogarty (see [F2], Section
2]), that the fibers of f,, are connected for n > d. For later use we need a slightly more
precise statement (see below Lemma [B.2]). The proof imitates Fogarty’s method (probably
in a too complicated way...). For the sake of simplicity we write f instead of f,.

3.3.1. Let U be a unipotent group, which acts on a projective space P = P},. Let
X C PP be a closed subscheme, invariant under U. Let ¢1,..., /¢4 be different lines in P,
all contained in X. Then ¢; = V(P;), P; C S := k[xog,...,x,] is a prime ideal, which is
generated by a linear subspace of dimension r — 1 of S;. Let be Z := ﬂf P;and Z C X
the closed subscheme defined by Z. Let h be the Hilbert polynomial of Z, i.e. the Hilbert
polynomial of Op/Z, and put Z := Hilb"(X).

Aux-LEMMA 3.1. Suppose that Z := Ucll l; is a connected curve in X, which connects
the two U-invariant points x1 and xo in X (k). Then there is a connected curve C' =
Ui L; C X, which connects x1 and xo, such that each L; C X 1is a pointwise U-invariant
line and e < d.

PROOF. U has a composition series with quotients isomorphic to G,, hence we may
suppose U = G, and U operates via a homomorphism v, : U — Aut(X). Let z € Z(k)
be the point, which belongs to Z. Then zy = lim, o ¥a(z) € Z(k) corresponds to a
U-invariant subscheme Z, C X with Hilbert polynomial 2. We need an additional

AUx-LEMMA 3.2. The support of Zy, i.e. the underlying set of closed points, consists
of at most d lines plus finitely many closed points.

ProOOF. If d = 1, then h(n) = n + 1, and as a subscheme of P, Z; also has the
Hilbert polynomial h, hence Zj is a line. Suppose the Aux-lemma is proved in the
case of d — 1 lines. We put YV = il_l ¢; and denote by ¢ the Hilbert polynomial of
Y CX. Put Y =Hilb(X)and F:={ (Y, Z2) e Y x Z|Y C Z}. U operates on F, and
if Y < y € Y(k), then lim, 00 ¥0(y, 2) = (yo,20) and yo corresponds to a U-invariant
subscheme Yy C Zy. Now h(n) = dn+a, g(n) = (d — 1)n+ b, a,b € Z. By induction
hypothesis, supp(Yp) consists of e < d — 1 lines plus any suitable points. In other words,
Yy is defined by an ideal J = (174, N Q1 --- N Qs C Op, where V(Q;) is a closed point in
X, q; C S is a p;-primary ideal of multiplicity e;, V(p;) C X is a line and > {e; =d — 1.
Because of Yy C Zy, either supp(Yy) = supp(Zp), or supp(Zy) contains a further irreducible
component, which is a point or a line. Hence the Aux-lemma is proved. O

We continue the proof of Aux-lemma [B.Il By assumption Z is connected, hence Z,
is connected, too (see [H1l Chap. III, Ex. 11.4]). Clearly zy,x9 € Zy, and according to
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a theorem of Fogarty [F2, Prop. 2.1, p. 515], the fixed point scheme Z§ is a connected
curve, which contains z; and 5. Then the proof of (loc. cit.) implies Aux-lemma 311 O

3.3.2. Let A be local Artinian k-algebra with maximal ideal m, A/m ~ k, m™ # (0),
but m"™ = (0). Let E be a finitely generated A-module, dimy £ = e. Then Grass®(E)
represents the functor

G(A) :={V C E® A is a submodule such that £ ®; A/V is flat of rank c over A } .

One also has G(A) = {V C E ®; A is a subbundle of rank d }, where ¢ +d = e and A is
a k-algebra.

If m € m, then multiplication with 1 + m is a k-automorphism of E (because of
(I—=m)(1+m+---+m"™) = 1), hence U := 1 + m operates as a unipotent group on E
and G. If one puts

X(A):={V € G(A) | V is invariant under U }

then one gets a closed subscheme X = Quot‘(E) of G (see [F2, Prop.2.2, p.516]). If
G — P is the Pliicker-embedding, then U operates in an equivariant manner on G and P,
and as a subscheme of P, X remains invariant under U.

Let vy,...,v4 be a basis of V € G(k). Let w € E — V. Then
{vi A Avgr A (Aog + pu) | (A p) € P}

is a line in P, i.e. { (v1,...,v4_1, g+ pu) | (A:p) € P} is a line in G. It follows that
any two points in G(k) can be connected by a chain of lines. From Aux-lemma [3.1] follows:

AUX-LEMMA 3.3. Any two points x1,x2 € X (k) can be connected by a chain of lines
mn X. O

3.3.3.

AUX-LEMMA 3.4. Let be X = P" and M a coherent Ox-module. Let N' C M be a
submodule of colength ¢, such that supp(M /N') consists of a single closed point p. If P is
the corresponding prime ideal in S = k[zo, ..., x,|, then PPM CN C M.

PROOF. Put M := @@, ., H(X, M(n)), N := @, H*(X,N(n)). One has a sequence
of S(py-modules:

N(P) C (N-'-PCM)(p) Cc---C (N+PM)(p) CM(p).

If all the inclusions are strict, then one would get a sequence of strict inclusions N C
N+PMcC---CN+PMC M and the colength would be > ¢+ 1. It follows that
either N(py = (N 4 P°M)py or there is an index 0 < ¢ < ¢—1 such that (N + P+ M) p) =
(N + PiM)(p). It follows that either PC(M/N)(p) = (O) or PH_l(M/N)(p) = PZ(M/N)(p)
By Nakayama it follows that P (M/N)p) = (0) hence P M C Np). Thus there is a
form f € S — P such that f- P°M C N. The associated primes of M /N are contained in
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supp(M/N) = { P }, hence multiplication with f is an injective mapping M /N — M/N.
It follows that P°M C N, hence P°’™M C N O

3.3.4. We now can give a somewhat more geometric description of the fibers of f.

LEMMA 3.2. Two points & and ¢ € H(k) lie in the same fiber of f iff they can be joined
by a connected curve C' in the fiber, such that [C] = v - [Cy| for a natural number v.

PROOF. Suppose that Z <> £ € H(k) and J < ¢ € H(k) lie in the same fiber. Then
by Proposition BIlwe can write Z=NNQ:N---NQ,, T =NNR N---NR,, N is the
CM-part, Q; and R; both P;-primary, where P; corresponds to a closed point of P* and for
all 7 length(N /N N Q;) = length(N /N N R;) =: ¢;. In the exact sequence

0—>N/I—>O]P>3/I—>OPS/N—>O

one has N'/ZT ~ @ N /N NQ;. If P and p is the Hilbert polynomial of Ops /T respectively
of Ops /N, then P(n) = p(n) + s, s := Y ;¢. Ditto with 7. To simplify the notation,
put P, = P and ¢; = c¢. One sees that from Aux-lemma 3.4 it follows that N - P¢ C
N NQ, C¢ N and therefore N/N N Q; and N/N N Ry correspond to closed points in
X := Quot’(E), where E := N /PN is a finitely generated module over the Artinian
k-algebra A = Ops p/P°Ops p. Without restriction one can assume that P = (z,y, 2).
Putting U = D (t), one can write A = Opp/P°Oupr = k[X,Y, Z]/m® where X = z/t,
Y =vy/t, Z = z/t and m = (X,Y,Z). By Aux-lemma B3] the two points N'/N N Q;
and N'/N N R; can be connected by a curve ' C X. In other words: There is a coherent
Opsyr-module £, PN @ Or C L C N ® Or such that N ® Or/L is flat over T of rank ¢
and there are 7, 5 € T'(k) such that L ® k(7)) =N NQ; and L ® k(1) = N N Ry.

Ifone puts K :=NNLNQyN---NQ,, then
(3.7) 0—N®Or/K — Opsyr/K — Opsyr /N @ Op — 0

is exact and
T

N @ Or/K =N & O0r/L)PN/NNQ:) @ Or =: €.
2
Let 7 be the projection P? x T' — T. Applying 7, to the last sequence gives an exact

sequence again, hence an exact sequence
0—& — F, 00 — G, 20 — 0

where &, := m.(€(n)) is locally free of rank s, F,, is the universal locally free sheaf of rank
P(n) on H and G, is the k-vector space P,/H°(P?, N'(n)) of rank p(n), n sufficiently large.
Hence

M, ® O =~ N\ & @r (\Ga) ® Or
where M,, = /\fn is a tautological line bundle on H.
If ¢ € k[z,y, z,t]; —J; P; and p is the multiplication with ¢, then

0—En—-1)5&n)— &M —0
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is an exact sequence, & := £/LE(—1). Tensoring with k(7), 7 € T', gives an exact sequence
again (because of Ass(N/L® k(7)) = {P1} etc.). Applying 7, gives exact sequences on T'

0—&,-1—&,—0,

as &, is locally free of rank s on T, for all n. Hence the intersection number (/\Sn T ) is
independent of n and the same is true for (M, ® Or - T'). Now the sequence ([B.7) shows
that one can take 1" as a curve in H and can write

[T = qo[Co] + @1 [C1] + ¢2[Co] .

But then ¢; = ¢ = 0. This means, one has connected the point £ <+ N NQN---NQ,
with the point & < NN R NQaN---NQ, by a curve T~ ¢qCy. In the same way one
can connect &; with the point NN R N Ry, N Q3N ---NQ,, etc. Conversely, suppose that
¢ and ¢ € H(k) can be connected by a curve C' C H such that C' ~ ¢oCy. Then from
(M1, @M, -C) =0 it follows that f(C) = 1 point . O

3.4. The morphism g defined by M,;_;

Let Y/k be a scheme. 7 : P>xY — Y the projection. If Z € H(Y), F := Opsyy /T then
Z, = mZI(n) C P,®0Oy is a subbundle of rank Q(n) for all n > b—1, and if F,, := m.F(n),
the sequence
0—1Z,—P,0y —F,—0

is exact for n > b — 1 and thus /\P(") Fn is a globally generated line bundle, which is
nothing else but the line bundle M,, ®g Oy if n > b— 1. (The b-regularity of Z ® k(y) for
all y € Y implies that the formation of 7,Z(n) and m,F(n) commutes with base change
(see [G1] and [M2, Lecture 14]). This gives a morphism v : H — V := Grass”(Py_1)
defined by F +— HY(F(b—1)), p = P(b—1). If ¢ := Qb —1) = ("1") — p, then
V' is isomorphic in a natural way to W := Grass,(P,_1) and 7 can be identified with the
morphism H — W defined by Z — H°(Z(b—1)). Composing these maps with the Pliicker-
embedding V' — P" (or W — P") defined by L — AL, n = ((bigg)) —1= ((b%ﬁ)) -1,
we obtain a morphism g : H — P"”. Now suppose & < Z;, © = 1,2 are two elements
in H(Y) such that reg(Z; ® k(y)) < b—1, for ally € Y and i = 1,2. If g(&) = g(&)
then v(&1) = v(&) and thus 7, (Z;1(b — 1)) = 7. (Zo(b — 1)). From the (b — 1)-regularity we
conclude that 7; = 7, (see [M2] p. 99]).

Let U C H be the open subset consisting of ideals with regularity < b — 1. Then
H,, == H — U has a natural structure as a smooth subscheme of H (see Appendix [C]). If
Qn) = "I+ ("I + (""*1) (as always), then H,, (k) consists of the ideals of the form
(¢, f(h,g)), L € Pr—(0), f € [P/eP(=1)]a1, h € P /t-k—(0), g € [P/({;h)- P(=1)]p_as1-

Suppose that (¢;, fi(hi, ;) <> & € Hp(k), i = 0,1 have the same image in W under ~,
hence ¢; P,_s + f;h; - k are equal subspaces in P,_; for i = 0, 1. It follows that they generate
the same ideal in P, i.e. one has ({y, foho) = ({1, fih1). From this it follows that we can

assume (o = {1 =: £ and fohg = f1hy in P/¢P(—1). Two cases can occur:
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(i) hy € ho - k, hence fi € fy - k.
(11) hl g ho - k. Then hl divides f() and fl = h() : (f()/hl)

If hy,...,h, are the essentially different linear forms in P/¢P(—1), which divide fy, then
define f; := ho - (fo/h;) and put L; := [P/(¢,h;)P(—1)]p—g+1. Then ~ maps W; :=
{ (€, fi(hi,9)) | 9 € Li } C Hp, to v(&). As Wy = P(L;) = P, we get

PROPOSITION 3.2. Let g be the morphism H — P™ defined by My_1 = Lo @ LS. Then
one has:

(i) g|H — H,, is an isomorphism.
(i) If (¢, f(h,q)) <> & € Hy(k) and F = g~1g(€), then F(k) is a disjoint union of r
projective spaces IP’Z_“, where r is the number of essentially different linear forms in

P/tP(—1), which divide f € [P/{P(—1)]4. O

3.5. Connection with the results of Fogarty

In [F1] Fogarty constructed morphisms w/ (m) : Hilb” (PY) — P}, where m > 0 is a

natural number and n depends on m, and he gave a description of the fibers (loc. cit. The-
orem 10.4., p. 84).

3.5.1. If one chooses N = 3, t =1, P(n) = dn — g+ 1 in (loc. cit.), then one
sees that the fibers of wf(m) coincide with the fibers of f,, at least as sets of points.
From f,(Cy) = {1 point } it follows that w! (m)(Cy) = {1 point }. If then L;,, is the
line bundle belonging to w{ (m) (loc. cit. p. 83), from (L;,, - Co) = 0 it follows that
L1 =LY @ LY ® L, where L € Pic’(H) and v; and v, are natural numbers depending
on m. But I cannot describe this dependence more concretely.

3.5.2. If N=3t=2, P(n)=dn—g+1, then wl’(m) is the Hilbert-Chow morphism
(loc. cit. p. 84). f U = U(4; k) C G := GL(4; k) is the subgroup of all upper unitriangular
matrices, than any integer closed curve in X = P?  which is invariant under U, is equal
to the line £ = V(x,y), hence the fixed point scheme HY is mapped by wl(m) to a single
point. If £y, is the line bundle belonging to wl’ (m), then (La,, - Cy) = 0 follows. Now
the 1-cycle D = { (2%, zy,y* !, 2272 (y*2 + azz""3)) |a € k }  is contained in HY and
[D] = (d — 1)[Cy] + [C4] (eq. (LT) in Chapter 1). It follows that (La,, - C1) = 0, hence
Lom =LY ® L where v >0 and L € Pic’(H). Certainly Ly, has to be equal to Lo, but I
cannot prove this in a simple way.

3.5.3. It is for this reason that I have to use the morphism ®, which was constructed
by Mumford in [M1l Section 5.4].

Let be ¢ € H(k), £ «» C the corresponding closed curve in X = P?. The cycle (C) of
C' is defined as

<C> = Z Vi(Ci)red
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where the C; are the 1-dimensional, irreducible components of C' and v; their multiplicities.
The Hilbert-Chow morphism is a morphism ® : H — Div®?(X x X), where Div®?(X x X)
is a projective scheme, hence a closed subscheme of a projective space P. If £ € H(k), one
has ®(§) = Chow form of (C'). Now Fogarty showed that

(C') — Chow form of (C')

is an injective map [F'1], proof of Lemma 10.3]. As we will make statements on the Hilbert-
Chow morphism, which only concern the fibers, we write h instead of @, i.e. h(§) = (C).
As @ is PGL(3; k)-equivariant (cf. [M1], p. 109]), one has h(g&) = gh(§) if g € GL(4; k).



CHAPTER 4

The action of Aut(H) on the first Chow group

We recall the convention that A;(H) and A;(C) denote the Chow groups with coeffi-
cients in Q, and put S = kx,y, z, t].

4.1. The action of Aut(H) on A;(H)

In Chapter [ it had been shown that the cone Aj(H) is freely generated by the
classes of Cy,C1,Cy (cf. Theorem [[2)). It follows that each ¢ € Aut(H) permutes the
set { [Col, [C1], [Co] }-

CASE 1: [p(Cy)] = [C].

Let be (¢, fK) <» € € G(k) and g € S4/¢S4_1 such that f and g are linearly indepen-
dent modulo ¢S;_;. Then D := { (af + Bg) ‘ (a:B) € IP’l} is a curve of degree 1 in
P(S4/0S;-1) and C := { (¢, (af + Bg)K | (a: B) € P! } C G is a curve such that [C] = [CY]
(cf. Proposition [2.2)), from which it follows that [p(C)] = [¢(Cs)] = [C1]. By Corollary 211
it follows that ¢(C') C H,, hence ¢(G) C H,,. Comparing the dimensions of H,, and G it
follows that a = b or a + 1 = b (cf. Appendix [C]).

CASE 2: [QP(C1>] = [Cg]
Applying ¢! one gets [p~!(Cy)] = [Cy] and as in the first case a = b or a + 1 = b follows.

CASE 3: [p(Cy)] = [C4].
Let be 7 = (6, f) NPLN--NPy_e_1 N, where f S (Sd/ﬁSd_l) — (O), P; € P3 — V(ﬁ, f)
are closed points, different from each other, () an ideal in S, which is primary to a point P
with multiplicity 2, and P ¢ V (¢, f) and P # P; for all i. Let M C H(k) be the set of all
such ideals. Fixing ¢, f,P1,...,Py_q_1 and P, then M is isomorphic to the closed points
of V := Quot?(Ops /P?) ~ P2, Take a point & <> (£, fY)NPL N - NPy_q_1 N Qo € M and
a different point & <> (¢, /)N PN+ NPy_e_1 N Q7 such that Qy and Q1 € V (k). Then
f(&) = f(&) if f is the morphism defined by £ ® L5 (see Chapter B). By Lemma [3.2]
& and & can be joined by a connected curve D C H such that [D] = v - [Cy]. It follows
that [p(D)] = [ve(Cy)] = v[Ci], and this implies (D) C H,, (Corollary 21I), hence
©(M) C H,,. But clearly one has dim M > 3+ (dgz) —143(b—a)+1= (d'f) +3(b—a)+3

and dim H,,, = (d;rz) + (b — a) + 5; this implies a =bora+ 1 =b.

CASE 4: [(p(C())] = [02]
Using the same argumentation as in Case 3 and Lemma [2.2] it follows that p(M) C G. As
dimG = (dgz) +2(b—a) + 4, this again implies a =bor a+ 1 =b.
59
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Now the general assumption was d > 3 and g < g(d) = (d — 2)?/4. Using the formulas
from [T, p. 92] one sees that this amounts to a®> — 1 < 4b and we obtain:

PROPOSITION 4.1. Let H = Hgy, be the Hilbert scheme, which parametrizes curves in
P? with degree d > 3 and genus g < g(d) = (d —2)?/4. If (d,g) & { (3,0), (3,—1), (4,1) },
then Aut(H) operates trivially on A;(H). O

COROLLARY 4.1. If d > 5 and g < g(d), then the subschemes H,, and G are invariant
under Aut(H).

PROOF. 1°. Let Z = (¢, f(h,g)) <> £ € H,,(k). Take any ¢' € S., c =b—a+ 1, such
that g and ¢’ are linearly independent modulo (¢, h)S(—1). Put Z, := (¢, f(h,g + a - ¢')).
In order to compute the degree of C':={Z, | &« € k} one can suppose that { =x, h =y
and g, ¢’ € k[z,t].. Then one can write:

H'P Z,(n)) = 2P, 1 © f-y-kly, 2, t]ha ® f - (g + ag)k[z, t]ns .
Then .
(M, - C) = a-deg(\H* (P, Z,(n))) =n—b+1.

As numerical equivalence = rational equivalence on H, we have [C] = [C;]. From Propo-
sition M.l it follows [p(C)] = [C4] and by Corollary 2.1] in Chapter 2] it follows that
o(C) C Hy,.

2°. If £ € H(k), in the proof of Proposition 1] it was shown that there is a connected
curve C' C G with £ € C and [C] = [Cy]. From [¢(C)] = [Cs] and Lemma [2.2in Chapter
it follows that ¢(C') C G. O

4.2. The action of Aut(H) on A;(H,,) and on A,(G)

4.2.1. Let be ¢ € Auty(H,,). By Appendix [C] Proposition [C4] the cone Af(H,,) is
freely generated by [Z;], 0 < i < 3, hence ¢, permutes these classes. If p.[Z;] = [Z;] in
Ay(H,,), this equation is true in A;(H), too. As ¢, acts trivially on A;(H) if d > 5 and
g < g(d) (cf. Proposition 1)), it follows [Z;] = [Z;]. Forming the intersection numbers
with M, shows that i = j, i.e. ¢, acts trivially on A;(H,,).

4.2.2. Letbe Z = qZy+ -+ q373, ¢ € Q, and suppose [Z] =0 in A;(G). As usual
p: G — X =P(5) is the projection (¢, f - K) — ({), hence the restriction of L3 to H,,
agrees with the line bundle introduced in Appendix [C, Section [C7 Using Lemma [C1] in
that section gives ¢; = 0. As A;(G) ~ Z* by Corollary [C.2] it follows that [Z;] is a basis
of A1(G) ® Q. If [Z] € A1(G), it follows that there are integers n; and n # 0 such that
n[Z] = > ni[Z;]. But then ny.[Z] = n[Z], hence ¢.[Z] = [Z].

PROPOSITION 4.2. If d > 5 and and g < g(d), then Aut(H) acts trivially on A;(H,,)
and A1(G). O
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4.3. The action of Aut(H) on A;(C)

4.3.1. Each ¢ € Aut(H) induces an automorphism ¢ x id of H x P3 such that
(p x1d)*C = C, hence induces an automorphism 1 of the universal curve via the cartesian
diagram:

C—Y-C~HxP
b
H—-H P?
If (&, p) is any element of C, then f(1(&,p)) = ¢(f(&,p)) = w(§), i.e. one can write

W&, p) = (p(£),q), where ¢ is an element of Cye)- In order to express that ¢ depends on
p, & and ¢, in what follows we write ¢ = @¢(p).

4.3.2.  Ashad been shown (Theorem [[2)) that A} (C) is freely generated by the classes
of Cri=C; x{FP }and L* ={w} x L, where P, =(0:0:0:1), w € H(k) is the point
corresponding to the lexicographic ideal, and L = V(z,y) ~ P! C P3, it follows that ,
permutes the set { [Cg], [C1], [C5], [L*] }. Suppose ¥.[L*] = > ¢:[C] + ¢[L*]. Tt follows

that

T [L7) = gl (C)] + gm.[L7] =) ai[Cl]
as m|C; is injective and W(L*) = {w }. From the diagram above it follows that w1, [L*] =
i [L*] = 0, hence ¢; = 0, 0 < i < 2. But then 9, [L*] = [L*] follows and 1, permutes the
[CF]. T 4.[C;] = [C}], then application of 7, and using Proposition BTl gives i = j.

PROPOSITION 4.3. If d > 5, g < g(d) = (d — 2)?/4, then Aut(H) acts trivially on
A(C). O



CHAPTER 5

Automorphisms of some special schemes

5.1. Description of the starting situation

We write S = k[z,y, 2,t] or S = k[Xy,...,X3], X =P(S;) = Proj(S) =P, d=a — 1,
¢ =0b—a+ 1, where a and b are the Macaulay coefficients of the Hilbert polynomial
Q(n) = (";’3) — P(n) (see Section [L]).

IfY,Z, ... are the schemes of Appendix [C], then

Y(k)={(0,h) | €S, he S/l -k}
Z(k)y={(t,h,g) | € €S, he Si/l-k, ge Sy/ll,h)Sey}
H(k)={ (L, f)| €€ S, feSa/lSar}
X(k)={(6,K) | £ €Sy, K € Hilb*(Proj S/¢S(~1)) }
Ho (k) ={((, f(h,g)) | £ €Sy, he Si/l-k, f€Ss/tSar, g€ Se/{l;h)Sc1}
Gk)={(t,f-K)| L €S, f€Ss/tSs, K € Hilb*(Proj S/tS(~1)) }

where ¢, h, f, g are all different from zero.

In Appendix [C] it is shown that all these schemes are projective and smooth. Z is a
closed subscheme of X, hence H,, — H xx Z is a closed subscheme of G — H xx X.
One has a commutative diagram

H, ~————=¢G
~

H D2 P2

where 7 : Z — X factorizes in Z - Y X5 X. Let be R = kfz,y,2], P> =
Proj(R). Then U = {((,f) |[{=ax+by+cz+t, fe Rg® A} is an open set in H(A)
and p;H(U) = U x 4 Hilb*(P?)(A) respectively p; ' (U) = U x4 F(A), where F C Hilb*(P?)
is the closed subscheme of ideals (h, g), h € Ry, g € R./hR._1. It follows that in both cases
p1 defines a locally trivial fiber bundle and the other morphisms define projective bundles.

62
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Each ¢ € Aut(H) induces k-automorphisms of H,, and G (cf. Corollary A.1]). The aim
in this Chapter 5 is to show:
There is a v € PGL(3, k), which is uniquely determined by @, such that o|H,, and ¢|G are
induced by ~ (cf. Proposition [1.3]).

The proof uses the aformentioned properties of the different morphisms in diagram (E=),
the fact that ¢, operates as the identity on A;(H,,) and A;(G) (cf. Proposition [£.2]) and a
formalism, which is explained in the next sections.

5.2. Relative automorphisms of H

It seems rather difficult to determine the group Aut,(H). But if 7 : H — X = P(S5))
is the projection, the fiber of m over £- A € X(A) is P(Sy® A/lS;_ 1 ® A),ie.m:H — X
is a projective bundle.

PROPOSITION 5.1. Autx(#H) = {id }.

PrOOF. To simplify the notations, in this section we write S = k[Xo, X1, Xo, X3]. If
we put L = 1o Xo + -+ + 23X3, X = P(S;) — Projk[zg,...,x3], then £ := L - Ox(-1)
is the universal 1-subbundle of S; ® Ox and we let F be the subbundle of rank (d 1+3)
of £ := 5; ® Ox, which is generated by L, i.e. we put F := L ®y Sq_1. As L|D,(x;) =
(on +--- @Xg,) -I(D4(x;), Ox), the quotient G := £/F is locally free over X of rank
(d+2) One sees that H = P(G) =: P.

One has a commutative diagram

P ? P
(5.1) \ /
X
and ¢* defines an isomorphism

Pic(P) ~ Op(1)-Z x Ox(1) - Z
(see [H1, Chapter II, Ex. 7.9]). It follows ¢*(Op(1)) ~ Op(n) @ 7*(Ox(m)) with n = +1.
Now Ox (1) is trivial over U = D, (z;) and 7~ 1(U) =~ P2 x U =: Y. Tt follows
HO(Y, Oy (v)) ~ H(Y, 0" (Op(v)|Y)) =~ H(Y, Op(vn)) for all v € N.
It follows that n = 1 and we conclude:
2" (Op(1) ~ Op(1)
T (Op(1)) ~ m Op( (
T (Op(1)) 2 m.0p(1) ®oy Ox(m)
m.0p(1) = 1.0p(1) ®o, Ox(m)
G ~ G ®o, Ox(m) as Ox-modules
G ~ G Ro, Ox(vm) for all v € N

® 7 (Ox(m)) as Op-modules
1) ®(9X X m)

A
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If m # 0, then G has a constant Hilbert polynomial and thus dim(supp(G)) = 0, contra-
diction. It follows that ¢ induces an isomorphism ¢* : G ~ G of Ox-modules. Conversely,
each isomorphism of Ox-modules G ~ G induces an isomorphism P(G) ~ P(G) over X [H1l,
Chapter II, Ex. 7.9].

As Ext' (£, F) = 0 one has an exact sequence of Ox-modules
0 — Homy (€, F) — Homy(€,E) — Homy(E,G) — 0
and one obtains an exact sequence
(5.2)
0 — I(X,Hom(&E, F)) — (X, Hom(E,E)) — (X, Hom(E,G)) — H'(X, Hom(E, F)).
Now F = L - Ox(—1) ®; S;_1 and putting n = dimy Sy_1; ® Sy we obtain:
fHomX(E, ./_") = ﬂ-ComX((’)X, L- Ox(—l)) Rk Sg1®Sg~L- Ox(—l) R k"~ Ox(—l) R k™

which implies that the first and last term in the sequence (5.2) are equal to (0). Now
Homx (€,€) ~ Ox @, Hom(Sy, Sy) and thus Homy(Sy, Sq) ~ Hom(E,G). Together with

can.

the diagram (5.1]) we deduce that £ — G — G is induced by a k-linear map v : Sy — Sy,
o

which, for all £ € S; —(0), induces a k-linear isomorphism Sy/0Sy_1 — S4/¢Sq_1. It follows
that ¥ (£Sy_1) C €Sy for all £ € S;. The lemma in Appendix [Bl shows that 1) is the
multiplication by an element o € £* and thus ¢ is the identical map on P. ([

If one puts d = 1, one obtains

COROLLARY 5.1. Autx(Y) = {id }. O

5.3. Relative automorphisms of Z

If Ais a k-algebra, we defined Z(A) by
eSS ®A heS ®A/lAand g € Sd®A/(€,h>-Sd_1®A}

respectively, generate 1-subbundles.

Z(A) = { (£,h,9)

The aim is to show that Auty(Z) = {id } and, as in the case of H, we have to build up a
more formal setting:

S = k‘[XQ, .. .,Xg], X = ]P)g ~ ]P)(Sl), Ll = [L’()XQ R 123'3X3, £1 = Ll .
Ox(—1) C 51 ® Ox universal 1-subbundle over X, §G; := 51 ® Ox/L; locally free over X
of rank 3.

Y = P(G) ~ Flag(1,2,5;) - X is a projective bundle, where p is defined by
(Fl, Fg) — F1~

Let £o C G; ®x Oy be the universal 1-subbundle. As G; ®x Oy = 51 ® Oy /p*(Ly), it
follows that

G1 ® Oy @ Sg—1 = 51 ®k Sa—1 @ Oy /p*(L1) @k Sa—1 — Sq @ Oy /p*(L1) - Sa-1
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because, locally on Y, one has p*(£1)|U = {1 - Oy, ¢, € S; ® Oy not a zero-divisor. Thus
E =85, Oy /p*(Ly) - Sq_1 is locally free over Y of rank (d+2) As locally on Y one has
Lo|U =4ty - Oy and by € S; @ Oy /ly - Oy not a zero-divisor of S ® Oy /ly - S(—1) ® Oy,
the canonical map Lo ®; Sy_1 — & is injective and remains so if tensored with k(y), for
all y € Y. It follows that the image F := Lo - Sg_1 ~ Lo ®p Sg_1 of this homomorphism is
a subbundle, G := £/F is locally free over Y of rank d + 1 and Z = P(G) by construction.
The canonical morphism & — G is denoted by k.

REMARK 5.1. HY(Y, Oy(—1)) = (0).

PROOF. Y = P(G,), G; of rank 3 = R'p,Oy(v) = (0),if 0 < i < 2, all v; R*p, Oy (v) =
(0), if v > =3 (see [HI, ITI, Ex. 8.4]) = HY(Y,Oy(-1)) = H' (X, p.Oy(—1)) (loc. cit.
Ex. 8.1). As p.Oy(—1) = (0) (loc. cit. Ex. 8.4a), the assertion follows. O

REMARK 5.2. H'(Y,p*Ox(—1)) = H'(Y,Ox(—1) ® Oy) = (0).

PROOF. Rip,(p*Ox(—1) ® Oy) ~ R'p,Oy ® Ox(—1) = (0), if i > 0 (loc. cit. Ex. 8.3,
8.4) = HY(Y,p*Ox(—1)) = H' (X, p.p*Ox(-1)) (loc. cit. Ex. 8.1). Now p,p*Ox(—1) =
p(p*Ox (1) ®0p, Oy) ~ Ox(—1)®p,Oy (loc. cit. Ex. 8.3). As p,Oy = Symm®(G;) = Ox
(loc. cit. Ex. 8.4) one gets H(Y,p*Ox(—1)) = H(X, Ox(-1)) = (0). O

REMARK 5.3. H(Y,p*Ox (1) ® Oy(—1)) = (0).
PROOF. R'p.(p"Ox(1) ® Oy(-1)) = R'p. 1) ® Ox(1) = (0) ® Ox(1) = (0),

Oy (-
if i > 0 (loc. cit.) = H(Y,p*Ox(1) @ Oy(—1)) ~ H'(X,p.(p*Ox(1) @ Oy(—1))) =~
H°(X,0x(1) @ p.Oy(—1)) = (0) as p,Oy(—1) = (0) (loc. cit.). O

REMARK 5.4. HY{(Y, Hom(&,F)) = (0).

PRrROOF. Ext'(E,F) = (0), as & is locally free on Y, and there are two exact sequences:

(5.3) 0 — Hom(E, F) — Hom(E,E) — Hom(E,G) — 0

(5.4) 0—p (L) ®S41 — 5S40y — & —0
From (5.4]) we get the exact sequence
0 — Hom(&, F) — Hom(Sy ® Oy, F) — Hom(p*(Ly) - Sa-1, F) — Ext!(E, F) =0

which gives the exact sequence:

5.5
| 0)—> L(Y, Hom(€, F)) — (Y, Hom(Sy ® Oy, F)) —
(Y, Hom(p*(£L1) - Sa-1, F)) — H' (Y, Hom(€, F)) — H'(Y,Hom(S, @ Oy, F))

Now from
Hom(Sq ® Oy, F) = Hom(Oy, F) ® Sy = F ® Sy
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it follows that H(Y,Hom(S; @ Oy, F)) ~ HY(Y,F)® S; ~ H Y, Ly ® Sy_1) @ Sq =~
HYY,Ly) ® Sy_1 ® Sy ~ HY(Y,Oy(—1)) ® S4_1 ® Sq = (0) because of Ly ~ Oy(—1) as
Oy-modules and Remark [5.1l We further compute:

Hom(p*(L1)Sq—1,F) = Hom(p*(L1) ® Sg—1,F) = Hom(p*(L1), F) ® Sq_1
= J—Com(p*OX(—l),]:) & Sd—l ~ f}{om(Oy,p*(’)X(l) ® £2 X Sd—l) X Sd—l
~p*Ox(1) ® Oy (—1) ® Sg—1 ® Sq—1

(see [H1, Chap. III, Prop. 6.7 and 6.3a] and use £y ~ Oy(—1)). By Remark 5.3 we get
LY, Hom(p*(L1)S4-1,F)) = (0) and from the exact sequence (5.5) Remark 5.4l follows. [

Applying T'(Y, —) to the sequence (B3] gives
CONCLUSION 5.1. The canonical map
[(Y,Hom(&E,E)) ~ Hom(&,E) = Hom(E,G) ~ I'(Y, Hom(E, G))

defined by u +— K o u is surjective. U

Applying Hom(Sy ® Oy, —) to the exact sequence (5.4]) gives the exact sequence
0 — Hom(Sy@0y, p*(L1)®Sq-1) — Hom(S3R0y, Sy@0y) — Hom(5;®@0y,E) — 0.

Now one applies I'(Y, —) and, because of I'(Y, Hom(A, B)) = Hom(.A, B), one obtains the
exact sequence

0 — Hom(Sy; ® Oy, p*(£L1) ® Sq_1) — Hom(S; ® Oy, Sy ® Oy) — Hom(S; @ Oy, E)
— H'(Y, Hom(S4 ® Oy, p*(L1))) -

As
Hom(Sq ® Oy,p*(L1)) ~ Hom(Oy,p*(L1)) ® Sq = p*(L1) ® Sg ~ p*(Ox(—1)) ® Sa,

from Remark [5.2]it follows that the last term in the sequence is equal to (0) and Hom(S; ®
Oy, S; ® Oy) — Hom(S; ® Oy, £) is surjective. Now

Hom(S; ® Oy, Sq ® Oy) ~ Hom(Oy, Oy) ®; Homg(Sy, Sq) = T'(Y, Oy) ® Homy(S4, Sq) -
As Y is a variety, I'(Y, Oy) = k and one has
CONCLUSION 5.2. Homg(Sy, Sq) = Hom(S; ® Oy, &) . O
As Ext'(£,&) = 0, applying Hom(—, E) to (54) gives the exact sequence
0 — Hom(&,E) — Hom(S; ® Oy, E) — Hom(p*(Ly) - S4-1,E) — 0.
Applying I'(Y, —) to this sequence gives

CONCLUSION 5.3. Hom(&, &) > Hom(S,; ® Oy, &) . O
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Finally, the exact sequence 0 — F — £ — G — 0 gives the exact sequence
0 — Hom(G,G) — Hom(E,G) — Hom(F,G).
Application of I'(Y, —) gives

CONCLUSION 5.4. The canonical morphism Hom(G, G) AN Hom(&, G) defined by u —
u o K is injective. U

All in all one obtains a diagram of natural homomorphisms:

Hom(&, G) Hom(G, G)

|

Hom(&, £)>—— Hom(S; ® Oy, E) <— Homg(Sy, Sq)

CONCLUSION 5.5. Each Oy-homomorphism G — G is induced by a k-linear homomor-
phism S; — Sy. O

Geometrical consequences
Werecall that p: Y — X and 7 : Z — Y are defined by (¢, h) — (¢) respectively (¢, h, g) —
(¢,h). The fibers are P(S1® A/lA) ~ P2® A respectively P(Sg@A/{(,h)Sq 1@ A) ~Pi® A,
which shows that p and 7 are projective bundles.

If we take any ¢ € Auty(Z), the diagram

Z d A
(5.6) \ /
Y

is commutative. We want to compute Pic(Z) and again use the results [H1l, Chap II, Prop.
7.11; Ex. 11 7.8, 7.9, 7.10; 111 8.1, 8.3, 8.4].

Pic(Z) ~ Pic(Y) x Oz(1) - Z
~0Ox(1)-Zx0Oy(1)-Zx0Oz(1)-Z.
From the diagram (5.6]) it follows that
¢ (0z(1)) = 7" p"Ox(m) @ 7" Oy (n) ® Oz(u),
where m,n € {0,£1} and p € { £1 }, as ¢* induces an isomorphism of Pic(Z).

Ify € Y(k)and F := 7 '(y) — Z is the fiber, then ¢ induces an isomorphism ¢’ = ¢|F
and one has a commutative diagram:

(5.7) \ /
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As m*p*Ox (m)|F and 7Oy (m)|F are trivial, *(Oz(1)|F) ~ Oz(u)|F, hence ¢*(Oz(v)|F) ~
Oyz(v - p)|F for all v € N. Now G is a d + 1-bundle, therefore F' ~ P? and (¢')*Op(v) ~
Op(p - v), which implies
H(Op(v)) =~ H((¢')"(Op(v)) = H(Or(v - 1))
for all » € N. It follows that 4 =1 and
0" O0z(1) 27" p*Ox(m) @ 7" Oy (n) ® Oz(1)
Te0*Oz(1) ~ p*Ox(m) ® Oy (n) @ m,.Oz(1).
Putting £ := p*Ox(m) ® Oy (n) and using 7, = 7, 0 ¢, gives
m.0z7(1) ~1,.0z(1)® L

and hence G ~ G ® L. Tt follows that G ~ G ® L” for all v € N. Let z € X (k) and
F :=pz) = Y. Then F ~ P? and p*Ox(m)|F is trivial. It follows G ®o, O =~
G ®o, Op(vn) for all v € N. If n # 0, then the dimension of supp(G ® Op) would be
equal to 0, contradiction, as G is a locally free Oy-module of rank d + 1. Thus we obtain
G ~G®p*Ox(m) and

©*O0z(1) ~ 7" p*Ox(m) ® Oz(1).

of (pom), = psom, gives:

*

a0 Oz(1) (m) @ pum,Oz(1)
PTpupOz(1) = Ox(m) ® p.(G)
(1) (m)

)

ZOXm

12

® p«(9)
p«(G) =~ Ox(m) ® p.(G)

Hence p.(G) ~ Ox(vm) ® p.(G) for all v € N. We now compute p,G. The sequence

POz (1 Ox(m

0—>£2®Sd_1—>8—>g—>0
is exact and defines G. Now Ly ~ Oy (—1) as Oy-modules. Application of p, gives
0— p*(OY(_l)) ® Sd—l — p*(£> — p*(g) — Rlp*(OY(_1>> ® Sd—l

and the first and last term in this exact sequence are zero [H1 Ex. III 8.4]. Hence
P+(G) >~ p.(€) and we get p.(€) ~ Ox(vm) @ p.(€) for all v € N. We will show again that
this is possible only if m = 0: £ is defined by the exact sequence

0—p (L) ®S41 — Sq@0y — & —0
and £; ~ Ox(—1) as Ox-modules. It follows the exact sequence
00— p.(p'Ox(~1) ® Oy) ® Sa1 — Sa®@p.(Oy) — p.(E) — R'p.(p"Ox(~1) @ Oy).
Now
p«(P*Ox (1) ® Oy) ~ Ox(-1) ® p.(Oy) = Ox(-1) ® Ox
and

R'p.(p*Ox(—1) ® Oy) ~ Ox(—1) ® R'p.(Oy) = (0)
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again by [H1, Ex. III 8.4]. We get an exact sequence
0 —0x(-1)®Si-1 — Ox ®S; — p«(E) — 0,

where Ox(—1) ® Sy_1 ~ L1 ® Sq_1 as Ox-modules. It follows that p,(€) ~ S;® Ox /L1 ®

Sa—1 is locally free of rank (dgz), hence m = 0 follows. Now from ¢*Oz(1) ~ Oz(1) and

T = T4 it follows that ¢ induces an isomorphism of Oy-modules
G = 1.0z(1) ~m.04(1) < G.

CONCLUSION 5.6. Each Y-automorphism of Z = P(G) induces an Oy-isomorphism of
G, and conversely.

PROOF. One direction follows from the preceding considerations and (loc. cit.). Us-
ing [EGA. 4.2.3] gives the other direction. O

From Conclusions and follows that any ¢ € Auty(Z) is induced by a k-linear
map ¢ : Sq — Sy and from the commutative diagram (5.7)) follows that

(5.8) V(€ h) - Sa—1) C (€, h) - Sa

for all ¢ € S; — (0) and all h € (S;/¢ - k) — (0). In order to draw further conclusions
from (B5.8]), we need two simple statements.

REMARK 5.5. If £ € S;—(0) and I = (¢, f) and J = (¢, g) are two ideals in .S such that
f € Sy and g € S, are relatively prime in the ring S = S/£S(—1)), then I NJ = (¢, fg).
U

REMARK 5.6. Suppose that ¢ € S; — (0), S = S/¢S(-1), I = ((,h;), h; € S,

1 <4 < m, are relatively prime to each other and I := (" ;. Then I, = (S, 1, if n <m,
and I, =4S, 1+ hy- hy - Sp_m, if n > m. O

Now choose hy,...,hqr1 € S1, which modulo ¢ are relatively prime to each other and
put L; := (¢, h;)S4-1, 1 <i < d+ 1. Then from Remark and (5.8) it follows that

Y(NL;) C m¢(Li) C ﬂ Li=10-53_.
CONCLUSION 5.7. ¥(€S4_1) C €Sy, for all £ € S;. O

From the lemma in Appendix [Bl follows

PROPOSITION 5.2. Auty (Z) = {id }. O
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5.4. Normed automorphisms of H

5.4.1. We start with a general situation:
Suppose one has a commutative diagram

7Y,z

(5.9) qilf AN }lfq
pl lp
X X

where all schemes are reduced and projective over k, ¢ and ¢ are automorphisms and the
following conditions are fulfilled:

a) . acts trivially on A,(Z2).

b) p locally has sections and ¢ is surjective.

c) If z € X (k) and y;,92 € p~'(x) are closed points, then there is a curve C' C p~!(x) and
a connected curve D C Z such that y;,y» € C and ¢(D) = C.

LEMMA 5.1. Suppose these conditions are fulfilled. Then one has:

(i) There is a morphism ¢’ such that

y 2.y
(5.10) P p
x-7.x

15 commutative.
(ii) ¢’ is uniquely determined by ¢ and ¢ (Notation: ¢' = (¢, ¢)).
(iii) ¢’ is an automorphism.
(iv) If one has two diagrams fulfilling the aforementioned conditions

7Y,z

(5.11) y 2y

then (p10¢2)" = ¢} 0 ).
PROOF. (All points are closed points.)

(i) Ifx € X, y € p~(z), then ¢'(x) := pp(y) is well defined: If y;,4, € C C p~!(x) and
o(D) = C, then (D] = [é(D)] = D], hence

deg(pq|v(D)) - [pq(D)] = pugu[t(D)] = pugs[D] = 0.
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It follows that pqy (D) = ppq(D) = pp(C) is a single point. If U C X is an open set
and s: U — Y is a section of p, then ¢/|U = po ¢ o s is a morphism.

(ii) follows from the surjectivity of p.

(iv) follows from (ii), and (iii) follows from (iv) if one puts 1 = ¥, 1y = VY71 p; = ¢,
2= L. [

5.4.2. Let be ¢ € G := Aut,(H). By Proposition .2, ¢, trivially acts on A;(G).
Then Lemma [5.1] should give a commutative diagram:

G—~¢g
-]
(5.12) mi L alem

Here ps is a projective bundle and 7 is a locally trivial fiber bundle (see Section [B.]). If
r={0)€X,y = (K;) € '(z), then there is a connected curve B C Hilb®(P?), which
contains Ky and Ko, hence C' = (¢) x B C X connects y; and y, and if f is any suitable
form, D = (¢, f) x C C G is a connected curve such that py(D) = C. It follows that ¢
and ¢}, exist. In a similar way one gets

G—~¢
-
Gg——¢
(5.13) pll lpl
H-

3
-~

=
|
S

and running through the diagrams gives:
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5.4.3. Asto H,,, one has the diagram:
©
H,—H,

p2 D2

(5.14) q q

/ /
¥2:¥3
7y

X X
The construction of ¢y and ¢y = (¢, p2) goes as in if one takes the irreducible
subscheme F instead of Hilb’(P?) (see Section B.I)). If y = (¢,h) € Y and 2; = ({,h, g;) €
q (y), then C = { (¢, h,ag; + Bg2) }~ ~ P! connects z; and 2z, and p, maps D = (¢, f) x C
onto C. Hence w3 = (i, p2) exists.
fx={)e X, y1 = h1), ya = (£, hy), take z; = (¢, h;, g;) € Z and a connected curve
B C F, which contains (h;, g;). Then D = (¢, f) x (( ) X B) is a connected curve in H,,
such that C := gpo(D) contains y;. It follows that ¢} = (¢, ¢3) exists and one checks that
Py = .
If in the diagram (5.I3]) G is replaced by H,,, one gets an automorphism of H and one
checks again that it agrees with the ¢y of (B.13)).

CONCLUSION 5.8. ¢ € Aut(H) induces the same v € Autg(X) in all diagrams. O

5.4.4. Now we take this v and form all diagrams with v~! € Aut(H) instead of . One
obtains diagrams (5.12)—(5.14]) such that all horizontal arrows are equal to y~!. Putting
@ =7t (or ¢ = o) from Lemma BT Part (iv), it follows that all diagrams, with ¢
instead of ¢, induce the identical map of X. But then Proposition 5.1 and Corollary (.1
show that ¢; = id and 3 = id in the diagram (5.14]), hence ¢y = id in the same diagram
by Proposition As H,, — H X x Z one obtains

CONCLUSION 5.9. ¢|H, = id. O

5.4.5. From the commutative diagram

G- H Xy X H Xy X

p1 \L lpl
H—H
it follows that ¢ induces an element of Autx(X), hence for each (¢) € X an automorphism
of Hilb’(Proj S/¢-S(—1)). By Theorem [D.2/in Appendix D] Section [D.10], it is induced by
a linear map 7 € Autg(S,/¢ k), if c=b—a+1 > 6. But as p|H,, = id, 7 leaves fixed each
ideal (h,g) C S/€S(—1), hence 7 acts as the identity on Proj(S/¢S(—1)) (cf. the Lemma
in Appendix [Bl). One verifies that b —a+ 1> 6, if d > 6 and g < g(d) is supposed.
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PROPOSITION 5.3. Suppose that d > 6 and g < g(d). Let be ¢ € Aut(H). Then there
is a uniquely determined v € PGL(4; k) such that ¢|H,, and p|G are induced by . O

From this result one easily gets:
COROLLARY 5.2. For each ¢ € Aut(H) the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) ¢|H,, = id.
(ii) |G = id.
(iii) If v is the element of Auty(P}), which is determined by ¢ in the sense of Proposi-
tion[2.3, then v = id.
DEFINITION 1. We say ¢ € Aut(H) is normed, if these conditions are fulfilled.

COROLLARY 5.3. The set N of all normed automorphisms is a normal subgroup of
Aut(H) and Aut(H) is the semi-direct product of PGL(4; k) and N.

PROOF. It remains to show that PGL(4;k) " N = {id}. A closed point £ € H,,
corresponds to an ideal of the form (¢, f(p, q)) (see Appendix [C)). If g € GL(4; k) leaves all
such ¢ fixed, it follows that g(¢- k) = ¢- k for all non-zero linear forms ¢, i.e. all such forms
are eigenvectors of g. But then g has to be the identity in PGL(4; k). O



CHAPTER 6

The action of Aut(H) on linear configuration ideals

6.1. The case of simple lines

6.1.1. Notations and assumptions. We recall from earlier chapters that f : H — P
is the so called tautological morphism, which is defined by the globally generated line
bundle £; ® Ly (respectively M ', ® M, if n > d is any integer). In order to simplify
the notation, if &,& € H(k), then we write & = & iff (&) = f(&).

@ is any normed automorphism of H and ¢ : C — C is the induced automorphism of
the universal curve. As we will use the results of Chapter B, we have to assume d > 6.

6.1.2.

LEMMA 6.1. Let be g € GL(4, k) and ¢ € Aut(H) a normed automorphism. Then one
has:

(i) &1 =& <= g(&1) = g9(&2).
(i) &1 = & <= 0(&1) = p(&2).

PROOF. Suppose £ = &. By Lemmal3.2lin Chapter [3lthere is a connected curve C' C H
such that & € C,i = 1,2, and C ~ v - Cy. For all curves C' C H one has [¢g(C)] = [C]
respectively [p(C)] = [C] if g € GL(4; k) respectively ¢ € Aut(H) (cf. Proposition [4.1]).
As deg(f|C) - [f(C)] = fi[C] = v -deg(f|Co) - [f(Co)] = 0, f(C) is a single point, hence
“=7 is proved. Applying ¢! respectively o1 gives “<". 0J

Standard assumption (A): Given d distinct, simple lines ¢; in X := P% which are
perpendicular to the plane F = V(t), i.e. they run through the point Py = (0:0:0: 1).
(The term ”perpendicular” is used to give a somewhat geometric impression.) Moreover,
let P;,1 < j < ¢, be different simple points in X, such that no P; lies on any ¢;. It is
assumed that this configuration defines a point £ <» ¢; U--- U/l U P U---U P, € H(k).

Let L be a plane “perpendicular” to F, i.e. not equal or parallel to E.The “perpen-
dicular” projection 7, = (Z, L) from a point Z not in L onto L is defined by a suitable
G,,-operation 7, such that

7 (P) = lim 7(A\)P = lim 7(A™")P

A—00 A—0

(see Appendix [A]).
74
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Additional assumption (A1): Under the projection 7z, onto L, the images ¢, = 7 (¢;),
respectively P/ = 7 (F;), are different from each other and P ¢ ¢; for all i and j.

We put £(A) := 7(AN)€ and get a curve C := { {(N\) | A € k* }~ C H, which connects £
and & 1= limy_,o 7(A)€. Hence D := ¢(C) connects the points ¢(&) and ¢(€).

6.1.3.

AUx-LEMMA 6.1. Under the assumptions (A) and (A1) one has p(€x) = Eoo-

ProoF. If £, € G (notation as in the last chapter), this would follow from Corol-
lary 5.2l Now definitely &, € G, as is to be shown by the following consideration:

The lines ¢4, ..., {4 intersect in Py > (z,y, z) and they intersect £ = V (¢) in the closed
points p; <> p; C k[xr,y,2]. Then E < Z =pin---NpsN P N---NEP.=NNR, where
pr is the ideal generated by p; in k[z,y, z,t], N = p; N ---Np* is the CM-part of Z and
R = P N---N P, is the punctual part of Z. (We identify a closed point P € X with the
corresponding ideal.)

As £ € H(k), P(n) = HP(Ox/N) — c. Let p; be the projection of p; on L, p} <> p. the
corresponding prime ideal. Then N’ := (p})* N--- N (p))* is the CM-part of Z, <> £ and
one can write Z, = N'NR’, R’ the punctual part of Z,. Put P/ := 7(P;) = limy_,o 7(\) P;.
From 7(A)Z C T( AN N7(A)PrN---N7(A)P. follows Z,, CN' NP N---N P

Let be x the Hilbert function of p; N---Np, and x’ the Hilbert function of pj N---Np’.
As the p} lie on the line LNE, one has x'(n) > x(n), hence the Hilbert polynomial > "¢ x/(¢)
of N is greater or equal the Hilbert polynomial ) x(i) of N. It follows that

HP(Ox/N'NnP/N---NP)=HP(Ox/N')+ ¢ <HP(Ox/N)+c=P(n).

From this we deduce that the punctual part of Z, has the form Q@ N P/ N---N P’ where
@ is primary to By = (z,y, 2).
(N.B. P! & (. by the choice of m and P, € ¢, for all i gives P! # P, for all i.)

Put p:= HP(N') — HP(N) = HP(Ox /N) — HP(Ox /N"). From
Ox /I = Ox /N'NQEP Ox/ P
1

it follows that P(n) = HP(Ox/N' N Q) + ¢ = HP(Ox /N') + ¢. The exact sequence
0—N/NNQ — Ox/N'NQ — Ox/N' — 0
gives length(N'/N'NQ) = p.

Choose p simple points R; € L, which do not lie on any line ¢; and are not equal to any
of the points Py, P/, ..., P.. Put R;(A\) = R; + A(Py — R;) and ((\) @ N'NRy(AM)N---N
R, (MNP N---NP.IfXek, \# 1, this is a point of G(k), hence ((\) is invariant under
@. As ¢ is continuous, it follows that (; := limy ;1 ((\) <, = N'N@:NPN---NP!
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is fixed under ¢. As supp(Ox/Q1) = {Po}, N'NP/N---NP.JI; ~ N'/N' N Q; has the
support { Py} and the length . Hence the CM-parts of Z,, and Z; are equal to N and

W'/Te) = - Po+ Y Pl = (N'/T,).

From Proposition Bl it follows that . = (i, hence ¢p(éx) = ¢©((1) = ¢ = & by
Lemma and Proposition 5.3l O

6.1.4. CasE 1. Suppose that ¢ fulfills (A). Let £ be the set of planes L C X such
that 7y, fulfills (A1) and in addition: ¢; C L, ¢; ¢ L,ifi > 2, P; ¢ Lforall1 <j<ec.

Let be E(\) <> 7(MN) U ---UT(A\)lgUT(A\)PLU --- UT(N)P., where the G,,-operation
7 is defined by a “perpendicular” projection 7, onto L € L. Let be C := {£(\)}™ and
D =¢(C)={p&{N) } . Let p € {1 be any point. Then C* := { ({(\),p) }~ C Cis a curve

without L*-component, hence ¢(C*) := { ¥(£(N),p) }~ = { (¥€(N), e (p)) } has no L*-
component, too (Prop. 3]) and according to the notation introduced in Section L3.1] we

write:

(6.1) e (p) = pe(p)  forall A € P'.
Now |Co| = 64U ---ULLUP/U ... UP) and ¢} = {; by construction, and |Co| = |Duo|
by Aux-Lemma 6.1l As ¢¢,_ induces an isomorphism |Cy| = |Dso|, from (6.1) it follows
0e(p) = e (p) € e (01) = £}, where the index i € {1, ..., d} does not depend on p. As )
induces an isomorphism |Cy| >~ |D, /|, for A = 1 it follows that ¢¢(¢1) C ¢}, hence @¢(¢1) = €.
If 7 < (), then
V(T = D1| = @e(br) U - -~ Upe(la) Upe(Pr) U- -~ Upe(Fa),
hence ¢; C V(J), where i still depends on the projection 7z, on L. Hence there is an index
ie{l,...,d} such that
m(6;) CV(J) for Zariski-many L € L.

It follows that i = 1, i.e. @e(ly) = ¢5.

If one chooses /5 instead of ¢;, the same argumentation shows @¢(l2) = {2, etc. As 9

induces an isomorphism, one gets

CoNcLUSION 6.1. If £ fulfills (A) it follows that p(§) <> ¢ U~ UlUR U - -+ UR,,
where the R; are different, isolated simple points. O

6.1.5. CaSe 2. Suppose ¢ fulfills (A) and in addition the following assumption
(A2): If one perpendicularly projects P; to the plane E = V(t), one obtains c different
image points.

N.B. One should mention here that condition (A1) refers to the projection 7, whereas
condition (A2) refers to the point &.

Let a be the line through P, and Py = (x,y,2). Let £ be the set of planes L, which
contain a and fulfill the condition (A1).
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Let 7 be again the G,,-operation defined by the projection n;, L € L. Because of
7(A) P, = P; one has

EAN) =T\ TN U---UTN)GUPLUTA) P U---UT(N) P,
From Conclusion [6.1] follows
WEN) <> T A U~ UTNUPL(A)U -+ - UP(N),
where P;(A) := pen) (T(X)P;) are ¢ distinct simple points.
IfC:={&N)} and Cf :={ (((N), 7(A\)FP;) }, then one can write C ~ ¢Cy + ¢1C +
0Co and C; ~ ¢3C5 + ¢;CF + ¢5Cs + q - L* (cf. Theorem [[2). Applying 7, and k. (see

Section [L)) shows that ¢; = ¢}, 0 < j <2, and ¢ = 0, if i = 1 respectively ¢ = 1, if i > 2.
I D :=(Cr) = { (€(N), Pi(N)) }—, then [Df] = [C;]| by Proposition I3l It follows that
ra[Dj] = deg(w|D7) - {Pi(N)} ] = w[L7] = [L],
hence deg(k|D}) = 1 and { P;(A\) }~ C X is a line, if i > 2. As 7(\)P, = Py, in [Dj]
the term [L*] is missing, hence k.[Dj] = 0. From this one deduces that P;(\) =: Py is

independent of A and hence Py = ¢¢(P1). As one has p7(X) <1 Ty C Pi(A) for all A, it
follows that J = limy o Jy <> ©(€x) is contained in P;. Now by Aux-Lemma

90(500)EgooH-Zoo:(p/1>*m"'m(p;)*mpllm"'mpc/mQu

where @) is primary to Py = (x,y, z) (see Section [6.1.3]). It follows that P, € V(Z) C L.
This holds true for the Zariski-many planes L € £, hence P; is contained in the intersection
of these planes and it follows that P; € a. Now P, = P/ € a and P| ¢ 0, = V((p,)*)
by Assumption (A1), hence a # ¢;. If one assumes Py, = P; = p¢(P;), this gives a
contradiction of Conclusion It follows that P; does not lie on any line ¢, hence
(p))* ¢ P1. From I, C Py it follows that Py € { P{, P;,..., P,y }. As P/ ¢ aif i > 2 by
Assumption (A2), it follows that p¢(P) = Py = P = P;. The same argumentation with
Py, ..., P, gives pe(P;) = P; for all 4.

CoNcLUSION 6.2. If £ fulfills (A) and (A2), then p(§) = &. O

6.1.6. If P; are any different simple points such that P; € ¢; for all 7 and j, then one
chooses points R; € X in general position and puts P;(A\) = P, + A(R; — P;). Then for
almost all A € k one has a point () «» (4 U---ULgUP (AU --- UP.(N\) € H(k), which
fulfills (A) and (A2). Then from Conclusion [6.2] follows:

0l6) = pl£(0)) = p(lim () = lim pE(N) = lim £(N) =€
CoNcLUSION 6.3. If £ fulfills the assumption (A), then p(§) = €. O

LEMMA 6.2. Let be ¢;, 1 <1 < d, different simple lines, all running through one and
the same point P. Let P;, 1 <1 < ¢, be simple points, different from each other and none
of them lying on a line {;. Assume that & <> (1 U---UlgUP U --- UP, isin H(k). Then
©(&) =& for each normed automorphism .
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PROOF. Take a linear form ¢ such that P ¢ V' (¢) and ¢; is not contained in V' (¢) for all
i. Choose g € GL(4, k) such that g(¢) =t and g(P) = Po = (0:0:0:1). Then g(¢) fulfills
the assumption (A), hence pg(§) = g(&) for all ¢ € N by Conclusion As g 'Ng=N
for all g € GL(4, k) (cf. Definition in Chapter []) the assertion follows. O

6.2. The case of multiple lines

In order to simplify the notation, we put X = P} = Proj(k[r,y,2,t], Y = P2 =
Proj(klz,y, 2], H = Hilb“(Y). Let J C Oy be an ideal of colength d and Hilbert function
Y. If J* C Oy is the ideal generated by J, then H(J*(n)) = @;_,t" "H°(J (7)), hence
J* has the Hilbert polynomial ¥(n) = Y"" ,4(i) and Ox/J* has the Hilbert polynomial
p(n) = ("5%) — W(n).

LEMMA 6.3. If p(n) — P(n) =:s >0 and P, € X — V(J*) are s distinct simple points,
then J*N P N---NPs defines a point £ € H(k) and (&) = & for all normed ¢ € Aut(H).

PROOF. Let H, be the subscheme (with the induced reduced structure) of H%, whose
closed points correspond to ideals J C Oy colength d with Hilbert function ¢. By a
theorem of Davis [D] one has: Hy # ) = Hy, N H@ % (. As H, is irreducible [G3], p.
539], H@ N Hy is dense in Hy, where H (@) is the open subscheme of H¢ introduced in
Appendix [H

We still have to take into account the points p; := w(FP;) where7m : X—{ (0:0:0:1) } —
Y is the projection onto the plane V(t). For this reason we replace Y by F =Y —
{p1,...,ps } and obtain an open subscheme Hilb%(E) of H? and an open subscheme
U= HYn H,NHilbY(E) of Hy, which is dense in V := H, N Hilb*(E).

Let be ¢ € V(k), i.e. ( +» J C Oy has the Hilbert function . If one defines J* C
Ox by H(J*(n)) = @i, t" "H°(J(i)), then Ox/J* has the Hilbert polynomial p(n).
Let n <> P U --- UP, and define (*Un € H(k) in the obvious manner. Let f be the
tautological morphism of Chapter Bland define morphisms g; : V. — Pby g1 : ( — f({*Un),
respectively gy : V. — P by go : ¢ = f(o(C*Un)). g1 and g, agree on the open dense subset
U C V, because ¢(¢C*Un) = ¢*Un by Lemma [6.2) hence they agree on V. O

6.3. The case of multiple points

Set N C Ox be an ideal such that HP(Ox/N) = P(n) — s, s a positive integer. If
P,e X —V(N), 1 <1i<s, are distinct simple points, then n < NN P N---NP,is a
point of H(k).

LEMMA 6.4. Suppose there is an open, non-empty set U C X — V(N') such that for all
different simple points P; € U, 1 <i < s, the point ( <> N NPy N---NPy € H(k) fulfills
the condition p(()=C. If T=NNQ,N---NQ,, Q; is Pi-primary, P; distinct points in
X (k) such that T defines a point & € H(k), then (&) = &.
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PROOF. If Q1 N---NQ, = R, then N/ NNR =P, N/NNQ;. f N/NNQ; has the
length p;, then > | p; = s. Choose distinct simple points Pij celU,1 <7< pu,1<i<r.
Then P/()\) := P,+ A\(P/ —P,) is in U for almost all A € k and £()\) < NN, P/(\) € H(k)
for almost all A. Then &, := limy_, &(A) € H(k) and the corresponding ideal is N'N Ry N
--+N R,, where R; is P;-primary and N'/N N R; has the length ;. By Proposition B.1] one
has f(§) = f(&). By assumption one has f(p&(N\)) = f(£(N)) for almost all A and because
f and ¢ are continuous f(¢(&)) = f(&) follows. Using Lemma we get f(p(§)) =

f((&0)) = (&) = f(E) U

Let be Z «» € € U(t), T' 1= T + tOx(—1)/tOx(—1), Ty ¢+ & = limyoo(\)E. Let
(Z')* € Ox be the ideal generated by Z'. Then Zy = (Z')* N Rg and Ry is (z,y, z)-primary
(cf. Appendix [G, Lemma [G.3). The CM-part (Z')* fulfills the assumption of Lemma [6.3]
and by Lemma [6.4] we get:

PROPOSITION 6.1. If £ € U(t), then p(&) = &o for all p € N. O

6.4. Limits of image points

Let £ € U(t) be a closed point and C' C X the corresponding curve. Let be P €
Ck)—=V(t)and P# Py=(0:0:0:1). Then

LEMMA 6.5. (a) @oe(a(X)P) P Py .
—
(b) { Pone(c(N)P) } is a line in X through P.

Proor. 1° We modify the proof of Lemma and use the same notations. We first
treat the case £ <+ J*N P N---N P,, where J C Oy has the Hilbert function ¢. Then
J € U = Hy (closure in Hy). Now H, is a rational variety (see [G3| proof of the
theorem on page 544]), hence there is a connected curve A, which connects the point
in Hy, which corresponds to J, to a point in U. Hence J, <+ b € U forall b € A —
{ finitely many points } =: B. Hence F :=J{V(J;) | b€ B} is a surface in X. Let be
P, € X —(CUF) s distinct, simple points. Then J;*N Py N---N P; fulfills the assumptions
of Lemma [6.3] for all b € B. It follows that

B={J, nPNn---NP|beB} CH

is a connected curve, which contains £. If b € B, then Py, = (0:0:0:1) € V(J; N
PNn---NPk)ie JFNPN---NP C (z,y,2). As this is a closed condition, P, €
C, < n for all n € B, hence B* := {(n, ) |[n€ B} C Cis a closed curve, such that
B* ~ ¢C5 + 1CF + qoC + 0 - L*. Tt follows that ¢(B*) = { (p(n), ¢,(»)) [ ne B} CC
is a curve in C without an L*-component, hence ¢, (/%) is independent of n € B. If
n< JSNP N---NP;and b € B, then ¢(n) = n by Lemma [6.3 hence 1 induces an
automorphism of |C,| = (C))rea as a set of closed points in X, which is described by
p = y(p). If b€ B, then |C,)| consists of d distinct lines ¢4, ..., ¢4, which all run through
Py, and points P, ¢ J¢;. It follows that ¢, permutes the points and lines and hence
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©,(Py) = Py. As has been noted above, ¢, (Fp) is independent of n € B, hence ¢, () = P
for all n € B, hence p¢(Fp) = .

2° Let now be Z <+ £ € U(t). Then &, := limy ,g0(A\)§ <> J N'R, where J = (Z')* and
R is Py = (x,y, z)-primary with length(J/Z) =: s (see Appendix [G]). We take s different
simple points P; € X —V(J) and put P;(\) = Py + A(P; — Fy). Then n(\) «> TN P(A\)N
-+ N Py(X\) € H(k) for almost all A € k. If C = {n(\) }, then C* = { (n(\), R) } € C
is a curve without L*-component, hence ¥(C*) = { (v(n),¢,(Fp)) |n € C} also has no
L*-component. This means that ¢, (%) is independent of n € C. But n(\) fulfills the
assumption of Part 1°, hence ¢, (F)) = Py for all n € C. If & := limy_,on(\), then & € C,
hence ¢¢, () = B.

3° Now by construction & <« J N Ry, where Ry is Py-primary and J/J N Ry has
length s, hence & = & by Proposition 3.1l By Lemma the points & and & can be
connected by a curve D ~ v - Cy. It follows that f(n) = f(&) for all n € D, hence the
ideal Z,, <+ n has the same CM-part J for all n € D, hence D* :={ (n,F) |[ne D} CC
is a curve without L*-component. It follows that ¢(D*) = { (¢(n), ¢,(Fo)) | n € D } has
no L*-component, too. It follows that ¢, (%) is independent of n € D. Now ¢¢, () = Py
by Part 2°, hence ¢,(Fy) = F for all n € D, thus ¢¢,(FP) = B.

4°If P € C — V(t) then
(o€, a(N)P) = (9o (N, pope(P)) — ¢ (lim (a(NE, (A P))

A—=0 A—0
= (&0, Fo) = (¢(&0) e (Fo)) = (¢(o0), Fo)
by Part 3°. Hence one gets (a).

5°IfC:={o(NE}, PeC—V(t) and P # Py, then C* := { (c(N\)&,a(N)P) }~ has
the L*-component 1-L*, hence ¢(C*) ~ C* has the same L*-component. Applying k, shows
that { @sne(0(A)P) }~ C X is a line, which runs through Py, because of Part (a). O



CHAPTER 7

Automorphisms of H and the Hilbert—Chow morphism

The aim of this chapter is to show:

THEOREM 7.1. If h : H — P is the Hilbert—-Chow morphism, then for all £ € H(k) and
all normed morphisms ¢ of H one has h(p(&)) = h().

7.1. Notations

N denotes the group of all normed automorphisms of H; N is normalized by any
g € G := GL(4,k); | — | denotes the set of points, where “point” means “closed point”;
S =klz,y,2,t], X =ProjS; and G,, acts by c(\) : x — 2, y =y, 2+ 2, t = AL

If C C X isacurve and P € X — C, then the cylinder Z(P,C) is defined to be the
union of all lines in X, which join a point in C' with P. Each £ € H(k) corresponds to
a curve C' C X, and we write £ <> C; U ---U C,. U {points}, where C; are the irreducible
components of dimension 1, (C;)eqa = V(p;), pi C S graded prime ideal, C; has degree d;
and multiplicity p;, {points} denotes the 0-dimensional components, embedded or not. A
linear form ¢ € S; is very general for C, if V/(¢) NV (p;) consists of d; simple points P;; of
multiplicity u;, P; ¢ C' — C;, and P,; ¢ {points} for all ¢ and j.

In the same way we write ¢(§) <+ D = Dy U---U D, U {points}, D, the 1-dimensional
components of multiplicity v;.

7.2. The irreducible components

7.2.1. We want to show that {|C;|} = {|D;|} and assume that there is an index ¢
such that C; ¢ D. (For simplicity we write C, D, C;, D; instead of |C|, |D|, |Ci|, |D;l
etc.) Without restriction we assume C; ¢ D, hence C] := Cy — D is open in C}.

Then there is a point P € X — (C'U D) such that Z(P, D) N C} = . Then one can find
¢ € Sy such that ¢ is very general for C and P;; € Ci N V(¢) for 1 < j < d;. (The set of
such ¢ € S; forms a Zariski-dense subset of S;.)

Let 7w be the projection from P onto V(¢). According to Appendix [A] 7 is defined by
a G,,-operation 7(\) and one can find a g € G, such that g(¢) =t, g(P) = P = (0:0:
0:1) and 7(\) = g7'o(\)g. From the assumptions follows that £ is not invariant under
the G,,-operation 7(\) and one obtains the following curves in H: C = {7(A\){}™ and
D = { pr(N)E }. If one applies g, one obtains the curves

g(C) ={o(N)g&} and g(D)={geg'gr(NE} ={po(N)g&} ™,
81
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where ¢ := gpg~! € N. Put € := g(£) & g(C) =: C.
Then

9(D) = go(C) = gpg'g(C) = ¢(C) +» go(&) = @) -

Now

h@(E)) = h(€) < hlgpg ' g€) = h(g(€)) & h(gp(&)) = h(gé)
& gh(e(§)) = gh(§) < h(w(&)) = h(§) for all p € N

Hence it suffices to show the assertion for € and all ¢ € N. Now clearly ¢ is very general
for C, and as ¢(Z(P, D)) = Z(g(P), g(D)), g(C), g(D), t fulfill all assumptions as before.
Hence we can assume P = Py, ¢ = t and the projection is defined by the G,,-operation
o(A). By construction Py; ¢ Z 1= Z (P, D), 1 < j <d;.

7.2.2. Let be £ <+ Z. Then & = limyo0(N\)¢ < Zy = (Z')* N Ry, where (Z')* is
the CM-part of Zy and Rg is (x,y, z)-primary (see Appendix [G)). Hence the curve Cy >
o contains the line ¢1;, 1 < j < dy, which connects P;; and P, (at the moment the
multiplicities are irrelevant). Let be Dy <> ¢@o(A)§. Then D = D; and C = C;. Now ¢
defines an automorphism 1 of C, which induces an isomorphism |C| ~ |D| denoted by
p — @e(p). If p runs through the points of C, then ¢¢(p) runs through the points of D,
and the same holds true for C, and D, for all A\ € P'. From Lemma it follows that all
curves D, lie on the cylinder Z = Z (P, D). By Proposition one has ¢(&) = &, hence
|Col = |Do|. But by construction, the lines ¢;; C |Cy| do not lie on Z, contradiction.

It follows that each C;(k) is equal to a D;(k). As C'(k) ~ D(k), one has:
ConcrusioN 7.1. { Ci(k) } = { Di(k) }. O

As the triple (o(\)C, Py, t) fulfills the same assumptions as (C, Py, t) for all A € k*,
Ci(k) = Dy(k) except isolated points. Hence the same is true for A = oo, and because of

(&) = & one gets:

CONCLUSION 7.2. With the exception of isolated points Cy(k) = Dy (k) for all A € P!,
and all the curves lie on the cylinder Z(Fy, C) = Z(Fy, D). O

7.3. The multiplicities

Choose ¢ € S very general for C and D. Then again ¢ = t without restriction.
As o(&) = & (Proposition B) and & € U(t), there is an open set T C P! such that
0 €T and po(N)§ € U(t) for all A € T. Let r be the restriction morphism defined by ¢
(cf. Appendix [G). Then A — r(po(\)€) defines a morphism T° — Hilb?(P?), i.e. a closed
subscheme Y C P2 x;, T over T, such that for all A € T

Y@k =DnV(E)=[C\NnV()={F;|1<i<r,1<j<d}.
It follows that Y = [[Y;;, Yi; flat over T
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Now the multiplicity of P;; in Dy N V() is equal to the Hilbert polynomial of Y;;, and
this is equal to a constant c;;, independent of A.

From @o(N)E — (&), it follows that r(pa(N)E) — r(¢(&)). Now by Lemma B.T],
from (&) = &o it follows that r(¢(&)) = r(&). But as r(&) = limyor(a(A)E) = 7(£),
it follows that ¥ ® k(0) <> r(§). By construction r(§) <> () Qij, Qi is Pij-primary with
multiplicity p;. The points P;;, 1 < j < d; lie on |D;| = |C}|, hence the multiplicity of D,
is equal to the multiplicity of C;. It follows that h(po(AN)€) = h(§) for all A € T', hence for
all A € P! and h(p(€)) = h(£) follows.



CHAPTER 8

Automorphisms of H and the tautological morphism

8.1. Preliminaries

The so called tautological morphism f,, : H — P is defined by the globally generated
line bundle M, ', @ M,,, if n > d. If n = d, we wrote f instead of f,, but for simplification
we now write f instead of f,, if n > d is any number. We denote h the Hilbert-Chow
morphism H — P. The normed automorphism ¢ of H induces an automorphism v of the
universal curve C. We again suppose d > 6.

We write S = k[x,y, z,t] and X = ProjS. In order to avoid formulas of too awkward
size, we often write S = Alz,y, 2,t], X = Proj(S® A) etc., if A is a k-algebra. The letter T’
stands for P}, or an open subset of Pi. G, operates by o(\) 1 x +— z, y >y, 2 — z, t — AL

Let N be the subgroup of all normed automorphisms of H. An essential property of N
is g7INg = N for all g € G := Auty(S)).

As usual the idea is to produce, by means of a suitable projection, for a point £ € H(k)
a curve C C H (respectively curves C* C C). If ¢ € N, then [C] = [¢(C)] (respectively
[C*] = [¥(C*)]) by Proposition 1] and Proposition (This is the reason why one has
to require d > 6.) More concretely, the procedure goes as follows: Let be ¢ € H(k) and
C' C X the corresponding curve. Choose a point P ¢ C and ¢ € Sy such that P ¢ V ({)
and ¢ is general for C. Take g € G such that g(¢) =t and g(P) = Pb=(0:0:0:1)
and put g(¢) = £&. By Lemma one has @(£) = € for all ¢ € N < ¢ lpg€ = ¢ for all
p €N p)=¢ forall p € N. Hence we can assume that £ € U(t) and Py ¢ C' + &.

Let be £ <» T C Ox and take any ¢ € k[z,y, z]; such that ¢ is not a zero-divisor of Ox/Z
(the set of such linear forms is dense in k[z, y, 2];). Then t+al is not a zero-divisor of Ox /7
for almost all « € k. Define u, € Gby x — x, y — vy, 2 — 2, t — t+al. Then one still has
Py & ua(C) and uy(§) € U(t) for almost all € k. By Corollary[A.2 of Appendix[Althe G,,,-
isotropy of h(us(&)) is trivial for almost all « € k, i.e. a(A)h(ua(€)) = h(ua(§)) = A = 1.

Take any such a and put & = u(€). If we can prove ¢(€) = ¢ for all ¢ € N, the
same argumentation as before shows p(£) = £ for all ¢ € N. Hence we can assume that
¢ € H(k) is “adapted” in the following sense:

DEFINITION 2. A point £ € H(k) is adapted, if £ € U(t), Bp=(0:0:0:1) € C < ¢
and h(&) has trivial G,,-isotropy.
84
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So we assume from Section 8.2]to Section R.6.2that ¢ is adapted, but from Section [R.6.3]
we do not need this assumption.

If &€ € H(k), then & = limyo0(A\)¢ € H(k) and € € U(t) < & € U(t) (see Appen-
dix [G). If M C X is any set, |M| denotes the set of its closed points. For example, if
C C X is a curve, in order to simplify the notation, we write |C| instead of C(k), etc.
If C € H is a curve, one can write [C] = ¢(C) - [Cs] + ¢ (C) - [C1] + qo(C) - [Co] where
¢;(C) € N (cf. Theorem [L2)). If £ € H(k) and C := { o(N\)& }, then ¢; (&) := ¢;(C) is called
the complezity of & with regard to C; (see Appendix [F]).

8.2. Composition series of ideal sheaves

8.2.1. Preliminaries. Let be T' =P}, £ € H(k), a : T — H the uniquely determined
extension of the morphism A\ — o(A\)E, A € k*.
We put £(N) = a(N)E, £(0) = limyga(N)E, &(00) = limy o 0(N)E. The image of « is the
curve C={&N) | A e T} ={o(N)E&| A€ k*}” C H, which, at the same time, is a curve
in X x T, flat over T. C is defined by an ideal Z C Oxxr and Z(\) :=Z @7 k(A) <> £(N).
There is a filtration
(8.1) 0=M’cC---c M'=0x/1(1)
such that, possibly after renumbering,
(8.2) MYUMTE >~ £i(S/p)(—di), 1<i<r,
and for the remaining indices
(8.3) MM~ gi(S/P)(—e) .
Here f; and g; are forms in S of degree d; respectively e;; p; C S is a graded prime ideal,
which defines a curve in X, and P, C S is a prime ideal, which is generated by a 3-
dimensional linear subspace of Sy, i.e. P; is a point in X (k). And in order to simplify the
notation, we delete ~ (sheafification).
If P, = Proj k[z,y|, then we write k[ = k[z/y], i.e. k(\) = k[z/y]/(x/y — N), if we
take \ as a parameter in k.
If we apply o(A) to eq. (BI)), then we get a filtration of Oxyr/Z(X) over T = Spec k[\]
with quotients

(8.4) [iM(S@T/o(N)pi)(—di), 1<i<r,
(8.5) gi(M(S @ T/a(M)P)(=ei),
where f;(A) = o(A)fi, gi(A) = c(N)g; are forms in S ® k[A] of degree d; respectively e;.

8.2.2. Applying an automorphism. In the following considerations ¢ is any normed
automorphism of H. 8 : T — H is defined by A — ©£(A). The image of § is the curve
D :=p(C)={wr(NE|X€k*} . One can conceive D as a curve in X x T, flat over T,
which is defined by an ideal J C Ox .
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Now we replace P; by a suitable small open affine subset 7' = Spec A C P} — { 0,0 },
A = k[N, f € k[A] — (0) and for simplicity write X, J, S, etc. instead of X x T, J ® Or,
S ® A, etc. Then by the lemma in Appendix [El we get a filtration

(8.6) 0=M"C---CM' =0x/T
such that the quotients have the form:

(8.7) fi(S/pi)(=t:), 1<i<s,
and for the remaining indices

(8.8) 9i(S/Pi)(=mi).

Here all quotients are flat over T' = Spec A; p; C S is a graded prime ideal, which defines a
curve in X, P; C S is a graded prime ideal, generated by a subbundle £; C S} (= S1® A!)
of rank 3; and f; and g; are forms in S (= S ® A!) of degree ¢; respectively m;.

Let gy N---N g, NR be a reduced primary decomposition of J (= J ® A!), where g;
is primary to p; with multiplicity v;, and R is the punctual part, i.e. R is the intersection
of ideals, which are primary to associated primes of Ox/J and occur among the P; in
eq. (B8). If P; occurs in eq. (BS), then J C P; (cf. [H1l Prop. 7.4, p. 50]).

As one can choose T sufficiently small, all quotients are flat over 1" and f; and g;
generate subbundles of S, ® A, and Ox /R is flat over T" with constant Hilbert polynomial.
Hence dimy, |V(R)| < 1.

Put D :=D ® Op. Then
(8.9) 1Dl =JIVE)IUIV(R) UM,
where M C |X x T| is a finite set. Now @&(A) <> Dy = D ® k() by definition and
Dy C X ® k() = P? is defined by J()\) := J @ k(N).

Let be £ = o(1)§ +» Z(1) = ()¢ N R a reduced primary decomposition, ¢; primary to
a p; as in eq. (82) with multiplicity p;, and R the punctual part. It follows

=WVl {r},

where { P, } is a finite set of isolated points in |V (R)|, which therefore are among the P;
of ®3). It follows that

& =WV (ep)| U {o(VP ).
Because of |D,| >~ |Cy| and h(&(N)) = h(p€(A)) (cf. Thm. [T)) it follows that
DAl = JIV(eNp)lU { eeyo(NE }
where the ¢y (0(X)P;) again are different isolated points (as |Dy| ~ [C|).

Suppose there is a P;, which really occurs, e.g. P;. Then C; = { (£()), ( )P} CcC
is a curve with L*-component 1- L*. Then D} = ¢(Cj) = { (9¢(N), pepy(c(M\)P1)) } C C
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has the L*-component 1- L*, too. Hence k(Dj) = { ¢¢(c(A)P1) } isaline Ly C X. In
any case one has

DeOor|=JIDil = UUIV (M) UL U UL, UE,
A

where A runs through 7', /; C X are lines minus finitely many points, E finite set of points
(possibly there are no such lines and E = ().

If one takes A as a variable, then o(\)p; =: p; is a graded prime ideal in S ® A and the
set of its closed points |V (p;)| C |X x T is equal to J, [V(a(X)p;)]. It follows that

(8.10) D& Or| =JIV(p)|UHU-- UL, UE.

Comparing eq. (8.9) and eq. (8.10), it follows that { p; } = { p; }, hence
(8.11) (S ® A/pi) @ k(A) = S/ (A)p;
Because of h(¢p(&(N))) = h(£(XN)) the prime ideal o(\)p; occurs in the filtration of Ox /Z(\)

as many times as in the filtration of Ox/J(\) and r = s.

Put I = @ HX,Z(n)) and J = @ H°(X,J(n)). The essential point is: Although
the f; and g; and their degrees in ([84) & (83) respectively (8.7) & (8:8) do not agree, one
obtains (with the abbreviation S =S ® A):

(det(S/1)p-1)"" @ det(S/I), =
| @5/ ()p)ma-) & det(5/(Np)ma| @ { @ S1/7 L}

1

(8.12)

where L; C k[x,y, z,t]; is a 3-dimensional subspace and P; = (L;) the generated ideal.
(det(S/J)n_1)"t @ det(S/J), =

| R)(et(S/7(Npidn—ei1) ™ @ det(S/o(Npide,| @ {®51 /L)

1

(8.13)

where £; C Alz,y, z,t]; is a rank 3-subbundle and P; = (£;). Now (S/c(A)p;i), is globally
generated on 7" by the monomials in S, hence det(S/a(\)p;), can be extended to a uniquely
determined line bundle on P}.. The same is true for S;/L; and S;/o()\)L;. The extensions
of [®---]in eq. (RI2) and eq. (RI3J) to line bundles on P} are denoted by A, resp. A,.
The extensions of {®-- -} to line bundles on P} are denoted by B resp. B. Hence

(8.14) (det(S/1),-1) " ® det(S/1), = A, ® B,

(8.15) (det(S/J)n 1) @ det(S/J), = A, ® B.

We now write U = SpecA and T = P;. Let \g € U, {y = po(X)¢ and Dy =
{o(A)Go }_1. Then instead of eq. (812) one gets:

(8.16) (det(S/T(No))n-1) " @ det(S/ (X)) = A @ B(N).
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where

Let P;(\) be the prime ideal generated by £;(\) = £; ® k(\); let P;(A) be the prime ideal
generated by o(A\;')Li(Ao). Then P;(A) is a closed point on Dy and P;()\) is a closed
point on o(A\; 1) Dy,

Case 1. P;()) is independent of A < (£; ® k(A\g)) = Pi(No) is fixed under the G,,-
operation a(\).

CASE 2. P;()\) depends on A. Then P;(\) moves on a line and the intersection number
(of the extension) of S; ® A/a(ANg')Li(No) with T = P! is equal to 1.

Assumption A(0): Until the end of Section the curve C' <> ¢ € H(k) has no
isolated point.

N.B. Hence Cy <> 0(A)€ and D <> po(\)€ have no isolated points, for all A € T' = P;.

Suppose that P;(\) really occurs, but is independent of A, i.e. P;(A) = Py forall A € U.
As |C\| = |D,| for all A € T = P! by Theorem [T}, it follows that Py € Cy for all A € U,
hence for all A € T'=P!. But then Py = Py = (0:0:0:1) or Py € V(t). From this one
deduces:

CONCLUSION 8.1. Let be T'=TP}. Then (B()\)-T) < (B-T) and equality if and only
if, for each index 7, one of the following cases occurs:

1. {Pi(N) | A € T} consists of one and the same point either equal to Py = (0:0:0: 1)
or lying on £ = V(t).
2. {P(N\)} isalinein X and { P;(\) }~ is a line in X. O

8.3. Additional assumption

Let be T =P., U = Spec A as in Section B2
Assumption A()\g): \g € U = Spec A and in Conclusion 8. one has equality.

8.3.1. Suppose A(0) and A()\g) are fulfilled. Because of |Cy| >~ |D,/|, for all A € k*,
the curve D, has no isolated points. The assumption A()\g) implies that either P;(\) is
a single point, independent of A, or P;(\) moves on a line ¢;. We consider this last case.
Now P;(A) € |D,| and |Cy| = |D,| for all A € U (cf. Thm. [). It follows that P;(\) moves
on a line ¢;, which lies on the cylinder over 7(Cy) = m(D;), where 7 is the projection from
Py onto E =V (t), defined by o()A). Hence ¢; is a line through the point F.

Now by assumption (c.f. Section BI) Py € C, hence a line through P, intersects the
curve C' in at most finitely many points. Let be £; N |C1| = { R, }, R, € X (k) distinct
from each other. Because of o(\)C; = C) one gets £; N |Cy| = { a(MN)R, }; as [Ca] = |D,] it
follows that ¢; N |Dy| = {o(A\)R, } for all A € U.
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Suppose Pi(Ag) = 0(Ag)R; and [ := { A€ U| |A— | <e}. Choose ¢ € R so that
{oNR, [ Axel}n{o(NR, | A€} =0forall p#v. As P;(\) continuously depends
on A, from P;(Ag) = o(Ao)R; it follows that P;(\) = o(A)R; for all A € I, hence
(8.17) Pi(\) = c(AgHPi(No) forall A€ U.

CoNcLUSION 8.2. If A(0) and A(\g) are fulfilled:

(a) Li(\) == L; @ k(\) = a(Mg1)Li(\o) for all i and all X € U.

(b) f B:=@; 51 @T/L;, T =P}, then B(A\) :== B® k(A) = @] S1/a(A\;")Li(N) for all
refT.
Here a(0)L;(Ao) := lim a(A)L;(Ng) and o(00)L;(Ag) := )\11_>I1010 a(AN)Li(No). O

A—0

8.4. The morphisms «, 3, v

8.4.1. LetbeT =P, —{0,00} and a : P* — H, 3 : P' — H, defined as in R2.1]
resp. by A = £(A) = a(A){ resp. B = poa. If A\g € T (not necessarily Ay € U),
then v : P* — H is defined by \ U()\)\O) (0(Xo)€). The injectivity of « follows from
the assumption in Section BIL If o(AN; (o (Ao)€) = a(urgt)e(a(No)€), applying h and
using Theorem [T1] gives o(A)h(§) = o(p)h(€), hence A = u. It follows that «, 5, are
injective.

As we had put (o = ¢o(A\g)§ and Dy = { a(AA;")(o } , the argumentation also shows:

deg(h|C) = deg(h|D) = deg(h|Dy) =1 and h(C) = h(D) = h(Dy).
If
Dy ~ q2(Dy) - Ca + q1(Dyo) - C1 + qo(Dy) - Co,
then
(Do) = 0x(D) - [1(Cs) = [h(C)] = @2(C)[A(C)],
and ditto with D instead of Dy. Finally we can interpret eq. (8&I4)—eq. (8I0) by means of
a, 3,7 and we get:

CoNcLUSION 8.3. Even if A(0) or A(\g) is not assumed, one has for every \g € T' =
- {Oa OO}:

(a) a|T, B|T, ~|T are injective,

(b) ©2(C) = ¢2(D) = q2(Dy),

(c) A, @B =a*(M;},oM,); A, @B = p*(M,;},®@M,) and A, ® B(\)) = v* (M}, ®
M,) . O
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8.4.2. Let be T =P}. Then Conclusion R1] gives

(An-T)+ (B(Xo) - T) = (A, @ B(Xo) - T) = (v*M, L, @ M, - T)
= deg(7) - (M1, ® My, - Do) = q2(Do)(n — d + 1) + q1 (Do)
<A T)+B-T)=(A@B-T)= (M1, oM, -T)
= deg(B) - (M2, @ M,, - B(T)) = (M}, @ M,, - D)
=@(D)(n—d+1)+q(D).

We sum up:

LEMMA 8.1. (a) Without assuming A(0) or A(\o), for each \g € T =P}, — {0,000} one
has:
a|T, BIT, y|T are injective, ¢2(C) = q2(D) = q2(Do) and ¢1(Do) < ¢1(D).
(b) If A(0) is supposed and T := P}, the following statements are equivalent:
(i) A(Xo) is fulfilled, i.e. (B(Xo)-T) = (B-T).
(ii) q1(Do) = 1 (D).
(iii) The line bundles B = @751 @ T/L; and B(X\) = @; S1 @ T/a(A")Li(Ao) on
T are indentical, 1.e.
Li(N) =L @k(A) = (Mg Li(No) for all X € T and all 4.
(c) If n > d, denote by f the tautological morphism, which is defined by M 1, @ M,,.
If A(0) is fulfilled and A(Xo) is fulfilled by an element \g € U, then f(D) = f(Dy).

PROOF. (a) has just been stated before, and in Part (b) the equivalence of (i) and
(ii) follows from the preceding computation. If we assume (i), then (iii) follows from
Conclusion B2 and (iii) = (i) is trivial. As to Part (c), as A, @B®k(\) = A, Q@B(\)®k(N)
by Conclusion B2, one has f(po(M\)€) = f(a(ANg')¢) for all X in an open subset of T,
hence (c) follows. O

We still suppose A(0) and A()\g). By Lemma RIk), for A € k* there is a yu € P! and
for ;€ k* there is a A € P! such that

(8.18) flea(A)g) = flo(u)ea(X)S)

and hence h(po(N)€) = h(o(p)pa(Ag)E). We show that then p (resp. A) is in k*, too: If
p=0or =00, then (/e = o(1)p(c(Ao)§) would be fixed by G,,,, hence h((y/) would be
fixed by G,,,, as h is G,,-equivariant. It would follow that h(pco(N)E) = h(a(N)E) = a(N)h(E)
is invariant under G,,, and hence h(¢§) would be invariant under G,,, which is not the case
by assumption (cf. Section 81]). On the other hand, if one starts with p € k£* and supposes
A=0or A = o0, then

h(&ojoc) = M(0(M)€0,00) = T(A)N(E0/0c) = (M0 (1) 0T (X0)E)
= o(Aw)h(po(X)8) = a(Au)h(o (X)) = a(Aude)h(§)  for all A e k™.

Then h(&) again would be G,,-fixed. We get
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CONCLUSION 8.4. If in eq. (8I8) A € k* (resp. pn € k*), then pu € k* (resp. A € k*).
U

We draw further consequences: As h is equivariant with respect to G,, and ¢ leaves
invariant the fibers of A (cf. Thm. [I1]), one has h(pa(N)E) = h(a(N)E) = a(A)h(€) and
h(o(p)po(Xo)€) = a(puro)h(€), hence A = pXg, and eq. (8I8) can be written as
(8.19) floa(N)E) = fFla(MAgH)pa(X)é)  for all A € P,

I£ X = 1, one gets f(p(€)) = F(o (A )po(M)€), hence f(e(N(€)) = e )er (M)
for all A.

CONCLUSION 8.5. Assume that A(0) and A()\g) are fulfilled. Put € :== {a(N)p(§) }~.
Then

(a) fle(N)e(€)) = flpo(N)E) for all A € P,

(b) f| D and 1l £ is injective,

(c) (&) = q;(§) fori=1,2.
PROOF. (a) follows from eq. (819)) and the foregoing computation.

(b) follows by the same argumentation as in Section B.4.1] as the isotropy of (&) = h(p(&))
is trivial by assumption.

(c) follows from Lemma BTk, if i = 2.
Write

C~q@Ci+qC+q@Ci~D and &~ pCs+ piCr+ poCh.
Let be g : H — P the morphism defined by £ = M, ® M,,, n > d. By Corollary B.2]

the restrictions g| D and g| £ are injective, too.

Hence
@2(L-Co) + qi(L - Ch) + go(L - Co) = (L£-C)
= (L-D)=(f"0p(1) - D) = (Op(1) - (D)) = (Op(1) - f(£))
= (L&) =pa(L-Cy) +pi(L-Cr) +po(L - Co).
It follows that ga(n —d + 1) + ¢ = p2(n —d + 1) + p1, hence ¢ = p. O

8.5. Eliminating the assumption A()\;)

We now consider the case that A(0) is fulfilled but A()\g) is not fulfilled for any Ay € U.

Let be V' := B(U); this is an open non-empty subset of D and from Lemma R it
follows that ¢;(¢) < ¢1(D) for all { € V.

Suppose there is 79 €D=D — { ¢(&), ¢(£x) } such that ¢1(D) < q1(n0). As q2(n) = g2(1o)
for all n €D by Lemma Bl from Conclusion in Appendix [ it follows that there is

an open neighborhood V; of 1y in D such that ¢;(D) < ¢1(no) < q1(n) for all n € V. As
V NV, # 0, this gives a contradiction.
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It follows that ¢,(¢) < (D) for all ¢ €D. Now from ¢;(D) = ¢:(C) = ¢:(€) follows
that

(8.20) 0(C) < q(€) forall D .
CONCLUSION 8.6. Assume A(0) is fulfilled, but if Ay € U, then A()g) is not fulfilled.
Then ¢1((£)) < qu(§)- i

From Conclusion and Conclusion one obtains:

CoNcrLUusION 8.7. Assume A(0). Then either ¢;(¢(€)) = q1(§) or ¢1(v(§)) < ¢1(§).
U

Let £ <+ C and ¢(&) <» D. As C(k) and D(k) are isomorphic, D has no isolated points.
As h(p(€)) = h(&) by Theorem [7.1], t is general for D and () fulfills the assumptions
of Section Bl Hence from Conclusion B.7] applied to ¢~! and ¢(€) instead of ¢ and &
it follows that q1(9™'¢(€)) = qu(@(£)) or a1(¢™¢(8)) < a(p(§)) Le. ai(§) = alp(§)) or
7:1(§) < qu(p(§)). It follows that 1 (p(£)) = q1(£).

LEMMA 8.2. Assume A(0). Then one has:

(a) ¢i(p(&)) = @(§) if i =1,2.
(b) fle(N)p(§)) = flpa(N)E) for all A € P,

PROOF. (a) has just been proved. If there were no Ay € U such that A(\g) is true,
then Conclusion gives q1(¢(&)) < q1(§), contradicting (a). Then (b) follows from
Conclusion R . O

8.6. The restriction morphism
It is defined by r: U(t) — H? = Hilbd(IP’z), IT—T =T+t0x(—-1)/tOx(-1).

8.6.1. Let & € H(k) be adapted. We assume A(0). As & € U(t) and ¢(&) = & by
Proposition [6.1] it follows that po(A\)¢ € U(t) for almost all A € k, including A = 0. By
Lemma B2 f(a(N)¢(€)) = f(ea(N)E), hence from Lemma Bl it follows that

r(@(€)) = r(a(Ne(€)) = r(pa(N)€) ——= r((&)) = (&) = (£) -

CONCLUSION 8.8. If £ € H(k) is adapted, A(0) is fulfilled, ¢ € N, £ < Z, p(§) < J,
then 7/ = J'. O

8.6.2. Let £ «+» C be as before. As P = (0:0:0:1) ¢ C, the ideal (x,y, z) is
not associated to Z. Put R = k[x,y, 2] and let be L the set of £ € R; such that ¢ is
not in any associated prime of Z. Then L is Zariski-open in R;. Fix ¢ € L and define
Uy T =2, Yy+—y, 2+ 2, t =t —al. Then for almost all o € k, including o =0, t + af
is general for &, i.e. t + af is not in any associated prime of Z, i.e. one has u, (&) € U(t).
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As Py is fixed by u,, one has By € u,(C). Finally from Corollary in Appendix [Al it
follows that h(us(£)) has trivial G,,-isotropy, hence u,(¢) is adapted for all « € A, where
A is a set, which depends on & and ¢ and is equal to & minus finitely many elements. If

a € A, then by Conclusion B8 one has r(us(£)) = r(puq(§)) for all ¢ € N.

8.6.3. In Section 8] we started from an arbitrary n € H(k), took a suitable g € G =
GL(4, k) to get an adapted & = g(n). It follows that

r(uag(n)) = r(puag(n)) = r(uagg " uy ' vuq.g(n)) foral g € N,
hence

r(uag(n)) = r(uage(n))
for all p € N. If n <> Z, p(n) +> J, this equation can be written as

uag(Z) = uag(J) mod t,

which is equivalent to
IT=J mod g lu l(t).

Now { g7 u_'(t) } is a Zariski-dense set of linear forms in P(S;), and one obtains:

CONCLUSION 8.9. Let ¢ € H(k) be any point such that the curve C' « ¢ has no
isolated points. If ¢ is any normed automorphism and £ <+ Z and ¢(§) <> J are the ideals
corresponding to & resp. ¢(§), then Z+4 (Ox(—1)/lOx(—1) = T +Ox(—1)/tOx(—1) for
all linear forms ¢ in a Zariski-dense subset of S;. ]

N.B. In this conclusion, there is no assumption that ¢ is adapted, so in the rest of this
Chapter [§ € is not assumed to be adapted.

8.6.4. We need a simple general lemma and first have to introduce some notations.
Let be S = k[z,y, z,t]. We say a statement is true for Zariski-many linear forms ¢ € Sy,
if there is a set L C S, which is dense in S; ~ A? in the Zariski-topology, such that the
statement is true for all £ € L.

Let be X = Proj S and Z C Oy an ideal, and ¢ € S; — 0. We write Z € U({), if £ is
a non-zero divisor of Ox /Z, or equivalently, if £ does not lie in an associated prime ideal
of Ox/I. We write ' = T + {Ox(—1)/tOx(—1) only if Z € U(¢). If T C Ox is an ideal,
which defines a curve C' C X, then one can write Z = N N'R, where N is a CM-ideal and
R is the punctual part. We write N' = CM(Z).

LEMMA 8.3. Let be Z,J C Ox two ideals, which define curves in X. If T' = J' for
Zariski-many £ € Sy, then the CM-parts of T and J are equal.

PrOOF. Put M = { K C Ox |Z' = J' = K' for Zariski-many ¢ € S; }. Let M € M
be a maximal element. Then Z + J C M and M is a CM-ideal. The sequence

0 — (Ox/M)(=1) -5 Ox /M — Oy JM' — 0
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where Y := Proj(S/¢S(—1)), is exact for Zariski-many ¢, and M’ =7'. If P(n) = dn—g+1
and p(n) = én — v+ 1 are the Hilbert polynomials of Ox /Z respectively of Ox /M, then
from p(n) —p(n—1) =0 = dif n > 0 it follows that P(n)—p(n) = ¢ is a constant > 0, and
M /T has the Hilbert polynomial ¢. Thus M/Z is artinian and we can write Z = M NR,
R the punctual part. In the same way we get 7 = M NS, S the punctual part. O

8.6.5. We apply Lemma R3] to the situation of Conclusion and we get:

LEMMA 8.4. Let £ € H(k) be a point such that the curve C <> & has no isolated points.
Let be p € N and I < & and J < p(§). Then the CM-parts of T and J are equal. O

PROPOSITION 8.1. If¢ € H(k) and Z < £ is a CM-ideal, then (&) = & for all normed
automorphisms ¢ of H.

PROOF. From Lemma [84]it follows that ¢(§) <+ J = ZN'R, where R is the punctual
part of 7. As the Hilbert polynomials of Z and J are equal, it follows that Z = 7. O

REMARK. In Corollary [8.] there is a more general formulation of Proposition 8.1l

8.7. Eliminating the assumption A(0)

8.7.1. First step. The isolated points are simple points.
This means we can write £ <> Z = Ky N'R where the curve Cy defined by Ky C Ox has
no isolated points and the subscheme of X defined by R consists of s simple points P; not
on Cy. Choose a fixed point Py € C and put P;(A\) = Py + AM(P, — Fy). If Py is general
enough, then Z(\) := Ko ()] Pi(A\) defines a curve C, C X with Hilbert polynomial P(n)
for all A € U, where U C T := P} is open and non-empty. Then A — Z(\) defines a map
U — H, which uniquely extends to a map a : T" — H, which is injective on U. Denote
EN) =a(N)andC ={&N) | AeT}. Now Ox/I(N) = Ox /Ko @] Ox/Pi(A) forall A € U
and L; = { Ox/Pi(A\) | A€ T } is aline in X. It follows that

(8.21) M, -C)=s-n.

Let be 8 = poa, p§(A) <> J(A) and ¢(C) = D = { D, }, where D, C X is defined by
J(A). Let 1 be the automorphism of the universal curve C, which is induced by . As 1)
induces an isomorphism |Cy| ~ |D,|, if A € U then one has

TN =KN PN,

where the P;(A) are s distinct points not on V(K()A)). Here K C Ox«y is an ideal such
that £ := Oxxy /K is flat over U, hence has a unique extension all over T', which we denote
by the same letter. P; C Oxxp is an ideal such that £; = Ox«y/P; is flat over U, hence
has a unique extension all over T, which we again denote by the same letter.

Now h(&) = h(&(N)) = h(p(&(N)))(cf. Theorem [7.T]), hence V(KC(N)) = V (Ky) = Cy for
all A € T If one puts C* = { ({(N), Pi(N\)) | A € T'} C C, then [C*] has the component 1-L*,
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hence the same is true for ¥(C*) = { (p€(\),P1(A)) | A € T'}. The usual argumentation
shows that P;(A) moves on a line in X. If F is the structure sheaf of D, one has F @ Oy =
(LB L) QOy. It follows that £ has the Hilbert polynomial P(n) — s and £; has the
Hilbert polynomial 1, hence P;()) is a simple point moving on a line, which we denote by
L;, too.

Let be p: X x T — T the projection. Then
p.F(n) ® Oy = p.L(n) ® Oy @p* n) @ Oy,

hence

(8.22) /\p* ) ® Oy = /\p* ) ® Oy ®p* n)® Oy .

As p,F(n), pL(n), p.Li(n) are globally generated by the monomials in S, if n > 0, the
extensions of the single factors in eq. (822)) are uniquely determined line bundles, and
eq. (822) holds true, if U is replaced by T'. It follows that

(M, - D) = deg(8) (M, - D) = ("M, - T)

— (/\p*f(n) . T) — (/\p*ﬁ(n) . T) + Z(p*ﬁz(n) T

L; is a line in X, hence (p.L;(n)-T) > n. As C ~ D, one has (M,, - C) = (M,, - D). And
then from eq. (82I]) one deduces that (p,L;(n)-T) =n and (/\p*ﬁ(n) -T) = 0. Tt follows
that I C Oy is a fixed ideal such that Ox /K has the Hilbert polynomial P(n) — s. If
J(N) C Ox is the ideal, which defines D), then J(\) C K for all A € T. If M := CM(K)
is the CM-part of I, then J(A\) C M, hence CM(J(\)) = M for all A\ € T, hence
Jo = limy_,0 J(A) also has the CM-part M.

Put N := CM(Z) = CM(Ky). As Z(\) C N for all A € U, one has Zy := limy_,0 Z(\) C
N and hence CM(Zy) = N. Now & = limy_,0&(X\) <> Zy corresponds to a curve without
isolated points, and as p&(A) — ©(&) + Jo, by Lemma B4 it follows that CM(Zy) =
CM(Jp).

CONCLUSION 8.10. Assume that ¢ € H(k) corresponds to an ideal Z such that the
isolated points of V(Z) are simple. Then () corresponds to an ideal J such that V' (7)
has the same number of isolated points and CM(Z) = CM(J). O

8.7.2. Second step. Let N' C Ox be a CM-ideal. Suppose that for the Hilbert
polynomial p(n) of Ox /N one has P(n) — p(n) = s > 0 is a fixed number. Suppose that ¢
is not a zero-divisor of Ox /N. Let G,, operate by o(\) 1z — z, y >y, 2+ 2, t — A\t
and put NV = N +tOx(—1)/tOx(—1). Then Ny := }\iir%)a()\)/\/' = (M)*NRy and Ry is
primary to Py = (2,9, z) (see Lemma [G.3)).

Let Pr,...,P € X — [Uyep V(e (MN) UV (Ny) UV (t)] be distinet closed points and
put R = (] P (we identify the points with the corresponding ideals, as usual).
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Put Z=NNR and Z(\) = (c(A)N)NR > &(A). This is a closed point of H for all
A € k*. Then from Conclusion BI0 one gets p&(A) <> a(A)N NS, for all A\, where S, C Oy
has colength s and V(Sy) consists of s distinct points not on V(o(A\)N). Let P € V(R)

be a fixed point, let C* = { (£(A), P) } . Then ¥(C*) = { (¢€(A), peny(P)) } and [(C*)]
has no L*-component, as [C*] has no L*-component. Now ¢ induces an isomorphism
[V(e(MN NR)| = [V (6(A)N NSy)| and hence ey (P) € V(Sy) is independent of A. As
@e(n) induces an 1somorphlsm, Ve (B) = @e(n () implies P; = P;. It follows that Sy = S
for all A, where S = P/ N ---N P! and the P! are distinct and not in V(o(A)N'). Suppose
there is a number 1 < r < s such that P/ € V(Np), if 1 <i <rand P/ ¢ V(Ny), if r <.

Put S =] P, =(,1 P/, and take p € I := [[; /. It follows that
o AMN C (c(MN)NS C o NN
= }\ii%]ma( N C hm[( AMN)N Sy C hma(A)N
=p-No C L:=lm[(0(MN)N&] C N
=V(p-No) DV(L)DV(Ng) forallpel
V(I-No) D V(L) DV(No).
AsV(I-Ny) =V(I)UV(Ny) =V (Ny), one has V(L) = V(Np). Now
(EN) = TN =c(MNNSE NS,
and V(o(A)N NS;) NV(Sy) = 0 for all A. Clearly one has
Ty <> &o = ;ig%f(A) < MNR,

hence ¢(&) = limy_,0 p(E(N)) &> Jo :=limy 0 T (A) = LN Sy, as V(L) NV (Sy) = 0.

On the other hand, §, <> NgNR = (N')*NRyNR, and from LemmalG.3]and Lemma [6.4]
it follows that that (&) = &. But this implies that |V (Zy)| = [V (No)|U|V(R)| is equal to
V(To)| = |[V(L)|U|V(S)| = |V(No)|U|V(S2)| from which s = s—r follows, contradiction.

It follows that V/(Ny) NV (S) = 0, hence Jy = limy_o(c(MNNNS) = MyNS. Now from
[V (Zo)| = [V(Jo)] follows S = R, hence p&(X) <> (AN NR for all X € k*.

CONCLUSION 8.11. Assume ¢ € H(k) corresponds to an ideal Z =N NP N---N Pk,
where N is a Cohen-Macaulay ideal, ¢ is not a zero-divisor of Ox/N and P; € X are
distinct closed points not in [Jycpe V((NN) UV (N) UV (1)], Ny == }\in% g(A)N. Then

—

for each normed automorphism ¢ one has ¢(&) = €. O

8.8. The result

THEOREM 8.1. Let k = C be the ground field, H = Hilb”(B3), P(n) = dn — g + 1,
d>6 and g < g(d). Let f be the morphism H — P defined by M *, @ M,, for anyn > d.
If ¢ € H(k), then for every normed automorphism ¢ of H one has f(p(§)) = f(&).
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PROOF. 1° Suppose £ € U(t). If £ &+ Z =N NR, N is the CM-part, R the punctual
part. Then from Conclusion B.I1] it follows that N fulfills the assumption of Lemma [6.4]
hence p(§) = €.
2° Suppose & € H(k) arbitrary. Take a g € GL(4,k) such that g({) € U(t), hence
wg(&) = g(§) for all ¢ € N. By Lemma one has g tpg(¢) = € for all p € N,
hence p(§) =& for all ¢ € N. O

REMARK. (Notations and assumptions as before.) Theorem Bl says that each normed
automorphism ¢ leaves invariant the reduced fibers of each tautological morphism. Then
from Proposition B.I] and Corollary one obtains the following formulation of Theo-
rem 81k Let & € H(k) correspond to the ideal T = J N'R, where J is the Cohen-Macaulay
part and R = (Q; is the punctual part such that the Q; are primary to ideals P;, which
correspond to different closed points of P3. Then p(€) corresponds to the ideal J N'R/,
where R' = (@}, the Q) are P;-primary and length(J/J N Q;) = length(J/J N Q}) for
all i.

COROLLARY 8.1. Assume as before k = C is the ground field, d > 6 and g < (d—2)?/4.
Let H be the Hilbert scheme, which parametrizes the curves with degree d and genus g in the
projective space P2 . Let HM | respectively H®™, be the open, non-empty subscheme of H,
whose closed points correspond to curves without embedded or isolated points, respectively
to curves without embedded points. Then the restriction of a k- automorphism of H to
HM | respectively to H™, is induced by a linear transformation of 3, which is uniquely
determined by the automorphism.

PRrROOF. With the same notations as before let ¢ € H(k) correspond to the ideal Z C
Ops, which does not define a pure curve. Then there is an ideal J C Ops such that Z C J
has finite colength, hence there is such an ideal with Hilbert polynomial ¢(7') = Q(T) + 1.
Let F be the Flag-Hilbert scheme as in the proof of Conclusion 2.7, now with ¢(7") instead
of Q*(T). One defines HM as the complement of the image of the projection m from F
to H. Then Theorem 8.1 implies that H°™ (k) is pointwise invariant under each normed
automorphism of H, and hence the same is true for H°™. As for the non-emptiness of
H®M | this follows from a theorem of Hartshorne [H2]. The condition ¢) on p.3 of this
paper is fulfilled for d > 6, and thus H°™ is not empty. As to H®, let U, be the set
of ¢ € H such that dim(f~'f(£)) = 0. This is an open and nonempty subset of H (see
R. Vakil, FOAG, thm.11.4.2 ), and from Aux- Lemma 3.3 it follows that Uy(k) is the set of
points & € H(k) such that the fiber f~1(f(£)) consist only of the point £. Theorem 8.1 says
that each ¢ € N leaves the fibers of f fixed, hence Uy(k) is pointwise fixed by N, and the
same is true for Uy. If I understand correctly, the answer of J. Starr to the mathoverflow
question: ”‘Being Cohen-Macaulay open in Hilbert scheme?”’” Aug. 2, 2016 shows that
H" is open in H, too. U

REMARK. Probably Uy is equal to H*", but I can not prove this.



APPENDIX A

Linear projections and G,,-actions

A.1. Description of the linear projection

Let k be an algebraically closed field, S = k[z,y, z,t] and X = Proj(S) = P3. Each
maximal graded prime ideal P # S of S corresponds to a point P € P3| which is denoted
by P« P. If P = (01,05,03), {; € S1, 1 < i < 3, linearly independent, then P < P =
(po : -+t ps) is the point in X (k) such that ¢;(P) =0, 1 <i < 3. We often identify P and
P, i.e. we also denote with P (respectively with P) the corresponding point (respectively
the corresponding prime ideal).

Let m = (P, E) be the linear projection from the point P <+ P onto the plane F = V (),
where ¢ € S is a linear form. We want to describe, how 7 can be defined by a G,,-action
on X.

If g € G := Auty(Sy), then g acts as an automorphism of S on X and the action
on X (k) is defined by g(po : -+ : p3) = (po : -+ : p3)M(g™"'), where M(—) denotes the
corresponding matrix with respect to the k-basis {z, vy, z,t} of Sj.

As P ¢ E, one has ({1, 05, 03,¢) = Sy and we take any g € G such that g(P) = Py :=
(r,y,2) <> (0:0:0:1) = Pyand get g(¢) =t. lf o(N\) 1 x =z, y =y, 2+ 2, t — A,
A € k¥, is the “usual” G,,-action on S, and if g is the linear transformation just mentioned,
we put 7(\) := g~ ' o o(\) o g. Then one has the following simple

LEMMA A.1. If Q € P3(k) — {P}, then 7(Q) = /\lim T(A)(Q) .

—00

PROOF. If ¢ = (P, Q) is the line connecting P and @, then the intersection R =/¢(N FE

is equal to m(Q), hence g(¢) = (9(P), 9(Q)) and g(R) = g(¢) NV (¢).

CASE 1. Q € E. Then g(Q) € V(¢) and g 'o(N)g(Q) = g7 'g(Q) = Q for all X € k*.

CASE 2. @Q € E. Then ¢g(Q) ¢ V(t) and if one assumes g(Q) = P =(0:0:0:1) =
g(P), then Q = P follows, contradiction. It follows that ¢(()) is not invariant under o(\),
hence h := {o(N)g(Q) | A € k* }~ is a line in X, which connects o(1)g(Q) = ¢(Q) and
limy o0 (A\)g(Q). As o(N)g(Q) = g(Q)M(c(A™')) = Py =(0:0:0:1)if A = 0, h is the
line through ¢(Q) and g(P), i.e. h = g(¢). It follows that { g7lo(N\)g(Q) | X € k*} = ¢
and g(R) = g({) Ng(E) = {o(N)g(Q) } NV (t). If one assumes o(\)g(Q) € V(t) with
A € k*, then ¢g(Q) € V() and @ € E would follow. As we have already noted above

98
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oc(N)g(Q) — By ¢ V(t) if A — 0, it follows that g(R) = lim o(\)g(Q), which implies

A—00

R = lim 7(\)Q. O

A—00

A.2. Notations

Let the curve C' C X be defined by the ideal Z C Ox. We say that the linear form
¢ € Sy is general for C' (or Z, or Ox/T), if the sequence

(A1) 0 — (Ox/T)(-1) 2 Ox /T — Ox:/T — 0

is exact. Here p is the multiplication by ¢, S’ = S/¢S(—1), X' = Proj S’ ~ P}, T/ =
Z+00x(—1)/tOx(—1) is an ideal on X’. An equivalent condition is that ¢ € | J P;, where
P; are the associated prime ideals of Z (i.e. associated prime ideals of Ox/Z), which may
have the dimension 0 or 1. It follows that there are Zariski-many linear forms, which are
general for C'. And the same is true, if one simultaneously considers finitely many such
curves.

The sequence ([A.]) will occur quite often and we denote Z' the restriction ideal with re-
spect to the hyperplane section V' (¢) (or with respect to the canonical restriction morphism
r:S — S etc.).

A.3. Varying the plane of projection

If we replace V' (t) by V (t — al), where ¢ = ax + by + ¢z and hold the point Py = (0:0:
0: 1) fixed, according to[AT], the projection 7, from Py to E, = V (t—af) is defined by the
G n-operation 7(\) = utoo(N)ou, where u: x — z, y =y, 2+ 2z, t =~ t+al. If P = (pg :
p1: P2 : p3), asimple computation gives 7(A\)P = (po : p1 : P : Yapo +ybpr +yepa + A7 1ps),
where v := a(1—=X71), hence m(P) = (po : p1 : P2 : alapo+bp1+cps)). If apo+bpi+cps # 0,
Le. if m(P) ¢ V(t) N V(t + af), then the points m,(P) all lie on the line connecting
(po:pr:pe:0)and (0:0:0:1).

LEMMA A.2. Ift is general for the curve C, then t + ol is general for C for almost all
a € k, and the cylinders over 7,(C) perpendicular to V (t) are equal. O

A.4. Auxiliary lemmas

Let I C P = k[z,y, z,t] be a saturated graded ideal, i.e. I, = H*(X,I(n)), X = P}.
Suppose that (z,y, z) is not associated to I. Let be S = k[x,y, z] and ¢ € S; a non-zero
divisor of P/I. Suppose that the following condition is fulfilled: f € I, = (0f/0t € I,.

AUX-LEMMA A1, If f=fO4tf'+---+tiflcly, ffecS; ;= f'cl,.

PROOF. Write f = fO4+tmfm 4. +t1fd where m > 1. = (0f /Ot = mlt™ L fm4. ..+
At e Iy = 0f ot €1y = g:=f— L -t-0f /0t = fO+tmFlgmtl 4. 4 tdgd € I,
and by an induction argument, f° € I, follows. ([
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AUX-LEMMA A.2. I, is generated by forms of the shape fit" with f' € S;.

PROOF. If f = fO4tmfm™ 4+ ... +tifd ¢ I, then by Aux-Lemma [AT f° = 0 and
m > 1, without restriction. Then one has
d
1 .
g ::f—% -tof /ot = EZ(m—z’)t’f’ cl,.
m+1

Now we use an induction argument and may suppose that t*f* € I, if i > m + 1. But then
tmfm e Iy, too. O

A.5. Isotropy groups of linear projections

Let be P = k[z,y,2,t], S = klz,y,2], X = P3, T C Ox an ideal such that the ideal
(z,y, z) is not associated to the saturated ideal I = @, -, H*(X,Z(n)). Choose any number
d > reg(Z) and any ¢ € S; such that ¢ is not a zero-divisor of P/I. Let G, operate by
oAtz z,y—y, 2z z, t— At. Suppose Z is not G,,-invariant. Let m = dim I, and
I < £ € W = Grass,,(P;). Let U C U(4;k) be the subgroup of linear transformations
Ug T X,y =y, 22, t=t+al, a €k, (0is fixed!).

LEMMA A.3. For nearly all « € k the isotropy group of us(€) in Gy, is trivial, that is
o(Mua(§) = o(pua(§) = A = p.

PROOF. Let G be the isotropy group of £ in GL(4;k). If u = u, € U let be T(a) =
{Ae k™| o(N)ua(§) = ua(§) }. From the proof of [T2 Hilfssatz 5, pp. 8] it follows that
T(a)=FE,:={ee€C|e" =1}, where n > 1 depends on «, but n < d.

Assumption: For infinitely many « € k the isotropy group T(«) is not trivial.

Then there are infinitely many « such that T'(a) = E, =: E, where now n > 1 is
independent of these a. It follows that u,(§) lies in WE. As this fixed point scheme is
closed in W, it follows that u, (&) is fixed by F for all a € k. But from o(\)uq(§) = ua(§)
it follows that g(\, a) := u'c(Nu, € G for all a € k, all A € E. Now g(u, 3) o g(\, )
leaves z,y, z invariant and maps t to Aut + M1 — )8 + (1 — N)ajl. If not A\ = p =1,
it follows that the transformation x — z, y — y, 2z — 2, t — Aut + af is in G for all
a € k. If one chooses A\ # 1, u = A\71, it follows that U < G. But then I; is invariant
under f — (- 0f/0t, f € 1; [T2, proof of Hilfssatz 1, p. 142]. Now £ is a NNT of P/
by assumption, and the Aux-Lemma [A.2] shows that I; is G,,-invariant. As d > reg(Z),
it follows that Z is fixed by G,,, contradiction. Hence the intermediate assumption is not
possible, i.e. for nearly all a € k, T'(a)) = {1}. O

COROLLARY A.l. Let C C X be a curve not containing the point Py = (0:0:0: 1),
such that t is general for C. Let 7 be the projection from Py onto E =V (t) defined by the
Gp-action o(N) : x =z, y — y, 2 — 2z, t — M. Let Crea = |J] Z; be the decomposition
into irreducible components, i.e. either Z; is a reduced and irreducible curve or Z; is a
single point not lying on any other Z;. Let { € Si be a linear form such that no Z; is
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contained in V (0), i.e. L & p;, where p; is the prime ideal such that Z; =V (p;), 1 <i <r.
Put J = (\p; and let u, be the linear transformation x — x, y — y, z +— 2z, t — t + al.
Then for nearly all o € k one has: c(N)uo(J) = o(p)ua(T) = X = p. O

Let & € H(k) correspond to a curve C' C X, which is defined by an ideal Z C Oy.
Suppose that £ € U(t) and Py =(0:0:0:1) ¢ C. It follows that (z,y, z) is not among
the associated primes of Z, which we denote by p;. Hence theset L:={¢e€ S; | (& Up; }
is non-empty and Zariski-open in A3. Let o(\) be the usual G,,-operation and u, be the
transformation z — z, y — vy, z— 2, t = t+ af, if £ € L is fixed.

COROLLARY A.2. For almost all o € k one has o(AN)h(ua(§)) = h(ua(§)) = A =1.

PROOF. Let p; be the associated primes of Z such that dim V' (p;) = 1, let v; be their
multiplicity in Z. Then

ho(Nua(€) = D viloNua(ps)) = h(ua(€) =Y vilua(p:))
shows that o(\) is a permutation of {u.(p;)}. If J := () p;, then it follows that o(N)ua(T) =
ue(J). Now J fulfills the assumptions of Corollary [A1], hence for almost all o € k it fol-
lows that A = 1. 0J



APPENDIX B

A linear algebra lemma

LEMMA B.1. Let S = k[Xy, ..., X,] and ¢ be a k-linear endomorphism of Sg (d > 1 is
a fized integer), such that ¥ (€ - Sy_1) C €Sq_q for all £ € Sy. Then there is a fized element
a € k such that (f) = a- f for all f € Sy. 1 is not the zero-map iff o # 0.

PROOF. 1° Let 4q,...,04 € S — (0) be relatively prime to each other.
Then

d d d
() liSa-1) C [\ (liSa1) C [ )liSa1 Clr-+-La-k.
1 1 1

We get:

CONCLUSION 1. If ¢4,...,¢; € S; are relatively prime to each other,
then ¥(ly -+ €y) = - £y -y, where a € k possibly depends on ¢y, ..., ¢,.

2° Let V' be an m-dimensional vector space, let be ¢; € V, 1 < i < n, such that /¢;
and ¢; are linearly independent for ¢ # j. Let h; € V, 1 <7 < n be any vectors. Put
L; :=0; + \;h;, 1 < i <n. Then the set

U={A=(\,....\,) € k" | L; and L; are linearly independent for all i # j }
is non-empty and Zariski-open in k™. To prove this, let eq, ..., e,, be a basis of V' and write
U= aey, hi => 7" bie,, i, by, € k. Then L; and L; are linearly independent
Ay + )\wa (7m + )\wa
Ay + )\jbjy Gy + )‘jbj,u
Put D(i7j71/7/~l’) = { A€k | D(iv.jvynuv)\iv)\j) ;é 0}7 D(Zv.]) = g D(iv.ijaM)'
v
As A =(0,...,0) € D(4,5), we get:
CONCLUSION 2. U =1, ; Di; # 0.

3° Now take ¢; € S;, 1 <i < d, relatively prime to each other and h; € S1—(0), 1 <i <
d, arbitrary. Then by Conclusion 1 and Conclusion 2 one has ¢(L; - - - Lg) = a(X) Ly - - - Lg,
with L; = ¢; + \;h;, for Zariski-many A € k™. As ¢ # 0 has only finitely many eigenvalues

< D(i,7,v, 1, Ni, \j) = det ( ) =0 forall vand p .

it follows
Y(Ly---La) =aly - Ly,
a € k independent of A, if X is in an open subset A # () of k. It follows that
D0l liy by hy) X Ay = > iyl B hy A
(©,() (@),(4)
102
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where (i) runs over all sequences 1 < i3 < -+ < i, < d, for all 0 < r < d and ()
runs over all the complementary sequences, r + s = d. As this is to hold for all A € A,
one deduces ¢(4;, -+ ;. - hj, ---hj) = a(lyy -4, - hj, ---h;,). Choosing r = 0 one obtains
W(hy -+ hqg) = ahy - hg for arbitrary h; € S;. It follows that ¢)(m) = am for all monomials
m € Sy and the lemma is proved. O



APPENDIX C

Some special schemes

C.1. The scheme H

We write S = k[Xy, ..., X3] and fix the Hilbert polynomial ¢(n) = (”_§+3) + ("_SH),
d > 3 an integer and H = Hilb,(X) the Hilbert scheme, which parametrizes the ideal

sheaves on X = P§ with Hilbert polynomial q.

LEMMA C.1. If Y/k is a scheme, H(Y) consists of the ideals T C Oxxy, which are
generated by a subbundle £L; C S} ® Oy and and by a subbundle F; C Sy ® Oy /Ly - Sy_1,
each of rank 1.

PROOF. Z ® k(y) is d-regular, y € Y [G1, Lemma 2.9] and we put F := Oxyy/Z.
From standard results on cohomology and flatness [M2], Lect. 11, 14] it follows that
Lg 1 :=mZI(d—-1)C Ss_1 ® Oy is a subbundle of rank ¢(d — 1) = (d_2+3) and

H (X @ k(y),Z(d — 1) @ k(y)) ~ La—1 @ k(y)

forally € Y. Now from [G4], Prop. 2] it follows that ZQ K = (¢, f), K = k(y),{ € S1® K,
f€Si®K/S; 1 ® K. Tt follows that H*(Z(d —2) ® K) =4S; 3 @ K. As

WO(Z(d - 2) ® K) — W' (Z(d — 2) © K) = qd — 2) = (*2;149) 4 (©25942) = (4-2,143)

3 2 3
it follows that h'(Z(d — 2) ® K) = 0 and therefore h'(Z(d —2) @ k(y)) = (0) for ally € Y.
Let m: X x Y — Y be the projection. Then from [H1, Chap. III, Thm. 12.11] it follows
that R'7,Z(d — 2) ® k(y) = (0), y € Y, and therefore R'w,Z(d — 2) = (0).

Now Z ® k(y) defines a curve in P> ®k(y) and the same argumentation as in Chapter []
proof of Lemma [[1] shows that F @ k(y) is (d — 1)-regular and therefore H'(F(d —2) @
k(y)) = (0). Then from [M2, Lecture 7, Corollary 1] it follows that m.F(d — 2) ® k(y) ~
H°(F(d —2) ® k(y)). Then (loc. cit., Corollary 2) gives that m,F(d — 2) is locally free of

rank (d_§+3) — q(d — 2). From the exact sequence

0 —mZ(d—2) — S 2®0y — mF(d—2) — 0

it follows that L4 := m,.Z(d—2) is a subbundle of rank ¢(d—2) = (d_ng?’) + (d_2gd+2) =
(d—152+3)' From [G1], Korollar 3.8] it follows that £, o generates an ideal £ C Oxxy with

Hilbert polynomial ("_§+3) such that Ox .y /L is flat over Y.

From the 1-regularity of L it follows that £ is generated by a subbundle £; C S;®Oy of
rank 1. If U = Spec(A) C Y is sufficiently small, one can make an A-linear transformation
such that £; ® A = X - A and one can write HO(P> @ A, Z(d)) = Xo- Sy 1 @ A® f - A,
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f e Ri®A, R=k[Xy, Xy, X3]. It follows that HO(P*®A,Z(n)) = XS, 1QA®f R, ¢@A
is a subbundle of S, ® A of rank ¢(n). O

C.2. The scheme X

We first describe a general situation. Let be S = k[0, ..., z,], Su) = klzo, ..., 25 ..., 2],
X =P(S1), D; := {{=aoxo+ -+ ax, €51 |a #0}, H; := Hilb*(Proj S)), X; =
D; x, H;, vij + X; — X, i # j, defined by the automorphism z; — =z;, z; — x;, and
x>z, k & {i,5}. If one puts U;; :== D; x H;N D; x H; = D; N D; x H;, then one sees
that the X; glue together to a scheme X with the following property:

Let U = Spec A be sufficiently small and let ¢ € S; ® A generate a direct summand
of A SRA:=S®A/MS(-1)® A, X =ProjS®@ A~ P! ® A. Then X(A) is the
set of pairs (¢, ), where K C Oy is an ideal such that O¢/K is flat over U with Hilbert
polynomial ¢. If 7 : X — X is defined by (¢, ) + (¢), then the fibers of 7 are isomorphic
to Hilb®(Pr—1).

LEMMA C.2. If r = 3, then X is smooth over X = P(Sy) with fibers isomorphic to
Hilbe(2). O

C.3. The schemes G, X,Y. 7

C.3.1. Let be S = k[z,y,z,t] and H the Hilbert scheme Hilby(P?), g(n) = ("3*°) +

("_g”), d > 3, as in Section [Al The projection k : H — X = P(S;), defined by
(4, f) — (), makes H a projective bundle over X, hence F := H x x X is projective and

smooth over X.

Asusual H =Hg, Q(n) = ("_?1’+3) + ("_g+2) + ("_fﬂ), a=d+1. Letbec:=b—a+1.
The morphism 7 : F — H is defined by mapping [(¢, f), ((,K))] € F(A) to (¢, f-K) €
H(A). We show that v(A) is injective: ({1, f1- K1) = (la, fo- K2) = (1A =l A and f1K, =
foKCo in H,(A). Here H, ~ Hilb,(P2), p(n) = (" 5*°) + ("_fﬂ), if Spec(A) is sufficiently
small, such that without restriction ¢; = ly = ax+by+cz+t, P* = Proj(R), R = k[x,y, z].
Now by a result of Fogarty [F2, Theorem 1.4, p. 514], H, = P(Ry) x; Hilb*(P?), where
a=d+1and c=b—a+1. It follows that v(A) is injective, i.e. v is a monomorphism. Now
F /X is projective, hence F projective over Spec(k), hence v projective. It follows that - is
a closed immersion of F into H and we identify F with the corresponding closed subscheme
G C H. Thus G(A) is the set of ideals (¢, f - K) € H(A), where /- A C S; ® A respectively
f-ACS;®A/lSq—1 ® A are 1-subbundles and K C Oy, Y := Proj(S ® A/(S(—1) ® A),
is an ideal such that Oy /K is flat over A with Hilbert polynomial ¢ (where Spec(A) is
sufficiently small).

As F/k is smooth, it follows that G/k also is smooth. As dimy, Hilb®(P?) = 2¢, it follows
that

dimy, G = (3?) +2(b—a) + 4.
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C.3.2. For a moment we write R = k[z,y, z]. The same argumentation as in Sec-
tion shows that there is a closed subscheme F' C Hilb’(PP?) such that

F(A)={(h,g)|he Ri®Aand g€ R.® A/h- R._1 ® A generate 1-subbundles } .
It follows that there is a closed subscheme Z C X such that

e S ®A, hES1®A/£A,
Z(A) = q (Lh,g)
geES. @A/, h)-S.—1 ® A generate 1-subbundles
Y = Flag(1,2,5)) is the scheme such that

Y(A)={(l,h) | eSS ®A heS ®A/l-A generate 1-subbundles } .

p:Y — X = P(5)) defined by (¢,h) — (¢) makes Y a projective bundle over X. The
same holds true for the projection ¢ : Z — Y defined by (¢, h,g) — (¢, h).

C.4. The scheme H,,

The notations are as before. From follows that H xx Z is a closed subscheme of
H x x X. Its image under v is denoted by H,,. It follows that H,, = H xx Z is a closed
subscheme of G, which is smooth over k, such that

(ACS @A f-ACSi@ANSy 1 @A h-ACS A/ A; }

Hm A = 67 h?
(A) { (¢, f(h,g)) g-ACS.®A/{l,h)S. 1 ® A are 1-subbundles

It follows from this description that dimy H,, = (df) +(b—a)+5.

C.5. Ideals with maximal regularity

Let be P = K[z, y, 2, 1], R = kly, 2,1], X = Proj(P), Q(n) = (") + ("5 + (" 1"),
a < b.

Aux-LEMMA C.1. IfZ C Ox has the Hilbert polynomial Q(n), reg(Z) = b and T is fized
by the Borel group B = B(4; k), then T is equal to the lezicographic ideal (z,y®, yo120~o*+1)
with Hilbert polynomial Q).

PROOF. Let be I, = H*(X,Z(n)), I = ®I,. Let be J C P the ideal generated by I,_1,
ie. J, = I, if n < b, and J, = PiJ,_q, if n > b. Put g(n) = ("37°) + (""3%). Then
Q(b—1) =¢q(b—1) and Q(b) = q(b)+1. Let be J = J. Then J is d-regular with d < b—1.
This means, J is d-regular and J, = H°(J(n)), if n > d (see [Grel Prop. 2.6]).

CASE 1: Py Jy—y = I,. Then reg(l) < b, contradiction (see [Gre, Thm. 2.27]).

CASE 2: Py J,_1 C I is a strict inclusion. Then dim P J,_; < Q(b)—1 = ¢(b) and hence
dim J,, = q(n) for alln > b—1 (cf. [G1], Korollar 3.8]). From the special form of the Hilbert
polynomial ¢(n) one deduces that J = (¢, f), ¢ € P, — (0) and f € P/¢P(—1) of degree
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a (for example, see [G2, Abschnitt 2.8]). Because of the B-invariance of J it follows that
J = (z,y*). Hence on can write I, = xP,_1 ® y*Ry_o ® [ - k, where f € R is a monomial
of degree b. Because of the B-invariance of [, and J, it follows that z0f /0t € J,_1, hence
Jf /0t = 0 (see [T2] Hilfssatz 1, p. 142]). Therefore one can write f = y'z7, where i < a—1,
i+j="0. Ifi <a—2, then it follows that ydf/0z = jy'™1z9=1 € J, (cf. loc. cit.), which is

not possible. Hence one has f = y@ 1zb—et!

, i.e. Z is the lexicographical ideal. O

Now let be Z C Ox any ideal with Hilbert polynomial Q(n) and reg(Z) = b. Let
be I, = H%Z(n)) and I = @1, By applying a suitable g € Aut(P;), one can
achieve that in(g([,)) is invariant under B, hence without restriction one can suppose
that in(1,) is invariant under B, for all n > 0. Let be M = @ in(I,) and M = M. Then
reg(Z) = reg(M) [Grel Thm. 2.27]. Hence reg(M) = b is maximal and M is equal to
the lexicographical ideal, by the Aux-Lemma [CIl But then h°(Z(1)) = 1, and without
restriction x € H(Z(1)). Then one can write Z = zOx(—1) & L, L C Oy, Y = Proj(R)
and the Hilbert polynomial of £ is equal to ("_SH) + ("_i’ﬂ). It follows that £ = f - K,
K C Oy has the Hilbert polynomial ("_;”) + ("f“), c=b—a+1, feR;,d=a—-1
(cf. [G2] Abschnitt 2.8]). Now h°(Z(n)) = h°(M(n)) (see [Gre] or [G3, Remark 2, p.
543]). Hence h°(Z(n)) = ("737%), if n < a; B°(Z(n)) = ("37) + ("57), iffa <n < b—1;
h%(Z(n)) = Q(n), if b < n. It follows that h°(L(n)) = 0, if n < a; h%(L(n)) = ("_“+2), if

2

a<n<b-—1m%(L(n) = ("9 + ("), if b < n. If one puts ¢ = b — a + 1, one sees

that R°(K(n)) = ("3*),if 0 < n < c—1and °(K(n)) = (",7%) + ("), if c < n.
It follows that I = (h,g), where h is a linear form in R and g € R/hR(—1) is a form of

degree c. We get:

ProposiTION C.1. IfZ C Oy is an ideal with Hilbert polynomial Q(n) and reg(Z) = b,
then T = (¢, f(h,q)), { € P a linear form, f € P/{P(—1) a form of degree d = a — 1,
h € P/{P(—1) a linear form and g € P/({,h)P(—1) a form of degree b — a + 1. O

COROLLARY C.1. Let H be the Hilbert scheme, which parametrizes the ideals T C Ox
with Hilbert polynomial Q(n) as above. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) § € Hu(k);
(ii) The ideal T < £ € Hg(k) has mazimal regularity b.
(i1i) The ideal T <+ £ € Hg(k) has mazimal Hilbert function.

C.6. The first Chow group of G

We write R = kly, 2,t], S = k[x,y, z,t] and we let G,, operate by o(\) : x — s
Y — )\92y, 2+ Nz t+— t, where g is a sufficiently great natural number.

Let be ¢ > 3, H® = Hilb’(Proj R). According to [E-S|] one has:
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There is exactly one O-dimensional cell of the B-B-decomposition of H¢, , which belongs
to a monomial ideal Ky. There are exactly two 1-dimensional cells, which we denote W}
and Ws.

It is not difficult to see that there are four 1-dimensional cells in the B-B-decomposition
of G, namely:

le{(x>yd'lc)"C€W1}> ZQZ{(x>yd"C)"C€W2}>
Zy={ (z,y" May+2)-Ko) } Zy={(ax+y, 2" Lo) }
where now Ly is the monomial ideal, which defines the 0-dimensional cell in Hilb’(Proj k[z, z, t]).

COROLLARY C.2. Ay(G) is freely generated (over Z) by [Z1], ..., [Z4]. O

C.7. Geometry of H,,

We write S = k[z,y, z,t] and we let G,,, operate on S as in Section Now it is not
difficult to see:

PropPOSITION C.2. The 1-dimensional cells of the B-B-decomposition of H,, are:
ZO = { (:p,yd(ay + z, ZC)) }_ 5 Zl = { (zayd(y>zc_1(a2 +t))) }_ 5
Zy={(x,y" oy +2)(y.2%) } ., Zy={(ax+y,2%,2))} .
OJ

REMARK. Z; is equal to the tautological cycle C;, 1 < i < 3. Besides (M,, - Zy) = p
(cf. equations (C4), (CH)) below). Finally one has [C3] = 8[C4] + v[Co] in A;(H), where
B=(%") and v = (b—a)(5) + (“L") (see [T3| Hilfssatz 1, p. 50]).

The projection p : H,, — X = P(5)) is defined by (¢, f(g,h)) — (£). Let be L3 :=
p*(Ox(1)). As p(Z;) is one single point, 0 < ¢ < 2, one has (£3-2;) =0,0 < i < 2. As
p|Zs is injective and p(Z3) ~ P! C X, one has (L3 - Z3) = 1 and one obtains:

LEMMA C.3. If one puts Fo = Lo ® L3, F1 = L1 ® ﬁgﬁ, Fo = Lo, F3 = L3, where
Lo, L1, Ly are the line bundles as in Section[1.3.3, then one gets the following intersection

numbers:
Zy Zy 4y Z3

Fofp 0 0 0
Alo 1 0 o
Hlo o 1 o0
AE\N0 0 o0 1

ProrosiTioN C.3. Numerical equivalence = rational equivalence on H,,.

PRrOOF. This follows from Proposition and Lemma [C3] O
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LEMMA C.4. Suppose that d >3 and g < g(d). Then Pic(H)/ Pic™(H) is generated by
My, Moyi1, Moo, if n > b is any natural number.

PROOF. Let be £ € Pic(H) and N = L ® M ® M., ® M ,. One has to solve the
equations (N - C;) =0,0<1i <2, ie.
utv+w=—(L-Ch)
un—b+1)+vn+1—-b+1)+wn+2—->0+1)=—(L-Ch)
u[("T) + =0+ D] +o[("T )+ (n+1—b+1)]
+u[(") +(n+2-b+1)] = (L Cy).
As the determinant of the matrix formed by the coefficients is equal to 1, there is a solution

with u,v,w € Z. Now from (N - C;) = 0 and Theorem [[.2] it follows that (N - C) = 0 for
all curves C' C H, hence N € Pic"(H). O

COROLLARY C.3. Let be Z € Ay(H,,). If (L3-Z) =0 and (M, -Z) =0 for alln >0,
then Z = 0.

ProOF. Write £; = M @ MY, ® MY, @ N, N € Pic"(H). Then (£; - Z) = 0,
0<i<2 and (L3-Z) = 0 by assumption. It follows that (F;-Z) =0, 0 <i < 3. Writing
[Z] = > qi[Zi] (cf. Proposition [C.2)), then from Lemma it follows that ¢; = 0. O

Computation of A (H,,). It is easy to see that H,, has only one fixed point under
U(4; k), namely the lexicographic point. It follows that Af (H,,) is generated by combina-
torial cycles of type i, i.e. by cycles of the form G, - &;, where &; € H,,(k) is invariant under
T(4;k) and the subgroup G; C U(4; k) (see Appendix H)). If £ < (¢, f(h,g)) € Hn(k) is
fixed by T'(4; k), then all forms are monomials. , if £ is fixed by G, then ¢ =z, if i = 1,2
and { =x or =y, if i = 3.

1 % % %
¢ < I = (x, f(h,g) monomial and invariant under G; = {(85’{3)} = fe
0001

d

kly, z,tlq Gi-invariant modulo x = f = y* h monomial and G;-invariant modulo x

= h =y = g € k[2,t]. monomial and G;-invariant modulo (z,y) = g = 2"t*, v + u = c.
If i =1, G, operates by ¥l : v — z, y =y, 2+ 2, t = az + t.
Let be Z, = ¢4 (Z). Then H(Z,(n)) = xS, 1@y k[y, 2, t]n—a @y~ 2" (2 +)"k[2, t]n s
= a-deg NAH°(Z,(n)) = pln —b+1) =
(C.1) My - C) = p(M,, - C).

modulo z = f = y% h is a monomial and Gs-invariant modulo # = h = y and g = 2"t*,
v+ u = ¢, Gz-invariant modulo (z,y) = g = z° = £ is the lexicographical point and does
not generate a cycle, at all.



110 C. SOME SPECIAL SCHEMES

SUBCASE 2: ¢ = y. Then f € k[x,zt]4 is a monomial and Gs-invariant modulo

y = f = 2% his a monomial in k[z,z,t]; and Gz-invariant modulo y = h = x and

g = 2"t', v+ pu = ¢, Ga-invariant modulo (z,y) = g = 2¢ = £ < (y,2%(x,2%)) = C =
G, &= {(az+y, 2%z, %))} =Cs.

1 % % %
¢ < (z, f(h,g)) monomial and invariant under Gy = 080 I) } = [ =y’2H,
0001
v+ pu =d. h monomial and Gs-invariant modulo x. There are two possibilities:

SUBCASE 1: h = y. Then g = z"t*, v + p = ¢, g Gy-invariant modulo (z,y) = g =
2 =& T =(x,y"2"(y, 29).

SUBCASE 2: h = z. Then g = y"t*, v + u = ¢, g invariant under G5 modulo (z, z) =
g=vy‘and £ & T = (z,y"2"(z,y°)).

If i = 2, then G, operates by Y2 :x—z, y >y, 2+ ay+ 2, t — t.

Let be Z, = ¢*(Z) and Z, the restriction with respect to .

SuBCASE 11 HY(Z;(n)) = zk[z, y, 2ln-18y" (ay+2)" (Y, 2)n-a = zk[z,y, 2|01 ®y" (0y+
2k, 2]n—a, if n > b, because (y, 2)n—q = k[y, zJn_q, if n —d > ¢
= a-deg AH(Z/,(n)) = u(n —d + 1) if n > b. The sequence
(C.2) 0 — H%(Z,(n— 1)) — H°(Z,(n)) — H°(Z},(n)) — 0

is exact, if n > b, hence

a—deg/\HO(Ia(n))—a deg/\HO b—1) +Zuz—d+1)

i=b

Now HY(Z(b — 1)) = 2Sy_o ® y* " 2"k[y, z,t]p—a_1, hence a-deg AH(Zo(b—1)) = 1 - p.

Now Yr (i —d+1) = ("72%) — (*"%**) and one checks that

(7 = (54 () = () - 0.
It follows that
(C.3) (M, - C) = p(M,, - Ca) .

SUBCASE 2: HY(Z/,(n)) = zk|[z,y, 2], By" 2"k[y, 2]n_a, if n > b. From the sequence (C.2))
it follows that

a—deg/\HO(Ia(n))—a deg/\HO (b—1) +Zuz—d+1)

i=b

Now HY(Z(b—1)) = 2S,_3 & v (ay + 2)" K[y, 2, ]p—a1, hence a-deg AH(Zo(b — 1)) =
(u+1)-pand

(C.4) M, - C) = pu(M, -Cy) +
If o =0 one gets C' = { (z,y(ay + 2,4%) } = {(z,y%(ay+22)} | ie
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Ifi = 1 ori =2, then p(C) = 1 point, hence (L3-C) = 0 in these cases. From Corollary [C.3]
and the equations (CI)), (C.3) and (CA) it follows that that [C] = u[Cy], if i = 1, and
[C] = u[Cy] or [C] = u[Cy] + [Zy)], if i = 2. We have proved

PRroOPOSITION C.4. Af(H,,) is freely generated by the cycle classes of Zy = { (z,y%(ay + 2,9°) }_
and C;, 1 <11 < 3. O



APPENDIX D

The Hilbert scheme of points in P?

D.1. Tautological line bundles

The ground field is k = C. The group T' = T'(3; k) of diagonal matrices, the upper
unitriangular group U = U(3; k) and the Borel group B = T - U all act on S = k[z, vy, 2]
and therefore on the Hilbert scheme H? = Hilb%(P?), which parametrizes subschemes of
P? of length d. (We always assume d > 3.)

If Ais a k-algebra, an element of H%(A) is a closed subscheme Z of P? @ A, flat over
A, such that Z ® k(p) has the Hilbert polynomial P(n) = d, for all points p € Spec A.
If Z =V(Z), ie. if Z is defined by the ideal Z C Op2g 4, then Z ® k(p) has the Hilbert
polynomial Q(n) = ("7,*%) + ("_fﬂ), and therefore reg(Z ® k(p)) < d [GL, p. 65].
From standard results on the cohomology of coherent sheaves [M2] lecture 7] it follows
that that H°(P? ® A,Z(n)) C S, ® A is a subbundle of rank Q(n), and the formation
of H°(—) commutes with base extensions A — A’, if n > d — 1. Thus Z — H°(Z(n))
defines a morphism H? — Grassg(n)(Sy), if n > d — 1. From d-regularity it follows that
Sn_aH°(Z(d)) = H°(Z(n)), n > d, which implies that this “Hilbert-Grassmann” morphism
is a closed immersion, if n > d [M2], Lectures 7 and 14].

In the following diagram, Z is the universal subscheme of length d.

(S (R
He P2

Set F(n) = Oz®k*Op2(n). Then F, := m.F(n) is locally free of rank d, for all n, and F,, is
globally generated for n > d — 1. Therefore the tautological line bundles M,, := /\d F, are
globally generated for n > d — 1. For n > d, the line bundle M, is very ample, because
it defines the “Hilbert-Pliicker” embedding H¢ — PV, the composition of the Hilbert—
Grassmann embedding with the “Grassmann—Pliicker” embedding Grassg(n)(S,) — P.

D.2. Combinatorial and algebraic cycles on H*

A weak version of a theorem of Hirschowitz gives:
The cone of effective 1-cycles

A (HY) = {Zqz

¢ € Q,q >0,C; C H* 1-prime cycle }

112
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is generated by B-invariant 1-prime cycles (= closed, reduced, irreducible curves in H?).
This is true for Z-coefficients, too, but in the following we will always take Q-coefficients.

Now, if C' is such a B-invariant 1-prime cycle, the following cases can occur:

Either: C is a so called combinatorial cycle, i.e. C = G, - &, £ € HU(k) is fixed by T
and by G = { (é ;1; (13) } or Gy = { (é ((1; %) }; G, operates on S via the automorphisms
Yl r y—y, 2 ay+zand Y2 iz o,y — ar +y, 2 — 2 and respectively.

Or: C is an “algebraic cycle”, i.e. C = G,, - &, £ € HU(k) is fixed by U, and G,, operates
on S via the automorphism o(\) : x +— x, y — y, 2 — Az

REMARK D.1. A somewhat more detailed description of B-invariant 1-prime cycles in
the case of n > 3 variables is given in [T1].

D.3. Intersection numbers and basis cycles

Let C = G, &, € & T, be a combinatorial cycle. As ¢ : A' — H? defined by
a — 1),(€), is injective, the intersection number can be computed by the following formula
(cf. [Tl 1.3]; [T2, 4.1]; [T'3, Anhang 2]):
Q(n)
(M, - C) = a-deg \ vu(H'(Z(n))), n>d.

Here a-deg(—) denotes the highest power with which the parameter o appears in the
bracket. (Take a monomial basis my, ..., m, of H°(Z(n)), replace z by ay+ z, and express
Yo(my), ..., ¥a(m,) as a linear combination in a monomial basis of S,,. The coefficients
are polynomials in k[a].)

In the case of an algebraic cycle, as o : Al — {0} — H¢ defined by & +— o(\)¢ need
not to be injective, in order to compute (M,, - C'), one has to take a “reduced-A-degree” as
defined in [T2, equation (2) on p. 9].

We start the computation with the cycle E = { (27, zy, y* ' + azz"?) ‘ ack} .
If £ & T = (22, 2y, y ! + 22972), one sees that

HO(o(NI(n)) = 25,2 ® 2ykly, s ® 4"k, 2o @ ((y) + A222) 20,
Therefore, the reduced-A-degree of A“™ HO(g(A\)Z(n)) is equal to 1.
Now we consider F = { (z,y"'(ay + 2)) } a€k} I T = (z,y""2), then
HOAT(n)) = 2502 @ v (ay + 2)hly, 2hoa,

and therefore

Q(n) P q
N HWLZ(n) = N\ 2S5 @ Ny ay + 2)k[y, 2)na.
n—1+2

where p 1= ( ) and ¢ :=n—d+ 1. We get:

2
(D.1) Myp-E)=1, (Mp-F)=n—-d+1, n>d—1.
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D.4. Intersection numbers of combinatorial cycles

Let C be a combinatorial cycle of type 1, i.e. C = G, -§, and € € H%(k) invariant
under 7" and G;. Writing S = k[y, z,t], an analogous argumentation as in the proof of
Conclusion [T in Chapter [I] (see Fig. [[LT]) gives:

(D.2) M, -C)=an—d+1)+b,
where a,b € N are independent of n > d.

In the case of a combinatorial cycle of type 2, i.e. C = G, - £, and £ € H4(k) invariant
under 7" and Gy, one can argue as in the proof of Conclusion [[.3]in Chapter [II (see Fig. [L.6])
and one obtains the formula

(D.3) (M, -C) =c,

where ¢ € N is independent of n > d.

D.5. Intersection numbers of algebraic cycles

We start with a general lemma, which is interesting for itself, possibly.

Set S = klxy,...,z.t], R = k[zy,...,2,]. G, operates on S via o(\) : z; — 1z,
1 <i<r,andt — M, A\ € k*. Let H be the Hilbert scheme of ideals Z C Opr
with Hilbert polynomial @, i.e. H = Hilb"”(P"), P(n) = ("I") — Q(n) the complementary
Hilbert polynomial of the subscheme V(Z) C P". We suppose H # (). Then the ideals
Z C Opr with Hilbert polynomial @, such that ¢ is a non-zero divisor of Opr/Z, form an

open non-empty subset U(t) of H.

If K/k is a field extension and Z € H(K), then the limit ideals Zy/o = limy_0/00 0(A)T
are in H(K), and if Z € U(t), then Zy is in U(t) again |[G3, Lemma 4. If Q'(n) =
Qn) —Q(n—1) and Z' := Z 4+ tOpr(—1) /tOpr(—1), then Z' can be considered as a sheaf
of ideals on P"~!, whose Hilbert polynomial is equal to Q.

LEMMA D.1. LetZ € U(t) and suppose that L., is in U(t), too (this condition is fulfilled,
e.g., if T is invariant under U(r 4+ 1,k)). Then for all integers d > max(reg(Zy), reg(Zeo)),
one has dim H°(Z(d)) N Ry = Q'(d).

PROOF. There is a basis of M := H°(Z(d)) of the form ¢g; = t¢g) + t“ gl + .-
with 0 < e < -+ < ey, m = Q(d), gf € R, and ¢ € Ry, 1 < i < m, linear
independent. Then M, = limy oo c(A)M = ({ t¢) | 1 <i < m }) (limit in Grassy(Sy))
has dimension m. As, by assumption, d > reg(Z,), one has Q(d) = h°(Z.(d)), and
therefore Mo, = H(Z,(d)). Astis a non-zero divisor of S/ @@, ., H*(Z(n)) by assumption,
this implies -

HYT(n) = ({00 | e > d=n }).
Especially, for n = d — 1, one obtains

H'(Zoo(d = 1)) = ({t°7'g] | e; > 1}),
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therefore Q(d — 1) = h°(Zoo(d — 1)) = #{i|e; > 1}. Tt follows that Q'(d) = Q(d) —
Qd—1)=#{i|le;=0}. Thus M N Ry D ({g?]e; =07}) has a dimension > @’'(d). It
cannot be greater than ()'(d), as the canonical restriction mapping “reduction modulo ¢”
M = H%Z(d)) — H°(Z'(d)) is injective on M N Ry and, because of reg(Z') < reg(Z), one
has h°(Z'(d)) = Q'(d). O

REMARK D.2. There is a partial inverse of the lemma. Suppose Z € U(t) and Z, €
U(t), and let d > reg(Z') be any integer. If dim(H*(Z(d)) N Ry) > Q'(d), then d >
max(reg(Zy), reg(Z))-

Now, let C' = G,, - £ be an algebraic cycle, £ <» Z U(3; k)-invariant, o : G,, — Aut(95)
defined by o(A) : x — x, y — y, z+— Az. AsZ € U(z) and U(3; k) is normalized by G,
T is fixed by U(3; k), thus Z, € U(z). Obviously, for n > d, there is an inclusion

S EOT(d) @D [HOTW) MR, 2" € H(T(n)).
v=d+1

As reg(Z) < d for all Z € H?, the lemma gives equality, at once. As G,, operates trivially
on H°(Z(v)) N R,, all polynomials, which appear in A?™ ¢(A\)H(Z(n)) have a constant
A-degree < Q(d) - d, essentially:

(D.4) (M, -C)=ceN, independent of n >d.

D.6. The cone of effective 1-cycles of H

We need the following results:

e H?is smooth of dimension 2d, and Pic(H?%) = Z*  (Fogarty).
o A,(H?) ~ H3M(H?)  (Ellingsrud-Strgmme).
Using Poincaré duality, one gets A;(H?¢) ~ Q2.

Now [E] and [F] are linear independent: If ¢;[E] + ¢2[F] = 0 in A;(H?), formula (D.1))
gives ¢1 + q2(n —d+1) =0, n > d, thus ¢1 = g2 = 0. It follows that [E] and [F] generate
Ay (H?), and the same argumentation shows A7(H?) = (0). One deduces the following

LEMMA D.2. (1) The cycles [E] and [F) form a basis of A;(H?).
(2) Numerical and rational equivalence coincide on HY.

Using this lemma and the formulae (D.I)—(D.4]), one immediately obtains:

PROPOSITION D.1. The cone of effective 1-cycles Af (H?) is spanned by [E] and [F].
O
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D.7. The ample cone of H

If £ € Pic(HY) and (L-E) =v, (L-F) = p, we set M := M" @ M. Then
(LOM-E)=(LIM - F) =0, thus L M~ € Pic"(H?). But Pic(HY) ~ 72
therefore Pic™(H?) = Pic’(H?) = (0), and we have:

LEMMA D.3. Pic(H?) is generated by My_1 and M,. O

We first determine the pseudoample cone of He. Let £ € Pic(H?) be such that (£-2) >
0, for all z € AT (H?). Writing £ = M} | ® M!? and using Proposition we see that
this is equivalent to 14 + 15 > 0 and 15, > 0. By Kleiman’s theorem, the ample cone is the
interior of the pseudoample cone, hence we get:

THEOREM D.1. The ample cone of Hilb®(P?) is generated by L1 = My_y and Ly =
M @ M. O

D.8. Globally generated line bundles on H*

We have already noted that M _; is globally generated and the same is true for ./\/l;_l1 ®
M, (see Section [[L5.2] Lemma [T.2)).

ProprosITION D.2. Ly and Ly are globally generated.

REMARK D.3. If £ is any line bundle on H? we can write £ = £}* ® L£32. Now, if £
is globally generated, then vy, 15 € N.

As the vertex of the ample cone £; ® Lo = My is very ample, by Proposition this
implies:

PROPOSITION D.3. Every ample line bundle on Hilb®(P?) is very ample.

REMARK D.4. If one computes the a-degree of the ideal Z,, corresponding to a “general”
point of the cycle §, (resp. ;) defined in [LQZ| (1.1) and (1.2)], then one obtains (M,, -

5@) =n, (Mn . Bd) = 1, therefore [ﬁd] = [E], [ﬁg — (d — 1)ﬁd] = [F]

REMARK D.5. The basic result A;(H?) ~ Q? was deduced from Fogarty’s result
Pic(H?) ~ Z?. Of course, one could have used the method of [E-S|] by counting the
number of 1-dimensional cells in a Bialynicki-Birula decomposition of H?. Finally, one
could have used Iarrobino’s result Pic(H?) ® Q ~ Q2, too, which is earlier than Fogarty’s
result (cf. [I, p. 821] and [EF'3| p. 660]).

D.9. The action of Aut(H?) on A;(H?)

D.9.1. Let H C H? be the closed subscheme parametrizing the ideals with maximal
regularity, Then H(k) = { (¢, f) | £ € Sy —(0), f € [S/€S(—1)]a — (0) }, and we show that
‘H has a natural scheme structure: Let be A a k-algebra and ¢ € S; ® A a form, which
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generates a 1l-subbundle, and f € [S ® A/S(—1) ® A]s a form, which generates a 1-
subbundle. Let Spec A be so small that, without restriction, ¢ = ax + by + z, a,b € A.
Then S® A/lS(—1) ® A~ R := Alzx,y].

Let be I = (¢, f) C S ® A the ideal, which is generated by ¢ and f. We show that
I, =1S, 1®A® f-R,_4is asubbundle of S, ® A of rank Q(n) = ("_;”) + ("_fﬂ). As one
can suppose f € Ry, it suffices to show that fR, 4 C R, is a subbundle of rank n—d+1. If
y € Spec A, one has to show that the canonical homomorphism f-R,,_4®k(y) = R,®k(y)
is injective. Let be g € R,,_4 such that f-§=0in R®k(y). But as f- A C Ry is a 1-
subbundle, f # 0 and hence g = 0. It follows that (¢, f) — (/) makes H — P? a projective
bundle.

D.9.2. Let f: HY — P be the morphism, which is defined by the globally generated
line bundle My_;. Then (Mgy_1-F) =0. Let C C H? be a curve such that C' ~ vF. Then
0= (Ma1-C) =deg(f|C)- (Op(1)- f(C)), hence f(C) is a point. As the restriction of f
to HY — H is an isomorphism, one obtains:

COROLLARY D.1. Let C C H? be a curve such that [C] = v[F|, where v € N — {0}.
Then C C H. [

D.9.3. From Proposition [D.I]it follows that ¢ € Aut(H?) permutes the cycles classes
[E] and [F]. We show that ¢ leaves invariant these classes, and we suppose that [p(E)] =
[F].

Let M be the set of subscheme of P? of the shape { Py, ..., Py_o }, where P, is a point
of multiplicity 2, and the points Pi,..., P; o are different points of multiplicity 1. If
one fixes P, ..., Py_5, then M contains the set D := Quot*(Op2/PZ), where Py = (,y),
without restriction. If one puts L, := (ax + y,2?) and Z, := P, N---N Py_» N L,, then
D~{Z,|ack} and one has (see [T3, p. 49]):

a-deg \HO(Z.(n) = a-deg \H'(La(n)) =1,

for all n > d, hence [D] = [E] by Lemma [D.2l It follows that [p(D)] = [p(E)] = [F], and
by Corollary [D.3] one obtains ¢(D) C H. Now dim M =2-(d—2)+1and dimH =d+2.
Thus from ¢(M) C H it follows that d < 5 and hence we get:

PROPOSITION D.4. If d > 6, then Aut(H?) trivially acts on A;(H?). O

COROLLARY D.2. Each ¢ € Aut(H?) leaves H invariant.

PROOF. Let be (¢, f) <> & € H(k). If g € S3/0S4_1 is linearly independent of f, then
C:={({l,af +Bg)}" C H and a similar argumentation as in the proof of Proposition
in Chapter 2l shows that [C] = [F]. It follows that [p(C)] = [C] = [F], hence C' C H by
Corollary D11 O
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D.9.4. If G,, operates by () : x — N’z y — My, z — z, then the two cycles
F={(z,y"Yay+2))} and G := { (ax+y,2%) }  are the 1-dimensional cells of the
B-B-decomposition of H. There is only 1 fixed point under the action of U(3, k), namely
the point corresponding to (x,y?). Hence there are no algebraic cycles. The same ar-
gumentation as in Section shows that Af (H) is freely generated by [F] and [G]. If
¢ € Aut(H?), then by Corollary [D.1 ¢. permutes these cycle classes. If [p(F)] = [G] in
Ai(H) then from Proposition [D.4] it follows that [F] = [G] in A;(H?). In order to show
that this is not possible, we compute the intersection numbers with M,,:

Let be Z, = (ax + y, 2%). From the exact sequence
0 —Zy(n—1) > T,(n—-1) — I (n—1) — 0,
it follows that
0 — H°(Zo(n — 1)) — H(Z,(n)) — k[z,y], — 0
is exact for all n > d. It follows that
a-deg /\HO(Ia(n)) = a-deg /\(ozx +9)Sa2 = (3),
hence (M,, - C) = (g) Comparing with (D.I]) shows that [F] = [G] is not possible.

COROLLARY D.3. Each ¢ € Aut(H?) operates as the identity on A;(H). O

As in the general situation of Section .1l and Section 5.2] one deduces:

COROLLARY D.4. If ¢ € Aut(H?), then @|H is induced by a linear transformation
v € Auty(P?) = PGL(2; k). O

Now as in Section [5.4] if one replaces ¢ by 7' o, one obtains a normed automorphism
of H?, i.e. an automorphism, whose restriction to H is the identity.

D.10. Computation of Aut(H?)

D.10.1. Preliminary remarks. Let Z C H? x P? be the universal subscheme and
7 : Z — H the projection. If ¢ € H4(k), then the fiber 7~1(¢) C P? is denoted by Z;. H@
is the open subscheme of H¢ such that H = { { € H(k) | #Z¢ =d }. If p € Aut(H?),
then one has a cartesian diagram

H—* -~ H4
and ¢ induces an isomorphism of Z, which we denote by 1.
If ¢ € HY(k), then Z¢ consists of d different closed points P, ..., Py € P2. Conversely,

d different, closed points of P? define a point & € H@ (k) and we express this connection
by writing § <» Z = LU --- UP,.
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If ¢ € HY(k) and ¢ = ¢(£), then 1 induces an isomorphism Z¢ — Z¢, which we denote
by
P pe(P) or @(PLU - UPy) =@e(P)U - Upe(Py).
If ¢ € HD(k) and p(€) = &, then v induces a permutation of the points Py, ..., P;.

D.10.2. In the following ¢ € Aut(H?) is normed, i.e. the restriction ¢|H is the
identity.

THEOREM D.2. Auty(Hilb%(P?)) = PGL(2; k), if d > 6.

PROOF. Let be € <3+ PLU --- UP; € HD(k) and let g be a line through P, such that
the projection of P, ..., P; onto g gives different points P, ..., P; = P;. The projection
is defined by a suitable G,,-action 7(A) such that 7(1)§ = £ and &, = )\li_)rgoT()\)g =
P/ U---U P} (see Appendix [Al).

Let be T =PL, U =T — {0,00} and o : U — H@ the morphism defined by A ~—
7(A)(€) =: £()\). Then a has a uniquely determined extension to a morphism 7' — H<
which still is denoted by a. Put § := ¢ oa. Then deg(a|T) = deg(5|T) = 1, as a|U

is injective if g is chosen general enough. The image of « is a curve C C H? such that
Cr > &(N) for all A € T. Then D = ¢(C) is the image of 5 and Dy <> ©&(A).

Let ¢ be the induced automorphism of the universal subscheme Z — X x H? X := P2,
C can be taken as a closed subscheme of X x 7', which is flat over T'. Let F be the structure
sheaf of C. Now U = Spec A, A = k[\, 1/ = k[A], and F @7 Oy = @ L;, L, flat over U
with Hilbert polynomial 1, and L; ® k(A\) = Ox/P;(\), where P;(\) := 7(\) P; corresponds
to a closed point in X.

Let p: X x T'— T be the projection. Then p,F(n) ® Oy = @‘11 p«Li(n) ® Oy, hence

(D.5) Ap.F(n) @ Oy = R p.Li(n) © O

As p,F(n) and p.L;(n) are globally generated by the monomials in S,, if n > 0, all the line
bundles, which occur in eq. (D.5) have uniquely determined extensions all over T', which
are denoted by the same letters, i.e. (D.5) holds true if U is replaced by T It follows that

(ApF(n)-T) = ("M, - T) = deg(a)(M, - C)

= (i) T).

As L;isalinein X, if 1 <i<d—1, one has (p.L;(n)-T) =n,if 1 <i<d—1, hence
(D.6) M, -C)=(d—-1)-n.
If G is the structure sheaf of the subscheme D C X x T, then one again has

d
g@TOU:@,CZ
1
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Here L; is flat over U with Hilbert polynomial 1 and has the form £; = Oxyy/P; and
Pi(A) == P; @ k(X) <> e (T(N)Fy), for all A € U. This again implies

Np-G(n) © Oy = R p.Li(n) © Oy

If one again denotes the extension of £; ® Oy to a module, which is flat over T, with
Hilbert polynomial 1, by the letter £;, then one obtains

. d
A\pG(n) = R p.Li(n)

and one deduces:
d

(D.7) (Mo -D) = S (0. £u(n) - T).
1

If P;(\) € X does not depend on A, then £; is a constant sheaf, hence (p.L;(n)-T) = 0.
If P;(\) depends on A, then A — P;(\) defines a morphism U — X, which has a unique
extension 7' — X, and its image is a curve of degree d; > 1. It follows that either
(p«Li(n) - T) = 0 or (p.Li(n)-T) = din+ ¢;. As [C] = [D] by Proposition [D.4], one has
(M,-C)=(M,-D),ie (d—1)-n= chl d;n+ c¢;. It follows that there is at least one index
i such that P;()\) is independent of 7. Hence there is an index ¢ such that @) (7(A)F;) is
independent of A € U. It follows that ¢¢(P;) = @e(7(A)F;) for all A € U, hence for all
A€eT. Now &y = limy 00 T(A)E <> { P,..., P} } is a closed point in H (k) and ¢|H = id,
as ¢ is normed, hence ¢(P;) € { P{,...,P;} C g. If one substitutes the line g by a line
h, such that P; € h and the projections of P, ..., P; onto h again give distinct points, the
same argumentation shows @¢(P;) € h, for an index j. From this it follows that there is
an index 1 < ¢ < d such that ¢¢(F;) is in the intersection of infinitely many such lines.
It follows that p¢(P;) = P;. The same argumentation with P,_; instead of P; shows that
905(Pj> = Pd—l; ete.

We conclude that @¢(P) U -+ Upe(Py) is a permutation of Py U --- U Py, i.e. we have
©(&) = €. But as the closure of H@ is equal to H%, the theorem follows. O
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Filtration of the structure sheaf of a curve

Aux-LEMMA E.1. Let be k an algebraically closed field, S = klxo, -+ ,z,|, Y/k an
integral scheme and M a coherent module on P X, Y, which is flat over Y with constant
Hilbert polynomial s > 1. Then for each sufficiently small open set U = Spec A C Y there
is a filtration (0) = M° C --- C M® of M ® Oy such that M'/M"™" ~ (S/p;)(—d;), where
p; € Proj(S ® A) is a prime ideal, which is generated by a subbundle L; C S1 ® A of rank
r, and the isomorphism is defined by multiplication with f; € S ® A of degree d;.

ProoF. This is a simple variant of [H1, Prop.7.4, p.50]. We replace A by a suit-
able localization Ay, which is denoted A again and writing p instead of p;, one obtains
M'/M*~ ~ S® A/p is flat over A with constant Hilbert polynomial c. Let K := Aj be the
quotient field of A. Then (S® A/p) ® K) ~ S ®; K/p @4 K has the Hilbert polynomial c,
hence the dimension of the support of Ox ® K, X := Proj(S®; A/p), has the dimension 0.
But then X ® 4 K is an artinian scheme, which is connected, as X is connected. It follows
that X ®4 K consists of one single closed point p ®4 K € X ®4 K. After tensorizing
with an algebraic closure K~ of K, one obtains that X ® 4 K~ consists of the closed point
p®s K, and X ®4 K~ = Proj(S ®4 K~ /p ®4 K~) has the Hilbert polynomial c¢. As
p ®a K~ is maximal in S ®; K, it follows that ¢ = 1. As the Hilbert polynomials of
X®4K7, X®4 K and X are equal, it follows that ¢ = 1 and the Hilbert polynomial of p
is equal to ("f”) +-+ ("f“), hence p is 1-regular and p; is generated by a subbundle

L of S ®;, A of rank r. O

LEMMA E.1. Let Y/k be an integral scheme, C C P3 x, Y a curve, which is flat over
Y with Hilbert polynomial P(n) = dn — g+ 1. There exists an open set U = Spec A C Y
such that the following conditions are fulfilled:

1° If S = Alx,y, 2,t], there is a finitely generated graded S-algebra M such that M is the
structure sheaf of the subscheme C xy U C P3 x U.

2° There is a filtration (0) = M° C --- C M"™ = M such that M'/M*™' ~ (S/p;)(—d;)
is flat over A, p; C S is a graded prime ideal, and the isomorphism is defined by
multiplication with a form f; € Sy,.

3° For each p; two cases can occur: p; is a minimal prime of M and Proj(S/p;) is a curve,
flat over A. OR: p; is generated by a subbundle L C Sy of rank 3 .

PROOF. The existence of such a filtration is shown in (loc.cit.). Applying the Generic-
flatness-Lemma, one sees that either S/p; has a Hilbert polynomial of the form an + b,
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which is the first case, or S/p; has a constant Hilbert polynomial s, in which case the
assertion follows from the auxiliary lemma. O



APPENDIX F

Lower semicontinuity of the complexity

Grass,,(S;) parametrizes

If M = 2°yP27t° € S = k[x,y, 2,t], then T(M) :=6§. G =
d§3)7 be the monomials in Sy

the m-dimensional subspaces of S;. Let eq,...,e,, n =
in any order. If V € G(k) and f; = Z?Zl aijej, 1 < j < m, is a basis of V, then
aljl “ e aljm
AN N f= ZP(j)e(j), where ey =€ N Nej, and P(j) = det
amj1 “ e amjm

is the Pliicker—coordinate belonging to the multi-index (j) = (ji, ..., Jm), where 1 < j; <

Let G,, act on S by o(\) 1z — z, y — y, z — z, t — At. Because of
U()\)fz = Z Cl,ij)\T(ej)ej
J

it follows that

(F.1) TNFIA NN fn =Y P e
)

where T'(e¢)) :=T(e;,) +---+T(ej,.).

Let be N := # { (j) multi-index as above } —1. The Pliicker-embedding p : G — P¥ is
defined by V +— A™V, that means, it is defined by V'~ { Pliicker—coordinates of V' } / ~,
and ~ is defined by multiplication with elements in k*. It follows that G,, acts in an
equivariant way on G and PV with respect to p.

Let V< € € G(k)and C(§) :={ a(Mp(&) | A € k* } = { p(a(N)E) | X € k* }. From (E.T)
it follows that

C&) = { PpA™ o) [ xek } /)~ .

CASE 1: A — o(\)V is injective, A € k*.
Then from the argumentation in the proofs of [T'1, Bemerkung 2 and 3, p. 11] follows that

for the closure C'(¢) C PV one has

(F.2) ®g®=%ﬂMMHwﬂ%%

where the maximum and the minimum refers to such multi-indices with Py # 0, and the

Py are the Pliicker-coordinates of V.

CASE 2: A — o(A\)V is not injective.

In the proof of [T2, Hilfssatz 5, pp. 8] it had been shown that this is equivalent with the
123
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following statements 1°-3°:
There is an integer £ > 0 and a basis fi,..., f,, of V, such that

1° fi =% 3" frt%, d; chosen maximal, 0 < dy < -+ < d,,, f¥ € klz,y, z] of degree
d— (d; + tv), for all i and 0 < v < n;.

2° The map Gy, /pe — PV defined by V — A" o(A\)V is injective, uy = {e € C| e’ =1}.

30

(F.3) deg C(§) = 1 - { right-hand side of (E.2) } .

Note that in (E2) T'(e;)) = D +¢- n( ), with D =dy + - - -+ d,,, and n(j) € N depending
on (7). If conversely it is supposed that T'(e(;)) has this form, then one gets

oWV ({ PP [ Py £03) [~ = ({ Poy | Py #0}) [ ~
for all A € py. As p is a closed immersion it follows that o(A)V =V if A € .

The Pliicker—coordinates of £ and the number ¢ depend on £, we therefore write Fy;) (&)
and £(&). It is clear that there is an open neighborhood U = U(§) of £ in G, such that

(F.4) Py(E) £ 0= Pyy(() 20 C € U(E).
Suppose that ¢ € U(&). Then we conclude:
A€ ey = oA = ¢
> (R0 00 £01)/~= (R0 200 £0))
= \0) = ¢ € k* for all (j) such that P (g)
Because of (F.4) it follows that AT°w) = ¢ for all () such that P;(£) #0.
= ({(NPH©O [ Pn©) #0}) /~= ({ (&) [ Pu(©) #0}) /
a(NE =& = X €E pue) = tue) C tue) = L) d1v1des E(f) :
One gets:
(F.5) 0¢) < U(&)  forall ¢ e U(€).
Because of (F.4]) one has for all ¢ € U(¢):
max { T(eqy) | P(§) # 0} < max{ T(eqy) | Piy(¢) #0}

and
II(lji)ifl {T(eq) | Pyy(Q) #0} < Ir(lji)n {T(e) | Py(&) #0}

Then from (E.3)), (F.4) and (E.5) we get:

CoNcrLUsION F.1. For each £ € G(k) there is an open neighborhood U # () in G such
that deg C'(§) < deg C'(() for all closed points ¢ € U. O

We now embed H = Hy, into Grass”"(S,) by means of F,, = 7, F(n) and then by
means of M,, = AF, into a projective space PN(™. We recall that P(n) = (";’3) —Q(n),
n is a sufficiently large number, e.g. n > b, and that g < g(d) = (d — 2)?/4 is supposed.
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If ¢ € H(k), then by Theorem in Chapter [l we have the rational equivalence

{oNETAek™ ) =C(€) ~ q2(§)Co+ q1()C1 + q0(§) Co -

Here the natural numbers ¢o(§) and ¢;(§) are called the complexity of & with regard to Cs
respectively to C.

Now deg C(€) = (M, - C(¢)) and Conclusion [F shows that
(M, - C(()) = (M, - C(€))  forall (€ U(E),
hence
BO[("5) + (=b+ D] + @ () —b+1) + (<)
> @E)[("5) (= b+ D] +a(€)(n—b+1) +q(E)
for all 7> 0. We get:
CONCLUSION F.2. For each ¢ € H(k) there is an open neighborhood U(€) of € in H

such that for each ¢ € U(§) N H(k) one has:
Either  ¢2(¢) > ¢2(§)  or  ¢a2(C) = 2(§) and ¢1(¢) = q(E)- 0



APPENDIX G

The graded Hilbert scheme

Let be S = k[xy,...,z,,t] the polynomial ring in r + 1 variables, X = Proj S, H =
Hilb” (X) the Hilbert scheme, which parametrizes the quotients Oy /Z with Hilbert poly-
nomial P(n), i.e. the ideals Z C Ox with Hilbert polynomial Q(n) = ("I") — P(n).

Let be X = X x; H, Z C Oy the universal ideal sheaf with Hilbert polynomial Q(n),
F = Ox/I. If £ is any linear form, then U(¢) = {y € H | £ non-zero divisor of F ® k(y)
is open and non-empty in H (see [G3|, Section 1]).

Let G,, act on S by o(A\) 1z =y, 1 < i <71, t— M.

G.1. Limit points
LEMMA G.1. Let be Z <» € € H(K), and Zy <> & = ;in% o(N)E, where K/k is a field
_>
extension. Then one has:

(i) & is Gy, -invariant.
(ii) & e U(t) < £eU(t).
(i11) If £ € U(t), then the Hilbert functions of T and Iy are equal.

PROOF. A small modification of the proof of [G3, Lemma 4]:
Write F; = t4f0 + %t fl ... 1 <i<p:=Q(d),d <dy <---,and f; == t74F,
By linearly combining the F;, one can achieve that the f; are linearly independent and the
proof goes through with ¢ instead of the variable X. O

G.2. The restriction morphism
Let be R = k[zy,...,2,], Y = Proj R, P'(n) = P(n) — P(n—1), H' = Hilb” (V).

LEMMA G.2. Let T'/k be a scheme, T — U(t) a morphism and Z € H(T) the corre-
sponding ideal. ThenZ' := T4+tOxxr(—1)/tOxxr(—1) is an element of H'(T) and Z — T’
defines a morphism r : U(t) — H'.

PROOF. The same argumentation as in [G3l, Section 1]. O

G.3. The case of space curves

We now write S = k[r,y,2,t], X = Proj S, H = Hilb"(X), P(n) = dn — g + 1,
R = kl[z,y,z], Y = ProjR. If Z C Oy is an ideal, then Z* C Ox is the ideal, which is
126
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generated by Z, i.e.

H(X,T*(n)) = @ " "H (Y, Z(i)) foralln.
i=0
Let now be T <+ &€ € H(k)NU(t), T < r(¢) € Hilb*(Y) and Ty <+ & = limy_o o(N)E.
Here, and in the following, G,, operates by () : x — z, y — y, 2 — 2z, t — At.

LEMMA G.3. Zy = (Z')*NR, (Z')* is the CM-part of Iy and R is (x,y, z)-primary.

PROOF. 1° As 7, is G,,-invariant, one has

H(Io(n)) = @Pt"'Ui, H(Zo(n+1)) = Pt Vi,
i=0 =0
U, C V; C R; vector spaces. As Z, € U(t) by Lemma [GI] one has H°(Zy(n)) =
{feS,|t feHZy(n+1))}, hence U; = V;, if 0 < i < n, and R,V,, C RiH(Zy(n)) C
H°(Zy(n + 1)), i.e. RiV, C V4 for all n. It follows that there is a sequence of vector
spaces U; C R; such that H°(Zy(n)) = @, t"'U; and RU, C Uyyq for all n.

2° As r is continuous, from r(c(A)€) = r(&) for all A € k* it follows that that (&) =
r(§), i.e. (Zp) =Z'. From the exact sequence

0 — Zo(n — 1) == Ty(n) — T'(n) — 0
it follows that the canonical map
H®(Zo(n)) /tH"(Zo(n — 1)) = H(Z'(n))

is an isomorphism, if n > 0. Hence one has U,, C H*(Z'(n)) for all n and U,, = H°(Z'(n))
if n> 0. It follows that Zy C J := (Z')*.

3° Next we want to show that J is CM, and we assume that P is an associated prime
of Ox/J, which corresponds to a closed point of X. Then P is G,,-invariant.

CASE 1: P = ({1, s,t), where {1, {5 are linear forms in R. But as ¢ is not a zero-divisor
of Ox/J, this is a contradiction.

CASE 2: P = (x,y,z). Let be P = Ann(f), i.e. f € S such that P- f C J. Write
f=te-g. If e >0, it follows that that P = Ann(g). Hence one can suppose e = 0 and
f=r+tf'+--, f€ R,. It follows that P - f* € H*(Z(n+ 1)), hence f° € H*(J(n)).
By an induction argument on gets f € J, contradiction.

4° Let P be an associated prime of Ox /Zy, which corresponds to a closed point of X.
The same argumentation as in 3° shows that P = (z,y, z). Hence one can write Zo = NNR,
where A is the CM-part and R is (z,y, z)-primary. Now one has Zy = Zo,NJ = NNJ NR,
hence NN J = N C J and besides J' = 7' = Z) = N'. Tt follows that J/N has
finite length. If one assumes that this is not equal to zero, there is a prime ideal P, which
corresponds to a closed point of X and is an associated prime of 7 /N, hence an associated
prime of Ox /N, contradiction. It follows that J = N. O
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G.4. The graded Hilbert scheme

At the moment, we go back to the general situation as in and [G2l In [G6,
Abschnitt 2] it is shown:

(i) If H® denotes the fixed point scheme, then G := HE N U(t) is a closed subscheme
of H (!).

(ii) Let ¢ be a numerical function, i.e. a map ¢ : N — N, such that ¢(n) = Q(n) if
n>> 0. Put ¢'(n) = p(n) — p(n —1). If Ais a k-algebra, let be G,(A) the set of all
subbundles V,, C R, ® A of rank ¢'(n) such that R,V,, C V,,4; for all n € N. Then G,
is (represented by) a closed subscheme of H, and G is the disjoint union of those G,
which are non-empty.The closed immersion G, — H is defined by (V;, V4,...) = J,
where J C Oxga is the ideal generated by the V,,, i.e. HY(X®A, T (n)) = > "'V,
for all n. G, is called graded Hilbert scheme.

(iii) Let H,, be the locally closed subset of H of all ideals J C H(K') with Hilbert function
p, for all field extensions K/k. We take H, as a subscheme of H with the reduced
scheme structure. Then one has (G )rea C Hy.

(iv) If £ € H,(K) N U(t), then Lemma shows that & = }\ii%a(k)g € G,(K), and
€ — & defines a morphism H, N U(t) = (Gy)rea-

The statements (i)—(iii), whose proof is easy, are used in Section 21l in the cases r = 2
and r = 3. The statement (iv) requires some work [G6| Prop.2, p.20], but is needed only
in the proof of Proposition 2.3] which is not used in later chapters.

G.5. Very general linear forms
G.5.1.

Aux-LEMMA G.1. Let be S = klz,y,z], Y = ProjS, P € Y a closed point, Q a
graded ideal in S, which is primary to P. Then HP(Oy /Q) is equal to the length r of the
localization (S/Q)py over S).

ProoF. By [HIl, Prop. 7.4, p. 50] there is a filtration 0 = M° C --- C M" = S/Q
such that M*/M*~t ~ f; - (S/P)(—d;), and HP(S/P) = 1. O

G.5.2. Let now be P = k[z,y, z,t], S = k[z,y,z] = P/tP(—1), p C P a graded prime
ideal such that V(p) C X = Proj P is a curve of degree d. Let be I C P a graded ideal,
which is p-primary of multiplicity p. By (loc. cit.) there is a filtration

(G.1) 0=M"C.--C M"=[P/I]”
such that

(G.2) MM fi - [(P)p)(—di)]™
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for p indices and for the remaining indices
(G.3) MM = g; - [(P/Py)(—ei)] ™

P; € X a closed point, which is contained in the support of P/I = V(p). We choose a
linear form ¢ € P such that V(p) NV (¢) = {P,..., Py}, P, distinct points and ¢ ¢ UP;.
Applying a suitable linear transformation, one can assume ¢ = t. One can write M* = I*/I,
where I' is a graded ideal, I = I and I" = P. We denote the images of the canonical
morphism P — S by " and from (G.I]) we get a filtration

(@) 0= (M’ C---C (M) =[5/1]",
where

(MY =1/, (I'Y ="'+ tP(=1)/tP(—1), I' =1+tP(-1)/tP(-1).
As [P/P; +tP(—1)]~ = 0, from (G3)) it follows that one can write (GIl) as

(G.4) 0=N’°C---C Nt=[S/IT.
Because of (G.2) one has surjective homomorphisms
(G.5) [(P/p+tP(=1))(=di)]” — N'/N'"".

But P/p +tP(—1) = @¢S/P; and the localization of ((L4) and ((LH) at the point P, for
example, gives a filtration

(G.6) 0= N(Opl) C-C N(uP1) - S(Pl)/I(/Pl)

and surjective homomorphisms

(G.7) [(Seeyy/ (Pr) ) (=di) = Nip,)/ Nz, -

Now the left hand side of (G.7) is a field, hence either N(ipl) /N(iljll) is equal to zero or has
the length 1 over S¢p,).

ConcLUSION G.1. The multiplicity p; of (S/I")(p,) over S(p) is < p. O

Put Z = I, 7' = T 4+ tOx(—1)/tOx(—1), Y = Proj S. As the Hilbert polynomial of
P/p has the form dn + a, from (G.I)) and (G.2) follows that HP(P/I) = dun+b. From the
exact sequence

0 — (Ox/I)(~1) == Ox /T — Oy /T — 0

we get:

CoNcLUSION G.2. HP(Oy /T') = dpu. O

From the Aux-Lemma and Conclusion and Conclusion it follows that
i = p for all 1 <7 < d. From this one deduces:

LEMMA G.4. Let C C X =P} be a curve. Write C = Cy U ---UC, U {points}, where
the C; are the different irreducible components of dimension 1, of degree d; and multiplicity
Wi, and {points} denotes the 0-dimensional components, embedded or isolated. Then for
Zariski-many linear forms € € k[z,y, z,t] one has
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(b) {points} NV (L) = 0.

(¢c) CinV () ={Pyq,...,Pa}, where the points P,; are different from each other and the
multiplicity of P;; in C; NV ({) is equal to p;. O



APPENDIX H

Notations and explanations

H.1. Notations

The ground field is C; all schemes are of finite type over C; k denotes an extension field
of C. P=klx,y,z1t],S = k[z,y,z], R = k[z,y] are the graded polynomial rings.
T = T(4; k) group of diagonal matrices
A = U(4; k) unitriangular group
B = B(4; k) Borel group of upper triangular matrices
T (p) subgroup of T'(3; k) or of T'(4; k) defined as follows: If p = (po, p1, p2) € Z3, po + p1 +
pa = 0, then T(p) = { (Mo, A1, A2) € (k%) | A°A[*A0? = 1}, and analogously in the case

)b < UM

G1, G, G Sulbgroups of U(4; k) (see below).

NNT = abbreviation for non-zero divisor

~ = abbreviation for rational equivalent

T C Ops is a CM-ideal , if the curve in P?, which is defined by Z, has no embedded or
isolated points, i.e. is a "pure” curve.- Generally ”curve” means a 1-dimensional (mostly
closed) subscheme of something.

Cohen-Macaulay part, respectively punctual part of an ideal 7 - see page iii.

H = H,, Hilbert scheme of curves in P? with degree d > 1 and genus g, i.e. H = Hilb" (P}),
where P(T) =dT — g+ 1.

Q(T) = (ng) — P(T') complementary Hilbert polynomial.

H, = Hilbert scheme of ideals Z C Ops with Hilbert polynomial Q(7"),i.e. H = H;, = Hy.
7 and k denote the projections from H x; P3 to H resp. P3.

Hg # 0 if and only if Q(T) = (") + (" 5) or Q1) = ("3 + ("5 + ("7,
where a and b are natural numbers 1 < a < b. The first case is equivalent with d = a and
g=(d—1)(d—2)/2, ie., equivalent with the case of plane curves.

If &1,& € H(k), then we write § = & iff f(&1) = f(&), where f is a tautological morphism.

We consider only the case ¢ < (d —1)(d — 2)/2. In this case we have the relations
d=a—1and g = (a*—3a+4)/2—0.

G = Grass,,(P;) Grassmann scheme of m-dimensional subspaces of P,.

Let ¢ : N — N be a function with the following properties: There is an ideal Z C Op2
of finite colength with Hilbert function h(n) = h°(Z(n)), such that 0 < ¢(n) < h(n) for all
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n € N and ¢(n) = h(n) for n large enough, e.g. n > d := colength(Z). On the category of
k-schemes a functor is defined by:

U, C S, ® A subbundle of rank ¢(n)
G,(Spec A) =< (Uy,...,Uq)

such that S1U,_1 C U,,1 <n<d

G, is a closed subscheme of a suitable product of Grassmann schemes; it is called graded
Hilbert scheme.

To each ideal J C Ops with Hilbert polynomial @ corresponds a point § € H(k), which
we denote by £ < J.

h(J) denotes the Hilbert function of 7, that means h(J)(n) = dimy H°(J(n)),n € N.

If ¢ is the Hilbert function of an ideal in Opz such that ¢(n) = (";2) — d for all
sufficiently great natural numbers n, then

H,:={Tc Oy

P(Z(n) = (n),n €N |

is a locally closed subset of Hilb%(IP?), which we regard to have the induced reduced scheme
structure. H@ < Hilb%(P?) is the open subscheme of points ¢ «» Z C P? such that Z
consists of d points in P2,

If G is a subgroup of GL(4; k), then HY denotes the fixed-point scheme, which is to
have the induced reduced scheme structure. The same convention is to be valid for all
fixed-point subschemes of H?¢ = Hilb*(P?).

If C < H is a curve, then by means of the Grothendieck-Pliicker embedding H — PV
we can regard C' as a curve in a projective space, whose Hilbert polynomial has the form
deg(C) - T + c. Here deg(C') is defined as follows:

If 7 is the universal sheaf of ideals on X = H x P}, then F := Ox/Z is the structure
sheaf of the universal curve C over H, and the direct image m,.F(n) is locally free on H of
rank P(n) for all n > b. The line bundles M,, := Am, F(n) are called the tautological line
bundles on H, which are very ample and thus define the Grothendieck—Pliicker embeddings
in suitable projective spaces. Here A is to denote the highest exterior power. Then deg(C')
is the intersection number deg(M,|C) := (M, - C). (If C is a so called tautological or
basis cycle one can compute this intersection number directly, see [T2] Section 4.1].)

After these more or less conventional notations, we introduce some notations concerning
monomial ideals.

If J C Ops is T-invariant, then H°(P?; J7(d)) C Ops is generated by monomials. To
each monomial x4~ (@Fb+)yazbee in HO(7(d)) we associate the cube [a,a 4 1] x [b,b + 1] x
[c,c + 1] in a y-z-t-coordinate system, and the union of these cubes gives a so called
pyramid, , which is denoted by E(J(d)). Usually we assume that J is invariant under A

d
or I'. Then we can write H°(J(d)) =

n

t4U,,, where U,, C S, are subspaces such that
0
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S1-U, CUpt1,0 <n <d—1, which we call the layers of the pyramid. (In [T1]-[T4] we
made extensive use of this concept, but here it occurs only once in Section

A graded ideal I C S = kfzo,...,z,] is Borel normed, if in(I) = @,,n(l,) is
invariant under B(r + 1;k). To each graded ideal I C S there is a non-empty, open set
U C GL(r + 1; k) such that g(I) is Borel normed for all g € U.

If H is a Hilbert scheme of ideals in Opr and if b € H (k) is fixed by B(r + 1;k), then
Wg(b) C H is the subscheme of all ideals Z C Opr such that the initial ideal in(Z) < b.
(For more details, see [G3] Section 2].)
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H.2. Explanations

In [T1]-[T4] it was tried to describe the first Chow group A, (H), where we always take
rational coefficients, and we write A;(H) instead of A;(H) ®z Q. The starting point is the
following consideration: If the Borel group B = B(4; k) operates on H = Hy, in the obvious
way, then one can deform each 1-cycle on H in a 1-cycle, whose prime components are B-
invariant, irreducible, reduced and closed curves on H. It follows that A;(H) is generated
by such B-invariant 1-prime cycles on H. This is a partial statement of a theorem of
Hirschowitz, which can be applied to any projective scheme with a B-action (see [Hil).

Now from [T1, Section 1.1] it follows that such a B-invariant 1-prime cycle (i.e. closed,
irreducible and reduced curve) C' on H can be formally described as follows: Either each
point of C' is invariant under A := U(4; k), or one has C' = m, where 7 is a closed point
of H, which is invariant under 7' = T'(4; k) and the group G;,i € {1,2,3}. Here G is the

group G, acting by

@Diil“H!L", Y=y, zZ =z, t— az+1.
Wiz, Yy, s aytz, tet,
Viire o, oy aztoy, Z oz, t—t,

respectively, on P = k[z,vy, 2,t], and G; is the subgroup of A, which is complementary to
G', that means, one defines

1 % * x* 1 % % % 1 0 % =%

L 0 1 = = . 01 0 = o 0 1 = =
Gi=qlootr1 o] @ yloo1 ]| =Yoo 1 «
0 0 01 0 0 01 0 001

If C' has this form, then C' is called a combinatorial cycle of type i, where i € {1,2,3}.
A(H) := Im(A;(H®) — A;(H)) is called the “algebraic part” and A,(H) := A;(H)/A(H)
is called the “combinatorial part” of the first Chow group of H. Here H” denotes the
fixed point scheme, which, just as all other fixed point schemes that will occur later on, is
supposed to have the induced reduced scheme structure.

This convention is valid also for the Hilbert scheme H? := Hilb*(PPZ).

In order to formulate the results of [T1]-[T5], one has to introduce the following
“tautological” 1-cycles on H:

Cr={(z,y"y" 2" az+1t)) o€k}

Co = { (z,y* Hay + 2), y* 2" (ay + 2)) lavek}

Cy={ (@@ ar+ya* 2" ack}

D ={ (2% 2y, y" ", "My + axz?) |a €k}

B = { (2%, zy, w2, y% y 2 2t 4yt e e k)
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Then the final results are (cf. [T5, Thm. 15.1 and 16.1]):

Suppose that d > 5 and ¢g < (dgl), i.e. g is not maximal. Put g(d) := (d — 2)?/4 and
v(d) = (%),
THEOREM ([T5, p. 123]). (i) Ifg > v(d), then Ay(Hay,) is freely generated by E, Cy, Cy, Cs.
(11) If g(d) < g < ~v(d), then Ai1(Hay) is freely generated by E, D, Cy, Cs.
(11i) If g < g(d), then A1(Hyy,) is freely generated by E, D, Cs.

THEOREM ([T'5, p. 127]). (i) Ifg <0, then A1(Hs ) is freely generated by [E], [D], [Cy).
(ii) A1(Hyz) ~ Q* and if g <1, then A;1(Hyy) is freely generated by [E], D], [Cs).
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