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GLOBALLY GENERATED VECTOR BUNDLES WITH ¢, =5 ON P3

CRISTIAN ANGHEL, IUSTIN COANDA, AND NICOLAE MANOLACHE

ABSTRACT. We provide a classification of globally generated vector bundles with ¢; =5
on the projective 3-space. The classification is complete (except for one case) but not as
detailed as the corresponding classification in the case ¢; = 4 from our paper [Memoirs
AM.S., Vol. 253, No. 1209 (2018), also larXiv:1305.3464]. We determine, at least, the
pairs of integers (a,b) for which there exist globally generated vector bundles on the
projective 3-space with Chern classes ¢; = 5, ¢ca = a, ¢c3 = b (except for the case (12,0)
and the complementary case (13,5) which remain undecided), we describe the Horrocks
monads of these vector bundles and we organise them into several families with irre-
ducible bases. We use some of the results from our paper [arXiv:1502.05553] (for which
we give, however, a direct selfcontained proof in one of the appendices of the present
paper) to reduce the problem to the classification of stable rank 3 vector bundles F' with
c1(F) = =1, 2 < ¢o(F) < 4, having the property that F'(2) is globally generated. We
use, then, the spectrum of such a bundle to get the necessary cohomological information.
Some of the constructions appearing in the present paper are used (and reproduced, for
the reader’s convenience) in another paper of ours [arXiv:1711.06060] in which we pro-
vide an alternative to Chang and Ran’s proof of the unirationality of the moduli spaces
of curves of degree at most 13 from [Invent. Math. 76 (1984), 41-54].
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INTRODUCTION

In this paper, which is a sequel to our work [I]-[3], we classify the globally generated
vector bundles with ¢; = 5 on P? (the analogous but much simpler classification on P? can
be found in [1, Sect. 3]). If £ is such a bundle and if ¢y, ¢3 are the other two Chern classes
of E then, as a consequence of the theorem of Riemann-Roch (recalled in Remark [[.])),
c3 = c1¢o (mod 2) hence, in our case, ¢z = ¢ (mod 2). We shall work, most of the
time, under some additional assumptions (that appear, already, in the paper of Sierra
and Ugaglia [46]). Firstly, we can assume that H'(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, (where EY is the
dual of E). Indeed, if E is a globally generated vector bundle on P? then H*(EY) = 0 if
and only if £ has no trivial direct summand and, in this case, considering the universal
extension 0 — sO0ps — £ — E — 0 with s := h'(EV), E satisfies H'(EY) = 0,7 =0, 1.

Secondly, we can assume that c; < ¢2/2 (hence, in our case, that c; < 12). Indeed, if
E is a globally generated vector bundle on P? then the dual P(FE) of the kernel of the
evaluation morphism H°(E) ®; Ops — E has “complementary” Chern classes ¢;(P(E)) =
c1, o(P(E)) = 2 —cy, c3(P(E)) = c3+c1(c? —2¢,) and if, moreover, H'(EY) = 0,i = 0, 1,
then P(P(F)) ~ E.

There is, also, a third additional assumption, specific to the case ¢; = 5. If ¢; = 5,
cy <12, H(EY) =0,i =0, 1, and H°(E(—2)) # 0 then, by [, Prop. 2.4], [I, Prop. 2.10]
and [2, Thm. 0.1], either £ ~ Ops(a) ® E;, where a is an integer with 2 < a < 5 and
E) is a globally generated vector bundle with ¢;(E;) =5 — a and H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1,
or E ~ (G(3), where G is a stable rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(G) = —1 and ¢(G) = 2
(we provide, for the reader’s convenience, a different proof of this fact in Appendix [A]).
Consequently, we shall also assume that H°(E(—2)) = 0.

The idea that makes this classification possible is the following one: asume that E has
rank r > 3. Then r — 3 general global sections of F define an exact sequence :

0— (r—3)0p — E— E' — 0,

where E'’ is a rank 3 vector bundle, with the same Chern classes as F. It is quite easy
to reduce the classification of globally generated vector bundles E of rank r» > 3, with
¢1 = 5 and satisfying the above additional assumptions to the case where E’ is stable (see
Lemma [[2)). The advantage of this reduction is that one can use, now, the cohomological
information furnished by the spectrum of a stable rank 3 vector bundle (see Okonek and
Spindler [39], [40], and Coanda [15] ; their results are recalled, with complete, partially new
proofs, in Appendix [B]). For technical reasons one works, actually, with the “normalized”
vector bundle F':= E'(—2) which has ¢, (F) = —1. If ¢ < 12 then c(F) < 4. Since, for
a stable rank 3 vector bundle F' with ¢;(F) = —1, one has co(F) > 1 and if ¢p(F) =1
then F' ~ Qps(1), our classification problem reduces to the following one: determine the
stable rank 3 vector bundles F' on P? with ¢;(F) = —1 and 2 < ¢y(F) < 4, such that F(2)
is globally generated. Note that the stable rank 3 vector bundles F' with ¢;(F) = —1
and co(F') = 2 were studied by Okonek and Spindler [38] but there is no similar study for
Cg(F) Z 3.
The result we obtain is the following :
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Theorem 0.1. Let E be an indecomposable globally generated vector bundle on P2, of
rank at least 2, with Chern classes ¢, = 5, ¢y < 12 and c3, and such that H(EY) = 0,
1 =20, 1. Then one of the following holds:

(i) c2 =8, c3 =0 and E ~ G(3) where G is a rank 2 vector bundle with ¢,(G) = —1,
c2(G) =2, and H(G) = 0;
(ii) ca =19, c3 =5 and E ~ Qps(3) ;
(iii) co =10, c3 =6 and E can be realized as a non-trivial extension:
0 — Ops(l) — F — G(2) — 0,
where G is a 2-instanton ;
(iv) co = 10, c3 = 4 and E(—2) is the kernel of an epimorphism Ops(1) ® 30ps —
ﬁ]PB(Q) ;
(V) ¢co = 10, ¢3 = 0 and E ~ G(3) where G is a general rank 2 vector bundle with
c1(G) = =1, c(G) =4, and H*(G(1)) = 0;
(Vi) ¢ = 11, ¢35 = 9 and E(-2) is the cohomology of a (not necessarily minimal)
monad of the form:
0— ﬁp:’)(—l) — 5@]133 D 2@]}»3(—1) — 2@]}»3(1) — 0,
(vii) o =11, ¢ =7 and E can be realized as a non-trivial extension:
0 — G(2) — E — Ops(1) — 0,

where G is a 3-instanton with h°(G(1)) < 1;
(viii) ¢g =11, e¢3 =7 and E(—2) is the cohomology of a general monad of the form:

0 — 20ps(—1) — 80ps —> 30p3(1) — 0;
(ix) o = 11, c3 = 5 and E(—2) is the kernel of an arbitrary epimorphism Tps(—1) ®
ﬁ]pii — ﬁp3(2) ;
(x) 2 =12, c3 = 14 and E has a resolution of the form:

0—>ﬁps(—1)Q>EleB4ﬁps—>E—>O,

with v defined by xg, ..., x3 and with E; defined by an exvact sequence:
0— ﬁ]}ni&(—l)@ﬁ]}m —>EI/ —)fX —)O,

where X is either the union of two disjoint lines or its degeneration, a double line
on a nonsingular quadric surface;

(xi) ¢ = 12, ¢35 = 14 and E(-2) is the kernel of a general epimorphism 20ps @
60p3(—1) — Ops(1) @ Ops. In the typical situation, E(—1) is the kernel of the
evaluation morphism 60ps — Oy (2) of Oy (2), where H is a plane in P3;

(xii) cg =12, c3 = 12 and E has a resolution:

0 — Ops(—1) @ (2) ®40ps — E — 0,

where G is a 3-instanton with h°(G(1)) < 1 and v is defined be xy, . .., T3;
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(xiii) co = 12, ¢3 = 12 and E(—2) is the cohomology of a (not necessarily minimal)
monad of the form:

0— ﬁp:’)(—l) — 4ﬁ]p>3 D 4@]}»3(—1) — 2@]}»3(1) — 0,

(xiv) co = 12, ¢35 = 10 and E(—2) is the cohomology of a general (not necessarily
minimal) monad of the form:

0— 2@]}»3(—1) — 7@]}»3 ©® 2@]}»3(—1) — 3@]}»3(1) — 0,
(xv) ¢a =12, c3 =8 and E can be realized as a non-trivial extension :
00— G(2) — F — 0Ops(1) — 0,

where G is a 4-instanton with h°(G(1)) < 1;
(xvi) cg =12, ¢3 =8 and E(—2) is the cohomology of general monad of the form:

0 — 30p3(—1) — 100ps — 40p3(1) — 0
(xvii) co = 12, c3 = 6 and E(—2) is the cohomology of a general monad of the form:

The theorem follows from Prop.[L.3 Prop. 2.1l Prop.2.2] Prop.B.2] Prop.B3.4l Prop.B.5
Prop. B.8, Prop. 4.1l Prop. 4.3, Prop. 4.5 Prop. and Prop. [4.13]from the next sections.
We list, actually, in those propositions all the globally generated vector bundles £ on P3
with ¢; = 5, ¢, < 12, H(EY) =0, i =0, 1, and H’(E(-2)) = 0, indecomposable or not.
We have to say that our proof of the above theorem is incomplete in the sense that we
were unable to show that there exists no globally generated rank 2 vector bundle on P3
with ¢; = 5, ¢; = 12 (however, as Ph. Ellia communicated us, this is one of the results
of a forthcoming paper by Ellia, Gruson and Skiti on stable rank 2 vector bundles on
P? with ¢; = —1 and ”minimal” spectrum (0,...,0,—1,...,—1)). The above mentioned
propositions also show that all the indecomposable globally generated vector bundles F
on P3 with ¢, = 5, ¢, < 12, satisfy H'(E) = 0 for i > 1 (a condition that ensures the
openess of global generation in flat families).

Our classification in the case ¢; = 5 is less precise than the classification in the case
¢; = 4 from [I] since we were not able to give an explict meaning of the term “general”,
which is used several times in the statement of the above theorem. We were, also, not
able to show that the monads occuring in item (xvi) of the theorem can be put toghether
into a family with irreducible base (although this is probably true).

It is hard to comment on such a lenghty proof. Its most difficult cases are those for
which ¢; = 12, ¢35 < 12, and the rank 3 vector bundle E’ associated to E is stable (or F
has rank 2). They occupy more than half of the proof (see Prop. [£13]). In these cases,
using the cohomological information furnished by the spectrum of the “normalized” rank
3 vector bundle F' := E’(—2), we are able to describe the Horrocks monad of E, under
the assumption that E is globally generated. Then we have to decide whether there
exist monads of the previously determined shape whose cohomology sheaves are globally
generated.
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For example, if ¢ = 12 and ¢35 = 6, we show, firstly, that if £ is globally generated then
E(—2) is the cohomology sheaf of a monad of the form:

and we prove, next, that there really exist globally generated vector bundles E such that
E(—2) is the cohomology sheaf of such a monad (see Construction 6.3 and Construction
6.4 in the proof of Prop. A.13)).

As another example, if co = 12 and ¢3 = 4 we prove, assuming F globally generated,
that E/(—2) is the cohomology sheaf of a monad of the form:

0— ﬁps(—l) — 2ﬁ]p3(1) D 4ﬁ]p>3 — 2ﬁ]p3(2) — 0.

Then we show that if F' is the cohomology sheaf of such a monad then F(2) cannot be
globally generated (see Case 8 in the proof of Prop. A13). In particular, we show that if
F is the kernel of an epimorphism 20ps(1) @ Tps(—1) — 20ps(2) then F(2) is not globally
generated. We do not have a general method for proving such statements. We use specific
arguments in each case. This explains, in part, the length of the paper.

In the “missing case” ¢y = 12, ¢3 = 0 (and rk £ = 2) one can show that, in case F is
globally generated, E(—3) is the cohomology sheaf of an anti-selfdual monad of the form:

0 — 308 (—2) 25 40ps @ 40ps(—1) > 30ps(1) — 0,

with the property that the degeneracy locus of the component «;: 40ps — 30ps(1) of «
has codimension 2 in P2, We were not able to show that if G is the cohomology sheaf of
such a monad then G(3) cannot be globally generated. Notice that x(G(3)) = 3 hence
for a general monad of the above shape one should have H'(G(3)) = 0 while if G(3) is
globally generated then necessarily h”(G(3)) > 5, i.e., h'(G(3)) > 2 which shows that
the monads producing globally generated vector bundles are “special” among the above
monads (if they exist at all).

Our initial motivation for writing this paper was (and still is) to get a starting point
for the classification of globally generated vector bundles with ¢; = 5 on P, n > 4, which
is likely to be accomplished in a reasonable number of pages. We found, meanwhile, that
some of the constructions appearing in this paper can be used to get an alternative to
Chang and Ran’s arguments [I3] showing the unirationality of the moduli spaces of curves
of genus g < 13. This is the subject of our recent paper [4].

As for the organization of the paper, the main sections, which are devoted to the
analysis of the various cases of our classification problem, are followed by a number of
appendices containig complementary or auxiliary results.

Appendix [Al contains a short proof of the case H°(E(—2)) # 0 of the classification of
globally generated vector bundles with ¢; = 5 on P>. We included this proof here to keep
the paper selfcontained, that is, to avoid any reference to our lenghty paper [2].

In Appendix Bl we give complete, partially new proofs of the properties of the spectrum
of a stable rank 3 vector bundle on 3, following the approach of Hartshorne [28] Sect. 7]
and [29, Prop. 5.1].
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The Appendices [CHEl contain auxiliary results about some special classes of vector
bundles on P? related to our classification.

In Appendix [E] we include a proof of a general version of Serre’s method of extensions
(which is used in several constructions of globally generated vector bundles throughout
the paper) while Appendix [G] gathers a number of miscellaneous auxiliary results.

Notation. (i) We denote by S = Ek[xy,...,z,]| the projective coordinate ring of the
projective n-space P over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic 0.

(i) If .7 is a coherent sheaf on P" and i € Z, we denote by H’(.%) the graded S-module
Do H(Z (1))

(iii) If X is a closed subscheme of P", we denote by .#x C Op its ideal sheaf. If Y is a
closed subscheme of X, we denote by .#y x C Ox the ideal sheaf defining ¥ as a closed
subscheme of X. In other words, #y x = Sy /Ix.

(iv) If # is a coherent sheaf on P" and X C P™ a closed subscheme, we put %y =
F Qg, Ox and F | X 1= *.#, where i : X — P is the inclusion.

1. PRELIMINARIES

Let E be a globally generated vector bundle of rank r on P3, with ¢; = 5. Then r — 1
general global sections of E define an exact sequence :

0—(r—1)0p — E — H(5) — 0 (1.1)

with Y a nonsingular (but not necessarily connected) curve, of degree ¢, and with y(Oy ) =
—3(c3 + ¢2) (see Remark [L8 below). Dualizing (L) one gets an exact sequence:

0 — Ops(—5) — EY — (r — 1)Ops —25 wy(—1) — 0. (1.2)

Lemma 1.1. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P? with ¢, = 5. If ¢y < 13
then the nonsingular curve Y occuring in (1)) is connected.

Proof. We list, firstly, the nonsigular connected curves C C P3, of degree d < 7, such
that we(—1) is globally generated. The last condition implies that d > 4 and that
29 — 2 —d = degwc(—1) > 0. The plane curves of degree 4 < d < 7 obviously occur in
our list. If C'is not a plane curve then the Castelnuovo bound (see [27, IV, Thm. 6.4])
implies that g < 1 ford =4, g <2ford =5, g <4ford=06,and g <6 ford=7.
Recalling the relation 2g — 2 > d, one sees that the only possible cases are d =6, g = 4
and d =7, g € {5, 6}. The case d =7, g = 5 cannot occur because, in that case, wc(—1)
would be a globally generated line bundle of degree 1 on C' and this would contradict
the fact that C' has positive genus. In the remaining two cases, g takes the largest value
allowed by the Castelnuovo bound, hence C' is contained in a quadric surface. If d = 6,
g = 4 then C is a complete intersection of type (2,3). If d = 7, g = 6 then either C'
is contained in a quadric cone or it is a divisor of type (3,4) on a nonsingular quadric
surface. In both cases, C is directly linked to a line by a complete intersection of type
(2,4). In particular, C' is arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay.

We show, next, that none of the connected components of Y is a plane curve. Indeed,
if C' were such a component then, as we saw above, it must have degree d > 4. Then, any



VECTOR BUNDLES WITH ¢; =5 ON P? 7

line L contained in the plane H that contains C' and such that length(L N (Y \ C)) > 2
would be a secant to Y, of order at least d + 2 > 6. Since deg(Y \ C) > 4, such lines L
certainly would exist and this would contradict the fact that #y(5) is globally generated.

Assume, now, that Y is not connected. In this case one must have Y = C U C’
with C', C’ nonsingular connected curves, C' of degree 6 and genus 4, and C' either of
degree 6 and genus 4 or of degree 7 and genus 6. In both cases, C' and C’ are arith-
metically Cohen-Macaulay and I(C)y = kf, I(C')s = kf’, with f, f’ quadratic forms in
four indeterminates. Then I(Y) = I(C)I(C’) (see, for example, [2 Lemma B.1]) hence
I(Y)s = fI(C")3+ f'I(C)s. One deduces that the subscheme of P? defined by the forms
in I(Y)s = H°(#y(5)) contains the complete intersection {f = f’ = 0} which contradicts
the fact that #y(5) is globally generated. It thus remains that Y is connected. O

We want to show, now, that most part of the classification of globally generated vector
bundles E on P? with ¢; = 5 and such that H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, and H°(E(-2)) = 0
reduces to the classification of globally generated stable rank 3 vector bundles with the
same Chern classes. Indeed, if such a bundle E has rank r» > 3 then r — 3 general global
sections of E define an exact sequence :

0— (r—3)0p — FE—FE —0 (1.3)

where E’ is a globally generated rank 3 vector bundle with the same Chern classes as F.
Consider the normalized rank 3 vector bundle F' := E’(—2). It has Chern classes:

Cl(F>:—1, CQ(F):CQ—S, Cg(F):Cg—2CQ+12. (14)

Since the condition H(EY) = 0,4 =0, 1, is equivalent, by Serre duality, to the condition
H'(E(—4)) =0, i =2, 3, one deduces, from the exact sequence (L3) that:
r=3+h*E'(-4)) =3+ h*F(-2)). (1.5)

Notice that E’ is stable if and only if F' is stable which is equivalent to H°(F) = 0 and
H°(FV(—1)) = 0. Since, from the exact sequence (3], one has H’(E’(—2)) = 0 it follows
that E' is stable if and only if H°(E'V(1)) = 0.

Lemma 1.2. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle of rank r > 3 on P3, with c; = 5
and such that H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, and H°(E(-2)) = 0. Let E' be the rank 3 vector
bundle associated to E in the exact sequence ([L3)). If E' is not stable then one of the
following holds:

(1) ¢ =co —4 and E' can be realized as an extension:
0— F'(2) — E' — Ops(1) — 0

where F' is a stable rank 2 vector bundle with c1(F') =0, co(F') = ¢y — 8
(ii) ¢35 = ¢y and E’ can be realized as an extension:

0—F'(2) — FE' — #,(1) — 0

where F' is a stable rank 2 vector bundle with ¢1(F') =0, co(F') =c3 —9 and L
is a line.
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Proof. As we noticed before the statement of the lemma, E’ is not stable if and only
if H(E"V(1)) # 0. In this case, a non-zero section s of H°(E’(1)) defines a non-zero
morphism ¢ : E' — Ops(1). Since H*(E"Y) = 0 (dualize the exact sequence (L3)), the
image of ¢ is of the form .#7(1), where Z (= the zero scheme of s) is a closed subscheme
of P?, of codimension > 2. E’ globally generated implies .#z(1) globally generated, hence
Z must be the empty set, a simple point or a line. But c¢3(E"™V (1)) = —c3+c2—4 =0
(mod 2) (because c3 = ¢ (mod 2)). One deduces that Z cannot be a simple point. The
lemma follows immediately. O

Remark 1.3. It follows immediately from formula (L5 that:
(i) If £’ is as in Lemma [LC2(i) then r = 3 + h?*(F'(—2));
(ii) If B’ is as in Lemma [[2(ii) then r = 5 + h*(F’(—2)).
Remark 1.4. (i) Assume that £’ is as in Lemma [.2(i). Since E’ is globally generated,
the map HY(E’) — H°(Ops(1)) must be surjective. Applying the Snake Lemma to the
diagram :
0 —— Q]pS(l) L} 4ﬁ]p>3 E— ﬁ]p?)(]_) — 0

g l |

0 — F'(2) — E' —— Ops(l) — 0
one gets an exact sequence :

¢
0 — Qps(1) M F'(2)®40p — E' — 0.

The condition E’ globally generated is equivalent to the fact that the morphism :
(ev, ¢): (H'(F'(2)) @k Ops) @ Qps(1) — F'(2)

is an epimorphism. In particular, F'/(3) must be globally generated.

Now, let ¢ € H'(F'(1)) be an element generating the image of H'(¢(—1)) : H'(Qps) —
H'(F'(1)). Modulo the isomorphism Ext!(@ps(1), F'(2)) ~ H(F'(1)), ¢ defines the ex-
tension from Lemma [C2(i). Moreover, hé = 0 in H'(F’(2)), Vh € H°(Ops(1)). Finally, if
¢ generates H'(F’(1)) and H*(F’) = 0 then E’ is O-regular.

Notice that if H*(F’(—2)) = 0, i.e., if F'/ is a mathematical instanton bundle, then, by
Remark [L3(i), £ has rank 3 hence £ = E'.

(ii) Assume that E’ is as in Lemma [[.2(ii). Since E’ is globally generated, the map
H°(E') — H°(#.(1)) must be surjective. Applying the Snake Lemma to the diagram :

0 — Ops(—1) — 20p —— F(1) —— 0

| J H

0O —— F'(2) — E — (1) — 0
one deduces an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) — F'(2) ®20ps — E' — 0.
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Assume, now, that H?(F’(—2)) = 0, i.e., that F’ is a mathematical instanton bun-
dle. In this case, by Remark [L3(ii), E has rank 5. It follows that Ext'(F’(2), Ops) ~
H'(FV(—2)) ~ H*(F’(—2)) = 0. One gets a commutative diagram :

0 — Ops(—1) —— F'(2)®20ps —— E' —— 0

l | |

0 —— 20p —— E —— FE' —— 0
from which one deduces an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) @ F'(2)®40pm — E — 0.
Since H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, it follows that H’(v") is an isomorphism. If, moreover, the
multiplication map H°(F'(2)) @ H°(Ops(1)) — H°(F’(3)) is surjective one can assume,
up to an automorphism of F'(2) @ 40ps, that u = 0. Consequently, under the above
additional assumptions, one has £ ~ F'/(2) & Tps(—1).

Proposition 1.5. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P* with ¢, = 5 and such
that H(EV) = 0,1 =0, 1, and H*(E(=2)) = 0. Then c; > 9 and if co = 9 then c3 = 5
and one of the following holds:

(i) B Qps(3);

(ii)) £~ Ops(1) & N(2), where N is a nullcorrelation bundle.

Proof. Assume, firstly, that £ has rank 2. In this case, £ = G(3) where G is a rank
2 vector bundle with ¢;(G) = —1 and H°(G(1)) = 0. In particular, G is stable (i.e.,
H°(G) = 0). It follows that cy(G) > 2 (use [28, Cor. 3.3] and the fact that cy(G) = 0
(mod 2)). But, as shown by Hartshorne and Sols [34] and by Manolache [35], if ¢o(G) = 2
then H°(G(1)) # 0. It remains that co(G) > 4 hence ¢y = c3(G) + 3¢1(G) + 32 > 10.

Assume, now, that E has rank > 3. Let E’ be the rank 3 vector bundle associated
to E in the exact sequence ([3) and F = E'(—2). According to Lemma [[.2], one has to
consider three cases:

Case 1. E’ as in Lemma [L2(1).

In this case, ¢ = co(F') + 8. Since F' is stable it follows that co(F'’) > 1 hence ¢ > 9.
Moreover, if ¢ = 9, i.e., if co(F’) = 1, then F’ is isomorphic to a nullcorrelation bundle
N. Since H'(N(1)) = 0 it follows that E’ ~ Ops(1) @ N(2). Since H'(N(-2)) = 0,
formula (L) implies that £ has rank 3, hence F = E’.

Case 2. FE’ as in Lemma [L2(ii).
In this case, ¢o = co(F') +9 > 10.
Case 3. E’ stable.

In this case, F' is stable with ¢;(F) = —1 hence c3(F) > 1 (see Schneider [43]) hence
o = c2(F) 4+ 8 > 9. Moreover, if ¢y = 9, ie., if co(F) = 1, then F ~ Qps(1). Since
H?(Qps(—1)) = 0, formula (LH) shows that £ has rank 3, hence E = E' ~ Qps(3). O



10 ANGHEL, COANDA, AND MANOLACHE

Remark 1.6. Let us recall, from Okonek and Spindler [39], [40], and from [15], the
definition and main properties of the spectrum of a stable rank 3 vector bundle. Let F'
be a stable rank 3 vector bundle on P?, with ¢;(F) = —1, c3(F) = ¢. The spectrum of F
is a sequence kr = (k;)1<i<c of integers ky > ko > --- > k. with the following properties:
(i) hl(F(l)) =h(D;_, Op (ki +1+1)) for I < —1;
(i) h*(F(1)) = W' (@i, Opi (ki + 1 + 1)) for I > —2;
(iil) =23 ki = c3(F) + ¢ (= c3(F(1)));

) h
)
(iv) If £ > 0 occurs in the spectrum then 0, 1,..., k occur too;
v) If £ < —1 occurs in the spectrum then —1 2 , k occur too;
(vi) If 0 does not occur in the spectrum then —1 occurs at least tw1ce
(vii) If =1 > k;—qy > k; > kijyq for some i with 2 < ¢ < ¢ — 1 then ki1 > kiyo >

- > k. and F has an unstable plane H of order —k,, that is, H"(F)(k.)) # 0 and
HO(FI_V,(/@C —1))=0.

Notice that if ' = E’(—2) , where E’ is the rank 3 vector bundle associated to a
globally generated vector bundle £ with ¢; = 5 in the exact sequence (L3)), then relation
(iii) above becomes :

_QZkz 263—02+4.
We give, for the reader’s convenience, complete (partially new) arguments for the above
properties of the spectrum in Appendix [Bl Another reason for including that appendix
in the paper is that we use the main technical point of Hartshorne’s approach to the
spectrum in the proof of Lemma .14 below.

Lemma 1.7. Let F be a stable rank 3 vector bundle on P* with ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) = ¢
and let kp = (ki)1<i<c be its spectrum. Assume that 2 < ¢ < 4 and that F(2) is globally
generated. Then 1> ky > --- > k. > —2.

Proof. Let E := F(2). One has ¢,(F) =5, co(F) = ¢+ 8 < 12. By Lemma [[LT| £ can be
realized as an extension :

0 —20ps — E — Fy(5) — 0

with Y a nonsingular connected curve. It follows that H'(F(-3)) = H'(E(-5)) =~
H'(#) = 0 and this implies that k; < 1.

On the other hand, it follows from the properties of the spectrum that if ¢ = 2 then
ko > —1 and if ¢ = 3 then k3 > —2. If ¢ = 4 then the only spectra for which ky < —3
are (0,—1,—2,—-3) and (—1,—1,—2,—3). For both of these spectra, F' has an unstable
plane H of order 3. A non-zero element of H’(F(—3)) defines an epimorphism Fy —
Iz 1(—3) = 0, where Z = () or it is a 0-dimensional subscheme of H. But this contradicts
the fact that F'(2) is globally generated. O

Remark 1.8. We record, here, a number of formulae concerning Chern classes that we
shall need in the sequel.

(a) If .7 is a coherent sheaf of rank r on P? with Chern classes ¢, co, then the Riemann-
Roch formula says that :

X(Z () =x(((r—1)0p2 ® Op2(c1))(1)) —c2, YVIEZL.
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It follows, in particular, that :
c2 = X(Op2(c1 — 1)) = x(F(-1)). (1.6)

Now, let I be a closed subscheme of P2, of dimension < 0. The Hilbert polynomial
t — x(Or(t)) is a constant that we denote by degI'. Then, for ¢t € Z:

1 (Fr(t) =t, co(Fr(t)) = degl.
Indeed, the first relation follows by restricting the exact sequence :
0 — Sp(t) — Op2(t) — Orp(t) — 0
to a line L C P? not intersecting I, and the second one by applying (IL6).
(b) If .7 is a coherent sheaf of rank r on P? with Chern classes ci, ¢y, c3, then the
Riemann-Roch formula says that :

X(Z D) = x ((r = 1)Ops ® Opa(c))(1)) — (1 + 2)ca + %(cg — 1), VIETZ.

It follows, in particular, that :

%(03 —c16a) = X(F(=2)) — x(Ops(c1 — 2)) . (1.7)

Now, let Z be a closed subscheme of P? of dimension < 1. The Hilbert polynomial of &'
has the form x(0%(t)) = dt + x(0%), for some non-negative integer d, which we denote
by deg Z (hence deg Z = 0 if and only if dim Z < 0). Then, for t € Z:

Cl(fz(t)) = t, Cg(fz(t)) = degZ, Cg(fz(t)) = (4 — t)degZ — 2)((6)2) .

Indeed, the first two relations follow by restricting .#(¢) to a general plane, and the third
relation from ([LL7).

(c) Using the notation from (b), one has an exact sequence :
0 —F —0; — Oz, — 0

where Zgy is a closed subscheme of P2, locally Cohen-Macaulay of pure dimension 1
(or empty), and with dimSupp.Z < 0. Of course, deg Zcy = degZ and x(0z) =
X(Ozey) + length 7.

Assume, now, that one has an exact sequence :

00— F — & — Iyt — 0

with & locally free of rank 3, .# reflexive of rank 2, and Z as above. Then c3(.%#) =
length .7 and :

(&) =ci(F)+t, ca(&) =co(F) + 1 (F)t + deg Zeow,
3(8) = —c3(F) + co( F)t+ (a1(F) —t +4)deg Zom — 2x(O 2y, ) -
Indeed, it follows from [28], Prop. 2.6] that c3(.#) = length &xt' (F, wps). But
Ext (F,wps) = Ext*(Iy(t), wps) ~ Ext(O4(t),wps) ~ Ext® (T, wps)
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and length &xt3(.7 , wps) = length 7. The formulae about the Chern classes of & follow,
now, from (b).

Remark 1.9. Let us recall a method of constructing monads of vector bundles on P3
using liaison techniques. Let E be a vector bundle on P? appearing as an extension :
0—A—FE— At —0

where A is a direct sum of line bundles and Y is a curve (= locally Cohen-Macaulay closed
subscheme of P3| of pure dimension 1). Assume that one knows a monad :

B :0— BB B 50
of #y(t) (this means that the B"s are direct sums of line bundles, #*(B*) = 0 for
i # 0 and S#°(B*) ~ #y(t)). The above extension defines a morphism B® — A[l] in

the derived category of coherent sheaves on P3. This morphism can be represented by a
morphism of sheaves ¢ : B~! — A. Then:

d71
0—>B—1M>BO@A”°—’°’>31—>0
is a monad of F.

Now, assume that Y can be directly linked to another curve Y’ by a complete inter-
section defined by two homogeneous polynomials f, g, of degrees a and b, respectively.
Assume that one knows a resolution :

0— Ay 25 Ay 25 Ay — F — 0

of Hy, with Ay, Ay, As direct sums of line bundles. The morphism Ops(—a)® Ops(—b) —
Hy+ defined by (f, g) can be lifted to a morphism v : Ops(—a) @ Ops(—b) — Ay. Then,
by a result of D. Ferrand (see Peskine and Szpiro [41], Prop. 2.5]),

&Y
0 — AY M AY @ Ops(a) ® Ops (b)
is a monad of %y (a + b).

sy,
©5.0), Ay —0

Notice that if f belongs to a minimal system of generators of the homogeneous ideal
I(Y'") € S then the component ¢ : Ops(—a) — Ay of ) maps Ops(—a) isomorphically
onto a direct summand of Ay (i.e., Ay = A} @ Ops(—a)) and, in this case, one gets a
simplified monad of .#y(a + b) :

(%) »
0 — Ay L)A\ll@ﬁ]pii(b) g>A;/ — 0.
Lemma 1.10. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P3 with ¢c; = 5, and such
that Hi(EY) =0, i = 0, 1, and H'(E(~2)) = 0.
(a) If HY(E(—3)) = 0 then EY is 1-regular.
(b) If HY(EY (1)) = 0 and if one considers the universal extension:

0 — E(—3) — B3 — H'(E(-3)) ® Ops — 0
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then Es is 1-reqular. Moreover, H*(P(E3(1))(—=2)) = 0.

Proof. (a) One has H'(EV) = 0, H*(EV(-1)) ~ H'(E(-3))Y = 0, and H*(EV(-2))
H°(E(-2))Y = 0.

(b) By construction, H'(E3) = 0. Then H*(E3(—1)) ~ H*(E(—4)) ~ HY(EY)Y
0, and H*(E5(—2)) ~ H*(E(-5)) ~ H°(EY(1))Y = 0. Finally, H*(P(E5(1))(=2))
HY(Ey (=3)) = H(E3(-1)) = 0.

Lemma 1.11. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P? with ¢, = 5, ¢y < 13,
such that H/(EV) =0, i = 0, 1, and H(E(=2)) = 0. If h’(E(=3)) = 1 then there exist
exact sequences:

12

Ol

0—>ﬁp3(—1)ﬁ>EleB4ﬁp3—>E—>O,

0— (r—5)0p — E1 — F1(2) — 0,

with v: Ops(—1) — 40ps defined by four linearly independent linear forms and with % a
stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf with c1(F1) =0, co(F1) = 2 — 9, c3(F1) = ¢35 — ca.

Proof. Recall the exact sequence (IL1) and the fact that, by Lemma [T}, the curve Y ap-
pearing there is connected. One has h*(E(—3)) = h*(.#,(2)) = h' (0y(2)) = h°(wy (-2))
hence h”(wy(—2)) = 1. Let ¢ be a nonzero global section of wy (—2). g0, ...,z30 are
linearly independent elements of H’(wy(—1)). Consider oy, ...,0,_ 5 € H(wy(—1)) such
that xo0,...,0,_s is a k-basis of H'(wy(—1)) (recall that h’(wy(—1)) = 7 — 1). Then
0,04, ...,0,_9 define an extension :

0— ﬁp:’)(—l) D (7’ — 5)ﬁp3 — B — fy(5) — 0

with E; a locally free sheaf. Dualizing this extension, one gets an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—5) — EY —> Ops(1) & (1 — 5)6ps 25 oy (—1) — 0

with &; defined by o, 04, ...,0,_5. One deduces that H'(EY) = 0,7 = 0, 1. o alone defines
an extension :
0 — Ops(-3) — 1 — H(3) — 0
with % a rank 2 reflexive sheaf with Chern classes ¢;(%#) = 0, co(%1) = degy — 9 =
ca — 9, c3(F1) = deg(wy(—2)) = c3 — cy. Since HY(A(3)) = 0, Z is stable. By
construction, one has an exact sequence:
0— (r—5)0p — E1 — F1(2) — 0.

Since H'(EY) = 0 one gets a commutative diagram :

0 —— Ops(—1)® (r — 5)0ps E, Hyv(5) —— 0
| | |
0 —— (r—1)0ps E Hy(5) —— 0

from which one deduces an exact sequence :
0— ﬁ]p?)(—l) D (T — 5)ﬁ]p>3 — E1 (7’ — 1)@[@3 — F—0.
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Dualizing this exact sequence and taking into account that H(EY) = 0 and H'(EY) = 0,
1 =20, 1, one gets the first exact sequence from the statement.

One can deduce, using this exact sequence, that E; has rank » — 3 and Chern classes
c1(E1) =4, ea(Ey) = co—5, c3(Ey) = ¢3—co. Moreover, denoting by 2 the cokernel of the
evaluation morphism H°(E})®y Ops — Ey, the condition E globally generated is equivalent
to the fact that the composite morphism Ops(—1) — E; — 2 is an epimorphism. In
particular, F;(1) must be globally generated. O

Remark 1.12. We recall, here, from [I], the part of the classification of globally generated
vector bundles with ¢; = 5 on P? that we shall need in the sequel. Let £’ be a globally
generated vector bundle on P?) with ¢; = 5 and 10 < ¢ < 13. By [, Lemma 1.2], one
has £/ ~ G' & tOp2, with G’ defined by an exact sequence :

0 — sO0p — F' — G' — 0,

where F' is a globally generated vector bundle, with the same Chern classes as F’, and
such that H'(F"V) =0, i = 0, 1. Moreover, s = h'(E’Y) and t = h°(E").
Now, according to the proof of [I, Prop. 3.6], one has:
(i) If co = 10 then F’ is either Op2(3) & P(Op2(2)) or Op2(2) & 20p2(1) B Tp2(—1);
(ii) If ¢ = 11 then F' is either Op2(2) ® Op2(1) @ 2Tp2(—1) or 40p2(1) @ Tp2(—1);
(ili) If ¢y = 12 then F' is either Op2(2) @ 3Tp2(—1) or Op2(2) & Op2(1) & P(Op2(2)) or
30p2(1) ® 2Tp2(—1);
(iv) If co = 13 then F' is either Op2(2) @ Tp2(—1) ® P(Op2(2)) or 30p2(1) @ P(Op2(2))
or 2@[@2(1) ) 3Tp2(—1>
Notice that, actually, (iv) follows from (iii).

Remark 1.13. As a consequence of Remark [[LT2] if F is a globally generated vector
bundle on P? with ¢; = 5 and 11 < ¢, < 13 then H°(Ey(—3)) = 0, for every plane
H C P3. It follows that, for every nonzero linear form h € H(0ps(1)), the multiplication
by h: H'(E(—4)) — H'(E(-3)) is injective. Applying the Bilinear Map Lemma [28]
Lemma 5.1] to the multiplication map u: H'(E(—4)) @ H°(0ps(1)) — H'(E(—3)) one
deduces that the rank of p is at least h'(E(—4)) 4+ 3 (assuming that H'(E(—4)) # 0).

Lemma 1.14. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P of rank r > 3, with
c1 =5, 10 < ¢y < 13, such that H(EY) =0, i =0, 1, and H(E(-2)) = 0. Assume that
the rank 3 vector bundle E' associated to E in the exact sequence (L3)) is stable and that
H?(E(-3)) =0. Put s :=h'(E(-3)) — h'(E(—4)). Then:

(a) H2(E(1)) = 0, VI > —4, hence HY(EV()) =0, VI <0;

(b) The graded S-module H:(EY) is generated in degrees < 2 and if H'(E(—4)) = 0
then it is generated by H'(EY(1));

(c) HY(EY) = 0, for any plane H C P3, and h'(EY;) = s, for the general (resp., any)
plane H C P3 if c; = 10 (resp., 11 < ¢y < 13);

(d) H(EV(1)) = HO(EY(1)) and h'(EY (1)) = hY(EY(1)) + h*(EY), for any plane
H cCP3;

(e) If s <1 then HL(EY) =0 hence H3(E) = 0;



VECTOR BUNDLES WITH ¢; =5 ON P? 15

>~ 02 = i = - ) ’ - 4
(f) If 11 < ¢g <13 then h'(EY (1)) < max(h!(EY (1 —1)) — 1,0), VI > 1, for any plane
H CP3,

(g) If 11 < ¢y < 13 and s = 2 then either HY(EY) ~ k(—1) or HL(EV) =0;

(h) If 11 < ¢y < 13, s = 3, and HY(EY) is not generated by H'(EY (1)) then either
HL(EY) o= k(=1) & k(=2) or Hi(EY) ~ k(-2).

Proof. Consider the normalized rank 3 vector bundle F' := E’(—2). It has Chern classes
ci(F) = —1, co(F) = ¢o — 8. Since F is stable, the restriction theorem of Schneider
[43] (see, also, Ein et al. [2I, Thm. 3.4]) implies that Fy is stable, for the general plane
H C P3. Since Fy has rank 3, this means that H’(Fy) = 0 and H*(F%(—1)) = 0. In
particular, H°(Ex(—2)) = 0, for the general plane H C P?. Notice that, by Remark .12,
one has, for any plane H C P3, HY(Ey(—4)) = 0 if ¢; = 10, and H*(Ey(-3)) = 0 if
11 < ¢y < 13.

(a) One has H?(E(—3)) = 0 and H*(E(—4)) ~ H°(EY)Y = 0 hence (see, for example,
[T, Lemma 1.21(a)]) H*(E(l)) = 0, ¥1 > —3. Moreover, H*(E(—4)) ~ HY(EV)Y = 0.

(b) One has H*(EY(1)) ~ HY(E(-5))Y ~ H'(#(-3))Y = 0 by Lemma[[7and H*(EY) ~
H°(E(—4))Y = 0. The first assertion follows, now, from a slight generalization of the
Castelnuovo-Mumford lemma (see, for example, [I, Lemma 1.21(b)]). If H'(E(—4)) = 0
then H*(EY) ~ H'(E(—4))Y = 0 and H*(EY(~1)) ~ H°(E(-3))" = 0 and one applies,
again, the above mentioned result.

(c) One uses the fact that H°(EY) = 0, that H'(EY(—1)) ~ H*(E(-3))" = 0, that
H'(EY) = 0, and that H*(E};) ~ H°(Ey(—3))Y = 0, for the general plane H C P? if
¢y = 10 and for any plane if 11 < ¢y < 13 (plus Serre duality).

(d) One uses the fact that H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, that H*(E} (1)) ~ H°(Ex(—4))Y =0,
for any plane H C P3, and that H*(EY (1)) ~ H'(E(—5))¥ = 0, by Lemma [Tl

(e) Let H C P? be a general plane. According to [I, Lemma 1.2] and to (c), one has an
exact sequence :

0—sOy — K — Eyg —0,

where K is a globally generated vector bundle on H ~ P? with H'(KY) = 0, i = 0, 1.
Since H*(KV(—1)) ~ H°(K(-2))V = 0, K" is 1-regular. In particular, KV(1) is globally
generated. If ¢ : t0y — Oy(1) is an epimorphism then H%(g(1)) is surjective, VI > 0.
One deduces that H'(EY;(I)) = 0, VI > 1. Since H'(EY) = 0, one deduces easily that
H'(EY(l)) = 0, VI > 1. Together with (a) this implies that H.(EY) = 0.

(f) We treat, firstly, the case [ = 1. If H C P? is an arbitrary plane then h'(E};) = s (by
(c)) and h'(E} (1)) = h'(EY(1)) +h*(EY) (by (d)). It follows that, in order to prove that
h'(EY(1)) < max(h*(E);) — 1,0), one can assume that H is a general plane. We shall,
actually, assume that Fy is stable. By Serre duality on H, one has h'(E};) = h'(Eg(—3))
and h'(E);(1)) ~ h'(Ey(—4)). Using the exact sequence :

0— (r—3)0y — Eyg — Fy(2) — 0,

and applying Prop. B.4{(a) from Appendix Bl to Fy one gets that h'(Ey(—4)) = 0 or
h'(Bg(—4)) < h'(Eu(-3)).
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Assume, now, that [ > 2 and that H C P is an arbitrary plane. One has H°(Fy(—1)) =
0 (because H°(Ey(—3)) = 0 by Remark [LT2) and H°(Fy(—2)) = 0 (because H(E},) =
0 by (c)). Remark [B.5(ii) implies, now, that Fy(—1) satisfies the condition from the
hypothesis of Prop. B4l One has h'(E)(1)) = h'(Eg(—1 — 3)) and h'(E}( — 1)) =
h'(Ey(—1 — 2)). Applying Prop. B4 to Fi(—1) one gets that h'(Ey(—I —3)) = 0 or
h'(Bg(—1 - 3)) < h'(Eg(~l - 2)).

(2) It follows, from (f) (and (c)), that, for every plane H C P?, one has h'(E}(1)) < 1
and h'(E),(1)) = 0, Y1 > 2. The second relation in (d) implies that h'(EY(1)) < 1.
Since H'(E};(2)) = 0, for every plane H C P3, it follows that the multiplication map
h: HY(EY(1)) — HY(EY(2)) is surjective, VO # h € H°(Ops(1)). Applying the Bilinear
Map Lemma [28, Lemma 5.1], one deduces that H'(EY(2)) = 0 and this implies, now,
that H'(EY (1)) =0, VI > 3.

(h) It follows, from (f) (and (c)), that, for every plane H C P?, one has h'(EY;(1)) < 2,
h'(EY%(2)) < max(h'(EY (1)) — 1,0) and h'(EY (1)) = 0, VI > 3. Since HY(EV) is not
generated by H*(EY(1)), one deduces, from (b), that h*(EY) = h'(E(—4)) > 1. The
second relation in (d) implies, now, that h*(EV(1)) = h'(E};(1)) — h*(EY) < 1.

If H C P? is a plane of equation h = 0 then one has an exact sequence:

L HY(EY(2)) — HY(EY(2)) — 0

H(EY(1))
(because h*(EY(1)) = h'(E(=5)) = 0 by Lemma [[.T). One deduces that h'(EVY(2)) <
2. One cannot, actually, have h'(EV(2)) = 2 because, in that case, one would have
h'(EY(1)) = 1 and the multiplication h: HY(EV(1)) — Hl( Y(2)) by any non-zero linear
form h would be injective and this would imply that h'(EY(2)) > 4. It remains that
h'(EY(2)) < 1. Since HE(EY) is not generated by H*(EV(1)), it follows that h'(EV(2)) = 1
and, Y0 # h € H%(Ops(1)), the multiplication map h: HY(EV(1)) — HY(EY(2)) is the
zero map. One must, also, have h'(E};(2)) = 1 and h'(E}(1)) = 2, VH C P?, hence
HY(EY) ~ k(—1) @ k(-2) if h'(E(—4)) = 1 and HY(EY) ~ k(-2) if b (E(—4)) =2. O

Remark 1.15. (i) If E is a vector bundle on P? with H’(EY) = 0 and H*(E(-3)) = 0
then the graded S-module H.(E) is generated in degrees < —2.

(ii) If E is a vector bundle on P with H°(EV (1)) = 0 and H'(EY) = 0 then the graded
S-module H.(E) is generated in degrees < —3.

Indeed, since h’(EY) = h*(E(—4)), h'(EY) = h*(E(—4)) and h°(EY(1)) = h*(E(-5)),
both assertions follow from the Castelnuovo-Mumford lemma (in the slightly more general
form stated in [I, Lemma 1.21]).

Remark 1.16. If E is a vector bundle on P? with H'(EY) =0, i =0, 1, H'(E(-2)) =0
and H?(E(—3)) = 0 then the Beilinson monad of E(—1) has the following shape :

HY(E(-2)) ® Q3(1)
HY(E(—4)) ® Q2(3) — HY(E(-3)) ® Q3(2) — D — HY (E(-1)) ® Op
H(E(-1)) ® O
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the term of cohomological degree 0 being the direct sum (for information about Beilinson
monads see, for example, [I, Thm. 1.23 and Remark 1.25]).

We shall use this monad to get lower bounds, in concrete situations, for the rank of
the multiplication map p: H' (E(-3)) ® S; — H'(E(-2)), where S; := H°(0ps(1)). More
precisely, according to a result of Eisenbud, Flgystad and Schreyer [22], the component
H'(E(-3)) ® Q2%(2) — H'(E(-2)) ®& Q55(1) of the differential in the middle of the
Beilinson monad can be identified with the composite map :

HY(E(-3)) @ Q2:(2) — HY(E(=3)) ®5 Qs (1) @4 Qs (1) —

— HY(E(=3)) ®; S1 ®; Qps(1) = H(B(-2)) @5 Qs (1).
One deduces that if ¢ is the corank of x then one has an exact sequence :

0— E(-1) — (1)@ Q — HY(E(-1))® 0p — 0,
where () is a vector bundle admitting a resolution of the form:

Im /1 ® Qp(1)
0 — H'(E(-4)) ® %(3) — H'(E(-3)) ® Q2(2) — ® —Q —0.
H(E(-1)) ® Op

@ is 1-regular and its Chern classes can be calculated, for example, applying relation (L.6])

from Remark [[L.8 to Qp, where H C P? is a plane, and relation (7)) to Q. If the rank of
1 is too small then it will turn out that such a bundle () cannot exist.

2. THE CASE ¢y = 10

We denote, in this section, by E a globally generated vector bundle on P3, with ¢; = 5,
co = 10, and such that H(EY) = 0,4 = 0, 1, and H°(FE(—2)) = 0. If E has rank r > 3,
we denote by E’ the rank 3 vector bundle associated to E in the exact sequence (L3]) and
by F' the normalized bundle E’/(—2).

Proposition 2.1. If E has rank > 3 and E' is not stable then one of the following holds:
(i) c3 =6 and E ~ Ops(1) ® F'(2), where F' is a 2-instanton;
(ii) ¢3 =10 and E ~ Tps(—1) & N(2), where N is a nullcorrelation bundle.
Proof. Lemma implies that either c3 = 6 and E’ can be realized as an extension :
0— F'(2) — E' — Ops(1) — 0
where F'' is a stable rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(F'') = 0, co(F’) =2, or ¢5 = 10 and E’
can be realized as an extension:
0— F'(2) — E'— (1) — 0
where I’ is a stable rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(F') =0, co(F’) =1 and L is a line.
In the former case, F'’ is a 2-instanton hence, by Remark [L3|(i), F has rank 3 (because

H?(F’(—2)) = 0) hence E = E’. Since H'(F’(1)) = 0 (see, for example, [I, Remark 4.7])
the above extension splits hence E ~ Ops(1) & F'(2).
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In the latter case, F'' is a nullcorrelation bundle N (that is, an 1-instanton). Since N
is 1-regular, the multiplication map H(N(2)) ® H(0ps(1)) — H°(N(3)) is surjective. It
follows, now, from Remark [[L4((ii), that £ ~ N(2) & Tps(—1). O

Proposition 2.2. Let E be a rank r vector bundle on P3 as at the beginning of this
section. Assume that either r > 3 and the rank 3 vector bundle E' associated to E in the
exact sequence (L3)) is stable or that r = 2. Then one of the following holds:
(i) ¢3 =10 and E ~ 50ps(1) ;
(ii) ¢3 =8 and E ~ Ops(1) @ Ey where, up to a linear change of coordinates, Ey is the
kernel of the epimorphism

(.CL’(), X1, Ta, ZL’%) : 3@[@3(2) @D ﬁ]pS(l) — ﬁps(?)),
(ili) c3 =6 and E can be realized as a nontrivial extension :
0 — Ops(l) — EF— G(2) — 0,

where G is a 2-instanton;
(iv) c3 =4 and one has an exact sequence:

0— E — Op3(3) ® 30p3(2) — Ops(4) — 0;

(v) ¢ =0 and E ~ G(3), where G is a general rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(G) = —1,
c2(G) =4 and such that H°(G(1)) = 0.

Proof. We treat, firstly, the case r > 3. Let F' = E’(—2) be the normalized rank 3 vector
bundle associated to E’. It has Chern classes ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) = 2, c3(F) = ¢3 — 8 (see
(L4). If kp = (K1, ko) is the spectrum of F' then c3(F) = —2 Y k;—2 (see Remark [LOY(iii)).
Moreover, 7 = 3 + h*(F(—2)) (see (IH)). According to Remark [LG, the possible spectra
of Fare (—1,—1), (0,—1), (0,0) and (1,0).

Case 1. F has spectrum (—1,—1).

In this case, 7 = 5, c3(F) = 2 and ¢ = 10. Using the spectrum, one gets that
H'(E(-3)) ~ HY(F(-1)) = 0. Lemma [[I0 implies, now, that EV is l-regular. In
particular, EV(1) is globally generated. Since ¢1(EY(1)) = 0 it follows that EV(1) ~ 50ps
hence E ~ 50ps(1).

Case 2. F has spectrum (0,—1).

In this case, r = 4, ¢5(F) = 0 and ¢3 = 8. Using the spectrum, one gets that h'(E(l)) =
hW'(F(1+2)) = 0 for I < —4, h'(E(=3)) = 1 and H*(E(-3)) ~ H*(F(~1)) = 0. In
particular, s := h'(E(—3)) —h'(E(—4)) = 1. Lemma [[.14{(e) implies, now, that H2(E) =
0. Applying Riemann-Roch to F one gets that h'(F(—2)) = h'(F) = 1. Moreover, by
the proof of Lemma [C3, h'(E(1)) = h'(F(l +2)) = 0, for I > —1. Since, for a general
plane H C P3, of equation h = 0, one has H*(Ey(—2)) ~ H(Fy) = 0, the multiplication
by h: H'(E(-3)) — H'(E(—2)) is non-zero. One deduces that there exists a k-basis of
hg, ..., hs of S7 such that:

H(E) ~ (8/(ho, h1, ha, h3))(3).
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Denoting by Ej the kernel of the epimorphism :
(h(), hl, hg, hg) : 3ﬁp3(2) @D ﬁpi&(l) — ﬁpi&(?))

one gets that £ ~ A @ FEy, where A is a direct sum of line bundles (by Horrocks theory).
Using the fact that rk £ = 4 and ¢;(E) = 5 one deduces that A = Ops(1).

Case 3. F has spectrum (0,0).

In this case, r = 3, ¢3(F) = —2 and ¢3 = 6. Since r = 3 it follows that £ = F(2). Using
Lemma [C.5] one gets that E is as in item (iii) of the statement.

Case 4. F has spectrum (1,0).

In this case, r = 3, ¢3(F) = —4 and ¢3 = 4. Since r = 3 it follows that £ = F'(2). Using
Lemma [C.6] one gets that E is as in item (iv) of the statement.

Case 5. FE has rank 2.

In this case, G := E(—3) is a rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(G) = —1, ¢2(G) = 4 and such
that H’(G(1)) = 0 hence F is as in item (v) of the statement.

Construction 5.0. According to the results of Banica and Manolache [7] a general rank
2 vector bundle G on P? with ¢;(G) = —1, ¢»(G) = 4 and H’(G(1)) = 0 can be realized
as an extension :
0 — Ops(—2) — G — Ix(1) — 0,

where X is a double structure on a twisted cubic curve C' C P3 (see, also, Prop. from
Appendix [D). We want to show that, for any such bundle, G(3) is globally generated.

Indeed, one must have wy ~ Ox(—1). By the results of Ferrand [24], if X’ is a double
structure on a nonsingular curve C" in a nonsingular threefold P’ and if L is a line bundle
on P’ then wy, ~ L| X" if and only if o/ Ix: ~ we: @ (L7 C). Tt follows that, in
our case, the ideal sheaf of X is defined by an exact sequence:

0— Ix — Io — we(l) — 0.

Now, C'is the image of an embedding v : P! — P2 such that v*Ops(1) ~ Op1(3). Choose a
basis to, ¢ of H%(Op1(1)) and let hy, ..., hs be the basis of H(&ps(1)) for which v*(h;) =
t37, i =0,...,3. Applying v* to the exact sequence:

ho hi
(hl h2>

ha h3
SRR

0 — 20p3(—3) 30ps(—2) — I — 0,
and taking into account the matrix relation:
s it t2
totr tott | = | totr | (to, t1),
3ty t3 t2

one gets an exact sequence :

0 — Op1(—8) — 30p1(—6) — v*( I/ I2) — 0
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from which one derives that that v*(%c/.%3) ~ 20p:1(—5). Moreover, using the exact
sequence :

0 — 1O (=2) — 30c — (I /IE)(2) — 0,

one deduces that H*(304(1)) — H°((Fc/-#2)(3)) is surjective. This implies that the map
H°(2:(3)) — H°((Fo/.#2)(3)) is surjective, hence H'(£2(3)) = 0. It follows that .#2 is
4-regular. Now, using the exact sequence:

0 — Ix/ I3 — Io/ I35 — we(l) — 0,

one deduces that v*(Fx/F2) ~ Opi(—11). Since F2(4) is globally generated and
H'(#2(4)) = 0, it follows that .#x(4) is globally generated hence G/(3) is globally gener-
ated.

Construction 5.1. A special type of rank 2 vector bundles G on P3 with ¢;(G) = —1,
co(G) =4 and HY(G(1)) = 0 are those bundles that can be realized as extensions :

0 — Ops(—2) — G — Ix(1) — 0,

where X is the union of three mutually disjoint nonsingular conics Cy, C;, Cs. Let H; C P3
be the plane containing C;, i = 0, 1, 2. If Hy N Hy N Cy # () then G(3) is not globally
generated because Hy N Hy is a 5-secant of X.

We want to show that, on the other hand, if Hy N H; N Hs consists of only one point
P which does not belong to any of the conics Cy, Cy, Cy then G(3) is globally generated
(which is, of course, equivalent to the fact that #x(4) is globally generated).

Indeed, put Y :=CyUCY, L .= HyNHy and I' := H, NY. I' is a complete intersection
of type (2,2) in Hy ~ P2, Let hy = 0 be an equation of Hy (hy € H(Ops(1))) and let
hy = 0, g2 = 0 be equations of Cy (g, € H°(Ops(2))). Since X = Y Uy, one has an exact
sequence :

00— fy(—l) ﬂ) fX — q2f1"7]—[2(_2) — 0.

Claim. The cokernel of the evaluation morphism &': H°( Sy (3)) @i Ops — Fy(3) is
isomorphic to Sray.1(3).

Indeed, the map H%(Oy (1)) — H°(Opqy (1)) is surjective (L NY is the disjoint union of
LNCyand LNCY). Using the exact sequences:

0 — H(Gy (D) —> H(Gy (1)) & HO(0,(1) — H(Groy (1) — 0, 1 =1, 2,

one gets, on one hand, that H*(&y (1)) = 0 and, on the other hand, that h®(Oy(2)) =
9. Since h’( Ay, (2)) = h°(H(2)) = 1, it follows that H'(Ayy(2)) = 0 hence Hyp is
3-regular. In particular, #y;(3) is globally generated. Since H°(#y(3)) = H° (S, (3))
(because L is a 4-secant of Y') one deduces that the cokernel of the evaluation morphism
of #(3)is (Hy/AyvuL)(3) ~ Fray.L(3) and the claim is proven.

Now, let .#" be the kernel of the evaluation epimorphism ¢”: ¢ H° (5 1,(2)) @y Ops —
Q@91 1,(2). (A is, actually, a stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf on P? with ¢, (¢) = —1,
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co(H) =2, c3(#) =4). Since H'(#y(3)) = 0 one gets a commutative diagram :
0— Ho(fy(?))) ® Ops L} Ho(fx(ﬁl)) R Ops —— QQHO(fRHZ (2)) & Ops —— 0

0 7 (3) h I (4) G-I g1,(2) ———— 0

In order to show that #x(4) is globally generated one must show that the connecting
morphism 0 : & — Fny.1(3), obtained by applying the Snake Lemma to this diagram,
is an epimorphism.

Since S1ny.(4) >~ O}, it suffices, actually, to show that there exists a global section of
(1) whose image by (1) is a non-zero global section of .~y 1(4). But H(# (1)) =
@H (I 1,(2)) ® hy. Let g be an element of H°(#r 1,(2)). gag can be lifted to g €
H°(.#x(4)). e(1) maps § ® hy to ghy € H’(#x(5)). But g can be also considered as an
element of H(.#y(4)). It is clear, now, that :

6(1)(q29 @ he) =G| L € H(Fay,(4)) .

Now, since I" is a complete intersection of type (2,2) in Hy and since Hs N L does not
belong to I, there exists g € H(# 17,(2)) not vanishing in Hy N L. On the other hand,
@2 does not vanish in Hy N L because Hy N L does not belong to Cs. It follows that ¢ does
not vanish in Hy N L hence g | L is a nonzero global section of .#ny,1(4). This concludes
the proof of the global generation of .#x(4) and, consequently, that of G(3). O

3. THE CASE ¢y, =11

We denote, in this section, by E a globally generated vector bundle on P, with ¢; = 5,
co = 11, and such that H'(EY) =0, i =0, 1, and H°(E(—2)) = 0. Since c3 = ¢, (mod 2)
it follows that E must have rank r > 3. We denote by E’ the rank 3 vector bundle
associated to E in the exact sequence (L3) and by F' the normalized bundle E’(—2).

Lemma 3.1. h'(E(l)) < max(0, h'(E(l —1)) — 3), VI > —1.

Proof. Let H C P3 be an arbitrary plane, of equation h = 0. Ej is a globally gener-
ated vector bundle on H ~ P? with ¢;(Fy) = 5 and c(Ey) = 11. It follows, from
Remark [12, that Ey is O-regular. In particular, H'(Eg (1)) =0, VI > —1. One deduces
that multiplication by h: H'(E(l — 1)) — H'(E(l)) is surjective, VI > —1. Applying the
Bilinear Map Lemma [28, Lemma 5.1] to H'(E(1)) @ H(0ps(1)) — H'(E(l — 1))V one
gets the desired inequality. 0

Proposition 3.2. If E' is not stable then one of the following holds:
(i) ¢3 =7 and E can be realized as an extension:
0— F'(2) — F — Ops(1) — 0

where F' is a 3-instanton with h°(F'(1)) < 1;
(ii) c3 =11 and E ~ Tps(—1) @ F'(2), where F' is a 2-instanton.
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Proof. Lemma implies that either ¢c3 = 7 and E’ can be realized as an extension :
0— F'(2) — E' — Ops(1) — 0

where F'' is a stable rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(F') = 0, co(F’) = 3, or ¢5 = 11 and E’
can be realized as an extension :

0— F'(2) — E'— 7,(1) — 0

where F'' is a stable rank 2 vector bundle with ¢, (F'') = 0, ca(F') = 2 (hence a 2-instanton)
and L is a line.

In the former case, F'/ has, a priori, two possible spectra : (1 0,—1) and (0,0,0). Using
Riemann-Roch, one gets that h'(F’) = 4 and h®(F’(1)) — h*(F’(1)) = —1. Lemma B.1]
implies that h'(E’(—1)) < 1 hence h*(F#’(1)) < 2 hence h®(F’(1)) < 1. But if F’ has
spectrum (1,0, —1) then, by [28, Lemma 9.15], h’(F’(1)) = 2. It remains that F’ has
spectrum (0, 0,0) hence it is a 3-instanton. Moreover, it must satisfy h’(F’(1)) < 1. By
Remark [[13] one has r = 3 (because H*(F’/(—2)) = 0) hence E = E'.

In the latter case, it follows, from Remark [[4(ii), that F ~ F'(2) & Tps(—1). O

Remark 3.3. Let I/ be a 3-instanton with h®(F’(1)) < 1. We want to characterize the
extensions:

0— F'(2) — E — Ops(1) — 0 (3.1)
with E globally generated. Such an extension is defined by an element ¢ € H'(F'(1)).
Since H'(F’(2)) = 0, € is annihilated by S; as an element of the graded S-module H!(F’).
It follows that there exists a morphism ¢’ : Qps — F’(1) such that the image of H' (gb’ ) is
k&, If ¢” is another such morphism then ¢” — ¢’ factorizes as Qps — 40p3(—1) — F'(1).

According to Remark [[L4(i), £ is globally generated if and only if the morphism

(HO(F'(2)) @5 Ops) D Qps (1) 22D pr (g

is an epimorphism. We use, now, a stratification of the moduli space of 3-instantons, due
to Gruson and Skiti [26] and recalled in Remark [E.1l

(i) If H(F’(1)) = 0 and F’ has no jumping line of order 3 then F'(2) is globally
generated hence, for any extension (3.1]), F is globally generated. Recall that, in this
case, h'(F'(1)) = 1.

(ii) If H®(F’(1)) = 0 and F’ has a jumping line L of order 3 then the cokernel of the
evaluation morphism ev : HY(F’(2)) ®;, Ops — F'(2) is €(—1). Moreover, H'(F'(1)) —
H'(0L(—2)) is an isomorphism. Since Qps | L ~ 20.(—1) @ O(—2) it follows that the
composite morphism :

Ops (1) 25 F1(2) — 01(-1)

is an epimorphism if and only if the induced map H*(Qps) — H'(01(—2)) is an isomor-
phism.

Consequently, in this case, the bundle E from the extension (B is globally generated
if and only if the extension is nontrivial.
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(iii) If h°(F’(1)) = 1 then F’ has two jumping lines L and L’ of order 3 and the cokernel
of the evaluation morphism of F'(2) is & (—1). Moreover, the map H'(F'(1)) —
H' (0 (—2)) @ H' (0 (—2)) is an isomorphism.

In this case, the bundle F defined by the extension (B.1) is globally generated if and
only if the element ¢ of H'(F’(1)) defining the extension sits in none of the kernels of the
maps H'(F'(1)) — H(0L(—2)) and H(F'(1)) — H' (O (—2)).

Proposition 3.4. Let E and E’ be as at the beginning of this section. If E’ is stable and
HY(E(-3)) = 0 then one of the following holds:

(i) c3 =15 and E ~ 40p3(1) & Tps(—1);

(ii) c3 =13 and E ~ 30p3(1) & Qps(2).

Proof. Let F' = E'(—2) be the normalized rank 3 vector bundle associated to E’ and let
kp = (k1, k2, k3) be the spectrum of F'. One has ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) = 3, c3(F) = c3 — 10
(see (L)) and c3(F) = —2 > k;—3 (see Remark [L.6](iii)). Moreover, one has, from relation
@L5), r = 3+h*(F(-2)). Since H'(E(-3)) ~ H'(F(—1)), the hypothesis H'(E(-3)) = 0
is equivalent to k1 < —1. Taking into account Lemma [[.7] it follows that, under our
hypotheses, the only possible spectra are (—1,—1,—2) and (-1, —1, —1).

Case 1. F has spectrum (—1,—1,—2).

In this case, 7 = 7, c3(F) = 5 and ¢35 = 15. By Lemma [[I0(a), £Y(1) is globally
generated. The Chern classes of EV(1) are ¢ (EY (1)) = 2, co(EY(1)) = 2, c3(EY(1)) =0
(recall [28, Lemma 2.1]). The globally generated vector bundles on P? with ¢; = 2 have
been classified by Sierra and Ugaglia [46]. Using their results (see, also, [1, Prop. 2.3])

and taking into account [I, Lemma 1.2], one gets that there exist integers s and ¢ such
that EY(1) ~ tOps @& G where G is a vector bundle defined by an exact sequence :

0 — sOps — Qp3(2) — G — 0,

One deduces that F ~ tOps(1)®GY(1). Since F has rank 7 and G has rank < 3, it follows
that ¢ > 4 hence ¢;(GY(1)) < 1. Since GY(1) is globally generated, one deduces (see, for
example, the comment after [I, Lemma 2.1]) that GY(1) ~ Tps(—1) and ¢ = 4.

Case 2. F has spectrum (—1,—1,—1).
In this case, r = 6, c3(F) = 3 and ¢3 = 13. By Lemma [[.I0(a), EY(1) is globally

generated. One has ¢;(EY(1)) =1, co(EY(1)) = 1, e3(EY(1)) = 1. Tt follows, as in Case
1, that E'V(l) ~ 3@]}»3 P T]}DB(—]_) hence E ~ 36)]}»3(1) &P QPB (2) |:|

Proposition 3.5. Let E and E’ be as at the beginning of this section. If E’ is stable and
H2(E(-3)) # 0 then one of the following holds:

(i) c3 =15 and E ~ Tps(—1) G 40ps(1).
(ii) ¢3 =13 and E ~ Tps(—1) @ Ey where, up to a linear change of coordinates, E is
the kernel of the epimorphism :

(.CL’(), X1, To, ZL’%) : 3@[@3(2) @D ﬁ]p?:(l) — ﬁps(?)),
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Proof. Let F' = E'(—2) be the normalized rank 3 vector bundle associated to E’ and let
kr = (ki, k2, k3) be the spectrum of F. Since H*(E(—3)) ~ H*(F(—1)) the hypothesis
H*(E(—3)) # 0 is equivalent to k3 = —2 (taking into account Lemma [[7). It follows
that, under our hypotheses, only two spectra can occur: (—1,—1,—2) and (0, —1, —2). If
the spectrum of F'is (—1, —1, —2) then, as we saw in Case 1 of the proof of Prop. B4 F
is as in item (i) from the statement.

It remains to consider the case where F' has spectrum (0, —1,—2). In this case, r =
6, c3(F) = 3 and ¢3 = 13. Moreover, h*(E(—3)) = h*(F(-1)) = 1. According to
Lemma [Tl one has an exact sequence :

0— ﬁ]}ni&(—l) ﬂ)El@‘lﬁpB — F —)O,
with v: Ops(—1) — 40ps defined by 4 linearly independent linear forms, where Ej is
a vector bundle of rank 3, with H'(EY) = 0, 4 = 0, 1, with Chern classes ¢,(E;) = 4,
c2(Ey) = 6, c3(Ey) = 2. Moreover, one has an exact sequence :

0 — Ops — By — F1(2) — 0.

where .7 is a stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf with ¢;(%#1) = 0, co(F1) = 2, c3(F1) = 2. It
follows, from [I1), Table 2.8.1], that .%#; is 2-regular hence E; is O-regular. In particular,
FE) is globally generated and the multiplication map H°(E}) ®; H°(Ops(1)) — H°(E.(1))
is surjective. One gets, now, from the exact sequence relating F and FEj, that E ~
Tps(—1) @ E;. Moreover, by [I, Prop. 4.8], E; is isomorphic, up to a linear change of
coordinates, to the kernel of the epimorphism from item (ii) of the statement. O

Lemma 3.6. Let F' be a stable rank 3 vector bundle on P? with ¢, (F) = —1, co(F) = 3
and such that F(2) is globally generated. Then:

(a) HO(F(1)) = 0 if e5(F) < —5;

(b) WO(F(L)) < 1 if es(F) = —3,

(c) F is 2-regular if c3(F) > —1.
Proof. (a) We will show that H’(F(1)) # 0 implies c3(F) > —3. If F(1) has a nonzero
global section then this one defines an exact sequence:

0—% —F' % #y(1) — 0,
<

where W is a closed subscheme of P? with dim W < 1 (because H'(F) = 0 since F
is stable) and ¥ is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf with ¢;(4) = 0, c(¥) = 3 — degW (see
Remark [[.§|(c)). Moreover, by the same remark :

C3(F) = C3(g) —3 - 2degW + 2X(ﬁWCM) :

o If degW = 0 (which means that dim W < 0 hence Wey = () or if degW = 1 (in
which case Weyy is a line L C P3) then c3(F) > —3 (because c3(4) > 0).

e IfdegW = 2 then Wy, is either a nonsingular conic, or the union of two lines (disjoint
or not), or a double structure on a line L C P defined by an exact sequence :

0 — Iwey — JL — O(l) — 0,
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with [ > —1. It follows that x(Ow,) > 1 and x(Ow,,,) = 1 if and only if Wy is a
complete intersection of type (1,2).

If Wen is a complete intersection of type (1,2) and if H is the plane containing it
then Swrpp = fFr u(—2), where f € H°(0y(2)) is an equation of Wey on H and
" is a subscheme of H of dimension < 0, hence oy defines a nonzero morphism Fy —
O (—1). Consequently, H°(Fy(—1)) # 0. But this s not possible because F(2) is a
globally generated vector bundle on H ~ P? with ¢;(Fy(2)) =5 and cy(Fx(2)) = 11 (see
Remark [[.12).

It remains that Wy is not a complete intersection of type (1,2), hence x(Ow,,,) > 2,
hence c3(F) > —3 (because ¢3(¥4) > 0).

e Finally, if deg W = 3 then ¢;(¥) = 0 and ¢3(¥) = 0. Since H(4(—1)) = 0 (because
H°(FV(—1)) = 0 due to the stability of F) it follows that & ~ 20ps. Since ¢ is a locally
free sheaf one deduces that W = Wawm.

As in the case degW = 2 above, W cannot be a complete intersection of type (1,3)
and, even more, cannot contain, as a subscheme, a complete intersection of type (1,2).
It follows that one of the following holds: (i) W is a twisted cubic curve: (ii) W is the
union of three mutually disjoint lines; (iii) W = X U L/, where X is a double structure
on a line L such that £ /.x ~ Op(l) with [ > 0 and L' is a line not intersecting L ;
(iv) W is a triple structure on a line L containing a double structure X on L such that
I Ix ~ Or(l) and Ix/ Iy ~ Op(2l + m) with [ > 0 and m > 0 (see [6] or, for
example, [2, § A.5]; the necessary results are recalled in Remark [A.2] from Appendix [A]).
In the cases (ii)—(iv), one has x(Ow) > 3 hence c3(F) > —3.

The case (i) cannot occur. Indeed, assume that W is a twisted cubic curve. Dualizing
the exact sequence :

0—20p — F' — Sy (1) — 0,

one gets an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(—1) — F — 20 — wi(3) — 0.

W is the image of an embedding P* — P such that &y (1) corresponds to Op:i(3). Tt
follows that the kernel of dy : 20w — ww(3) corresponds to Opi(—7). Taking into
account the exact sequence Fy — 20w — ww(3) — 0, this contradicts the fact that
Fy (2) is globally generated.

(b) Assume that c3(F) = —3. Lemma [T implies that H*(F (1)) = 0 for [ > 0. One
deduces, from Riemann-Roch, that h'(F) = —x(F) = 4 and that h®(F(1)) —h'(F(1)) =
x(F (1)) = 0. Lemma [B.1] implies, now, that h' (F(1)) < 1 hence h’(F (1)) < 1.

(c) With the arguments from the proof of (b), one has h'(F) = —x(F) < 3 hence, by
Lemma BT}, h'(F(1)) = 0. O
Lemma 3.7. If F is a stable rank 3 vector bundle on P* with ¢;(F) = —1 then h°(FV) <

1+ hO(F(1)).
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Proof. A nonzero global section of FV defines an exact sequence :
0—% —F— 9, —0,

where Z is a closed subscheme of P? with dim Z < 1 and .Z is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf
with ¢;(#) = —1. It follows that %" ~ % (1). Dualizing the above exact sequence one
thus gets an exact sequence 0 — Ops — FY — F(1). Since h°(# (1)) < h°(F(1)), the
inequality from the statement follows. 0J

Proposition 3.8. Let E and E’' be as at the beginning of this section. Assume that E’
is stable, that H*(E(—3)) = 0, and that H'(E(—3)) # 0. Then one of the following holds:
(i) ¢ = 11 and E ~ Ops(1) ® Ey where, up to a linear change of coordinates, Ey is

the kernel of the epimorphism:

(.CL’(), X1, I%, Tol3, ZL’%) 2ﬁ]p3(2) ) 3ﬁ]p3(1) — ﬁps(?)),
(ii) ¢3 =9 and E(—2) is the cohomology of a monad:

0 — Opa(—1) 25 56 @ 20ps(—1) -2 205s(1) — 0,

with H(a(1)): HY(50p3(1) @ 20ps) — H°(20p3(2)) surjective. Up to a linear
change of coordinates in P2, there are only finitely many such monads, which are
listed in the proof;

(iii) c3 =7 and E(-2) is the cohomology of a general monad:

0 — 20ps(—1) — 80ps —> 30p3(1) — 0;
(iv) c3 =5 and E(—2) is the kernel of an arbitrary epimorphism :
T]pS(—l) D ﬁ]p?) — ﬁp3(2> .

Proof. Let F' = E'(—2) be the normalized rank 3 vector bundle associated to E’ and let
kr = (ki, ko, k3) be the spectrum of F. The condition H*(E(—3)) = 0 is equivalent to
ks > —1 and the condition H'(E(—3)) # 0 is equivalent k; > 0. Taking into account
Lemmall.7], the possible spectra of F are (0, —1,—1), (0,0,—1), (1,0,—1), (0,0,0), (1,0,0)
and (1,1,0).

The spectrum (1,0, —1) cannot, actually, occur in our context. Indeed, using the spec-
trum one would get that h'(E(—4)) = h'(F(-2)) = 1 and h'(E(-3)) = h'(F(-1)) = 3.
But this would contradict Remark [[L.T3

We analyse, now, case by case, the remaining spectra. Recall the formulae from the
beginning of the proof of Prop. B.4l

Case 1. F has spectrum (0,—1,—1).

In this case, r = 5, c3(F) = 1 and ¢35 = 11. Using the spectrum, one gets that h'(E(l)) =
h'(F(1+2) = 0 for | < —4 and h'(E(-3)) = 1. In particular, s := h'(E(-3)) —
h'(E(—4)) = 1 hence, by Lemma [LT4(e), one must have H?(E) = 0. On the other hand,
by Riemann-Roch, h'(E(—2)) = h'(F) = 2. Lemma Bl implies that H*(E(l)) = 0 for
I > —1. One deduces, from Riemann-Roch, that h’(E(—1)) = h°(F(1)) = 2.
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We want to show, now, that the multiplication map p: H'(E(—3)) @5 H(Tps(1)) —
H'(E(—2)) is surjective. Indeed, if 11 is not surjective then, by Remark [L16], there would
exist an exact sequence:

0 — Q5s(2) — Qps(1) D 20ps — Q — 0,

with @ locally free. ) would have rank 2 and Chern classes ¢1(Q) = 1, (Q) = 1,
c3(Q) = —1 which is not possible. It thus remains that p is surjective.
If one considers the universal extension :

0— E(—3) — E3 - Ops — 0.

then H.(Fs) = 0 and H?(E3) ~ H%(E) = 0 hence Ej is a direct sum of line bundles.
Es3 has rank 6, h°(E3) = 0, h°(E3(1)) = 2 and h”(EY(—3)) = 0. The only possibility is
E3 ~ 20p3(—1) ® 40p3(—2). The component ¢;: 20p3(—1) — Ops of ¢ is defined by two
linearly independent linear forms hg and h;. Complete hg, hy to a k-basis hg, ..., hs of
H°(Ops(1)). Then, up to an automorphism of Fs, one can assume that the component
¢o: 40p3(—2) — Ops of ¢ is defined by h3, hohs, h3, 0. It follows that F is as in item (i)
of the statement.

Case 2. F has spectrum (0,0, —1).

In this case, 7 = 4, ¢3(F) = —1 and ¢35 = 9. Using the spectrum, one gets that h'(E(l)) =
hW'(F(1+2)) =0 for | < —4 and h'(E(-3)) = 2. In particular, s := h'(E(-3)) —
h'(E(—4)) = 2. Using Riemann-Roch, h*(E(-2)) = h'(F) = 3. Lemma Bl implies that
H'(E(1)) = 0 for I > —1 and one deduces, now, from Riemann-Roch, that h®(E(—1)) =
hO(F(1)) = 1.

We assert, now, that the multiplication map p: H'(E(—3)) @ H*(Ops (1)) — H(E(—2))
is surjective. Indeed, if it is not then, by Remark [[.T6, one would have an exact sequence :

0 — 202:(2) — 203:(1) ® Ops — Q — 0,

with @ locally free. () would have rank 1 but this is, clearly, not possible. It remains that
p is surjective hence the graded S-module H}(E) is generated by H'(E(—3)).

On the other hand, since H'(E(—4)) = 0, Lemma [LT4(b) implies that the graded S-
module H:(EY) is generated by H*(EV(1)). By Lemma II4(d),(f), h'(EY(1)) < 1. One
deduces, now, that F(—2) has a Horrocks monad of the form:

0 — Opa(—1) -5 B -5 26ps(1) — 0,

where B is a direct sum of line bundles (see Barth and Hulek [9] for information about
Horrocks monads). B has rank 7, h’(B(—1)) = 0, h’(B) = 5 and h”(BY(-2)) = 0 hence
B ~ 50ps © 20ps(—1). Moreover, as we saw above, H'(E(—1)) = 0 hence H%(a(1)) is
surjective.

Let ¢: 50ps — 20ps(1) be the first component of a. Since H°(E(—2)) = 0, it fol-
lows that H%(¢) is injective. Since H°(a(1)) is surjective, H%(¢(1)): H*(50ps(1)) —
H°(20p3(2)) has corank < 2.
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¢ is defined by a k-linear map A: k°> — k* ® S;. We assert that, for every nonzero

k-linear function k2 — k, the composite map &° - k2 ® S; — S has rank > 3. Indeed,
otherwise, A would be represented (up to automorphisms of k¥° and k?) by a matrix of

linear forms of the form :
hoo hot ho2 hos hos
higp hiy O 0 0 /-

In this case, one could choose hy, hy € S; such that their images into Si/(khio +
khyy) are linearly independent. Then the images of (0, h2)t, (0, hoh3)®, (0, h3)* into
H°(20p5(2)) /Im H(¢(1)) would be linearly independent, which would contradict the fact
that H°(¢(1)) has corank < 2.

One can also associate to A a morphism ©: 50p — Op1(1) ® S1. The above verifed
assertion shows that 1 has rank > 3 at every point of P!. The morphisms ¢ and,
consequently, ¢ can be, now, classified using the method used in [I, Remark B.1]. One
gets that, up to a linear change of coordinates in P?, either E ~ Ops(1) @ Ey where Ej is
the kernel of the epimorphism :

To T1 X2 I3 0 .
<0 To T, o 1’3) : 5@[@3(2)—)2@[@3(3),

or E is isomorphic to the kernel of the epimorphism :

rg x1 22 xz3 0 01
<0 0 @ ap w3 x%) $5095(2) © Ops(1) — 20p3(3)
or E(—2) is the cohomology of a minimal monad having the shape from the statement,
with :
_ <ZB0 0 29 23 0 27 0

= (— — t
- 0 I 0 Ty I3 0 a’;%) ’ﬁ_( xo, x3a$0,0,x1,0,0),

or E(—2) is the cohomology of a minimal monad having the shape from the statement,
with :
2
o — (xo 1 x2 w3 0 xj 0) B = (-2, —3, 70, 21,0,0,0)".

x100x2x30x8

Case 3. F has spectrum (0,0,0).

In this case, r = 3 (hence E = F(2)), c3(F) = —3 and ¢3 = 7. Using the spectrum,
one gets h'(F(l)) = h'(F(I +2)) = 0 for | < —4 and h'(E(-3)) = 3. By Riemann-
Roch, h'(E(—2)) = 4. Moreover, H*(EY(1)) = H(FV(—1)) = 0, because F is stable.
Remark [LT5(ii) implies that the graded S-module H}(E) is generated by H'(E(—3)). On
the other hand, since H'(E(—4)) = 0, Lemma [LT4(b) implies that the graded S-module
H(EY) is generated by H'(EY(1)). Since H°(EY(1)) = 0, it follows that h'(EY(1)) =
—X(EY(1)) = =x(FY(—1)) = 2. One deduces that E(—2) = F has a Horrocks monad of
the form:

0 — 20p3(—1) — B — 30p3(1) — 0,
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where B is a direct sum of line bundles. B has rank 8, H(B(—1)) = 0 and h%(B) =
h?(30ps(1)) — h'(E(—2)) = 8. It follows that B ~ 80ps hence E(—2) is the cohomology
of a monad of the form from item (iii) of the statement.

We show, now, that for every ¢t € {0, 1, 2}, there exists a stable rank 3 vector bundle
F with ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) = 3, c3(F) = =3, h°(FV) = t such that E := F(2) is globally
generated.

Construction 3.0. We will show that there exist epimorphisms €: 2Tps(—1) — 30ps(1)
such that H(g(1)): H?(2Tps) — H°(30ps(2)) is injective (hence bijective). If F is the
kernel of such an epimorphism then, using the exact sequence:

0 — F — 2Tps(—1) —= 30ps(1) — 0,

one sees that F' is a rank 3 vector bundle with ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) = 3, ¢3(F) = =3,
H'(F(1)) = 0,i =0, 1, and H°(FY) = 0. Moreover, F is 2-regular hence F := F(2) is
globally generated.

Let us prove, now, the existence of the epimorphisms ¢ with the above property. We
start by recalling that a general morphism Tps(—2) — 30ps is a monomorphism and its
cokernel is isomorphic to @g(0,2) for some nonsingular quadric surface @ C P? endowed
with an isomorphism @ ~ P! x P! (see, for example, Case 3 in the proof of [1, Prop. 6.3]).
Actually, if K is the kernel of the evaluation morphism :

30ps ~ H(05(0,2)) @i Ops — 05(0,2),
then K is a rank 3 vector bundle with H.(K) = 0 and H?(K) ~ k(2) hence K =~ Tps(—2).

It thus suffices to show that there exist epimorphisms 7: Tps | Q — O¢(2,4) such that

H°(n) is injective (hence bijective). For a proof of the existence of such epimorphisms, see
Lemma [G.T] in Appendix [Gl

Construction 3.1. Let F be a rank 3 vector bundle on P such that FV can be realized
as a nontrivial extension :

0— F'— FY — Ops(1) — 0,

where F is a general 3-instanton. Here “general” means that '’ has no jumping line of
maximal order 3. In particular, H*(F’(1)) = 0 and, according to Gruson and Skiti [26]
Prop. 1.1.1], F’(2) is globally generated. Dualizing the above extension and taking into
account that F'V ~ F' one gets that ¢;(F) = —1, c(F) = 3, c3(F) = =3, h°(F(1)) = 1
and that £ := F(2) is globally generated.

Let ¢ be the (nonzero) element of H'(F’(—1)) defining the above extension. One has
an exact sequence :

0 — HO(FY) — HO(Gpa(1)) ~2 HY(F) |

where O(h) = h&, V h € HY(Ops(1)).
Now, if 0 # h € H(Ops(1)) and H C P? is the plane of equation A = 0 then one has
an exact sequence :

0 — HO(F))) — H'Y(F'(=1)) -2 H'(F).
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Since H'(F’(—2)) = 0 it follows that H°(F/(—1)) = 0 hence h®(F}) < 1. The set of
planes H C P? for which h’(F/) = 1 form a subset of pure dimension 1 of the dual
projective space P?V (indeed, since h'(F’(—1)) = 3 and h'(F’) = 4 every component of
this subset has codimension < 2; on the other hand, the subset has dimension < 1, by
the main result of [T6]). Moreover, if h, h' € H(&ps(1)) are linearly independent and if
L C P3 is the line of equations h = A’ = 0 then one has an exact sequence:
h
0=H"7(1)®F') — HY(F'(-1)) M HY(2F")

hence there is no non-zero element of H'(¥’(—1)) annihilated by two linearly independent
linear forms.

One deduces that if ¢ is a general element of H'(F'(—1)) then H°(F") = 0, while for
extensions defined by some special elements of H'(F’(—1)) one has h’(FV) = 1.

Construction 3.2. Let Lg, L1, Ly be mutually disjoint lines in P? and let Y be their
union. Consider an epimorphism ¢ : 20ps — wy (3) >~ Oy (1). Then it is well known that
there exists an extension:

0 — 20ps — F; — H (1) — 0,
with F7 locally free and such that, dualizing it, one gets an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(—1) — FY — 20p — wy(3) — 0.

(This is Serre’s method of extensions recalled in Thm. [F.5] from Appendix [F]) Put F :=
F)'. One has exact sequences :

00— 20ps — FY — Fy(1) — 0,
0 — Ops(—1) — F — 20ps —> wy(3) — 0.,

It follows that F' is a rank 3 vector bundle with ¢i(F) = —1, co(F) = 3, c3(F) = =3,
H°(F) =0 and h°(FV) = 2.

It is shown, in Lemma from Appendix [Gl, that if J# is the kernel of a general
epimorphism ¢: 20ps — Oy (1) ~ wy(3) then # (2) is globally generated. One deduces
that if FV is the middle term of the extension corresponding to such a § then F := F(2)
is globally generated. Notice, also, that the Claim from the proof of Lemma implies
that H°(#'(1)) = 0 hence h°(F(1)) = 1.

Case 4. F has spectrum (1,0,0).

In this case r = 3 (hence E = F(2)), ¢5(F') = —5 and ¢3 = 5. Using the spectrum one gets
that h'(E(l)) = h'(F(14+2)) = 0 for | < =5, h'(E(—4)) = 1 and h*(E(-3)) = 4 hence
s :=h'(E(-3)) — h'(E(—4)) = 3. Moreover, H*(EV(1)) = H*(FV(~1)) = 0 (because F
is stable). It follows, from Remark [LT5(ii), that the graded S-module H}(E) is generated
in degrees < —3. But, using Remark [LT3] one sees that, actually, H(E) is generated by
HY(E(—4)).

Claim 4.1. The graded S-module HL(EV) is generated by H'(EY(1)).
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Indeed, since H°(EY(1)) = 0 one gets, by Riemann-Roch, that h'(EY(1)) = —x(EY(1)) =
—x(FV(=1)) = 1. Assume, by contradiction, that H.(E") is not generated by H'(EV(1)).
Then Lemma [[.14i(h) implies that H.(EY) ~ k(—1)@k(—2). Consider, now, the universal
extension :
0 — E(—4) — E;, — Ops — 0.

One has H.(E;) = 0 (hence H2(EY) = 0) and H(E)) ~ k(2) @ k(1). One deduces, from
the Horrocks correspondence, that Ey ~ Qps(2) @ Qps (1) @ A, where A is a direct sum of
line bundles. But this is not possible because E, has rank 4. Claim 4.1 is proven.

One deduces, now, that E(—2) is the cohomology of a Horrocks monad of the form :
0 — Ops(—1) — B — Ops(2) — 0,

with B a direct sum of line bundles. B has rank 5, ¢;(B) = 0 and h®(B(—1)) = 0 hence
B ~ 50ps. It follows that E(—2) is the kernel of an epimorphism Tps(—1)® Ops — Ops(2).
Conversely, for any epimorphism ¢: Tps(—1) @ Ops — Ops(2), one has that Ker ¢(2) is
globally generated as one can easily see by considering the (geometric) Koszul complex
associated to ¢ and using the fact that A (Tps(—1) @ Ops) is globally generated.

Case 5. F has spectrum (1,1,0).

This case cannot occur in our context. Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that there
exists a vector bundle E satisfying the hypotheses of the proposition, such that the
associated (normalized) rank 3 vector bundle F' has spectrum (1,1,0). FE has rank
r = 3 (hence £ = F(2)), c3(F) = —7 and ¢3 = 3. Using the spectrum one gets that
h'(E(1)) = h'(F(1+2)) =0 for | < -5, h'(E(—4)) = 2 and h'(E(—3)) = 5 hence s :=
h'(E(—3))—h'(E(—4)) = 3. Moreover, by Riemann-Roch, h'(F(—2)) = h'(F) = 6. Since
H°(EY(1)) = H°(FY(=1)) = 0 (because F is stable) one deduces, from Remark [LI5(ii),
that the graded S-module H!(E) is generated in degrees < —3. But, according to Re-
mark [LT3, the multiplication map H'(E(—4)) ® H°(Ops(1)) — H'(E(—3)) is surjective
hence HL(E) is, actually, generated by H'(E(—4)).

Claim 5.1. FE(-2) is the kernel of an epimorphism 30ps(1) & 20ps — 20p3(2).

Indeed, since h°(EY(1)) = 0 one deduces that h'(EY(1)) = —x(EY(1)) = —x(FY(-1)) =
0. It follows, from Lemma [[LT4(h), that either H(EY) = 0 or HL(EY) ~ k(—2). Anyway,
E(—2) is the cohomology of a Horrocks monad of the form:

0 — Ops —3 B -2 20p(2) — 0,

with B a direct sum of line bundles. B has rank 6, ¢;(B) = 3, and h’(B(-1)) =
h?(20ps(1)) — h'(E(—3)) = 3 hence B ~ 30ps(1) @ 30ps. Since there is no locally split
monomorphism Ops — 30ps3(1), the component [3y: Ops — 30ps of § must be non-zero
and the claim is proven.

Now, since h'(E(—2)) = 6, Lemma B implies that h'(EF) = 0. One deduces that if
there exists an epimorphism ¢g: 30ps(1) @ 20ps — 20ps(2) such that H(Ker ¢o) = 0
and Ker ¢o(2) is globally generated then, for a general epimorphism ¢: 30p3(1) ®20ps —
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20s(2), H'(Ker¢) = 0 and Ker ¢(2) is globally generated. But, for such a general
epimorphism, the cokernel of the component ¢;: 30ps(1) — 20ps(2) of ¢ is isomorphic to
we(3), for some (nonsingular) twisted cubic curve C' C P3. One gets an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) — Ker ¢ — 20ps P2, we(3) — 0,

with ¢, induced by the other component ¢y: 20ps — 20p3(2) of ¢. Restricting ¢, to C
one gets an epimorphism 20c — we(3) whose kernel is isomorphic to wg'(—3). Since
wg'(—1) is not globally generated, it follows that Ker ¢(2) cannot be globally generated.
This, finally, shows that Case 5 cannot occur in our context. ([

4. THE CASE ¢y = 12

We denote, in this section, by E a globally generated vector bundle on P, with ¢; = 5,
co = 12, and such that H(EY) = 0,4 = 0, 1, and H°(E(—2)) = 0. If E has rank r > 3,
we denote by E’ the rank 3 vector bundle associated to E in the exact sequence (L3]) and
by F' the normalized bundle E’'(—2).

Proposition 4.1. If h°(E(—1)) > 2 then one of the following holds:

(i) ¢35 = 20 and E ~ 36 (1) @ 2Tps(—1);

(11) 03—18 O/ﬂdENQﬁPS( )EBT]PS( )EBQ]P’S( )7

(iii) 3 = 16 and E ~ Ops(1) & Ey, where, up to a linear change of coordinates, Fy is
the cohomology of the monad:

or(=1) Y, 2600(2) @ 260(1) © 460 22 60 (3)

where Ops(—1) = 20p3(2) @ 20ps(1) 2 Ops(3) is a subcomplex of the Koszul
complex defined by xo, x1, v3, x5 and u : Ops(—1) — 40ps is defined by x, . . . , T3.

Proof. Let Y be the curve associated to F in the exact sequence (I.I). It is nonsingular
and connected, of degree 12 (see Lemma [LLT)). Our hypotheses imply that H(#y(3)) = 0
and h°(.#(4)) > 2. It follows that Y is directly linked to a curve Y’ of degree 4 by a
complete intersection of type(4,4). Y’ is locally complete intersection except at finitely
many points, where it is locally Cohen-Macaulay. The fundamental exact sequence of
liaison (recalled in [I, Remark 2.6]):

0 — Ops(—8) — 20p3(—4) — SFy —> wy'(—4) — 0

implies that wy(1) is globally generated. It follows that a general global section of wy-(1)
generates this sheaf except at finitely many points hence it defines an extension :

0 — Ops(-2) -9 — Hy(1) — 0

with ¢ a rank 2 reflexive sheaf with ¢, (¥9) = —1, c2(¥) = degY’ — 2 = 2 (see [28,
Thm. 4.1]). Since x(¥4) = x(Hy+ (1)) = x(Op3(1)) — x(Oy+(1)), using Riemann-Roch (see
Remark [L.8) one gets that c3(¥4) =4 — 2x(0y). We also know that ¢5 = —12 — 2x(0y).
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On the other hand, by a basic formula in liaison theory (deduced from the fundamental
exact sequence of liaison) :

1
xX(Oy:) — x(Oy) = 5(4 +4—4)(degY —degY’) = 16.

It follows that c3 = c3(¥) + 16.

Now, if H°(.#~(1)) # 0 then Y” is a complete intersection of type (1,4), hence wys ~
Oy(1). Tt follows that H°(wy+(—1)) # 0, hence H(.#y(3)) # 0, a contradiction.

It remains that H(#(1)) = 0 hence ¢ is stable. [28, Thm. 8.2(b)] implies, now, that
c3(¢) € {0, 2, 4} hence c3 € {16, 18, 20}.

Case 1. ¢3(¥9) =4.
In this case, by [28, Lemma 9.6], ¢4 can be realized as an extension :
0— Ops(—1) — 9 — I, —0

where Z is a complete intersection of type (1,2) (actually, x(4(1)) = 2 hence h®(¥(1)) >
2). It follows that ¢ has a resolution of the form:

0 — Ops(—3) — 20p3(—1) ® Ops(—2) — 4 — 0
hence %y has a resolution of the form:
0 — Ops(—3) ® Ops(—4) — 20ps3(—2) & Ops(—3) — F» — 0.
It follows, from Remark [[.9] that .#y(8) has a resolution of the form:
0 — Ops(3) @ 20p:(2) — 30p3(4) © Ops(3) — H(8) — 0.
One deduces that E has a resolution of the form:
0 — Ops ®20ps(—1) — 30ps(1) ®1r0ps — E — 0.

Dualizing this resolution and taking into account that H'(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, one gets
easily that F is as in item (i) from the statement.

Case 2. ¢3(¥9) =2.
In this case, by [11, Lemma 2.4], 4 can be realized as an extension :
0— Ops(—1) — 9 — I, — 0

where Z is either the union of two disjoint lines L and L’ or is a divisor of the form 2L on
a nonsingular quadric surface, L being a line (actually, x(¢(1)) = 1 hence H*(4(1)) # 0
and x(¢) = —1). In both cases, the resolution of .#; has the same numerical shape. In
the first case, the tensor product of the resolutions of .7, and .#;, is a resolution of .Z; -
(see, for example, [2 Lemma B.1]). Consequently, in both cases, .#; has a resolution of
the form :
0 — Ops(—4) — 40p3(—3) — 40ps(—2) — Iz — 0

hence ¢ has a resolution of the form:

0 — Ops(—4) — 40ps(—3) — Ops(—1) & 40p3(—2) — 4 — 0.
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The global section of ¢(2) whose zero scheme is Y’ cannot be the product of a linear form
and of the unique non-zero global section of ¢(1). One deduces that %y has a resolution
of the form:

0 — Ops(—5) —> 40ps(—4) — Ops(—2) ® 30p:(—3) — F» — 0.
One deduces, from Remark [[L9] that .#y(8) has a monad of the form:
0 — 30p3(3) ® Ops(2) — 60ps(4) — Ops(5) — 0.
It follows that £ has a monad of the form:
0 — 360 @ Ops(—1) 25 60p(1) ® (r — 1) Ops 2> Ops(2) — 0

where the component (1 — 1)0ps — Ops(2) of d” is 0. Dualizing this monad and taking
into account that H'(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, one gets that E has, actually, a monad of the
form:

0 — Ops(—1) 45 60w (1) © 405 2 Gps(2) — 0

where the component Ops(—1) — 40ps of d'~! is defined by zy,...,z3 and where the
component 40ps — Ops(2) of d° is 0. One deduces an exact sequence:

0— ﬁps(—l) — 2ﬁ]p3(1) D Qp3(2) @D 4@[@3 — F—0.

Since the multiplication maps H"(€ps(1)) ® S; — H"(Ops(2)) and H°(Qps(2)) ® S —
H°(Qps(3)) are surjective, it follows easily that E is as in item (ii) from the statement.

Case 3. 3(¥) =0.
In this case, by [34) Prop. 2.3], ¢ can be realized as an extension :
0— Ops(—2) — 9 — I4(1) — 0

where Z is the union of two disjoint conics C' and C’. The tensor product of the resolutions
of Jo and F is a resolution of #; (see, for example, [2, Lemma B.1]). From this
resolution one gets a resolution of ¢, and from the resolution of ¢ one gets a resolution
of #y+. Since the global section of ¥(2) whose zero scheme is Y is not the product of a
linear form and of the unique non-zero global section of ¢ (1) one deduces that .#y has a
resolution of the same numerical shape as that of ., that is, a resolution of the form :

0 — Ops(—6) — 20ps(—4) @ 20p3(—5) — Ops(—2) ® 20p3(—3) @ Ops(—4) — Fyr — 0.
One deduces, using Remark [[L9] a monad of .#y(8) of the form:

0 — Ops(4) B 20p3(3) B Ops(2) — 20p3(5) B 40ps(4) — Ops(6) — 0
hence a monad for E of the form:

Ops(1) B 205 ® Ops(—1) T 205(2) ® 460ps(1) @ (r — 1) Ops > Opa(3)

such that the component (r — 1)0ps — Ops(3) of d° is 0. Since there is no locally split
monomorphism Ops(1) — 20p3(2) it follows that one can cancel the direct summand
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Ops(1) from the left term of the monad and a direct summand Ops(1) from the middle
term, hence F has a monad of the form:

20ps B Ops(—1) U 2605 (2) © 30w (1) & (r — 1)Ops s Ops(3) .

Dualizing this monad and taking into account that H'(EY) =0, i = 0, 1, one gets that E
has, actually, a monad of the form :

Ops(—1) L5 260(2) @ 30ms(1) @ 40ps 2 Gps(3)

such that H°(d"~') is surjective and the component 40ps — Ops(3) of d™ is 0. Since
H°(E(-2)) = 0, the component 20%s(2) — Ops(3) of d”° is defined by two linearly
independent linear forms, hy and h;. Since h’(E(—1)) > 2, it follows that the image of
H°(d"™(—1)) has dimension < 9. It follows that, up to an automorphism of 20%s(2) @
303 (1), one can assume that the last summand @ps(1) is mapped to 0 by d”°. Moreover,
up to an automorphism of Ops(1) G4 0ps, one can assume that the component Ops(—1) —
Ops(1) of d"~1 is 0. One deduces that E ~ Ops(1) ® E,, where Ej is the cohomology of a
monad :

-1 0
Ops(—1) D 2033(2) @ 20p5(1) © 40ps 5 Gps(3)

with the component 40ps — Ops(3) of d) equal to 0 and with H°(d;'Y) surjective. Let
K be the kernel of the restriction of di to 20ps(2) & 20ps(1) — Ops(3) (which is an
epimorphism). One gets an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) — K P 40ps — FEy — 0.

Then Claim 6.2 from the proof of [I, Prop. 6.3] shows that Ej is as in item (iii) from the
statement. O

Lemma 4.2. If E is as at the beginning of this section then:
h'(E(1)) < max(0, h'(E(l—1)) —3), VI >0.

Proof. Let H C P3 be an arbitrary plane, of equation » = 0. By Remark [[12 Ey is
lI-regular. In particular, H'(Eg(l)) = 0, VI > 0. One deduces that multiplication by
h: H(E(1—1)) — H(E(l)) is surjective, VI > 0. Applying the Bilinear Map Lemma [28]
Lemma 5.1] to HY(E(1))Y®@H"(Ops(1)) — H'(E(I—1))Y one gets the desired inequality. [

Proposition 4.3. If E (as at the beginning of the section) has rank r > 3 and the
associated rank 3 vector bundle E' is not stable then one of the following holds :
(i) c3 =8 and E can be realized as an extension:
0— F'(2) — F — Ops(1) — 0
where F' is a 4-instanton with h°(F'(1)) < 1;
(ii) c3 =8 and E ~ Ops(1) ® Ey, where Ey is the kernel of an epimorphism 40ps(2) —

Ops(4) (and E' ~ Ops(1) @ E§ with Ej defined by an ezact sequence 0 — Ops —
Ey— E;—0);
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(iii) c3 = 12 and there is an exact sequence:

0 — Ops(—1) ﬂ F'(2)®40p — E — 0

where F' is a 3-instanton with h°(F'(1)) < 1 and with v defined by four linearly
independent linear forms.

Proof. Lemma implies that either ¢c3 = 8 and E’ can be realized as an extension :
0— F'(2) — E' — Ops(1) — 0

where F'' is a stable rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(F') = 0, co(F’) =4, or ¢5 = 12 and E’
can be realized as an extension:

0— F'(2) — FE' — #(1) — 0
where F'' is a stable rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(F') =0, co(F’) = 3 and L is a line.

e In the former case, F'/ has two possible spectra: (0,0,0,0) and (1,0,0,—1). If F’ has
spectrum (0,0, 0,0) then it is a 4-instanton. It must have h’(F’(1)) < 1 (by the first
part of the proof of Prop. 1] if h’(E(—1)) > 2 then c3 € {16, 18, 20}). Moreover, by
Remark [3, » = 3 (because H*(F’(—2)) = 0) hence E(= E’) is as in case (i) from the
statement. The 4-instantons F'’ for which there exists an extension 0 — F'(2) - E —
Op3(1) — 0 with E globally generated are characterized in Remark [4.4] below.

If F' has spectrum (1,0,0,—1) then, according to Chang [12, Prop. 1.5], either F’
has an unstable plane H of order 1 or it can be realized as the cohomology of a selfdual
monad :

0— ﬁpB(—Q) — 46)]}»3 — ﬁp3(2) — 0.
The former case cannot, however, occur because, in that case, there exists an epimorphism
F" — Z; 5(—1) — 0 where Z is a 0-dimensional subscheme of H, of length 5, and this
would contradict the fact that F''(3) must be globally generated (see Remark [[.4]i)).

It thus remains that F'’ is the cohomology of a monad as above. Let K be the kernel
of the epimorphism 40ps — Ops(2) from the monad. K admits a (Koszul) resolution of
the form :

0 — Ops(—6) —> 40ps(—4) — 60ps(—2) — K — 0.
One deduces that H'(F’(1)) ~ H*(Ops(=5)) and H (F'(2)) ~ H*(Ops(—4)) ~ k. It
follows that the multiplication map H'(F’(1)) ®; S; — H*(F'(2)) is a perfect pairing,
that is, if ¢ € H'(F’(1)) is annihilated by every linear form h € S; then £ = 0. Re-
mark [[4(i) implies, now, that E’' ~ Ops(1) @ F’(2). Since, by Remark [[L3, r = 4
(because h*(F’(—2)) = 1) and since h'(F"V(=2)) = h'(F’(—2)) = 1 it follows that
E ~ Ops(1) ® K(2).

e In the latter case (considered at the beginning of the proof), F'’ has, a priori, two
possible spectra: (1,0,—1) and (0,0,0). But if F'* would have spectrum (1,0, —1) then,
by [28, Lemma 9.15], one would have h’(F’(1)) = 2 and this would contradict the fact,
established in the first part of the proof of Prop. &1 that if h’(E(—1)) > 2 then ¢3 €
{16, 18, 20}. It remains that F'’ has spectrum (0, 0, 0) hence it is a 3-instanton. Moreover,
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it must satisfy h’(F’(1)) < 1. One concludes, now, using Remark [L4(ii), that £ must be
as in item (iii) of the statement. O

Remark 4.4. (a) We want to say a few words about the 4-instantons F’ with h"(F’(1)) <
1 for which there exists an extension as in Prop. 3(i) with the middle term globally
generated.

e Since, by Remark[T.4] F/(3) must be globally generated it follows that F'/ cannot have
any jumping line of maximal order 4.

e F' can have only finitely many jumping lines of order 3. Indeed, if L and L' are two
such lines then, by Lemma [E.3] from Appendix [El L and L’ must be disjoint. Then,
by Lemma [E2(b), the map H*(F'(1)) — H'(0(—2)) @ H'(0/(—2)) is surjective hence
the kernels of the maps H'(F'(1)) — H'(0(—2)) and H'(F'(1)) — H'(0(—2)) are
distinct. It follows that if F'’ has a 1-dimensional family (L;)er of jumping lines of order
3 then the kernels of the maps H'(F'(1)) — H*(0L,(—2)) cover H'(F’(2)). Looking, now,
at the arguments from Remark [B.3|(ii) one sees that if /'’ has a 1-dimensional family of
jumping lines of order 3 then none of the extensions from Prop. d3|(i) produces a globally
generated vector bundle.

e If H(F'(1)) = 0 then one must have H'(F'(2)) = 0. Indeed, if F'(2) is globally
generated then we showed, in [I, Remark 6.4], that H'(F’(2)) = 0. If F'(2) is not
globally generated then the extension from Prop. A3|(i) must be non-trivial. Since the
map H°(E) — H°(Ops(1)) is surjective (because E is globally generated), Lemma [E.6]
from Appendix [E] implies that H'(F(2)) = 0.

e Assume, finally, that h”(F’(1)) = 1. The general such bundle can be realized as an
extension :

0— Ops(—1) — F'— F1,0. 01:(1) — 0

where Lq,...,Ls are mutually disjoint lines. Assume that F'’ has no jumping line of
order 4, i.e., that Ly U...U L5 has no 5-secant. It is classically known that, in this case,

H'(A1,0..08:(3)) =0, i = 0, 1 (the argument is recalled, for example, in [3, Lemma 5]).
It follows that H'(F’(2)) = 0 and that the cokernel of the evaluation morphism :

ev: H(F'(2)) @) Ops — F'(2)

is isomorphic to &1,y 1, (3). Consequently, by Remark [[L4((i), there exists, in this case,
an extension as in Prop. [£.3[i) producing a globally generated vector bundle if and only
if there exists an epimorphism :

Q]}DB(].) — fL1U...UL5 (3) — 0 .
One can show that such epimorphisms really exist : see [3, Lemma 2].

(b) Let F’ be a 3-instanton with h®(F/(1)) < 1 and let v : Ops(—1) — 40ps be a
morphism defined by four linearly independent linear forms. We want to characterize the
morphisms u : Ops(—1) — F’(2) for which the cokernel of (u,v) : Ops(—1) — F'(2)®40ps
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is globally generated. Of course, this happens if and only if the morphism :
(v, u) : (HO(F'(2)) ®4 Opa) @ Opa(~1) — F'(2)

is an epimorphism. We use, now, the stratification, due to Gruson and Skiti [20], of the
moduli space of 3-instantons recalled in Remark [E.Tl

(i) If H°(F'(1)) = 0 and F'’ has no jumping line of order 3 then F’(2) is globally gener-
ated. Moreover, by [26, Prop. 1.1.1], the multiplication map H°(F'(2))®;S; — H(F’(3))
is surjective. It follows that, in this case, F ~ Tps(—1) ® F'(2) (see Remark [[4(ii)).

(ii) If H®(F’(1)) = 0 and F’ has a jumping line L of order 3 then the cokernel of the
evaluation morphism of F'/(2) is 0 (—1). Consequently, in this case, the morphism (ev, u)
above is an epimorphism if and only if the composite morphism Ops(—1) —= F'(2) —
O'(—1) is an epimorphism.

(iii) If h°(F’(1)) = 1 then F’ has two jumping lines L and L' of order 3 and the
cokernel of the evaluation morphism of F'(2) is &y (—1). Consequently, in this case,
the morphism (ev,u) above is an epimorphism if and only if the composite morphism

Ops(—1) = F'(2) = O, (—1) is an epimorphism.

Proposition 4.5. Let E and E’ be as at the beginning of this section. If E' is stable and
H'(E(-3)) = 0 then one of the following holds:

(i) ¢35 = 20 and E ~ 30ps(1) @ 2Tps(—1)
(ii) c3 = 18 and E ~ 20ps(1) & Qs (2) @ Tps (—1) ;
(iii) c5 = 16 and E =~ Ops(1) © 20ps (2).

Proof. Let F' = E'(—2) be the normalized rank 3 vector bundle associated to E’ and let
krp = (ki1, ko, k3, k4) be the spectrum of F. One has ¢;(F) = —1, «o(F) = 4, ¢3(F) =
c3 — 12 (see (I4)) and c3(F) = —2>  k; — 4 (see Remark [[6[(iii)). Moreover, one has,
from relation (ICH), r = 3 + h*(F(—2)). Since H'(E(—3)) ~ H'(F(—1)), the hypothesis
H'(E(—=3)) = 0 is equivalent to k; < —1. Taking into account Lemma [I7, it follows that,
under our hypotheses, the only possible spectra are (—1,—1,—-2,—-2), (=1,—1,—1,—2)
and (—1,—-1,—-1,—-1).

Case 1. F has spectrum (—1,—1, -2, —=2).

In this case, r = 9, c3(F) = 8 and ¢3 = 20. It follows, from Riemann-Roch, that
x(E(=1)) = x(F(1)) = 3 hence h®(E(—1)) > 3. Prop. &1 implies, now, that £ ~
36‘}@3(1) D 2Tp3(—1).

Case 2. F has spectrum (—1,—1,—1,-2).

In this case, r = 8, ¢3(F) = 6 and ¢3 = 18. It follows, from Riemann-Roch, that

x(E(—=1)) = x(F(1)) = 2 hence h’(E(—1)) > 2. One deduces, now, from Prop. I} that

Case 3. F has spectrum (—1,—1,—1,—1).
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In this case, r = 7, ¢3(F) = 4 and ¢3 = 16. By Lemma [[.I0(a), £Y(1) is globally
generated. The Chern classes of EV (1) are ¢;(EY(1)) =2, co(EY(1)) = 3, c3(EY(1)) = 4.
By the classification [46] of globally generated vector bundles with ¢; = 2 (see, also, [I
Prop. 2.2]), there exist integers s and ¢ such that EY (1) ~ t0ps @ G with G defined by an
exact sequence :

0 — sOps —> 2Tps(—1) — G — 0.

It follows that E ~ tOps(1) @ GY(1). Since E has rank 7 and G has rank < 6, one
gets that ¢ > 1. We assert that ¢t = 1. Indeed, if t > 2 then E ~ 20p3(1) ® K, where
K = (t—2)0p:(1)®GY (1) is a globally generated vector bundle with ¢;(K) = 3, c3(K) =
5, ¢3(K) = 3. In this case, the dual P(K) of the kernel of the evaluation morphism
H°(K) ® Ops — K has Chern classes ¢,(P(K)) = 3, co(P(K)) = 4, c3(P(K)) = 0. But,
according to the classification [B] or [47] of globally generated vector bundles with ¢; = 3
(see, also, [I, Remark 2.12]), there exists no globally generated vector bundle having these
Chern classes. It thus remains that t = 1 hence E ~ Ops(1) @ 23 (2). O

Proposition 4.6. Assume that the vector bundle E (as at the beginning of this section)
has rank r > 3 and that the rank 3 vector bundle E' associated to E in the exact sequence
([L3) is stable. If H*(E(—3)) # 0 then one of the following holds:
(i) c3 =20 and E ~ 2Tps(—1) ® 30ps3(1) ;
(ii) c3 =18 and E ~ Tps(—1) ® Qp3(2) B 20ps(1) ;
(iii) c3 = 16 and E ~ Tps(—1) @ Ey where, up to a linear change of coordinates, Ey is
the kernel of the epimorphism :

(Io, Xy, Ig, Tol3, ZL’%) : 2@]}»3(2) ) 3ﬁp3(1) — ﬁp3(3)7
(iv) ¢5 =16 and E ~ Ops(1) ® Ey, with Ey described in the statement of Prop.[4.1\(iii);
(V) 3 =14 and E ~ Tps(—1) @ E; where, up to a linear change of coordinates, E; is
the kernel of the epimorphism :

o T1 T2 I3 0 . .
(0 S xg)  50ps(2) — 20p(3) ;

(vi) c3 = 14 and E has a resolution of the form:

0 — Ops(—1) @ E,©40ps — E — 0

with v defined by x, ..., x3 and EY(1) defined by an extension :
0 — Ops(—1)® Ops — E/(1) — Ix — 0
where X is either the union of two disjoint lines or its degeneration, a double line
on a nonsingular quadric surface.
Proof. Let F' = E'(—2) be the normalized rank 3 vector bundle associated to E' and
let kp = (ki, ko, k3, k4) be the spectrum of F. Since H*(E(—3)) ~ H*(F(—1)) the
hypothesis H*(F(—3)) # 0 is equivalent to k; = —2 (taking into account Lemma [[7). Tt

follows that, under our hypotheses, only the following spectra can occur: (=1, —1, =2, —2),
0,-1,-2,-2), (-1,-1,-1,-2), (0,-1,—-1,-2), (0,0, —1,—-2) and (1,0, -1, —2).
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Our main tool will be Lemma [LII which asserts that if h*(E(—3)) = 1, i.e., if
h?*(F(—1)) = 1 (which is equivalent to ky = —2 and k3 = —1) then there exists an
exact sequence :

(%)

0 — Ops(—1) —> F1 ®40p — E — 0,
with v: Ops(—1) — 40ps defined by 4 linearly independent linear forms, where E; is a
vector bundle of rank r — 3, with H'(EY) = 0, ¢ = 0, 1, with Chern classes ¢;(E;) = 4,
c2(Ey) =7, c3(Ey) = ¢5 — 12. Moreover, there exists an exact sequence:

0— (r—5)0p — E1 — F1(2) — 0

with #; a stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf with Chern classes ¢i1(#) = 0, (%) = 3,
03(3-51) = C3 — 12.

We show, firstly, that, although allowed by the general theory, two of the above spectra
cannot occur in our context.

e If the spectrum of F is (0,—1,—2,—2) then r = 8, ¢3(F) = 6 and ¢ = 18. By
Riemann-Roch, x(F(1)) = 2 hence h’(F(1)) > 2 hence h’(E(—1)) > 2. Prop. &1l implies
that £ ~ 20ps(1) ® Qps(2) @ Tps(—1). But, in this case, h*(F(—1)) = h*(E(-3)) = 1
which contradicts the fact that F' has the above spectrum. Consequently, this spectrum
cannot occur.

e If [ has spectrum (1,0, —1,—2) then h'(E(—4)) = h'(F(-2)) = 1 and h'(E(-3)) =
h'(F(—1)) = 3. But this contradicts Remark Consequently, this spectrum cannot
occur, either.

We split, now, the rest of the proof into several cases according to the remaining spectra
of F.

Case 1. F has spectrum (—1,—1, -2, —-2).

In this case, as we saw in the proof of Prop. 5 F is as in item (i) from the statement.
Case 2. F has spectrum (—1,—1,—1,—-2).

In this case, as we saw in the proof of Prop. 45 F is as in item (ii) from the statement.
Case 3. F has spectrum (0,—1,—1,—2).

In this case, one has r = 7, ¢3(F) = 4 and ¢;3 = 16. Let E; (resp., .%1) be as in
the statement (resp., proof) of Lemma [[T1] recalled at the beginning of the proof. In
our case, ¢1(F1) = 0, co(F1) = 3, 3(#1) = 4. The only possible spectrum for % is
(0, —1,—1) (see [28, § 7]). Applying Riemann-Roch one gets h’(.%;(1)) — h'(.Z (1)) = 1.

If H'(#.(1)) = 0 then %, is 2-regular hence E; is O-regular. It follows that, in this
subcase, E ~ Tps(—1) @ E; (because the multiplication map H°(FE,) ® S; — H(E.(1)) is
surjective). Since E) has Chern classes ¢1(E;) =4, co(Ey) =7, c3(Ey) =4, [1l Prop. 5.1]
implies that F; is as in item (iii) of the statement.

If H'(Z(1)) # 0 then h’(#(1)) > 2 hence h’(E;(—1)) > 2 hence h’(E(—-1)) > 2.
Prop. 1l implies, now, that, in this subcase, E is as in item (iv) of the statement.
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Case 4. F has spectrum (0,0, —1,—2).

In this case, r = 6, ¢3(F) = 2 and ¢3 = 14. It follows that F; (from the statement
of Lemma [L.TT]) is, in our case, a rank 3 vector bundle with Chern classes ¢;(F;) = 4,
co(Ey) =7, c3(Ey) = 2. Put G := EY(1). Tt has Chern classes ¢1(G) = —1, c2(G) = 2,
c3(G) = 2. Moreover, H(G(—1)) = HY(EY) = 0 and H°(GY(-1)) = H°(E;(-2)) = 0
hence G satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma from Appendix

If H°(G) = 0 then, by Cor. [C2(i), GV is 1-regular hence E, ~ GY(1) is O-regular. It
follows that E ~ Tps(—1)@® E; and, by [1l, Prop. 5.1], F; is as in item (v) of the statement.

If H’(G) # 0 then, by Lemma [C.I[ii), one has an exact sequence :

00— Opg —G—9Y —0

where ¢ is a stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf with the same Chern classes as G. [
Lemma 2.4] implies that ¢ can be realized as an extension :

0— Ops(—1) — Y9 — Ix — 0

where X is the union of two disjoint lines or its degeneration, a double line on a nonsigular
quadric surface. It follows that G can be realized as an extension :

0— Ops(—1) D Ops — G — Ix — 0.

Since G = EY(1), E is as in item (vi) of the statement (recalling, from the beginning of the
proof, the exact sequence relating F and E;). Note that, by Cor. [C.2[ii), the cokernel of
the evaluation morphism H°(E,)® Ops — F) is isomorphic to & (—1) for some line L C P3
hence E is globally generated if and only if the composite morphism @ps(—1) = E; —
O (—1) is an epimorphism. Morphisms u satisfying this condition really exist because
Ei(1) is globally generated (see Cor. [C2(ii)) hence the map H(E;(1)) — H%(&0}) is
surjective. ([l

Lemma 4.7. Let F' be a stable rank 3 vector bundle on P3, with c;(F) = —1, co(F) = 4,
such that F(2) is globally generated. If c3(F) < —6 then H°(F(1)) = 0.

Proof. We will show that if H*(F(1)) # 0 then c3(F) > —4. A nonzero global section of
F(1) defines an exact sequence :

0—Y — F' — Fy(l) — 0, (4.1)

with W a closed subscheme of P3 of dimension < 1 and with ¢ a rank 2 reflexive sheaf
with HY(¢(—1)) = 0. Using Remark [L8|(c) one can compute the Chern classes of ¢ and
one gets ¢1(¥4) =0, c2(9) = 4 — deg Wen. Moreover,
c3(F) =c3(9) — 4 — 2degWen + 2x(Wem) -
Since ¢3(%) > 0 (this is true for any rank 2 reflexive sheaf) it follows that if dim W < 0
(hence Wy = 0) or if degWey =1 (ie., if Wey is a line) then c3(F) > —4.
Now, since F'(2) is a globally generated vector bundle with ¢, (F'(2)) = 5 and c2(F(2)) =

12, Remark implies that H°(F(—1)) = 0, for every plane H C P? hence deg(H N
W)em < 1, for every plane H C P3. In particular, the support of Wey cannot contain
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an irreducible plane curve of degree > 2 or two intersecting lines. We shall use, below,
the classification of multiple structures on lines in P? from Bénica and Forster [6] (see, for
example, also [2, Appendix A]; some results are recalled in Remark[A.2]from Appendix [A]).

Case 1. degWey = 2.

In this case, one of the following holds:

(i) Wen is the union of two disjoint lines;
(i) Wep is a double structure X on a line L C P? such that Ker (Ox — 1) ~ 0;(1),
with [ > 0.

In both cases, x(Ow,,) > 2 = deg Wewm hence c3(.F) > —4.
Case 2. degWey = 3.
In this case, one of the following holds:

(iii) Wen is a twisted cubic curve C C P?;
(iv) Wen = X UL/, with X as in (ii) and L’ another line not intersecting L ;
(v) Wew is a triple structure Y on a line L C P, containing a double structure X on
L as in (ii) and such that Ker (0y — Ox) ~ 01 (2l +m), with m > 0.
In the cases (iv) and (v) one has x(Ow,,,) > 3 = deg Wem hence c53(F) > —4.
We show, now, that case (iii) cannot occur. Indeed, dualizing the exact sequence (4.1I)
(with W as in case (iii)) one gets an exact sequence:

0— Ops(—1) - F — Y — we(3) — 0.

Since ¢ is semistable with Chern classes ¢1(¢) = 0 and ¢3(¥) = 1, it follows, from Chang
[11, Lemma 2.1], that either ¢ is a nullcorrelation bundle or it can be realized as an
extension :

0— Ops — 9 — 9. — 0

for some line L C P3. In the latter case, ¢ admits a resolution of the form :
0 — Ops(—2) — Ops ®20ps(—1) — 94 — 0.

In both cases, 9c 1= 4 ®g,, Oc is a rank 2 Oc-module, with det 9¢ ~ Oc. Now, C'is the
image of an embedding v: P! — P? such that v*Ops(1) =~ Opi(3). It follows that & :=
Ker (9c — we(3)) is an Og-module of rank 1 with det v*.% ~ Opi1(—7). One must have
V'L ~ Opi(a)® T, where 7 is a torsion Opi-module. Since det £ ~ Opi(a+length 7)),
one deduces that a < —7 hence v*(Z(2)) ~ Op1(a+6) ® 7 (6) is not globally generated.
Using the exact sequence:

Fc—>gc—>wc(3)—>0,

this contradicts the fact that F'(2) is globally generated. Consequently, case (iii) cannot
occur.

Case 3. degWey = 4.
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In this case, ¢ is a semistable rank 2 reflexive sheaf with ¢;(¢) = 0 and ¢2(¥¢) = 0 hence
¢ ~ 20ps. It follows that W = Wy hence one has an exact sequence :

0 —20ps — FY — Fy (1) — 0,
which, by dualization, produces an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(—1) — F — 20ps — ww(3) — 0.

Moreover, one of the following holds:

(vi) W is a reduced and irreducible curve which is a complete intersection of type
(2,2);
(vii) W is a reduced and irreducible curve which is a divisor of type (1, 3) on a nonsin-
gular quadric surface Q C P3;
(viii) W = C' U L where C'is a twisted cubic curve and L is a line;
(ix) W is the union of four mutually disjoint lines ;
(x) W=XULUL" with X as in (ii) and with L’ and L” lines such that L, L’ and
L" are mutually disjoint ;
(xi) W =X UX', with X as in (ii) and with X’ a double structure on a line L', not
intersecting L, such that Ker (0, — Op) ~ O, (l') with I’ > 0;
(xii) W =Y UL/, with Y as in (v) and with L’ a line not intersecting L ;
(xiii) W is a quadruple structure on a line L C 3, containing a triple structure Y as in
(v) and such that Ker (0w — Oy) ~ 0 (3l +m + n) with n > 0.
In the cases (ix)—(xiii), x(Ow) > 4 = deg W hence c3(F') > —4. We will show, now, that
the cases (vi)—(viii) cannot occur.
Indeed, in case (vi), ww =~ Oy hence Ker (20 — ww(3)) ~ Ow(—3). Taking into
account the exact sequence:

FW — 2ﬁW — ww(?)) — 07

this contradicts the fact that F(2) is globally generated.
In case (vii), one deduces, using the exact sequence :

0— Og(—1,-3) — Oy — Ow — 0,

that wy ~ Og(—1,1)| W hence Ker (20w — ww(3)) ~ Og(—2,—4) | W. Using the fact
that H(0g(0,—2) |W) = 0, this contradicts, as above, the fact that F(2) is globally
generated.

In case (viii), the proof of Lemma [D.1] from Appendix [D] shows that we embeds into
ww | C. C is the image of an embedding v: P! — P such that v*Ops(1) ~ Op1(3). One
deduces that v*(wy (3) | C) =~ Op (b) & 7, with b > 7 and with 7 a torsion sheaf on P*.
If .Z is the kernel of 20¢ — wwy (3) | C' it follows that v*.% ~ Op1(c) with ¢ < —7. Taking
into account the exact sequence :

Fc—>2ﬁc—)wW(3)|C—)O,

this contradicts the fact that F'(2) is globally generated. O
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Lemma 4.8. Let F be a stable rank 3 vector bundle on P3, with c;(F) = —1, co(F) = 4,
c3(F) = —4 and spectrum (0,0, 0,0) such that F(2) is globally generated. If H(F(1)) # 0
then there exists an integer m with 0 < m < 4 and an ezxact sequence:

0— M — FY — Fy(1) — 0,

with M an m-instanton and W a union of multiple structures on mutually disjoint lines
with degW = 4 — m and such that wy ~ Ow(—2). Moreover, if 1 < m < 4 then
ho(FY) < 1.

Proof. This is actually a corollary of the proof of Lemmal47 Indeed, looking at the proof
of that lemma, one sees that 'V can be realized as an extension :

0—9 — F' — (1) —0,

with ¢3(¢) = 0 hence with ¢ locally free which implies that W = Wy and with W = ()
or W aline or W as in the items (i), (ii), (iv), (v), (ix)—(xiii) from the lists in that proof.
Moreover, if some multiple structures appear in W then they must have [ = 0, m = 0,
and n = 0. This implies that W satisfies the conditions from the conclusion of the lemma
(see Banica and Forster [6, Prop. 2.3 and §3.2]). Let m := 4 —degW. Then M =¥ is
a semistable rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(M) = 0 and c3(M) = m. Since the spectrum
of F'is (0,0,0,0) it follows that H'(FY(—2)) ~ H*(F(—-2))" = 0 hence H'(M(—2)) = 0
which means that M is an m-instanton.

Finally, let us prove the last assertion from the statement. If m = 1, 2 then one has
H°( Ay (1)) = 0 hence H(FY) = 0.

If m = 3 and h°(F") = 2 then one has an exact sequence::

0— M — F' — (1) —0,

where M is a 3-instanton, L is a line and the map H°(FY) — H°(.#.(1)) is bijective.
Applying the Snake Lemma to the diagram:

0 — Ops(—1) —— 20ps —— F(1) —— 0
| | |
O— M — FV — (1) — 0

one gets an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(—1) — M D 20ps — F¥ — 0,
which, by dualization, produces an exact sequence :
0—F — M®20p — Ops(1) — 0.

Since H'(F(2)) = 0 (see Claim 5.1 in the proof of Prop. EI3) it follows that M(2) is
globally generated. But in this case H°(M(1)) = 0 (if H*(M(1)) # 0 then M has a
jumping line of order 3) hence Hom(M, Ops(1)) = 0 and this contradicts the existence
of an epimorphism M & 20ps — Ops(1). This contradiction shows that one cannot have
hO(FV) = 2.
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If m = 4 then one has an exact sequence:
0— M — FY — Ops(1) — 0,

where M is a 4-instanton. Since F' is stable, the extension is nontrivial, hence it is defined
by a non-zero element & € H'(M(—1)). If h®(FY) > 2 then ¢ is annihilated, in the graded
S-module H:(M) by two linearly independent linear forms hg, h; € S;. Let L C P? be
the line of equations hy = hy = 0. Tensorizing by M the exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) — 20ps — S1(1) — 0,
one deduces that H'(M ® .#7,(1)) # 0. But one gets, using the exact sequence :
0— Ops(—1) — F— M —0,

that M (2) is globally generated. This implies that H’(M (1)) = 0 and this contradiction
shows that one cannot have h’(FV) = 2. O

Remark 4.9. It seems a difficult question to decide whether there exist vector bundles
F on P? satisfying the hypotheses of Lemma .8 or not. In particular, we are not able to
answer the following question : let L1, ..., L, be mutually disjoint lines in P?, not contained
in a quadric surface, let W denote their union, and consider a general extension :

0 —20ps — G — Iy(l) — 0,

with G locally free. Is, then, GV(2) globally generated ?
Dualizing the above extension, one gets an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) — G¥ — 20p —25 wyr(3) — 0,

and this operation establishes a bijection between this kind of extensions and the set of
epimorphisms 0: 20ps — wy (3) >~ Oy (1). So, we are led to ask:

Question 1. Let W be the union of four mutually disjoint lines, not contained in a
quadric surface. If J is the kernel of a general epimorphism 6: 20ps — Oy (1) is H (2)
globally generated ?

If W is the union of only three lines then the answer is yes: see Lemma from Appen-
dix[Gl One way to attack this question is to consider an elliptic quartic curve C C P? (that
is, a complete intersection of type (2,2) in P?), four general points P, ..., P, of C and,
for each i € {1,...4}, a general line L; passing through P;. Putting W := L1 U...U Ly,
one has an exact sequence :

0 — Jouw — o — Jonww — 0,
and Fonww =~ Ow(—1) hence the composite morphism :
HY(I:(2)) @) Ops — Io(2) — Jerww(2)
is an epimorphism §: 20ps — Oy (1). If  is its kernel then one has an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—2) — H — Fouw(2) — 0.
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Consequently, an affirmative answer to the first question is a consequence of an affirmative
answer to:

Question 2. Under the above hypotheses, is Fouw(4) globally generated ?

Notice that, since H'(Gcuw (1)) = 0, C U W is smoothable in P? (see Hartshorne and
Hirschowitz 33 Cor. 1.2] or Hartshorne [31, Prop. 29.9]) hence a positive answer to the
second question would also prove the existence of elliptic curves Y of degree 8 in P? with
Jy(4) globally generated, a result proven, by a quite different method, by Chiodera and
Ellia [14].

Remark 4.10. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P? of rank r > 3, with
¢, = 5, ¢ = 12, such that H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, and H*(E(-2)) = 0. As usual, r — 3
general global sections of F define an exact sequence:

0—(r—3)0p — E—FE' —0,

where £’ is a rank 3 vector bundle. Consider the normalized vector bundle F' := E'(—2).
It has Chern classes ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) =4, ¢3(F) = ¢35 — 12.

Let, now, P(E) be the dual of the kernel of the evaluation morphism H°(E)®, Ops — E
of E. P(E) is a globally generated vector bundle with Chern classes ¢ = 5, ¢j = 13,
¢y = c3+ 5. Since c¢f > 0, P(E) has rank 7’ > 3. Then r’ — 3 general global sections of
P(FE) define an exact sequence :

0— (r' —3)0p — P(E) — F'(2) — 0,

with F'" a rank 3 vector bundle. One has ¢1(F') = —1, co(F') =5, c3(F') = ¢ — 14 =
c3(F) + 3 (see (L4])). We want to relate the cohomological properties of E and P(FE).
Firstly, using the exact sequence

0 — EY — HYE)Y @ Ops — P(E) — 0

and Serre duality, one gets that HX(F’) ~ H(F)V, where H(F)Y denotes the graded k-
vector space @,., H' (F(—1))" endowed with the obvious S-module structure. Moreover,

h*(F'(~1)) = h*(P(E)(=3)) = h°(E(=1)), h'(P(E)(~1)) = h*(E(-3)) = h*(F (1)),
and H*(F'(I)) =0, V1 > 0. Since r + 1’ = h’(E), one deduces, from relation (3], that :
h?(F'(—2)) + h*(F(-2)) = h%(E) — 6.

Finally, if F' and F'' are stable, with spectrum kpr = (ki)i<i<a and kpr = (k])i<j<s,
respectively, then, using Remark [[.O(iii), one gets that:

Z?:lk; - Z?:lki -2
The following two observations will be used occasionally.

Lemma 4.11. Let & — G — € — 0 be an ezact sequence of coherent sheaves on P3.
Assume that G is locally free, with ¢;(G) = m > 0 and that & is globally generated. If
€ (—m — 1) is globally generated then the support of € is 0-dimensional or empty.
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Proof. Assume, by contradiction, that Supp % contains a reduced and irreducible curve Z,
of degree d. Let v: C' — Z be the normalization of Z. Recall that if .%# is a coherent sheaf
on C' one denotes by ¢; (%) the degree of det #. Now, v*% is a coherent sheaf of rank > 1
on C. Since € (—m — 1) is globally generated it follows that ¢, (v*%) > d(m + 1). Using
the exact sequence v*& — v*G — v*¢ — 0 and the fact that & is globally generated one
deduces that ¢, (v*G) > d(m + 1). Since ¢1(v*G) = dm we have got a contradiction. [

Lemma 4.12. Consider, on P?, an exact sequence & — G — € — 0 of coherent sheaves,
with G locally free of rank r, with Chern classes c1(G) = ¢y, co(G) = ¢2, c3(G) = c3. If &
is globally generated and the support of € is 0-dimensional (or empty) then the length of
€ is at most c3 + ¢1(c3 — 2¢3).

Proof. One also has an exact sequence m&ps — G — € — 0, for some integer m > r + 2.
The kernel .# of mOps — G is a reflexive sheaf of rank m — r. Dualizing the exact
sequence :

0—F —mOps — G—% —0,

one gets an exact sequence :
00— G — mOps — F' —0.

Since .Z " is globally generated, the dependency locus of m —r — 2 general global sections
of ZV (from the image of H’(m&ps) — H°(F")) is 0-dimensional. They define an exact
sequence :
0—(m—-—r—2)0ps — F' — F'—0,
with .#’ a rank 2 reflexive sheaf. One deduces an exact sequence:
0—G — (r+2)0p — F'—0.
Dualizing it, one deduces that % is a quotient of éa:ctl%s (F', Ops). But, by |28, Prop. 2.6],
the length of this Ext sheaf is equal to c3(-# ') which can be computed using the last exact
sequence. 0
Proposition 4.13. Let E and E' be as at the beginning of this section. Assume that E’
is stable, that H*(E(—3)) = 0, and that H'(E(—3)) # 0. Then one of the following holds:
(i) c3 = 14 and E(—2) is the kernel of a general epimorphism :
¢ : Qﬁpa b 6ﬁp3(—1) — ﬁ]pﬁ(].) ) ﬁ]pi& .

In the typical case, E(—1) is the kernel of the evaluation morphism 60ps — Op(2)

of Oy (2), for some plane H C P3. Other two special cases are described during

the proof;

(ii) c3 = 12 and E(—2) is the cohomology of a (not necessarily minimal) monad of the
form:
0— ﬁ]p?)(—l) — 4ﬁ]p>3 @D 4@[@3(—1) — 2@[@3(1) — 0,
(iii) ¢3 = 10 and E(—2) is the cohomology of a (not necessarily minimal) monad of the
form:

0— 2@]1»3(—1) — 7@]1»3 ©® 2@[@3(—1) — 3@[@3(1) — 0,
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(iv) c3 =8 and E ~ Ops(1) & Ey, where Eo(—2) is the kernel of an arbitrary epimor-
phism 40ps — Ops(2) ;
(V) c¢3 =8 and E(—2) is the cohomology of a monad of the form:

0 — 30p3(—1) — 100ps —> 40ps(1) — 0
(vi) c3 =6 and E(—2) is the cohomology of a monad of the form:

Proof. Let F' = E'(—2) be the normalized rank 3 vector bundle associated to E’ and let
kg = (ki, ko, ks, kq) be the spectrum of F. The condition H?*(E(—3)) = 0 is equivalent
to ks > —1 and the condition H'(E(—3)) # 0 is equivalent k; > 0. Taking into account
Lemma [[7] the possible spectra of F' are (0,—1,—1,—1), (0,0,—1,—-1), (1,0, -1, —1),
(0,0,0,—1), (1,0,0,—1), (0,0,0,0), (1,0,0,0), (1,1,0,—1), (1,1,0,0) and (1,1,1,0). Us-
ing Remark [[L.T3] one can easily show that the spectrum (1,0,—1,—1) cannot occur in
our context.

We analyse, now, case by case, the remaining spectra. Recall the formulae from the
beginning of the proof of Prop.

Case 1. F has spectrum (0,—1,—1,—1).

In this case, 7 = 6, c3(F') = 2 and ¢35 = 14. Using the spectrum one gets that h'(E( )
h'(F(142)) = 0 for | < —4 and h*(E(—3)) = 1. In particular, h*(E(—3))—h'(E(—4))
Lemma [LT4(e) implies that H2(E) = 0. Using Riemann-Roch, h'(E(—2)) = h'(F)
Since H?*(E(-3)) = 0 and H*(E(—4)) ~ H°(EV)" = 0, the graded S-module H! (E)
generated in degrees < —2 (see Remark [LT5(i)).

We assert that the multiplication map p: H'(E(—-3)) ®S; — H'(E(—2)) has rank > 2.
Indeed, Prop. 1] implies that h’(F(—1)) < 1. If y has rank < 1 then, by Remark [.16]
there exists an exact sequence :

||

0 — Q2:(2) — Qps(1) ® Ops — Q — 0,

with @ locally free. Since, in this case, () would have rank 1, such an exact sequence
cannot exist.

Consequently, H.(E) has a minimal generator in degree —3 and at most one generator
in degree —2. Consider the extension defined by these generators:

0 — B(—2) — B — Ow(1) @ Ops — 0.

One has H(B) = 0 and H2(B) ~ H2(E) = 0 hence B is a direct sum of line bundles. B has
rank 8, H*(B(—1)) = 0, h°(B) = h°(Ops(1) @ Ops) —h' (E(—2)) = 2, and H*(BY(-2)) = 0.
It follows that B ~ 20ps & 60ps(—1).

Description of epimorphisms ¢: 20p: @ 60ps(—1) — Ops(1) @ Ops for which E :=
Ker ¢(2) is globally generated and H°(E(—2)) = 0. (i) If the component 2053 — Ops
of ¢ is non-zero then E ~ Ker(2) for some epimorphism v : Ops @ 60ps(—1) — Ops(1).
Since H°(E(—2)) = 0 it follows that the component @ps — Ops(1) of 9 is non-zero
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hence there exists a plane H C P and an epimorphism ¢: 60ps(—1) — Ox(1) such that
E ~ Kere(2).

Now, since E globally generated implies h®(E(—1)) < 1 (as we saw at the beginning of
Case 1), the map H%((1)): H°(60%s) — H°(0y(2)) must have rank at least 5.

If H%(¢(1)) has rank 6 then £(1) can be identified with the evaluation morphism of
Oy (2) (as an Ops-module). In this case, E is even 0O-regular.

If H(e(1)) has rank 5 then E ~ Ops(1) @ E’, where E'(—1) is the kernel of an epi-
morphism ¢’: 50ps — Oy (2) with H%(¢’) injective. The epimorphisms e’ with H%(¢’)
injective and such that Kere’(1) is globally generated are described in Case 5 of the proof
of [1, Prop. 6.3].

(ii) If the component 20ps — Ops of ¢ is 0 then the condition H°(E(—2)) = 0 implies
that the component 20ps — Ops(1) of ¢ must be defined by two linearly independent
linear forms. Let L C P be the line defined by these linear forms. Then one has an exact
sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) — B(—2) —> 60ps(—1) 25 Ops @ O1(1) — 0,

with ¢, induced by the component ¢y: 60ps(—1) — Ops(1) © Ops of ¢. Let & be the
kernel of ¢,. Using the commutative diagram :

0 — H s 60ps(—1) —— Op @ OL(1) —— 0

| | l

0 —— 20ps(—1)® Qps —— 60ps(—1) —— Ops — 0
one gets an exact sequence :
0 — H — 20p:(—1) & Qps — O(1) — 0,
whence an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(—1) — E(—2) — 20p3(—1) ® Qps — O(1) — 0.

Dualizing the last exact sequence and, then, twisting by —1, one gets that EV(1) can be
realized as an extension :

0 — 20ps ® Tps(—1) — EY(1) — I, — 0.

According to Serre’s method of extensions (see Thm. [F.5lin Appendix [F]) there exist such
locally free extensions with a prescribed connecting epimorphism :

8: 20ps © Qps(1) — Sty (I, Ops) =~ O1(2).

Taking into account the exact sequence:
0 — Ops — B(—1) — 20 & Qps(1) - 61,(2) — 0,

it follows that F is globally generated if and only if Kerd(1) is globally generated. Ac-
cording to Lemma in Appendix [G], such epimorphisms ¢ really exist.

Case 2. F has spectrum (0,0, —1,—1).
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In this case, 7 = 5, c3(F) = 0 and ¢3 = 12. Using the spectrum, one gets that h'(E(1) =
h'(F(1+2)) =0for I < —4 and h' (E(—3)) = 2. In particular, h'(E(—3))—h'(E(—4)) = 2
and h*(EY) = h'(E(—4)) = 0. Using Riemann-Roch, h'(FE(-2)) = h'(F) = 4 and
h’(E(-1)) = h'(E(-1)) = x(F(1)) = —1. Since, by Prop. &1, h’(E(—-1)) < 1 it follows
that hl(E( 1)) < 2 hence, by Lemma A2, H'(E ) 0.

Since H'(E(—4)) = 0, Lemma [[.14(b) implies that the graded S-module H}(EY) is
generated by H'(EV(1)). Lemma [LT4(d),(f) implies that h'(£Y(1)) < 1. On the other
hand, since H*(£(—3)) = 0 and H*(E(—4)) ~ H°(EY)Y = 0, the graded S-module H!(FE)
is generated in degrees < —2 (see Remark [LT5(i)).

We assert that the multiplication map p: H'(E(—3)) ® S; — H'(E(—2)) has rank at
least 3. Indeed, if ;1 has rank < 2 then Remark implies that one would have an exact
sequence :

0 — 202:(2) — 203:(1) ® Ops — Q — 0,

with @ locally free. Since ) would have rank 1, such an exact sequence cannot exist.
It remains that H.(E) has two minimal generators in degree —3 and at most one in
degree —2. Consequently, £(—2) is the cohomology of a Horrocks monad of the form :

0 — Opa(—1) - B - 2053(1) @ Ops — 0,

with B a direct sum of line bundles. Since B has rank 9, H*(B(—1)) = 0, h°(B) =
h?(20ps(1) @ Ops) — h'(E(—2)) = 5 and H°(BY(—2)) = 0 it follows that B ~ 50ps @
40ps(—1).

Claim 2.1. The component aa1: 5Ops — Ops of « is non-zero.

Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that cs; = 0. Then the component Sy: Ops(—1) —
40p3(—1) of  must be, also, zero (because there is no epimorphism 30ps(—1) — Ops).
One has, in this case, an exact sequence :

0 — E(—2) — Tps(—1) ® Ops & Qps — 20ps(1) — 0.

Since, as we saw at the beginning of Case 2, E globally generated implies H (E) = 0,
i = 1,2, 3, one deduces that, for a general epimorphism p: Tps(—1) @ Ops © Qps —
20ps(1), Ker p(2) is globally generated. Let p;, i = 1, 2, 3, be the components of p. The
cokernel of a general morphism Tps(—1) — 20ps(1) is isomorphic to &p,r,(1), where
Ly and L, are disjoint lines (see Lemma from Appendix [G]). Tt follows that for a
general epimorphism p, the cokernel of (p;, p2): Tps(—1) & Ops — 20ps(1) is isomorphic
to O,y (1), where x and y are two distinct points. Let p; : Qps — O, ,1(1) be the
epimorphism induced by p3 and let £ be its kernel. Assuming that Ker p(2) is globally
generated, it follows that .# (2) is globally generated. Now, H%(_¢'(2)) € H°(Qps(2)) and
h?(Qps(2)) = 6. One cannot have h’(#(2)) = 6 because % (2) # Qps(2). On the other
hand, one cannot have h’(#(2)) < 4 because the degeneracy locus of any morphism
40ps — Qps(2) has codimension < 2 in P3. It remains that h°(.#(2)) = 5. Using
Lemma from Appendix [Gl one gets, now, a contradiction. This proves Claim 2.1.
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It follows, from Claim 2.1, that F(—2) is the cohomology of a monad of the form :

0 — Ops(—1) 25 40ps @ 46ps(—1) 25 260ps(1) — 0,

If the component f,: Ops(—1) — 40p3(—1) of 5’ is non-zero then E(—2) is the kernel of
an epimorphism ¢: 40ps @ 30p3(—1) — 20ps(1). If By = 0 then E(—2) is the kernel of
an epimorphism v : Tps(—1) @ 40p3(—1) — 2033 (1).

Claim 2.2. [f E(=2) is the kernel of an epimorphism ¢: 40ps ® 30ps(—1) — 20ps(1)
then the degeneracy locus of the component ¢1: 40ps — 20ps(1) of ¢ has dimension < 1.
Moreover, if H’(E(—1)) = 0 then this locus has dimension 0.

Indeed, let A := H°(¢1): k* — k> ® S;. A can be represented by a 2 x 4 matrix of
linear forms in four indeterminates. These matrices have been classified by Miro-Roig
and Trautmann [36]. Their result is recalled in [I, Remark B.1]. Since H°(E(—2)) = 0,
A must be injective. If A is not stable (in the sense of [36] Lemma 1.1.1]) then, as we
noticed at the beginning of [I Remark B.1], A can be represented, up to the action of
GL(2) x GL(4), by a matrix of the form:

hoo  hor  hoz  hos
hio hn 0 0 )"

Since A is injective, hgo and hg3 must be linearly independent. Moreover, since, by
Prop. E1], one has h®(E(—1)) < 1, it follows that hiy and hy; are linearly independent.
Let L (resp., L") be the line of equations hijy = hyj; = 0 (resp., hoz = hoz = 0). Then the
degeneracy locus of ¢; is contained in L U L’ hence it has dimension < 1. On the other
hand, if A is stable then (see [1, Remark B.1]) the degeneracy locus of ¢; is 0-dimensional,
unless it is a line or a conic.

Assume, now, that H°(E(—1)) = 0. Then the above arguments show that A is stable.
If the degeneracy locus of ¢ has positive dimension then (see [I, Remark B.1]) either
there exists a line L C P? such that Coker (¢ | L) ~ &1(2) or there exists a (nonsingular)
conic C' C P? such that, identifying C' with P!, Coker (¢; | L) >~ Op1(3).

In the former case, one deduces, from the exact sequence :

0 — Ker ¢y — E(—2) — 300ps(—1) 2 Coker ¢, — 0 (4.2)

(with ¢, induced by the component ¢q: 3@ps(—1) — 20ps(1) of ¢), an exact sequence :
EL(—Q) — 3ﬁL(—1) — ﬁL(2) — 0,

which contradicts the fact that E is globally generated. In the latter case, one gets a
contradiction in a similar manner. Claim 2.2 is proven.
Claim 2.3. If E(—2) is the kernel of an epimorphism 1: Tps(—1) & 40ps(—1) —
20p3(1) then HY(E(—1)) # 0 and the degeneracy locus of the component )y : Tpa(—1) —
20p3(1) of 1 has dimension 1.
Indeed, 1y # 0 because there is no epimorphism 40ps(—1) — 20ps(1). If HO(¢y (1)) is
not injective then 1), factorizes as Tps(—1) —=% Ops(1) — 20ps(1). Then either o is an
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epimorphism or Imo = .#;(1) for some line L C P?. In both cases h’(Kero(1)) > 5
which contradicts the fact that, by Prop. B, h®(E(—1)) < 1. Consequently, H°(¢y (1))
must be injective.

One uses, now, Lemma [G.5 from Appendix [G] (with p = ¢ (1)). Case (¢) of that lemma
cannot occur in our context because, in that case, h’(Kerv,) = 1 which would contradict
the hypothesis H*(E(—2)) = 0. In the cases (a) and (b) from Lemma [G.5 the degeneracy
locus of 9; has dimension 1 and h®(Ker;(1)) = 1 hence H°(E(—1)) # 0. Claim 2.3 is

proven.

Construction 2.4. Let P, =(1:0:0:0),...,P5=(0:0:0:1) be the coordinate
points of P2. Consider four nonzero constants a;, as, by, by € k\{0} such that a;by—asb; #
0 and let ¢1: 40ps — 20ps(1) be the morphism defined by the matrix:

To A1TX1 QA2X2 0
0 bll’l bgl’g T3 ’
One has an exact sequence :

0 — Y — 40ps ﬂ) 20p3(1) SN Oipy(1) @@ Opy(1) — 0,

where ¢4 = Ker ¢, and 7 is defined by the transpose of the matrix:

0 —by —by 1

1 ay [¢5) 0/
¢ is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf with ¢1(%¢) = —2 hence with 4" ~ ¢(2). Dualizing the above
exact sequence, one gets a presentation :

0 — 20p3(—1) — 40ps — 9(2) — 0.

Consider a linear form \ € Ho(ﬁga(l)) vanishing at none of the points Py, ..., Py and a
point P € P2\ {F,..., P3}. Let ¢, denote the composite epimorphism :

and let J# be its kernel. One has an exact sequence:

0— ﬁps(-?)) — 3ﬁ]p3(—2) — I — j{RPO P}y — 0.

.....

Since H?(¢4(1)) = 0, one has ¢, = 7 o ¢, for some morphism ¢,: 30ps(—1) — 20ps(1).
Let ¢: 40ps @ 30p3s(—1) — 20ps(1) be the epimorphism defined by ¢; and ¢o and let
E :=Ker ¢(2). The exact sequence (£2]) induces an exact sequence :

0—Y — FE(-2)— X —0.

Now, if P does not belong to any of the planes containing three of the points F, ..., P;

.....

globally generated and H(E(—1)) = 0.
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Construction 2.5. Let Fy,...,P; and ay, as, b, by be as in Construction 2.6. Let
L C P2 be the line containing Py and P (i.e., the line of equations z; = x5 = 0). Denote
by ¢1: 40ps — 20p3(1) the morphism defined by the matrix:

o A1TX1 QA2X2 I3
0 bll’l bgl’g 0 '
One has an exact sequence :
0 — & — 40ps 25 2053(1) — OL(1) & Oy (1) ® Oppp (1) — 0,
where ¢ denotes the kernel of ¢; and 7 is defined by the transpose of the matrix:
0 —by —bo
1 aq Qo ’
¢ is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf with ¢1(¥¢) = —2 hence with 4" ~ ¢(2). Dualizing the above
exact sequence, one gets an sequence :
0 — 20ps(—1) — 40ps — Y (2) — wr(3) — 0.

Of course, wy(3) ~ (1) hence ¢ is 2-regular. Let ¢y: 30ps(—1) = O(1) ® O(py(1) &
O(py3(1) be the epimorphism defined by the matrix:

ToI3 l’g ZL’%
0 —b2? apa?
0 —byx3 agal

and let ¢ denote its kernel. Let ¢y : Ops(—1) — O1(1) & Oppy(1) & Opy(1) be the
morphism defined by the first column of the above matrix and ¢y : 20ps(—1) — (1) @
O(py(1) ® Orp,1(1) the morphism defined by the other two columns. Of course:

whence an exact sequence :
0 — Ip(—1) — H — 20p(—1) 22 Oy (1) ® - @ Oppy(1) — 0.
with 522 induced by 522. <$22 is defined by the transpose of the matrix:

(0 —byx?  —bya? xg)

2 2 2
x5 axi  agwy; 0

Now, since one has an exact sequence:
40p5(=2) 25 20p5(=1) 22 Opy(1) & - - ® Oppy(1) — 0
with p defined by the matrix:
o A1T1 QA2X2 0
0 bl.ilfl bg.ﬁ(]g T3

it follows that JZ(2) is globally generated.
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Finally, one can easily check that ¢,: 30s(—1) = Op(1) & O(p;3(1) ® O(p,3(1) can be
written as 7 o ¢, where ¢o: 30ps(—1) — 20ps(1) is defined by the matrix:

0 23+ 0
Toxs w3 ait+ai4ai)

If ¢: 40ps @ 30ps(—1) — 20ps(1) is the morphism defined by ¢; and ¢, and if E =
Ker ¢(2) then, using the exact sequence:

0 —>9Y% — FE(-2)— X —0,
one deduces that E is globally generated.

Construction 2.6. According to LemmalG.5|(a) in Appendix[Gl for a general morphism
1 Tps(—1) — 20ps(1), one has an exact sequence :

0 — Opa(—1) — Tpa(—1) 2 263 (1) — Orop(1) — 0,

where L and L' are two disjoint lines. Choose f € H%(0(2)) (resp., f' € H*(0(2)))
vanishing in two distinct points Py and P (resp., P, and P;). One has an exact sequence :

0— F(—1) & I (—1) — 20m(—1) 25 6100.(1) — Op,

As we saw above (towards the final part of Construction 2.5) there exist epimorphisms
%2 : 20p3(—1) = Op,,...p,1 (1) such that Ker @522(2) is globally generated. Using the above
exact sequence one deduces that 1, lifts to a morphism thyy: 20ps(—1) — G (1). Since
(1), F1,(1) and Kerns(2) are globally generated, it follows that if ¥,: 4Gps(—1) —
Oror(1) is the morphism with components f, f’ and 1)y, then Ker,(2) is globally
generated. 1), lifts to a morphism gy : 20ps(—1) — 20ps(1) and f (resp., f') lifts to a
quadratic form ¢ € H°(0ps(2)) (resp., ¢’ € H*(Ops(2))). Let 1y: 403 (—1) — 20ps(1) be
the morphism with components ¢, ¢’ and ey. If ¥: Tps(—1) ® 40ps(—1) — 20ps(1) is
the morphism with components ); and 1, then Ker(2) is globally generated.

Case 3. F has spectrum (0,0,0,—1).

In this case, 7 = 4, c3(F) = —2 and ¢3 = 10. Using the spectrum, one gets that
h'(E(l)) = hW'(F(+2)) = 0 for | < —4 and h'(E(-3)) = 3. In particular, s :=
h'(E(-3)) — h'(E(—4)) = 3 and h*(EY) = h'(E(—4)) = 0. Lemma [LI4(f) implies
that h'(E};(1)) < s — 1 = 2, for any plane H C P?, and assertion (d) of the same lemma
implies, now, that h*(EY(1)) < 2. By Riemann-Roch, h'(E(—2)) = h'(F) = 5 and
h’(E(-1))=h'(E(-1)) = h%(F(1))=h'(F(1)) = —2. Since, by Prop. I h°(E(-1)) <1
it follows that h'(E(—1)) < 3. One deduces, from Lemma 2] that H'(E) = 0.

Since H'(E(—4)) = 0, Lemma [[L14(b) implies that the graded S-module H}(EY) is
generated by H'(EY(1)). Since H*(E(-3)) = 0 and H*(E(—4)) ~ H°(EY)Y = 0, the
graded S-module H!(E) is generated in degrees < —2 (see Remark [LI5(i)). We assert
that the multiplication map p: H'(E(—3)) ® S; — H'(E(—2)) has rank > 4. Indeed, if it
would have rank < 3 then, by Remark [[LT0 it would exist an exact sequence:

0 — 3035(2) — 3 (1) ® Ops — Q — 0,

pS}(l) — 0.

.....

.....
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with @ locally free. () would have rank 1 but this is clearly not possible.

It remains that the graded S-module H.(E) has three minimal generators of degree —3
and at most one of degree —2. It follows that E(—2) is the cohomology of a Horrocks
monad of the form:

0 — 20p3(—1) — B -2 36ps(1) & Ops — 0,
with B a direct sum of line bundles. B has rank 10, H*(B(—1)) = 0, h%(B) = h®(30ps(1)®
Ops) —h'(E(—2)) = 8 and H°(BY(—2)) = 0. One deduces that B ~ 80ps @ 20ps(—1).
Since there is no epimorphism 20p3(—1) — Ops, the component ¢o1: 8Cps — Ops of ¢

must be non-zero. It follows that, actually, £(—2) is the cohomology of a monad of the
form :

0 — 20(—1) - TOp & 2053 (—1) -2 36(1) — 0. (4.3)
Lemma from Appendix [Alimplies that the monads of this form can be put toghether
into a family with irreducible base.

Consider, now, a monad of the form (43]) such that F := (Ker«a/Im /3)(2) is globally
generated. Let ag: 70ps — 30ps(1) and ay: 20ps(—1) — 30p3(1) be the components of
a. One has an exact sequence :

0 — Keray — Kera — 20ps(—1) 22 Cokeray — 0, (4.4)
where @y is induced by as.
Claim 3.1. The support of Coker ay has dimension < 0.

Indeed, Kera(2) is globally generated, c;(20p3(1)) = 2 and Coker a;(—1) is globally
generated (because Coker o is a quotient of 30ps(1)). Claim 3.1 follows, now, from

Lemma [A.17]

Construction 3.2. We want to show that, for a general epimorphism ¢: 70ps —
30ps(1), E := Ker ¢(2) is globally generated and H(E(—1)) = 0.

Firstly, we construct an epimorphism ¢: 70ps — 30p:(1) such that Ker¢(2) is globally
generated. Consider, for that, a nonsigular quadric surface Q C P? and fix an isomorphism
Q ~ P! x P'. If N is the kernel of the evaluation epimorphism 30ps — 0g(0,2) then
HY(N) = 0, H¥(N) ~ k(2) and H*(N(—2)) = 0. In particular, N is I-regular. One
deduces easily that H(N) = 0. It follows that N ~ Tps(—2) whence an exact sequence :

0 — Tes(—1) 25 30s(1) — Oo(1,3) — 0.
Let ¢y : 40ps — 30ps(1) be the composite morphism 40ps — Tps(—1) RN 30ps(1).
Now, according to Claim 3.3 in the proof of [I, Prop. 6.3], if ¢5: 30ps — Op(1,3)
is a general epimorphism then Ker4(2) is globally generated. 4 lifts to a morphism
o 30ps — 30ps(1). Let ¢: T0ps — 30p3(1) be the epimorphism defined by v and )s.
Taking into account the exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) — Kerth — 305 25 0p(1,3) — 0,
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one deduces that Ker(2) is globally generated. Since, as we noticed at the beginning of
Case 3, H'(Ker(2)) = 0 it follows that, for the general epimorphism ¢: 70ps — 30ps(1),
Ker ¢(2) is globally generated.

Secondly, we construct a morphism p: 70ps — 30ps(1) with the property that the map
H°(p(1)): HY(70ps(1)) — H°(30ps(2)) is injective. We start by constructing a morphism
n: 60p> — 30p2(1) such that H°(n(1)): H*(60p2(1)) — H°(30p(2)) is surjective, hence
bijective. Let W denote the 3-dimensional vector space H(&p2(1)), let u: S2W — WeW
be the injection defined by u(1ls) := €1 ® lo + €y @ £1 and let 7: W @ W — S2W be the
canonical surjection. u defines a morphism 7: S*W @y Opz — W ®y, Op2(1). If @, 21, 2o
is the canonical basis of W then the composite map:

S*WeoW W W oW oW L We STW
maps z;z; ® T — ;T ® T; + TpT; @ T; to 2x; ® x;x), hence it is surjective hence H(n(1))
is surjective. One deduces that, for a general morphism p;: 60p2 — 30p2(1), H(p1(1)) is
bijective.
Since, for a general morphism p|: 60p2 — 20p2(1), H%(p]): H*(60p:) — H°(2032(1))

is bijective it follows that there exists a matrix A; = ({;;)1<i<3, with entries ¢;; €
1<5<6
k[xg, 1, x2]1, with the property that there is no linear relation (over k[zg,x1,z3]) be-

tween its columns and such that the columns of the submatrix A = ({;;)1<i<2 are lin-
1<j<6
early independent. Let A be the matrix obtained by attaching to A; the seventh column

(0 ) 0 ) x3)t'

We assert that there is no linear relation (over k[xo, ..., x3]) between the columns of A.
Indeed, let r = (0 + a3, ..., b7 + azxs)" be such a relation (with ¢; € k[xg, x1, z2] and
a; € k). Multiplying the first two rows of A against r one gets that a; = --- = ag = 0.
Multiplying the third row of A against r one gets that a; = 0, ¢ = 0 and that (¢, ..., {g)"
is a linear relation between the columns of A; hence ¢4 = --- = lg = 0. If p: TOps —
30ps(1) is the morphism defined by A then H°(p(1)): H°(70ps(1)) — H°(30ps(2)) is
injective. One deduces that, for the general morphism ¢: 70ps — 30ps(1), H°(4(1)) is
injective.

Construction 3.3. As we saw at the beginning of Construction 3.2, if ¢: Tps(—1) @
30ps — 30%3(1) is a general epimorphism then E’ := Ker(2) is globally generated and
H'(E’) = 0. If E is a vector bundle such that E(—1) can be realized as an extension :

0— E'(-1) — E(-1) — Ops — 0

then E is globally generated and E(—2) is the cohomology of a minimal monad of the
form :

0 — Ops(—1) 25 TOp & Ops(—1) — 30ps(1) — 0. (4.5)

Construction 3.4. We want to show that there exist globally generated vector bundles
E such that F(—2) is the cohomolgy of a minimal monad of the form (LH) with the
property that the component «;: 70ps — 30ps(1) of « is not an epimorphism. The
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minimality of the monad implies that one has an exact sequence:
0 — B(—2) — Tes(—1) ® 303 @ Ops(—1) —2 36ps(1) — 0,

and the assumption on «ay is equivalent to the fact that the component ¢;: Tps(—1) @
30ps — 30p3(1) of ¢ is not an epimorphism. Let ¢o: Ops(—1) — 30ps(1) be the other
component of ¢. Taking into account Claim 3.1 and the exact sequence :

0 — Ker ¢y — B(—2) — Ops(—1) 22 Coker ¢y — 0,

with ¢, the composite morphism Ops(—1) RN 30p3(1) — Coker ¢y, one deduces that, if
E is globally generated, then one must have Coker ¢ =~ @,3(1), for some point x € P3.
Now, to construct such an epimorphism ¢, recall, from the beginning of Construction
3.2, that there exist morphisms ¢y;: Tps(—1) — 30ps(1) such that Coker ¢11 ~ Og(1,3),
for some nonsingular quadric surface Q C P3, with a fixed isomorphism @ ~ P! x P!
Take a point z € ). Lemma in Appendix [G] shows that there exist epimorphisms
V: 309 — Fuy.0(1,3) such that Kery(2,2) is globally generated. Denoting by ¢,

the composite morphism 30ps — 30 N Hay,0(1,3) = Op(1,3), one deduces that
Ker ¢1,(2) is globally generated. Lift ¢, to a morphism ¢p: 30ps — 30ps(1) and let
¢1: Tps(—1)B30ps — 30ps(1) be the morphism defined by ¢1; and ¢15. Then Ker ¢ (2) ~
Ker ¢,,(2) is globally generated and Coker ¢ ~ &,. Moreover, by Lemma [G.9], one has
H' (Ker ¢, (2)) = 0.

Consider, finally, a map ¢4: Ops(—1) — Op(1,3) defined by an element of H(€(2, 4))
which does not vanish at z, and lift ¢; to a morphism ¢o: Ops(—1) — 30ps(1). If
¢: Tps(—1) B 30ps @& Ops(—1) — 30ps(1) is the epimorphism with components ¢, and ¢
then Ker ¢(2) is globally generated.

Construction 3.5. We would like to show the existence of globally generated vector
bundles £ with H’(E(—2)) = 0 and such that E(—2) is the cohomology of a minimal
monad of the form:

0 — 20(—1) -5 TOp & 2053 (—1) -2 36(1) — 0.
For such an E, the middle cohomology of the subcomplex:
0 — 20p3(—1) 25 TOp 25 36p3(1) — 0

of the monad is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf .# with ¢;(.#) = —1 and H°(%#) = 0. One
deduces an exact sequence :

0 — . F — E(=2) — 20ps(—1) =2 Cokera; —» 0,

with @, induced by the component ay: 20ps(—1) — 30ps(1) of a. By Claim 3.1, the
support of Coker oy has dimension < 0. Dualizing, now, the last exact sequence and
taking into account that #Y ~ % (1), one gets an exact sequence :

0—20p — EY(1) — .F — 0.
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Using it, one computes the Chern classes of % and one gets ¢;(F) = 0, co(F) = 3,
c3(#) = 3. Recall, also, that H’(#) = 0 hence .¥ is stable. According to the proof
of Chang [I1, Thm. 3.13], a general stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf with the above Chern
classes can be realized as an extension:

0 — Ops(—2) — F — Fc(1) — 0,

where C' is a nonsingular rational quintic curve, not contained in a quadric surface. It
follows that, assuming .% general, E¥(1) can be realized as an extension :

0— 2@1@3 D ﬁpB(—Q) — Ev(l) — jc(l) — 0.

We will show, now, that if C' C P? is a nonsingular rational quintic curve, not contained
in a quadric surface, then there exist extensions:

0— 2@]}»3 D ﬁpB(—2) — El — jc(l) — 0

with E; locally free such that £ := EY(1) is globally generated (and H°(E(—2)) = 0).

Indeed, according to Serre’s method of extensions (see Thm. [F.5] in Appendix [E), for
every epimorphism §: Ops(2) ®20ps — we(3) there exists an extension of the above form,
with E; locally free, such that, dualizing the extension, one gets an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) — B(—1) — Ops(2) B 205 —25 we(3) — 0.

where E := EY(1). It thus remains to construct epimorphisms ¢: Ops(2) @ 20ps — wc(3)
with Ker §(1) globally generated.

It is well known that C' admits a unique 4-secant line L C P? [C is the image of
an embedding v: P* — P3 defined by an epimorphism m: 40p — Opi(5); since C' is
not contained in a quadric surface, one must have Ker m ~ Opi(—1) @ 20p:1(—2); the 4-
secant corresponds to the unique linear relation between the four binary quintics defining
7]. Choose a plane Hy C P3, of equation hy = 0, intersecting C' in five distinct points
Py, ..., Ps, any three of them noncollinear, and such that none of them belongs to L. Let
Py be the intersection point of Hy and L. For 1 < i < j <5, Py does not belong to the
line P,P; [indeed, if Py would belong to such a line then the plane spanned by that line
and L would cut C in at least six points which is not possible].

Fix, now, an isomorphism w¢ ~ #;p, p,},c and choose a 2-dimensional vector subspace
W of H(F(p, psy m,(3)) such that:

WﬁHo(j{pi7pj7p47p5}7[{0(3)) :0, for 0 §Z<j§3

With this choice, the composite maps W < H(Ip, pyy, 1,(3)) = H(O(p,p1(3)), 0 <
1 < 7 < 3, are all bijective. In particular, W has a k-basis f, fo such that f; vanishes at
P, i=1,2 Lift f;to f; H(Ap, py(3)), i =1, 2. Consider, finally, the epimorphism
§: Ops(2) @ 2053 — wo(3) = Fip, poy.o(3) defined by ho|C, f1|C and f,|C. We will
show that Ker §(1) is globally generated.
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Indeed, let §1: Op3(2) — we(3) and dy: 20ps — we(3) be the components of §. Ker §; =
Fc(2), Coker 6; ~ Op, p, p,;y and one has an exact sequence :

0 — Fo(2) — Kerd — 20ps KN O(p,py,pyy — 0,

where 05 is the composite morphism 20ps N we(3) = O¢py,py,pyy- Put 7 := Kerd and
Hy = Ker d,. Lemma from Appendix [Gl implies that #5(1) is globally generated.
Let .4 denote the kernel of the evaluation morphism H®(#5(1))®y Ops — H#5(1). One also
knows, from Lemma [ 11} that the cokernel of the evaluation morphism H%(.-(3)) ®y
Ops — I0(3) is Frnc.1(3) and that H'(A¢(3)) = 0. Applying, now, the Snake Lemma
to the diagram :

0 —— H%A(3) ® Ops —— HY (A (1)) @ Ops —— H(H5(1)) ® Ops — 0

0 —— Jc(3) — H (1) — Ho(1) — 0
one sees that, in order to show that Ker (1) is globally generated, it suffices to show
that the connecting morphism 0: A" — Frnc £(3) (induced by the diagram) is an
epimorphism. Since I n¢ (3) ~ O(—1), it, actually, suffices to show that the map
H°(0(1)): HY (A (1)) — HY( S nc.1(4)) is non-zero.

We shall emphasize, now, an element ¢ of H’(_#'(1)) such that 9(1)(£) # 0. Choose
hy € H(Ops(1)) vanishing in P, and P; but not in P;. The elements (hg, 0)* and (b, 0)*
of HY(20%s(1)) belong to H’(#5(1)) hence::

€:=(hy,0)' ®@ho— (ho, 0)' ®hy € H'(A(1)).
(ho, 0)* can be lifted to (—Ji, ho, 0) € H°(# (1)). On the other hand, there exists
g1 € HY(0¢(3)) such that hyf, |C = (ho| C)gy. Since H'(#(3)) = 0, there exists g, €

H°(0ps(3)) such that §; | C' = g;. Then (hy, 0) can be lifted to (—g; , hy, 0)* € H°(# (1))
hence ¢ can be lifted to the following element of H(# (1)) ® H°(Ops(1)) :

(_517 h'17 O>t®h0_(_f17 h07 0)t®h1
It is clear, now, that :
0(1)(§) = (i1 — Giho) | L € H(Inc 1(4)) -

It follows that 9(1)(€) # 0 because fihy — giho does not vanish in Py € L [indeed, hg
vanishes in PE’ hi does not vanish in Py (because Py ¢ P»P3), and f; does not vanish in
Py (because fi | Hy = fi and W N Ho(f{Po,Pl,P4,P5},HO(3)) = 0)].

Construction 3.6. We want to construct globally generated vector bundles F with
H°(E(—2)) = 0 and such that E(—2) is the cohomology of a minimal monad of the form :

0 — 20(—1) - TOp & 2055 (—1) -2 36(1) — 0.
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with the property that the middle cohomology of the subcomplex:
0 — 20(—1) -2 TOps 25 30p3(1) — 0

is a special stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf .7 with ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) = 3, 3(F) = 3.
Here special means that H’(.# (1)) # 0. Examples of such reflexive sheaves are the ones
that can be realized as extensions:

0 — Ops(—-1) — ¥ — FH — 0,

where Y is the union of three mutually disjoint lines L, Lo, Ls. If E is a vector bundle
corresponding, as above, to such an .%# then, as at the beginning of Construction 3.5,
EY(1) can be realized as an extension :

0 — 20ps @ Ops(—1) — EY(1) — S — 0.
Dualizing this extension, one gets an exact sequence :
0 — Ops — B(—1) — Ops(1) B 20p —= wy (4) — 0.

Consequently, using Serre’s method of extensions, we are left with the following question :
if Y is the union of three mutually disjoint lines Ly, Ls, L3, do there exist epimorphisms
d: Ops(1) & 20ps — wy (4) >~ Oy (2) such that Kerd(1) is globally generated ?

We show, now, that such epimorphisms really exist. Let @ C IP? be the unique quadric
surface containing Y. Fix an isomorphism @ ~ P! x P!. Assume that L;, Ly, L3 belong
to the linear system | Og(1,0)|. Choose points P; € L;, i =1, 2, 3, such that none of the
lines P P;, 1 <i < j < 3 is contained in (). The intersection of the plane H, containing
Py, Py, P; with @ is a nonsingular conic C'. Let hyg = 0 be an equation of Hy and let
ho = h; = 0 be equations of the line containing {P;, P>, P3s} \ {P}, i =1, 2, 3.

Choose f1, f» € H(0¢(2)) such that the zero divisors of f; and f, have the form :

(fLlo=Pi+ Q1+ Q2+ Qs, (fa)o=FPo+ R+ Ry + Rs,

with Q; € C\{Py, P, Ps} and R; € C\{ Py, P2, P, Q1, Q2, Q3}. Lift fi, foto f1, fo €
H(Ops(2)).

Let 01: Ops(1) — Oy (2) the morphism defined by ho|Y, dy: 20ps — Oy (2) the mor-
phism defined by fl |Y and fQ Y, and §: Ops(1) ® 20ps — Oy (2) the epimorphism of
components d; and . We assert that Kerd(1) is globally generated.

Indeed, Ker §; = Hy (1), Coker 6; = Or(2), where I' := {P;, P, P5}, and one has an
exact sequence :

0 — Hy(1) — Kerd — 20ps KN Or(2) — 0,
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where 0, is the composite morphism 20ps N Oy(2) — Or(2). Let # := Kerd and
Jo = Ker d,. Consider the commutative diagram :

0 —— Op —— H(#(1)® Ops —— H'(HB(1))® Ops —— 0

0 — H(2) — (1) — Ho(1) — 0
(h°(#(2)) = 1 and H (A (2)) = 0). By Lemma [GI0 from Appendix [G #5(1) is

globally generated. Let .4 be the kernel of its evaluatlon morphism. One also has an
exact sequence :

0 — Ops — Fy(2) — Iy o(2) — 0,

and Sy (2) ~ Op(—1,2). Consequently, in order to show that # (1) is globally gener-
ated, it suffices to show that the connecting morphism 0: A4 — #y (2) is an epimor-
phism. To prove that, we shall emphasize two elements &; and & of H°(.#/(1)) such that
the zero divisors of 9(1)(&;), 9(1)(&) € H( S ¢(3)) € H°(04(3,3)) have no common
component besides the lines Ly, Lo, L3

According to the proof of Lemma [G.10, H°(#5(1)) C H(20%ps(1)) is generated by the

columns of the matrix:
hl O aq h3 h’O 0
0 hg a2h3 0 ho '

Consider the following two global sections of 4 (1) C H°(#5(1)) @ Ops(1):
&1 :=(h1,0) ®hg— (ho, 0)' @hy, & := (0, he)' @ hg— (0, hg)' @ hy.

Now, (hy, 0)* (resp., (0, hs)*) is the image of an element (q; , hy, 0)" (resp., (g2, 0, ho)?)
of HO(# (1)) C H(Ops(2)B2033(1)). This means that qiho+hy fi (vesp., gaho+hs fo) van-
ishes on Y. Moreover, (hg, 0)* (resp., (0, ho)?) is the image of the element (—f; , hg, 0)°
(resp., (—fa, 0, ho)*) of HY(# (1)). One deduces that :

A(1)(&1) = qiho + filn | Q and 9(1)(&) = goho + fohe | Q.

Now, 0(1)(&) | C = fi(h;| C), i = 1, 2. Denoting by D; the zero divisor of 9(1)(&;) on @,
one gets that :

Dy =Ly +Ly+ Lg+ My + My + Mz, Dy =Ly + Ly + L3+ Ny + Ny + N3,

where M; (resp., N;) is the line belonging to the linear system | 0g(0,1)| that passes
through Q; (resp., R;). It follows that the only common components of Dy and D, are
Ll, L2 and L3.

Case 4. F' has spectrum

—1).

—4 and c3 = 8. It follows, using the spectrum, that

(1,
In this case, r = 4, c3(F) =
= 0 for I < =5, h'(E(—4)) = 1 (hence h*(EY) = 1) and

h'(E(1) = hi(F(l +2))
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h'(E(—-3)) = 4. In particular, s := h'(E(-3)) — h*(E(-4)) = 3. Applying Riemann-
Roch to (the twists of) I, one gets that h'(F(—2)) = 6 and h®(E(—1))—~h'(E(~1)) = —3.
Since, by Prop. B} h’(E(—1)) < 1 it follows that h'(E(—1)) < 4.

Claim 4.1. The graded S-module HL(E) has a minimal generator in degree —4 and at
most one in degree —2.

Indeed, since H*(E(—3)) = 0 and H*(E(—4)) ~ H(EY)Y = 0, HY(E) is generated in
degrees < —2 (see Remark [[LI5(i)). It follows, from Remark [[T3] that the multiplication
map H'(E(—4)) ® S; — H'(E(—3)) is surjective.

We assert, now, that the multiplication map p: H'(E(—3))®S, — H'(E(—2)) has rank
> 5. Indeed, if the rank of p is < 4 then, by Remark [[L.T6] there exists an exact sequence :

0 — Q3:(3) — 402:(2) — 4Q5:(1) ® Ops — Q — 0,

with @ locally free. @ has rank 2 and Chern classes ¢;(Q) = 3, 2(Q) = 6, c3(Q) = 2.
But this is not possible. It remains that y has rank > 5 and Claim 4.1 is proven.

Claim 4.2. The graded S-module HL(EV) is generated by H'(EV(1)).
Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that H.(E") is not generated by H*(£Y(1)). Then (the
proof of) Lemma [[LT4I(h) implies that Hl(EY) ~ k(—1) @ k(—2). Consider, now, the
extension :

0 — E(-2) — Ey — Op3(2) ® Ops — 0
defined by the generators of the graded S-module H}(E) from Claim 4.1. One has
H!(E,) = 0. Dualizing, one gets an exact sequence :

0— ﬁ]pﬁ D ﬁpB(—2) — EL\( — EV(Q) — 0.

One deduces that HL(E)) ~ k(1) @ k and H2(E)) = 0. Since E) has rank 6 it follows
that EY ~ Qps(1) @ Qps. But, from the above exact sequence, H(EY) # 0 and this is a
contradiction. It, thus, remains that H!(EY) is generated by H'(EV(1)).

Claim 4.3. FE(-2) is the kernel of an epimorphism 40ps & Ops(—1) — Ops(2).
Indeed, it follows, from Claim 4.1 and Claim 4.2, that F(—2) admits a Horrocks monad
of the form:

0 — Opa(—1) -5 B - Gps(2) @ Ops — 0,
where B is a direct sum of line bundles. One has tk B = 7, h®(B) = h®(0ps(2) © Ops) —
h'(E(-2)) =5, h°(B(—1)) = h’(Fps(1) ® Ops(—1)) —h' (E(-3)) = 0, and H*(BY(-2)) =
0. It follows that B ~ 50ps & 20ps(—1). Since there is no epimorphism 20ps(—1) — Ops

one deduces that the component 50ps — Ops of « is non-zero hence F(—2) is, actually,
the cohomology of a monad of the form:

0 — Ops(—1) 25 400 @ 20ps(—1) 25 Ops(2) — 0.

In order to prove the claim one has to show that the component Ops(—1) — 20ps(—1) of
[’ is nonzero. Assume, by contradiction, that this component is zero. Then one has an



VECTOR BUNDLES WITH ¢; =5 ON P? 63

exact sequence :

0 — E(=2) — Ts(—1) @ 20ps(—1) 25 Gps(2) — 0.
Let of: Tps(—1) — Ops(2) and «f: 20ps(—1) — Op3(2) be the components of o”.
Coker of ~ 0(2), for some closed subscheme Z of P3. Let m denote the composite
epimorphism :

20p3(—1) —25 Ops(2) — O4(2) .

Restricting to Z the exact sequence:

0 — Kerof — E(—2) — 20ps(—1) = 04(2) — 0

one gets an epimorphism Ez(—2) — 0z(—4). Since E is globally generated, it follows
that dim Z < 0. Since c3(Qps(3)) = 5, Z is a O-dimensional subscheme of P? of length 5.
aff can be extended to a Koszul resolution of &7(2):

0— ﬁpS(—B) — QPS — T]PS(—].) a—lll> ﬁ]pS(Q) — ﬁz(Q) — 0
(we used the fact that A*(Tps(—1)) ~ Qpa(2)). One gets an exact sequence:
0 — Ops(—3) — Qps — B(—2) — 20ps(—1) — 05(2) — 0.

Since .#4(1) is not globally generated the map H°(w(1)): H(20ps) — H°(04(3)) is in-
jective. One deduces that H°(E(—1)) = 0 hence h'(E(—1)) = 3 (by Riemann-Roch, as
at the beginning of Case 4). Lemma implies that H'(E) = 0. Using, now, the above
exact sequence one gets that H'(Ker7(2)) = 0 and that Ker7(2) is globally generated.
Using the exact sequence :

0 — Kerm(2) — 20p3(1) — O04(4) — 0

one deduces that h’(Ker7(2)) = h%(20ps(1)) — h%(02(4)) = 3. One obtains, now, an
exact sequence :

30ps — 20p3(1) — Oz(4) — 0.
But such an exact sequence cannot exist because Z has codimension 3 in 2. This con-
tradiction shows that the component Ops(—1) — 20ps(—1) of ' is nonzero and Claim
4.3 is proven.
Claim 4.4. Consider an epimorphism ¢: 40ps & Ops(—1) — Ops(2). If Ker ¢(2) is
globally generated then the component ¢1: 40ps — Ops(2) of ¢ is an epimorphism.

Indeed, let E := Ker¢(2) and ¢o: Ops(—1) — Op3(2) be the other component of ¢.
Coker ¢; >~ 07(2) for some closed subscheme Z of P2. Since one has an exact sequence:

0 — Ker ¢y — E(—2) — Ops(—1) 2 60,(2) — 0,

with ¢, the composite morphism @ps(—1) 22, Op3(2) — O7(2), it follows that dim Z < 0.

Assume, by contradiction, that Z # ). Since Ker ¢, = .#,(—1) and since E is globally
generated, it follows that Z consists of a simple point z, that is, Im ¢y = S,y (2). If W
is a general 3-dimensional vector subspace of H’(40ps) then the composite map W
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HO(40ps) — (S10y/ f{zx})(Q) is bijective. Consequently, one can assume that ¢; is defined

by four quadratic forms fi, fo, f3, f € Ho(f{w}@)) such that fi, fo, f3 define a closed
subscheme X of P? having x as a simple, isolated point. Since the scheme theoretic
intersection of X with the quadric surface {f = 0} is the simple point {x} it follows that
dim X = 0 hence X is a complete intersection of type (2,2,2) in P3. Moreover, ¢, is
defined by a cubic form g € H(0ps(3)) not vanishing in z.

Now, let v¢y: 30ps — Ops(2) be the morphism defined by fi, fa, f3 and ¥y: Ops @
Ops(—1) — Ops(2) the morphism defined by f and g. Of course, Coker ¢y = Ox(2) and
Ker 1, admits a Koszul resolution defined by fi, f2, f3. One, thus, has an exact sequence :

0 = Ops(—6) — 30ps(—4) — 30ps(—2) = E(—2) = Ops ® Ops(—1) 25 6x(2) - 0,

with ¢, the composite morphism Ops @ Ops(—1) SEN Ops(2) — Ox(2). Let £ be the
kernel of ¢, Since F is globally generated it follows that .# (2) is globally generated. The
components 1y, : Ops — Ox(2) and yy: Ops(—1) — Ox(2) of 1, are defined by f|X
and g| X, respectively. It follows that Cokerty, = O (2) and Ker¢,, = %, where
Y := X \ {z}. One deduces an exact sequence :

0— S — H — In(—1) — 0.
Considering a morphism of resolutions:
ﬁps(—fs) e 3ﬁ]p>3(—4) e 3ﬁ]p3(—2) — Iy
ﬁps(—?)) e 3ﬁ]p>3(—2) e 3ﬁ]p3(—1) — j{x}

and applying a result atributed by Peskine and Szpiro [41l, Prop. 2.5] to D. Ferrand, one
gets that .#y admits a resolution of the form :

0 — 30p3(—5) — 60ps(—4) — 30ps(—2) ® Ops(—3) — Sy — 0.
Noticing that H'(.#y(2)) = 0, consider the commutative diagram with exact rows:

0 —— HY(HA(2) @ Ops —— HY(H(2)) ® Ops —— HY(I(1(1)) ® Ops — 0

0 — Fy(2) — H(2) — F3(1) — 0

The cokernel of the evaluation morphism H°(#y(2)) ® Ops — £ (2) is (Sy/Ix)(2). Let
A be the kernel of the evaluation morphism H%(.#,(1)) ® Ops — S,y (1). We will show
that if 0: A — (Hy/Fx)(2) is the connecting morphism induced by the above diagram
then 0 = 0.

Indeed, ./ (1) is globally generated and H°(_#'(1)) has a k-basis consisting of the el-
ements h; ® h; — h; ® h;, 0 < i < j < 2, where hg, hi, hy is a k-basis of H°(,(1)).
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h; € H(F,;(1)) can be lifted to an element (g;, h;)t of H(#'(2)) C H(Ops (2) & Ops(1)).
It follows that, for 0 <i < j <2, ¢;h; — q;jh; € H*(H(3)) and :
8(1)(;12 X hj - hj (029 hl) = the image of qlh’j - QJh'z into HO((fy/fx)(B)) .
We, consequently, have to prove that g;h; — g;h; vanishes in x. But one has:
Gif +hig=0,¢f+hjg=0.

One deduces that (¢;h; —q;jh;)g = 0. Since g does not vanish in z it follows that ¢;h; —qg;h;
vanish in z. Consequently, (1)(h; ® h; —h; ® h;) =0, 0 < i < j <2, hence 0 = 0. But
this contradicts the fact that £ (2) is globally generated. Tracing back the origin of this

contradiction one sees that it comes from our assumption that Z # (). It follows that ¢,
is an epimorphism and Claim 4.4 is proven.

Claim 4.5. E ~ Ops(1) @ Ey, where Ey(—2) is the kernel of an arbitrary epimorphism
4@]}»3 — ﬁp3(2>
Indeed, by Claim 4.3, E(—2) is the kernel of an epimorphism ¢: 40ps @ Ops(—1) —
Op3(2). By Claim 4.4, the component ¢;: 40ps — Op3(2) of ¢ is an epimorphism. Put
Ey := Ker ¢1(2). It follows that E can be realized as an extension :

0— Ey— E— Ops(1) — 0.

We will show that this extension must be trivial. Indeed, let & € H'(Ey(—1)) be the ele-
ment defining this extension. Since F is globally generated, the map H(E) — H"(0ps(1))
must be surjective. This implies that H(ps(1)) - € = 0 inside H'(Ep). Using the (geo-
metric) Koszul complex associated to the epimorphism ¢, one deduces that Fy admits a
resolution of the form:

0 — Ops(—4) — 40p3(—2) — 60ps — Fg — 0.
It follows that H'(Ey(—1)) ~ H*(Ops(—5)) and H'(Ey) ~ H?(Ops(—4)). Since the pairing
H°(Ops(1)) x H3(Ops(—5)) — H?(Ops(—4)) ~ k is perfect, one gets that & = 0 and Claim
4.5 is proven.
Case 5. F has spectrum (0,0,0,0).
In this case, r = 3 (hence E = F(2)), c3(F) = —4 and c3 = 8. It follows, using the
spectrum, that h'(E(l)) = h'(F(I +2)) = 0 for | < —4, h'(E(-3)) = 4. By Riemann-
Roch, h'(E(-2)) = —x(F) = 6 and h’(E(-1)) — k' (E(-1)) = x(F(1)) = —=3. It
follows, from Prop. B1] that h®(E(—1)) < 1. If h%(E(~1)) = 0 then h'(E(—1)) = 3 and
Lemma .2 implies that h'(E) = 0.

Claim 5.1. If F is a stable rank 3 vector bundle with ¢,(F) = —1, co(F) =4, c3(F) =
—4 and spectrum kp = (0,0,0,0) then F is the cohomology of a monad of the form :

0 — 308 (—1) 25 1005 — 40ps(1) — 0. (4.6)

Indeed, using the spectrum, one gets that H'(F(1)) = 0 for | < —2 and h'(F(-1)) = 4.
Moreover, H*(F (1)) = 0 for | > —2 and, by Riemann-Roch, h*(F(—3)) = 3 hence, by
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Serre duality, H'(FV(1)) = 0 for | < —2 and h'(FY(—1)) = 3. Since H?*(F(—2)) = 0 and
H?(F(-3)) ~ H’(FVY(—1))¥ = 0, the Castelnuovo-Mumford lemma (in the form stated in
[T, Lemma 1.21]) implies that the graded S-module H.(F) is generated by H'(F(—1)).
Analogously, the graded S-module H(FV) is generated by H'(FV(—1)). One deduces
that F' admits a Horrocks monad of the form:

0 — 30ps(—1) — B — 40p3(1) — 0,

with B a direct sum of line bundles. Since B has rank 10, H°(B(—1)) = 0, and
H°(BY(-1)) = 0 (because H°(FV(—1)) = 0) one deduces that B ~ 100ps and this
proves Claim 5.1.

Notice that the monads of form (&8), with H*(8Y(1)): H*(100ps(1)) — H°(30ps(2))
surjective, can be put toghether into a family with irreducible base. The condition
H°(BY(1)) surjective is equivalent to H'(FV(1)) = 0, F being the cohomology sheaf of
the monad.

Recall that if F is a globally generated vector bundle on P2, we denote by P(F) the
dual of the evaluation epimorphism H(E) ®) Ops — E of E.

Claim 5.2. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P3, with ¢, = 5, ¢y = 12,
cs = 8, and such that H(EY) = 0,41 = 0, 1, H*(E(-2)) = 0, and H'(E(-4)) = 0. If
h(E(—1)) =1 then H'Y(E) = 0 and then there is an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(—1) — F'(2) @ 40ps — P(E) — 0,

with F' a 4-instanton with H*(F'(1)) = 0 and H'(F'(2)) = 0.
Indeed, it follows, from Prop. 43, Prop. 45, Prop. A6, and from the beginning of the
proof of Prop. [4.13] that either E can be realized as an extension :

0 — G(2) — E — Ops(1) — 0,

where G is a 4-instanton with h°(G(1)) < 1 or E = F(2), where F' a stable rank 3 vector
bundle with ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) =4, ¢3(F) = —4 and spectrum kr = (0,0,0,0).

Now, P(E) has Chern classes ¢;(P(E)) =5, co(P(E)) = 13, ¢3(P(E)) = 13. Moreover,
W(P(E)(—1)) = h!(EY(-1)) = h2(E(~3)) = 0 and R(P(E)(-3)) = h*(E¥(~3)) =
h’(E(—1)) = 1. Lemma [LTT implies, now, that one has exact sequences:

0 — Ops(—1) — E1 & 40ps — P(E) — 0,
0— (7”/ — 5)ﬁ]p>3 — B — 21(2) — O,
where 1’ is the rank of P(F) and .%; is a stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf with Chern classes
c1(F1) =0, co(F1) =4, c3(F1) = 0. The last relation shows that .#; is locally free.

Now, h'(#(2)) = h'(E,) = h'(P(E)) = h*(EY) = h'(E(—4)) = 0. Lemma [E7 from

Appendix [E] implies that .%; is a 4-instanton. It follows that :
h'(E) =h*(P(E)") = h'(P(E)(~4)) = h'(Ey(—4)) = h'(F#1(-2)) = 0,

hence, by Riemann-Roch, h’(E) = x(E) = 8. Since E has rank 3, one deduces that P(E)
has rank r’ = 5. The other assertions from Claim 5.2 are, now, clear.
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Claim 5.3. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P3 with ¢ = 5, ¢ = 12,
cg = 8, such that H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, and H°(E(-1)) = 0. Then P(E)(—2) is the
cohomology of a (not necessarily minimal) monad of the form :
0— ﬁpa(—l) — 66)]1»3 D 3@]}»3(—1) — 3@]}»3(1) — 0.

Indeed, by Prop. [£3] Prop. 3], Prop. .0, and by Case 4 above, either E can be realized
as a non-trivial extension :

0 — G(2) — F — Ops(1) — 0,
where G is a 4-instanton with H°(G(1)) = 0, or E = F(2), where F is a stable rank 3
vector bundle with ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) = 4, ¢3(F) = —4 and spectrum kp = (0,0,0,0).
Since HY(E(—1)) = 0, one gets, from Riemann-Roch, that h'(E(—1)) = 3. Lemma
implies that H'(E) = 0 and, by Riemann-Roch again, h’(E) = 8. It follows that P(FE)
has rank 7’ = 5 and Chern classes ¢| = 5, ¢4 = 13, ¢4 = 13. Moreover, h*(P(E)(-3)) =
h’(E(—1)) = 0, h%(P(E)(—1)) = h*(E(-3)) = 0 and h'(P(E)) = h'(E(—4)) = 0. Two
general global sections of P(F) define an exact sequence :

0 — 20ps — P(FE) — F'(2) — 0,

where F' is a rank 3 vector bundle with ¢;(F’) = —1, cg(F ) =5, e3(F') = —1. By
Lemma [[.2] F’ must be stable (if L is a line in P3 then h? (7. (=2)) = 1(6"L( 2)) =
1). By Remark ETI0, h*(F’(-2)) = 2, h*(F'(~1)) = 0 and h'(F'(-1)) = h'(F(1)) =

h'(E(—1)) = 3. One deduces that F’ has spectrum (0, 0,0, —1, —1).

Now, h'(P(E)(1)) = h'(F'(l +2)) = 0, for | < —4, and h'(P(FE)(-3)) = 3. By
Riemann-Roch, h'(P(E)(—2)) = 6 and h'(P(E)(—1)) = 4. Since H*(P(FE)(-3)) = 0
and H*(P(E)(—4)) ~ H(P(E)Y)" = 0, the graded S-module H.(P(E)) is generated in
dergees < —2. We assert that the rank of the multiplication map p: H'(P(E)(—3))®5; —
H'(P(E)(—2)) is > 4. Indeed, this follows immediately from Remark [LI6. One deduces
that the graded S-module H!(P(E)) has three minimal generators in degree —3 and at
most two minimal generators in degree —2.

On the other hand, Lemma [T4(b) implies that the graded S-module H}(P(E)Y) is gen-
erated by H'(P(E)V(1)). Since h*(P(E)¥) = h'(E) = 0, one gets, from Lemma [L.T4(d)(f),
that h'(P(E)V(1)) = h*(P(E)}(1)) < 2, for every plane H C P?. It follows, now, that
P(E)(—2) is the cohomology of a Horrocks monad of the form :

0 — 20ps(—1) — B’ — 30ps(1) ® 20ps — 0,
where B’ is a direct sum of line bundles. B’ has rank 12, H*(B’(—1)) = 0 and h(B’) =
h?(30ps(1) @ 20ps) — h'(P(E)(—2)) = 8 and h’(B"Y(—2)) = 0 hence B’ ~ 80ps @
40p3(—1). Since there is no epimorphism 40p3(—1) — 20%s, it follows that the component

80ps — 20ps of the morphism B’ — 30ps(1) @ 20ps is nonzero hence P(FE)(—2) is,
actually, the cohomology of a monad of the form:

0 — 20ps(—1) 25 T0ps @ 40 (—1) —= 3Cps(1) B Ops — 0.

Claim 5.3.1. The component ag1: T0ps — Ops of « is non-zero.
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Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that it is 0. Since there is no epimorphism 30ps(—1) —
Ops one deduces that the component 5: 20p3(—1) — 40p3(—1) of B is 0, too. Denoting by
@ the cokernel of the component (1: 20p3(—1) — TOps of 3, one gets an exact sequence :

0 — P(E)(=2) — Q @ Qps —2 36ps(1) — 0.

Let ¢1: Q — 30p3(1) and ¢o: Qps — 30p3(1) be the components of ¢. One has an exact
sequence :

0 — Ker ¢y — P(E)(—2) — Qps 2, Coker 1 — 0,

where ¢, denotes the composite map Qps BN 30p3(1) — Coker ¢;.

Since ¢1(Qps(2)) = 2 and Coker ¢1(—1) is globally generated (because Coker ¢, is a
quotient of 30%p3(1)), Lemma AT implies that the support of Coker ¢ is 0-dimensional
or empty. It follows that the kernel .# of ¢, is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf with ¢;(.#) = —1.
Dualizing the exact sequence:

0— F — Q-2 30p(1) — Coker ¢, — 0,
one gets an exact sequence :
0—30m(—1) — Q¥ — F(1) — 0
(because .V ~ .%(1)). Dualizing again and using [28, Prop. 2.6] one gets that the length
of Coker ¢, is equal to c3(-F (1)) = ¢3(F(2)) = c3(QY(1)) = 3.
But, according to Lemma from Appendix [G] any morphism m&ps — Qps(2) is

either an epimorphism or the support of its cokernel is at least 1-dimensional. Using the
exact sequence :

P(E) — Qs (2) 225 Coker ¢(2) — 0,
one gets, now, a contradiction. Claim 5.3.1 is proven.
One deduces, from Claim 5.3.1, that P(E)(—2) is the cohomology of a monad of the

form :
0 — 20ps(—1) 25 60 © 408 (—1) 25 30p3(1) — 0. (4.7)

Claim 5.3.2. The component fq: 20ps(—1) — 40ps(—1) of B’ is non-zero.

Indeed, we will show that if M is the cohomology of a monad of the above form with
B4 = 0 then H°(M (1)) # 0. Since we noticed above that H°(P(E)(—1)) = 0 this will
imply Claim 5.3.2.

It follows, from Lemma [A.5] from Appendix[Al that the monads of the form (A7) with
By = 0 can be put toghether into a family with irreducible base.

We show, next, that there exist monads of the form (4.7) with 55 = 0 such that the
support of the cokernel of the component af: 60ps — 30ps(1) of o’ is 1-dimensional.

Indeed, let Y be the union of three mutually disjoint lines Lg, L, Lo in P3. Taking the
direct sum of the resolutions of &,(1) one gets a resolution :

0 — 36ps(—1) 5 605 5 36 (1) % Gy (1) — 0.
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One has Coker d=2" ~ wy(3) ~ Oy (1). Consider the exact sequence 0 — Ops(1) —
30ps(1) = 20ps(1) — 0 with :

B . (-1 1 0
u=(1,1,1) andv—(o 1 1).

Since d” o u is an epimorphism it follows that v od~! is an epimorphism. One thus gets a

complex :

(vod—1)V d—2Vv
2@]}»3(—1) 6@]}»3 —_— 3@]}»3(1)

with (v o d™1)" a locally split monomorphism and with Coker d=2¥ ~ €y (1). Consider-
ing an epimorphism 40ps(—1) — Coker d=2V and lifting it to a morphism 40ps(—1) —
30ps(1) one gets a monad of the form (L7) with 55 = 0 and Coker af ~ Oy (1).

We show, finally, that if M is the cohomology of the form (4.7) with 55 = 0 and such
that the support of Coker o] is 1-dimensional then H°(M (1)) # 0.

Indeed, let [5]: 20p3(—1) — 60ps be the first component of 5’ and let @ denote its
cokernel. It is a rank 4 vector bundle, with ¢;(Q) = 2. Then one has an exact sequence :

0— M — Q@ 40 (—1) =5 36 (1) — 0,

with o induced by «’. Since the support of the cokernel of the component of: @ —
30ps(1) of " is 1-dimensional it follows that Ker o) ~ Ops(—1). But Ker of C M hence
HO(M(1)) # 0.

Since the monads of the form (7)) with S5 = 0 and with the support of Coker o
1-dimensional are general among the monads of the form (4.7) with 55 = 0 it follows that
if M is the cohomology of any monad (E7) with 35 = 0 then H°(M(1)) # 0 and, as we
noticed at the beginning of the proof of Claim 5.3.2, this suffices to prove the claim.

Claim 5.3 follows, now, from Claim 5.3.1 and Claim 5.3.2.

Construction 5.4. We want to show that there exist stable rank 3 vector bundles F
on P3, with ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) = 4, c3(F) = —4 and spectrum (0,0,0,0), such that
H°(FV) =0, H(FY(1)) = 0, E := F(2) is globally generated and H'(E) = 0.

Consider a rank 3 vector bundle ' on P* such that its dual FV can be realised as a
non-trivial extension :
0— F — FY — Ops(1) — 0,
defined by a non-zero element ¢ of H'(F’(—1)), where F is a 4-instanton bundle such that
F’(2) is globally generated. The existence of such 4-instantons was proven by Chiodera
and Ellia [14) Lemma 2.10]; a different proof was given in [3]. Dualizing the extension,
one gets an exact sequence :

0— Ops(—1) — F — F' — 0.
The Chern classes of F' are ¢;(F) = —1, ca(F) = 4, c3(F) = —4. Moreover, H(F) =0
and H°(FY(—1)) = 0 hence F is stable. Since H'(F(—2)) ~ H(F'(=2)) =0, i = 1, 2, the
spectrum of F is (0,0,0,0). F(2) is globally generated and H'(F(2)) ~ H'(F'(2)) = 0
(see [I, Remark 6.4]).
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Claim 5.4.1. If € is a general element of H'(F'(—1)) then H°(FV) = 0.

Indeed, we have to show that, for a general £ € H'(F’(—1)), hé # 0 in HY(F’),V0#h €
H°(Ops(1)). If 0 # h € H°(Ops(1)) and if H C P? is the plane of equation h = 0 then one
has an exact sequence :

0 — HO(Ff) — HY(F'(=1)) = HY(F").
Since H'(F'(—2)) = 0, one has H°(F/,(—1)) = 0. If H°(F};) # 0 then one must have an
exact sequence :

0— Oy — Ffj — Izu — 0, (4.8)
where Z is a O-dimensional closed subscheme of H, of length 4. It follows that, in this
case, h®(F};) = 1. According to Barth’s restriction theorem [§] (see, also, Ein et al. [21]
Thm. 3.3] or [I7, 2.7] for different proofs) the set of planes H C P? for which H*(F};) # 0

is a proper closed subset of the dual projective space P3V. Since, by Riemann-Roch,
h'(F'(=1)) = 4, Claim 5.4.1 is proven.

Claim 5.4.2. H'(FY(1)) = 0.

Indeed, since F'(2) is globally generated, it follows that, for every line L C P2, one must
have F/ ~ 0 (a) ® Op(—a), with 0 < a < 2. One deduces that H'(FY (1)) = 0, for every
line L C P3.

We assert, now, that h*(F)) < 2, for every plane H C P3. Indeed, if H’(F};) = 0 then,
by Riemann-Roch, h'(F};) = 2 and the assertion follows. If H*(F};) # 0 then, as we saw
above, FY; can be realized as an extension ({.8). Since F’(2) is globally generated, Z must
be a complete intersection of type (2,2) in H. One deduces a presentation of the form:

0— Oy(—4) — Oy ®20y(—2) — F, — 0.

It follows that Hl(FI}(—l))' C H?*(0Oy(—5)) and that H'(FY,) ~ H*(0y(—4)). In partic-
ular, h'(F};) = 3. Since HY(F'(-=2)) = 0, i = 1, 2, the restriction map H*(F'(-1)) —
H'(F},(—1)) is bijective. In particular, & | H # 0 in H'(F/(—1)). One deduces that the
vector space of linear forms ¢ € H°(0y(1)) annihilating & | H is a proper subspace of
H°(0y(1)). Using the exact sequence:

0— Fp — Frp — Oyx(1) — 0,
one gets that h'(Fy) < 2.

Applying the Bilinear Map Lemma [28, Lemma 5.1] to the bilinear map
H' (Fj(1))" x H(Op(1)) — H'(Fp)”

deduced from the multiplication map H*(F}) x H°(0x (1)) — H'(Fy (1)), one deduces,
now, that H'(F(1)) = 0, for every plane H C P3.

We assert, next, that h'(FV) < 3. Indeed, assume that & would be annihilated by two
linearly independent linear forms hg, hy € H(@ps(1)). Let L C P? be the line of equations
ho = h1 = 0. Tensorizing by F'’ the exact sequence:

0 — Ops(—1) — 20ps — F1(1) — 0,
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one would deduce that H°(F’®.#;,(1)) # 0. But this is not possible because H’(F'(1)) = 0
(see [I, Remark 6.4]). It remains that £ is annihilated by at most one linear form. Using
the extension defining FV and the fact that h'(F’) = 6 one gets that h'(FV) < 3.

Applying the Bilinear Map Lemma to the bilinear map H'(FY (1)) x H(Ops(1)) —
H'(FY)Y deduced from the multiplication map H'(FV) x H°(Ops(1)) — H*(FV(1)) one
gets, now, that H'(FV(1)) = 0.

Construction 5.5. We want to show that there exist stable rank 3 vector bundles
F on P3, with ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) = 4, c3(F) = —4 and spectrum (0,0,0,0), such
that H(F (1)) = 0, H'(FV(1)) = 0, E := F(2) is 1-regular and the multiplication map
S; @ H(E) — H°(E(1)) is surjective (hence, in particular, E is globally generated).

Consider a nonsingular rational curve C' C P?, of degree 6, with h’(.#¢(3)) = 1 (hence
H'(.#-(3)) = 0). The existence of such curves can be shown as follows: let X C P? be a
nonsigular cubic surface, obtained as the blow-up 7: X — P? of P? in six general points
Py, ..., B, embedded in P? such that Ox (1) ~ 7*0p2(3) ® Ox|—FE;, — - -+ — FEg], where

E; := 7m71(P;). Let C to be the strict transform of an irreducible quartic curve C C P2,
having nodes at P, P», P; and containing none of the points Py, Ps, Ps. Then C' C P3
is a rational curve of degree 6 and it is contained in only one cubic surface (namely X)
because it has six 4-secants (namely the strict transforms of the lines ?Pj, 4<i<j <6,
and the strict transforms of the conics passing through {Py,..., P} \ {F;}, 1 < i < 3).
Fix an isomorphism v: P! = C.

Consider an epimorphism 6: Ops(1) & Ops — we(2) defined by a global section s of
we(l) ~ Opi(4) and a global section t of we(2) ~ Op1(10). 0 defines an extension :

0 — Ops ® Ops(—1) — FY — F5(2) — 0, (4.9)
with FV the dual of a rank 3 vector bundle F with ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) = 4, e3(F) = —4.
Dualizing the extension, one gets an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(—2) — F — Ops(1) ® Ops —— we(2) — 0.

One has H°(FV(—1)) = 0 and H°(F) = 0 hence F is stable. Moreover, H'(F(—2)) ~
H?(FV(-2))Y = 0 and H*(F(-2)) ~ H(FV(—2))" = 0 hence F has spectrum (0,0,0,0).
Besides, H'(FV (1)) ~ H'(#(3)) = 0.

Claim 5.5.1. If the zero divisor Z := (s)y of the global section s of we(1) ~ Opi(4)
consists of four simple points not contained in a plane, then H°(F(1)) = 0 and F is
3-reqular.

Indeed, if  is the kernel of §: Ops(1) @ Ops — we(2) then one has exact sequences :
0— Ops(—2) — F — # — 0,
0— Io(1) — H — I, — 0,
hence H°(F (1)) = H°(#' (1)) = 0 and H'(F(2)) = H'(.#(2)) = 0. Moreover, H*(F(1)) =
0 (because F' has spectrum (0,0,0,0)) and H*(F) ~ H°(FV(—4))Y = 0 hence F is 3-

regular.
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Claim 5.5.2. For a general choice of the epimorphism §: Ops(1) D Ops — we(2) defining
the extension (E9), the multiplication map S; ® H°(F(2)) — H°(F(3)) is surjective.

Indeed, denoting, as above, by %" the kernel of ¢, it suffices to show that the multiplication
map S; ® H°(#(2)) — H°(# (3)) is surjective. Let e denote the restriction of § to the
nonsingular cubic surface X containing C. ¢ can be written as the composite morphism :

ﬁﬂm(l) D ﬁ]pB — ﬁX(l) D ﬁx i) wc(2) .
The kernel K of ¢ is a rank 2 vector bundle on X and one has an exact sequence:
0 — Ops(—2)® Ops(—3) — H — K — 0.

e We assert, firstly, that there exist epimorphisms ¢: Ox(1) ® Ox — we(2) such that
K := Kere has the property that the multiplication map S; ® H°(K(2)) — H°(K(3)) is
surjective.

Indeed, consider a line Ly C IP?, containing none of the points P, ..., P, and intersecting
C' in four distinct points. Cy := 771(Ly) C X is a twisted cubic curve in P3. Since CoNC
consists of four simple points it follows that &x[Co] | C ~ wc(1). Moreover :

ﬁx(l) (059 ﬁX[C(]] ~ W*ﬁp2(4) &® ﬁx[—El — s — Eﬁ] .
Let D C P? be a nonsingular quartic curve containing Pj,..., Ps and intersecting L
in four general simple points [the map H*(F(p, _poyp2(3)) — H(0L,(3)) is injective
(since {Py, ..., Ps} is not contained in a conic) hence bijective; it follows that the map

.....

a curve of degree 6, belonging to the linear system | Ox(1) ® Ox[Co||, and such that
I' := D N Cy consists of four general simple points of Cy. In particular, one can assume
that none of the points of I" belongs to C'. Let ¢q (resp., ¥) be a global section of Ox|[Cy|
(resp., Ox(1)® Ox[Cy]) such that its zero divisor on X is Cy (resp., D). One has an exact
sequence :

—
0— ﬁx[—C()] M) ﬁx(l) ) ﬁX M) fnx(l) & ﬁx[C()] — 0.

Notice that the multiplication by ¢q: Ox[—Cy] — Ox can be identified, modulo the
isomorphism Ox[—Cy] ~ F¢, x, with the canonical inclusion ¢, x — Ox.
Let € denote the composite epimorphism :

ﬁx(l) D ﬁX M) jF,X(l) (029 ﬁx[Co] — (cﬂnX(l) (029 ﬁx[Cg]) | C ~ wc(2) .
If K is the kernel of £ then one has an exact sequence:
0— ﬁX[—C(]] — K — jI‘,X(1> & ﬁx[Cg — C] — 0.

Now, for 1 <1 < 3, let L; C X be the strict transform of the line in P? joining the points
of {Py, Py, P3}\ {P,}. L, is, of course, a line in P3. Since the effective divisor on P?:

Lo+ PP+ P3Py + P Py
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has nodes at P;, P,, P3 and contains none of the points P,, Ps5, Fs, it follows that :
Co+Li+Ls+ Ls~C
as divisors on X. Putting Y := L; U Ly U L3, one gets an exact sequence :
0 — Fopx — K — Hurx(l) — 0, (4.10)

where the component .Z¢, x — Ox of the composite map S, x - K — Ox(1) ® Ox is
the canonical inclusion. Since the ideal sheaf .#o, C Ops is 2-regular, one deduces that,
in order to show that the multiplication map S; ® H°(K(2)) — H°(K(3)) is surjective,
it suffices to show that the multiplication map S; ® HO(JYUF, x(3)) — HO(JYUF, x(4)) is
surjective. In order to verify the latter fact it suffices to check that L,, Lo, L3 and T’
satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma from Appendix [Gl and that is exactly what we are
going to do next.

Since I' consists of four simple points on the twisted cubic curve Cj it is not contained
in a plane. We assert that, for 1 <[ < 3, there is no quadric surface Q' C P? containing
(Y \ L;) U Cy. Indeed, if such a surface would exist it would be nonsingular. Fix, in
this case, an isomorphism Q' ~ P! x P! such that the components of Y\ L; belong to
the linear system | 0g/(1,0)|. Since L, N Cy consists of a simple point, p = 1, 2, 3, Cy
must belong to the linear system | 0¢/(2,1) | hence the divisor (Y \ L;) + Cy belongs to
| Og:(4,1)|. But (Y \ L;) + Cy C Q' N X which is a divisor of type (3,3) on ' and this
is a contradiction.

It follows that the restriction map H(#n 1, (2)) — H°(0¢,(2)) is injective, [ = 1, 2, 3.
Since I' consists of four general points of Cy, one can assume that HO(J(Y\LI)UF(Q)) =0,
[ =1, 2,3. Moreover, one can assume that none of the points belongs to the quadric
surface containing Y. This completes the verification of the hypotheses of Lemma
and, with it, the proof of the assertion that the multiplication map S, ® H(K(2)) —
H(K(3)) is surjective.

ee We show, finally, that if J#" is the kernel of a composite epimorphism :
ﬁ]p?)(l) @D ﬁps — ﬁX(l) D ﬁX i) wc(2) s

with ¢ defined as above, then the multiplication map p : S; ® H°(#(2)) — H(#(3))
is surjective.

Indeed, consider the commutative diagram :
0 — S @H(Op @ Op(—1)) —— S, @HY(H(2)) —— S; @ HY(K(2)) —— 0

l e luK
0 — HY(ox)®Op) —— H(#B) —— HY(KB) ——0
We have just shown that py is surjective. Let N be its kernel. In order to show that p
is surjective it suffices to show that the connecting morphism 9: N — H°(&ps) induced by
the above diagram is non-zero (hence surjective). Consider, for that, a (cubic) equation
f=00f X in P? and let qo, q1, g2 be a k-basis of H°(#5,(2)). Since Cy C X, there exist
linear forms hg, hy, hy € S1 such that f = hgogo + h1q1 + haoge. Recall the exact sequence
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(4.I0) which shows, in particular, that there is a monomorphism %, x — K such that
the component #¢, x — Ox of the composite morphism o, x = K — Ox(1) ® Ox
is the canonical inclusion. Now, ¢;| X € H°(#, x(2)) defines a global section o; of
K(2), i = 0,1,2. o; can be lifted to a global section g; of .#(2) whose image into
H°(Ops(3) @ Ops(2)) is of the form (fi,q). Since ho(qo| X) + hi(q | X) + ha(g2| X) =
f1X =0 it follows that hy ® o9 + h1 ® 01 + hy ® 09 belongs to N. Since the composite
morphism :
ﬁpB(—Q) @ ﬁpB(—g) — g%/ — ﬁ]pii(].) @ ﬁ]pB

is defined by the matrix ({; ?), one gets that :

8(h0®00+h1®01+h2®02):1

and this completes the proof of the surjectivity of the multiplication map S, @H"(#(2)) —
H°(#(3)) and, with it, the proof of Claim 5.5.2.

Taking into account Claim 5.1, the Constructions 5.4 and 5.5 show that the cohomology
sheaf F' of a general monad of the form (6) with H°(3Y(1)) surjective has the following
properties: H(F(1)) = 0, H*(FY) = 0, E := F(2) is 1-regular and the multiplication
map S; ® HY(E) — H°(E(1)) is surjective (hence, in particular, E is globally generated).

Case 6. F has spectrum (1,0,0,0).

In this case, r = 3 (hence E = F(2)), c3(F) = —6 and ¢35 = 6. It follows, using the
spectrum, that h'(E(l)) = h*(F(142)) = 0for I < —5, h'(E(—4)) = 1 and h'(E(-3)) = 5.
Since H°(EY (1)) = HY(FY(—1)) = 0 (because F is stable) it follows, from Remark [L.T5(ii),
that the graded S-module H!(E) is generated in degrees < —3. Actually, Remark [.T3]
implies that H!(E) has a minimal generator of degree —4 and another one of degree —3.
Let
0 — E(-3) — E3 — Op3(1) ® Ops — 0
be the extension defined by these two minimal generators. One has H.(F3) = 0. Since
H?(Fs3(—1)) ~ H*(E(—4)) = 0 and H*(F3(-2)) ~ H*(E(-5)) ~ HY(EY(1))Y = 0 it
follows that Fj5 is 1-regular. In particular, E3(1) is globally generated. Using the exact
sequence :
0— F — E5(1) — Op3(2) ® Ops(1) — 0,
one gets easily that Fs3(1) has rank 5, ¢;(E3(1)) = 2, co(E5(1)) = 3, c3(E3(1)) = 4,
hence ¢;(P(E5(1))) = 2, ca( P(E5(1))) = 1, ¢5(P(E5(1))) = 0. Using the results of Sierra
and Ugaglia [46] (see, also, [1, Pop. 2.2]) one deduces that P(FE3(1)) ~ 20p:(1). Put
t:=h%(Es(1))") = h°(FY). By Lemma B2, h®(FV) < 1+h°(F(1)) and, by Lemma E7,
h?(F(1)) = 0 hence t € {0, 1}.
Now, recalling that P(0ps(1)) ~ Tps(—1) and that E5(1) has rank 5, it follows, from
[1, Lemma 1.2], that F3(1) ~ G & tOps, where G is defined by an exact sequence :

Consequently, E(—2) = F' is the cohomology of a monad of the form:
0— (t + 1)@]1»3 — 2T]P>3(—1) @D tﬁ]p?) — ﬁps(z) D ﬁ]pS(l) — 0.
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Recalling the exact sequence 0 — Ops(—1) — 40ps — Tps(—1) — 0, one deduces that
E(—2) is the cohomology of a monad of the form:

0— 2ﬁp3(—1) D (t + ].)ﬁ]p?) — (8 + t)ﬁ]p?) — ﬁp3(2) D ﬁ]p?)(]_) — 0,
hence of a monad of the form:
0— 2@]1»3(—1) — 7@]1»3 — ﬁp3(2> D ﬁps(l) — 0. (411)

By Lemma [A.5] from Appendix [Al the monads of this form can be put toghether into a
family with irreducible base.

Claim 6.1. H'(E)=0.

Indeed, Lemma 7 implies that H°(E(—1))
One deduces, from Lemma [Z2] that h'(E)

Assume, by contradiction, that h'(E) . It follows, from Riemann-Roch, that
h?(E) = 8. Consider the globally generated vector bundle P(E) whose dual is the kernel
of the evaluation morphism H°(E)®y Ops — E. P(E) has rank 5 and Chern classes ¢!/ = 5,
¢y =13, c; = 11 hence, by Lemma[[.2 the normalized rank 3 vector bundle F'’ associated
to P(E) must be stable. Since, by Remark AT0l ¢;(F’) = —1, co( F') =5, ¢3(F') = =3,
h'(F'(=2)) = h'(F(2)) = h'(E) = 1, h*(F'(-2)) = h%(E) — 6 — h*(F(-2)) = 2 and
h?(F'(—1)) = h%(E(-1)) = 0 it follows that F’ must have spectrum (1,0,0,—1,—1).
Moreover, h’(P(E)(—1)) = h*(F(-1)) = 0 and h*(P(E)(=3)) = h*(F’(—~1)) = 0. Re-
mark [LT5(i) implies that the graded S-module H;(P(E)) is generated in degrees < —2.

Now, HY(P(E)(1)) = 0 for | < —5, h'(P(E)(—4)) = 1, h'(P(E)(-3)) = 4 hence
s':=h'(P(E)(—3)) —h'(P(E)(—4)) = 3. Moreover, by Riemann-Roch, h'(P(E)(-2)) =
h'(F') = 7. Remark [LT3 implies that the multiplication map H'(P(E)(—4)) ® S; —
H'(P(E)(—3)) is bijective.

We assert that the multiplication map pu: H'(P(E)(—3)) ® S; — H'(P(E)(—2)) has
rank > 5. Indeed, if p has rank < 4 then Remark implies that there exists an exact
sequence :

hence, by Riemann-Roch, h'(E(—1)) = 4.

Al

0
1.
1

0 — Q°(3) — 40%(2) — 4Q(1) — Q@ — 0.
with @ locally free. () must have rank 1. Computing Chern classes one deduces that
Q ~ Ops(3). But this is clearly not possible as one can see, for example, by applying
H°(—) to the exact sequence. It thus remains that g has rank > 5.

We have proved, so far, that HL(P(F)) has a minimal generator in degree —4 and at
most two minimal generators in degree —2.

We assert, now, that the graded S-module H.(P(E)V) is generated by H'(P(E)Y(1)).
Indeed, if this is not the case then (the proof of) Lemma [LT4i(h) shows that H.(P(E)Y) ~
k(—1) ® k(—2). Consider the extension defined by the above mentioned generators of
H.(P(E)):

0— P(E)(=2) — E; — Op3(2) ©20ps — 0.
One has H.(FEJ) = 0 (hence HY(EJY) = 0) and HL(E}Y) ~ k(1) @ k. It follows, from the
correspondence of Horrocks, that Eq" ~ Qps(1) @ Qps & A, with A a direct sum of line
bundles, hence Ey ~ Tps @ Tps(—1) B AY. But this is not possible because any morphism
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Tps @ Tps(—1) — 20ps is the zero morphism and there is no epimorphism AY — 20%ps,
because AV has rank 2. It thus remains that HL(P(E)V) is generated by H'(P(E)Y(1)).
Moreover, by Lemma [L14(c),(d),(f), h*(P(E)Y(1)) < 1.
Consequently, P(F)(—2) has a Horrocks monad of the form:
0 — Ops(—1) — B — Ops(2) ®20ps — 0,

with B a direct sum of line bundles. B has rank 9, ¢;(B) = —4, h’(B(—1)) = 0 and
h’(B) = h%(Ops(2) @ 20ps) — h'(P(E)(—2)) = 5 hence B ~ 503 ® 40ps(—1). Since
there is no epimorphism 40ps(—1) — 20ps it follows that P(E)(—2) is, actually, the
cohomology of a monad of the form :

0— ﬁ]pii(—]_) — 4ﬁp3 ) 4ﬁp3(—1) — ﬁp3(2) ) ﬁ]pB — 0. (412)
Assume, firstly, that this monad is minimal. One gets an exact sequence :
0 — P(E)(=2) — Tpa(—1) & Qps — Ops(2) — 0.
Let ¢1: Tps(—1) — Op3(2) and 1hy: Qps — Ops(2) be the components of 1. Coker 1)y ~
04(2) for some closed subscheme Z of P3. Let 1), be the composite morphism Qps —
Op3(2) — O07(2). One has an exact sequence :
P(E) — Qs(2) 22 6,(4) — 0.

Since ¢1(Qp3(2)) = 2, Lemma .11 implies that dim Z < 0. But, on one hand, Z is the
zero scheme of a global section of {2ps(3) hence it has length ¢3(2ps(3)) = 5 and, on the
other hand, applying Lemma to the last exact sequence, one deduces that Z = (.
This contradiction shows that the monad (4.12) cannot be minimal.

If the monad (£.I2) is not minimal then one has an exact sequence :

0 — P(E)(=2) — 30ps @ 30ps(—1) 2 Ops(2) — 0.
Let ¢1: 30ps — Op3(2) and ¢9: 30p3s(—1) — Ops(2) be the components of ¢. Coker ¢y ~

07(2) for some closed subscheme Z of P?. Let ¢, be the composite morphism 3&ps(—1) *
Ops(2) — Oz(2). One has an exact sequence :

P(E) — 30:(1) 2% 6,(4) — 0.

Since ¢1(30p3(1)) = 3, Lemma .11l implies that dim Z < 0. Z is a complete intersection
of type (2,2,2) in P? hence it has length 8 and one has an exact sequence:
0 — Ops(—2) —> 30w — P(E) —> 30ps(1) 22 6,(4) — 0.
Since P(E) is globally generated and h’(P(E)) = 8, one deduces an exact sequence :
50ps — 30p3(1) — Oz(4) — 0.

Applying the argument from the proof of Lemma [4.12] to this exact sequence one gets
that length Z = 10. This final contradiction shows that the normalized rank 3 vector
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bundle F'’ associated to P(FE) cannot have spectrum (1,0,0,—1,—1) and this implies
that h'(E) = 0. Claim 6.1 is proven.

Claim 6.2. Let F be the cohomology of a monad of the form (EI1). It is, obviously,
also the cohomology of a monad of the form :

0 — 20ps(—1) —25 305 ® Qs (1) —5 Opa(2) — 0.

If the degeneracy locus of the component By: 20p3(—1) — Qps(1) of B is 1-dimensional
then F' is the cohomology of a monad of the form :

0 — Ops(—1) — 30ps ® N — Op3(2) — 0,
where N is a nullcorrelation bundle.

Indeed, (5 is defined by two global sections s; and sg of Qps(2). Lemma from Ap-
pendix [Gl implies that, for general constants a, as € k, the global section a;s; + assy of
Qps(2) vanishes at no point of P>. We can assume that s, has this property. Then one
has an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) =2 Qps(1) — N — 0,

where N is a nullcorrelation bundle. Since Ext’(N, ps) ~ H'(NY) ~ H'(N) =0,i =0, 1,
59 induces an isomorphism :

Hom (Qps (1), Ops) — Hom(Ops(—1), Ops) .

It follows that one can assume that the component of § mapping the second summand
Ops(—1) of 20ps(—1) to 30ps is 0. Claim 6.2 becomes, now, clear.

Construction 6.3. We want to construct a monad of the form:
0 — Opa(—1) 25 30 & N -2 Opa(2) — 0, (4.13)

with N a nullcorrelation bundle, such that its cohomology sheaf F' has the property that
F(2) is globally generated, H’(F(1)) = 0, H'(F(2)) = 0, and the multiplication map
H°(F(2)) ® H°(Ops(1)) — H°(F(3)) has corank 1.

We explain, firstly, the idea of the construction. Let F' be the cohomology sheaf of a
monad of the form (4I3). The component t;: Ops(—1) — 30ps (resp., o: Ops(—1) —
N) of the differential ¢ of the monad is defined by three linear forms hg, hy, hy (resp.,
by a global section s of N (1)), while the component ¢,: 30ps — Ops(2) (resp., ¢po: N —
Op3(2)) of the differential ¢ is defined by three quadratic forms qo, ¢1, g2 (resp., by the
exterior multiplication — A ¢ by a global section ¢ of N(2)). The condition ¢ o ¢ = 0 is
equivalent to:

qoho+q1h1+QO2—|—s/\t:O.
The cubic form f := qoho + q1h1 + ¢2hs defines a cubic surface X C P3, containing the
zero schemes Z(s) and Z(t) of s and t. Z(s) is the union of two disjoint lines or a double
structure on a line. If X has no plane as a component then Z(t) has codimension 2 in P?
and it is a locally complete intersection curve in P3?, of degree 5 and with Wz = Oz
Moreover, if X is nonsigular then Z(s) N Z(t) = 0.
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Assume, now, that qg, q1, ¢2 define a 0-dimensional complete intersection I' C P3. ¢ is
an epimorphism if and only if Z(¢t) NT = (). Using the exact sequences:
0 — Ops(—4) =2 30ps(—2) 25 368 25 F(2) — 0,
0 — Ops(—2) == N =25 75(2) — 0,
and the commutative diagram :

0 —— Ops(-1) SN 30ps & N SN Op3(2) —— 0

fl J/¢1€B¢2 ‘

()

0 —— jZ(t)uF(Q) —_— fz(t)(Q)@fr(Q) —_— ﬁpB(Q) — 0

where u: Sz ur(2) — Ops(2) is the inclusion map, one gets an exact sequence :

0 — Opa(—4) 2205 4G (~2) 225 F — Fy000x(2) — 0.

It follows that F(2) is globally generated, H’(F (1)) = 0, H'(F(2)) = 0 and the multipli-
cation map H°(F(2)) @ H°(@ps(1)) — H(F(3)) has corank 1 if and only if Zzur x (4)
is globally generated, Ho(jz(t)UF7X(3)) =0, Hl(jz(t)UF7X(4)) = 0, and the multiplication
map H°(Fzmur.x(4)) @ H (Ops(1)) = H(Fzor x (5)) has corank 1.

We make, secondly, a general remark. Let G be a rank 2 vector bundle on P? with
c1(G) =0 and let b > a > 0 be two integers. Let s be a global section of G(a) whose zero
scheme Z(s) has codimension 2 in P3| let X C P? be a surface of degree a + b containing
Z(s) as a subscheme and let f = 0 be an equation of X. Using the exact sequence:

0 — Ops(—a) == G L5 Fy9(a) — 0,

one gets a global section ¢y of G(b) such that s Aty = f. One deduces, from the diagram :
Ops(—b) =——= Ops(-b)
L lf
0 — Ops(—a) —— G L% g9 —— 0
and exact sequence:
0 — Ops(—a) ® Ops(—b) =% G — Iy x(a) — 0.

Assume, now, that X is nonsingular. Using the commutative diagram :

0 —— Opa(—a) ® Ops(—0) % G —— Fyxla) — 0

! | H

0 —— ﬁx(—a)@)ﬁx[Z(S)] —_— GX —_— jz(s)’x(a) — 0
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one gets that the vector subspace k(to| X) + H(Ox(b — a))(s| X) of H'(Ox(b — a) ®
Ox[Z(s)]) generates globally the line bundle Ox(b — a) ® Ox[Z(s)] on X. It follows
that, for a general form g € H(0ps(b — a)), the zero scheme Z(t) of the global section
t :=to+ gs of G(b) is a nonsingular curve contained in X (because s At = f). Moreover,

Ox[Z(t)] =~ Ox(b—a) ® Ox[Z(s)).

Now, we effectively begin the construction by considering a nonsingular cubic surface
X C P3, which is the blow-up m: X — P? of P? in six general points P, ..., Ps, embedded
in P? such that Ox (1) ~ 7*Op2(3) ® Ox|—FE; — - - - — Eg|, where E; := 7~ (P;). Consider,
also, for 1 < ¢ < 6, the line L; C X which is the strict transform of the conic C; C P?
containing {P, ..., Ps} \ {P;}. Let f = 0 be a (cubic) equation of X. There exists
a nullcorrelation bundle N such that N(1) has a global section s whose zero scheme is
E> U E5. Applying the above considerations to N, s and X, one gets a global section ¢ of
N(2), with s At = —f, and whose zero scheme is a nonsingular curve Z(t) contained in
X such that Ox[Z(t)] ~ Ox(1) ® Ox[E> + E3). Consider, finally, a general nonsingular
cubic curve C' C P2, containing {P,, ..., Ps} but not P, and such that C' N C; consists

.....

77777 Ps\{P;}.0; (3)) is surjective, for each j > 2 (compute the dimension of the kernel

of this map). The strict transform C' C X of C is an elliptic curve of degree 4 in P3| hence
a complete intersection of type (2,2), and Ox[C] ~ Ox (1) ® Ox|E].

C C P3 is described by two quadratic equations gy = ¢; = 0. Since C is contained in X,
the cubic form f vanishing on X can be written as f = goho + q1h1, with hg and hy linear
forms. Since gy and ¢; have no common zero on E; (because C'NE; = ()) one deduces that
ho and h; vanish on E; hence hyg = hy = 0 are, actually, equations decribing F;. It follows
that hg, hi, he := 0 and s define a locally split monomorphism v : Ops(—1) — 30ps & N
(recall that the zero scheme of s is Fy U E3). On the other hand, choosing a general
quadratic form ¢ € H(Ops(2)), vanishing at none of the points of CN(Z(t)ULyULsULg),
one gets that qo, ¢1, ¢ and exterior multiplication — A ¢ by ¢ define an epimorphism
¢: 30ps ® N — Ops(2) such that ¢ o) = 0. Denoting by I' the 0-dimensional complete
intersection of equations gy = ¢1 = g2 = 0 and recalling that Ox[Z(t)] ~ Ox(1) ®
Ox|Es + Es], what we actually have to prove is that # x(3) ® Ox[—E; — Ej] is globally
generated, HO(JRX(Q) ® Ox|[—FEy — E3)) = 0, HI(JRX(B) ® Ox[—FEy — E3]) = 0, and
that the multiplication map H°(Sr x(3) ® Ox[—Fy — F3]) @ H*(Ops (1)) — H° (S x(4) ®
Ox|—F> — E3]) has corank 1.

One can further reduce the problem as follows : the unique quadric surface ) containing
Ey U Ey U E3 must also contain Ly, Ls and Lg (because they are trisecants of the union
Ey U Ey U E3) hence:

QNX =F+FEy+ E3+ Ly+ L5+ Lg
as divisors on X. It follows that:

g = ﬁx(?)) ® ﬁX[_EQ — E3] ~ ﬁx(l) ® ﬁX[El] ® ﬁX[L4 + L5 + LG]
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hence the complete linear system |.Z | contains the divisor A := C' + Ly + L5 + Lg. One
gets an exact sequence :

0—0x — IrxYL — Ira®(ZL|A) — 0.

Putting 4 = Ira @ (L | A), one deduces that it suffices to prove that .# is globally
generated, H°(.#(—1)) = 0, H'(.#) = 0, and that the multiplication map u: H°(.Z) ®
H°(Ops(1)) — H°(.# (1)) has corank 1. Notice that, since I' € C'\ (L, U Ls U Lg), I is an
effective Cartier divisor on A hence .# is an invertible &'a-module.

Let us prove, now, the above assertions about .#. We begin by noticing that, for
2<i<3and4 <j <6, E; intersects C' in one point P/, L; intersects C' in two points A;
and B;, and E; intersects L; in one point not situated on C' (this follows from the fact that
the cubic curve C' C P? intersects the conic C; C P? in six distinct points). Let L C P3 be
the line joining P; and Pj. Since L and L; are 2-secants of the union E, U E3 and since
none of the points Pj and Pj belongs to L; it follows that LN L; =0, j =4, 5, 6. One
deduces that O¢[A; + Bj + P; + P;] is not isomorphic to 0¢(1), j = 4, 5, 6. Moreover,
let @; C P? be the unique quadric surface containing C'U L;. One has:

QNX=C+1L;+ L]

as divisors on X, where L; C X is the strict transform of the line PyP; C P? (because L/
is a 3-secant of C'U L;). Since C' C P? is a general cubic curve containing {P, ..., Ps},
the points Py and P} are general points of Fy and FEjs, respectively, hence one can assume
that the line L does not intersect L, which implies that L is not contained in @);. In this
case, Oc[Py + Pj] is not isomorphic to O¢[A; + B;], j =4, 5, 6.

Next, # | C ~ Oc(1) ® Oc|—P, — Pj] is a line bundle of degree 2 on C', and 4 | L; ~
O,(1), j =4,5,6. Applying — ®g¢, .#(—1) to the exact sequence:

0 — P)_,0L,(=2) — On — Oc — 0, (4.14)

one deduces that H°(.#(—1)) = 0. Tensorizing this exact sequence by .# one gets that
H(#) = H°(.# | C) and that H'(.#) = 0. On the other hand, tensorizing by .# the
exact sequences :

00— ﬁL5(_2) @D ﬁLS(—2) — ﬁA — ﬁCUL4 — 0,
0— ﬁc[—A;l — B4] — ﬁC’UL4 — ﬁL4 — O,

one gets that H(.#) = H°(.# | Ly) (one uses the fact that (.# | C) ® Og[—Ay — By ~
Oc(1) ® Oc|—Py — Pj| ® Oc|—A4 — By is a non-trivial line bundle of degree 0 on C).
Analogously, H(.#) = H°(.# | L;), j = 5, 6. Since .4 |C and .4 |L;, j = 4, 5, 6, are
globally generated it follows that .# is globally generated.

Finally, one has, as we saw above, h”(.#) = 2 and, tensorizing by .# (1) the exact
sequence (EI4), h’(.#(1)) = 9. It follows that the corank of the multiplication map
p: HO( ) @ H°(Ops(1)) — H°(# (1)) is 1 if and only if p is injective. But H°(Ops(1)) =
H°(0A(1)) (tensorize the exact sequence (E14) by Oa(1)). Applying the “base point free
pencil trick” one deduces that y is injective if an only if H’(.#Z~'(1)) = 0.
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Now, in order to prove the last vanishing, we shall give an alternative description of
A1), Let Q' C P2 be a quadric surface containing F, U F3 and intersecting C' in eight
distinct points situated on C'\ (L4 U Ly U Lg) (two of these points are, of course, P and
P3). One has, as divisors on X :

QNX=E+E;+D,

where D’ is an effective divisor of degree 6 on X. D’ does not intersect L;, j =4, 5, 6
(compute the intersection multiplicities). It follows that :

LA~ Ox(1)® OAlCN D

hence # (1) =~ OAl' — (C N D')]. Since, by construction, g, is a general element of
H°(0ps(2)) and T is the zero divisor of ¢, | C, it remains to prove the following :

Claim 6.3.1. If T" is a general element of the complete linear system | Oc(2) | then one
has HY(OA[l — (C N D")]) = 0.
Indeed, put A" := OA' = (CND')]. One has A" |C ~ O¢[Py+ P3] and A" | L; ~ Oy,
Jj =4, 5, 6. Using the fact that 0¢[P;+ P;| ® Oc|—A; — B;] is a non-trivial line bundle of
degree 0 on C, one deduces, as above, that H(.#") — H°(4"| L;) is injective, j = 4, 5, 6.
It follows that if .4#” has a non-zero global section then its vanishing locus is contained
in C'\ (Ly U Ls U Lg). Consequently, if H(_#") # 0 then 4" ~ Oa[Ry + R3], where R,
and Rz are two (not necessarily distinct) points of C'\ (L4 U Ls U Lg). One must have
Oc|Ry 4+ R3] =~ N | C ~ Oc[P}) + Pj]. Moreover :
ﬁA[F] ~ ﬁA[(C N D,) + R2 + Rg] .

In other words, there exists a global section of OA[(C'N D)+ Ry + R3] whose zero divisor
is exactly T'.

Now, denoting by € a global section of 0[C'N D'] whose zero divisor is CN D’ and by 7

a global section of O¢[Pj+ P;] whose zero divisor is Ry + R3, the image of the restriction
map :

HY(OA[(CN D) + Ry + R3]) — HY(OA[(C N D)+ Ry + R3] | C) ~ H*(0¢(2))
consists of the elements o of H(0(2)) satisfying :
(67)(Aj) ® 0(B;) — 0(4A;) @ (07)(B;) = 0 in (0c(2))(4;) @ (Oc(2))(B)), j =4,5,6.

Notice that the zero divisor of any non-zero global section 7" of O¢[Py + Pj] is different
from Aj + Bj, j = 4, 5, 6.
Consider, now, the bilinear map :

HY(0c(2)) x H(0c(2)) — @)_4(0c(2))(4)) ® (0c(2))(B))

with components (p,0) — p(4;) ® o(B;j) — 0(4;) ® p(B;). It is easy to see that if p
does not vanish simultaneously in A; and B;, j = 4, 5, 6, then the induced linear map
H°(0x(2)) — @524(@)0(2))(1%) ® (Oc(2))(B;) is surjective (use sections o of O¢(2)
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vanishing at five of the points Ay, By, As, Bs, Ag, Bg). Considering the induced bilinear
map :

OH°(Oc(Py + Fi)) x HY(Oc(2)) — @B]_4(0c(2))(4)) ® (0c(2))(B;) ,

one deduces that a general global section of 0(2) does not belong to any of the images
of the restriction maps H*(OA[(C'N D) + Ry + R3]) — H°(0c(2)), with Ry + Ry effective
divisor on C such that Ry + Ry ~ Py + P and Ry, R3 € C \ (L4 U Ly U Lg). This
completes the proof of the claim and, with it, the verification of the fact that F' satisfies
the properties stated at the beginning of Construction 6.3.

Notice, however, that the bundle F satisfies h®(FV) = 1. One can construct stable rank
3 vector bundles F' with ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) = 4, c3(F) = —6 such that F(2) is globally
generated, H'(F(2)) = 0 and H*(FV) = 0 by deforming the above monad. More precisely,
looking carefully at the above construction, one sees that one can assume that the third
quadratic form ¢, belongs to H(.#g,ux,(2)). In this case, the arguments preceding Claim
6.3.1 (with @’ the quadric surface of equation ¢, = 0) show that :

jf,A X (f ‘ A) ~ ﬁA(l) &® ﬁA[—Pé — Pé] ~ ijA,A(l) ,

where L is, as above, the line joining Pj and Pj; we used the fact that L meets none of
the lines L;, j =4, 5, 6.

Now, since ¢o belongs to H°(#x,up,(2)), there exists s, € HY(N(1)) such that ¢, =
s A sg. Choose a linear form hy such that hg, hq, he are linearly independent. For
¢ € k, hg, hy, chy, s define a locally split monomorphism .: Ops(—1) — 30ps & N and
do, q1, G2, t — chass define a morphism ¢.: 30ps & N — Ops(2) such that ¢. o). = 0. If
¢ € k is general then ¢, is an epimorphism. In this case, denoting by F. is the cohomology
of the monad defined by ¢, and ., one has H°(FY) = 0 if, moreover, ¢ # 0.

Construction 6.4. We provide, here, another kind of argument for the existence of
globally generated vector bundles E on P? with Chern classes ¢; = 5, c; = 12, ¢c3 = 6. We
will, actually, construct a globally generated rank 4 vector bundle £’ with “complemen-
tary” Chern classes ¢ =5, ¢j =13, ¢j = 11 and we will take £ := P(E’).

Consider a nonsigular rational curve C' C P3, of degree 6, such that h’(.#-(3)) = 2
(hence h'(.#¢(3)) = 1). Such a curve can be constructed on a nonsingular cubic surface
X C P3 (i.e., the blow-up 7: X — P? of P? in six general points Py, ..., Ps, embedded in
P? such that Ox (1) ~ 7*Op2(3) ® Ox[—FE) — - - - — Eg|, where E; := 7= (P;)) as the strict
transform of an irreducible cubic curve C' C P? having a node at Py, containing P, but
none of the points P, ..., P. Let L, C X (resp., L;; C X) be the strict transform of the
conic I'; C P? containing {P,..., P} \ {P.}, i = 1,...,6 (resp., of the line P,P; C P?,
1 <7< j <6). Using the usual Z-basis 7*Op1(1), Ox[E;], i =1,...,6, of Pic X one sees
easily that :

Notice that L; is a 5-secant of C while Ly is a 4-secant. Since hO(ﬁX 20, 4+ Ly]) =1 it
follows that h’(.#¢ x(3)) = 1 hence h%(.Z(3)) = 2.
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An epimorphism §: Ops(1) & 20ps(—1) — we(2) determines an extension :
0 — 20p3(1) ® Ops(—1) — F"Y — F(2) — 0,
with F'’V the dual of a rank 4 vector bundle F’, such that, dualizing the extension, one
gets an exact sequence:
0 — Ops(=2) — F' — Opa(1) B 20p3(—1) = we(2) — 0.

Using Remark [L8(b) one deduces immediately that ¢;(F"Y(=2)) = =5, co(F"V(-2)) =

13, ¢3(F"V(—2)) = —11 hence that E’ := F'(2) has the Chern classes indicated at the

beginning of the construction. Denoting by J# the kernel of §, one has an exact sequence :
0— Ops(—2) — F'— # — 0.

We will use epimorphisms 9 that can be written as composite maps:

Ops(1) @ 20ps(—1) — Ops(1) ® I, 5 we(2),

with L a line in P> and ¢’ an epimorphism. Denoting by .# ' the kernel of §’, one has an
exact sequence :

0 — Ops(=2) — H — K — 0.

We shall assume, moreover, that L C X and that ¢’ is a composite map :
ﬁps(l) D fL — ﬁx(l) D ﬁX[—L] L) WC(2> ,

for some epimorphism ¢. In this case, the kernel K of ¢ is a rank 2 vector bundle on X
and one has an exact sequence :

0— Ops(—2)® Ops(-3) — ' — K —0.

We effectively begin the construction by considering a general conic 'y C P? passing
through P;, P3 and P, but not through P,, P5 and Fs. The strict transform Cy C X of 'y
is a twisted cubic curve in P?. We can assume that Cj intersects C' in four simple points
hence Ox[Cy] | C ~ we(1). We take L to be the line Lsg. Notice that L is a 2-secant of
Cy. Using the exact sequence:

(and the exact sequence 0 — Ox — Ox[L] — O (—1) — 0) one deduces easily that the
restriction map :

is surjective. It follows that if ¢ is a general global section of Ox (1) ® Ox[Cy+ L] then the

intersection scheme W := {¢) = 0} N Cy on X consists of six general simple points of Cy,
none of them situated on C' (notice that the selfintersection of Cy on X is 1). Denoting
by ¢ a global section of &x[Cy] whose zero divisor is Cp, one has an exact sequence :

()

0 — Ox|~Co — L] ~2% 0x(1) @ Ox[~L] 2 7y (1) @ Ox[Co] — 0.
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We take € to be the composite map :

Ox(1) @ Ox[~L] L% 7 v (1) ® Ox[Co] — (Fwx(1) @ Ox[Co]) | C ~ we(2) .

In this case, the kernel K of ¢ sits into an exact sequence:

-9
0 — Ox[~Cp — L] M K — Zwx(1) @ Ox[Co — C] — 0.
Claim 6.4.1. If K(2) is globally generated then & '(2) is globally generated, too.
Indeed, applying the Snake Lemma to the diagram :

0— Ho(ﬁps © ﬁps(—l)) (029 ﬁ]p?) — HO(,%/,(Q)) & ﬁps — HO(K(Q)) & ﬁ]p?) —0

| | |

0 s Ops @ Ops(—1) 2(2) K(2) 0

one sees that it suffices to show that the connecting morphism 0: A~ — Ops(—1) is an
epimorphism, .4 being the kernel of the evaluation morphism H°(K(2)) ® Ops — K(2).
We will show that H°(9(1)): H(A/(1)) — H°(Ops) is surjective. Recall, from the exact
sequence preceding Claim 6.4.1, that one has a morphism Ox[—Cy — L] — K such that
the component Ox[—Cy — L] — Ox[—L] of the composite map :

ﬁx[—C() — L] — K — ﬁx(l) © ﬁx[—L]

can be identified with the inclusion map Zo,ur, x < #L.x. Since L is a 2-secant of the
twisted cubic curve Cj it follows that Cy U L is a complete intersection of type (2,2) in
P3. Let go = q1 = 0 be (quadratic) equations of Co U L in P3 and f = 0 a cubic equation
of X. Since CoUL C X, there exist linear forms hy and hy such that f = gohg+q1h,. Let
o; be the global section of K(2) which is the image of ¢;| X € H*(S,u1.x(2)), i =0, 1.
One deduces that :

oo ®@hg+01®hy € Ho(e/V(l))

o; lifts to a global section of H(#/(2)) € H"(Ops(3) ® .#(2)) which must be of the form
(fi, qi), =0, 1. Since the composite morphism :

ﬁ]pii(—2) D ﬁpB(—B) — ﬁ]pii(l) D fL
is defined by the matrix (] ?c), one deduces that 9(1)(cg ® ho + 01 ® hy) = 1 € H°(Ops).
Claim 6.4.2. K (2) is globally generated (for a suitable choice of W C Cy).

Indeed, using the exact sequence preceding Claim 6.4.1 and the fact, noticed in the proof
of Claim 6.4.1, that Cy U L is a complete intersection of type (2,2) in P3, one sees that
it suffices to prove that, choosing W C Cj carefully, .y x(3) ® Ox[Cy — C] is globally
generated. Since the plane curve I'y U P, P, C P? has degree 3, has a node at P;, passes
through P, P; and P, but not through P5 and Fg, one deduces that :

C~Co+ L+ Es+ E,y
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as divisors on X hence Ox(3) ® Ox[Cy — C] ~ F1,,um0E,,x(3). Since Lo, Es, Ey
are mutually disjoint lines, 0x(3) ® Ox[Cy — C] is globally generated. Take a global
section ¢ of Ox(3) ® Ox|[Cy — C], not vanishing identically on L, or Lo, and such that
the intersection scheme {o = 0} N Cy on X consists of six simple points of Cj, none of
them situated on C. Take W := {o = 0} N Cy (as we saw above, when we effectively
begun the construction, there exists a global section 1 of Ox(1) ® Ox[Cy + L] such that
{» = 0}NCy = W hence the construction can be performed with this particular W). Since
Ox(3) ® Ox|—C] ~ Ox[2L; + Ly, there exists a global section 7 of Ox(3) ® Ox[Cy — C]
whose zero divisor is Cy + 2L, + Lo. Since the intersection multiplicity of Cy and L,
(resp., Ly) on X is 2 (resp., 1), it follows that {c =0} N L; =0, i = 1, 2. One deduces
that {oc = 0} N {7 =0} = {oc = 0} NCy = W hence o and 7 define an epimorphism
20x — Iwx(3) ® Ox[Co — C] which shows that .y x(3) @ Ox[Co — C] is globally
generated and this completes the proof of Claim 6.4.2.

Case 7. F has spectrum (1,1,0,—1).

We will show that this case cannot occur. Indeed, assume the contrary. Then r = 4 and
c3(F) = —6 hence c3 = 6. Using the spectrum, one gets that H'(E(l)) = H (F(1+2)) =0
for | < —5, h'(E(—4)) =2, h'(E(—3)) = 5. In particular, s := h'(E(—3)) —h'(E(—4)) =
3. Moreover, by Riemann-Roch, h'(E(—2)) = 7.

Claim 7.1. The graded S-module H.(E) has two minimal generators in degree —4 and
at most one in degree —2.

Indeed, by Remark [LI5(i), the graded S-module H.(E) is generated in degrees < —2.
Moreover, Remark [L.T3implies that the multiplication map H'(E(—4))®S; — H*(E(-3))
is surjective.

We want to show, now, that the multiplication map p: HY(E(-3)) ® S; — H'(E(-2))
has rank at least 6. Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that p has rank < 5. In this case,
Remark implies that there exists an exact sequence:

0 — 20%(3) — 502%(2) — 5Q' (1) — Q — 0,

with @ locally free. @ must have rank 2 and Chern classes ¢;(Q) = 3 and »(Q) = 6.
Consider the normalized rank 2 vector bundle Q' := Q(—2). It has ¢;(Q’) = —1 and
c(Q') = 4. Tt is well known that such a vector bundle must have H(Q'(2)) # 0 (see
Hartshorne and Hirschowitz [32 Ex. 1.6.3]; see, also, Lemma [D.4] from Appendix [DI for
an alternative argument). But HY(Q’(2)) = H(Q) and, from the above exact sequence,
H°(Q) = 0. This contradiction shows that p must have rank > 6 and Claim 7.1 is proven.

Claim 7.2. H!(EY)=0.
Indeed, Lemma [LT4(c),(f) implies that h'(E}(1)) < 2, for every plane H C P3. Since
h?(EY) = h'(E(—4)) = 2, one gets, from Lemma [14(d), that h*(EV(1)) = 0.
Lemma [LT4(h) implies, now, that if HL(EY) # 0 then HL(EY) ~ k(—2). Consider the
extension :
0 — E(—2) — Ey — 20p3(2) ® Ops — 0 (4.15)
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defined by the generators of H.(F) from Claim 7.1. One has, by construction, H:(E,) = 0
hence H(EY) = 0. Dualizing the extension, one gets that H.(EY) ~ k hence Ey ~ Qps @
A, where A is a direct sum of line bundles. It follows that Fy ~ Tps ® AY. But this is not
possible because, using the extension (A1), h’(Ey) = h®(20ps(2)® Ops) —h' (E(-2)) = 14
while h®(Tps) = 15. It remains that H(EY) = 0 and Claim 7.2 is proven.

Claim 7.2 and Horrocks’ criterion imply that the vector bundle F5 defined by the
extension ([@I5) is a direct sum of line bundles. E, has rank 7, ¢;(E;) = 1, h%(E,) = 14
(see above), h’(Fy(—1)) = h®(20%s(1) ® Ops(—1)) — h' (E(—3)) = 3 and h®(Ey(—2)) = 0.
It follows that Fy ~ 30ps(1) @ 20ps @ 20ps(—1). One thus has an exact sequence :

0 — E(—2) — 30ps(1) ® 20 B 20ps(—1) —25 2053(2) @ Ops — 0.

Since there is no epimorphism 20ps(—1) — Ops, the component 20ps — Ops of ¢ must
be nonzero hence one has, actually, an exact sequence :

0 — E(—2) — 30ps(1) @ Ops B 20ps(—1) 25 2053(2) — 0.
Let vy : 30ps(1) @ Ops — 20p3(2) and g: 20p3(—1) — 20p3(2) be the components of .
The composite map 20ps(—1) SN 20p3(2) — Coker 1); is an epimorphism. Let us denote
it by 1,.
Claim 7.3. The degeneracy locus of 1y : 30ps(1) @ Ops — 20p3(2) has dimension 0.
Indeed, one has an exact sequence :

E — 20p(1) 2%, Cokery(2) — 0. (4.16)

Since ¢1(20p3(1)) = 2 and Coker ¢ (—2) is globally generated (because Coker) is a
quotient of 20p3(2)), Lemma [Tl implies that the support of Coker; is 0-dimensional.
Claim 7.3 is proven.

The kernel of 9, is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf .# on P3. Dualizing the exact sequence :

0 —.F — 30m(1) @ Ops 2 20p3(2) — Coker vy — 0,
and taking into account Claim 7.3, one gets an exact sequence :
00— 2ﬁp3(—2) — ﬁ]p?) D 3ﬁp3(—1) — FV —0.
Dualizing this sequence again, one gets that Coker ¢; ~ & :)stlﬁw3 (FV, Ops). Applying [28|
Prop. 2.6], one deduces that Coker 1, has length c3(.Z#") = 7.
But, on the other hand, applying Lemma to the exact sequence (LI0), one gets

that Coker ¢, has length at most 4. This contradiction shows that Case 7 cannot occur
in our context.

Case 8. F' has spectrum (1,1,0,0).

We will show that this case cannot occur. Indeed, assume the contrary. Then r = 3
(hence £ = F(2)) and ¢3(F) = —8 hence ¢35 = 4. Using the spectrum, one gets that
HY (E()) = HY(F( +2)) = 0 for I < —5, h'(E(—4)) = 2, h’(E(-3)) = 6. Since
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H°(EY(1)) = H°(FY(~1)) = 0 (because F is stable) Remark [CT5(ii) implies that the
graded S-module H!(E) is generated in degrees < —3. By Remark [[.T3] the multiplication
map p: HY(FE(—4)) ® S; — H'(E(—3)) has rank > 5. It follows that H!(E) has two
minimal generators in degree —4 and at most one in degree —3.

We assert that the graded S-module H}(EV) is generated by H' (EY(1)). Indeed, one has
h'(EY(1)) = h'(FY(~1)) = 1 (by Riemann-Roch). Lemma &7 implies that H°(F(1)) = 0.
One deduces, from Lemma (.7, that h°(FY) < 1. Since x(FY) = 0, it follows that
h'(FY) = h%(FY) < 1 hence h'(EY(2)) < 1. Since h*(EY(1)) = h'(E(-5)) = 0 one
gets that h'(E}(2)) < 1, for every plane H C P?. Lemma [[T4 implies, now, that
h'(EY (1)) = 0 for [ > 3, for each plane H C P>, One deduces that h'(EY(l)) =0, VI > 3.
Consequently, if HL(EY) is not generated by H'(EY(1)) then HX(EY) ~ k(—1) @ k(-2).
Consider the extension defined by the above mentioned generators of H.(E):

0— E(—B) — By —> 2@]1»3(1) D ﬁps — 0.

The vector bundle E3 has rank 6 and H!(E3) = 0 hence H2(EY) = 0. Moreover, HL(EY) ~
k(2) @ k(1). It follows that Ey ~ Qps(2) @ Qps(1) hence B3 ~ Tps(—1) @ Tps(—2), by
Horrocks theory. But this contradicts the fact that ¢;(E3) = —2. It thus remains that
H!(EVY) is generated by H'(EV(1)).

It follows, now, that F' = E(—2) is the cohomology of a Horrocks monad of the form:

0 — Ops(—1) -5 B -5 2053(2) @ Ops(1) — 0,
where B is a direct sum of line bundles. B has rank 7, ¢;(B) = 3 and h®(B(-1)) =
h®(20ps(1) @ Ops) — h'(E(—3)) = 3, hence B ~ 30ps(1) © 40ps.
Claim 8.1. The component as: 30p3(1) — Ops(1) of a is non-zero.

Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that ap; = 0. Then F' is the cohomology of a monad of
the form :

0 — Ops(—1) 25 300 (1) & Qs (1) 25 2053(2) — 0.

The component [By: Ops(—1) — Qps(1) must be non-zero. Then the zero scheme of the
global section of Qps(2) defining (3, is either empty or it is a line L C P3. Since the
cokernel of H°(3,¥) is isomorphic to H'(F") which, as we saw above, has dimension at
most 1, this zero scheme must be empty. It follows that one has an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) 225 Qps(1) — N — 0,

where N is a nullcorrelation bundle. Since Extl(N, Ops(1)) ~ Hl(NV(l)) ~ Hl(N(l)) =0,
B induces a surjection :

Hom(Qps (1), Grps(1)) — Hom(Gps(—1), Opa(1)).

One can, thus, assume, modulo an automorphism of 30ps(1) @ Qps(1), that the other
component 3{: Ops(—1) — 30ps(1) of ' is 0. One deduces an exact sequence :

0— F —30p:(1)® N — 20p3(2) — 0.
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We assert, now, that, for any morphism ~y: 30ps — 20ps(1), H(v(2)): H*(30ps(2)) —
H°(20p5(3)) is not injective. This will imply that H°(F(1)) # 0 which contradicts
Lemma (4.7, proving the claim. ~ is defined by a 2 x 3 matrix of linear forms

A= (hu hio h13)
’ hor hay has )~

We have to show that there exists a non-trivial relation with quadratic entries among the
columns of this matrix. Assume, firstly, that all the 2 x 2 minors of A are 0. Suppose, to
fix the ideas, that hqy; # 0. If hyy is proportional to hy; then one can assume that hy; = 0.
It follows, in this case, that hogs = 0 and heg = 0. If hy; and hg; are linearly independent
then, using a divisibility argument, one deduces that the second and the third columns of
A are proportional to the first one. In both cases, there exists a non-trivial relation with
linear (or constant) entries among the columns of A.

If at least one of the 2 x 2 minors of A is not 0 then there exists a nontrivial relation

among the columns of A whose entries are exactly these 2 x 2 minors. This proves our
assertion above about v and, with it, Claim 8.1.

It follows, from Claim 8.1, that F' = E(—2) is the cohomology of a monad of the form:
0 — Ops(—1) 25 200 (1) @ 40w 25 20(2) — 0. (4.17)

Claim 8.2. Let F be the cohomology of a monad of the form (EIT). Assume that
HY(F) =0 and H(FY) = 0. Then F(2) is not globally generated.

Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that there exists F' satisfying the hypothesis of Claim

8.2 such that F'(2) is globally generated. Since, as we noticed at the beginning of Case

8, h'(FY) = h°(FV) it follows that h'(FV) = 0. This is equivalent to the fact that

H(B"™): HY(20ps(—1) @ 40ps) — HY(Ops(1)) is surjective. In this case, the compo-

nent f(4: Ops(—1) — 40ps of " is defined by four linearly independent linear forms.

Up to an automorphism of 20ps(1) @ 40ps, one can assume that the other component
Vs Ops(—1) — 20p3(1) of 5”7 is 0. It follows that one has an exact sequence :

00— F — 20p(1) ® Tps(—1) ~25 26053(2) — 0.

We show, firstly, that the degeneracy locus @ of the component ¢;: 20ps(1) — 20p3(2)
of ¢ is either a nonsingular quadric surface or a quadric cone. Indeed, ¢, is defined by
a 2 x 2 matrix of linear forms (h;;)1<; j<o. This matrix has the property that, for any
nontrivial linear combination :

R . hi1 hia
(h;)—‘“ <h21 92y

of its columns, A} and hj, are linearly independent. Indeed, if A} and h}, would be multiples
of a linear form A’ then, denoting by H’ the plane of equation A" = 0, one would get that
H°(Fy/(—1)) # 0, which would contradict Remark In particular, hy; and hg, are
linearly independent, hence they define a line L C P3. The degeneracy locus ), which is
defined by the determinant of the matrix (h;;), is an effective divisor of degree 2 on P3
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containing the line L. If () would be the union of two planes (or a double plane) then one
of the planes would contain L hence one would have:

h11h22 - h12h21 = h(blhll + b2h21)

for some linear form h and for some constants by, b, € k. Since hy; and hy; are linearly
independent, it would follow that there exists b € k such that hgys — bih = bho; and
h1a + boh = bhq1. But this would contradict the above mentioned property of the columns
of (h;;). It remains that ) is a prime divisor, as asserted.

The above argument also shows that Coker ¢; ~ 71, (3) and that one has an exact
sequence :

0— F — Tps(—1) 2 9, 0(3) — 0,

with ¢, defined by the other component ¢, : Tps(—1) — 20p3(2) of ¢. Denoting by " the
kernel of the restriction Tps(—1) | Q — 7L o(3) of ¢, to @, one gets an exact sequence:

0— Tps(—3) — F — & — 0. (4.18)

A is a rank 2 reflexive 0p-module. We will show that h%(_#(2)) = 2 which will imply
that £ (2) is not globally generated, hence that F'(2) is not globally generated.

If Q is a nonsingular quadric surface, fix an isomorphism @ ~ P! x P! such that
L belongs to the linear system | 0p(1,0)|. Then & ¢(3) ~ 0p(2,3) hence det % =~
Oo(—1,—2) and #¥ ~ . (1,2). Dualizing the exact sequence 0 — # — Tps(—1) |Q —
0(2,3) — 0 and then tensorizing by 0(1,0) one gets an exact sequence:

0 — Op(—1,-3) — (s(1)| Q) ® O(1,0) — H#(2,2) — 0.

But (Qps(1) | Q) ® Og(1,0) ~ (2p:(2) | Q) @ Og(0,—1) ~ (ps3(2) | Q) ® AL, ¢, where
L, is a line belonging to the linear system | 0(0,1)|. Tensorizing by (2ps(2) the exact
sequence :

0— Ops(—2) — I, — I, 0 — 0,
one deduces that h’((Qps(2) | Q) ® S1,.¢) = 2 hence h°(#(2,2)) = 2.

If ) is a quadric cone, the argument is technically more complicated due to the singular
point P of (). We begin by stating a general fact : let X be a scheme of finite type over k,
and let £: & — Z be an epimorphism, with & a locally free &x-module and .# an ideal
sheaf on X. Put £~ := Homg,(F,0x) and I~ := Homg, (S, S ) for i > 2.
Then one can define a complex %* of Koszul type:

= NI NI &S 7 — 0.

If U is an open subset of X such that .# | U is the ideal sheaf of an effective Cartier divisor
on U then €*| U is exact.

Now, taking into account that J#ome, (71, Og) ~ FL (1) (both are reflexive G-
modules of rank 1 and are isomorphic over Q \ {P}), that Gy = S omg,(IL.q, P1o) (if
U C @ is a neighbourhood of P then two morphisms %1 o |U — &L ¢ | U coinciding over
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U\ {P} coincide over U and Og(U) =5 On(U \ {P})) and that A*(Tps(—1)) =~ Qps(2),
one gets a complex:

0 — O(—4) 5 (s | Q) ® I g L5 Tes(—1) | Q L5 7,0(3) — 0,

with d! the restriction of ¢, to . This complex is exact over Q \ {P} hence its coho-
mology sheaves are concentrated in P. It follows, in particular, that d=2 is a monomor-

phism. One has Kerd=! = #. Let £’ be the cokernel of d=3. d=? induces a morphism
v: K — 2, which is an isomorphism over @) \ {P}. Using the exact sequence :

0— Og(—2) — (s(2)|Q) @ I — H'(2) — 0,

one deduces as above (in the case where () was a nonsingular quadric) that H'(#/(2)) = 0.
Using the exact sequences:

0—Kery—#"—Imy—0, 0—Imy— # — Cokery — 0,

one gets that H'(_#'(2)) = 0. It follows, using the exact sequence (&I8), that H'(F(2)) =
0. Applying Riemann-Roch to F(2) one gets that h”(F(2)) = 6 hence, using again the
exact sequence (I8), h®(#(2)) = 2. This completes the proof of Claim 8.2.

Claim 8.3. Let F be the cohomology of a monad of the form ([AIT). Assume that
H°(F) =0 and h°(FY) = 1. Then F(2) is not globally generated.

Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that there exists F' satisfying the hypothesis of Claim
8.3 such that F'(2) is globally generated. Since, as we noticed at the beginning of Case 8,
h'(FY) = h°(FV), it follows that h'(FY) = 1. This means that H°(8"V): H°(20ps(—1) ®
40ps) — H°(Ops(1)) has corank 1. One can easily show that, up to an automorphism of
20ps(1) @ 40ps, one can assume that the components of 8” are 0, g, hg, hy, ha, 0, where
ho, h1, hy are linearly independent linear forms, vanishing at a point € P3, and ¢ is a
quadratic form, not vanishing at . If G is the rank 3 vector bundle on P? defined by the
exact sequence :

) (g, ho, k1, h2)®
S,

00— ﬁPB(—l ﬁpB(l)@Bﬁ]}B —)G—)O,

then one has an exact sequence :

0— F — Ops(1) ® G B Ops — 20p5(2) — 0.

Let ¢1, ¢2 and ¢3 be the restrictions of ¢ to Ops(1), G and Ops, respectively, and
let €2 be the cokernel of the restriction of ¢ to Ops(1) @ G. Since the composite map

Ops LN 20p3(2) — €12 is an epimorphism, it follows that €15 ~ Oy, for some closed
subscheme W of P3. We assert that W has dimension 0. Indeed, W cannot contain a
reduced and irreducible curve I" because there is no epimorphism 20p3(2) — Or. Now,
one has an exact sequence :

0 —% —0p(1) G — 20p(2) — O — 0,
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where .# is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf. Dualizing this exact sequence, one gets an exact
sequence :

0— 20m(—2) — Op(-1) G — FY — 0,
from which one can compute the Chern classes of .#". One gets ¢;(F") =1, co(F") =4
and c3(.#") = 8. Since éa:ztlﬁps(ﬁv, Ops) ~ Oy, it follows, from [28, Prop. 2.6, that W
has length 8.
We assert, next, that the degeneracy locus of ¢o: G — 20p3(2) has codimension 2 in

P3. Indeed, if %5 is the cokernel of ¢, then one has an exact sequence Ops(1) i C —
%12 — 0, whence an exact sequence :

0— O0z(1) — 6 — Ow — 0,

where Z is a closed subscheme of P3. If one would have dim Z > 2 then one could choose
a reduced and irreducible curve I' C Z such that ' "W = (). Then one could lift the
epimorphism &4(1) — Or(1) to an epimorphism %5 — Or(1) (one glues the restriction
of 07(1) — Or(1) to P> \ W and the zero morphism %, — Orp(1) restricted to P?\ T).
Since there is no epimorphism 20p3(2) — Or(1), one would get a contradiction. It thus
remains that dim Z < 1.

Let, now, C' be the degeneracy scheme of ¢,. By definition, .#-(4) is the image of
N d2: NG — N*(20p3(2)) ~ Ops(4). By the theory of the Eagon-Northcott complex,
one has an exact sequence :

0 — 205 (~2) 25 G¥ "5 74(2) — 0, (4.19)

where (2): GY(2) = #o(4) can be identified with A” ¢, via the isomorphisms A\* G ~
Homg., (G, A’ G) ~ GY(2). Tt follows that C'is a locally Cohen-Macaulay curve of degree
6. Dualizing the above exact sequence, one gets an exact sequence :

0 — Opa(—2) = G 25 20p3(2) = we(2) — 0,
hence €, ~ wc(2). Using the exact sequence :
Ops(1) =% wo(2) — Ow — 0,

one deduces that C' is locally complete intersection outside W.
Now, one has an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(=2) "5 F — Ops(1) ® Ops — we(2) — 0,

where the components of § are eo ¢y and o ¢3. If £ is the kernel of § then F(2) globally
generated implies that . (2) is globally generated. One has an exact sequence :

0— (1) — H — Iy — 0. (4.20)

Since J#(2) is globally generated it follows that .y, (2) is globally generated. But W is a
0-dimensional subscheme of P2 of length 8 hence #y/(2) globally generated implies that W
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is a complete intersection of type (2,2,2) in P3. Taking into account that H'(.#¢(3)) = 0
(from the exact sequence (£.19)), one gets a commutative diagram :

0 —— H%(A(3) ® Ops —— HY (A (2)) ® Ops —— H(Fw(2)) ® Ops — 0
0 —— Jc(3) — H(2) — Iw(2) — 0

Let 2 (resp., .4°) be the cokernel (resp., kernel) of the evaluation morphism of .#(3)
(resp., Zw(2)). Then 2 (2) is globally generated if and only if the connecting morphism
0: N — 2 associated to the above diagram is an epimorphism.

We describe, now, 2 and 0 explicitly. One has an exact sequence :

00— Op(1) -5 GG — 0,
where ¢ is the rank 2 reflexive sheaf defined by the exact sequence:

(ho, hi, h2)t
-,

0 — Ops(—1) 30ps — 4 — 0.

py00: Ops(1) = 20ps(2) is defined by two linear forms his and hgy. Since H(Fy(—1)) =
0, for every plane H C P3 by Remark [[12] it follows that hjy and hg are linearly
independent. Let L C P2 be the line of equations his = hgs = 0. One has an exact
sequence :

0 — Opa(1) 2% 200 (2) S22 7(3) — 0.
Using the commutative diagram :
Ops(1) == Om(1)
la l@oo
0 —— Oum(-2) —— G —25 20:(2)
| I |
0 — Ow(-2) =% @ %, 73
with ¢}, induced by ¢9, one gets an exact sequence :

TomrV

0 — Ops(—=2) = @ 2 7,(3) <= we(2) — 0,

with ¢’ induced by €: 20p:(2) — we(2). It follows that the image of ¢} is of the form
Fc:(3), where C’ is a closed subscheme of P? such that C’ = C U L, set theoretically.
Since one has an exact sequence:

0— ﬁps(—l) D ﬁps(—2) — 3@[@3 — fc/(g) — O,
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C'" is locally Cohen-Macaulay, of degree 7. Considering, now, the dual of the above
commutative diagram :

Ty (1) «—— F1(-1)

R, B

Op(2) " GV 2 20m(-2) «—— 0

| [ I

Ops(=2) &7 @V g(-3) 0

and taking into account that the image of 7 o 7¥ must be Zx/(2) (because ¥ is reflexive
of rank 2) one gets an exact sequence :
0 — Jo(2) — Fc(2) — Fy(—1) — 0.
Since S¢/(3) is globally generated, one deduces that the cokernel 2 of the evaluation
morphism of #(3) is isomorphic to S,y 1 ~ Or(—1).
Let us denote, now, by ¢} (resp., ¢45) the composite map :

Ops(1) 25 2033(2) 22720, 7(3) (vesp., Ops 25 260(2) 22", g7,(3)).

¢, (resp., ¢4) is defined by multiplication with a form ¢ € H°(#.(2)) (resp., f €
H°(.#.(3))) and one has o0 ¢; = ¢’ o ¢, i = 1, 3. Recalling the exact sequence:

0 — For(3) — F1(3) = we(2) — 0,
one gets that :
H(#(2)) ={(f", ¢') € B(Ops(3) @ Ops(2)) | f'q + ¢' f € B (I (5))}-

Notice that if (f’, ¢') € H°(#(2)) then, by the exact sequence {{20), ¢’ € H*(Ay (2)).
Since (—f, q) obviously belongs to H°(#(2)), it follows that ¢ € H°(.#(2)). ¢ belongs to
a k-basis q, q1, g» of H(#y(2)) (recall that W is a complete intersection of type (2,2, 2)
in P3). _#(2) is globally generated and H°(.#(2)) C H°(#y(2)) ® H(Ops(2)) has a
k-basis consisting of the elements:

Pi=qRe—qR¢q, 1=1,2, and p2a =@O¢ — ¢ @ q.

¢; can be lifted to an element (f;, ¢;) of H*(J¢'(2)), i = 1, 2, while ¢ lifts to the element
(—f, q) of H*(#(2)). Recalling that the cokernel 2 of the evaluation morphism of .#(3)
equals (So/Fc)(3) =~ Op(—1), one gets that:

9(2)(pi) = the image of — fg; —qfi in H'((Je/Ic)(5)), i=1,2.
Since, by the above description of H°(#(2)), —f¢ — qf; € H°(Zc(5)), it follows that
0(2)(pi) = 0,7 = 1,2. Since 2(2) ~ 0r(1) cannot be generated by only one global
section, one deduces that 0: A4 — 2 is not an epimorphism, hence .#(2) is not glob-

ally generated. Concluding, the assumption that F'(2) is globally generated leads to a
contradiction and Claim 8.3 is proven.



94 ANGHEL, COANDA, AND MANOLACHE

For a result related to the above considerations, see Lemma from Appendix
Case 9. F has spectrum (1,1,1,0).

This case cannot occur. Indeed, assume the contrary. Then r = 3 (hence E = F(2)) and
cs(F) = —10 hence c3 = 2. Using the spectrum, one gets that H'(£(1)) = H'(F(I1+2)) =0
for | < =5, h'(E(—4)) = 3, h'(E(-3)) = 7. Since HY(EY(1)) = H°(FY(-1)) = 0
(because F' is stable) it follows, from Remark [LT5((ii), that the graded S-module H!(E) is
generated in degrees < —3. By Remark T3] the multiplication map p: H'(F(—4))®5; —
H'(E(—3)) has rank > 6. It follows that H.(E) has three minimal generators in degree
—4 and at most one in degree —3.

We will show, now, that H?(E) = 0. Indeed, by Serre duality, this is equivalent to
H!(EY) = 0. By Riemann-Roch, h'(EY(1)) = h*(FY(—~1)) = 0 and h°(FY) — h'(FY) =
x(FY) = 1. Since, by Lemma 37 and by Lemma E7, h’(FV) < 1, one deduces that
h'(FY) =0, i.e., h'(EY(2)) = 0. Lemma [[.I4(a),(b) implies, now, that H(EY) = 0.

Consider, now, the extension defined by the above mentioned generators of H.(E):

00— E(—B) — By —> 3@]}»3(1) S¥) ﬁps — 0.

One has H!(E3) = 0. Moreover, the fact that H*(E) = 0 implies that H2(E3) = 0. It
follows, from Horrocks’ criterion, that Fs is a direct sum of line bundles. E3 has rank 7,
c1(Es) = —1, h%(E5(—1)) = 0 and h®(FEs) = h%(30ps(1) © Ops) — h' (E(—3)) = 6. One
deduces that E5 ~ 60ps & Ops(—1). It follows that F' = E(—2) can be described by an
exact sequence :

00— F — 60ps(1) ® Ops —25 3653(2) & Opa(1) — 0.

Since there is no epimorphism Ops — Ops(1), the component 6ps (1) — Ops(1) of ¢ must
be nonzero, whence an exact sequence :

0 — F — 5ﬁp3(1) ©® ﬁ]}m i) 3ﬁp3(2) — 0.

Let ¢1: 50ps(1) — 30p3(2) and 1y Ops — 30p3(2) be the components of 1. Since
the composite map Ops N 30p3(2) — Coker is an epimorphism, it follows that
Coker 1), ~ Oy, for some closed subscheme W of P3. We assert that W has dimension
0. Indeed, W cannot contain a reduced and irreducible curve I' because there is no
epimorphism 30ps(2) — Or.

Now, the image of the composite map F' — 50p3(1) ® Ops — Ops must be . Since
W has codimension 3 in P3, its length must be c3(FY) = 10. This implies that %y (2)
cannot be globally generated, hence E' = F(2) cannot be either and this contradicts the
assumption made at the beginning of Case 9. Consequently, this case cannot occur in our
context. 0

APPENDIX A. THE cASE H°(E(—2)) #0
We prove, in this appendix, the following :
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Proposition A.1. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P2, with Chern classes
c1 =5, ¢ <12 and c3, and such that H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1. If H*(E(-3)) = 0 and
HY(E(-2)) # 0 then either Ops(2) is a direct summand of E or E ~ G(3), for some
stable rank 2 vector bundle G with ¢1(G) = —1, c2(G) = 2.

This result is a particular case of [2, Thm. 0.1] but we provide here a different argument,
keeping to a minimum the use of information about non-reduced space curves of small
degree. We use, instead, some results of Chang [I1] about stable rank 2 reflexive sheaves
with small co. We prove (or recall), firstly, a number of auxiliary facts.

Let E be a vector bundle as in the statement of the proposition. If r is the rank of
then r — 1 general global sections sq,...,s,_1 of E define an exact sequence:

0—(r—1)0p — E — H(5) — 0, (A.1)
where, as we saw at the beginning of Section [I, Y is a nonsingular connected curve of
degree cy. Dualizing this exact sequence, one gets an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—5) — EY —> (r — 1)Ops —25 wy (1) — 0,

where ¢ is defined by r — 1 global sections o1, .. ., 0,_; of wy(—1). Since H°(EY) # 0, each
of these global sections must be nonzero. Now, s1,...,s,_o define an exact sequence:

0—(r—2)0p — F— & —0,
where &’ can be realized as an extension :

0— Ops — & — F(5) — 0,
which, by dualization, produces an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(=5) — & — Ops = wy(=1) — Eaty, (&', 0ps) — 0.

Since o,_1 # 0, one deduces that the support of éa:ctl%g (&', Ops) is 0-dimensional (or
empty). Moreover, éa:ctiﬁl?3 (&', Ops) = 0 for i > 2. It follows that &’ is a rank 2 reflexive
sheaf. Since, by the hypothesis of Prop.[A.] one has H°(&'(—3)) = 0 and H(&'(—2)) # 0
any nonzero global section of &’(—2) defines an exact sequence :

0— Op(2) — & — F4(3) — 0,
where Z is a locally Cohen-Macaulay closed subscheme of P3, of pure dimension 1, locally
complete intersection except at finitely many points, and such that .#4(3) is globally
generated. One has deg Z = ¢3(&’) — 6 = ¢ — 6. Since Z cannot be empty (because this
would imply that £ ~ Ops(3) @ Ops(2) which would contradict the fact that HY(E(—3)) =
0) it follows that co > 7. One also deduces an exact sequence :

0— Ops(2)® (r—2)0ps — E — ¥2(3) — 0. (A.2)
Applying s#ome, (—, Ox), one gets an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(=3) — EY — (1 — 2)Ops @ Ops(—2) — wz(1) — 0.

Since H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, it follows that H°((r — 2)@ps) = H%(wz(1)). In particular,
r=2+h"wy(1)).
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Remark A.2. We recall here, from Banica and Forster [6], some general facts about
double and triple structures on a line in P3.

(a) Let X be a locally Cohen-Macaulay curve of degree 2 in P3, such that X,.q is a line
L. Then $? C Ix C I, and I/ Ix ~ O(l), for some integer [. Since .1/ Fx is a
quotient of .,/ #}2 ~ 20 (—1) it follows that [ > —1. Moreover, if [ = —1 then X is the
divisor 2L on some plane H D L because h’(0x(1)) = 3.

By [6, Prop. 2.2], the canonical morphism (., /.%x)% — #} /.97 7% is an isomor-
phism, Vj > 1. In particular, #?/ 97 9x ~ O(2l).

Finally, applying s omg,_, (—,wss) to the exact sequence 0 — OL(l) — Ox — O, — 0,
one gets an exact sequence :

0 — wp — wx — wr(=1) —0.

(b) Let Y be a locally Cohen-Macaulay curve of degree 3 in P? such that Yeq is a line L.
Then Y contains, as a closed subscheme, a double structure X on L. As we recalled in (a),
I|Ix ~ O(l), for some | > —1. If, moreover, Y is locally complete intersection except
at finitely many points then x /% ~ O (l'), for some integer I’. A local computation
shows that the canonical morphism .#72/.%; %y — Fx/.#y is an isomorphism at every
point x € L at which Y is locally complete intersection. Since, as we recalled in (a),
IE| I Ix ~ Or(2l) it follows that Fx/.Fy ~ O (2] +m), for some m > 0.

Finally, applying s#omg,_,(—,wps) to the exact sequence 0 — OL(2l + m) — Oy —
Ox — 0, one gets an exact sequence :

0 — wx — wy —wr(—2l—m) — 0.

Lemma A.3. Under the hypothesis of Prop. [A1, assume that 9 < ¢y < 12. If one has
hY(E(—1)) > 4 then either Ops(2) & Ops(1) is a direct summand of E or co = 9 and

Proof. The hypothesis implies that h’(.#(4)) > 4 (Y being, of course, the curve from
the exact sequence ([(A])). Since H’(.#y(3)) # 0 it follows that Y is directly linked, by a
complete intersection of type (3,4), to a curve Y” which is locally Cohen-Macaulay and
locally complete intersection except at finitely many points. One has degY” = 12 — ¢s.
Using the fundamental exact sequence of liaison (recalled in [I, Remark 2.6]):

0— ﬁpS(-?) — ﬁps(—3) S¥) ﬁ]p?)(—ﬁl) — fy — CUY//(—B) — 0,

one deduces that wy~(2) is globally generated. A general global section of wy«(2) generates
this sheaf except at finitely many points and defines an extension :

0— Ops(—1) — F" — Hu(l) — 0, (A.3)

with .#" a rank 2 reflexive sheaf with Chern classes ¢] = 0, ¢ = degY”—1 = 11—¢,. Using
Ferrand’s result about free resolutions under liaison (also recalled in [I, Remark 2.6]), one
gets an exact sequence :

0— EY — (r — 1)O0ps ® Ops(—1) ® Ops(—2) — Fyn(2) — 0,
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whence an exact sequence :
0— EY — 10ps @ Ops(—1) ® Ops(—2) — F"(1) — 0. (A.4)

Since HY(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, it follows that r = h®(.#"(1)). One also sees that if the graded
S-module H?(.#") is generated in degrees < 1 then Ops(2) © Ops(1) is a direct summand
of E.

Case 1. ¢y = 12.

In this case, Y must be a complete intersection of type (3,4) hence, by [Il, Lemma 2.1(i)],
E ~ Ops(2) ® Ops(1) @ P(Op3(2)).

Case 2. ¢ =11.

In this case, Y is a line hence .#" ~ 20ps. Using the exact sequence ([A.4)) one gets that
E ~ ﬁp3(2) @ ﬁpB(l) @ QTPB(—]_)

Case 3. ¢y = 10.

In this case, .#” has Chern classes ¢/ = 0 and ¢j = 1. Since H°(F"(—1)) = 0, F" is
semistable. It follows, from [28, Thm. 8.2(a)|, that ¢ = 0 or ¢§ = 2.

Subcase 3.1. ¢ =0.
In this subcase, .#” is a nullcorrelation bundle, i.e., one has an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(—1) — Ops(1) — F" — 0.

It follows easily that the graded S-module H(.#") is generated by H°(.#"(1)). Moreover,
the kernel of the evaluation morphism H"(.Z"(1)) ®; Ops — Z"(1) is isomorphic to
Tps(—2). One deduces that E ~ Ops(2) @ Ops(1) & Qps(2).

Subcase 3.2. ¢ =2.
In this subcase, by [11, Lemma 2.1], .#" can be realized as an extension :
0 — Ops — F" — 7, — 0,
where L is a line. One deduces an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(—2) — Ops ® 20p3(—1) — F" — 0.

It follows that the graded S-module H?(.#") is generated in degrees < 1 and that the
kernel of the evaluation morphism H%(.#" (1)) ®y Ops — F"(1) is isomorphic to Ops(—1)®
Qps(1). One deduces that E ~ Ops(2) @ 20ps(1) G Tps(—1).

Case 4. ¢ =09.

In this case, if h°(E(—2)) > 2, i.e., if h°(#(3)) > 2 then Y is a complete intersection of
type (3,3) hence, by [I, Lemma 2.1(i)], £ ~ 20p3(2) @ Tps(—1).

Assume, from now on, that h®(E(—2)) = 1, i.e., that h’(# (3)) = 1. One deduces,
from the above fundamental exact sequence of liaison, that H(wy~) = 0. It follows that
H(Ayn(1)) = 0 (because degY” = 3). Using the exact sequence (A.J), one gets that



98 ANGHEL, COANDA, AND MANOLACHE

H°(F") = 0, hence .Z" is stable. It has Chern classes ¢/ = 0 and ¢} = 2 hence, by [28,
Thm. 8.2(b)], ¢§ < 4.

Subcase 4.1. ¢ =0.

In this subcase, .#” is a 2-instanton, hence the zero scheme W of a general global section
of #”(1) is the union of three mutually disjoint lines L;, L, L3. One thus has an exact
sequence :
0— Ops — F"(1) — I (2) — 0.

Let Q C P3 be the unique (nonsingular) quadric surface containing W and fix an isomor-
phism @ ~ P! x P'. It follows that the cokernel of the evaluation morphism H’(.Z" (1)) ®s
Ops — #"(1) is isomorphic to Hw,o(2) ~ Og(—1,2). Since there is no epimorphism
Ops(—1) @ Ops(—2) — Op(—1,2), the exact sequence (A.4]) shows that this subcase can-
not occur.

Subcase 4.2. ¢ = 2.

In this subcase, by the proof of [11, Lemma 2.7], there exists a plane H C P? a 0-
dimensional subscheme I' of H and an exact sequence :
0—9Y—F" — Sru(-1)—0,

where ¢ is a stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf with Chern classes ¢,(¥9) = —1, (¥9) = 1,
c3(9) = —1 + 2length I' (see [28, Prop. 9.1]). Since ¥ is stable, [28, Thm. 8.2(d)] implies
that ¢3(¢) = 1 hence I' consists of one simple point. Moreover, by [28, Lemma 9.4], one
has an exact sequence :

0— Ops —9(1) — I(2) — 0,

for some line L C P3. One deduces that the cokernel of the evaluation morphism
HY(F"(1)) ® Ops — F"(1) is isomorphic to S . Since there is no epimorphism
Ops(—1) & Ops(—2) — S, the exact sequence (A.4)) shows that this subcase cannot
occur, either.

Subcase 4.3. ¢ =4.
In this subcase, [I1, Lemma 2.9] implies that .#"(1) admits a resolution of the form :
0 — 20ps(—1) — 40 — F"(1) — 0.
One deduces easily, from the exact sequence ([A4l), that E ~ Ops(2) ® 30%ps(1). O

Lemma A.4. Let K be a vector bundle on ", n > 2. IfH'(Ky) = 0 for every hyperplane
H C P" then h'(K) < max(0,h'(K(—1)) — n).

Proof. This follows immediately by applying the Bilinear Map Lemma [28, Lemma 5.1]
to the map H'(K)¥ @ H(Opn (1)) — H'(K(—1))" deduced from the multiplication map
HY(K(-1)) @ H*(Opn (1)) — HY(K). O

Lemma A.5. Let n > 1 and m be integers. Then, for any epimorphism : mOpn —
20 (1), the map HO(e(1)): HO(mOpa(1)) — H°(20px(2)) is surjective.
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Proof. We note, firstly, that, since € is an epimorphism, the map Ho(e): Ho(mﬁpn) —
H° (20~ (1)) must have rank at least n + 2. The kernel K of ¢ is a vector bundle on P"
with h'(K) < 2(n + 1) — (n 4+ 2) = n. We have to show that H* (K (1)) = 0. We use
induction on n.

e If n=1 then either K ~ (m — 4)0p1 ® 20p:1(—1) or K >~ (m — 3)Opr & Op1(—2).

e Assume that the conclusion is true on P*~! and let us prove it on P”. By the induction
hypothesis, H'(Ky(1)) = 0, for every hyperplane H C P". Since, as we saw at the
beginning of the proof, h'(K) < n, Lemma [A.4] implies that h*(K (1)) = 0. O

Lemma A.6. Let K be the kernel of an epimorphism €: mOpn — 20pn(1), n > 1. If
HY(K) # 0, i.e., if the map HO(¢): H'(mOpn) — HY(20%x (1)) is not surjective, then there
is a line L C P™ such that Ki, ~ (m —3)0, ® O(—2). In particular, K(1) is not globally
generated.

Proof. We use induction on n.

e Ifn =1 then, as we saw in the proof of Lemma [A.5] one must have K ~ (m —3)0p &
Op1(—2).

e Assume that the conclusion of the lemma has been verified on P! and let us prove
it on P*. Since h'(K(—1)) = 2 and h*(K) # 0, Lemma [A4 implies that there exists a
hyperplane H C P" such that H'(Ky) # 0. Applying the induction hypothesis to Kp
one gets that there exists a line L C H such that K, ~ (m — 3)0, & O(-2). O

The following two lemmata complement the results of Chang [11, Thm. 3.12] and [11,
Thm. 3.13].

Lemma A.7. Let F be a rank 2 reflevive sheaf on P? with ¢\(F) = —1, co(F) = 3,
c3(F)=1. IfH'(F (1)) = 0 then F (1) is the cohomology of a monad of the form:

0 — 205 (—1) 2 Opa(1) B 40ps — Gps(2) — 0.,

Proof. Since, in particular, H'(.#) = 0, .Z is stable. There is only one possibility for
its spectrum, namely ky = (0,—1,—1) (see Hartshorne [28, Sect. 7]). In particular,
HY(Z (1)) =0 for I < -2, h'(F(-1)) = 1 and H*(Z (1)) = 0 for [ > —1. Moreover, by
Riemann-Roch, h'(#) = 3. Since H*(#(—1)) = 0 and H*(#(—2)) ~ H*(F#V(-2))¥ ~
H°(Z(—1))Y = 0, the Castelnuovo-Mumford lemma (in the slightly more general form
stated in [I, Lemma 1.21]) implies that the graded S-module H.(.#) is generated in
degrees < 0. We assert that, in fact, it is generated by H'(.#(—1)).

Indeed, we have to show that the multiplication map H(.# (—1))®@H%(0ps (1)) — H'(F)
is surjective. Assume it is not. Then, since h'(#(—1)) = 1 and h'(.#) = 3, H'(F(~1)) is
annihilated by two linearly independent linear forms hq and h;. Let L C P? be the line of
equations hg = h; = 0. Since hg, h; is an % -regular sequence, it follows that tensorizing
by .% the exact sequence:

0 — Ops(—1) — 20ps —> Ops(1) — O(1) — 0,
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one gets an exact sequence :
0— F(—-1) —2F — F(1) — Z.(1) — 0.

Since hg and h; annihilate H' (% (—1)) (inside H(.%)) one gets that H’(.Z (
contradicts our hypothesis. It thus remains that H.(.%) is generated by H'(.%
Consider, now, the universal extension :

1)) # 0 which
(F(=1)).

0 —% —9Y — Ops(l) — 0.

¢ is a rank 3 reflexive sheaf with H!(¢) = 0. Moreover, since H*(¢(—1)) ~ H*(F(—1)) =
0 and H*(¥(—2)) ~ H*(F(—2)) = 0, ¢ is l-regular. Using Riemann-Roch one gets
h? (%) = h%(Ops(1)) + x(F) = 1 and h°(4(1)) = h(Ops(2)) + x(:# (1)) = 8 hence there
exists an epimorphism Ops(1) @ 40ps — 4(1). The kernel K of this epimorphism is a
rank 2 vector bundle K with H(K) = 0 and H*(K) ~ H.(%4(1)) = 0 hence K is a direct

*

sum of line bundles. Since ¢;(K) = —2 and H’(K) = 0 it follows that K ~ 20ps(—1). 0O

Corollary A.8. If .Z is as in Lemma [A7], then there exists a line L C P such that
O (—3) is a direct summand of Fy.

Proof. Let K be the kernel of the epimorphism « of the monad from the conclusion of
Lemma [A7] and let ag: Ops(1) — Ops(2) and ay: 40ps — Op3(2) be the components
of a. There exists a plane H C P? such that the cokernel of g is @5 (2). Applying an
argument similar to that used in the proof of Lemma tooy | H: 40y — Oy (2), one
deduces that there exists a line L C H such that K, ~ 0(1)®20, @ O(—2). Since one
has an exact sequence 0 — 20L(—1) — K — .Z(1) — 0, the conclusion of the lemma
follows. UJ

Remark A.9. The monads of the form:
0 — 205(—1) 2 Opa(1) @ 40 > Ops(2) — 0,

with H(): H(Ops (1) ® 40ps) — H°(Ops(2)) injective can be put together into a family
with irreducible base.

Indeed, it suffices to show that H%(a(1)) is surjective. Let ag: Ops(1) — Ops(2) and
aq: 40ps — Ops3(2) be the components of a. Applying an argument similar to that used
in the proof of Lemma [A.5] to the epimorphism oy | H: 40y — Oy(2), one deduces that
H((ay | H)(1)): H2(404(1)) — H°(0(3)) is surjective and this implies that H’(a(1)) is

surjective.

Lemma A.10. Let .F be a rank 2 reflexive sheaf on P? with ¢1(F) = —1, co(F) = 3,
c3(F)=3. I[fH(F) =0 and H*(F(-1)) = 0 then F(1) is the cohomology of a monad
of the form:

0 — 30ps(—1) — 70ps — 20p3(1) — 0.

The proof is similar to that of Lemma and can be found in [4, Sect. 5] (the idea is
that the reflexive sheaf . from Lemma [A. T0lis stable with spectrum ks = (-1, —1, —1)).
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Corollary A.11. If .F is as in LemmalA10, then there exists a line L C P® such that
O (—3) is a direct summand of Fy.

Proof. Let K be the kernel of the epimorphism 70ps — 20p3(1) of the monad from the
conclusion of Lemma [A.T0l Lemma [A.6] implies that there exists a line L C P? such that
K| ~ 40, ® 0(—2). Using the exact sequence 0 — 30.(—1) = K, — ZL(1) — 0 one
gets the conclusion. ([l

Proof of Prop. [A. 1. We split the proof into several cases according to the values of ¢,. For
7 < ¢y <9 we use the exact sequence ([A.2)) and the fact, noticed right after that exact
sequence, that the rank 7 of E can be expressed by the formula r = 2 4+ h%(wz(1)).

Case 1. o =1T1.

In this case, Z must be a line. It follows that h®(wz(1)) = 0, hence r = 2. But this is
not possible because the Chern classes of F must satisfy the relation c¢3 = cj¢y (mod 2).
Consequently, this case cannot occur.

Case 2. ¢y =8.

In this case, Z has degree 2. If H’(.#(1)) # 0 then Z is a complete intersection of type
(1,2). In particular, h’(wz(1)) = 1 hence r = 3. One deduces, from the exact sequence
(A.2), an exact sequence:

0— ﬁ]ps — 2ﬁp3(2) D ﬁps(l) D ﬁ]ps — B — O,

hence E ~ 20p3(2) @ Ops(1).

If H°(.#4(1)) = 0 then either Z is the disjoint union of two lines or Z is a double
structure on a line L such that .#, /., ~ O(l), for some [ > 0 (one cannot have
I = —1 because, in that case, H(.#,(1)) # 0). Using the last part of Remark [A2(a), one
deduces that h’(wz(1)) = 0 hence r = 2. Then G := E(—3) is a rank 2 vector bundle
with ¢;(G) = —1, ¢2(G) = 2. Since H*(E(—3)) = 0 one has H°(G) = 0 hence G is stable.

Case 3. ¢ =09.

In this case, Z has degree 3. Using Lemma [A.3] one can assume that h’(FE(—1)) = 4,
hence that H°(.#,(2)) = 0. This implies, in particular, that Z cannot be reduced. It
follows that either Z = X U L', where X is a double structure on a line L and L’ is
another line, or Z is a triple structure on a line L.

In the former case, L and L’ must be disjoint (otherwise H(.#;(2)) # 0 because
S}E C Fx) and, moreover, 7,/ Ix ~ Or(l) with [ > 0 (if one would have | = —1 then X
would be contained in a plane and this would imply that H°(.#(2)) # 0).

In the latter case, as we saw in Remark [A.2(b), Z contains a double structure X’ on
L such that 1,/ Ix, ~ Or(l), with | > —1, and Fx./ Iz ~ OL(2l + m), with m > 0.
Actually, one cannot have [ = —1 because, then, X’ would be contained in a plane and
this would imply that H(.#(2)) # 0 (since .7, Ix, C Iz).

One deduces that, in both cases, h’(wz(1)) = 0 hence r = 2. But this is not possi-
ble because c3 = ¢y (mod 2). Consequently, the case co = 9 cannot occur under the
assumption that h’(E(—1)) = 4.
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For 10 < ¢; < 12 we use another approach. Taking into account Lemma [A.3] we
assume that h’(E(—1)) = 4. The curve Y from the exact sequence (A.I]) has the property
that H(.#(2)) = 0, H*(#(3)) # 0, and .#y(5) is globally generated. It follows that
Y is directly linked, by a complete intersection of type (3,5) to a curve Y’ of degree
15 —degY = 15 — ¢, locally Cohen-Macaulay, and locally complete intersection except
at finitely many points. From the fundamental exact sequence of liaison :

0 — Gps(—8) — Ops(—3) @ Ops(—5) — Iy — wys(—4) — 0,

one gets that H(wy ) = 0 (because h®(E(—1)) = 4) and that wy (1) is globally generated.
A general global section of wy /(1) generates this sheaf except at finitely many points hence
it defines an extension :

0— Ops — F'(2) — H:(3) — 0,

where .# ' is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf with Chern classes ¢] = —1, ¢ = degy’'—2 =13 —¢,
and c;.

Moreover, using Ferrand’s result about free resolution under liaison, one deduces, from
the exact sequence (A.I]), an exact sequence :

0— EY —10ps & Ops(—2) — F1(3) — 0,
from which one gets an exact sequence :
0—EY — (r+1)0p & Ops(—2) — F'(2) — 0. (A.5)
Case 4. ¢, = 10.

In this case, Y/ has degree 5. We assert that H(.#/(2)) = 0. Indeed, if H*(.#y/(2)) # 0
then, since Y’ is contained in an irreducible surface of degree 3, it is directly linked, be a
complete intersection of type (2,3), to a line L'. One deduces, then, from the fundamental
exact sequence of liaison :

0 — Ops(—5) — Os(—2) @ Ops(—3) — I — wyr(—1) — 0,

that H(wy ) # 0, which contradicts our assumption that h®(E(—1)) = 4.

It thus remains that H(.#y/(2)) = 0 hence H’(.#'(1)) = 0. In particular, .#" is stable.
One also has H*(# /) ~ H'(Oy,) ~ Hwy:)V = 0, hence H*(Z'(—1)) = 0. Since
¢f = —1 and ¢) = 3, one deduces that the possible spectra of #' are ks = (0,—1,—1)
and kg = (—1,—1, —1) (see Hartshorne [28, Sect. 7] for information about the spectrum
of a stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf). In particular, either ¢; =1 or ¢ = 3.

Now, Cor. and Cor. [AITlimply that there exists a line L C P? and an epimorphism
F'(2) — Op(—1). One deduces that there is no epimorphism (r + 1)Ops & Ops(—2) —
F'(2) which contradicts the existence of an exact sequence (A.H). Consequently, the case
co = 10 cannot occur under the assumption that h’(E(—1)) = 4.

Case 5. ¢y =11.

In this case, Y’ has degree 4 and .#’ has Chern classes ¢; = —1, ¢, = 2. One cannot
have H°(#y /(1)) # 0 because this would contradict the fact that H°(wy /) = 0 (which is
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a consequence of our assumption that h’(E(—1)) = 4). It follows that H’(.#') = 0 hence
F' is stable. By [28, Thm. 8.2(d)], one must have ¢; € {0, 2, 4}.

Subcase 5.1. ¢ =0.

In this subcase, by Hartshorne and Sols [34, Prop. 4.1(d)], there exists a line L C P? and
an epimorphism .#'(2) — Oy (—1). It follows, as at the end of Case 4, that this subcase
cannot occur.

Subcase 5.2. c¢j=2.
In this subcase, by Chang [I1, Lemma 2.4], one has an exact sequence :
0— Ops(—1) — F'— Iy — 0,

where X is either the union of two disjoint lines or a double structure on a line L such
that &/ %x ~ Op. One deduces that %' is 2-regular. Using, now, the exact sequence
(AL5]), one gets that Op3(2) is a direct summand of E. One can be, actually, more specific :
the kernel K of the evaluation morphism H°(.#x(2)) ®; Ops — #x(2) has HL(K) = 0
and H2(K) ~ k(2) hence it is isomorphic to Tps(—2). It follows that the kernel of the
evaluation morphism of .%’(2) is isomorphic to Qps(1) ® Tps(—2) and one deduces that
E ~ ﬁp3(2) D T]p:a(—l) ©® Qp3( )

Subcase 5.3. c¢; =4.
In this subcase, by Hartshorne [28, Lemma 9.6], there is an exact sequence :
O—)ﬁPJ(_l) g’—)ﬂx—)()

where X is a complete intersection of type (1,2). It follows that this subscase cannot
occur because, on one hand, h*(.#'(—1)) = h*( X( 1)) = h'(0x(—1)) = 1 while, on the
other hand, h*(.Z'(—1)) = h*(H /) = h' (Oy/) = h®(wy/) = 0.

Case 6. ¢y = 12.

In this case, Y’ has degree 3 and .#' has Chern classes ¢; = —1, ¢j = 1. One cannot
have H°(#/(1)) # 0 because this would contradict the fact H’(wy,) = 0 (which is a
consequence of our assumption that h’(E(—1)) = 4). It follows that H°(.Z’) = 0 hence
F ' is stable. By [28, Thm. 8.2(d)], one must have c¢; = 1. Now, [28, Lemma 9.4] implies
that one has an exact sequence:

0— Ops(—1) — F' — I, — 0,

for some line L C P3. Tt follows that .#' is 1-regular. Using the exact sequence (A5,
one deduces that @ps(2) is a direct summand of E. Actually, the kernel of the evaluation
morphism H°(.7.(2)) @i Ops — #1(2) is isomorphic to 2Qps(1) hence E ~ Ops(2) ®
3Tps(—1). O

APPENDIX B. THE SPECTRUM OF A STABLE RANK 3 VECTOR BUNDLE

We prove, in this appendix, the properties of the spectrum of a stable rank 3 vector
bundle with ¢; = —1 on P3 stated in Remark [L6] following the method used by Hartshorne
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[28, Sect. 7] and [29, Prop. 5.1] in the case of stable rank 2 reflexive sheaves. These results
can be found in Okonek and Spindler [39], [40] and in [I5] but we give a quite different
proof of the key technical point of the construction (Prop.[B.4|(a) below) using arguments
extracted from the proof of a result of Drezet and Le Potier [20, Prop. (2.3)]. The rest of
the arguments imitate Hartshorne’s arguments.

We prove firstly, as Hartshorne does in [28], Sect. 5], some auxiliary results about stable
vector bundles on P2

Lemma B.1. Let J be a torsion coherent sheaf on P2. Then c1(7) >0 and c1(F) =0
if and only if the support of 7 consists of finitely many points.

Proof. One restricts 7 to a general line L C P2 O

Lemma B.2. Let F be a vector bundle of rank v on P?. If the evaluation morphism
HY(F) @i, Op2 — F is generically an epimorphism then ¢ (F) > 0 and if c;(F) = 0 then
F us trivial, that is, F' ~ rOp:.

Proof. Choose a point € P? such the evaluation map H°(F) — F(z) is surjective.
Choose, now, an r-dimensional vector subspace W C H°(F) such that the composite map
W — H°(F) — F(x) is bijective. It follows that the composite morphism W ®; Op> <
H°(F) ® Op> — F is generically an isomorphism. Taking the determinant map of this
morphism one gets that H"(det ') # 0 hence ¢;(F) > 0. Moreover, if det F' =~ Op> then
the determinant map must be an isomorphism hence the above composite morphism is
an isomorphism. O]

Lemma B.3. Let F be a non-zero coherent subsheaf of the trivial vector bundle rOp2 of
rank v on P2. Then c;(F) <0 and ¢(F) = 0 if and only if F"V is a trivial subbundle
of rOps.

Proof. Lemma [B.2] implies that ¢;(Z#") > 0 and if ¢1(FY) = 0 then %V is a trivial
quotient bundle of (r&p2)". Since the canonical morphism % — %"V is an isomorphism
except at finitely many points one deduces that ¢, (%) = ¢ (F¥Y) < 0. O

Proposition B.4. Let F' be a vector bundle onP? and N a graded submodule of the graded
module HL(F') over the homogeneous coordinate ring R := HY(Op2) =~ K[z, x1, 2] of P2.
Put n; := dimy N;, i € Z. Assume that F satisfies the following condition: ¢1(F) < 0,
V.% C F non-zero coherent subsheaf. Then:

(a) n_1>mn_s9 Zf N_, §£ 07

(b) n_; >mnN_;_1 Zf N_;_4 7& 0, Vi> 2;

(¢) If n_; —mn_;—1 =1 for some i > 2 then there exists a non-zero linear form { € Ry
such that ¢(N_; = (0) in HY(F(—j + 1)), Vj > i.

Proof. (a) As we said at the beginning of the appendix, the arguments we use are extracted
from the proof of a result of Drezet and Le Potier [20, Prop. (2.3)]. Consider the universal
extension :

00— F—G— H(F)® Op — 0.

One has H'(F(1)) = HY(G(1)) for I < 0 and H'(G) = 0.
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Claim 1. G satisfies the condition from the hypothesis of the proposition, that is ¢1(¥) <
0, V¥ C G non-zero coherent subsheaf.

Indeed, put ¢’ := 4 N F and let 4" be the image of the composite map ¥4 — G —
H'(F) ® Op>. One has an exact sequence 0 = 4’ — 4 — 4" — 0. Lemma [B.3 implies
that ¢1(¢9”) < 0 hence 1(¥4) < 0 if 4’ # (0). Assume, now, that 4’ = (0), hence
that 4 = 94" and that ¢;(9”) = 0. One gets, from Lemma [B.3], that 4"V is a trivial
subbundle of H'(F) ® O hence ¥VV is a trivial subbundle of G. But this contradicts
the fact that H°(G) = 0 (the condition from the hypothesis of the lemma implies that
H°(F) = 0 and the extension defining G is the universal one). It thus remains that
c1(¢9") < 0 hence ¢1(¥4) < 0 and Claim 1 is proven.

Now, the Beilinson monad of GG has the following shape :
L HGED)) 0 (1) .
H'(G(-2)) ® 0%(2) L5 & L HA(G(-1) ® QY1) 5 HAG) 0
H*(G(-2)) ® Q(2)

By the properties of Beilinson monads, the image of d~" is contained in H'(G/(—1))®Q(1)
and d° vanishes on H'(G(—1)) ® Q'(1). Moreover, the component H'(G(—2)) ® Q2(2) —
H' (G(~1)) ® Q'(1) of d~! can be identified with the composite morphism :

HY(G(-2))® 0?(2) —— HYG(-2)® R, ® Q'(1) _peid, HY(G(-1)) ® Q'(1)

l l

HY(G(-2)) ® /2\R1 R0 — H(G(-2) @RI QR ® O

where p: H'(G(—2)) ® Ry — H'(G(—1)) is the multiplication map. We make, at this
point, a technical assumption. Put, for any non-zero vector subspace W of H'(G(-2)),
(W) == dimy p(W ® R;) — dimg W and let d;, be the minimum of §(W). We, actually,
assume that §(N_3) = dyin, that N_5 is maximal among the non-zero vector subspaces
W of H'(G(—2)) for which §(W) = 0y, and that N_; = u(N_, @ Ry).

Claim 2. Under the previous assumptions, the morphism (H'(G(—2))/N_5) @ Q*(2) —
(HY(G(—-1))/N-1) ® Q'(1) induced by d~" is a locally split monomorphism.

Indeed, if it is not then there exists £ € H'(G(—2)) \ N_; and two linearly independent
linear forms ¢y, {1 € Ry such that (;6 € N_1, i =0,1. Put W := N_o + k. Then
J(W) < 0(N_3) and W is strictly larger than N_, which contradicts the assumptions
preceding the claim. Consequently, Claim 2 is proven.

Let ¢ be the cokernel of the morphism N_5 ® Q*(2) — N_; ® Q!(1) induced by d~*.
Claim 2 implies that ¢ injects into G' (which is the cohomology of the Beilinson monad)

and, by Claim 1, —n_; +n_y = ¢1(¥) < 0.

(b) can be proven by applying (a) to F'(—i+ 1), which obviously satisfies the condition
from the hypothesis of the proposition. Alternatively, one can use induction on i > 1,
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the case ¢ = 1 being the content of (a). More precisely, assume that i > 2 and that (b)
has been verified for i — 1 (and any graded submodule of H.(F)). Applying the Bilinear
Map Lemma [28, Lemma 5.1] to the multiplication map Ry ® N_;_; — N_; one sees that
n_; > n_;_1+ 2 or there exists a non-zero linear form ¢ € R; and a non-zero element & of
N_;_1 such that £ = 0. Let L C IP? be the line of equation ¢ = 0. Consider the graded
submodule /N of H!(F). One has an exact sequence :

0— N — N — ({N)(1) — 0,

where N’ := {n € N |¢n = 0}. Using the exact sequence 0 — F(—1) P FL >0
and the fact that H’(F) = 0 one sees that N, can be identified with a vector subspace
of H'(F(—j 4+ 1)) for j > 1. One has N/, , # 0 because it contains £&. Applying the
Bilinear Map Lemma to the multiplication map H(&1(1)) ® N/, , — N, one gets that
n’, >n’, ; + 1. Since, by the induction hypothesis, dimy(¢N)_;4+1 > dimg(¢N)_; (with
equality only if both spaces are 0) it follows that n_; > n_; 1 + 1.

(c) Using the notation from the proof of (b), one sees that if n_; = n_;_; + 1 then
({N)_i+1 = 0. Applying (b) to {N, one deduces that ({N)_;11 =0, Vj > 1. O

Remark B.5. (i) If a vector bundle F' on P? satisfies the condition from the hypothesis
of Prop. B4l then ¢;(F) < 0, H(F) = 0 and H(FV(¢;(F))) = 0.

(ii) Any rank 3 vector bundle F' on P? with ¢;(F) < 0, H*(F) = 0 and H*(FV(c;(F))) =
0 satisfies the condition from the hypothesis of Prop. [B.4l

(iii) More generally, any vector bundle F' on P? with ¢, (F) < 0 and such that H (A" F) =
0, for 0 < i < rk F, satisfies the condition from the hypothesis of Prop. [B.4l

Remark B.6. Prop. [B.4l can be extended to the case ¢;(F) = 0 with the following
modifications :
e Replace the condition on F' from the hypothesis of Prop. [B.4] by the condition “F
stable in the sense of Mumford and Takemoto” which means that ¢;(.%) < 0, V.% C F
coherent subsheaf with 0 < rk.% < rk F';
e Replace item (a) of the conclusion of Prop. B4l by: “n_; > n_y with equality if and
only if N.y =0 and N_y =0 or N_; = H'(F(~1)) and N_y = H'(F(-2))".
e Replace Claim 1 in the proof of Prop. [B.4f(a) by the following statement : “G is stable
in the sense of Gieseker and Maruyama” which, taking into account that ¢;(G) = 0 and
X(G) = 0, means that, V¥ C G coherent subsheaf, one has ¢1(¢) < 0 and if ¢1(¢4) =0
then x(¥¢) < 0, unless 4 = (0) or ¢4 = G.

The proof requires only minor changes.

Definition B.1. Let F be a stable rank 3 vector bundle on P2 with ¢;(F) = —1, ¢o(F) =
¢y > 2, c3(F) = c3. The stability is equivalent, in this case, to the fact that H*(F) = 0
and H°(FV(—1)) = 0. According to the restriction theorem of Schneider [43] (see, also,
Ein et al. [2I, Thm. 3.4]), the restriction Fyg of F to a general plane H C P? is stable.
Let h = 0 be an equation of such a plane. Put:

N :=1Im (H{(F) = H.(Fp)) , Q := Coker (H.(F) — H.(Fg)) .
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N and @ are graded modules over the homogeneous coordinate ring S := H°(Ops) ~
k[zo, ..., z3) of P3 (in fact, even over S/hS). Using the exact sequence :

0—>F(—1)i>F—>FH—>O,
one sees that:
N = Coker (Hi(F(—l)) iR ) O ~ Ker <H ) HQ(F)) .

Put n; = dim; N; and ¢; := dimy Q, Since H°(Fy) = 0 and since H*(Fy(—2))
HY(Fy(—1))Y = 0, one gets that n; = h'(F(i)) — h'(F(i — 1)) for i« < 0 and ¢
h?(F(i — 1)) — h*(F(i)) for i > —2.

We invoke, now, Prop. [B4l Since Fy (which is a vector bundle on H ~ P?) satisfies
the condition from the hypothesis of Prop. B4 it follows that n_; > n_;_; if n_,_; > 0,
Vi > 1. On the other hand, QY C H'(Fy (i)Y ~ H'(FY(—i — 3)). Since F}(—1) satisfies
the condition from the hypothesis of Prop. B4l it follows that ¢; > ¢iy1 if g1 > 0,
Vi > —1. Moreover, by Prop. B.4l(c), if ¢; — ¢;s1 = 1 for some i > 0 then there exists a
linear form A € Sy \ kh such that the multiplication by A: QY — QY is the zero map for
J > 1 or, equivalently, the multiplication by A: Q;_1 — @, is the zero map for j > i.

I 1

Consider, now, the following vector bundles on P! :
Ky =@ (ni —ni1)0p(i—1) K =5 (¢ — ¢it1) Opr(—i = 2),
and put K := K, & K_. One has:
h'(F(=1)) =hY(F(=1 = 1)) =n_; = h°(K (=1 + 1)) = h°(K(=1)) for [ > 1,
h*(F(1 1)) = b*(F() = ¢ =h' (K1) = h'(K( +1)) for 1 > —1,

(
hence h'(F (1)) = h’(K(I1+1)) for I < —1 and h2(F(l)) h!(K(1+1)) for I > —2. One can
write K ~ @, Opi(k;) with ky > ko > -+ > ky,. The spectrum of F' is, by definition,
kp = (ki,...,kmn). One has:

m=rkK =1k K, +1k K_=n_1+q_; =h'(Fy(-1)) = c2(Fy) = ¢z,
Sk = X(K(-1) = ~x(F(-2)) = ~5(es + e3).

The items (iv) and (v) from Remark are quite clear. As for item (vi), if 0 does
not occur in the spectrum then no positive integer occurs hence n_; = 0. It follows that
g1 = h'(Fy(—1)) = ¢y. Since gy < h'(Fy) = ¢, —2, one deduces that g_; — gy > 2, hence
—1 occurs twice in the spectrum. The difficult point of Remark [[L6]is item (vii) which is
the content of Prop. below. This proposition is analogous to Hartshorne’s result [29]
Prop. 5.1] which treats the case of rank 2 reflexive sheaves.

Proposition B.7. Let F be a stable rank 3 vector bundle on P with ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) =
c>4 andletkp = (ky, ..., k) be its spectrum. Assume that, for somei with2 < i < c—1,
one has —1 > k;_y > k; > k1. Then F has an unstable plane Hy of order —k. (which
means that H°(Fy (k.)) # 0 and H°(Fy (k. — 1)) = 0) and kiyy > kiys > - > ke.
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Proof. Let j (resp., p) be the integer defined by the relation —j—2 = k; (resp., —p—2 = k.),
that is, j := —k; — 2 (resp., p := —k. — 2). Using the notation from Definition [B.I one
has j > 0,p > j+1,and ¢; > ¢jy1 > - > @ > ¢p+1 = 0. The hypothesis implies that
¢; — ¢j+1 = 1 hence (see, again, Definition [B.I]) there exists a linear form A € S; \ kh such
that multiplication by \: Q;_1 — @) is the zero map, VI > j.

Claim 1. F has an unstable plane Hy of order —k..

Indeed, H*(F(1)) = 0 for | > p := —k. — 2 (by the definition of the spectrum), Q, —
H?(F(p — 1)) and one has an exact sequence:

0 — Q1 — HY(F(p—2)) =5 HX(F(p— 1)) — 0

(recall that h € S is a linear form vanishing on a general plane H C P? for which Fy is
stable). By what has been said above, multiplication by A: Q,—1 — @, is the zero map
hence multiplication by A: H*(F(p — 2)) — H*(F(p — 1)) induces a map \: H*(F(p —
2))/Qp-1 — H*(F(p — 1)). On the other hand, multiplication by h: H*(F(p — 2)) —
H?(F(p—1)) induces an isomorphism h: H*(F(p—2))/Q,_1 — H*(F(p—1)). Then there
exists ¢ € k such that A\ + ch is not an isomorphism. In this case, multiplication by
A+ ch: H*(F(p — 2)) — H*(F(p — 1)) is not surjective. Let Hy C P? be the plane of
equation A + ch = 0. Using the exact sequence :

HA(F(p = 2)) =5 H(F(p = 1)) — H(Fio(p — 1))
one gets that H*(Fp,(p — 1)) # 0. On the other hand, since H*(F(p)) = 0 and H*(F(p —
1)) ~ H°(FY(—p — 3))¥ = 0, it follows that H*(Fy,(p)) = 0. By Serre duality on H,,
HO(Fy (—p — 2)) # 0 and H°(Fj, (—p — 3)) = 0. Since —p — 2 = k., Claim 1 is proven.
According to Claim 1, there exists a non-zero morphism ¢: Fgy, — Op,(k.). Since
HO(FY (k. — 1)) = 0, the image of ¢ has the form %y, (k.) for some 0-dimensional

subscheme Z of Hy. One can assume that the general plane H C P2, used in the above
definition to construct the spectrum of F', contains no point of Z. Put Lo := H N H,

and let € denote the composite epimorphism F' — Fp, N Ouy(k.) = Op,(k.). Let F’
be the kernel of e| H: Fy — Op,(k.). F’ is a rank 3 vector bundle on H ~ P? with
Cl(F/) = -2

Claim 2. F"V(-2) satisfies the condition from the hypothesis of Prop.[B.4l

Indeed, the kernel G of €| Ly: Fr, — Op,(k.) is a rank 2 vector bundle on L, ~ P!
Comparing the exact sequences :

0— F — Fy % 6, (k) — 0and 0 — G — F, % 61 (k) — 0,

one deduces an exact sequence :
0— Fy(-1) — F' — G — 0.

It follows that F'V embeds into Fp(1). Since Fy(—1) satisfies the condition from the
hypothesis of Prop. B.4l the same must be true for F''V(—2). Claim 2 is proven.
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Claim 3. k; > ki—i—l > >k

Indeed, using the notation from Definition [B.1], one knows, by hypothesis, that ¢;—¢;+1 = 1
and one wants to show that ¢ — ¢;.1 = 1 for j <[ < p. Recall that @) is the cokernel of
the morphism H}(F) — H.(Fy). Since the composite morphism :

Hi(e|H
—_—

H\(F) — H(Fy) L 16, (k)

is the zero morphism (because e¢: F' — Oy, (k.) factorizes through Op,(k.)), one gets,
from the exact sequence:

1 1
HL(F') — HY(Fy) 2E0,

an exact sequence :

H(OL, (k) — H2(F')

HA(F') — Q — HY(6, (k) — HA(F).

Let Q' denote the image of HL(F’) — @Q and put ¢ := dim; Q;. Since H*(F'(l)) = 0 for
1 > —1 (because, as we saw in the proof of Claim 2, H°(F"V(—2)) = 0) it follows that :

q=q +h'(Op,(1+k)), VI>—1.
Note, also, that:
hW'(Op,(1+ k) —h' (Op,(1+1+k))=1forl < —k.—2=p.

Now, since ¢; — gj41 = 1 it follows that ¢; = ¢j,,. But Q;" C HY(F'(1)Y ~ HY(F"™(~1 -
3)), V1. Applying Prop. B4l to F'V(—2) one gets that ¢/ =0, VI > j, hence ¢, — ¢11 =1

for 7 <1 < p and Claim 3 is proven. O
APPENDIX C. RANK 3 VECTOR BUNDLES WITH ¢; = —1, ¢y = 2
The stable rank 3 reflexive sheaves on P? with Chern classes ¢; = —1, ¢; = 2 were

studied by Okonek and Spindler [38]. We prove here a number of complementary results
that are needed in the main part of the paper.

Lemma C.1. Let F be a rank 3 vector bundle on P* with ci(F) = —1, c(F) = 2,
c3(F) = 2 and such that H*(F(—=1)) = 0 and H*(FY(-1)) = 0.

(i) IfH(F) = 0, i.e., if F is stable then it has a resolution of the form:

0 — 20ps(—2) — 50ps(—1) — F — 0.

Moreover, in this case, H'(FY) = 0.

(i) If H°(F) # 0 then a non-zero global section of F defines an exact sequence:

00— Ops —F —9% —0

where G is a stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf.

Proof. (i) The first assertion is due to Okonek and Spindler |38, Lemma 1.12]. We include
a variant of their argument. The spectrum of F' must be (—1,—1). It follows that
H?(F(—1)) = 0. Moreover, H*(F(—2)) ~ H°(FV(—2))¥ = 0. Finally, by Riemann-Roch,
H'(F) = 0. Tt follows that F is I-regular. By Riemann-Roch, again, h’(F (1)) = 5. The
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kernel K of the evaluation morphism 50p:s — F'(1) is a 1-regular rank 2 vector bundle.
Since, by Riemann-Roch, h’(K (1)) = 20 — h?(F(2)) = 2, one deduces that K (1) =~ 20ps.
The fact that H°(FY) = 0 follows using the exact sequence :

0— FY — 50ps(1) — 20m(2) — 0,
and the fact that, by Lemmal[A5], the map H°(50%s(1)) — H"(20%ps(2)) is surjective hence
bijective.
(ii) A non-zero global section of F' defines an exact sequence :
0—9 —F' — 9, —0 (C.1)

where Z is a closed subscheme of P? of dimension < 1 and ¢’ is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf.
Put 4 := ¢'(—1). It follows, from Remark [[L.8(c), that ¢ has Chern classes:

() =-1, c2(9) = c2(¥9') =2—deg Zcm, c3(9) = c3(9') = 2+5deg Zom —2x(Ozcy, ) -

Since H(¥4) = 0, ¢ is stable hence c3(94) > 1 and c3(9) < c3(%)? (see [28, Thm. 8.2(d)]).
One deduces that either Zcy is a line or it is the empty set. In the former case one gets
that ¢2(9) = 1 and ¢3(¢) = 5 which is not possible. It remains that Zcy = () hence
c2(9) = 2, c3(9) = 2 and Z is a 0-dimensional subscheme of P? of length 2. Dualizing,
now, the exact sequence (C.I)) one gets the exact sequence from the statement. O

Corollary C.2. Under the hypothesis of Lemma[C1l, one has:

(i) If H(F) = 0 then FV is 1-reqular.

(ii) If HY(F) # 0 then the cokernel of the evaluation morphism HY(FY (1)) Qi Ops —
FY(1) is isomorphic to Or(—1), for some line L C P3. Moreover, FV(2) is globally
generated.

Proof. (i) H*(FV(—1)) ~ H'(F(-3))¥ = 0 (from the spectrum) and H*(FV(-2)) ~
H°(F(—2))V = 0. Finally, Riemann-Roch and the fact that H’(FV) = 0 imply that
H'(FY) =0.

(il) Twisting by 1 the exact sequence (C.I]) from the proof of Lemma [C.1] one gets an
exact sequence :

0—9(2) — F'(1) — F4(1) — 0.

By Chang [T, Lemma 2.4], ¢(2) is globally generated and H'(%(2)) = 0. Since Z is a
O-dimensional subscheme of P? of length 2 it is contained in a line L C P2, The cokernel
of the evaluation morphism H°(.#,(1)) ®; Ops — (1) is isomorphic to 07 (—1). O

Lemma C.3. Let F be a stable rank 3 vector bundle on P with c;(F) = —1, co(F) = 2,
c3(F) = 0. Then F is the cohomology of a monad of the form:

0— ﬁ]p?)(—z) — 3@]1»3 %) 2@[@3(—1) — ﬁ]pS(l) — 0.

Proof. F has spectrum (0, —1). It follows that H'(F (1)) = 0 for [ < =2, h'(F(~1)) = 1
and H*(F(1)) = 0 for [ > —1. Moreover, by Riemann-Roch, h'(F) = 1. The restriction
theorem of Schneider [43] implies that, for a general plane H C P3, Fy is stable. In
particular, HO(FH) = 0. If h = 0 is the equation of such a plane H then the multiplication
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by h: H'(F(—1)) — H'(F) is injective, hence bijective. Consider, now, the universal
extension :
0— F —Q — Ops(1) — 0.

Q is a rank 4 vector bundle with H'(Q) = 0, H*(Q(—1)) ~ H*(F(~1)) = 0 and
H*(Q(—2)) ~ H*(F(-2)) ~ H(FY(-2))Y = 0. It follows Q is 1-regular. One has
H°(Q(—1)) = 0, h%(Q) = 3 and h°(Q(1)) = x(Ops(2)) + x(F (1)) = 14. The image of
H(¢e): HY(Q) — H°(Ops(1)) is a 3-dimensional vector subspace W of H%(&ps(1)). Con-
sider the commutative diagram :

0 0 H(Q) @ Ops ——— W @4 Ops — 0
| [~ L
0 y F ; Q ——  Op(l) —— 0

The kernel ¢ of ¢ is a stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf with ¢;(¢) = —1. The connecting
morphism 0: ¢4 — F induced by the above diagram is non-zero because the bottom row
of the diagram does not split. Since F is a stable rank 3 vector bundle with ¢;(F) = —1,
0 cannot have, generically, rank 1. It thus must have, generically, rank 2 hence it is a
monomorphism. One deduces that the evaluation morphism ev: H*(Q) ®;, Ops — Q is a
monomorphism.

Consequently, the graded S-module H(Q) has three minimal generators in degree 0
and two minimal generators in degree 1. Let K be the kernel of the epimorphism 30ps &
20p3(—1) — @ defined by these minimal generators. K is a vector bundle of rank 1 and
since ¢1(Q) = 0 it follows that K ~ Ops(—2). O

Remark C.4. The arguments from the proof of Lemma [CI(ii) show that if F is a
rank 3 vector bundle on P? with ¢;(F) = —1, co(F) = 2, c3(F) = 0, H*(F(~1)) = 0,
H°(FV(—1)) = 0 and H’(F) # 0 then F' can be realized as an extension :

0—Op —F —G—0,

where G is a stable rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(G) = —1, c2(G) = 2.

Lemma C.5. Let F be a stable rank 3 vector bundle on P3 with c;(F) = —1, co(F) = 2,
c3(F) = —2. Then F can be realized as a non-trivial extension:

0 — Ops(—1) — F — G —0,
with G a 2-instanton.

Proof. F has spectrum (0,0). One gets, from Riemann-Roch, that h°(F(1)) > 3. A
non-zero global section of F'(1) defines an exact sequence :

0—9 —F' — 75(1) —0

where Z is a closed subscheme of P3, of dimension < 1 and ¢ is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf.
Using Remark [[§|(c), one gets:

c1(9) =0, c2o(¥9) =2 —deg Zom, c3(9) = 2deg Zom — 2X(Oz0y) -
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Since HY(FV(—1)) = 0 it follows that H’(¢(—1)) = 0 hence ¥ is semistable. In particular,
Cg(g) Z 0.

o If c3(¥9) =2 then Zoy = 0 and ¢3(¥) = 0 hence ¢ is a rank 2 vector bundle. This
implies that Z = Zcy = (0 (see Remark [[L8(c)). Dualizing the above exact sequence and
taking into account that ¢Y ~ ¢ (because ¢;(¢) = 0) one gets an exact sequence:

0 — Ops(—-1) — F— 94 —0,
from which one deduces that H°(%) = 0 hence ¢ is stable. Since it has Chern classes
c1(¢9) =0 and (%) = 2 it is a 2-instanton.

o Ifcy(¥)=1then Zgy is aline L. It follows that ¢3(4) = 0 hence ¥ is a rank 2 vector
bundle. One deduces that Z = Zcy = L. Moreover, since ¢ has Chern classes ¢;(¢) = 0,
2(¥) = 1 it must be, actually, stable hence it is a nullcorrelation bundle N. Using the
commutative diagram :

0 —— Ops(—1) —— 20ps —— F1(1) —— 0

°| | H

0 —— N — FV — (1) — 0
one gets an exact sequence :

(%)

0 — Ops(—1) —> N ®20ps — F¥ — 0.
o is defined by a global section s of N(1). One has an exact sequence :
0 — Opa(—1) -5 N L5 74 (1) — 0

where X (= the zero scheme of s) is either the union of two disjoint lines or a double line
on a nonsingular quadric surface. Since (o, v)" is a locally split monomorphism, one must
have X N L = (). Tt follows that (s A —, u) : N @ 20ps — Ops(1) induces an epimorphism
FY — Ops(1). The kernel G of this epimorphism must be, as above, a 2-instanton.

o If c3(¥) = 0 then the semistability of ¢4 implies that 4 ~ 20ps. Then one must have
Z = Zcy. Moreover, Z has degree 2. Since x(.#z7) = x(FY(—1)) = —1, it follows that
either Z is the union of two disjoint lines or it is a double line on a nonsingular quadric
surface. In both cases one has wy; ~ 0z(—2). A nowhere vanishing global section of
wz(2) ~ Oy defines an extension :

0 — Ops(—1) — N — F4(1) — 0

where N is a nullcorrelation bundle. Since Ext'(N, Ops) ~ HY(NV) ~ H(N) = 0, one
gets a commutative diagram :

0 — Ops(-1) — N —— (1) —— 0

| J H

0 —— 20p —— FV —— J,(1) —— 0
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from which one deduces an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(—1) — N ®20ps — F¥ — 0,
and one concludes as in the previous case. O

Lemma C.6. Let F be a stable rank 3 vector bundle on P with c;(F) = —1, co(F) = 2,
c3(F) = —4. Then one has an exact sequence:

0— F — Op:(1) ®30ps — Op3(2) — 0.

Proof. F has spectrum (1,0). It follows that H'(F (1)) = 0 for I < =3, h'(F(-2)) = 1,
h!'(F(-1)) = 3 and H*(F(—2)) = 0. We assert that the multiplication map H'(F(—2)) ®
H°(Ops(1)) — HY(F(—1)) is surjective.

Indeed, if it is not then there exists two linearly independent linear forms hg and h;
annihilating H'(F(—2)) inside H.(F). Let L C P® be the line of equations hy = hy = 0.
Tensorizing by F' the exact sequence 0 — Ops(—2) — 20p:(—1) — .7, — 0 one deduces
that H(.#, ® F) # 0 which contradicts the fact that H°(F) = 0.

Consider, now, the universal extension :

0—F —Q— Ops(2) — 0.

Q is a rank 4 vector bundle with H(Q(—1)) = 0, H*(Q(—2)) ~ H*(F(-2)) = 0 and
H*(Q(—3)) ~ H*(F(-3)) ~ H°(FY(—~1))" = 0. It follows that Q is 0O-regular. One has
h’(Q(-1)) = 1 and h*(Q) = x(F) + x(Ops(2)) = 7. One deduces that the graded S-
module H?(Q) has one minimal generator in degree —1 and three minimal generators in
degree 0. The epimorphism Ops(1) @ 30ps — () defined by these generators must be an
isomorphism because () has rank 4. O]

APPENDIX D. RANK 2 VECTOR BUNDLES WITH ¢; = —1, ¢ =4

We prove, in this appendix, a number of complementary facts about rank 2 vector
bundles G on P? with ¢;(G) = —1, c(G) = 4, and H*(G(1)) = 0. The stable rank 2
vector bundles on P3 with ¢; = —1 and ¢y, = 4 were studied by Béanici and Manolache [7].
We use here a different approach, based on the method of Hartshorne [28], which uses
a construction called reduction step to reduce the study of stable rank 2 vector bundles
on P? admitting an unstable plane to the study of stable rank 2 reflexive sheaves with
smaller second Chern class. This method was successfully applied by Chang [11] in the
study of stable rank 2 reflexive sheaves with ¢; = —1, 0 and ¢; < 3. We only sketch this
alternative approach because a better method for analysing these bundles will appear in a
forthcoming paper by Ellia, Gruson and Skiti devoted to the study of stable rank 2 vector
bundles on P? with ¢; = —1, ¢y = 2m, m > 2, and spectrum (0,...,0,—1,...,—1).

We begin by recalling the following general result :

Lemma D.1. Let X be a locally Cohen-Macaulay projective scheme of pure dimension
1 and Y, Z closed subsets of X, of pure dimension 1, such that X =Y U Z as sets and
dim(YNZ) <0. EndowY (resp., Z) with the structure of closed subscheme of X defined
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by the ideal sheaf Ker(Ox — i.0x\z) (resp., Ker(Ox — j.Ox\y)), i and j being the
inclusion morphisms. Then:

(a) Y and Z are locally Cohen-Macaulay and X =Y U Z as schemes.

(b) If X s locally Gorenstein at each point of Y N Z then one has an exact sequence:

O—)wY—>wx‘Y—>wyﬂz—>O.

Proof. (a) Y and Z are locally Cohen-Macaulay because their structure sheaves ¢y and
Oz embed into 1,0x\ 7 and j.Ox\y, respectively.

Y U Z is a closed subscheme of X. Since X \ (Y NZ)=(YUZ)\ (Y NZ) as schemes
and since X is locally Cohen-Macaulay it follows that X =Y U Z as schemes.

(b) Applying s#omg, (—,wx) to the exact sequence:
0—Ox — 0Oy ®Oy; — Oyry — 0
one obtains an exact sequence :
0 —wy Pwy — wx — wynz — 0.
Restricting it to Y, one gets an exact sequence :
wy @ (wz|Y) — wx |Y — wynz — 0.

Since wy — wy | Y is an isomorphism over Y\ Z and since wy satisfies the condition S}
of Serre (see, for example, Hartshorne [30, Lemma 1.2]) it follows that wy — wx |Y is a
monomorphism.

Since Supp(wz |Y) C Y N Z and since wx | Y satisfies S; (here we use the hypothesis
that X is locally Gorenstein at the points of Y N Z) it follows that wy | Y — wx | Y is the
zero morphism. O

Remark D.2. Let Z be a closed subscheme, of dimension < 1, of a nonsingular surface
.. Then .#; = 9p. %, where D is an effective Cartier divisor on X and I' is a closed
subscheme of ¥, of dimension < 0. D is called the divisorial part of Z.

Proposition D.3. Let G be a rank 2 vector bundle on P3 with ¢,(G) = —1, c(G) = 4,
and with H*(G(1)) = 0. If G has no unstable plane then G(2) has a global section whose
zero scheme is a double structure on a twisted cubic curve C' C P3.

Proof. By [1, Lemma 2], the spectrum of G must be (0,0, —1,—1). This implies that
H?(G(l)) = 0 for I > —1, that H'(G(l)) = 0 for I < —2 and that h*(G(-1)) = 2.
Riemann-Roch implies, now, that h'(G) = 5 and h'(G(1)) = 5. The key point of the
proof is the description of the multiplication map :

0 HY(G(—1)) @5, HY(Ops (1)) — HY(G).

Since G' has no unstable plane, the bilinear map associated to p is nondegenerate in the
sense of the Bilinear map lemma [28, Lemma 5.1]. The Bilinear map lemma implies

that p is surjective. Actually, one can describe p concretely in convenient bases. Put
U = HY(G(-1)), S; := H%(Ops(1)) and W := H'(G). Let ug, u; be a k-basis of U
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and tg, t; the dual basis of UY. On the projective space P(U) of 1-dimensional vector
subspaces of U, the composite morphism, which we denote by ¢

ide
Opy(—1) @k S1 — Opry @1, U @), S — Op(ry @1 W

is a locally split monomorphism. Its cokernel must be isomorphic to Op)(4) hence we
have an exact sequence:

0— ﬁ]P’(U)(_l) ®k S1 i) Opry @1 W SN ﬁp(U)(ﬁl) — 0.

There exists a k-basis wy, . .., w, of W such that 7(w;) = t;"ti, i = 0,...,4. Then there
exists a basis hg, ..., hs of S7 such that the matrix of ¢ with respect to those bases is:

-t 0 0 0

0 to —t1 O ,
0 0 toy —1h
0 0 0 to

hence p(u; ® hj) = (=1)'wy_s44,i=0,1, 5 =0,...,4. One deduces that the elements:
UQ®hj+U1®hj+1, j:O, 1, 2,

form a k-basis of Ker p.

We describe, now, the Horrocks monad of G (see Barth and Hulek [9] for general
information about monads). Since H*(G(—1)) = 0 and H*(G(—2)) = 0, the graded S-
module H!(G) is generated in degrees < 0. Since p is surjective, H.(G) is, actually,
generated by H'(G(—1)). Recall that GV ~ G(1). Dualizing the extension :

0— G — K—20m((2) — 0
defined by the k-basis ug, u; of H'(GY(—2)) ~ H'(G(—1)) = U, one gets an exact

sequence :
0 — 20pm(-2) — K — G — 0.

It follows that Hi(K"Y) = H.(G). Considering the extension :
0— KY — B —20p(1) — 0
defined by the k-basis ug, u; of H'(KV(—1)) ~ H'(G(—1)) = U one gets that G is the
middle cohomolgy of a monad :
0 — 20p:(—2) 25 B 26 (1) — 0

where B is a direct sum of line bundles. Since B has rank 6, ¢;(B) = —3, H*(B(—~1)) =0
and h"(B) = 3 it follows that B ~ 30ps @ 30ps(—1).

Finally, by the above description of Ker u, the component di : 30ps — 20ps(1) of
d’: B — 20p3(1) is defined by the matrix:

ho hy he
hi hy hs) -
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The 2 x 2 minors of this matrix define a twisted cubic curve C' C P3. Dualizing the
Eagon-Northcott resolution :

0\V
0 — 26p3(—1) 20 365 T 70(2) — 0,

one gets an exact sequence :

Vi 0
0 — Ops(—2) 75 30w 5 20p3(1) — we(2) — 0.

The morphism (¢¥,0)" : Ops(—2) — 30ps @ 30ps(—1) induces a morphism s : Ops(—2) —
G. One has s # 0 because, otherwise, (", 0)" would factorize through d=! : 20ps(—2) —
30ps®30ps(—1) which is not the case because " is not a locally split monomorphism. The
image .#(2) of s¥ : G¥Y — Ops(2) is contained in the image of (¢,0) : 30ps ® 30ps(1) —
Ops(2) which is #;(2) hence C C Z. Since H’(G(1)) = 0, Z is a locally complete
intersection curve in P3, of degree 6, and with wy ~ &z(—1). Since, using an isomorphism
C ~ P!, one has wg ~ Op1(—2) and Oc(—1) =~ Op1(—3), Lemma [D.T] implies that Z is a
double structure on C. O

Using Prop. [D.3] one gets a new proof, based on vector bundles techniques, of the
following result of Hartshorne and Hirschowitz [32, Example 1.6.3]:

Lemma D.4. If G is a rank 2 vector bundle on P? with ¢1(G) = —1 and co(G) = 4 then
H%(G(2)) # 0.

Proof. We can assume that H’(G(1)) = 0 and, then, by Prop. [D.3, that G has an un-
stable plane Hy. Since G has spectrum (0,0, —1, —1), one has H'(G(—2)) = 0 hence
H°(G,(—1)) = 0. Since, by our assumption, H’(Gy,) # 0 it follows that one has an
exact sequence :

00— ﬁHo — GHO — fF,Ho(_l) — 0
where I is a O-dimensional subscheme of Hy, of length 4. Applying, now, a reduction step
(see Hartshorne [28] Prop. 9.1]) one gets an exact sequence :

0—9'(-1) — G — Irp,(—1) — 0,
where ¢’ is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf with Chern classes ¢; = 0, ¢ = 3, ¢§ = 4. Since
H°(G(1)) = 0 it follows that H*(¢") = 0. [28, Thm. 8.2(b)] implies, now, that H*(¢' (1)) =
0 for I > 0. Since, by Riemann-Roch, y(¢'(1)) = 1 one deduces that h’(%’(1)) > 1 hence
H°(G(2)) # 0. O

Remark D.5 (Double reduction step). Let G be a rank 2 vector bundle on P? with
c1(G) = —1, c3(G) = 4, such that H’(G(1)) = 0. Assume that G has an unstable plane
Hy C P, of equation hy = 0. We propose, here, a method for studying these bundles by
a double reduction step.

As in the proof of Lemma [D.4] one has exact sequences :

0— ﬁHo — GHO — fF,Ho(_l) — O,

0—F'(-1) -5 G -5 Fpg,(—1) — 0,
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where I is a 0-dimensional subscheme of Hy, of length 4, and ¢ is a stable rank 2 reflexive
sheaf with ¢1(9') = 0, c2(9') = 3, c3(¥') = 4. Applying Somg,,(—, Ops(—1)) to the
second exact sequence and Jomg,, (—, Ops) to the exact sequence:

O—)fF7HO — ﬁH() — ﬁp—)O,
and taking into account that é":ctf%g (On,, Ops) = 0 for i > 2 one gets that:
éaxtlﬁw (G, Ops) ~ é"xtzﬁpa (A1 Hy» Ops) é"a:t‘?’%g (Or, Ops) ~ wr(4) ~ Or(4) .
Claim 1. Hj is an unstable plane of order 1 for 4.

Indeed, applying the Snake Lemma to the diagram :

G(=1)
w(_l)//l
- ho
K
0—@'(-1) — G — s oy (~1) —— 0
0 ﬁHo GHO fRHO(—l) —0

one gets an exact sequence :

0—G-59" — Oy, (1) — 0.

Since the morphism ¢ in the above diagram is a monomorphism, it follows that the
diagram :

g'(~1) 25 @
hol %
g/
is commutative. Restricting this diagram to Hj, one deduces that ¥y, o ¢, = 0. Taking
into account the exact sequence :
¢
G4 (—1) =% Gy — Ir g (—1) — 0,

it follows that the exact sequence:

GHO d}ﬂ) gh/fo — ﬁHO(l) — 0
induces an exact sequence :
fFJ—]O(_l) — gh,fo — ﬁHO(l) — 0.

Since S m,(—1) is a torsion free &y -module of rank 1 and ¥} is a torsion free Oy, -
module, any nonzero morphism St y,(—1) — ¢ must be a monomorphism. Conse-
quently, one gets an exact sequence :

0 — I, (—1) — Yy, — Oy, (1) — 0.
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Consider, now, the pushforward diagram :

0 — Hrp,(—1) — %IQO — Og,(1) —— 0

| |

0 — Oy (-1) — F —— Oy, (1) — 0

One must have F' ~ Oy, (1) ® Ogy,(—1), whence an exact sequence :
0 — 9, — Ony(1) ® Oy (—1) — Op(—1) — 0, (D.1)

where the component mo: Oy, (—1) — Or(—1) of 7 is the canonical epimorphism. The
cokernel (resp., image) of the component 7 : Oy, (1) — Or(—1) of 7 is isomorphic to
Or/(—1) (resp., Ors(1)), for some subscheme I'' (resp., I'”) of I'. One derives an exact
sequence :

0 — Iy (1) =5 Gy = I gy (—1) — 0, (D.2)
which shows that H, is an unstable plane of order 1 for ¢".

One can perform, now, a second reduction step and one gets an exact sequence :
0—9" —94" " g, (—1) — 0, (D.3)

where " is a rank 2 reflexive sheaf with Chern classes ¢;(9") = —1, c2(9") = 2, c3(9") =
2lengthI'’. Since H°(G(1)) = 0 it follows that H’(4') = 0 hence H°(¢”) = 0. This means
that ¢” is stable. [28, Thm. 8.2(d)] implies that c¢3(¢”) € {0, 2, 4} hence lengthT'" €
{0, 1, 2}. Moreover, as at the beginning of the proof of Claim 1, one has an exact
sequence :

0—9'(-1) —9" — Jrwy, (1) —0.
Claim 2. There is an exact sequence :
0 — Opi(—1) — éaa?t}ypg (4", Ops(—1)) — wr/(4) — 0.

Indeed, applying J#omg,,(—, Ops(—1)) to the exact sequence (D.3) one gets an exact
sequence :

é"xtlﬁpg(fp/ﬂo(—l), Ops(—1)) — é"xt}%g (4!, Ops(—1)) — éa:)stlﬁpa (9", Ops(—1)) —
— Exty (Irmy(—1), Ops(—1)) — 0,
and @@xtzﬁ)ﬂ)g(fpr, 1, (—1), Ops(—1)) ~ wr/(4). It remains only to explicitate the cokernel
of é":vt}%g (¢', Ops(—1)). Applying Home (1 my(—1),—) and Homg, (9, —) to the

exact sequence 0 — Ops(—1) 0y Gy — O , — 0 one gets a commutative diagram :

0 Hom g, (Irr 1y(—1), Ony) — Exthy (Irr gy (1), Ops(—1)) — 0

0
J %om(e’,ﬁHO)l lé*’mtl(e’,ﬁp?,(—l))

0— (" )1ty —— Homg, (', Ony) ——— Exth, (9", Ops(—1)) ——— 0
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Notice that som(e’, Op,) can be identified with :
o= Home, (0, On,): Homey (I m,(—1), On,) = Home, (Y., On,) = (9,)"

and that one has an exact sequence:
0— %OmﬁHo (fr’,Hg(_l)a ﬁHo) J—) (g];o)v S—) %OmﬁHo (fF”,HO(]-% ﬁHo) — 0,

which is exact to the right because the exact sequence (D.2)) was deduced from the exact

sequence (D.I]).

Now, since the restriction of ¢’ (vesp., ¥y, ) to U := P?\T" (resp., Uy := Hy\T') is locally
free of rank 2 with trivial determinant, one has a canonical isomorphism (resp., monomor-
phism) p: 4’ = 4" (vesp., po: 9y, — (44,)") such that the composite morphism :

g M (G g — (@)Y

equals jo. Moreover, s’| Uy is defined by a global section of ¢}; (—1) | Uy while o’ | Uy is
defined by the exterior multiplication by that global section. One deduces easily that the
composite map :

gféo - (%}O)v S—N> %OmﬁHO (‘ﬂl—w,Ho(l)v ﬁHo)

can be identified with ¥}, AN I 1,(—1) — Op,(—1) and this implies that the cokernel
of éaxt}%g (e’, Ops(—1)) is isomorphic to Op.(—1). Claim 2 is proven.

One can take, now, advantage of the fact that the stable rank 2 reflexive sheaves on P3

with ¢; = —1 and ¢y = 2 have been explicitly described in the literature. More precisely :

o If T = () then ¢3(¥4”) = 0 hence 4" is a rank 2 vector bundle. In this case, by the
results of Hartshorne and Sols [34] or Manolache [35], one has an exact sequence:

0— Ops(—1) — 9" — Ix — 0,
where X is a double structure on a line L C IP3, defined by an exact sequence :
0—>fx—>fL—)ﬁL(1)—)O

o IflengthI' =1 then ¢3(¢"”) = 2. In this case, by Chang [11, Lemma 2.4], one has an
exact sequence :
0— Ops(—1) — 9" — Ix — 0,
where X is either the union of two disjoint lines or a double structure on a line L C P3
defined by an exact sequence :
0 — Iy — I, — 0, — 0.

Taking into account the exact sequence from Claim 2, one sees that, actually, X must be
a double structure on a line.

o If lengthI' = 2 then ¢3(¢4”) = 4. In this case, by the proof of [28, Lemma 9.6], one
has an exact sequence :

0— 9" — 20p — Jywn,(2) — 0,
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where W is a 0-dimensional complete intersection subscheme of type (2,2) of a plane
I, C P3.

Using Prop. and the method of the double reduction step described above, one
can show that if G is a rank 2 vector bundle on P? with ¢;(G) = —1, &(G) = 4 and
H°(G(1)) = 0 then G is the cohomology sheaf of a monad of the form :

0 — 205(—2) 25 308 @ 305 (—1) —= 20ps(1) — 0,

with the property that the degeneracy locus of the component «;: 30ps — 20ps(1) of «
has codimension 2.

One can also show that G(3) is globally generated if and only if G' has no jumping line
of order > 4, i.e., there is no line L C P? such that G, ~ 01(a— 1) ® Or(—a) with a > 4.
Moreover, in this case, h'(G(2)) € {1, 2} and H'(G(3)) = 0.

We omit the details.

APPENDIX E. AUXILIARY RESULTS ABOUT INSTANTONS
The definition and some basic properties of instantons are recalled in [I, Remark 4.7].

Remark E.1. We recall here the results of Gruson and Skiti [26] about the stratification
of the moduli space of 3-instantons according to the number of their jumping lines of
maximal order 3. Let F’ be a 3-instanton.

(i) If F’ has no jumping line of order 3 then H’(F'(1)) = 0, h*(F'(1)) = 1 (by Riemann-
Roch), H'(F'(1)) = 0 for [ > 2, and the multiplication map H°(F’(2)) ®; S; — H°(F'(3))
is surjective (see the proof of [26, Prop. 1.1.1]). In particular, F'’(2) is globally generated.

(ii) If H°(F’(1)) = 0 and F' has a jumping line L of order 3 then L is the only jumping
line of order 3 of F'” and the cokernel of the evaluation morphism H°(F’(2))®;Ops — F'(2)
is isomorphic to &(—1) (see the proof of [26, Prop. 1.1.2]). Actually, Gruson and Skiti
show that the kernel ¢ of the composite morphism F' — F/ — O(—3) is 2-regular.
Their argument runs as follows: H*(#'(—1)) ~ H*(F’(—1)) = 0. Since H*(F') = 0 and
since, by LemmalE.2)(a) below, the map H'(F’) — H' (&0 (—3)) is surjective, it follows that
H?(.#) = 0. Finally, by the same lemma, the map H'(F’(1)) — H*(€(—2)) is surjective,
hence an isomorphism because h*(F’(1)) = 1. One deduces that H'(# (1)) = 0.

(iii) If h°(F’(1)) = 1 then F’ can be realized as an extension :
0— Ops(—1) — F'— F7(1) — 0

where Z is a curve of degree 4 which is a union of multiple structures of a special type
on mutually disjoint lines (see [37]). Assume, for simplicity, that Z is the union of four
mutually disjoint lines L1, ..., Ly. L1ULyULj3 is contained in a unique nonsingular quadric
surface . Since h”(F’(1)) = 1, Ly is not contained in @ hence either L, intersects Q
in two distinct points P and P’ or L4 is tangent to Q at a point P. In the former case,
consider the lines L and L’ passing through P and P’, respectively, and belonging to the
other ruling of @ (than Ly, L, L3) and put X = LUL’. In the latter case, if L is the line
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passing through P and belonging to the other ruling of () then the 0-dimensional scheme
L4 N (@ is contained in the divisor 2L on (). Put, in this case, X = 2L. One has, in both
cases, Sxnzx =~ Ox(—4) whence an exact sequence:

0— O0x(3) — Fy — Ox(—-3) — 0

which must split (for cohomological reasons). Consequently, F'’ has two jumping lines of
order 3 which might coincide. Anyway, one shows, exactly as in case (ii), that the cokernel
of the evaluation morphism H°(F'(2)) @ Ops — F’(2) is isomorphic to Ox(—1).

(iv) Finally, if h”(F’(1)) = 2 then F’ has infinitely many jumping lines of order 3. They
form one ruling of a nonsingular quadric surface ) C P3. Since one has an epimorphism
F' — 045(0,—4) — 0, F'(3) is not globally generated.

Lemma E.2. Let F' be an instanton, L C P? a line, and X C P? a curve of degree 2
which is either the union of two disjoint lines or its degeneration, a divisor of the form
2L on a smooth quadric surface Q C P3, L being a line. Then:
(a) HY(F'(1)) — HY(F/(1)) is surjective for 1 > —1;
(b) HY(F'(1)) — HY(FY.(1)) is surjective for | > 0.
Proof. (a) If .Z is a coherent sheaf on P? with dim Supp.# < 1 then the multiplication
map H'(F) @, S — H'(F (1)) is surjective because H*(.F @ Qps (1)) = 0. It thus suffices
to show that H'(F/(—1)) — H'(F/(—1)) is surjective. Consider a plane H > L. Since
HY(F’(—=1)) = 0 and H'(F'(—2)) = 0 it follows that H"(F};(—1)) = 0. By Serre duality,
H2(F/(—2)) ~ HY(F} (1)) ~ H°(F/,(—1))" = 0. Now, using the exact sequences:
HY(F'(=1)) — H'(F(-1)) — H*(F'(=2)) =0
H (Fg(—1)) — H(F/(-1)) — H*(F4(-2)) = 0
one gets that H'(F’'(—1)) — H'(F/(—1)) is surjective.

(b) As in (a), it suffices to prove that H'(F’) — H'(FY,) is surjective. X is contained,
in both cases, in a smooth quadric surface () and, choosing a convenient isomorphism
Q ~ P! x P!, one has an exact sequence:

0— 0g(—2,0) — Oy — Ox — 0.
Since H*(F’) = 0 and H'(F'(=2)) = 0, it follows that H’(F}) = 0. By Serre dual-

ity, H*(F§(—2,0)) ~ H°(F}'(0,-2))" ~ H°(F}(0,—2))¥ = 0. Now, using the exact
sequences :

H'(F') — H'(F}) — H*(F'(-2)) =0
H'(F)) — H'(Fx) — H*(F(-2,0)) =0
one gets the desired surjectivity. 0

We shall need the following two well known results (see, for example, [I8, Lemma 4.1]
and the recent paper of Ellia and Gruson [23]).
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Lemma E.3. Let G be a semistable rank 2 vector bundle on P? with ¢(G) = 0 and
c2(G) =n > 2 and let Ly, Ly be two distinct lines. One has G, ~ Op,(a;) ® Or,(—a;)
for some non-negative integer a;, i = 1, 2. Then ay +ay < n+ 1. O

Lemma E.4. Let G be a semistable rank 2 vector bundle on P? with ¢,(G) = 0 and
co(G) =n > 3. Then h°(G(1)) < 3 unless G has a jumping line of mazimal order n. O

Remark E.5. One can show that if G is a stable rank 2 vector bundle on P? with
c1(G) = 0 and ¢3(G) = n > 4 then h(G(1)) < 2 unless G has a jumping line of maximal
order n — 1.

Lemma E.6. Let ' be a 4-instanton with H(F'(1)) = 0, having no jumping line of
mazimal order 4. Then h'(F'(2)) < 1 and if h*(F'(2)) = 1 then the multiplication map
HY(F'(1)) ® Sy — HY(F'(2)) is a perfect pairing.

Proof. One has, by Riemann-Roch, h'(F’(1)) = 4. Let H C P? be a plane of equation
h = 0. Since H°(F") = 0 and since H'(F’(—2)) = 0 it follows that H’(F};,(—1)) = 0 hence
F}; is semistable. It follows, from Lemma [E4, that h’(F},(1)) < 3 hence, by Riemann-
Roch, h'(F/(1)) < 1. This implies that H'(F(2)) = 0. Using the exact sequence :

HY(F/(1)) -5 HY(F'(2)) — HY(F7(2)) =0

one gets that the mutiplication by h : H'(F'(1)) — H'(F’(2)) is surjective. Applying,
now, the Bilinear Map Lemma [28, Lemma 5.1] to the bilinear map H'(F'(2))Y @ S; —
H'(F'(1))Y deduced from the multiplication map H'(F’(1))®S; — H*(F’(2)) one deduces
that h'(F’(2)) < 1. If h'(F’(2)) = 1 then the multiplication map H'(F’(1)) ® S; —
H'(F'(2)) is a perfect pairing. O

Lemma E.7. Let F' be a stable rank 2 vector bundle on 3, with c;(F') = 0 and co(F') =
4. If HY(F'(2)) = 0 then F' is a 4-instanton.

Proof. We show that if F’ is not a 4-instanton then H'(F’(2)) # 0. Indeed, in this case
F’ must have spectrum (1,0,0, —1). According to Chang [12, Prop. 1.5], either F'/ has
an unstable plane H C IP? of order 1, or it is the cohomology of a selfdual monad :

0 — Ops(—2) — 40ps — Op3(2) — 0.
In the former case, one has an exact sequence :
0—F"— F' — Iyu(-1) — 0,

with Z a 0-dimensional subscheme of H, of length 5, and .#” a stable rank 2 reflexive
sheaf with ¢;(F") = —1, co(F") = 3, c3(F") = 5. By [28, Thm. 8.2(d)], H*(F"(2)) = 0
hence h'(F'(2)) > h'(Fzu(1)) > 2.

In the latter case, using the (geometric) Koszul complex associated to the epimorphism
40ps — Ops(2), one gets that h'(F'(2)) = 1. O
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APPENDIX F. SERRE’S METHOD OF EXTENSIONS

We describe, here, a slightly more general variant of a method of Serre [44] for construct-
ing vector bundles from two codimensional subschemes. We include some arguments, for
completness. We begin by recalling some facts about Serre duality, mainly because the
duality isomorphisms from Hartshorne [27, Chap. III, §7] are not explicit enough for our
purposes. Firstly, a general result whose proof can be found in [19, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma F.1. Let A be an abelian category with enough injective objects, K(A) (resp.,
D(A)) the homotopy (resp., derived) category of complexes in A, and X* (resp., Y*)
a complex in A which is bounded to the right (resp., left). Then the canonical map
Homg(4)(X*,Y*) — Hompa)(X*,Y*) is:

(i) surjective if Ext" (X?, Y1) =0 for all p > q;

(it) injective if Ext? “(XP,Y) =0 for allp > q+ 1. O

Lemma F.2. Let X be a projective scheme over an algebraically closed field k, of pure
dimension n, Ox(1) a very ample invertible sheaf on X, and (wx , trx: H"(wx) — k) a
dualizing sheaf on X. Assume that:

H(Ox(—37)) =0 fori<mnand j>>0. (F.1)
Then, for any coherent Ox-module %, there exist isomorphisms:
Ext}, (F, wx)— H'P(F)", p>0.
Proof. Recall that, by the definition of a dualizing sheaf, the map:
Homg, (¥, wx) — H*(94)", f+ trx o H*(f),

is bijective, for any coherent &x-module 4. Let K(X) (resp., D(X)) be the homotopy
(resp., derived) category of complexes of quasi-coherent & x-modules. Let .# be a coherent
Ox-module. It follows, from condition (F.IJ), that .# admits a locally free resolution

s LT Y F 0, with £ ~ Ox(—m;)™, such that H (L) = 0, for
i<mn,Vj>0. Let € denote the cokernel of £t — #~% For 1 < p < n, one gets
isomorphisms :

H"P(F) = H P (g™ = ... S H e P,
Using the commutative diagram :
Homg, (£ 7, wx) —— Homg, (¢ 77, wx) —— Homgx)(Z*, TPwx) — 0
| |
Hn(g—p—i—l)v N H”(Cg—p)v SN Hn—l(cg—pﬂ)v — 50
(where “T” denotes the translation functor for complexes) one gets an isomorphism :

Homg x)(Z*, TPwyx) — H"P(F)".
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If one chooses the resolution .£* such that, moreover, Extfﬁx (L7 wx) =0 for i > 0,
Vj > 0 (this is equivalent to H' (wx(m;)) = 0 for i > 0, Vj > 0) then Lemma [F.1] implies
that :
HomK(X)(.i”’, prX) ~ HOHID(X)(D%., prx) ~ EXt%X (g, (A)X) s
hence Extl, (F,wx) = H'"P(F)".
The same argument shows that Ext}, (%,wx) = 0 for p > n because H (" P) =0. O
Lemma F.3. Under the hypotheses of LemmalE.2, assume that, moreover, X is nonsin-

gular and connected. Let'Y be a locally Cohen-Macaulay closed subscheme of X, of pure
codimension p > 1. Applying 7 ome, (—,wx) to a locally free resolution:

0—&EP— ... — & —O0x — Oy —0
of Oy, one gets an exact sequence:
0 —wx — &P ... 580 sy —0,
where wy := Coker Homg, (d",idy ) =~ Eatl, (Oy,wx) and &' = ()Y @ wx. De-

composing this sequence into short exact sequences one gets a map H" P(wy) — H"(wx).
Then the pair:

(wy , H" P(wy) — H (wx) =5 k)
is a dualizing sheaf on'Y and H(Oy(—j)) =0 fori<n—p and j >> 0.
Proof. Let &'* denote the complex 0 = wy — &P — ... — &'% — 0 (so that &P =
wx) and let &”* be the complex 0 — &P — ... — &0 — 0. Let . be a coherent
Ox-module. Choose, as in the proof of Lemma[F.2] a locally free resolution £ of .% such
that H'(£~7) = 0 for i < n, ¥j > 0 and such that, moreover, Exty; (£~7,&'~™) =0 for
1>0and 0 <m <p,Vj>0. Now, Lemma [F.1] implies that :

HOIIlK(X)(g., é@/.) ;) HOIHD(X) (g., éa/.) L) Homﬁx(ﬁ, CUY) .

Taking into account the proof of Lemma [F.2 it follows that, in order to show that the pair
from the statement is a dualizing sheaf on Y, it suffices to show that if .% is annihilated
by #y, i.e., if Z is an Oy-module, then map :

v HOHIK(X) (g., @@/.) — HOHIK(X) (g., prx)
is bijective. We use, for that purpose, the exact sequence :

HOITIK(X) (g., @@//.> L) HOITIK(X) (g., g/.> L) HOITIK(X) (g., Tp(UX) —
— HomK(X) (g., Téa//.) .

Claim 1. Homgx)(-Z*,&") = 0.
Indeed, it follows, from Lemma [[.1] that :
Homg x)(Z*, &) — Homp(x)(£*, ") — Hompx)(F, &) . (F.2)
Moreover, one has, for i > 0, an exact sequence :
Hompy)(F, T'¢"~") — Homp(x)(F,0°'6"*) — Hompx)(F,0=""16"), (F.3)
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where 0=7'&"* denotes the complex 0 — &Pt — ... — &'~ — (. It follows, from
Lemma [F.2] that if & is a locally free &'x-module then, for i < p:

Ext), (F,6" @wy) ~Exty (F @& wx) ~H"(F @&) =0

because dim Supp .# < n — p. In particular, Hompx) (%, T'¢'~) =0,i=0,...,p— 1,
hence Hompx)(#,&"*) = 0. Claim 1 is proven.

Claim 2. w is the zero morphism.

Indeed, let &™* be the complex 0 — &'P™2 — ... — &' — 0. One has an exact
sequence :

Homy x)(-£"*, TE"*) — Homyx) (£, TE™) — Homy ) (L°, T'E )

and, as in the proof of Claim 1, Homgx)(-Z£*, T&"*) = 0. It follows that the morphism
Homg x)(-Z*, T&"*) — Homg x)(£*, TPE P is injective.
Now, the composite map:

Homyex) (£, Thwx) = Homyx) (£, TE") — Homyx) (£, T76 ")

can be identified with the morphism Exty (%,wx) — Ext}, (F,&' ™) hence with
the morphism Exty, (#,wx) — Ext, (F ® &', wx) which is 0 because the morphism
F @& — F is 0. One deduces that w = 0.

The claims 1 and 2 and the exact sequence before Claim 1 show that v is an isomorphism
hence the pair from the statement is a dualizing sheaf for Y. The proof of the fact that
H'(Oy(—j)) =0fori <n —pand j >> 0 is easy because any locally free &x-module &
embeds into one of the form @y (m)™ hence H'(&(—j)) = 0 for i < n and j >> 0. O

The following result is the key technical point in our proof of Serre’s method of exten-
sions.

Lemma F.4. Under the hypotheses of LemmalE.3, let F be a coherent Ox-module such
that HV(F @ &) =0,i=1,...,p—1. Then any morphism f: F — wy with the
property that try o H*"P(f) = 0 lifts to a morphism f: .F — &'°.

Proof. We use the notation from the proof of Lemma [F.3l f can be extended to a mor-
phism of complexes ¢: £* — &'*. Let €' denote the cokernel of £~1 — £~ and
let ¢'"P: € P — wx denote the morphism induced by ¢ 7: £ P — wyx. The description
of try : H" P(wy) — k from the conclusion of Lemma [F.3] shows that the composite
morphism :
H"P(F) 5 HY(67) 0 i (wy) 25 &
is 0. Taking into account the isomorphism Homg x)(-£*, TPwyx) = H" ?(F)" from the
proof of Lemma [F22] it follows that the image of ¢ into Homx)(£*, TPwx) is 0.
Recall, now, from the proof of Lemma [[.3] the exact sequence:

Homg (x)(£*, &) SN Homg x)(Z£*, &) SN Homg (x)(Z*, TPwyx),
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and the isomorphisms ([£.2). By Lemma [[.2] the hypothesis H"{(F @ &7P) =0 is
equivalent to Hompx)(#,T'6"~") =0, i = 1,...,p — 1. One deduces, using the exact
sequences (£3)) in the proof of Lemma [F.3] that one has an epimorphism :

Homgy (7, &%) — Homp(x)(F, &™) .
The commutative diagram :

HOIIlK(X)(D%.,g”.) L) HomK(X)(f',g") L) HomK(X)(.i”',prX)

o] |

Homg, (#,£'°) —— Homg, (F,wy)
shows, now, that f can be lifted to an fe Homg, (F#,&'°). O

Theorem F.5. Let X be a nonsingular connected projective variety, of dimensionn > 2,
(wx, trx: H"(wx) — k) a dualizing sheaf on X, Y a locally Cohen-Macaulay closed
subscheme of X, of pure codimension 2, and (wy , try : H" 2(wy) — k) a dualizing
sheaf on Y. Let F be a locally free Ox-module. Then there exists an isomorphism wy =~
Exty, (Oy,wx) such that, for any epimorphism 6: F¥ @wx — wy with try oH*2(0) = 0,
there exists an extension:

0—F —F— % —0,

with E locally free and such that, when applying 7 ome, (—,wx) to it, the connecting
morphism:

0: FY Rwxy — gl’tlﬁx(cﬂy,wx) ~ gl’t?ﬁx(ﬁy,wX)

is identified with 6. Notice that the hypothesis try o H""2(8) = 0 is automatically satisfied
if H2(F) = 0.

Proof. Choose a very ample invertible sheaf 0y (1) on X. There exists an integer m such
that H'(F(1)) = 0, Y1 > m. Choose a locally free resolution :

02 et g oy 0
of Oy, with &1 = Ox(—m)™, m; > m, and put:
wy := Coker Home, (7 idy, ) = Extl, (Oy,wx).

Let tr$: H" ?(w$) — k be the trace map defined in Lemma [F.3l By the uniqueness of
the dualizing sheaf (see [27], III, Prop. 7.2]), there exists a unique isomorphism wy ~ wy,
identifying try with tr5.

Consider, now, an epimorphism § as in the statement and let 6°: FY ® wx — wy be
the epimorphism obtained by composing § with wy — w$.. Since, by Serre duality on X,
H" Y FY @wx ® &™) = 0, Lemma [F4 implies that §° lifts to a morphism 6: FY @ wyx —

&% @wy. One has 6 =n ®id,,, with n: FV — &2V,
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Consider the extension defined by the push-forward diagram :

d-1

0 — &2 42 o Sy 0
4l | |
0O — F —— F Fy 0

Applying s#ome, (—,wx) to this diagram one deduces that :
0: FVQwy — éaxtlﬁx(fy,wx) ~ Wy
coincides with 0°. Moreover, F is locally free because one has an exact sequence :
(%)
062" 6 'gF 3 FE—0,

and (d2Y, —n): &Y @ FV — £V is an epimorphism. (We have used tacitly the fact
that wy is invertible which follows, however, easily by embedding X into a projective
space and then using Lemma [F.3]) O

Remark F.6. Let X, Y and F be as in Thm. [[.5l Assume, moreover, that H!(F) = 0.
Consider two extensions :

0—F —FE — % —0,i=0,1,

with Ey and Fj locally free. Applying 77 omg, (—,wx) to these extensions, one gets exact
sequences :

0—wy — B @uwy — FY @wy ~5wy — 0, i=0, 1.
If 50:(51 then EoﬁEl.

Indeed, consider a locally free resolution of &y as at the beginning of the proof of Thm. [E.5
Since Extlﬁx(é"_l, F) =0, one gets, for i =0, 1, a commutative diagram :

0 — &2 17, o1 47 Sy s 0
| | H
0O —— F —— E; Fy > 0

for a certain morphism 7;: FV — &2V, Since wy ~ éaxtlﬁx (Hy,wx) =~ Coker d™%¥ ®id,,,,
one gets, applying J#omg, (—,wx) to the top exact sequence of the above diagram, an
exact sequence :

0—wy =& VYRuwy — &Y Qwy — wy — 0.
Then ¢; lifts to the morphism 5~Z =1 @idyy : FY @ wx — &2 @ wx. Since dy = Iy,

81 — & factorizes through the kernel .# of the epimorphism &2V ® wx — wy. One also
has an exact sequence :

0wy —-E&VRuy — F# —0.
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Since Exty (FY ® wy,wyx) ~ H'(F) = 0, one deduces that there exists a morphism
¢: FV — & such that n; — gy = ¢ o d~2V. Using, now, the exact sequences :

—2v .
0B & Vepy 0T ey g 2,1,

one deduces that Fy ~ Fj.

APPENDIX G. MISCELLANEOUS AUXILIARY RESULTS

Lemma G.1. Let Q ~ P' x P! be a nonsingular quadric surface in P2. Then there exist
epimorphisms n: Tps(—1)|Q — Og(1,3) such that the map H°(n(1,1)): HO(Tps | Q) —
HO(0q(2,4)) is injective (hence bijective).

Proof. The kernel ¢ of any epimorphism n: Tps(—1)|Q — Op(1,3) is a rank 2 vector

bundle on @ with det¥ ~ (0, —2). It follows that ¢¥ ~ ¢(0,2) (on Q). One deduces
an exact sequence :

0 — Og(0,—4) 5 (s | Q)(2,0) — F(1,1) — 0,
where p = 1V(1,—1). One has H((Qps | Q)(2,0)) = 0 (because Qps|Q embeds into
404(—1,-1)) hence H(n(1,1)) is injective iff H*(4(1,1)) = 0 iff H'(p) is injective.
Now, since (Qps | Q)(2,4) is globally generated (because Qps(2) is) a general morphism
p: Og(0,—4) — (2pz | Q)(2,0) is a locally split monomorphism. It thus remains to show
that there exist morphisms p: 0g(0, —4) — (Qps | Q)(2,0) such that H'(p) is injective.
Consider, for that purpose, the exact sequence:

0— Og(—2,-2) — Qps | Q — Op(—2,0) & 05(0,—2) — 0.
Tensorize it by 0 (2,0). Since ExtlﬁQ(ﬁQ(O, —4),0p(0,—-2)) = 0, the morphism:
Hom(0(0, —4), (2 | Q)(2,0)) — Hom(6(0, —4), O & G (2, —2))

is surjective. Moreover, H'((Qps | Q)(2,0)) = H'(0¢(2, —2)). It thus suffices to show that,
for a general element f € H(0p(2,2)), the multiplication by f - —: H'(0g(0,—4)) —
H'(0g(2,—2)) is injective.

In order to prove the existence of such an f, let us recall that:

H(04(2,2)) ~ H(0p:1(2)) @ H(Op1(2)) , H'(0g(0, —4)) =~ H(Op) @ H' (Op1(—4))

HY (Op1 (2, —2)) ~ H(Op (2)) @ H (Op (-2)).
Write f as ug @ fo + uour @ fr +ui @ fo, with fo, f1, fa € klto, ta]a. 1f € € H' (Opi1(—4))
then :
f-(1®8&) =ug @ (fof) + uour ® (f1€) + 43 ® (f2£) .

If fo, f1, fo is a k-basis of k[tg, t1]2 then f; =0, i =0, 1, 2, implies £ = 0, hence, in this
case, multiplication by f - —: H'(0g(0, —4)) — H'(0g(2, —2)) is injective. O

Lemma G.2. Let Y be the union of three mutually disjoint lines in P3. If & is the
kernel of a general epimorphism §: 20ps — Oy (1) then £ (2) is globally generated.
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Proof. Let Q C IP? be the unique quadric surface containing Y and let K be the kernel of
dg: 209 — Oy (1). K is a rank 2 vector bundle on ). Since one has an exact sequence:

0 —20ps(—2) — A — K — 0,

' (2) is globally generated iff K (2) is globally generated. It thus suffices to show that if K
is the kernel of a general epimorphism e: 20y — Oy (1) then K(2) is globally generated.
In order to prove the last assertion, fix an isomorphism @ ~ P! x P'. Assume that
Ly, Ly, Ly belong to the linear system | O(1,0)|. Tensorizing by 0g(2,1) the exact
sequence :
0— Og(—3,0) — Oy — Oy — 0,

one gets an exact sequence 0 — Og(—1,1) = 0p(2,1) — Oy (1) — 0 from which one
deduces that H(0g(2,1)) = H°(Oy(1)). Choose A, N € H%(0(2,1)) such the inter-
section of the zero divisors of A and A consists of four simple points Py, ..., Py, none of
them situated on Y, and such that none of the lines P;P;, 1 <4 < j < 4, belongs to the
linear system | 0(0,1)|. [To see that this is possible, choose, firstly, A such that its zero
divisor is a nonsingular twited cubic curve C' C . Fix an isomorphism P! = C. One
has 0(2,1) | C ~ Op1(4). Using the exact sequence 0 — Og — 0p(2,1) = Op1(4) — 0,
one sees that the map H°(0q(2,1)) — H°(Opi(4)) is surjective. Choose P, ..., P, on
C satisfying the above conditions. Finally, choose \' € H°(0g(2,1)) such that the zero
divisor of \'|C'is P, + - - - + Py.]

Let €: 20 — Oy (1) be the epimorphism defined by A |Y and A’ |Y and let K be its
kernel.

Claim. H°(K(1,2)) = 0.

Indeed, applying the Snake Lemma to the commutative diagram :

0 — Oo(-2,-1) 2 20, X g4 02.1) — 0
0 —— 0 —— Oy(l) —— 0Oy(1) —— 0
where I' := { Py, ..., P,}, one gets an exact sequence :

0— Og(—2,-1) — K — Fro(—-1,1) — 0.

Tensorizing this exact sequence by €(1,2) and using the fact that H°(# o(0,3)) = 0
(because none of the lines P,P;, 1 <1i < j <4, belongs to the linear system | 0(0,1) )
one gets the claim.

Using the exact sequence 0 — K(1,2) — 204(1,2) — Oy(3) — 0, one deduces, from
the above claim, that H'(K(1,2)) = 0. Let L C @ be a line belonging to the linear system
| Og(1,0)|. Then K, ~ O1(1) @ Or(—1)if L =L;, i =1, 2, 3, and K, ~ 20}, otherwise.
Tensorizing by K (2) (= K(2,2)) the exact sequence :

0 — O0g(—1,0) — Og — O, — 0,
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one gets that H°(K(2)) = H°(K1(2)). Since K(2) is globally generated, for every line L
belonging to | Op(1,0) |, it follows that K (2) is globally generated. O

Lemma G.3. Consider a morphism §: 20ps ® Qps(1) — O(2), where L C P? is a line.
If the component 6': 20ps — Or(2) of § is an epimorphism and if H°(6): H°(20, &
(Qps(1) | L)) — HY(OL(2)) is surjective then Ker §(1) is globally generated.

Proof. One has Qps(1) | L ~ 20, @ Op(—1). Since H°(6,) is surjective and since H%(4;)
must be injective, there exists a nonzero global section o of Qps(1)|L and constants
c1, ¢; € k such that the kernel of H(6;) is generated by (cy, ¢z, o). Recalling the exact
sequence 0 — Qps(1) — 40ps — Ops(1) — 0, there exists a plane H D L and a nonzero
global section ¢ of Qps(1) | H such that o | L = o.

Now, since Qps (1) | H ~ 05 ®Q(1) and H*(Qp(1)) = 0, there exists an automorphism
¢ of 20y ® (Qps(1) | H) mapping (c1, ¢z, &) to (0,0, &). Since Homg,, (Qps(1), Ops) —
Homg,, ((Qps(1) | H), O%), ¢ lifts to an automorphism v of 20 & Qps(1). Then § o ¢p~!
factorizes as:

20ps ® Qps (1) —= 20y © Qp(1) -5 01(2),
where 7y is the canonical epimorphism and 7 is such that its component n': 20y — 0 (2)
is an epimorphism and H%(n.): H*(20, @ (Qu(1)| L)) — H°(0L(2)) is bijective. Since
the kernel of the canonical epimorphism ps(1) — Qg (1) is isomorphic to 30ps(—1), one
gets an exact sequence :

0 — 50ps(—1) — Ker (6 0¢p™) — Kernp — 0.

It follows that, in order to show that Ker (1) is globally generated, it suffices to show
that Kern(1) is globally generated.

Let K be the kernel of 7 and K’ the kernel of n’. One has an exact sequence 0 —
K'— K — Qg(1) = 0. Since Kern, ~ €(—2), one also has an exact sequence :

0—20y(—1) — K' — 0(-2) — 0,

hence the cokernel of the evaluation morphism H°(K'(1)) ® 0y — K'(1) is isomorphic to
Or(—1) and H'(K'(1)) = 0. Applying the Snake Lemma to the commutative diagram :

0 — HYK'(1)® Oy —— HY(K(1)® Oy —— 305 —— 0

0 — K'(1) — K(1) — Qu(2) — 0
one deduces that K (1) is globally generated if and only if the connecting morphism
0: Opy(—1) — Or(—1) is an epimorphism. This happens if and only if 9 # 0. If 0 = 0
then the cokernel of the evaluation morphism of K (1) is isomorphic to & (—1). But this
is not possible because Ky ~ O (1) ® 30(—1), as one sees using the exact sequence :

and the fact that ¢;(K) = —2. O
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Lemma G.4. Let V' be a 4-dimensional k-vector space and W a 2-dimensional vector
subspace of N*V. Let A be the image of the wedge product V- x V — N*V. A is the
affine cone over the Pliicker hyperquadric G ¢ P(A* V) ~ IP5.

(a) If P(W) intersects G in two distinct points then there exists a basis vy, . ..,vs of V
such that vg A vy and vy A vz is a basis of W.

(b) If P(W) is tangent to G then there exists a basis vy, ...,vs of V such that vy A\ vy
and vog A vs + v1 A vy is a basis of W.

(c) If P(W) C G then there exists a basis vy, ...,vs of V such that vg A vy and vy A vy
s a basis of W.

Proof. (a) The two points P and P’ in which P(W) intersects G correspond to two distinct
vector subspaces U and U’ of V', of dimension 2. Let V'’ := U+U’. One must have V' =V
because, otherwise, P(W) € P(A\” V') € G. One chooses a basis vy, vy of U and a basis
Va2, Us of U'.

(b) The point P at which P(W) is tangent to G corresponds to a 2-dimensional vector
subspace U of V. The (embedded) tangent space to G at P is TpG = P(U A V') hence
W c UAV. Choose a basis vg, v1 of U. W has a basis of the form vg Avy, vg Avz+v1 Avg,
where vy and vz are two other vectors in V. Let V' be the subspace of V' spanned by
Vo, . .., v3. One must have V/ = V because, otherwise, P(W) Cc P(A*V') C G.

(¢) Choose two distinct points P and P’ of P(W). Using the notation from the proof
of (a), one must have V'’ # V. Since W C A* V', the assertion follows easily. O

Lemma G.5. Let Sy := H%(Ops(1)) and let W, A and G be as in Lemma[G.J] for V = S;.
The map L — [\>H(#L(1))] identifies the lines in P® with the points of G. Recall the
evact sequence 0 — Qps (1) — Ops @y S) — Ops(1) — 0 and the Koszul complex:

o Ops(—1) @ N2S1 -25 Ops @, S1 -2 Opa(1) — 0,

with dy the evaluation morphism. Let us denote by p the composite morphism:

ﬁ]ps Rk W — ﬁps 2o /\251 ﬂ) Qp3(2) .

(a) If P(W) intersects G in two distinct points, corresponding to two disjoint lines L
and L' in P3, then Coker p¥ ~ O 1.

(b) If (W) is tangent to G at a point corresponding to a line L C P3 then Coker p¥ ~
Ox, where X 1is the divisor 2L on a nonsingular quadric surface QQ O L.

(¢) If P(W) C G then Coker p¥ ~ I,y (1), for some plane H C P* and some point
x € H.

Proof. (a) According to Lemma [G.4)(a), there exists a basis hq, ..., hg of Sy such that W
is spanned by ho A hqy and hy Ahs. L (resp., L') is the line of equations hg = hy = 0 (resp.,
hy = hy = 0). Let a: S; — S; be the linear automorphism defined by «(h;) = —h;,
i =0, 1, a(h;) = hy, i = 2, 3, and let @ be the composite morphism :

st(l) LN Ops Qi S = Ops @4 Si = ﬁps(l).
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Recall that dy(1) maps h Ah € A>S; to h@ B — I @ h € H(Ops(1)) @, S;. Computing
6(1)(h; A hj) one sees easily that Im 6 = #71,(1) and that one has an exact sequence :
0 — Ops @ W 5 Qpa(2) 2 1000(2) — 0.
Dualizing this exact sequence and taking into account that :
gxtéﬂ)g(fLqu(Q), Ops) ~ wrop(2) ~ O
one gets the result from the statement.

(b) According to Lemma [G.4(b), there exists a basis hy,...,hs of S such that W is
spanned by hg A hy and hg A hs — hy A ho. L is the line of equations hg = hy = 0. Let
p: S — Si be the linear endomorphism defined by 5(h;) = 0, ¢ = 0, 1, B(h;) = h;_s,
1 =2, 3, and let 7 be the composite morphism :

st(l) LN Ops ®p, Sh i) Ops @y St = ﬁps(l).

Computing 7(1)(h; A h;) one sees easily that Im7 = #x (1), where X is the divisor 2L on
the quadric surface () of equation hohs — hihe = 0 and that one has an exact sequence :

0 — Gps @ W 5 Qps(2) 7% 7(2) — 0.
One concludes as in (a).

(¢) According to Lemma [G.4l(c), there exists a basis ho, ..., hs of Sy such that W is
spanned by hg A hy and hg A he. Let o € P be the point of equations hg = hy = hy = 0
and H the plane of equation hy = 0. Let A : S; — k be the linear function defined by
Ahi) =0,i=0, 1, 2, A(h3) = 1, and let 7™ be the composite morphism :

Q]pS(l) L) ﬁ]p?) ®k Sl L) ﬁps .

Computing 7(1)(h; A hj) one sees easily that Im7 = #,; and that one has an exact
sequence :

0= Ops(—1) @ AV 2D o @0 A2V 2 0pa(2) 2 7,,(1) > 0,

where V' = kho+khy+khs. Let i: N> V' — k be the linear function vanishing on W and
such that p(hy A hy) = 1. Dualizing the short exact sequence of (horizontal) complexes:

0 — O W —L ps(2) —— 0

! ! | !

0 ——
0 —— Op(—1) ANV’ 2 G A2V 20 0u2) —— 0
0 —

| | Lo

Ops(—1) % O —— 0 —— 0
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and writting a convenient part of the long exact sequence of cohomology sheaves one gets

an exact sequence :
0 — Opa(—1) =5 Tpa(=2) 25 Gos @ WY — Iy (1) — 0. O

Lemma G.6. Let V be a 4-dimensional k-vector space, V' a 3-dimensional vector sub-

space of V, and W' a 5-dimensional vector subspace of N> V. If N°V' C W' then there
exists a 2-dimensional vector subspace U of V' such that W' =U AV

Proof. Let vy, ...,vs be a k-basis of V' such that vy, v1, vy is a basis of V. Then /\2 V=
AN V'@& (V' Aws). Since W’ N (V' A wvs) has dimension 2 (it has dimension at least 2
and cannot have dimension 3 because W' is smaller than A*V) it follows that W' =
N V'@®(W'N (V' Avs)). There exists a 2-dimensional vector subspace U of V'’ such that
W’ N (V' Avg) =U Avs. Since N°V' =U AV it follows that W' =U A V. O

Lemma G.7. With the notation from Lemma let W' be a 5-dimensional vector
subspace of /\2 Sy and let p’ denote the composite morphism:

ﬁ]pii Rk W/ — ﬁ]pB R /\251 dQ—(l)> Qp3(2) .

a) If P(W') intersects G transversely then p' is an epimorphism.
b) If P(W') is tangent to G at a point P corresponding to a line L C P3 then Coker p’ ~
Oy,

Proof. (a) Let  be a point in P3. If V' = H°(#,;(1)) then the kernel of the surjective
map :

o~~~

A2S1 — HO(Qps(2)) — Qps(2)(2)
is A\°V’. Since P(W') is not tangent to G at any of its points, Lemma implies that
W' does not contain A\* V. It follows that the composite map :

/ HO(P’)

w H(Qps(2)) — Qs (2) ()

is surjective.
(b) Let U = H°(#(1)) € S;. One has W’ = U A S;. Extend a basis hg, hy of U to

a basis hg,...,hs of S;. Let u’: /\2 S1 — k be the linear function vanishing on W' and
such that p'(he A hg) = 1. The image of the composite morphism :

Ops(—1) @ A2S1 20 s @ A2S) 25 Grs

is #1. One can conclude, now, as in the last part of the proof of Lemma [G.5(c) (without
dualizing the short exact sequence of complexes). O]

Lemma G.8. Let I' be a subscheme of P consisting of five simple points P, . .., Ps such
that no four of them are contained in a plane. Then S (2) is globally generated.

Proof. One has h’(.#-(2)) = 5 because the points of I' impose independent conditions on
quadratic forms. It is easy to see that the linear system | H’(.#:(2)) | has no base point
outside the union of the planes containing three of the points of I'. Let H be the plane
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containing Py, P», P3 and let h = 0 be an equation of H. The kernel of the restriction
map H°(#(2)) — H(Fuar.u(2)) consists of the elements of the form hh’, where R’ is
a linear form vanishing at P, and Ps5. One deduces that the above restriction map is
surjective hence the base points of the linear system | H’(.#-(2)) | contained in H are P,
P, and P;. Consequently, the base points of | H*(.#(2)) | are Py, ..., Ps.

Finally, considering the elements of H(.#(2)) of the form hh' where either h vanishes
at P, and P, and A/ vanishes at P3, P, and Ps or h vanishes at P; and P; and A’ vanishes
at Py, P, and P, one sees that the map H°(#(2)) — (ﬂ{pl}/ffpl})@) is surjective.

There are, actually, general results of Saint-Donat [42, Lemme 3] and Green and Lazars-
feld [25] Thm. 1] which imply that the homogeneous ideal I(I') C S is generated by
I(T),. O

Lemma G.9. Let Q C P be a nonsingular quadric surface and x a point of Q. Fix an
isomorphism Q ~ P'xP'. If9 is the kernel of a general epimorphism 30 — F1y.0(1,3)
then 4(2,2) is globally generated and H*(4(2,2)) = 0.

Proof. Consider, for the moment, an arbitrary epimorphism ¢: 309 — F.3,0(1,3) and
let ¢4 be its kernel. One has det¥ ~ Og(—1,—3). Since ¢ is locally free of rank 2 it
follows that Y ~ ¢(1,3). Dualizing the exact sequence :

0— % — 300 2 Fjay0(1,3) — 0,
one gets, consequently, an exact sequence :
0— Op(—1,-3) — 309 — 9(1,3) — Oy — 0.

One deduces, easily, that H'(4(1,2)) = 0 and H'(¥4(2,2)) = 0. If L C Q is a line
belonging to the linear system | &(1,0) | then, using the exact sequence:

0 —9(1,2) —9(2,2) — 9.(2) — 0,

one gets that the map H%(%(2,2)) — H°(%.(2)) is surjective. Consequently, ¢(2,2) is
globally generated if and only if ¢47(2) is globally generated, for every line L C ) belonging
to the linear system | 0(1,0) |.

For such a line L, ¢}, is a subsheaf of 30. Since det ¥}, ~ & (—3) it follows that either
G, ~ Op(—1)® O(-2) or 9, ~ O ® Or(—3). One deduces that ¢(2,2) is globally
generated if and only if HY(¢;) = 0, for every line L C @Q belonging to the linear system
[04(1,0) .

We shall construct, now, an epimorphism ¢: 30y — Z(,1.0(1,3) such that its kernel
¢ satisfies the preceding condition. Choose fo € H°(0q(1,3)) such that its zero divisor
is a nonsingular quartic rational curve C' C @ containing z. Let Ly C @ be the line
from the linear system | &g(1,0) | passing through z. If p;, py: C — P! are the canonical
projections then p, is an isomorphism and pfOpi(1) ~ p30p:(3) hence p; is defined by
a base point free 2-dimensional vector subspace A; C H%(p;0p1(3)). Choose 0 # X €
H°(p30p1 (1)) vanishing at o and a base point free 2-dimensional vector subspace A C
H° (p5 031 (5)). We work under the following :
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Assumption. None of the zero divisors of the elements of A\ {0} contains a fiber of p;
or the divisor (Ly N C) — z as a subscheme.

Denoting by ¢ a nonzero element of H%(p;0p:1(2)) whose zero divisor is (Lo N C) — z, the
above assumption is equivalent to the fact that, on one hand, A intersects the image of
the bilinear multiplication map A; x H°(p5@p1(2)) — H°(p30p1(5)) only in 0 and, on the
other hand, that it intersects the vector subspace goH®(p5@p1(3)) of HO(p50p1(5)) only in
0. It follows that a general A satisfies the assumption.

Choose, now, a k-basis g1, go of A. One has 0g(1,3)|C ~ p;0p:1(6) and, using the

exact sequence :

0— O 2% 65(1,3) — Go(1,3)|C — 0,
one sees that the map H°(0q(1,3)) — H%(0q(1,3)|C) is surjective. Lift the element
Agi of H(p50p1(6)) to f; € H(0(1,3)), i = 1,2. fo, f1, fo define an epimorphism
¢:30q = Fzy,0(1,3). Let ¢ be its kernel.

Let us denote by v the composite morphism 3¢ N Fa0(1,3) = 0p(1,3). If
L C @ is a line from the linear system | 0(1,0)| then our assumption implies that
H(¢yp): HY(30L) — H°(0(3)) is injective [indeed, if ¢ fi + cofs is a nontrivial linear
combination of f; and fy then (ci1f1 + cofs)| L does not vanish on the divisor L N C
because, if it does, then either c;g; + cogo vanishes on L N C, if L # Ly, or it vanishes
on (LyNC) — =z, if L = Ly. Since the zero divisor of fy| L is L N C, one derives that
fol L, fi| L, fo| L are linearly independent]. Denoting by ¢, the morphism:

10} Rog idg, : 30, — j{x}@(la 3) Raq o,

one deduces that H(¢;) is injective, hence H*(¥4;) = 0. O
Lemma G.10. Let I' be a subscheme of P*, n > 2, consisting of n + 1 simple points
Py, ..., P, not contained in a hyperplane. Consider a morphism ¢: 20p. — Op(1) with

the property that the composite map:
HO(e
HO(205:) 5 HO(6p (1)) — H(Gp,p 3 (1))
is bijective, for 0 <1 < j <n. Then one has an exact sequence:
("I Oen(=3) 25 (n+1)Opn(—1) 25 200 — O1(1) — 0.

Proof. We begin with a general observation: let .# be a coherent sheaf on P" such that
H°(#(—1)) =0, .7 is l-regular, and the multiplication map H°(.%#) ® S; — H°(.# (1)) is
bijective. Then the graded S-module H(.%) has a graded resolution of the form :

0— B,8(—n—1) — -+ — 31S(-2) — H*(F)®, S — HY(F) — 0.
Indeed, the graded S-module H?(.%) is generated in degrees < 1 (because . is 1-regular)
hence it is, actually, generated by H(.%). The evaluation morphism H°(.#) ®; Opn — F

of .7 is, consequently, an epimorphism and its kernel ¢ is 2-regular and H°(¢4(1)) = 0.
The above assertion follows immediately. Notice, also, that :

By = dimy Ker (H*(F) ® Sy — H(Z(2))) .
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Now, since H(0n (1)) = H°(Or(1)), there exists two linear forms h, h' € H(Opn(1))
such that ¢ is defined by h|I" and A'|T". If L is the linear subspace of P" of equations
h = I/ = 0 then the hypothesis of the lemma is equivalent to the fact that L does not

intersect any of the lines P, P;, 0 < ¢ < j < n. In particular, L has codimension 2 in P".
Since € can be written as the composite map :

26 LM 7(1) s Gen(1) — O1(1),

it follows that ¢ is an epimorphism and that if /" is its kernel then one has exact sequences :
0 — Opn(—1) — X — Fr(l) — 0,
0— Sror — I, — Or — 0.
The map H°(.#;(2)) — H°(0r(2)) is clearly surjective, hence £ r is 3-regular. Moreover,
H°(#;ur(1)) = 0. One deduces that ¢ is 2-regular and H°(.#) = 0.
Claim. The multiplication map p: H*(For(2)) @ S — H°(F1ur(3)) is bijective.
Indeed, applying the Snake Lemma to the diagram :
0 — HY(Ar2)® S —— HY(72)® S — H'(0r(2)® S, —— 0

l# lML lur

0 — H(FAurB) —— H(#AB) —— H(0r@B) ——0
one sees that it suffices to show that the map Ker uy — Ker pur is surjective (because, by
dimensional reasons, it will be bijective). Let h; = 0 (resp., h; = 0) be an equation of
the hyperplane containing I'\ {P;} (resp., LU {P;}), and let e; be the element of H(&r)
defined by e;(P;) = 0,5, j =0,...,n,i=0,...,n. Since ur(e; ® h;) = d;;e; it follows that
Ker ur is generated by the elements e; ® h; with ¢ # j. But, for ¢ # j,

Ker,uL = hlh; (029 hj — h]h; (029 hl — (hJL;)(PJ e ® hj c Ker,up

hence the map Ker i, — Ker ur is surjective.

One deduces, from the claim, that the multiplication map H°(# (1)) ® S, — H°(#(2))
is bijective. The conclusion of the lemma follows, now, by applying to . := (1) the
observation from the beginning of the proof. One can, actually, do something more,

namely one can explicitate the matrices defining the differentials of the exact sequence
from the conclusion of the lemma.

Indeed, b, can be expressed as a linear combination h; = a;h+ah’, a;, a; € k,i=10,...,n.
Since h;h} vanishes on I', i = 0,...,n, one deduces that the differential d; is defined by
the matrix:

aoho a1h1 Ce Cthn

agho dathy ... alh,/)’

Notice that the hypothesis of the lemma implies that all the 2 x 2 minors of this matrix
are non-zero. Notice, also, that if one chooses h = h; and b’ = b} then ag = 1, a; = 0,
ap =0, and a} = 1.
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Let ~9,...,7, be the columns of the above matrix. For 0 < 1 < 57 < [ < n, let
(241, Yiji, 2ij1) € k> be a non-trivial solution of the system of linear equations :

a;x +a;y +az =0,
a;x +ayy +apz =0.

One must have x;;; # 0, yii # 0, 2z # 0 (because of the non-vanishing of all the 2 x 2
minors of the above matrix). One deduces that :

Tiithihy - i + yiihihy - v + ziithihy -y =0, 0<i<j <l <n,

is a complete system of quadratic relations between the columns of the above matrix. One
deduces that the transpose of the column of the matrix of dy indexed by a triple (i, j, 1)
with 0 <i1<j<l<nis:

(O,...,O,S(Zijlhjhl,O,...,O,yijlhihl,O,...,O,Zijlhihj,O,...,O). O]

Lemma G.11. Let C C P? be a nonsingular rational quintic curve, not contained in a
quadric surface, and let L C P? be the unique 4-secant of C. Then one has an exact
sequence::

H(I6(3)) @), Ops — I(3) — Frnc.1(3) — 0.
Moreover, HY(#(3)) = 0.

Proof. Consider the exact sequence:
0— Ocy, — Oc X O, — Ocnr, — 0.
The map H(Oc(1)) — H°(Ocnr(1)) is surjective for I > 1. One deduces that :
hO(Ocur (1) = h°(Oc(1) + h°(OL(1) — 4 and H (Ocup(1)) =0, VI > 1.

It follows, in particular, that H'(.#cr(2)) = 0 and H*(Zoun(1)) = 0 hence Sy is
3-regular. Since h%(F1(3)) = 4 and h®(F1(4)) = 13, one gets an exact sequence :

0 — 30p3(—1) — 40ps — Iy (3) — 0.

Since H(Zcur(3)) = H°(#(3)) (any cubic surface containing C' must also contain its
4-secant L), one deduces that the cokernel of the evaluation morphism of Z(3) is:

fo(g)/gﬂCUL(g) ~ meL(g)/gﬂL(g) = fCﬁL,L(B) .
Moreover, since 4 = h’(Z¢ur(3)) = h®(F(3)) it follows that H'(-(3)) = 0. O
Lemma G.12. Let Y be the union of three mutually disjoint lines Ly, Lo, L3 in P? and
let Py, ..., P3 be four points in P® such that T := {Py, ..., Ps} is not contained in a plane.
We assume that none of the four points belongs to the quadric surface Q C P3 containing

Y and that H*( Iy pyor(2)) = 0, 1 =1, 2, 3. Then the homogeneous ideal of Y UT is
generated by cubic forms.
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Proof. The hypothesis H*(.Zy\r,jur(2)) = 0 implies that H(#1,(2)) = H(0r(2)),
I =1, 2, 3. One deduces easily that the map H°(.#(3)) — H%(€(3)) is surjective hence
H'(Aur(3)) = 0 and h°(HAr(3)) = 4. It follows that .#yp is 4-regular. It remains
to show that the multiplication map p: S; ® HY(Syur(3)) — HO(HAyr(4)) is surjective.
Using the commutative diagram :

0 —— 51®H0(fyUp(3)) — 51®H0(cﬂy(3)) — 51®H0(ﬁp(3)) — 0

l# lMY lur

0 — H'(AHuwr@) —— H(AHH) —— H(Or(4) ——0
one sees that it suffices to show that the map Ker yy — Ker pr induced by this diagram
is surjective.

For 0 < ¢ < 3, let h; = 0 be an equation of the plane containing I' \ {F;} and let e; be
the element of H(0r) defined by e;(P;) = &5, j = 0,...,3. Since ur(h; ® e;) = h;(P,)e;
it follows that Ker ur has a k-basis consisting of the elements h; ® e;, with 0 < i < 3,
0<j<3andi#j.

Take ani € {0,...,3}. For 1 <1< 3, let hy = 0 be an equation of the plane containing
LiU{P;}. We assert that h;;, his, hiz are linearly independent. Indeed, if they are linearly
dependent then they vanish on a line L C P? containing P;. L is, then, a 3-secant of
Y = L, ULy U L3 hence L is contained in the quadric surface Q C P? containing Y
and this contradicts the fact that P; ¢ Q. It, thus, remains that h;;, h;o, h;3 are linearly
independent.

For 1 <1 < 3, let ¢; = 0 be an equation of the unique quadric surface containing
(Y \ L) U (T \ {P}) (recall that H°(#n,(2)) = H°(0r(2))). Choose, also, hly € Sy
vanishing on L; but not at ;. Then:

hi @ hiyqq — hyy & haga
belongs to Ker py and its image into Ker pur is hy @ (hl;qi1)(P;)e;. Since hl, and ¢;; do not
vanish at P;, one deduces that h; ® e; belongs to the image of Ker py — Ker pur.

Finally, if j € {0,...,3}\ {¢} then h;(P;) = 0. Since h;1, hso, hi3 vanish at P, and are
linearly independent, it follows that h; is a linear combination of h;1, hia, hiz hence h; ®e;

belongs to the image of Ker y1y — Ker pp. Since i € {0,...,3} and 5 € {0,...,3}\ {i}
were arbitrary, the map Ker uy — Ker ur is surjective. 0

Lemma G.13. If C is a nonsingular (connected) curve of degree 6 and genus 2 in P?
then Zc(2) is the cohomology sheaf of a monad of the form:

0— 2@[@3(—2) — 3@[@3 © ﬁps(—l) — ﬁ]pS(l) — 0.

Proof. C' is not contained in a surface of degree 2 (see [27, Chap. IV, Remark 6.4.1]).
Using Riemann-Roch on C one deduces that h'(#-(1)) = 1, h'(#:(2)) = 1 and that
h?(#(3)) > 3. It follows that C is directly linked, by a complete intersection of type
(3,3), to a curve Y of degree 3, locally Cohen-Macaulay and locally complete intersection
except at finitely many points. One has h'(.#) = 1 and h'(#y(1)) = 1 hence h®(Oy) = 2
and h°(0y (1)) = 5.
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If Y is not connected then one of its connected components must be a line and the
union of the other connected components is a curve X of degree 2 with h’(0x) = 1 hence
X is a complete intersection of type (1,2). One deduces that, in this case, .#y has a
resolution of the form :

0 = Ops(—5) — Ops(—3) B 30ps(—4) —> 20p3(—2) @ 20p3(—3) — S — 0 (G.1)

(see, for example, [2, Lemma B.1]). Notice that the elements of H’(.#y(2)) are multiples
of the equation of the plane containing X.

If Y is connected then it cannot be reduced (because h’(&y) = 2) hence it is either the
union of a line L and of a double structure X on another line I, intersecting L or it is a
quasiprimitive triple structure one a line L.

In the former case one has #x /.9, ~ Oy, (l) for some | > —1. The proof of [2]
Prop. B.10] shows that one has an exact sequence of the form:

0— fLULgl) — fLUX — ﬁL(—l,) — O,

where [’ is either [ + 2 or [ + 3, and Lgl) is the first infinitesimal neighbourhood of L,

in P3. Moreover, by [2, Lemma B.9], L U Lgl) is arithmetically Cohen-Macaulay in P3,

h2(ﬂLUL§1)) = 1 and h2(fLUL(1)(1)) = 0. Since h'(A(t)) = 1, t = 0, 1, it follows

that [” = 3. Using [2, Lemma B.9] again, one deduces that .#y has a resolution of the

form (GI)) above. Notice, also, that H(#(2)) = H°(.#,  1)(2)) hence the elements of

H°(#(2)) are multiples of the equation of the plane containing L U L;.

In the latter case, Y contains, as a subscheme, a double structure X on the line L such
that &/ Fx ~ O(l) for some | > —1 and Ix /Sy ~ O(2l + m) for some m > 0 (see,
for example, [2, §A.5]). Since h’(0y) = 2 it follows that [ = —1 and m = 2. Since | = —1,
X is the divisor 2L one some plane H D L. Moreover, one has an exact sequence :

0— foX — fy — ﬁL(—B) — 0

(see the exact sequence (A.33) at the end of [2 §A.5]). One deduces that .#y has a
resolution of the form (G.I]) above and that the elements of H(.#(2)) = H((.#;, Zx)(2))
are multiples of the equation of H.

Let, now, f = g = 0 be the equations of the complete intersection linking C' to Y.
Since the linear system |kf + kg| consists of irreducible cubic surfaces (because all of
them contain C') it follows that S1I1(Y ), N (kf + kg) = (0). Applying, now, Ferrand’s
result about resolutions under liaison (see [41], Prop. 2.5]) to the resolution (G.II) of .#y
one deduces that .#-(2) is the cohomology of a monad of the form from the statement. [

The next result is related to Construction 6.4 in the proof of Prop. [4.13]

Lemma G.14. Let C be a nonsingular (connected) rational curve of degree 6 in P?, not
contained in a quadric surface. If HY(Fc(3)) # 0 then C' admits a 5-secant.

Proof. The condition H'(.#¢(3)) # 0 is equivalent to h’(.#-(3)) > 2. Then C is directly
linked, by a complete intersection of type (3,3), to a curve Y of degree 3, locally Cohen-
Macaulay and locally complete intersection except at finitely many points. As it is well
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known from liaison theory, H!(.%)(6) ~ H.(.#-)V(4) hence h'(.#y) = h'(7=(2)) = 3. Tt
follows that h’(0y) = 4. In particular, Y is not reduced.

Now, we make the following observation : let Y’ be a locally complete intersection curve
of degree 2, which is a subscheme of Y. If C'’ is the residual curve of Y in the above
complete intersection then one must have C'/ = C'UL, for some line L. Again, from general
facts about liaison, x(0¢/)—x(Oy /) = —5 hence the length of CNLis 7—x(Oy ). Since C'
admits no 6-secant one deduces that ¥ has no subscheme which is a complete intersection
of type (1,2).

It follows, from the above observation, that either Y = X U L' where X is a double
structure on a line L such that &,/ x ~ O(l) for some [ > 0 and L’ is another line, not
intersecting L, or Y is a triple structure on a line L, containing a double structure X on
L such that &/ Zx ~ O(l) for some [ > 0 and Fx /Sy ~ O (2] + m), for some m > 0
(see, for example, [2, §A.4, §A.5, §B.1]). Since h’(Oy) = 4, one deduces that [ = 1 in the
former case and that [ = 0, m = 1 in the latter one. Anyway, in both cases Y admits a
closed subscheme of Y’ which is a locally complete intersection curve of degree 2, with
X(Oy) =2 (Y'=LUL in the former case and Y’ = X in the latter one) hence, by the
above observation, L is a 5-secant of C'. 0
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