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Flags of sheaves, quivers and symmetric polynomials

Giulio BONELLT Nadir FasorLa® Alessandro Tanzini*

Abstract

We study the representation theory of the nested instantons quiver presented in [2], which de-
scribes a particular class of surface defects in four-dimensional supersymmetric gauge theories. We
show that the moduli space of its stable representations provides an ADHM-like construction for
nested Hilbert schemes of points on €2, for rank one, and for the moduli space of flags of framed
torsion-free sheaves on IP?, for higher rank. We introduce a natural torus action on this moduli space
and use equivariant localization to compute some of its (virtual) topological invariants, including
the case of compact toric surfaces. We conjecture that the generating function of holomorphic Euler
characteristics for rank one is given in terms of polynomials in the equivariant weights, which, for

specific numerical types, coincide with (modified) Macdonald polynomials.
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Introduction

In [2] we introduced the moduli space of nested instantons as the moduli space of stable representa-
tions of a suitable quiver. This arises in the study of surface defects in supersymmetric gauge theory
on T? X Cgq k, where T? is a real two torus and Cgk a genus g complex projective curve with k marked
points. Let us briefly describe some string theory motivations before presenting the content of the

paper.

String theory motivations: The D-brane set-up engineering the surface defect is described in
[2], and its analysis naturally led to a description in terms of representations of a quiver in the cate-
gory of vector spaces, the D-branes being the objects and the open strings being the morphisms. Let
us briefly resume the D-brane geometry and its relation with the relevant mathematical problems.
One considers type ITB supersymmetric background given by T2 x T*Cqx % C?, with r D7-branes
located at points of the fiber of the cotangent bundle and n D3-branes along T2 x Cgk- The low
energy effective theory of the D7-branes is equivariant higher rank Donaldson-Thomas theory [12] on
the four-fold T2 x Cok X C?, while the low energy effective theory of the D3-branes is equivariant
Vafa-Witten theory on T? x Cg ks [33]. In the chamber of small volume of C,, the effective theory
describing the surface defect is encoded in the theory of maps from T? to the moduli space of stable
representations of the comet shaped quiver displayed in figure 1. For k = 1, this is described by the
total space of a bundle V, over the nested instanton moduli space, which in turn is the moduli space



of stable representations of the quiver displayed in figure 2. Let us remark that virtual invariants of
V, have a connection to the cohomology of character varieties of punctured Riemann surfaces, and
in particular to the conjecture proposed in [21] whose physical interpretation was provided in [8].

The interested reader can find the details in [2].

Figure 1: The comet-shaped quiver.
° e . e

Figure 2: The nested instantons quiver.

Content of the paper: In this paper we concentrate on the study of representations of the nested
instantons quiver with a single framing, namely we choose the dimension vector for the framing to
ber=(r,0,...,0) where r is the dimension of the rightmost framing node. We also study its relation
to flags of framed torsion-free sheaves on IP? and nested Hilbert schemes, and compute some relevant

virtual invariants via equivariant localisation.



We want to point out that the moduli space we are studying seems to be analogous to the
Filt-scheme studied in [26] in the case of smooth projective curves. The importance of studying
these moduli spaces on (smooth projective) surfaces lies in their application to the computation of
monopole contributions to Vafa-Witten invariants defined in [31, 32]. In fact these monopole con-
tributions to Vafa-Witten invariants are expressed in terms of invariants of flags of sheaves, which
in some cases reduce to nested Hilbert schemes, see [20, 24] for computations in this case. The
deformation-obstruction theory and virtual cycle for the components of the monopole branch in
Vafa-Witten theory giving rise to flags of higher rank sheaves were explicitly constructed in [30].
Nested Hilbert schemes on surfaces were interpreted in terms of degeneracy loci in [18, 17], where
they are also shown to be equipped with a perfect obstruction theory. Similarly nested Hilbert
schemes of points were also studied in [15], and a perfect obstruction theory and virtual cycles are
explicitly constructed. Their application to reduced DT and PT invariants are also discussed in
[15, 16, 11].

In the following we give a summary of the result we obtained in this paper. In section 1 we start

our analysis by proving the following

Theorem. The moduli space N (r,n) of stable representation of the nested instantons quiver of numerical
type (r,n) is a virtually smooth quasi-projective variety over C equipped with a natural action of T =
T x(C*)", T = (C*)?, and a perfect obstruction theory.

We also prove that MV (r,n) embeds into a smooth projective variety M(r,n), see Section 1.3.
In section 2, we construct the moduli space F(r,y) of flags of framed torsion free sheaves on IP?

and prove the existence of an isomorphism with N (r,n). As a particular case, we have

Theorem. The moduli space of nested instantons N(1,n) is isomorphic to the nested Hilbert scheme of
points on C2, namely
N(1,n) = X/, G ~ Hilb™(C?). (0.1)

The moduli space of flags of sheaves is constructed by means of a functor
[0)
F(ry) : Sche — Sets
parametrizing flags of torsion-free sheaves on IP? in

Proposition. The moduli functor F(, ) is representable. The (quasi-projective) variety representing F,
is the moduli space of flags of framed (coherent) torsion-free sheaves on IP?, denoted by F (r,p).

while its isomorphism with N (r,n) is proven in



Theorem. The moduli space of stable representations of the nested instantons quiver is a fine moduli
space isomorphic to the moduli space of flags of framed torsion-free sheaves on P%: F(r,y) ~ N (r,n), as
schemes, where nj = y;+---+ yn.

The ADHM construction of a particular class of flags of sheaves on IP? was given in [28], where
their connection to shuffle algebras on K—theory is also studied. Moreover the construction of
the functor F(,,) shows that the moduli space of nested instantons is isomorphic to a relative
Quot—scheme. Perfect obstruction theories on Quot—schemes and the description of their local
model in terms of a quiver is discussed in [1, 29].

In section 3 we proceed to the evaluation of the relevant virtual invariants via equivariant local-

isation. The classification of the T-fixed locus of N (r,n) is presented in the

Proposition. The T—fixed locus of N (r,ny,...,ns_1) can be described by s—tuples of nested coloured par-
titions p; C--- C p,_y S po, with |pyl =ng and |p, | = no —n;.

In 3.2 we compute the generating function of the virtual Euler characteristics of AV (1,n), see
eq.(3.29) for the explicit combinatorial formula. We conjecture that, by summing over the nested

partitions, this generating function is expressed in terms of polynomials:

Conjecture. The generating function )(Vir(/\/(l,no,...,nN);qfl,qE )= Zﬂo P, (9,t)/Ny,(q,1) is such that

Qpo(9,1)
0= g

with Q,,(q,t) € Z[q, t].

For specific profiles of the nesting, these polynomials are conjectured to compute sums of (g, f)—Kostka
polynomials:

Conjecture. When |po| = |pun|+1 =|pun_1l+2="--=|p1| + N we have
Qo (4 £) = (yy (%), Hy, (559, )

:< Z K/\/m q,t) ,uovmv( )>

AveP(ng)

Z K/\#o q’ ’

AeP(ny)
m; (x)=0

where the Hall pairing (—,—) is such that (hy,m,) = 0, and ﬁy(x; q,t), E/\,M(q, t) are the modified Mac-
donald polynomials and the modified Kostka polynomials, respectively.



In 3.3 we compute the generating function of the virtual x_,-genus of N'(1,n), see eq.(3.49), and
of NV (r,n), see eq.(3.53).

We also show that, by specialising at y = 1, one gets that the generating function of nested
partitions of arbitrary length is the Macmahon function as expected, see eq. (3.60).

In 3.4 we compute the generating function of the virtual elliptic genus of N (1,n), see eq.(3.72),
and of NV (r,n), see eq.(3.77).

Finally, in section 4, we extend our results to P2 and P! x P! in the case of X_y—genera, see
formulae (4.14) and (4.19) respectively. Notice that the choice of computing x_,—genera was due
to the expected simple polynomial dependence in y. Everything which was done in this context is
however completely general and holds for any complex genus.

Acknowledgements: We thank U. Bruzzo, E. Diaconescu, L. Géttsche, T. Hausel, M. Kool, A.
Mellit, A. T. Ricolfi, F. Rodriguez-Villegas, A. Sheshmani, Y. Tanaka for useful discussion. The work
of G.B. is partially supported by INFN - ST&FI and by the PRIN project "Non-perturbative Aspects
Of Gauge Theories And Strings”. The work of N.F. and A.T. is partially supported by INFN - GAST
and by the PRIN project “Geometria delle varieta algebriche”.

1 The nested instantons quiver

1.1 Quiver representations and stability

In the following we will mainly be interested in studying the following quiver, which will be called

the nested instantons quiver

an aq ao

*‘C) N <f’2\9 ¢1\9 W\W
N<7// /72/1<V1/ 0<5/
J

BN B1 Bo

with relations

(a0, fol+En =0, [a;Bi]=0,
Viai —ai17i =0=yBi = Bis1Vi,

aip;— i1 =0=PB;p; —PiPi
¢ivi=0, np1=0, y&=0

(1.1)



Given
X =End V& @ Hom(Vy, W) @ Hom(W, V) ® End(V;)®* & Hom(Vy, Vp)
®Hom(V,, V;)@---@®End(Vy)®* @ Hom(Vy, Viy_1) ® Hom(Vy_1, Vi)

a representation of numerical type (r,n) of (1.1) in the category of vector spaces will be given by the
datum of X = W h, with W = (W, V,,..., Vy), withdim W =r and dim V; = n;, and
X>h=(BYB1,],Bi,B)F,G,...),
satisfying
[BY,BS]+1J=0, [B. By]=0, B.F —F'Bi*'=0=B,F - F'Bj! 12)
G'Bi -B5'G' =0=G'B, -B,''G', F'G'=0, JF'=0, G'I=0

which we will call nested ADHM equations. In the following we need to address the problem of King

stability for representations of the nested instantons quiver.
Definition 1. Let © = (0,0,,) € Q°*! be such that ©(X) =n -0 +r0,, = 0. We will say that a framed
representation X of (1.1) is @ —semistable if

« Y0 = X C X of numerical type (0,1) we have ©(X) =0 -h < 0;

* Y0 = X C X of numerical type (7,1i) we have ©(X) = 6 -fi + 70, < 0.
If strict inequalities hold X is said to be ©—stable.

In [4, 34] the two node case, namely N = 1 was considered and we can here generalize their
result to the more general nested instantons quiver (1.1).

N+2

20 s then choose 0; > 0,

Proposition 1.1. Let X be a representation of (1.1) of numerical type (r,n) € IN
Vi>0and 0y s.t. Og+n101 +---n,_105_1 <0. The following are equivalent:

(i) X is ©—stable;
(ii) X is ©—semistable;
(iii) X satisfies the following conditions:
S1 F' e Hom(V,,V;) is injective, Vi > 1;
S2 the ADHM datum A = (W, Vo, BY, B, 1,]) is stable.
Proof. (i) = (ii) This is obvious, as a ©@—stable representation is also ©—semistable.

(ii) = (iii) Let us first take a ©—semistable representation X having at least one of the F’ not
injective. Without loss of generality let F¥ be the only one to be such a map. Then, if vy € ker F* =



B’;*lvk € ker F¥, due to the nested ADHM equations, and B’;” (ker F¥) c ker F¥ (the same is obviously
true for Blf“. Now

X =(0,...,0,ker F~,0,..., FX, BS* Y b, B er 11, 0,0, 0)
is a subrepresentation of X of numerical type (0,...,0,dimker Fko,..., 0). Thus
n-0+70, =0y dimker FK > 0,

which contradicts the hypothesis of X being @—semistable.
If instead we take X to be ®—semistable and suppose S2 to be false, then 30 C S C V; s.t. B?(S),
Bg(S), Im(I) € S. In this case

X=(W,S,V,...,BY%s,BSs, I]ls,--.)

is a subrepresentation of X of numerical type (r,dim S, ny,...) but, since n-6+r6_, = 0 having 6;.¢ > 0
and 6y —n,0; —--- <0, we have

dim560+n191 +"'+T900 = (dimS—no)Qo >0,

which again leads to a contradiction.
(iii) = (i) If we take a proper subrepresentation X of numerical type (7, 1), we just need to check
the cases 7 =0and 7 =r.

o If #=r then W = W, which in turn implies that I = 0, otherwise the ADHM datum (B?,Bg,],])
would not be stable. Since X is proper the following diagram commutes
w ;) VO
HWT ’T =iol=Ioly (1.3)
W L} VO
so that 7iy > 0, otherwise we would have I = 0. Moreover the following diagram also commutes
(and so does the analogous one for BY)

BO
Vo —— Vo
iT IT =ioB)=B)oi= BY(Vp)cV, (1.4)
R0
Vo — Vo
leading to a contradiction with the stability of (W, V, B?,Bg,I,]). Since we are interested in

proper subrepresentations of X, at least one 7i;( is not zero, and at least one of these non-zero
iy < ng, so that @-a+ 0,1 <0, and X is stable.



* Let now 7 = 0. Since we are interested in proper subrepresentations we must choose 7y > 0,
otherwise Vj-o = 0 by virtue of the injectivity of Fy. In the same way as in the previous case the

only option is 7y = ny. Following the same steps we previously carried out 6 -0 =} ., Ok (7 —

ng) — Ot < 0.
O
Corollary 1.2. If X is a stable representation of the nested instantons quiver, GK = 0, Vk.
Proof. By the previous proposition, due to the injectivity of F¥, F¥Gk = 0 = Gk = 0. O

1.2 The nested instantons moduli space

We want now to discuss the construction of the moduli space of stable representations of the quiver
(1.1), and its connection to GIT theory and stability. First of all we define the space of the nested
ADHM data to be the space X we defined previously, and an element X € X is called an nested
ADHM datum. On X we have a natural action of G = GL(V})) x --- x GL(Vy) defined by

W (80,81, 8N, X) — (90BYg5 ", 20B5%0 ", g0l T80

s1Bigr &1Bigi ' goF ¢! e1G g s

anBY et anBY et ano 1 FN it an G gt y)

This action of G on X is free on the stable points of X. In fact if g € G is such that g- X = X,
VX € X, we claim that g = (1y,,..., 1y, ). In order to see this, let S = ker(gy — 1y,). Since g-X = X it
follows that goI = I, which means ImI C S. Moreover goBY = BYg; and goBY = BSgy, butif ve S =
(80o—1y,)v = 0 = gyv = v, thus implying that B?(S),Bg(S) C S. The stability of (W, VO,B(I), Bg,l,]) then
force S = V4. Finally since, gy = 1y, Fl(IlV1 —gl_l) = 0= g; = 1y, by the injectivity of F!. By using
this procedure then one can prove by iteration that gy = 1y, Yk, thus g- X = X VX € X & g = 1. This
proves that the action of G is free on the stable points of X, and it is easy to prove that it preserves
X, which denotes the space of nested ADHM data satisfying the relations of quiver (1.1).

Now if x : G — C” is an algebraic character for the algebraic reductive group G, we can produce
the moduli space of y—semistable orbits following a construction due to [23], N{*(r,n), which is a

quasi-projective scheme over C and is defined as

Ny (r,n) = X/, G = Proj

@A(xmn))w]

n>0



with
AXo(r,m)%" = {f € AXo(r,m))f (k- X) = x(h)" f(X),Yh € G}.

The scheme N;S(r,n) contains an open subscheme N;(r,n) C N}(r,n) encoding x—stable orbits.
It turns out that also in this framed case there is a relation between x—stability and ©—stability, as

it was shown in [23] in the non framed setting.

Proposition 1.3. Let © = (0,04,...,0x) € ZN*! and define xg : G — C* the character
xo(h) =det(hy) % det(hy) V. (1.6)
A representation X of the nested ADHM quiver (1.1) is xg—(semi)stable iff it is ©—(semi)stable.

Since the proof for proposition 1.3 deeply relies on some known results about equivalent char-
acterizations of y—stability, we will first recall them. In full generality, let V be a vector space over
C equipped with the action of a connected subgroup G of U(V), whose complexification is denoted
by G®. Then if x : G — U(1) is a character of G, we can extend it to form its complexification

x : G& — C*. We then form the trivial line bundle V x C, which carries an action of G€ via x:
g-(x,2)=(g-%x(g) ' 2), 2€G,(x,z)e VxC.

Definition 2. An element x € V is
1. x—semistable if there exists a polynomial f € A(V)CX", with n > 1 such that f(x)=0;
2. x—stable if it satisfies the previous condition and if
(a) dim(G®-x)=dim(G%/A), where A C G is the subgroup of G® acting trivially on V;
(b) the action of GT on {x € V : f(x) # 0} is closed.

Given the previous definition, the next lemma due to King [23] gives an alternative characteri-

zation of x—(semi)stable points under the G—action.

Lemma 1.4 (Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 2.5 in [23]). Given the character x : G& — C* for the action
of G on the vector space V, and the lift of this action to the trivial line bundle V x C, a point x € V is

1. x-—semistable iﬁ‘r(x,z)ﬂ (V x{0}) =0, for any z = 0;
2. x-stable iff G - (x,z) is closed and the stabilizer of (x,z) contains A with finite index.
Equivalently, a point x € V is
1. x—semistable iff x(A) = {1} and x(A) > 0 for any 1—parameter subgroup A(t) € G for which

lim;_,g A(¢) - x exists;

10



2. x—stable iff the only A(t) such that lim;_,g A(t) - x exists and x(A) =0 are in A.

With these notations, if V*%(x) denotes the set of y—semistable points of V, V/, GC can be iden-
tified with V®5(x)/ ~, where x ~ p in V(x) iff GE-xNGC -y =0 in V(x).

Proof of proposition 1.3. Take a O—-semistable representation X € X and assume it doesn’t satisfy
Xo—semistability. Then there exists a 1-parameter subgroup A(t) of G such that lim; ,y A(t)- X exists
and x () < 0. However each such 1-parameter subgroup A determines a filtration --- 2 X, 2 X,,;1 2
--- of subrepresentations of X, [23], and

Xo(A)==) 6(X,)20, (1.7)

nez

thus proving one side of the proposition, as the part concerning stability is obvious from the fact
that trivial subrepresentations of X correspond to subgroups in A.

Conversely, if X is a yg—semistable representation, we want to show that it is also a 6—semistable
one. We only need to consider two cases, corresponding to subrepresentations X of X with # =r or
7 = 0. Each vector space in X, say V; will have then a direct sum decomposition V; = V; ® V;. We will

then take a 1-parameter subgroup A(t) such that

Ai(t) = [ﬂ;ﬁ‘ 1(1] (1.8)

Then one can easily compute

Ko(AD) 2 = [det(Ao (1) - det(A(0) O] " 2

1.9
_no, (1.9)

It is then a matter of a simple computation to verify that, if X wasn’t 6—semistable, then one would
have had lim;_,y A(t)- X € X x {0}, thus contradicting the xp—semistability. A completely analogous

computation can be carried over when 7 = r, taking

/\o(t)z[ﬂ% 0 } () =

11 __
0 iy

117, 0

,1>0, 1.10
0 t_l]lv ( )

and since (i —n)- 0 > 0 if X is supposed not to be —semistable, this would still lead to a contradic-
tion.

Finally, if X was to be xg—stable but not 6—stable, the 1-parameter subgroups previously de-
scribed would have stabilized the pair (X,z), z# 0, in the two different cases 7 = 0 and 7 = r respec-
tively, thus again giving rise to a contradiction.

O
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Corollary 1.5. Given a representation of the nested instantons quiver (1.1) of numerical type (r,n), there
exists a chamber in QN1 3 (0,0,,) = © in which 0,59 > 0 and Oy + 1101 + -+ ny_105_, < 0 such that the
following are equivalent:

1. X is ©—semistable;

2. X is ©—stable;

3. X is xg—semistable;

4. X is xg-—stable;

5. X satisfies S1 and S2 in proposition 1.1.

Because of the previous corollary, in the stability chamber defined by proposition 1.1 all notions

of stability are actually the same, so that a representation satisfying anyone of the conditions in
corollary 1.5 will be called stable, and the corresponding N° (r,n) = N (r,n) = N, 1}, (with the

notations of [2]) will be addressed to as the moduli space of stable representations of (1.1) or, equiv-

alently, as the moduli space of nested instantons. Altogether, the previous considerations prove the

following theorem.!

Theorem 1.6. The moduli space N (r,n) of stable representation of the nested instantons quiver of numeri-
cal type (r,n) is a virtually smooth quasi-projective variety equipped with a natural action of T = T x(C*)",
T = (C*)?, and a perfect obstruction theory. The moduli space N (r,n) can thus be identified in a suitable
stability chamber with the moduli space of nested instantons N ;1) .

Proof. The first part of the proof has already been proved. Consider then the following complex

c(x): COx) =2 ovx) =4y e (x) - O3(x) (1.11)
with

N
= (DEnd(v))
i=0

C'(X) = End(V,)®? @ Hom(W, V,) ® Hom(V,, W

N
@ (End(V;)®2 @ Hom(V;, V;_1 )|,
i=1

(1.12)

N
®| D (Hom(v;, Vi) @End(v))) |,
i=1

C?(X) = End(Vy) @ Hom(V;, W

N
= (D Hom(V;, V1),
i=1

! We thank Valeriano Lanza for pointing out to us a correction to the original proof for the two-nodes quiver found in [34].
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while the morphisms d; are defined as:

[ho, BY] b? (69, BS]+[BY,b9] +i] +1j
[ho, BY] by JE 4T f!
hol i BYf' +bOF! —~Flp] - f1B]
“Jhy j BSfl+b9F! —Flb) - f1B]
dO(h) = [hl B%] ) dl b% = : )
[hll,B;l] 1 b;l [b},BL]+[B},bl]
hoF' —F'h f . (1.13)
' RENURCIRENTY

c
1 C1F1+BgC3—C3B%+C4B%—B?C4—IC2—F1C2N+3
Cy .
C = X . .
a2 F 4 BiCy.si— CrraiBL + CypaiBL — BOCs, i — F :
CON+2+i 2€242i —C242iDy +€342iD7 163+2i CON+3+i
C3N+3

Notice that the maps dy and d; are the linearisation of the action of G on X and of the nested
instantons quiver relations (neglecting G, since G* = 0, Yi), respectively. The morphism d, is instead
signalling the fact that the quiver relations are not all independent.

Our claim is then that H(C(X)) = H3(C(X)) = 0, and that C(X) is an explicit representation of
the perfect obstruction theory complex, so H!(C(X)) will be identified with the Zariski tangent to
N (r,n), while H?(C(X)) will encode the obstructions to its smoothness. In fact elements of H!(C(X))
parametrize infinitesimal displacements at given points, up to the G—action, so H!(C(X)) provides
a local model for the Zariski tangent space to NV (r,n). In the same way H?(C(X)) is interpreted to
be the local model for the obstructions as its elements encode the linear dependence of the nested
ADHM equations. Actually one might explicitly determine the truncated cotangent complex IL;\?(lm)
by a standard computation in deformation theory along the lines of [10] and compute extension and
obstruction classes in terms of the cohomology of the complex C(X).

In order to see that indeed the 0—th and 3—rd cohomology of C(X) does indeed vanish, we con-
struct three other complexes C(A), C(B) and C(A, B):

End(V,)®?
d ® d
C(A): End(V,y) —>s Hom(W, Vy) —-3 End(Vj) (1.14)
®
HOI’H(V(), W)

13



with

(ho, BY] by
hy, BY bY ..
do(ho) = [212], dy| 7| =161, Byl + [BL, b3l + 1+ J;
0
~Jho j
. PN, End(V, ) Dy DY, End(v;)®? — PN End(V, (1.15)
with
(h1,B1] b]
hy (hy, B3] b [b1, B3]+ [Bj, b}]
do| @ |= : , di| @ |= : ;
hy [hn, BY] by [bN,BN] [BY,bY]
[hn, BY ] by
N Hom(V;, Vj_;)®2
@1’21 Om( ir 1—1)
d d
CAB): N Hom(V, Vi) —2s ® —b s @Y Hom(v,viy) 110
Hom(V;, W)
with
Bf+ 1] C
£ ~BYf!+ f1B} 3 ~BYcs +c3BL — 4Bl + Blcy + Iy
dO L= :_BN—lfN+fNBN ) dl = .
. . 1 1
_ CoN+2 _
N —BY-1fN 4 fNBN C; BY "' con12 —con2Bh + cany3B] = Bleanss
_]fl

Then one can prove that there exists a distinguished triangle

C(X) — C(A)@dC(B) —— C(A,B), (1.17)
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coming from the fact that C(X)[1] is a cone for p = (po, p1,p2), where

h() —]’l()Fl +P1]’l1
pol : |= : (1.18a)
hN —hN,lFN +FNhN
b(l) bO 1 1b1
0 -byF" +F b
? ~b9F! + F1b}
i
pi| 7 |= ' (1.18b)
b! ~bN-IEN 4 FNpN
bl ~bY'FN + FNpY
_]'1:1
c
c ! —C1F1+F1€2N+3
ool 7= : (1.18¢)
. . —csn2FN + FNesnys
3N+3
By the triangle (1.17) one gets the long sequence of cohomologies:
HO
0 — HO(C(X)) — HO(C(A) @ C(B)) =5 HO(C(A, B)) —> H(C(X)) —>
Hl
S H (A ecB) ) HY(C(A,B) — H2(C(X) — HAC(A)oCB) — (119

— H?(C(A,B)) — H3(C(X)) — 0,

and, since A is a stable representation of the standard ADHM quiver, H°(C(A)) = H?(C(A)) = 0.
Then H%(C(X)) = 0 by the injectivity of H(p): H*(C(B)) — H°(C(A, B)). In fact we have

h F'iy h
H%p)| : |=0=| : |=0=]|: |=0, (1.20)
hy FNhy hy

since F' is injective. Moreover the stability of X implies that d; : C(A, B)! — C(A, B)? is surjective:
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this in turn means that H2(C(.A, B)) = 0, which implies H3(C(X)) = 0. In fact let’s take dy:

Bl - 158

¢ _B%¢1.+ ¢1B1

d/(¢)=d)| : |= : , (1.21)

on Blz\ZIV(PN _¢N312\;_11

-B ¢n + PNB
P11

and if ¢ € ker(d,’) then ker(¢;) would be a (B?, Bg)—invariant subset of Vj containing Im(I) which
contradicts the stability of X, by which we conclude that ker(¢;) = Vj. Similar statements hold also

for each other component of ¢, which we then conclude to be ¢ = 0.

The only thing left to prove is the virtual smoothness, namely that the moduli space N (r,n) of
stable representations of the nested instantons quiver is embedded in a smooth variety which is
obtained as an hyperkédhler quotient. We will leave this for section 1.3. O

For future reference we want now to exhibit some morphisms between different nested instan-
tons moduli spaces and between them and usual moduli spaces of instantons, which are moduli
spaces of framed torsion-free sheaves on IP>. We obviously have iterative forgetting projections
n; + N(r,ng,...,n;) = N(r,ng,...,n;_1). Moreover we also have other morphisms to underlying
Hilbert schemes of points on C?, which are summarized by the commutative diagram in figure
3. In order to see that these maps do indeed exist, take a stable representation [X] of the nested
instantons quiver. The fact that [X] is stable implies that the morphisms F’ are injective, so that we
can construct the stable ADHM datum (W, \Z,Bé,gé,f",fi) as follows. Let V; be Vy/Im(F!---F?) and
choose a basis of V; in such a way that

(1 .
Fl...F! :[ (‘)/] FloF20---0F': V: 5V,
whence V; = V; ® V;. Then define the projections 7;; = V) — V; and %; : Vy — V; as m;(v,9) = v
and 7;(v,?) = 7, with v € V;, 7 € V;. We can then show how V; inherits an ADHM structure by
its embedding in V;. Indeed if we define B’i = B(1)|\Z' Bé = Bglv,» I'=soland J' = ”Vi the datum
(W, V,, B, B,,I', ') satisfies the ADHM equation (1.22).

=0. (1.22)

(B, By +I']" =By, Bily ]+ /ol o]ly = ([BOfB(z)]+I])
v,

This new ADHM datum is moreover stable, as if it would exist 0 € S; C V; such that 35,2(51' ), [{(W) c
§i it would imply that also the ADHM datum (W, VO,B?,B(Z),I,]) wouldn’t be stable. In fact in that
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N(r,ng,...,nn) ﬂ» N(r,ng,...,nn_1) 171\,4_{ ﬂ» N (r,ny,ny) i» N (r,ng)

N (N-1)

Figure 3: Morphisms between moduli spaces of flags of sheaves and moduli spaces of sheaves.

case we could take 0 C V; ®S; C V, and it would be such that B?(Vi ® gi)ng(Vi ®S),IW)cV,;®S§,.
In fact if we take any (v,§) € V; ®S; it happens that B?(v,s) = (B(1)|X/i(V); B(flvisf) = (B?IV,,,Bi1 () eV,

BY(v,5) = (Blv, (v), BY7,3) = (Bv,, Br()) € V; @8, and I(W) = I(W) N V; @ I(W) N V; = (1; 0 )(W) &
(N)
i

(7%; o I)(W) C V; @ S;. Thus we constructed a map p; ' : N (r,ng, ..., ny) — M(r,ng - n;).

1.3 Virtual smoothness

In this section we exhibit an embedding of the moduli space of nested instantons into a smooth

projective variety, which is moreover hyperkahler. In the following vector space

N
X = End(V,)®2 @ Hom(W, V,) ® Hom(V,, W) @ [End(V2)®? @ Hom (Vi_y, Vi) 123)
k=1 :

®Hom(Vy, Vi_1)]
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we will introduce a family of relations:

[BY,BS]+1]+F'G! =0, (1.24)
[B},B,]-G'F' + F*1G'"*"1 =0, i=1,...,N. (1.25)

Then an element (B?, Bg,I,],{BZi,Bé,F",G"})X € X is called stable if it satisfies conditions S1 and S2
in proposition 1.1. With these conventions we will define IM(r,n) to be the space of stable elements
of X satisfying the relations (1.24)-(1.25):

M(r,n) ={X € X: X is stable and satisfies (1.24),(1.25)}. (1.26)

Exactly in the same way as we did before we can easily see that there is a natural action of G =
GL(Vp) x -+ x GL(Vy) which is free on M(r,n) and preserves the equations (1.24)-(1.25): the same is
then true for the natural {/—action on IM(r,n), with ¢« = U(Vy) x---x U(Vy). Thus a moduli space
M(r,n) of stable /—orbits in IM(r,n) can be defined by means of GIT theory, as it was the case for
N (r,n) in the previous sections. It is moreover obvious that A/ (r,n) < M(r,n), as any stable point
of X satisfying the nested ADHM equations automatically satisfies (1.24) and (1.25).
Next let us point out that on each T Hom(Vj}, Vi) we can introduce an hermitean metric by defin-
ing
(X,Y)z%Tr(X-Y++X+~Y), VX,Y € Hom(V;, V), (1.27)

which in turn can be linearly extended to a hermitean metric (—,—) : TIM(r,n) x TIM(r,n) — C.
Finally we can introduce some complex structures on TIM(r,n): given X € TIM(r, n) these are defined
as the following I, ], K € End(TIM(r,n))

I(X) = V-1X, (1.28)
](X) — (—bg+, b(1)+’ _j+; i+, {—bi+, bi‘l’} —gﬁ,fﬁ}), (129)
K(X)=10J(X), (1.30)

with X = (b(l), bg, i,j, {bi, b;,fi,gi}). These three complex structures make the datum of
(M(r,n), <_1 _>1 I;]:K)

a hyperkdhler manifold, as one can readily verify. It is a standard fact that once we fix a particular
complex structure, say I, and its respective Kihler form, wj, the linear combination w¢ = wj +
V-lwg is a holomorphic symplectic form for IM(r,n). The thing we finally want to prove is that the
hyperkahler structure on IM(r,n) induce a hyperkahler structure on the GIT quotient M(r,n), which

will be moreover proven to be smooth. This is made possible by the fact that the natural ¢/—action
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on M(r,n) preserves the hermitean metric and the complex structures we introduced. Then, letting
u be the Lie algebra of the group U, we need to construct a moment map

p:M(r,n) - u’ R,

satisfying

1. G—equivariance: p(g-X) = Ad;,1 w(X);

2. (dui(X), &) = w;(&7,X), for any X € TIM(r,n) and £ € u generating the vector field £* € TIM(r,n).
If then ¢ € uw*®R3 is such that Ad? (C )=, for any g € U, y~}(C) is U~invariant and it makes sense to
consider the quotient space p~ (C)/Z/{. It is known, [22], that if ¢/ acts freely on u~!(C)/U, the latter

is a smooth hyperkdhler manifold, with complex structures and metric induced by those of M(r, n).

Our task of finding a moment map p : M(r,n) — 1*®R3 then translates into the following. Define
(”(1)""'”]1\]) =y : M(r,n) - u

I
/,t?(X):T([B(l),BO+] [BY, BY 1+ 11" — '] + F'F' - G''G)
pl(x)= v-1 (1B}, Bi"]+ (B}, BY'] - F''F! + G'G'T + F2F*' - G*'G?)
2 (1.31)
T
I’lll\](X) 5 ([BN, N+]+[BN, N‘l‘] N+FN+GNGN+),

with X = (B?,Bg,l,], {B’i,Bé,Fi, G'}) € M(r,n). In addition to p1 we also define a map p¢ : M(r,n) — g,
with g =gl(Vy) x--- x gl(Vy):
ud(X)=[B},B]+1J + F'G!
He(X) =B}, B} - G'F! + F>G?
(1.32)

yg(X):[Bll\’,Blz\’]—GNFN,

by means of which we define y5 3 : M(r,n) — u as pc(X) = (42 + V=1p3)(X). Notice that in absence
of Bf-‘ and I,] the complex moment map we defined would reduce to the Crawley—Boevey moment
map in [9]. We then claim that y = (y1, 4, #3) is a moment map for the /—action on IM(r,n). If this
is true and y is the algebraic character we introduced in section 1.2, the space

l(v=1dx)n yél(O) NIM(r,n) y‘l(\/jd)(, 0,0)NIM(r,n)

M(r,n) = i 7 = 7

(1.33)
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is a smooth hyperkahler manifold which, by an analogue of Kempf-Ness theorem is also isomorphic
to M(r,n). In fact it is known, due to a result of [23, 27] and the characterization of x—(semi)stable
points we gave in the previous sections, that there exists a bijection between ' (V-1dy) and the set
of x—(semi)stable points in yq_zl (0). Then, in order to prove that y is actually a moment map, we will
first compute the vector field £* generated by a generic & € u. Let then X = (b?, bg,i,j, (b, bé,fi,gi})
be a vector in TIM(r,n) and Wy : Y — IM(r,n) the action of U onto X € IM(r,n): the fundamental
vector field generated by & e uis

d
E'lx = dWx (1)) = 3, (¥x 0 7).y (1.34)
where y is a smooth curve y : (—€,€) — U such that y(0) = 1;; and y(0) = £&. Thus we can compute
&x = ([0, b9), [£0,b5), E0i &0, [E1,b1 ) [E1, B3], Eof = &1, 618" — 8" &0,
ol b ) [En b L Enaa fN = FNEN EngN -8 en).

Then if 7; : M(r,n) — IM(r,n) denotes the projection on the i—th component of the direct sum

(1.35)

decomposition induced by (1.23) so that i runs over the index set Z, by inspection one can see that

w1 is exact, and in particular w; =dA;, with
V-1
A :TTr[Zni/\T(L). (1.36)
i€l
This implies that
(m(x), &) =1 A4, (1.37)

and it is easy to verify that p; : M(r,n) — u” thus defined indeed matches with the definition (1.31).
Similarly one can realize that

Ay =Re

Tr[ Z n,-/\nlm]], (1.38)

i€2ZNT

Tr( Z 711-/\711“*]]. (1.39)
ie2ZNIL

and the moment map components satisfying (u;(x),&) = 1+ A; agree with the combination p, +

/\3 = —\/IIIH

V-1pu3 = uc we gave previously in equation (1.32).

2 Flags of framed torsion-free sheaves on IP?

We give in this paragraph the construction of the moduli space of flags of framed torsion-free
sheaves of rank r on the complex projective plane. We also show that there exists a natural iso-

morphism between the moduli space of flags of framed torsion-free sheaves on IP? and the stable
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representations of the nested instantons quiver. In the rank r = 1 case our definition reduces to the
nested Hilbert scheme of points on C?, as it is to be expected. By this reason we first want to carry
out the analysis of the simpler r = 1 case, which also has the advantage of providing us with a new

characterization of punctual nested Hilbert schemes on C?, analogous to that of [5].

2.1 Hilb®(C?) and N(1,n)

Before delving into the analysis of the relation between nested instantons moduli spaces and flags
of framed torsion-free sheaves on P2, we want to show a special simpler case. In particular we will
prove the existence of an isomorphism between the nested Hilbert scheme of points in C? and the
nested instantons moduli space N (1,ny,...,ny). This effectively gives us the ADHM construction of
a general nested punctual nested Hilbert scheme on €2, which will also be the local model for more
general nested Hilbert schemes of points on, say, toric surfaces S. In order to see this, we first recall

the definition of a nested Hilbert scheme of points.

Definition 3. Let S be a complex (projective) surface and ny > ny > --- > ny a sequence of integers. The
nested Hilbert scheme of points on S is defined as

Hilb")(§) = Sl =1, C I, C .- C I, C O : length (Og/I;) = n;}. (2.1)

Alternatively, if X is a quasi-projective scheme over the complex numbers, we can equivalently define the
nested Hilbert scheme X"~-1) = Hilb"-™)(X) as

Hilb"™)(X) = {(zl,...,zk) : Z; € Hilb" (X), Z; is a subscheme of Z; if i < j}, (2.2)
with Z; being a zero-dimensional scheme, for every i =1,...,k.

Before actually exhibiting the isomorphism we are interested in, we want to prove an auxiliary
result, which gives an alternative definition for the nested Hilbert schemes over the affine plane,

analogously to the case of Hilbert schemes studied in [27].

Proposition 2.1. Let k be an algebraically closed field, and n a sequence of integers ng > ny; > -+ > ny.
Define 1 to be the sequence of integers iy = ng > fiy = ng—ny > --- > iy = ng — Ny, then there exists an
isomorphism

(i) [b1, b5] = 0

(ii) bi 5 f; ~ fibi , = 0
Hilb™(A%) = { (b),13,1,b1,b), fi,..., b{, b5, i) | (iil) AS k" : b) ,(S) € S and /gn, (2.3)
Im(i)c S

(iv) f; : k" — k™! is injective
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where Gy = GL,, (k)x---xGL,, (k), bi,z € End(k"), i € Hom(k, k") and f; e Hom(k",k"-1). The action
of Gy, is given by

g (bY,b9,1,....b%5, b5, fi) = (8067807, Q0b380 " Qo Gk bY g gbh g s gkt i)

Proof. Suppose we have a sequence of ideals Iy C I; C ---I; € Hilb®(A2). Let’s first define V, =
k(z1,2,]/1o, b?,2 € End(Vj) to be the multiplication by z;, mod Iy, and i € Hom(k, V) by i(1) = 1
mod Iy. Then obviously [b(l), bg] = 0 and condition (iii) holds since 1 multiplied by products of z; and
z, spans the whole k[z;,z,]. Then define V; = k[z;,2,]/I; and, since I, C I; for any i > 0, complete
Vi to Vyas Vo = V; @V, so that V; ~ k™. The restrictions of b{ , to V; then yield homomorphisms
bl 12 € End(V;) naturally satisfying [b%,b4] = 0, while the inclusion of the ideals Iy C I C --- C I
implies the existence of an embedding f; : V; < V;_; such that condition (ii) holds by construction.

Conversely, let (b?,bg,i,...,b’f,bé,fk) be given as in the proposition. In the first place one can
define a map ¢ : k[z1,2,] = k™ to be ¢o(f) = f(b?,bg)i(l). This map is surjective, so that Iy = ker ¢
is an ideal for k[zy, z,] of length 1. Then, since f; € Hom(k", k"i-1) is injective we can embed k" into
k™ though F; = fj o---0 f;_1 o f; in such a way that bb = b?’zhkn,»gkno, which is a simple consequence
of condition (ii). Then we have the direct sum decomposition k" = k™" @ k"i the restrictions
Ei,z = b(l),zhknofn,' and the projection 7; = 7; 0 i, with 7r; = k™ — k"™, satisfying [b},b5] = 0 and a
stability condition analogous to (iii). Thus we define ¢, : k[z;,2,] — k™™ by ¢;(f) = f(b],b})i(1).
This map is surjective, just like ¢, so that I; = ker(¢;) is an ideal for k(z,2;) of length ny — n;.
Finally, due to the successive embeddings k' < k"1 < ... < k"0 we have the inclusion of the
ideals I; C ;1. O

One can readily notice that the description given by the previous proposition of the nested
Hilbert scheme of points doesn’t really coincide with the quiver we were studying throughout this
section. However we can very easily overcome this problem by using the fact that if (b,5,i,]) is a
stable ADHM datum with r = 1, then j = 0, [27]. This proves the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. With the same notations of proposition 2.1, we have that

(a) [9,09] +ij =

(a’) [b},b5]=0,i>0

(b) by %ﬁ fibh > =

Hilb"(A%) = § (b, b3, by, b, fur -, U1 05, fo) | (€) i = /gn'

(d) AS c k™ : b) (S)c S and
Im(i)c S

(e) fi : k" — k"i-! is injective

22



All the previous observations, together with corollary 1.5, immediately prove the following the-

orem.

Theorem 2.3. The moduli space of nested instantons N, ), , is isomorphic as a scheme to the nested
Hilbert scheme of points on C* when r =1 and A = [1'].

N(1,n) = X/, G ~ Hilb™(C?). (2.4)

2.2 F(r,y)and N (r,n)

A more general result relates the moduli space of flags of framed torsion-free sheaves on IP? to the
moduli space of nested instantons. In the case of the two-step quiver this result was proved in [34],

here we give a generalization of their theorem in the case of the moduli space V, |, represented

o
by a quiver with an arbitrary number of nodes.

Definition 4. Let (., C IP? be a line and F a coherent sheaf on P2, A framing ¢ for F is then a choice
of an isomorphism ¢ : Fly > (’)Z‘Z, with r = rkF. An (N + 2)—tuple (Ey,Ey,...,EN, ¢) is a framed flag
of sheaves on P2 if E is a torsion-free (coherent) sheaf on IP? framed at €., by ¢, and Ejsg form a flag of
subsheaves Eyy C --- C Eq of Eg s.t. the quotients E;/E;, i < j, are supported away from (.

By the framing condition we get that ¢; (Ej) = 0, while the quotient condition on the subsheaves
of Eg naturally implies that the quotients E;/Ey are 0—dimensional subsheaves and ¢ (Ej5q) = 0.
Then a framed flag of sheaves on IP? is characterized by the set of integers (r,y), where r = rtk Ej =
---=1kEp, c2(Ep) = Y0, hO(EO/Ej) =yp+--+yjsothat ca(Ejso) =yo+--+ ;.

We now define the moduli functor

Firy) Schfép — Sets, (2.5)
by assigning to a C—scheme S the set
Fr,)(S) = {isomorphism classes of (2N + 2) —tuples (Fs, ps, Qé,gé,..., le\f,gé\r}

with

* Fg a coherent sheaf over IP? x S flat over S and such that Fs|p2x(s) is a torsion-free sheaf for any
closed points € S, rkFg =1, ¢;(Fs) = 0 and c,(Fs) = yo;

* ¢s:Fsle_xs — ngxs is an isomorphism of O;_,s—modules;

. Qg is a coherent sheaf on P2 x S, flat over S and supported away from £, x S, such that
hO(Qfgh{ﬂx{s}) =791+ +;, for any closed point s € S;
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. gg :Fg — Qg is a surjective morphism of Op2,s—modules.

Two tuples (Fs, s, Qé,g;,..., lev,gé\]) and (Fg, g, Qé’,g;’,..., Qé\]’,gé\”) are said to be isomorphic
if there exist isomorphisms of Op:2,s—modules Og : Fg — F; and l"si : Qg — Qg’ such that the follow-

ing diagrams commute

¢ 8 ;

Fslg x5 —— Osz Fs —— Qi
@Slémxsl % J/®S lrs‘ (2.6)

, f gi/ i

F5|€00><S FS _s> le/

If this functor is representable, the variety representing it will called the moduli space of flags
of framed torsion-free sheaves on IP2.

What we want to show next is that the moduli space of flags of torsion free sheaves on IP? is
a fine moduli space, and that it is indeed isomorphic (as a scheme) to the moduli space of nested
instantons we defined previously. First of all we will focus our attention on proving the following

statement.

Proposition 2.4. The moduli functor F(, .,y is represented by a (quasi-projective) variety F (r,y) isomor-

Yy
phic to a relative quot-scheme.

Proof. We base our proof on the concept of Quot functor, so let us recall its constuction and basic
properties. First of all let us take the universal framed sheaf (U(?), @) on P2 x M(r,y,), with @ :

Ué(’z)x/vl(r,yo) > O?:x/\/l(r,yo) an isomorphism of Op_, u4(r,,,)~modules. We then define
Quot ) 5, : SCh(f)\I/)l(m/o) — Sets (2.7)
by
Quot ;0 -, 1(S) = {isomorphism classes of (Qg,gs)} (2.8)
(U®,7) p q
where

+ Qg is a torsion-free sheaf on IP? x S, flat over S, supported away from ¢, x S and such that
h%(Qsle_x(s) = v1, for any s € S closed;
* gs: U - Qg, defined by gs := (1p2 x )%, where 7t : S — M(r, ), is a surjective morphism of
Op2ys—modules.
By Grothendieck theory this is a representable functor and it was proved in [34] to be isomorphic

to the moduli functor of flags of couples of framed torsion-free sheaves on IP2. In fact there exist

a natural forgetting map F,, ,,) = Quotyw,,,) which act as (Fs,gos,Qé,gé) > (Qé,gé). This map
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also has an inverse given by setting Fg = ker(g!|s), which has a framing ¢g at £,, x S induced by

the framing @, of U(? at £, x M(r,y,). The variety representing F(r,y0,7,) 18 then the quot scheme

Quot? (U9)) relative to M(r, ). We can then construct a universal framed sheaf (UM, @) on P? x
. 1 = . .

F(r,v1,y2) with ¢ : Uém)xf(nyl,yz) — Ofo(r,yo,yl) an isomorphism of Og_y7(r,y,,y,)~modules. One

can then use the quot functor

Quot(Um,yz) : Scho}.p( — Sets, (2.9)

1Y1,72)

in order to show that F is isomorphic to Quotya) ,,), exactly in the same way as before and

Y0 Y1,¥2) 72)
since the latter is representable so is the former. By iterating this procedure we can finally show that
our moduli functor F(,,, is indeed representable, being isomorphic to a quot functor Quot -, )-
The moduli space of flags of framed torsion-free sheaves on P2, F(r, ), is then a fine moduli space

isomorphic to the relative quot-scheme Quot?~ (UN=1)), O

Remark 2.1. The previous description of the moduli space of framed flags of sheaves on P? suggests we
could also take a slightly different perspective on F (r,y), namely as the moduli of the sequence of quotients

ZN > Z < F > Q) > Qu,

where F is a vector bundle. In this sense F(r,y) seems to be analogous to the Filt-scheme studied by

Mochizuki in [26] in the case of curves.

Now that we proved that the definition of moduli space of framed flags of sheaves on IP? is
indeed a good one we are ready to tackle the problem of showing that there exists an isomorphism
between this moduli space and the space of stable representation of the nested instantons quiver we
studied in the previous sections. First of all let us point out that our definition of flags of framed
torsion-free sheaves reduce in the rank 1 case to the nested Hilbert scheme of points on C?, and the
isomorphism we are interested in was showed to exist in theorem 2.3 of section 2.1. This is in fact

compatible with the statement of the following theorem 2.5.

Theorem 2.5. The moduli space of stable representations of the nested ADHM quiver is a fine moduli
space isomorphic to the moduli space of flags of framed torsion-free sheaves on P?: F(r,y) ~ N (r,n), as
schemes, where nj = y; +---+ ynN.

Proof. We first want to show how, starting from an element of N (r,n,...,ny) one can construct a
flag of framed torsion-free sheaves on IP2. As we showed previously, to each (\/i,Bi,Bé,Fi) in the
datum of X € N (r,ng,...,ny) we can associate a stable ADHM datum (W, V;, B, BS, I, '), fitting in
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the diagram (2.10)

Fl —~
Vi > Vo > Vi
TR R B
F? {0} === =2 W - | --0> W
| I I
! ¥ : > :
\ ! \ |
Vi— =V ——— "
TR v NSNS RN
Bl {0} | W W
| I I
T + (2.10)
| I I
; o |
N I > ' N
Tou d ’(\\\\;1 - RN -
BN (0} —==-| == W |- W
| |
4 v
| . —~
VN — W — W~ i
A A R
0] — N y W

where we suppressed all of the endomorphisms Bli,z' I§712 We will then call Z;, S and Q; the repre-
sentations of the ADHM data ({0}, V;, B}, Bb), (W, Vo, BY, BY,1,]) and (W, V;, B}, B, I', J), respectively.
The the diagram (2.10) can be restated in the following form:

0 > 74 > S > Qg > 0

AN
~ v ~ ~
0 > L > S > Q) > 0

AN
~ ~ ~ ~ (2 11)
. \ . \ \ . \ .

7. 7 7 7

AN
~ v ~ ~
0 > Zn > S > Qn > 0

Moreover, if E7 , Eg and Egy denotes the ADHM complex corresponding to Z;, S and Q; the diagram
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(2.11) induces the following

0 — Ej — E§ — E§ — 0

0 — Ey — E§ — E§ — 0

~ ~ ~ ~ (2.12)
\ - \ \ \
7 . ? ? ?

0 — Ey — E§ — E§ — 0

Then, since S and Q; are stable one has that HP(Eg) = HP(E('Q_) =0, for p=-1,1, so that for each line
in (2.12) the long exact sequence for the cohomology associated to it reduces to:

0 — HO(Eg) — H°(Ey ) — H'(E3 ) — 0, (2.13)

and by the ADHM construction (HO(Eéi), @) is a rank r framed torsion-free sheaf on IP?, with fram-
ing @ : HO(Eéi)|gm — W®O,_. Moreover HO(Eg) is a subsheaf of HO(Eéi), and H' (Ezi) is a quotient
sheaf

H'(E3,) ~ H°(EQ,)/H(EY),

which is 0-dimensional and supported away from ¢, C IP?. Finally one can immediately see from

(2.12) that HO(EQ,

classifying flags of sheaves do agree with the statement of the theorem.

) is a subsheaf of HO(E(')_ 1). One can moreover check that the numerical invariants

Conversely let (Ey,...,Eyn, @) be a flag of framed torsion-free sheaves on P2 such that rk E]- =7,
c2(Eg) = y0, hO(EO/E]->0) = 71+ -+ +yj. By definition each (Ej, ¢) defines a stable ADHM datum
Q; = (’W}, \7j,’1§71.,1§'£,ff,]7) (with the convention of calling S = Qy), since it can be identified with a
framed torsion-free sheaf on IP?, with rk E;=r1,cy(Ej) = yo+---+yj. Moreover we have the inclusion

Ey — E]-, which induces an epimorphism \I’] :S— Qj. In fact, we can construct vector spaces V), V]-,
W and FW; as in [27], so that

Vo=H(En(-1), Vj=HUE;(-1)), W=H"(Exly,), W;=~H(Ejl,),  (214)

and by the fact that the quotient sheaf E;/Ey is 0—dimensional and supported away from ¢,, we can
construct an isomorphism
W5 : H(Enle, ) = HO(Ejle.)- (2.15)
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Finally we have the exact sequence
0—Ey —E; —E/EN —0,

which induces the following exact sequence of cohomology, thanks to the fact that H 0(Ej(—l)) =0,
being that E; is a framed torsion-free y—semistable sheaf with ¢, (E;) = 0 (due to the standard ADHM
construction), and Hl(E]-/EN(—l)) = 0, since the quotient sheaf E;/Ey is 0—dimensional,
0 1 i
0 — H°(E;/En(~1)) — H'(En(~1)) — H(E;(~1)) — 0. (2.16)
The morphism W; = (V¥; 1, W, ») is then an epimorphism, since both W; ; and W, ; are surjective. Tak-
ing into account the flag structure of the datum (Ey, ..., Ey, @), the sequences

0 —— ker‘IfN_l > S > Q] > 0
0 —— kerWy_, > S > Q, > 0
~ ~ ~ ~ (217)
0 —— kery, > S > Qn > 0
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give us (N + 1) stable ADHM data fitting in the following diagram.

\ qJN 1,1 Ir
Vi > Vo > Vi
T N 7 S
N-1,2
(0) | ——» W 2w
, I I
! vy : v :
N-2,1. Ir
\% : > Vo - > Vo |
AN \\\\\ \L ﬁ’\\\\)(\:/ \\\\,\_(\:/
N-2,2
(0) ———-| ——» W 22| W
, I I
! e i ~ i (2.18)
: \ . \ |
N A N
Tou ¥ RN RN
{0} ——=-|-—> W === | -——-» W
, I I
! oy : > :
VN : > Vo — > VN |
N N ] b I
Rav Nk, R
0] Rp— N T y W
]

3 Virtual invariants

In this section we study fixed points under the action of a torus on the moduli space of framed
stable representations of fixed numerical type of the nested instantons quiver. By doing this we are
then able to apply virtual equivariant localization and compute certain relevant virtual topological
invariants. On the physics side this is equivalent to the computation of certain partition functions
of some suitable quiver GLSM theory by means of the SUSY localization technique.

3.1 Equivariant torus action and localization

We begin the analysis of the fixed locus under a certain toric action on the moduli space of nested
instantons with a brief recall of the results obtained in [34] and show how they enable us to fully
characterize the T—fixed locus of the two-step nested instantons quiver. The main result we want to

recall is the following:

Theorem 3.1 (von Flach-Jardim, [34]). The moduli space N (r,ng,ny) = F(r,ny—ny,ny) of stable rep-
resentations of the nested ADHM quiver is a quasi-projective variety equipped with a perfect obstruction
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theory. Its T—equivariant deformation complex is the following

Q®End(V))
@ A?Q®End(V,)
Hom(W, V) @
End(V,) ® Q®Hom(Vy, Vp)
® L) A?Q®Hom(Vy, W) L) ® L) A?Q®Hom(Vy, V)
End(V;) ® A’Q®Hom(V;, W)
Q®End(V;) ®
® A*Q®End(Vy)
Hom(Vy, V)

with
do(ho, hy) = ([h0: BYY, [ho, B, hol, =T ho, [y, B, [y, By ], hoF — Fiy )

dy(b9,b3,1,,b1, b3, f) = (b7, B3]+ [BY, 3]+ i + 1), BYf + bYF ~ Fbj — fBj,
BYf +b9F - Fby — fB), jF +] f,[b], B}] + B}, b}])
dy(cy,¢9,¢3,C4,¢5) =1 F + Bgcz - czBé + C3B(1) - B%c3 —Icy—Fcs
Thus the infinitesimal deformation space and the obstruction space at any X will be isomorphic to H'[C(X)]

and H?[C(X)), respectively. N (r,ny,n,) is smooth iff ny =1 ([7]).

Moreover, it turns out, [34], that there exists a surjective morphism g : (B?,B%,I,],Bi,B;,P) —
(B1,B3,I',]’) mapping the nested ADHM data of type (7,19, ;) to the ADHM data of numerical type
(r,nyg—ny). Thus we have two different maps sending the moduli space of stable representations of
the nested ADHM quiver to the moduli space of stable representations of ADHM data. The situation
is depicted by the following commutative diagram

N (r,1g,11) —— M(r,nq)

Xﬁ

M(r,ng—ny)

by means of which one can characterize T—fixed points of N (r,n¢,n;) by means of fixed points
of M(r,ny) and M(r,ny—ny). In particular we can first take the decomposition V) = V & V;, then
decompose the vector spaces V|, V with respect to the actionof T: if Ao : T - U(Vy)and A: T —
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U(V) are morphisms for the toric action on V{, V, we have

vV o= @ Vikl) = @{v e VIA(t)v = tftho)

k1 k1 (32)
VO = @ Vo(k,l) = @{VO € V0|/\0(t)1/0 = t]ftIZVO}

k1 k1

Thus if X = (W, V,Bi,B’z,I’,]’), Xo = (W, VO,B?,B%,I,]) are fixed points for this torus action, the very
well known results about the classification of fixed points for ADHM data leads us to the following

commutative diagram.

Vi(k-1,1) y V(k-1,1-1)
Vo(k-1,1) T s Volk—1,1-1) B,
‘ (3.3)
B V (k1) y V(k,1-1)

. —

Vo(k, 1) 5 s Vo(k,1—1)

Proposition 3.2. Let X € X be a fixed point of the toric action. The following statements hold:
1. Ifk>00r1>0, then Vy(k,I)=0, V(k,1)=0;
2. dim Vy(k,I) <1, Vk,l and dim V (k,I) <1, Vk,I;

3. Ifk,1 <0, then dim Vy(k,1) > dim Vjy(k—1,1), dim V;y(k, 1) > dim Vy(k,I1-1), dim V' (k,I) > dim V' (k—
1,1, dimV(k,1) > dim V(k,1 - 1) and dim V,(k,1) > dim V (k,I).

The previous propositions give us an easy way of visualizing fixed points of the T—action on the
nested ADHM data. If we suitably normalize each non-zero map to 1 by the action of [ [; ; GL(Vy(k,1))x
[Ty GL(V (K’,I’)) each critical point point can be put into one-to-one correspondence with nested
Young diagrams Y, C Y,. Thus the fixed points of the original nested ADHM data are classified
by couples (v,v \ u), where y C v and v \ p is the skew Young diagram constructed by taking the
complement of y in v.

If we now take a fixed point Z = (v, u) and define v; = }  dim Vjy(k, 1 —1i), v]f =) ;dim Vy(1-j,1)
and similarly p; = }  dim V(k,1 —i), y; =) ,dim V(1 -j,I), we can regard V; and V as T-modules
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and write them as

Ml V j

VO_@VO k l ZZTl H'IT j+1 ZZT z+1T j+1

i=1 j=1 j=1 j=1

’

i NZ

V= EBV (k1) = %ZT{’“T AR ZiT it

i=1 j=1 j=1 j=1

with My = vy, M, = py, Ny =v{, N, = pj. If we now take V = V@ Vy, then

Ml Vz I'tl

Vv, = Z i 1+1T j+1 ZZT 1+1T Hi—j+1

(i,j)ev\p

(3.4)

(3.5)

The virtual tangent space Tgir/\f(l,no,nl) to NV (1,n9,n1) at Z can be regarded as a T?>~module,

so that

Tgir./\/'(l, no, 7’11)

=End(V)®(Q-1-A?Q)+End(V;)®(Q—-1-A%Q)+Hom(W, Vp)+
+Hom(Vy, W)® A’Q —Hom(V;, W)® A?Q + Hom(Vy, Vp)(1 + A2Q - Q)
=(VieVi+Vi@Vi-VieV)®(Q-1-A*Q)+ Vy+ VieA*Q+

- V;®AQ.

(3.6)

In the first place we might recognize the term Vj®Vy®(Q-A%Q-1)+Vy+V{®A?Q in the sum as being
the tangent space at the moduli space of stable representation of the ADHM quiver T; M(1, 1), with
Z = (v). Thus we have

TN (Lo, m) = Ty M(Lng) + (Vi @ Vi = Vi @ Vo) ®(Q -1 -A?Q) - V] 9 A*Q.
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We have

so that

VieVi®

Ml vl I'{i

®(Q-1-A’Q)=(Ty-1)(1-Ty) ZZTI 1Tu,+] 1

M, Vi
~-1) 5T -ty Y 1)

i=1 j=1

M v; ;41+1
(T, -1 : Ti_lTF;_l 1-T 1_T -1 (38)
=(hi 1) Lo 2) —1—T2

i=1

A —pi+1
(T _ i1l T,-T,
=T 1);TI L' TZ)[—I—TZ ]

M, ,

ST

=(-1)) 1T -1,

i=1

(Q-1-A%Q)= Tl_lzZTM]JH JHZTIMT#Z_ Vl_’)

j=1 j=1
M,
:ZZTl 1 (T, —j+pi+1 T ]+V+1)(Tl—1) Z i~
i=1 j=1 =

M; N

1— —v itpi—1
_ ZZTI Hi T ]+;41+1 T —j+v; +1 T1 Lk S L
1- T

M; N;
1 1 Vi + +1 —j+v/+1
S Y
i=1 j=1
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while we have

VieVy®(Q-1-A2Q)=(T;-1) ZZT Il ]+1ZTf—1(T2"f—T2Vf)

j=1j'=1 =1
M; N; el el Vi )
Ly EaTEs —j+vi+ -’
— ZZTll(T2] Hi _T2] i )(Tl _1)ZT1]
i=1 j=1 =1
M, N, ! (3.10)
+ui+1 —j+vi+1 -
DD R TR
i=1 j=1 1-T;
gl i-v; —j+pi+1 —j+vi+1
= (TZ T, 'NT,” " =T, "),
i=1 j=1
and
Ml V }’lt 1
Vi®A’Q=TT, ) Z il
i=1 j=1
o (3.11)
1 i
)Y
Putting everything together we finally get that
M; N, . — e
; i~ iN T —j+vi+
TYN (1,m0,m) =Tz M(Lng)+ ) ) (T, =TT, 1,7
im1 j=1
v (3.12)
L Z T
i=1 j=
As an immediate generalization of (3.12) we can easily see that
@ NP
. _ . ) (.a)’ 1
TN (1) =Ty M) + Y zszR— (r )
a,b=1i=1 j= 313
(@ (@ () (3.13)
v 1 Miow e W
g )_Z Z Tt
i=1  j=1

where (T}, T»,R;),a = 1,...,r are the canonical generators of the representation ring of T ~ N (r, ng, ny).
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Remark 3.1. It turns out that the character representation for the virtual tangent TY* N can be computed
by exploiting deformation theory techniques. These techniques may also be employed to compute the
virtual fundamental class and (T—character of) the virtual tangent bundle at fixed points of nested Hilbert
schemes on surfaces, as it’s done in [15].

. . 2\[No=Ni] . . 3 .
If in particular one takes ((E ) to be the nested Hilbert scheme of points on C~ = Spec(R), with

No=N
Clxg, x1 ], by lifting the natural torus action on C? to (C2)[ " 1], it is proved in [15] that the T—fixed locus
is isolated and given by the inclusion of monomial ideals Iy C I, which is equivalent to the assignment of

couples of nested partitions y Cv. Then the virtual tangent space at a fixed point is given by

TYE, = =x(Io, Io) = x (I, It) + x(Io, [y + X (R, R),

with x(-,-) = Z?ZO(—I)iExtjz(—,—). Then the T-representation of Tl‘gigrll can be explicitly written in
terms of Laurent polynomials in the torus characters ty,t, of T. Then in terms of the characters Zy,Z, of
the T—fixed O—dimensional subschemes Z; C Zy C C? corresponding to Iy C I} one has (see eq. (29) in

[15]) -
i 2 (55 55 55, \0-t)1-t)
vir — — —
TrTYE, =Zo+ it (Z0Z1 -Z0Z0- 712, T
If we now make the necessary identifications t; = Tzfl, Zy=Vyand Z; =V we can see that equation (29)
of [15] exactly agrees with our prescription for the character representation (3.7) of the virtual tangent

space TY N (1,ng,ny), with ng = Ng and n; = Ng— Nj.

We now move on studying the fixed locus of the more general nested instantons moduli space
N(r,ny,...,ny). However, similarly to the previous case we first want to show that the moduli space
of stable representations of the nested ADHM quiver is equivalently described by the datum of (N +
1) moduli spaces of framed torsion-free sheaves on P2, namely M(r,ny), M(r,ng —ny),..., M(r,ng —
ns_1). In order to do this we want to know if it is possible to recover the structure of the nested
ADHM quiver given a set of stable ADHM data. First of all we can notice that, as F’ is injective i,
we have the sum decomposition V; = V; ® V;, but also V; = Vi, @ Vi,q, with Vi, ; = Vi/ImF;, so that
Vo=Vi® VeV, thus V= V,@ V..

Let us first focus on the vector spaces Vy and V;. It can be shown as in [4, 34] that once we
fix a stable ADHM datum (W, Vl,B%,Bé,Iﬂ,fl) and the endomorphisms Bl,B; € End V; it is always
possible to reconstruct the stable ADHM datum (W, V, B(l), Bg, 1,]) as

B! B! B, B} I 3

B‘f:[ 1 J) BO:( 22 I=|". J=(0 J! (3.14)

1 ’ 2 1 ’ ’
0 B 0 B} I ( )

together with the morphism F! = 1y, such that [B],B}] = 0, BYF! - F!B] = BYF! = F!B} = 0 and
JF! = 0. The same can obviously be done for any of the stable ADHM data (W, \Z,B’i,Bé,fi,fi) we
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constructed previously, and we would have

B. Bl B. Bl & =
B(l):( 1 ~1.]’ Bg:[ 2 ~2]1 I:(..,.], ]: 0 ]l) (315)
0 B 0 B I (

together with the morphism f = 1y, such that [B!,B5]=0,BYf —fA; =BSfi - fiB, =0and Jf' = 0.

If we now fix

(1 .
Flz((;/’), F':V.> Vi, (3.16)

which is clearly injective, then obviously f' = F'F?...Fi, where F/ now stands for the linear exten-
sion to V{, and B(ff"—f"Bi1 =0 (resp. Bgfi—fiBé = 0) is equivalent to BYF'F2... Fi-lFi_F1F2. ~-F"Bi1 =
Bi‘lF" —F"B’i =0 (resp. Bé‘lFi ~F'B, =0),and Jf' = JF'F2...F = 0. This construction makes it pos-
sible to us to classify the T—fixed locus of N (r,ny,...,n,_1) in terms of the T—fixed loci of M(r,ng)
and {M(r,ng —n;)};so. In particular the T—fixed locus of M(r,k) is into 1 — 1 correspondence with
coloured partitions p = (u,..., u") € P" such that |p| = [u!| +--- + |p'| = k. This fact and the inclusion
relations between the vector spaces V; prove the following

Proposition 3.3. The T—fixed locus of N (r,ny,...,ns_1) can be described by s—tuples of nested coloured
partitions p; C--- C p._; C po, with |yl = ng and |p, | = no —n;.

In the same way as we did in a previous section, we can read the virtual tangent space to
N(r,ng,...,ns_1) off the following equivariant lift of the complex (1.11)

@ﬁo End(V;)
do

Q®End(Vy) ® Hom(W, Vp) & A>Q® Hom(Vo, W) & [ D, | (Q®End(V;)® Hom(V;, Vi, )]
" , (3.17)

v

A?Q@ (End(Vy) @ Hom(Vy, W)@ [B1., (Q@Hom(V;, Vi_y) ® A2Q@End(V;))|

dy

~

N
P,., A*Q®Hom(V;, V;_;)
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which gives us (3.18).

T;" N (1,m1,m5) = End(Vg) ® (Q— 1~ A’Q) + Hom(W, Vo) + Hom(Vy, W) © A’Q
+End(V1)®(Q-1-A%Q)~Hom(V;, W)@ A’Q+
+Hom(Vy, V) ® (1 +A%Q - Q)+ (3.18)

+End(V,)®(Q-1-A%Q)+Hom(V,, V;)® (1 + A2Q—1)+

+EBnd(V;_1)®(Q-1-A*Q)+Hom(V,_1,V,»)®(1+A*Q-Q)

By decomposing the vector spaces V; in terms of characters of the torus T we can also rewrite the
representation of (3.18) in R(T) as (3.19)

(ﬂ)

Tgir/\/’(r,n) M(r,np) + ZZZRbR ( Tl)(T—]+ml+1+

a,b=1i=1 j=1
(a)  (a)
O My o —HY
_T JTHo,i _ Ti T] l"lz 4
2 112 (3.19)
=1 j=1 :

. (b) . (b) . (a) . (a)
_ I=phy s I=fhy —j+p ;s +1 —j+py: +1
+ E RbRal(TI Y “)(T2 P =5 _ g Mo

where the fixed point Z is to be identified with a choice of a sequence of coloured nested partitions
#y Sy S+ C p,_y C py as in proposition 3.3, Z < p, and the last term, namely (s — 1)(T; T,), has
been added in order to take into account the over-counting in the relations [BQ,BQ] = 0 due to the

commutator being automatically traceless.

3.2 Virtual equivariant holomorphic Euler characteristic

The first virtual invariant we are going to study is the holomorphic virtual equivariant Euler charac-
teristic of the moduli space of nested instantons. The fact that we can decompose the virtual tangent
bundle as a direct sum of equivariant line bundles under the torus action we previously described
greatly simplifies the computations.

In particular, given a scheme X with a 1—perfect obstruction theory E®, one can define a virtual
structure sheaf O}’(ir. Moreover one can choose an explicit resolution of E® as [E~! — E°] a complex

of vector bundles. If [E, — E;| denotes the dual complex, then one can also define the virtual
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tangent bundle Ty'" € K°(X) as the class Ty'" = [Ey] - [E;]. With these definitions, the virtual Todd
genus of X is defined as td"'"(X) = td(T)‘(’ir), and if X is proper, given any V € K%(X) one defines the

virtual holomorphic Euler characteristic as
XX, V) = x(X, Ve Oy, (3.20)

and as a consequence of the virtual Riemann-Roch theorem [14] if X is proper and V € K°(X) the
virtual holomorphic Euler characteristic admits an equivalent definition as

XX, V) = J ch(V)-td(Ty"), (3.21)
[X]Vir

where [X]''" is the virtual fundamental class of X, [X]V"" € A,4(X) and vd denotes the virtual di-

mension of X, vd = tkEj — rk E;. Clearly, if we are interested in x"'*(X) then the previous formula

reduces to
0= [ (3.22)
[X]vlr

whenever X is proper.

Equations (3.21) and (3.22) can be made even more explicit. In fact if we take n =rk Ey, m =rk E;,
so that vd = n —m, and define xy,...,x, and uy,...,u,, to be respectively the Chern roots of E, and
E;, then (3.22) becomes

u:

n m —

vir _ X; 1—e 7

X (X)_j[x]m | |1_e_x1 | | — (3.23)
i=1 j=1

]

while for (3.21) we have

m

r n —1
~ Z ]—[ X; H 1-e™¥
vir _ Vg 1
X (X’ V) - J‘ vir ¢ 1—-e™ u; ’ (324)
(XM \ 2 i=1 j=1 ]

since we can consider V € K%(X) to be a vector bundle on X with Chern roots vy,...,7,.

Now, if we have a proper scheme X equipped with an action of a torus (C*)N and an equivariant
1—perfect obstruction theory we can apply virtual equivariant localization in order to compute vir-
tual invariants of X. We will now briefly recall how virtual localization works. First of all, for any
equivariant vector bundle B over a proper scheme Z with a 1-perfect obstruction theory, which is

moreover equipped with a trivial action of (C*)V, we have the decomposition

B= (] B~ (3.25)

kezN

where BX denotes the (C*)N —eigenbundles on which the torus acts by tfl ---t;i,”. If we now give a
set of variables ¢y,..., ey, we identify B with B =} Bkekier...ekven € KO(Z)[[eq,...,en]. One then
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defines Bfi* = B® and B™°V = @, ,oB¥. Then the Chern character ch : K%(Z) — A*(Z) can be extended
by Q((&1,...,en))-linearity to

ch: K%Z)(ey,...,en) = AN (Z)(€1,- .., eN)).

Since the Grothendieck group of equivariant vector bundles K(O@)N (Z)is a subring of K%(Z)[[e1,...,en]],
the restriction of the extension of ch to K(OO)N(Z) is naturally identified with the equivariant Chern
character. Finally if one denotes by pYi" the Q((¢1, ..., ey))—linear extension of xV'(Z,-): K%(Z) — Z,

and p, is the equivariant pushforward to a point, one can prove as in [14] that
Py (V) = pu(ch(VIt(TYM) N [Z]7),  VeK%Z)(e1,... en)) (3.26)

Then, following [19], if we have a global equivariant embedding of a scheme X into a nonsingular
scheme Y with (C*)N action, we can identify the maximal (C*)N—fixed closed subscheme X/ of
X with the scheme-theoretic intersection Xf = X N Y/, where Y/ is the nonsingular set-theoretic
fixed point locus. By decomposing Y/ into irreducible components Y/ = | J; Y; one can also define
X; = X N'Y;, which carry a perfect obstruction theory with virtual fundamental class [X;]"I'. In this

way, if V € K2 ((X) is an equivariant lift of the vector bundle V, V; is its restriction to X; and

(CHN
pi : X; — pt is the projection, one has that

VII'(X V 51, 78N ZPVII' V/A NVII‘ ZPVII' V/A TVll‘lmOV) ) (3.27)

belongs to Q[[¢y, ..., ex]] and the virtual holomorphic Euler characteristic is xV'"(X, V) = xV'(X, V;0).

Computations are now made very easy by the fact that we represented the virtual tangent space
to the T = (C*)>-fixed points to the moduli space of nested instantons in the representation ring
R(T) of the torus (C*)?. In this way T;jr is decomposed as a direct sum of line bundles which are

moreover eigenbundles of the torus action. Then we can use the following properties
ch(E®@F)=chE+chF, A{(E®F)=A{E)-A{(F), S{(E®F)=S{E)-S;(F) (3.28)

and equation (3.27) in order to compute the equivariant holomorphic Euler characteristic of the
moduli space of nested instantons in terms of the fundamental characters g; , of the torus T. These
will be related to the equivariant parameters by g; = ef¢, with § being a parameter having a very
clear meaning in the physical framework modelling the moduli space of nested instantons as a low
energy effective theory. In this framework is very easy to explicitly compute the virtual equivariant
holomorphic Euler characteristic of the moduli space of nested instantons as we already described
the T—fixed locus of N (r,n,...,ny) as being 0—dimensional and non-degenerate. As we saw in sec-
tion 3.1 the fixed points of N (r,ny,...,ny) are completely described by r—tuples of nested coloured
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partitions py C--- C py C p, with p; € P', in such a way that |p| =3_; |pl{)| =ng and |py \ pisol = 1iso-
In the simplest case of r =1 we get

: 8 T, (01,92) Wy, (91,92) .-
XVH(N(LHOJ'««;nN);V}Q1:EI2): Z Hos M1 Hor- PN )[V]

1 CCpg
|I/‘0\l4j|:”j

Hoseeer UN (3.29)

where a(s) and I(s) denote the arm length and the leg length of the box s in the Young diagram Y,
associated to p, respectively. We moreover defined

I(s) —a(s)-1
Java) = | (1—'41 ”)(1—%(5)'42“(5) ) (3.30)

s€Yy,
Mo }107 }’111
—j=H
H()H1 ql’q2 rl ﬂ (1 ql ':IZ " )1 (331)
1 -1
N Mo No (1—q’fk’] D )(1—q’fk’l'] o, )
Wyo,...,yN(qllQZ): H ]_[ — - (332)

proj=i J=Hyi=1 P, =i o, ~1
k=1 i=1 ].:1 (1_q1 ] q2 k,i )(1_':'1 1,j qz 0,i )

A very interesting and surprising fact can be observed if we rearrange the expression the holomor-
phic virtual Euler characteristic of N (1,n,...,ny). In fact if we perform the summation over the

smaller partitions y; C -+ C py and redefine g = g;!, t = g;", we get

P, (q,1)
,MO N‘Mo(q’ t)

XVir(N(linOJN-InN);QPQZ): (3-33)

and the unexpected fact is that we think P, (g, t) to be a polynomial in g, t except for a factor (1—-qt)~!

Conjecture 1. P, (q,t) is a a function of the form:

Qo (gq,1)

P}‘O(q’ t) = (1 _ qt)N

(3.34)
with Q,, (g, t) a polynomial in the (g, t)—variables.

Sometimes the polynomials in (3.34) can be given an interpretations in terms of some known

symmetric polynomials. In fact, let us define the following generating function

N
ZMD(q,t;X(),...,XN): Z )(Vlr(/\/'(l,ﬁo,...,ﬁN);q,t)Hx?l", (335)

Mo2--2Ny i=0
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where m; = n; —n;;1 and the integers 7; form a sequence obtained from n; by asking the integers
1; = fi;—7l;,1 to be ordered. By construction Zy,p (g, t;x¢,...,xn) € Q[q, t]®7zA(x), i.e. it is a symmetric
function in {xi}f.\io with coefficients in Q[g, t]. By conjecture 1 we have

Qulat) 1
Zyp(q %0, X Z Z =) NN sz i

ng2201N po€P(ng) i=

(3.36)
Z Qula.1) M, (x).
(1-qt)NN,(q,t) i
Conjecture 2. When |po| = |un|+1 = |p¢N_1| +2=---=|p|+ N we have
Qi (1) = (I, (%), Hy (%39, 1)
:< Z K/\]lg q’ ‘Mo VmV( )>
AveP(ng) (3.37)
= Z K/\ Mo q, ’
/\GP no
m, (x)=0

where the Hall pairing (—,—) is such that (hy,m,) = 6, and ﬁﬂ(x; q.t), I?,W(q, t) are the modified Mac-
donald polynomials and the modified Kostka polynomials, respectively.

We checked the previous conjectures up to ng = 10.
If instead r > 1 we get a more complicated result, even though its structure is the same as we had
previously

(r) ( )
vi v Tygp, (91,82)W, (ql,qz
XN (r,ng,...,nN), V;gy,00,{t)) = Z Kot HoroBN [ ]

’ 3.38
#CCHy 1(40)('41"42) T ( )
|P‘0\l‘j|=nj
with
’
“lals)-1 lo(s) _—ay(s)-1
abzlseY(ﬂ)
Fo
M ) i)
—j- V )
Tlig?lll(EILQZ): ( tawd; L’|2 1, )} 5,40
ab i=1 j=1
@ o) Foyi =) 1 Wi 1
N r My N 1—tubql 0, 1_tab 1 9, :
0152 = (3.41)
Por-Bn 01,92) = _ .

_ i1 i #k,—i j-n Mklj L =g —1
k=l ab i=lj 1(1—tabq1 o )( —tegy T omy
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where now t,, = tatl:l and {t;} are the fundamental characters of (C*)" in G = (C*)" x T, and a;(s)
denotes the arm length of the box s with respect to the Young diagram Y, associated to the partition
%) of u (with an analogous definition for the leg length).

3.3 Virtual equivariant y_,—genus

The first refinement of the equivariant holomorphic Euler characteristic we are going to study is
the virtual equivariant x_,—genus, as defined in [14]. In order to exhibit the definition of virtual
X_y—genus let us first recall that if E is a rank r vector bundle on r one can define the antisymmetric

product A,E and the symmetric one S;E as

AME=) [NEF ek X)[t],  SE=) [SE}F eKO(X)[t]
i=0 i>0

so that 1/AE = S_,E in K%(X)[[t]]. We can then define the virtual cotangent bundle Q}’gr = (TJ‘(’ir)V
and the bundle of virtual n—forms Q""" = A"QY". If then X is a proper scheme equipped with a
perfect obstruction theory of virtual dimension d, the virtual x_,—genus of X is defined by

XXiyr(X) = XVir(X,A_yQ}’(ir) = Z(‘?)iXVir(X,Qg’(Vir), (3.42)
i>0

while, if V € K%(X), the virtual X—y—genus of X with values in V is

KX V) = (X Ve ALQYN) = ) (-p) A T(X, Ve Q). (3.43)
i>0
Though in principle one would expect )(Xiyr(X, V) to be an element of Z[[t]], it is in fact true that
XX, V) e Z]t], [14].
By the form (3.22) and (3.21) of the holomorphic Euler characteristic it is easy to see that

Xler(X) — J-[X] 4 Ch(A_yT;(,ir) . td(T)\(’ir) = - X_y(X), (344:)

XX, V) = J;X]. ch(A_, TY")-ch(V) - td(Ty") = - X_y(X)-ch(V), (3.45)

which, in terms of the Chern roots of Ey, E; and V become

vir (x) = ol-pe il 1-e 346
*y(X) = vir]_[xl 1—e ﬂ?l—ye’“]" (3.46)
(X Gog j=1 1
r n m —U.
; 1 —ype™™ 1 1—-e™
X, vy = Yk — _— 3.47
X—y( ) ﬁx]vir (;e ]!:[Xl 1—eXi !:[ u]- 1 _ye—uj ( )
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Finally one can define the virtual Euler number €"'(X) and the virtual signature o"'"(X) of X as
e"r(X) = xVI(X) and 0Vi"(X) = )(‘l”r(X ). Whenever y = 0 one recovers the holomorphic virtual Euler
characteristic instead.

By extending the definition of x_,—genus to the equivariant case in the obvious way and by
making use of the equivariant virtual localization technique, one gets

XE(X, Ve, en Zp“r (Vi® Ay (Q¥"Ix, /A1 (N})), (3.48)

whence x¥If(X, V) = x¥II(X, V;0,...,0).

A simple computation in equivariant localization gives us the following result:

i ~ T (91, 92) W (81,82)
XS (N ng,...,nN), V;01,02) = Z ok o Hor [V]

g N,/ (91,92) Jorrbin (3.49)
|I‘o\l‘j|:nj
with
, (1 3 qu(s)—1qg(s))(l B qll(s)q;a(s)—l )
Ny, (91,92) = BT ERTEEIY (3.50)
se¥yy (1 =30, g, 1-v9,"g,
o M, Ho,i~F,i (1 —q;"q;]jul”')
Tllo,}il(m'QZ):l_[ | =Ty (3.51)
i=1 j=1 [1-y97°0,
Prj=i j=H1 Prorj—i J=ppi—1
e i o
Horpn\01,92) = ——— —
k=1 i=1 j=1 (1_yqi’k,; lqu Ho,i )(1—}/'4?}(71'1 lqlz Hi )
Pej=i k=p ;=1 P~ j—pp i1
(1_}’q1k] g " )(1_PEI1k Vg, )
' (3.52)

| Prrj—i j=pgi~1\
(l_fhk] g, ¢ )(1—141“] g, ’ )

The limit y — 0 manifestly reverts to the case of the equivariant holomorphic Euler characteristic
of the moduli space of nested instantons.

A similar result holds also for the general case r > 1:

(r)y (r)y
. N Ty (91,02) Wy 7y (91,02) 1 -
ok oot
XX;(N(E”O;---,”N); V;ql’qZJ{ti}): Z s (T),}) 0 N [V] ’ (353)
R Ny, (91,92) Forern

o \m;l=n;
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with
-1
r (1 tabql )( _tab':h b<5> )

1\
(1 Ytapa; )(1 ytapg Vg, " )

(3.54)

-
S ~
<
—
=)
=
<
o
S
=
Il
—_
1%
m
Som
&

ll
a a)’ a)’ V ,i
. M (1 tani'e, ")
r),
Ty it (91,82) = — (3.55)
=1 j:l (1 _ytaquIQ2 1,i )
(b) .. (a)
. Mo=i j-ul M1, j 7t J=Hyi —1
r M(())N((Jb) (1 tubq1] q 0 )(1_tabQ1 Y g, ¢ )
.. . (a)’
_ S Prj=t J— 14 i P17t J—py, 1
k=1 ab i=1 j=1 (1—3/%'41] A 0 )(1—Z)tabql B E|2 k )
/‘k] k*ﬂgz’*l P‘k i~ ]‘l‘ifz)"—l
1 -9t 0, L-ytypy, 7 0,
| Wi kgl T
I -ty g, I -ty g,

with the same notations of the previous section.

_
S

, (3.56)

Virtual Euler number and signature

As we already pointed out previously, two specifications of the value of y in the x_,—genus, namely
v = +1, give back two interesting topological invariants of a given nested instantons moduli space.
Let us consider first the simpler case of rank 1. We can easily see, in the case of the virtual Euler
number, that taking the specialization y = +1 amounts to counting the number of nested partitions

of a given size. Then, if we assemble everything in a single generating function we have

Q1: qu Z Z v1r 1n0,...,n] Z Z { l"jgl/lo}qgo"'q;lj,

(3.57)

for which an explicit expression is not available to our knowledge. Of course if we focus our atten-
tion on smooth nested Hilbert schemes only (i.e. n;59 =0 or n; =1, n;51-¢), the generating function
of the virtual Euler number of smooth nested Hilbert schemes is easily expressed in terms of stan-
dard generating functions of partitions:

ZV“( (1,1,1)) ﬁ(

n>0 k=0

)=t = Y sy (5.58)

n>0
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which, in the case of higher rank becomes

ir = 1 ' -
Y TN (rm1))q" = (1 k) =(p(1)7 =) x(M(r,n)q". (3.59)
n>0 k=0 ' 1 n>0
We also notice that whenever gy = q; = --- = qy, generating function of Euler numbers is actually

accounting for the enumeration of plane partition, whose generating function is known to be the
Macmahon function ®(-gq):

X Z VNN (1, g .., 17))g" T = D(—q). (3.60)

The case of the virtual signature is much easier instead. By taking y = —1 we immediately see
that oV (A (1,n)) = 0.

3.4 Virtual equivariant elliptic genus

A further refinement of the virtual x_,—genus is finally given by the virtual elliptic genus. In this
case, if F is any vector bundle over X, we define

E(F) = ® (AoygrFY ® Ay FO®Sp(FOFY)) € 1+q-K(X)[y,y ' ][q]), (3.61)

n>1
so that the virtual elliptic genus EII""(X;v, ) of X is defined by
B (X;9,9) =y~ x Y5 (X, £(TXT) € Q") [9]), (3.62)

and also
EIMY(X, V;9,9) =y 210X, E(TYM @ V), (3.63)

By using virtual Riemann-Roch again one can see that EIIV'*(X;y, q) admits an integral form

EIVY(X;p,q) = J] ECU(TY™;9,9), (3.64)
Ell‘”r X,V;v,q9 j ECL( Vlr,y,q)-ch(V), (3.65)
[X vir
with
ECL(F;p,q) =y~ ™2 ch(A_,FY) - ch(£(F)) - td(F) € A*(X)[y~ %, p"][[q]]. (3.66)
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It is also interesting to study how the virtual elliptic genus is described in terms of the usual Chern
roots x;, uj, Vg, as its formula involves the Jacobi theta function 6(z, t) defined as

1/2 _ . -1/2 ©
0(z1) =" —2—[ [a-g)1-a'na-qv™) (3.67)
=1
where g = ™7 and y = e?™2, In fact if F is any vector bundle over X with Chern roots {f;}, one can

prove [3] that

rkF
(f;/2mi
ECU(F;z,T ]—[ﬁ flf/Zm = SUi/2mi—zt) (3.68)
1
so that finally
vir O(xi/2mi—z, 7)1 1 O(u;/2mi, 7)
BT (X;y.q) = JX]W ]_[ 0(x; /2711 T) I]:[ uj G(u]-/ZTci—z,T)' (3.69)
r n . m .
i O(x;/2mi—z,7) 1 O(u;/2mi, )
Vlr . e vk . l _ .
EIIT(X, Vig.q) J[X]m{;e )Il,__l[xl O(x;/2mi, 1) !:[ uj O(uj/2mi—z,v)’ (3.70)

Finally, by taking the same steps as in the previous paragraphs we can equivariantly extend the

definition of the virtual elliptic genus, and by virtual localization find that

BV (X, V,z,T;¢1,...,6N) Vd/ZZpV“‘ (Vi@ (T ® ALy (QF[x,)/A_1 (NYT)Y) (3.71)

and EIIV¥(X, V) = Bl (X, V;0,...,0). In particular we get in rank 1

- - T (e, eVt (e1,€2)

EHVII‘(N(II Hoy- .., nN)/ V, e, 52) — Z Ho 1 - ‘/"0;...,VN ) [V]
11 C+Chg N[AO (‘31152)

|}40\}4j|:"j

Hor- PN ' (3-72)
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with

1(I(s +1) €,a(s), 1)
“(e1,€7) = ]:[ [ I5) a5 -21) (3.73)
O(—€11(s) + ex(a(s) +1),7)
) , .74
O(—e1l(s)+ex(l(s)+1)—z,1) (3.74)
My 1007 H55 ey e+ ) -2z,T
T (€1,62) = (€1 . 2 .Pll’l,) ), (3.75)
i1 -1 O(eri+er(j+py ;) T)
N )—ﬁMoﬁ[ Oler(i—pgj) +ea(l+pg; =jh0)
Uiy \E17 €2 L O(e1(i — py,j) + €x(L+ pg; =) = 2,7)
Olerli- o) el +py =) 0)
O(er(i— p-rj) + €20l +pp ;= j) —2,7)
0(er (i~ py) + eall + i =) =20
01— ) + €201+ g~ 1), 7)
O(e1(i —pg_1,i)+e2(l+py; —j)—27
. (€1(i = pr—1,j) +€2(1 + pg ; = J) ) (3.76)

O(e1(i — pr—1,j) + €2(1 + pg ; = 1), T)

with €; = ¢;/2mi. One can easily see that the virtual elliptic genus we just computed is indeed a
Jacobi form, and that its limit T — ico reproduces the X—y—genus. Moreover by taking the limit
y — 0in the x_,—genus one can recover the virtual equivariant holomorphic Euler characteristic.

Finally, if we study the virtual equivariant elliptic genus in the more general case of rank r > 1,

we get
- T (1,0t (€1,€2)
BV (N (r,ng,..., 1), V€, €2, {a;)) = Foby Forkn % )
l P‘lg“Zgl"u N;;T(ell‘gZ) [ ] Hor-PN (3-77)
|I‘o\l‘]‘|:”j
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with

Oagy +€1(l(s)+1)—eza(s)—z,1)

Nirtenen =T ]—[[ Olaas + €1(1(5)+1) ~ €20(5),7) 578)
a,b=1

O(ay, +—€1l(s) +ex(als)+1), 1)
- O(ay, +—€1l(s)+ex(I(s)+ 1) -z, 1)

s

. . (a)”
O(ag, +eri+er(j+py ;)T
Ty, (€1, €2) = — ’ (3.79)
b=1i=1 j=1 Olag+eri+ter(j+py;)-271)

B

(@) 7y(D) . b ;o
r My Ny Q(aab+€1(z—y§();)+62(1+y§fg —j),T)

. b . ’
i=1 j=1 G(aab+el(z—#§<,})+ez(1+ﬂ§f§ -j)=271)

. b . ,
O(aqp +e€1(i— "gc—)l,j) +€x(1 + pug — )@, 1)

. b .
Oag, +e1(i— ), )+ e2(1+ ) =) ~2,7)

=~
Il
—_
_
S
Il
—_
~

. b ’ .
O(aq +e€(i —.”;w)‘) +é;(1 +P‘§3 -j)-z7)

. b /2
Olagy +er(i—pe ) +ex(1+ ) — ), 1)

. b .
O(aqy + €1 (i —ﬂi_)l,j) ver(l+pg) =j)-27)

. b .
Oaay +e1li—py )y )+ (14 ) = ), )

(3.80)

Notice that by knowing the equivariant virtual elliptic genus one is able to recover both the
virtual equivariant holomorphic Euler characteristic and x_,— genus. In fact the limit T — ico of
(3.77) recovers exactly the x_,—genus found in (3.53) and a successive limit y — 0 gives us back the

virtual equivariant holomorphic Euler characteristic (3.38).

4 Toric surfaces

In this section we will generalize the results we got in the previous ones to the case of nested Hilbert
schemes on toric surfaces, and in particular we will be interested in P> and IP! x IP!. This is because
one might expect any complex genus of Hilb™(S) to depend only on the cobordism class of S,
as it was the case for Hilb"(S), [13], and the complex cobordism ring Q = QU ® Q with rational
coefficients was showed by Milnor to be a polynomial algebra freely generated by the cobordism
classes [IP"], n > 0. Then in the case of complex projective surfaces any case can be reduced to IP?
and P! x P! by the fact that [S] = a[IP?] + b[IP! x IP!]. The advantage given by having an ADHM-like

construction for the nested punctual Hilbert scheme on the affine plane is that it provides us with
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the local model of the more general case of smooth projective surfaces. In particular, whenever S
is toric, one can construct it starting from its toric fan by appropriately gluing the affine patches
(e.g. fig. 4a for IP? and 4b for P! x P!), and computation of topological invariants can still be easily

carried out by means of equivariant (virtual) localization. In general, given the toric fan describing

“ez
€
—€ €1
€1
(RS
, "—62
vV I
1
7z 1
7 1
// !
1
1
(a) IP? 1, pl
(b) P xIP

Figure 4: Toric fans for P? and P! x PL.

the patches which glued together makes up a toric surface S, each patch U; will be U; ~ C?, with a
natural action of T = (C*)2. Moreover, if $ = P2 or § = P! x P! and Z € Hilb™(S) is a fixed point
of the T—action, its support must be contained in {F,..., Py(s)-1} (as a consequence of [6]) with P;
corresponding to the vertices of the polytope associated to the fan, so that one can write in general
that Z = ZyU---U Z,(5)-1, with Z; being supported in P;. This also induces a decomposition of the
representation in R(T) of the virtual tangent space at the fixed points:

x(5)-1

Ty (Hilb™(S @ T (Hilb™(Up)). (4.1)
=0

Let us call then )(V”(Pg) Vll’(/\f(l nf) ), o Tl%));qlr(g)ql(g))i we will see how we will be able to com-
pute )(Zlyr(Hllb )(IP?)) and )(‘_”yr(Hllb ( xP1)) in terms of )(Xiyr(Pg).
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4.1 Casel: S =1P?

We will be interested in the following generating function

2
Z}(‘”r H11b q“ = l_[{ Z )(‘_’iyr(Pg)q“f], (4.2)

€:0 n(;ZO

with fi defined as in section 2.1, and since the left-hand side doesn’t depend on g; 5, we can perform
the computation by taking the iterated limits g; — +o0, g — +o0 or g; — 0x, g, — 0. In each one of

the three affine patches the weights of the torus action will be

01,(0) = 01 02,00) = 92
91,1) = /o 92,(1) = 92/01 (4.3)
91,2) = 1/92 92,2) = 91/92

We will study separately the three patches ¢ = 0,1,2. First of all we notice that since the
X_y—genus is multiplicative, the first contribution coming from Nﬁo(ql,qz) coincides with the same

contribution arising in the context of standard Hilbert schemes. It wash shown in [25] that

1
lim lim = yltol=Mo, ()
moreoni=reo NV (gy0),0,(0))
1
lim lim = 3}%" A
gp—>+00q; —>+00 NMO 14 (E|1 ) qz,(l))
1
lim lim =yl (o) = #{s e Y, ra(s) <I(s) <a(s)+1},  (4.4c)
g2 —+o0 g —+oo N,,0 i (01,(2),92,(2)) :

so that we just need to evaluate the other contributions. Starting from TMO u we get

[ Ty —i *j*I"li ]
My Ho,i—H,i (1 _qll(o q2 ’ )
lim lim ]_[ ]_[ : =1, (4.5a)

g, —+00 g —>+00 i1 j:l (1 yq ]( ])111)
_ M, Il(’)li—‘ui’i (1 B q q2] yl i )

lim lim = y_l, (4.5b)
g, —+00 g —>+00 i1 j:l (1 })C[ ]( ])111)

-~ ;o ] ylz
My Hoi=Fi (1 —'3|1 )92,2 )
lim lim - =1, 4.5¢
g, —>+00 g, —>+00 ]_[ ]_[ 1— i I ( )
=1 =1 Y91,2)92,2) )
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whence

QZILTM}EEOO T#o I (ql,(O)’ q2,(0)) =1, (4.6a)
i _ o\

Jim T T () 82,0) =770 (4.6b)
lim | lim T, (31,2 922) = 1 (4.6¢)

g, —+o0g; —>+00

Finally we need to take care of the limit involving WF uy(91,092) and in order to tackle let us first

.....

point out that we can rewrite W uy in the following simpler form:

_ k() q;ﬂo(s) )(1 3 qllk_1<s> q;ms)fl)
1

N (1 4,
-y
Wyo ..... }lN(qlqu) r[ r[ (1 yqlkl k(s)_

leGYrec(l yq ) )
1o o )
'(1_ 1)( zkl —ao 1)

(s

where p° is the smallest rectangular partition containing uy and ay(s) (resp. lx(s)) denotes the arm

.....

-1

length (resp. leg length) of the box s with respect to Y, . Then, by recalling that the partitions

rec

labelling the T—fixed points are included one into the other as py C -+ C py C pg C py° it’s easy to

realize that, in the case € = 0, one gets

li(s) —ap(s)-1
1- 1 for I (s) <0
lim lim 99 = s) , (4.8)
g, —+00g; —>+00 (s)-1 1 0

1 —yqll"(s)q;a“ vy~ for I(s) >

and similarly in every other case:

| . _ qllkfl(s)q_“k(s)_l 1 for ly_1(s) <0
lim lim -

gy —Fe0g —>Fo0 | yqlk 1 ﬂk(S)—l N y—l for lk—l(s) >0 ’

lim i 1 —yqf ’ q;ak(s)_l |1 forf(s)<0
gp—+00 g —>+00 le(s) —ar(s)-1 ’

1-9, g, vy forli(s)>0

_ ) yqll" ! aO(S)_l 1 forl_1(s)<0
lim lim = ,
g —>+00 g —+00 s) ﬂo(s)—l

L (
1-g/""g, y forlx_1(s)>0

so that finally
lim lim W ,LlN(ql qZ,(O)) =1. (410)

gy—>+o0 gy —>+oo VY
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It is easy to see that the same holds true also for ¢ = 2:

lim lim W IlN(ql,(z)’ E|2](2)) = 1, (411)

ga—+oogp—+oo O

while the case £ = 1 is more difficult, even though the analysis of the different cases can be carried

out exactly in the same way. We then introduce the following notation:

s(piyr piy) = #{s € Yyec 1 1 (s) > a;,(s) + 1 V1 (s) = a;,(s) + 1,a;,(s) < —1}, (4.12)
and we get
N
lim lim W N (ql (1), 'J2(1)) = I_[ys(ﬂkr]‘k)+S(,“k—1’I"O)_S(l‘kr,uo)_S(Hk—lrﬂk). (4.13)

gp—+ooq; —>+00

k=1

Finally, by putting everything together, we have an explicit expression for (4.2).

ZXVH H11b Zq ZylﬂoHMo Zq Zy|ﬂo| |Ho\#1|]_[y Pio i)+ (Hi-1, o)
ys(l‘krl"o)s(l‘k—lrl‘k)] an Zy|ﬂo|*5(ﬂo)
n {pil

(4.14)

4.2 Case?2:S=P!' xP!

Similarly to previous case, we are interested in studying the following generating function

Z XV (Hilb™ (P! x 1)) ]—[[Z X (P)q ] (4.15)

=0 1'1€>0

and we can still perform the computation by taking the successive limits g; — +00, g, — 400 or
91 — 0,92 — 0. The four patches are now indexed by ¢ = (00),(01),(10),(11), and the characters g; ()

can be identified to be in this case

91,(00) = 01 92,(00) = 92

01,01) =1 02,(01) b (4.16)
91,(10) = 1/01 92,(10) = 92

91,(11) = /g1 92,(11) = 1/92
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An analysis similar to the one carried out in the previous section enables then us to conclude the

following
qzhjﬁlmqllijﬂw 1/N,.2 (91,000) 92,(00)) = p#o o, qzlggm}ggm T (81,000 92,000) = 1,
qzlil?i—looqllig—loo /N, (91,000 92,(01)) = ¥, qzlin}waligm T (81,000 92,001)) = 1,
qzlggooqllgfm /N, (81,000 92,(10) = ylhl, qzlij?ooqllgﬂm T, (91,(00) 92,(10)) = y o\l
qzlgf}ooqllgfw 1/N;4 (91,(00),92,(11)) = ylholMo, qzlig}ooq}g}}m Ty, yl(QL(OO)rQZ,(ll)) =y lrobl,
(4.17)
and
oim  lim Wi (91,00 82,(00)) = 1,
qzlirqullgfrloo Wyo sty (31,(00)92,001) = 1,
(4.18)
qzlgglooqllgfrloo Wi s ins (81,000 92,(10) = 1,
W 01000 8201) =
so that, by putting everything together, we have
ZXVH Hllb Zq Zy|l40| M, Zq Zy|,“o| Zq Zy|140| [0\
n
i (4.19)

an Zy|#o|—|ﬂo\ﬂ1 +Mo |
n {pi}
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