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Abstract

In this paper we give a complete algebro-geometric characterization
of analytic tangent cones of admissible Hermitian-Yang-Mills connec-
tions over any reflexive sheaves.
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1 Introduction

Let w be a smooth Kéhler metric on the ball B = {|z| < 1} in C", and let
€ be a reflexive coherent sheaf defined on a neighborhood of B. Let A be
an admissible Hermitian-Yang-Mills (HYM) connection on £ with respect
to the Kahler metric w. This means that A is the Chern connection of a
smooth Hermitian-Yang-Mills (HYM) metric H on the locally free locus of
£, and the curvature F4 has finite L? norm on any compact subset of B.
Denote by Sing(€) the singular locus of £. It is known that Sing(€) is a
complex analytic subset of complex co-dimension at least 3. Our main goal
in this paper is to understand the singular behavior of A at 0 in terms of
the underlying sheaf &£.

We first briefly review the notions of analytic and algebraic tangent
cones, and more details will be provided in Section 2l The notion of analytic
tangent cones is first studied by Tian [18]. Consider the dilation map

A:By-1 =2 Bz—= Xz
where A > 0, and the family of rescaled connections
Ay = \"A.

Letting A — 0, passing to a subsequence and applying gauge transforms,
A converges smoothly to a connection Ao, on C"\ (XU Z(&)), and Ay is
HYM with respect to the standard flat metric. Here X is the bubbling set,
i.e., the subset of C™\ Z(€) where the convergence is not smooth, and Z(&)
is the Zariski tangent cone of Sing(£) at 0. It is known by [I] 18] that A
extends to an admissible HYM connection on a reflexive sheaf £, on C",
and XU Z(€) is a closed affine algebraic subvariety in C". Moreover, passing
to a further subsequence, there is a complex codimension 2 algebraic cycle
on CP" !, called the analytic blow-up cycle, which is of the form

st = mit - ),
k

such that the affine cone over the support Ukzlg of 3" is precisely the pure
complex codimension two part of ¥ U Z(€), and the analytic multiplicity
mj" is a positive integer characterizing the blow-up of Yang-Mills energy
transverse to E],f at a generic point. On the other hand, the rest of ¥ is
contained in Sing(As) = Sing(£x). We call the pair (A, Xf") an analytic
tangent cone.

The terminology “tangent cone” is justified by the fact that A, is a
HYM cone connection in the sense of [3] (see Section 2I]). The underlying
sheaf £ is of the form ¢, m*E__, where

7:C"\ {0} - CP"!



is the natural projection map and
¥ C*"\ {0} - C"

is the inclusion map, and £, is a reflexive sheaf on CP"~! which is a di-
rect sum of polystabl sheaves. Moreover, up to gauge equivalence A, is
uniquely determined by the sheaf £ . So the information of an analytic tan-
gent cone is completely encoded in the algebraic data (€., X3"). We point
out that a priori from the definition analytic tangent cones at 0 depend on
not only the initial connection A, but also on the choice of subsequences
as A — 0. Uniqueness of tangent cones independent of subsequences is in
general a difficult question in many geometric analytic problems.

Recall from [3| [5] we introduced the notion of an algebraic tangent cone
at a singularity of a reflexive coherent analytic sheaf £. This is defined to
be a torsion-free sheaf £ on the exceptional divisor D = CP"~! that is given
by the restriction of a reflexive extension & of p* (€] B\{0}) across D, where

p:§—>B

is the blowup at 0. In general algebraic tangent cones at 0 are not nec-
essarily unique, due to the fact that the exceptional divisor has complex
co-dimension exactly 1. We say an algebraic tangent cone £ is optimal if

B(E) = u(&y) — wlEpm/Em_r) € [0,1),

where

is the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of £, and u(-) denotes the slope of
a torsion-free sheaf on CP"~! with respect to the standard polarization.
The function ® measures how far an algebraic tangent cone is from being
semistable.

Given a torsion-free sheaf £ on CP""!, we denote by GrfN(£) (resp.
GriNS(£)) the graded sheaf associated to the Harder-Narasimhan (resp.
Harder-Narasimhan-Seshadri) filtration of £. In [5] it is proved that an op-
timal algebraic tangent cone always exists and it is unique up to certain
natural transforms. In particular, the isomorphism class of the correspond-
ing graded torsion-free sheaf GrH~ (§A ), up to tensoring each factor by some
O(k), does not depend on the choice of optimal algebraic tangent cones.
For our purpose, we need to consider instead GrfNS (§A ). The latter is not
unique in general but certain algebraic invariants can be extracted. More
specifically, we define a reflexive sheaf over C™

galg — ¢*7T*(GTHNS(S))**, (11)

Throughout this paper, when we talk about stability of sheaves on the projective
space, we always mean slope stability with respect to the standard polarization.



and a complex codimension 2 algebraic cycle
l lg, &
zp =5 0(E)

on CP"! (c.f. Definition ZI8). We call E‘;lg the algebraic blow-up cycle of £

at 0. It is a fact that both G*9 and Eglg do not depend on the specific choice
of optimal algebraic tangent cones, so they are local algebraic invariants of
the stalk of £ at 0 (see Section [2.2] for more details).

In [5] we made a conjecture relating the analytic and algebraic tangent
cones, motivated by the results in [3, 4]. In this paper we give a proof of
this conjecture in complete generality, based on the techniques introduced
in [3| 4] and a new approach. Simply put, the algebraic data underlying the
analytic tangent cones matches exactly with the above algebraic invariants
of optimal algebraic tangent cones. More precisely, we have

Theorem 1.1. Given £ and A as above, then there is a unique analytic
tangent cone (Ass, Xi") at 0, which is completely determined by the stalk of
E at0:

(I). A is gauge equivalent to the HYM cone on G¥9 (see Section 21 for
the definition of a HYM cone). In particular, E« is isomorphic to
galg, and

Sing(Aw) = Sing(G4).

(II) The analytic blow-up cycle L™ equals the algebraic blow-up cycle E‘;lg.

In [3| 4] we proved this result under the extra assumption that 0 is an
isolated and homogeneous singularity of &£, or that there is an algebraic
tangent cone € which is locally free and stable (see also [13] for a special
case). The arguments there are more analytical and involve PDE estimates
based on explicit construction of good background Hermitian metrics. In
the general setting the previous approach meets severe difficulties. In this
paper, we proceed using a different idea which is more intrinsic and is of
more algebraic nature. The key new input in this paper is that, as we will
show in Section [B] an admissible HYM connection A naturally recovers all
the equivalence classes of optimal algebraic tangent cones (see Section [3)

In Section 2l we include some background material. In Section [ we finish
the proof of Theorem [L.T] using recent results on moduli compactification of
admissible HYM connections and semi-stable sheaves over projective mani-

folds (see [9] and [10]).

Remark on notations: In this paper we need to introduce many nota-
tions regarding sheaves on different spaces. The convention is that a coherent
sheaf £ is denoted by a letter with calligraphic font; a coherent sheaf £ on
the projective space CP"™ ! comes with an extra underline; a coherent sheaf
& on the blowup B of the ball B comes with an extra widehat.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Analytic tangent cones

In this subsection, we recall some backgrounds about analytic tangent cones
of Hermitian-Yang-Mills connections. For details see [3]. As in the intro-
duction we let £ be a reflexive sheaf defined over a neighborhood of B in
C", where B = {z € C" : |z| < 1}. We assume that under the standard
holomorphic coordinates {z1,--- ,z,} on C"

w = wy + O(|z%), (2.1)

where

V-1
2
is the standard flat metric. Let H be an admissible HYM metric on £. This
means that H is a smooth Hermitian metric on £ outside Sing(€), and the
associated Chern connection A satisfies the following conditions

99|22

wo ‘—

e the HYM equation
V—1A,F4 =c-1d (2.2)

holds on B\ Sing(€), for some constant ¢ € R, called the Einstein
constant;

e A has locally finite Yang-Mills energy:

/ |F4)? dVol,, < oo
K\Sing(€)

for any compact subset K C B.

Notice that a Hermitian-Yang-Mills connection is a projectively unitary €2-
anti-self-dual instanton in the sense of Tian [I8], so is stationary by [18],



Proposition 5.1.2. Hence by Proposition 5.1.1 in [I8], Price’s monotonicity
formula holds. In particular, we have

sup r4_2"/ |F4)? dVol, < oo. (2.3)
re(0,1] B,\Sing(€)

For any A > 0, we denote the rescaling map
A By-1 > Bz Xz,

where in this paper B, always denotes the ball {|z| < r} in C". For any
sequence of positive numbers \; — 0, we get a sequence of admissible HYM
connections

Aj = )\;A

with respect to the Kéhler metric w; := )\;2 . )\;fw. By (23)), this sequence
has uniformly bounded Yang-Mills energy over any compact subset K C C".
Notice by (ZI)) obviously w; converges smoothly to wy as j — oco.

We denote by Z(€) the C* invariant reduced subvariety in C™ underlying
the Zariski tangent cone of Sing(£), i.e., Z(€) is the Hausdorff limit of
Sing(€) in C™ under the above rescaling as A — 0. It is well-known that
Z(€) has the same complex dimension as Sing(€) (see for example [19]), so
is of complex codimension at least 3 in C™.

The associated bubbling set of this sequence is defined as

% = {z € C"\ Z(£)| lim lim inf 7"4_2"/]3 o |Fa,[>dVol,, > €}, (24)

—0 j—ooo

where ¢y denote the e-regularity constant for Yang-Mills connections over
the flat C™ (see Theorem 2.2.1 in [18] for example). Applying Uhlenbeck’s
e-regularity theorem and standard analytic results on the convergence of
Yang-Mills connections, by passing to a subsequence we may assume there
is a smooth connection A,, on some Hermitian vector bundle (€, Hoo)
defined over C™ \ (X U Z(&)), which is HYM with respect to the flat metric
wo. Moreover, for j > 1, there exist Hermitian isomorphisms

Pj: (NE, N H) = (Ecoy Hoo)

such that (P;l)*(Aj) converges smoothly to A The connection Ao can
be viewed as an admissible HYM connection on C™, hence by Bando-Siu we
know [I] £« extends to a reflexive sheaf on C" and A, extends smoothly
outside Sing(£~) C XU Z(E), so that the set of essential singularities of A
is given by Sing(A~) = Sing(Ex)-

2In this paper, when we talk about convergence of a sequence of objects, we often need
to pass to a subsequence. We will abuse notation and not re-lable the new subsequence,
if no confusion arises.



It is proved by Tian (see Theorem 4.3.3 in [I8]) that ¥ is a complex-
analytic set in C"\ Z (&), and the complement ¥\ Sing(A ) has pure complex
codimension 2. Since Z(€) is of complex codimension at least 3, by the
Remmert-Stein-Shiffman extension theorem (see [16] for example) we know
the closure Y, of the pure complex codimension 2 part of 3 in C™ is also a
pure codimension 2 complex analytic set in C". Let {E’g } be the irreducible
components of 3. Then by Theorem 4.3.3 in [I8], passing to a subsequence
we may assume the convergence of Radon measures on C" \ Z (&)

1 1
W|FAj|2 dVOle — W|FA00|2dVOlWO +v, (25)

with
v = mi" H (S \ Z(€)),
k

where H?"~* denotes the 2n — 4 dimensional Hausdorff measure, and my"
are positive integers called the analytic multiplicities. Now by definition we

have
(UrEF) U Sing(As) € U Z(E).

Although not needed in this paper, one can show that the two sets above
are indeed identical, using Lemma 3.18 in [9].

Fixing an irreducible component ©F, and taking a generic complex 2-
dimensional slice A which intersects E’,f transversely, we have the following
formula computing analytic multiplicities

Lemma 2.1 ([I7], Lemma 4.1).

. 1
mgn :jlggoﬁ /A TT(FAJ, /\FA].) — Tr(Fa,, NFa_).

In our special setting, one can say more about the structure of the lim-
iting data (See [18 [3], 4])

(1). ¥ is invariant under the natural action of C* on C".
(2). Fa(0r,-) =0, where 0, is the radial vector field on C";
(3). V—1Ay,Fa,, =0, away from Sing(E).

In particular, each E’g is an affine cone over a pure codimension 2 algebraic
subvariety Zlg in CP"— 1.

Definition 2.2. The analytic blow-up cycle is the codimension 2 algebraic
cycle on CP"~! given by

= S (5
k
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Definition 2.3. We call the pair (A, X7") an analytic tangent cone of A
(or (£,H)) at 0.

Remark 2.4. The definition here is different from [4], where an analytic
tangent cone is defined to be the triple (A, X,v). But it is easy to see
that these two definitions contain exactly the same information. The above
definition is more convenient to use in this paper.

Remark 2.5. We emphasize here that the analytic tangent cones are not a
priori unique, and may depend on the choice of subsequences as A\ — 0.
But it is not difficult to see that any analytic tangent cone can be obtained
by taking the rescaled limit corresponding to a subsequence of the fixed
sequence {)\; :=277}. We shall use this fact in Section Bl

The above extra properties in our setting imply that A, is a HYM cone
in the following sense. Let F be a polystable reflexive sheaf over CP*~! with
slope p. By Theorem 3 in [1], there exists an admissible HYM metric H
on JF with respect to the Fubini-Study metric. Now on the reflexive sheaf
F = 7 F, the metric |z|?#7*H is again an admissible HYM metric, with
respect to the flat metric wp, and with vanishing Einstein constant. We
let Ar be the associated Chern connection which is an admissible HYM
connection. Such (F, Ar) is called a simple HYM cone. It should be noted
here that tensoring F with some O(k) does not change the resulting simple
HYM cone.

Definition 2.6. A direct sum of simple HYM cones is called a HYM cone.
In particular, it is determined by a direct sum of polystable reflexive sheaves
on CP" 1,

The above properties (2) and (3) implies that

Lemma 2.7 ([3], Theorem 2.23). The tangent cone connection A is a
HYM cone on Ex. More precisely, we can write Eoo = Y™ E ., where

E.=EPer (2.6)

so that each EX is a polystable reflexive sheaf with slope given by u; € [0,1),
with p; # pj if i # j, and A is gauge equivalent to @, A; where A; is the
simple HYM cone determined by EXE.

Remark 2.8. It follows from the discussion in [3] that given A, such &€
and the above decomposition are unique up to isomorphism, under the nor-
malization condition that y; € [0,1).

To sum up, an analytic tangent cone (A, 27") is uniquely determined
by the corresponding algebraic data £, and X" up to isomorphisms. Our
main result Theorem [Tl thus gives an algebro-geometric characterization of
Ex and X3P in terms of £ itself.



For our purpose later, we also need to discuss the notion of convergence
of holomorphic sections. Given a sequence of holomorphic sections o; of

£ = NIE

with uniformly bounded L? norm over B and a holomorphic section o, on
some analytic tangent cone £, over B, then

Definition 2.9. We say o; converges to o if Pj(0;) converges to oo
smoothly outside ¥ U Z(&).

The following is essentially a consequence of [I]. For the convenience of
readers we include a sketch of proof here.

Lemma 2.10. For any compact subset K C B, there is a constant C =
C(K) independent of j such that

i < C [ oy v, (2.7

Remark 2.11. Here and later in this paper, the norm of a holomorphic section
is always meant to be the one defined by the natural Hermitian metric, and
the integral is always taken on the complement of the singular set of the
sheaf.

Proof. From Theorem 2 (b) in [I] we know |o;|? is locally bounded in B and
is smooth away from Sing(&;). By the HYM equation one computes

A|Jj|2 = 2|Vaj|2 —2c- )\?|0j|2 > —2¢- )\?|O‘j|2

on B\ Sing(€;), where c is the Einstein constant of the original admissible
HYM metric on £ (c.f. ([Z2))). By the fact that Sing(&;) has complex codi-
mension at least 3 and |o;j|? is locally bounded, using a cut-off function and
integration by parts one then sees that ]aj\2 € Wlf)f(B), and the inequality
Aloj| > —c- )\?|O‘j| holds in the weak sense on B. Then the conclusion

follows from local Moser iteration. O

It follows easily from (2.7)) and the Hartogs’s extension theorem (see
[16]) for holomorphic sections of reflexive sheaves, that given a sequence
{o;} with [ |o;|* uniformly bounded, one can always extract a convergent
subsequence. Moreover since the set ¥ U Z (&) has vanishing Lebesgue mea-
sure, we have

/ |0oo|? dVol,,, < lim inf/ 215 dVol, . (2.8)
B J— JpB

We may also refer to the above convergence as weak convergence.



Definition 2.12. We say o, strongly converges to o if {o;} converges to
00, and furthermore

/’Uoo’2dV01w0: lim / ]aj]2dV01wj.
B J—00 B

Again since ¥ U Z (&) has vanishing Lebesgue measure, it is clear that
strong convergence follows from convergence if one can establish an a priori

bound
/B || *T dVol,, <C

for some € > 0. In reality we will indeed derive a uniform L° bound to
guarantee strong convergence, see [3] and Section Bl In view of (21, the
key point is to rule out the blowing up of L norm near dB. The following
fact will be used in Section

Lemma 2.13. Suppose o; and 0;» converge strongly to o and ol respec-
tively, and f is a fixed holomorphic function on B, then

® 0j + 0’ converges strongly to oo + 0%;
e f -0 converges strongly to f - 0.

Proof. Tt suffices to notice that if o; converges to o, then the convergence
is strong if and only if

lim lim Sup/ |0j|2dVole = 0.
B\B,

r—=17  joo00

This is itself a consequence of (Z7) and (2.8]). O

2.2 Algebraic tangent cones

In this subsection, we collect the results on algebraic tangent cones of re-
flexive sheaves. For details see [5]. We fix a reflexive sheaf £ over B C C".
Let

p: BB

denote the blowup of B at 0 € B and denote by D = CP" ! the exceptional
divisor. Then we define A to be the set of isomorphism classes of reflexive
sheaves € over B so that € ] B\D is isomorphic to p*&| Ao An clement € € A
is called an extension of £ at 0 € B and the torsion-free sheaf

=1p&

|Cn)

is called an algebraic tangent cone of £ at 0, where

LD:D—>§

10



denotes the obvious inclusion map. We define a function
®: A Qo0 E (&) — wEm/Emr),

where

0=&,Cc& C-&,=E
is the Harder-Narasihman filtration of £.

Definition 2.14. £ € A is called an optimal extension of £ at 0 if <I>(€A ) €
[0,1). In this case we also call £ an optimal algebraic tangent cone of £ at
0.

Notice & is optimal if & is semi-stable, ie., @(g) = (0. But simple exam-
ples (see [5]) show that we can not always achieve semistability and this is
the reason for introducing the weaker notion of being optimal.

Now given an optimal extension 3 , and a subsheaf £; occurring in the
Harder-Narasimhan filtration of £, we define the Hecke transform (or ele-
mentary transform) of £ along &, to be the reflexive sheaf &' which is given
by the following natural exact sequence

0= E =& (tp)(E)E;) =0

Then by Corollary 3.3 in [5 ] we know that £ is again an optimal extension
of £ at 0. We also say £ and & differ by a Hecke transform of special
type. Tt is also shown that the graded sheaves GrHN(£) and GriN (£ are
isomorphic up to tensoring each factor by some O(k) on D.

Next it is easy to see that if £ e A, then for any k € Z, the sheaf
& := € ® [D]* is again an extension, where [D] denotes the line bundle on
B defined by the the divisor D. In this case we say & and & are equivalent
extensions. Restricting to D, we have 5/ E ® O(—k), so in particular £ is
optimal if and only if & s optimal.

Theorem 2.15 ([5]). Given a reflexive sheaf € over B, we have

o An optimal extension of £ at 0 € B always exists and up to equivalence,
two optimal extensions differ by a Hecke transform of special type.
In particular, there are exactly m different optimal extensions up to
equivalence, where m is the length of the Harder-Narasimhan filtration

of £.

o The graded sheaf GrHN (3) is uniquely determined by € up to tensoring
each factor with some O(k). In particular the sheaf .m*(GriN(£))
on C™ is uniquely determined by &.

Remark 2.16. If we want strict uniqueness of optimal extensions, we can
impose the normalizing condition that w(€,) and w(E,,/E,,—1) are both

11



in the interval [0,1). This will remove the freedom of performing Hecke
transform of special type or tensoring with O(k). For our purpose in this
paper, the statement in Theorem is more suitable since it implies that
each factor of Grf¥ (é ) can be viewed as the maximal destabilizing subsheaf
of some optimal algebraic tangent cone.

For our purpose, we need to consider the sheaf GrfN9 (§A ) which in gen-

eral depends on the choice of the Harder-Narasihman-Seshadri filtration of

-~

& (see Example 3.1 in [2]). Nonetheless, we can still extract algebraic in-
variants from GrfV9(£) that suffice for the need in this paper.

We first introduce a general definition following [2].

Definition 2.17. Given a torsion sheaf 7 on CP"~! with support in codi-
mension at least 2, we define the codimension 2 support cycle of 7 to be the
algebraic cycle

C(T) =) mi? - [Zy]
k

where X, are irreducible codimension 2 components of the support of T,
and the algebraic multiplicity

mi = h%(A, Ta)

for a complex 2 dimensional slice A which intersects X, transversely at a
generic point.

Definition 2.18. Let F be a torsion-free coherent sheaf on CP"'. We
define the pure codimension 2 algebraic cycle Eglg (F) of F to be

29 (F) = C(T),
where T = (GrANS (F))* /GrHNS(F).

Remark 2.19. It follows from the definition that Ezlg (F) is supported on
the pure codimension 2 part of the support of 7. When F is locally free, we
know by Proposition 2.3 in [I7] that away from Sing((Gr7NS(F))**), the
support of T has pure codimension 2.

We have

Proposition 2.20 ([2] Proposition 2.1). Given a semistable torsion free
sheaf F on CP" "1, the reflexive sheaf (GroNS(F))** and the codimen-
ston 2 algebraic cycle Eglg(f) do not depend on the choice of the Harder-
Narasthman-Seshadri filtration of F.

An immediate corollary is

12



Corollary 2.21. For a reflexive sheaf £ over B, let & be any optimal ex-
tension of € at 0 € B, then the sheaf

galg — TZJ*W*(GTHNS(E))** (29)
and the algebraic blow-up cycle
5= 5 (E) (2.10)

do not depend on the choice of the optimal extension & at 0, hence are
algebraic invariants of the stalk of € at 0.

Remark 2.22. Since (GrANS(£))** is a direct sum of polystable sheaves, we
can apply the construction in Section 2.11to obtain a HYM cone on the sheaf
G9. By Corollary 22T} we know that up to gauge equivalence such a HYM
cone is canonically associated to the stalk of £ at 0.

2.3 Moduli of semi-stable sheaves

In this subsection, we will review some algebro-geometric results from [9, [10].
We mention that these results will not be used until Section .1l The results
are proved on general polarized projective manifolds but for our purpose
we will only consider the case when the base manifold is CP" ! with the
standard polarization O(1).

Let £ be a semi-stable torsion-free sheaf on CP"!. Denote by r the
rank of £, and denote by 7 the Hilbert polynomial of £. Throughout this
paper we shall denote

E(k) =E@O(k).

Since the set of semi-stable torsion-free sheaves having the same Hilbert
polynomials as £ forms a bounded family (see [15]), we may fix k large so
that for any such £, £'(k) is globally generated, and

HY(CP" 1, E'(k) =0
for all ¢ > 0. Denote the sheaf
H=C¥® g O(-k).
Choosing a basis of HO(CP"~!, £(k)) gives an exact sequence
H % £ — 0,

hence yields a point in the Quot scheme Quot(#, 7). Here Quot(H,7) is
by definition the set of equivalence classes of quotients

g:H—E =0,

13



where £ is a coherent sheaf over CP"~! with Hilbert polynomial equal to
7. Two quotients ¢, : H — &, and q,:H— &, are equivalent if Ker(ql)
Ker(q2) this is the same as saying that there exists an isomorphism p : £ —

&5 so that

P4y = 9y
Notice there is a natural action of GL(7(k),C) on Quot(H,7) given by

M.]_?/:]_QIOM

for any M € GL(7(k),C) and any quotient p’ in Quot(H, 7).
By [11], we know Quot(H,7) is a projective scheme which admits a
decomposition

Quot H, T H QUOt cl7 * 5 Cmin(r,n— 1)))

where Quot(H, (c1,-** , Cmin(rn—1))) consists of those quotients with fixed
Chern classes (c1,+ , Cmin(rn—1))- Let

QUOt(/H C( )) QUOt(/H Cl(g) 'Cmin(r,nfl)(é))'

Now we denote by R C Quot(H,c(E)) the subscheme of quotients ¢ :
H — £ — 0 so that

o &' is torsion-free;
o det(&) = det(£);
e £ is semi-stable;
e ¢ induces an isomorphism C®7(*%) = gO(CP"~! £'(k)).

Let Z denote the reduced weak normalization of R*%® as a complex ana-
lytic space. This means that we first take the underlying reduced complex
analytic space of RM** and then take its weak normalization, so that ev-
ery locally defined continuous function on Z which is holomorphic on the
smooth part Z,., of Z is in fact holomorphic. Notice the weak normal
property is “weaker” than being normal, in the sense that we impose the
extension property only for continuous functions. As a simple example, in
complex dimension 1, a nodal singularity is weakly normal but not normal,
and a cusp singularity is not weakly normal.

Proposition 2.23 ([10], Definition 4.4. and Theorem 5.5). There exists a
compact complex analytic space M**®, with a natural continuous map

¢ Z — MH

so that

14



e The image of a fixed GL(7(k),C) orbit in Z is a point;

o [f two quotients q, H — &;,i = 1,2 in Z have the same image in
MM then
(GriIVS(E,))™ = (GriNS (€)™,

and

Eglg(§1) = EZ“’ (§2)-

For our purpose in this paper, we also need the following fact regard-
ing the convergence of a sequence in the space Quot(#,7) in the analytic
topology. We fix a smooth Hermitian metric on H. Given any sequence of
M; € GL(7(k),C), we define

gGg=qoM;:H—E—DQ.
Furthermore, we assume ¢; converge to

in the analytic topology of Quot(H, 7).

The maps ¢; (resp. ¢oo) induce smooth bundle endomorphisms 7; : H —
H (resp. oo : H — H), which are given by projection onto the orthogonal
complement of Ker(g;) (resp. Ker(g¢o) in H, and are defined away from
Sing(€) (resp. Sing(€,,)). We have

Lemma 2.24 ([9]). Away from Sing(€) U Sing(€.), mi converges to T
smoothly.

This follows exactly the same as the proof of Lemma 2.17 in [9]. For
the convenience of readers we reproduce the arguments here. The key point
is a geometric interpretation of the abstract convergence of ¢; to ¢ in
Quot. To see this we use the fact that for some fixed m large, the Quot
scheme Quot admits an embedding into a fixed Grassmannian Gr(W,r)
where W = HO(CP""!,H(m)) and r = dimW — 7(m). Now by fixing a
Hermitian metric on W, ¢; (resp. ¢oo) can be viewed as a vector space
endomorphism Py, (resp. P,._) of W given by orthogonal projection onto
the subspace HO(CP" ! Ker(g;)(m)) (vesp. H°(CP" ! Ker(qs)(m)). The
convergence of ¢; to ¢ implies that P, converges to F,_. On the other
hand, we can also view P, (resp. F,._) as a bundle endomorphism of the
holomorphic vector bundle corresponding to the sheaf W & Ocpn-1, and the
image of the natural composition

Py, (resp. Pyoo)
—5

W ® O(C]P)nfl W & O(Cﬂmnfl — H(m)

is exactly given by Ker(g;)(m) (resp. Ker(goo)(m)) away from Sing(£) (resp.
Sing(€.,)). This yields that away from Sing(£) U Sing(€,), the sub-bundles
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Ker(g;) converge smoothly to Ker(go ). This clearly implies the convergence
of m;.

Combining with the continuity of the map ¢ in Proposition 2.23] we
obtain

Corollary 2.25. If £ is a torsion-free and semi-stable, then
(GTHNS(QOO))** — (G’I“HNS(é))**
and
al a al
Eb g(éoég) = Eb g(é)-
Furthermore, if £%5 is polystable, then

S09(E) = C(EL/Es).

Proof. The first part follows from Proposition 2.23] directly since ¢; stays in
a fixed GL(7(k),C) orbit. It remains to prove the second part. Indeed, we
take a Seshadri filtration of £ as

0CE CEpn=En

where £, are saturated in £.,. Since £%} is polystable, we have a canoni-
cal isomorphism 3}/ = (£,/€,)**. Consequently, using the fact that
E../&, is torsion-free, we obtain the following exact sequence

0= (E)"/E1 = £5/En0 = (E/E1)" [(Exc/E1) = 0.

Since each term has support in codimension at least 2, it follows from Lemma
2.15 in [9] that

C(é;:/éoo) = C((§1)**/§1) + C((éoo/él)**/(éoo/él))‘

Since by assumption £/, is again a torsion-free sheaf whose double dual
is polystable, the conclusion follows from induction by repeating the process

for £ /&,. O

3 Optimal algebraic tangent cones from admissi-
ble HYM

The goal of this subsection is to show that an admissible HYM connection
naturally gives rise to optimal algebraic tangent cones. More precisely, in
Section Bl we study general properties of the degree function introduced
in [3]; in Section we define certain canonical torsion-free sheaves on the
exceptional divisor D of the blowup p : B — B; in Section B3] we show
these torsion-free sheaves do arise as algebraic tangent cones; in Section [3.4]
we show these algebraic tangent cones are optimal.
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3.1 Properties of the degree function

We first recall the definition of the degree function in [3]. Given (€, H, A)
as in the introduction, we denote by & the stalk of £ at 0. Then the degree
function

d: & —RU {OO} (3.1)

is defined by setting that d(s) = oo if s = 0 is the zero section, and that for
a non-zero holomorphic section s defined in a neighborhood of 0,

lo s|2dVol
d(s) ;= lim ngr il “ —n
r—0+ 2logr

Lemma 3.1. d(s) is well-defined and lies in (rank(E)!)™1Z U {oco0}

(3.2)

Proof. This is proved in Corollary 3.7 in [3] in the setting when 0 is an
isolated singularity, but this assumption is not essentially used there. Two
key points are the interior estimate (2.7]), and the Hartogs’s extension the-
orem. O

The same definition applies to an analytic tangent cone .. Because of
the cone structure we have a notion of homogeneous holomorphic sections
on £~. We say a holomorphic section s of £, is homogeneous of degree 3
if away from Sing(€.), we have

Vo5 = Brts.

It is easy to see for such s, d(s) = [ using the above definition of the degree
function. The following Lemma will be used in the next section.

Lemma 3.2. Given any analytic tangent cone Ex, then for any fived 5 € R,
the space Vg of homogeneous holomorphic sections on E of degree 3 is finite
dimensional.

Proof. We define a norm on V3 by setting

52 = /B 152 dVol,,

It suffices to show that the unit sphere in Vj3 is compact. Given a sequence
s; € Vg with [[sj|lp2(p) = 1, then after passing to a subsequence we ob-
tain a weak limit so with [sollz2(py < 1. We need to show the equality
holds. Notice that away from Sing(€s,), s; converges smoothly to ss. So
it suffices to prevent mass concentration near dB. The key point is that by
homogeneity we have for all j

/B |s;]? dVol,,, = 22n+28 (3.3)
2

So by (1) we obtain ||s;[|ze(py < C for a uniform C > 0. Then it is easy
to conclude. O
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The understanding of the above degree function is crucial in studying
analytic tangent cones. This is first used in [6] when studying singularities of
Kéhler-Einstein metrics and then was introduced in [3] to study singularities
of HYM connections. It is proved in [3] that if d(s) < oo then s gives rise
to non-trivial limit homogeneous sections of degree d(s) on all the analytic
tangent cones, hence it provides a basic link between £ and £,,. Notice as
pointed out in Remark when studying analytic tangent cones we may
restrict to a fixed sequence A\; — 0 given by

)\j = 27j.
If we denote
o] = 2
sl = ——,
T sl
and
1
Coi= | \E =, |— 2dVol,, 3.4
Islls := 125l \/WBQ_J_ [ wpave G

then passing to subsequences we get strong convergence of [s] ; to homoge-
neous holomorphic sections of degree d(s) on analytic tangent cones. Any
such limit sy satisfies [|swllz2(py = 1. Again the arguments in [3] were
written in the setting of an isolated singularity of £ but tracing the proof
one sees that this assumption is not used. Notice if d(s) = oo, which a priori
could be the case, then we will not be able to obtain anything interesting.
Therefore it is important to find sections s with d(s) finite.

In [3l 4] our idea to study the degree function was to compare the un-
known Hermitian metric H with certain explicitly constructed background
Hermitian metric. This allows us to compute the degree explicitly when &
is homogeneous, i.e., & = ¥, m*E for some locally free sheaf £ on CP*~1. In
general when & is non-homogeneous or when £ has non-isolated singularities
this approach seems to involve very complicated difficulties. In this paper
a crucial new observation is that one can directly show finiteness of d(s)
for a non-zero s, and use this to perform abstract studies without explicit
computation of d(s). The main result of this subsection is

Theorem 3.3. The following hold
(1). For all s € &, we have d(s) = oo if and only if s = 0;
(2). For all s € &), we have d(s) > 0;

(3). Given s,s" € &, we have

d(s + s') > min{d(s),d(s")}; (3.5)
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(4). Suppose there is another admissible HYM connection (A', H') on a re-
flezive sheaf &' over B, then for s € & and s’ € &), we have

d(s®s') =d(s) +d(s'), (3.6)
where in each term the degree function has the obvious meaning.

Proof. The key is Item (1). First we recall that by Cartan’s Theorem A
any coherent sheaf over a Stein manifold is generated by global sections.
Now by assumption the dual sheaf £* is defined on a neighborhood € of
B, so it is generated by finitely many global sections over a slightly smaller
neighborhood €’ of B. In other words, over £’ we have a surjective sheaf
homomorphism O%™ — £* for some n;. Applying this again to the kernel

sheaf, we then obtain an exact sequence on B of the form

0% O%m g% ), (3.7)
Taking dual we obtain

0— & — 0% 2 oFne (3.8)

We can now endow the natural flat Hermitian metric on O®™t, then we also
get induced Hermitian metrics Hyp on £ and H{ on £* away from Sing(€) =
Sing(E*).

Lemma 3.4. There erists a constant C > 0 such that on By, \ Sing(€) we
have

H>C-H, (3.9)

Proof. By basic linear algebra it suffices to show H* < CHj. This then
follows from the fact that any holomorphic section ¢ of £* over B has |(| g+
uniformly bounded on B 5 (see Theorem 2 in [I]). O

For a holomorphic function f defined on a neighborhood of 0, we denote
by deg(f) the vanishing order of f at 0. Notice if f is not identically zero,

then )
1 log fBr | |7 dVol,

deg(f) = 2 71}—% logr -

This is an easy consequence using Taylor expansion of f at 0. We also make
the convention that deg(f) = oo if f is identically zero.
Given any non-zero s € &y, we define

lo s|?, dVol,
d’(s) = E lim ngT iyt . n
2 r—0 log r
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Here we emphasize that d° is defined with respect to the metric Hy. If we
view s as a tuple of holomorphic functions (Fy,--- , Fy,,) using (3.8)), then it
is easy to see that if s # 0, then

d(s) = mjin deg(Fj).

Lemma [3.4] then shows that for nonzero s,
d(s) < dp(s) < 0.

This proves Item (1) of Theorem B3]

Item (2) follows from the fact that for any holomorphic section s of &,
|s|zr is locally bounded (c.f. [I], Theorem 2). Item (3) follows easily from
the definition.

Now we prove Item (4). Given nonzero s and s’, by passing to a subse-
quence we may assume the rescaled sequences [s];, [s'];,[s ® s']; converges
strongly to nonzero homogeneous limit sections s, L, s, respectively. It
follows from definition that [s]; ® [s']; converges strongly to se ® s,,. On
the other hand, we have

[s®s]; =Cj-[s]; @ [s'];

for some C; € C*. Since Soo, Sh, She are all nonzero, it follows that |C;| and

|C'j|_1 are uniformly bounded as j tends to infinity. Passing to a further
subsequence we may assume

" /
Soo = CooSoo ® S

for some Cq, # 0. It then follows that
d(s ') = d(s) = d(sa0) + d(sle) = d(s) + ().
This finishes the proof of Theorem [B.3] O

Corollary 3.5. Denote by Oqy the stalk at 0 of the sheaf of holomorphic
functions on B. Then for all s € & and f € Oy, we have

d(fs) = deg(f)+d(s). (3.10)
Proof. This follows from Item (4) above, applied to the case when &’ is the
trivial Hermitian line bundle on B. O

For our purpose later, we also need the following semi-continuity prop-
erty of degrees under taking analytic tangent cones. This property will be
crucial in a few places later in this section.

20



Proposition 3.6. Let s; be a sequence of holomorphic sections of £ over
a fized neighborhood B’ of 0. Suppose d(sj) > p for all j, and the rescaled
sequence [sj]; converges to a monzero limit section So, on some analytic
tangent cone as j — 00, then s (which is not necessarily homogeneous)
has degree at least .

Proof. We first make the following

Claim 3.7. For any € > 0 small enough so that u — ¢ ¢ ((rank &)!)~17Z,
there exists an i = ig(€), so that for any i > ig and s € HO(B',&) with
d(s) > p, we have ||s|; < 27" ||s||;_1.

Given this Claim, it follows that
llsl5lls < 27 (s3]l
for all # > ig. Taking limit as j — oo we obtain

Issolli < 27# I lsocli—1

for all ¢ > ig + 1. It follows that d(s.) > p — €. Letting ¢ — 0 we obtain
the conclusion. O

Proof of Claim[3.7. Otherwise, there exists a subsequence j; and s, € H*(B',€)
with d(sj;) > p, so that for all i large we have

Hsji HZ > 270176) Hsji“i_l'

On the other hand, by Proposition 3.15 in [3] (again the proof extends triv-
ially to our general setting), we know that there exists some i(, (depending
on €) so that for any i > i, and s € H’(By—4, &) if

Islli > 27#=9|s]li—y
then
Isllisr > 270 s]];.

Then for any ¢ so that j; > i(, we know s;, must have degree smaller than
1 — € which is a contradiction. U

3.2 Construction of torsion-free sheaves on D

In this subsection we define certain canonical torsion-free coherent sheaves
on the exceptional divisor D = CP"~! of the blowup p : BB , which are
intrinsically associated to the HYM connection A on €.

The construction of this subsection can be done using only the stalk &,
but for the discussion in the next subsection it is more convenient that we
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work with global sections over B instead of the stalk &. Clearly the degree
function defined previously induces a degree function

d: H°(B,&) — (rank(£))) ' Z>¢ U {0}, (3.11)

which satisfies the same properties as those listed in Theorem [3.3]
Let & = Im(d). We list the nonnegative numbers in S + Z as

0< g < < pgp < prpag <o+ . (3.12)

We denote by m the biggest integer such that p,,, — 1 < 1. It follows from
Corollary 3.5l that for i = 1,--- ,m and | € Zx>q, we have ft;ny = i + 1.

Definition 3.8. For k > 1, we define
My, = {s € H(B,&)|d(s) > px}. (3.13)

It follows from Theorem B3 (3) that M} is a C-vector space. Since
any holomorphic section s € H(B, ) with d(s) < co gives rise to nonzero
homogeneous sections on the analytic tangent cones with degree d(s), it
follows that on any analytic tangent cone £, for each ¢ = 1,--- ,m, there
is a nontrivial direct summand £¥ of £  (see Lemma 2.7)). However at this
moment we do not know if there are possibly other direct summands of £
since we have not shown how to construct local holomorphic sections of &£
from a homogeneous section of €. Later we will indeed show there are no
extra direct summands, see Remark

Proposition 3.9. For each k, My /M1 is finite dimensional as a C-vector
space.

Proof. Suppose My /M1 is nontrivial. We choose a sequence of elements
Sk1,8k2, - in My, in the following way. We first choose s ;1 such that the
induced element 55 in My /My is not zero. Suppose si1,--- ,Sk; are
chosen. If 551, -, 8k span My /M1 then we stop. Otherwise we choose
Sk,1+1 such that 851, ,8k;41 are linearly independent in M}, /Mj ;. This
process a priori may be infinite. In any case if | < dim¢ My/Mjy1 then
we denote by Hy; the C-vector space spanned by si1,---,s,;. Then by
definition Hy; N M1 = 0, hence d(s) = py, for all s € Hy; \ {0}.

From these we also construct a sequence of L? orthonormal sections
{aiﬂ.} over B for j sufficiently large (depending on k and i), as follows.
First we define for j > 1

*
Ui 1= —)\jSk"l .
’ [A%sk,1llL2(m)

Suppose ai 1 ,ai ; are defined for j > jo. Then for j > jo we define

Ui’H_l to be the L? orthonormal projection of )‘;Si,l-',-l to the complement of
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the space spanned by ai D ,ai ;» and then normalized to have L? norm
1. This is the standard Gram-Schmidt process.

Now fix an analytic tangent cone €. After passing to a subsequence we
may assume for each ¢ = 1,--- 1, Uiﬂ. converges to a holomorphic section
opg on Exo with [lop5[L2(p) < 1, and they are L? orthogonal over B. Now
for each i, o35 is homogeneous of degree p and |03 r2(5) = 1. Indeed, for
i = 1 this is simply the fact that d(sy,1) = p; for @ > 2 this follows from the
same induction argument as Proposition 3.12 in [3]. Given this, it follows
that [ can not be bigger than the dimension of homogeneous holomorphic
sections of degree py on £, which is finite by Lemma

O
We denote
ny, = dime My, /Mp4 1,
then the above process stops with | = ng. For any p € {u1, -, um}, we
define
NH = EB My /M. (3.14)

pr=p(mod Z)
We define a Z-grading on N* by setting the degree of [s] to be ur — u for
0 # [s] € My/Mj41. As a direct corollary of Theorem [3.3] we know N* is a
graded module over C[zy, - - 2]
The following is the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 3.10. For each p € {p1, - ,pum}, N* is a finitely generated
torsion-free module over Clzy,--- , zy].

Before proving this we need some preparation. We fix a given analytic
tangent cone . Let {07} ;} be the elements constructed as in the proof
of Proposition 3.9, By paséing to a subsequence, we may assume for each
k and 1, {0%72} strongly converges to a set of L? orthonormal homogeneous
sections {Ug‘;} of & with degree py. Suppose uy = p+e for e € Z>g. Then
{o}2;} can be viewed as sections in HO(CP" 1, g~ (e)), where EX is a direct
summand of £ of slope p.

Denote by Si the C-vector space spanned by {sz’l, e ,O'g?nk}. It can be

viewed as a subspace of HO(CP" ! £~ (e)). By definition we have
dim(c Sk =Nk = dim(c Mk/Mk+1. (315)

Define
Ne= P S (3.16)

pr=p(mod Z)
This is also a graded vector space over C with natural grading given by
P — B
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Proposition 3.11. N& is a graded submodule of @, H(CP"™1 £X (e)).

Proof. 1t suffices to show that for any k fixed, given any homogeneous poly-
nomial f € Clz1,- -+, 2, and o7%; € Sy for any j, we have fop°; € Sjy where
wr = pg + deg(f). By assumption, fog5 is the limit of faivi as j — oo.
However, for each j we have

nyr

faivi - Z ag/ai,,i, = $hi1 (3.17)
=1

where pp = pur; + deg(f), a{, € C, and si/ﬂ € M.
We claim si, 41 converges to zero in L? and then the result follows. Oth-

erwise, suppose the L? norm of {si, +1}j has a positive lower bound after
passing to a subsequence. Then rescale by factors A; < C' we can assume

both sides of (3I7) have L?(B) norm exactly 1 for all j. Then it follows that

af, is also uniformly bounded for all i'. Passing to a subsequence we may

J o0 Qs j J
assume a;, converges to a;° for all 7. Since oy, and oy, ,, converge strongly,

and f is fixed, by Lemma 2.13] we then obtain that both sides of BI17)
strongly converge to a holomorphic section s on o With [[seol[z2(5) = 1.

Notice by definition for each 7, si/ 41 comes from the rescaling of a holo-
morphic section defined over the fixed ball B. Then by Proposition Seo
has degree at least pgs41. On the other hand, we know f Ohy s homogeneous
of degree iy and by definition the limit 037, is also homogeneous of degree
wir. This is a contradiction. O

Definition 3.12. We define A% to be the subsheaf of £ generated by
NE.

In particular, A% is torsion-free, and for k > 1, HO(CP" !, N'* (k)) can
be identified with Si. But notice it depends on various choices made above.

Corollary 3.13. For k> 1, we have

n
Sp = 25k,
=1

where k' is such that g = g + 1.
Proof. This follows from the exact sequence
0= F — (WH)#n L2 N (1) 0 (3.18)

for some sheaf F on CP""!. Tensoring with O(e), and noticing that for
e> 1, HY(CP" !, F(e)) = 0, we obtain the conclusion. O

Now we prove Theorem [3.10
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Proof of Theorem [310. We first prove the torsion-free property, this follows
directly from Corollary Indeed, suppose [s] € N* is non-zero, then we
can write [s] = ) .5, [si], where [s;] € M;/M;1 and s;; # 0. For any
nonzero f € Clzy,- -+, z,], we write

F=Y 1t
Jj=j1

where each f; is homogeneous and f;, # 0. Let ¢’ be the unique integer such
that p; — i, = j1. Then by Corollary we know d(fs) = d(fj, si) = pir,
and the component [f;,s;,] of [fs] in My /M;4; is nonzero.

Now we prove N* is finitely generated. It suffices to show that for k
large,

Mk’/Mk/+1 = ZZ[(Mk/Mk+1)7
l

where £’ is such that pp = pp + 1.
Claim 3.14. dim(c Zl Zl(Mk/Mk—I—l) > dim(c Zl ZlSk.
Given this Claim, using Corollary 3.13] we have

dime Y _ z(My/Mpi1) > dime > _ 25
l 1
= dim¢ Sy
= dlm(c Mk’/Mk’+1

> dime Y 2(My,/Myy1),
k

where the third equation follows by (B.I5]). This forces

dime Y ~ 2(My/Mp11) = dime My /My 41
k

Combining this with the fact that

> a(My/Myy1) C© My /My 1,

k
we obtain
> a(My/Myy1) = My /My 1.
k
This finishes the proof of Theorem B.10l O
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Proof of Claim[3.1] Let {algé’i} be an L? orthonormal basis for Sy con-

structed as above. Since we know

Z 2 Sk = Sk,

l

there exists a sequence of sections T]g,i in the C-linear span of zo7, ; which
converge strongly to op7,. In particular, we have

lim T ) =6 3.19
o0 B< K0 k,l> il ( )
for all 1 <4,1 < ny. '
It suffices to show that {Tg,i : 1 <i < ny} are linearly independent in
My /My 41 for j large. We argue by contradiction. Otherwise by passing to
a subsequence we can assume for j large there are constants ag € C, with

j{:(ﬁ7iﬂi::8j S A4kﬂkb
i
We normalize |7l z2(py = 1 which implies ag are all uniformly bounded in
j since {le 41 ;} are approximately L?-orthonormal for j large enough. In
particular, passing to a subsequence we can assume {a{ 1 <0 < nyp}
converge to {a® : 1 < i < ng} and there exists some i such that af° is
nonzero. By Lemma 213 we can assume s’/ converges strongly to some
non-zero holomorphic section s = 3. a;°op ;- In particular d(s*) = pr.
On the other hand, Proposition implies that d(s*°) > pyy1. This is a
contradiction. O

Theorem [3.10] allows us to make the following

Definition 3.15. For p € {u1,- -+ , pim }, we define E# to be the torsion-free
sheaf on CP"~! associated to the module N*.

By definition, for k large HO(CP" 1, £#(k)) can be identified with My /My ;.
On the other hand,we also know that by definition for k large HO(CP" 1, V¥ (k)
can be identified with Sy. So by [B.I5) we have

dime H(CP"1, £4(k)) = dimc H°(CP" 1, VX (k). (3.20)

It follows that £ and N have the same Hilbert polynomial.
Now we recall the asymptotic Riemann-Roch theorem (see Page 189 in

[14])

Lemma 3.16 (Asymptotic Riemann-Roch Theorem). Let F be a torsion-
free coherent sheaf over CP" 1. Then

knl n
=1 () +5

kn72

)m + O(kn_g).

X(E(k) =1-
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where x denotes the holomorphic Euler characteristic, r denotes the rank of
F, and p(F) denotes the slope of F.

An immediate consequence is

Corollary 3.17. We have
rank(E") = rank(NA) (3.21)

and

(€M) = pNE). (3.22)

Remark 3.18. In the above discussion we work on a fixed analytic tangent
cone &, but it is clear that given an analytic tangent cone, by passing to
a further subsequence one can extract the a subsheaf A% of £ as above.
Here “passing to a further subsequence” is necessary in general since we
need the convergence of the chosen holomorphic sections. Notice £* does
not depend on the choice of the analytic tangent cone, and the equalities
above hold for all such V¥ .

Now we realize the above defined sheave £ naturally as a factor of the
graded sheaf associated to a filtration of sheaf on CP"~!. For ¢ € L>p,1 > 1,
we denote

an,t ,__ 0
Mg™ = {s € H'(B,&)|d(s) > pi + q}.

Fori = 1,--- ,m, we then obtain a filtration of H°(B, £) given by {Mqan’i}qzo.
We denote the associated graded module by

Nan,i - @ Man,i/Man,i
: q

g+l
q=>0
Fori=1,--- ,mand [ =0,---,m, we also denote the graded module
anyi | __ an,m—Il+i an,t
N = @ Mq /Mq+1 :
q>0

Then we obtain a filtration of graded modules
0= Ng™ € N . = e
o .
By definition we also know that for [ > 1 the quotient module N, lan’i /N, ;Tl’i is

isomorphic to the graded module N#im-i+i (given by (B.14])) except possibly
the lowest degree component. Here we use the notation that

[ 4] m—1+i if <
m — 1| =
—l+41 if  i>1.

Then by Theorem B.10] and a simple induction on [ it follows that all the
graded modules V. la " are finitely generated and torsion-free. This enables
us to make the following
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Definition 3.19. For i = 1,--- ,m, we define £ to be the torsion-free
coherent sheaf on CP" ! associated to the graded module N,

Definition 3.20. For i,/ = 1,--- ,;m we define ﬁ to be the torsion-free
an,i

coherent sheaf on CP"~! associated to the graded module N .

By definition we have a natural filtration of sheaves given by

0=y c& c-.-&g, =gm. (3.23)
Furthermore, for 7,/ = 1,--- ,m we have the isomorphism
Ei/EL, = ghm-tsi, (3.24)
Here we use the fact that two finite generated graded module over C[zy, - - - , 2]

define isomorphic coherent sheaves on CP"~! if and only if they are isomor-
phic in sufficiently large degrees (see Exercise 5.9 in [12]).

From the above definition we see that the sheaves £ are put into equal
footing. In our later discussion when we prove properties of these sheaves
we will often restrict to the case ¢ = 1, and the other cases are just the same
up to change of notation. To make notational convenience we also set the
following

Notation 3.21. We make the convention that when we omit the upper script
i, we always mean i = 1. So in particular £ .= Y1 M .= M,g"’l, etc.

Notice by definition the sheaves £ on D = CP" ! depend only on the
degree function d, and do not depend on choice of analytic tangent cones.
However at this point we can not say much about the geometric properties of
either £4%%, or the filtration [3.23)). We have only compared the dimension
of the space of sections of the quotients associated to the filtration with that
of a subsheaf of any analytic tangent cone £ . Also the construction of N
depends not only on the analytic tangent cone &, but also on the choice
of holomorphic sections {sj;} at the beginning of this subsection, and it is
not a priori clear why this is an intrinsic object.

In the remainder of this section, we will show that £ is an optimal
algebraic tangent cone, i.e., it is isomorphic to the restriction to D of some
optimal extension of p*(€)| B\p across D and the filtration in (3.23)) is pre-

cisely the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of £4™°.

3.3 The main construction
The main goal of this subsection is to prove

Theorem 3.22. For i = 1,--- ,m, there exists a reflexive sheaf & on E,
such that SiIE\D s 1somorphic to p*S\E\D, Ep is isomorphic to £, and

HO(B,E(—kD)) is naturally identified with M,zm’i for k> 1.
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Remark 3.23. A priori from the proof below the construction of g depends
on various choices, but later in the next subsection we shall prove each
such & is an optimal extension, so is indeed unique up to isomorphism by
Theorem

In the following we shall only prove the case ¢ = 1, and the arguments
for ¢ # 1 are similar. So we shall omit the superscript ¢ throughout this
subsection.

The main difficulty in proving such a statement is that we are working
on a mixed situation between algebraic geometry and complex analytic ge-
ometry. The exceptional divisor D is algebraic so we can describe sheaves
over D in terms of graded modules as in the last subsection. On the other
hand, B is not algebraic so it seems not easy to describe & in terms of purely
algebraic objects. To overcome this issue we define an auxiliary sheaf first
and then define € as a subsheaf.

For our purpose, we need the following vanishing theorem of A. Fujiki
(see Theorem N’ in [8])

Lemma 3.24. Given any coherent analytic sheaf F over B, H(B, F(—kD))
0 for k> 1.

As a direct corollary of this, we have

Lemma 3.25. Given any coherent sheaf]? over E, -7‘/:|D is isomorphic to
the sheaf associated to the graded module

P H(B, F(~kD))/H*(B, F(—(k + 1)D)).
k>0

Proof. It is a general result in algebraic geometry (see Proposition 5.15 in
[12]) that F|p is the sheaf associated to the graded module

@ HO(D, Flp(k)).

E>0
By Excersise 5.9 in [12], it suffices to show that for k& > 1
HY(D, F|p(k)) = H*(B, F(~kD))/H*(B, F(—(k + 1)D)).
To see this, we use the natural short exact sequence
0 — F(—(k +1)D) = F(—kD) — F|p(k) — 0,

and the fact that H(B, F(—(k + 1)D) = 0 for k > 1 which follows from
Lemma [3.24] O
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Now we fix a short exact sequence given in (B.8):
0—&— 0% 2 oonz, (3.25)

We denote by
R:=0O(B)

the ring of holomorphic functions over B, and we denote by m the maximal
ideal of R consisting of those functions vanishing at 0. Notice R is not
Noetherian. Pulling back ([8:25]) to B, we have

0= & — 0% 2 o@ns, (3.26)

where we define é\o to be the kernel of p.
Following the discussion in Section B.I] we define for k € Z>,

M = {s € H°(B,&) : d°(s) > k},

where d° is the degree function defined with respect to the fixed induced
metric Hy. Then {M?}; forms an m-filtration of HY(B, &), that is to say,

0 0
m - M C My,

for all k. Similarly by previous discussion we know {M2"};, also forms an
m-filtration of HY(B, ). Since d(s) < do(s) for all s, we have M C M,
for I < puy + k.

We define the blowup ring

R=@ut

k>0

and the graded modules over R given by

MO = EBM,S,
k>0
and -
M= P Mg, (3.27)
k>0

Now we make the identification
MY = HO(B, Ker() (—kD))

as follows. Given s € MY, then we can view s via (3.25]) as a vector-valued
holomorphic function over B which has vanishing order at least k£ at 0. Then
p*s is a section of Ker(p) with vanishing order at least k along D. It is easy
to see that the converse also holds by Hartog’s extension theorem.
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Lemma 3.26. {M}}; is a stable m-filtration of H°(B,£), i.e.,
My =m - M
for k> 1.

Proof. 1t suffices to show My, C m- M. Let {z,---,2,} denote the
coordinate functions on B. Then {p*z;}; forms a set of global generators of
O(—D). In particular, we have an exact sequence

0 = F — Ker(p)®" L2020, o (5)(= D) — 0.

Tensoring with O(—kD), we have the following exact sequence

0 — F(—kD) — (Ker(p)(—kD))&" L0, g (35— (k 4+ 1)D) = 0.

By Lemma [3.24] above, we have a surjective map

(H(B, (Kex(p)(—kD))))®" LE20Z0, 10( B Ker(5)(~(k + 1)D))

for k large. In particular, by the identification above we know M ,8 1 Cm- M, 18
and thus M,8+1:m-M,S. O

Proposition 3.27. {M{"}, is a stable m-filtration of H°(B, ).
Proof. By Theorem [3.10] we know that for k large,
m- ME" C MYy C me- M™ + M.
So it suffices to show for any fixed k large, there exists Iy = lp(k) such that
M Cm- ME"

for [ > ly. Since
M C M =m- M4,

it suffices to show M ; C M for [ > 1. Notice by definition we can find
" large such that
m' - H(B,&) ¢ Mp™.

By Lemma we may also assume Mlole =m- M) for all | > I'. Now for
I >2l' +1, we have

! !
U

Proposition 3.28. For all k, M,S and MZ™ are finitely generated R modules.
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Proof. We first show HY(B, £) is finitely generated over R. By assumption,
we know & is globally generated, so there exists a finite global resolution of
& by sections s1,--- ,sy € H(B, &) given as

0= F -0 5¢€-0 (3.28)

for some coherent sheaf F. Since B is Stein, we know H'(B,F) = 0 and
thus we have a surjective map

)

HO(B,0)®N BN pog ey g,

In particular, we know H?(B, €) is finitely generated over R.
Now we consider M ,S . Let EF C & be the coherent subsheaf generated
by M ,8 in £. By definition, for all k, we have

mF. HO(B,&) c M.

This implies that Z§ - £ C £F. In particular, {2Fs; : 1 <i<n,1 <j < N}
globally generates £F away from 0. Now take finitely many sections of M. 18
which generate the stalk of &k at 0, then combined with {zfsj 1< <
n,1 < j < N}, they globally generate £F. So it follows that for any section
s of EF we have d°(s) > k. Therefore HO(M,EF) = MJ. It follows from the
above argument using vanishing of H' that M ,8 is finitely generated over R.

Again the same argument also works with M{™, noticing that for all &,
M@ >wml- HY(B, &) for | = k+ py + 1. O

An immediate corollary is
Corollary 3.29. Both M° and M are finitely generated over R.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 5.3 in Eisenbud [7]. Notice this result
does not require the ring R to be Noetherian. U

Now we finish the proof of Theorem [3.22] We divide it into a few pieces.
Existence:

By Corollary [3.29 Man s finitely generated over R. We can choose a
set of finitely many homogeneous generators {[sy,] € Mg" /Mglﬁl}ézl, and
the corresponding representatives sy, € Mg" \ M. k1. In particular, we have

d(skz) = kl + Hq

for some g € {1,--- ,m}. Given s € M{", we know

d°(s) > d(s) > ki + 1 > ki,
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thus s e M ,Si. In particular, we have
Mg™ C My,
and R
sy, € HY(B,Ker(p)(—k; D)),
hence sg, defines a map O(k;D) — Ker(p). We define £ to be the image
sheaf of the natural map

!
P O(k:D) 7, Ker ()

=1
In particular, & is coherent and it lies in the following exact sequence

l
0—F = PokD)—E—0, (3.29)
=1

for some sheaf F.
Global sections:

We show that HY(B,&(—kD)) = Mp™ for k sufficiently large. Notice
both are naturally subspaces of H°(B, ). We first show that

H°(B,E(—kD)) C M.
By using the short exact sequence (329), since HY(B, F(—kD)) = 0 for
k> 1, we have a surjective map

l

P H°(B, O((k: - k)D))

i=1

(Sklv"' 78kl)
—

H(B,E(—kD)) = 0

for k large. In particular, for any section s € H(B, E(—kD)),
s = kafki © Sk,
i

for some fi_, € mF =% This implies
d(S) > w1+ ka

so s € M{™. It remains to show that M" C HO(B,&(—k)). By our choices
of {sy,} it follows that given any s’ € M{™, we can write

/
5 = ng—ki * Sk
i
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~

where gj._, € m**i. In particular, we know s’ € HY(B,E(—kD)).
Restriction:

& |p = £ this follows from Lemma and the previous item.
Reflexivity:

By definition & is a subsheaf of Ker(p) and we have a natural inclusion
0— E*/E — Ker(p)/E.
The above inclusion induces an inclusion of global sections
0 — H(B, (£ /€)(=kD)) — H(B, (Ker(p) /E)(~kD))
for any k. By the discussion above, we have
HO(B,Ker(p)(—kD)) = My
and R
H(B,&(~kD)) = M™
for k large. In particular, by Lemma we have
HO(B, (Ker(p)/€)(—kD)) = My /M™"
for k large. Similarly,
H°(B, (£**/E)(~kD)) = H*(B,E"* (—kD)) /M. (3.30)

Claim 3.30. For any fized k > 1, given any s € HO(E,g**(—kD)), there
erists a homogeneous polynomial function P over C" so that

p*P-se H'(B,I}, - E(—kD)),
where d = deg(P), and Zp denotes the ideal sheaf of D on B.
Given this, fix any s € HY(B,&E**(—kD)), we have
p*P-se H'(B,I} - E(—kD)) = Mg,
Notice s naturally induces a section of £ on B, and we have then
d(P-s)>pu +k+d.
Thus by Corollary B.5] we get
d(s) > p1 + k,

hence s € M. By (330), for any k large, we have

HO(B, (£ /€)(~kD)) = 0.

This implies E=¢& **in other words, & is reflexive. This finishes the proof
of Theorem [3.22]
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Proof of Claim[3.30. Let 7, = (E**JE)(—kD). Since & is torsion-free, the
support V. C D C B of 1 is of complex codimension at least 2 in B. We
have the following observation

At any point z € V', there exists a meromorphic function over B of the
form
p*P
P*Q
which vanishes at z and f - (1x), = 0, where (%), denotes the stalk of T at
z, and P, Q are homogeneous polynomials on C".

f

In particular, we see
(P P-s). € ("7 - E(=kD)):.,

Since V' is compact, we can find finitely many such p*Py,--- ,p* P so that
for any z € D, there exists some P; so that

(p*P; - 5); € (I - E(—kD))..

Here d; = deg(P;). If we denote P = p*(Py -+ B), it follows that for any
z € D, there exists some ¢ such that

~

(P-s), € p*(PL---Pi_1Pyy1--- B).(p*P; - E(—kD)).
Cp* (P - PPy P).(T% - E(—kD)).
- (Ifl) : g(_kD))z

Here d = di + - - - d;. This finishes the proof of Claim
Now we justify the observation above. By definition, there exists some
N so that the annihilator ideal sheaf Ann(7) satisfies

(Iv)N C Ann(Tk) C Iv,

where Zy denotes the ideal sheaf of V' on B. Tt suffices to show that there
exists a meromorphic function over B of the form f = Z£ so that f vanishes

along V near z. To see this, we let Zy, p denote the ideal sheaf associated
to V in D. We know Zy p(l) is globally generated for [ large. Fix such
an [, since V has complex codimension at least 1 in D, there exists some
P' € HY(D,Zyp(l)) and Q" € H°(D,O(1)) so that P’ is not identically zero

/

and @'(z) # 0. Then ¢*(%) will be what we need. Here ¢ : B — D denote
the restriction of the projection map O(—1) — D. Indeed, it is direct to

check that ((b*(%)) = p*(g) where P, (@ are the homogeneous polynomials

on C" corresponding to P’ and Q' respectively. O
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For each i = 1,--- ,m, we define the sheaf on D
TV kN

and we denote .
T @
i=1

Corollary 3.31. T is a torsion sheaf. Moreover, for all i =1,--- ,m, we
have

w(EM) < pi,

and the equality holds if and only if the support of TH has complex codi-
mension at least 2.

Proof. By Lemma and Corollary B.I7, we already know that
rank(EM) = rank(NAi) < rank(ER).

On the other hand, by Theorem B.22] and the filtration (3.23]), we have

rank(E"") = rank(€") = rank(€) > Zrank(é&).
i=1 i=1

This forces the inequality above to be an equality, so 7 is a torsion sheaf.
By definition, we also have

0— NKE — EL — TH — 0,
which implies

c1(ER)) = al(NE) + (T

Let V' be the closure of the codimension 1 part of the support of 7. We
know ¢1(7%) is equal to the Poincaré dual of V' (see Proposition 3.1 in
[17]). In particular, we have p(E*) < p; and the equality holds if and only
if c1(7T#) = 0, i.e., the support of 7 has complex codimension at least
2. ]

Remark 3.32. In particular, we also know that

m

£ =Pes.

i=1
In other words, if we write

m

N o= DN

i=1
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then

Furthermore, we know
N =Ex (3.31)

which is an important fact to be used later.

In the following subsection, we will show that the support of 7 has
complex codimension at least 2, and as a consequence we see that £ is an
optimal extension.

3.4 Optimality

Fori=1,---,m, let &' be the reflexive sheaf constructed in Theorem F27)
The goal of this subsection is to prove

Theorem 3.33. £ is an optimal extension of £ at 0. Moreover, the Harder-
Narasimhan filtration of £ is given by (B.23)):

0=EyC& C--&,=EM, (3.32)

HN(éan,i)

and the associated graded sheaf Gr is isomorphic to @), E*.

Let G%9 and Zglg be defined in Corollary 22211 Then an immediate
consequence is

Corollary 3.34. We have
Gl = tp.m @ rHINS (gha))e, (3.33)

and

nelo — Z Bl (Em). (3.34)

To prove Theorem B.33] again we only prove the case ¢ = 1 and the
other cases are similar. So we shall omit the superscript ¢ throughout this
subsection. By ([3.24]) we know for [ =1,--- ,m

gETT = ghmet, (3.35)

So Theorem [3.33] follows from the definition and the following two Proposi-
tions.

Proposition 3.35. Fori=1,---,m, we have u(E*) = p;. In particular,
the support of the torsion sheaf T has codimension at least 2.

Proposition 3.36. Fori=1,--- ,m, EM is semi-stable.
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In the following we shall prove these two results. By Corollary B.31] we
already know p(E#") < ;. To prove Proposition B.35]it suffices to prove the
reversed inequality. The key idea is to make use of the dual sheaf £*, which
is endowed with the induced HYM connection. We can apply the previous
construction in this section to obtain a natural algebraic tangent cone of £*.
We will show this algebraic tangent cone is naturally dual to the algebraic
tangent cone Eof& , and applying B.3T] yields the desired reversed inequality.
This duality should be viewed as a manifestation of the fact that taking dual
is an intrinsic operation, both algebraically and analytically. Below we give
the detailed arguments.

By construction we know & satisfies the following

(1) §|]§\D ~ (p*5)|]§\D, and HO(B\,g(—kD)) is naturally identified with
M ¢ HY(B, &) for k large;

(2) there exist finitely many sections s; € M\ Mg™ |, i =1,--- ,l, which
globally generate & in the following sense
P otkip) L g g (3.36)
1<i<l

-~

where s; is naturally viewed as an element in H O(E, (—kiD));

(3) there exists a filtration of £ := &|p

O:§0C§1Cg :gan

so that (€, 1/&;) < ptm—i and rank(€;,,/€;) = rank(ER5");

(4) the support of the torsion sheaf 7 has complex codimension at least
2 if and only if ©(€;,1/&;) = pm—i for any 1 <i < m.

Similar construction applies to the dual admissible HYM connection A* on
F := £*. Abusing notation, we still denote the degree function associated
to F by d. It is clear that given an analytic tangent cone £, of A at 0, then
Foo =& is an analytic tangent cone of A*. It follows that for any nonzero
section s* € HY(B,F), d(s*) = —pi(mod Z) for some i € {1,--- ,m}. For
any k' € 7, we denote

wn = {s* € HO(B, F)ld(s*) > K — m}.
Then F satisfies

(1) ]-/:|§\D o~ (p*]:)|§\D, and H°(B, F(—k'D)) is naturally identified with
Ly  HO(B, F) for all K large;
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(2') there exist finitely many sections s}, € Ly, \Lkn,+1v V=10,

which globally generate F in the following sense

~

P o(ksD) bl 2NN (3.37)
1<l

where s}, is naturally viewed as an element in H O(E F (—=kiD));
(3') There exists a filtration of F*" := F |D

0:£0C£1C£ :]:an

m — <L

so that p(Fy,1/Fy) < —py with rank(Fy/Fy) = rank(Foo ;) =
rank(E5¢);

(4") the support of the torsion sheaf 7’ has complex codimension at least
2 if and only if u(Fy,/Fy) = —pir for any 1 <7 < m.

Lemma 3.37. We have
H(E™) + p(F™) < 0,

and the equality holds if and only if the support of T and T’ have complex
codimension at least 2.

Proof. By (3) and (3') above, we have

M) + u(£™)
rank(€;,,/&;

—

"

ii1/Eq " rank(FE; g /FEi ) i(FEiiq ) FEs
1/ )+Z ( Hr/ankzg; 41/E)

R

-
I
A

rank

i
£
w(€ir1/E:) +§: rank(E6 ) u(Fyr 41/ Fir)
& rank(&)

e

-
I
A

rank

(€
) i'=1
(€
)

=1

)
(
rank(EL0)
(
)

rank(ELT ) 1 B Zm: rank(ERY ) pir
rank(&) rank(&)

&

i=1 =1

=0.

The equality holds if and only if p(€;,1/&;) = pmy1—i and u(Fyq/Fy) =
—pir for all 1 < 4,7 < m. By Corollary B.31], this holds if and only if the
support of 7 and 7" has complex codimension at least 2. O

Lemma 3.38. There exists a natural paring
/Lk’Jrl % M]gn/ +1 N mk—l—k’/mk-i-k’-i-l

which sends ([s}], [sk]) to [si (sk)]. Furthermore, this paring is non-degenerate
for k and k' both large.
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Proof. The existence of the paring follows from Theorem B3] Item (4). It
remains to prove this paring is non-degenerate. Suppose there exists some
nonzero [s*] € L{ /LE, ; so that s*(t) € mF T+ for all ¢t € M™ for k large.
Let s’ be the nonzero rescaled limit section of Fo, given by s* and t be
the nonzero rescaled limit section of £y, given by t. Taking the limit of the
fact s*(t) € m*F+1 we know s*_(ts) = 0. By Corollary B3T], for k large,
we know that such limiting homogeneous sections t,, generate the fiber of
€ at a generic point of C™. In particular, we know s has to vanish at a
generic point hence s = 0. Contradiction. U

Lemma 3.39. There exists a natural paring EQRF — Oz induced by the
paring £ @ F — Op. Furthermore, this paring induces an isomorphism
between £* and F.

Proof. We first define the natural paring ERF =0 5- This follows from
B36) and ([B.37)). More precisely, we first define a paring

PP o) @o ) = Oz

which sends ((f1---, f1), (91 g1r)) t0 >_; i figisi(sir). Here s} (si) € mbithy
by Theorem [B.3] Item (4), and we naturally view it as a holomorphic func-
tion defined over B. In particular, sf(s;) has a vanishing order at least
ki + ki along D and thus f;g; sf(s;) is a well-defined local homorphic func-
tion. It is now easy to see that this paring descends to be a paring between
Eand F , which we also denote as P. Furthermore, by definition, away from
D, this paring is naturally isomorphic to the paring between £ and F over
B*.

Claim 3.40. P induces a vector bundle isomorphism at a generic point
when restricting to the exceptional divisor D.

Given this claim, we know P induces an isomorphism between g and F
away from a codimension 2 analytic subvariety of B. Since & and F are
reflexive, P actually induces a global isomorphism. O

Proof of Claim[30. For any k and £/, P induces a paring
E(—kD) x F(—k'D) — O(—(k + k') D).
Let P denote the induced paring on D
EM(k) x F(K') — O(k + k).
By definition, P induces the paring of global sections

/ /
L JLER o ME™ /MR — mP e bt
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which sends ([s},], [sk]) to [s},(sk)]. Indeed, this follows from the construction
that

H°(D, £ (k) = M{" /M,
and

H°(D, F*™(K')) = Lig" /L,
for k and k' large. Furthermore, this paring is non-degenerate for k and &’
large. Let

P £ (k) = (E2(K)" @ O((K' + k)D) = (£™)" (k)

be the map induced by P. We know that P* induces an injective map of
global sections

P HY(D, £ (k)) — H°(D, ()" (k)

for any k large. In particular, by Lemma [B.16] the rank of the image sheaf
Im(P*) has rank equal to rank(£?") which implies P induces an isomorphism
at a generic point. O

Proof of Proposition [3.33. By Lemma[3.39 we have (é’\)* ~ ]/:", so away from
a codimension 2 subvariety in D, we have (£°")* ~ F®. It follows that
(€M) + p(E*) = 0. Then the conclusion follows from Lemma B.37 and
Corollary B.3T1 O

Proof of Proposition[3.360. We argue by contradiction. Suppose £*¢ is not
semistable, then there exists a subsheaf F of £* which is stable and satisfies
((FE) > p;. Take a basis {[sx]}2_, of HO(CP"!, F(ig)) C My /M 1 where
sk € My \M%H for k = 1,--- N. Here ig is chosen large enough so that
F(ig) is globally generated and pip = o + pi- In particular, we have an
exact sequence

O@N ([81}7"'7[51\7]) £(ZO) — O
Let

m; :m]?XHskHj.

Fix an analytic tangent cone £, and passing to a further subsequence of {j}
if necessary we may assume mj_1 - Aj s converges strongly to a homogeneous
section s7° of £, for all k, and at least one of the s7° is non-zero. We define
a nontrivial sheaf homomorphism

Q: 0% = £,

by sending (ai,--- ,an) to > apsy®. Also we know d(s7°) = p; + i for
any k with s # 0. We want to show () descends to be a nontrivial sheaf
homomorphism from F(ig) to X (ip). It suffices to show that if

> alsil([2]) =0
k
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then

c+» = 0.

S ot
k

Claim 3.41. Given [z] ¢ Sing(£™") UX U Z(E), where ¥ is the bubbling set
of the convergence to the analytic tangent cone E, if

S aulsil(2]) = o,
k

then

D ks

k
for some s € HY(B, ) with d(s) > ig + pi.

C*-2nB = S|c*2nB

Given this Claim, we have

e ar(Ase)(z)  (A)*s(z) _ flsll; - (A)*s(2)

m;j m;j m;j llsl;

By definition
logm; )
e .
jlﬂoo —jlog2 (o +ps + 1)
whereas log [s]
og ||5]]5
—— =2(d
Jm =g — 2ld(s) )
In particular,
sl
Jj—o0 mj
It follows that . arsi®|cx.. = 0. So @ descends to be a nontrivial sheaf
homomorphism from F(ig) to £ (ig) away from m(X U Z(€)) U Sing(E™)
which is of complex codimension at least 2. It then extends to a nontrivial
map from F(ip) to £ (i) over the entire D. However, since F(ig) is stable
and £ (i) is polystable with u(F (i) > pi +io = (€% (ip)), such a map
can not be non-trivial. This is a contradiction. O

Proof of Claim[3-41 Without loss of generality we may assume
2] = ((0,0,---,0),[1,0,---0]) € B C B x CP"* 1.
Then the map p is locally given by
p(z1,wa, - wp) = (21, 21w, -+ , 21Wp).

By choosing a local trivialization of & (—igD) near [z] given by global sections,
we can view the sections locally as vector valued holomorphic functions.
Near [z], by Taylor expansion, we have

Z apsp(z) = z1f1 +wafo+ - wpfn.
%
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Let Cp;) be the line given by wy = ---wy, = 0, which can be identified with
the line zo = --- = z, = 0 in C" through the projection map p. Then

> arsk(2)ley, = 21 filey,-
k

Let f be the pull-back of f1|<C[Z] under the composition map B—»B% Cpas
where p is the natural orthogonal projection with respect to the flat metric.
By our choice of local trivialization we may view f as a section s’ of & (—igD).
Let s = 215, then we have

Z aSk|cr.2nB = S|c*.2nB-
k
Also
d(S):d(S/)+1Zio+ﬂ1—|—1>i0+pi
because p; — p1 < 1. O

Remark 3.42. From Remark B.23] a priori the definition of &' is not canon-
ical, but since we know it is optimal and the restriction EAZ\ p is isomorphic
to £ which is intrinsically defined, by Theorem we know that the
isomorphism class of Eiis uniquely determined. Moreover, we have obtained
m optimal extensions 5’(1 =1,---,m). By Theorem 2T5] we know they
are related by Hecke transforms of special type, and our constructions can
recover all the different optimal algebraic tangent cones up to equivalence.

4 Proof of the main theorem

In this Section we prove Theorem [Tl In Section [£1] we prove part (I), and
in Section we prove Part (IT). Throughout this section we fix an analytic
tangent cone (A, Xy") with underlying reflexive sheaf £, which arises
as the rescaled limit corresponding to a subsequence of the fixed sequence
{\; = 277}. We will use the algebro-geometric results in [10] and [9], which is
very different from the pointwise orthogonal projection technique developed
in [4]. The overall discussion is very similar to the arguments in [9].

4.1 The limiting sheaf and connection

By Lemma 27 and Corollary B34 Part (I) of Theorem [[Ilis a consequence
of the following

Proposition 4.1. Forl=1,--- ,m, we have
by o (GriNS(grn)y=,
and

S3Y(EM) = C(EAL/NKL).
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Notice by ([B.24) in Section we know for ¢ = 1,--- ,m, EFm—itl ig
identified with £%, which is the first term of in the Harder-Narasimhan
filtration of £, We shall only prove the case ¢ = 1, which corresponds
to the case [ = m in the above Proposition. For general [ one can get the
conclusion by repeating the argument with £ replaced by £»™~*1  Ag
before we shall omit the superscript i and only consider £4 = £,

Denote by £ the corresponding optimal extension constructed in Section
B3l Then we know for k > 1 there is a natural identification

H(B,E(—kD)) ~ M{™ = {s € H(B,&) : d(s) > p1 + k}.
Suppose the Harder-Narasihman filtration of £ = &| |p is given by
0=EC& C--&,=E",
where pu(€;/€;_1) = ptm+1-1- Then
E1f€y = gt

is the sheaf associated to the graded module N#m+1-I (see (3.14])).
Now for k£ > 1 we know £(—kD) is globally generated and we have the
following exact sequence

HY(B,E(—kD)) — H(D,E™ @ Op(k)) — 0

given by restriction to D. We may also assume the sheaf £, (k) is globally
generated. Choose sections s; € HY(B,E(—kD)) = Mg i =1,--- N,
so that when restricting to D they form a basis {s;} of the vector space
H°(D,&,(k)), and they globally generate the sheaf & (k).

As in section [3.2] for each j, we can perform the Gram-Schmidt process
to the sections )\;fsl- over B, and obtain sections O'Z]~, i=1,---, N, which are
L?-orthonormal over B. Passing to a further subsequence if necessary we
may assume the sections o7 converge strongly to holomorphic sections of®
of £4. The latter are all homogeneous of degree k + pu,, and they induce
sections {o%°}Y, of the sheaf A¥m (k) on D. By definition, for k > 1 we
know NV*m (k) is globally generated by these sections.

Now we fix a k£ >> 1 so that all the above named properties are satisfied.
Notice {07}, can also be viewed as sections of )\;‘g (—=kD) over B, and they
differ from {)\;si}ﬁ\il be an element in GL(N;C). In particular we have a

sequence of sheaf homomorphisms over B given by

a=(01, %) \up
OLN 25 NiE(—kD). (4.1)

Now we want to take limits of these as j tends to infinity. Over B there
are no natural limits, but we can restrict to either D or B\ D ~ B\ {0}
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to take limits. The first limit is algebraic and the second limit is analytic.
It turns out these two limits can be related, and we will use the algebraic
results quoted in Section [2.3] to get the conclusion about the analytic limit.

On the one hand, by the choice of k, we know that when restricting to
D, (A1) yields an exact sequence

q:(gjy 7gj )
OEN I T £l (k) — 0.

In particular we obtain a sequence of points in Quot(#, 7), where 7 denotes
the Hilbert polynomial of £;. By passing to a subsequence, we can take an
algebraic limit

alg:(gtlllg’oof__ alg,OO)

q I N

oN Lo
OD

E19(k) — 0 (4.2)

in Quot(#, 7). Notice the notation here is different from Section 2.3]in that
we have tensored everything by O(k). Also notice a priori §ggg may not be
torsion-free, and may depend on the choice of subsequences.

Fixing a smooth Hermitian metric on O%N , we can identity the map 4;

with the projection map m; to the orthogonal complement of Ker(q ) away
from Sing(£;). We may similarly identify ¢ with m, outside Sing(£%9) .
We also fix a smooth Hermitian metric on the locally free part of £;, so that
the adjoint g; is well-defined. From Lemma 2:24] we have the following

Lemma 4.2. 1, converge to i, smoothly away from Sing(£%9) U Sing(&,).

For our purpose, we also note the following elementary formula

%k *\—1
Ty = Qj (ngj) Qj
away from Sing(&;).

On the other hand, we can restrict the exact sequence ([@I]) to B\ {0},

aN 6= 08\,
(’)B\{O} — \j¢. (4.3)

Now by our discussion above each 0{ converges to 07°, which is a degree
m + k homogeneous section of £,,. So we obtain the exact sequence

q*"=(a°,,a)

OpN == NEm (k) — 0. (4.4)

Our goal is to compare ([£2) with (4]). In the arguments below we need to
consider the dual sheaf £*, endowed with the dual HYM metric H*. Let £+
be the optimal extension of £* at 0 constructed in Section 3.4l Then there
exists a non-degenerate paring between £ and &£* induced by the paring

between &€ and £* over B. For k' > 1, we may find a set of sections {o’ N
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in Ho(j}?j7 (?)j(—k’D)) (where (é\*)] = )\j(?)), which are L? orthonormal
over B with respect to the rescaled metric A7H*. Moreover, they converge
strongly to homogeneous limits {75° ﬁ\il, which globally generate Foo = £X
away from a complex codimension 2 subvariety S (by Proposition [3.35]).

Proposition 4.3. There exists an isomorphism
D EXI (k) — Nbz (k)

; alg an __alg,00 00 .
induced by gz and @, e, p sends Zj a;jo; to Zj a;jo°. In partic-

lg - .
ular, £57 is torsion-free.
Proof. 1t suffices to show that there exists a sheaf inclusion

Ker(ggig) C Ker(g‘;:)

away from a proper subvariety of D. Indeed, given this, Qgg(Ker(g‘;ig )) will
be a torsion subsheaf of N#™ and has to be zero since N¥™ is torsion-free.
This shows that P s well-defined. By definition P is surjective, so must
be an isomorphism. This is because the two sheaves £49 and N have the
same Hilbert polynomial by (3.20) and the definition of the Quot scheme.
Take a generic point [z] € D such that the following hold

e £, and £% are locally free near [z] and the convergence T = Moo 18
smooth.

e there exists a neighborhood U of the line C,;; C C" N B, such that
for all 6 > 0, £ and &, are locally free on U \ Bs and U N (X U
Z(€)) = {0} where ¥ is the bubbling set (see ([2.4])) and Z(&) is the
C* invariant reduced subvariety in C™ underlying the Zariski tangent
cone of Sing(€) at 0.

o &is locally free in a neighborhood of [z].

o NHm is locally free in a neighborhood of [z], and its fiber over [z] is
generated by the limit sections o{°,--- ,o%.

J (C[Z} NS ={0}.

Over the point [z], it suffices to show the inclusion Ker(ggig)][z] C Ker(g2")|}

as vector subspaces of CV (the fiber of OB at [2]). Suppose a € C#V is
given so that ggig(a) = 0. Then by definition we have 7 (a)|j,) = 0. Hence
by Lemma

Jim z(a)) = 0.

Fix a nonzero z € C" on the complex line C,;. We want to show

lim g;(a)(z) =0,

Jj—00
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where this limit is taken in the analytic sense.
Now we let

o’ = gj(a —m;(a)(z)-
It follows that o7([2]) = 0. Moreover, the analytic limit on the analytic
tangent cone £ is given by

It suffices to show that o vanishes at any z # 0 on the line C;.
To show this we make use of the dual sheaf £*. Notice by our choice of
[z], F is locally free in a neighborhood of [z], so we may choose r = rank(&)
sections, say 77°, -+ ,7,°, which generate the fibers of Fo over Cpj \ {0}.
For each i, we have

7l (07) = f/ € HY(B,Z..)(~(k + ¥')D)). (4.5)

In particular, when viewed as a holomorphic function over B, fZ] |<C[z] has a
vanishing order at least k + &’ + 1. If we take limits to the analytic tangent
cones, we know that 77° has degree k' and 0 has degree k, so the function

[72=77(0%)

is a homogeneous polynomial which either is identically zero, or has degree
exactly equal to k+k’. In particular, restricting to the line Cryy 72 ‘C[z] either
vanishes identically or has a vanishing order exactly equal to k& + k" at 0.
However, since for each j, f/ ’C[z] vanishes at 0 up to order at least k' + k + 1,
and they converge uniformly to f° outside any small neighborhood of 0, by
convergence of residues, we know ff"](c[z] vanishes at 0 up to order at least
k' + k41 . In particular, for any ¢, f is identically zero on the line Cpa-
So

E;?O(UOO)’C[Z] =0.

By assumption, {o7°}{_; generate the fibers of £5|c ., so we conclude that
o OO|(C[Z] =0.
U

Now we need to use the results from Section 23] and finish the proof.
Indeed, since E¥ = (NH7)** admits an admissible HYM connection, it is
polystable, Proposition B.1] follows directly from Corollary 2.25]

Remark 4.4. In the proof above, to find each factor £, we can choose a
set of global sections {s;; € H°(B, E)}f\;il with d(s;;) =k + p; (here we can
assume that & > 1 is uniform for all 7), such that the homogeneous limits

given by those sections generate N* (k). Furthermore, by assumption, the
an

union of all s;;(i = 1,--- ,m,l = 1,--- ,N;) spans M" /M, over C, and
they globally generate & (—kD) over B. For simplicity we shall denote these

sections by o1, -+ ,0n, and the induced sections of )\;5 by of, -+, o).
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4.2 The analytic blow-up cycle
By Corollary B:34] and Proposition [4.1] to prove Part (IT) of Theorem [T}, it

suffices to prove

m

> C(ER/NB) = Z5m. (4.6)

=1

By definition we have
m
£ =D
=1

As in Remark [3.32] we denote

N = P,
=1
and
Noo = 0™ N .

By Remark 4.4 one can find a sequence of global resolutions of £ = )\;5
over B\ {0}, which are of the form

(ol o]
O—>IC]~—>O§<V{O} MQ—M.
By passing to a subsequence we may assume the above converges to a global
resolution of Ny C Exo:
0= Koo = O5i0g, Ll s SN VN (4.7)
Here the crucial fact for us is that by homogeneity Equation (4.7]) naturally
descends to the projective space CP" ! as a short exact sequence

oN  Po=(@7eR)
= S

0= Ko = Opn N (k) — 0. (4.8)

This enables us to use the global Bott-Chern formula in [I7, 9] to calcu-
late the algebraic multiplicity of the torsion sheaf T = £ /N along a
codimension two irreducible subvariety in CP*~1!.

In the following we shall fix a flat Hermitian metric on O%N which in-
duces a flat metric on Ogd{o}. Let lel denote the orthogonal complement
Ile of K; in OPN with respect to the flat metric. It is a smooth sub-bundle
of O®N away from the Sing(€;). We denote by p;fAj the induced connec-
tion on lel through the smooth isomorphism lel ~ &;. Similarly we define
PioAoc, 7 Ay, etc.
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Given any codimension two irreducible subvariety I' ¢ CP" !, the alge-
braic multiplicity m®9(T) of £, /N .. along T is defined to be

mald (D) := dim HO (4, T|A)

where A is a holomorphic transverse slice of I at a generic point. Then by
definition we have

C(T) =7 m™(L)-[L].
r

Take any such I'. We can compute m®9(T) using the exact sequence
(@8) (see [17, 9]). To explain this, we fix a flat unitary connection Ay

on O%N hence a flat unitary connection A; on (’)gN oy Let Gj be the
induced connection on K; and G be the pull-back of a fixed admissible
connection G on K. Here being admissible means that G_ is a smooth
connection on the locally free locus of I which has finite Yang-Mills energy
and bounded A, sFc . Notice since N is torsion-free, we know K, hence
Koo
least 3. So we can make the connection G, smooth at a generic point of I'.

We know that A descends to a HYM connection on £ (k), which is the
direct sum of admissible HYM connections. We denote it by A, . Choose
a two dimensional smooth subvariety A of CP"~! so that A intersects I'
transversely and positively at z;,--- , z;. Then we have (see Page 59 in [9])

is reflexive, which implies its singular set has complex codimension at

- m®9(D)

1
:W Z{/AmB - T?“(Fﬂ A Fﬂ) — TT(FQOO@(BOO)*AOO A FQOOEB(EOO)*AOO)
i Al elz;

- / CS(Ap, G ® (p ) A)}
O(ANBe(z;)) -

(4.9)
where B (z;) denotes a small ball of radius € in CP""!, and CS(-,-) is the
Chern-Simons functional defined using the obvious trivialization of Ogi?;—l
over the boundary of each A N B.(z;) (see [4], Section 4.2). Here we may

assume each A N B(z;) only intersects I' at one point and also
(Be(zi) \ L) N (supp(E5") U Sing(A,)) = 0

Notice ([£9) was stated in [9] when I is contained in the support of 7. But if
I is not contained in the support of 7, then m®9(T) = 0 and ([&3) obviously
holds.

For each i, we choose a holomorphic lift A; C B of A N B(z;). Then
as a direct corollary of Equation (4.9]), we obtain (see similar calculation in
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Section 4.2 in [4])
[ m®9(T) —— {| Tr(Fa, NFa,)—Tr(F A F, )
-m (_) _W Z A r( Af Af r( G oo ®pi,Aco Goo®pi,Aco
i i

- CS(AfaGoo 6929201400)}
0A;
(4.10)

On the other hand, let I' C C” be the affine cone over I, then the analytic
multiplicity along I' is given by

j—o0 8T

l-m‘m(F):: lim QZ{/ Tr FA /\FA) TT(FA ANFy, )}

So we have
Egn _ Z men
r
Now the equality (4.6]) follows from

Proposition 4.5. For any codimension two irreducible subvariety I' C
CP" !, we have m®9(T) = m*(I").

Proof. By Equation (4I0]) and Lemma [2.1] a direct computation yields
1-m®(L) — 1. m*™(I)
Z{ CS (Goo @ PhoAoc, Gj @ PIA;)

T Tr(Fa; NFa,) —Tr(Fa., AN Fay)}-
871'2 A;

It suffices to show that for each 7

lim { CS(GOO@pZOAOO,Gj@p;Aj)—i—/ TT(FGj/\FG].)—Tr(FGOO/\FGOO)} =0.

J—00 8Ai
(4.11)
By assumption, using the given flat metric, we obtain an orthogonal splitting

i

Oftoy = K ® K-
Then the orthogonal projection 7; from OgN oy to the orthogonal comple-
ment of ICj converges to 7o, away from the center of A;. Now by assumption
Koo is locally free over A; so we may fix a smooth trivialization of K, over
A;. In particular this yields another trivialization of Ky, over 0A;. Fix an
arbitrary smooth trivialization of KL over dA;, so together we get a new
trivialization of

eN 1
05N gy = Koo ® K&
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over 0A;. Using the smooth convergence above we may for j > 1 find
smooth trivializations of K; and ICjL so that they are identified with Ko
and KL (as complex vector bundles). Notice by [4], Lemma 4.1, the relative
Chern-Simons integral does not depend on the choice of the trivialization of
the bundle, so using the new trivialization we may write

CS(Goo ® PioAne, Gj @ PjA;) = CS(Goo, Gj) + CS(pioAcos PjA;)-

Now since the above trivializations of Ko and K; on 0A; extend over A;,
it follows that (see Lemma 4.1 in [4])

CS(Gj,GOO) = / T?“(FGj /\FGj) — TT(FGOO A FGoo)'
A

So it suffices to prove

lim CS(p;OAOO,p;Aj) =0.

i—00 Jon,
Essentially, this follows from the fact that p,, comes from the limit of maps
which are initially globally defined over A;. By assumption, there exists a
sequence of gauge transforms g; and Hermitian isomorphisms P; : & — £,
both defined away from I', so that (Pj_l)*(gj.Aj) converges smoothly to A
away from I'. Furthermore, P;g;p; converge to ps, smoothly away from I.
Given this, we have

CS(psAso; PjA;)
aA;

= lim [ CS((Pygjpy) (P; ) gjr- Ay, pjA))
J'—00 JoA,

= lim CS((pj)"Ajr, pjA;)

7’00 Jon,

:j}iinw N TI‘(FA],, AN FA],,) — Tr(FAJ. VAN FAj)7
where the last equality follows from the fact that p; and p;- are globally
defined over A; and Lemma 4.1 in [4]. Now let j tend to infinity, the last

term converges to zero by Lemma 2.11
O
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