
ar
X

iv
:2

10
4.

05
55

5v
3 

 [
m

at
h.

SG
] 

 1
3 

O
ct

 2
02

2

ON THE MOORE-TACHIKAWA VARIETIES

ROGER BIELAWSKI

Abstract. Moore-Tachikawa varieties are certain Hamiltonian holomorphic
symplectic varieties conjectured in the context of 2-dimensional topological
quantum field theories. We discuss several constructions related to these vari-
eties.

1. Introduction

Let GC be a simple and simply connected complex Lie group. In [10] Moore
and Tachikawa conjectured the existence of a functor ηGC

from the category of
2-bordisms to the category of holomorphic symplectic varieties with Hamiltonian
action, such that gluing of boundaries corresponds to the holomorphic symplectic
quotient with respect to the diagonal action GC. IfW

b
GC

, b ∈ N, denotes the image of
the basic cobordism with b incoming circles, then the complex symplectic varieties
are supposed to have the following properties:

(a) W b
GC

has a Hamiltonian action of Sb ⋉Gb
C
;

(b) the symplectic quotient of W b
GC
×W b′

GC
, b + b′ ≥ 3, by GC embedded into

Gb
C
×Gb

′

C
via

g ↦ ((1, . . . ,1, g,1, . . . ,1), (1, . . . ,1, g,1, . . . ,1))
is isomorphic to W b+b′−2

GC
(for any choice of positions of g);

(c) W 2
GC
≃ T ∗GC and W 1

GC
≃ GC ×SgC

, where SgC
is a Slodowy slice to the

regular nilpotent orbit;
(d) if µ1, µ2, µ3 denote the moment maps for the three GC-actions on W 3

GC
,

then P (µ1) = P (µ2) = P (µ3) for any invariant polynomial P ∈ C[g∗
C
]GC .

We observe that these properties are actually contradictory. First of all, (b) implies
that the symplectic quotient of W 3

GC
×W 1

GC
by GC is isomorphic to W 2

GC
≃ T ∗GC as

a holomorphic GC ×GC-manifold. Property (d) implies now that the two moment
maps ν1, ν2 on T ∗GC also satisfy P (ν1) = P (ν2) for any P ∈ C[g∗

C
]GC . However,

the two moment maps on T ∗GC in the trivialisation T ∗GC ≃ GC × g∗C given by
right-invariant forms are ν1(g,X) =X , ν2(g,X) = −ad(g−1)X .

An ad hoc solution to this contradiction is to modify (b). Fix a Cartan subalgebra
hC of gC and let θhC

be the automorphism of gC determined by h ↦ −h on h and
α ↦ −α on roots1. For example, if gC = sl(k,C) and hC consists of diagonal matrices,
then θhC

(A) = −AT . We denote the corresponding involution on GC by the same
symbol.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 14J42, 14L30, 53D20, 57K16.
1Recall that a simple Lie algebra is determined by its root system, so that a vector space

isomorphism of Cartan subalgebras of two such algebras g, g′, which induces an isomorphism of
root systems, extends to an isomorphism between g and g′.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.05555v3
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Axiom (b) can then be modified as follows:

(b’) the symplectic quotient of W b
GC
×W b′

GC
by GC embedded into Gb

C
×Gb′

C
via

g ↦ ((1, . . . ,1, θhC
(g),1, . . . ,1), (1, . . . ,1, g,1, . . . ,1))

is isomorphic to W b+b′−2
GC

.

Simultaneously we replace the action of GC × GC on W 2
GC
≃ T ∗GC given by left

and right translations with the action given by (left translations, right translations
composed with θhC

).

A more elegant solution is to consider oriented cobordisms2 and attach a holo-

morphic symplectic varietyW b,b′

GC
to any oriented pair of pantsX with the boundary

consisting of b incoming and b′ outgoing circles. We say that a boundary circle is
“incoming” (resp. “outgoing”), if its orientation together with the inward (resp. out-
ward) pointing normal is the orientation of X . Thus for two circles we shall have

varieties W 2,0
GC

, W 1,1
GC

, and W 0,2
GC

. They are all isomorphic to each other as holomor-
phic symplectic varieties, but not as GC-varieties. For instance, the isomorphism φ

between W 2,0
GC

and W 1,1
GC

is equivariant with respect to one of the “incoming” copies
of GC, but it satisfies

(1.1) φ(g.m) = θhC
(g).φ(m),

for the other incoming GC on W 2,0
GC

and the outgoing GC on W 1,1
GC

. We can form a
symplectic quotient only by matching an outgoing and an incoming circle.

The varieties W b,b′

GC
should have the following properties:

(A) W b,b′

GC
has a Hamiltonian action of (Sb ×S′b) ⋉Gb+b′

C
;

(B) the symplectic quotient of W b,b′

GC
×W c,c′

GC
, b+ b′ + c+ c′ ≥ 3, by GC embedded

diagonally into one of the b′ GC-factors on W
b,b
′

GC
and into one of the c

GC-factors of W
c,c
′

GC
is isomorphic to W b+c−1,b′+c′−1

GC
;

(C) W 1,0
GC
≃ GC ×SgC

, and W 1,1
GC
≃ T ∗GC;

(D) if µi, i = 1, . . . , b (resp. µ′i, i = 1, . . . , b′) denote the moment maps for the b
factors (resp. b′ factors), then P (µi) = P (µj) = P (−µ′k) for any i, j, k and

any invariant polynomial P ∈ C[g∗
C
]GC ;

(E) There exists an isomorphism of holomorphic symplectic varieties φ ∶W b,b′

GC
→

W
b−1,b′+1
GC

, which is equivariant with respect to the first b − 1 GC-factors on

both varieties, and with respect to the first b′ GC-factors on both varieties,

while it satisfies (1.1) with respect to the b-th factor onW b,b
′

GC
and (b′+1)-th

factor on W b−1,b′+1
GC

.

Remark 1.1. The existence of the action of Sb ×S′b implies then that there is an

isomorphism φij ∶W b,b′

GC
→W

b−1,b′+1
GC

having the properties in (E) for any i = 1, . . . , b,
and j = 1, . . . , b′.

In the present work we construct an open dense subset U b,b′

GC
of W b,b′

GC
as a sym-

plectic quotient of the product of b copies of W 1,0
GC

and b′ copies of W 0,1
GC

by an

2As far as we understand, Moore and Tachikawa actually do want a functor from the category
of oriented cobordisms.
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abelian group. This open subset consists of points of W b,b′

GC
such that the value of

the moment map for each GC-action is a regular3 element of gC. Moreover, the

manifolds U b,b
′

GC
satisfy axioms (A), (B), (D), and (E). In other words, U b,b

′

GC
satisfy

all axioms (A)-(E), provided that we replace W 1,1
GC

with its open subset GC × gregC
.

In §3 we relate U b,b′

SL(k,C)
to Hilbert schemes of points in C × Sb,b′

k
, where Sb,b′

k
is

the manifold of rank one tensors in (Ck)⊗b ⊗ (Ck)∗⊗b
′

. As a byproduct, we find an
interesting presymplectic manifold FGC

for any simple Lie group GC of type Ak−1.
It contains GC ×SgC

as an open dense set and it has a locally free Hamiltonian
action of GC, such that the moment map induces a bijection between GC-orbits in
FGC

and adjoint orbits in sl(k,C). It seems likely that such an FGC
exists for any

simple Lie group. Indeed, a Lie-theoretic method of construction is indicated by
the description in §3.

Remark 1. A very different construction of the Moore-Tachikawa varieties as
Poisson varieties satisfying all the axioms has been given by Braverman, Finkelberg,
and Nakajima [4] (see also [1]). It is expected that the two constructions produce
varieties isomorphic on an open dense subset, but this does not seem to be easy to
prove.

Remark 2. After this paper has been posted on the ArXiv, I have received a
preprint from David Kazhdan [7]. In it he and Victor Ginzburg construct vari-
eties U b,0 (and much more) by what is essentially the same method, although the
technical details are different.

Remark 3. My motivation for this work is not so much the Moore-Tachikawa

conjecture, as the hyperkähler geometry of U b,b′

GC
. This will be presented in a future

paper.
Acknowledgement. I thank Lorenzo Foscolo and Hiraku Nakajima for comments.

In particular I thank the former for his suggestion to consider W b,b′

GC
rather than

W b
GC

with the above ad hoc solution.

2. An open dense subset of W
b,b′

GC

Let GC be a complex semisimple Lie group of rank r with Lie algebra gC. We
identify g∗

C
with gC using the Killing form ⟨ , ⟩. Let hC be a fixed Cartan subalgebra

and let

gC = hC ⊕ ⊕
α∈Λ

Φα

be a root space decomposition. Let ∆ be a set of simple roots. Let SgC
be the

Slodowy slice e + Z(f) determined by a principal sl(2,C)-triple (e, f, h) with e ∈
⊕α∈∆Φ−α.

Our starting point is the holomorphic symplectic manifold W
1,0
GC
≃ GC ×SgC

.

The symplectic form at (g,X) is given by

(2.1) − ⟨dX ∧ g−1dg⟩ + ⟨X,g−1dg ∧ g−1dg⟩ = ⟨dgg−1 ∧ d(Ad(g)X)⟩,
where ⟨φ ∧ψ⟩(u, v) = ⟨φ(u), ψ(v)⟩ − ⟨φ(v), ψ(u)⟩. The action of GC by left transla-
tions is Hamiltonian with the moment map given by µ(g,X) = Ad(g)X .

3We use “regular” to mean that the dimension of the centraliser equals the rank of gC.
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We define analogously W 0,1
GC
≃ GC ×SgC

, with the symplectic form

⟨g−1dg ∧ d(Ad(g−1)X)⟩
The action ofGC is now on the right and the moment map is µ′(g,X) = −Ad(g−1)X .

In particular, W 1,0
GC

and W 0,1
GC

satisfy (E) with

φ(X,g) = (−Ad(p) ○ θhC
(X), pθhC

(g)−1p−1),
where p ∈ GC conjugates the opposite Slodowy slice (with e ∈⊕α∈∆Φα) to SgC

.

W
1,0
GC

andW 0,1
GC

also have Hamiltonian actions of the abelian groupAgC
= C[gC]GC ≃

C
r defined as follows. Write an invariant polynomial P ∈ C[gC]GC as P (X) =

p(X, . . . ,X) for an invariant multilinear and symmetric form p and define CP (X) ∈
gC via

(2.2) ⟨CP (X), Y ⟩ = (degP ) ⋅ p(X, . . . ,X,Y ) ∀Y ∈ gC.
The elements CP (X), P ∈ C[gC]GC , generate the centraliser Z(X) of a regular X

(cf. [6, Lemma 6]). Now P ∈ AgC
acts on W 1,0

GC
via

(2.3) P.(g,X) = (g exp(CP (X)),X),
and on W 0,1

GC
via

(2.4) P.(g,X) = (exp(CP (X))g,X).
The moment map ν for the action of AgC

is easily seen to be in both cases

(2.5) ν(g,X)(P ) = P (X), P ∈ Lie(AgC
) ≃ AgC .

Moreover, the actions of GC and AgC
commute and the moment map for the GC-

action identifies the subset greg
C
⊂ gC of regular elements as the geometric quotient

of W 1,0
GC

or W 0,1
GC

by AgC
.

We shall now want to define, for any b, b′ ≥ 0, a holomorphic symplectic variety

U
b,b′

GC
as the symplectic quotient (in appropriate sense) of the product of b copies of

W
1,0
GC

and b′ copies of W 0,1
GC

by the diagonal action of

(2.6) A0 = {(P1, . . . , Pb+b′) ∈ (AgC
)b+b′ ;

b+b′

∑
i=1

Pi = 0}.

The level set of the moment map is chosen to be 0.

Lemma 2.1. The 0-level set of the moment map for the action of A0 on (W 1,0
GC
)b×

(W 0,1
GC
)b
′

is given by
X1 = ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ =Xb+b′ ∈SgC

.

Proof. Let P ∈ C[gC]GC and consider a 1-dimensional subgroup of A0 given by

{0, . . . ,0, zP,0, . . . ,0,−zP,0, . . . 0},
where the nonzero entries are in the i-th and in the j-th place. The moment map
is, according to (2.5), equal to

z = (gi,Xi)b+b
′

i=1 ↦ P (Xi) −P (Xj),
and so z belongs to the zero set of the moment map for A0 if and only ifX1, . . . ,Xb+b′

belong to the same adjoint orbit, i.e. X1 = ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ =Xb+b′ . �
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Thus the 0-level set of the moment map is the manifold Y = Gb+b′

C
×SgC

. The
action of A0 on Y is not, however, proper, due to the fact that the centralizer of
a regular element may be disconnected. Fortunately, although A0 is not reductive,
the GIT issues are straightforward to resolve in this case.

We consider the closure R ⊂ Y × Y of the relation defined by A0. Thus R is the
set

(2.7) {(gi,X), (hi,X) ∈ Y × Y ; Ad(ui)X =X, ∏ui = 1},

where ui = h−1i gi if i ≤ b and ui = gih−1i if i > b. This is an analytic subset of Y × Y
and the analytic relation R satisfies the assumptions of a theorem of Grauert (see
[8, Thm. 7.1] and the second paragraph on p. 203 there) which guarantee that the
quotient of Y by this relation, defined as the ringed space (Y,O(Y ))/R, is a normal

complex space. We define U b,b′

GC
to be this space. We have:

Proposition 2.2. U
b,b′

GC
is smooth. The action of any GC-factor on U

b,b′

GC
is free

and proper, and the quotient is biholomorphic to

Q = {(X,y1, . . . , yb+b′−1) ∈SGC
× gb+b

′−1
C ; yi ∈ O(X), i = 1, . . . , b + b′ − 1},

where O(X) is the adjoint orbit of X.

Proof. We first prove that the action of any GC-factor is free and proper. This
is a purely topological statement. Without loss of generality, we can consider the

first factor GC-factor. Suppose that h ∈ GC stabilises [1, g2, . . . , gb+b′ ,X] ∈ U b,b′

GC
.

This means that there are u1, . . . , ub+b′ ∈ ZGC
(X) with ∏ui = 1 such that hu1 = 1,

giui = gi for i ≤ b, and uigi = gi for i > b. This implies that h = 1.
Now observe that a GC-orbit over X ∈SGC

is the same thing as (ZGC
(X))b+b′−1-

orbit on Gb+b′−1
C

×SgC
, and therefore the (geometric) quotient is homeomorphic to

Q. This is clearly Hausdorff, and hence the GC-action is proper. It follows that the
quotient by GC is biholomorphic to Q. Q is smooth, since it is the fibred product

of greg
C
→SGC

, which is a submersion. Therefore U b,b′

GC
is a principal bundle over Q,

hence smooth. �

The symplectic form on (W 1,0
GC
)b×(W 0,1

GC
)b
′

is A0-invariant, and hence it descends

to U b,b′

GC
. It is easily written down. For example, on U b,0

GC
it is given by:

(2.8) − ⟨dX ∧ (
b

∑
i=1

g−1i dgi)⟩ + ⟨X,
b

∑
i=1

g−1i dgi ∧ g
−1
i dgi⟩.

Remark 2.3. The moment maps yield a holomorphic map:

Φ ∶ U b,b′

GC
Ð→ {(X,y1, . . . , yb+b′) ∈SGC

× gb+b
′

C ; yi ∈ O(X)}.
The fibre of Φ at any point is ZGC

(X). If we represent a vertical vector field by a
fundamental vector field generated by ρ ∈ ZgC

(X), then the the symplectic form is
⟨ρ∧dX⟩ plus the sum of Kostant-Kirillov-Souriau forms on the first b orbits minus
the sum of Kostant-Kirillov-Souriau forms on the last b′ orbits. This follows easily
from (2.8).

Remark 2.4. We can extend the construction to include the case b = b′ = 0. The
varietyW 0,0

GC
≃ U0,0

GC
is the symplectic quotient ofW 1,0

GC
×W

0,1
GC

by the diagonal action
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of GC. It follows that W
0,0
GC

is isomorphic to

{(g,X) ∈ GC
×SgC

;Ad(g)X =X}.
We now have:

Theorem 2.5. (i) U1,1
GC
≃ GC × g

reg
C
⊂W

1,1
GC

.

(ii) The manifolds U b,b
′

GC
defined above satisfy axioms (A), (B), (D), and (E).

Proof. U1,1
GC

is isomorphic to the quotient of

{(g1, g2,X1,X2) ; g1, g2 ∈ GC, X1 =X2 ∈SgC
}

by the relation

(g1, g2,X) ∼ (g1u,u−1g2,X1,X2), u ∈ ZGC
(X).

The map

(g1, g2,X1,X2) ↦ (g1g2,Ad(g1)X1)
is constant on equivalence classes and induces an isomorphism U

1,1
GC
≃ GC × g

reg
C

.

We now prove (ii). Axioms (A), (D), and (E) are obvious from the construction.

Let us index the the GC-factors in U
b,b′

GC
by i, i′, i = 1, . . . , b, i′ = 1, . . . , b′, and

similarly by j, j′ on U c,c
′

GC
. We consider the symplectic quotient of U b,b

′

GC
× U

c,c
′

GC
by

GC acting diagonally on the p′-factor on U
b,b′

GC
and on q-th factor on U

c,c′

GC
(and

trivially on all the other factors). The moment map at

(m,m̃) = ([g1, . . . , gb, g1′ , . . . , gb′ ,X], [h1, . . . , hc, h1′ , . . . , hc′ , Y ]) ∈ U b,b′

GC
×U

c,c′

GC

is −Ad(g−1p′ )X + Ad(hq)Y , and so the level set of the moment map is given by

X = Ad(gp′hq)Y . Since X,Y ∈ SgC
, we must have X = Y and gp′hq ∈ ZGC

(Y ).
Quotienting by GC allows us to make gp′ = 1, and then hq ∈ ZGC

(Y ). Such an m̃ is
R-equivalent to one with hq = 1. We send this pair of representatives to

[g1, . . . , gb, g1′ , . . . , ĝp′ , . . . , gb′ , h1, . . . , ĥq, . . . , hc, h1′ , . . . , hc′ , Y ] ∈ U b+c−1,b′+c′−1
GC

.

It is straightforward to check thatR-equivalence classes are mapped toR-equivalence

classes, and so the symplectic quotient is isomorphic to U b+c−1,b′+c′−1
GC

. �

Remark 2.6. We can rewrite the symplectic form (2.8) as

(2.9)
b

∑
i=1

⟨dgig−1i ∧ d(Ad(gi)X)⟩.

The gC-valued functions Ad(gi)X are the moment maps for the GC-factors acting

on U b,0
GC

. Thus, W b,0
GC

(and similarly W b,b′

GC
) must be an extension of U b,0

GC
on which

this form remains nondegenerate, but the values of the moment maps are no longer
required to be regular. Moreover, for b = 2 the two moment maps are adjoints of
each other, but for b ≥ 3 this no longer can be the case, if axioms (B) and (C) are
to be satisfied.
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3. The case GC = SL(k,C)
We shall now discuss in detail the Ak−1-case. It is actually simpler to describe

the case when GC = GL(k,C); the manifolds U b,b
′

GC
for a simple GC of type Ak−1

can be then obtained by taking submanifolds and finite quotients. One reason why
GL(k,C) is simpler is that the centraliser of any regular element is connected, so
that there is no necessity to replace the group A0 by the relation (2.7).

We therefore fix GC = GL(k,C) and write U b,b′

k
, W b,b′

k
, for the corresponding

varieties. Let Sb,b′

k
be the manifold of rank 1 tensors in (Ck)⊗b ⊗ (Ck)∗⊗b

′

. It is

biholomorphic to (Ck/{0})b+b′/T0, where

T0 = {(λ1, . . . , λb+b′) ∈ (C∗)b+b
′

;
b

∏
i=1

λi

b+b′

∏
i=b+1

λ−1i = 1}.

Consider now X
b,b′

k = Sb,b′

k × C and denote by π the projection onto the second
factor. We recall [2, Ch. 6] the notion of a transverse Hilbert scheme of points. If
π ∶ Z →X is a surjective holomorphic map between complex manifolds or varieties,
then the transverse Hilbert scheme Hilbkπ(Z) of k points in Z is an open subset of

Hilbk(Z) consisting of those D for which π∣D is a scheme-theoretic isomorphism
onto its image.

The GL(k,C)b+b′ -action on Sb,b′

k
induces a corresponding action on Hilbk(Xb,b′

k
).

We shall say that a 0-dimensional subscheme D of Xb,b′

k
is nondegenerate if the

stabiliser of D in each factor of ∏b+b′

i=1 GL(k,C) is trivial.

Theorem 3.1. U
b,b′

k
is equivariantly biholomorphic to an open subset of the trans-

verse Hilbert scheme Hilbk
π(Xb,b′

k
) consisting of nondegenerate subschemes.

Proof. We shall construct an isomorphism from Unon−deg
⊂ Hilbkπ(Xb,b

′

k
) to U b,b

′

k
,

where Unon−deg is the subset of nondegenerate subschemes. For the sake of trans-
parency of the argument, we shall assume that b′ = 0; the modifications needed for

the general case are obvious. A point D of Hilbkπ(Xb,0

k
) consists of a divisor ∑kizi

in C, ∑ki = k, together with a (ki − 1)-jet of a section of π at each zi. We consider
first the case when π(D) = k0. Then D is a (k − 1)-jet of a section of π at 0, i.e.

the truncation p(ǫ) of x1(ǫ)⊗⋯⊗xb(ǫ) to order k−1, where xj(ǫ) = ∑k−1
m=0 x

m
j ǫ

m−1,

xmj ∈ Ck and x0j ≠ 0. Furthermore, two collections of such C
k-valued polynomials

give the same p(ǫ) if and only if they differ by an element of the jet group

{(λ1(ǫ), . . . , λb(ǫ)) ;
b

∏
j=1

λj(ǫ) = 1},

where each λj(ǫ) is a polynomial of degree at most k − 1. This group acts by
multiplying xj(ǫ) on the right. Since we assume that D is nondegenerate, the
vectors xmj ,m = 0, . . . , k−1, are linearly independent. If we write gj for the invertible
matrix with columns xmj , then action xj(ǫ) ↦ xj(ǫ)λ(ǫ) followed by truncation

corresponds to the right multiplication of gi by λ(J), where J is the Jordan block
with ones above the diagonal. Therefore the map

D ↦ (J, [g1, . . . , gb]) ∈ (Sgl(k,C) ×GL(k,C)b)/A0
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is well-defined and a biholomorphism between π−1(k0) and the subset of U b,0

k
where

S = J .
Now consider a general D, which can be written as D = ∑Di with π(Di) =

kizi. In other words D is the zero set of the polynomial q(z) = ∏(z − zi)ki which
corresponds to an element S of Sgl(k,C). Let J(S) be a Jordan normal form of
S. Since the stabiliser of D is trivial in each factor GC, we have a decomposition
C

k ≃⊕Vji, dimVji = ki, for each j = 1, . . . , b, such that Di is a point in Hilbki

π (Yi),
where Yi = C ×∏b

j=1 Vji. For each Di we obtain, owing to the special case above,

an element Gi of ∏b
j=1GL(Vji)/A0,i, where A0,i acts as in (2.3) with X being the

corresponding Jordan block of J(S). These Gi combine to give an element G of
GL(k,C)b/A0. Moreover, the choice of a Jordan normal form corresponds precisely
to an ordered choice (z − zi1)ki1 , . . . , (z − zis)kis of factors of q(z). Thus we obtain

a GL(k,C)b-equivariant holomorphic bijection from Unon−deg
⊂ Hilbk

π(Xb
k) to U b

k.
Since both spaces are normal, Zariski’s main theorem implies that this map is a
biholomorphism. �

Example 3.2. For b = 1, Hilbkπ(X1,0
k
) is the space of based rational maps from P

1

to P
k of degree k [2, p.53]. U1,0

k
is then the subset of based full rational maps [5].

Remark 3.3. It is perhaps worth pointing out that W 1,1
k ≃ T ∗GL(k,C) is the space

of certain based rational maps from P
1 to Grk(C2k) [9]. ThusW 1,0

k
,W

0,1

k
, andW 1,1

k

are certain strata of charge k moduli spaces of Euclidean monopoles with minimal
symmetry breaking, with gauge group SU(3) in the case of W 1,0

k
and W

0,1

k
, and

SU(4) in the case of W 1,1
k

. Is there a similar interpretation of W 2,1
k

and W 1,2
k

as
strata of charge k SU(5)-monopoles with minimal symmetry breaking?

Remark 3.4. It follows that U b,b′

SL(k,C)
is isomorphic to a subset of U b,b′

GL(k,C)
consisting

of “centred” D (i.e. if π(D) = ∑kizi as a divisor, then ∑kizi = 0 as the sum of

complex numbers), and such that the element G = [g1, . . . , gb+b′] of GL(k,C)b+b
′/A0,

obtained in the above proof, satisfies ∏detgi = 1.
Observe also that U b,b

′

PGL(k,C)
is a symplectic quotient of U b,b

′

GL(k,C)
by by the

diagonal action of C∗ = {(λI, . . . , λI) ∈ GL(k,C)b+b′}.
3.1. The Fitting-transverse Hilbert scheme. We now consider a larger subset

of Hilbk(Xb,b′

k
), consisting of subschemes D such that its Fitting image πFitt(D)

has length k. This means that if D has locally length l and is set-theoretically
supported in a single fibre π−1(z), then (locally) π∗OD ≃⊕r

i=1Oliz with ∑r
i=1 li = l.

Yet another way of saying this is that D = ⊔t
i=1Di with each Di (set-theoretically)

supported at a single point and transverse to π. Such subschemes are l.c.i., and

therefore this open subset is smooth. We define F b,b′

k
to be the subset of this open

set consisting of locally nondegenerate subschemes, i.e. such that the stabiliser of

D in each factor of ∏b+b′

i=1 GL(k,C) is finite.
We shall now show that F 1,0

k
(and of course F 0,1

k
) is a Hamiltonian presymplectic

manifold, i.e. it has a closed 2-form and a G-equivariant moment map. For an
introduction to presymplectic manifolds see [3].

Proposition 3.5. The symplectic form on W 1,0

k
extends to a closed form on F 1,0

k
.

The action of GL(k,C) is locally free and Hamiltonian, and the moment map in-

duces a bijection between GL(k,C)-orbits in F 1,0
k and adjoint orbits in gl(k,C).
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Proof. Let D ∈ F 1,0

k
. We can write it as D = ⋃s

i=1Di with π∗ODi
= ⊕ri

j=1Olijzi ,
where zi ∈ C are distinct and ∑ij lij = k. We can associate to D a k × k matrix in
Jordan normal form:

(3.1) J(D) =
s

⊕
i=1

ri

⊕
j=1

Jzi,lij .

Moreover we can associate to D a collection (u1, . . . , uk) of k nonzero vectors in
C

k, determined up to the subgroup of Sk permuting identical Jordan blocks, and
obtained as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, and arranged in the order corresponding
to (3.1). Since D is locally nondegenerate, G(D) = (u1, . . . , uk) is an invertible

matrix. Observe that any D ∈ F 1,0

k
has a neighbourhood where J(D) does not

acquire additional nilpotent parts, and, therefore, the map µ ∶ F
1,0
k → gl(k,C),

µ(D) = G(D)J(D)G(D)−1, is well-defined and holomorphic.
Local coordinates near D are given by the diagonal part of J(D) and G(D).

Therefore TDF
1,0
k

is the direct sum of its subspace gv spanned by fundamental
vector fields, and a subspace P isomorphic to the tangent space to the diagonal
matrices at J(D). Let v, v′ ∈ TF 1,0

k which we decompose as v = ρ + x, v′ = ρ′ + x′,
with ρ, ρ′ ∈ gv, x,x′ ∈ P . The form

ω(v, v′) = ⟨ρ, dµ(v′)⟩ − ⟨ρ′, dµ(v)⟩
is a closed 2-form extending (2.1). The map µ is then a moment map for ω and the
second statement is automatic. �

Remark 3.6. It is perhaps worth pointing out that the GC-action on F
1,0
k

is not
proper. Indeed, the quotient is the non-Hausdorff space of all adjoint orbits in
gl(k,C).
Remark 3.7. The above proof also indicates how to construct an analogous space
F

1,0
GC

for any reductive Lie group by attaching GC to adjoint orbits in certain com-
binatorial way. We leave the details to the reader.

Remark 3.8. The closed form ω on F
1,0
k

can be written locally in the form (2.1)
where X = J(D).

The manifolds F b,b′

k
are presymplectic and Hamiltonian for any b, b′. However

F
1,1

k
/≃ T ∗GL(k,C) and F b,b′

k
do not seem well behaved with respect to symplectic

quotients (even apart from the fact that the action is not proper).
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