arXiv:2104.06493v2 [math.AG] 2 Apr 2022

VARIATION OF MODULI SPACES OF COHERENT SYSTEMS OF
DIMENSION ONE AND ORDER ONE

MARIO MAICAN

ABSTRACT. We study the wall-crossing for moduli spaces of coherent systems of dimension
one and order one on a smooth projective variety over the complex numbers. We compute the
topological Euler characteristic of the moduli spaces in the particular case when the variety is
a quadric surface, the first Chern class of the coherent systems is of the form (2,r) and the
second Chern class is bounded from below by 3r + 1 and also by 4r — 8.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a smooth projective polarized variety over C. Let r > 0 and ¢ be integers. Let « be a
positive real number. We denote by M% (r,t) the coarse moduli space, constructed by Le Potier
in [9], of S-equivalence classes (A) of a-semi-stable coherent systems A = (I, ) on X having
order dimgI" = 1 and Hilbert polynomial Pr(z) = rz +t. We denote by My (r,t) the coarse
moduli space, constructed by Simpson in [16], of S-equivalence classes (F) of Gieseker-semi-stable
coherent sheaves F on X having Hilbert polynomial Pr(x) = rz 4 t. Let
M% (7, t)% € M%(r, 1) and M (7, 1)P% = M% (r, ) ~ M% (7, 1)

be the open subscheme of isomorphism classes of a-stable coherent systems, respectively, the
closed subscheme of properly a-semi-stable coherent systems. We equip the latter with the
induced reduced structure. We say that « is singular relative to the polynomial P(z) = rz + ¢
if M%(r,t)P% # 0. Relative to a fixed polynomial of degree 1, there are finitely many singular
values oy < --- < a,,. We write oy = 0, o, 1 = 00. The space M (r, t) remains unchanged as «
varies in an interval (o, o, ;). At a singular value o = a; we have the wall-crossing diagram (Z2).
We say that A is 07 -stable if A is a-stable for a € (0,;). We say that A is co-stable if A is
a-stable for a € (a,,,00). We write

M% (7, t) = M%(r, 1) for a € (0, ),
M (r,t) = M%(r,t) for a € (a,,,, 00).
One reason why the spaces Mg;L(r, t) are interesting to study is the fact that they are closely

related to Simpson’s moduli spaces. Indeed, if (T, F) is 0"-stable, then F is Gieseker-semi-stable.
Thus, we have the forgetful morphism

¢: MY (r,t) — My (r,t) given on closed points by ¢(((T', F))) = (F).
Notice that
(1) ¢~ ((F)) ~P(H(F)) for astable sheaf F.
By the work of Pandharipande and Thomas [I5], the space M (r, t) is isomorphic to a disjoint

union of flag Hilbert schemes of points on curves contained in X. At Proposition [6.1] we spell out
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this isomorphism in the case when X = P! x P!. The aim of this paper is to relate the geometry
of M% (r,t) to the geometry of MS¢(r, ), which is easier to understand.

Our technique will be to decompose each M/ (r,t)P** into finitely many locally closed subva-
rieties S, such that the Euler characteristic of S, of its right fiber F,,.S and of its left fiber F} S
in diagram (2)), can be computed. This technique has already been used by Choi and Chung [3],
in the study of moduli spaces of sheaves on P2, and by the author, in the study of moduli spaces
of sheaves on P! x P! supported on curves of small genus, see [11], [12], [13].

Our first main result is Theorem 23] which describes the right and left fibers over a properly
a-semi-stable point (A). Let A’ be the term of order 1 of the Jordan-Holder filtration of A. Let
© be the direct sum of the terms of order zero, i.e. sheaves, of the Jordan-Holder filtration of A.
Then we have the finite decompositions

Fi(A)= || Ext'(A”,A)*/Aut(A”) and F,(A)= || Ext'(A’,A”)™/Aut(A").
(A7)=(©) (A")=(®)

The open subsets of semi-stable extensions Ext'(A”, A’)** and Ext*(A’,A”)* can be described
explicitly. The quotients modulo Aut(A”) are set-theoretic, that is, they are the sets of orbits for
the action of Aut(A”). At this time we do not know if these are good or geometric quotients in the
sense of GIT. Our second main result, Theorem [5.7] concerns the topological Euler characteristic
e(F,.(A)) and e(F, (A)) in the particular case when X = P! xP! and all terms of the Jordan-Holder
filtration of A of order zero are supported on lines of degree (0,1). In this case Aut(A”) ~ U x P,
where U is a unipotent group and P is a parabolic subgroup of a general linear group. One
approach would be to quotient Ext*(A’, A”)* in stages, first modulo U, then modulo P. However,
in general it is not known whether quotients modulo unipotent groups, in the sense of GIT, exist.
Instead, we first construct explicitly a geometric quotient @ = Ext'(A’, A”)*/P. We now consider
the induced morphism @ — F,,(A). Roughly speaking, its fibers coincide with the orbits for an
algebraic action of U on (. This allows us to conclude that e(F,(A)) = e(Q).

If X =P! x P!, the moduli space M% (7, t) breaks into disconnected components M%((s,r),t)
given by the condition ¢;(F) = (s,7). Here ¥ = r + s. Likewise, we define My ((s,7),¢). As an
application of the main results, we compute the topological Euler characteristic of Mg{+((2, r),t)
for t < 1and 3 <r 4t < 10, see equations ([3)—(20). As a consequence, we determine the
topological Euler characteristic of My ((2,r),1) for 2 < r <9, see equations (ZI))—(25]).

The paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we study the right and left fibers in general.
One important ingredient in this study is the existence of Harder-Narasimhan filtrations of a
special kind, see Lemma [2.2] In section [B] we restrict our study to the case when X is a surface.
We compute the dimension of Ext'(A’,A”) and Ext'(A”,A’). For K3 surfaces and del Pezzo
surfaces we have more specific results, see Proposition[3.4l In section [l we show that the group of
automorphisms of a skyscraper sheaf Z on P! is of the form U x P, where U is a unipotent group
and P is a parabolic subgroup of a general linear group. In section [5l we restrict our attention
to the case when X = P! x P! and A” = prj Z. Section [6] deals with certain subsets of the flag
Hilbert scheme, which arise out of the formula for e(F) (A)). The results of sections [l and [6] are
applied in section [Tl to moduli spaces of coherent systems on P! x P! with first Chern class (2, 7).

2. RIGHT AND LEFT FIBERS OVER THE PROPERLY SEMI-STABLE LOCI

In this section (X, O (1)) will denote a smooth projective polarized variety over C. Consider a
coherent system A = (I', F) on X of Hilbert polynomial P, (z) = rz + ¢, where » > 0. The order
of A is dimg I". The multiplicity of A is r(A) = r. The Euler characteristic of A is x(A) =t. Let
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a be a positive real number. The a-slope of A with respect to O (1) is
po(A) = adlm(cl"—i—t'
r
We say that A is a-semi-stable with respect to Oy (1) if F is pure, i.e. it contains no subsheaves
of dimension zero, and p,(A’) < p,(A) for any proper coherent subsystem A’ C A. If we impose
strict inequality, then A is said to be a-stable. If A has order zero, i.e. A is a coherent sheaf, then
Po(A) = p(A) is the usual slope with respect to O (1), and we recover the notion of semi-stability
in the sense of Gieseker-Maruyama.

According to [6, Théoréme 4.3], if « is non-singular, then M% (r,t) is a fine moduli space, i.e.
there exists a universal family A of a-stable coherent systems on M% (7, t) x X/M% (r,t). Note
that A is flat relative to the base M% (r, t).

Consider a singular value a relative to the polynomial rz + t. Let € be a small positive
real number. Given (A) € MY(r,t) and a proper subsystem A’ C A, we have the inequality
Pate(A) < Paye(A). Taking limit as € — 0, we obtain the inequality p, (A’) < p,(A). This proves
that A is a-semi-stable. The universal family A on M$(r,t) x X/M% (r, t) is, therefore, a flat
family of a-semi-stable coherent systems. By the universal property of a coarse moduli space, A
induces the morphism p, . from the diagram below. Analogously, we construct the morphism
Po—ec, SO that we obtain the wall-crossing diagram

(2) M5 (r, 1) MST(r, 1) .
Po—e %
M% (r,t)

Assume that there exist integers ' > 0, 7/ > 0, ¢’ and ¢” such that (a+t")/r" =t"/r", r=1v"+1"
and t = ¢ +t”. Assume further that M% (r/, /)% # 0 and M (r”,¢"”) # (. Then « is singular
and there is a morphism of schemes

MS (7, )% x My (7", ") — M%(r,t) given on closed points by ((A"), (A”)) — (A" & A”).
The induced morphism of reduced schemes
M (1, )zea x Mx (r",1")peq —> M (r, )P

is injective because the Jordan-Holder filtration of an a-semi-stable coherent system of order 1
contains precisely one term or order 1, the others being sheaves. Thus, the morphism

red T )red - Mg‘( (T’ t) P

r—1
v L Mg, 2 ) x My (r -, Cretn)
r’'=1
induces a bijection between the sets of closed points. We shall abusively say that M% (r, ¢)P%
contains the space M% (1, /)% x My (r”, ") if the reduction of the latter occurs in the domain of
~. Consider a locally closed subscheme Y C M% (r',#/)5¢ . x My (7", t")..4. Consider the cartesian
X red X red
diagrams

Y, —= M%(r, 1) and Y, —— MS§ “(r,t) .
lpoure lpae
yoiny yoiny
e M (r, t) e M (r, t)

We shall write F,Y = (Y};),eq 20d F.Y = (Y};);0q-
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Proposition 2.1. Assume that « is a singular value relative to the polynomial P(x) = rx +t.
Assume that M% (r, t)P* contains the space M% (r',¢')% x My (r”,¢"). Consider closed points
(Ay € M&(r',t')%" and (©) € M (", t").
i) Assume that (A) € F,,({\'),(©)). Then there exists a semi-stable sheaf A" such that (A") =
rt
(©) and there exists an extension
0— A —A—AN—0

satisfying the following property: for any stable sheaf A" of the same slope as A, and for
any surjective morphism A" — A", the image of A under the induced morphism

6.0 Ext'(A,A") — Ext'(A/,A”)
is non-zero. We denote by Ext'(A’, A”)% the set of such extensions. Conversely, if A €
Ext' (A, A”)* for some semi-stable sheaf A" satisfying (A") = (©), then A is (« + €)-stable
and (A) € F,,((A'), (©)).
(i) Assume that (A) € F ((A'),(©)). Then there exists a semi-stable sheaf A" such that (A") =
(©) and there exists an extension

0—AN —A—A"—0

satisfying the following property: for any stable sheaf A" of the same slope as A", and for
any injective morphism A" — A", the image of A under the induced morphism

6, : Ext'(A”,A) — Ext'(A”, A)
is non-zero. We denote by Ext'(A”, ') the set of such extensions. Conversely, if A €
Ext' (A", A))* for some semi-stable sheaf A" satisfying (A") = (©), then A is (a — €)-stable
and (A) € Fy,((A'), (6)).
Proof. Assume that (A) € F.,((A"), (0©)). The Jordan-Holder filtration
{0} =AgCAC---CA,=A
of A with a-stable terms has length m > 2. For a unique index ¢, A;/A;_; ~ A’. Moreover,
B A/ =)
1<j<m, j#i
If i # m, then we would obtain the inequality
Pate(A/ Ay 1) =Pa(A/A, 1) =DPa(A) < Pope(D).
This would violate the (o + €)-stability of A. It follows that i = m, so we obtain an extension
0— A —A—AN—0

in which A” = A,,,_; is a semi-stable sheaf such that (A”) = (©). Consider a stable sheaf A" of
the same slope as A” and a surjective morphism 6”: A” — A”. Write A = 4,,(A). We have the
commutative diagram

0 A2 A A 0.
bl
0 A A A 0

Assume that A were a split extension and denote by o: A — A" the splitting morphism. Notice
that o o d is surjective, because o o § o A = §” is surjective. Thus, A” is a quotient of A of slope

paJrE (A/I) = p(AH) = p(AH) = pa (A) < paJrE (A)
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This violates the (a + €)-stability of A. We deduce that §,,(A) # {0}. Conversely, we assume
that A € Ext!'(A’, A”)** for some semi-stable sheaf A” such that (A”) = (). Our goal is to prove
that A is (a + €)-stable. Consider a proper coherent subsystem X = (I'y;,, F5;) C A. Let ¥’ and
3" be the image, respectively, the kernel of the morphism ¥ — A’. We have the commutative
diagram

0 b3 b Y 0.
0 A A AN 0

Assume, first, that ¥/ = {0}. Using the semi-stability of A”, we obtain the relations
Pate(X) = P(E") < P(A”) = Do (A) < Paye(A).
Assume, secondly, that ¥/ # {0} and ¥’ # A’. Since A’ is a-stable, we have the inequality
Po(X) < po(A) =p,(A), thatis, adim:Ty+ x(Z') <1(X)p,(A).
We can find € € (0, 00) sufficiently small and independent of ¥ such that
(a+ €)dime Ty, + x(2) < 1(X) p, (A).

From the semi-stability of A” we obtain the inequality x(X”) < r(X”)p,(A). Adding the last
two inequalities yields the inequalities

(a+€)dime Iy + x(2) <1(X) po(A) <1(X)payc(D).

Thus, paye(E) < Papc(A). It remains to examine the case when ¥/ = A’. Notice that X" # {0}
because, by hypothesis, A is a non-split extension of A’ by A”. We claim that p(X”) < p(A”).
Assume, on the contrary, that p(X”) = p(A”). From the snake lemma applied to the above
diagram we obtain the commutative diagram

0 A A A 0
A/I%E/I AI/%EI/

in which A” /%" is a semi-stable sheaf of slope p(A”). Choose a stable quotient sheaf A” of A” /3"
of slope p(A”) = p(A”). From the commutative diagram

0 A2 A A 0
b
A/I A/I

we obtain the relations
6. (A) = Ext* (A, 8")(A) = Ext! (A, §)(Ext* (A, \)(A)) = Ext' (A’,6)({0}) = {0}.

This contradicts our choice of A in Ext!(A’, A”)*. We have proved the claim. From the inequality
p(X") < po(A) we obtain the inequality x(Z”) < r(X"”) p,(A). We can find € € (0, c0) sufficiently
small and independent of 3 such that e+ x(X”) < r(X”) p,(A). This inequality and the equation
a+x(X) =1(X) p,(A) lead to the inequalities

(a+e)dimc 'y + x(X) < 1(X) pa(A) < 1(X) Paye(A).

Thus, pyie(X) < Payc(A). We conclude that A is (a 4 €)-stable, which proves (i). Part (ii) can
be proved analogously, by dualising the above arguments. O
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Lemma 2.2. We assume that A = (T, F) gives a stable point in M% (r,t). We make the following

claims:

(1) There exists a filtration {0} = Ay C --- C A, = A of A by coherent subsystems, with
A, = ({0}, F,) for 0 < i < k—1, such that F;/F,_, is semi-stable for 1 < i < k —1,
(T, F/F,_,) is 0 -stable, and

Po(A) > p(F1/Fo) > p(Fo/F1) > -+ > p(F/Fy_1).
This is the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of A with 0% -semi-stable terms.

(ii) There exists a filtration {0} = Ay C --- C A, = A of A by coherent subsystems, with
A, = (T,G;) for 1 <i <1, such that A, is co-stable, G;/G,_y is semi-stable for 2 < i <1,
and

P(G2/G1) >+ > p(G/G1-1) > Pa(N).

This is the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of A with co-semi-stable terms.

Proof. To prove (i) we perform induction on r(A). Assume that r(A) = 1. There are no singular
values relative to the polynomial = + ¢, hence A is 0"-stable, and hence the trivial filtration of
length k& = 1 has the required properties. Assume that r(A) > 1. We may also assume that A is
not 0*-stable, otherwise we take the trivial filtration. There exists a singular value 3 relative to
the polynomial rz + ¢, such that 8 < « and such that A is properly S-semi-stable. We take g to
be maximal possible, which ensures that A be (5 + €)-stable. According to Proposition [Z1[(i), we
have an extension
0— A —A—AN—0,

such that A” is a semi-stable sheaf, A" is 3-stable and p4(A) = p(A”) = p4(A’). By the induction
hypothesis, there exists a filtration

{oy=AcCc---CcA,=N=T,F),
with A} = ({0}, F)) for 1 < i < k — 1, such that F/F/_; is semi-stable for 2 < i < k — 1,
(I, F'/F;_,) is 0T -stable, and
PB(A/) > p(Fy/Fy) > > p(F' [ Frq).
For 1 <i<k—1,let A, = ({0}, F;) be the preimage of A, in A. Put Ay = {0}, A, = A. The
filtration {A;}<,<; satisfies the requirements of the lemma because
Pa(A) > ps(A) = p(A") = p(F1) = ps(A) > p(Fo/F1) > -+ > p(F/Fi—n)-

This concludes the proof of (i). Part (ii) can be proved analogously, by dualising the above
arguments. If A is not oo-stable, then we take 5 > a to be the smallest singular value such that
A is properly S-semi-stable and we invoke Proposition 2.11ii). O

The filtration {0} C F; C --- C F),_; C F from Lemma [2.2(i) is the usual Harder-Narasimham
filtration of F.

Assume that « is a singular value relative to the polynomial rx + ¢. Assume that M$ (r, £)P%®
contains the space M% (r',¢')5* x My (r”,¢"”). Consider closed points (A’) € M%(+/,t')%* and
(A"y € My (r",t"). Denote E = Spec(Sym(Ext*(A’, A”)*)). Applying [I7, Corollary 4.3.3] or [T,
Corollary 3.4] to the morphism X — {pt} we obtain a universal extension

0— AL —A— AN —0,

of families of coherent systems on E x X/E, whose restriction to every closed point A €
Ext(A’, A”) lies in the same extension class as A. The subset

Ext' (A, A")* = {A € Ext'(A/,A”) | Al{a}xx is (a + ¢)-stable}
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from Proposition[2.1J(i) is open because A is flat over E. We denote by £ C E the corresponding
open subscheme. Thus, A|gs is a flat family of (a + €)-stable coherent systems on X that have
order 1 and Hilbert polynomial rz +¢. By the universal property of M"(r, t), A|pg== gives rise to
a morphism of schemes £ — M?{re (r,t). The induced morphism of reduced schemes has image
contained in F, ((A’), (A”)), so it restricts to a morphism of varieties

M Bxt! (A A7) — B (A), (A7) given by (A) = (A).

Analogously, employing the universal family of extensions of A” by A’ and Proposition 2.11ii),
we deduce that the subset Ext*(A”, A")* C Ext'(A”, A’) of (o — €)-stable extensions is open and
we obtain the morphism of varieties

me: Ext!(A”,A)S — F (), (")) given by 5, (A) = (A).

The group Aut(A’) x Aut(A”) acts by conjugation on Ext*(A’, A”) and on Ext'(A”,A’). The
open subsets of (a + €)-stable extensions, respectively, of (a — €)-stable extensions are invariant.
The morphisms 7,, and 7, are Aut(A’) x Aut(A”)-equivariant. Since A’ is a-stable, it follows
that Aut(A’) ~ C*. The subgroup of homotheties {(aid,/, aidy.) | @ € C*} acts trivially, hence
the action on either space factors through an action of

(Aut(A") x Aut(A”))/{(aidy,,aidy,) | a € C*} ~ (C* x Aut(A”))/C* ~ Aut(A”).

In the next proposition we fix () € M (r”,t"”) and we denote by J(©) the set of isomorphism
classes of semi-stable sheaves A” satisfying (A”) = (©). It is known that J(©) is finite.

Theorem 2.3. We adopt the above assumptions and notations. We make the following claims:
(i) The fibers of n,, are precisely the Aut(A")-orbits. We have the finite decomposition

Fo((A),0) = || me(Ext! (A, A7)%).
A"E€F(O)
(i) The fibers of my, are precisely the Aut(A”)-orbits. We have the finite decomposition
FL((A),(0) = | ] me(Ext' (A7, A)®).
A"€3(O)

Proof. Assume that, for A and A in Ext'(A’,A”)*, we have 1, (A) = n,(A). Two (a + €)-
stable coherent systems are S-equivalent if and only if they are isomorphic, hence there is an
isomorphism A: A — A. We seek X € Aut(A’) and A’ € Aut(A”) making the diagram

0 A A A 0
l,\” l A l N
0 A A AN 0

commute. Recall, from Lemma [2.2(i), the Harder-Narasimhan filtration {A;},<;<, of A with
0t-semi-stable terms. The proof of Lemma Z2(i) shows that A; = A” and that {A,;},,,. is the
preimage in A of the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of A’ with 0*-semi-stable terms. The Harder-
Narasimhan filtration with 0%-semi-stable terms of A can be obtained in a similar fashion. Any
isomorphism A — A preserves the Harder-Narasimhan filtrations, so A induces A” making the

first square of the above diagram commute. We take X' to be the induced isomorphism. We
deduce that A and A lie in the same Aut(A’) x Aut(A”)-orbit. By virtue of Proposition 2I{1),

Fo(A),(0) = [J m(Bxt!(A,A")).
A7 €3(O)
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It remains to prove that the above union is disjoint. Assume that 7, (Ext'(A’, A”)%) and
N (Ext*(A’, A”)*®) have a common point. This point is represented by isomorphic coherent
systems A € BExt'(A’,A”)* and A € Ext'(A’, A”)®. Arguing as above, we can show that an
isomorphism A: A — A induces isomorphisms A’ and A’ such that the diagram

0 A A AN 0
| l |
0 A" A AN 0

becomes commutative. In particular, A” and A" lie in the same isomorphism class. This con-
cludes the proof of (i). To prove part (ii) we exploit Lemma [2Z2(ii) and of Proposition ZI(ii). O

Proposition 2.4. We assume that « is a singular value relative to the polynomial P(x) = rx+t.
We assume that M (r, t)P** contains the space M% (r',¢')% x M (", t""). We consider closed and
stable points (A') € M (', )" and (A”) € My (r”,¢")".

(i) We claim that there is a bijective morphism of varieties

O P(Ext! (A, A")) — Fy ((A), (A"))  given by 0,,(CA) = (A).
(ii) We claim that there is a bijective morphism of varieties

0 P(Ext' (A", A")) — Fi,((A'), (A"))  given by 6, (CA) = (A).

Proof. Any sheaf that is S-equivalent to A” must be isomorphic to A” because the latter is
assumed to be stable. From Theorem [2.3|i) we have

Foo((A), (A")) = my (Ext (A, A")).
The surjective morphism A” — A’ in Proposition i) must be an isomorphism, hence §,, is
an isomorphism, and hence

Ext!(A’, A”)* = Ext'(A/, A”) ~ {0}.

According to Theorem [23)(i), the fibers of 7, are precisely the orbits modulo the action of
Aut(A”) ~ C* by multiplication. It follows that 7, factors through a bijective morphism 6,,.
This concludes the proof of (i). To prove part (i) we take advantage of Proposition 2IJ(ii) and
of Theorem 23(ii). O

It can be proved that ,, and 6, are isomorphisms, but we do not need this fact. In [3] one can
find the particular cases of Propositions 2] and 4] in which X = P2, © is stable, and P(x) is
one of the following: 4z + 1, 4z + 3, 5z + 1.

3. THE DIMENSION OF THE EXTENSION SPACES

In this section we shall restrict our study to the case when X is a smooth projective polar-
ized surface over C. We shall compute the dimension of the extension spaces Ext'(A’, A”) and
Ext'(A”, \') occurring in Theorem 23l Given coherent systems A, and A, on X we use the

standard notation o
X(Ay, Ay) = Z(—l)lextl(Al, Ay).
i>0
For the convenience of the reader we include the following well-known lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a smooth projective surface over C. Consider coherent Oy -modules F
and G. Then we have the equation

X(F,G) = —rank(F) rank(G) x(Ox) + rank(G) x(F ® wy) + rank(F) x(9) — {¢1(F), ¢1(9))-
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Proof. Both sides in the above equation can be viewed as biadditive maps K(X) x K(X) — Z,
where K(X) denotes the Grothendieck group of X. The classes of line bundles generate K(X),
hence it is enough to prove the lemma in the particular case when F and G are line bundles.
Using the Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch theorem, we calculate:

X(F.G) = x(F'®g)

= X(O) + 3 F ©0), a(F 9 0) ~ Sler(F ©0), ¢ (wy))

= X(O) + e F ) e (F )+ 5(e1(0),e1(0) + (er (F ), 0(6))
1

~ e F ) e (x)) - 5 (0), ey wx))

= —x(0x) + (x(Ox) + 3l (F e (F) = Ser (F ), cafwx))

+ (MOx) + 5(e2(0),1(0) ~ 5 e1(G), 1 (wx))) — {e2(F), 1 (O))

= —x(0x) +x(F7H) +x(9) = (c1(F),e1(9))

= = Xx(Ox) + x(F @wx) + x(9) = (¢1(F),¢1(9))- O
Proposition 3.2. We assume that « is a singular value relative to the polynomial P(x) = rx+t.
We assume that M% (r,t)P* contains the space M% (1, ¢')%" x My (r”,t"). We consider closed
points (A') € M (', t') and (N") € My (r",t"). We make the following claims:
(i) Hom(A’,A") = {0};
(ii) Hom(A”,A") = {0}.
Proof. Write A" = (I", ') and A" = (I, F") = ({0}, F"”). Any non-zero morphism A’ — A”
would have to be injective, because A’ is a-stable, A” is a-semi-stable and p,(A’) = p,(A”).

However, there is no injective morphism IV — I'/. Likewise, any non-zero morphism A" — A’
would have to be surjective, yet there is no surjective morphism I — I". O

N[ —

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a smooth projective polarized surface over C. Assume that o is a
singular value relative to the polynomial P(x) = rx +t. Assume that M% (7, t)P* contains the
space M% (r', /)5  x M (", ¢""). Consider closed points (') € M% (r', /)% and (A”) € M (r",t").
Write A" = (I, F') and A" = (T, F") = ({0}, F"). Then we have the following formulas:

(i) ext! (A, A) = (e (A), e (A”)) + x(A) + ext? (A, A");
(i) ext! (A", A') = (c;(A), 1 (A")) + hom(F, F' @ wy).
Proof. (i) According to [6, Corollaire 1.6], we have the exact sequence
0 — Hom(A’, A”) — Hom(F', F") — Hom(T",H°(F")/T")

— Ext' (A, A) — Ext'(F, F") — Hom(I", H'(F"))

— Ext?(A,A") — Ext*(F', F") — Hom(I",H*(F")) = {0}.
This yields the relation x(A’, A”) = x(F', F")—x(F"). From Lemma[31] and taking into account
that both 7 and F” have rank zero, we obtain the formula

X(F, F) = =(ei(F), 1 (F7)).-
Thus,
hom(A’, A”) —ext' (A, A”) + ext®(A', A”) = —(c, (A), ¢, (A”)) — x(A").
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Formula (i) follows from the vanishing of Hom(A’, A”), proved at Proposition B.2(i).
(ii) According to [6l Corollaire 1.6], we have the exact sequence
0 — Hom(A”, \') — Hom(F", F') — Hom(I"",H°(F')/T’) = {0}

— Ext' (A, A') — Ext'(F", F') — Hom(I"", H*(F') }

— BExt?(A”,A) — Ext*(F", F') — Hom(I'"', H*(F")
We obtain the relations

ext' (A", A') = ext'(F", F') = = x(F", F') + hom(F", F') + ext*(F", F')
= (cy(A"), ¢y (A")) +hom(A”, A') + ext®(F", F').

Formula (ii) follows from the vanishing of Hom(A”, A’), proved at Proposition B.2(ii), and from
Serre duality. O

)={0
)={0

-

Proposition 3.4. We adopt the assumptions of Proposition [3.3. We assume that X is a
del Pezzo surface or a K3 surface.

(i) We assume, in addition, that H*(F"') = {0}. Then Ext*(A’,A”) = {0} and
ext! (A", A”) = (¢ (A'), ¢y (A")) + x(A").

(i) We assume, in addition, that H*(F" @ wy) = {0}. Then Hom(F', F" @ wy) = {0} and
ext! (A", A') = (c;(A), ¢ (A")).

Proof. If X is a del Pezzo surface and F is a pure sheaf of dimension 1 on X, then there is a
global section s € H’(—wy) that is a non-zero-divisor relative to F, i.e. the map F @ wy — F
is injective. This is equivalent to saying that the zero-set of s does not contain any irreducible
component of the support of F. This statement follows from the fact that |—wy| has no fixed
part, see [4, Theorem 8.3.2]

(i) According to [6l Corollaire 1.6], we have the exact sequence

{0} = Hom(I", H'(F")) — Ext*(A’,A") — Ext*(F', F").
We reduce the problem to showing that Ext?(F’, F”) = {0}. By Serre duality, this is equiv-
alent to the vanishing of Hom(F”, 7' ® wy). Under either hypothesis that X be a del Pezzo
surface or a K3 surface, Hom(F", ' ® wy) is isomorphic to a subspace of Hom(F", F’). Ac-
cording to Proposition B2(ii), Hom(F”, F’) ~ Hom(A”, A’) vanishes. The desired expression for
ext!(A’, A”) follows from Proposition B.3]i).
(ii) As per Lemma [2.2)(ii), we consider the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of A’ with co-semi-stable
terms

{0}=A,C--CcA =4,

where A; = (I, G;) for 1 <14 <[. We claim that Hom(G,/G,_;, F” ® wy) vanishes for 2 <i <.
Under either hypothesis that X be a del Pezzo surface or a K3 surface, this space is isomorphic
to a subspace of Hom(G,/G,_, F"'). For 2 <i <[, we have the relations

P(F") = pa(A”) = pa(A) <D(G;/Gi-1).
Since both F” and G,;/G,_, are semi-stable, we deduce that Hom(G,;/G;—1,F"”) = {0}. This
proves the claim. Let O be the subsheaf of G; generated by I". Write P; () = rz + 4,
Po(z) = riz +t). If r; <y, then

+ 1] +1
ps(l', Oc) = Br/ - > % =pg(A;) for B>0.
1 1
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This would contradict the fact that A; is co-semi-stable. Thus, } = rq, P, /00 (x) =t; — ],
hence G, /O is supported on finitely many points or is zero. From the exact sequences

{0} = Hom(G,/G; 1, F" ® wx) — Hom(G;, F' @ wx) — Hom(G; ,, F" @ wy)
for 2 <i<[and

{0} = Hom(G,/Oq, F" @ wyx) — Hom(G,, F" @ wy) — Hom(Op, F”’ @ wy)

we deduce that Hom(F', F” ® wy) can be embedded in Hom(O, F” ® wy ). This space can be
embedded in H*(F” ®wy) because O, is generated by a global section. By hypothesis, the latter
space vanishes. The desired expression for ext!(A”, A’) follows from Proposition B.3(ii). O

4. AUTOMORPHISMS OF TORSION SHEAVES ON THE PROJECTIVE LINE

In this section we prove that the automorphism group of a coherent sheaf on P! = P*(C) concen-
trated at a point is of the form U x P, where U is unipotent and P is a parabolic subgroup of a
general linear group. This result will be used in the proof of Theorem (.7

Let C[¢] be the polynomial ring over C in one variable and consider the principal ideal domain
R= (C[C]( ¢)- Let Z be an R-module of finite dimension over C. The structure theorem for finitely
generated modules over a principal ideal domain tells us that

2~ P R/ = D /)
1<i<n 1<i<n

for some integers v; > -+ > v, > 0 and n > 1. Let U and P be the kernel, respectively, the
image of the canonical morphism of algebraic groups

Autp(2) — Awtp(Z2/¢2) =~ GL(n,C).

Let U and P be the kernel, respectively, the image of the canonical morphism of algebraic groups
Autp(Z) — Autp(Annz(€)) ~ GL(n,C).

Remark 4.1. Dualising, i.e. applying Homg(—, C) to the exact sequence of R-modules

0— Annz(¢) — 2 -5 2 — Z/(Z — 0

we obtain the exact sequence of R-modules
0— (Z/C2) — 2" =% 2* — (Anng(Q))* — 0.

Thus, we have a canonical isomorphism of R-modules (Annz(¢))* ~ Z*/¢(Z*. Fix a (non-
canonical) isomorphism of R-modules p: Z — Z*. We have a commutative diagram of morphisms
of algebraic groups

Autp(Z) — Autz(Annz(Q))

61l~ Nl%

Autz(Z2*) ——= Autz(2*/(Z¥)

S"ll: zlﬁaz

Autz(2) ——— Autx(Z2/¢2)

in which 6, and d, are the dualising isomorphisms, d,(g)(h) = hog~!, while ¢, and ¢, are the

isomorphisms induced by . Since ¢ 06, (U) = U and ¢4 06,(P) = P, we obtain (non-canonical)
isomorphisms of algebraic groups U ~ U, respectively, P ~ P.
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Remark 4.2. Let Z, and Z, be R-modules of finite dimension over C. Then (Hompy(Z;, Z,), +)
is a finite product of copies of (C,+). It is enough to verify this in the case when Z; = C[(]/(¢{™)

and Z, = C[¢]/(¢"):
(227"_):1_[1/2(@7"") if vy 21/27
(2 Zy +) ~ 1_.[1/1 (C,4) ifv; <ws.

Proposition 4.3. Let U and U be the subgroups of Auty(Z) introduced above. We claim that:
(i) U is unipotent;

(ii) U is unipotent.

(HomR(Zla ZQ)a +) = {

Proof. It (Z = {0}, then U = {1}, so U is unipotent. To prove (i) we perform induction on
dimg Z. If dime 2 = 1, then (Z = {0}, hence U is unipotent. Assume that dims Z > 1 and
that (Z # {0}. Some power of ¢ annihilates Z, hence there is a largest integer v > 1 such that
¢V Z # {0}. By the induction hypothesis, the kernel U’ of the morphism of algebraic groups

Autr(Z/("Z) — Autx(Z2/(2)
is unipotent. Being an algebraic subgroup of a unipotent group over C, the image of the morphism

U — U’ is unipotent. It remains to show that the kernel of this morphism, denoted U”, is
unipotent, as well. Consider the injective algebraic map

t: U" — Hompg(Z,("Z) given by (u)(z) = u(z) — 2.
Given uq, uy € U” and z € Z, we have the relations
(uy 0 ug)(2) = t(uy)(uy(2)) + uy(2)
= t(u)(e(ug)(2) + 2) + 1(ug)(2) + 2
= t(u)(e(ug)(2)) + ¢(ur)(2) + t(ug)(2) + 2.
By construction, t(u,)(2) € ¢¥Z, hence t(uy)(¢(uy)(2)) € ¢*¥Z = {0}. Thus, for any z € Z,
(uy 0 uy)(2) = t(ug)(2) + ¢(uy)(2) + 2, forcing  ¢(uy 0 uy) = t(uy) + t(uy).

We deduce that U” is isomorphic to an algebraic subgroup of (Hompy(Z, (" Z),+). By Remark[£.2]
the latter is unipotent, forcing U” to be unipotent, as well. This concludes the proof of (i). Part
(ii) follows from the isomorphism U ~ U of Remark 1] O

Proposition 4.4. We adopt the above assumptions and notations. We make the following claims:

(i) The morphism w: Autr(Z) — P has a section, hence Autp(Z) ~U x P. Moreover, P is a
parabolic subgroup of GL(n,C). o -

(ii) The morphism T: Autr(Z) — P has a section, hence Autx(Z) ~ U x P. Moreover, P is a
parabolic subgroup of GL(n,C).

Proof. Take g = (9;;)1<; j<n € Autg(Z), where g;; € Hompg(C[¢]/(¢*7), C[¢]/(¢"")). We have

the relations

a;; +¢Cb,. ifv, <wv,, _

(1)=<¢"Y K t= where a;,, €C, b, €C .

9, { R SEC by /)

Set a;; = 0if v; > v;. Note that 7(g) = (a;;);<; j<n, 80 P is contained in the parabolic subgroup
P'={d = (ajj)1<ij<n | ai; = 0 if v; > v;} < GL(n,C).

Given a’ as above, we construct ¢’ € Endg(Z) by setting g;;(1) = a};. By Nakayama’s lemma,
¢’ is surjective, so g’ € Autp(Z). This shows that P = P’. The map a’ — ¢ is a section of .
This concludes the proof of (i). Part (ii) follows from (i) by duality, in view of Remark 1l O
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5. THE TOPOLOGICAL EULER CHARACTERISTIC OF THE RIGHT AND LEFT FIBERS

In the sequel we shall restrict our attention to moduli spaces of coherent systems on X = P! x P!
equipped with the polarization O(1,1). For a sheaf F on X of dimension 1 we have ¢, (F) = (s,r)
with integers s, r > 0 such that r(F) = r +s > 0. The expression Pr(x,zy) = rz; + sy +1
will also be called the Hilbert polynomial of F. Let M((s,r),t) be the coarse moduli space of
S-equivalence classes (A) of a-semi-stable coherent systems A = (I', ) on X having order 1 and
Hilbert polynomial rz; + sz, +t. Let 7 be a positive integer. We have a decomposition
M% (7, t) |_| M*((s,r)
r+s=r

7,520

into closed subschemes, according to the first Chern class. The entire discussion in section
remains valid if we replace M% (7, t) with M*((s,r),t). Thus, we can define a singular value of
a relative to the polynomial rz; + sx, + t. The morphisms p,,. and p,_. in diagram () are
compatible with the above decomposition. The canonical morphism

|_|M0t s’ T (T +s") (att) a)SthM((S—S/ T—’I”/) (r4s—r'—s")(att)
re ) 3

y
T+s r+s )red - Ma((svr)vt)pss

induces a bijection between the sets of closed points.

Let pry, pry: P x P! — P! be the projections onto the first and second component. Let p € P!
be a closed point and let ¢ be a local parameter of P! at p. Consider the ring R = O, = C[C](C)'
Let p be a positive integer and consider a partition of u of the form

N={v,2- 2y, >0 ={yy= =y, >V 1= =V, > >V = =1, >0}
Let d be an integer. Consider the R-module Z = @ R/(¢"") and the coherent O, p:-module
1<i<n
O(d)X Z = pr; O(d) ® prs Z.
Let A’ be a coherent system on P! x P1. Consider the linear maps
wt Ext'(A, O(d) ®R/(¢™)) — Ext' (A, O(d) R R/(()) = Vg
induced by the quotient morphisms R/(¢*") — R/(¢). The vector subspaces Im(¢%) C V,, form
a non-decreasing sequence because, for i < j, ¥, is the composite map
j
Ext' (A, O(d) ® R/(¢*)) — Ext'(A', O(d) B R/(¢*)) 2% Ext'(A', O(d) K R/(C)).
For 1 < j < denote V] = Im(wfg ) and v/, = dime V2. Consider the flag variety of subspaces
F(ky, ... ks Vi) = {(Wy, .., W) | W, C Vyy, dime W, =k, Wy C Wy C--- C W}
and the closed subvariety F(ky,...,k;vk,...,v%;V,,) given by the additional condition that
W; C Vi for 1 < j <I. The linear map
Y= P Wi Ext' (A, O(d)R Z) — Ext' (A, O(d) ¥ Z/¢Z)
1<i<n

is induced by the quotient morphism Z — Z/(Z. Notice that 1, is Auty(Z)-equivariant. The
open subsets

Ext' (A, O(d) R Z/(Z), = {(wy,...,w,) | w; € V,, are linearly independent}

and
Ext'(A, O(d) X 2), = " Ext' (A, O(d) K Z2/¢2),



14 MARIO MAICAN

are Autp(Z)-invariant. The above constructions will be used in the study of the right fibers. For
the study of the left fibers we consider the linear maps

iyt Ext!(O(d) K R/(¢"), A) — Ext' (O(d) B R/(C), A') = Vi

N .
induced by the inclusion morphisms R/(() SIS R/(¢"). The vector subspaces Im(¢},) C V,

form a non-decreasing sequence because, for ¢ < j, 1}, is the composite map

Ext'(O(d) R R/(¢"), A') — Ext'(O(d) R R/(¢%), ) i» Ext'(O(d) KX R/((), A)

induced by the inclusion morphisms of R-modules
.Cuj—l o ViV »
R/(¢) =—— R/(¢"7) =——— R/(¢").

For 1 < j <[ denote Vlg = Im(wlktj ) and Uft = dim¢ Vlg Consider the flag variety of subspaces
F(ky,...,k;V;,) and the closed subvariety F(ky, ..., k;vlk,...,vl; V) defined in the same way
as for V,,. The linear map

Uy Ext'(O(d) R Z, ') — BExt'(O(d) ® Annz(¢), A')
induced by the inclusion morphism Annz({) — Z can be identified with ©<;<,i;, once we

vi—1
have identified Anng/(¢v:)(¢) with the image of the morphism R/(() SN R/(¢"). As before,
Yy, is Autp(Z)-equivariant. The open subsets
Ext'(O(d) ® Anng(¢), A')g = {(wy,...,w,) | w; € V;, are linearly independent}

and

Ext' (O(d) R 2, N)o = ¢y, Ext' (O(d) ® Annz(¢), ),
are Autp(Z)-invariant. We fix an isomorphism Auty(Z) =~ U x P as in Proposition [4(i). We
identify P with the subgroup {1} x P. We restrict the action of Autz(Z) on Ext'(A, O(d)K 2)
to an action of P. We fix an isomorphism Auty(Z) ~ U x P as in Proposition . 4(ii). We identify
P with the subgroup {1} x P. We restrict the action of Autz(Z) on Ext'(O(d) X Z, A) to an

action of P. Given positive integers k and v, we denote by G(k,v) the Grassmann variety of
k-dimensional subspaces of C".

Proposition 5.1. Relative to the above restricted actions we can construct the following geomet-
ric quotients:

(i) Ext'(A, O(d) R 2),/P as an affine algebraic bundle with base F(ky,. .. kvk, ..., vl; Vi)
and fiber Ker(v,,). This quotient has topological Euler characteristic

e(Ext'(A, O(d) B 2),/P) = [] eG(k

J .
i kj—la Ury — kj—l))7
1<5<1

(i) Ext'(O(d)® Z, A')o/P as an affine algebraic bundle with base F(ky, ... k;vk,...,vk; Vi)
and fiber Ker (v, ). This quotient has topological Euler characteristic

e(Ext' (O(d) B Z, N)y/P)= [] eG(k; —k;_y, v, — k; 1))
1<5<t
Proof. To simplify notations, we write
By = Ker(by), E=EBExt'(\, Od)®Z), E,=Im(,), F=Ext'(\,0(d)RZ/CZ).

It is well-known that the geometric quotient F,/P exists and is isomorphic to F(ky, ..., k; V).
The quotient map is given by

(wy, .. yw,) — (Wi, W),  where W, =span{w,; [1<i<k;}.
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By construction, Ey, = E, N F} is a closed and P-invariant subvariety of F{), hence E,,/P exists
and is the image of Fy, in F,/P. Explicitly, we have

Eyy = {(wy,...,w,) € Fy | w; € Vi if i < k;},
hence
!
Eog/P ~TF(ky, ..., kv, ... 0k Vo).
We fix an isomorphism E ~ E, ® E, such that ¢, = pry. Note that ¢, is P-equivariant, because
it is Autp(Z)-equivariant. For g € P, e; € E, and e, € E, we have the relations

Uie(9-(e1,0)) = gt (€1,0) = 9.0 =0,
¥it(9-(0,€9)) = 9.1 (0, €5) = g.eq,
hence g.(0,e5) = (0(g, e,), g.€5) for some algebraic map o: P x E, — E;. From the relations

g-(e,€3) = g.(€1,0) + 9.(0,€3) = (g-€1,0) + (2(g €2), 9-€5) = (g-€1 + 0(9, €3), 9-€3)

we see that the morphism ;' (e5) — ¥ (g.€5), € — g.e, is an affine automorphism of E;. The
action of P on F is, therefore, compatible with the structure of an affine algebraic bundle of F
with base F, and fiber ;. We can now apply the descent result [8, Theorem 4.2.15] to the affine
algebraic bundle FEy|y, —in order to deduce that Ej descends to an affine algebraic bundle @,
with base Fy,/P and fiber E;. The key prerequisite condition for the descent result to work is
that Stabp(ey) act trivially on 1y, " (ey), for every e, € Eoq. This condition is satisfied because
the action of P on F, is free, being embedded in a free action of GL(n,C) on F|. It is clear that
Q. is the geometric quotient of E; modulo P. This concludes the proof of (i). Analogously, the
geometric quotient of Ext'(O(d) ® Z, A’),/P can be constructed as an affine algebraic bundle
with fiber Ker(¢,,) and base

Im (¢ )o/ P = Fky, - ky vl vl Vie)-
The latter occurs as a closed subvariety of
Ext'(O(d) ® Annz(C), N)o/P =~ F(ky, ..., ky; Vi)
The formula for the Euler characteristic follows from the fact that F(ky, ..., k; vk, vk VL) s

» Yrty Vrt

a tower of bundles with base G(ky,v}) and fiber G(k; — k;_,, v}, — k;_;) on the j-th floor. [

Remark 5.2. Adopting the notations from the proof of Proposition 5.1l we consider the Carte-
sian diagram

Ext! (A, O(d) B Z), —— Ext' (A, O(d) K Z),/P = Q,, -

y |

©
E20 E2O/P

in which ¢ and ¢ are the geometric quotient maps. It is known that the quotient map F, — F;,/P
admits local sections, hence ¢ admits local sections, as well. It follows that E,,/P admits a finite
decomposition B into locally closed reduced subschemes satisfying the following property: for
each B € ‘B there is a morphism of varieties {5 : B — Ey, such that ¢ o £ is the inclusion map
of B. Consider the cartesian diagram

Qp = Qrt|B i Eth(Ala O(d) X Z)o .

| N
&

B Ey
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Notice that {Qp}pcqy is a finite decomposition of @, into locally closed reduced subschemes.
Recall the morphism 7 from Proposition [£.4{(i). By construction, U = Ker(r) acts trivially on
Esyp, hence there is an induced algebraic action of U on () 5 with respect to which é g is equivariant.

We claim that two closed points ¢ and ¢’ € Q lie in the same U-orbit precisely if £5(q) and
£5(q") lie in the same Autp(Z)-orbit. Indeed, assume that €5(q') = ug.Ex(q) for some u € U
and g € P. Then we have the relations

Ep(0(0) = Y (€p(0)) = ¥re(ug-Ep(a) = w(ug)- ¥y (Ep(a))
= 1(u)m(9) et (€5(9)) = 7(9) Vs (€5(0)) = 7(9)-£ 5 (V5(a)-

‘We obtain the relations

¢B(Q) polp(Yp(q )) o(m(9)-£p(Wp(q) = volp(vr(q) = ¥g(q)-

This shows that 7(g) € Stabp(§5(¥5(q))). We mentioned in the proof of Proposition 5] that
all isotropy groups for the action of P on E,, are trivial. Thus m(g) = 1, forcing g = 1. In
conclusion, €5(q") = u.€5(q) = €5 (u.q) forcing ¢ = u.q, because £ is injective.

Notation 5.3. Let u be a positive integer. We denote by P (1) the set of partitions of . Consider
a partition of N of u of the form

N={vy=-=y, > ==V, > >V = =1, >0}

Let A’ be a coherent system on P! x P!, Let p € P! be a closed point and consider the line
L = P! x {p} c P! x P!. Let d be an integer. The expressions occurring on the r.h.s. in
Proposition 5.1 depend only on A’, L, d and N, so we may define

- ; vf —k;_
Zu L) = TT el —yd—k0) = I (25,

1<<i 1<5<i Ry = ki
= (A J Uljt — ki
E(A,L,d,N) = H e(G(k; — kj_y, vy — k; 1)) = H k., —k '
1<5<i 1<5<t N
Given a positive integer v, we write
_ v — kj71
1<y<d 1<5<1

v
B (kl, ky —kyy ooy k= Ky v—kl)'
Proposition 5.4. [I, Proposition 10] Let > 0 and d be integers. Then there is an isomorphism
951000, 1)) — M((O, ). dp) - given by 9( 3 L) = { P w0 (@d-1,0)).
1<i<m 1<i<m
Here L; are distinct lines in P* x P! of degree (0,1) and {pq, ..., i, } is a partition of .
The following lemma about the topological Euler characteristic is well-known, cf. [5, Section 2.1].

Lemma 5.5. Let f: S — T be a morphism of schemes of finite type over C. Assume that there
is ¢ € Z such that e(f~(7)) = ¢ for every closed point 7 € T. Then e(S) = ce(T).

Lemma 5.6. Let U be a unipotent algebraic group over C. Let f: S — T be a surjective
morphism of algebraic varieties of finite type over C. Assume that S admits an algebraic action

of U such that, for every T € T, f~(7) is a U-orbit. Then e(S) = e(T).
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Proof. Recall that the topological Euler characteristic of any unipotent algebraic group over C is
1. Recall that any algebraic subgroup of a unipotent algebraic group over C is itself unipotent.
Thus, the topological Euler characteristic of every U-homogeneous space is 1. It follows that
e(f~(r)) =1 for every 7 € T. The conclusion follows from Lemma O

Theorem 5.7. Let o be a singular value relative to the polynomial P(x,,x5) = 12, + STy + 1.
Assume that, for some integers d and ', where 0 <1’ < r, M*((s,r),t)P* contains the space

M*((s,7"), t —d(r — ")) x M((0,7 — "), d(r —1")).
Let pq,...,p,, be positive integers such that py + -+ + p,, = r —r'. Consider distinct lines
L, =P x {p,} in P! x P*. Consider closed points
(N) e M*((s,7"), t —d(r —1"))™

and

©)=( D mOw(d=1,0)) €M(Or=r'), dlr =)

1<i<m
Then we have the following equations:

() (Eu((), @)= S o 3 [ E@.Lud—1,N);

N1€P(p1)  Nm€P(um) 1<i<m
(ii) eF (A, @)=Y - % ] Su(N.Lod—1,N,).
N1€P(p1)  Nm€P(um) 1<i<m

Proof. Recall, from Theorem [2:3(i), that F, ((A’),(0)) can be decomposed into constructible
subsets of the form 7, (Ext!(A’, A”)%), with A” € 3(0). The set of isomorphism classes J(O)
is in a bijective correspondence with the set of strings of partitions M = (N;);<;<,,, Where
N; € P(w;) and N; = {v;;}, < j<,,,- To 9 we associate the isomorphism class of -

A= P 0@d-1)R 2, where Z,= @ 0, /(")
1<i<m 1<j<n;
Here (; is a local parameter of P! at p,. Using the additivity of the Euler characteristic, we obtain
(4) e (N), (@)= > - D el (Ext' (A, Ap)™)).
N1673(u1) Nmep(ﬂm)
We have described Ext'(A’, A})% at Proposition 2IIi). The sheaf A” must be of the form
Oy, (d—1,0) for some index 1 <4 < m. The surjective morphism Ay — A” factors as follows:
A =5 0(d-1)RZ, — O(d— 1) R 2,/¢,2, ~ @ Oy, (d - 1,0) *5 O (d — 1,0).

Here a, is a non-zero row vector of length n,. The morphism d,, factors as follows:

Ext! (A, A%) 25 Ext! (A, O(d — 1)K 2,) 25 Ext (A, O(d — 1)K Z,/(,2,)
~ @ Ext (A, 0p,(d - 1,0)) 5 Ext' (A, Op (d —1,0)).
According to Proposition 2.I[(i), an extension is semi-stable if and only if, for all indices ¢ and for
all non-zero row vectors a;, its image under the above composition is non-zero. Equivalently,

Ext' (A, AR)* = [ pry' g Ext' (N, O(d - 1)K 2,/ 2,),

1<i<m
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() pri'Ext'(A, O(d— 1)K Z,),
1<i<m

I Ext'A, 0(d-1)R 2,),.

1<i<m

12

For each index ¢ we fix isomorphisms Auty (Z ) ~ U, x P, as in Proposition 4(i). Note that
Aut(Ag) = ] Aute, (). Wiite U= [[ U, P= [] P-

1<i<m 1<i<m 1<i<m
We identify P with the subgroup {1} x P < Aut(Ay;). The group Aut(A};) acts diagonally on
Ext'(A’, Af)®. According to Proposition (i), relative to the restricted action of P, there exists
a geometric quotient

Q =Ext'(N,AR)*/P~ [ Ext'(A,0(d-1)KZ,),/P,

1<i<m

Moreover, we have the formula

(5) o@= [ e®Ext'W,0d-D)RZ)/P)= [ E@ Li,d=1,N).

1<i<m 1<i<m

Denote by ¢: Ext'(A’, A%)*® — Q the geometric quotient map modulo P. Arguing as in Re-
mark[5.2] we can show that () admits a finite decomposition {Q 3} o into locally closed reduced
subvarieties satisfying the followmg two properties. Firstly, for each B € 8, there is a morphism
of varieties £ : 5: Qp — Ext' (A, Af,)™ such that ok g is the inclusion morph1sm of @ 5. Secondly,
there is an algebraic action of U on Qg such that two closed points ¢ and ¢’ € Q5 lie in the
same U-orbit precisely if €5(q) and €5(¢’) lie in the same Aut(Af;)-orbit. According to Theo-
rem 2.3(i), the fibers of 7, are precisely the Aut(Ay;)-orbits. In particular, n,, is P-equivariant.
By the universal property of a geometric quotient, there exists a morphism v making the diagram

Qp —Z= Ext' (A, A —F = Q

F((A),(0))

commute. We claim that the fibers of vy = v|g, are precisely the U-orbits and that Q5 is a
union of fibers of v. Indeed, for a closed point ¢ € Q5 we have the relations

v (v(g) = P(Aut(Ag)-Ep(a))

= ¢o({gu.€p(q) |ue U, ge P}) because Aut(Ay) ~ U x P

= o({u.lplq) |ue U}) because @ is P-equivariant

= o({€x(u.q) |ueU}) because £ is U-equivariant
=UqCQp.

Applying Lemma [5.6] to the corestricted morphism vg: Qp — v(Qg), we deduce that
e(v(Qp)) =e(@p).

Using the additivity of the topological Euler characteristic, we obtain the formula

(6) o(n (Ext' (A, AR)™)) = e(v(@)) = Y e(v(@p) = Y e(Qp) = e(Q).

Be®B Be®B
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Part (i) of the proposition follows by combining formulas @), (@) and (6l). Part (ii) can be proved
in a similar manner, by exploring Theorem 2.3(ii), Propositions 2IYii), 4(ii) and BEIii), and
the analog of Remark [5.2] for the quotient Ext'(O(d) X Z, A'),/P. O

Proposition 5.8. Let a be a singular value relative to the polynomial P(xy,xy) = ra, + sxq+1.
Assume that, for some integers d and ', where 0 <1’ < r, M*((s,r),t)P™ contains the space

M*((s,7"), t —d(r — ")) x M((0,7 —7"), d(r —1")).
Consider a closed point
(Y = ((T", F)) e M*((s,7"), t —d(r —1"))™.

Consider a line L = P* x {p} and a partition N as in Notation[5.3. Let ¢ be a local parameter
of P! at p and let R = O,. Then we have the following equations:

j—]ﬂ
i 2 A Ld-1,N)= [ (9
(1) rt( ’ ad ’ ) <I€ )7

1<i<e N L

J_ k.
(ii) Z,(A,L,d—1,N) = H (”“ k“),

1<z K TR
vl = ext’ (N, O(d—1)RR/(¢™5)) —ext' (A, O(d—1)RR/(C" ™)),
vl = ext(O(d — 1) KB R/(C"), A') —ext!(O(d - 1)RR/(C"™ ), N)

= hom(F’, O(d —3) K R/(¢"*+)) — hom(F', O(d — 3) R R/(¢"* ™)) + .

Proof. Write v = Vi, - From the exact sequence

0— Od-1DRR/(C) <5 0d-1)RR/(C”) — Od—1)RR/(C"1) — 0
we obtain the exact sequence
Hom (O, (d — 1,0),A")
— Ext'(O(d - 1)K R/(¢V™1),N) — Ext'(O(d — 1) K R/(¢¥), A) — Ext' (O (d — 1,0), ).

We apply Proposition B2[ii) to A’ and to A” = ({0}, 0, (d — 1,0)). The hypothesis of Propo-
sition is satisfied because A’ is a-stable, A” is semi-stable and p,(A’) = d = p(A”). We
deduce that Hom(O, (d — 1,0), A’) = {0}. Recall that v, is the dimension of the image of the
last morphism in the above diagram. We obtain the formula

vl = ext(O(d — 1) KB R/(C¥), A') — ext (O(d — 1) R R/(¢"™Y), A).
T

We apply Proposition B3|ii) to A" and to A = ({0},0(d — 1) K R/(¢¥)). The hypothesis of
Proposition B3] is satisfied because A’ is a-stable, A is semi-stable and p,(A’) = p(Al). Thus,
(

ext (O(d — 1)K R/(¢*), ) = hom(F', O(d — 3) B R/(¢)) + (e (), ¢, (O(d — 1) B R/(¢*)
— hom(F', O(d — 3) B R/(¢)) + {(5,), (0, 1))
= hom(F’, O(d — 3) X R/(C")) + sv.
Analogously, applying Proposition B:3(ii) to A’ and to A!/_;, we obtain the formula

ext (O(d —1)®R/(¢"™Y), ') = hom(F', O(d —3) K R/(¢" 1)) + s(v — 1).
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Thus,
vl =hom(F', O(d — 3) K R/(C")) — hom(F', O(d — 3) ® R/(C"™Y)) + 5.

Substituting the values of vft into the expression =, (A’,L,d — 1, N), found at Notation 5.3
concludes the proof of (ii). The proof of part (i) is analogous and uses Proposition B2(1). O

In the remaining part of this section we shall examine the simplest case of Theorem [5.7, namely,
the case in which v}, = dim¢ V,; and vj, = dim¢ Vj, for all indices j.
Proposition 5.9. We adopt the hypotheses and definitions of Proposition[5.8 and Notation[5.3.
(i) We assume, in addition, that d > 0. Then E,(A',L,d—1,N)=Z(d+ s, N).
(ii) We assume, in addition, that d < 2. Then =, (A',L,d—1,N)=Z=(s,N).
Proof. We claim that, for each 1 < j <1, vft =ext! (A, O, (d —1,0)), that is, 1/)55 is surjective.
More generally, we claim that for every integer v > 1, the linear map
¥ Ext'(A, O(d—1)R R/(¢)) — Ext' (A, O(d - 1)K R/(¢))
induced by the quotient morphism R/(¢”) — R/(¢) is surjective. From the exact sequence

0— O(d—-1)RR/(C) -5 O(d - 1) R R/((") — O(d— 1)K R/(() — 0

we obtain the exact sequence

Ext' (A, O(d— 1)K R/(¢")) -2 Ext! (A, O(d— 1)K R/(C)) — Ext2(A/, O(d—1)RR/(C"™Y)).
We now apply Proposition B.4(i) with 7/ = O(d — 1) ® R/(¢¥~1). The hypothesis of Proposi-
tion B.4(1) is satisfied because F” is semi-stable, p,, (A’) = p(F”) and H'(F") = {0}. We deduce
that Ext*(A’, ") = {0}. This proves the claim. We apply again Proposition B4(i), this time to
the semi-stable sheaf O, (d — 1,0). We obtain the equations

UZt = ext! (A/7 Op(d—1,0)) = <C1(AI)7C1(OL(d —1,0))) + x(Or(d - 1,0))
={(s,7"),(0,1)) +d = s +d.

Substituting vft into the defining expression for = (A", L,d — 1, N), yields part (i) of the propo-
sition. In order to prove part (ii), we exploit Proposition B.4l(ii) and we obtain the equations

v, = ext! (O (d —1,0), A') =sfor 1 < j <L O

It

Proposition 5.10. Let p and v be positive integers. Then we have the equation

Y Ew,N)= (U+“_1>.

NEP() "

Proof. Any p-combination with repetitions of v gives rise to a partition N € P(u) as follows. We
represent the combination by the string (oy,...,0,). We write {o;,...,0,} = {0y,...,0,} with
distinct 0;. We take N = {vy,...,v,}, where v, is the number of times 0, appears in the string.
Let us fix N € P(u) as in Notation Each p-combination with repetitions of v associated to
N is represented by a string of the form

0=(01,...,01,09,...,09,...,0p,...,0p).
——— ——— ————

V1 v2 Vi,

There are v!/(v — k;)! such strings. Two strings o and o’ represent the same p-combination with
repetitions of v precisely if, for all indices 1 < j <1,

{0k, 111020k} = {0k, 1 110-eea0k
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Thus, the equivalence class of o has (ky)!(ky — k;)!...(k;, — k;_;)! elements. It follows that the
number of u-combinations with repetitions of v associated to N is

(v — k)
/) |=( Y ):E(U,N).
(k) kg — k) (R — Fpy)! kiskg—Fky, ook —k_,v—Fk
The summation on the Lh.s. is the total number of u-combinations with repetitions of v. O

Remark 5.11. Let p be a positive integer. Let M = {y, ..., p,,, } be a partition of u. Consider
the discriminant locus

DM:{ Z wiL;

1<i<m

L; C P! x P! are mutually distinct lines of degree (0, 1)} C 100, )| .

Consider the open subvariety
D,, ={(py,...,pm) | p; € P* are mutually distinct points} C (P*)™
Given p = (py,...,p,,) € D,,, consider the lines L, = P! x {p,} C P! x P'. The map

D,, — D,, givenby p+— Z wiL;
1<i<m

is a geometric quotient modulo the action of a subgroup G,, of the group of permutations of m
elements. If m > 3, then e(D,,) = 0, hence e(D,,;) = 0. When m = 2 notice that

2 it puy > pg,
h D =
ence e(Dy, 1) {1 ity = iy,

When m = 1 notice that that D{#} ~ P!, hence e(D{#}) =2.

D _ JPt x Pt~ {diagonal} if puy > gy,
{iopz} P2 \ {smooth conic} if yu; = py,

Proposition 5.12. Let p and v be positive integers. Then we have the equation
= 204+ p—1
Y (X Y T Eem)= (M)
M={p1,....hm}EP (k) N1€P(n1)  Nm€P(pm) 1<i<m

Proof. For convenience, let us denote the Lh.s. by Z(v, ). Using Proposition 0.0, we calculate:

E(v, ) = 3 (DM ) 11 ( 3 E’UN))

M={p1 i }EP(1) 1<i<m  NieP (i)
v

- Y (e I ((M))).
M={p1,....,ptm }EP (1) 1<i<m g

Substituting the formulas for e(D,,) found at Remark [5.11] we obtain the following formulas:

ST I (3 | AR

o ) )

These formulas can be written more compactly as

=)+ () ()-S()()-¢) o
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Theorem 5.13. Let « be a singular value relative to the polynomial P(xy,xq) = 12y + STy +t.
Assume that, for some integers d and r', where 0 < r' <r, M%((s,r),t)P*® contains the space

Y =M*((s,7), t —d(r — ")) x M((0,7 — "), d(r —1")).
(i) Assume, in addition, that d > 0. Then we have the equation
e(F,Y) = (2d FEA e 1) e(MO((s,1), £ — d(r — ))™).
(il) Assume, in addition, that d < 2. Then we have the equation
<25 Fror- 1) e(M((s,7"), t —d(r —1"))™).

r—r
Proof. Write M®* = M®((s,7"), t — d(r — r"))**. Recall the isomorphism ¥ from Proposition 5.4l
Given a partition M = {uy,..., 1, € P(r—1'), write Y, = M** x 9(D,,). According to
Theorem [5.7(i) and Proposition[5.9(i), for any closed point ((A"), (©)) € Y}, we have the equation

e () @)= > - > ][] Ed+sn).

N1€P(p1) Nm€P(pm) 1<t<m

e(FY) =

This expression remains constant as the closed point varies in Y}, so we may apply Lemma
to obtain the formula

e(FYar) = e(Yyy) Z Z H E(d+ s, N;).
N1€P(n1)  Nm€P(um) 1<i<m

This leads us to the equation

o(F,Y) =cM) e(DM)( S o Y I E(d+s,Ni)).

MeP(r—r') N1€P(p1) N €P(pm) 1<i<m
Employing Theorem [5.7(ii) and Proposition [5.9(ii), we obtain a formula for e(F,Y") like the one
above, but with d + s replaced by s. The theorem now follows from Proposition [5.12 O

6. HOMOMORPHISMS OF PURE SHEAVES

The computation of e(F,,Y") from Theorem [5.13)ii) is insufficient for our purposes. In this section
we shall further examine the expression e(F}, ((A’), (©))) (notation as in Theorem [5.7)). We work
on X = P! xP!. We restrict our attention to the case when © is stable, that is, © = O, (d—1,0).
We write A" = (I, F'). According to Proposition [Z4((ii) and Proposition B3(ii),

e(Fi, ((A), (0))) = ext’(©,A") = ((s,7'), (0, 1))+hom(F’, O} (d—3,0)) = s+hom(F’, O (d—3,0)).

Thus, our task is to determine the dimension of Hom(F', O, (d — 3,0)). We do this only in the
case when A’ is co-stable. As per Proposition [6.1] in this case F’ can be explicitly described.
Let 7, s and [ be non-negative integers. Consider the flag Hilbert scheme Hilb((s,r),1)
parametrizing pairs (C,Z), where C C X is a curve given by a polynomial of degree (s,r)
and Z C C is a finite scheme of length I. According to [13} Lemma 2.2], there exists an extension

(7) 0— Og — F — Eatyy, (04,0x) — 0

such that F is pure. Moreover, F is unique up to an isomorphism. We write 7 = O (Z). The
following proposition is a straightforward consequence of [15, Proposition B.8].

Proposition 6.1. Letr > 0, s > 0 and t > r+ s —rs be integers. Then there is an isomorphism

Hilb((s,r), t —r —s+rs) — M*>((s,r),t) given by (C,Z)— ((HO(OC),OC(Z))>.
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Proposition 6.2. Let r >0, s > 0, 1 > 0 and d be integers. Consider (C,Z) € Hilb((s,r),1).
Consider a line L C X of degree (0,1).

(i) If L ¢ C, then Hom(O(Z),0,(d,0)) = {0}.
(ii) We assume that C = C' U L, where C’ is a curve given by a polynomial of degree (s,r —1).
We claim that we have an exact sequence of the form

0— Op(—5,00 — Op — O — 0.

We notice that the image of the composite morphism O (—s,0) = O — O is the structure
sheaf of a subscheme Z, C L of length k. We claim that

hom(Op(Z2), 0,(d,0)) = max{0, d — k + 1}.

Proof. (i) From the short exact sequence ([Z]) we obtain the exact sequence
Hom(€xt} (0, Oy), 0,(d,0)) — Hom(Op(Z), O1(d,0)) — Hom(Op, O;(d.0)).

The space on the left vanishes because &vt%x (O4,O0) has finite support. If L ¢ C, then the
space on the right also vanishes, forcing the middle space to vanish, as well.

(ii) The kernel of the quotient morphism Ox(s,0) = O (s, 0) is pure and has Hilbert polynomial
P(zy,z5) = x; + 1, hence it is isomorphic to O,. Thus, we have an exact sequence as in the
proposition. Write C' = C” UmL, where m > 1 is an integer and C” is a curve that does not
contain L. By the same argument, it is easy to show that the kernel of the quotient morphism
On(5,0) = Opi(s,0) is isomorphic to O,, ;. We have the commutative diagram

0 O, Oc(8,0) — Opi(5,0) ——0 .

. |

0 O,.1. 04 (5,0) —= Opi(5,0) —=0

Write L = P! x {p} and choose a local parameter ¢ of P! at p. The image of the morphism
O, — O, is the annihilator of (.

The dual of a coherent sheaf F of dimension 1 on X is F° = Ext}gx (F,wx). According to
[10, Remark 4], any pure sheaf F of dimension 1 on X is reflexive, i.e. the canonical morphism
F — FPP is an isomorphism. Thus, if 7 and G are pure sheaves of dimension 1 on X, then

Hom(F,G) ~ Hom(G", F").

According to [I3, Equation 8], On(2)" ~Z, » ® we, where I, o C O is the ideal sheaf of Z in
Cand wy =wy ® Ox(0)|¢ = On(s — 2,1 — 2) is the dualising sheaf of C. We deduce that

Hom(Ox(Z), 01 (d,0)) ~ Hom(Of(~d—2,0), Ty o(s—2,7—2)) ~ Hom(O(—~d,0), T ~(s,0)).
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Consider the commutative diagram with exact rows and columns:

0 0 0

0 7 T, 0(s,0) K
0 O,.1. On(5,0) —— Opi(s,0) —0
0 J Oy Ozncn —0

0 0

The space Hom(O (—d,0), O (s,0)) vanishes because L € C”, hence also Hom(O, (—d, 0), K)
vanishes. From the first row of the diagram we obtain the isomorphism

Hom(Oy(-d,0), Z; ~(s,0)) ~ Hom(O(—d,0), I).
From the first column and the third row of the diagram we obtain the exact sequence
0 — Hom(O(—d,0), Z) — Hom(O;(—d,0), O,,;) — Hom(O(—d,0), O,).

Any morphism O (—d,0) — O, must factor through O; because ¢ annihilates O (—d,0). We
obtain the exact sequence

0 — Hom(O[(—d,0), I) — Hom(O[(—d,0), O;) — Hom(O(—d,0), Oy).
The kernel of the morphism O; — O, is isomorphic to O (—k,0). We conclude that
Hom(On(Z), 0;(d,0)) ~ Hom(O (—d,0), O, (—k,0)) ~ H(O,(d — k,0)). O
Notation 6.3. Consider integers 7, s > 0 and [ > k > 0. Consider the nested Hilbert scheme
H cC Hilb((s,r),1) x Hilb((s,r — 1), 1 — k)

parametrizing quadruples (C, Z,C’, Z") such that Z Cc C, Z' c C', C' ¢ C and Z’' C Z. Consider
the commutative diagram

Op ——= 04 .

0,0,

Let Hilb(k, (s,7),1) C H be the open subscheme given by the condition that the induced morphism
Ker(p) — Ker(y) be surjective. The set of closed points of Hilb(k, (s,7),1) can be identified with

{(C,Z,L) | deg C = (s,r), lengthZ =1, Z C C, degL =(0,1), L C C, length Z, = k}.
Remark 6.4. If k = 0, then Ker(¢)) = {0}, hence Z C C’ and Hilb(0, (s,r),l) = H. Moreover,
Hilb(0, (s,7),1) ~ Hilb((s,r — 1),1) x |O(0,1)].

Proposition 6.5. We consider positive integers r, s and | such that s +1 > 1. We claim that

e(Hilb(l, (s,7),1)) = 4.
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Proof. The set of closed points of Hilb(l, (s,r),1) can be identified with
{(C,Z,L) | C=C"UL, degC' = (s,r — 1), deg L = (0,1), lengthZ =1, Z C L~ C'}.
Consider the morphism of schemes
o: Hilb(l, (s,7),1) — Hilb((0,1),1) given by o(C,Z,L) = (L, Z).

If (L,Z) € Hilb((0,1),1), then Z imposes [ linearly independent conditions on curves of de-
gree (s,r — 1). We deduce that the reduced fiber o~ !(L, Z) can be identified with the comple-
ment in |O(s,r — 1)| of the union of length Z _, linearly independent hyperplanes. We identify
Hilb((0,1),1) with |O(0,1)| x PL. Under this identification, {L} x P! corresponds to the Hilbert
scheme of [ points on L. Consider M = {uy,...,u,,} € P(l). Let D,, C P! be the locally closed
subset of subschemes Z C P! concentrated at m distinct points, of multiplicities pq, ..., ,,. If
(L, Z) €0(0,1)|x Dy, then o~!(L, Z) can be identified with the complement A4, in |O(s,r — 1)]
of the union of m linearly independent hyperplanes. In view of Lemma (5.5,

e(e7 (100, 1)] x Dyy)) = e(A,,) e(|O(0, 1)) e(Dyy) = 2e(A,,) e(Dyy),

hence
e(Hilb(l, (s,7),1)) = Y 2e(A,,)e(Dyy).
MeP(l)
Finally, we substitute the values for e(D,,), found at Remark [5.11] and for e(4,,). O

Proposition 6.6. Let r > 2 and s > 1 be integers. We claim that e(Hilb(1, (s,r),2)) = 20.
Proof. The set of closed points of Hilb(1, (s,7),2) can be identified with
{(C,Z,L) | C=C"UL, degC’ = (s,r — 1), degL = (0,1), lengthZ =2, Z ¢ ',
Z contains a point of C'}.

Let Hilb(2) denote the Hilbert scheme parametrizing subschemes of X of length 2. Let Hilb,(2)
denote the open subset of reduced subschemes. Consider the morphism of schemes

o: Hilb(1, (s,7),2) — Hilb(2) given by o(C,Z,L) = Z.

Every Z € Hilb(2) imposes two linearly independent conditions on curves of degree (s,7 — 1).
The reduced fiber of g over Z = {p;,p,} is

0N Z2)={(C"UL,L)|p e LNC', p, e CYU{(C'UL,L) [ py € LNC', py € C'}
~{C"|p ¢ C', pye C'YLH{C |y ¢ C', py € C'}
o (PP P L (P2 P9,
We obtain e(o~1(Z)) = 2. Assume now that Z is a double point concentrated at p. We have
o (Z2)={(C,L)|C=C"UL, ZCC, Z¢ ', peC'}
={(C,L)|C=C"UL, ZcC, Z¢C', peC'NL}.
The condition that Z be contained in C' is redundant because C' is singular at p. Thus,
o N Z)y={(C,L)|C=C'"UL, Z¢C', peC'NL}
~ O Z ¢ O, pe '} o P (PTHT3
hence e(p~1(Z)) = 1. Using Lemma [5.5] and the additivity of the Euler characteristic, we get
e(Hilb(1, (s,7),2)) = 2e(Hilby(2)) + e(Hilb(2) \ Hilb,(2)) = 20. O
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Proposition 6.7. Let r > 3 and s > 2 be integers. We claim that e(Hilb(1, (s,r),3)) = 76.
Proof. The set of closed points of Hilb(1, (s,7),3) can be identified with
{(C,Z,L) | C=C"UL, degC’ = (s,r — 1), degL = (0,1), lengthZ =3, Z ¢ C’,
C' contains a subscheme Z' C Z of length 2}.

Let Hilb(3) be the Hilbert scheme parametrizing the subschemes Z C X of length 3. For 0 <
i < 3 we consider the locally closed subschemes Hilb,(3) C Hilb(3) defined as follows: Hilb,(3)
is the open subscheme parametrizing the reduced subschemes Z C X of length 3; Hilb,(3)
parametrizes the subschemes Z C X that are a union of a simple point and a double point;
Hilb,(3) parametrizes the subschemes Z C X of length 3, concentrated at a point p, such that Z
is contained in a curve which is smooth at p; Hilb4(3) is the closed subscheme parametrizing the
ordinary triple points of X. We have the relations

e(Hilby(3)) = 4, e(Hilb,(3)) = 24, e(Hilb,(3)) =8, e(Hilb,(3)) = 4.
Consider the morphism of schemes
o: Hilb(1, (s,7),3) — Hilb(3) given by o(C,Z,L) = Z.

Every Z € Hilb(3) imposes three linearly independent conditions on curves of degree (s,r — 1).
This can be seen by using the minimal locally free resolution of the ideal sheaf 7,. If Z is
contained in a line, it is clear what the minimal resolution is. If Z is not contained in a line, the
minimal resolution of 7, is given at [13, Lemma 2.1]. Consider Z = {p;, ps, p3} € Hilby(3). The
reduced fiber of g over Z is

0 (Z2) ={(C"UL,L) |py € LNC', py, py e C'} U
{(C"UL,L) | py € LNC', py,p, € CYU{(C"UL, L) | py € LNC', py, py € C'}
~{C" | p1 ¢ C', py, p3 € C'YLIH{C | py ¢ C', py, py € CYU{C" |y ¢ C', py, pp € C'}
o (PP P L (P Py L (P P,

Thus, e(0~1(Z)) = 3. Consider, Z = {p,} U Z, € Hilb,(3), where Z, is a double point concen-
trated at p,. Notice that Z' must be either {p;, p,} or Z,, hence

o N Z)={(C'UL,L)| ZCcC'UL, p, eC’, pyeC', Z, L C"}
U{c'uL,L)|p,e LNC', Z,CC'}
={(C'"UL,L)| ZCcC'UL, p,eC’, p,eC'NL, Z, L C'}
U{(C'UL,L)|p, € LNC', ZyCC'}.

If p, € C'"N L, then C’ U L is singular at p,, hence Z, C C’ U L, and hence the condition that Z
be contained in C’ U L is redundant. It follows that

0 HZ) = {C" |py,ppy€C’, Zy L CYU{C |y ¢ C', Zy C C'}
~ (Psr—i-r—?; N ]P)sr-l-r—4) |_| (Psr—i-r—?; N ]P)s7‘-|-7‘—4)7

hence e(p™(Z)) = 2. Consider Z € Hilby(3) that is concentrated at p. There is a unique
subscheme Z’ C Z of length 2 because Z is contained in a curve that is smooth at p. We have

o (2)={(C'UL,L)| ZCC'UL, Z¢C', Z' CC'}
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={(C'UL,L)|ZcC'UL, Zz¢ ', Z' cC’, pe C'NL}.

We claim that the condition that Z be contained in C' U L is redundant. We can choose an affine
chart of X around p with coordinates (z,y) such that I(L) = (azx + by) with a, b € C, and either
I1(Z) = (z,y3) or [(Z) = (x + y?,xy). In both cases we have I(Z') = (x,4?). Write I(C") = (w)
for some w € C[z,y]. By hypothesis, w = w;z + wyy? for some w;, wy € Cz,y]. We have

w(az + by) = aw,x? + bw,xy + aw,xy® + bw.y® € (z,9%),
w(ar + by) = aw,z(z + y*) — aw, 2y* + bw, vy
+awyxy? + bwy (z + y*)y — buyry € (x + 3%, ay),
so w(ax + by) € I(Z). This proves the claim. Removing the superfluous conditions, we see that
o NZ)={(C'uL,L)|Zz¢C" Z' cC pelL}
~{C'|Z2¢C, Z'CCy =PRI

hence e(p~%(Z)) = 1. Finally, we consider an ordinary triple point Z supported on p. The
subschemes Z' C Z of length 2 are parametrized by P!. Repeating the previous steps, we obtain

N2y {0 2¢O 2Oy

This is an algebraic bundle with fiber Ps7+7—3 \ P**+"~% and base P!, accounting for Z’, hence
e(071(Z)) = 2. Applying Lemma and the additivity of the Euler characteristic, yields

e(Hilb(1, (s,7),3)) = 3e(Hilby(3)) + 2 e(Hilb, (3)) + e(Hilby(3)) + 2e(Hilby(3)) = 76. O

7. THE TOPOLOGICAL EULER CHARACTERISTIC OF THE MODULI SPACES

In this section we continue the study of moduli spaces on X = P! x P'. Beginning with Propo-
sition [[2] we shall focus entirely on the case when the first Chern class is of the form (2, 7).

Lemma 7.1. Let r > 0 and s > 0 be integers that are not both zero. Let t be an integer. Let
a >0 be a real number.

(1) If M*((s,7),t) # 0, thent >r+s—rs.

(i) Assume that T > 0 and s > 0. Then M*((s,7),t)* # 0 if and only if t > r + s —rs.

Proof. At (i) we have quoted [I3] Lemma 4.3]. Assume now that » >0, s > 0and t > r+s—rs.
Let C C X be an irreducible curve given by a polynomial of degree (s,7). Let Z C C be
a subscheme of length t — 7 — s + rs. According to Proposition 61, A = (H*(Op),04(2))
gives a point in M*((s,r),t). Let ay,...,q,, be the singular values relative to the polynomial
Ty + sty +t. Assume that A is («; +¢)-stable. As noted supra diagram (2)), A is o;-semi-stable. If
A were properly «,-semi-stable, then A would be an extension of A’ by A”, as in Proposition 21\(i).
Thus, C would be the union of the supports of A’ and A”, contradicting the irreducibility of C.
We deduce that A is a;-stable. By descending induction on 4, we can show that A is o;-stable
for all indices 1 < i < m. It follows that A is a-stable for all a € (0, 00). O

Proposition 7.2. Consider integers r > 1 and t < 1 satisfying the condition v+t > 2. Then
the set of singular values of a relative to the polynomial P(xy,x5) = ray + 229 + 1t is

t
Aging((2,7),1) {d(r+2) g <d<r+t=3, dez}
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Moreover, for a singular value oy = d(r + 2) — t, we have the decomposition

dr —t+2
d+1

Y, 0= M((2, ), t —d(r — ")) x M((0,7 — "), d(r —1")).

Y, = M¥((2,r),t)P* = |_|Yd7T, with <r'<r-1 and

Proof. By definition, o € A, ((2,7),t) if M*((2,7),1)P* # 0. Recalling the bijective morphism
~ from (3)), this is equivalent to saying that there exist integers 1/, s’ and ¢’ satisfying the following
conditions:

(i) 0<r <,
(ii) 0<s <2,
(iii) 0<r'+s <r+2,
(iv) a+t o+t ait(r’+s’)—t’(r+2)
r4+2  r'4s 42— =
) ME(s' 1), £ 0,
(vi) M((2—s"r—7"), t—=t")#0.
Since « > 0, condition (iv) implies the inequality
t(r' + ')
ii AR G ——
(vii) )

According to Lemma [TIi), condition (v) implies the inequality
(viii) 4+ —r's <t
Assume that s’ = 0. Using inequalities (viii), (vii), ¢ < 1 and (i), we obtain the inequalities

tr' 7 r
< < <
r+2 " r+2 " r+2

/

r < 1

)

forcing ' = 0, forcing ' + s’ = 0. This contradicts condition (iii). Assume that s’ = 1. Using
inequalities (viii), (vii), ¢t <1 and (i), we obtain the inequalities

/ /
t(r —|—1)<T +1<T—|—1

1
< r+2 T r+2 " r+42

< 1.

This yields a contradiction. We have proved that s’ > 2. Analogously, inequalities (viii), (vii),
t <1 and (ii) imply the inequality ' > 2. From condition (ii) we deduce that s’ = 2. According
to Lemma [ZI)(ii), the condition M*((2,7"),t)* # 0 is equivalent to the inequality 2 — r’ < ¢/,
According to [I, Proposition 10], the condition M((0,7 — 7'), t — t') # () is equivalent to the
equation t —t' = d(r — v’) for some d € Z. Thus, a € A, ,((2,r),t) if and only if there are
integers 7’ and d satisfying the following conditions:

sing

(ix) 2<r <pr—1,
(x) a=dr+2)—t
(xi) 2—r' <t—dr—r").

By hypothesis, « is positive, hence condition (x) implies the inequality

(xii) d

<d.
r+2
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By hypothesis, t > 2 —r, hence d > (2 —r)/(r +2) > —1. Condition (xi) becomes the condition
dr —t+2 <

d+1
The first inequality in (ix) is superfluous because it is implied by conditions (xii) and (xiii).
Indeed, if ' < 1, then condition (xiii) would imply the inequality d(r — 1) + 1 < ¢, forcing d = 0
and t = 1. This would contradict condition (xii). From (ix) and (xiii) we obtain the inequality
(xiv) d<r+t-3.
In conclusion,

Aging((2,7),t) = {d(r +2) —t | d € Z, d satisfies conditions (xii) and (xiv)}.

(xiii)

For a singular value o, = d(r+ 2) —t, we have the decomposition Y, = |_|T/Yd)r/, in which ' runs
over all integers satisfying condition (xiii) and the condition " < r — 1. ([

Under the provisions of Proposition [(.2] and under the assumption that singular values exist, the
largest singular value relative to the polynomial rx; + 2z, +1¢ is

amax((Za T)a t) = (T +t- 3)(T + 2) -t
In the remaining part of this section we shall focus on the moduli spaces M((2,r),t) with r > 2
and t < 1. We need to impose the condition ¢ > 2 — r, otherwise, in view of Lemma [(I]i), the

moduli space would be empty. If ¢ = 2 —r, then, by Proposition[[.2] there are no singular values
of a. In view of Proposition [6.1] for all a € (0, 00), we have the isomorphisms

(8) M*((2,7),2 —7) = M*((2,7),2 — )" ~ M>®((2,7),2 — 1) ~ |0(2,7)] .

In the sequel we shall assume that » +¢ > 3, r > 2 and t < 1. Recall the sets Ydm/ from
Proposition and note that d > 0. According to Theorem [5.13] for d = 0, 1 or 2, we have the
following formulas:

(9)
e(F Yy ) — e(Fy Yo ) = ((

/

3+r—r'> (3+r—r’

rT—r T—=T
(10)
3+r—1' 5+r—1/ o s
oY) e(F i) = (P10 1) = (CTIT ) et - )

(11)
o(FYs.0) ~ o(FuYy,) = ([
Proposition 7.3. Consider integers v > 2 and t < 1 satisfying the condition v+t > 3. Then

o(MO((2,7),1)) = e(M>™((2,7), )+ D (e(FYy) — e(F,Yy)).
1<d<r+t—3

r—r r—r!

347 —1 T+r—1 ,
+r T‘> -~ < +r T)) e(M2T+4_t((2,TI), t—27"—|—2’l”l)bt).

Proof. If t = 0 or 1, then, according to Proposition[[.2] the singular values are a; with 1 < d <
r +t — 3, and the proposition follows from the additivity of the topological Euler characteristic.
If t < 0, then there is also the singular value oy = —t. Adding equation (@) over all indices 7', we
obtain the formula e(F,Y;) — e(F,,Y;) = 0. On the r.h.s. there is no contribution from ¥,. O

Assume now that d > 3. At Theorem we have an adequate formula for the Euler char-
acteristic of the right fiber, but not for the left fiber. At the next proposition we address this
shortcoming in the simplest case, namely the case in which Y, =Y, ;. The reason why the case
when r — 7/ > 2 is much more difficult is the following. From Proposition [5.4] it transpires that
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M((0,1),d) consists only of stable points, while M((0,r — ), d(r — r’)) consists only of properly
semi-stable points if » — 7/ > 2. In section we shall discuss one situation in which r —r' = 2.

Proposition 7.4. Consider integers r > 5 and t < 1 satisfying the condition r +t > 6. Let d be
an integer satisfying the conditions 3 < d < r+t—3 and r +t < 2d + 4. Recall Notation [6.3.
Putl=r+t—d—3 and k = min{d — 3,1}. Then we have the following equations:

(i) o(F,Yy) = (2d + 4) e(Hilb((2,7 — 1),1));
(ii) e(FYy) = de(Hilb((2,r — 1),1)) + Y (d—2— k)e(Hilb(k, (2,r — 1),1)).
0<k<k

Proof. The inequality r + ¢ < 2d + 4 is equivalent to the inequality r —2 < (dr —t +2)/(d + 1).
Thus, in Proposition we have only the possibility " = r — 1, forcing Y, = Y, . ;. The
inequality r +t < 2d + 4 is also equivalent to the inequality

Opax (2, = 1)t —=d)=(r+t—d—4)(r+1)—t+d<dr+2)—t=aqay
Thus, employing Propositions and [5.4] we obtain the description

Y, =M>®((2,r—1),t—d) x M((0,1),d) ~ Hilb((2,r — 1),1) x |O(0,1)].
Formula (i) follows from Theorem B.I3|(i). According to Propositions 2Z4(ii) and B3\ii), for a
point (C, Z, L) € Y, we have the equation
e(Flt(Ca Zv L)) =2+ hOHl(OC(Z), OL(d - 35 O))

Applying Proposition [6.2] we obtain the equation
d—Fk if (C,Z,L) € Hilb(k, (2,7 —1),1) for k=0,..., k,
2 otherwise.

e(Flt(Ov Z, L)) = {

Applying Lemma and using the additivity of the Euler characteristic leads us to the formula
e(F,Y,) =2e(Yy)+ D (d—2—k)e(Hilb(k, (2,7 —1),1)).
0<k<k

This proves formula (ii). O

Under the provisions of Proposition [.4l we have the formula
(12) e(F,Yy) —e(F.Y,) = —2de(Hilb((2,r — 1),1)) + Z (d—2—k)e(Hilb(k, (2,7 — 1),1)).
0<k<k
In section we shall need a description of the set of stable coherent systems corresponding to
the largest singular value of a.
Proposition 7.5. We adopt the assumptions of Proposition[7.2, We also assume that r > 3 and
r+t>3. Welet a=a,,,.((2,7),t). We claim that
M*((2,7),t)* = Hilb((2,7),r +t —2)~ {(C,Z2) | C =C" UL, degC' = (2,7 — 1), Z C L}.
dr—t+2
d+1
Yd = Yd,rfl = Ma((Za r—= 1)5 t— d)St X M((Ov 1)5 d)
=M*((2,7 —1),3 — )% x M((0,1),d) ~ |O(2,7 — 1)| x M((0,1), d).

Proof. We have oo = o with d = r 4+t —3. We have r —1, hence ' = r — 1, forcing

The last isomorphism follows from equation (§)). We can identify M*((2,7),t)%* with
M*((2,7),t) NF,Y, ~Hilb((2,7),r +t —2) N F,. Y.
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The last isomorphism follows from Proposition [6.11 It remains to identify F,Y,. Assume that
A = (H°(Oy),04(Z)) gives a closed point in F,,Y,. According to Proposition 2II(i), we have a
non-split extension

0— A —A—AN—0,
where A’ = (H*(Op/), Op/) gives a point in M>((2,7 — 1),3 — r) and A” = ({0}, 0, (d — 1,0))
gives a point in M((0,1),d). By hypothesis, HO(OC) maps isomorphically to HO(OC,), hence O
maps surjectively to On,. We obtain the exact diagram

0 0
0 0, (-2,0) Og O 0
|
0 O, (d—1,0) O0n(2) O 0
Eatyy (04, 0x) == Eat} (04,0x)
0 0

The exactness of the first row follows from Proposition [6.2(ii). The second column is the exact
sequence (7). The sheaf O, is self-dual, i.e. O, ~ 8$t?9x (O4,0%). This follows from the fact
that Exty, (O, Oy ) is a quotient of O, . We have proved that C' = C'UL and Z C L. Conversely,
we assume that C' = C'UL, where deg C' = (2,r—1), and Z C L, where length Z = r4+t—2 = d+1.
Our aim is to show that A = (H*(O),0,(Z)) gives a point in F,Y,. Let F be defined by the
push-out diagram

0 0
00— O, (-2,0) O¢ O 0
|
0—= 0, (d—1,0) F Op 0
0, 0,
0 0

Both O, (d — 1,0) and O, are pure, hence also F is pure. Since O, is self-dual, the middle
column is the exact sequence (7). From [I3| Lemma 2.2] we deduce that F ~ On(Z). We
conclude that A is an extension of A’ by A”, so it gives a point in F, Y. O

7.1. The case when r + ¢ < 9. In this subsection we examine the Euler characteristic of
MO ((2,7), c—r) for 3 < c <9 and r > ¢ — 1. We apply Proposition [7.3] and we use induction



The details of the calculations are
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e(Hilb((2,7),1)),

onc. Ifd=1or 2, then e(F,Y;) — e(F,.Y;) can be computed using formulas (I0) and (II]) and
e(MO+((25 T)a 3 - T))

substituting the values of e(M®((2,7"),¢’ — r')5") with ¢ < ¢. If d = 3, then the hypotheses

of Proposition [T4] are satisfied, so we have formula (I2)).

straightforward, so we present only the results:
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+ 40 e(Hilb((2, 7 — 2),0)) — 8 e(Hilb(0, (2, — 2),0))
+ 18 e(Hilb((2, 7 — 2),1)) — 2e(Hilb(0, (2, — 2), 1))
+ Se(Hilb((2,7 —2),2))
+ e(Hilb((2,r —2),3))
— 4de(Hilb((2,7 — 3),0)).

7.2. The case when r + ¢ = 10. In this subsection we examine the topological Euler char-
acteristic of M%*((2,7),10 — r) for » > 9. We apply Proposition 3l If d = 1 or 2, then
e(F,Y;) —e(F,Y,) can be computed using formulas (I0) and (II)) and substituting the values of
e(M((2,7"), ¢ —r")*) with ¢ < 10. If d = 4, then the hypotheses of Proposition[T.4] are satisfied,
so we have formula ([2). It remains to compute e(F}, Y3)—e(F,Y;). Wehave Yy = Y5, LIY;,
and ag = 4r — 4. We have

Ya,_g =M""4((2,r = 1), 7—r)* x M((0,1),3) ~ M*"*((2,7 — 1), 7—r)** x |0(0,1)].
We have a,,,, ((2,7 —1),7—r) = 4r — 4 = a5, hence, in view of Proposition [.5]
M =4((2,7 — 1), 7—r)** = Hilb((2,7 — 1),4) \ H,,
where
H ={(C,2)|C=C"UL', degC" = (2,7 —2), deg L' = (0,1), lengthZ =4, Z C L'}
~ |O(2,7 — 2)| x Hilb((0,1),4) ~ |O(2,r — 2)| x P! x P*.
Recall from Notation [6.3]the variety Hilb(0, (2,7 —1),4). Its set of closed points is identified with
{(C,Z,L) | C=C"UL, degC" = (2,7 —2), deg L = (0,1), lengthZ =4, Z c C"}.
Using Bézout’s theorem, we can easily show that
Hilb(0, (2,7 — 1),4) N (H, x |0(0,1)|) = H,,
where
Hy,={(C,Z,L)|C=CyULUL', degCy = (2,7 —3), degL =degL' = (0,1), Z C L'}
~ 02,7 — 3)| x Hilb((0,1),4) x [0(0,1)] ~ |O(2,r — 3)| x P! x P* x |0(0,1)| .
According to Theorem BT3(i),
e (FyYs,_1) =10e(M*"4((2,r = 1), 7—r)™).
Arguing as in the proof of Proposition [[4(ii), we obtain the equation
o(Fy Y1) = 2e(Vs ) + e(HiIb(0, 2, — 1),4)) — e(H))
=4e(M" (2,7 — 1), 7—1)*") + e(Hilb(0, (2,7 — 1),4)) — e(H,).
Thus,
e(F Y, 1) —e(F Y5, )
= —6e(M* (2,7 — 1), 7—7)*) + e(Hilb(0, (2,7 — 1),4)) — e(H,)
= —6e(Hilb((2,7 — 1),4)) 4+ 60 e(Hilb((2,r — 2),0)) + e(Hilb(0, (2,7 — 1),4)) — 60(r — 2).
We have
Y, o =M"74((2,r = 2), 4 — )™ x M((0,2),6).
In view equation (8]), we have the isomorphisms

M4 (2,7 = 2), 4 — 1) =~ M>®((2,7 — 2), 4 — 1) ~ |O(2,1 — 2)|.
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Consider A’ = (H°(O,),0p) € M®((2,r — 2), 4 — ). Consider distinct lines L; and Ly, C X of
degree (0,1). According to Theorem [5.7](ii) and Proposition [5.8(ii), we have the equation
e(Flt(<Al>= <OL1 (27 O) S OLQ (27 O)>)) = Elt(Alv le 27 {1}) Elt(Alv L27 27 {1})
4 ifL, ¢ Cand L, ¢ C,
= (hom(Op, 0y, ) + 2)(hom(Op,0;,) +2) =<6 if Ly cCor L, C,but Ly UL, € C,
9 ifL,UL,CC.
Consider a line L C X of degree (0,1). According to loc.cit., we have the equation
e(Flt(<Al>= <2OL(27 0)))) = Ey (Alv L,2, {17 1}) + Elt(Alv L,2, {2})
3 ifL¢C,
> + (hom(Op, Oyp) —hom(Op,0p) +2) =15 if LC Cbut 2L € C,
6 if2LcCC.

Recall the isomorphism 9: |O(0,2)| — M((0,2),6) from Proposition 54l For 1 < ¢ < 6, consider
the locally closed subvarieties S; C Y3 ,._, defined as follows:

Sy =1dx9{(C, Ly + L,) | Ly £ C, Ly £ C},

Sy =id x0{(C,Ly + Ly) | Ly C Cor Ly C C, L, UL, ¢ C},
Sy =id x0{(C, Ly + Ly) | L, ULy C C},
(
(

N 2

S, =id x9{(C,2L) | L ¢ C},
Sy =1id x¥{(C,2L) | L ¢ C, 2L ¢ C},
S, = id x9{(C,2L) | 2L C C}.

They have Euler characteristic 0, 6, 3r — 9, 6, 6, respectively, 6r — 18. Applying Lemma and
the additivity of the Euler characteristic, we obtain the equation

e(F Y3, o) =4e(S;) +6e(Sy) +9e(53) +3e(Sy) +5e(S5) + 6e(Ss) = 63r — 105.
According to Theorem [5.T3[i), we have the equation

11
e(F Y5, ) = < ) ) e(|O(2,r — 2)|) = 165r — 165.

Combining the last two equations yields the formula
e(F1 Yy, ) —e(F Yy, p) = —102r + 60.
Applying Proposition [[3] we obtain the equation
e(M°*((2,7), 10 — r)) = e(Hilb((2,7), 8))

— 1de(Hilb((2,7 — 1),0)) + 5e(Hilb(0, (2,7 — 1),0))
— 12e(Hilb((2,r — 1),1)) + 4e(Hilb(0, (2,7 — 1),1))
— 10e(Hilb((2,r — 1),2)) + 3e(Hilb(1, (2,7 — 1),1))
— 8e(Hilb((2,7 —1),3)) + 3e(Hilb(0, (2,7 —1),2))
— Ge(Hilb((2,r — 1),4)) + 2e(Hilb(L, (2,7 — 1),2))
—  de(Hilb((2,r —1),5)) +  e(Hilb(2, (2,7 — 1),2))
— 2e(Hilb((2,7 —1),6)) + 2e(Hilb(0, (2,7 —1),3))

+  e(Hilb(1,(2,r —1),3))
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7.3. The final calculation. According to [I4] Theorem 6.4], we have the following formulas:

+ 112 ¢(Hilb
+ 40e(Hilb
+ 18e¢(Hilb
+ 8e(Hilb
+  e(Hilb
— 18e(Hilb
4 e(Hilb
— 162r + 180.

A~ N N N~/

e(Hilb((2,7),1)) = 12r+ 8
e(Hilb((2,7),2)) = 42r+ 14
e(Hilb((2,7),3)) = 1207

According to [I4, Table 4], we have the following formulas:

e(Hilb((2,r),4)) = 3150 — 95
e(Hilb((2,7),5)) = 756r — 444
e(Hilb((2,7),6)) = 1722r — 1476
e(Hilb((2,7),7)) = 3720r — 4148
e(Hilb((2,7),8)) = 7740r — 10542
According to Remark and Propositions [6.5], and [6.7, we have the following formulas:
e(Hilb(0, (2,7),1)) = 2e(Hilb((2,r — 1),1))
e(Hilb(1,(2,r),1)) = 4 for r > 1,
e(Hilb(2,(2,7),2)) = 4 for r > 1,
e(Hilb(1,(2,7),2)) = 20 for r > 2,
e(Hilb(1,(2,7),3)) = 76 for r > 3.

e(Hilb(0, (2,7 — 1),4))
4e(Hilb(0, (2,7 — 2),0))
8e(Hilb(0, (2,7 — 2),1))
2e(Hilb(1, (2,7 — 2),1))
2 e(Hilb(0, (2,7 — 2),2))

for r > 0,
for r > 1,
for r > 2.

for r > 3,
for r > 4,
for r > 5,
for r > 6,
for r > 7.

forr > 1,
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Substituting the above formulas into the equations found in sections [7.1] and [[.2] we obtain the

following expressions:

(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(

e(M°((2,7),3—7) = 12r+ 8
eMT((2,r),4—7) = 36r+ 14
e(M°((2,7),5—7) = 84r+ 8
e(MO*((2,7), 6 —7)) = 174r — 32
e(MOF((2,r), T— 7)) = 324r — 152
e(MOF((2,7), 8 = 7)) = 564r — 422
(MO ((2,7), 9 — 7)) = 924r — 952
e(MF((2,7), 10 — ) = 1449r — 1897

for r > 2,
for r > 3,
for r > 4,
for r > 5,
for r > 6,
forr > 7,
for r > 8,
for r > 9.
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By the argument of [2] Proposition 4.2.9], one can show that, for all  and s, we have the equation
e(M((s,7),1)) = e(M*"((s,7),1)) = e(M**((s,7), =1)).

This is a direct consequence of the duality isomorphism M((s,r),1) ~ M((s,r),—1) from [ITI]
Theorem 5] and of the isomorphism (). At equations [8) and (I3)—-(20), we have calculated the
r.h.s. for s =2 and 2 < r < 9. We obtain the following expressions:

(21) e(M((2,2),1)) = 32,
(22) e(M((2,3),1)) = 110,
(23) e(M((2,4),1)) = 288,
(24) e(M((2,5),1)) = 644,
(25) e(M((2,6),1)) = 1280,
(26) e(M((2,7),1)) = 2340,
(27) e(M((2,8),1)) = 4000,
(28) e(M((2,9),1)) = 6490.

Equation (ZI)) is also a direct consequence of [1, Proposition 12]. Equations (22)) and (23) have
also been obtained at [I1, Theorem 3], respectively, at [13, Theorem 1.2].
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