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Abstract

For n > 1 we show that the length 1 nested Hilbert scheme of the total space X, of the line
bundle Op:(—n), parameterizing pairs of nested 0-cycles in X,,, is a quiver variety associated with
a suitable quiver with relations. This generalizes previous work about nested Hilbert schemes on
C? in one direction, and about the Hilbert schemes of points of X,, in another direction.
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1 Introduction

Quivers are magic. Starting from an often very simple directed graph one first constructs an asso-
ciative algebra, then constructs a moduli space of its representations (called a quiver variety), and
eventually discovers that this is also the moduli space of nontrivial geometric structures. For instance,
if we consider instantons, i.e. anti-self-dual connections on the 4-sphere, including degenerate config-
urations, we have a singular moduli space, whose resolution of singularities on the one hand, is the
moduli space of framed torsion-free sheaves on the complex projective plane; and on the other hand,
thanks to Nakajima’s work [19], can be regarded as the moduli space of representations of the path
algebra of a quiver with relations — the ADHM quiver. Since a rank one torsion-free sheaf on P2,
framed on a line, may be identified with the ideal sheaf of a O-cycle on C2, also the Hilbert scheme of

poir?ts of C? is a quiver variety. Other examples of this correspondence are
e moduli spaces of instantons on ALE spaces [17];
e (equivariant) Hilbert schemes of points of ALE spaces ([18] and references therein);

e the crepant resolutions of singularities C3 /G, where G is a finite subgroup of SL3(C), are moduli

spaces of structures called G-constellations (a generalization of the G-Hilbert schemes), and are

moduli spaces of representations of the McKay quivers [9, 10]. Related constructions and results
can also be found in [3, 7] and other papers.
Another construction is described in [13, 24]. One considers framed flags on P?, i.e., pairs (E, F),

where E and F are torsion-free sheaves of the same rank on P2, such that £ C F, F is framed on a
line, and the quotient F//E has dimension zero and is supported away from the line. The moduli space
of these pairs turns out to be a quiver variety associated with an enhanced ADHM quiver. When
rtk E = rk F = 1 the moduli space is the nested Hilbert scheme of C2, and parameterizes pairs of
nested 0-cycles. (Nested Hilbert schemes were probably first considered by Keel [11] and were studied
in some detail by Cheah in [6].)

By removing a suitable rational curve £, from the n-th Hirzebruch surface ¥,,, with n > 1, one
obtains the total space of the line bundle Opi(—n), that we denote X,,. Rank 1 torsion-free sheaves
on Y, framed on ¢, suitably twisted, are ideal sheaves of 0-cycles in X,. Building on the monadic
description of the moduli spaces of framed sheaves on ¥, that was performed in [3], in [I, 2] it was
shown that the Hilbert schemes of points Hilb’(X,,) are quiver varieties associated with a suitable
quiver Q", which we call the n-th Hirzerbruch quiver. The aim of the present paper is to obtain a
similar description in the case of the nested Hilbert schemes of points Hﬂbcl’c(Xn).

Since we are going to use a categorical language (so the main problem is to establish an isomorphism
between the functor of families of representations of a certain quiver, and the functor of families of
nested 0-cycles on X,,), we start by rephrasing the results of both [13] and [3] in full categorical
language, in Sections 3 and 4, respectively. This is preceded by Section 2 where a few generalities
about spaces of representations of a quiver and about framed flags of sheaves are recalled. In Section
5 the main result is proved. The trick for doing that is the same as in the case of the projective
plane, i.e., to regard the spaces of representations of an “enhanced” quiver as a space of morphisms
between two copies of the quiver Q", although the present case is more complicated and technically

more involved.
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2 Generalities

We start this section by reminding some generalities about families of quiver representations, basically
following [16]. Then we introduce the functor of families of framed flags on a projective surface. By
scheme we shall always mean a connected scheme of finite type over C. All locally free sheaves will
have finite rank.

2.1 Quiver representations

Let Q be a quiver; Qg will denote the set of vertexes, and Q1 the set of arrows. A stability parameter
© for Q may be regarded as an element in R#Q0, The maps s,t: Qi — Qg are the source (tail) and
target (head) maps, respectively.

Definition 1. 1. A family of representations of Q parameterized by a scheme T is, for every v € Qq,
a locally free sheaf Wy, on T, and for any arrow a € Q1, a sheaf morphism ¢a: Wy(q) — Wy(a). Note
that for every closed point t € T by taking the fiber at t one gets a representation of Q in the usual

SeENse.

2. A morphism between two families of representations (T, Wy, ¢q) and (S,Uy,1,) is a scheme
morphism f: T — S and a collection of sheaf morphisms {F,: W, — f*U,, v € Qo} such that for
every arrow a € Q1 the diagram

W Fo@) .,
s(a)Hf s(a)

%i lf*iﬁa
Fyay L,
Wi(a) N f Uy(a)

commutes. A morphism is an isomorphism when f and all morphisms F, are isomorphisms.

3. A family of representations is ©-stable if for every closed points t €T the representation corre-
sponding to t is ©-stable.

Note that if (S,Uy,,1,) is a family of representations parameterized by S, and f: T — S is a
scheme morphism, then (7, f*U,, f*1,) is a family of representations parameterized by T'.

Definition 2 (The representation moduli functor). The functor of families of representations of Q is

the functor
MRQ: Sch’® — Set

isomorphism classes of families of
T — representations of QQ parameterized
by T
where Sch is the category of connected schemes of finite type over C. The action of this functor on
morphisms is by pullbacks: if f € Hom(T,S), then

Ws(a) ¢—a> Wt(a) 1s sent to f*Ws(a) % f*Wt(a).



The dimension vector v of a representation is the string of nonnegative integers (dy,...,dxq,)
where d; = rkW;. After fixing a dimension vector v and a stability parameter ©, one can also
introduce the subfunctor %85 of ©-stable v-dimensional representations. If v is primitive, this functor

is representable by a fine moduli space ./\/lf,?@ [16, Prop. 5.3].

Framed representations. Actually we shall be concerned with framed representations of quivers,
in particular, representations that are framed at one vertex. One chooses a vertex in the given quiver,
and fixes the vector space W associated with that vertex. Note that that fixes one component of the
dimension vector. Moreover, one only considers morphisms of representations such that the morphism
corresponding to that vertex is either zero or the identity. For families, we fix the vector bundle
corresponding to the framing vertex to be W ® Or, where W is a fixed vector space. The functor of
families of framed representations will be denoted by SRQY.

2.2 Framed flags

We introduce now the notion of framed flag of sheaves (of length 1). Let X be an irreducible projective
smooth surface, and D a divisor in it (for the moment we only establish some notation, and at this
level of generality we do not need to make any additional assumptions on X and D). A framed flag
of length 1 and type (r,7,¢,£) on (X, D) is a triple (E, F, ¢), where

e F and F are torsion-free sheaves on X, with £ C F, r =rk F =rk F};

the support of F//E is 0-dimensional and is disjoint from D;
® ¢ is an isomorphism of Fjp with ogr.
c1(F) =7 € NS(X); c=c2(F), £ = ca(E) — c2(F) = h°(X, F/E).

As a consequence, ¢ also provides an isomorphism Ejp ~ O%T. Note that necessarily ¢1(E) = v and
v-D=0.
We define the functor Sffé s Sch — Set of families of length 1 framed flags on (X, D) as

gf%i,é(T) = {isomorphism classes of triples (E, F, ¢)} (2.1)

where

FE, I are rank r torsion-free sheaves on X x T, flat on T, with £ C F};

e for all closed points t € T, the support of (F/E); is O-dimensional and is disjoint from D;
e ¢ is an isomorphism ¢: Fipyp — O 7

for all closed t € T', ca(F}) = ¢, co(Er) — co(Fy) =4, c1(Fy) = ;

e morphisms of families of framed flags are defined in the obvious way;

the functor acts on scheme morphisms by pullback.

This functor was defined in [13] for X = P? and D a line, that we denote as usual £, (note that neces-
sarily v = 0 in that case). Again in [13], it was proved that in that case this functor is representable.
This may be generalized as follow.

Theorem 3. Let X be a smooth, irreducible projective surface, and let D be a smooth, irreducible,

big and nef divisor in X. Then for every choice of (r,7,c,t), the functor Sffie 1s representable.



Proof. According to Corollary 3.3 of [5] there exists a fine moduli space of torsion-free sheaves F' on
X, with invariants tk ' = r, ¢1(F') = 7, c2(F) = ¢, framed on D to the trivial sheaf. Then the proof
of Proposition 1 in [13] applies verbatim. O

Remark 4. This theorem can be further generalized by replacing the trivial sheaf on D with any

semistable vector bundle of rank 7. A
X,D

r7,y7c7e‘
smoothness, and, more generally, irreducibility and reducedness of this scheme when r > 1 (see [24]

We denote by F XD the scheme representing the functor § Not much is known about the

7,Y,¢,¢

in this connection). When 7 = 1 one can assume v = 0, and then ]-“IX éDc ¢ 1s the nested Hilbert scheme
Hilbc’C+Z(X0), parameterizing pairs of nested O-cycles of length ¢ and ¢ + £ in the quasi-projective
smooth surface Xo = X \ D. One knows from [0] that Hilb““*t¢(X;) is smooth if and only if £ = 1.

3 The case of the projective plane

The enhanced ADHM quiver Q is the quiver

al

O, O

o« — e ® 0 (3.1)
O O
bl a
with the relations
ab—ba+ij=0; ap—o¢a =0; bp—ob=0; jo=0; dab—bd=0. (3.2)

Jardim and von Flach in [13] proved that in the case (X, D) = (P2, (), for v = ({,c+£,7), and with

a suitable choice of the stability parameter ©, the functor of families of stable framed representations
) 2
9%883 and the functor of families of framed flags §, ., = SEJO’EC‘)}

proof, providing some more details, especially about the categorical formalization of the problem. This

are isomorphic. We review here their

will be useful, as a comparison but also to provide some needed results, for what we shall do in the
next sections about framed flags on Hirzebruch surfaces.

The first step will be to represent §,., as a functor of families of representations of Q. The
components of the dimension vector of this quiver list the dimensions of the vector spaces attached to
the vertexes from left to right.

The crux of the above mentioned result is the following theorem.
Theorem 5. [13, 21] Let v = ({,c+ £,7), and let © = (0,0',0,) € R3 with
0 >0, 0+60 <0 and €0+ (c+£)0 + 10 =0.

Let 9%988 be the functor of families of framed representations of the enhanced ADHM quiver Q de-

1

picted in equation (3.1) with the relations (3.2), framed at the vertex oo.” There exists a natural

transformation n: 9{383 — Sr.c,e which is an isomorphism of functors.

!Note that the vector space W corresponding to the framing vertex has dimension r.



We shall also need to consider the standard ADHM quiver, which we shall denote by Q:

b :
Q/]\\
~_
Ca)i

with the relation
ab—ba+1ij=0. (3.3)

We develop now some theory which will be needed to prove Theorem 5. We introduce the following

categories:

e the category Aq of families of representations of the ADHM quiver Q with the relations (3.3).
An object in Aq is a collection (T,V, W, A, B,1,J), where T is a scheme, V and W are vector
bundles on T', and

A,B € End(V), I€HomW,V), J &€ Hom(V,W)

satisfying the condition
AB—-BA+1J=0. (3.4)

Let .A‘a be the full subcategory of families of representations that are stable with respect to the
standard stability condition [19].

e The category Komp: of families of complexes of coherent sheaves on P2. Objects are given by
a scheme T and a complex of coherent sheaves on T' x P?; the morphisms are the obvious ones.
Komg?' is the full subcategory of families of complexes whose cohomology sheaves are flat over

T.

Aq and Komgp: are categories over the category Sch of schemes.?

Their fiber categories over T =
Spec C are the category of representations of the ADHM quiver Q (and then V, W are just vector
spaces) and the category of complexes of coherent sheaves over P2, respectively. If T is a scheme,
we denote by Aq(T') the fiber of Aq over T, i.e., the category of families of representations of Q

parameterized by T, with a similar meaning for Komgp: (7).

Remark 6. By Nakajima’s work we know that, fixing the dimension vector v = (¢, r), the corresponding
functor of families of stable representations of the quiver Q is represented by a scheme which is
isomorphic to the moduli space M(r, ¢) of torsion-free sheaves on P2, of rank r and second Chern class
¢, with a framing to the trivial sheaf on a fixed line. A

We introduce a functor
ﬁQi .AQ — Komp2

of categories over Sch; this is a relative version of the “absolute” standard functor which associates
a complex with a representation of the ADHM quiver. The functor Rq associates with a family of
representations of Q parameterized by a scheme T the corresponding family of 3-term complexes
on P? x T. Note that as we are not requiring the representations to be stable the 3-term complex

2 Actually, since they admit pullbacks, both categories are fibered categories over Sch. See [23], Definition 3.5, or [22],
Section 4.33.



may have nontrivial cohomology in every degree, in particular, it may not be a monad. If X =
(T,V,W,A,B,I,J) is an object in Aq, then Rq(X) is the following complex supported in degree —1,
0 and 1, whose terms are sheaves on 7' x P?:

0= VROp(~1) 25 (VB V& W) K Op —5 VR Opa(1) — 0
where the morphisms «, § are given by

ZA+$1V
a=|zB+yly |, 8= (—zB —yly, zA+zly, zI)
zJ

with (x,%, z) homogeneous coordinates in P2. Note that 3o a = 0 due to the relation (3.4).

A morphism & = (f, &1, &) of families of representations
X = (S, VW, A, B,1,J) s X =(T,V,W,A,B,I,.J)
is a morphism f: S — T and a pair of morphisms & : V — f*V, &: W — f*W satisfying
gloA=f"Acg, &oB=f'Bo&, &olJ=f'Jo&, &ol=fTo&.

The morphism Rq(§): Rq(X) — RQ(/'\N? ) between the corresponding monads is given by the diagram

00— VKX Op2(—1) —= VevVeW)X Op VX Op2(1) ——0 (3.5)

& XIdi (E1€B£1G§£2)><Idl iﬁl xId
0—— FVROp(-1) Lo F VeV o W) B O L2 YR Op(1) —0

Proposition 7. For every scheme T, the functor Rq(T): Aq(T) — Komp:(T) is exact and faithful.
Proof. The proof of Proposition 2.3.5 in [1] applies verbatim. O

The next result requires that the representations we consider are framed and stable. So we define
.Ags as the subcategory of Aq whose objects are families of framed representations of Q, stable with
respect to the standard stability condition. Note that this is not a full subcategory as the morphisms
at the framing vertex are restricted.

Proposition 8. g maps the subcategory Ags to the subcategory Komgs'.
Proof. The stability of the family of representations on which we act by Rq implies that the morphism
« is injective and § is surjective. Then we may reduce to prove the following fact: if

08 ey 50
is a complex of families of locally free coherent sheaves on T' x P2, with « injective and /3 surjective,
then the cohomology sheaf H = ker f/im « is flat over T'. To prove this we first consider the exact
sequence

0—=kerB—&—E" —0,

where £ and £ are flat over T, so that ker 3 is flat as well. Then one applies Lemma 2.1.4 in [12] to
the exact sequence
0 —ima—ker —H — 0.



Remark 9. The image RQ(ASS) is the subcategory of Komf3' whose objects are families of monads

for the ADHM quiver (in particular their cohomology is flat over T). A
Sgs — Free- The trick for doing that is
to regard a representation of the enhanced ADHM quiver as a morphism of representations of the
standard ADHM quiver. Let (T,V,V,W, A", B’ A, B,I,J,®) be a family of representations of the

enhanced ADHM quiver, framed at the vertex 0. So T is a scheme, and V' and V are vector bundles

Now we construct the natural transformation n: R

on T of rank ¢ and ¢+ ¢, respectively. W is the trivial bundle W ® Or for some fixed vector space W

of dimension r. Moreover,
A" B € End(V'), A,B€End(V), I<cHomW,V), JeHom(V,W), & ecHom(V,V).

Assume that this representation is stable as in Theorem 5. This implies that & is injective, and then
® defines a morphism of families of representations of the standard ADHM quiver described by the

AC\VQB/ . A;VOB

1 J

following diagram

Let V" = V/®(V'); note that V" is locally free (of rank £) as ® is injective on every fiber of V'. The
morphisms A, B, A’, B', I, J induce morphisms

A".B" € End(V"), I" € Hom(W,V"), J" € Hom(V', W)

which define a quotient family of representations of the ADHM quiver. This is represented by the

A/ B/ A B A// B//
QY Qv VD

I J |

diagram

i.e., we have an exact sequence of families of representations of the standard ADHM quiver
0= =X —=X"—>0.

Here X and X" are families of stable representations (for the stability of X" see [13, p. 148]). Applying
the exact functor Rq we obtain an exact sequence of complexes of coherent sheaves on T x P?

0= Ex = Ex = Exn =0

whose nonzero terms are in degree —1, 0 and 1. This exact sequence of complexes makes up the

following commutative diagram with exact rows, whose columns are the complexes corresponding to



X', X, XV, respectively:

0 0 0

00— V'K Op2(—1) VK Op2(—1) V'R Opz2(—1) ——— 0
0—=VaV)KOp—= VAEVOEW)XOpz —= V' & V' & W)X Op2 —0
B/ 6 BII

0 V' X Op2 (1) VK Op2(1) V'R Op2(1)

0 0 0
Since X and X" are stable, the associated long exact cohomology sequence reduces to
0 — HYEx) = H(Ex) = H(Exn) = HY(Ex) =0

(note that H~'(Exn) = 0 as o is fiberwise injective, hence injective). We show that HO(Ey/) =
ker #'/ima’ = 0. First we note that, thinking of /o, as the line z = 0 is P2, we may write o/, 3’
restricted to T X {4, as

xlpl
aTTxéoo = <y1V’> s B|/T><éoo = (—ylV/7 :L“lw) .

As a simple computation shows,? one has im o/ = ker 8’ on T x £, so that H°(Ex/) is zero on T x £,
hence it has rank 0. Then it must be zero as it injects into #"(Ex) which is torsion-free.

Moreover one has:

e F'=H(Exn) is a torsion-free sheaf on 7' x P2 with a framing ¢ to the trivial sheaf on T x £,
where /4, is a line in P2. Moveover, for every closed point ¢t € T, the second Chern class of
Fisyxp2 is n.

e F and E = H%(Ex) are flat over T' by Proposition 8 as X and X" are stable.

e H!'(Ey) is a rank 0 coherent sheaf on T x P2, supported away from T x £,. For every closed
point ¢t € T, the restriction of the schematic support of H!(Ex/) to the fiber over t is a length £
O-cycle in P2.

e H!(Ey) is flat over T as it is a quotient of flat sheaves. (One can also prove this directly as in
Proposition 8.)

Thus the triple (E, F, ¢) is a flat family of framed flags on P? parameterized by the scheme T'. This
defines the natural transformation n. One can indeed show that for any scheme morphism f: T — S
the diagram

50 RSP 0.0
RIG(5) —2—= RIS (T)
nsi iw
8:7',0, (f)

ST,C,Z(S) ‘ ST,C,E (T)

3This computation will be made in the proof of Lemma 22 in the case of Hirzebruch surfaces.



comimutes.

To show that 7 is actually an isomorphism one constructs a natural transformation going the
opposite direction which is both a right and a left inverse to n. This is accomplished by tracing back
the steps that led to the definition of 7. Thus, given a family of framed flags on P? with the required
numerical invariants, one defines families of representations X, X" of the standard ADHM quiver,
with a surjection ¥: X — X”. Then one defines X’ as the kernel of ¥; the families X’ and X now
combine to yield a family of representations of the enhanced ADHM quiver Q. This concludes the
proof of Theorem 5.

As we recalled in Section 2, the functor §, . is representable, so that there is a fine moduli scheme

Fr.cp for framed flags on P? with numerical invariants r, n, £. So we have:

Corollary 10. The moduli scheme M?gs representing the functor 9%885 18 1somorphic to the moduli
scheme Fycq.

4 Framed sheaves on Hirzebruch surfaces

The n-th Hirzbruch surface will be denoted X,,. We shall denote by h and ¢ the cohomology classes
of the sections of the fibration ¥,, — P! that square to n and —n, respectively, and by § the class of
the fiber. We shall use (b, ) as a basis for Pic(X,) over Z. We denote by /o the image of a section
having class b and call it “line at infinity.” Note that %, \ s is isomorphic to the total space X,, of
the line bundle Opi(—n). For n > 1, we shall consider torsion-free sheaves on ¥, that are framed on
loo to the trivial sheaf. Due to the framing, the first Chern class of such a sheaf £ has necessarily the
form ¢1(€) = ae with a € Z.

As we already recalled in Section 2, by the results in [5] there exists a fine moduli scheme M™(r, a, ¢)
parameterizing isomorphism classes of framed sheaves £ on 3, with

tk& =, c1(€) = ae, (&) =c

This moduli space was explicitly constructed in [3] using monadic techniques; there it was shown that
the moduli scheme is nonempty if and only if the inequality ¢ + %na(a — 1) > 0 holds, and when
nonempty, it is a (smooth, quasi-projective, irreducible) variety. Moreover in [3] a universal framed
sheaf was constructed as the cohomology of a universal monad.

When r = 1, by twisting by a line bundle we can always set a = 0. The moduli scheme M"(1,0,c)
is isomorphic to Hilb°(X,,), the Hilbert scheme parametrizing length ¢ 0-cycles on X,,. Exploiting the
monadic description of M™(1,0, c¢) = Hilb’(X,,), it was shown in [1, 2] that Hilb°(X,,) is isomorphic to
a moduli space of representations of a suitable quiver with relations. Let us recall some details of this
correspondence. We start by drawing the relevant quivers; we shall denote them Q", where n refers
to £,. The case n = 1 must be treated separately.* The quiver Q" will be called the n-th Hirzebruch
quiver.

*A. King in his thesis [15] constructed the moduli space of framed vector bundles on % as a Kéhler quotient of a set
of linear data satisfying a nondegeneracy (stability) condition. His thesis does not contain quivers but his linear data
and relations correspond to the quiver Q' of the present paper.

10



Denote by P,, the path algebra of the quiver Q", and let J,, be the ideal in P,, generated by the
relations
airbias = asbiaq when n = 1;
a1by = asbgy1, bgar — bgr1a2 =1iqj, ¢=1,....,n—1 when n > 1. (4.1)

Let B, = P,/ Jy, fix the dimension vector v = (¢, ¢, 1) (vertexes ordered as (0,1, 00)), and consider in

the space of stability parameters the open cone

-1
Fc:{@:(90,91)6R2|90>0,—90<91<—Cc 00} K (4.2)

The cone T'. is in fact a chamber (see Remark 3.3 in [2]), so that it makes sense to consider the space of
framed representations of the algebra B,, with dimension vector v, stable with respect to any stability
parameter O inside I'.. We denote this space by Rep(B,, V)?CS. The main theorem in [1] and Theorem
3.8 in [2] yield

Theorem 11. For every n > 1 and ¢ > 1 the Hilbert scheme Hilb’(X,,) is isomorphic to the GIT
quotient

Rep(By, v)1.* /| GL(C) x GL(C).

We shall see later on that this scheme represents the functor of families of framed stable represen-
tations of the quiver Q". To that end we introduce:

e the category A,, of families of representations of the quiver Q"™ with the relations (4.1). For
n > 2, an object of A4, is a collection

(T, Vo, V1, W, A1, A2, B1,...,Bp, I1,..., In_1,J)
where

— T is a scheme;

— W, Vy, V1 are vector bundles on T

— Al,AQ € HOHl(Vo, Vl), Bi,...,B, € HOIH(V1, Vo), Ii,....In_1 € HOHI(W, Vo),
J € Hom(Vy, W) satisfying the conditions

A1By = A3Byy1, BgAr—Byg1Ax=1,J, q=1,...,n—1.

For n = 1 the objects are collections (T, Vo, V1, W, A1, Ag, By, J) with AyB1As = AsB1A;.

5o and 6; are the components corresponding to the vertexes 0 and 1, the third is fixed by the normalization > vil =

11



For a fixed v = (cp, c1,7), Ap(v) is the full subcategory of A, of families of representations of
Q" with dimension vector v, i.e., rkVy = ¢g, rtkV; = ¢1, and tk W = 7.

For a fixed stability parameter ©, A,(v)g is the full subcategory of A, (v) whose objects are
framed representations that are stable with respect to ©.

The category Kom,, of families of complexes of cohererent sheaves on the variety %,,.

flat
n

Its full subcategory Kom,* whose objects are families of complexes of cohererent sheaves on

¥, whose cohomology sheaves are flat on the base scheme.

Morphisms in these categories are defined as in the previous Section in the case of P2.

The next step would be to define a functor A,, — Kom,,. However we are unable to do that in
full generality, and we need to restrict to representations satisfying a kind of nondegeneracy condition,
corresponding to the regularity of the pencil v1A; + v9As, where v = [v1,15] € P! (see condition
(P2) in [1], p. 2137). We consider a full subcategory A, , characterized by the condition that the
homomorphism

Ay =19 A1 + 114
is an isomorphism. Of course this fixes the second and third components of the dimension vector to
be equal.
We want to define a functor
St Anp — Kom,,
of categories over Sch.

We recall that we may represent the n-th Hirzebruch surface ¥, as

o = {([y1, v2), [v1, 72, 23]) € Pt x P? | 219} = 2035},

and for every v = [v1, 5] € P! we introduce the additional pair of coordinates
1,0, y2.0] = 191 + vaye, —vayr + 11y .

h
The set {yguyi;q} » is a basis for H (Ox,, (0, h)) = H° (7*Op1 (h)) for all h > 1, where 7: %,, — P!

is the canonical projection. Furthermore the (unique up to homotheties) global section s, of Ox;, ()
induces an injection Oy, (0,n) — Ox, (1,0), so that the set

_ n
{8,100s ) Ufsw)

is a basis for H° (Oy, (1,0)), where s is a section whose vanishing locus is £o..

We define the functor £, on objects. If X = (T, Vo, Vi, W, A1, A2, B1,..., By, Ih,...,I,—1,J) is
an object in Ay, then &, ,(X) is the complex’

05 ViROs, (0,-1) 25 VKOs (1,-1) @ (Ve WHEOs, 25 ViROs, (1,0) =0 (4.3)
with the morphisms «,,, 8, given by
id®@(y3,8.) + A, By @ S0

A = id@y1p + Cp(A) @ yow |
—I; & You

5The dual vector spaces and morphisms appear in the next formulas as the linear data chosen in [1] locally reduce
to the transposes of Nakajima’s linear data. This also has other consequences: our stability corresponds to Nakajima’s
co-stability, and, contrary to the case of P? in the first part of this paper, the functor &, , is contravariant.
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Bv = (id QY1 + Cp(Ap)'® You, — (id®(y37,/se) + A, B ® 500) , JT® 500) )

where we have set

n n—1
_ n—1\ n—q g—1 _ (2 2 n—2\ n—q—1 g—1
By, = § :(q—l) vy vy By, Oy =11A1 — 10l I, = (1] +13) E (q_l) vy vy 1
g=1 q=1

(for n =1 we understand that B, =1 and [, = 0).

The action of £, on morphisms is defined as in the case of P2, see (3.5). We omit the cumbersome

but trivial details.

We see now some properties of the functor 8, ,. Let H*® denote the cohomology sheaves of a

complex on T x >,.

Definition 12. Let X € A, ., be a family of framed representations. If the dimension vector of X is
(1,¢,¢) for some ¢, and X is stable with respect to any stability parameter in the chamber I, then we
say that X is I'c-stable. The same wording will be used for the absolute case.

Proposition 13. If X € A, is a family of framed representations, then H™ (8, (X)) = 0, and
HO (R (X)) is torsion-free. If X is T'c-stable, then H' (K, (X)) = 0.

Proof. This follows from the case T'= Spec C, which was proved in Section A.1 of [1]. O

Let .Anyl,(c)% be the subcategory of A, , whose objects are families of I'.-stable framed represen-

tations.

flat

Proposition 14. 1. R, maps An,,,(c)% into Kom)*.
2. If X € App(c)V* N Appi(c)¥® then the complezes Ry, (X) and Ry, (X) are quasi-isomorphic.

Let X — X" be a surjective morphism in Aff,,, for a scheme T, where X is I'.-stable and X" has

dimension vector (0,c — ;¢ — ). Let X' be the corresponding kernel. Then:

8. X' € Apo()V® is T-stable.

4. The sequence of morphisms of complexes of coherent sheaves on T X ¥,
0= Rnp(X") = Rnp(X) = Ko (X)) =0 (4.4)

15 exact.

Proof. 1. This goes exactly as in Proposition 8.
2. This is essentially proved in [1], albeit in a different language.
3. It follows from a direct computation.

4. The sequence (4.4) can be written as a diagram with three rows and three columns; the second
and third column are complexes as in (4.3), and the first column too, but with W = 0. The exactness
of the rows is equivalent to the exactness of the sequence 0 — X' — X — X" — 0. O

We conclude this section by stating and briefly discussing the correspondence between the functor
of families of representations of the quivers Q, and the Hilbert scheme functor for the varieties X,,;

that is, we categorize Theorem 11.
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Figure 1: The enhanced Hirzebruch quiver for n = 1 (left) and n > 2 (right).

Theorem 15. Let 9%22)5 be the functor of families of T'.-stable framed representations of the quiver
with relations Q™. Let Hilbs ~be the functor of families of length ¢ 0-cycles on the variety X,. There
is a natural transformation n, : %Z%S — HilbS, which is an isomorphism of functors.

Proof. The natural transformation 7, is defined by means of the functors K, ,,, also in view of part 1
of Proposition 14: if X is a family of I'.-stable representations of Q" it is in A, ,(c)¥* for some v;
then H%(R,,. (X)) is a family of length ¢ O-cycles on X,,. That 7, is an isomorphism of functors is
just the categorical way of stating Theorem 11, and ultimately is the main content of [1]. O

The version of Remark 6 in the present context is that the Hilbert scheme Hilb®(X,,) represents
the functor 9{?%‘3.

5 Nested Hilbert schemes of X, as quiver varieties

We come now to the main result of this paper, which is the analogue of Theorem 5 for rank 1
framed flags on Hirzerbruch surfaces; as we previously discussed, this result establishes an isomorphism
between the moduli space of stable framed representations of a suitable quiver with relations, and the
Hilbert scheme of nested 0-cycles on the varietes X, i.e., the varieties obtained by removing from
the n-th Hirzebruch surfaces ¥,, the image of a section of the fibration ¥,, — P! squaring to n. The
quiver is an “enhancement” of the Hirzebruch quiver Q", which we shall denote Q", and will call the
n-th enhanced Hirzebruch quiver. The quiver Q" is shown in Figure 1 and the relations in Table 1.

The result is expressed by the following theorem. As anticipated, this is a version of Theorem 5
with the projective plane replaced by a Hirzebruch surface, and restricted to the rank one case, and
also a generalization of Theorem 15 to the nested case.
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-1 _ . NI 1, _on .
(n=1) ajcrlaz = azciay;  ajciay = ascial;  picr = cip;

" . Y/
w201 = 1015 P202 = G391
_ . . . naro_on . nono_on ",
(n>2) a1Cqg = 2Cq+1;  Cqa1 +igf = Cq41a2;  1Cy = AgCqi1;  Cq@] = CgyqQs;
0 Y/ R/
P1ig = U5 @2ap = apP1; P16 = C P2

withg=1,....n—1;, p=1,2; t=1,...,n.

Table 1: Relations for the enhanced Hirzebruch quiver Q™.

Theorem 16. Let Mﬁ%s be the moduli space of framed representations of the quiver Q™ with dimen-
sion vector (c,c,c —c,c— ¢, 1),7 stable with respect to a stability parameter © = (61,0, 03,04) such
that

(91,02) el. (Cf eq. (4.2)), 03, 94 < 0, 91 + 92 + (93 + 94)(6 — Cl) > 0. (5.6)

Mz%s is isomorphic to the nested Hilbert scheme Hilb® ¢(X,,).

We shall prove this first at the set-theoretic level, and then, after categorizing the construction,
we shall prove the scheme-theoretic isomorphism. Notice that the conditions in eq. (5.6) identify an
open cone in the space of stability parameters (which in this case is 4-dimensional; the last entry is
fixed by the usual normalization). We do not know if this cone coincides with a chamber, but Lemma
18 ensures at least that it is part of one (i.e., all stability parameters satisfying conditions (5.6) are
generic and define the same notion of semistability).

The rest of this Section is divided in three parts. In the first we characterize the stability we are
interested in. In the second part we prove a set-theoretic version of Theorem 16. In the third part we
categorize these constructions and conclude the proof of Theorem 16.

5.1 Stability for the quiver Q"

We can express the stability conditions for the quiver Q" as follows. Consider a stability parameter
O = (61, 69,03,0,) € R* and fix a dimension vector v = (v, va,v3,v4,7) € N® (the order of the vertices
is 1,2, 3,4, c0). Let

X:(VY15V27‘/3’V21)W)ALA2)017'”7Cn;A/17 /27015”'ac;ug)hl)'"7hn—laF1)F2)a (57)

where:
o V1, Vo, V3, V4 and W are C-vector spaces of the dimensions given by v;

e Ay, As € Hom(Vq,Vs);  Ch,...,C, € Hom(Va, V7); ", Ay € Hom(V3, Vy);
Ci,...,Cl € Hom(Vy, V3); £ € Hom(Vi,W);  hi,...,hp—1 € Hom(W, V;);
Ay € Hom(V4,V3);  As € Hom(Va, Vy)

(for n =1 it is understood there are no maps h;);

"The vertexes are taken in the order 1, 2, 3, 4, co.
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e the maps satisfy the relations

(n = 1) AlClAg = A201A1; A/{Of /2/ = AIQICi/ /1/; F1Cl = Ci/FQ; F2A1 = A/1/F1; FQAQ = AIQIFl

(n=2) A1Cy = A3Cyy1,;  CyAr + hol = CyaAg; AYCy = ACy iy
C(;All = C(;+1A,2; FQAP = AlpFl; FlCt = Ct,FQ,; Flhq =0
withg=1,....n—1;, p=1,2; t=1,...,n.
We recall from [11] (Prop. 5.1.5) the following characterization of semistability.

Lemma 17. The representation X is ©-semistable if the following conditions hold:

1. © - dim(S) := 0151 + 0282 + O35 + 0485, < 0 for all subrepresentations S = (S1,S2,57,545) such
that S1 C ker({);

2. ©-dim(S) < © - dim(X) for all subrepresentations S = (S1,S2,57,5%) such that S1 D Im(h;)
forie{l,...,n—1}.

X is ©-stable if the inequalities are strict for 0 # 5 C X.

Now we prove two Lemmas that allow us to characterize the stable representations of the quiver
Q.
Lemma 18. Consider © = (61, 02,03,04) € RY. Suppose that

o (01,02) €T (cf. eq. (4.2));

e O3, 04 <0;

o 01+ 0+ (034 64)(c— ) >0.

Let X = (V1,Va, V3, Vi, W, A1, A2, Ch1,...,Cp, AL AL Oy oo CL L Ry oo B, FL F) be a represen-

tation of Q™ with dimension vector (c,c,c —c/,c —c,1). The following statements are equivalent:
1. X is ©-stable;
2. X is ©-semistable;
3. X satisfies the following conditions:

(C1) Fy and Fy are surjective;
(C2) X = (V1, Vo, W, Ay, A3, C1,...,Cp, b ke, ... hy_1) is aT.-stable representation of the quiver
Q"

Before proving the lemma, we need to recall the following characterization of I'.-stability (Lemma
4.7 of [1]):

Lemma 19. A framed representation
(‘/07‘/17”/7"417"427-81""7BTL’-[15"'7I71—17J)

of the quiver Q™ is I'c.-stable if and only if:
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1. For all subrepresentations (Sy,S1) such that Sy C ker J, dim Sy < dim S1, unless Sy = S1 = 0.
2. For all subrepresentations (So, S1) such that So 2 Im I, ...,Im I,_1, dim Sy < dim 5.

Proof of Lemma 18. If X is ©-stable, then it is obviously ©-semistable. We assume that X is ©-
semistable and prove (C1) and (C2). Note that X := (Vi, Va, Im(F}), Im(Fy)) is a subrepresentation
of X such that V; =51 D Im(h;) for all i € {1,...,n — 1}. By the O-semistability of X we have

03 dim(Im(F)) + 04 dim(Im(Fy)) < O3(c — ) + O4(c — ).
Since A3 and 64 are negative, we also have

03 dim(Im(F)) + 04 dim(Im(Fy)) > O5(c — ') + O4(c — ).
By combining these inequalities we have

03 dim(Im(F})) + 04 dim(Im(F»)) = O5(c — ') + O4(c — ).

Therefore
dim(Im(Fy)) = dim(Im(Fy)) = ¢ — ¢,
i.e., F1 and Fy are surjective.

Now we prove (C2) by using the characterization of Lemma 19. Consider a nonzero subrepresen-
tation S = (S1,S2) of X such that S C ker(¢). Then

X = (51,52, V3, Vy)
is a subrepresentation of X such that S; C ker(¢). By the ©-semistability of X
0151 4 0252+ (03 + 04)(c — ) <0

where s; = dim S7 and s = dim .Sy. Suppose s; > s2, and s; # 0. We have 0359 > 0551, since 0o < 0.
Thus,

0181 + 0259 + (05 + 04)(c — ) > (61 + 02)s1 + (03 + 04)(c — ') > 01 + 02+ (03 + 04)(c — ) > 0,

a contradiction. So s1 < s9, as wanted.

On the other hand, suppose that S = (S, S2) is proper and S; 2 Im(h;) for every t € {1,...,n—1}.
As before, we can consider X := (S1,S2,V3,Vy) as a subrepresentation of X, as we have the relations
between the maps inherited from the path algebra. Using again the ©-semistability of X we obtain

0151 + O252 < (61 + 02)c.
Since (01, 62) are in ', we know that
0
01+ 07 < ?1

Then, we conclude that
0151 + 0389 < 07 <— 91(81 — 1) + 6559 < 0.

If s1 > s9 we obtain
(91 + 02)52 < 91(51 — 1) + 359 < 0.
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However, this cannot happen, since 67 + 63 > 0 and s9 > 0. So s1 < s9 as wanted.

Finally we prove that (3) implies (1). Consider a nonzero representation X = (57, Ss, S, S5) of
X, such that Sy C ker(¢). If (S1,S2) is a nonzero subrepresentation of X we obtain s1 < s2. As we
are under the hypothesis that (01, 62) is in I'. we see that

c—1 0
<2<l
C 91
Since s1 < s9 < ¢,
s1 _c—1 02
s9 ¢ 01

Consequently, we must have
0151 + O350 < 0.

Also, as 03 and 6, are both negative
035 + 048, < 0.

Adding these two inequalities we obtain the desired result.

If s1 = s =0 then s, > 0 for some ¢ € {1,2}. Again, as 63 and 64 are negative, one has
0151 + 0250 + (938,1 + 945,2 = 938’1 + (948,2 < 0.

By the (61, 62)-stability of X, the maps h1,...,h,_1 are zero (see Theorem 3.8 in [2]), and we need
to to prove that for any proper subrepresentation one has

O - (s1,82,81,85) <O - (c,c,c— e — ).
Using again the condition (C2) we obtain s1 < so and then fas9 < 0251 as 2 < 0. Therefore,
0151 + Oo59 + 038 + 0455 < (01 + 02)s1 + 035 + O455.

If s1 = ¢, we also have s = ¢ and then S = X, as F} and F> are surjective. Thus we can assume
s1 <c—1. So,
0151 + O250 + 038’1 + 948/2 < (01 +02)(c—1)+ 938’1 + 948,2. (5.11)

By hypothesis
0, + 62 + (93 + 94)(0 — C/) > 0.

So,
938’1 + 948’2 < 014602+ (054 04)(c — cl)

as 03s] + 0455, < 0. Adding (61 + 62)(c — 1) to both sides of this inequality we have
(91 + 92)(0 — 1) + 938/1 + 048’2 < (91 + 02)6 + (93 + «94)(6 — Cl). (5.12)
By combining (5.11) and (5.12) we obtain the result:

01581 + 0959 + 038’1 + 948’2 < (01 + 92)6 + (93 + 94)(6 — C/).
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Lemma 20. Given © as in Lemma 18 and a ©O-stable representation X of Q" with dimension vector

(c,c,e—d,e— 1), we can construct a T w-stable representation X' by letting

X, = (‘717‘727‘/‘/714171427011 .. '7071,127 Bl? .. 'ahn—l)v

where V1 = ker(Fy), Vo = ker(Fy) and the maps Ay, Ay € Hom(V1,V3), C1,...,C, € Hom(Va, V1),
0 € Hom(V1,W) and hy, ..., h,—1 € Hom(W, V) are defined by:

A = Aibery Jori=12 Ci=Ciham), Jori=1,...,m;
By = he fora=1,..n—1 =)

Proof. We start by noticing that these maps are well-defined. In fact we have Im(A;) C ker(F3) and
Im(C;) C ker(Fy), since FyA; = A\Fy for i € {1,2} and FyC; = CIF, for i € {1,...,n}. The fact
that we set Eq = hgy is justified by the relations F1hy, = 0. Moreover, all maps satisfy the necessary

relations in a straightforward way, for instance: take = € ker(F3) and observe that
/Iléz(.l‘) = AlCZ(x) = Alcl(l') = A20i+1(x) = AQC’i+1($).

Hence, A;C; = fIgC_’iH. The other relations can be proved in an analogous way. For the I'.-stability,
consider a subrepresentation S = (57, 92) of X’ such that S; C ker({); one can see S as a subrepre-
sentation of X (notation of Lemma 18), since we have the natural inclusions iy : V1 = ker(F}) — V;

and iy : Vo = ker(Fy) — Va, and we also know that

S1 C ker(£) = ker(€|yer(ry)) = ker(€) Nker(Fy) C ker(¥).

The T'.-stability of X implies that s; < sp or s = so = 0. By the same token, we use h; = h; to

show that if S = (S, 52) is a subrepresentation of X’ with S; D Im(h;) = Im(h;), then by using the
I'.-stability of X one gets s; < so. Thus X’ is I'w-stable by Lemma 19. O
5.2 The set-theoretic correspondence

Let Rep(Q”)Sf@ be the space of representations of the enhanced Hirzebruch quiver Q”, with the
relations of Table 1 and dimension vector v = (¢,¢,¢c — ;¢ — ¢/, 1), stable with respect to a stability
parameter © = (61, 02,03, 0,) satisfying the conditions in equation (5.6). This space is acted upon by
a group G

G = GL(11) x GL(V3) x GL(V3) x GL(V4) ~ GL.(C) x GL.(C) x GL._+(C) x GL._~(C)

where V; is the vector space attached to the i-th vertex. The action is, with reference to equation
(5.7),

(91,92, 93, 94) (Ai, Ci, hiy £, A, CF L Fy, Fa) =
(92i91 1 Cigy s gihis bgy ' 9aAT 95, 03C7 95, 93 Frgy t gaFagy ).
One can show that the stable representations are free points for this action (see [20] for a proof).

Theorem 21. There is a set-theoretical bijection between the moduli space of stable framed represen-
tations Rep(Q”)SS@//G and the nested Hilbert scheme Hilb®(X,,).
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The proof of this result requires some intermediate steps. At first we shall describe some construc-
tions that will allow us to build a nested 0-cycle out of a representation of the enhanced Hirzebruch
quiver. We start by considering an element X in Rep(Q")a‘g@ as in equation (5.7). By Lemma 18 the
maps F; and F, are surjective. Moreover, X includes the data for a representation of the Hirzebruch
quiver Q", corresponding to the left side of enhanced Hirzebruch quiver Q" (see Figure 1), which
turns out to be stable. The maps F; and F5 can be seen as a morphism of representations of the
quiver Q" and therefore Lemma 20 yields a short exact sequence in the category of representations of
the quiver Q" :

0= Xo X, X, w0,
where X is I'w-stable, X, is I'.-stable and the maps ¢ and F' are
i:(ilallévldW)a F:(FlaFQaO)'

As X, is T'.-stable, we know from [I, Prop. 4.9] and [2, Thm. 3.8] that the pencil A, is regular,

and therefore there exists an m in the range 0, ..., c such that the map
Agm = spA1 + enAa where sy, =sin 7§, cm = cos I (5.13)

is invertible. Moreover also the map

/2m = SmAll + CmAIZ = SmA1|ker(F1) + cmA2|ker(F1) = AQm’ker(Fl)

is invertible. Varying m, these two conditions define open covers of the spaces of stable linear data,
such that A, is invertible in the m-th open set. This in turn corresponds , as shown in [1], to an
open cover {U¢}, m =0,...,c, of Hilb°(X,,), and an open cover {U}‘C,}, j=0,...,c of Hilb (X,)

where each open is isomorphic to Hilb®(C?) and Hilb® (C?), respectively.® Note that also in Hilb® (X,,)
we have ¢+ 1 open sets, not ¢’ + 1.

Using [1, Proposition 3.3] we can build a short exact sequence in the category of representations
of the ADHM quiver
0= X > Xe— X — 0.

where X and X, are co-stable in Nakajima’s sense. So we can picture a diagram

bimQQbém 1b1m bom  bim bam
! |
QYT QY
S © — © L 370

gl

~
o

|
!
|
|
!
YA !
|
!
!
|
|
|

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ; (5.14)

where s = ¢— ¢’ and by, and by, are the quotient maps, which satisfy by, b2n] = 0 as [bim, bam] = 0.
Note that the portion of the diagram within dashed lines is the dual enhanced ADHM quiver.

8This C? is X, deprived of the line at infinity and the fiber over the point [¢m, Sm] of Pl
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Let V, W be vector spaces of dimension ¢ and 1, respectively, and let (b1, bs,e) € End(V)®2 @
Hom(V, W), with [by,be] = 0. This may be regarded as a representation X = (V, W, by, by, e,0) of the
ADHM quiver. For future use, out of these data we build a complex on ¥, as in [I, p. 2151]:

MX): 0= 05, (0,-1)@V* % 0x (1, 1)@V @ O0s, @ [V & W* -2 Ox, (1,0)@ V* — 0,
where

idy = (Y5, Se) + D5Soo
a=| idvsyim +biyem |, B=1 idveyim + byom, — (dv=(y3,5) +b35x), €800 } :
0

Moreover, since we want a functorial correspondence between representations and complexes, given a
morphism of ADHM representations ¢ : X — X, where X is a representation with the same structure,
one defines a morphism of complexes

0— >0 (0, 1)@ TV* =05 (1,-1) @ V*® Ox, ® [V* & W*| —> O, (1,0)® V* — 0

| Jo» Jon

0——=05,(0,-1)@V*—=0x (1,-1)@V*® Ox, @ [V*®W* A, Os,(1,0) @ V¥ —0

where ¢ and ¢y are the identity times the dual of the morphism F: V — V in ¢. The morphism
@y is defined as
id @F™ 0 0
Yy = 0 ideF* 0
0 0 id
Note that the the entries below the diagonal are forced to be zero by the vanishing H%(Os, (—1,1)) = 0.

The check that this defines a morphism of complexes is done in detail in [20].

In this way we have defined a morphism

M(X) — M(X) (5.15)

between the complexes corresponding to X and X. The functorial correspondence X ~» M (X) of
course is just an avatar of the functor &,.

Next, we construct a complex M (X._) from the datum (byy,, baym), by looking by, by, as com-
muting elements in End(V’), where V' is a vector space of dimension ¢ — ¢’. We shall get a vanishing
result for the cohomology sheaves of this complex.

Lemma 22. The complex M(X._.) given by

al/

0= Ox (0, 1)@ V* 2% (0s,(1,-1) @ 05 ) @ V* 25 0y (1,000 V* = 0,
where

o = idy (ygmse) + l_);msoo ] 5”

b = idy +B* ) — (idy+ (y5 s +E*$ :|7
e g 4B o [y i+ B, — (v (Bse) + B3500)

satisfies

H(M(Xeor) = HOM (X)) = 0.
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Proof. First we show that Im o” = ker 8”; of course we only have to check that Im o’ D ker 3”. The
restrictions y1, y2 of Yim, Yam to foo may be regarded as homogeneous coordinates on £.;° moreover,
the section s, has no zeroes on /o (actually Os, (1, —n)’e is trivial as ¢ - h = 0). Omitting to write

oo}

o = idy (yéise)
id\//* Y1 + bTmyQ

" = (=(idve g1 + Bp2), idy (9s0))

So (v1,v2) € ker 8" if and only if

the restriction to £, we have

and

(11 + Y2 b3, 01 = Yo seva. (5.16)

If yo # 0, let (v1,v2) satisfy (5.16), and set

U1

y?Se

Then, taking (5.16) into account, one has o/’ (v) = (v, v2).

In the patch y; # 0 the morphism L = y; + y2b] is invertible at y» = 0, hence it is invertible
in a neighborhood of that point. Then setting v = L~'vy we again have o'(v) = (vy,v9) in that
neighborhood. As this neighborhood and the neighborhood y2 # 0 cover £, the claim follows.

Moreover, H~ (M (X._~)) = ker(a”) and o is injective by [I, Statement (i), p. 2151]. This
finalizes the proof. O

Using the morphism (5.15) we get a short exact sequence
0= M(Xc—w) = M(X.) - M(Xy)—0.
This exact sequence is the following diagram with exact rows:

0 0 0

| ; l |

0y, (0,-1) ® (V))* 0y, (0,-1) ® Vy* ou 05, (0, 1) ® Z*

- ; -

00— [05,(1,-1) ® 05, ] ® (V) 2> 05, (1, -1) ® Vi & Oy, @ [V & W] 2> 05, (1, -1) ® Z* & Ox, ® [2* & W*] —>0

- b lo

0

0 Os,(1,0) @ (V))* il Os,, (1,0) @ V§ o Os,(1,0)® Z* 0
% | 0
where Z = ker F1: Vi — V. The corresponding long exact sequence of cohomology contains the
segment
HOM (Xo-wr)) = HOM(X,)) = HOM (X)) = HA(M(Xoo)) = HAM(X.)). (5.17)

However since X, is co-stable we have

HH(M(X,) =H(M(X.) =0

9Note that (yim,yam) are sections of O, (0, 1), which restricted to foo ~ P' is Op1(1) as h - f = 1.
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and by Lemma 22, H°(M(X,._.)) is also zero, so that the sequence (5.17) reduces to
0= HO(M(X.)) = HO (M (X)) = H (M(Xe—w)) = 0

The sheaves E = H°(M (X)) and F = H°(M (X)) are rank 1 framed torsion-free sheaves with Chern

character (1,0, —c) and (1,0, —¢), respectively. Moreover,

HO(M (X))

coker(5") = M (M (Xewer)) = 25755

is a rank 0 sheaf of length ¢ — ¢ supported away from /, since the ranks of H°(M(X,.)) and
HO(M (X)) coincide and the two sheaves are framed on f. Thus, we get a framed flag of sheaves
(E, F,p) on X,, which is actually a pair of nested 0-cycles.

Now we build the correspondence in the opposite direction, starting from S € Hilbcl’c(Xn). One
can write S = (SC/, S¢), where 5S¢ and S¢ are 0-cycles of length ¢’ and ¢, respectively. Using the open
cover {UJMI ,j =0,...,c of Hilb®(X,) introduced earlier, we obtain an element S € Hilb®¢(C2).
By Theorem 5, there is a stable representation of the enhanced ADHM quiver with dimension vector
(s =c—, ¢, 1) providing the portion of diagram (5.14) within the dashed lines. The diagram then is
completed by taking kernels as in Lemma 20, thus obtaining the left-hand side of (5.14).

One can rewrite this as en exact sequence of representations of the ADHM quiver
0> L5 M N o,

where L and M are stable and dim L = (¢, 1), dim M = (¢,1), dim N = (¢ — ¢/,0). One may use [I,
Equations 3.13], which in this case read

Ay = cpmbim + smidy, As = —Smbim + ¢m idy,
Al = cpbim + smidyr, Ay = —spmbim + ¢ idy
I 1 ] idy Cq | idy
‘ = (o' ®idy) bl:m bam, = (op ! @idy) blzm bom
o | B! o, | (brm)" ™

to obtain a representation X of the quiver Q" with dimension vector (c,c,c — c,¢ — ¢/,1). This
representation is depicted in Figure 2. The matrix 07! is defined by the condition

n—1
(smz1 + cmz2)P (cme1 — smz2)" ™ 7P = Z(Ufnil)pqz?_l_ng

q=0
for (21, 22) € C2, where 8, ¢, are the numbers defined in equation (5.13).

This representation satisfies the relations in Table 1 (to see this one uses [, Corollary 3.6]) and is
stable. In fact, the map Fj is surjective and the representation of the Hirzebruch quiver Q™ given by
the left portion of the quiver in Figure 2 is stable, by construction. Then, the stability of X follows
from Lemma 18 and we get a point in Rep(Q”)S’S@. This in general depends on the choice of the open

set in the cover < U JT‘C/ , but its class in the quotient under the action of the group G as in Theorem
21 is actually independent of it (see claim 2 of Proposition 14). Loosely speaking, this construction

inverts the previous one up to the action of the group G, thus proving Theorem 21.
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Figure 2:

More formally, we may consider the diagram

Rep(@)Vo  Rep(@")yr, Rep(Q")7r,
G Ge Ge

| |

Hilb®*(X,,) Hilb® (X,,) x Hilb®(X,,)

where v, = (¢,¢,1), v = (¢, ¢, 1) and
Ge = GL»(C) x GL#(C), G. = GL.(C x GL.(C).

The left vertical arrow is provided by Theorem 11, while the horizontal arrows embed the schemes on
the left as the naturally defined incidence subschemes. This defines the dotted arrow as an isomor-
phism.

5.3 The schematic isomorphism

We complete the proof of Theorem 16 by showing that Mc%s and Hilbc/’C(Xn) are isomorphic as
schemes. This will be accomplished along the lines of the proof of Theorem 5 by showing that the

following two functors are isomorphic:

e the functor S)_‘{z%g of families of framed representations of the enhanced Hirzebruch quiver Q"
with dimension vector v = (¢,¢,c — ¢/, ¢ — ¢, 1), stable with respect to a stability parameter ©
as in Theorem 16;

e the functor ﬁi[biﬁf of families of nested 0O-cycles of length (¢/,¢) on X,. This is the functor
Sch®? — Set that with every scheme T associates the set of isomorphism classes of pairs
(Z',Z), where Z' and Z are closed subschemes of T' x X,,, flat over T, such that Z' C Z and the
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restrictions of the projection T'x X,, — T to Z' and Z are finite of degree ¢’ and ¢, respectively.
This functor is represented by a scheme Hilb®*¢(X,,) by the results in [11] (see [21], Section

4.5.1 for a detailed study of this result); moreover, it is naturally isomorphic with the functor
Yl
g n oo

1,0,¢,c—c’

3.

(using the notation of equation (2.1)) and therefore it is representable also by Theorem

Proposition 23. There is a natural transformation ny,: 5%3%5 — YJi[bg;f which is an isomorphism of

functors.

Again, the key for the construction of the natural transformation 7, is to regard a representation
of the enhanced Hirzebruch quiver Q" as a morphism of representations of the Hirzebruch quiver Q".
Let

X = (T, Vo, Vi, W, V|, Vi, A1, A2, By,...,Bp, I1, ..., In_1,J, A}, Ay, By, ..., B, Fy, Fy)

be a family of representations of the quiver Q", with T' a scheme, Vy, Vi, W, V4, Vi vector bundles on
T of rank c¢,c,1,¢ — c,c — ¢, respectively, and

A1, Ay € Hom(Wy, V), Bi,...,B, € Hom(V1,Vy), Ii,...,I,—1 € Hom(W,)V,),
J € Hom(Vy, W), 1, AL € Hom(V{, V), 1.+, B, € Hom(V{, V),
Fy € Hom(W, V), F> € Hom(Vy, V).
If we assume that X is stable as in Lemma 18 then F; and F5 are surjective. This defines a surjective

morphism of families of representations of the quiver Q™. Define V|| := ker(F}) and V{ := ker(F»); note
that they are vector bundles on T of rank ¢’. The morphisms Ay, As, By, ..., By, J induce morphisms

!, A € Hom(Vy,VY); BY,..., By € Hom(V{,V{); J" € Hom(V{, W)

and this defines a kernel family of representations of the quiver Q™.

As we have natural inclusions ig : Vj — Vy and ¢; : V] — V; and the isomorphism idyy : W — W,
we can build a short exact sequence of families of representations of the quiver Q" parameterized by
T

0—-X">Xx =X —0.

By Lemmas 18 and 20, X" and X are families of stable framed representations, so that Proposition

14 implies that the sequence
0= Rnp(X') = Knp(X) = Knp(X") =0
is exact and by taking cohomology
HO (R (X)) = HO (R (X)) = HO(Rpp (X)) = H (R (X)) = H' (R (X)) (5.21)

is exact as well.

On the other hand, H°(%,.,(X’)) = 0, by Lemma 22 and H!(&,, (X)) = 0 as X is stable. Thus
(5.21) reduces to
0 = HO(Rnw (X)) = HO(Rn (X)) = H (Rnp(X) =0

Additionally, one has:
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o F:=H(R,,(X")) is a torsion-free coherent sheaf on T’ x 3,,, with a framing ¢ to the trivial
sheaf on T' X £. Moreover, the second Chern class of Figyyx, is d for every closed point ¢ € T.

e Fand E := H°(R,, (X)) are flat over T by Proposition 14, since X and X’ are stable.

o HY(Rym(X')) is a rank 0 coherent sheaf on T x %, supported away from T x f. For every
closed point ¢ € T, the restriction of the schematic support of H!(&,.,(X’)) to the fiber over ¢
is a 0-cycle on X,, of length ¢ — (.

o H(K,, (X)) is flat over T, as it is a quotient of flat sheaves.

Therefore, the pair (F,F) may be regarded as a flat family of nested 0-cycles parameterized by
the scheme T. This defines the natural transformation 7,,. To prove that 7, is indeed a natural

transformation we need to show that for any scheme morphism f : .S — T the diagram

W“wn\s E%I’L%S (f) wnVs
Ryo(S) Ry (1)
Mn,S n, T

, fﬂlhcl‘c( f) '
NS(S) - Hilb (7))

commutes. If X is a family of representations parametrized by S we have indeed
HULLE(f) © n,s = (Id X £)* 0 Nns = T (f5) = mn,r 0 R (f).
The only nontrivial equality is the middle one. This follows from the Lemma

Lemma 24. Let M® be a family of monads on ¥, parametrized by a scheme T, and let f: S — T
be a scheme morphism. Assume that the cohomology € of M® is flat over T. Then (f x id)*M® is a

monad, whose cohomology is isomorphic to (f x id)*E.
Proof. Tt is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.2 in [3]. O

Note that the flatness condition is fulfilled as X and X" are stable.
To show that 7, is actually a natural isomorphism, we must construct a natural transformation
To DY — Ry
which is both a right and left inverse to 7,,. This can be done as follows (we omit the details as they

should by now be quite straightforward).

e A family (Z’, Z) of nested 0-cycles defines two families X”, X of representations of the standard
ADHM quiver, with an injective morphism X’ — X.
e One defines X" as the quotient X' /X’. The exact sequence

0= =Xx—->X"-0

corresponds to a diagram as in (5.14).

e Finally one uses [I, Equations (3.13)] to obtain a stable family of representations of the quiver
Q" with the required dimension vector and relations (this is the construction at the end of
Section 5.2).

This finalizes the proof of Theorem 16.
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