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Email: bruzzo@sissa.it, vlanza@id.uff.br, pedro.santos@academico.ufpb.br

Abstract

For n ≥ 1 we show that the length 1 nested Hilbert scheme of the total space Xn of the line

bundle OP1(−n), parameterizing pairs of nested 0-cycles in Xn, is a quiver variety associated with

a suitable quiver with relations. This generalizes previous work about nested Hilbert schemes on

C2 in one direction, and about the Hilbert schemes of points of Xn 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 0-cycle on C2, also the Hilbert scheme of

points of C2 is a quiver variety. Other examples of this correspondence are
t

• moduli spaces of instantons on ALE spaces [17];

• (equivariant) Hilbert schemes of points of ALE spaces ([18] and references therein);

• 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 [8, 7] and other papers.

Another construction is described in [13, 24]. One considers framed flags on P2, i.e., pairs (E,F ),

where E and F are torsion-free sheaves of the same rank on P2, such that E ⊂ 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

rkE = rkF = 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 [14] and were studied

in some detail by Cheah in [6].)

By removing a suitable rational curve ℓ∞ from the n-th Hirzebruch surface Σn, with n ≥ 1, one

obtains the total space of the line bundle OP1(−n), that we denote Xn. Rank 1 torsion-free sheaves

on Σn framed on ℓ∞, suitably twisted, are ideal sheaves of 0-cycles in Xn. Building on the monadic

description of the moduli spaces of framed sheaves on Σn that was performed in [3], in [1, 2] it was

shown that the Hilbert schemes of points Hilbc(Xn) are quiver varieties associated with a suitable

quiver Qn, 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 Hilbc
′,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 Xn), 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 Qn, although the present case is more complicated and technically

more involved.

Acknowledgements. We thank Simone Marchesi for a useful conversation. The research on which

this paper is based was initiated while U.B. was a Professor Titular Visitante at Universidade Federal
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da Paráıba, João Pessoa, Brazil; he thanks the colleagues at the Department of Mathematics for

support and for their hospitality. P.H.S. thanks SISSA for the warm hospitality while he was visiting

under a CNPq grant “Programa institucional de doutorado sandúıche no exterior.”

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; Q0 will denote the set of vertexes, and Q1 the set of arrows. A stability parameter

Θ for Q may be regarded as an element in R#Q0 . The maps s, t : Q1 → Q0 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 ∈ Q0,

a locally free sheaf Wv on T , and for any arrow a ∈ Q1, a sheaf morphism ϕa : Ws(a) → Wt(a). Note

that for every closed point t ∈ T by taking the fiber at t one gets a representation of Q in the usual

sense.

2. A morphism between two families of representations (T,Wv, ϕa) and (S,Uv, ψa) is a scheme

morphism f : T → S and a collection of sheaf morphisms {Fv : Wv → f∗Uv, v ∈ Q0} such that for

every arrow a ∈ Q1 the diagram

Ws(a)

Fs(a) //

ϕa

��

f∗Us(a)
f∗ψa

����
Wt(a)

Ft(a) // f∗Ut(a)

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

3. A family of representations is Θ-stable if for every closed points t ∈T the representation corre-

sponding to t is Θ-stable.

Note that if (S,Uv, ψa) is a family of representations parameterized by S, and f : T → S is a

scheme morphism, then (T, f∗Uv, f∗ψa) 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

RQ : Schop → Set

T 7→


isomorphism classes of families of

representations of Q 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)
ϕa−→ Wt(a) is sent to f∗Ws(a)

f∗ϕa−−−→ f∗Wt(a).
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The dimension vector v of a representation is the string of nonnegative integers (d1, . . . , d#Q0)

where di = rkWi. After fixing a dimension vector v and a stability parameter Θ, one can also

introduce the subfunctor RQ,s
v,Θ of Θ-stable v-dimensional representations. If v is primitive, this functor

is representable by a fine moduli space Ms
v,Θ [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 ⊗OT , where W is a fixed vector space. The functor of

families of framed representations will be denoted by RQ♡.

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, γ, c, ℓ) on (X,D) is a triple (E,F, ϕ), where

• E and F are torsion-free sheaves on X, with E ⊂ F , r = rkE = rkF ;

• the support of F/E is 0-dimensional and is disjoint from D;

• ϕ is an isomorphism of F|D with O⊕r
D ;

• c1(F ) = γ ∈ NS(X); c = c2(F ), ℓ = c2(E)− c2(F ) = h0(X,F/E).

As a consequence, ϕ also provides an isomorphism E|D ≃ O⊕r
D . Note that necessarily c1(E) = γ and

γ ·D = 0.

We define the functor FX,Dr,γ,c,ℓ : Sch
op → Set of families of length 1 framed flags on (X,D) as

FX,Dr,γ,c,ℓ(T ) = {isomorphism classes of triples (E,F, ϕ)} (2.1)

where

• E, F are rank r torsion-free sheaves on X × T , flat on T , with E ⊂ F ;

• for all closed points t ∈ T , the support of (F/E)t is 0-dimensional and is disjoint from D;

• ϕ is an isomorphism ϕ : F|D×T → O⊕r
D×T ;

• for all closed t ∈ T , c2(Ft) = c, c2(Et)− c2(Ft) = ℓ, c1(Ft) = γ;

• 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 = P2 and D a line, that we denote as usual ℓ∞ (note that neces-

sarily γ = 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, γ, c, ℓ), the functor FX,Dr,γ,c,ℓ is representable.
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Proof. According to Corollary 3.3 of [5] there exists a fine moduli space of torsion-free sheaves F on

X, with invariants rkF = r, c1(F ) = γ, c2(F ) = c, framed on D to the trivial sheaf. Then the proof

of Proposition 1 in [13] applies verbatim.

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

semistable vector bundle of rank r. △

We denote by FX,D
r,γ,c,ℓ the scheme representing the functor FX,Dr,γ,c,ℓ. Not much is known about the

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

in this connection). When r = 1 one can assume γ = 0, and then FX,D
1,0,c,ℓ is the nested Hilbert scheme

Hilbc,c+ℓ(X0), parameterizing pairs of nested 0-cycles of length c and c + ℓ in the quasi-projective

smooth surface X0 = X \D. One knows from [6] that Hilbc,c+ℓ(X0) is smooth if and only if ℓ = 1.

3 The case of the projective plane

The enhanced ADHM quiver Q̄ is the quiver

• • • ∞

b′

a′

ϕ

a

b
i

j

(3.1)

with the relations

ab− ba+ ij = 0; aϕ− ϕa′ = 0; bϕ− ϕb′ = 0; jϕ = 0; a′b′ − b′a′ = 0. (3.2)

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

a suitable choice of the stability parameter Θ, the functor of families of stable framed representations

RQ̄♡s
v,Θ and the functor of families of framed flags Fr,c,ℓ = FP2,ℓ∞

r,0,c,ℓ are isomorphic. We review here their

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

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 Fr,c,ℓ as a functor of families of representations of Q̄. 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, 24] Let v = (ℓ, c+ ℓ, r), and let Θ = (θ, θ′, θ∞) ∈ R3 with

θ′ > 0, θ + θ′ < 0 and ℓθ + (c+ ℓ)θ′ + rθ∞ = 0.

Let RQ̄♡s
v,Θ be the functor of families of framed representations of the enhanced ADHM quiver Q̄ de-

picted in equation (3.1) with the relations (3.2), framed at the vertex ∞.1 There exists a natural

transformation η : RQ̄♡s
v,Θ → Fr,c,ℓ which is an isomorphism of functors.

1Note that the vector space W corresponding to the framing vertex has dimension r.
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We shall also need to consider the standard ADHM quiver, which we shall denote by Q:

• •

a

b
j

i

with the relation

ab− ba+ ij = 0. (3.3)

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

categories:

• 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, I, J), where T is a scheme, V and W are vector

bundles on T , and

A,B ∈ End(V), I ∈ Hom(W,V), J ∈ Hom(V,W)

satisfying the condition

AB −BA+ IJ = 0. (3.4)

Let As
Q be the full subcategory of families of representations that are stable with respect to the

standard stability condition [19].

• The category KomP2 of families of complexes of coherent sheaves on P2. Objects are given by

a scheme T and a complex of coherent sheaves on T × P2; the morphisms are the obvious ones.

Komflat

P2 is the full subcategory of families of complexes whose cohomology sheaves are flat over

T .

AQ and KomP2 are categories over the category Sch of schemes.2 Their fiber categories over T =

SpecC 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 KomP2(T ).

Remark 6. By Nakajima’s work we know that, fixing the dimension vector v = (c, 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, c) of torsion-free sheaves on P2, of rank r and second Chern class

c, with a framing to the trivial sheaf on a fixed line. △

We introduce a functor

KQ : 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 KQ associates with a family of

representations of Q parameterized by a scheme T the corresponding family of 3-term complexes

on P2 × T . Note that as we are not requiring the representations to be stable the 3-term complex

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

Section 4.33.
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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 KQ(X ) is the following complex supported in degree −1,

0 and 1, whose terms are sheaves on T × P2:

0 → V ⊠OP2(−1)
α−−→ (V ⊕ V ⊕W)⊠OP2

β−−→ V ⊠OP2(1) → 0

where the morphisms α, β are given by

α =

zA+ x1V

zB + y1V

zJ

 , β =
(
−zB − y1V , zA+ x1V , zI

)
with (x, y, z) homogeneous coordinates in P2. Note that β ◦ α = 0 due to the relation (3.4).

A morphism ξ = (f, ξ1, ξ2) of families of representations

X = (S,V,W, A,B, I, J)
ξ−−→ X̃ = (T, Ṽ, W̃, Ã, B̃, Ĩ, J̃)

is a morphism f : S → T and a pair of morphisms ξ1 : V → f∗Ṽ, ξ2 : W → f∗W̃ satisfying

ξ1 ◦A = f∗Ã ◦ ξ1, ξ1 ◦B = f∗B̃ ◦ ξ1, ξ2 ◦ J = f∗J̃ ◦ ξ1, ξ1 ◦ I = f∗Ĩ ◦ ξ2.

The morphism KQ(ξ) : KQ(X ) → KQ(X̃ ) between the corresponding monads is given by the diagram

0 // V ⊠OP2(−1)
α //

ξ1×Id
��

(V ⊕ V ⊕W)⊠OP2
β //

(ξ1⊕ξ1⊕ξ2)×Id
��

V ⊠OP2(1)

ξ1×Id
��

// 0

0 // f∗Ṽ ⊠OP2(−1)
f∗α̃ // f∗(Ṽ ⊕ Ṽ ⊕ W̃)⊠OP2

f∗β̃ // f∗Ṽ ⊠OP2(1) // 0

(3.5)

Proposition 7. For every scheme T , the functor KQ(T ) : AQ(T ) → KomP2(T ) is exact and faithful.

Proof. The proof of Proposition 2.3.5 in [4] applies verbatim.

The next result requires that the representations we consider are framed and stable. So we define

A♡s
Q 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. KQ maps the subcategory A♡s
Q to the subcategory Komflat

P2 .

Proof. The stability of the family of representations on which we act by KQ implies that the morphism

α is injective and β is surjective. Then we may reduce to prove the following fact: if

0 → E ′ α−−→ E β−−→ E ′′ → 0

is a complex of families of locally free coherent sheaves on T × P2, with α injective and β surjective,

then the cohomology sheaf H = kerβ/ imα is flat over T . To prove this we first consider the exact

sequence

0 → kerβ → E → E ′′ → 0,

where E and E ′′ are flat over T , so that kerβ is flat as well. Then one applies Lemma 2.1.4 in [12] to

the exact sequence

0 → imα→ kerβ → H → 0.

7



Remark 9. The image KQ(A♡s
Q ) is the subcategory of Komflat

P2 whose objects are families of monads

for the ADHM quiver (in particular their cohomology is flat over T ). △

Now we construct the natural transformation η : RQ̄♡s
v,Θ → Fr,c,ℓ. 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,Φ) 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

on T of rank c and c+ ℓ, respectively. W is the trivial bundle W ⊗OT for some fixed vector space W

of dimension r. Moreover,

A′, B′ ∈ End(V ′), A,B ∈ End(V), I ∈ Hom(W,V), J ∈ Hom(V,W), Φ ∈ Hom(V ′,V).

Assume that this representation is stable as in Theorem 5. This implies that Φ is injective, and then

Φ defines a morphism of families of representations of the standard ADHM quiver described by the

following diagram

V ′

0

A′ B′

V

A B

W

Φ

I J

Let V ′′ = V/Φ(V ′); note that V ′′ is locally free (of rank ℓ) as Φ 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

diagram

V ′

0

A′ B′

V

W

A B

Φ

I J

V ′′

W

A′′ B′′

J ′′I ′′

i.e., we have an exact sequence of families of representations of the standard ADHM quiver

0 → X ′ → 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 KQ we obtain an exact sequence of complexes of coherent sheaves on T × P2

0 → EX ′ → EX → EX ′′ → 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

8



X ′, X , X ′′, respectively:

0

��

0

��

0

��
0 // V ′ ⊠OP2(−1)

α′

��

// V ⊠OP2(−1)

α

��

// V ′′ ⊠OP2(−1)

α′′

��

// 0

0 // (V ′ ⊕ V ′)⊠OP2

β′

��

// (V ⊕ V ⊕W)⊠OP2

β

��

// (V ′′ ⊕ V ′′ ⊕W)⊠OP2

β′′

��

// 0

0 // V ′ ⊠OP2(1)

��

// V ⊠OP2(1)

��

// V ′′ ⊠OP2(1)

��

// 0

0 0 0

Since X and X ′′ are stable, the associated long exact cohomology sequence reduces to

0 → H0(EX ′) → H0(EX ) → H0(EX ′′) → H1(EX ′) → 0

(note that H−1(EX ′′) = 0 as α′′ is fiberwise injective, hence injective). We show that H0(EX ′) =

kerβ′/ imα′ = 0. First we note that, thinking of ℓ∞ as the line z = 0 is P2, we may write α′, β′

restricted to T × ℓ∞ as

α′
|T×ℓ∞ =

(
x1V ′

y1V ′

)
, β′|T×ℓ∞ =

(
−y1V ′ , x1V ′

)
.

As a simple computation shows,3 one has imα′ = kerβ′ on T × ℓ∞ so that H0(EX ′) is zero on T × ℓ∞,

hence it has rank 0. Then it must be zero as it injects into H0(EX ) which is torsion-free.

Moreover one has:

• F = H0(EX ′′) is a torsion-free sheaf on T × P2, with a framing ϕ to the trivial sheaf on T × ℓ∞,

where ℓ∞ is a line in P2. Moveover, for every closed point t ∈ T , the second Chern class of

F|{t}×P2 is n.

• F and E = H0(EX ) are flat over T by Proposition 8 as X and X ′′ are stable.

• H1(EX ′) is a rank 0 coherent sheaf on T × P2, supported away from T × ℓ∞. For every closed

point t ∈ T , the restriction of the schematic support of H1(EX ′) to the fiber over t is a length ℓ

0-cycle in P2.

• H1(EX ′) 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, ϕ) is a flat family of framed flags on P2 parameterized by the scheme T . This

defines the natural transformation η. One can indeed show that for any scheme morphism f : T → S

the diagram

RQ̄♡s
v,Θ (S)

RQ̄♡s
v,Θ (f)

//

ηS

��

RQ̄,♡s
v,Θ (T )

ηT

��
Fr,c,ℓ(S)

Fr,c,ℓ(f) // Fr,c,ℓ(T )

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

9



commutes.

To show that η is actually an isomorphism one constructs a natural transformation going the

opposite direction which is both a right and a left inverse to η. This is accomplished by tracing back

the steps that led to the definition of η. Thus, given a family of framed flags on P2 with the required

numerical invariants, one defines families of representations X , X ′′ of the standard ADHM quiver,

with a surjection Ψ: X → X ′′. Then one defines X ′ as the kernel of Ψ; the families X ′ and X now

combine to yield a family of representations of the enhanced ADHM quiver Q̄. This concludes the

proof of Theorem 5.

As we recalled in Section 2, the functor Fr,c,ℓ is representable, so that there is a fine moduli scheme

Fr,c,ℓ for framed flags on P2 with numerical invariants r, n, ℓ. So we have:

Corollary 10. The moduli scheme MQ̄♡s
v,Θ representing the functor RQ̄♡s

v,Θ is isomorphic to the moduli

scheme Fr,c,ℓ.

4 Framed sheaves on Hirzebruch surfaces

The n-th Hirzbruch surface will be denoted Σn. We shall denote by h and e the cohomology classes

of the sections of the fibration Σn → P1 that square to n and −n, respectively, and by f the class of

the fiber. We shall use (h, f) as a basis for Pic(Σn) over Z. We denote by ℓ∞ the image of a section

having class h and call it “line at infinity.” Note that Σn \ ℓ∞ is isomorphic to the total space Xn of

the line bundle OP1(−n). For n ≥ 1, we shall consider torsion-free sheaves on Σn that are framed on

ℓ∞ to the trivial sheaf. Due to the framing, the first Chern class of such a sheaf E has necessarily the

form c1(E) = ae with a ∈ Z.

As we already recalled in Section 2, by the results in [5] there exists a fine moduli schemeMn(r, a, c)

parameterizing isomorphism classes of framed sheaves E on Σn, with

rk E = r, c1(E) = ae, c2(E) = 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 c + 1
2na(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 Mn(1, 0, c)

is isomorphic to Hilbc(Xn), the Hilbert scheme parametrizing length c 0-cycles on Xn. Exploiting the

monadic description of Mn(1, 0, c) = Hilbc(Xn), it was shown in [1, 2] that Hilbc(Xn) 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 Qn, where n refers

to Σn. The case n = 1 must be treated separately.4 The quiver Qn will be called the n-th Hirzebruch

quiver.

4A. King in his thesis [15] constructed the moduli space of framed vector bundles on Σ1 as a Kähler 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 Q1 of the present paper.
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Denote by Pn the path algebra of the quiver Qn, and let Jn be the ideal in Pn generated by the

relations

a1b1a2 = a2b1a1 when n = 1;

a1bq = a2bq+1, bqa1 − bq+1a2 = iqj, q = 1, . . . , n− 1 when n > 1. (4.1)

Let Bn = Pn/Jn, fix the dimension vector v = (c, c, 1) (vertexes ordered as (0, 1,∞)), and consider in

the space of stability parameters the open cone

Γc =

{
Θ = (θ0, θ1) ∈ R2 | θ0 > 0 ,−θ0 < θ1 < −c− 1

c
θ0

}
.5 (4.2)

The cone Γc 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 Bn with dimension vector v, stable with respect to any stability

parameter Θ inside Γc. We denote this space by Rep(Bn,v)♡sΓc
. The main theorem in [1] and Theorem

3.8 in [2] yield

Theorem 11. For every n ≥ 1 and c ≥ 1 the Hilbert scheme Hilbc(Xn) is isomorphic to the GIT

quotient

Rep(Bn,v)♡sΓc
// GLc(C)×GLc(C).

We shall see later on that this scheme represents the functor of families of framed stable represen-

tations of the quiver Qn. To that end we introduce:

• the category An of families of representations of the quiver Qn with the relations (4.1). For

n ≥ 2, an object of An is a collection

(T,V0,V1,W, A1, A2, B1, . . . , Bn, I1, . . . , In−1, J)

where

– T is a scheme;

– W,V0,V1 are vector bundles on T ;

– A1, A2 ∈ Hom(V0,V1), B1, . . . , Bn ∈ Hom(V1,V0), I1, . . . , In−1 ∈ Hom(W,V0),

J ∈ Hom(V0,W) satisfying the conditions

A1Bq = A2Bq+1, BqA1 −Bq+1A2 = IqJ, q = 1, . . . , n− 1.

For n = 1 the objects are collections (T,V0,V1,W, A1, A2, B1, J) with A1B1A2 = A2B1A1.

5θ0 and θ1 are the components corresponding to the vertexes 0 and 1, the third is fixed by the normalization
∑

i vi ·θi =
0.
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• For a fixed v = (c0, c1, r), An(v) is the full subcategory of An of families of representations of

Qn with dimension vector v, i.e., rkV0 = c0, rkV1 = c1, and rkW = r.

• For a fixed stability parameter Θ, An(v)
s
Θ is the full subcategory of An(v) whose objects are

framed representations that are stable with respect to Θ.

• The category Komn of families of complexes of cohererent sheaves on the variety Σn.

• Its full subcategory Komflat
n whose objects are families of complexes of cohererent sheaves on

Σn 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 An → Komn. 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 ν1A1 + ν2A2, where ν = [ν1, ν2] ∈ P1 (see condition

(P2) in [1], p. 2137). We consider a full subcategory An,ν characterized by the condition that the

homomorphism

Aν = ν2A1 + ν1A2

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

Kn,ν : An,ν → Komn

of categories over Sch.

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

Σn =
{
([y1, y2], [x1, x2, x3]) ∈ P1 × P2 | x1yn1 = x2y

n
2

}
,

and for every ν = [ν1, ν2] ∈ P1 we introduce the additional pair of coordinates

[y1,ν , y2,ν ] = [ν1y1 + ν2y2,−ν2y1 + ν1y2] .

The set
{
yq2,νy

h−q
1,ν

}h
q=0

is a basis forH0 (OΣn(0, h)) = H0 (π∗OP1(h)) for all h ≥ 1, where π : Σn −→ P1

is the canonical projection. Furthermore the (unique up to homotheties) global section se of OΣn(e)

induces an injection OΣn(0, n)↣ OΣn(1, 0), so that the set{
(yq2,νy

n−q
1,ν )se

}n
q=0

∪ {s∞}

is a basis for H0 (OΣn(1, 0)), where s∞ is a section whose vanishing locus is ℓ∞.

We define the functor Kn,ν on objects. If X = (T,V0,V1,W, A1, A2, B1, . . . , Bn, I1, . . . , In−1, J) is

an object in An,ν , then Kn,ν(X) is the complex6

0 → V∗
0 ⊠OΣn(0,−1)

αν−−−→ V∗
0 ⊠OΣn(1,−1)⊕ (V∗

0 ⊕W∗)⊠OΣn

βν−−−→ V∗
0 ⊠OΣn(1, 0) → 0 (4.3)

with the morphisms αν , βν given by

αν =


id⊗(yn2,νse) +A∗

νB
∗
ν ⊗ s∞

id⊗y1,ν + C∗
ν(A

∗
ν)

−1 ⊗ y2,ν

−I∗ν ⊗ y2ν

 ,

6The 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 P2 in the first part of this paper, the functor Kn,ν is contravariant.
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βν =
(
id⊗y1,ν + C∗

ν(A
∗
ν)

−1 ⊗ y2,ν , −
(
id⊗(yn2,νse) +A∗

νB
∗
ν ⊗ s∞

)
, J∗ ⊗ s∞

)
,

where we have set

Bν =

n∑
q=1

(
n−1
q−1

)
νn−q1 νq−1

2 Bq, Cν = ν1A1 − ν2A2, Iν = (ν21 + ν22)

n−1∑
q=1

(
n−2
q−1

)
νn−q−1
1 νq−1

2 Iq

(for n = 1 we understand that Bν = 1 and Iν = 0).

The action of Kn,ν 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 Kn,ν . Let H• denote the cohomology sheaves of a

complex on T × Σn.

Definition 12. Let X ∈ An,ν be a family of framed representations. If the dimension vector of X is

(1, c, c) for some c, and X is stable with respect to any stability parameter in the chamber Γc, then we

say that X is Γc-stable. The same wording will be used for the absolute case.

Proposition 13. If X ∈ An,ν is a family of framed representations, then H−1(Kn,ν(X )) = 0, and

H0(Kn,ν(X )) is torsion-free. If X is Γc-stable, then H1(Kn,ν(X )) = 0.

Proof. This follows from the case T = SpecC, which was proved in Section A.1 of [1].

Let An,ν(c)
♡s be the subcategory of An,ν whose objects are families of Γc-stable framed represen-

tations.

Proposition 14. 1. Kn,ν maps An,ν(c)
♡s into Komflat

n .

2. If X ∈ An,ν(c)
♡s ∩ An,ν′(c)♡s then the complexes Kn,ν(X ) and Kn,ν′(X ) are quasi-isomorphic.

Let X → X ′′ be a surjective morphism in A♡
n,ν for a scheme T , where X is Γc-stable and X ′′ has

dimension vector (0, c− c′, c− c′). Let X ′ be the corresponding kernel. Then:

3. X ′ ∈ An,ν(c
′)♡s is Γc′-stable.

4. The sequence of morphisms of complexes of coherent sheaves on T × Σn

0 → Kn,ν(X ′′) → Kn,ν(X ) → Kn,ν(X ′) → 0 (4.4)

is 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.

We conclude this section by stating and briefly discussing the correspondence between the functor

of families of representations of the quivers Qn, and the Hilbert scheme functor for the varieties Xn;

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 Rn♡s
c,Θ be the functor of families of Γc-stable framed representations of the quiver

with relations Qn. Let HilbcXn
be the functor of families of length c 0-cycles on the variety Xn. There

is a natural transformation ηn : R
n♡s
c,Θ → HilbcXn

which is an isomorphism of functors.

Proof. The natural transformation ηn is defined by means of the functors Kn,ν , also in view of part 1

of Proposition 14: if X is a family of Γc-stable representations of Qn, it is in An,ν(c)
♡s for some ν;

then H0(Kn,ν(X )) is a family of length c 0-cycles on Xn. That ηn is an isomorphism of functors is

just the categorical way of stating Theorem 11, and ultimately is the main content of [1].

The version of Remark 6 in the present context is that the Hilbert scheme Hilbc(Xn) represents

the functor Rn♡s
c,Θ .

5 Nested Hilbert schemes of Xn 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 Xn, i.e., the varieties obtained by removing from

the n-th Hirzebruch surfaces Σn the image of a section of the fibration Σn → P1 squaring to n. The

quiver is an “enhancement” of the Hirzebruch quiver Qn, which we shall denote Q̄n, and will call the

n-th enhanced Hirzebruch quiver. The quiver Q̄n 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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(n = 1) a1c1a2 = a2c1a1; a′′1c
′′
1a

′′
2 = a′′2c

′′
1a

′′
1; φ1c1 = c′′1φ2;

φ2a1 = a′′1φ1; φ2a2 = a′′2φ1

(n ≥ 2) a1cq = a2cq+1; cqa1 + iqj = cq+1a2; a′′1c
′′
q = a′′2cq+1; c′′qa

′′
1 = c′′q+1a

′′
2;

φ1iq = 0; φ2ap = a′′pφ1; φ1ct = c′′tφ2

with q = 1, . . . , n− 1; p = 1, 2; t = 1, . . . , n.

Table 1: Relations for the enhanced Hirzebruch quiver Q̄n.

Theorem 16. Let Mn♡s
v,Θ be the moduli space of framed representations of the quiver Q̄n with dimen-

sion vector (c, c, c − c′, c − c′, 1),7 stable with respect to a stability parameter Θ = (θ1, θ2, θ3, θ4) such

that

(θ1, θ2) ∈ Γc (cf. eq. (4.2)), θ3, θ4 < 0, θ1 + θ2 + (θ3 + θ4)(c− c′) > 0. (5.6)

Mn♡s
v,Θ is isomorphic to the nested Hilbert scheme Hilbc

′,c(Xn).

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 Q̄n

We can express the stability conditions for the quiver Q̄n as follows. Consider a stability parameter

Θ = (θ1, θ2, θ3, θ4) ∈ R4 and fix a dimension vector v = (v1, v2, v3, v4, r) ∈ N5 (the order of the vertices

is 1, 2, 3, 4, ∞). Let

X = (V1, V2, V3, V4,W,A1, A2, C1, . . . , Cn;A
′
1, A

′
2, C

′
1, . . . , C

′
n, ℓ, h1, . . . , hn−1, F1, F2), (5.7)

where:

• V1, V2, V3, V4 and W are C-vector spaces of the dimensions given by v;

• A1, A2 ∈ Hom(V1, V2); C1, . . . , Cn ∈ Hom(V2, V1); A′
1, A

′
2 ∈ Hom(V3, V4);

C ′
1, . . . , C

′
n ∈ Hom(V4, V3); ℓ ∈ Hom(V1,W ); h1, . . . , hn−1 ∈ Hom(W,V1);

A1 ∈ Hom(V1, V3); A2 ∈ Hom(V2, V4)

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

7The vertexes are taken in the order 1, 2, 3, 4, ∞.
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• the maps satisfy the relations

(n = 1) A1C1A2 = A2C1A1; A′′
1C

′′
1A

′′
2 = A′′

2C
′′
1A

′′
1; F1C1 = C ′′

1F2; F2A1 = A′′
1F1; F2A2 = A′′

2F1

(n = 2) A1Cq = A2Cq+1, ; CqA1 + hqℓ = Cq+1A2; A′
1C

′
q = A′

2C
′
q+1;

C ′
qA

′
1 = C ′

q+1A
′
2; F2Ap = A′

pF1; F1Ct = C ′
tF2, ; F1hq = 0

with q = 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 Θ-semistable if the following conditions hold:

1. Θ · dim(S) := θ1s1 + θ2s2 + θ3s
′
1 + θ4s

′
2 ≤ 0 for all subrepresentations S = (S1, S2, S

′
1, S

′
2) such

that S1 ⊆ ker(ℓ);

2. Θ · dim(S) ≤ Θ · dim(X) for all subrepresentations S = (S1, S2, S
′
1, S

′
2) such that S1 ⊇ Im(hi)

for i ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}.

X is Θ-stable if the inequalities are strict for 0 ̸= S ⊊ X.

Now we prove two Lemmas that allow us to characterize the stable representations of the quiver

Q̄n.

Lemma 18. Consider Θ = (θ1, θ2, θ3, θ4) ∈ R4. Suppose that

• (θ1, θ2) ∈ Γc (cf. eq. (4.2));

• θ3, θ4 < 0;

• θ1 + θ2 + (θ3 + θ4)(c− c′) > 0.

Let X = (V1, V2, V3, V4,W,A1, A2, C1, . . . , Cn, A
′
1, A

′
2, C

′
1, . . . , C

′
n, ℓ, h1, . . . , hn−1, F1, F2) be a represen-

tation of Q̄n with dimension vector (c, c, c− c′, c− c′, 1). The following statements are equivalent:

1. X is Θ-stable;

2. X is Θ-semistable;

3. X satisfies the following conditions:

(C1) F1 and F2 are surjective;

(C2) X̄ := (V1, V2,W,A1, A2, C1, . . . , Cn, ℓ, h1, . . . , hn−1) is a Γc-stable representation of the quiver

Qn.

Before proving the lemma, we need to recall the following characterization of Γc-stability (Lemma

4.7 of [1]):

Lemma 19. A framed representation

(V0, V1,W,A1, A2, B1, . . . , Bn, I1, . . . , In−1, J)

of the quiver Qn is Γc-stable if and only if:

16



1. For all subrepresentations (S0, S1) such that S0 ⊆ ker J , dimS0 < dimS1, unless S0 = S1 = 0.

2. For all subrepresentations (S0, S1) such that S0 ⊇ Im I1, . . . , Im In−1, dimS0 ≤ dimS1.

Proof of Lemma 18. If X is Θ-stable, then it is obviously Θ-semistable. We assume that X is Θ-

semistable and prove (C1) and (C2). Note that X̃ := (V1, V2, Im(F1), Im(F2)) is a subrepresentation

of X such that V1 = S1 ⊇ Im(hi) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}. By the Θ-semistability of X we have

θ3 dim(Im(F1)) + θ4 dim(Im(F2)) ≤ θ3(c− c′) + θ4(c− c′).

Since θ3 and θ4 are negative, we also have

θ3 dim(Im(F1)) + θ4 dim(Im(F2)) ≥ θ3(c− c′) + θ4(c− c′).

By combining these inequalities we have

θ3 dim(Im(F1)) + θ4 dim(Im(F2)) = θ3(c− c′) + θ4(c− c′).

Therefore

dim(Im(F1)) = dim(Im(F2)) = c− c′,

i.e., F1 and F2 are surjective.

Now we prove (C2) by using the characterization of Lemma 19. Consider a nonzero subrepresen-

tation S = (S1, S2) of X̄ such that S1 ⊆ ker(ℓ). Then

X̃ := (S1, S2, V3, V4)

is a subrepresentation of X such that S1 ⊆ ker(ℓ). By the Θ-semistability of X

θ1s1 + θ2s2 + (θ3 + θ4)(c− c′) ≤ 0

where s1 = dimS1 and s2 = dimS2. Suppose s1 ≥ s2, and s1 ̸= 0. We have θ2s2 ≥ θ2s1, since θ2 < 0.

Thus,

θ1s1 + θ2s2 + (θ3 + θ4)(c − c′) ≥ (θ1 + θ2)s1 + (θ3 + θ4)(c − c′) ≥ θ1 + θ2 + (θ3 + θ4)(c − c′) > 0,

a contradiction. So s1 < s2, as wanted.

On the other hand, suppose that S = (S1, S2) is proper and S1 ⊇ Im(ht) for every t ∈ {1, . . . , n−1}.
As before, we can consider X̃ := (S1, S2, V3, V4) as a subrepresentation of X, as we have the relations

between the maps inherited from the path algebra. Using again the Θ-semistability of X we obtain

θ1s1 + θ2s2 ≤ (θ1 + θ2)c.

Since (θ1, θ2) are in Γc we know that

θ1 + θ2 <
θ1
c
.

Then, we conclude that

θ1s1 + θ2s2 < θ1 ⇐⇒ θ1(s1 − 1) + θ2s2 < 0.

If s1 > s2 we obtain

(θ1 + θ2)s2 ≤ θ1(s1 − 1) + θ2s2 < 0.
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However, this cannot happen, since θ1 + θ2 > 0 and s2 ≥ 0. So s1 ≤ s2 as wanted.

Finally we prove that (3) implies (1). Consider a nonzero representation X̃ = (S1, S2, S
′
1, S

′
2) of

X, such that S1 ⊆ ker(ℓ). If (S1, S2) is a nonzero subrepresentation of X̄ we obtain s1 < s2. As we

are under the hypothesis that (θ1, θ2) is in Γc we see that

c− 1

c
< −θ2

θ1
< 1.

Since s1 < s2 ≤ c,
s1
s2

≤ c− 1

c
< −θ2

θ1
.

Consequently, we must have

θ1s1 + θ2s2 < 0.

Also, as θ3 and θ4 are both negative

θ3s
′
1 + θ4s

′
2 ≤ 0.

Adding these two inequalities we obtain the desired result.

If s1 = s2 = 0 then s′i > 0 for some i ∈ {1, 2}. Again, as θ3 and θ4 are negative, one has

θ1s1 + θ2s2 + θ3s
′
1 + θ4s

′
2 = θ3s

′
1 + θ4s

′
2 < 0.

By the (θ1, θ2)-stability of X̄, the maps h1, . . . , hn−1 are zero (see Theorem 3.8 in [2]), and we need

to to prove that for any proper subrepresentation one has

Θ · (s1, s2, s′1, s′2) < Θ · (c, c, c− c′, c− c′).

Using again the condition (C2) we obtain s1 ≤ s2 and then θ2s2 ≤ θ2s1 as θ2 < 0. Therefore,

θ1s1 + θ2s2 + θ3s
′
1 + θ4s

′
2 ≤ (θ1 + θ2)s1 + θ3s

′
1 + θ4s

′
2.

If s1 = c, we also have s2 = c and then S = X, as F1 and F2 are surjective. Thus we can assume

s1 ≤ c− 1. So,

θ1s1 + θ2s2 + θ3s
′
1 + θ4s

′
2 ≤ (θ1 + θ2)(c− 1) + θ3s

′
1 + θ4s

′
2. (5.11)

By hypothesis

θ1 + θ2 + (θ3 + θ4)(c− c′) > 0.

So,

θ3s
′
1 + θ4s

′
2 < θ1 + θ2 + (θ3 + θ4)(c− c′)

as θ3s
′
1 + θ4s

′
2 ≤ 0. Adding (θ1 + θ2)(c− 1) to both sides of this inequality we have

(θ1 + θ2)(c− 1) + θ3s
′
1 + θ4s

′
2 < (θ1 + θ2)c+ (θ3 + θ4)(c− c′). (5.12)

By combining (5.11) and (5.12) we obtain the result:

θ1s1 + θ2s2 + θ3s
′
1 + θ4s

′
2 < (θ1 + θ2)c+ (θ3 + θ4)(c− c′).
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Lemma 20. Given Θ as in Lemma 18 and a Θ-stable representation X of Q̄n with dimension vector

(c, c, c− c′, c− c′, 1), we can construct a Γc′-stable representation X ′ by letting

X ′ := (V̄ 1, V̄ 2,W, Ā1, Ā2, C̄1, . . . , C̄n, ℓ, h̄1, . . . , h̄n−1),

where V̄ 1 = ker(F1), V̄ 2 = ker(F2) and the maps Ā1, Ā2 ∈ Hom(V̄ 1, V̄ 2), C̄1, . . . , C̄n ∈ Hom(V̄ 2, V̄ 1),

ℓ ∈ Hom(V̄ 1,W ) and h̄1, . . . , h̄n−1 ∈ Hom(W, V̄1) are defined by:

Āi = Ai|ker(F1), for i = 1, 2; C̄i = Ci|ker(F2), for i = 1, . . . , n;

h̄q = hq, for q = 1, . . . , n− 1; ℓ = ℓ|ker(F1).

Proof. We start by noticing that these maps are well-defined. In fact we have Im(Āi) ⊆ ker(F2) and

Im(C̄i) ⊆ ker(F1), since F2Ai = A′
iF1 for i ∈ {1, 2} and F1Ci = C ′

iF2 for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. The fact

that we set h̄q = hq is justified by the relations F1hq = 0. Moreover, all maps satisfy the necessary

relations in a straightforward way, for instance: take x ∈ ker(F2) and observe that

Ā1C̄i(x) = Ā1Ci(x) = A1Ci(x) = A2Ci+1(x) = Ā2C̄i+1(x).

Hence, Ā1C̄i = Ā2C̄i+1. The other relations can be proved in an analogous way. For the Γc′-stability,

consider a subrepresentation S = (S1, S2) of X ′ such that S1 ⊆ ker(ℓ); one can see S as a subrepre-

sentation of X̄ (notation of Lemma 18), since we have the natural inclusions i1 : V̄ 1 = ker(F1) → V1

and i2 : V̄ 2 = ker(F2) → V2, and we also know that

S1 ⊆ ker(ℓ) = ker(ℓ|ker(F1)) = ker(ℓ) ∩ ker(F1) ⊆ ker(ℓ).

The Γc-stability of X̄ implies that s1 < s2 or s1 = s2 = 0. By the same token, we use h̄i = hi to

show that if S = (S1, S2) is a subrepresentation of X ′ with S1 ⊇ Im(h̄i) = Im(hi), then by using the

Γc-stability of X̄ one gets s1 ≤ s2. Thus X
′ is Γc′-stable by Lemma 19.

5.2 The set-theoretic correspondence

Let Rep(Q̄n)♡sv,Θ be the space of representations of the enhanced Hirzebruch quiver Q̄n, with the

relations of Table 1 and dimension vector v = (c, c, c − c′, c− c′, 1), stable with respect to a stability

parameter Θ = (θ1, θ2, θ3, θ4) satisfying the conditions in equation (5.6). This space is acted upon by

a group G

G = GL(V1)×GL(V2)×GL(V3)×GL(V4) ≃ GLc(C)×GLc(C)×GLc−c′(C)×GLc−c′(C)

where Vi is the vector space attached to the i-th vertex. The action is, with reference to equation

(5.7),

(g1, g2, g3, g4)(Ai, Ci, hi, ℓ, A
′′
i , C

′′
i , F1, F2) =

(g2Aig
−1
1 , g1Cig

−1
2 , g1hi, ℓg

−1
1 , g4A

′′
i g

−1
3 , g3C

′′
i g

−1
4 , g3F1g

−1
1 , g4F2g

−1
2 ).

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(Q̄n)♡sv,Θ//G and the nested Hilbert scheme Hilbc
′,c(Xn).
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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(Q̄n)♡sv,Θ as in equation (5.7). By Lemma 18 the

maps F1 and F2 are surjective. Moreover, X includes the data for a representation of the Hirzebruch

quiver Qn, corresponding to the left side of enhanced Hirzebruch quiver Q̄n (see Figure 1), which

turns out to be stable. The maps F1 and F2 can be seen as a morphism of representations of the

quiver Qn and therefore Lemma 20 yields a short exact sequence in the category of representations of

the quiver Qn :

0 → Xc′
i−→ Xc

F−→ Xc−c′ → 0,

where Xc′ is Γc′-stable, Xc is Γc-stable and the maps i and F are

i = (i1, i2, IdW ), F = (F1, F2, 0).

As Xc is Γc-stable, we know from [1, Prop. 4.9] and [2, Thm. 3.8] that the pencil Aν is regular,

and therefore there exists an m in the range 0, . . . , c such that the map

A2m := smA1 + cmA2 where sm = sin mπ
c+1 , cm = cos mπc+1 (5.13)

is invertible. Moreover also the map

A′
2m := smA

′
1 + cmA

′
2 = smA1|ker(F1) + cmA2|ker(F1) = A2m|ker(F1)

is invertible. Varying m, these two conditions define open covers of the spaces of stable linear data,

such that A2m is invertible in the m-th open set. This in turn corresponds , as shown in [1], to an

open cover {Uncm }, m = 0, . . . , c, of Hilbc(Xn), and an open cover
{
Unc

′
j

}
, j = 0, . . . , c, of Hilbc

′
(Xn)

where each open is isomorphic to Hilbc(C2) and Hilbc
′
(C2), respectively.8 Note that also in Hilbc

′
(Xn)

we have c+ 1 open sets, not c′ + 1.

Using [1, Proposition 3.3] we can build a short exact sequence in the category of representations

of the ADHM quiver

0 → Xc′ → Xc → Xc−c′ → 0.

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

0 ⃝c′

⃝0 1

b′1m b′2m

ℓ′

c⃝

⃝1

b1m b2m

id

i1

ℓ

s⃝

b̄1m b̄2m

F1
0

(5.14)

where s = c− c′ and b̄1m and b̄2m are the quotient maps, which satisfy [b̄1m, b̄2m] = 0 as [b1m, b2m] = 0.

Note that the portion of the diagram within dashed lines is the dual enhanced ADHM quiver.

8This C2 is Σn deprived of the line at infinity and the fiber over the point [cm, sm] of P1.
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Let V , W be vector spaces of dimension c and 1, respectively, and let (b1, b2, e) ∈ End(V )⊕2 ⊕
Hom(V,W ), with [b1, b2] = 0. This may be regarded as a representation X = (V,W, b1, b2, e, 0) of the

ADHM quiver. For future use, out of these data we build a complex on Σn as in [1, p. 2151]:

M(X) : 0 → OΣn(0,−1)⊗ V ∗ α−→ OΣn(1,−1)⊗ V ∗ ⊕OΣn ⊗ [V ∗ ⊕W ∗]
β−→ OΣn(1, 0)⊗ V ∗ → 0,

where

α =

 idV ∗(yn2mse) + b∗2s∞

idV ∗ y1m + b∗1y2m

0

 , β =
[
idV ∗ y1m + b∗1y2m, − (idV ∗(yn2mse) + b∗2s∞) , e∗s∞

]
.

Moreover, since we want a functorial correspondence between representations and complexes, given a

morphism of ADHM representations φ : X → X̃, where X̃ is a representation with the same structure,

one defines a morphism of complexes

0 // OΣn(0,−1)⊗ Ṽ ∗ α̃ //

φU
��

OΣn(1,−1)⊗ Ṽ ∗ ⊕OΣn ⊗ [Ṽ ∗ ⊕W ∗]
β̃ //β //

φV
��

OΣn(1, 0)⊗ Ṽ ∗ //

φW
��

0

0 // OΣn(0,−1)⊗ V ∗ α // OΣn(1,−1)⊗ V ∗ ⊕OΣn ⊗ [V ∗ ⊕W ∗]
β // OΣn(1, 0)⊗ V ∗ // 0

where φU and φW are the identity times the dual of the morphism F : V → Ṽ in φ. The morphism

φV is defined as

φV =

 id⊗F ∗ 0 0

0 id⊗F ∗ 0

0 0 id

 .
Note that the the entries below the diagonal are forced to be zero by the vanishingH0(OΣn(−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(X̃) →M(X) (5.15)

between the complexes corresponding to X and X̃. The functorial correspondence X ⇝ M(X) of

course is just an avatar of the functor Kn.

Next, we construct a complex M(Xc−c′) from the datum (b̄1m, b̄2m), by looking b̄1m, b̄2m as com-

muting elements in End(V ′), where V ′ is a vector space of dimension c− c′. We shall get a vanishing

result for the cohomology sheaves of this complex.

Lemma 22. The complex M(Xc−c′) given by

0 → OΣn(0,−1)⊗ V ′∗ α′′
−→ (OΣn(1,−1)⊕OΣn)⊗ V ′∗ β′′

−→ OΣn(1, 0)⊗ V ′∗ → 0,

where

α′′ =

[
idV ′∗(yn2mse) + b̄∗2ms∞

idV ′∗ y1m + b̄∗1my2m

]
, β′′ =

[
idV ′∗ y1m + b̄∗1my2m, −

(
idV ′∗(yn2mse) + b̄∗2ms∞

) ]
,

satisfies

H−1(M(Xc−c′)) = H0(M(Xc−c′)) = 0.
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Proof. First we show that Imα′′ = kerβ′′; of course we only have to check that Imα′′ ⊃ kerβ′′. The

restrictions y1, y2 of y1m, y2m to ℓ∞ may be regarded as homogeneous coordinates on ℓ∞;9 moreover,

the section se has no zeroes on ℓ∞ (actually OΣn(1,−n)
∣∣∣
ℓ∞

is trivial as e · h = 0). Omitting to write

the restriction to ℓ∞, we have

α′′ =

(
idV ′∗(yn2 se)

idV ′∗ y1 + b̄∗1my2

)
and

β′′ =
(
−(idV ′∗ y1 + b̄∗1my2), idV ′∗(yn2 se)

)
.

So (v1, v2) ∈ kerβ′′ if and only if

(y1 + y2 b̄
∗
1m)v1 = yn2 sev2. (5.16)

If y2 ̸= 0, let (v1, v2) satisfy (5.16), and set

v =
v1
yn2 se

.

Then, taking (5.16) into account, one has α′′(v) = (v1, v2).

In the patch y1 ̸= 0 the morphism L = y1 + y2 b
∗
1 is invertible at y2 = 0, hence it is invertible

in a neighborhood of that point. Then setting v = L−1v2 we again have α′′(v) = (v1, v2) in that

neighborhood. As this neighborhood and the neighborhood y2 ̸= 0 cover ℓ∞ the claim follows.

Moreover, H−1(M(Xc−c′)) = ker(α′′) and α′′ is injective by [1, Statement (i), p. 2151]. This

finalizes the proof.

Using the morphism (5.15) we get a short exact sequence

0 →M(Xc−c′) →M(Xc) →M(Xc′) → 0.

This exact sequence is the following diagram with exact rows:

0

��

0

��

0

��
0 // OΣn(0,−1)⊗ (V ′

1)
∗ φ′

U //

α′′

��

OΣn(0,−1)⊗ V ∗
1

φU //

α

��

OΣn(0,−1)⊗ Z∗

α′

��

// 0

0 // [OΣn(1,−1)⊕OΣn ]⊗ (V ′
1)

∗

β′′

��

φ′
V // OΣn(1,−1)⊗ V ∗

1 ⊕OΣn ⊗ [V ∗
1 ⊕W ∗]

β

��

φV // OΣn(1,−1)⊗ Z∗ ⊕OΣn ⊗ [Z∗ ⊕W ∗]

β′

��

// 0

0 // OΣn(1, 0)⊗ (V ′
1)

∗

��

φ′
W // OΣn(1, 0)⊗ V ∗

1

��

φW // OΣn(1, 0)⊗ Z∗

��

// 0

0 0 0

where Z = kerF1 : V1 → V ′
1 . The corresponding long exact sequence of cohomology contains the

segment

H0(M(Xc−c′)) → H0(M(Xc)) → H0(M(Xc′)) → H1(M(Xc−c′)) → H1(M(Xc)). (5.17)

However since Xc is co-stable we have

H−1(M(Xc)) = H1(M(Xc)) = 0

9Note that (y1m, y2m) are sections of OΣn(0, 1), which restricted to ℓ∞ ≃ P1 is OP1(1) as h · f = 1.
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and by Lemma 22, H0(M(Xc−c′)) is also zero, so that the sequence (5.17) reduces to

0 → H0(M(Xc)) → H0(M(Xc′)) → H1(M(Xc−c′)) → 0

The sheaves E = H0(M(Xc)) and F = H0(M(Xc′)) are rank 1 framed torsion-free sheaves with Chern

character (1, 0,−c) and (1, 0,−c′), respectively. Moreover,

coker(β′′) = H1(M(Xc−c′)) ≃
H0(M(Xc))

H0(M(Xc′))

is a rank 0 sheaf of length c − c′ supported away from ℓ∞, since the ranks of H0(M(Xc)) and

H0(M(Xc′)) coincide and the two sheaves are framed on ℓ∞. Thus, we get a framed flag of sheaves

(E,F, φ) on Σn, which is actually a pair of nested 0-cycles.

Now we build the correspondence in the opposite direction, starting from S ∈ Hilbc
′,c(Xn). One

can write S = (Sc
′
, Sc), where Sc

′
and Sc are 0-cycles of length c′ and c, respectively. Using the open

cover
{
Unc

′
j

}
, j = 0, . . . , c of Hilbc

′
(Xn) introduced earlier, we obtain an element S̃ ∈ Hilbc

′,c(C2).

By Theorem 5, there is a stable representation of the enhanced ADHM quiver with dimension vector

(s = c− c′, 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 → L
i1−→M

F1−→ N → 0,

where L and M are stable and dimL = (c′, 1), dimM = (c, 1), dimN = (c − c′, 0). One may use [1,

Equations 3.13], which in this case read

A1 = cmb1m + sm idV , A2 = −smb1m + cm idV ,

Ā1 = cmb̄1m + sm idV ′ , Ā2 = −smb̄1m + cm idV ′
C1

...

...

Cn

 = (σn−1
m ⊗ idV )


idV

b1m
...

bn−1
1m

 b2m,

C̄1

...

...

C̄n

 = (σn−1
m ⊗ idV ′)


idV ′

b̄1m
...(

b̄1m
)n−1

 b̄2m,

to obtain a representation X of the quiver Q̄n with dimension vector (c, c, c − c′, c − c′, 1). This

representation is depicted in Figure 2. The matrix σn−1
m is defined by the condition

(smz1 + cmz2)
p(cmz1 − smz2)

n−1−p =
n−1∑
q=0

(σn−1
m )pqz

n−1−q
1 zq2

for (z1, z2) ∈ C2, where sm, cm are the numbers defined in equation (5.13).

This representation satisfies the relations in Table 1 (to see this one uses [1, Corollary 3.6]) and is

stable. In fact, the map F1 is surjective and the representation of the Hirzebruch quiver Qn 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(Q̄n)♡sv,Θ. This in general depends on the choice of the open

set in the cover
{
Unc

′
j

}
, 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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• F1 //

Cn

xx

C1

||

•

C̄n

xx

C̄1

||• F1 //

A2

88

A1

<<

ℓ

��

•

Ā2

88

Ā1

<<

•

Figure 2:

More formally, we may consider the diagram

Rep(Q̄n)♡sv,Θ

G
////

��

Rep(Qn)♡svc′ ,Γc′

Gc′
×

Rep(Qn)♡svc,Γc

Gc

��

Hilbc
′,c(Xn) // Hilbc

′
(Xn)×Hilbc(Xn)

where vc = (c, c, 1), vc′ = (c′, c′, 1) and

Gc′ = GLc′(C)×GLc′(C), Gc = GLc(C×GLc(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 Mn♡s
v,Θ 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:

• the functor R̄n♡s
v,Θ of families of framed representations of the enhanced Hirzebruch quiver Q̄n

with dimension vector v = (c, c, c − c′, c − c′, 1), stable with respect to a stability parameter Θ

as in Theorem 16;

• the functor Hilbc
′,c
Xn

of families of nested 0-cycles of length (c′, c) on Xn. This is the functor

Schop → 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 ×Xn, flat over T , such that Z ′ ⊂ Z and the
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restrictions of the projection T ×Xn → T to Z ′ and Z are finite of degree c′ and c, respectively.

This functor is represented by a scheme Hilbc
′,c(Xn) by the results in [14] (see [21], Section

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

FΣn,ℓ∞
1,0,c′,c−c′ (using the notation of equation (2.1)) and therefore it is representable also by Theorem

3.

Proposition 23. There is a natural transformation ηn : R̄
n♡s
v,Θ → Hilbc

′,c
Xn

which is an isomorphism of

functors.

Again, the key for the construction of the natural transformation ηn is to regard a representation

of the enhanced Hirzebruch quiver Q̄n as a morphism of representations of the Hirzebruch quiver Qn.

Let

X = (T,V0,V1,W,V ′
0,V ′

1, A1, A2, B1, . . . , Bn, I1, . . . , In−1, J, A
′
1, A

′
2, B

′
1, . . . , B

′
n, F1, F2)

be a family of representations of the quiver Q̄n, with T a scheme, V0,V1,W,V ′
0,V ′

1 vector bundles on

T of rank c, c, 1, c− c′, c− c′, respectively, and

A1, A2 ∈ Hom(V0,V1), B1, . . . , Bn ∈ Hom(V1,V0), I1, . . . , In−1 ∈ Hom(W,V0),

J ∈ Hom(V0,W), A′
1, A

′
2 ∈ Hom(V ′

0,V ′
1), B′

1, . . . , B
′
n ∈ Hom(V ′

1,V ′
0),

F1 ∈ Hom(V0,V ′
0), F2 ∈ Hom(V1,V ′

1).

If we assume that X is stable as in Lemma 18 then F1 and F2 are surjective. This defines a surjective

morphism of families of representations of the quiverQn. Define V ′′
0 := ker(F1) and V ′′

1 := ker(F2); note

that they are vector bundles on T of rank c′. The morphisms A1, A2, B1, . . . , Bn, J induce morphisms

A′′
1, A

′′
2 ∈ Hom(V ′′

0 ,V ′′
1 ); B

′′
1 , . . . , B

′′
n ∈ Hom(V ′′

1 ,V ′′
0 ); J

′′ ∈ Hom(V ′′
0 ,W)

and this defines a kernel family of representations of the quiver Qn.

As we have natural inclusions i0 : V ′′
0 → V0 and i1 : V ′

1 → V1 and the isomorphism idW : W → W,

we can build a short exact sequence of families of representations of the quiver Qn parameterized by

T

0 → X ′′ → X → 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 → Kn,ν(X ′) → Kn,ν(X ) → Kn,ν(X ′′) → 0

is exact and by taking cohomology

H0(Kn,ν(X ′)) → H0(Kn,ν(X )) → H0(Kn,ν(X ′′)) → H1(Kn,ν(X ′)) → H1(Kn,ν(X )) (5.21)

is exact as well.

On the other hand, H0(Kn,ν(X ′)) = 0, by Lemma 22 and H1(Kn,ν(X )) = 0 as X is stable. Thus

(5.21) reduces to

0 → H0(Kn,ν(X )) → H0(Kn,ν(X ′′)) → H1(Kn,ν(X ′)) → 0

Additionally, one has:
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• F := H0(Kn,ν(X ′′)) is a torsion-free coherent sheaf on T × Σn, with a framing φ to the trivial

sheaf on T × ℓ∞. Moreover, the second Chern class of F|{t}×Σn
is c′ for every closed point t ∈ T.

• F and E := H0(Kn,ν(X )) are flat over T by Proposition 14, since X and X ′ are stable.

• H1(Kn,m(X ′)) is a rank 0 coherent sheaf on T × Σn, supported away from T × ℓ∞. For every

closed point t ∈ T , the restriction of the schematic support of H1(Kn,ν(X ′)) to the fiber over t

is a 0-cycle on Σn of length c− c′.

• H1(Kn,ν(X ′)) is flat over T, as it is a quotient of flat sheaves.

Therefore, the pair (E,F ) may be regarded as a flat family of nested 0-cycles parameterized by

the scheme T. This defines the natural transformation ηn. To prove that ηn is indeed a natural

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

R̄n♡s
v,Θ (S)

R̄n♡s
v,Θ (f)

//

ηn,S

��

R̄n♡s
v,Θ (T )

ηn,T

��

Hilbc
′,c
Xn

(S)
Hilbc

′,c
Xn

(f)
// Hilbc

′,c
Xn

(T )

commutes. If X is a family of representations parametrized by S we have indeed

Hilbc
′,c
Xn

(f) ◦ ηn,S = (Id× f)∗ ◦ ηn,S = ηn,T (f
∗) = ηn,T ◦ R̄n♡s

v,Θ (f).

The only nontrivial equality is the middle one. This follows from the Lemma

Lemma 24. Let M• be a family of monads on Σn parametrized by a scheme T , and let f : S → T

be a scheme morphism. Assume that the cohomology E of M• is flat over T . Then (f × id)∗M• is a

monad, whose cohomology is isomorphic to (f × id)∗E.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Lemma 2.2 in [3].

Note that the flatness condition is fulfilled as X and X ′′ are stable.

To show that ηn is actually a natural isomorphism, we must construct a natural transformation

τn : Hilbc
′,c
Xn

→ R̄n♡s
v,Θ

which is both a right and left inverse to ηn. This can be done as follows (we omit the details as they

should by now be quite straightforward).

• 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 .

• One defines X ′′ as the quotient X/X ′. The exact sequence

0 → X ′ → X → X ′′ → 0

corresponds to a diagram as in (5.14).

• Finally one uses [1, Equations (3.13)] to obtain a stable family of representations of the quiver

Q̄n 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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