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Configurations in abelian categories. .
Basic properties and moduli stacks

Dominic Joyce

Abstract

This is the first in a series of papers on configurations in an abelian cat-
egory A. Given a finite partially ordered set (I, =), an (I, X)-configuration
(o,t,m) is a finite collection of objects o(J) and morphisms ¢(J, K) or
w(J,K) : 0(J) — o(K) in A satisfying some axioms, where J, K are sub-
sets of I. Configurations describe how an object X in A decomposes into
subobjects, and are useful for studying stability conditions on A.

We define and motivate the idea of configurations, and explain some
natural operations upon them — subconfigurations, quotient configura-
tions, substitution, refinements and improvements. Then we study mod-
uli spaces of (I, <)-configurations in A, and natural morphisms between
them, using the theory of Artin stacks. We prove well-behaved moduli
stacks exist when A is the abelian category of coherent sheaves on a pro-
jective scheme P, or of representations of a quiver Q.

In the sequels, given a stability condition (7,7, <) on A, we will show
the moduli spaces of 7-(semi)stable objects or configurations are con-
structible subsets in the moduli stacks of all objects or configurations.
We associate infinite-dimensional algebras of constructible functions to a
quiver () using the method of Ringel-Hall algebras, and define systems
of invariants of P that ‘count’ 7-(semi)stable coherent sheaves on P and
satisfy interesting identities.

1 Introduction

This is the first of a series of papers [10-12] developing the concept of configura-
tion in an abelian category. Given an abelian category A and a finite partially
ordered set (poset) (I, <), we define an (I, <)-configuration (o,t,7) in A to be
a collection of objects o(J) and morphisms «(J, K) or n(J,K) : o(J) — o(K)
in A satisfying certain axioms, where J, K are subsets of I. Configurations are
a tool for describing how an object X in A decomposes into subobjects. They
are especially useful for studying stability conditions on A.

This paper introduces configurations, studies their basic properties, and
develops the theory of moduli stacks of configurations. We begin in § with
background material on abelian categories and Artin stacks. Section Bl refines
the Jordan—Holder Theorem for abelian categories in the case when the simple
factors Sq,...,S, of X € A are nonisomorphic. We find that the set of all
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subobjects of X may be classified using a partial order < on I = {1,...,n}, the
indexing set for the simple factors of X. We also classify quotient objects and
composition series for X using (I, <).

Motivated by this, 8 defines the notion of (I, X)-configuration (o,t,7) in A,
and proves that it captures the properties of the set of all subobjects of X € A
when X has nonisomorphic simple factors {S® : i € I}. Section H considers
some elementary operations on configurations. Given an (I, <)-configuration
we can make sub- and quotient (K, <)-configurations, where (K, <) comes from
(I,=) with K C I or using a surjective ¢ : I — K. We also construct new
configurations by substituting one configuration into another.

Let <, < be partial orders on I, with i<j implies ¢ < j. Then each (I, <X)-
configuration (o, ¢, ) has a quotient (I, <)-configuration (&,, 7). Call (o,¢,7)
an (I, X)-improvement of (&,7,7). Call (5,7,7) best if it has no strict improve-
ments. Section B shows that improvements can be divided into a sequence of
steps, classifies one step improvements, and gives a criterion for best configura-
tions in terms of whether short exact sequences split.

Fix an algebraically closed field K, and a K-linear abelian category A. To
form moduli spaces of configurations in A we need some extra data, on algebraic
families of objects and morphisms in A parametrized by a base K-scheme U.
We encode this in a stack in exact categories § 4 : Schg — (exactcat), which
must satisfy conditions given in Assumptions [ and below.

Section [ defines moduli stacks of objects Obj 4 and (I, <)-configurations
M(I, <) 4 in A, and substacks Obj%, M(I, <, k)4 of objects and configurations
with prescribed classes in K (A). There are many natural 1-morphisms between
these stacks. Section Bl shows these are algebraic (Artin) K-stacks, locally of
finite type, and some of the 1-morphisms are representable, or of finite type.

We finish with some examples. Section [ takes A to be the abelian category
coh(P) of coherent sheaves on a projective K-scheme P, and §IT considers the
abelian category mod-KQ of representations of a quiver Q and some variants
nil-KQ, mod-KQ/I,nil-KQ/I, and the abelian category mod-A of representa-
tions of a finite-dimensional K-algebra A. We define the data A, K(A),§4 and
prove it satisfies Assumptions [l and in each example.

The second paper [10] defines and studies infinite-dimensional algebras of
constructible functions on M (I, <) 4, motivated by the idea of Ringel-Hall al-
gebras. The sequels [11,12] concern stability conditions (7,T,<) on A, such as
Gieseker stability on coh(P), or slope stability on mod-K@Q.

We shall regard the set Objg () of T-semistable objects in A with class « in
K (A) not as a moduli scheme under S-equivalence, but as a constructible subset
in the stack D6j%. One of our goals is to understand the relationship between
Obj2 (7) and Obj%(7) for two different stability conditions (7, T, <), (7, T, <).
Our key idea is that this is best done using the moduli stacks M(I, X, k) 4.

Write My (I, <X, K, 7) 4 for the subset of points [(a, ¢, w)] in M(I, <, k) 4 with
o({i}) T-semistable for all i € I. We shall express Obj.(7) and Mgs(I, <, K, 7) 4
in terms of projections of M (K, <, u, 7) 4 for other finite posets (K, ). We
will then define systems of invariants of A, (7,7, <) by taking weighted Eu-
ler characteristics of Mys(I, =, k,7)4, and determine identities the invariants



satisfy, and their transformation laws as (7, T, <) changes.
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2 Background material

We review abelian categories and Artin stacks. Some useful references for §2.11
and §Z7 are Popescu [15] and Gelfand and Manin [3, §11.5-8I1.6], and for §Z3
are Gomez [4], Behrend et al. [1], and Laumon and Moret-Bailly [14].

2.1 Abelian and exact categories
Here is the definition of abelian category, taken from [3, §IL5].
Definition 2.1. A category A is called abelian if
(i) Hom(X,Y) is an abelian group for all X, Y € A, and composition of
morphisms is biadditive.
(ii) There exists a zero object 0 € A such that Hom(0,0) = 0.

(iii) For any X,Y € A there exists Z € A and morphisms tx : X — Z,
wy Y = Z, x4 — X,y : Z =Y withnmxoitx =idy, my oty = idy,
txomx +iyomy =idz and mx oy =7y orx = 0. We write Z = X DY,
the direct sum of X and Y.

(iv) For any morphism f : X — Y there is a sequence KEXLILY S0 in A
such that joi = f, and K is the kernel of f, and C' the cokernel of f, and
I is both the cokernel of k and the kernel of c.

An abelian category A is called K-linear over a field K if Hom(X,Y) is a K-
vector space for all X, Y € A, and composition maps are bilinear.

We will often use the following properties of abelian categories:
e If io f =io0gand i is injective, then f = g (i is left cancellable).
o If fomr =gom and 7 is surjective, then f = g (7 is right cancellable).
o If f: X — Y is injective and surjective, then it is an isomorphism.
In an abelian category A we can define ezact sequences [3, §11.6].

Definition 2.2. Let X LY %7 be a sequence in A with go f =0. Let k : K —
Y be the kernel of g and ¢ : Y — C the cokernel of f. Then there exist unique
morphisms a : X — K and b: C — Z withf = koa and g = boc. We say
XLYLZis exact at Y if a is surjective, or equivalently if b is injective.



A short exact sequence 0 - X — Y — Z — 0 in A is called split if there
exists a compatible isomorphism X & Z — Y. The Grothendieck group Ky(A)
of A is the abelian group generated by Obj(A), with a relation [Y] = [X] + [Z]
for each short exact sequence 0 — X —-Y — Z —0 in A. Throughout the paper
K (A) will mean the quotient of Ko(A) by some fized subgroup.

Ezact categories were introduced by Quillen [16, §2], and are discussed in
Gelfand and Manin [3, Ex. IV.3.3, p. 275].

Definition 2.3. Let A be an abelian category, and A be a full additive sub-
category of A, which is closed under extensions. Let & be the class of exact
sequences 0 - X - Y — Z — 0 in A with X,Y,Z € A. Then the pair
(A, €) is called an ezxact category. Usually we refer to A as the exact category,
taking £ to be implicitly given. Quillen [16, §2] gives necessary and sufficient
conditions on A, £ for A to be embedded in an abelian category A in this way,
and we take this to be the definition of an exact category. An exact functor
F:(AE) — (A& of exact categories is a functor F' : A — A’ taking exact
sequences £ in A to exact sequences £ in A’

2.2 Subobjects and the Jordan—Holder Theorem

Subobjects of objects in A are analogous to subgroups of an abelian group.

Definition 2.4. Let A be an abelian category. Two injective morphismsi : S —
X, :S5 — X in A are equivalent if there exists an isomorphism h : S — S’
with ¢ = ¢’ o h. Then h is unique. A subobject of X € A is an equivalence class
of injective morphisms i : S — X. Usually we refer to .S as the subobject, and
write S C X to mean S is a subobject of X. We write 0, X for the subobjects
of X which are equivalence classes of 0 — X and idy : X — X.

Similarly, surjective morphisms 7 : X — Q, 7' : X — Q' in A are equivalent
if there is an isomorphism h : Q@ — Q' with #/ = how. A quotient object
of X € A is an equivalence class of surjective 7 : X — Q. If ST C X are
represented by i : S — X and j : T — X, we write S C T C X if there exists
a:S — T with i = joa. Then a fits into an exact sequence 0 — S-ST5F — 0.
We write F' =T/, and call F a factor of X € A.

We define operations N, + on subobjects, following Popescu [15, §2.6]. The
notation comes from the intersection and sum of subgroups of abelian groups.

Definition 2.5. Let A be an abelian category, let X € A, and suppose injective
maps i : S — X, j: T — X define subobjects S,T of X. Apply Definition
Eq(iv) to f =iomg+jomr : S®T — X. This yields U,V € A and morphisms
k:U—-SeT,l:S®T -V ande:V — X such that iong+jonmp =eol,
and k is the kernel of 1 omg+jomp, and [ is the cokernel of k, and e is the image
(the kernel of the cokernel) of i o mg+j o 7.

Define a : U — Sbya=kong,and b: U — T by b = —k onp and
c:S—=Vbyc=foirg,andd: T —V byd= fourr. Then k=150a—typob,



l=comg+donp,i=ceocand j=eod. Now 0 — U—58 @ T-5V — 0 is
exact. Soioa = job, and

Lsoa—tTob comg+dom

0 U SeT %4 0 isexact. (1)

As i, a are injective 50a = job: U — X is too, and defines a subobject SNT
of X. Also e: V — X is injective, and defines a subobject S + T of X. Then
SNT,S+T depend only on S,T C X, with inclusions SNT'CS, TCS+TCX.
Popescu [15, Prop. 2.6.4, p. 39] gives canonical isomorphisms

S/(SNT)=(S4+T)/T and T/(SNT)=(S+T)/S. (2)

These operations N, 4+ are commutative and associative, so we can form multiple
sums and intersections. We write ;. ; T} for the multiple sum + of a finite set
of subobjects T; C X, in the obvious way.

Definition 2.6. We call an abelian category A artinian if all descending chains
of subobjects - - - C As C A; C X stabilize, that is, 4,11 = A, for n > 0. We call
A noetherian if all ascending chains of subobjects A1 C Ay C--- C X stabilize.
We call A of finite length if it is artinian and noetherian.

A nonzero object X in A is called simple if it has no nontrivial proper
subobjects. Let X € A and consider filtrations of subobjects

0=AgCc A C---CA,=X. (3)
We call @) a composition series if the factors Sy =Ay/Ar_1 are all simple.
Here is the Jordan—Hdélder Theorem in an abelian category, [17, Th. 2.1].

Theorem 2.7. Let A be an abelian category of finite length. Then every fil-
tration 0 = Ag C Ay C --- C A, = X without repetitions can be refined to
a composition series for X. Suppose 0 = Ay C Ay C -+ C Ay, = X and
0=ByC By C -+ C By, =X are two composition series for X € A, with
simple factors Sy, = Ay /Ax—1 and Ty = By/Bi—1. Then m = n, and for some
permutation o of 1,...,n we have Sy = Ty fork=1,... n.

2.3 Introduction to algebraic K-stacks

Fix an algebraically closed field K throughout. There are four main classes of
‘spaces’ over K used in algebraic geometry, in increasing order of generality:

K-varieties C K-schemes C algebraic K-spaces C algebraic K-stacks.

Algebraic stacks (also known as Artin stacks) were introduced by Artin, gener-
alizing Deligne—Mumford stacks. For an introduction see Gémez [4], and for a
thorough treatment see Behrend et al. [1] or Laumon and Moret-Bailly [14].
We write our definitions in the language of 2-categories [4, App. B]. A 2-
category has objects X,Y, 1-morphisms f,g : X — Y between objects, and



2-morphisms o : f — g between 1-morphisms. An example to keep in mind is a
2-category of categories, where objects are categories, 1-morphisms are functors,
and 2-morphisms are isomorphisms (natural transformations) of functors.

As in Gémez [4, §2.1-8§2.2] there are two different but equivalent ways of
defining K-stacks. We shall work with the first [4, Def. 2.10], even though the
second is more widely used, as it is more convenient for our applications.

Definition 2.8. A groupoid is a category with all morphisms isomorphisms.
Let (groupoids) be the 2-category whose objects are groupoids, 1-morphisms
functors of groupoids, and 2-morphisms natural transformations of functors.

Let K be an algebraically closed field, and Schg the category of K-schemes.
We make Schi into a 2-category by taking 1-morphisms to be morphisms, and
the only 2-morphisms to be identities id; for each 1-morphism f. To define
K-stacks we need to choose a Grothendieck topology on Schy, as in [4, App. A],
and we choose the étale topology.

A prestack in groupoids on Schg is a contravariant 2-functor § : Schg —
(groupoids). As in [4, App. B], this comprises the following data, satisfying
conditions we shall not give:

e For each object U in Schg, an object (groupoid) §F(U) in (groupoids).

e For each 1-morphism f : U — V in Schg, a 1-morphism (functor) §(f) :
F(V) — F(U) in (groupoids).

e For each 2-morphism « : f — f’ in Schg, a 2-morphism F(«) : F(f') —
§(f). As the only 2-morphisms in Schg are idy, this data is trivial.

e If f:U—Vand g:V — W are l-morphisms in Schg, a 2-isomorphism
€g.; - 5(f) oF(g) — §(g o f), that is, an isomorphism of functors. Thus,
§ only respects composition of 1-morphisms up to 2-isomorphism. The
2-isomorphisms €4 ¢ are often omitted in proofs.

A K-stack is a stack in groupoids on Schg. That is, it is a prestack §F
satisfying the following axioms. Let {f; : U; — V};er be an open cover of V
in the site Schkx. Write U;; = U; Xy, vy, U; for the fibre product scheme and
fij 2 Ui; =V, fiji : Uiz = Ui, fij,5 : Uy; — Uj; for the projections, and similarly
for ‘triple intersections’ U;j,. Then

(i) (Glueing of morphisms). If X, Y € Obj(F(V)) and ¢; : F(fi)X — F(fi)Y
are morphisms for ¢ € I such that
Efi;fij,i(y) © (g(fw,z)(bz) © efi;fij,i('X)_l =
€505, (Y) 0 (S(flﬂJ)¢J) ©€fiifigi (x)~
in Hom (3 (fi;)X,3(fi;)Y) for all 4,j, then there exists a morphism 7 :
X =Y in Mor(F(V)) with F(fi)n = ¢;.

(ii) (Monopresheaf). If X,Y lie in Obj(F(V)) and ¢,% : X =Y in Mor(F(V))
with F(fi)¢ = F(f:)v for all i € I, then ¢ = 1.

(4)



(lll) (Glueing of objects). If Xl EObJ (g(Ul)) and ¢ij : S(fij,j)Xj _)S(fij,i)Xi
are morphisms for all 4, j satisfying the cocycle condition

[Efij,ivfijk,ij (XZ) © (S(fijk,ij)(bij) O €fijifijk,is (Xj)il] ©
[E.fjk,j7fijk,jk (XJ) © (S(fijk;jk)(bjk)efjk,mfijk,jk (Xk)il} = (5)
[Efik,ivfijk,ik (Xl) © (S(fijkvik)d)ik)efik,kvfijk,ik (Xk)_l}

in Hom(&(fijhk)Xk,ﬁ(fijk7k)Xi) for all 4,7, k, then there exists X €
Obj(F(V)) and isomorphisms ¢; : F(f;)X — X; in Mor(F(U;)) such that

¢ji o (S(fz]z)ﬁbz) OC€fi,fiji (X)_l = (S(fl]])¢]) O€fj.fij (X)_l (6)
in Hom(&(fij)X, S(fijJ)Xj) for all Z,]
Using notation from [14, §3], an algebraic K-stack is a K-stack § such that

(i) The diagonal Ag is representable, quasicompact and separated.

(ii) There exists a scheme U and a smooth surjective 1-morphism « : U — 3.
We call U, u an atlas for §.

As in [4, §2.2], [14, §3], K-stacks form a 2-category. A l-morphism ¢ :
§ — & is a natural transformation between the 2-functors §, . A 2-morphism
a : ¢ — 1 of 1-morphisms ¢,1 : §F — & is an isomorphism of the natural
transformations. Representable and finite type 1-morphisms are defined in [14,
Def.s 3.9, 4.16], and will be important in §8&2

We define the set of K-points of a stack.

Definition 2.9. Let § be a K-stack. Regarding SpecK as a K-stack, we can
form Hom(Spec K, ). This is a groupoid, with objects 1-morphisms Spec K — F,
and morphisms 2-morphisms. Define F(K) to be the set of isomorphism classes
of objects in Hom(Spec K, §). Elements of §(K) are called K-points, or geometric
points, of §. If ¢ : § — & is a l-morphism of K-stacks then composition
with ¢ yields a morphism of groupoids Hom(SpecK,F) — Hom(SpecK, &),
and therefore induces a map of sets ¢, : F(K) — &(K).

One important difference in working with 2-categories rather than ordinary
categories is that in diagram-chasing one only requires 1-morphisms to be 2-
isomorphic rather than equal. The simplest kind of commutative diagram is:

(G}
ST
S—X>5,

by which we mean that §,®, $ are K-stacks, ¢, v, x are 1-morphisms, and F :
Yo — x is a 2-isomorphism. Sometimes we omit F', and mean that ¥ o¢ = x.



Definition 2.10. Let ¢ : § — 9, ¥ : & — § be l-morphisms of K-stacks.
Define the fibre product § X4 6.4 ®, or § X g & for short, such that (§F x5 &)(U)
for U € Schg is the groupoid with objects triples (A4, B, a) for A € Obj(F(U)),
B € Obj(6(U)) and o : ¢(U)A — (U)B in Mor(H(U)), and morphisms
(8,7): (A, B,a) — (A", B',a/) for : A — A" in Mor(§(U)) andv: B— B’ in
Mor(&(U)) with o' o (¢(U)B) = (¥ (U)7y) o o in Mor(H(UV)).

The rest of the data to make a contravariant 2-functor § X & : Schg —
(groupoids) is defined in the obvious way. Then § xg & is a K-stack, with
projection l-morphisms 75 : § xg & — §, Te : § X5 & — & fitting into a
commutative diagram:

TF S [
/ \
Fxg® ij/@, (7)

¥

e

where A : ¢ oy — P ome is a 2-isomorphism. Any commutative diagram

s
%6/1,,/

extends to a commutative diagram with p unique up to 2-isomorphism

¢ LFxs 6 A $, commuting Aopi l/B (9)
T °
W ® <7 2-morphisms Yome o ptm1pon.

We call @) a Cartesian square if p in [@) is a 1-isomorphism, so that € is 1-
isomorphic to §x ¢ ®. Cartesian squares may also be characterized by a universal
property, as in [1, §3]. By the product § x & of K-stacks §, ® we mean their fibre
product § Xgpeck & over SpecK, using the natural projections §, ® — Spec K.

Here are some properties of these that we will need later.

o If T &, 9 are algebraic K-stacks, then their fibre product § xg & is also
algebraic, by [14, Prop. 4.5(i)]. Hence, in any Cartesian square (§), if
35,8, 9 are algebraic then € is also algebraic, as it is 1-isomorphic to
$ X B, If also §, B, H are locally of finite type, then so are § x5 & and €.

o Let §,8,9 in [@ be algebraic K-stacks. We may think of & as a stack
over a base $), and then 7z : § X5 & — § is obtained from ¢ : & — § by
base extension. Therefore, for any property P of morphisms of algebraic
K-stacks that is stable under base extension, if 1 has P then nz has P.

But in any Cartesian square (@), € is 1-isomorphic to § x4 &. Thus
if € F,8,5 are algebraic and ¢ has P in (), then 6 has P, as in [14,
Rem. 4.14.1]. This holds when P is of finite type [14, Rem. 4.17(2)], or
locally of finite type [14, p. 33-4], or representable [14, Lem. 3.11].



3 Refining the Jordan—Holder Theorem

We shall study the following situation.

Definition 3.1. Let A be an abelian category of finite length, and X € A.
Then X admits a composition series 0 = Ag C A; C --- C A, = X by Theorem
B and the simple factors Sy, = Ay /Ag—1 for k =1,...,n of X are independent
of choices, up to isomorphism and permutation of 1,...,n. Suppose Sy % S; for
1 < k <l < n. Then we say that X has nonisomorphic simple factors.

Let X have nonisomorphic simple factors, and let I be an indexing set for
{S1,...,8,}, so that |I| = n, and write {S1,...,S,} = {S* : i € I}. Then
Theorem 27 implies that for every composition series 0 = By C By C -+ C
B,, = X for X with simple factors Ty, = By/Bi_1, there exists a unique bijection
¢: I —{1,...,n} such that S" = Ty, for all i € I.

Define a partial order < on I by i=j for ¢,j € I if and only if ¢(i) < ¢(j)
for all bijections ¢ : I — {1,...,n} constructed from a composition series
0=ByC By C---CB,=X for X as above. Then (I, =) is a partially ordered
set, or poset for short.

The point of this definition is to treat all the Jordan—-Holder composition
series 0 = By C By C --- C B, = X for X on an equal footing. Writing the
simple factors of X as S1,..., S, gives them a preferred order, and favours one
composition series over the rest. So instead we write the simple factors as S°
for ¢ € I, some arbitrary indexing set. Here is some more notation.

Definition 3.2. Let (I, =) be a finite poset. Define J C I to be
(i) an s-set if i € I, j € J and ¢=j implies i € J,
(ii) a g-set if i € I, j € J and j=<i implies i € J, and
(iii) an f-set ifi € [ and h,j € J and h=<i=<j implies i € J.

The motivation for this is that below s-sets will correspond to subobjects S C X,
g-sets to quotient objects X /S, and f-sets to factors T/S for S C T C X.

Here are some properties of s-sets, g-sets and f-sets.
Proposition 3.3. Let (I,=) be a finite poset. Then

(a) I and O are s-sets. If J, K are s-sets then JNK and JUK are s-sets.
(b) J is an s-set if and only if 1\ J is a ¢-set.

(¢) If J C K are s-sets then K\ J is an f-set. Every f-set is of this form.
(d) If J,K are f-sets then J N K is an f-set, but J U K may not be an f-set.

The proof is elementary, and left as an exercise. For the last part of (c), if
F C Iis an f-set, define K = {i € I : i=<j for some j € F} and J = K\ F. Then
J C K are s-sets with F' = K \ J. Note that (a) and (b) imply the collections
of s-sets and g-sets are both topologies on I, but (d) shows the f-sets may not
be. Also < can be reconstructed from the set of s-sets on I, as i=<j if and only
if © € J for every s-set J C I with j € J.



Lemma 3.4. In the situation of Definition [E1l, suppose S C X is a subobject.
Then there exists a unique s-set J C I such that the simple factors in any
composition series for S are isomorphic to S* fori € J.

Proof. Let 0 = By C --- C By = S be a composition series for .S, with simple
factors Ty, = By/Bg—1 for k =1,...;1. Then 0 = By C --- C By C X is a
filtration of X without repetitions, and can be refined to a composition series
by Theorem Bl As Ty is simple, no extra terms are inserted between By_1 and
By,. Thus X has a composition series0 = By C ---C B; C --- C B,, = X, with
simple factors Ty, = By /Bg—1 for k=1,...,n.

By Definition Bl there is a unique bijection ¢ : I — {1,...,n} such that
S* 2 Ty for alli € I. Define J = ¢~'({1,...,1}). Then J C I, and the simple
factors T} of the composition series 0 = By C --- C By = S are isomorphic to S*
for i € J. Theorem 7 then implies that the simple factors in any composition
series for S are isomorphic to S* for i € J.

Uniqueness of J is now clear, as a different J would give different simple
factors for S. Suppose j € Jandi € I\ J. Then 1 < ¢(j) <land [+ 1 <
#(i) < n, so ¢(j) < ¢(i), which implies that i£j by Definition Bl Hence if
j€Jand i€l with i<Xj then ¢ € J, and J is an s-set. O

Lemma 3.5. Suppose S, T C X correspond to s-sets J,K C I, as in Lemma
5.4 Then SNT corresponds to JNK, and S+ T corresponds to JU K.

Proof. Let SNT correspond to the s-set L C I, and S + T to the s-set M. We
must show L = JN K and M = JU K. By Theorem 7] we may refine the
filtration 0 C SNT C S to a composition series for S containing one for SNT.
Thus the simple factors of S contain those of SNT, and L C J. Similarly
LCK,soLCJNK,and JUKCM as S, TCSNT.

Now the simple factors of S/(SNT) are S* for i € J\ L, and the simple
factors of (S+T)/T are S* fori € M\ K. As S/(SNT) = (S+T)/T by @) we
see that J\ L = M \ K. Together with L C JN K and JU K C M this implies
that L=JNK and M = JUK. o

Lemma 3.6. Suppose S, T C X correspond to s-sets J, K C I. Then J C K if
and only if SCT C X, and J=K if and only if S=T.

Proof. If S C T C X we can refine 0 C S C T C X to a composition series
0=ByCcBiC---CB,=XwithS=Byand T =B;for0 <k <Il<n.
Let T}, = By /Bm—1. Then the simple factors of S are Th,...,T; and of T are
T1,...,T;. Hence J C K, as k < [. This proves the first ‘if’.

Now suppose S, T C X and J C K. Then JNK = J, so SNT corresponds
to the s-set J. But SNT C S, so S/(SNT) has no simple factors, and S = SNT.
Thus S C T, proving the first ‘only if’. The second part is immediate. O

Lemma 3.7. Let j € I and define J7 = {i € I : i=j}. Then J’ is an s-set,
and there exists a subobject DI C X corresponding to J7.
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Proof. Clearly .J7 is an s-set. By Definition Bleach composition series 0 = By C
B; C - - C B, = X for X gives abijection ¢ : I — {1,...,n}. Let ¢1,...,d, be
the distinct bijections ¢ : I — {1,...,n} realized by composition series for X.
For each kK = 1,...,r choose a composition series 0 =By C By C--- C B, =X
with bijection ¢, and define C to be the subobject By, ;) C X.

This defines subobjects C1,...,C,. C X, where C} corresponds to the s-set
o ({1,...,6x(j)}) C I. Define DI = C;NCyN---NCyr. Then S C X, and
Lemma BH shows that D’ corresponds to the s-set

) or' ({1, k()}) = (i€ T: (i) < ()} =
k=1 k=1
{iel:gp(i)<on(j) forallk=1,...,r} ={iel:izj} =0,
by definition of <. o

We can now classify subobjects of X in terms of s-sets.

Proposition 3.8. In the situation of Definitions [Z1l and [Z3, for each s-set
J C I there exists a unique subobject S C X such that the simple factors in
any composition series for S are isomorphic to S* for i € J. This defines a 1-1
correspondence between subobjects S C X and s-sets J C 1.

Proof. For each j € J define J/ and D’ as in Lemma B Then j € J7 C J,
so J = Ujes Ji. Set S = dies DJ. Then S C X corresponds to the s-set

Ujes /7 = J by Lemma B3 Uniqueness follows from Lemma B8 O

The dual proof classifies quotient objects of X in terms of g-sets.

Proposition 3.9. In the situation of Definitions Bl and [Z3, for each g-set
K C I there exists a unique quotient object Q = X/S of X such that the simple
factors in any composition series for Q are isomorphic to S* for i € K. This
defines a 1-1 correspondence between quotient objects and g-sets.

We can also classify composition series for X.

Proposition 3.10. In the situation of Definition[3Zd, for each bijection ¢ : I —
{1,...,n} there exists a unique composition series0 = By C --- C B,, = X with
S" = Byiy/Byiy—1 for all i € I if and only if i=j implies ¢(i) < ¢(j).

Proof. The ‘only if’ part follows from Definition Bl For the ‘if’ part, let ¢ :
I — {1,...,n} be a bijection for which i<j implies that ¢(i) < ¢(j). Then
¢~ 1({1,...,k}) is an s-set for each k = 0,1,...,n. Let By C X be the unique
subobject corresponding to ¢~ 1({1,...,k}), which exists by Proposition B8 It
easily follows that 0 = By C By C --- C B, = X is the unique composition
series with By /Bj_1 = SR for k = 1,...,n, and the result follows. O

This implies that composition series for X up to isomorphism are in 1-1
correspondence with total orders on I compatible with the partial order <. In
Definition Bl we defined the partial order < on I to be the intersection of all
the total orders on I coming from composition series for X. We now see that
every total order on I compatible with < comes from a composition series.
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4 Posets (I, <) and (I, <)-configurations in A

Although a subobject of X is an equivalence class of injective i : S — X, in §3
we for simplicity suppressed the morphisms ¢, and just wrote S C X. We shall
now change our point of view, and investigate the natural morphisms between
the factors T//S of X. Therefore we adopt some new notation, which stresses
morphisms between objects. The following definition encodes the properties we
expect of the factors of X, and their natural morphisms.

Definition 4.1. Let (I, <) be a finite poset, and use the notation of Definition
Define F; <, to be the set of f-sets of I. Define G <, to be the subset of
(J,K) € Fy < X Fu< such that J C K, and if j € J and k € K with k=j,
then k € J. Define H,, <, to be the subset of (J, K) € F, <, X F(1 <, such that
K CJ,and if j € J and k € K with k=j, then j € K. It is easy to show that
G <) and H; <, have the following properties:

(a) (J,K) lies in G, <, if and only if (K, K \ J) lies in H, <.

(b) If (J,K) € G <, and (K,L) € G <, then (J, L) € G1 <.

(C) If (J, K) S H(I,j) and (K, L) S H([’j) then (J, L) S H(I,j)-

(@) If (J,K)eG <y, (K,L)eH <) then (J,JNL)EHy <y, (JNL,L)EG ;<.

Let A be an abelian category, or more generally an exact category, as in §2.11

Define an (I, =)-configuration (o,t,m) in A to be maps o : F, 5, — Obj(A),
t: Gy <y — Mor(A), and 7 : H; <) — Mor(A), where

(i) o(J) is an object in A for J € F; <, with o(0) = 0.

(ii) «(J,K) : o(J)—o(K) is injective for (J, K)€G; ), and «(J, J) =id ().

(iii) 7(J, K):0(J)—0o(K) is surjective for (J, K)€H; <), and 7(J, J) =idy(s).
These should satisfy the conditions:

(A) Let (J,K) € G1,~, and set L = K \ J. Then the following is exact in A:

1(J,K) m(K,L)

0 a(J) o(K) o(L) 0. (10)

(B) If (JJ)K) € G, < and (K,L) € G, <, then «(J, L) = «(K, L) o o(J, K).
(C) If (J, K) € Hy =, and (K, L) € M, then n(J, L) = n(K, L) o 7(J, K).
(D) If (J,K) € G ) and (K, L) € H; < then

7(K,L)ou(J,K)=«JNL,Lyon(J,JNL). (11)

—

Note that (A)—(D) make sense because of properties (a)—(d), respectively.
A morphism « : (o,1,m) — (o’,/,7") of (I,=)-configurations in A is a
collection of morphisms a(J) : o(J) — o’(J) for each J € F, <, satisfying
a(K)ouJ,K)=1V(J,K)oa(J) forall (J,K)€ G, and (12)
a(K)on(J,K)=7"(J,K)oa(J) forall (J,K) € Hg;<.
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It is an isomorphism if a(J) is an isomorphism for all J € F, 5,. Morphisms
compose in the obvious way.

We now show that Definition BT captures the properties of the families of
subobjects Y C X considered in §8

Theorem 4.2. Let (I,=) be a finite poset, A an abelian category, and X € A.
Suppose that for each s-set J C I we are given a subobject S” C X, such that

$P=o0, §'=X, S4nNSE=54"F and SA4+SP =54  (13)

for all s-sets A, B C I. Then there exists an (I, =)-configuration (o,t,m) in A
with o(I) = X such that «(J,I) : o(J) — X represents S7 C X for each s-set
J CI. This (o,t,7) is unique up to canonical isomorphism in A.

Proof. Throughout (i)—(iii) and (A)—(D) will refer to Definition L1l We divide
the proof into the following seven steps:

Step 1. Define o and ¢ on s-sets, and prove (B) for s-sets.

Step 2. For J, K s-sets with J N K = (), show o(JUK) 2 o(J) ® o(K).
Step 3. Define o on f-sets and 7 (J, L) for s-sets J.

Step 4. Complete the definitions of ¢, 7, and prove (A).

Step 5. Prove partial versions of (C), (D), mixing s-sets and f-sets.
Step 6. Prove (B), (C), and «(J, J) = w(J,J) = id,(s in (ii) and (iii).
Step 7. Prove (D).

Step 1. For each s-set J C I, choose o(J) € A and an injective morphism
(J, 1) : o(J) — X representing S’ C X. Then o(J) and «(J, I) are unique up to
canonical isomorphism. In particular, choose () = 0 as in (i), o(I) = X, and
(I, 1) =idx. Suppose J C K are s-sets. Then ([C3) implies that S’ ¢ S¥ c X.
Hence there exists a unique, injective «(J, K) : o(J) — o(K) such that

(JI)=uo(K,I)ou(J,K) forJC K s-sets, as in (B). (14)

By uniqueness the two definitions of ¢(J, I) coincide, and «(J, J) = idg().
Suppose J C K C L are s-sets. Applying [[@) to (K, L), (J, K), (J, L) gives

(L, D)o o(K,L)ou(J,K)=uo(K,I)ou(J,K)=u(J,I)=u(L,I)o(JL).
Since «(L, I) is injective we can cancel it from both sides, so that
W(J,L)=u(K,L)ou(J,K), forJC K C L s-sets, as in (B). (15)
Step 2. Let J, K be s-sets with J N K = (). We shall show that
(S, JUK)omey + (K, JUK)om,gy:0(J)®o(K)—a(JUK) (16)
is an isomorphism. Apply Definition EZH with «(J,I) : o(J) — X in place of

i:S— X,and «(K,I):0(K)— X inplaceof j : T — X. By (@) we may take
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U=0c(INJ)=0c) =0,V =0(JUK) and e = «(JU K, I). The definition
gives ¢ : 0(J) — o(JUK) with «(J,I) = (JUK,I)o¢, soc=(J,JUK) by
@) and injectivity of «(J U K, I). Similarly d = «(K,J U K). Thus () is the
second map in [{l). As U = 0, exactness implies (@) is an isomorphism.

Step 3. Let L C I be an f-set which is not an s-set or a g-set, and define
J ={ieI\L:lgiforallle L} and K' = J UL. Then J' C K’ are s-sets
with L = K’ \ J'. Choose o(L) € A and a surjective n(K’,L) : 0(K') — o(L)
which is a cokernel for o(J',K’) : o(J') — o(K'). Then o(L), m(K', L) are
unique up to canonical isomorphism.

If L is an s-set then J’, L are s-sets with J' N L = (), and Step 2 shows
that o(K') = o(J') @ o(L), and we take 7w(K’, L) to be the natural projection
with m(K’, L) o o(L, K') = idy(1).

Now let J C K be s-sets in I with K\ J = L. Then J C J' and K C K, as
J', K’ are defined to be as large as possible, and JJNK = J, JJUK' = K’. Let
¢:0(K)— C be a cokernel for ¢(J, K), and consider the commutative diagram
with rows short exact sequences

0 —— 0(J) ——= 0(K) ——= C ——=0
(J,K) ¢ |
() JUEED (17)
(KDY (KL
0—=oa(J') (K”) o(L) 0,

where h is not yet constructed. The first square of () commutes by (), so
0=m(K',L)ou(J ,K')oulJ,J)=n(K' L)ou(K,K")ou(J],K).

But ¢ is the cokernel of ¢(J, K), so there exists a unique h : C — o (L) such that
hoc=mn(K',L)o (K, K’), that is, the second square in ([[l) commutes.
As 87 =87 NSK and SK' = 87" + SK by [@3), equation () implies that

toaryot(Jd ) —to(xyor(J,K) (I K om g gy (K, K )omg k)
0—=o(J) o(J)@o(K) o(K') =0

is exact. As the composition of the first map with c o 7, () is zero we see that
comgry =lo (U(J', K') o mo(yry + LK, K') 0 (k)

for some unique I : o(K’) — C, by definition of cokernel. Composing with ¢4/
gives lou(J',K') = 0,80l = mom(K',L) for some unique m : ¢(L) — C, by
exactness of the bottom line of ().

Then mohoc=mon(K',L)ou(K,K')=1lo(K,K')=c=1id¢oc, so as ¢
is surjective we have m o h = id¢. Also m(K', L) = hol, since

holo (L(J/,K/) o Ty + (K, K') OWU(K)) =hocom, (k)=

(K, L)ou(K, K/)OTFG.(K):W(K/,L)O(L(JI,KI)OTFO.(J/)—FL(K, KI)OTFU(K)),
and ¢(J', K') o my( gy 4 (K, K') 0 T4 is surjective. Hence homon(K’, L) =
hol=m(K',L) = idy(p) on(K', L), and hom = id,(py as w(K', L) is surjective.

Thus m = h~!, and h is an isomorphism.
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Define n(K,L) = 7(K’',L) o «(K,K'), so that n(K,L) = hoc as ([0 is
commutative. As h is an isomorphism and c¢ is a cokernel for «(J, K), we see
that 7(K,L) : 0(K) — o(L) is a cokernel for «(J,K) : o(J) — o(K). Hence
w(K, L) is surjective, and ([[0) is exact when J C K are s-sets.

Suppose now that J, K are s-sets and L is an f-set with (J, K) € G, <, and
(J,L),(K,L) € H <. Define K’ using L as above. Then J C K C K’ and

7(J,L) = 7(K', LYo u(J, K") = n(K', L) o (K, K") o u(J, K) = 7(K, L) 0 1(J, K),
by () and the definitions of 7 (J, L), 7(K, L). Hence
m(J,L)=7n(K,L)o«(K,J) when J, K are s-sets. (18)
Step 4. Let (J,K) € G, <, and define A’ = {i € I \ K : kZi for all k € K},
B'=AUJand ¢’ = A UK. Then A’ C B’ C (' are s-sets with J = B\ 4/,

K =C'\A,and K\ J = C"\ B, and they are the largest s-sets with this
property. Consider the commutative diagram with exact rows and columns:

0 0
L(A',B") v n(B',J) v
0 a(A) a(B") a(J) 0
id, (a7 L(B’,C’)l \LL(J,K)
LA,, ’ - /7
0 — o(4) L o0 T (k) 0 (19)
w(C',K\J)\L _ |7r(K,K\J)
iy (x\)
o(K\J) o(K\J)
¥ ¥
0 0.

Here solid arrows ‘—’ have already been defined, and dashed arrows ‘--»’ remain
to be constructed. The left hand square commutes by ([[H).

Now 7(C", K\ J)ou(A",C") =x(C', K\ J)ou(B',C")o (A", B") =0 as the
middle column is exact. Since w(C”’, K) is the cokernel of t(A’, C"), there exists a
unique (K, K\J) : 0(K) — o(K\J) with 7(K, K\J)on(C', K) = n(C', K\J).
As m(C', K \ J) is surjective, m(K, K \ J) is surjective as in (iii). Thus in ([3)
the lower dashed arrow exists, and the lower square commutes.

Suppose f : D — o(B’) with 7(C’,K) o «(B’,C") o f = 0. Then there is a
unique h: D — o(A") with (A", C")oh = (B',C")o f, as L(A’,C") is the kernel
of m(C’, K). But then +«(B’,C")o(A’,B")oh = «(B',C")o f,s0 (A", B')oh = f
as ¢(B’,C") is injective. Thus ¢(A’, B’) is the kernel of 7(C’, K) o «(B’,C").
Similarly, 7 (K, K \ J) is the cokernel of 7(C’, K) o «(B’,C").

Now apply Definition ZZ1(iv) to w(C’, K)ou(B’,C"). As it has kernel ((A4’, B")
and cokernel w(K, K \ J), and w(B’,J) is the cokernel of t(A’, B"), this gives
a unique «(J, K) : o(J) — o(K) with «(J, K) ow(B',J) = n(C',K) o «(B’,C"),
such that ¢(J, K) is the kernel of 7(K, K'\ J). Thus ¢(J, K) is injective, as in (ii),
and in ([@) the upper dashed arrow exists, the upper right square commutes,
and the right hand column is exact, proving (A).
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We should also check that if J, K are s-sets, the definition above gives the
same answer for «(J, K) as Step 1, and for (K, K \ J) as Step 3. If J K
are s-sets then A, J, K are s-sets with A’'NJ = A’ N K = (), so Step 2 gives
o(B") 2 o(A") @o(J) and o(C") 2 o(A") ® o(K). Substituting these into ([T,
we find the definitions are consistent.

Step 5. Let C be an s-set and D, E f-sets with (C, D), (C, E), (D, E) € H <,
so that C O D D E. Apply Step 4 with J = D\ F and K = D. This gives C’
which is the largest s-set with (C’, D) € H; ,, so C C C’. Therefore

7(C,E)=7(C",E)ou(C,C")=n(D, E)on(C’', D)oi(C’,C)=m(D, E)or(C, D),

using () for the first and third steps, and commutativity of the bottom square
in (@) for the second. Hence

m(C,E) =7n(D,E)on(C,D) for C an s-set, as in (C). (20)

Suppose J, K are s-sets and L an f-set with (J,K) € G, <, and (K,L) €
H <y- Then JN L is an s-set with (J,JNL) € Hy <, and (JNL,L) € G .
As in Step 4 with J, K replaced by J N L, L, define A’ = {i € T\ L : {4 for all
leL},B'=AU(JNL)and ' = A/UL. Then J C B’ and K C C". Therefore

(JNL,Lyon(J,JNL)=uJNL,LYyor(B,JNL)owJ,B")=
7(C',L) o u(B',C")ou(J,B") =m(C',L) o u(B,C") =
7(C',L) o (K,C")ou(J,K) =7(K,L)ou(J,K),

using ([[X) at the first and fifth steps, commutativity of the upper right square
in (@) at the second, and ([[H) at the third and fourth. This proves

7(K,L)ou(J,K)=uJNL,L)yon(J,JNL) for J K s-sets, as in (D). (21)

Step 6. Suppose (J, K), (K, L) € G <), and define D = {i € I : i=<! for some
le L}, A=D\L,B=AUJ,and C = AUK. Then AC BC C C D are
s-sets, with J = B\ A, K = C\ A4, and L = D\ A. Therefore

W(K,L)ou(J,K)on(B,J)=u(K,L)on(C,K)ouB,C) =

7(D,L)o(C,D)ou(B,C)=n(D,L)o(B,D)=u(J,L)on(B,J),
using (ZII) at the first, second and fourth steps with J = BN K, K =CNL
and J = BN L respectively, and [[H) at the third. As w(B,J) is surjective this
implies that «(K, L) o «(J, K) = «(J, L), proving (B).

Similarly, suppose (J, K), (K,L) € H <, and define D = {i € I : i=j for

some j € J}, A=D\J, B=D\K,and C = D\ L. Then AC BC C C D
are s-sets, with J = D\ A, K = D\ B, and L = D\ C. Therefore

7(J, LYyon(D,J)=n(D,L)=7(K,L)on(D,K)=n(K, L)on(J,K)on(D, J),
using ([Z0) three times. As 7(D, J) is surjective, this proves (C). Applying (B),
(C) with J = K = L gives t(J, J) = 7(J,.J) = idy (), as in (i) and (iii).
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Step 7. Suppose (J,K) € G <y and (K,L) € H, <, and define C = {i € I :
i<k for some k € K}, A=C\ K and B=AUJ. Then A C B C C are s-sets,
with J = B\ A and K = C'\ A. Therefore

(K, L)ou(J,K)on(B,J)=n(K,L)or(C,K)ouB,C)=n(C, L)ou(B,C)=
JNL,Lyon(B,JNL)=uJNL,L)on(J,JNL)on(B,J),

using (1)) at the first and third steps with J = BNK, BNL = JNL respectively,
and (C) at the second and fourth. As w(B, J) is surjective this proves (D).
Hence (o,¢,m) is an (I, X)-configuration, in the sense of Definition BTl Tt
remains only to show that (o,¢, ) is unique up to canonical isomorphism in A.
At each stage in the construction the objects and morphisms were determined
either uniquely up to canonical isomorphism, or uniquely. Thus, if (o,¢,7),
(o', ,7") both satisfy the conditions of the theorem, one can go through the
steps above and construct a canonical isomorphism between them. O

Applying the theorem to the situation of § gives:

Corollary 4.3. Let A, X, I and = be as in Definition [Tl Then there exists
an (I,=)-configuration (o,t,m) in A with o(I) = X and o({i}) =2 S® fori eI,
such that o(J,I) : o(J) — X represents the subobject of X corresponding to
J under the 1-1 correspondence of Proposition [Z8 for each s-set J C I. This
(0,1, m) is unique up to canonical isomorphism in A.

Asthes-setsof ({1,...,n}, <) are{l,...,j} for 0 < j < n, the corresponding
subobjects SY form a filtration 0= Ay C---C A, =X, so Theorem gives:

Corollary 4.4. Let 0 = Ay C Ay C --- C A, = X be a filtration in an
abelian category A. Then there is a ({1,...,n}, <)-configuration (o,t,m) in
A, unique up to canonical isomorphism, such that ({1,...,5},{1,...,n}) :
o({1,...,7}) — X represents A; C X for j=0,...,n.

This shows we can regard (I, =)-configurations as generalized filtrations.
Here is the converse to Theorem

Theorem 4.5. Let (o,t, ) be an (I, <)-configuration in an abelian category A.
Define X = o(I), and let S7 C X be represented by v(J, 1) : o(J) — X for each
s-set J C I. Then the S7 satisfy ([C3).

Proof. The first two equations of ([3J) are obvious. So suppose A, B C I are
s-sets. Definition BZH with S = o(A), T = o(B), i = «(A,I) and j = «(B,I)
gives U € Aand a : U — o(A), b: U — o(B) with i oa = j ob, such that
ioa: U — X represents SANSE. Asio(ANB, A) = 1(ANB,I) = jo(ANB, B),
by exactness in ({l) there is a unique h : (AN B) — U with

(to(ayoa—to(B)ob)oh=1,4)0(ANB,A) —i1;(B)o(ANB,B).
Composing 7,(4), To(B) gives t(AN B, A) =aoh and «(AN B, B) = boh. Now
W(AUB,I)ou(A,AUB)oa=ioa=job=1(AUB,I)o(B,AUB)ob,
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by Definition EET(B). Thus «(A,AUB)oa = «(B,AUB)ob, as t(AU B, I) is
injective. Hence

m(A, A\ B)oa=1(A\B,A\ B)on(A,A\ B)oa=
7(AUB,A\ B)ot(A,AUB)oa=n(AUB,A\ B)o«(B,AUB)ob=0,

using Definition EEI(D) at the second step and exactness in (A) at the fourth.
But «(A N B, A) is the kernel of 7(A, A\ B), so there is a unique h’' : U —

oc(ANB) witha=1(ANB,A)oh'. Asit(ANB,A)=aohand a,.(ANB,A)

are injective we see that h, h’' are inverse, so h is invertible. This implies that

W(ANB,I)=uAI)o(ANB,A) =1(A,])ocaoh:0(ANB) - X

represents S4 N SB, so that SATE = §4 N SB. We prove SAYE = §4 + §B in
a similar way. O

Combining Theorems and EEH we deduce:

Corollary 4.6. For (I,=) a finite poset and A an abelian category, there is
an equivalence of categories between the groupoid of (I, =)-configurations in A,
and the groupoid of collections (X € A, subobjects ST C X for s-sets J C I)
satisfying ([3)), with the obvious notion of isomorphism.

Finally, for an (I, <)-configuration (o,:,7) we show how the classes [o(J)]
in the Grothendieck group Ko(A) are related.

Proposition 4.7. Let (o,¢,7) be an (I, =<)-configuration in an abelian category
A. Then there exists a unique map t : I — Ko(A) such that [o(J)] =3¢ ; £(j)
in Ko(A) for all f-sets J C 1.

Proof. Combining Definitions and BI(A) shows that
[0(K)] = [o(J)] + [o(K\J)] forall (J,K) € G . (22)

Define k : I — Ko(A) by k(i) = [0({i})]. As {i} € F, <, for all i € I this
is unique and well-defined. Suppose K € F <, with |K| > 1. Let j € K be
=-minimal. Then ({j}, K) € G <y, so @2) gives [o(K)] = x(j) + [o(K \ {7})]-
Thus [o(J)] = >_,c; &(4) for all J € F; ) by induction on [J].

5 New (I, <)-configurations from old

Let (o,¢,m) be an (I, X)-configuration in an abelian or exact category A. Then
we can derive (K, <)-configurations (¢, 7, 7) in A from (o, ¢, ) for other, simpler
finite posets (K, <), by forgetting some of the information in (o, ¢, 7). The next
two definitions give two ways to do this. We use the notation of §8l and

Definition 5.1. Let (I, <) be a finite poset and J € F, 5,. Then (J,=) is
also a finite poset, and K C J is an f-set in (J, <) if and only if it is an f-set in
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(I,=). Hence F ;<) CF .. Wealso have G, <, =G <) (F <y xF <) and
Heux=HuxNF 2 X Fux) so that G« G <) and Hx) CHa ).

Let (o, ¢, 7) be an (I, X)-configuration in an abelian or exact category A, and
define ¢’ : F, <, — Obj(A), ' : G, <) — Mor(A) and 7’ : H, <, — Mor(A)
by o' = o|F, <), V' = tlg, <, and " = 7|3, o). Then (A)-(D) of Definition BTl
for (o,¢,m) imply (A)—(D) for (o/,,7"), so (o', ,7') is a (J, X)-configuration
in A. We call (¢/,¢,7") a subconfiguration of (o,t, ).

Definition 5.2. Let (I, <), (K, <) be finite posets, and ¢ : I — K be surjective
with ¢(i) < ¢(j) when 4,5 € I withi=<j. If J C K is an f-set in K then ¢—1(J) C
I is an f-set in I. Hence ¢*(F . «y) C F (s <), Where ¢* pulls back subsets of K
to subsets of I. Similarly, ¢*(G x.<)) CGu <) and ¢*(H k<)) SH <) -

Let (o,t,7) be an (I, =%)-configuration in an abelian or exact category A,
and define 6 : Fx o) — Obj(A), T : Gkay — Mor(A) and 7 : Hix <) —
Mor(A) by 6(A) = o(¢7(A4)), i(A,B) = (¢~ (A),¢"*(B)), and 7(A,B) =
m(¢7(A),¢"1(B)). Then (6,7,7) is a (K, )-configuration in A, the quotient
configuration of (o, ¢, 7). We also call (o,¢,7) a refinement of (5,7, 7).

Compositions of these constructions all behave in the obvious ways. Next
we explain a method to glue two configurations (o', ,7"), (&,7,7) together, to
get (o, ¢, 7) containing (o/, ¢/, ') as a subconfiguration, and (&,7,7) as a quotient
configuration. Consider the following situation.

Definition 5.3. Let (J, <), (K, Q) be finite posets and L C K an f-set, with
JN(K\L)=0. Suppose ¢ : J — L is a surjective map with ¢ (i) < (j) when
i,j € J withi<j. Set I = JU (K \ L), and define a binary relation < on I by

i< i,J € J,

i <7, i,j€ K\L,
i) Dy, ie€d, jeK\L,
i<Y(j), ie K\L, je..

i=j fori,jelif

One can show < is a partial order on I, and J C I an f-set in (I,=<). The
restriction of < to J is <. Define ¢ : I — K by ¢(i) = (i) if i € J and ¢(i) = ¢
if i € K'\ L. Then ¢ is surjective, with ¢(i) < ¢(j) when 4,j € I with i<j.

An (I, <X)-configuration gives the same (L, <)-configuration in two ways.

Lemma 5.4. In the situation of Definition 3, suppose (o,t,m) is an (I,=)-
configuration in an abelian or exact category. Let (o',J,x') be its (J,<)-
subconfiguration, and (&,7,7) its quotient (K,<)-configuration from ¢. Let
(6,%,7) be the quotient (L, Q)-configuration from (o, ,7') and 9, and (&,1,7)
the (L, <)-subconfiguration from (&,i,7). Then (6,1,7) = (6,1,7).

Our third construction is a kind of converse to Lemma B4l In categorical
notation, the last part says there is an equivalence of categories between the
category of (I, <X)-configurations, and the fibred product of the categories of
(J, S)-configurations and (K, <)-configurations over (L, <)-configurations.
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Theorem 5.5. In the situation of Definition [, let A be an abelian or ex-
act category, (o/,/,7") a (J,S)-configuration in A, and (6,7,7) a (K,<)-
configuration in A. Define (6,1,7) to be the quotient (L, <)-configuration from
(o', ,7") and ¥, and (5,i,%) to be the (L, <)-subconfiguration from (&,7,7).

Suppose (6,t,7)=(5,i,7). Then there exists an (I, <)-configuration (o, t, )
in A, unique up to canonical isomorphism, such that (¢’ ,J,7") is its (J,<)-
subconfiguration, and (&,,7) its quotient (K, <)-configuration from ¢.

More generally, given o : (G,1,7) — (6,1, 7) there is an (I, X)-configuration
(o,t,m) in A, unique up to canonical isomorphism, with (J, <)-subconfiguration
isomorphic to (o/,/,7'), and quotient (K, <)-configuration from ¢ isomorphic
to (6,1,7), such that the equality in Lemma B4 corresponds to «.

Proof. Let A be an abelian category. We prove the first part in five steps:

Step 1. Characterize (I, <) s-sets.

Step 2. Define o(B) for all (I, <) s-sets, and some morphisms «(B, C).

Step 3. Define «(B, B’) for all (I, <) s-sets B C B’ C I, and prove ¢t = 1o ¢.

Step 4. Let S® be the subobject represented by «(B,I) : o(B) — o(I) = X
for all (I, <) s-sets B. Show that the SP satisfy (3.

Step 5. Apply Theorem EE2 to construct (o, ¢, 7), and complete the proof.

Step 1. The proof of the next lemma is elementary, and left as an exercise.

Lemma 5.6. In the situation above, let B C I be an s-set in (I,=). Define
P={keK:if iel and ¢(i) <k, theni € B}, and R={k € K : k < ¢(i)
for some i € B}. Define A = ¢~'(P) and C = ¢~'(R). Then P C R are
(K,<) s-sets, and A C B C C are (I, =) s-sets, with P\L=R\L =B\ J.
Define D=ANJ, E=BNJand F=CnNJ. Then DCE CF are (J,S) s-
sets, with (P, R) € Gx.«, and (D,E),(D,F),(E,F) € G, <,. DefineU = PNL
and W = RN L. Then U C W are (L, <) s-sets with ¢~ (U) = ~*(U) = D
and ¢~*(W) ==Y (W) = F. Hence

U)=6U)=5(U), and similarly o'(F \ D) = (W \ U),

o' (D)=6(
o (W), /(D,F)=i(UW), «(F,F\D)=#W,W\U).

s (23)

Here P, R are the largest, smallest (K, <) s-sets with ¢=1(P)C BC ¢ (R).

Step 2. Let B be an (I, =) s-set, and use the notation of Lemma BB As
R\ P=W\U we have 5(R\ P)=6(W \U)=0¢'(F \ D) by ([23)). Consider

7 (F\D,F\ E)o#(R,R\ P):5(R) — o' (F\ E). (24)
Choose o(B) € A and «(B,C) : 0(B) — o(C) = 6(R) to be a kernel for (2.

If B=¢"1(Q) for some (K, <) s-set Q then B = C and @4 is zero, and we
choose 0(B) = 6(R) and «(B,C) = idy(py. Define «(B,I) = i(R, K) o «(B,C).
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Step 3. Let B C B’ be (I, =X) s-sets. Use the notation of Lemma B0l for B,
and P’,...,F' for B’. Then P C P/, R C R/, and so on. We have

7 (F'\D',F'\E"Yo&(R',R'\ P")oi(R,R") o (B,C)
7 (F'\D',F'\E")oi(R\ P',R'\ P")om(R,R\ P')ou(B,C)
7' (F'\D',F'\E") o/ (F\D', F'\D")or(R\ P, R\ P')om(R, R\ P)ou(B,C) =
J(F\E',F'\E"Yor'(F\D', F\E")or'(F\D, F\D")o®(R, R\ P)o.(B,C)

J(F\E',F'\E"Yor!(F\E, F\E")or!(F\D, F\E)o7®(R, R\P) o 1(B, C)
using Definition EEI(C), (D), and the definition of «(B, C).

Thus, as «(B’,C") is the kernel of ©/(F'\ D', F'\ E') o #(R', R’ \ P’), there
exists a unique (B, B') with (R, R') o «(B,C) = «(B’,C") o u(B, B’). Hence

B, I)ouB,B")=i(R',K)ouB',C")ouB,B) =
(R,K)oi(R,R)ou(B,C)=i(R,K)ouB,C)=uB,I).

The proof of ([H) from ([Id) then gives
u(B,B")=(B',B")o(B,B’") when BC B’ C B"” are (I, <) s-sets. (25)

Step 4. Set X = o(I) = 6(K), and for each (I,=) s-set B let S C X be
subobject represented by «(B, I) : 0(B) — o(I) = X. We must prove that these
S8 satisfy ([[3). The first two equations of () are immediate. Let B’, B” be
(I, =) s-sets, and B = B’ N B". We shall show that S8 = §8" 0 §B",

Use the notation of LemmaBfor B, and P/, R/, ... for B’ and P, R",... for
B” in the obvious way. Apply Definition EZH with ¢ = «(B’,I) and j = «(B",I),
giving U,V € A and morphisms a,b,c¢,d,e with i0a = job, i = eoc and
j =eod, such that ioa: U — X represents SB' n g8,

Set C =C'NC", R=R NR"and F = F'NF", sothat C CC, RCR,
FCF,C=¢"Y(R),and F=CnJ. Define a: U — o(C') and b: U — o(C”
by @ = o(B',C") oa and b = «(B”,C") o b. Then

(R, K)oa=1i(R ,K)ouB' ,0")oa=uB I)oa=ioa=
job=u(B" I)ob=i(R",K)oiB",C")ob=i(R",K)ob.

As (6,7,7) is a configuration we see that 5S¢ = 8¢ N 8¢ by Theorem
Thus there is a unique h : U — &(R) with @ = i(R, R') oh and b = i(R, R") o h.
As «(B',C") is the kernel of #'(F'\ D', F'\ E') o (R', R’ \ P’), we have

0=n"(F'\D',F'\E"Yom(R',R'\ P')ou(B',C")oa=

7 (F'\D',F'\E'Yom(R',R'\ P')oa =

m'(F'\D',F'\E')o#(R ,R'\P)oi(R,R)oh=" =
V(E\E',F'\E"Yor'(F\E, F\ E')or'(F\D, F\ E)o7(R, R\ P)oh,
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by Definition EZI(C), (D). Since ¢/(F'\ E', F"\ E’) is injective this gives
m'(F\E,F\E)or'(F\D,F\ E)o#(R,R\ P)oh=0,
and 7' (F\E,F\E") or'(F\D,F\ E)or(R,R\P)oh=0,

proving the second equation in the same way using B”,C", .. ..
As (o', , ") is a configuration and F = E' N E”| one can show that

Lot (P\E") © ©(F\E,F\E)+ Lot (F\E") © T (F\ E,F\ E")
is an injective morphism o' (F'\ E) — o/(F'\ E') ® o/(F'\ E"). Therefore
m(F\D,F\E)o#(R,R\ P)oh=0, (27)

by E4). Composing 1) with 7 "(F'\ E,F\ F) and using Definition E:[](C)
shows that 7T(R R\ R)oh = 0. But i(R,R) is the kernel of 7(R, R\ R), s
h = i(R, R) o h for some unique h:U— &(R)=o(C).

Substituting i = (R, R) o h into [£1) and using Definition EEI(D) gives

V(F\E,F\E)or'(F\D,F\ E)o#(R,R\ P)oh=0.

Hence n/(F\ D,F\ E)o#(R,R\ P)oh =0, as //(F \ E,F'\ E) is injective.
Thus as 1(B,C) is the kernel of 4), there is a unique h : U — o(B) with
= L(B C) o h. Then
YB',C"Yoa=a= Z(R, RYoh=1i(R,R)oi(R,R)oh=
Z(R,R')OL( : ) =uB,C"Yoh=(B',C")ou(B,B')oh
by E3), so a = (B, B')oh as «(B’,C") is injective, and similarly b = +(B, B")oh.
Recall the definition of i, j,U, V,a,...,e above. By ([ZH) we have
eocowB,B")=i0uB,B")=uB,I)ouB,B")=uB,I)=
t(B",I)ou(B,B")=jouB,B")=ecodo(B,B").

Since e is injective this gives c o «(B, B') = d o 1(B, B"), and hence
(como(n) @ dome(nm) o (to(n) o UB, B') = to(pr) o «(B, B")) =0,
factoring via o(B’)@®o(B”). So by (@) there is a unique m : o(B)— U with
L) 0 UB, B') = to(pn) 0 (B, B") = (1) 0@ — Ly(pr) 0 b) o m.

Composing with 7, (g gives (B, B') = aom. Asa = «(B, B')oh and a, (B, B’)
are injective, we see m and h are inverse, so h is an isomorphism.

Since SB N SB" is represented by «(B',I)oa = 1(B',1) o u(B,B)oh =
«(B,I)oh and SB by (B, I), this proves that SB = S8 0 §B" for all (I, <)
s-sets B',B"” and B = B’ N B”. A similar proof shows that S8 = §B" + 8"
when B = B’ U B”. Hence the ST satisfy (3.
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Step 5. Theorem now constructs an (I, <X)-configuration (o, ¢, 7), unique
up to canonical isomorphism, from the SZ. It follows from the construction of
the S that the (J, <)-subconfiguration of (o, ¢, 7) is canonically isomorphic to
(o/,/,7"), and the quotient (K, <)-configuration from ¢ is canonically isomor-
phic to (&,7,7). It is not difficult to see that we can choose (o,¢,7) so that
these sub- and quotient configurations are equal to (¢’,/,7’) and (5,7, 7).

For the last part, define 8 : F ko, — Mor(A) by B(A)=a(A) if A€ F, 4,
and B(A)=idz(a) if A¢F . 4. Define a (K, <)-configuration (d,i,7) by

5(A) A¢ Fua ™ HAB) = BB o (AB) o H(A).

, {&(A) AEFu i(A,B) = B(B) " o i(A, B) o B(A),

o(A) =
Then 8 : (6,i,7) — (d,i,7) is an isomorphism. The (L, <)-subconfiguration
of (6,i,7) is (6,i,7), so we may apply the first part with (&,7, 7) replaced by
(6,i,7). This proves Theorem BEH when A is an abelian category.

If A is only an exact category we have more work to do, as Steps 2,5 above
involve choosing kernels and cokernels, which may not exist in \A. So suppose
A is an exact category, contained in an abelian category A as in §Z1 In
the situation of the first part of the theorem, the proof above yields an (I, <)-
configuration (o, ¢, 7) in A with the properties we want. We must show o(.J) € A
for all J € F(; 4, so that (o,¢,7) is a configuration in A.

As (¢/,/,7") is the (J, <)-subconfiguration of (o,¢,7) we have o({i}) =
o'({i}) € Afor i € J. And as (,7,7) is the quotient (K, <)-configuration of
(0,¢,m) from ¢ we have o({i}) = 6({i}) € Obj(A) fori € I\ J = K\ L. Hence
o({i}) e AforallieI. Also () =0¢€ A.

Suppose by induction that o(A) € A for all A € F; <, with |4| < k, for
1< k< || Let Be F,x with |[B] =k +1, let ¢ be <-maximal in B, and
set A = B\ {i}. Then (A,B) € G <), so [[) gives a short exact sequence
0 — o(4) - o(B) — o({i}) — 0. Now o(A) € A by induction, o({i}) € A
from above, and A is closed under extensions in A, so o(B) € A. Thus by
induction o(A) € A for all A € F, <, and (o,¢,7) is an (I, <)-configuration in
A. This proves the first part for A an exact category, and the last part follows
as above. O

The case when L = {l} is one point will be particularly useful.

Definition 5.7. Let (J, <) and (K, <) be nonempty finite posets with JNK =
f,and l € K. Set I = JU (K \ {l}), and define a partial order < on I by

i<j, i,j€J,

idj, 4,5 €K\ {l},
14j, ied, jeK\{l},
i<l ie K\{l}, jeJ,

i=j fori,jelif

and a surjective map ¢ : I — K by ¢(i) =1if i € J, and ¢(i) =i if ie K\ {{}.
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Let A be an abelian or exact category, (¢/, ', ') a (J, <)-configuration in A,
and (6,7,7) a (K, <)-configuration in A with o’ (J) = 6({l}). Then by Theorem
B3 there exists an (I, X)-configuration (o,¢,7) in A, unique up to canonical
isomorphism, such that (o/,/,7) is its (J, <)-subconfiguration, and (4,7, 7)
its quotient (K, <)-configuration from ¢. We call (o,¢,7) the substitution of
(o', 7") into (5,7, 7).

6 Improvements and best configurations

We now study quotient configurations from (I, <), (K, <) when ¢: I — K is a
bijection. So we identify I, K and regard =<, <l as two partial orders on I.

Definition 6.1. Let I be a finite set and <, < partial orders on I such that if
1=j then i < j for i,j € I. Then we say that < dominates =, and < strictly
dominates =< if <, < are distinct. Let s be the number of pairs (i,5) € I x I
with ¢ < j but iAj. Then we say that < dominates < by s steps. Also

Faa SFu=, YGue CSGu=zx and Haa CHa . (28)

For each (I, <)-configuration (o, ¢, 7) in an abelian or exact category we have
a quotient (I, <)-configuration (5,7, 7), as in Definition B with ¢ =id : I — I.
We call (o,¢,7) an improvement or an (I, =<)-improvement of (5,7,7), and a
strict improvement if < #<. We call an (I, Q)-configuration (7,7, 7) best if
there exists no strict improvement (o,¢,m) of (6,7,7). Improvements are a
special kind of refinement, in the sense of Definition

Our first result is simple. An (I, <)-configuration (o, ¢, ) cannot have an
infinite sequence of strict improvements, as I has finitely many partial orders.
So after finitely many improvements we reach a best configuration, giving:

Lemma 6.2. Let (o,t,7) be an (I,<)-configuration in an abelian or exact cat-
egory. Then (o,i,m) can be improved to a best (I, X)-configuration (o', 7'),
for some partial order < on I dominated by <.

After some preliminary results on partial orders in §6.11 section B2 proves a
criterion for best configurations in terms of split short exact sequences.

6.1 Partial orders <, < where < dominates <

We study partial orders <, < on I where < strictly dominates <.

Lemma 6.3. Let <,= be partial orders on a finite set I, where < strictly
dominates <. Then there exist i,j € I with i < j and i£j, such that there
exvists nok € I with i #k # j and i <k <j. Also {5}, {,3}) € Gu< \ Gu.0
and ({i,7},{i}) € Hu < \ Heu g

Proof. As < strictly dominates < there exist 4,5 € I with ¢ < j and i#4j.
Suppose there exists k € I with ¢ # k # j and ¢ <k < j. Then as i either (a)
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iAk, or (b) kZj. In case (a) we replace j by k, and in case (b) we replace i by k.
Then the new 14, j satisfy the original conditions, but are ‘closer together’ than
the old ¢, j. After finitely many steps we reach 4, j satisfying the lemma. O

This implies that if < strictly dominates < then G; o) € G(; <) and H; o) C
H .~ in @8) are strict inclusions. But F; oy € F; <, need not be strict. For
example, if I = {1,2} and <=< then F; o) = F (1 <, is the set of subsets of I.

The following elementary lemma characterizes <, =< differing by one step.

Lemma 6.4. Let (I, <) be a finite poset, and suppose i # j € I with i <1 j but
there exists no k € I with i # k # j and i <k < j. Define < on I by a=b if
and only if a < b and a # i, b # j. Then = is a partial order and < dominates
= by one step. Conversely, if =< is a partial order and < dominates = by one
step then = arises as above for some unique i,j € I.

If < dominates <, we can interpolate a chain of partial orders differing by
one step. The proof is elementary, using Lemmas and

Proposition 6.5. Let I be a finite set and <, < partial orders on I, where
dominates = by s steps. Then there exist partial orders 9= S, Sq,..., S, =
on I such that < dominates <. by one step, forr=1,...,s.

~r—1

d
=

6.2 Best (/,=<)-configurations and split sequences

We now prove a criterion for best (I, <)-configurations. First we decompose
certain objects o(J U K) as direct sums o(J) @ o(K).

Proposition 6.6. Suppose (o,t,m) is an (I, =)-configuration in an abelian or
ezact category. Let J, K € F, <, with jAk and kAj for all j € J and k € K.
Then JUK € F <, is an f-set and there is a canonical isomorphism o(J) ®
o(K) = o(JUK) identifying to(yy, to(K)s To(J)> To(k) With o(J, JUK), (K, JU
K),n(JUK,J),n(JUK, K) respectively. Hence

WS, JUK)om(JUK,J) +uK,JUK)on(JUK,K) = idy(sx) -

Proof. The conditions on J, K imply that JN K =0 and JU K € F, <, with
(J,JUK), (K,JUK) € Gy« and (JUK,J),(JUK,K) € H . Definition
ET(A) applied to (J, JUK) shows that 7 (JUK, K)ou(J, JUK) = 0, and similarly
7(JUK,J)o«K,JUK) = 0. Parts (ii), (iii) and (D) of Definition BTl with
J,JUK,J in place of J, K, L give n(JUK, J)ou(J,JUK) = o(J,J)on(J,J) =
id,(s), and similarly 7(J U K, K) o «(K, J U K) = id(k). The proposition then
follows from Popescu [15, Cor. 2.7.4, p. 48]. O

Recall that a short exact sequence 0 - X — Y — Z — 0 in A is called split
if there is a compatible isomorphism ¥ = X @ Z.
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Proposition 6.7. Suppose (o,t,m) is an (I, <)-configuration in an abelian or
exact category, which is mot best. Then there exist 1 # j € I with i < j but
there exists no k € I with i # k # j and i < k < j, such that the following
short exact sequence is split:

o({i},{i,5}) m({i,5}.{5})
_— > _—

0 —=o({i}) a({i,j}) o({j}) —=0. (29

Proof. As (o,t,7) is not best it has a strict (I, <)-improvement (¢’,,7’), for
some =< dominated by <. Let 7,7 be as in Lemma Then i # j as i£j,
and there exists no k € I with ¢ # k # j and ¢ < k < j. As i), jAi
Proposition B8 shows that o’ ({3, j}) = o' ({i}) o’ ({j}). But o’ ({i}) = o({i}),
o'({i,j}) = o({i,3}), ' ({5}) = o({5}), so o({i,j}) = o({i}) ® o ({j})-

Proposition and equalities between ¢,:" and 7, 7’ show that the diagram

O%U({i}) WO’({Z})@O’({]}) T J({j}) —0
B T S A
0—=o({i}) ——————=o({i,j}) ————o({j}) —0

commutes, where h = «({i},{%,7}) o To(giy) + ¢/ ({7}, {8, 5}) © mo(gj1) 1s an iso-
morphism. Therefore the short exact sequence ([[0) is split. O

We classify improvements for a two point indexing set K = {¢,j}. The 1-1
correspondence below is not canonical, but depends on a choice of base point;
canonically, the (K, <)-improvements form a Hom(o({j}), o({i}))-torsor.

Lemma 6.8. Define partial orders <, < on K = {i,5} byi <, 4 <4, 5 <7,
i<i and j<j. Let (o,t,m) be a (K, <)-configuration in an abelian or exact
category. Then there exists a (K, <)-improvement (o,t,7') of (o,t,7) if and
only if the short exact sequence [B9) is split, and then such (K, S)-improvements
(o/,¢,7') are in 1-1 correspondence with Hom (o ({j}),o({i})).

Proof. If there exists a (K, <)-improvement of (o,¢,m) then 9) is split by
Proposition B, which proves the ‘only if’ part. For the ‘if’ part, suppose
&3 is split. Then we can choose morphisms ¢/({j}, K) : o({j}) — o(K) and
m'(K,{i}) : o(K) — o({i}) with

©' (K, {i}) o e({i}, K) = ido(qay) and (K, {j}) o /({j}, K) = ido((5}) - (30)

Defining o' = o, V/|g o) = t, T'|1.o) = 7 then gives a (K, <)-improvement
(o', ,7") of (0,1, ), proving the ‘if’ part.

Finally, fix 1y({j}, K), (K, {i}) satisfying [B0). We can easily prove that
every (K, <)-improvement (¢’,,7") of (o,t,7) is defined uniquely by ¢’ = o,
Ulg .oy = b ™ lHix o) = ™ and

J{ih K)=w {5} K)+u{ih K)o f, 7 (K {i}) =m(K, {i}) - f o m(K, {j})
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for some unique f € Hom(o({j}),c({i})), and every f € Hom(o({j}),o({i}))
gives a (K, <)-improvement. This establishes a 1-1 correspondence between

(K, <)-improvements (o, ¢/, 7') and f € Hom(o({j}), o({i})). O
Here is the converse to Proposition B

Proposition 6.9. Suppose (o,t,m) is an (I, <)-configuration in an abelian or
exact category. Let ¢ # j € I with i < j but there exists no k € I with
i £k #jand i <k <j, such that 29) is split. Define < on I by a=b if
a<band a#i, b#j, so that < dominates < by one step. Then there exists
an (I, X)-improvement (&,i,7) of (o,t, 7). Such improvements up to canonical
isomorphism are in 1-1 correspondence with Hom(o({j}), o({i})).

Proof. Set K ={i,j}, and let (5,1, 7) be the (K, <)-subconfiguration of (o, ¢, 7).
As B3 is split, Lemma shows that there exists a (K, <)-improvement
(o', ,7")of (&,1,7). Then (o,¢,7) and (o/,/, 7") satisfy the conditions of Theo-
rem R with ¢ = id, I in place of K, and K in place of both J and L. Therefore
Theorem B gives the (I, <)-improvement (&,7,7) that we want.

For the last part, note that every (I, <X)-improvement (7, Z, 7) of (o, ¢, m) may
be constructed this way, taking (o/,:/,7') to be the (K, =<)-subconfiguration
of (,7,7). Thus, uniqueness up to canonical isomorphism in Theorem X
shows that such improvements (5,7, 7) up to canonical isomorphism are in 1-1
correspondence with (K, <)-improvements (o/,¢/,7') of (&,i,7%). But Lemma
shows that these are in 1-1 correspondence with Hom (o ({j}),c({i})). O

Propositions and imply a criterion for best configurations:

Theorem 6.10. An (I, <)-configuration (o,t, ) in an abelian or exact category
is best if and only if for all i # j € I with i=j but there exists no k € I with
i £k # j and i=k=j, the short exact sequence ) is not split.

If this criterion holds, it also holds for any subconfiguration of (o, ¢, ), giving:

Corollary 6.11. Suppose (o,t,7) is a best (I,=)-configuration in an abelian
or exact category. Then all subconfigurations of (o,t,m) are also best.

7 Moduli stacks of configurations

Let A be an abelian category. We wish to study moduli stacks of configurations
ML, <) 4, M(I,=,k)4 in A. To do this we shall need some extra structure on
A, which is described in Assumption [Z1] below, and encodes information about
families of objects and morphisms in A over a base scheme U.

This section will construct 9MM(I, X)4, M(I, =<, k)4 just as K-stacks, and
some 1-morphisms of K-stacks between them. But this is not enough to do
algebraic geometry with. So under some additional conditions Assumption Rl
section B will prove M (I, X) 4, M(I, =, k) 4 are algebraic K-stacks, and various
morphisms between them are representable or of finite type.
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7.1 Stacks in exact categories and stacks of configurations
Here is our first assumption, which uses ideas from Definition

Assumption 7.1. Fix an algebraically closed field K, and let A be an abelian
category with Hom(X,Y) = Ext’(X,Y) and Ext'(X,Y) finite-dimensional
K-vector spaces for all X, Y € A, and all composition maps Exti(Y, 7Z) x
Ext! (X,Y) — Ext™ (X, Z) bilinear for i,j,i 4+ j = 0 or 1. Let K(A) be the
quotient of the Grothendieck group Ko(A) by some fixed subgroup. Suppose
that if X € A with [X] =0 in K(A) then X = 0.

Let (exactcat) be the 2-category whose objects are exact categories, as in
Definition B2 1-morphisms are exact functors between exact categories, and
2-morphisms are natural transformations between these functors. Regard Schyk
as a 2-category as in Definition EE8 and also as a site with the étale topology.

Suppose § 4 : Schg — (exactcat) is a contravariant 2-functor which is a stack
in exact categories on Schix with its Grothendieck topology, that is, Definition
ER(i)-(iii) hold for § 4, satisfying the following conditions:

(i) Fa(Speck) = A

(ii) Let {f; : U; — V}ier be an open cover of V in the site Schx. Then a
sequence 0 — X 2oy Y7 5 0is exact in F4(V) if its images under
Fa(fi) in F4(U;) are exact for all ¢ € I.

(ili) For all U € Schg and X € Obj(F4(U)), the map Hom(SpecK,U) —
K(A) given by u — [F4(u)X] is locally constant in the Zariski topology
on Hom(SpecK, U). Here §4(u)X € Obj(F4(SpecK)) = Obj(A) by (i),
50 [§4(u)X] is well-defined in K (A).

(iv) Let X,Y € A, and regard Hom(X,Y) as an affine K-scheme, with pro-
jection morphism 7 : Hom(X,Y) — SpecK. Then there should exist a
tautological morphism 0x y : §4(m)X — Fo(m)Y in §4(Hom(X,Y)) such
that if f € Hom(X,Y) and ¢y : Spec K — Hom(X,Y') is the corresponding
morphism then the following commutes in A:

Talty)oFa(m)X ) X
I
iSA(Lfo,Y o (¥) l (31)
Saly) oFa(m)y —

Here is some explanation of all this.

e The 2-functor § 4 contains information about families of objects and mor-
phisms in A. For U € Schg, objects X in §4(U) should be interpreted
as families of objects X, in A parametrized by u € U, which are flat over
U. Morphisms ¢ : X — Y in §4(U) should be interpreted as families of
morphisms ¢, : X,, — Y, in A parametrized by u € U.

e For nontrivial U, the condition that objects of §4(U) be flat over U means
that §4(U) is not an abelian category, but only an ezxact category, as
(co)kernels of morphisms between flat families may not be flat.
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e Families of objects and morphisms parametrized by U = SpecK are just
objects and morphisms in A, so we take §F4(SpecK) = A in (i).

e Part (ii) is necessary for the 2-functor of groupoids of exact sequences in
F4(U) to be a K-stack.

e Part (iii) requires algebraic families of elements of A to have locally con-
stant classes in K (A). Roughly, this means the kernel of Ky(A) — K(A)
includes all continuous variations, and so cannot be ‘too small’.

The condition that [X] = 0 in K(A) implies X 2 0 and Assumption
both mean the kernel of Ky(A) — K(A) cannot be ‘too large’.

e Part (iv) says if we pull X, Y € A back to constant families 7*(X),7*(Y")
over the base scheme Hom(X,Y'), then there is a tautological morphism
Oxy : 7 (X) — (YY) taking the value f over each f € Hom(X,Y). It
will be needed in [11, §6] to ensure families of configurations with constant
objects o(J) but varying morphisms ¢, 7(.J, K') behave as expected.

e Ezamples of data A, K(A),§ 4 satisfying Assumption [Tl will be given in
9 and §I0 Readers may wish to refer to them at this point.

7.2 Moduli stacks of configurations

We can now define moduli stacks (I, =<)4 of (I, X)-configurations, and two
other stacks Obj 4, Eract .. We will show they are K-stacks in Theorem [[H

Definition 7.2. We work in the situation of Assumption[1l Define contravari-
ant 2-functors Obj 4, Eract 4 : Schg — (groupoids) as follows. For U € Schg,
let ©bj 4(U) be the groupoid with objects X € Obj(F4(U)), and morphisms
¢ : X — Y isomorphisms in Mor(F4(U)).

Let Eract 4(U) be the groupoid with objects (X,Y, Z, ¢, 1) for short exact
sequences 0 - X —Y — Z — 0 in F4(U). Let the morphisms in Eract 4(U)
be (o, 3,7) : (X,Y,Z, ) = (X", Y, Z/ ¢ ,¢)) for a: X - X', B: Y =Y/,
~: Z—Z' isomorphisms in §4(U) with ¢’ ca=80 ¢, ¢’ o f=~ 0 1.

If f:U — V isa l-morphism in Schg then F4(f) : 4(V) — FaU)
induces functors Obj 4(f) : Obj 4(V) — Obj 4(U) and Eract 4(f) : Eract 4 (V) —
Eract 4 (U) in the obvious way, since F4(f) is an exact functor. If f : U — V
and g : V. — W are scheme morphisms, €, : F4(f) o Falg) — Falgo f)
induces isomorphisms of functors €45 : Obja(f) 0 Obja(g) — Obja(g o f)
and €4, 5 : Eract 4(f) o Eract 4(g) — Eract 4(g o f).

As in §Z3 this data defines the 2-functors Obj 4, Eract 4. It is easy to verify
Obj 4, Cract 4 are contravariant 2-functors. We call Obj 4 the moduli stack of
objects in A, and €ract 4, the moduli stack of short exact sequences in A.

Let (I,=) be a finite poset. Define a contravariant 2-functor M(I,=<)4 :
Schg — (groupoids) as follows. For U € Schg, let (1, <) 4(U) be the groupoid
with objects (I, =)-configurations (o, ¢, m) in F4(U), and morphisms isomor-
phisms of configurations a : (o,¢,m) — (o/,¢/,7) in FA(U).
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If f:U — V is a scheme morphism F4(f) : F4(V)— F4(U) is an exact
functor, and so takes (I, <)-configurations to (I, <)-configurations, and isomor-
phisms of them to isomorphisms. Thus §4(f) induces a functor M(I, <) A(f) :
ML, 2)a(V) — ML, 2)a(U).

If f:U—Vandg:V — W are scheme morphisms, €4 r : §4(f) o Falg) —
Falgo f) induces €45 : M(I, =) A(f) o M(I, <) a(g) — M(I,<)a(go f) in the
obvious way. It is easy to verify (I, X) 4 is a contravariant 2-functor. We call
M(I, <) .4 the moduli stack of (I,=)-configurations in A.

It is usual in algebraic geometry to study moduli spaces not of all coherent
sheaves on a variety, but of sheaves with a fixed Chern character or Hilbert
polynomial. The analogue for configurations (o, ¢, 7) is to fix the classes [o(J)]
in K(A) for J € F; <, To do this we introduce (I, <X, k)-configurations.

Definition 7.3. We work in the situation of Assumption [Z1l Define
C(A)={[X]e K(A): X € A} C K(A).

That is, C(A) is the collection of classes in K (.A) of objects X € A. Note that
C(A) is closed under addition, as [X & Y] = [X]+ [Y]. In [11,12] we shall make
much use of C(A) = C(A) \ {0}. We think of C(A) as the ‘positive cone’ and
C(A) as the ‘closed positive cone’ in K(.A), which explains the notation. For
(I,=) a finite poset and x : I — C(A), define an (I, <, k)-configuration to be
an (I, <)-configuration (o,¢,m) with [o({i})] = k(i) in K(A) for all i € T.

We will also use the following shorthand: we extend k to the set of subsets
of I by defining x(J) = 3, ; £(j). Then x(J) € C(A) forall J C I, as C(A) is
closed under addition. If (o, ¢, 7) is an (I, <, k)-configuration then [o(J)] = k(J)
for all J € F; <, by Proposition B2

Here is the generalization of Definition [L2Ato (I, <, k)-configurations.

Definition 7.4. For a € C(A), define Dbj% : Schg — (groupoids) as follows.
For U € Schg, let Obj%(U) be the full subcategory of Dbj4(U) with objects
X € Obj4(U) such that [Obj4(p)X]=a € K(A) for all p : SpecK — U, so
that Obj 4(p)X € Obj(F4(SpecK))=0Dbj(A).

If f:U — Vandg:V — W are scheme morphisms, Dbj 4(f) restricts
to a functor Obj%(f) : O6G(V) — ObjG(U) and €45 : Obja(f) 0 Obja(g) —
Obja(go f) restricts to €q 5 : Obj%(f) 0 Ob)%(g9) — Obj% (g o f). We call Obj%y
the moduli stack of objects in A with class c.

For a, 3,7 € C(A) with 3=a+~, define @;act‘jﬁ"ﬁ’V : Schg — (groupoids) as
follows. For U € Schg, let (’Sxacti‘lﬁ"y(U) be the full subgroupoid of Eract 4(U)
with objects (X,Y, Z, ¢, ) for X €Obj(D6)%(U)), Y €Obj (Dbji(U)) and Z €
Obj (964 (U)). Define Qigact;f’ﬁ"y(f) and €4 by restriction from €ract 4. We
call @;act‘jﬁ"ﬁ’V the moduli stack of short exact sequences in A with classes a, 3, .

Now let (I, =) be a finite poset and k : I — C(A). Define M(I, =, Kk)4 :
Schg — (groupoids) as follows. For U € Schg, let MM(I, <, k) 4(U) be the full
subgroupoid of M(I, <) 4(U) with objects (o, ¢, 7) with o(J) € Obj (Dbj';‘(‘])(U))
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for all J € F(; <. Define M(I, <, K) 4 on morphisms and e, ¢ by restricting
IMM(I,<)4. Then Ob)Y, @;actj’ﬁ’v,fm(l, =,K)4 are contravariant 2-functors.
We call M(I, =, k) 4 the moduli stack of (I, =, k)-configurations in A.

The basic idea here is that Obj$ contains information on families of objects
X, in A with [X,] = a in K(A) for v in U, and isomorphisms between such
families. We prove the 2-functors of Definitions and [[4] are K-stacks.

Theorem 7.5. Obj 4, Cract 4, M(I, <) 4 above are K-stacks, as in Definition
Z3, and Obj%, (’Sgacti’ﬁ”, M(I, =X, k)4 are open and closed K-substacks of them,
so that we have the disjoint unions

Objg = H Obj5, Cract 4 = H Gxacti’ﬁ”,

acC(A) a,B,7€C(A):
B=a+vy (32)
and MU, =a= [[ MU = k)a
k:I—C(A)

Proof. For the first part, we already know Dbj 4, Eract 4, M(I, <) 4 are con-
travariant 2-functors Schx — (groupoids), and we must show they are stacks
in groupoids, that is, that Definition EZ8(i)—(iii) hold. For Obj4 this follows
immediately from § 4 being a stack in exact categories, as Dbj 4 comes from § 4
by omitting morphisms which are not isomorphisms.

The proofs for Eract 4, 9(I, <) are similar, and we give only that for
IM(I,=)a. Let {fa: Uy — V}aeea be an open cover of V in the site Schg. For
Definition Z8(i), let (o, ¢, 7), (¢’,,7") € Obj(9M(I,<).4(V)) and morphisms

ta MU, 2)a(fo) (o, t,m) = MU, ) a(fo) (o', 7)) forae A

satisfy @). Then for J € F, <, applying Definition EZJ(i) for § 4 to the family
of morphisms ¢, (J) : Fa(fa)(o(J)) — Falfa)(d'(J)) for a € A gives n(J) :
a(J) — o'(J) in Mor(F4(V)) with F4(fa)n(J) = ¢u(J) for all a € A.
Moreover, Definition EZR(ii) implies n(J) is unique. Since the ¢,(J) are
isomorphisms, gluing the ¢,(.J) ! in the same way yields an inverse for 7(.J), so
n(J) is an isomorphism in §4(V). By (@) and functoriality of §4(f,) we have

Salfa) (W(K) ou(J, K)) = ¢a(K)oFa(fa) (L(J, K)) = forallae A
Salfa) (VL K)) 0 da(J) =Falfa) (' (. K) on(])),  and (J,K)€G .

Therefore n(K) o o(J,K) = /(J,K) on(J) for all (J,K) € G, <, by Definition
E(ii) for § 4. Similarly n(K)ow(J,K) =7'(J,K)on(J) for all (J, K) € H <),
son: (o,t,m) — (0/,,7’) is an isomorphism of configurations by ().

That is, 7 € Mor(9M(I, <) a(V)). Clearly M(I, <) a(fa)n=dq for all a € A.
This proves Definition 2Z8(i) for 9M(I, <) 4. For (ii), let 0, ¢ : (o, ¢, 1) — (o7, ¢/, 7")
lie in Mor(M(I, =) 4(V)) with ML, =) a(fa)n =ML, =) a(fa) for all a € A.
Then for J € Fi; <, we have FA(fa)n(J) =Fa(fa)¢(J) for a € A, so Definition
ER(ii) for F 4 gives n(J)=((J), and thus n=C(.
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A more complicated proof using Definition ZZ8(i)—(iii) for F 4 shows (iii) holds
for M(I, <), so M(I, =) 4 is a K-stack. We find Obj%, Qfxacti‘{ﬁ"y, M(I, =, K5) 4
are K-substacks of Obj 4, Eract 4, M(I, <) 4 by the same methods.

If U is a connected, nonempty K-scheme and X € Obj4(U) then by As-
sumption [CII(iii) the map Hom(SpecK,U) — K(A) given by u +— [§4(u)X] is
locally constant on Hom(Spec K, U), so [§.4(u)X] = a for some a € C(A), and
therefore X' € Dbj%(U). Hence Obj4(U) = [{,eq(a) Obia(U). It follows easily
that Obj9 is an open and closed K-substack of Obj 4, and the first equation of
B2) holds. The proofs for (‘Sxact‘j’ﬁ” and M(I, <, k) 4 are similar. O

Write M(I, <) 4=, <) 4(K), M(I,=,6) 4a=IM(I, =, k) 4(K) for the sets
of geometric points of M(I, <) 4 and M(I, =<, k)4, as in Definition ZA We
show that these are the sets of isomorphism classes of (I,=)- and (I,=,kK)-
configurations in A. This justifies calling M(I, <) 4, M(I, =, k) 4 moduli stacks
of (I,=)- and (I, X, k)-configurations.

Proposition 7.6. In the situation above, M(I, <) and M(I,=,K)4 are the
sets of isomorphism classes of (I,=)- and (I,=, k)-configurations in A.

Proof. By definition, M(I,=<)4 is the isomorphism classes in the groupoid
M(I, <)a(SpecK). By Assumption [[Ii), objects of M(I, <) 4(SpecK) are
(I, <)-configurations in A, and morphisms are isomorphisms of configurations.
Thus M(I, <) 4(K) = M(I,=<)4 is the set of isomorphism classes of (I, <)-
configurations. Similarly, 9(I, <, k) 4(K) has objects (I, =, k)-configurations
and morphisms their isomorphisms, and the result follows. O

7.3 Morphisms of moduli stacks

We shall now define families of natural 1-morphisms between the K-stacks of
Jr2A Asin §Z3 a 1-morphism of K-stacks ¢ : § — & is a natural transformation
between the 2-functors §,®. For each U € Schx we must provide a functor
F(U) — &(U), satistying some obvious natural conditions. In all our examples
these conditions hold trivially, as each ¢(U) is a ‘forgetful functor’ omitting part
of the structure, so we shall not bother to verify them.

Definition 7.7. Define 1-morphisms b, m,e : Eract , — Obj 4 as follows. For
U € Schg, let 6(U),m(U),e(U) : Eract 4,(U) — Obj4(U) act on (X,Y, Z,p,v)
in Obj(€ract 4, (U)) and (o, §,7) in Mor(€ract 4(U)) by

b(U): (XY, Z,6,9) = X, b(U): (a,3,7) = a, m(U):(X,Y,Z,¢,0) — Y,
mU) : (@, 8,7) = B, eU): (X,Y,Z,¢,9) — Z and e(U) : (o, 8,7) — 7.

Then b, m, ¢ project to the beginning, middle and end objects X, Y, Z respectively
n0—-X—-Y—2—0. For a, 3,7 € C(A) with = a + v, these restrict to

b: Cracty”? — Obj%, m: Eracty?T — Obj, e Eracty” — Db .
For (I, =) a finite poset, k : I — C(A), and J € F, <, define a 1-morphism
o(J) : M, <X)a — Obj 4, where o(J)(U) : M(I, <) 4(U) — Obj4(U) acts as
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o(J)(U) : (o,t,7) — o(J) on objects and o (J)(U) : @ — «(J) on morphisms,
for U € Schg. It restricts to o (J) : M(I, <, k)4 — Dbj';(’]).

As in Definition BRI F ;<) CF 1<y, Gs.<) CG <) and H, <) CH; <). Define
the (J, X)-subconfiguration 1-morphism S(I,=,J) : M(I, =) a4 — M(J, <) .4 by

S(Iv =, J)(U) : (U, Ly 7T) = (Ulj:(.l,j) ) L|9(J,5) , 7T|H(J,j))7 o= a|]:(J,5)

on (o,t,m) € Obj(M(I,=)4(U)) and o € Mor(IM(I, <) 4(U)), for U € Schk. It
restricts to S(I,=,J) : M(I, =2, k)4 — M(J, 2, k] 7)a

Now let (I, =) and (K <) be finite posets, and ¢ : I — K a surjective map
with i=j implies ¢(i) < ¢(j) for i,5 € I. As in Definition B2 pullback of
subsets of K to I gives injective maps ¢* : F (o) = F 1<), ¢* : G,y = G 1<)
and ¢* : Hx «) — Hq <). Define the quotient (K, <)-configuration 1-morphism
QU, =, K, <,¢): M(I, =) 4 — M(K,<) 4 by

Q(I)j7K7ﬁ’¢)(U) : (U’L’ﬂ-)'—>(00¢*7LO¢*,T(O¢*)7 Oé’_)aogb*

on (o,t,m)€0bj(M(I, <) 4(U)) and a € Mor(M(I, <) 4(V)), for U € Schi.

In the special case when I = K and ¢ : I — I is the identity map idj,
write Q(I,=,<4) = Q(I,=,1,<,id;). Given s : I — C(A), define p : K —
C(A) by (k) = k(¢ (k). Then Q(I, =<, K, <, ¢) restricts to Q(I, <, K, <, ¢) :
MU, =, k)4 — MK, <, 1p)a. When I = K and ¢ = id; we have p = k,
s0 Q(I,=2,90) : M(I, =2, 6) 4 — MM, <, K) 4.

Each of these 1-morphisms v induces a map . on the sets of geometric
points of the K-stacks, as in Definition EZO Following Proposition [, it is easy
to show these do the obvious things.

Proposition 7.8. In the situation above, the induced maps act as

o ()« : M(I, 2)a—=Obju(K), S(I,=,J)s : ML, 2)a — M(J,2)4,
QU, %, K, <,0) : ML, 2)a—= M(K, Qa, o(J)s: (0,0, m)]=[o(])];
ST, =2, ) < [0, m)]=[(0”, 0, 7], Q(I,ﬁ,K,_,qﬁ)* oy, m= (0,1, 7))

on geometric points, where (o,t,7) is an (I, X)-configuration in A, (o’, ', 7') its
(J, X)-subconfiguration, and (5,7,7) its quotient (K, <)-configuration from ¢.

7.4 1-isomorphisms of moduli stacks

We conclude this section by proving that a number of 1-morphisms above are
1-isomorphisms. To show ¢ : § — & is a l-isomorphism, we must show that the
functor ¢(U) : F(U) — &(U) is an equivalence of categories for each U € Schx.
That is, we must prove two things:

(a) ¢(U) : Obj(F(U)) — Obj(6(U)) induces a bijection between isomorphism
classes of objects in F(U) and &(U); and

(b) ¢(U) : Mor(F(U)) — Mor(&(U)) induces for all X, Y € Obj(FU)) a
bijection Hom(X,Y) — Hom(¢(U)X, ¢(U)Y).
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Proposition 7.9. (i) Let (I,e) be a finite poset with i e j if and only if i = j,
and k: I — C(A). Then the following are 1-isomorphisms:

[Teodi}): mz, o) 4 — [[Obia, [Joi}): MU, 0,5)a — []O0i%".
iel il il s
(ii) Let ({i,5}, <) be a poset with i=j and r:{i, j} — C(A). Define 1-morphisms
IT: M({i, 5}, 2)a— Cract 4 and IT: M({7, 5}, =, K)A_,@md;(l)ﬁﬁ({w})-ﬁ(y) by

IU) = (0,0,m) — (e ({i}), o ({3, 3}), o ({3}), el{i}. {i. 5}), 7({i. 3}, {3}))
and 1I(U) : o — (a({i}), a({i,j}), a({j}))

for all (o,1,7) € Obj(M({4,5}, X)a(U)), o € Mor(M({i,j},X)a(U)) and U €
Schik. Both of these II are 1-isomorphisms.

Proof. For (i) the proof for both 1-morphisms is the same, so we consider only
the first. Let U € Schg, and (o,¢,m) € Obj(9M(I,e)4(U)). Suppose J C
K CI,and set L =K\ J. Then J, K,L € F ., and (J,K),(L,K) € G, ...
Considering the diagram

Lo(J) To(L)
0T o T eeel) el S0
] To(J) | Lo(L) .
/f:‘”l WK v *(K.L) lld"(“ (33)
0 o)) oK) Zo(L)__0,
7(K,J) «(L,K)

and using Definitions EZIN(iii) and EJl gives a canonical isomorphism o(J) @
o(L) — o(K) making B3) commute. By induction on |J| we construct canon-
ical isomorphisms ,.;0({i}) — o(J) for all J C I, with «(J, K),n(J, K)
corresponding to projections from or to subfactors in the direct sums.

Let (Xi)ier lie in Obj([[;c; Obja(U)). Setting o(J) = @, ; Xi, so that
o({i}) = X, and taking «(J, K),n(J,K) to be the natural projections gives
(o,¢,m) in Obj(M(1,e) 4(U)) with [],; o({i})(U)(o,¢,7) = (Xi)ier. Hence

[Le;o({i})(U) : Obj (M(I,)4(U)) — Obj(IL,c; Obja(U))  (34)

is surjective. Suppose (o,¢,7), (0, 7’) lie in Obj(M(I,e)4(U)) with im-
ages (Xi)ier, (X{)ier under [[,c.;o({i})(U). A morphism (f;)icr : (Xi)ier —
(X])ier is a collection of isomorphisms f; : X; — X/ in F4(U).

Any such (f;)ier extends uniquely to a morphism « : (o,¢,m) — (o7, 7),
where a({i}) = f; for i € I, and more generally a(J) corresponds to P, ; fi :
D;cs Xi — @D,c; X under the canonical isomorphisms €, ; X; — o(J) and
D,cs Xi — o'(J). Therefore the following map is a bijection:

Hie[ U({Z})(U) : Hom((a, L ﬂ-)v (U/a L/v T‘J)) - Hom((Xi)iGIa (X{)zel)

Together with surjectivity of 4, this shows [[,.; o({i}) is a 1-isomorphism.
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For (ii), both functors II(U) are actually isomorphisms of categories, not
just equivalences. This is because the only data ‘forgotten’ by II(U) is o(0),
(0, J) and 7(J,0) for J C {i,5} on objects (o, ¢, 7), and a(f) on morphisms «.
But by definition o (@) = 0, so (0, J) = 0, w(J,0) = 0 and () = 0, and there
are unique choices for the forgotten data. Thus II is a 1-isomorphism.

(Note: this assumes there is a prescribed zero object 0 in F4(U), and that
(@) = 0 is part of the definition of configuration in F4(U). If instead 0 in
F4(U) is defined only up to isomorphism, then II(U) ‘forgets’ a choice of 0 in
a(0), but is still an equivalence of categories.) O

Our final result extends Theorem [ to moduli stacks of configurations.

Theorem 7.10. Let (J,S) and (K, <) be finite posets and L € F k «, with
JN(K\L)=10. Suppose 1y : J — L is surjective with 1 < j implies ¥(i) < (j).
Set I =JU(K\ L), and define a partial order < on I by

1<, 1,7 € J,

i 47, i,j € K\ L,
i) Qg4 ied, jeK\L,
idY(j), ie K\L, jeJ

i=j fori,jelif

Then J € F < with S|y =5. Define¢: I — K by ¢(i) =) if i € J and
¢(i) =1 if i € K\ L. Then ¢ is surjective, with i=j implies ¢(i) < ¢(j)-
Let k: I — C(A), and define p: K — K(A) by u(k) = k(¢p~(k)). Then

the following 1-morphism diagrams commute and are Cartesian squares:

< <
m(Ivj)Amm(Jvm)A m(Ivjvﬁ)Amm(‘vaﬁ)A
|euzrz0 Q(1<7L7§17¢)l |etzrae " ousran| @5
S(I{7 7L) S(K,ﬂ,L)
MK, Da ——M(L, Da, MK, <D, p)a ——= M(L, D, p1) 4.

Proof. We give the proof for the first square of ([BH) only, as the second is the
same. Let U € Schk and (o, ¢, 7) € Obj(9M(I, <) 4(U)). Write

(0,5,7)=Q(, =, K, 4, ¢)(U)(0,¢,m),

o,u,m), (6,0,%)=S(K,d,L)(U)(5,i,7),
N=S(I,=%,J)(U)(0,1,7), (6,0,%)= (36)

(J7 /S’ L’ ﬁ’ /l/})(U)(UI’ LI77TI)'

Then (o, ¢, ) is an (I, X)-configuration in §4(U), (6,7, 7) its quotient (K, D)-
configuration from ¢, and (o/,:/,7’) its (J, <)-subconfiguration. Lemma B2

r~

gives (6,7,7)=(6,%,7), and the analogue for morphisms also holds. Thus

(
(o0, i 7

S(K, 4, L)U) e Q(I, =, K, 4,9)(U) = Q(J, S, L, 4, 4)(U) 0 S(I, =, J)(U)

Y~

as functors M(I, <) 4(U) — M(L, <) 4(U). Since this holds for all U € Schg,
the first square in ([BH) commutes. In fact it strictly commutes, that is, the
1-morphisms S(K, <, L) o Q(I, =X, K, <,¢) and Q(J, <, L, <,v) 0 S(I, X, J) are
not just 2-isomorphic, but equal.
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As in Definition EZT0l we now get a 1-morphism
p M, 2)a — MK, Da Xon(z,9) 0 M, S)a,

unique up to 2-isomorphism, making @) commute, and the first square of (BH) is
Cartesian if p is a 1-isomorphism. From Definition ZZT0 we deduce that objects
of (M(K, <) a Xon, 2y, M(J, <)) (U) are triples

((5,5,7), (0" /7' ) s (8,0, %) — (6,1, 7)),
where (6,7,7) € Obj(IMM(K, DAU)), (¢, 7") € Obj(M(J,<)a(U)), and
(6,L,7), (0,i,7) are as in @BH), and o € Mor(IM(L, <) 4(U)).
We can define p(U) explicitly on objects (o, ¢, 7) and morphisms « by

p(U) : (O.a Ly ﬂ-) I ((&7 Za ﬁ-)v (UI, Lla ﬂ-/)a id(é’,i,fr))a
p(U) : ar— (ao ¢ alr ),

where (7,1,7), (¢/,¢/,7') and (5,7,7%) are as in BH), and (5,i,%) = (5,1, 7).
Now Theorem BEH shows p(U) is an equivalence of categories. As this holds for
all U € Schg, p is a 1-isomorphism, so the first square of [BH) is Cartesian. O

Proposition and Theorem [T will be used in §&1] to prove IM(I, <) 4
and M(I, <, k) 4 are algebraic K-stacks.

8 Algebraic K-stacks of configurations

So far we have only shown that the moduli stacks (I, <X).4, M(I, <, k)4 of
A are K-stacks, which is quite a weak, categorical concept. We now impose
some additional assumptions, which will enable us to prove that (I, <) 4,
M(I, =, k)4 are algebraic K-stacks locally of finite type, and that various mor-
phisms between them are representable or of finite type.

Assumption 8.1. Let Assumption [l hold for A, K(A),F4. Suppose the K-
stacks Obj%, Qfgacti’ﬁ"'y of Y2 are algebraic (Artin) K-stacks, locally of finite
type. Suppose the following 1-morphisms of §73 are of finite type:

m: Cracty? — 065, b xe: EactY?T — Obj% x Obj7, . (37)

This list of assumptions is motivated firstly because they hold for the ex-
amples the author is interested in, given in §0 and JI0 and secondly as the
results of §8IHYRT that we use them to prove will be essential for the theory of
invariants ‘counting’ (semi)stable configurations in A to be developed in [11,12].
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8.1 Moduli stacks of configurations are algebraic K-stacks
The moduli stacks M(I, <) 4, M(I, <X, k) 4 of JLA are algebraic K-stacks.

Theorem 8.2. Let Assumptions[7]] and B hold for A, K(A),§4. Then the
IM(I, =) 4, M(I, =, k)4 of 7.4 are algebraic K-stacks, locally of finite type.

Proof. The M(I, =) 4 case follows from the M(I, <, k)4 case by BZ), so we
prove the 9M(I, <, k)4 case. When |I| =0, 1 or 2 there are four cases:
(a) T =0. Then M(I, =, k)4 is 1-isomorphic to Spec K.
(b) I ={i}. By Proposition [LA(i), M(I, <, k)4 is 1-isomorphic to Dbj';‘(l).
(¢) I = {i,5} with a=b if and only if a = b. Then by Proposition [L(i)
M(I, =, k)4 is l-isomorphic to Db x Db
(d) I = {i,j} with i=<j. By Proposition [LH(ii) 9M(I, =X, k)4 is 1-isomorphic
to Eract SN
In each case M(1, <, k)4 is an algebraic K-stack locally of finite type, by As-
sumption Blin (b)—(d). So the theorem holds when |I| < 2.

Next we prove the case that =< is a total order, that is, 1<j or j=¢ for all
i,j € I. Then (I, =) is canonically isomorphic to ({1,...,n},<) for n = |I|.
Suppose by induction that 9(1, <, k) 4 is an algebraic K-stack locally of finite
type for all total orders (I, <) with |I| < n. From above this holds for n = 2,
so take n > 1. Let (I, =) be a total order with |I| =n + 1.

Let ¢ be <-minimal in I, and j be <-minimal in I\ {¢}, which defines ¢, j
uniquely as =< is a total order. Let J = {i,5} and L = {l} be a one point set
with I ¢ I, set K = {{}UI\{i,j}, and define < on K by a < b if either a = [, or
a,b e I\ {i,j} with a=<b. Then < is a total order on K, with minimal element
I. Define p1: K — C(A) by u(l) = k(i) +x(j), and p(a) = k(a) for a € I\ {i,j}.
Define ¢ : I — K by ¢(a) = 1 for a = 4,5 and ¢(a) = a otherwise. Define
b i jt — {1} by 9la) =L

Theorem [CT0 now applies, and shows that the diagram

SDI(Iu =, fi)A m) m({iaj}7 =, "€|{i,j})A
QUK 2,9)) 5(;( ) {2 {1h <9 (38)
MK, D, p) g ————— M{}, S play)a

is commutative, and a Cartesian square. The two right hand corners are alge-
braic K-stacks locally of finite type by (b), (d) above, and the bottom left hand
corner is by induction as < is a total order and |K| = n. Hence M(I, <, k) 4 is
an algebraic K-stack locally of finite type, by properties of Cartesian squares in
§Z3 By induction, this holds whenever < is a total order.

Now let (I, <) be a finite poset. Define S< = {(i,5) € I x I : i£j and jZAi},
and let n< = |S<|. Let < be a total order on I which dominates <. Then <
dominates < by n< steps. If n< > 0, by Proposition B3 there exists < on I such
that < dominates < by n< — 1 steps, so that ng = n< — 1, and < dominates <
by one step. By Lemma B3 there exist unique 4,5 € I with ¢ < j but i£j.
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Suppose by induction that 9(I,=<,k)4 is an algebraic K-stack locally of
finite type whenever n< < n, for n > 0. When n = 0 this implies < is a total
order, so the first step n = 0 holds from above. Let (I, <), x have nx =n + 1.
Then from above there is a partial order < on I dominating < by one step,
so that ng = n, and unique ¢,j € I with ¢ < j but iAj. Define K = I,
J=L={ij},¢:I— K and ¢ : J — L to be the identity maps, and p = &.

Theorem [ZT now applies, and shows that the diagram

;i< -
M(I, =, k) A SU=<0T) M{i, 5}, _7/€|T{zjg})A
QLZ,9)| Staia J Q=) (39)
SDI(Iu ﬁu KJ)A % m({la.]}a S]a Ii|{i,j}).¢4

is commutative, and a Cartesian square. The two right hand corners are alge-
braic K-stacks locally of finite type by (c), (d) above, and the bottom left hand
corner is by induction, as ng = n. Hence M(I, <, k) 4 is an algebraic K-stack
locally of finite type. By induction, this completes the proof. O

The underlying idea in this proof is that 9U(1, <, k)4 is l-isomorphic to a
complicated multiple fibre product, constructed from many copies of the Obj%
and (’Sgacti’ﬁ 7. As the class of algebraic K-stacks locally of finite type is closed

under 1-isomorphisms and fibre products, and Obj% and (’Epacti‘{ﬁ”y lie in this
class by Assumption Bl we see that 9 (I, <, k) 4 also lies in this class.

8.2 Representable and finite type morphisms

Next we show some 1-morphisms from §73 are representable, or of finite type.
We begin with 1-morphisms involving two point posets.

Proposition 8.3. In the situation above, let <, be partial orders on {i,5}
with a=b only if a=">b and i < j, and let :{i,j} — C(A). Then

(a) Q({i,j}, =, <)« M{d, 7}, =, k) a — M({i, j}, <, K)a is representable and
of finite type.
(b) o({i,3}):Mm{i, 5}, <, ﬁ)AHDijL‘({i’j}) is representable and finite type.

(©) o (i) xo({}) s M({i, 3}, <, 1) a— 06 %065 is of finite type.

Proof. For (a), consider the equality of 1-morphisms

o({i}) x o({5}) = (e({i}) x o({j})) o Q({i. 5}, 2. 9) (40)

acting M({i, j}, =, #) a— O xO6i% or M({i, j}, <) a— Obj4xObj 4. By
Proposition [LX(i), the Lh.s. of @) is a 1-isomorphism, and so is representable
and finite type. But if § — & — §) are 1-morphisms of algebraic K-stacks and
¥ o ¢ is representable and finite type, then ¢ is too by [14, Lem. 3.12(c)(ii) &
Rem. 4.17(1)]. Hence Q({i,7}, <, <) is representable and of finite type.

38



In (b) it is easy to see that o ({i,j}) = moIl, where II is the 1-isomorphism
of Proposition [CA(ii) with < in place of <, and
m: Q‘Sgactz(i)’“(i)Jm(j)’“(j) N Dbjf;‘(i)Jrn(j) (41)
is as in Definition [l Since II is a 1-isomorphism, as ) is of finite type by
Assumption Bl o({7,7}) in (b) is of finite type. To show it is representable,
we must show (I is representable.
From [14, Cor. 8.1.1] we deduce the following necessary and sufficient condi-

tion for a 1-morphism ¢ : § — & of algebraic K-stacks to be representable: for
all U € Schg and all X € Obj(F(U)), the map

¢(U) : Hom(X, X) — Hom(¢(U)X, ¢(U)X) (42)
induced by the functor ¢(U) : F(U) — &(U) should be injective. Since ED) is

a group homomorphism, it is enough that ¢(U)a = idg)x implies a = idx.

Let (@, 8,7): (X, Y, Z, 6,%) = (X, Y. Z,¢,¢) in Mor(€zact {110 (7))
or Mor(€ract ,(U)). Then m(U)(X,Y, Z,¢,¢) =Y and m(U)(«, 3,7) = 5, so
to show m is representable we must prove that § = idy implies a = idx and
v =1idz. By definition of Mor(€ract 4(U)) we have

poa=pfop=idyop=¢oidxy and idgzo) =1 oidy =1of =ro1.

As ¢ is injective and ¢ surjective these imply o = idx and v = idz. Thus @) is
representable, proving (b). Finally, in (¢) we have o ({i}) x o({j}) = (b x ¢)oIL
But b x ¢ is of finite type by Assumption BJl and II is a 1-isomorphism. So
o({i}) x o({j}) is of finite type. O

Using this and inductive methods as in Theorem B2 we show:
Theorem 8.4. If Assumptions[7]] and 81 hold then

(a) In Definition[7_4, the following are representable and of finite type:

QU, =, <) ML, =, k)4 — ML, <, k) 4, (43)
QU, =, <) : M, =X)a — ML, Q) 4, (44)
QU, 2, K,9,9) : M1, =2, k) 4 — MK, I, 1) 4, (45)

and also Q(I, =3, K, <,¢) : M(I, X) 4 — M(K, <) 4 is representable.
(b) (1) : M(I,=X,K) 4 — Dbj';‘(l) is representable and of finite type.
(c) o(I): M(I, =) 4 — Obj 4 is representable.

(@) [Liero({i}) : ML =, m)a = Tlics 00" and
[Licro({i}) : M(I, 2)a — [Lic; Obja are of finite type.
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Proof. For [{3), first suppose < dominates < by one step. Then as in the proof
of Theorem B2 Q(I, =<, <) fits into a Cartesian square [Bd). The right hand
morphism Q({i,j}, <, <) in [BY) is representable and finite type by Proposition
B3(a). Hence the left hand morphism {3 is representable and finite type.

When < dominates < by s steps, by Proposition [0 we may write Q (I, =, <)
as the composition of s 1I-morphisms Q(I, <,., S, ;) with <,._; dominating <,
by one step. By [14, Lem. 3.12(b)] compositions of representable or finite type
1-morphisms are too, so () is representable and finite type by the first part.

From ([B2) we have M(1, <) 4 = [[,, M(I, <, k) 4, and () coincides with (@3
over the open substack (I, <, k) 4 of M(I, L) 4. For a I-morphism ¢ : §F — &
to be representable or finite type is a local condition on &. Thus, ) is
representable and finite type as E3J) is.

Next we prove (b). Suppose by induction that (b) holds whenever (I, <)
is a total order with |I| < n. Follow the middle part of the proof of Theorem
Now Q({7,7}, =, {l}, <, %) in BY) is identified with o({7,j}) in Proposi-
tion B3(b) by the 1-isomorphism M({l}, <, plgiy)a — Dbj';({m}) of Proposition
39(i). Thus Q({:,j}, =, {l}, <, ¢) in BY) is representable and finite type as
o({i,j})is, 50 Q(I, =, K,<,¢) in [BY) is representable and finite type.

But o(I) = o(K)oQ(I, =, K, <, ) : M(I, <, k) 4 — Obi"", where o(K) is
representable and finite type by induction, and Q(I, <, K, <, ¢) is representable
and finite type from above. Thus o(I) is representable and finite type by [14,
Lem. 3.12(b)]. By induction, this proves (b) whenever < is a total order.

For the general case, let (I, <) be a finite poset, < a total order on I domi-
nating <, and k£ : I — C(A). Then o(I) = o(I) 0 Q(I,=,<) : M(I, =, k)4 —
Dbj';‘(]), where the second o (I) acts on (I, 4, k)4, and is representable and
finite type as < is a total order. But Q(I, <X, <) is representable and finite type
by @3) in (a). Therefore the composition o (I) is, giving (b).

For ¢ : § — & to be representable is a local condition on both § and &.
By B2) we see that o(I) : M(I, =) 4 — Obj 4 locally coincides with o (I) :
ML, <, 6) 4 — Dbj';‘([), which is representable by (b). This proves (c).

We can now complete (a). If §— & — § are l-morphisms of algebraic
K-stacks and % o ¢ is representable and finite type, then ¢ is too by [14,
Lem. 3.12(c)(ii) & Rem. 4.17(1)]. For #X) we have

o(I) = (K)o QI =, K, <, 6) : M1, =, 1) 4 — O

As o(I) is representable and finite type by (b), we see [{H) is. Similarly,
QU, =, K, <,¢) : M, 2) 4 —M(K, Q) 4 is representable using (c).

Finally we prove (d). When |I| = 0,1 the [],.; o({i}) are 1-isomorphisms,
so of finite type. Suppose by induction that the first line of (d) is finite type
whenever (I, <) is a total order with |I| < n, for n > 1. Let (I, <) be a total
order with |I| = n+ 1, and define J, K, L, <, it as in the proof of Theorem
Since ([BY) is Cartesian and o ({a}) = o({a}) o Q(I, X, K, <,¢) : M(I, X, k)4 —
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Dbj';‘(a) for all a € I'\ {4, j}, we have a Cartesian square

m(I7 ju KJ)A m({lv.]}v jv K’|{l,]}).¢4 X Hael\{i,j} Db]i(a)

5(175,{i7j})><1_[ag1\{i,j} o({a}) Qi3 1, =41}, 9,9) x
lQ(Lf,K,S]ﬂi’) aEI\{i,j}i D"jjt(a)l

S(K, 9N X TTaer g1y @ ({ad) "
ML}, <, plpy)a % Tlaep iy Obia" -

(46)
M(K, <, 1) 4

Now o ({l}) : M1}, <, pulpy)a — Dbj’jt(l) is a l-isomorphism by Proposi-
tion [CA(i). Composing with this identifies the bottom morphism of (6l with
[I.cx ©({a}), which is finite type by induction. Hence the bottom morphism
in (D) is finite type, so the top morphism in EH) is too. But o({i})xa({j})
is finite type by Proposition B3(c). Composing with the top morphism of (EG)
gives [[,c; o({a}), which is therefore finite type. So by induction, the first line
of (d) is finite type for (I, <) a total order.

Suppose (I, =) is a finite poset, < a total order on I dominating =, and
ki1 — C(A). Then [T,e, o({i}) = e, o{i}) o QUL =, D) : ML =, k)4 —
HieIDij(Z), where the second [];.; o({i}) acts on M(I,<, k)4, and is finite
type as < is a total order. As Q(I, <, <) is finite type by (a), composition gives
the first line of (d), and the second line follows as for (). O

8.3 The moduli spaces M(X, [, <) 4 and M(X, ], =, k)4

We can now form two further classes of moduli spaces of (I, X)-configurations
(o,t,m) with o(I) = X, for X a fixed object in A.

Definition 8.5. In the situation above, let X € Obj.A. Assumption [ZIIi)
identifies X with a l-morphism 1 : SpecK — 9bjla) or Dbj4. For (I,<) a
finite poset and k : I — C(A) with x(I) = [X] in C(A), define

m(Xa Ia j)A = m(Ia j)A XU(I),DbjA,T,ZJ SpeCK

and OM(X, I, =, k)4 =ML, =, 5)a X Spec K. (47)

(1),00§ 55

As M(T, 2) 4, M(I, =<, k) 4 are algebraic K-stacks locally of finite type by The-
orem B2 Theorem BZA(b) implies that M(X, I, <, k)4 is represented by an al-
gebraic K-space of finite type, and Theorem Bl(c) that M(X, I, <) 4 is repre-
sented by an algebraic K-space locally of finite type. Write Ilx : (X, I, <) 4 —
M, =)a and Ux : M(X, I, <, k) 4 — M, =, k)4 for the 1-morphisms of
stacks from the fibre products. Write M(X,1,<)4 = M(X, I, %) 4(K) and
M(X, I, =2, k) 4=IM(X, I, =X, k) A(K) for their sets of geometric points.

For the examples of fland JIlthe M (X, I, <, k) 4 are actually represented by
quasiprojective K-schemes. The reason for this is that 7)) are quasiprojective
1-morphisms. Replacing finite type with quasiprojective 1-morphisms in the
proofs of §&82 shows that o(I) : M(I,<,Kk)a4 — Dbj';l(l) is representable and
quasiprojective, implying that (X, I, <, k) 4 is represented by a quasiprojective
K-scheme in Definition Here is the analogue of Proposition [0
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Proposition 8.6. In Definition[83, M(X,I,=<)4 and M(X,I, =, k)4 are nat-
urally identified with the sets of isomorphism classes of (I,=<)- and (I,=X,K)-
configurations (o, t,7) in A with o(I) = X, modulo isomorphisms o : (0,1, m) —
(o', 7"} of (I,=)-configurations with a(I) =idx.

Proof. By Definition EZT0, we find the groupoid MM(X, I, <) 4(SpecK) has ob-
jects ((&,Z, ﬁ'),idspCCK,qﬁ), for (¢,7,7) an (I, =<)-configuration in A, and ¢ :
&(I) — X an isomorphism in A. Given such a (([7, 7,7),1dspeck, gb), define an
(I, %)-configuration (o,t,7) by o(I) = X, o(J) = &(J) for J # I, and

(1K), J#I#K, #(LK),  JAI#K,
U, K)=1 ¢oi(],K), T£I=K, n(J,K)=3 #(J,K)o¢~", J=I#K,
idy, J=I=K, idy, J=I=K.

Define 3 : (6,7, 7) — (0,¢,m) by B(J)=ids(s) if I # J € F; <y, and B(I)=¢.
Then § is an isomorphism of (I, <)-configurations. Moreover,

(ﬁa ididspch) : ((&; Z, 7})7 idSpeCK7 (b) — ((U, Ly 77)7 idSpeCKu ldX)

is an isomorphism in 9MM(X, T, <) 4(SpecK). So each object of M(X,I,=<)4
(SpecK) is isomorphic to some ((c, ¢, 7),idgpeck, idx ) for an (I, <)-configuration
(0,1, m) with o(I)=X. Isomorphisms

(aa ididspeCK) : ((0’, Ly 7T), idSpcc]K7 1dX) — ((UI, Lla ﬂ-/)a idSpch; ldX)

between two elements of this form come from isomorphisms « : (o,¢,7) —
(o', 7") of (I,=)-configurations with «(I) = idx. Hence, M(X,I,=X)4 is
naturally identified with the set of isomorphism classes of (I, <)-configurations
(o,t,m) in A with o(I) = X, modulo isomorphisms « : (o,¢,7) — (¢/,/,7)
with a(I) = idx. The proof for M(X, 1, =<,k) . is the same. O

9 Coherent sheaves on a projective scheme

Let K be an algebraically closed field, P a projective K-scheme, and coh(P)
the abelian category of coherent sheaves on P. We shall apply the machinery
of -8 to A = coh(P). Section [l defines the data A, K(A),§ 4 required by
Assumption [Tl Then 32 proves that Assumption [T holds, and 33§94
that Assumption holds, for this data.

Thus by 0-98 we have well-defined moduli stacks of configurations of co-
herent sheaves IM(I, <) con(p), M(I, =X, K)con(p), Which are algebraic K-stacks,
locally of finite type, and many 1-morphisms between them, some of which are
representable or of finite type. For background on coherent and quasicoherent

sheaves see Hartshorne [8, §II.5] or Grothendieck [6, §1.0.5].

9.1 Definition of the data A, K(A), 34

Our first two examples define the data A, K(A),§ 4 of Assumption [Tl for the
abelian category of coherent sheaves on a smooth projective K-scheme P. The
assumption that P is smooth will be relaxed in Example
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Example 9.1. Let K be an algebraically closed field and P a smooth projective
K-scheme, and take A to be the abelian category coh(P) of coherent sheaves
on P. Then one may define the Chern character ch : Ko(A) — H®V(P,Z),
a homomorphism of abelian groups. Let K(A) be the quotient of Ky(.A) by
Ker(ch). Then ch identifies K (A) with a subgroup of H*V*"(P, Z).

Motivated by [14, §2.4.4], for U € Schg define § 4(U) = Feon(p)(U) to be the
category of finitely presentable quasicoherent sheaves on P x U, as in [6, §1.0.5],
which are flat over U, as in [6, 1.0.6.7]. This is a full additive subcategory of the
abelian category qcoh(P x U) of quasicoherent sheaves on P x U, closed under
extensions by [6, Prop. IV.2.1.8], so it is an exact category.

If f:U —V is a morphism in Schx then so is idpxf : PxU — PxV.
Define a functor Feon(p)(f) : Feon(r)(V) = Seon(p)(U) by pullback (idp x f)*
of sheaves and their morphisms along idp x f. That is, if X € Feon(py(V') then
Seon(p) (f)X is the inverse image sheaf (idp x f)*(X) on Px U, asin [8, p. 110].

Then Feonpy(f)X = (idp x f)*(X) is quasicoherent by [6, 1.0.5.1.4] or [8,
Prop. I1.5.8(a)], finitely presentable by [6, 1.0.5.2.5], and flat over U by [6,
Prop. IV.2.1.4]. Thus Scon(p)(f)X € Feon(p)(U), as we need. Also, (idp x f)*
takes exact sequences of quasicoherent sheaves on P x V flat over V to exact
sequences of quasicoherent sheaves on P x U flat over U by [6, Prop. IV.2.1.8(i)].
Hence §con(p)(f) is an exact functor.

Here is a slightly subtle point. Inverse images come from a universal con-
struction, and so are given not uniquely, but only up to canonical isomorphism.
So there could be many possibilities for (idp x f)*(X). To define Feon(p)(f)X
we choose an inverse image (idp x f)*(X) in an arbitrary way for each X €
Seon(p)(U), using the axiom of choice. Let f : U — V, g : V — W be
scheme morphisms, and X € Feon(py(W). Then (idp x f)*((idp xg)*(X)) and
(idp x(go f)) *(X) are both inverse images of X on P x U, which are canonically
isomorphic, but may not be the same.

That is, Feon(p)(f) © Feon(p)(9)(X) and Feon(py (g o f)(X) may be different,
but there is a canonical isomorphism €, f(X) : Feon(p)(f) © Feonr)(9)(X) —
Seon(p)(g o f)(X) for all X € Feonpy(W). These make up an isomorphism of
functors €, 5 : Scoh(P)(f) 0 Scoh(P)(g) - Scoh(P)(g o f), that is, a 2-morphism
in (exactcat). From §Z3 these 2-morphisms €, ; are the last piece of data we
need to define the 2-functor Feon(p). It is straightforward to show the definition
of a contravariant 2-functor [4, App. B] is satisfied.

Here are some remarks on this definition:

e The most obvious way to define Feon(py(U) would be to use coherent
sheaves on P x U flat over U. However, this turns out to be a bad idea,
as coherence is not well-behaved over non-noetherian schemes.

In particular, inverse images of coherent sheaves may not be coherent, so
the functors Feon(p)(f) would not be well-defined. Instead, we use finitely
presentable quasicoherent sheaves, which are the same as coherent sheaves
on noetherian K-schemes, and behave well under inverse images, etc.
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e If f:U — V is not flat then (idp x f)* : qcoh(P x V) — qcoh(P x U) is
not an exact functor. We only claim above that exact sequences on P x V'
flat over V' lift to exact sequences on P x U.

We supposed P smooth in Example [l to make the Chern character well-
defined for coherent sheaves on P. For P not smooth there may be problems with
this, so we need a different choice for K (coh(P)). We cannot take K (coh(P)) =
Ky(coh(P)), as Assumption[IKiii) would not hold. Instead, in the next example
we define K (coh(P)) using Hilbert polynomials.

Example 9.2. Let K be an algebraically closed field, P a projective K-scheme,
not necessarily smooth, and Op(1) a very ample invertible sheaf on P, so that
(P,Op(1)) is a polarized K-scheme. Following [9, §1.2] and [8, Ex.s IIL.5.1 &
I11.5.2], define the Hilbert polynomial px for X € coh(P) by

px(n) = 0P (—1)! dimg H*(P, X (n)) for n € Z,

where X(n) = X @ Op(1)", and H*(P,-) is sheaf cohomology on P. Then

px(n) = Z?:gpami/i! for ag,...,aqimp € 7Z, (48)
by [9, p. 10]. So px(t) is a polynomial with rational coeffients, written px (t) €
Q[t], with degree no more than dim P.

If0— X —Y — Z—0is exact then the long exact sequence in sheaf cohomol-
ogy implies that py = px +pz. Therefore the map X — px factors through the
Grothendieck group Ko(coh(P)), and there is a unique group homomorphism
p : Ko(coh(P)) — Qt] with p([X]) = px for all X € coh(P). Set A = coh(P),
and let K(A) be the quotient of Ko(coh(P)) by the kernel of p. Then K(A)
is isomorphic to the image of p in Q[t], which by ER) lies in a sublattice of
Q[t] isomorphic to 7 m P Now define Scon(p) as in Example Since this
does not use K(A) or the fact that P is smooth, no changes are needed, and
4 : Schx — (exactcat) is a contravariant 2-functor.

9.2 Verifying Assumption [[.1]

We now show that the examples of 8.1 satisfy Assumption[ZIl The main point
to verify is that Feon(p) is a stack in exact categories. The proof uses results of
Grothendieck [7], as in Laumon and Moret-Bailly [14, §3.4.4].

Theorem 9.3. Ezamples [Z1 and @A satisfy Assumption[71]

Proof. Let K be an algebraically closed field, and P a projective K-scheme, not
necessarily smooth. We first verify the condition that if X € A and [X] =0 in
K(A) then X 2 0. Let K(coh(P)) be as in either Example B0 or Example B2
and suppose X € coh(P) with [X] =0 in K(A). In both cases, this implies the
Hilbert polynomial px of X is zero. Now Serre’s vanishing theorem shows that
for n > 0, the tautological map H°(X (n)) ® Op(—n) — X is surjective, and
dim H°(X (n)) = px(n) = 0, so X 0.
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We have shown §con(py is a contravariant 2-functor Schg — (exactcat). We
shall prove it is a stack in exact categories, that is, that Definition EZRYi)—(iii)
hold. Grothendieck [7, Cor. VIII.1.2] proves Definition Z&(i),(ii) hold, using
only the assumption that the sheaves involved are quasicoherent.

Let {f; : Ui — V}ier be an open cover of V' in the site Schg, and let
X; € Obj(Feon(p)(Ui)) and ¢ij : Feon(p)(fijj)Xj — Feon(p)(fiji)Xi be as in
Definition EZR(iii). Grothendieck [7, Cor. VIII.1.3] constructs X € qcoh(P x V)
and isomorphisms ¢; : (idp x f;)*(X) — X; in Mor(qcoh(P x U;)) satisfying
Definition Z8(iii). This X is finitely presentable by [7, Prop. VIII.1.10] and flat
over V by [6, Cor. IV.2.2.11(iii)], so X € Scon(p)(V), Definition Z¥(iii) holds
for Feon(p), and Feon(p) is a stack in exact categories.

It remains to verify Assumption[ZT(i)—(iii). As P 2 PxSpecK is noetherian,
Hartshorne [8, Prop. IL1.5.7] implies that X € qcoh(P x SpecK) is coherent if
and only if it is finitely presentable, and flatness over SpecK is trivial. Hence
Seon(P) (Spec K) = coh(P), identifying P and P x SpecK, and Assumption [LTK(i)
holds. Part (ii) follows from [6, Prop. IV.2.2.7].

Let U € Schx and X € Obj(Scon(p)(U)), and write Xy, = Feon(p)(u)X
in coh(P) for v € Hom(SpecK, U). Then we can regard X as a flat family of
X, € coh(P), depending on u € Hom(Spec K, U). But Chern classes in Example
B and by [6, Prop. I11.7.9.11] Hilbert polynomials in Example [I2 are both
locally constant in flat families. So Assumption [ZII(iii) holds.

Finally, let X, Y € coh(P). Choose a basis e1,...,e, for Hom(X,Y"), and
let z1,...,2, : Hom(X,Y) — K be the corresponding coordinates. Regarding
Hom(X,Y) as an affine K-scheme, 21,...,2, become sections of Opom(x,y)-
Write 7 : Hom(X,Y) — SpecK, m; : PxHom(X,Y) — P and m : P X
Hom(X,Y)—Hom(X,Y) for the natural projections. Define

Oxy =3im 75 (2i) - i (e) s mi (X) — wi(Y).

Here 771 (X) = eon(p)(m)X and 77 (Y) = eon(p)(m)Y are coherent sheaves
on P x Hom(X,Y), 7i(e;) : 75(X) — 75(Y) is a morphism of sheaves on
P x Hom(X,Y), m3(2;) is a section of Opypom(x,y), and ‘-’ multiplies sec-
tions of OpyHom(x,y) and sheaf morphisms on P x Hom(X,Y). Thus 0xy :
Seon(P) (M) X — Feon(p) (m)Y is a morphism in Feon(py(Hom(X,Y)), and clearly
@) holds for all f € Hom(X,Y). This verifies Assumption [LIiv). O

9.3 Showing stacks are algebraic and locally of finite type
Here and in §9.41 we show that Examples @] satisfy Assumption

Theorem 9.4. In Ezamples [I1 and [Z2, Dbjc,,p), @;actg‘éfl}(])) are algebraic
K-stacks, locally of finite type, for all o, 3,7.

Proof. Laumon and Moret-Bailly [14, Th. 4.6.2.1] prove Dbj.p(p) is an algebraic
K-stack, locally of finite type. The corresponding result for Dbjc,,p) then
follows from Theorem An important part of the proof is to construct an
atlas for Objeon(py, and we sketch how this is done using Quot-schemes.
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For N > 0, write Quotp(dNOp) for Grothendieck’s Quot-scheme [5, §3.2],
[9, §2.2]. This is the moduli scheme of quotient sheaves (Z,1) of the coherent
sheaf @Y Op on P, where ¢ : @V Op — Z is surjective. By Assumption [ZIN(iii)
it may be written as a disjoint union

QUOtP(@NOP) = HQGC(Coh(P)) QUOtP(@NOP’ Oé)’

where Quot (&N Op, ) is the subscheme of (Z, ) with [Z] = « in K (coh(P)).

Considered as a K-stack, for U € Schx, Quotp(©NOp,a)(U) has objects
pairs (Z,v) for Z € Objgy,py(U) and ¢ : ®NOpyy — Z asurjective morphism
in Feon(p)(U), that is, the r.h.s. of some short exact sequence. Morphisms
B:(Z,) — (Z',4') are isomorphisms (3 : Z — Z' in Feon(p)(U) with @' = Fop.

Grothendieck [5, §3.2] shows Quot p (&~ Op, a) is represented by a projective
K-scheme. Let Quotp (N Op, ) be the open K-substack of Quotp(®&NOp, )
with objects (Z,1) over U € Schi such that (71)«(v) : ®N Oy — (71)+(2) is
an isomorphism and RP(ny).(Z) = 0 for all p > 0, in the notation of [8, §III.8],
where 7y : P x U — U is the projection. Then Quoty(©~ Op, a) is represented
by a quasiprojective K-scheme, and so is of finite type.

Write a — «a(n) for the unique automorphism of K (coh(P)) such that if
X € coh(P) with [X] = a in K(coh(P)), then [X(n)] = a(n). For all N,n >
0, define a 1-morphism Ty, : Quotp(®NOp,a(n)) — Objgypy by .y
(Z,%)) v~ Z(—n) on objects and Iy, : § — ((—n) on morphisms, where
Z(—n) and B(—n) : Z(—n) — Z’'(—n) are the twists of Z and 8 : Z — Z’ by
the lift of the invertible sheaf Op(—n) to P x U. Define a 1-morphism

I = HN,n>0 U HN,n2O QUOt;’(@N@Pa a(n)) — Dbj?oh(P) .
As in [14, p. 30], II* is smooth and surjective, so it is an atlas for Dbjg‘oh(P).
Since [y 50 Quotys (®NOp, a(n)) is locally of finite type, so is Dbjg,p(p)-

The proof for @;actg‘(;ﬁ(]g) is mostly a straightforward generalization of that
for Objcon(py. The difficult part is to construct an atlas for (‘Sgact?&ﬁ(}é), which
we do by a method explained to me by Bernd Siebert. The important point
is that Quot-schemes work not just for K-schemes, but for S-schemes over a
general locally noetherian base scheme S.

As above Quoth(®NOp, 3) is represented by a quasiprojective K-scheme
Sf,. Thus the groupoid QuotP(GBNOp,ﬁ)(S]%) is equivalent to Hom(S]%, Sf,)
in Schg. Let (Yﬁ,ﬁzﬁv) in Quotp(NOp, ﬁ)(SZB\,) be identified with idsﬁ,' Then
(Y, €R) is the universal quotient sheaf of &N Op with class 3.

Now Yﬁ is a quasicoherent sheaf on P x Sjﬁv, flat over S]BV. Regard P x Sjﬁv with
the projection P x Sf, — Sf, as a projective Sf,—scheme. Then Yz@ becomes a
coherent sheaf on the Sjﬁv—scheme Px Sjﬁv. By [5, §3.2] we can therefore form the
Quot-scheme QUOthS]‘f,/Sf, (Yﬁ,’y). It is the moduli stack of quotient sheaves
of Y{ on the S§-scheme P x SR with class v € K(coh(P)), and is represented
by a projective SK.-scheme.

Interpreting QUOtPXSJBV/SJBV (Yﬁ,w) as a K-stack rather than an Sjﬁ\,—stack7

QUOthS]"V/S]"V (YZ,7)(U) for U € Schy has objects (g, Z, 1), where g : U — S
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is a morphism in Schg, Z € Dbjzoh(P)(U) and ¥ : Feon(pP) (g)ng — Z is surjective
in Mor(Feon(py(U)), and morphisms 1 : (g9, Z,v) — (g9, Z',4)"), where 7 : Z — Z'
is an isomorphism in Mor(Feon(py(U)) with ¢' =7 04.

For N,n > 0, define Iy, : QUOthSf\,(”)/sg(n) (Yﬁ("),v(n))—’@m“?éﬁi}) on
objects by Ty .u(U) : (9, Z,) = (X, (Beon(r) (@) YN ™) (=n), Z(=n), b, (=n)),
where ¢ : X — (Feon(p) (g)Yﬁ("))(—n) is a kernel for t¢(—n). This involves
a choice of X, ¢, but one which is unique up to canonical isomorphism. If
T:(9,Z,%) — (9,2',¢') in QUOthSf’V/Sf’V(YZe’W and X, ¢, X', ¢ are choices
made for Iy ,(U)(g, Z,¢), Onn(U)(g,Z",%"), we define Iy, on morphisms
by Oy n(U) : 7 — (C,id(g ()Y ,7(—n)), where ¢ : X — X' is the

con(P)(9)Y ") (—n)

unique isomorphism with ¢ = ¢’ o . Then Ily , is a 1-morphism. Define

By — . B B,
18 = HN,n>0 Iy : HN.,n}O QuOtPXSJﬁV(n)/SJ%(n) (YN(")7 '7(”)) — Q‘Sgact?og(}) .

As in [14, p. 30], [I*#7 is smooth and surjective, so it is an atlas. O

9.4 Showing l-morphisms are of finite type

Next we prove that the 1-morphisms of () are of finite type. For the 1-
morphisms m in the next proposition, this is because the fibres of m are essen-
tially Quot-schemes of quotient sheaves with fixed Hilbert polynomial. Thus by
Grothendieck’s construction they are projective K-schemes.

Proposition 9.5. In Examples [@1 and [@Z, m : (’Sgacts‘(ﬁﬁ}é) — Dbjfoh(P) is a
finite type 1-morphism.

Proof. Consider the commutative diagram

nnso TFJBV’L\L \Lm (49)
n o n° B
HN,n>0 S]BV( )= HN,n>o Quotp (@Non 5(”)) DbJcoh(P)v

where WJ%'L is the morphism making Quotp, g5t /ot (Xf,(n),v(n)) into an

Sjﬁv(")—scheme. It is projective, as Quotp, gam /gam (Xf,("), (n)) is projective
over Sjﬁv("). Thus 77 is of finite type, and so is [[ n30 77 in @F). As
187 117 are atlases, () implies m is of finite type. O

For the 1-morphism b x ¢ of 1), the fibre over (X, Z) in coh(P) x coh(P) is
the stack of isomorphism classes of exact sequences 0 — X 2oy Y7z S 0in
coh(P). Such sequences are classified by Ext'(Z, X), so the fibre of b x ¢ over
(X, Z) should be the quotient stack [Ext'(Z,X)/Aut(X) x Aut(Z)].

As Ext! (Z, X) is a finite-dimensional K-vector space, this fibre is finite type,
so b x e should be of finite type. The proof below does not use this argument,
but depends on facts about Quot-schemes which encode the same ideas.
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Theorem 9.6. In Examples[Zd and[Z3, the 1-morphism b x e : (’Sgactgoﬁ(']g)
Objcon(p) X Dby, py s of finite type.

Proof. Use the notation of Theorem @Al Then Objc,y, py X Dbjzoh(P) is covered
by open substacks of the form

V]\(}:’Jy\/,n = ( M,n X 1_IN n) (QUOtP( MOPu O((TL)) X QUOtOP(G;Nopu W(n)))’ (50)

for M, N,n > 0. Let Wﬁ%”n = (bxe)~" (Vi k) be the inverse image of Vi,
in Qixactc(;ﬁ(}) under b x ¢. As Quot% (@M Op,a(n))xQuoth(®NOp,v(n)) is an
atlas for Vi) |, represented by a quasiprojective scheme, Vi), is of finite type.
Also S]V}" is a quasiprojective scheme representing Quoty (@M +NOp, B(n)),
and Yﬁ(jj}v €8y ) is the universal quotient sheaf of ®¥Op on S N}i)N

Form the Quot-scheme QF{(") = Quotpxsg}n) /SA}") (Y0, v(n), as
in Theorem @4 It is projective over S 1\/} v, and S 1\/}" v is of finite type SO

%" (™) is of finite type. We have a projection

15 B,
5% Qun ™ — EractZl (51)

forming part of an atlas for Qigactco’ﬁ(}) We shall show (1) covers Wﬁ[[zj\ﬂn

Let U € Schg, and let (X,Y,Z,¢,¢) € Wik, (U). By definition this
means that (X,Y, Z, ¢,¢) € @;act?&f(]g)(U) and (X Z) €EVirkaU). AsVirk .,
is defined as an image in (), roughly speaking this means that X lifts to
Quoty (@M Op,a(n))(U) and Z lifts to Quoty(®N Op,v(n))(U).

However, these lifts need exist only locally in the étale topology on U. That
is, there exists an open cover { f; : U; — U };eq of U in the site Schg and objects
(Xi,\i) € Quotp(dMOp,aln ))( ;) and (Z;,v;) € Quotp (N Op,v(n))(U;)
with X;(—n) = Seonp) (fi)(X), Zi(—n) = Feonp)(fi)(Z) for all i € I. Set
Yi=(Seon(p)(fi)Y)(n), i = (Feon(p) (f1)9)(n), ¥i=(Seon(p)(fi)1)(n).

Refining the cover {f; : U; — U};er if necessary, we can construct p; to
make a commutative diagram

0— &MOpyy, —= @M NOpyy, —= &N Opxy, —= 0

l/ . i \L " Vi \L "

0 X; Y; Z; 0

in gqeoh(P x U;), with exact rows and surjective columns, such that (Y;, ;) €
Quoty(&M+NOp, B(n))(U;), for all i € 1.

As the K-scheme S§{")y represents Quoty (&M +NOp, B(n)) with universal
quotient sheaf (Y} ("}V 13 N} W), there is a unique morphism g; : U — S N}”) and
an 1somorphlsm Y, — Scoh(P (9:) YM+}\, with n;op; = Feon(p)(9:) 51\/;+N One
can then show that the image of (g;, Zi,1;on; ') under H?V[:LW(U ) is isomorphic

to (Xi(=n),Yi(=n), Zi(=n), ¢i(=n), i(—n)) = Cracteiip) (fi) (X, Y, Z,6,9).
We have shown that for any U € Schg and (X,Y,Z,¢,¢) € WM’BNVn(U)
there exists an open cover {f; : U; — U};cr of U in the site Schx and objects
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(9i, Zisthiom; ') € Q%TJ’\?(")(Ui) such that
T, (Ui (gis Zas by 0 ;) =2 €xact 2y ) (f) (X, Y, 2, 6,40)

in @;act?{;ﬁ&}j)(Ui), for all i € I. This proves that (BI)) covers WA, .

But from above Q4{"7(™ is of finite type, so W&%ﬂn is of finite type, and
therefore the 1-morphism b x e : Wﬁ[ﬁ]\ﬁn — VirN ., is of finite type. As the
Vi cover Dbl py X Obj] ) and Wi, is the inverse image of Vi,

under b x e, this shows b x ¢ is of finite type, and the proof is complete. O
The last three results now prove:
Theorem 9.7. Ezamples [0 and [@A satisfy Assumption Bl

Theorems and @7 show that we may apply the results of § and §§
to Examples [I1] and This yields large classes of moduli stacks of (I,=<)-
configurations of coherent sheaves M(I, =)con(py, M(I, =, K)con(p) ON a projec-
tive K-scheme P, which are algebraic K-stacks, locally of finite type. It also
gives many 1-morphisms S(I,=,J), Q(I,=,K,<,¢),... between these moduli

stacks, various of which are representable or of finite type.

10 Representations of quivers and algebras

Finally we consider configurations in some more large classes of examples of
abelian categories, representations of quivers (Q and of finite-dimensional alge-
bras A. After introducing quivers and their representations in LIl section
defines the data A, K (A),§.4 of Assumption [l for five related families of
examples. Sections and [ then prove that Assumptions [Tl and hold
for each case, so that the results of §dand §§ apply.

10.1 Introduction to quivers

Here are the basic definitions in quiver theory, taken from Benson [2, §4.1]. We
fix an algebraically closed field K throughout.

Definition 10.1. A gquiver @ is a finite directed graph. That is, @ is a quadru-
ple (Qo, Q1,b, €), where Q) is a finite set of vertices, Q1 is a finite set of arrows,
and b, e : Q1 — Qo are maps giving the beginning and end of each arrow.

The path algebra KQ is an associative algebra over K with basis all paths of
length k > 0, that is, sequences of the form

’UQL'Ul_""_”Uk—l ivka (52)
where vy, ..., vx € Qo, a1,...,ar € Q1, bla;) = v;—1 and e(a;) = v;. Multipli-

cation is given by composition of paths in reverse order.
Each v € Qo determines a basis element (B2) with £ = 0, vo = v, and
the identity in KQ is 1 = Ever v. Each a € @)1 determines a basis element
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b(a) % e(a) in KQ with k = 1. For brevity we refer to this element as a. Note
that K@ is finite-dimensional if and only if @ has no oriented cycles.

For n > 0, write KQ ;) for the vector subspace of K@) with basis all paths of
length k& > n. Then KQ(,) is a two-sided ideal in KQ. A quiver with relations
(Q,I) is defined to be a quiver @ together with a two-sided ideal I in K@ such
that I C KQ (). Then KQ/I is an associative K-algebra.

Definition 10.2. Let Q = (Qo, @1,b,€) be a quiver. A representation of Q
consists of finite-dimensional K-vector spaces X, for each v € Qg, and linear
maps po : Xp@a) — Xe(a) for each a € Q1. Representations of @ are in 1-1
correspondence with finite-dimensional left KQ-modules (X, p), as follows.

Given Xy, pg, define X = €D, cq, Xv, and a linear p : KQ — End(X) taking
E2) to the linear map X — X acting as pq, ©pa,_, 0" - *0Pa; 0N Xy, and 0 on X,
for v # vg. Then (X, p) is a left KQ-module. Conversely, any such (X, p) comes
from a unique representation of @), taking X, for v € @y to be the 1-eigenspace
of p(v) in X, and p, for a € Q1 to be the restriction of p(a) : X — X to Xp(q).

We generally write representations of @ as left KQ-modules (X, p). A mor-
phism of representations ¢ : (X,p) — (Y,o0) is a linear map ¢ : X — Y
with ¢ o p(y) = o(y) o ¢ for all v € KQ. Equivalently, ¢ defines linear maps
Ou : Xy = Y, for all v € Qo With ¢ea) 0 po = 04 0 dpa) for all a € Q.

A representation (X, p) of Q is called nilpotent if p(KQ () = {0} in End(X)
for some n > 0. Let (@, I) be a quiver with relations. A representation of (Q,I)
is a representation (X, p) of @ with p(I) = {0}. Then X is a representation of
the quotient algebra KQ/I.

Write mod-KQ for the category of representations of @, and nil-K@ for the
full subcategory of nilpotent representations of Q. If (Q,I) is a quiver with
relations, write mod-K@/I for the category of representations of (Q,I), and
nil-KQ/I for the full subcategory of nilpotent representations of (Q,I). It is
easy to show all of these are abelian categories, of finite length. If @ has no
oriented cycles then mod-K@Q = nil-KQ@, since KQ,) = 0 for n > |Q4]. If
KQny € I for some n > 2 then mod-KQ/I = nil-KQ/I.

We consider the Grothendieck groups of mod-K@, ..., nil-KQ/I.

Definition 10.3. Let Q = (Qo, Q1,b, e) be a quiver and (X, p) a representation
of Q. Write N?° and Z%° for the sets of maps Qo — N and Qy — Z. Define the di-
mension vector dim(X, p) e N9 ¢ Z9 of (X, p) by dim(X, p) : v — dimg X,.
This induces a surjective group homomorphism dim : Ky(mod-KQ) — 7.
The same applies to nil-K@, ..., nil-KQ/I. As mod-KQ,...,nil-KQ/I have fi-
nite length Ky(mod-KQ), ..., Ko(nil-KQ/I) are the free abelian groups with
bases isomorphism classes of simple objects in mod-K@, ..., mod-KQ/I.

A nilpotent representation (X, p) is simple if X, = K for some v € Qy,
and X,, = 0 for w # v, and p, = 0 for all a € Q1. So simple objects in
nil-KQ@, nil-KQ/I up to isomorphism are in 1-1 correspondence with @, and
dim : Ko(nil-KQ), Ko(nil-KQ/I) — Z“ is an isomorphism. When Q has
oriented cycles, there are usually many simple objects in mod-K@Q, mod-KQ/1,
and Ko(mod-KQ), Ko(mod-KQ/I) are much larger than Z%°.
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Quivers are used to study the representations of finite-dimensional algebras.

Definition 10.4. Let A be a finite-dimensional K-algebra, and mod-A the cate-
gory of finite-dimensional left A-modules (X, p), where X is a finite-dimensional
K-vector space and p : A — End(X) an algebra morphism. Then mod-A
is an abelian category of finite length. Following Benson [2, §2.2, Def. 4.1.6,
Prop. 4.1.7] one defines a quiver with relations (@, I) called the Ezt-quiver of A,
whose vertices @ correspond to isomorphism classes of simple objects in mod-A,
with a natural equivalence of categories between mod-A and mod-K@/I. So,
the representations of A can be understood in terms of those of (@, I).

10.2 Definition of the data A, K(A), 4

In five examples we define the data of Assumption [Tl for the abelian categories
mod-K@, nil-KQ, mod-KQ/I, nil-KQ/I, mod-A of Il respectively. The main
ideas are all in Example LA with minor variations in Examples TGHTT.9 We
fix an algebraically closed field K throughout.

Example 10.5. Let Q = (Qo,Q1,b,e) be a quiver. Take A = mod-K@, the
abelian category of representations of (). Define K (mod-K@) to be the quotient
of Ko(mod-KQ) by the kernel of dim : Ko(mod-KQ) — Z%. Then dim induces
an isomorphism K (mod-KQ) = Z%°. We shall identify K(mod-KQ) and Z?°,
so that for X € mod-KQ the class [X] in K (mod-KQ) is dimX.

Motivated by King [13, Def. 5.1], for U € Schg define §oq-x0(U) to be
the category with objects (X, p) for X a locally free sheaf of finite rank on
U and p : KQ — Hom(X,X) a K-algebra homomorphism, and morphisms
¢ : (X, p) — (Y,0) to be morphisms of sheaves ¢ : X — Y with ¢op(y) = o(y)o¢p
in Hom(X,Y) for all v € KQ.

Now define Ay to be the category with objects (X, p) for X a quasicoherent
sheaf on U and p : KQ — Hom(X, X) a K-algebra homomorphism, and mor-
phisms ¢ as above. It is easy to show Ay is an abelian category, and §mod-xo(U)
an exact subcategory of Ay. Thus §mea-kg(U) is an exact category.

For f: U — V in Mor(Schk), define a functor §meda-xq(f) : Fmod-ko (V) —
Fmod-kQ(U) by Smod-kq(f) : (X, p) = (f*(X),f*(p)) on objects (X,p) and
Smod-kQ(f) : ¢ — f*(¢) on morphisms ¢ : (X,p) — (Y,0), where f*(X) is the
inverse image sheaf and f*(p)(v) = f*(p(y)) : f*(X) — f*(X) for v € KQ and
f (@) : f*(X)— f*(Y) are pullbacks of morphisms between inverse images.

Since f*(Oy) = Oy, inverse images of locally free sheaves of finite rank
are also locally free of finite rank, so Fmoda-x(f) is a functor Fmea-xo(V) —
Smod-kQ(U). As locally free sheaves on V' are flat over V, Grothendieck [6,
Prop. IV.2.1.8(i)] implies §mod-kq(f) is an exact functor.

As in Example [IT], defining §0a-x¢(f)(X, p) involves making a choice for
f*(X), arbitrary up to canonical isomorphism. When f: U -V, g: V - W
are morphisms in Schg, the canonical isomorphisms yield an isomorphism of
functors €4, : Fmod-kQ (f) ©Fmod-kQ(9) = Fmod-k(go f), that is, a 2-morphism
in (exactcat). The €,y complete the definition of §y0d-x, and one can readily
show that the definition of a 2-functor [4, App. B] holds.
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Here is how to extend this to nilpotent representations.

Example 10.6. Take A = nil-K(@), the abelian category of nilpotent represen-
tations of a quiver Q. Then Ko(nil-KQ) = Z9°. Set K (nil-KQ) = Ko(nil-KQ).

For U € Schg let §nikq(U) be the full exact subcategory of §mod-xo(U)
with objects (X, p) such that there exists an open cover {f, : U, — U}pen of U
in the site Schg for which (X, pn) = Smod-kQ (fn) (X, p) satisfies p,(KQ ) =
{0} in Hom(X,,, X,,), for all n € N. Define §nixq(f) and €, 5 as in Exam-
ple m but restricting to gnﬂ_KQ(U), Snil—KQ(V)u gnﬂ_KQ (W) Then Snil—]KQ :

Schg — (exactcat) is a contravariant 2-functor.

The point here is that (X, p) € mod-KQ is nilpotent if p(KQ,y) = 0 for some
n € N. But in a family of nilpotent representations (X,,, p,,) parametrized by u
in a base scheme U, this number n could vary with u, and might be unbounded
on U. Thus it is not enough to define §nixq(U) as the subcategory of (X, p)
in Fmoda-kq(U) with p(KQ(,)) = {0} for some n € N. Instead, we cover U by
open sets U, with p(KQ,)) = {0} over U, for n =0,1,....

The extension of Example LA to quivers with relations (@, I) is trivial.

Example 10.7. Let (Q,I) be a quiver with relations. Take A = mod-KQ/I,
and define K (mod-KQ/I) = Z“ as in Example A For U € Schg define
Smod-kQ/1(U) to be the full exact subcategory of mod-xo(U) with objects
(X, p) such that p(I) = {0} in Hom(X, X). Define §noaxq/r(f) and €, 5 as

in Example M3, but restricting to Fmod-kq/1(U), .-, 8mod-kq/1(W). Then
Smod-KQ/I : Schg — (exactcat) is a contravariant 2-functor.

We can also combine Examples [LA and M7

Example 10.8. Let (Q,I) be a quiver with relations. Take A = nil-KQ/I.
Then Ko(nil-KQ/I) = Z2°. Set K(nil-KQ/I) = Ko(nil-KQ/I). For U € Schy
define §nirxg/r(U) to be the intersection of Fnikq(U) and Fmed-rg/r(U) in
Smod-kq(U), which is a full exact subcategory of §moda-kq(U). Let Sniko,/1(f)
and €,y be as in Example[llLd but restricting to Fnikq,/1(U), - - -, Snikg/1(W).
Then Fnikg/r : Schk — (exactcat) is a contravariant 2-functor.

Here is the generalization to finite-dimensional algebras A.

Example 10.9. Let A be a finite-dimensional K-algebra, with FExt-quiver Q.
Take A = mod-A4, so that Ko(mod-A) = Z9°. Set K(mod-A) = Ko(mod-A).
Define a contravariant 2-functor Fpea-a : Schg — (exactcat) as in Example
[[0A replacing KQ by A throughout.

10.3 Verifying Assumption [7.1]

We show the examples of IIL2 satisfy Assumption [Tl following §3.2

Theorem 10.10. Ezamples LI satisfy Assumption [7]]
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Proof. In each example, if (X,p) € A then [(X,p)] € K(A) corresponds to
dim(X, p) € Z9, so [(X, p)] = 0 implies dim(X, p) = 0 and hence dim X = 0,
so that X = {0} and (X, p) = 0 in A. This proves the condition on K(A) in
Assumption [l For the rest of the proof, we do Example [[ILT first.

We must prove Definition EL§(i)(iii) for §moda-kq- Let {fi : Ui = V}ier be
an open cover of V' in the site Schk. For (i), let (X, p), (Y, 0) € Obj (Smoa-x(V))
and ¢z . gmod—KQ (fz)(Xa p) _’gmod—KQ (fz)(yv U) foriel SatiSfy (m) Applying [77
Cor. VIIL.1.2] to the family of sheaf morphisms ¢; : f*(X) — f(Y) gives a
unique morphism 7 : X — Y with f*(n)=¢;. Let y€KQ. Then

fi(mop(y) = fim) o fi(p(y) = ¢io fi(p)() =
fi@) () odi = fi(a() o £ () = fi(a(r) om),

since ¢; : (f7(X), f7(p)) — (f7(Y), f7(0)) is a morphism in Fmodxq(Ui). Us-
ing (&3), uniqueness in [7, Cor. VIIL.1.2] implies that no p(y) = o(y) on. As
this holds for all v € KQ, n : (X, p) — (Y,0) lies in Mor(§moda-ko(V)). This
proves Definition EZ&(i). Part (ii) follows from [7, Cor. VIII.1.2].

For (iii), let (Xi, pi) € Obj(Fmod-kq(Ui)) and ¢ij : Fmoa-x@(fis.5)(Xj, p5) —
Smod-k (fij,i)(Xi, p;i) for i, j € I satisfy (@). Then [7, Cor. VIIL.1.3] constructs
X € qcoh(V) and isomorphisms ¢; : fi(X) — X, satisfying @), and [7,
Prop. VIII.1.10] implies X is locally free of finite rank. Using [7, Cor. VIII.1.2]
we construct p from the p; such that (X, p) € Obj(Fmoaxo(V)) satisfies Defi-
nition EZJ(iii). Thus §mod-ko is a stack in exact categories.

As a locally free sheaf of finite rank on the point SpecK is just a finite-
dimensional K-vector space, Fmod-kq(SpecK) = mod-K@Q, and Assumption
[CT(i) holds. Part (ii) follows from [6, Prop. IV.2.2.7] as in Theorem B3

An object (X,p) € Fmoakg(U) is equivalent to vector bundles X, on U
for v € Qo and morphisms ¢, : Xp) — Xegq) for a € Q1. For each u €
Hom(SpecK, U) the class [Smod_KQ (u)(X, p)} in K(mod-KQ) = 7 is the map
Qo — Z taking v € Qo to the rank of X, at u. Clearly, this is a locally
constant function of u, so Assumption [ILiii) holds. Part (iv) can be verified as
in Theorem Thus, the data of Example [[MLA satisfies Assumption [ZIl The
modifications for Examples TIBHITM are all more-or-less trivial. O

(53)

10.4 Verifying Assumption

Here is the analogue of Theorem [@4 for Examples [IZBHITA Note however that
we prove Obj%, Eracty B are of finite type, not just locally so.

Theorem 10.11. In Ezamples IIAHIZY, Obj% and Cract®y @B are algebraic
K-stacks of finite type for all o, 3,7.

Proof. We begin with Example I3, so that A = mod-KQ. Fix a € N9,
For each v € Qg choose a K-vector space A, with dim A, = «(v). Define
L= Hate AZ(a) @ Ae(q)- Then L is a finite-dimensional K-vector space, and
thus an affine K-scheme. Write GL(A, ) for the group of automorphisms of A,,.
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Then G = [],cq, GL(Ay) acts naturally on L = [[,cq, 45, ® Ae(a), s0 we
may form the quotient stack [L/G].

Let U € Schg and (X, p) € Objyoqxqo(U). Then X decomposes naturally
as P,cq, Xv, for X, alocally free sheaf over U of rank a(v). As locally free
sheaves are locally trivializable we may choose an open cover {f; : U; — U}icr
of U in the site Schg such that f(X,) is trivial of rank «(v) on U; for all
i€ l,ve€ Qo Sowemay choose isomorphisms f(X,) = A, x U;, unique up to
the action of Hom (U, GL(A,)). Using this and the definitions of Obj§,,4.xq and
[L/G], one can construct a 1-isomorphism Objy 4 ko = [L/G]. Thus Dby q.x0
is an algebraic K-stack of finite type, as [L/G] is.

Now fix a,v and 8 = a+ v in N%_ For all v € Qo, choose K-vector spaces
Ay, By, C,, with dim A4, = a(v), dim B, = 3(v), and dim C,, = y(v). Define

M = {(Haxaanayaanazaavavanv(h) € H (AZ(Q)(X)Ae(a))X
a€@Q1

T1(Biay®@Bea) [ [ (Coay @ Cee) x [ [(As@ B) x [ [ (Br ®C.) -
a€Q1 a€Q1 vEQo vEQo
Ya © Pb(a) = Pe(a) © Ta aNd 24 © @h(a) = e(a) © Ya for all a € Q1

and 0 — A, 2% B, 25 C, — 0 is exact for all v € Qo}.

(54)

This defines M as a subset of a finite-dimensional K-vector space, N say.
The third line of () is finitely many quadratic equations in N. Exactness in
the fourth line is equivalent to ¢, o p, = 0, more quadratic equations, together
with injectivity of p, and surjectivity of g,, which are open conditions. Thus,
M is a Zariski open subset of the zeroes of finitely many polynomials in N, and
is a quasiaffine K-scheme. Define H = [],cq, (GL(Ay) X GL(By) x GL(CYy)),
as an algebraic K-group. Then H has an obvious action on M, so we can form
the quotient stack [M/H] A similar proof to the Objy 4 ko case gives a 1-
isomorphism @;actﬁfﬂKQ = [M/H]. Thus @;actﬁfﬂKQ is an algebraic K-stack
of finite type, as [M/H] is. This proves the theorem for Example LA

Next we do Example [ so let (Q,I) be a quiver with relations. Let
A,, L and G be as above, and set A = @ver A,. For each Il z, in L, define
Pz, : KQ — End(A) to be the unique algebra homomorphism such that
p(v) =1on A, and 0 on A, for v # w € Qo, and p(a) = 4 : Apa) — Ae(a) ON
Ap(ay, p(a) =0 on A, for b(a) # v € Qo, and all a € Q1. Define

Ly ={ll,z, € [Locq, (A5 ®Aca)) © pri,e, (i) =0 for all i € I}.

Each ¢ € I is a finite linear combination of basis elements ([&2) of KQ, so
Pz, is a finite linear combination of the corresponding z,, o- - -0x,, in End(A).
Thus for fixed i € I, the map Ila2,— pm,, (4) is a polynomial on L with values
in End(A). Hence Ly is the zeroes of a collection of polynomials on L, and so is
a G-invariant affine K-scheme. Modifying the proof above shows Objy 4.x0,1
is 1-isomorphic to [L;/G], and so is algebraic and of finite type.
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Similarly, for @;actﬁl’fd:VKQ 1 wereplace M in (B4 by My, where we add extra
conditions pri,z, (i) = 0 in End(®,cq, Av), Py, (i) = 0 in End(D,cq, Bv)
and prr,, (1) = 0 in End(@vego Cy) on (Haaza, e Hqu) forallt € I. Then M;
is a quasiaffine K-scheme invariant under H, and (’Spactfr‘;f&:’KQ /1 is 1-isomorphic
to [M;/H], so it is algebraic and of finite type.

For Examples[[TL6 and [, suppose (X, p) € Obj(nil-KQ). Then the vector
subspaces X, = p(KQx)) X of X must decrease strictly in dimension until they
become zero. Hence p(KQ(n,))X = {0} for m = dim X. Now let U € Schx and
(X, p) € ObijoaxeU). The same proof shows (X, p) € Objyy go(U) if and
only if p(KQ(;n)) = 0 in End(X) for m =37 o a(v). By a similar argument
for €ract;oi'kg, We see that

Obj kg = Objimod-kKQ/KQ () ObjniLkQ/1 = Obimod-KQ/(I+EQ(m))>
By B,y a, B,y _ a, B,y
Cract i wo = QEPC‘C"mod_Im/JKQ(n)7 e;aCtnil—KQ/I = e;aCtmod—KQ/(H—KQ(n))’

form=73% o a()andn=73" o B(v). Thus the theorem for Examples LG
and follows from the Example [[L7 case, with KQ (), KQ (), I +KQ () or
I + KQ ) in place of the ideal I.

Finally, in the situation of Definition M4 and Example 3 the equiv-
alence of categories between mod-A and mod-KQ/I extends easily to give
an equivalence of 2-functors §oa-a — Fmod-k@ 7, and hence 1-isomorphisms
Obinod-a = Obinoakgr and Eracty i’y — szadszﬂKQ/I' Thus the theorem
for Example MY again follows from the Example [ case. O

In each of Examples [MLBHITLY, Theorem MLTA shows Ob)%, @;act‘j’ﬁ” are

algebraic K-stacks of finite type, and hence locally of finite type. Since Eract’y””

is of finite type, it follows immediately that the 1-morphisms 1) are of finite
type. Thus we prove:

Theorem 10.12. Ezamples IAHITA satisfy Assumption [Bl
We can also strengthen Theorem for the examples of IIA

Theorem 10.13. Let A, K(A),F4 be as in any of Examples MIIHITA Then
M(I, =, k)4 is an algebraic K-stack of finite type for all (I,=), k.

Proof. This followsas o (I) : M(I, X, k)4 — Dbj';([) is of finite type by Theorem
B4 and Dbjil(l) is of finite type by Theorem [LT1] O
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