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1 Introduction

This is the first of three papers [0, 8] developing the concept of configuration
in an abelian category. Given an abelian category A and a finite partially
ordered set (poset) (I, =), we define an (I, =X)-configuration (o,¢,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.
Given a slope function Z on A with phase 8, objects X in A are called 6-stable,
0-semistable or f-unstable depending on the §-phases of subobjects S C X.

For some large classes of interesting abelian categories A, such as the abelian
category coh(P) of coherent sheaves on a smooth complex projective variety P,
or the abelian category mod-A of representations of a finite-dimensional algebra
A over C, one can define moduli spaces Mg (k,8) of 0-stable objects in a fixed
class k € Ko(A), which in good cases are complex quasi-projective varieties.

As Z varies and crosses real hypersurfaces W in the space of slope functions,
M (k, 6) changes. One goal of [0, 8 is to study this. Our key idea is that these
transitions are best understood by introducing moduli spaces Mg (I, <, k,0) of
(I, %)-configurations (o,t,m), with o({i}) 6-stable for all i € I. When I is one
point M (I, <X, k,0) coincides with Mg (x, 6).

As Z crosses W, the change in My (1, <, k,0) depends on Mg (K, <, N, 0)
for finite posets (K, <) more complicated than (I, X). Under some assumptions
on A, Z, in [0, B] we define systems of invariants of A, Z by taking weighted
Euler characteristics of moduli spaces My (I, =, k,0), and determine identities
the invariants satisfy, and their transformation laws as Z changes.

This is the start of a broader programme. In later papers [9] the author
intends to extend the notion of configurations, and the corresponding moduli
spaces and invariants, to triangulated categories. Then by applying them to
derived categories of coherent sheaves on Calabi—Yau manifolds, we shall formu-
late some results and conjectures on Homological Mirror Symmetry, branes in
String Theory, and II-stability.

This paper divides naturally into two parts. The first part 38l introduces
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configurations in an abelian category A, and studies their basic properties. We
motivate the definition by studying the set of subobjects S C X of an object
X with nonisomorphic simple factors in an abelian category A of finite length.
Then we discuss constructions of configurations.

The second part §A-I0 constructs and studies generalized Hilbert schemes
Man(X, I, =, k) of (I,<)-configurations in a C-linear abelian category A satis-
fying some assumptions. We show that these moduli spaces have the structure
of complex quasi-projective varieties, and the natural maps between them are
morphisms of varieties. We also prove some results on Euler characteristics and
constructible functions on the moduli spaces, that will be needed in [, §].

We begin in § with an introduction to abelian categories, focussing on the
notion of subobject S C X of an object X € A, and the Jordan—Hdélder Theorem
for A of finite length, which splits each X € A into simple factors Sy, ..., Snp.

Section Bl refines the Jordan—Holder Theorem in the case when the simple
factors Sy,...,S5, of X € A are nonisomorphic. We find that the set of all
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,
factors and composition series for X using (I, <).

Motivated by this, § 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}. We also dis-
cuss the classes of the objects o(J) in the Grothendieck group Ky(A), and an
interpretation of configurations in terms of flasque sheaves on I.

Section Bl defines some elementary operations on configurations. Given an
(I, X)-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 a finite I, with < stronger than <. Then
each (I, <)-configuration (o,¢,m) has a quotient (I, <)-configuration (7,7, 7).
We call (o,¢,7) an (I, =2)-improvement of (5,7,7). We call (7,7,7) best if it has
no strict improvements. Section [l shows that improvements can be divided into
a sequence of steps, classifies one step improvements, and gives a criterion for
best configurations in terms of whether short exact sequences split.

Section [ discusses complex quasi-projective varieties, the Euler characteris-
tic, constructible sets and constructible functions. SectionBsets out the assump-
tions that we need on an abelian category, which require the family Sub®(X) of
subobjects S C X for X € A with [S] = a in K((A) to be a complex projective
variety. Using Quot-schemes we show that these assumptions hold for coherent
sheaves on a smooth complex projective variety, and also when A has finite
length and Hom(X,Y), Ext!(X,Y) are finite-dimensional over C.

Section @ defines generalized Hilbert schemes, Man(X,I,=,k), and sub-
spaces MA (X, I, =, k) and Mgy, Mg, M2, ML2(X, 1, <, k,0) depending on a
slope function Z with phase 6. Under the assumptions of 8 we show that
Man(X,I,=,k) is a complex quasi-projective variety, and if Z is permissible
the subspaces are constructible sets. We also prove some natural maps between
moduli spaces are morphisms of varieties.



Finally, 10 proves some counting results for configurations using the Euler
characteristic y, which will be needed in [7, [§]. It would be convenient if every
configuration (o,¢,m) in A had a unique best improvement. In general this
is false, and the family F of best improvements of (o,¢,7) is a complicated
constructible set in a complex quasi-projective variety. But we prove in §I0.1]
that x(F) =1, so that (o,¢,7) has 1 best improvement ‘counted with x’.

Let Z be permissible with phase 6. An (I, <)-configuration (o, ¢, 7) is called
0-(semi)stable if o({i}) is O-(semi)stable for all ¢ € I. In I we calculate the
Euler characteristic of the union over all (I, <) of the families of all best §-stable
(I, X)-configurations (o, ¢, ) with o(I) = X, for fixed X € A. In a similar way,
in I03 we calculate the Euler characteristic of the family of all best 0-stable
refinements of a fixed f-semistable configuration (o, ¢, 7) in A. We express our
results in terms of constructible functions.

Acknowledgements. 1 would like to thank Tom Bridgeland for some inspiring
conversations, and helpful comments on early versions of this paper. I would also
like to thank Richard Thomas, Paul Seidel, Frances Kirwan and Alastair King
for useful conversations. 1 was supported by an EPSRC Advanced Research
Fellowship whilst writing this paper.

2 Introduction to abelian categories

We now review material on abelian categories we shall need later. Some useful
references are Popescu [16] and Gelfand and Manin [I0}, §IT.5-8§11.6].

2.1 Abelian categories
Here is the definition of abelian category, taken from [0} §II.5].

Definition 2.1. Let A be a category. As a shorthand, write X € A or X €
Obj(A) when X is an object of A, and f € Mor(A) when f is a morphism of
A. When X,Y € A write Hom(X,Y) for the set of morphisms f: X — Y in
A. Write idx € Hom(X, X) for the identity map idx : X — X.

We call A an additive category if it has the properties:

(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,
ty 1Y — Z, TX @ Z—>X, Ty : Z — Y withtxourx :idx,ﬂyOLy Zidy,
txomx +tyomy =idy and mx oty = 7wy orxy = 0. We write Z = XY,
the direct sum of X and Y. Any two such direct sums are canonically
isomorphic.

Let A be an additive category, and f : X — Y a morphism in A. We call
k:K — X akernel of fif fok =0 and for any ¥’ : K’ — X with fok' =0



there exists a unique h : K’ — K with k¥’ = ko h. Similarly we callc: Y — C
a cokernel of f if co f =0 and for any ¢’ : Y — C’ with ¢/ o f = 0 there exists
a unique h: C — C’ with ¢/ = hoec.

If a kernel or cokernel exists it is unique up to canonical isomorphism. Often
we refer to K, C' as the kernel or cokernel of f, taking k, ¢ to be implicitly given.
Define a morphism f : X — Y to be injective if it has kernel 0, and surjective
if it has cokernel 0.

We call A an abelian category of it satisfies (i)—(iii) above and:

(iv) For any morphism f : X — Y there is a sequence K5X 515y 50 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.

We will often use the following properties of abelian categories:

e If io f =iogand i is injective, then f =g (i is left cancellable).
o If for =gomand 7 is surjective, then f = g (m is right cancellable).

o If f: X —Y is injective and surjective, then it is an isomorphism.
In an abelian category we can define exact sequences [I0, §11.6].

Definition 2.2. Let A be an abelian category, and xhy%z 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 ¢ : X — K and b: C — Z
withf = koa and g = boc. We say that XLy 4 7is exact at Vit ais surjective,
or equivalently if b is injective.

A complex in A is called ezxact if it is exact at every term. A short exact
sequence 0 — X5Y %7 — 0in A is called split if there exists an isomorphism
h: X ®Z — Y such that the following diagram commutes:

0—X—3>X0Z72>z7—>0
dl hl dl (1)
f g

0 X Y — Z 0.

The Grothendieck group Ko(A) is the abelian group generated by Obj(A),
with a relation [Y] = [X]4[Z] for each short exact sequence 0—X —-Y —Z —0
in A. Throughout the paper K (A) will mean either K((A), or the quotient
of Ko(A) by some fixed subgroup. In particular, in §ZH we shall define the
numerical Grothendieck group K™™(A) when A is of finite type over a field K,
and we may take K(A) = K™™(A).

We write [X] € K(A) for the equivalence class of X € A. Note that for
K (A) to admit a slope function Z : K(A) — C, as in Definition B below, it is
necessary that if 0 2 X € A then 0 # [X] € K(A), so we will often implicitly
assume this property of K (A).



2.2 Subobjects, quotient objects and factors
Subobjects of objects in A are analogous to subgroups of an abelian group.

Definition 2.3. Let A be an abelian category. Two injective morphismsi : S —
X,i:8 — X in A are equivalent if there exists an isomorphism h : S — S’
with ¢ = i’ o h. Then h is unique. A subobject of X € A is an equivalence
class of injective morphisms ¢ : S — X. Usually we refer to S as the subobject,
taking both i and the equivalence class to be implicitly given, 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 idx : X — X.

Similarly, surjective morphisms 7 : X — Q, 7’ : X — @’ in A are equivalent
if there is an isomorphism h : Q — Q' with 7’ = hom. A quotient object of
X € A is an equivalence class of surjective 7 : X — @. Usually we just refer to
@ as the quotient object.

If ST C X are represented by i : S — X and 7 : T — X, we write
S Cc T C X if there exists a : S — T with ¢ = j oa. Then a is injective,
and so fits into an exact sequence 0 — SESTYHF = 0 for b, F determined up
to canonical isomorphism. We write F' = T'/S, and call F' a factor of X € A.
When T' = X and j = idx, X/S is a quotient object.

We define operations N, 4+ on subobjects, following Popescu [16, §2.6]. The
notation comes from the intersection and sum of subgroups of abelian groups.

Definition 2.4. 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 part (iv) of
Definition ZT to f = iong+jonp : SA&T — X. This yields U,V € A
and morphisms k : U — S@T,1: S@®T — V and e : V — X such that
tomg+jomp =eol, and k is the kernel of i o mg+j o 7, and [ is the cokernel
of k, and e is the image (the kernel of the cokernel) of i o mg+7 o mp.

Define a : U - Sbya=kong,and b: U — T by b = —k onp and
c:S—Vbyc=foirg,andd: T -V byd= fouvr. Then k =tg0a—trob,
l=conmg+donp,i=eocand j=eod. N0W0—>UL>S®TL>V—>OiS
exact. Sotoa = job, and

Lsoa—tLob comg+dom

0 U SeT 1% 0 isexact. (2)

As i,a are injective joa = job: U — X is injective, and defines a subobject
of X. Define S NT to be this subobject. Similarly, e : V' — X is injective, and
so defines a subobject of X. Define S+ T to be this subobject. As U, V,a,...,e
are unique up to canonical isomorphism, S N7 and S + T depend only on the
subobjects S, T of X. The morphisms a, b, ¢, d give inclusions of subobjects

SNTcScS+TcX and SNTCTcCS+TcCX. (3)
By Popescu [16, Prop. 2.6.4, p. 39] there are canonical isomorphisms

S/(SNTY=(S+T)/T and T/(SNT)=(S+1T)/S. (4)



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

2.3 The Jordan—Holder Theorem

The Jordan—Holder Theorem in group theory decomposes a (finite) group into
simple factors, using chains of normal subgroups. We shall explain the analogue
of this in an abelian category.

Definition 2.5. Let A be an abelian category. We call A artinian if for all
X € A, all descending chains of subobjects --- C As C A; C X stabilize, that
is, Ap+1 = A, for all n > 0. We call A noetherian if for all X € A, all ascending
chains of subobjects A7 C Ay C --- C X stabilize, that is, A,, = A, 41 for all
n > 0. We call A of finite length if it is both artinian and noetherian.

A nonzero object X in an abelian category A is called simple if it has no
nontrivial proper subobjects. That is, X 2 0, and if i : § — X is injective then
either S = 0 or ¢ is an isomorphism.

Let X € A and consider filtrations of subobjects

0=AgCcA i C---CA, =X (5)

in A. Such a filtration is called without repetitions if none of the inclusions
ig : Ap — Agy1 is an isomorphism. A refinement of () is any filtration obtained
by inserting further terms. We allow (@) as a refinement of itself, i.e. by inserting
no further terms. We call @) a composition series for X if the factors Sy =
Ay /Ak_1 are simple objects in A.

Here is the Jordan—-Ho6lder Theorem in an abelian category, [T9, Th. 2.1].

Theorem 2.6. 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 = Ag 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.

2.4 Stability and Harder—Narasimhan filtrations
We now summarize the work of Rudakov [I7] on stability in an abelian category,
using the notation of Bridgeland [2, §2].

Definition 2.7. Let A be an abelian category, and K(A) be as in Definition
A slope function on A is a group homomorphism Z : K(A) — C such that
for all 0 # X € A, Z([X]) lies in the upper half-plane H = {rexp(ir) : 7 > 0,
6 € (0,1]} in C. Given a slope function Z on A, the phase of 0 # X € A is

0((X]) = %argZ([X]) € (0,1 (6)

Then we say that a nonzero object X in A is



(i) 6-stableif for all S C X with S 20, X we have 6([S]) < 0([X]).
(ii) @-semistable if for all S C X with S 22 0 we have 6([S]) < 6([X]).

(iii) O-unstable if it is not H-semistable.

Suppose 0 - X — Y — Z — 0 is a short exact sequence in A with X,Y, Z
nonzero. Then [Y] = [X] + [Z] in K(A), and exactly one of 8([X]) < §([Y]) <
0([Z]), or 0([X]) > 6([Y]) > 0([Z]), or (| X]) = 6([Y]) = 6([Z]) holds. Therefore
the condition A([S]) < 6([X]) in (i) is equivalent to 0([X]) < 0([X/S]), and the
condition 6([S]) < 6([X]) in (ii) is equivalent to ([ X]) < 6([X/S)).

Using 6 we can weaken the ideas of artinian and noetherian in Definition 220

Definition 2.8. Let A be an abelian category and Z a slope function on A
with phase . We call A 0-artinian if for all X € A, all descending chains of
subobjects -+ C Ay C A1 C X with 0([4,+41]) = 0([A4,]) for all n stabilize,
that is, A,+1 = A, for all n > 0. We call A #-noetherian if for all X € A, all
ascending chains of subobjects A1 C Ay C --- C X with 0([4,]) < 0([An+1])
for all n stabilize, that is, A, = A, 41 for all n. > 0.

The next three theorems follow from Rudakov [I'd, Th.s 1, 2 & 3].

Theorem 2.9. Let Z be a slope function on an abelian category A with phase 0,
and suppose X,Y € A are 0-semistable. If 0([X]) > 6([Y]) then Hom(X,Y) =
0. Suppose 6([X]) =0([Y]) and f: X =Y is nonzero. Then

(a) If Y is O-stable then [ is surjective.
(b) If X is O-stable then f is injective.
(c) If both X, Y are O-stable then f is an isomorphism.

Theorem 2.10. Let A be an abelian category and Z a slope function on A
with phase 0, and suppose A is 0-artinian and 0-noetherian. Then each X € A
admits a unique filtration 0 = Ay C --- C A, = X for n > 0, such that Sy =
Ay /Ag—1 is 0-semistable for i =1,...,n, and 0([S1])>0([S2])>"-->6([S.]).

We call 0 = Ay € A C --- C A, = X in Theorem IO a Harder—
Narasimhan filtration, as it generalizes the filtrations constructed by Harder
and Narasimhan [B] for vector bundles over algebraic curves. Here is an ana-
logue of Theorem L@ for #-semistable objects.

Theorem 2.11. Let A be an abelian category and Z a slope function on A with
phase 0, and suppose A is 0-artinian and 0-noetherian. Then each 0-semistable
X € A admits a filtration 0 = Ag C Ay C --- C A, = X forn > 1, such that
Sk = Ak /Ak_1 is 0-stable fori=1,...,n, with 0([S1]) = - -- = 0([Sxn]) = 0([X]).
Suppose 0 = Ay C A C-- - CApn=Xand 0=ByC B, C---CB, =X are
two such filtrations with 0-stable factors Sy = Ap/Ag—1 and Ty, = By/Bi_1.
Then m = n, and for some permutation o of 1,...,n we have Sy = Ty,
fori=1,....n



2.5 Ext groups and extensions

Finally we recall the properties of the Ext groups Ext"(X,Y) for X, Y objects
in an abelian category A, following [I0, p. 166, 184-5] and [6l, p. 233-240].

Definition 2.12. Let A be an abelian category. Then for all X,Y € A and
n=20,1,2,...there are abelian groups Ext" (X, Y") with the following properties:

(i) Ext’(X,Y) = Hom(X,Y).

(ii) There is a multiplication Ext™(X,Y) x Ext™(Y, Z) — Ext"""(X, Z) for
XY, Z € A and m,n > 0, which is biadditive and associative.

(iii) An extension of Z by X is an exact sequence 0 — X —=Y "5 Z — 0 in
A. Define E(Z,X) to be the set of equivalence classes of such extensions,
where two extensions are equivalent if there is a commutative diagram

0 X Y 7z 0
ldxl fl ldzl
0 XYy "oy 0

Then there is a natural 1-1 correspondence E(Z, X) = Ext'(Z, X), which
identifies 0 — X -5 X @ Z 7% Z — 0 with 0 € Ext(Z, X).

Let K be a field. We call A of finite type over K if Ext™(X,Y) is a finite-
dimensional vector space over K for all X, Y € Aand m > 0, and Ext" (X,Y) =
0 for m > 0, and multiplication in (ii) is bilinear. If A is of finite type over K
then one can define a bilinear form on the Grothendieck group Ky(.A), known
as the Fuler form, by

X([(X],[¥]) = ) (-1)™ dimg Ext™ (X, Y). (7)

The numerical Grothendieck group K™™(A) is then defined to be
K™(A) = Ko(A)/{a € Ko(A) : x(a, ) = 0 for all 5 € Ko(A)}.

It is a free abelian group, and the Euler form descends to a nondegenerate pairing
X @ KM™M(A) x KM™(A) — Z, also known as the Euler form. If K™™(A) has
finite rank then we call A numerically finite. If P is a smooth projective variety
over an algebraically closed field K then the abelian category A of coherent
sheaves over P is of finite type over K, and numerically finite.

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 series0 = Ag C A1 C --- C A, = X by Theorem
B8 and the simple factors S, = Ag/Ag—1 for k =1,... n of X are independent
of choices, up to isomorphism and permutation of 1,...,n. Suppose Sy 2 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,...,S.}, so that |I| = n, and write {S1,...,S,} = {S* : i € I}. Then
Theorem [ZB implies that for every composition series 0 = By C By C --- C
B,, = X for X with simple factors Ty, = Bj/Bk—1, there exists a unique bijection
¢:I—{1,...,n} such that §" 2= T, for all i € I.

Define a partial order < on I by i=j for i,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. Now writing
the simple factors of X as Sy for £ = 1,...,n gives them a preferred order
S1,52,...,5,, and so favours one composition series over the rest. So instead
we write the simple factors as S? for i € I, some arbitrary indering set.

To make our notation easier to follow we shall generally use superscripts S°
when ¢ € I and subscripts Ty, when &k =1, ..., n, and write elements of I as i, 7,
and elements of {1,...,n} as k,l. 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 i<j implies i € J,
(ii) a g-set if i € I, j € J and j=i implies ¢ € J, and
(iii) an f-set if i € I 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 JN K and JU K are s-sets.
(b) J is an s-set if and only if 1\ J is a ¢-set.

(c) If J is an s-set and K a g-set, then J N K is an f-set. Fvery f-set is of
this form.

(d) If J C K are s-sets then K \ J is an f-set. Every f-set is of this form.
(e) 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 C1isan f-set, define J={i € I:i=<jforsome je€ F}and K={ie€l:j=i
for some j € F'}. Tt easily follows that J is an s-set, K a g-set, and F = JN K.
Similarly, for the last part of (d), if FF C I is an f-set, define K = {i € I : i<y
for some j € F} and J = K\ F. It easily follows that J C K are s-sets with
F=K\J.

Note that (a) and (b) imply that the collections of s-sets and g-sets are both
topologies on I, but (e) shows that the f-sets may not be a topology on I. Also
=< can be reconstructed from the set of s-sets on I, as i=<j if and only if i € J
for every s-set J C I with j € J. In the following series of results we establish
1-1 correspondences between subobjects, quotient objects and factors of X, and
s-sets, q-sets and f-sets of I.

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

By Definition Bl there is a unique bijection ¢ : I — {1,...,n} such that
St Ty, foralli € 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 B 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 I+ 1 <
#(i) < m, so ¢(j) < ¢(i), which implies that iAj by Definition Bl Hence if
j€J and i€ I with i=j 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
B4 Then SNT corresponds to J N K, and S+ T corresponds to J UK.

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 Z0 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 S N'T, and L C J. Similarly
LCK,soLCJNK,and JUK C M as S, TCSNT.

Now the simple factors of S/(S NT) 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.
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Proof. If S ¢ T C X we can refine 0 C S C T C X to a composition series
0=ByCByC---CB,=XwithS=Byand T =B;for0 <k <Il<n.
Let T,, = By, /Bm—1. Then the simple factors of S are T, ..., 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 D’ C X corresponding to J7.

Proof. Clearly .J7 is an s-set. By Definition Bleach composition series 0 = By C
B; C--- C B, = X for X gives a bijection ¢ : I — {1,...,n}. Let ¢1,..., ¢, be
the distinct bijections ¢ : I — {1,...,n} realized by composition series for X.
For each k =1,...,r choose a composition series0 =By C B1 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
¢ "({1,...,#%(j)}) C I. Define DI = C;NCyN---NCp. Then S C X, and
Lemma B3 shows that D7 corresponds to the s-set

T

Mo ({1 onl)}) = i €72 6u0) < 1)} =
k=1

k=1
{iel:gn(i)<on(j) forallk=1,...,r} ={iel:izj}=J,

by definition of <. O
We can now classify subobjects of X in terms of s-sets.

Proposition 3.8. In the situation of Definitions Bl 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 I.

Proof. For each j € J define J7 and D’ as in Lemma BZ Then j € J7 C J,
so J = U;es 7. Set S =3,c;D7. Then S C X corresponds to the s-set

U I J7 = J by Lemma B3 Uniqueness follows from Lemma E6l O
In the same way we classify 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.

Proof. Let S C X correspond to an s-set J C I, and let @ = X/S be the
quotient object. If the simple factors of S are S® for i € J, then the simple
factors of Q are S* fori € K =1\ J. But K = I\ J is a g-set if and only if
J C I is an s-set. The result then follows from Proposition B8 O
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We can also classify composition series for X.

Proposition 3.10. In the situation of Definition[3Z, for each bijection ¢ : I —
{1,...,n} there exists a unique composition series0 = By C --- C B, = X with
S" 2 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.

Recall that a factor of X is a quotient T'/S for S C T' C X. We classify the
factors of X in terms of f-sets.

Proposition 3.11. In the situation of Definitions [Z1l and [Z3, for each f-set
L C I there exists U € A, unique up to canonical isomorphism, such that

(a) the simple factors in any composition series for U are isomorphic to S°
forie L, and

(b) if J C K are s-sets in I with K\J =L, and S CT are the corresponding
subobjects of X, then there is a canonical isomorphism U = T/S.

Proof. Let L C I be an f-set, and define K’ = {i € I : i<j for some j € L} and
J =K'\ L. Then J', K’ are s-sets with J' C K" and L = K'\ J', as in part
(d) of Proposition Let S/, 7" C X be the unique subobjects corresponding
to the s-sets J', K’, which exist by Proposition Then S’ C T’ by Lemma
BH Define U to be the quotient T’/S’, considered as an object of A. This is
well-defined up to canonical isomorphism in A.

By Theorem X8 we may refine 0 C S’ C T’ C X to a composition series 0 =
BoCBi C---CB,=XwithS =B, and T' = B; for some 0 < k<l < n.
Let T,, = B,/ Bm—1. Then the simple factors of S’ are T4, ..., Ty and of T are
Ti,...,T;. Also 0= (By/S’) C --- C (B;/S") = U is a composition series for U.
Thus the simple factors of U are Tgy1, ..., T}, that is, the simple factors in T”
not appearing in S’. Hence the simple factors of U are S for i € K'\ J' = L,
and part (a) follows from Theorem 28

Now let J C K be s-sets in I with K\J = L, and S C T be the corresponding
subobjects of X. Then it is easy to see that J' C Jand K’ C K, and JNK' = .J',
and JUK' = K. As SN T’ corresponds to the s-set J N K’ by Lemma B
JNK' =J gives SNT' = 5 by Lemma B8l Since S + T’ corresponds to the
s-set J U K’ by LemmaBH JU K’ = K gives S+ T’ =T by Lemma B0l
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But (@) gives a canonical isomorphism 7"/(SNT’) = (S + T")/S, so that
U=1T'/5 =T/S, proving part (b). Note also that any U satisfying (a) and
(b) must be canonically isomorphic to T7/S” by part (b), so U is unique up to
canonical isomorphism. o

4 Posets (I, <) and (I, <)-configurations in A

Although a subobject of X is an equivalence class of injective i : S — X, in {8
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
(LK) € F < 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~y 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)-

(d) If (J,K)eG ), (K,L)eH < then (J,JNL)eH 1 <), (JNL,L)EG; ).

Define an (I, <)-configuration (o,t,7) in an abelian category A to be maps

o:Fu= — 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 ().

(iil) n(J, K):0(J)—=0o(K) is surjective for (J, K) €H s ), and 7(J, J) =id, ().

These should satisfy the conditions:
(A) Let (J,K) € G(1,~, and set L = K \ J. Then the following is exact in A:

oK) O'(K) 7(K,L)

0 o(J) o(L) 0. (8)

(B) If (JJ)K) € G, < and (K,L) € G, <, then «(J, L) = «(K, L) o o(J, K).
J,K) € Hy~ and (K,L) € Hy < then n(J, L) = n(K, L) o w(J, K).
(D) If (J, K) S g(I’j) and (I(7 L) S H(I,j) then

—~
Q
~
—
g
—

(K, L)ouJ,K)=uJNL,L)on(J,JNL). 9)
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Note that (A)—(D) make sense because of properties (a)—(d), respectively.

The definition will be justified by what follows. Section BTl shows that
the families of subobjects S/ C X in @l define an (I, <)-configuration, up to
canonical isomorphism.

4.1 Sets of subobjects and (I, <)-configurations

We now show that Definition BTl captures the properties of the families of sub-
objects S 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, §4nNSE=54"F and SA4+SP=54F  (10)

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 S” C X for each s-set
J C 1. This (o,t,m) 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,(sy 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 S7 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 ([[[) implies that S’ c S¥ C X.
Hence there exists a unique, injective «(J, K) : o(J) = o(K) such that

(J,I) = (K, I)ou(J,K) for JC K s-sets, as in (B). (11)

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

(L, D)o o(K,L)ou(J,K) = (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 CL s-sets, as in (B). (12)
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Step 2. Let J, K be s-sets with J N K = (). We shall show that
(S, JUK)omy + (K, JUK)om,gy:0(J)Do(K)—=ao(JUK) (13)

is an isomorphism. Apply Definition EZ with «(J,I) : o(J) — X in place of
i:S— X,and o(K,I):0(K)— X inplaceof j : T — X. By () we may take
U=ocINJ)=00)=0,V=0(JUK) and e = «(J UK, I). The definition
gives ¢ : 0(J) = o(JUK) with «(J,I) = «(JUK,I)oc, so c=(J,JUK) by
@) and injectivity of +(J U K, I). Similarly d = «(K,J U K). Thus ([[3) is the
second map in [@). As U = 0, exactness implies ([3)) 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:l&iforallleL}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') 2 o(J') @ o(L), and we take m(K’, L) to be the natural projection
with m(K', L) o t(L, K') = idy(r)-

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 JNK = J, JJUK' = K’. Let
¢:0(K)— C be a cokernel for ¢(J, K), and consider the commutative diagram
with rows short exact sequences

(J,K c
0 — () 2 o (K) c 0
|
L(J,J’)l L(K,K’)\L Bl (14)
J(J K" ~(K',.L) Y
p—— AL O o(L) 0,

where h is not yet constructed. The first square of () commutes by ([[2), so
0=m(K',L)ou(J ,K')oulJ,J')=n(K',L)ou(K,K")ou(J,K).

But c 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 ([d) commutes.
As §7 =87 NSK and S& =87 4+ SK by ([[), equation @) implies that

[/g'(J/)OL(J7J/)_ L(Jl,Kl)OTFU(J/)+
to(x)oL(S,K) , (K, K" )omg (k) ,
0——=o0(J) ————o(J)Po(K) ————o(K') ——=0

is exact. As the composition of the first map with co 7,k is zero we see that
comgry =1lo (t(J', K') o mg(sry + UK, K') 0 T (k)
for some unique I : o(K’) — C, by definition of cokernel. Composing with ¢, (/)

gives lou(J',K') =0, s0 l = mow(K', L) for some unique m : (L) — C, by
exactness of the bottom line of ().
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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 (W(J,K')omyyy+ UK, K') omyx)) =hocom )=
m(K', L)ou(K, K')omy ) =m(K', L)o (u(J', K")omy(yr)+1(K, K')om, k)

and o(J', K') o my( ) + L(K, K') o my gy is surjective. Hence homon(K', L) =
hol=m(K',L) = idy() on(K', L), and hom = id,(py as w(K', L) is surjective.
Thus m = k™', and h is an isomorphism.

Define n(K,L) = 7(K’',L) o «(K,K'), so that n(K,L) = hoc as ([[@) 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
(K, L) is surjective, and @) 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

n(J,L) =7n(K',L)ou(J,K') =7n(K',L)ou(K,K")ou(J,K) = n(K,L)ow(J,K),
by ([[2) 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. (15)
Step 4. Let (J,K) € G <), and define A’ = {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\A4 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
0 U(A/) L(A",B") U(BI) 7(B',J) U(J) 0
|
idg(ary «(B’,C") | (J,K)
o Red (C K v
0 o(A) A oy 2B Gk 0 (16)
|
w(C',K\J) | m(K,K\J)
idy (g \
o(K\J) =22 6(K \ J)
0 0.

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

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 7(C”’, K) is the cokernel of ¢(A’, C"), there exists a
unique (K, K\J) : 0(K) = o(K\J) with 7(K, K\ J)or(C", K) = n(C", K\ J).

16



As n(C', K \ J) is surjective, w(K, K \ J) is surjective, as in (iii). Thus in ()
the lower dashed arrow exists, and the lower square commutes.

Suppose f : D — o(B’) is a morphism with 7(C’, K)ou(B’,C")o f = 0. Then
there exists a unique h : D — o(A") with «(A’,C")oh = «(B’,C")o f, as (A, C")
is the kernel of 7(C’, K). But then «(B’,C") o (A’ B’)oh = «(B',C") o f, so
(A", B"Yoh = f as«(B’,C") is injective. This implies that ¢(A’, B’) is the kernel
of m(C', K)o u(B',C") : 0(B') — o(K).

Suppose f : 0(K) — D is a morphism with for(C’, K)ou(B’,C") = 0. Then
there exists a unique h : o(K \ J) = D with hon(C', K\ J) = fon(C’,K), as
m(C’, K \ J) is the cokernel of +«(B’,C"). But then hon(K,K\ J)ow(C', K) =
fom(C' K),so horw(K,K\J)=fasn(C, K) is surjective. This implies that
7(K, K \ J) is the cokernel of w(C', K)o «(B',C"): o(B') = o(K).

Now apply part (iv) of Definition 21l to the morphism w(C’, K)o «(B’,C’) :
o0(B') = o(K). As this morphism has kernel ((A’, B") and cokernel 7 (K, K\ J),
and 7(B’, J) is the cokernel of ¢(A’, B’), this gives existence of a unique ¢(J, K) :
o(J) = o(K) with o(J, K)on(B’,J) = w(C', K)o u(B’,C"), such that ¢(J, K) is
the kernel of (K, K \ J). This implies that +(J, K) is injective, as in (ii), and
in ([[@) the upper dashed arrow exists, and the upper right square commutes,
and the right hand column is exact, which proves (A).

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 n(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)2o(A")@o(J) and o(C') 2 o(A’") & o(K). Substituting these into (),
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\ E 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 ([[H) 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). (17)

Suppose J, K are s-sets and L an f-set with (J,K) € G, 5, and (K,L) €
H <. 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 € I\ L : {4 for all
lelL}, BB=AU(JNL)and ¢’ = A/UL. Then J C B’ and K C C'. Therefore

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

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

7(K,L)ou(J,K)=uJNL,Lyon(J,JNL) for J K s-sets, as in (D). (18)
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Step 6. Suppose (J, K), (K,L) € G, ), and define D = {i € I : i=<I for some
lel}, 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

U(K,L)ou(J,K)on(B,J)=u(K,L)on(C,K)ouB,C) =
7(D,L)o(C,D)ouB,C)=n(D,L)ouB,D)=(J,L)on(B,J),

using ([I¥) at the first, second and fourth steps with J = BN K, K =CNL
and J = BN L respectively, and [2) 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 je€J}, A=D\J,B=D\K,andC=D\L. Then ACBCCCD
are s-sets, with J = D\ A, K = D\ B, and L = D \ C. Therefore

w(J,L)on(D,J)=n(D,L)=n(K,L)on(D,K)=n(K,L)on(J, K)on(D, J),

using () three times. As 7(D, J) is surjective, this proves (C). Applying (B),
(C) with J = K = L gives «(J,J) = n(J,J) = idy(y), as in (ii) and (iii).

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

7(K,L)ou(J,K)om(B,J)=n(K,L)on(C, K)ou(B,C)=n(C, L)o(B,C)=
«JNL,Lyon(B,JNL)=uJNL,L)on(J,JNL)on(B,J),

using ([IX) 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,¢, ) is an (I, X)-configuration, in the sense of Definition Bl 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,t,7),
(¢’,d,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,1,m) in A with o(I) = X and o({i}) 2 S® fori eI,
such that «(J, 1) : o(J) — X represents the subobject of X corresponding to J
under the 1-1 correspondence of Proposition L8 for each s-set J C I, and o(L)
is canonically isomorphic to U in Proposition B for each f-set L C I. This
(o,1,7) is unique up to canonical isomorphism in A.

We can also apply Theorem B2 to filtrations 0 = Ag C A; C --- C A, = X,
as in Definition 223 Set I = {1,...,n}, with the usual total order <. Then the
s-sets of (I, <) are {1,2...,5} for j =0,1,...,n. Define S1t} = A; C X for
j=0,...,n. These S{17} satisfy (M), and Theorem E2 gives:
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Corollary 4.4. Let 0= A9 C Ay C --- C A, = X be a filtration in an abelian
category A. Set I = {1,...,n}, with the usual total order <. Then there is
an (I, <)-configuration (o,t,m) in A, unique up to canonical isomorphism, such
that «({1,...,5}, 1) :0({1,...,5}) = X represents A; C X for j=0,...,n.

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

Theorem 4.5. Let (I, =) be a finite poset, A an abelian category, and (o,t,T)
an (I, =)-configuration in A. Define X = o(I), and let S” C X be represented
by o(J, 1) : 0(J) = X for each s-set J C I. Then the S7 satisfy (IT).

Proof. The first two equations of () are obvious. So suppose A, B C I are
s-sets. Definition B4 with S = o(A), T = o(B), i = «(A,I) and j = «(B,I)
givesU € Aand a : U = o(A), b: U — o(B) with i oa = j o b, such that
ioa: U — X represents SANSE. Asio(ANB, A) = 1(ANB,I) = jo(ANB, B),
by exactness in (@) there is a unique h : 0(AN B) — U with

(to(ayoa—to(B)ob)oh=1,4)0(ANB,A) —1,(B)o(ANB,B).
Composing 7,(a), To(p) gives t(ANB,A) = aoh and «(AN B, B) = boh. Now
W(AUB,I)ou(A,AUB)oa=ioa=job=1(AUB,I)o(B,AUB)ob,
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 =
7T(AUB,A\ B)o (A, AUB)oa=n(AUB,A\ B)o(B,AUB)ob=0,

using Definition EET(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

(ANB,I)=uAT)o(ANB,A)=w(A,])oaoh:0(ANB) = X

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

4.2 (I,=)-configurations and K (.A)

Let A be an abelian category and K (A) a quotient group of the Grothendieck
group, as in Definition Let (o,t,7) be an (I, X)-configuration in A. Then
each object o(J) for J € F( <, has a class [o(J)] in K(A). The following
proposition shows how these classes are related.

Proposition 4.6. Suppose (I, =) is a finite poset, A an abelian category, and
(o,t,m) an (I,=)-configuration in A. Then there exists a unique map k : I —
K(A) such that [o(J)] =3y k(j) in K(A) for all f-sets J C I.

19



Proof. Combining Definitions and BI(A) shows that
[0(K)] = [o(J)] + [o(K\J)] forall (J,K) € G <. (19)

Define x : I — K(A) by k(i) = [0({i})]. As {i} € Fy<, for all i € I this is
well-defined, and also any & satisfying [o(J)] = >_,c; K(j) for J € F; <, has
k(1) = [o0({i})], so k is unique.

Suppose K € F; <, with |K| > 1. Let j € K be minimal. Then ({j}, K)
G1.<), so [[@) gives [0(K)] = k(j) + [0 (K \ {j})]. We then easily prove [o(J)]
> jes k(j) for all J € F(; <) by induction on [J|, completing the proof.

gl m

4.3 Configurations and flasque sheaves

We briefly describe an alternative point of view on configurations, explained
to me by Tom Bridgeland. Let (I, <) be a finite poset, and (o,¢,7) an (I, <)-
configuration in an abelian category A. Then as in §8 the g-sets in I are the
open sets of a topology on I.

It can be shown that the data o(J) and 7(J, K) : o(J) = o(K) for all g-sets
I O J O K comprises a flasque sheaf S on I with the g-set topology, with
values in A. The rest of the data (o,¢,7) can be reconstructed, up to canonical
isomorphism, from the o(J) and #(J, K) for g-sets J, K — this is essentially
Theorems and with s-sets replaced by g-sets.

The f-sets J C I are the locally closed sets in the g-set topology. In fact, a
topology on a finite set I comes from a (unique) partial order < if and only if
every point is locally closed. For f-sets J we interpret o(J) as the sections of &
near J locally supported on J.

Alternatively, we can take the s-sets to be the open sets of a topology on
I, which is more compatible with §8 and §£I1 Then (o, ¢, 7) is equivalent to a
flasque cosheaf with values in A, or equivalently, a flasque sheaf with values in
the opposite category A°.

Probably one could use this to reduce parts of our theory to known facts on
sheaves, and so shorten the proofs. In particular, Theorems and Bl look like
instances of general sheaf results. But I have been unable to find appropriate
references. Note however that Bactawski [, §1] studies sheaves on posets with
the g-set topology. He calls g-sets increasing subsets, or order filters.

5 New (I, <X)-configurations from old

Let (I, =) be a finite poset, and (o, ¢, ) an (I, X)-configuration in an abelian
category A. Then we can derive (K, <)-configurations (&, 7, 7) in A from (o, ¢, 7)
for other, simpler finite posets (K, <), by forgetting some of the objects and
morphisms in (o,¢, 7). The next two definitions give two ways to do this.

Definition 5.1. Let (I, <) be a finite poset, and use the notation of §8 and
$ Suppose J is an f-set in I, so that J € F <,. 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 (I, X). Hence
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F< € Fu=- One can also show that G, <) = G1.<) N (Fu< X Fu.<)) and
Heix = Hax N (Fuz X Fusx),sothat G2 € Gux and Hyzy C© Herx
Let (o,¢,7) be an (I, j)—conﬁguration in an abelian category A, and define

s Fu=y — Obj(A) g(, < — Mor(A) and 7" : H <, — Mor(A) by
o' =0lFu <t = e and =T - Then (A)—(D) of Definition BTl for
(o,¢,7) imply (A)—(D) for (¢/,¢,7'), s (U ') is a (J, X)-configuration in A.
We call (¢/,¢,7) a subconﬁgumtwn of (o, )

Definition 5.2. Let (I,=) and (K, <) be finite posets, and ¢ : I — K a
surjective map with ¢(i) < ¢(j) when ¢,j € I with ¢<j. Use the notation of
@ and @ If J C K is an f-set in K then ¢~1(J) C I is an f-set in I. Hence
" (F k<)) € Fr.<), where ¢* pulls back subsets of K to subsets of I in the
obvious way. Similarly, if (A, B) € G« 4, then (¢7*(A), ¢~ (B)) € Gu.~), and
if (A, B) € Hx q) then (¢71(A), ¢ (B)) € H =)

Let (o,¢,7) be an (I, X)-configuration in an abelian category A, and define
G : Fa— Obj(A), I: Gk oy = Mor(A) and 7 : Hx o) — Mor(A) by 6(A4) =
a(¢~1(A)), (A, B) = 1(¢”(A),¢~(B)), and (A, B) = 7(¢~'(A), ¢~ (B)).
Then (6,7, 7) is a (K, 9)-configuration in A. We call (5,7, 7) a quotient config-
uration of (o,t,m). We also call (o,¢,7) a refinement of (5,7, 7), generalizing
the notion of refinement of filtrations in §231

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,t, ) containing (¢’, ¢/, 7') as a subconfiguration, and (7,7, 7) as a quotient
configuration. Consider the following situation.

Definition 5.3. Let (J, <) and (K, <) 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 with ¢ < j. Set I = JU (K \ L), and define a binary relation <
on I by

iS i,j € J,

i <7, i,je K\L,

i) dj, ied, jeK\L,
i<dY(j), i€ K\L, jeJ.

i=j forijellif (20)

It can be shown that < is a partial order on I, and J C I is an f-set in (I, <).
The restriction of < to J is <. Define ¢ : I — K by ¢(i) = ¢(i) if ¢ € J and
¢(i) =1 if i € K\ L. Then ¢ is surjective, with ¢(i) < ¢(j) when 4,j € I with
1=7, as in Definition

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

Lemma 5.4. In the situation of Definition L3, suppose A is an abelian cat-
egory, and (o,t,7) an (I,=)-configuration in A. Let (o', ') be its (J,<)-
subconfiguration, and (5,7,7) its quotient (K,<)-configuration from ¢. Let
(6,%,7) be the quotient (L, <)-configuration from (o’,/,7') and 9, and (&,1,7)
the (L, <)-subconfiguration from (&,t,7). Then (6,i,7) = (G,1,7%).
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Our third construction is a kind of converse to Lemma B4l

Theorem 5.5. In the situation of Definition23, let A be an abelian category,
(o', 7)) a (J,S)-configuration in A, and (G,1,7) a (K, <)-configuration in
A. Define (6,i,7) to be the quotient (L,<)-configuration from (o', ,7') and
¥, and (5,1,7) to be the (L, )-subconfiguration from (&,1,7).

Suppose (6,t,7)=(5,i,7). Then there exists an (I, <)-configuration (o, ¢, )
in A, unique up to canonical isomorphism, such that (o', ,7') is its (J,<)-
subconfiguration, and (&,1,7) its quotient (K, <)-configuration from ¢.

Proof. We divide the proof into the following 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 ST satisfy (IT).

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 i€l and §(i) < k, theni € B}, and (21)
R={ke K :k<¢(i) for some i€ B}. (22)

Define A = ¢~ Y(P) and C = ¢ Y(R). Then P C R are (K, <) s-sets, and

AC BCC are (I,x) s-sets, with P\L=R\L=DB\J. DefineD=ANJ,
E=BnJand F=CNJ. Then D CE CF are (J,S) s-sets, with

(P,R) € Gy and (D,E),(D,F),(E,F)€Gy<. (23)
Define U = PNL and W = RNL. Then U C W are (L,<) s-sets with
¢~ U)=y"Y(U)=D and ¢~*(W) ==Y (W) = F. Hence

"(D)=6U)=5U)=05(U), and similarly o'(F \ D) = (W \ U), (24)

"(D,F)=iUW), #'(F,F\D)=7W,W\U).

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 6(R\ P)=6(W \U)=0¢'(F \ D) by @4). Consider

7 (F\D,F\E)ow(R,R\P):6(R) — o' (F\E). (25)
Choose o(B) € A and «(B,C) : 0(B) — 0(C) = 6(R) to be a kernel for [Z0).

If B=¢1(Q) for some (K, <) s-set Q then B = C and [3) 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',R',A',C',D',E', F' for B’ in the obvious way. Then P C P, R C R/,
and so on. We have

7 (F'\D',F'\E"Yow(R',R'\ P")oi(R,R)ou(B,C) =

7 (F'\D',F'\E")oi(R\ P',R'\ P)o®(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") o' (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)o®(R, R\P) o 1(B,C) = 0,

)

using Definition EEI(C), (D), and the definition of (B, C).
Thus, as ¢(B’,C") is the kernel of ©/(F’\ D', F'\ E') ow(R', R’ \ P’), there
exists a unique (B, B’) with (R, R') o t(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)ouB,C)=1i(R,K)ouB,C)=uB,I).

The proof of () from () then gives
B,B")=u(B',B")o(B,B’) when BC B’ C B" are (I, X) s-sets. (26)

Step 4. Set X = o(I) = 5(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 ([[M). The first two equations of ([0) are immediate. Let B’, B” be
(I, =) s-sets, and B = B’ N B”. We shall show that S® = §8' n SB",

Use the notation of LemmaE@for B, and P, R',. .. for B’ and P, R”,... for
B” in the obvious way. Apply Definition 24 with ¢ = «(B’, I) and j = «(B", I),
giving U,V € A and morphisms a,b,c,d,e with ioa = job, i = eoc and
j =eod, such that ioa: U — X represents SB' n g8,

Set C =C'NC", R=RNR"and F = F'NF”, sothat C CC, RCR,
FCFEF C=¢Y(R),and F =CnNJ. 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',C"Yoa=(B',I)oca=ioca=
job=uB",I)ob=iR" K)ouB",C")ob=i(R",K)ob.

As (6,7,7) is a configuration we see that S§¢ = 8¢ 0 §¢” by Theorem
Thus there is a unique i : U — 6(R) with a = i(R, R') o h and b = i(R, R") o h.
As «(B',C") is the kernel of 7' (F'\ D', F'\ E') o (R', R’ \ P’), we have

O — W/(F/\D/,F/\E/) Oﬁ(R/7R/\P/) OL(B/,O/) oaq =
7 (F'\D',F'\E")o&r(R',R'\P)oa
m(F'\ D', F'\EYor(R ,R'\P)oi(R,R)oh=--
V(E\E',F'\E'Yor'(F\E, F\E')or'(F\D, F\ E)o#(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(E\ E,F\ E")
is an injective morphism o’ (F \ E) — o/ (F'\ E') @ ¢/ (EF'\ E"). Therefore
m(F\D,F\E)o#(R,R\ P)oh=0, (28)

by D). Composing ER) with 7/(F' \ E,F \ F) and using Definition EJ(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 [£8) and using Definition EZI(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, '\ E) is injective.
Thus as (B, () is the kernel of ([ZH), there is a unique h : U — o(B) with
= L(B C) o h. Then
YB',Coa=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 E8), so a = «(B, B')oh as «(B’,C") is injective, and similarly b = +(B, B")oh.
Recall the definition of 4, j,U, V,a,...,e above. By ([0) we have
eocow(B,B")=i0uB,B")=uB,I)ouB,B")=uB,I)=
t(B",I)ouB,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(nr) 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") = (1y(51) 0@ — Ly(prn) 0 b) o m.

Composing with 7, (g gives (B, B') = aom. Asa = «(B, B')oh and a, (B, B’)
are injective, we see that 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 SP satisfy (IT).
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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, ¢, ) 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 (&, 7, 7). This
completes the proof of Theorem 1 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 =
(,and l € K. Set I = JU (K \ {l}), and define a partial order < on I by

iSJ, 7€,

idj, 4,5 €K\{l}
1<y, ied, jeK\{l},
1<l e K\{l}, jeJ,

i=j forijellif (29)

and a surjective map ¢ : I — K by ¢(i) =1 if i € J, and ¢(i) =i if ie K\ {l}.

Let A be an abelian category, (¢/,//;7") a (J, <)-configuration in A, and
(6,0,7) a (K, Q)-configuration in A with ¢’(J) = &({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 (7,7, )
its quotient (K, <)-configuration from ¢. We call (o,¢, ) the substitution of
(o', ") into (6,1, 7).

6 Improvements and best configurations

We now study quotient configurations from (I, =), (K, <) when ¢: [ — 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 ¢+ < j for 4,5 € 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 4 < j but iAj. Then we say that < dominates < by s steps. Clearly, <
strictly dominates < if and only if s > 0. Also

Fuaa SFu=, Gue CGu=zx and Ho e CHa . (30)

We shall see below that for distinct <, <0 the second two inclusions are strict.

For each (I,=)-configuration (o, ¢, 7) in an abelian category A we have a
quotient (I, <)-configuration (&, 7, 7), as in Definition B2 with ¢ =id : I — I.
We call (o,¢,7) an improvement or an (I, =<)-improvement of (6,7,7), and a
strict improvement if <, < are distinct. If < dominates < by s steps we also
call (o,¢,7) an s step improvement of (7,7, 7).

We call an (I, 9)-configuration (&, 7, 7r) best if there exists no strict improve-
ment (o,¢,m) of (,7,7). Note that improvements are a special kind of refine-
ment, in the sense of Definition
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Our first result is simple. An (I, <)-configuration (o, ¢, 7) cannot have an
infinite sequence of strict improvements, as I has finitely many partial orders.
Thus, after finitely many steps we must reach an (I, <)-configuration with no
strict improvements, that is, a best configuration. This gives:

Lemma 6.2. Let (I,<) be a finite poset, and (o,t,m) an (I, <)-configuration
in an abelian category A. Then (o,i,m) can be improved to a best (I,=)-
configuration (o’,/, 7", for some partial order < on I dominated by <.

After some preliminary results on partial orders in §6.11 section [E2 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
exists nok € I with i #k # j and i Ik <j. Also

({j}, {i,5}) €Gu\Gus and ({i,j}, {Z}) EHu \Hauqa- (31)

Proof. As < strictly dominates =< there exist ¢,j € I with ¢ < j and i#j.
Suppose there exists k € I with i # k # j and ¢ < k < j. Then as i£j either
(a) iAk, or (b) kZAj. In case (a) we replace j by k, and in case (b) we replace i
by k. Then the new 4, j satisfy the original conditions, but are ‘closer together’
than the old 4,j. As [ is finite, repeating this process finitely many times we
reach 4, j for which there exists no such k. Equation (B easily follows. o

This implies that if < strictly dominates < then G; o) C G(; <, and H o) C
H < in @) are strict inclusions. But F; 4y € F(; < need not be strict. For
example, if I = {1,2} with 1 < 2 the only nontrivial relation, then F 4, =
F1,<y are both the set of all 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 < 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 =< by s steps, we can interpolate a chain of s + 1 partial
orders differing by one step.

Proposition 6.5. Let I be a finite set and <, < partial orders on I, where
dominates < by s steps. Then there exist partial orders I= < 4, S

N1~ s
on I such that S, _; dominates S, by one step, forr=1,...,s.

d
=
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Proof. Define <, =4. Suppose by induction that <, ..., <, have been chosen
for 0 < m < s such that <, _; dominates <, by one step and <, dominates <
by s —r steps for r = 1,...,m. Then <, strictly dominates < as s —m > 0,
so by Lemma B3] there ex1st 1,] € I Wlth i <,,J but iAj, and such that there
existnoi# k#jwithiS, kS,

Define <, by a<m+1b 1fa< band a # 4, b # j. Then 5, ., is a
partial order on I and <, domlnates S mg1 by one step by Lemma BE, and
< dominates = by s —m — 1 steps. Therefore by induction S,..., S,

~ m41 ’ ~S
exist, and as <, dominates < by 0 steps we have < = <.

6.2 Best (I, <X)-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 (I, =) is a finite poset, A an abelian category, and
(o,0,m) an (I, =)-configuration in A. Let J, K € F, <, with j2k and kZAj for
all je€J and k € K. Then JUK € F( < is an f-set and there is a canonical
isomorphism o(J) @ o(K) = o(J U K) identifying Loy, Lo(K)> To(J)> To(k) With
(J,JUK), (K, JUK),n(JUK,J),n(JUK, K) respectively. Hence

WS, JUK)om(JUK,J)+uK,JUK)on(JUK,K) =id,suk).  (32)

Proof. The conditions on J, K imply that JN K =0 and JU K € F, <, with
(J,LJUK),(K,JUK) € G, <, 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)oK,JUK) = 0. Parts (ii), (iii) and (D) of Definition Bl with
J,JUK,J in place of J, K, L give m(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
quickly follows from Popescu [I6, Cor. 2.7.4, p. 48]. O

Recall from Definition 2 that a short exact sequence 0 - X - Y — Z — 0
in A is called split if there is a compatible isomorphism ¥ &2 X & Z.

Proposition 6.7. Suppose (I,<) is a finite poset, A an abelian category, and
(o,t,m) an (I, <)-configuration in A which is not best. Then there exist i # j € I
with © < j but there exists no k € I with i #k # j and i <k < j, such that the
following short exact sequence is split:

{ZJ} b

({ }) L({}{ZJ}) (

{i,31)" o({j}) —=o0.  (33)

Proof. As (o,t,7) is not best it has a strict (I, <)-improvement (¢’,,7’), for
some =< dominated by <. Let 4,5 be as in Lemma Then i # j as i24j,
and there exists no k € I with ¢ # k # j and ¢ < k < j. As i), jAi
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Proposition B8 shows that o' ({i,7}) = o'({i}) o' ({j}). But o’({i}) = o({i}),
o'({i,j}) = o({i,}), ' ({5}) = o({5}), so o ({3, j}) = o({i}) ® o({j})-

Proposition 28 and equalities between ¢, and 7, 7’ show that the diagram

0—=o({i}) —= o({iheo({i}) = o({5}

idam})l hl ldvm})l

0 a({z}) t({7},{4.5}) a({z’,j}) 7r({w} {7}) {

commutes, where h = «({i},{%,7}) o To(giy) + ¢/ ({7}, {8, 5}) © mo(g51) 1s an iso-
morphism. Therefore by (), the short exact sequence (B is split.

We classify improvements for a two point indexing set K = {i,j}.

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

Proof. If there exists a (K, < )-improvement of (o,¢,7) then (B3]) is split by
Proposition B, which proves the ‘only if’ part. For the ‘if’ part, suppose
B3) is split. Then we can choose morphisms ¢/({j}, K) : 0({j}) = o(K) and

m'(K,{i}) : o(K) — o({i}) with
' (K {i}) o o({i}, K) =idgsy) and w(K, {j}) o/ ({j}, K) =idgzy) - (34)

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

Finally, fix 1y({j}, K), 7 (K, {i}) satisfying B4). We can easily prove that
every (K, <)-improvement (o', ;") of (o,¢,7) is defined uniquely by ¢’ = o,

! _ / J—
L |g(KS) =, 7 |H<K,g) =7 and

LK) =i} K)+u{i}, K)o f, w' (K {i}) =m0(K, {i}) = f o (K, {j})

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 (o7, 7') and f € Hom(o({j}), o({i})). O
Here is the converse to Proposition B

Proposition 6.9. Suppose (I, <) is a finite poset, A an abelian category, and
(o,t,m) an (I,<)-configuration in A. Let i # j € I with i < j but there exists
nok € I withi#k+#j and i <k < j, such that the short eract sequence
B3) is split. Define a partial order < on I by a=xb if a I b and a #1i, b # j,
so that < dominates < by one step. Then there exists an (I, =<)-improvement
(6,0,7) of (o,t,7). Such improvements up to canonical isomorphism are in 1-1
correspondence with Hom (o ({j}),o({i})).
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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 BN with ¢ = id, I in place of K, and K in place of both J and L. Therefore
Theorem B3 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 BH
shows that such improvements (5,7, 7) up to canonical isomorphism are in 1-1
correspondence with (K, <)-improvements (o/,, ") of (5,i, 7). But Lemma
shows that these are in 1-1 correspondence with Hom (o ({j}),c({i})). O

Propositions B4 and imply a criterion for best configurations:

Theorem 6.10. Let (o,¢,7) be an (I,=)-configuration in an abelian category
A. Then (0,1, m) 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 [B3) is 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
category A. Then all subconfigurations of (o,t,7) are also best.

7 Varieties and Euler characteristics

We now briefly recall some facts we will need about complex quasi-projective
varieties, Euler characteristics, and constructible sets and functions.

7.1 Varieties, subvarieties and constructible sets
We first introduce complex quasi-projective varieties, following Hartshorne [6].

Definition 7.1. A complex projective variety is a subset P of CP™ for some
m > 0 which is the zero set of finitely many homogeneous polynomials in C™ !,
A complex quasi-projective variety is a subset @ of CP™ of the form @ = R\ P
for projective varieties P C R C CP". Note that we do not require (quasi)-
projective varieties to be irreducible, as some authors do [6] p. 10].

If P C Q C CP™ with P,Q quasi-projective varieties, we call P a subvariety
of Q. Note that subvarieties are locally closed in the Zariski topology. Mor-
phisms of varieties are defined in 6, §1.3]. We consider isomorphic varieties to
be the same. Then a quasi-projective variety @ can be embedded in CP™ in
many ways for different m > 0, and no one way is preferred.

For m,n > 0 the disjoint union CP™ IICP" can be embedded as a subvariety
of CP™ ™1 Tt follows that finite disjoint unions of varieties are varieties.
Intersections and closures of subvarieties are subvarieties.

However, finite unions of subvarieties need not be subvarieties, and the image
of a subvariety P C @) under a morphism ¢ : @ — R need not be a subvariety.
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Because of this, the subvarieties of a variety @ are not a large enough class of
subsets of @ for our purposes, and we work instead with constructible sets.

Definition 7.2. Let @ be a complex quasi-projective variety. A constructible
set in @ is a finite union of subvarieties of Q.

By taking intersections, closures and complements we can always write a
constructible set as a finite union of disjoint subvarieties of . Mumford [T4]
p. 51] proves the following. The last part is due to Chevalley.

Proposition 7.3. Let P,Q be varieties, A, B constructible sets in P, and ¢ :
P — @ a morphism. Then ANB, AUB and P\ A are constructible sets in P,
and ¢(A) is a constructible set in Q.

7.2 FEuler characteristics

Next we discuss the Fuler characteristics of a variety and its subvarieties.

Definition 7.4. Let @Q be a complex quasi-projective variety. Regard @) as a
topological space with the analytic topology, induced from the manifold topology
on CP™ by the inclusion @ C CP™. Write x(Q) for the (topological) FEuler
characteristic of QQ, computed using compactly-supported cohomology.

As this definition involves the analytic topology it is special to varieties over
C. However, it is implicit in Kennedy [I1] that x(Q) can in fact be defined
purely algebraically, and the definition is then valid for varieties over any field
K of characteristic zero. The following properties of x are well known.

Proposition 7.5. (i) x(C™) =1 and x(CP™) =m+ 1 for all m > 0.
(ii) If P is a closed subvariety of a variety @, then x(Q)=x(P)+x(Q \ P).

(i) If P,Q are varieties then x(P x Q) = x(P)x(Q).
(iv) If ¢ : P — Q is a morphism of varieties which is a locally trivial fibration
in the analytic topology with fibre F', then x(P) = x(F)x(Q).

The Euler characteristic is additive over partitions into disjoint subvarieties.

Lemma 7.6. Suppose Q) is a complex quasi-projective variety, and D is a finite
set of disjoint subvarieties of Q, such that JycpU = Q, and U is the union
of sets in D for all U € D. Then x(Q) = > yep X(U).

Proof. The proof is by induction on |D|. If |[D| = 1 then D = {Q} and the result
is trivial. Suppose the lemma holds whenever |D| < n, and let @, D satisfy the
hypotheses with |D| = n + 1. Choose U € D with maximal dimension. If
U4V eDthenUNV =0, andso U € V as dimV < dimU. As V is a union
of sets in D, which are disjoint, we see that U NV = (.

Since @ \ U is the union of V € D with V # U we have UN(Q \ U) = 0, so
U is open, and Q\ U is a closed subvariety of Q. Hence x(Q) = x(Q\U)+x(U)
by Proposition [H(ii). But Q' = Q \ U and D' = D\ {U} satisfy the inductive
hypothesis with |D’| = n, so x(Q \ U) = > vepvzy X(V). The lemma follows
by induction. o
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We can dispense with the conditions on U in Lemma [Z6l

Proposition 7.7. Suppose a complex quasi-projective variety Q is the disjoint
union of subvarieties Uy, ..., Un. Then x(Q) = > vy X(Unm).

Proof. By taking intersections and complements of closures of subvarieties we
can construct a finite set D of disjoint subvarieties of @, such that @ and each
U; is a union of sets in D, and V is a union of sets in D for each V € D. Then

X@Q=>_xM=>_ > x(V)=> x(W),
VeD i=1 VeD:VCU; i=1
applying Lemma L8 to @Q,D and U;,{V € D: V C U;}. O

Using this we define the Euler characteristic of a constructible set.

Definition 7.8. Let @Q be a complex quasi-projective variety and A C @ a
constructible set. Then we can write A as the disjoint union of subvarieties
Ui,...,Up of Q. Define x(A) = Y7", x(U;). To show this is well-defined,
suppose A is also the disjoint union of subvarieties Vi,...,V,. Then U; is the
disjoint union of subvarieties U; NV for j = 1,...,n, so Proposition [ gives
x(Ui) = 325_1 x(Us N'V;), and similarly x(V;) = 3272, x(U; N'V;). Hence

m n m n

Dox(U) =33 XWinVy) =37 x(WinVy) =3 x(Vy).

i=1 j=1i=1 j=1

7.3 Constructible functions
Finally we define and study constructible functions.

Definition 7.9. Let P be a complex quasi-projective variety. A constructible
function on P is a function f : P — Z such that f(P) is finite and f~!(c)
is a constructible set for each ¢ € f(P). Write CF(P) for the abelian group
of constructible functions on P. For f € CF(P), define the weighted Fuler
characteristic x(P, f) by

X(Pf) =Y ex(f (o). (35)
cef(P)

Let ¢ : P — @ be a morphism of varieties, and f : P — Z a constructible
function on P. Define the push-forward CF(¢)f : Q — Z of f to Q by

(CE(@)f) (@) = x(¢7(q), fls-1()) for g € Q. (36)

This is well-defined as ¢~ !(q) is a subvariety, and f|s-1(,) is constructible.

MacPherson [I3, Prop. 1] showed that constructible functions CF(Q) and
the push-forward CF(¢) form a functor.
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Theorem 7.10. Let ¢ : P — @Q be a morphism of complex quasi-projective
varieties and f : P — 7 a constructible function. Then CF(¢)f is constructible.
Thus CF(¢) : CF(P) — CF(Q) is a morphism of abelian groups.

Suppose ¥ : Q — R is another morphism of varieties. Then CF(¢ o ¢) =
CF(y) o CF(¢) as maps CF(P) — CF(R). Hence CF is a functor from the
category of complex quasi-projective varieties to the category of abelian groups.

Using results of Sabbah [I8] on Lagrangian cycles, Kennedy [L] provides a
purely algebraic definition of the constructible functions functor, which is valid
for varieties over any field K of characteristic zero. It should be possible to use
this to generalize the results of this paper and [].

Let {0} be a single point, considered as a variety, and for a variety P let
wp : P — {0} be the projection, considered as a morphism. Then CF(7p) :
CF(P) — CF({0}) = Z maps f — x(P,f). If ¢ : P — Q is a morphism of
varieties then mp = mg 0 ¢. So from CF(¢) o ¢) = CF(¢) o CF(¢) in Theorem
[CT0 we deduce:

Corollary 7.11. Let ¢ : P — Q be a morphism of complex quasi-projective
varieties and f : P — Z be constructible. Then x(P, f) = x(Q,CF(¢)f).

Viro [20] gives an interesting point of view on constructible functions. One
can regard the Euler characteristic as a measure, defined on constructible sets.
Then x (P, f) is the integral of f with respect to this measure, and the push-
forward CF(¢)f integrates f over the fibres of ¢.

8 Quot-schemes and varieties of subobjects

In §9we shall define and study moduli spaces of configurations Man(X, I, <X, k)
in an abelian category A. To prove that M. (X, I, =, k) is a complex quasi-
projective variety, we need to make some assumptions on A, to do with the
variety structure on families of subobjects S C X for X € A. This section sets
out these assumptions, and shows they hold for many interesting examples. We
shall use the following notation.

Definition 8.1. Let A be an abelian category, choose K (A) as in Definition
B2 and let X € A. Suppose S C X is a subobject, represented by an injective
morphism ¢ : U — X. Write [S] for [U] € K(A). This is well-defined, as U
is determined by S up to isomorphism. For @ € K(A) define Sub®(X) = {5 :
S C X is a subobject, [S] = a}.

Here are our assumptions on A.

Assumption 8.2. Let A be an abelian category, and let K(A) be a quotient
of the Grothendieck group Ky(A) as in Definition Suppose that:

(i) Hom(X,Y) has the structure of a finite-dimensional complex vector space
for all X,Y € A, and the composition maps Hom(X,Y) x Hom(Y, Z) —
Hom(X, Z) are complez bilinear, so A is C-linear.
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(ii) Sub®(X) has the structure of a complex projective variety for all X € A

and o € K(A).

(i) Inc®?(X) is a closed subvariety of Sub®(X) x Sub”(X) for all X € A and

(iv)

a, B € K(A), where
Inc™?(X) = {(S,T): S € Sub™(X), T € Sub’(X), Sc T c X}. (37
For all o, 8,7 € K(A),

{(S,T,U) € Sub™(X) x Sub’(X) x Sub”(X): U =SNT} (38)
and {(S,T,U) € Sub®(X) x Sub’(X) x Sub™(X): U = S+ T} (39)

are subvarieties of Sub®(X) x Sub”(X) x Sub”(X).

Let U V,W,X € Awith0 - U -5V W — 0exactand j : V — X
injective. Let R C X and T' C X be the subobjects represented by
joi:U — X and j : V — X. Let a = [U] in K(A), and for each
B € K(A) define ©F : Sub” (W) — Sub®*#(X) as follows.

Let Q € SubB(W) be represented by e : E — W. Let ¢ : W — C be a
cokernel for e. Let k : K — V be a kernel for con : V — C. Define
0%(Q) € Subo‘Jrﬁ(X) to be the subobject represented by jok : K — X.
Then ©F is a well-defined isomorphism of varieties

07 : Sub? (W) — {S e Sub*™(X): Rc Sc T c X}, (40)
where the right hand side is a closed subvariety of Sub®*?(X).
Let W, X € A with [W] = o in K (A). Write
Inj(W, X) = {i € Hom(W, X) : i is injective}. (41)

Regard Hom(W, X) = C' as an affine variety. Then Inj(W, X) is an
open subvariety of Hom(W, X), and Aut(W) is an algebraic group which
acts freely and algebraically on Inj(W, X). Hence Inj(W, X)/ Aut(W) is a
quasi-projective variety. The natural 1-1 correspondence

Inj(W, X)/ Aut(W)—{S € Sub®(X): S = W} (42)

taking ¢ Aut(WW) to the subobject represented by i : W — X is an iso-
morphism of varieties, where the r.h.s. is a subvariety of Sub®(X).

Although this list of assumptions is long, it is satisfied in many interesting
cases, as the following two theorems show.

Theorem 8.3. Let P be a smooth complex projective variety, and A the abelian
category of coherent sheaves on P. Then A is of finite type over C in the sense of

3

and satisfies Assumption [BA with K(A) = Ko(A) or K(A) = K™™(A).
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Proof. From §ZH A is of finite type over C, so K™ (A) is well-defined. We
recall the construction of Grothendieck’s Quot-scheme [H] (see also Kollar [T2]
81.1 & Th. 1.5.16]), translating into our categorical notation. In particular,
Ext*(O(—n), X) below is written H*(P, X (n)) in [T2.

Let O(1) be a very ample line bundle on P, which exists as P is projective.
Write O(n) for @ O(1) or @ "O(1)*, as usual. Then O(n) € A for n € Z.
For each o € K(A) the Hilbert polynomial p, is a polynomial p, : Z — Z,
linear in a, given by pa(n) = x([O(—n)], @), where x is the Euler form of 27
As the Euler form is well-defined on both Ky(A) and K™™(A), the following
arguments hold with K(A) = Ko(A) or K(A) = K™™(A).

Now fix X € A and a € K(A). Then using [I2, Th. I.1.5] one can prove
that there exists ng € Z such that for all n > ng, whenever S € Sub®(X) is
represented by i : W — X, we have

(i) Ext®(O(—n), W)=0 for k>0, so dim Hom(O(—=n), W))=pa(n) by (@).
(ii) The tautological morphism Hom(O(—n), W) ® O(—n) — W is surjective.
For n > ng and S, 7, W as above, define
AS = {io f: f € Hom(O(—n),W)} € Hom(O(-n), X).

Then A depends only on S, n.

As i is injective the map f ~ io f is injective, so A2 is a vector subspace
of Hom(O(—n), X) isomorphic to Hom(O(—n), W). Thus dim A% = p,(n) by
(i). Also, using (ii) one can show that the image (kernel of the cokernel) of the
tautological morphism A5 ® O(—n) — X represents S C X, so we can recover
S from A7. Therefore we have constructed an injective map

=Y Sub®(X) — Gr(([:p"‘("), Hom(O(-n),X)) givenby S+ A,

where Gr(C?,V) is the Grassmannian of I-dimensional subspaces of a finite-
dimensional complex vector space V. It is a complex projective variety.

Grothendieck [] shows that =% identifies Sub®(X) with a closed subvari-
ety of Gr(CP= ("),Hom(O(—n),X)) for n > 0. The induced projective variety
structure on Sub®(X) is independent of n. This proves Assumption B2(ii).

The rest of Assumption B2 is now fairly straightforward. Part (i) is standard.
Since S C T C X if and only if AY C AT C Hom(O(—n), X) for n >> 0, part
(iii) holds as {(A, B) € Gr(C?,V) x Gr(C?,V) : A C B} is a closed subvariety
of Gr(CP,V) x Gr(C?,V). For (iv), one can show that U = SNT if and only if
AY = A5 N AT for n > 0, and @BR) follows as

{(A,B,C) € Gr(C?,V) x Gr(C?, V) x Gr(C",V) : C = AN B}

is a subvariety of Gr(C?,V) x Gr(C%, V) x Gr(C",V), not necessarily closed.
Also U = S + T if and only if AV = A% + AT for n > 0, and BJ) follows in a
similar way. We leave (v) and (vi) as an exercise. O

I can also prove the following result.
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Theorem 8.4. Suppose A is an abelian category of finite length, Hom(X,Y),
Extl(X, Y) are finite-dimensional vector spaces over C for all X, Y € A, and
the multiplication maps of Definition ZIA(ii) are complex bilinear for (m,n) =
(0,0), (0,1) and (1,0). Then A satisfies Assumption 8D with K(A)=Ky(A).

Sketch proof. Suppose X € A has nonisomorphic simple factors Sy, ..., S, with
multiplicities l1,...,l, > 0. Using Definition EZTA(iii), by a finite sequence of
‘universal’ extensions by direct sums of S, we construct U,V € A such that
if Y € A has simple factors S, with multiplicity k,, for m = 1,...,n and
0 <k, < lpn, then

(a) There exists f: U — Y surjective, and dim Hom(U,Y) = 3" | kmlp,.
(b) There exists g : Y — V injective, and dim Hom(Y, V) = >0 _ kplpm.

m=1
Here is how to define V. Set V! = @ _, D" Sp. Given Vi, let Vit fit
into an exact sequence
0= ViV 5@ _ S, @Ext!(S,,, Vi) — 0. (43)

By Definition ELT(iii), sequences @3] are classified by an element of

m=1

Ext!' (@ _, Sm ® Ext (S, V), V) 2 @~ _| Ext'(Sm, V) @ Ext' (S, V)*

up to isomorphism. Let V**! correspond to the sum over m of the identity in
Ext! (S, V) ®@Ext! (S,,, V*)*. By induction this defines a series V!, V2, ... € A.
Set V = VZm=1tm_ We define U similarly, but reversing arrows.

Any subobject S C X determines an exact sequence

0 W—=X—"=>Y 0 (44)

up to isomorphism, where S C X is the equivalence class of « : W — X. Given
), define vector subspaces A C Hom(U, X), B C Hom(X, V) by

A={iof:feHom(UW)} and B={gom:geHom(Y,V)}.

Then two sequences ([Hl) determine the same A, B if and only if they correspond
to the same subobject S C X.
Moreover, subspaces A C Hom(U,X), B € Hom(X,V) correspond to a
subobject S C X if and only if they satisfy
(i) boa=0in Hom(U,V) for all a € A and b € B; and
(i) dimA+dimB =" _,12.

This gives a 1-1 correspondence between subobjects S C X and pairs (4, B)
satisfying (i), (ii). Under this Sub®(X) corresponds to a closed subvariety of
the product of Grassmannians Gr ((Cp, Hom(U, X)) x Gr ((Cq, Hom(X, V)), which
proves Assumption B2(ii). The rest of Assumption is easily verified. O
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9 Generalized Hilbert schemes

When an abelian category A satisfies Assumption B2 we shall define moduli
spaces Man(X, I, =<, k) of (I, <)-configurations (o, ¢, 7) with o(I) = X, which
we call generalized Hilbert schemes. We also define subspaces ./\/l;)H(X, 1,<,K)
and Mg, Mg, ME MDE(X T, <, k,0) depending on Z, §, according to whether
(o,t,m) is best, or o({i}) is 6-(semi)stable for all i € I.

Sections show that the M. (X, 1, <, k) are complex quasi-projective
varieties, various natural maps between them are morphisms of varieties, and
that the subspaces are constructible sets, provided Z,6 are permissible. The

name ‘generalized Hilbert scheme’ will be explained in §0.0

9.1 (I, =,k)-configurations and moduli spaces
We begin by defining (I, <, k)-configurations, and notions of isomorphism.

Definition 9.1. Suppose A satisfies Assumption Let (I,=) be a finite
poset and k : I — K(A) a map. For the rest of the paper we use the following
notation: we extend k to the set of subsets of I by defining r(J) = >, ; £(j).
To motivate this, note that Proposition B0l simplifies to [o(J)] = x(J) for all
J € F.<). Define a set of A-data to be a triple (I, <, ) such that (I, =) is
a finite poset and x : I — K(A) a map with x(J) # 0 for all § # J C I.
Define an (I, <, k)-configuration to be an (I, X)-configuration (o, ¢, 7) in A with
[c({i})] = k(@) in K(A) for alli € I.

(i) For A-data (I, =<, k), define Aut(l, <, k) to be the set of bijections ¢ : I —
I with ¥ (i)=2¢(j) if and only if i=j and x(1(i)) = k(i) for all i € I. Then
Aut(I, =<, k) is a finite group.

(ii) Let (o,¢,m), (¢’,d,7") be (I, X)-configurations in A. An isomorphism « :
(o,t,m) = (o’,V/,7") is a collection of isomorphisms a(J) : o(J) = o'(J)
for each J € F; 4, satisfying

a(K)ou(J,K)="1(J,K)oa(J]) for all (J,K) € G, <), and
a(K)on(J,K)=7'(J,K)oa(J) for all (J,K) € H <.

Isomorphisms compose in the obvious way.

We shall study moduli spaces of configurations (o,t,7) in A with o(I) = X.

Definition 9.2. Let A satisfy Assumption B2 Let (I, <, ) be a set of A-data,
and X € A with [X] = () in K(A).

(a) Define Man(X, I, =, k) to be the set of ~-equivalence classes of (I, =<, k)-
configurations (o, ¢, 7) with o(I) = X, where (o,¢,7m) ~ (o/,¢/, ') if there
exists an isomorphism « : (o,¢,7) — (o,/,7") with a() = idx. We
call Man(X,1,=,k) a generalized Hilbert scheme. Write [(o, ¢, )] for the
equivalence class of (o, ¢, 7).
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(b) Let MAE(X,I,=,k) € Man(X,I,=,k) be the subset of [(c,¢,7)] with
(0,t,m) best, as in Definition Gl

Now suppose Z is a slope function on A with phase 0, as in Definition 27

(c) Let Mg(X,1,=,k,0) C Man(X,1,=, k) be the subset of [(o,¢,7)] with
o({i}) 0-semistable for all i € I, as in Definition E

(d) Let Mg (X, I,=,k,0) C Mss(X, I, =, k,0) C Man(X,I,=, k) be the sub-
set of [(o, ¢, )] with o({i}) 6-stable for all i € I.

(e) Let M2(X,1,=,k,0) = Ms(X,I,=,K,0) N MBY(X, T,<, k)
and M2 (X, 1, =, k,0) = Mu(X, I, =, 5,0) N ME (X, 1, =, k).

Configurations (o,¢, ) with o({i}) 6-(semi)stable for all ¢ € I will themselves
be called 6-(semi)stable.

Let Aut(I, =<, k) act on Man(X,I,=<,k) by ¢ - [(0,¢,7)]=[(c", ¢, 7")], where
o' (J) = o~ (J)) for J € Fzy, V(LK) = (" 1(J]), v 1 (K)) for (J,K) €
Gu<y,and ©'(J, K) = w(¢=1(J), v 1 (K)) for (J,K) € H <.

We also define characteristic functions of moduli spaces.

Definition 9.3. Let X € A and F be any finite disjoint union of moduli
spaces Man(X, I, =, k), as above. For A-data (I, =<, k) with [X] = x(I), define
Satt, 60 (X, I, =, k) and 6, 6ss, 62, 62(X, I, =%, k,0) : F — {0,1} C Z to be the
characteristic functions of May, ..., M2(X,I,=<,k,0) on F, that is, they are 1
on the appropriate subset M. (X, I, <, k), ..., and zero elsewhere.

Now the notions of isomorphism in Theorem and Definition are the
same, so Theorems and yield:

Proposition 9.4. Given [(o,t,m)] € Ma(X,1I,=,k), for each s-set J C I
define the subobject S” C X to be the equivalence class of 1(J,I) : o(J) — X.
This defines a 1-1 correspondence between Man(X,I,=,k) and collections of
subobjects S C X for s-sets J satisfying (M) and [S7] = k(J) in K(A).

Corollary 9.5. The action of Aut(I,=,k) on Man(X,1,=,K) is free.

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that the action is not free, so that there
exists id # ¢ € Aut(I, <, k) and [(0,¢,7)] € Man(X, I, =, k) with ¢-[(o,¢,7)] =
[(0,¢,7)]. Let the subobjects S’ C X be as in Propositionldl Then S’ = §¥()
as ¥ - [(o,1,m)] = [(0,¢,7)]. Since id # 9 there exists an s-set J C I with
K = (J) # J. Thus S/"% = 8/ nSK = §7 as §7 = SK so the factor
S7/STK is zero. Hence k(J\ K) = [S7/S77E] = 0 in K(A), which contradicts
Definition @11 as J \ K # 0. O

Next we define maps between moduli spaces using quotient configurations.

Definition 9.6. Let (I,=<,k) be a set of A-data, (K, <) a finite poset, and
¢ : I — K a surjective map with ¢(i) < ¢(j) when 4,j € I with i<j. Define
p: K — K(A) by p(k) = k(¢ (k). Then (K, <D, p) is a set of A-data.
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Suppose X € A with [X] = k() = p(K) in K(A). Define a map

Q(1757K7§7¢) : Mall(Xalajuﬁ) — Mall(XuKaﬂau)

by QU,xX,K,<,9): [(O',L,F)] — [(6,[, 7?)}, (45)

where (7,7, 7) is the quotient (K, <Q)-configuration of (o,¢,7) from ¢ : I — K,
as in Definition 2l In the special case when I = K and ¢ : I — I is the identity
map idy, so that u = k and <, < are partial orders on I where < dominates =<,
write Q(I,<,<) = Q(I, 3,1, ﬁ,ldj).

Observe that Q(I, =X, K,<,¢) : [(o,t,7)] — [(6,7,7)] means (o,t,7) is a

refinement of (&,7,7), and Q(I =,9) : [(o,¢,m)] — [( z,7)] means (o,¢,7) is
an improvement of (&,7,7), in the sense of Definitions B2 - and B11

9.2 Moduli spaces are complex quasi-projective varieties

We now show that the Mo (X, I, <, k) in fTare quasi-projective varieties, and
the natural maps between them are morphisms of varieties.

Theorem 9.7. Let A satisfy Assumption[83, (I,=,k) be a set of A-data, and
X € A with [X] = k() in K(A). Then
(i) ./\/lan(X,I
(ii) Let (K,<) be a finite poset and ¢ : I — K surjective with i=j im-
plies (i) < ¢(j). Define p : K — K(A) by u(k) = x(¢~'(k)). Then
Q(I7j7K g, ¢) dll(X7 Iajuﬁ) — Mdll(X7 Kuﬁuu) is a morphism Of
varieties in ([@3).

, =, Kk) has the structure of a complex quasi-projective variety.

Proof. Define a map

V(g2 Man(X,1,2,6) = [ Sub™(X) by [(o,e.m)] = J] S/, (46)
s-sets J s-sets J

where S7 C X is represented by ¢(J,I) : o(J) — X. Proposition @2 shows that
W (1,<,x) 18 a 1-1 correspondence with its image, which is

{ I 8¢ II s (x):8" =0, §'=x, $4nsP=54%,
ssets J seets 84 + 8B = §AYB {41 all s-sets A, BC I}.

Thus, the image of \IJ( 1,=,k) is the solutions of a collection of equations in the
complex projective variety [[. .. 7 Sub®)(X).

We shall see that each of these equations defines a subvariety of the prod-
uct. Clearly S = 0 and S’ = X define subvarieties. And S4 NS5 = §ANE,
SA + 8B = §AUB (efine subvarieties for each pair of s-sets A, B by Assumptlon
BA(iv). Thus, the image of V(7 <) is a finite intersection of subvarieties in
HS_SCtS J Sub”) (X), so it is a complex quasi-projective variety, which is identi-
fied with Mn(X, I, <, k). This proves (i).
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If [(0,¢,m)] € Man(X,I,=<,k) then Q(I,=,K,<,9¢) : [(0,¢,7)] — [(6,T,7)],
where (7,7, 7) is the quotient (K, <)-configuration of (o,¢, 7). Let

\I’([yjﬁ,{)([(d, L,7T)]) = H SJ and \II(KVSL#)([(&ZJ?)]) = H S’L.
(I, =) s-sets J (K, d) s-sets L
If L C K isa (K,<)s-set then J = ¢ (L) is an (I, <) s-set, and 6(L) = o(J),
(L, K) = «(J,I) by definition of (5,7, 7). Hence S& = §7 = §¢ (1),
Therefore the map ¥z < (./\/lan(X, I, =, m)) = Yk a.u (./\/lan(X, K, <, u))
induced by Q(I, =, K, <, ) takes [](; <) et ;87 Lk, <) ssets LS‘VI(L).
This is clearly a morphism of varieties, proving (ii). O

Next we describe the structure of M,}fn (X, 1,X,K).

Proposition 9.8. Let A, (I,=,x), X be as above. Then M5 (X,I,=,k) is a
constructible set in Man(X, 1, =<, k).

Proof. By definition of best configurations, we see that

Mall(Xuluja'k‘:)\M;)ll(XulujaK/): U Q(Iusaj)(Mall(Xulusuﬁ))'
.05 < on I:
=< str?ctly dominates <

But Q(I, <, %) (Man(X, I, <, k)) is constructible by Theorem B and Propo-

sition So Man(X, I, =, 5) \ MY (X, I, =, k), and hence M5 (X, 1, <, k), is
constructible by Proposition O

From Theorem B7i) and Proposition I8 we deduce:

Corollary 9.9. The characteristic functions San,05(X, I, =, k) of Definition
[@3 are constructible functions on the quasi-projective variety JF.

9.3 Permissible slope functions

Here are the conditions we need a slope function Z on A to satisfy.

Definition 9.10. Let A satisfy Assumption B2, let Z be a slope function on
A with phase 0, and let X € A. We call Z,0 permissible with respect to X if
they satisfy the conditions:

(i) A is O-artinian and 0-noetherian, in the sense of Definition

(ii) There exists a subset K2 (X) C K(A) such that if Y € A is a f-semistable
factor of X then [Y] € K& (X), and {o € K& (X) : |Z(a)| < R} is finite
for all R > 0.

Remark 9.11. If A has finite length, as in Definition EZH, then every slope
function Z on A is permissible with respect to all X € A. Part (i) holds as
artinian implies f-artinian and noetherian implies f-noetherian. For (ii), if X
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has n simple factors, counted with multiplicity, then as the simple factors of Y
are a subset of those of X, there are at most 2™ possibilities for [Y] € K(A).

Furthermore, there is a natural slope function Z : Ko(A) — Z such that
Z([X]) is the number of simple factors of X, counted with multiplicity. The
corresponding phase function 6 is identically zero. It easily follows that all
X € A are f-semistable, and X is f-stable if and only if it is simple.

For permissible Z, 6 we will show that Mgy, Mss, M2, M2 (X, T, <, k,0) are
constructible subsets of My (X, I, =, k). Here are two preparatory results.

Lemma 9.12. Let A, X,Z,0 be as in Definition [@10 with X 2% 0, and let
0=Ay C Ay C --- C A, = X be the filtration given by Theorem [ZI0, with
Sk = Ai/Ak—1 0-semistable and 6([S1]) > 0([S2]) > --- > 0([Sy,]). Then for all
subobjects S C X with 0 # S # X we have 0 < 0([S,]) < 0([X] — [9]).

Proof. This follows from the proof of Theorem XTI in [T7, §1], as S, = X/A, 1
is constructed to be the nonzero quotient object of X with least phase. O

Proposition 9.13. Let A satisfy Assumption B3, let Z be a permissible slope
function on A with respect to X € A with phase 0, and let (I,=,k) be A-data
with k(I) = [X]. Then there exists a finite subset P C K(A) such that whenever
(o,t,m) is an (I, =, k)-configuration in A with o(I) = X, and Y = o({i}) for
some i € I, and U € A is one of the 0-semistable factors of Y in the Harder—
Narasimhan filtration of Theorem 210, then [U] € P, and if V is one of the
0-stable factors of U in Theorem 211}, then [V] € P.

Proof. Let (o,t,m) be an (I, <, k)-configuration and i € I. Set Y = o({i}),
and let 0 = By C --- C B,, =Y be the filtration given by Theorem IO with
Ty = By/By—1 6-semistable and 0([T1]) > --- > 6([Ton]). Let 7 : Y — T5,, be a
surjective morphism representing the quotient object Y/B,,—1 & T),.

Define an s-set J = {j € I : j=<i}. Choose a, A to fit into the exact sequence

a w(J,{i})om
0 A o(J) e 0. (47)

Let S C X be the subobject represented by ¢(J,I) o c. Then [S] = [4] =
k(J) — [T] by @), so Lemma T2 gives

0 < 0([Sa]) < O([X] = [T]) = 0(a(I\ J) + [T1n))- (48)

If Ook(i) =1then as 1 > 6([T1]) > --- > O([T)n]) we find that m = 1 and
[T1] = k(i). So suppose 8 o k(i) < 1. Then we have

1>00k(i) = 0([Th]), (49)
as 6 o k(i) lies between 6([T1]) and 6([T,]). Also
0<Im(Z([T3])) < Im(Z o k(i) forj=1,....,m, (50)

since 0 < Im(Z([T}])) by Definition & and Z([T1])+- - -+ Z([Twm]) =Z o k().
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Combining EX), @) and E0) for j = m and noting that Z([T,,]) has phase
70([Thn]), we see that Z([T,,]) lies in a bounded region of C. As T,, is 6-
semistable, Definition [IITKii) gives a finite set Q; C K2 (X) C K(A) depending
only on A, Z, X, (I, X, k) and i with [T},,] € Q;.

As [Ty,]) € Q; and 1 > 0([T1]) > --- > 0([T\]) we see that

0< min f(a) <H(T;3])) <1 forj=1,...,m.

acQ);

Combining this with Z([T1])+ - -+Z([Tm]) = Z o k(i) and noting that Z([T}]) has
phase 7 §([T}]), we see that Z([T}]) lies in a bounded subset of Cfor j = 1,...,m,
so that |Z([T}])| < R, for some R; > 0 depending only on A, Z, X, (I, <, k) and .

Let R = max;e; R, and set P = {o € K (X) : |Z(o)] < R}. Then P is
finite by Definition BIKii). Let (o,¢, ), i, Y,U and V be as in the proposition.
Then U = Tj for some j = 1,...,m from above, so | Z([U])| < R; < R, and thus
[U] € P as U is #-semistable, as we have to prove. As the f-stable factors of U
have the same phase we see that |Z([V])| < |Z([U])] < Ri < R, and so [V] € P
as V is f-semistable. This completes the proof. O

Here is our result, similar to Proposition and Corollary @9

Theorem 9.14. Let A satisfy Assumption [83, let Z be a permissible slope
function on A with respect to X € A with phase 0, and let (K, <, u) be A-data
with W(K) = [X]. Then Mg, Mg, M2, MP(X, K, <, 11,0) are constructible
subsets of Man(X, K, <, 1), and s, 0ss, 02, 62(X, K, <, u,0) in Definition [I23
are constructible functions on F.

Proof. Let P C K(A) be the finite subset given by Proposition with
(K, <, u) in place of (I, =<, k). We shall prove that

Mall(XaKuﬁuu)\ U Q(IajuKaﬂa(b)
— I,=X,k,¢: (I,=X,k) is A-data,
MSS(X’ K’ S]’ K 9) - ¢ I¢~>(K is su)rjcctivc, [MB‘“(X’ I’ j’ FL)] .
w(I) € PUp(K), [I| > |K], (51)
k(¢ (k) =p(k) for k € K,
if 4, €I with ¢(i)# ¢(j) then
i=j if and only if ¢(i) <é(j),
i,5 € 1, $(i) = $(j) and i£j
implies 6 o k(i) < 0 o k()

First suppose that [(7,7,7)] € Man(X, K, <, u) lies in the right hand side
of @). Then [(6,1,7)] = Q(I,j,K,ﬁ,qﬁ)([(a,L,w)]) for for some I,=,k,¢
satisfying the conditions and [(o, ¢, 7)] € Man(X, I, <, k). Choose (o, ¢, ) in its
isomorphism class so that (7,7, 7) is its quotient configuration from ¢.

As |I] > |K| and ¢ is surjective we have |¢p~1(k)| > 1 for some k € K.
Set J = ¢~'(k), and let j be <-minimal in J. If j # ¢ € J then iZj, so
Oo k(i) <@ork(j). As |J| > 1, this implies that

0(o({7})) =00 r(j) > 00 k() =0(c(])) = 0(5({k})), (52)
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noting that o(J) = ¢({k}). But «({j},J) : o({j}) — d({k}) is injective,
so (B2) shows that o({k}) is O-unstable by Definition EZ1 Hence [(5,7,7)] ¢
M(X, K, <, 1, 0), so the left hand side of ([l contains the right hand side.

Now suppose [(7,7,7)] € Man(X, K, <, 1)\ Mss(X, K, <, 11, 0). Then &({1})
is not f-semistable for some | € K. Set Y = ¢({l}), and let 0 = Ay C --- C
A, =Y be the filtration given by Theorem TN for YV, with Sy = Ai/Ar-1
f-semistable and 0([S1])>--->0([Sy]).

Set J ={1,...,n}, and let (¢/,/, ") be the (J, <)-configuration constructed
from 0 = Ag C --- C A, =Y by Corollary 4, with o'(J) =Y = o({j}).
Suppose for simplicity that J N K = (. Then Definition BX constructs a fi-
nite poset (I,=<) with J C I, a surjective map ¢ : I — K, and an (I, =<)-
configuration (o,t,7) with quotient (K, <)-configuration (&,z,7) and (J, <)-
subconfiguration (¢’, ¢/, 7’).

Now I, =X, k, ¢ satisty all the conditions in (BIl). In particular, as Y is not
f-semistable n > 1 and so |I| = |K|+n —1 > |K|, and Proposition
implies that x(J) C P, and «(I \ J) C p(K), giving «(I) € P U p(K). But
[(5,2,7)] = QU,=,K,<,6)([(0,¢,m)]). Thus [(6,7,7)] lies in the right hand
side of (&II). This proves (&Il).

By Proposition [[3 and Theorem [ each Q(I, X, K, <, ¢)[Man(X, I, <, )]
is a constructible subset of Man(X, K,<,u). As P is finite, there are only
finitely many isomorphism classes of I, <, k, ¢ on the right hand side of (&Il).
Thus M (X, K, <, u) \ Mgs(X, K, <, i, 0) is a finite union of constructible sets
by [&1l), so Mss(X, K, <, p,0) is constructible by Proposition [L3

A similar proof shows that M.y (X, K, <, u) \ Mg (X, K, <, 1, 0) is given
by the right hand side of (&Il) with 6 o k(i) < 6 o k(j) instead of § o k(i) <
0o k(j). Hence Mg (X, K, <, u,0) is also constructible. As the intersection of
constructible sets is constructible, Definition L2(e) and Proposition By imply
that ME ML (X, K, <, i, 0) are constructible. The last part of the theorem is
immediate. O

9.4 Morphisms from subconfigurations

Let (I,=,k) be A-data and J C I an f-set. Then each (I, <, k)-configuration
(o', ,7') has a (J, X, k)-subconfiguration (7,7, 7). We would like to say that
[(o',,7")] = [(6,7,7)] is a morphism between appropriate moduli spaces.

However, this does not make sense, as Y = (J) depends on (¢’,¢,7’), so
the target space M, (Y, J, <X, k) is not fixed. To get round this we restrict to
[(of,/,7")] in Man(X, I, =, k) with a fixed quotient (K, <)-configuration (o, ¢, 7)
under ¢ : I — K, which determines Y = 5(.J).

Definition 9.15. Let (I,<,k), (K,<Q), ¢: I - K, X, pand Q(I,=,K,<,¢)
be as in Definition [l Let L € Fx ), and set J = ¢~1(L). Suppose (o, ¢, )
is a (K, <, p)-configuration, and set Y = o(L). Define

S, 2, K, 9,¢,7): QUL =, K, <,6) 7 ([(0,4,7)]) = Man(Y. J, %, k)

by S(L=, K, D,6,J): (0,0, 7)] o (3,7 7)), (53)
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where (7,7, 7) is defined as follows. As Q(I, X, K, <, ¢) : [(o/,,7")] = [(o,¢,7)],
the quotient (K, d)-configuration of (¢/, ¢/, ') from ¢ is isomorphic to (o, ¢, 7).

Choose (0’ ;") in its isomorphism class such that this quotient configura-
tion is equal to (o,¢,m). Then o/(J) = o(L) =Y as J = ¢~ (L). Let (5,i,7)
be the (J, <)-subconfiguration of (¢’,/, 7). Then [(7,7,7)] € Man(Y, J, X, k).
One can easily check that [(7,7, 7)] is independent of the choice of (¢/, ¢/, '), so
S(I,=X,K,<, ¢,J) is well-defined.

Theorem 9.16. S(I, =<, K,<,¢,J) is a morphism of varieties in (B3).

Proof. Note that Q(I, =<, K, <, ¢)~! ([(U, 1, )] is a subvariety of M (X, I, X, k)
by Theorem [ Let (o/,¢/, '), (7,7, 7) be as in Definition @I For each (I, <)
s-set A C I, let S4 C X be the subobject represented by /(A1) : o/(A) — X,
and for each (J, <) s-set B C J, let T® C Y be the subobject represented by
i(B,J):6(B) =Y. Then by (&) we have

\11(1,57,{)([(0'1,LI,7T H SA and \I/(]< K)([ 5‘ Z 'ﬁ' = H TB
(I, =) s-sets A ( J, <) s-sets B

As the variety structures on M (X, I, <, k) and M. (Y, J, <, k) are induced by
those on [, cots 4 c 1 Sub®)(X) and Mecets 5 g Sub™®)(Y), we must show
that the map [], SA =TI 5 TP is a morphism of the appropriate subvarieties.

As L is a (K, Q) f-set there exist (K, <) s-sets E C FF C K with L = F'\ E.
Set C = ¢~ Y(E) and D = ¢ (F). Then C C D C I are (I, =) s-sets with
J=D\C. If Bisa (J,X) sset then A = BUD is an (I, <) s-set with
B = A\ D, and this gives a 1-1 correspondence between (J, <) s-sets B and
(I,=) s-sets A with C C A C D.

AsC = ¢ Y(E), I = ¢~ 1(K) we see that ./ (C,I) : 0/(C') — X coincides with
o(E,K) : 0(E) — X. Hence S depends only on (c,t,7), and is independent
of (¢/,¢/,«"). Similarly S is independent of (¢/,//, 7). Note also that if A is
an (I,=) s-set with C C A C D then S¢ c §4 c SP c X.

Apply Assumption B2(v) with U, V,W,i, j replaced by o'(C), o'(D), Y,
/(C,D) and 7'(D, J) respectively. This gives an isomorphism of varieties

07 : Sub? (V) — {S € Sub® I (X): ¢ c S c s ¢ x}. (54)

Careful thought shows that for each (J, <) s-set B we have ©%(B)(TB) = g4,
where A = B U D. Hence the map [[,S4 — [[zT? is given by T8 =
(0x(B))=1(§BYP) which is a morphism of varieties as ©%(5) is an isomorphism.
This completes the proof. O

Now suppose that (I, <), J, (K, <) and ¢ are as in Definition B Then in
&), (6,2,7) is the (J, %)-subconfiguration of (¢’,:, 7). But also, (¢’,/,7")
is the result of substituting (6,7,7) into (o,¢, 7). Theorem BH shows that
(o', ,7") and (G,7,7) determine each other up to canonical isomorphism, so
S(I,=,K,<,¢,J) is a 1-1 correspondence. As ©° in (&) is an isomorphism,
examining the proof of Theorem [TA shows that S(I, <, K, <, ¢, J) is also an
isomorphism, and we have proved:
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Proposition 9.17. Let (I,=), J, (K,<) and ¢ : I — K be as in Definition[57,
and suppose [(o,1,7)] € Man(X, I, =X, k) for some X, k. Then S(I, =X, K,<,¢,J)

in @) is an isomorphism of varieties.
We now extend Proposition to varieties.

Theorem 9.18. Let A satisfy Assumption B, (I,<,k) be a set of A-data,
X € A with [X] = &(I), and [(o,t,7)] € Man(X,I,<,k). Suppose i # j € I
with ¢ < j but there exists no k € I with i # k # j and i Q k < j, such that [B3)
1s split. Define < on I by a=bif a <b and a # i, b # j, so that < dominates
=< by one step. Then there is an isomorphism of varieties

C' = Hom(o({;}),0({i})) = Q(I, %, )" ([(0,1,7)]) € Man(X, 1, =, ),
where the right hand side is a closed subvariety of Ma(X,1,=,k).

Proof. As [B3) is split, by Proposition B3 we may fix an (I, X)-improvement
(0§, Ly, ) of (o,¢,m). Then by Lemma and Proposition B3, for each
f € Hom(o({j}),o({i})) there is an (I, <)-improvement (¢’,./,7’) of (o,¢,7),
unique up to isomorphism, with

(A a1 = wh {4 ) + (i} {i g o f
and ({1, j}.{i}) = mo({i, j}. {i}) — fom({i, i}, {5}),

and every (I, <)-improvement of (o, ¢, ) is isomorphic to (¢’, ¢/, 7’) constructed
in this way for unique f € Hom (o ({;j}),0({i})). This gives a 1-1 correspondence

(55)

Hom(o({5}),0({i})) € f — [(¢/,',7")] € QU, %, )7 ([(o,e,m)]).  (56)
Since Q(I, =, <) is a morphism by Theorem Bii), Q(I, <, <)"1([(o, ¢, 7)])

is a closed subvariety of Man(X, 1, =<, k), as we have to prove. By Assumption
BA(i), Hom(o({j}),0({i})) = C' for some [ > 0, which is a variety. We shall
show [8) is an isomorphism of varieties.

Suppose D C I is an (I, =) s-set, but not an (I, ) s-set. Then ¢ ¢ D and
j € D. Define C = D\ {j} and E = DU{i}. Then C C D C F and C,E
are both (I, <) and (I, <) s-sets. Apply Assumption B2(v) with U, V, W4, j, 7
replaced by o(C),0(E),o({i,5}),(C, E),(E,I),n(E,{i,j}) respectively. This
gives an isomorphism of varieties

0" : Sub*™) (a({i, j})) = {S € Sub" P/ (X): S¢ ¢ S ¢ §F}.

Let T/ € Sub®9)(0({i,;})) be represented by /({j},{i,j}) : o({j}) —
o({i,7}), which depends on f € Hom(o({j}),o({i})) as in @). Let SP €
Sub®P)(X) be represented by /(D,I) : ¢’ (D) — X, which also depends on
f. Calculating ©*)(T7F) in Assumption BA(v), we have e = «/({j}, {i,j}),
c = 7{i,j},{i}), com = 7 (E,{i}), k = /(D,E), and jok = J/(E,I).
Hence ©%U)(T1) = §P.
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Now using Assumption B2(vi) we find that f +~ T/ is a morphism of
varieties Hom(c({j}),o({i})) — Sub®Y)(c({i,;})), and an isomorphism with
its image. As ©FU)(TT) = SP and ©%U) is an isomorphism, we see that if
D C Iis an (I, =) s-set, but not an (I, <) s-set, then f ~ S? is a morphism,
Hom(o({j}),o({i})) = Sub™P)(X), and an isomorphism with its image. But
if D C I is both an (I, =) s-set and an (I, <) s-set then S? is represented by
u(D,I): o(D) = X, and is independent of (¢/,¢,7’") and f. Therefore (BH) is
an isomorphism. O

9.5 Hilbert schemes and correspondences

We conclude this section with some remarks on a possible application of our
ideas. Let P be a complex (quasi-)projective surface with structure sheaf O,
and A the abelian category of coherent sheaves on P, so that O € A. Then the
Hilbert scheme Hilb™(P) of n points in P is just Sub/®~"[(0) in the notation
of @ where [z] € K(A) is the class of the sheaf supported at z € P with
stalk C at z. Hence Hilb"(P) = Man (0, {1}, <, [0] — n[z]) is a moduli space
of configurations for the one-point poset I = {1}. This is why we regard our
moduli spaces M (X, I, <, k) as generalized Hilbert schemes.

Much work has been done on Hilbert schemes. We are interested in ideas
of Nakajima [I5] and Grojnowski [B]. Nakajima constructs natural correspon-
dences, essentially subvarieties of products Hilb™(P) x Hilb"(P) x P. These
induce maps of homology groups Py : H, (Hilb™(P)) — H, (Hilb"(P)) for each
a € H,(P). He puts these maps together to construct a representation on
&2 oH. (Hilb" (P)) of an infinite-dimensional Lie algebra coming from H., (P).
Grojnowski’s results are similar.

Now the correspondences used by Nakajima and Grojnowksi can be easily
explained in terms of generalized Hilbert schemes My ((9, 1,=, k), and the nat-
ural maps Q(I, =X, K, <, ¢) between them. However, the configuration formalism
exposes a much richer structure, with many different moduli spaces and maps
between them, and many ways of constructing correspondences. It seems likely
that extending the ideas of [3] [[5] to generalized Hilbert schemes might reveal
some exciting new mathematics.

10 Euler characteristics of moduli spaces

We now prove several results on Euler characteristics of moduli spaces, which
will be essential tools in [7, B]. We express our results in terms of constructible
Sfunctions.

10.1 Counting best improvements

It would be convenient if every (I, <)-configuration (o, ¢, 7) in A had a unique
best improvement. In general this is not true, and the family of all best improve-
ments of (o, ¢, 7) is a complicated constructible set in a complex quasi-projective
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variety. However, we can show that that the Euler characteristic of this family
is 1, so that (o, ¢, 7) has 1 best improvement ‘counted with Euler characteristic’.
This is essentially what the next theorem says.

Theorem 10.1. Let A satisfy Assumption B2, (I,<,k) be a set of A-data,
and X € A with [X] = k(I). Then

> CF(QI, =, Q)6 0(X, I, 2, k) = 6an(X, I, <, 5).  (57)

partial orders X on I:
< dominates <

If also Z is a permissible slope function on A w.r.t. X with phase 0, then

Z CF(Q(Iaj;ﬁ))aslz(Xalajv’%ae) :5st(X7]7S]7K’59) (58)

p.o.s R on I:
< dominates =

and > CF(QULZ,9)02(X, 1,2,k 0) = 6us(X, 1,9, 5,0).  (59)

p.o.s X on I:
< dominates <

Proof. Define S = {(i,j) € I x I : i # j and i < j}, and let s = |S|. Choose
some arbitrary total order < on S. Define

F = H Mall(ijvjal{)'

p.o.s R on I:
< dominates <

Theorem [7Ki) implies that F is a complex quasi-projective variety. Define
¢ F— Fforr=1,...,s by

id:Mall(XaIajvﬂ)_)Mall(ijvjal{)v m#Tv
Q(I7j7§):Mall(Xalajuﬁ)%Mall(Xul < K/)u m=r,

Y~

¢T|M311(X71757N) = {

if < dominates < by m steps, where < is defined as follows: let (i,7) € S be
least in the total order < such that (a) i£j, (b) if i # k € I with i<k then j=<k,
and (c) if j # k € I with k=i, then k=<j. Then define < on I by a < b if either
axbora=1,b=j.

Lemma B4 and (a)—(c) imply that < is a partial order and dominates < by
one step, and (i,7) € S gives i < j, so that < dominates <. Conversely, if <
dominates < dominates < by one step then it arises in this way for a unique
(i,7) € S. Asr > 1 there is at least one < with < dominates < dominates <
by one step, by Proposition [l Thus the set of (i, ) € S which from which we
choose the <-least element is nonempty, and ¢, is well-defined.

If < dominates < by m steps then ¢, fixes < if m # r, and takes < to < if
m = r, where < dominates < by r — 1 steps. So by induction ¢ o ¢, 110-- -0
takes each < to some <, where < dominates < by less than r steps. When

~ )

r =1 we have < =<, as < dominates < by 0 steps. It follows easily that

P10 ¢ 00 ds| pun(x1,=<0) = QUL =, D). (60)
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Theorem [@7(ii) implies that ¢, is a morphism of varieties. Define

Cs = [T MixILzrcF (61)
p.o.s X on I:

< dominates <

Then C; is a constructible set in F by Proposition Forr =s,s—1,...,1

define C,.—1 = ¢,-(C;-). As ¢, is a morphism, Proposition shows that C, is

also constructible for r = s,5—1,...,0. Equation (G0) gives

=[] @QU.2MIX.I,%k)=Mu(XI,95), (62)

p.o.s X on I:
<l dominates <

as every (I, <, k)-configuration admits a best improvement by Lemma B2

Suppose [(o,¢,7)] € Cp—1 for r < s, with (o, ¢, 7) an (I, < )-configuration. We
shall determine ¢ *([(c,¢,m)]) in Cp. If (0,¢,7) is not best then by Theorem
B0 there are ¢ # j € I with ¢ < j but there exists no k € I with ¢ # k # j and
i < k< j, such that @B3) is split.

Now i < j as < dominates <, so (i,5) € S. Let (4,5) be greatest in the
total order < on S satisfying these conditions. Define < by a=b if a < b and
a # i orb# j. Then =< is a partial order on I and < dominates < by one
step. Furthermore, Theorem and the construction of the C,., ¢, imply that
¢ ([(0,¢,m)]) is exactly the set of isomorphism classes [(o/, ¢/, 7")] of (I, =<)-
improvements (o, ¢/, 7’) of (o, ¢, 7).

Thus, Theorem IR gives an isomorphism between Hom (o ({;}), o({i})) and
o7 ([(o,0,m)]). If (0,0,m) is best then ¢ ([(o,¢,7)]) = {[(o,0, )]} = C°.
Hence, for all [(o,¢,7)] € Cr—1, ¢, ' ([(0,¢,7)]) is a subvariety of F isomorphic
to C! for some [ > 0.

Write d¢, for the characteristic function of C.. Then d¢, is a constructible
function, as C, is a constructible set. Since ¢, *([(,¢,7)]) = C! for each point
[(o,1,7)] and x(C") = 1 by Proposition (i), we see that CF(¢,)dc, = d¢,_,
for all r. Hence CF(¢y 0 -+ 0 ¢5)dc, = d¢,, by Theorem [[T0 Equation (&)
then follows from E0)-@2). To prove (BY) and ([BI) we proceed in the same
way, but define C, in (B1) using M2 (X, I, =<, x,0) or M2(X, I, <, k,0) rather
than M}, (X, I, <, k), and using Theorem [T rather than Proposition @8 O

The use of x(C') =1 in this proof is an important reason for restricting to
C-linear abelian categories, rather than R-linear ones, for instance.

10.2 Counting best #-stable configurations

Let A satisfy Assumption B2 let Z be a permissible slope function on A with
phase 0, and let X € A be 6-semistable. If [(0,¢,7)] € Mx(X, 1, =, k,0) with
0o k(i) = 6([X]) for all i € I then o({i}) is -stable for all i € I with the same
phase as X, and we call (o,¢,7) a 6-stable configuration. From Theorem EZTT] we
find that o({i}) for i € I are the 0-stable factors of X, and up to isomorphism
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depend only on X. Hence |I| is the number of 8-stable factors of X, and also
depends only on X.

We shall study the family of all best 8-stable configurations for X up to
isomorphism, the union of MQX (X, I, =<, k,6) over isomorphism classes of A-
data (I, <, k) with 8ok = 6([X]). In general this is a complicated constructible
set in a complex quasi-projective variety, but as in Il we can calculate its
Euler characteristic. Consider the following situation.

Definition 10.2. Let A satisfy Assumption B2 let Z be a permissible slope
function on A with phase 6, and let X € A be 6-semistable. Then Theorem 2TT]
decomposes X into 6-stable factors with the same phase as X, uniquely up to
isomorphism and order. Let X have nonisomorphic #-stable factors Sy,..., Sy,
with multiplicities ly,...,l, > 0.

For any 6-stable (I, <)-configuration (o, ¢, ) for X, the o({i}) for i € I are
isomorphic to S,, with multiplicities ,, for m =1,...,n. Thus [I| = > " _ l;.
Fix an indexing set I with [I| = Y0 _ l,,. For m = 1,...,n define k,, =
dim Hom(S,,, X). Then @"" S, = S, ® Hom(Sp,, X) C X, 50 0 < kp < I

Fix a € I, and set J = I\ {a}. Let < be a partial order on J, and define <
on I byi<jfori,jelifeitheri,j e Jand i< j,ori=a Let K ={1,2}
have total order <, and define ¢ : I — K by ¢(a) =1 and ¢(j) = 2 for j € J.

Let T C X be a 6-stable subobject with 6([T]) = 6([X]). Then there exists a
(K, <)-configuration (o, ¢, ), unique up to isomorphism, such that o(K) = X
and ({1}, K) : 0({1}) — X represents T C X. Note that o({1}) is #-stable.
Define Y = o({2}). Choose  : I — K(A) such that (I, <, k) is A-data, x(a) =
[c({1})] = [T], and [X] = k(). Then (J, <, k| ;) is also A-data, and [Y] = k(J).

Definition LT and Proposition LT now define an isomorphism of varieties
S(I, <9, K, <, ¢,J). As o({1}) is O-stable, this isomorphism is a 1-1 correspon-
dence between f-stable configurations in its domain and range. Hence

CF(S(L 4K, <, 9, J)) (5st(Xa I, 4k, 9)|Q*1([(U,L,7r)])) :5St(Ya J, S ) Ky 9)) (63)
writing @' ([(o,¢,7)]) as a shorthand for Q(I,<, K, <, ¢) " ([(0, ¢, 7)]).

We now apply Theorem [Tl to rewrite ds; (X, I, <, 5, 0)|g-1([(0,0,7))) @S & SuUmM
over partial orders < on I dominated by <. As (BY) is a fibrewise identity we
may restrict it to @' ([o,¢,7)]). Substituting this into (E3) gives

> CF(SU, 9,K.<,6,J)0Q(I,<, %))
D ates 5SE(X5 I, =%, k, 9)|Q*1([(U,L,7r)]) = Ost (Ya J, S Ky 0)

<l dominates < )~

(64)

One can show using Theorem BT that the image of a best configuration
under S(I, <, K, <, ¢, J)oQ(I, <, <) is best if and only if <|; = <. So restrict-
ing (64) to < with <|; = < and noting that S(I, <, K,<,¢,J) o Q(I,<,x) =
S(I,=X,K,<, ¢, J) in this case yields:

Z CF(S(I, =, K,<, 0, 7)) (02(X, I, =, 5,0) 01 (((0um))) =

pos=onl:=x|;=5 6bYJ< 9
T , K, 0).
andj;,ﬁa forall j € J bt( RSN VERAS] )
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Taking weighted Euler characteristics of both sides and using Corollary [Z11]
and then fixing X,Y, T, I, a,J and summing over all possible <, <, k proves:

—'~ )

Proposition 10.3. Let X,I be as above, a € I and J = I\ {a}. Suppose
T C X is 0-stable with 6([T]) = 0([X]), and Y € A with Y =2 X/T. Then

Z X({[(07L77T)]EMS]%(X,I,j,K/,H)I
<,k: (I,=,k) is A-data,
a is X-minimal, . _
o) ST h ey e ) o({a}) = X defines T C X})
> N(ME(Y, T, 5,0,0)).
<, A (J, S, ) is A-data,
A(J) =1Y], 6o A =0([X])

We can easily extend this proof to fix not just one <-minimal element a € I,
but a subset A C I. Here the condition ), ., Tu = @, 4 To means that the
subobjects Ty, for a € A are ‘linearly independent’. This is necessary for them
to be defined by ¢({a},I) : 0({a}) = X for any (o,¢, 7).

Proposition 10.4. Let X, I be as above, A C I and J = I\ A. Suppose T, C X
is 0-stable subobject with 0([T,]) = O([X]) for each a € A, with ) ., To =
DocaTo Set T =3 4Ty and choose Y € A with Y = X/T. Then

> ({0, € ME(X 1,2, 5,0)

<,k: (I,=, k) is A-data,

each a € A is <-minimal, . _

oy = [EX]) PR t{a}, I):0({a})— X defines T,C X VaeA}) )
> X(ME(Y,,5,0,0)).

<, A0 (L, S, ) is A-data,

A(J) =[Y], 00X =0([X])

As S, is f-stable with the same phase as X, a morphism ¢ : S, = X is
injective if and only if it is nonzero, so Inj(Sy,, X) = Hom(S,,, X) \ {0}, and
Aut(S,,) = C*. Hence, applying Assumption B2(vi) with W = S,,, gives:
Lemma 10.5. For each m =1,....,n, {T C X : T = S,,} is a subvariety of
SublS"1(X) isomorphic to P(Hom(S,,, X)) = CPF» 1,

We now study the family of collections of T, C X in Proposition [L4

Proposition 10.6. Let X, I and Sy, km,lm for m=1,...,n be as in Defini-
tion I3, and set k = Zzzl km. For A C I with |A| < k, define Na to be the
set of

¢ A— [[%_{T e Sublsl(X): T=~5,} (66)
with Y ,c 4 0(a) = @ ca¥(a) as subobjects of X. Then Ny is a subvariety of
[aea (LT5z Subl™ (X)) with x(Na) = K1/ (k = Al
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Proof. Lemma [[LH shows that the r.h.s. of (@) is a projective subvariety of
I Subl®"!(X) naturally isomorphic to []" P(Hom(S,,, X)). Thus Ny

m=1

corresponds to a set of maps A — [ _, P(Hom(S,,, X)).
Rewriting > ., ¥(a) = @, 4 ¥(a) using the P(Hom(S,,, X)) gives a I-1

correspondence

N = {1/1 : A= 1[0 _, P(Hom(Sy,, X)) : ¢ is injective and
(67)
¥(A) N P(Hom(S,,, X)) is linearly independent for all m}.

Here a finite subset S of a projective space P(V) is called linearly independent if
there exists no linear subspace P(U) C P(V) with S C P(U) and dimU < |S|.
The r.h.s. of B2 is an open subvariety of [],c 4 (ITr—1 P(Hom(Sm, X))).

m

Hence N4 is a subvariety of [T, , (11%_, Subl®(X)), and (7) an isomorphism

m

of varieties. As P(Hom(Sy,, X)) = CPF» ! and k = 3" _ | Ky, we can use (1)

and Proposition to compute x(N4), by a long but elementary calculation
that we leave as an exercise. O

In the next proposition, note that the set of <-minimal elements in I contains

A in ([BY), and is equal to A in ([B3).

Proposition 10.7. Let X, I and Sy, km,lm for m = 1,...,n be as in Defi-
nition LA, and set k = Y _ km. Then for each A C I with |A| < k we

have

I —|A|)'k!
> X(ME(X,1,<,k,0)) = %, and (68)
<,k: (I,=, k) is A-data, ( - | |)
each a € A is X-minimal,
r(I) = [X], 0ok = 6([X])
0, Al <k,
X(ME(X,T,=2,5,0)) = { 11— ) |A| o (69)
<,k: (I,=,k) is A-data, (l |_ cfvey | |_ .
A <-minimal set,

X], 0ok =0([X])

Proof. First we show (B8) and ([E9) are equivalent. Suppose (@) holds. Then
letting the <-minimal set in (G8]) be A’, the Lh.s. of [E8) may be rewritten

) > X(MEX1,<.5,0) | =

subsets A’ : <,k (I,=, k) is A-data,
ACA CI A’ is the <-minimal set,
w(I) = [X], 0 ok = 6([X])

ot — (VAN g oy = (L= 1ADE
> (|I|—k).k.—<k_|A|) (1] — k) ! = A

subsets A’ :
ACA'CI, |A =k

by (B9), which proves ([@8). Note that the <-minimal set A’ always has |A'| < k
by definition of k, k,,,, as X has only k linearly independent §-stable subobjects.
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Therefore ) implies (BX). Now any partial order < on I has a nonempty
minimal set, so if |A| = 0 both sides of ) are zero. Thus (BH) holds trivially
when |A] = 0. Hence, @) for 1 < |A| < k implies [@5). By a similar but
more complicated argument we can show that @) for 1 < |A| < k implies @3).
Hence, if (68)) holds when 1 < |A] < &, then both ([E8) and @3) hold for |A| < k.

We can now prove the proposition by induction on |I|. The result is trivial
when |I| = 1, giving the first step. Suppose by induction that ({{X) and (E9)
hold whenever |[I| < m, and let [I| = m + 1. Let A C I with 1 < |A| < k, and
set J =1\ A. Let M4 be as in Proposition [MLB Define

Q: H Mall(Xw[ajuK;)a R= H M;(Xulujuﬁae)'

=<,k: (I,=X, k) is A-data, <,k: (I, =, k) is A-data,

each a(e A is)j—minimtal7 each a(e A is)j—minimtal, (70)
k(I) = [X], 0ok = 6([X]), w(I) = [X], 0 ok = 0([X])

{r(i):i €I} C{[Sm] : 1<m<n}

As there are only finitely many nonempty sets in each disjoint union, @ is a
complex quasi-projective variety by Theorem [7(i), and R is a constructible set
in @Q by Theorem T4l Define

0:Q — {maps ¢ A= J"_, SublS] (X)} =84 (71)

as follows. Let [(o,¢,m)] € Man(X,I,=,k) C Q. As each a € A is <-minimal
({a},I) € G,.<), and t({a},I) : o({a}) — X defines a subobject T, C X.
Define ¥(a) = T, for a € A. As [T,] = k(a) € {[Sw] : 1 < m < n} by @), ¥
maps as in (). Set ¢([(0,¢,7)]) = . Then ¢ maps as in ([[I). By definition
of the variety structure on @, we see that ¢ is a morphism.

Now N4 in Proposition [[LH is contained in the right hand side of ({I).
If [(o,t,7)] lies in R in () then each T, is 6-stable, so T, = S,, for some
m = 1,...,n, and ¢ maps as in (B@). Combined with »  _,To = P, o4 Tu,
which is necessary for the T, to come from a configuration, this implies that
1) € N4. Therefore ¢(R) C Na.

Let ¢ € Ny, and put T, = t(a) for a € A, so that > 1 To = @, c4 Ta-
Set T' = > ,c 4 Ta, and choose Y € A with Y = X/T. Then Proposition L4
applies, and (BH) holds. The Lh.s. of @A) is x(RN ¢~ '(¢)), by (@) and the
definition of ¢. Also, the r.h.s. of (BH) is the Lh.s. of (BX) with Y in place of X,
J in place of I, and @ in place of A.

Since |[I| = m+1, |A] > 1 and J = I\ A we have |J| < m. Hence by the
inductive hypothesis, [B3) holds for Y, J, 0. So for all 1) € N4 we have

X(RN¢~ () = |J|t= (1] - |A)".

Thus CF(¢)dr = (|I| — |A])!'0pr,, where 0 : Q — {0,1}, dpr, : Sa — {0,1} are
the characteristic functions of R, N4. Therefore

Z X(Mﬁ(Xv I, j,li,@)) = X(R) = X(Qa(SR) = X(SAacF((b)éR)

=, (I, %, r) is A-data, (|1 — |A[)!k!
- G- = (e



by Corollary [LT1l and Proposition [ Hence [EX) holds for 1 < |A] < k with
this fixed I, and so ([@8) and (@3) hold for |A| < k with this I from above. This
completes the inductive step, and the proof of Proposition [ O

Here are two ways to write the Euler characteristic of the family of all best
0-stable configurations for X. The first follows from @8) with A = 0.

Theorem 10.8. Let A satisfy Assumption [E3, let Z be a permissible slope
function on A with phase 0, and X € A be 0-semistable. Fiz a finite set I such
that X has |I| 0-stable factors in Theorem[ZIl, counted with multiplicity. Then

> X(ME(X,T,%,5,0)) = |1]!. (72)
<,k: (I,=, k) is A-data,
k() =[X], 0ok =06(X])

Theorem 10.9. Let A satisfy Assumption [E3, let Z be a permissible slope

function on A with phase 0, and let X € A be 0-semistable. Then

X(ME(X,1,=,k,0)) ME(X,1,<,K,0)
> = 2 ( Aut(Z, <, k) )_1' (73)

is0. classes of ‘ AUt(I’ j’ K)‘ is0. classes of
A-data (1, r): A-data (1, <, r):
w(I) = [X], w(I) = [X],
0or=0(X)]) 0or=0(X)])

Proof. With I fixed as in Theorem [[MLY consider the disjoint union

11 ME(X,I,=,k,0). (74)

<,k (I,=, k) is A-data,
wk(I) = [X], 0o rk = 0([X])

Theorem [ shows that the Euler characteristic of ([ is |I|!.

Now I is just a finite indexing set, with no additional structure. Let Aut(I)
be the permutation group of I, so that |Aut(l)] = |I|!. Then Aut(I) acts
on ([[), and the subgroup preserving M2 (X, I, <, «,0) in ([@) is Aut(I, <, k).
Hence Aut(I) acts freely on ([[d), by Corollary @A Therefore the Euler charac-
teristic of the quotient of () by Aut(I) is |I|! divided by | Aut(I)|, which is 1.
Equation ([[3) gives two ways to express this. O

The sums over isomorphism classes in ([[3) have to be interpreted carefully,
to avoid misunderstanding. They are sums over equivalence classes of A-data
(I, =, k), where (I, =,k) and (I, %', k') are equivalent if there exists a bijection
B : I — I which identifies <, x with =<', x/.

Taking I = I’ and 8 € Aut([), this equivalence relation identifies (I, =<, k)
and (I,=' k') if (X,r) and (=, ') differ by a permutation of I. So we can
think of the sum as first fixing the indexing set I up to isomorphism, and then
summing over Aut(I)-orbits of pairs (X, k) such that (I, <, k) is A-data.

Theorem [ is neater and more attractive than Theorem LY However,
in 103 and throughout [7, 8 we will use the set up of Theorem LY fixing I
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and then summing over <, x. This is because manipulating sums over equiva-
lence classes of complicated equivalence relations, such as ([[3)), and especially
substituting one such sum into another, takes a lot of care to get right.

10.3 Counting best #-stable refinements

Our final result in effect computes the Euler characteristic of the family of all
best 0-stable refinements of a 6-semistable (K, <)-configuration (o, ¢, 7).

Theorem 10.10. Suppose A satisfies Assumption B3, and X € A and Z is
a permissible slope function on A with respect to X with phase 0. Then for all
A-data (K, <, p) with p(K) = [X] we have

3 Iill 3 CF(Q(I,=,K,<,¢))

iso. classes <,k,¢: (I,X,K) is A-data, b _
nite ¢ : I — K is surjective, 5St (X’ I’ j’ k, 9) - (75)
sets T i=7 implies (i) < ¢(7), 555 (X, [(7 <, 9)

k(¢™ (k) = u(k) for k € K,
Qopop=0ok:I— (0,1]

Only finitely many functions 02 (X, I, =<, k,0) in this sum are nonzero.

Proof. Suppose I,=,k,¢ are as in [[3), and 62(X, I, <, x,0) is nonzero. Let
k € K. Then r(¢~1(k)) = u(k) gives Yicra(i=k Z(k(i)) = Z(u(k)). But
fopog = 0ok implies that all Z(k(z)) in this sum have the same phase.
Therefore |Z(k(i))| < |Z((k))], and so

|Z(k(1))] < Iknea%|Z(u(k))| =R foralliel. (76)

As 62(X,I,<,k,0) is nonzero there exists [(o/,//,7')] € MP(X,I,<,K,0).
Then o’({i}) is a f-stable factor of X for i € I, with [¢’/({i})] = x(¢). Therefore
([[@) and Definition @I0(ii) shows that there exists a finite subset P of K2 (X) C
K(A), depending only on K, i, such that k(i) € P for all i € I. Tt is then easy
to see that only finitely many 62 (X, I, <, x,6) in (3 are nonzero.

Fix [(o,t,7)] € Mg(X, K, <, u,0). Then o({k}) is 0-semistable for each
k € K. Let ng be the number of 6-stable factors of o({k}) in Theorem EZT1]
counted with multiplicity. Fix a finite set I with |I| = 3, _x nx, and choose
a surjective map ¢ : I — K such that |¢~!(k)| = ny for each k € K. This is
clearly possible.

For each k € K define X, = o({k}) and I, = ¢~!(k). Let <, be partial
orders on [, for each k € K, and define a partial order < on I by i < jfori,j € [
i cither (a) (i) < 6(7) and 9(3) £ G(j), or (b) i<y j and ¢(i) = p(j) = k.
Choose ky : I, — K(A) such that (I, S, ki) is A-data for k € K, with
kk(Ix) = p(k) = [Xk] and 6 o ki, = 0 o u(k). Define k : I — K(A) by k|1, = sk.
Then (I, <, k) is A-data with k(¢ (k)) = u(k) for k € K.

Definition gives a map S(I, <, K, 4,9, I}) for each k € K. Putting all
these together yields a map

erK 5(1757K7§7¢7L’c) QL <, K, < (b)_l([(av Lvﬂ—)]) —

’ 7
o Mot (X I, S o ia) taking (655 7)] = [en (G dnic)s )
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where (G, ik, Tg) is the (I, S . )-subconfiguration of (6,7, 7) for k € K, and
QU, 5, K, <,¢) " [(0,0,m)]) € Man(X,I,<,k). Now the inverse of (D) is
obtained by substituting (&, ik, T) into (o,¢,m) at k for k € K. Generalizing
Proposition [T therefore shows that [[Q) is an isomorphism of varieties.

As (6,1,7) is 6-stable if and only if all (&g, ix, Tk ) are 6-stable, we see that

CF(HkGK S(I7 5 ) K7 q, (bv Ik?))ést (X7 Iv S y Ry 9)|Q71([(U,L,ﬂ')]) =

(78)
HkEK 5st(Xk7 Ika 5 ko Rk 9)7
writing @' ([(o,¢,7)]) as a shorthand for Q(I, <, K, <, ¢) " ([(a,¢,7)]).
We now apply Theorem [Tl to rewrite st (X, 1, S, K, 0)|0-1([(0,1,x)]) 85 2

sum over partial orders < on I dominated by <. Since [ES) is a fibrewise
identity we may restrict it to Q! ([(a, L w)]) Substituting this into (7)) gives

S CF(IThex SU. S, K. 9,6, 1) 0 Q(I, <, %))
p.o.s < on I: 5:;(X7 I, ju K, 6‘)|Q71([(U>L1W)]):HkEK 5st(Xk:7 Ik, 5 ko ks 6‘)

< dominates <

(79)

One can show using Theorem EI0 that the image of a best configuration
under S(I, S, K, <, ¢,1;) o Q(I, <, %) is best if and only if <|;, = ;. So re-

stricting () to < with <|;, = <, for all k£ and noting that S(I, <, K, 4, ¢, I)o
Q(I,4,=%)=8(1,%,K,<,¢,I};) in this case yields:

Yoo CF(Ileex SU, =K, 9,6, 11))-
<0 Z Tk 0T 28 0) Q- (owm) = [kerc 08 (X ko Ths S g o, 0).
ij implies ¢(i) I p(5)

Taking weighted Euler characteristics and using Corollary [LT]] proves
> X(MI(X, 1, =,5,0) N Q™ ([(0,0,m)]))

.0.s X on I: — b
5|11: :bS_k,Il]ceK, _erKX(Mst(Xk=Ik7Skﬁﬁk’e))'
= implies ¢(7) < @(j)

Summing this over all possible <, xr with 6 o Kk = 0 o pu(k) and applying
Theorem [[.Y then gives:

oo xMEX L =k0) N QT (0, 6,m)]) = Tliex Tsl! (80)
=<,k (I,=2, k) is A-data, — 1
i< implies ¢(i) < $(5), [her s
k(¢ (k) = pu(k), k € K,
Qopogp=0ok:I— (0,1]
So far we have worked with a fixed ¢ : I — K. It is easy to see that there
are I/ [[,cx n! distinct maps ¢ : I — K satisfying the conditions above.
Summing &) over all such ¢, we find:

> X(ME(X,1,=,5,0) N Q™ ([(a,e,m)])) = |I|!.  (81)
<,k,¢: (I,=X, k) is A-data,
¢ : I — K is surjective,
i=j implies ¢(i) < ¢(j),
(971 (k) = u(k), k € K,
fopop=0or:I— (0,1]
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Here we use the fact that if <,k,¢ are as in &) and MY (X,I,=< k,0) N
Q7 *([(o,¢,7)]) is nonempty, then Theorem EZTT implies that [¢~! (k)| = ny
for all k € K, so that [I| =}, o 1.

By the same argument, if CF(Q(I, <, K, <,¢))d2 (X, I, <, k, ) is nonzero at
[(,¢,m)] in (@) then [I| = ), . j nx. Since the first sum in (Z3) selects a unique
I with |I| = Y7, c x &, equation (&) is equivalent to () at [(o, ¢, 7)]. As this
holds for all [(o,¢,7)] in Mgs(X, K, <, i, 6), the proof is complete. O
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