
ar
X

iv
:m

at
h/

03
12

19
2v

1 
 [

m
at

h.
A

G
] 

 9
 D

ec
 2

00
3 Configurations in abelian categories. II.

Combinatorial identities

Dominic Joyce
Lincoln College, Oxford

1 Introduction

This is the second of three papers [5, 6] 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,�)-configuration (σ, ι, π) in A to be
a collection of objects σ(J) and morphisms ι(J,K) or π(J,K) : σ(J) → σ(K)
in A satisfying certain axioms, where J,K are subsets of I.

The first paper [5] defined configurations and developed their basic proper-
ties. Here and in [6] we study moduli spaces of configurations. This paper con-
siders generalized Hilbert schemes, moduli spaces Mall(X, I,�, κ) of (I,�, κ)-
configurations (σ, ι, π) with σ(I) = X , for a fixed object X in A. Then [6]
extends our results to moduli spaces Mall(I,�, κ) of (I,�, κ)-configurations
(σ, ι, π) without fixing σ(I) = X .

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 θ, objects X in A are called θ-stable,
θ-semistable or θ-unstable depending on the θ-phases of subobjects S ⊂ X .

We define subspaces Mst,Mss(X, I,�, κ, θ) of [(σ, ι, π)] in Mall(X, I,�, κ)
with σ({i}) θ-(semi)stable for all i ∈ I, and Mb

allM
b
st,M

b
ss(∗) of [(σ, ι, π)] in

Mall(X, I,�, κ) with (σ, ι, π) best. We write δall, . . . , δ
b
ss(∗) for the characteristic

functions of the subspaces Mall, . . . ,M b
ss(∗) of Mall(X, I,�, κ).

Most of the paper is spent in proving identities between the functions δall, . . . ,
δ b
ss(∗), and their push-forwards under natural maps between moduli spaces.
Nearly all the proofs are essentially combinatorial in nature. That is, they in-
volve complicated finite sums over collections of finite sets, maps, partial orders,
etc., satisfying conditions. Our most frequent technique is to substitute one sum
into another, and rearrange the order of summation.

These identities really encode information about relationships between differ-

ent moduli spaces of θ-stable, or θ-semistable, or general objects and morphisms.
In particular, they tell us about how moduli spaces of θ-stable or θ-semistable

objects change as we vary the slope function Z, θ.
As part of the reward for all this work, in §9 we define new invariants

Ist, Iss, I
b
st, I

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) of an abelian category A, object X ∈ A and slope
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function Z with phase θ satisfying certain conditions. From our equations on
δst, . . . , δ

b
ss(∗) we at once read off many identities between the Ist, . . . , I

b
ss(∗),

including transformation laws from one slope function Z, θ to another.
These are prototypes for related invariants Ist, Iss, I

b
st, I

b
ss(I,�, κ, θ) to be

introduced in [6], which satisfy the same identities and transformation laws. I
believe that when all this machinery is applied to interesting examples of abelian
categories such as coh(P ), the category of coherent sheaves over a smooth com-
plex projective variety P , or mod-A, the category of representations of a finite-
dimensional algebra A over C, it will generate interesting new systems of in-

variants of P or A, with applications in diverse areas.
I also believe that the combinatorial ideas developed in this paper are saying

something new about how objects decompose into subobjects, and about slope
stability conditions, that it would be difficult to say without the language of A-
data and configurations, or something like it. I don’t yet know how this could
be further developed, or applied.

These three papers are the start of a broader programme. In later papers
[7] I shall extend the notion of configurations, and the corresponding moduli
spaces and invariants, to triangulated categories, using the stability conditions of
Bridgeland [1]. Then by applying them to derived categories of coherent sheaves

on Calabi–Yau manifolds, we shall formulate some results and conjectures on
Homological Mirror Symmetry, branes in String Theory, and Π-stability.

We begin in §2 with an introduction to abelian categories. Section 3 recalls
some facts on complex varieties, constructible sets and functions, and the Euler
characteristic. Sections 4 and 5 summarize the first paper [5], defining (I,�)-
configurations and their moduli spaces Mall(X, I,�, κ).

The new work of the paper is §6–§9. Section 6 derives relations between
the δst, δss, δ

b
st, δ

b
ss(∗, θ) for a fixed slope function Z with phase θ. Section 7 is a

combinatorial interlude, defining some families of integers T b
st, T

b
ss(∗, θ, θ̃) called

transformation coefficients, and studying their properties.
Given two slope functions Z, Z̃ on A with phases θ, θ̃, we can think of

T b
st(∗, θ, θ̃) as the coefficients of a matrix which takes the vector of all δ b

st(∗, θ)
to the vector of all δ b

st(∗, θ̃), and similarly for T b
ss(∗, θ, θ̃) and δ

b
ss(∗, θ), δ

b
ss(∗, θ̃).

This is the main result of §8, and is proved by transforming via δ b
all(∗). We

finish in §9 by defining the invariants Ist, Iss, I
b
st, I

b
ss(∗, θ) and deriving identities

and transformation laws they satisfy.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Tom Bridgeland and Frances Kirwan
for useful conversations. I was supported by an EPSRC Advanced Research
Fellowship whilst writing this paper.

2 Introduction to abelian categories

We review some background on abelian categories. Useful references for this
section are Popescu [11], Gelfand and Manin [2, §II.5–§II.6], and Rudakov [12].
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2.1 Additive and abelian categories

Here is the definition of abelian category, taken from [2, §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 ιX : X → Z,
ιY : Y → Z, πX : Z → X , πY : Z → Y with πX ◦ ιX = idX , πY ◦ ιY = idY ,
ιX ◦πX + ιY ◦πY = idZ and πX ◦ ιY = πY ◦ ιX = 0. We write Z = X⊕Y ,
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 a kernel of f if f ◦ k = 0 and for any k′ : K ′ → X with f ◦ k′ = 0
there exists a unique h : K ′ → K with k′ = k ◦ h. Similarly we call c : Y → C
a cokernel of f if c ◦ f = 0 and for any c′ : Y → C′ with c′ ◦ f = 0 there exists
a unique h : C → C′ with c′ = h ◦ c. If a kernel or cokernel exists it is unique
up to canonical isomorphism. 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 K
k
→X

i
→I

j
→Y

c
→C in A

such that j ◦ i = 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.

Let K be a field. An abelian category A is called K-linear if Hom(X,Y ) is a
vector space over K for X,Y ∈ A, and composition of morphisms is bilinear.

Definition 2.2. Let A be an abelian category, and X
f
→Y

g
→Z a sequence in

A with g ◦ f = 0. Let k : K → Y be the kernel of g and c : Y → C the
cokernel of f . Then there exist unique morphisms a : X → K and b : C → Z
withf = k◦a and g = b◦c. We say that X

f
→Y

g
→Z is exact at Y if a is surjective,

or equivalently if b is injective.
A complex in A is called exact if it is exact at every term. A short exact

sequence 0 → X
f
→Y

g
→Z → 0 in A is called split if there exists an isomorphism

h : X ⊕ Z → Y such that the following diagram commutes:

0 // X
ιX //

idX

��

X ⊕ Z
πZ //

h

��

Z //

idZ

��

0

0 // X
f // Y

g // Z // 0.

(1)
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The Grothendieck group K0(A) is the abelian group generated by Obj(A),
with a relation [Y ] = [X ]+[Z] for each short exact sequence 0→X→Y →Z→0
in A. Throughout the paper K(A) will mean either K0(A), or the quotient
of K0(A) by some fixed subgroup. In particular, in §2.5 we shall define the
numerical Grothendieck group Knum(A) when A is of finite type over a field K,
and we may take K(A) = Knum(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 2.7 below, it is
necessary that if 0 6∼= X ∈ A then 0 6= [X ] ∈ K(A), so we will often implicitly
assume this property of K(A).

2.2 Subobjects and factors

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

Definition 2.3. LetA be an abelian category. Two injective morphisms i : S →
X , i′ : S′ → X in A are equivalent if there exists an isomorphism h : S → S′

with i = i′ ◦ h. Then h is unique. A subobject of X ∈ A is an equivalence
class of injective morphisms i : S → X . Usually we refer to S as the subobject,
taking both i and the equivalence class to be implicitly given, and write S ⊂ 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 .

If S, T ⊂ X are represented by i : S → X and j : T → X , we write
S ⊂ T ⊂ X if there exists a : S → T with i = j ◦ a. Then a is injective, and
so fits into an exact sequence 0 → S

a
→T

b
→F → 0 for b, F determined up to

canonical isomorphism. We write F = T/S, and call F a factor of X ∈ A.

We define operations ∩,+ on subobjects, following Popescu [11, §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 2.1 to f = i ◦ πS+ j ◦ πT : S ⊕ T → X . This yields U, V ∈ A
and morphisms k : U → S ⊕ T , l : S ⊕ T → V and e : V → X such that
i ◦ πS+j ◦ πT = e ◦ l, and k is the kernel of i ◦ πS+j ◦ πT , and l is the cokernel
of k, and e is the image (the kernel of the cokernel) of i ◦ πS+j ◦ πT .

Define a : U → S by a = k◦πS , and b : U → T by b = −k◦πT and c : S → V
by c = f ◦ ιS , and d : T → V by d = f ◦ ιT . Then i = e ◦ c and j = e ◦ d.
Now i ◦ a = j ◦ b : U → X and e : V → X are injective. Define S ∩ T to be the
subobject of X represented by i ◦ a : U → X , and S + T to be the subobject of
X represented by e : V → X .

As U, V, a, . . . , e are unique up to canonical isomorphism, S ∩ T and S + T
depend only on the subobjects S, T ofX . The morphisms a, b, c, d give inclusions
of subobjects S ∩ T ⊂ S ⊂ S + T ⊂ X and S ∩ T ⊂ T ⊂ S + T ⊂ X .
These operations ∩,+ are commutative and associative. We can therefore form
multiple sums and intersections. We shall write

∑

j∈J Tj for the multiple sum
+ of a finite set of subobjects Tj ⊂ X , in the obvious way.
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2.3 The Jordan–Hölder Theorem

The Jordan–Hölder 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 · · · ⊂ A2 ⊂ A1 ⊂ X stabilize, that
is, An+1 = An for all n≫ 0. We call A noetherian if for all X ∈ A, all ascending
chains of subobjects A1 ⊂ A2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ X stabilize, that is, An = An+1 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 6∼= 0, and if i : S → X is injective then
either S ∼= 0 or i is an isomorphism.

Let X ∈ A and consider filtrations of subobjects

0 = A0 ⊂ A1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ An = X (2)

in A. Such a filtration is called without repetitions if none of the inclusions
ik : Ak → Ak+1 is an isomorphism. A refinement of (2) is any filtration obtained
by inserting further terms. We allow (2) as a refinement of itself, i.e. by inserting
no further terms. We call (2) a composition series for X if the factors Sk =
Ak/Ak−1 are simple objects in A.

Here is the Jordan–Hölder Theorem in an abelian category, [14, Th. 2.1].

Theorem 2.6. Let A be an abelian category of finite length. Then every fil-

tration 0 = A0 ⊂ A1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ An = X without repetitions can be refined to

a composition series for X. Suppose 0 = A0 ⊂ A1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Am = X and

0 = B0 ⊂ B1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Bn = X are two composition series for X ∈ A, with

simple factors Sk = Ak/Ak−1 and Tk = Bk/Bk−1. Then m = n, and for some

permutation σ of 1, . . . , n we have Sk ∼= Tσ(k) for k = 1, . . . , n.

2.4 Stability and Harder–Narasimhan filtrations

We now summarize the work of Rudakov [12] on stability in an abelian category,
using the notation of Bridgeland [1, §2].

Definition 2.7. Let A be an abelian category, and K(A) as in Definition 2.2.
A slope function on A is a group homomorphism Z : K(A) → C such that for
all 0 6= X ∈ A, Z([X ]) lies in the upper half-plane H =

{

r exp(iπθ) : r > 0,

θ ∈ (0, 1]
}

in C. Given a slope function Z on A, the phase of 0 6= X ∈ A is

θ
(

[X ]
)

=
1

π
argZ

(

[X ]
)

∈ (0, 1]. (3)

Then we say that a nonzero object X in A is

(i) θ-stable if for all S ⊂ X with S 6∼= 0, X we have θ([S]) < θ([X ]).

5



(ii) θ-semistable if for all S ⊂ X with S 6∼= 0 we have θ([S]) 6 θ([X ]).

(iii) θ-unstable if it is not θ-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 θ([X ]) < θ([Y ]) <
θ([Z]), or θ([X ]) > θ([Y ]) > θ([Z]), or θ([X ]) = θ([Y ]) = θ([Z]) holds. Therefore
the condition θ([S]) < θ([X ]) in (i) is equivalent to θ([X ]) < θ([X/S]), and the
condition θ([S]) 6 θ([X ]) in (ii) is equivalent to θ([X ]) 6 θ([X/S]).

Using θ we can weaken the ideas of artinian and noetherian in Definition 2.5.

Definition 2.8. Let A be an abelian category and Z a slope function on A
with phase θ. We call A θ-artinian if for all X ∈ A, all descending chains of
subobjects · · · ⊂ A2 ⊂ A1 ⊂ X with θ([An+1]) > θ([An]) for all n stabilize,
that is, An+1 = An for all n ≫ 0. We call A θ-noetherian if for all X ∈ A, all
ascending chains of subobjects A1 ⊂ A2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ X with θ([An]) 6 θ([An+1])
for all n stabilize, that is, An = An+1 for all n≫ 0.

The next three theorems follow from Rudakov [12, Th.s 1, 2 & 3].

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

(a) If Y is θ-stable then f is surjective.

(b) If X is θ-stable then f is injective.

(c) If both X,Y are θ-stable then f is an isomorphism.

Theorem 2.10. Let A be an abelian category and Z a slope function on A
with phase θ, and suppose A is θ-artinian and θ-noetherian. Then each X ∈ A
admits a unique filtration 0 = A0 ⊂ · · · ⊂ An = X for n > 0, such that Sk =
Ak/Ak−1 is θ-semistable for i = 1, . . . , n, and θ([S1])>θ([S2])> · · ·>θ([Sn]).

We call 0 = A0 ⊂ A1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ An = X in Theorem 2.10 a Harder–

Narasimhan filtration, as it generalizes the filtrations constructed by Harder
and Narasimhan [3] for vector bundles over algebraic curves. Here is an ana-
logue of Theorem 2.6 for θ-semistable objects.

Theorem 2.11. Let A be an abelian category and Z a slope function on A with

phase θ, and suppose A is θ-artinian and θ-noetherian. Then each θ-semistable

X ∈ A admits a filtration 0 = A0 ⊂ A1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ An = X for n > 1, such that

Sk = Ak/Ak−1 is θ-stable for i = 1, . . . , n, with θ([S1]) = · · · = θ([Sn]) = θ([X ]).
Suppose 0 = A0 ⊂ A1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Am = X and 0 = B0 ⊂ B1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Bn = X are

two such filtrations with θ-stable factors Sk = Ak/Ak−1 and Tk = Bk/Bk−1.

Then m = n, and for some permutation σ of 1, . . . , n we have Sk ∼= Tσ(k)
for i = 1, . . . , n.

6



2.5 Ext groups and extensions

Finally we recall the properties of the Ext groups Extn(X,Y ) for X,Y objects
in an abelian category A, following [2, p. 166, 184-5] and [4, p. 233–240].

Definition 2.12. Let A be an abelian category. Then for all X,Y ∈ A and
n = 0, 1, 2, . . . there are abelian groups Extn(X,Y ) with the following properties:

(i) Ext0(X,Y ) = Hom(X,Y ).

(ii) There is a multiplication Extm(X,Y ) × Extn(Y, Z) → Extm+n(X,Z) for
X,Y, Z ∈ A and m,n > 0, which is biadditive and associative.

(iii) An extension of Z by X is an exact sequence 0 → X
ι

−→Y
π

−→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
ι //

idX

��

Y
π //

f

��

Z //

idZ

��

0

0 // X
ι′ // Y ′ π′

// Z // 0.

Then there is a natural 1-1 correspondence E(Z,X) ∼= Ext1(Z,X), which

identifies 0 → X
ιX−→X ⊕ Z

πZ−→Z → 0 with 0 ∈ Ext(Z,X).

Let K be a field. We call A of finite type over K if Extm(X,Y ) is a finite-
dimensional vector space over K for all X,Y ∈ A andm > 0, and Extm(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 K0(A), known
as the Euler form, by

χ
(

[X ], [Y ]
)

=
∑

m>0

(−1)m dimK Extm(X,Y ). (4)

The numerical Grothendieck group Knum(A) is then defined to be

Knum(A) = K0(A)/
{

α ∈ K0(A) : χ(α, β) = 0 for all β ∈ K0(A)
}

.

It is a free abelian group, and the Euler form descends to a nondegenerate pairing
χ : Knum(A) ×Knum(A) → Z, also known as the Euler form. If Knum(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 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.
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3.1 Varieties, subvarieties and constructible sets

We first introduce complex quasi-projective varieties, following Hartshorne [4].

Definition 3.1. A complex projective variety is a subset P of CPm for some
m > 0 which is the zero set of finitely many homogeneous polynomials in Cm+1.
A complex quasi-projective variety is a subset Q of CPm of the form Q = R \ P
for projective varieties P ⊆ R ⊆ CPn. Note that we do not require (quasi)-
projective varieties to be irreducible, as some authors do [4, p. 10].

If P ⊆ Q ⊆ CPm 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 [4, §I.3]. We consider isomorphic varieties to
be the same. Then a quasi-projective variety Q can be embedded in CPm in
many ways for different m > 0, and no one way is preferred.

For m,n > 0 the disjoint union CPm∐CPn can be embedded as a subvariety
of CPm+n+1. It 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 ⊆ Q under a morphism φ : Q → R need not be a subvariety.
Because of this, the subvarieties of a variety Q are not a large enough class of
subsets of Q for our purposes, and we work instead with constructible sets.

Definition 3.2. Let Q be a complex quasi-projective variety. A constructible

set in Q 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 Q. Mumford [10,
p. 51] proves the following. The last part is due to Chevalley.

Proposition 3.3. Let P,Q be varieties, A,B constructible sets in P , and φ :
P → Q a morphism. Then A∩B, A∪B and P \A are constructible sets in P ,
and φ(A) is a constructible set in Q.

3.2 Euler characteristics

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

Definition 3.4. Let Q be a complex quasi-projective variety. Regard Q as a
topological space with the analytic topology, induced from the manifold topology
on CPm by the inclusion Q ⊆ CPm. Write χ(Q) for the (topological) Euler

characteristic of Q, 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 [8] that χ(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 χ are well known.

Proposition 3.5. (i) χ(Cm) = 1 and χ(CPm) = m+ 1 for all m > 0.

8



(ii) If P is a closed subvariety of a variety Q, then χ(Q)=χ(P )+χ(Q \ P ).

(iii) If P,Q are varieties then χ(P ×Q) = χ(P )χ(Q).

(iv) If φ : P → Q is a morphism of varieties which is a locally trivial fibration

in the analytic topology with fibre F , then χ(P ) = χ(F )χ(Q).

In [5, Prop. 7.7] we show χ is additive over subvarieties.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose a complex quasi-projective variety Q is the disjoint

union of subvarieties U1, . . . , Um. Then χ(Q) =
∑m
i=1 χ(Um).

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

Definition 3.7. Let Q be a complex quasi-projective variety and A ⊆ Q a
constructible set. Then we can write A as the disjoint union of subvarieties
U1, . . . , Um of Q. Define χ(A) =

∑m
i=1 χ(Ui). To show this is well-defined,

suppose A is also the disjoint union of subvarieties V1, . . . , Vn. Then Ui is the
disjoint union of subvarieties Ui ∩ Vj for j = 1, . . . , n, so Proposition 3.6 gives
χ(Ui) =

∑n
j=1 χ(Ui ∩ Vj), and similarly χ(Vj) =

∑m
i=1 χ(Ui ∩ Vj). Hence

∑m
i=1 χ(Ui) =

∑m
i=1

∑n
j=1 χ(Ui ∩ Vj) =

∑n
j=1

∑m
i=1 χ(Ui ∩ Vj) =

∑n
j=1 χ(Vj).

3.3 Constructible functions

Definition 3.8. 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−1(c)
is a constructible set for each c ∈ f(P ). Write CF(P ) for the abelian group
of constructible functions on P . For f ∈ CF(P ), define the weighted Euler

characteristic χ(P, f) by

χ(P, f) =
∑

c∈f(P ) c χ
(

f−1(c)
)

. (5)

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

CF(φ)f(q) = χ
(

φ−1(q), f |φ−1(q)

)

for q ∈ Q. (6)

This is well-defined as φ−1(q) is a subvariety, and f |φ−1(q) is constructible.

MacPherson [9, Prop. 1] showed that constructible functions CF(Q) and the
push-forward CF(φ) form a functor.

Theorem 3.9. Let φ : P → Q be a morphism of complex quasi-projective

varieties and f : P → Z a constructible function. Then CF(φ)f is constructible.

Thus CF(φ) : CF(P ) → CF(Q) is a morphism of abelian groups.

Suppose ψ : Q → R is another morphism of varieties. Then CF(ψ ◦ φ) =
CF(ψ) ◦ CF(φ) 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.
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Using results of Sabbah [13] on Lagrangian cycles, Kennedy [8] 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.

Let {0} be a single point, considered as a variety, and for a variety P let
πP : P → {0} be the projection, considered as a morphism. Then CF(πP ) :
CF(P ) → CF({0}) = Z maps f 7→ χ(P, f). If φ : P → Q is a morphism of
varieties then πP = πQ ◦ φ. So from CF(ψ ◦ φ) = CF(ψ) ◦ CF(φ) in Theorem
3.9 we deduce:

Corollary 3.10. Let φ : P → Q be a morphism of complex quasi-projective

varieties and f : P → Z be constructible. Then χ(P, f) = χ
(

Q,CF(φ)f
)

.

Viro [15] gives an interesting point of view on constructible functions. One
can regard the Euler characteristic as a measure, defined on constructible sets.
Then χ(P, f) is the integral of f with respect to this measure, and the push-
forward CF(φ)f integrates f over the fibres of φ.

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

Next we summarize the work of [5, §3–§6] on configurations in an abelian cat-
egory A, which will be the main tool of the paper. Their definition in §4.2 is
quite complicated, so as motivation we begin in §4.1 with a result strengthening
the Jordan–Hölder Theorem when X ∈ A has no repeated simple factors. We
can associate a finite partial order (I,�) to X , such that the subobjects SJ of
X correspond in a natural way to certain subsets J ⊂ I.

Configurations abstract the properties of these families of subobjects of
X . Rather than working with subobjects, it is convenient to define (I,�)-
configurations (σ, ι, π) as collections of objects σ(J) and morphisms ι(J,K) or
π(J,K) : σ(J) → σ(K). Sections 4.3 and 4.4 discuss subconfigurations, quotient
configurations, substitution, refinements and improvements, which are ways of
constructing new configurations from known ones.

4.1 Refining the Jordan–Hölder Theorem

Here is some notation for finite posets, [5, Def. 3.2].

Definition 4.1. If I is a set and � a partial order on I we call (I,�) a partially

ordered set , or poset for short, and a finite poset if I is finite. Let (I,�) be a
finite poset. Define J ⊆ I to be

(i) an s-set if i ∈ I, j ∈ J and i�j implies i ∈ J ,

(ii) a q-set if i ∈ I, j ∈ J and j�i implies i ∈ J , and

(iii) an f-set if i ∈ I and h, j ∈ J and h�i�j implies i ∈ J .
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The motivation for this comes from the following theorem, which summarizes
[5, §3]. It shows that if X ∈ A has nonisomorphic simple factors, then for a
finite poset (I,�) constructed from X s-sets correspond to subobjects S ⊂ X ,
q-sets to quotient objects X/S, and f-sets to factors T/S for S ⊂ T ⊂ X .

Theorem 4.2. Let A be an abelian category of finite length, and X ∈ A. Let

the simple factors in some composition series for X be {Si : i ∈ I} for some

finite indexing set I, and suppose Si 6∼= Sj for i 6= j in I.
For every composition series 0 = A0 ⊂ A1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ An = X for X there is a

unique bijection φ : I → {1, . . . , n} such that Si ∼= Aφ(i)/Aφ(i)−1 for all i ∈ I.
Define a partial order � on I by i�j for i, j ∈ I if and only if φ(i) 6 φ(j) for

all bijections φ : I → {1, . . . , n} constructed in this way.

Then for each (I,�) s-set J there is a unique subobject SJ ⊂ X such that

the simple factors of SJ are isomorphic to Si for i ∈ J . This defines a 1-1
correspondence between subobjects SJ ⊂ X and s-sets J ⊆ I. The SJ satisfy

S∅ = 0, SI = X, SA ∩ SB = SA∩B and SA + SB = SA∪B. (7)

There are also natural 1-1 correspondences between quotient objects of X
and q-sets, between factors of X and f-sets, and between composition series for

X and bijections φ : I → {1, . . . , n} such that i�j implies φ(i) 6 φ(j).

This can be regarded as a refinement of the Jordan–Hölder Theorem in the
case when X has nonisomorphic simple factors, as it gives us a greater under-
standing of the subobjects and composition series of X .

4.2 The definition of (I,�)-configurations

Here is the definition of configurations in an abelian category, [5, Def. 4.1].

Definition 4.3. Let (I,�) be a finite poset, and use the notation of Definition
4.1. Define F (I,�) to be the set of f-sets of I. Define G(I,�) to be the subset of
(J,K) ∈ F (I,�) × F (I,�) such that J ⊆ K, and if j ∈ J and k ∈ K with k�j,
then k ∈ J . Define H(I,�) to be the subset of (J,K) ∈ F (I,�) ×F (I,�) such that
K ⊆ J , and if j ∈ J and k ∈ K with k�j, then j ∈ K. It is easy to show that
G(I,�) and H(I,�) have the following properties:

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

(b) If (J,K) ∈ G(I,�) and (K,L) ∈ G(I,�) then (J, L) ∈ G(I,�).

(c) If (J,K) ∈ H(I,�) and (K,L) ∈ H(I,�) then (J, L) ∈ H(I,�).

(d) If (J,K)∈G(I,�), (K,L)∈H(I,�) then (J, J∩L)∈H(I,�), (J∩L,L)∈G(I,�).

Define an (I,�)-configuration (σ, ι, π) in an abelian category A to be maps
σ : F (I,�) → Obj(A), ι : G(I,�) → Mor(A), and π : H(I,�) → Mor(A), where

(i) σ(J) is an object in A for J ∈ F (I,�), with σ(∅) = 0.

(ii) ι(J,K) : σ(J)→σ(K) is injective for (J,K)∈G(I,�), and ι(J, J)=idσ(J).
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(iii) π(J,K) :σ(J)→σ(K) is surjective for (J,K)∈H(I,�), and π(J, J)=idσ(J).

These should satisfy the conditions:

(A) Let (J,K) ∈ G(I,�) and set L = K \ J . Then the following is exact in A:

0 // σ(J)
ι(J,K)// σ(K)

π(K,L)// σ(L) // 0. (8)

(B) If (J,K) ∈ G(I,�) and (K,L) ∈ G(I,�) then ι(J, L) = ι(K,L) ◦ ι(J,K).

(C) If (J,K) ∈ H(I,�) and (K,L) ∈ H(I,�) then π(J, L) = π(K,L) ◦ π(J,K).

(D) If (J,K) ∈ G(I,�) and (K,L) ∈ H(I,�) then

π(K,L) ◦ ι(J,K) = ι(J ∩ L,L) ◦ π(J, J ∩ L). (9)

Note that (A)–(D) make sense because of properties (a)–(d), respectively.

The motivation for this definition is that it captures the properties of the
families of subobjects SJ ⊂ X in Theorem 4.2, as we show in the following the-
orem, [5, Th.s 4.2 & 4.5]. However, we shall see that configurations are useful
in more general situations than Jordan–Hölder decompositions with nonisomor-
phic simple factors.

Theorem 4.4. Let (I,�) be a finite poset, A an abelian category, and X ∈ A.

Suppose that for each s-set J ⊆ I we are given a subobject SJ ⊂ X, such that

S∅ = 0, SI = X, SA ∩ SB = SA∩B and SA + SB = SA∪B (10)

for all s-sets A,B ⊆ I. Then there exists an (I,�)-configuration (σ, ι, π) in

A with σ(I) = X such that for each s-set J ⊆ I, the equivalence class of

ι(J, I) : σ(J) → σ(I) = X is the subobject SJ ⊂ X. This (σ, ι, π) is unique up

to canonical isomorphism in A.

Conversely, suppose (σ, ι, π) is an (I,�)-configuration in A, put X = σ(I),
and for each s-set J ⊆ I let the subobject SJ ⊂ X be the equivalence class of

ι(J, I) : σ(J) → X. Then the SJ satisfy (10).

Let (σ, ι, π) be an (I,�)-configuration in an abelian category A. Then each
object σ(J) for J ∈ F (I,�) has a class [σ(J)] in the group K(A) of Definition
2.2. In [5, Prop. 4.6] we show how these classes are related.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose (I,�) is a finite poset, A an abelian category, and

(σ, ι, π) an (I,�)-configuration in A. Then there exists a unique map κ : I →
K(A) such that [σ(J)] =

∑

j∈J κ(j) in K(A) for all f-sets J ⊆ I.

4.3 New (I,�)-configurations from old

Given an (I,�)-configuration (σ, ι, π) in A, the next two definitions [5, Def.s 5.1
& 5.2] construct (K,E)-configurations (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) for other, simpler posets (K,E),
by forgetting some of the objects and morphisms in (σ, ι, π).
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Definition 4.6. Let (I,�) be a finite poset and J an f-set in I, so that J ∈
F (I,�). Then (J,�) is also a finite poset, and K ⊆ J is an f-set in (J,�) if
and only if it is an f-set in (I,�). Hence F (J,�) ⊆ F (I,�), and also G(J,�) =
G(I,�) ∩ (F (J,�) ×F (J,�)) and H(J,�) = H(I,�) ∩ (F (J,�) ×F (J,�)).

Let (σ, ι, π) be an (I,�)-configuration in an abelian category A, and define
σ′ : F (J,�) → Obj(A), ι′ : G(J,�) → Mor(A) and π′ : H(J,�) → Mor(A) by
σ′ = σ|F(J,�)

, ι′ = ι|G(J,�)
and π′ = π|H(J,�)

. Then (A)–(D) of Definition 4.3 for
(σ, ι, π) imply (A)–(D) for (σ′, ι′, π′), so (σ′, ι′, π′) is a (J,�)-configuration in A.
We call (σ′, ι′, π′) a subconfiguration of (σ, ι, π).

Definition 4.7. Let (I,�) and (K,E) be finite posets, and φ : I → K a sur-

jective map with φ(i) E φ(j) when i, j ∈ I with i�j. If J ⊆ K is an f-set
in K then φ−1(J) ⊆ I is an f-set in I. Hence φ∗(F (K,E)) ⊆ F (I,�). Simi-
larly, if (A,B) ∈ G(K,E) then (φ−1(A), φ−1(B)) ∈ G(I,�), and if (A,B) ∈ H(K,E)

then (φ−1(A), φ−1(B)) ∈ H(I,�).
Let (σ, ι, π) be an (I,�)-configuration in an abelian category A, and define

σ̃ : F (K,E) → Obj(A), ι̃ : G(K,E) → Mor(A) and π̃ : H(K,E) → Mor(A) by σ̃(A) =
σ(φ−1(A)), ι̃(A,B) = ι(φ−1(A), φ−1(B)), and π̃(A,B) = π(φ−1(A), φ−1(B)).
Then (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) is a (K,E)-configuration in A. We call (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) a quotient config-

uration of (σ, ι, π). We also call (σ, ι, π) a refinement of (σ̃, ι̃, π̃).

Our third construction [5, Def. 5.7] is a special case of a more general result
[5, Th. 5.5] which glues two configurations together to get a third.

Theorem 4.8. Let (J,.) and (K,E) be nonempty finite posets with J∩K = ∅,
and l ∈ K. Set I = J ∪ (K \ {l}), and define a partial order � on I by

i�j for i, j ∈ I if



















i.j, i, j ∈ J,

i E j, i, j ∈ K \ {l},

l E j, i ∈ J, j ∈ K \ {l},

i E l, i ∈ K \ {l}, j ∈ J,

(11)

and a surjective map φ : I → K by φ(i) = l if i ∈ J , and φ(i) = i if i∈K\{l}.
Let A be an abelian category, (σ′, ι′, π′) a (J,.)-configuration in A, and

(σ̃, ι̃, π̃) a (K,E)-configuration in A with σ′(J) = σ̃({l}). Then there exists an

(I,�)-configuration (σ, ι, π) in A, unique up to canonical isomorphism, such

that (σ′, ι′, π′) is its (J,.)-subconfiguration, and (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) its quotient (K,E)-
configuration from φ. We call (σ, ι, π) the substitution of (σ′, ι′, π′) into (σ̃, ι̃, π̃).

Conversely, if an (I,�)-configuration (σ, ι, π) has (J,.)-subconfiguration
(σ′, ι′, π′) and quotient (K,E)-configuration (σ̃, ι̃, π̃), then (σ, ι, π) is canoni-

cally isomorphic to the substitution of (σ′, ι′, π′) into (σ̃, ι̃, π̃).

4.4 Improvements and best configurations

Following [5, Def. 6.1] we define improvements and best configurations.
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Definition 4.9. Let I be a finite set and �,E partial orders on I such that if
i�j then i E j for i, j ∈ I. Then we say that E dominates �, and E strictly

dominates � if �,E are distinct. Let s be the number of pairs (i, j) ∈ I × I
with i E j but i�j. Then we say that E dominates � by s steps. Clearly, E
strictly dominates � if and only if s > 0. Also

F (I,E) ⊆ F (I,�), G(I,E) ⊆ G(I,�) and H(I,E) ⊆ H(I,�). (12)

For distinct �,E the second two inclusions are strict.
For each (I,�)-configuration (σ, ι, π) in an abelian category A we have a

quotient (I,E)-configuration (σ̃, ι̃, π̃), as in Definition 4.7 with φ = id : I → I.
We call (σ, ι, π) an improvement or an (I,�)-improvement of (σ̃, ι̃, π̃), and a
strict improvement if �,E are distinct. If E dominates � by s steps we also
call (σ, ι, π) an s step improvement of (σ̃, ι̃, π̃).

We call an (I,E)-configuration (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) best if there exists no strict improve-
ment (σ, ι, π) of (σ̃, ι̃, π̃). Note that improvements are a special kind of refine-
ment, in the sense of Definition 4.7.

In [5, Prop. 6.9 & Th. 6.10] we classify one step improvements and prove a
criterion for best (I,E)-configurations. Recall from Definition 2.2 that a short
exact sequence 0 → X → Y → Z → 0 in A is called split if there is a compatible
isomorphism Y ∼= X ⊕ Z.

Theorem 4.10. Let (σ, ι, π) be an (I,E)-configuration in an abelian category

A. Then (σ, ι, π) is best if and only if for all i 6=j ∈ I with iEj but there exists

no k ∈ I with i 6=k 6=j and iEkEj, the following short exact sequence is split:

0 // σ
(

{i}
) ι({i},{i,j})// σ

(

{i, j}
)π({i,j},{j})// σ

(

{j}
)

// 0. (13)

Suppose i, j are as above, and (13) is split. Define � on I by a�b if a E b
and a 6= i, b 6= j, so that E dominates � by one step. Then the (I,�)-
improvements of (σ, ι, π) are in 1-1 correspondence with Hom(σ({j}), σ({i})).

5 Moduli of configurations (σ, ι, π) with σ(I) = X

We now recall the main results of [5, §8–§10] on generalized Hilbert schemes

Mall(X, I,�, κ) in an abelian category A.

5.1 Assumptions on A and Z, θ

We shall need the following notation, [5, Def. 8.1].

Definition 5.1. Let A be an abelian category, choose K(A) as in Definition
2.2, and let X ∈ A. Suppose S ⊂ X is a subobject, represented by an injective
morphism i : U → X . Write [S] for [U ] ∈ K(A). This is well-defined, as U
is determined by S up to isomorphism. For α ∈ K(A) define Subα(X) =

{

S :

S ⊂ X is a subobject, [S] = α
}

.
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Using this we set out assumptions on A, [5, Assumption 8.2].

Assumption 5.2. Let A be an abelian category, and let K(A) be a quotient
of the Grothendieck group K0(A) as in Definition 2.2. 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 ) × Hom(Y, Z) →
Hom(X,Z) are complex bilinear, so A is C-linear.

(ii) Subα(X) has the structure of a complex projective variety for all X ∈ A
and α ∈ K(A).

(iii) Incα,β(X) is a closed subvariety of Subα(X)×Subβ(X) for all X ∈ A and
α, β ∈ K(A), where

Incα,β(X) =
{

(S, T ) : S ∈ Subα(X), T ∈ Subβ(X), S ⊂ T ⊂ X
}

.

(iv) For all α, β, γ ∈ K(A),

{

(S, T, U) ∈ Subα(X)× Subβ(X)× Subγ(X) : U = S ∩ T
}

and
{

(S, T, U) ∈ Subα(X)× Subβ(X)× Subγ(X) : U = S + T
}

are subvarieties of Subα(X)× Subβ(X)× Subγ(X).

(v) Let U, V,W,X ∈ A with 0 → U
i

−→V
π

−→W → 0 exact and j : V → X
injective. Let R ⊂ X and T ⊂ X be the subobjects represented by
j ◦ i : U → X and j : V → X . Let α = [U ] in K(A), and for each
β ∈ K(A) define Θβ : Subβ(W ) → Subα+β(X) as follows.

Let Q ∈ Subβ(W ) be represented by e : E → W . Let c : W → C be a
cokernel for e. Let k : K → V be a kernel for c ◦ π : V → C. Define
Θβ(Q) ∈ Subα+β(X) to be the subobject represented by j ◦ k : K → X .
Then Θβ is a well-defined isomorphism of varieties

Θβ : Subβ(W ) −→
{

S ∈ Subα+β(X) : R ⊂ S ⊂ T ⊂ X
}

,

where the right hand side is a closed subvariety of Subα+β(X).

(vi) Let W,X ∈ A with [W ] = α in K(A). Write

Inj(W,X) =
{

i ∈ Hom(W,X) : i is injective
}

.

Regard Hom(W,X) ∼= Cl 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 ∈ Subα(X) : S ∼=W
}

taking iAut(W ) to the subobject represented by i : W → X , is an iso-

morphism of varieties, where the r.h.s. is a subvariety of Subα(X).
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Although this list of assumptions is long, we show in [5, Th.s 8.3 & 8.4] that
it is satisfied in many interesting cases.

Theorem 5.3. In both the following cases, A, K(A) satisfy Assumption 5.2.

(a) Suppose P is a smooth complex projective variety, A the abelian category

of coherent sheaves on P , and K(A) = K0(A) or Knum(A).

(b) Suppose A is an abelian category of finite length, Hom(X,Y ), Ext1(X,Y )
are finite-dimensional vector spaces over C for all X,Y ∈ A, and the

multiplication maps of Definition 2.12(ii) are complex bilinear for (m,n) =
(0, 0), (0, 1) and (1, 0), and K(A) = K0(A).

We also impose some conditions on the slope function Z, [5, Def. 9.10].

Definition 5.4. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, let Z be a slope function on A
with phase θ, and let X ∈ A. We call Z, θ permissible with respect to X if they
satisfy the conditions:

(i) A is θ-artinian and θ-noetherian, in the sense of Definition 2.8.

(ii) There exists a subset Kθ
ss(X) ⊆ K(A) such that if Y ∈ A is a θ-semistable

factor of X then [Y ] ∈ Kθ
ss(X), and

{

α ∈ Kθ
ss(X) : |Z(α)| 6 R

}

is finite
for all R > 0.

Using this we prove a finiteness result, [5, Prop. 9.13].

Proposition 5.5. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, let Z be a permissible slope

function on A with respect to X ∈ A with phase θ, and let (I,�, κ) be A-data

with κ(I) = [X ]. Then there exists a finite subset P ⊂ K(A) such that whenever

(σ, ι, π) is an (I,�, κ)-configuration in A with σ(I) = X, and Y = σ({i}) for

some i ∈ I, and U ∈ A is one of the θ-semistable factors of Y in the Harder–

Narasimhan filtration of Theorem 2.10, then [U ] ∈ P , and if V is one of the

θ-stable factors of U in Theorem 2.11, then [V ] ∈ P .

5.2 (I,�, κ)-configurations and moduli spaces

Our key tool is (I,�, κ)-configurations, [5, Def. 9.1].

Definition 5.6. Let A be an abelian category, K(A) be as in Definition 2.2,
(I,�) be a finite poset, and κ : I → K(A) a map. For the rest of the paper we
use the following notation: we extend κ to the set of subsets of I by defining
κ(J) =

∑

j∈J κ(j). To motivate this, note that Proposition 4.5 simplifies to
[σ(J)] = κ(J) for all J ∈ F (I,�). Define a set of A-data to be a triple (I,�, κ)
such that (I,�) is a finite poset and κ : I → K(A) a map with κ(J) 6= 0 for
all ∅ 6= J ⊆ I. Define an (I,�, κ)-configuration to be an (I,�)-configuration
(σ, ι, π) in A with [σ({i})] = κ(i) in K(A) for all i ∈ I.
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Let (σ, ι, π), (σ′, ι′, π′) be (I,�)-configurations in A. An isomorphism α :
(σ, ι, π) → (σ′, ι′, π′) is a collection of isomorphisms α(J) : σ(J) → σ′(J) for
each J ∈ F (I,�) satisfying

α(K) ◦ ι(J,K) = ι′(J,K) ◦ α(J) for all (J,K) ∈ G(I,�), and

α(K) ◦ π(J,K) = π′(J,K) ◦ α(J) for all (J,K) ∈ H(I,�).

Isomorphisms compose in the obvious way.

In [5, Def. 9.2] we define moduli spaces of configurations with σ(I) = X .

Definition 5.7. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2. Let (I,�, κ) be a set of A-data,
and X ∈ A with [X ] = κ(I) in K(A).

(a) Define Mall(X, I,�, κ) to be the set of ∼-equivalence classes of (I,�, κ)-
configurations (σ, ι, π) with σ(I) = X , where (σ, ι, π) ∼ (σ′, ι′, π′) if there
exists an isomorphism α : (σ, ι, π) → (σ′, ι′, π′) with α(I) = idX . We
call Mall(X, I,�, κ) a generalized Hilbert scheme. Write [(σ, ι, π)] for the
equivalence class of (σ, ι, π).

(b) Let Mb
all(X, I,�, κ) ⊆ Mall(X, I,�, κ) be the subset of [(σ, ι, π)] with

(σ, ι, π) best, as in Definition 4.9.

Now suppose Z is a slope function on A with phase θ, as in Definition 2.7.

(c) Let Mss(X, I,�, κ, θ) ⊆ Mall(X, I,�, κ) be the subset of [(σ, ι, π)] with
σ({i}) θ-semistable for all i ∈ I, as in Definition 2.7.

(d) Let Mst(X, I,�, κ, θ) ⊆ Mss(X, I,�, κ, θ) ⊆ Mall(X, I,�, κ) be the sub-
set of [(σ, ι, π)] with σ({i}) θ-stable for all i ∈ I, as in Definition 2.7.

(e) Let M b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) = Mss(X, I,�, κ, θ) ∩Mb

all(X, I,�, κ)
and M b

st(X, I,�, κ, θ) = Mst(X, I,�, κ, θ) ∩Mb
all(X, I,�, κ).

We shall use the characteristic functions of moduli spaces, [5, Def. 9.3].

Definition 5.8. Let X ∈ A and F be any finite disjoint union of moduli
spaces Mall(X, I,�, κ), as above. For A-data (I,�, κ) with [X ] = κ(I), define
δall, δ

b
all(X, I,�, κ) and δst, δss, δ

b
st, δ

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) : F → {0, 1} ⊂ Z to be the

characteristic functions of Mall, . . . ,M b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) on F , that is, they are 1

on the appropriate subset Mall(X, I,�, κ), . . ., and zero elsewhere.

In [5, Def. 9.6] we define natural maps between moduli spaces.

Definition 5.9. Let (I,�, κ) be a set of A-data, (K,E) a finite poset, and
φ : I → K a surjective map with φ(i) E φ(j) when i, j ∈ I with i�j. Define
µ : K → K(A) by µ(k) = κ

(

φ−1(k)
)

. Then (K,E, µ) is a set of A-data.
Suppose X ∈ A with [X ] = κ(I) = µ(K) in K(A). Define a map

Q(I,�,K,E, φ) : Mall(X, I,�, κ) −→ Mall(X,K,E, µ)

by Q(I,�,K,E, φ) :
[

(σ, ι, π)
]

7−→
[

(σ̃, ι̃, π̃)
]

,
(14)
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where (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) is the quotient (K,E)-configuration of (σ, ι, π) from φ : I → K,
as in Definition 4.7. In the special case when I = K and φ : I → I is the identity
map idI , so that µ = κ and E,� are partial orders on I where E dominates �,
write Q(I,�,E) = Q(I,�, I,E, idI).

Then in [5, Th.s 9.7 & 9.14, Prop. 9.8 & Cor. 9.9] we prove:

Theorem 5.10. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2. Then

(i) Mall(X, I,�, κ) is a complex quasi-projective variety in Definition 5.7.

(ii) Q(I,�,K,E, φ) is a morphism of varieties in (14).

(iii) Mb
all(X, I,�, κ) is a constructible set in Mall(X, I,�, κ).

(iv) δall, δ
b
all(X, I,�, κ) in Definition 5.8 are constructible functions on F .

Now suppose Z is a permissible slope function on A with phase θ, as in Defini-

tions 2.7 and 5.4. Then

(v) Mst,Mss,M b
st,M

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) are constructible sets in Mall(X, I,�, κ).

(vi) δst, δss, δ
b
st, δ

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) are constructible functions on F .

This summarizes the work of [5, §9]. The basic idea is that using Theorem
4.4 we can identify isomorphism classes of (I,�, κ)-configurations (σ, ι, π) with

collections of subobjects SJ ⊂ X for s-sets J ⊆ I. As SJ ∈ Subκ(J)(X), this

identifies Mall(X, I,�, κ) with a subset of
∏

s-sets J Sub
κ(J)(X).

Now
∏

s-sets J Sub
κ(J)(X) has the structure of a complex projective variety

by Assumption 5.2(ii), and using the rest of Assumption 5.2 we show that
Mall(X, I,�, κ) corresponds to a subvariety of this projective variety.

5.3 Euler characteristics of moduli spaces

In the situation of §5.2, the family of all best improvements of a configuration
(σ, ι, π) in A is a complicated constructible set in a complex quasi-projective
variety. In [5, Th. 10.1] we show that this set has Euler characteristic 1. We
express this in terms of constructible functions, as in §3.3.

Theorem 5.11. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, (I,E, κ) be a set of A-data,

and X ∈ A with [X ] = κ(I). Then
∑

partial orders � on I:
E dominates �

CF
(

Q(I,�,E)
)

δ b
all(X, I,�, κ) = δall(X, I,E, κ). (15)

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

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

CF
(

Q(I,�,E)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) = δst(X, I,E, κ, θ) (16)

and
∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

CF
(

Q(I,�,E)
)

δ b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) = δss(X, I,E, κ, θ). (17)
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Here is the main idea of the proof. If an (I,E)-configuration (σ, ι, π) is not
best then by Theorem 4.10 there exist i, j ∈ I and � on I with a�b if a E b and
a 6= i, b ∈ j, so that E dominates � by one step, and the (I,�)-improvements
of (σ, ι, π) are in 1-1 correspondence with Hom(σ({j}), σ({i})) ∼= Cm.

Therefore, if we replace (σ, ι, π) by its family of (I,�)-improvements, we
replace a point by a copy of Cm, which does not change the Euler characteristic
as χ(point) = χ(Cm) = 1 by Proposition 3.5(i). So by starting with (σ, ι, π)
and repeatedly taking one step improvements of non-best configurations, after
finitely many steps we arrive at the family F of all best improvements of (σ, ι, π),
and each step preserves χ, so χ(F) = 1.

Our final result [5, Th. 10.10] in effect computes the Euler characteristic of
the family of all best θ-stable refinements of a θ-semistable configuration (σ, ι, π).

Theorem 5.12. Suppose A satisfies Assumption 5.2, and X ∈ A and Z is a

permissible slope function on A with respect to X with phase θ. Then for all

A-data (K,E, µ) with µ(K) = [X ] we have

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
φ : I → K is surjective,
i�j implies φ(i) E φ(j),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K,

θ ◦ µ ◦ φ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1]

CF
(

Q(I,�,K,E, φ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

δss(X,K,E, µ, θ).
(18)

Only finitely many functions δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) in this sum are nonzero.

6 Relations between δst, δss, δ
b
st, δ

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ)

We prove some identities involving push-forwards of the characteristic functions
δst, δss, δ

b
st, δ

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) under the natural maps Q(I,�,K,E, φ). The basic

idea is that given the Mall(X, I,�, κ) and Q(I,�,K,E, φ), any one of the four
families δst, δss, δ

b
st, δ

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) determines the other three. That is, we can

write δst, δss, δ
b
ss(X,K,E, µ, θ) in terms of δ b

st(X, I,�, κ, θ), and so on.

6.1 Inverting identities (15)–(17)

In (16)–(17) we wrote δst, δss(X, I,E, κ, θ) in terms of δ b
st, δ

b
ss(X, I,E, κ, θ). We

now invert these, writing δ b
st, δ

b
ss(X, I,E, κ, θ) in terms of δst, δss(X, I,E, κ, θ).

We shall need some numbers n(I,�,E).

Definition 6.1. Let I be a finite set, and .,E partial orders on I, where E
dominates .. Define an integer

n(I,.,E) =
∑

n > 0, . = �0,�1, . . . ,�n =E:
�m is a partial order on I, 0 6 m 6 n,

�m strictly dominates �m−1, 1 6 m 6 n

(−1)n. (19)
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If E dominates . by l steps, as in Definition 4.9, then 0 6 n 6 l in (19), so
the sum (19) is finite. The n(I,.,E) satisfy the following equation:

Proposition 6.2. Let I be a finite set and .,E partial orders on I, where E
dominates .. Then

∑

partial orders � on I:
E dominates � dominates .

n(I,�,E) =

{

1, . =E,

0, . 6=E .
(20)

Also, the same equation holds with n(I,�,E) replaced by n(I,.,�).

Proof. If . =E then in (19) there is only one possibility, n = 0 and . = �0 =E,
so n(I,.,E) = 1. Also in (20) there is only one possibility, � = . =E, so the
top line of (20) is immediate. Suppose now that . 6=E. Then every term in
(19) has n > 1, and by setting � = �1 we may rewrite (19) as

n(I,.,E) =
∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

� strictly dominates .

∑

n > 1, � = �1, . . . ,�n =E:
�m is a p.o. on I,

�m strictly dominates �m−1

(−1)n

=
∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

� strictly dominates .

∑

n > 0, � = �0, . . . ,�n =E:
�m is a p.o. on I,

�m strictly dominates �m−1

(−1)n+1

= −
∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

� strictly dominates .

n(I,�,E),

replacing n by n − 1 and �m by �m+1 in the second line. The bottom line of
(20) follows immediately. We prove (20) with n(I,�,E) replaced by n(I,.,�)
in a similar way, writing � for �n−1 in (19).

Here are the inverses of the identities of Theorem 5.11.

Theorem 6.3. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, (I,E, κ) be a set of A-data, and

X ∈ A with [X ] = κ(I). Then
∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

n(I,�,E)CF
(

Q(I,�,E)
)

δall(X, I,�, κ) = δ b
all(X, I,E, κ). (21)

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

∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

n(I,�,E)CF
(

Q(I,�,E)
)

δst(X, I,�, κ, θ) = δ b
st(X, I,E, κ, θ), (22)

∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

n(I,�,E)CF
(

Q(I,�,E)
)

δss(X, I,�, κ, θ) = δ b
ss(X, I,E, κ, θ). (23)
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Proof. Substituting (15) into the left hand side of (21) gives

∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

n(I,�,E)CF
(

Q(I,�,E)
)

δall(X, I,�, κ) =

∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

n(I,�,E)
∑

p.o.s . on I:
� dominates .

CF
(

Q(I,�,E)
)

[

CF
(

Q(I,.,�)
)

δ b
all(X, I,., κ)

]

=

∑

p.o.s . on I:
E dominates .

[

∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �,
� dominates .

n(I,�,E)

]

CF
(

Q(I,.,E)
)

δ b
all(X, I,., κ),

exchanging the sums over �,. and using Q(I,�,E) ◦Q(I,.,�) = Q(I,.,E),
so that CF(Q(I,�,E)) ◦ CF(Q(I,.,�)) = CF(Q(I,.,E)) by Theorem 3.9.

By (20) the bracketed sum on the last line is 0 unless . = � =E, when it
is 1. But then Q(I,.,E) is the identity, so CF(Q(I,.,E)) is the identity, and
the final line reduces to δ b

all(X, I,E, κ), giving (20). The proofs of (22) and (23)
are the same, substituting in (16) and (17).

6.2 Writing δ b

ss
(∗, θ) in terms of δ b

st
(∗, θ)

We will need the following notation.

Definition 6.4. Let (I,�) be a finite poset, K a finite set, and φ : I → K a
surjective map. We call (I,�,K, φ) allowable if there exists a partial order E

on K such that i�j implies φ(i) E φ(j).
For (I,�,K, φ) allowable, define a binary relation . onK by k.l for k, l ∈ K

if there exist b > 0 and i0, . . . , ib, j0, . . . , jb in I with φ(i0) = k, φ(jb) = l, and
ia�ja for a = 0, . . . , b, and φ(ia) = φ(ja−1) for a = 1, . . . , b.

By joining the two ia series and two ja series together we see that k.l and
l.m implies k.m, that is, . is transitive. Taking b = 0 and i0 = j0 = i ∈ I
gives φ(i).φ(i). Hence k.k for all k ∈ K, as φ is surjective.

LetE and i0, . . . , ib, j0, . . . , jb be as above. Then ia�ja implies φ(ia) E φ(ja),
so k = φ(i0) E φ(j0) = φ(j1) E · · · E φ(ja) = l. Thus k.l implies k E l. Hence,
if k.l and l.k then k E l and l E k, so k = l. Therefore . is a partial order on
K. Write P(I,�,K, φ) = .. It has the property that if E is a partial order on
K, then i�j implies φ(i) E φ(j) if and only if E dominates P(I,�,K, φ).

Here is a transitivity property of allowable quadruples. The proof is elemen-
tary, and left as an exercise.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose (I,�, J, ψ) is allowable with . = P(I,�, J, ψ), and

ξ : J → K is a surjective map. Then (J,.,K, ξ) is allowable if and only if

(I,�,K, ξ◦ψ) is allowable, and when they are P(J,.,K, ξ)=P(I,�,K, ξ◦ψ).

We can now write δ b
ss(∗, θ) in terms of δ b

st(∗, θ).
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Theorem 6.6. Suppose A satisfies Assumption 5.2, and X ∈ A and Z is a

permissible slope function on A with respect to X with phase θ. Then for all

A-data (J,., λ) with λ(J) = [X ] we have

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, ψ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable,

. = P(I,�, J, ψ),

κ(ψ−1(j)) = λ(j) for j ∈ J,
θ ◦ λ ◦ ψ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1]

CF
(

Q(I,�, J,., ψ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

δ b
ss(X, J,., λ, θ).

(24)

Only finitely many functions δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) in this sum are nonzero.

Proof. By Definition 6.4 we may rewrite (18) with J, λ in place of K,µ as
∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, ψ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable,

E dominates P(I,�, J, ψ),

κ(ψ−1(j)) = λ(j) for j ∈ J,
θ ◦ λ ◦ ψ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1]

CF
(

Q(I,�, J,E, ψ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

δss(X, J,E, λ, θ),
(25)

with only finitely many δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) in the sum nonzero. But (23) gives

∑

p.o.s E on J:
. dominates E

n(J,E,.)CF
(

Q(J,E,.)
)

δss(X, J,E, λ, θ) =

δ b
ss(X, J,.,λ, θ).

(26)

Noting that CF(Q(J,E,.)) ◦ CF(Q(I,�, J,E, ψ)) = CF(Q(I,�, J,., ψ)) as
Q(J,E,.)◦Q(I,�, J,E, ψ)=Q(I,�, J,., ψ), substituting (25) into (26) gives

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, ψ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable,

κ(ψ−1(j)) = λ(j) for j ∈ J,
θ ◦ λ ◦ ψ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1]

[

∑

partial orders E on J:
. dominates E,

E dominates P(I,�, J, ψ)

n(J,E,.)

]

·

CF
(

Q(I,�, J,., ψ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) = δ b

ss(X, J,., λ, θ).

By (20) the bracketed sum is 1 if . = P(I,�, J, ψ) and 0 otherwise, and (24)
follows.

We note that (16), (18), (24) write δst, δss, δ
b
ss(∗, θ) in terms of δ b

st(∗, θ) with-
out any correction factors n(I,�,E), etc. Therefore we regard δ b

st(∗, θ) as the
most fundamental of the four, and use it for preference.

There is a tempting, simple explanation for (24), which is false. Suppose
(σ, ι, π) is a best (I,�)-configuration, (J,.) a finite poset, and ψ : I → J
a surjective map, where i�j implies ψ(i).ψ(j). Let (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) be the quotient
(J,.)-configuration from ψ. When is (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) best?

Set . = P(I,�, J, ψ). Then . dominates ., and (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) is an improvement
of the quotient (J,.)-configuration of (σ, ι, π). Thus (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) is best only if . =
P(I,�, J, ψ), which explains why . = P(I,�, J, ψ) is necessary in (24). But the
obvious explanation of (24), that (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) is best if and only if . = P(I,�, J, ψ),
is false, as there exist examples with . = P(I,�, J, ψ) but (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) not best.
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6.3 Inverting (24)

Finally, we invert (24). We will need the following notation.

Definition 6.7. Let I be a finite set. Then equivalence relations ∼ on I are in
1-1 correspondence with subsets S =

{

(i, j) ∈ I × I : i ∼ j
}

of I × I satisfying
the properties

(i) (i, i) ∈ S for all i ∈ I,

(ii) (i, j) ∈ S implies (j, i) ∈ S, and

(iii) (i, j) ∈ S and (j, k) ∈ S imply (i, k) ∈ S.

Given S ⊆ I × I satisfying (i)–(iii), define an equivalence relation ∼S on I by
i ∼S j if (i, j) ∈ S. Write [i]S for the ∼S-equivalence class of i, set IS = {[i]S :
i ∈ I}, and define ψS : I → IS by ψS(i) = [i]S .

Now let (I,�) be a finite poset, and define

U(I,�)=
{

S⊆I×I : S satisfies (i)–(iii), (I,�, IS , ψS) is allowable
}

. (27)

Suppose (I,�,K, φ) is allowable, and define S =
{

(i, j) ∈ I × I : φ(i) = φ(j)
}

.
Then it is easy to see that S ∈ U(I,�), and there is a unique 1-1 correspondence
ι : IS → K with ι

(

[i]S
)

= φ(i) for i ∈ I such that φ = ι◦ψS . So U(I,�) classifies
isomorphism classes of K,φ such that (I,�,K, φ) is allowable. Define

N(I,�) =
∑

n > 0, S0, . . . , Sn ∈ U(I,�):
Sm−1 ⊂ Sm, Sm−1 6= Sm, 1 6 m 6 n

S0 = {(i, i) : i ∈ I}, Sn = I × I

(−1)n. (28)

Now let (I,�,K, φ) be allowable, and define

N(I,�,K, φ) =
∑

n > 0, S0, . . . , Sn ∈ U(I,�):
Sm−1 ⊂ Sm, Sm−1 6= Sm, 1 6 m 6 n

S0 = {(i, i) : i ∈ I},
Sn = {(i, j) ∈ I × I : φ(i) = φ(j)}

(−1)n. (29)

By a similar proof to Proposition 6.2, using Lemma 6.5, we can show:

Proposition 6.8. Let (I,�,K, φ) be allowable. Then

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J, ξ : J→K
surjective, φ=ξ◦ψ:
(I,�, J, ψ) allowable

N(I,�, J, ψ) =

{

1, φ is a bijection,

0, otherwise. (30)

This also holds with N(I,�, J, ψ) replaced by N
(

J,P(I,�, J, ψ),K, ξ
)

.

We can also give a multiplicative formula for N(I,�,K, φ).
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Proposition 6.9. Let (I,�,K, φ) be allowable. Then

N(I,�,K, φ) =
∏

k∈K N
(

φ−1(k),�|φ−1(k)

)

. (31)

Proof. Write Ik = φ−1(k) and �k = �|Ik for k ∈ K. Using the notation of
Definition 6.7, if S ∈ U(I,�) then S ∩ (Ik × Ik) lies in U(Ik,�k). Define

Φ :
{

S ∈ U(I,�) : S ⊆
{

(i, j) ∈ I × I : φ(i) = φ(j)
}

}

−→
∏

k∈K

U(Ik,�k)

by Φ : S 7−→
∏

k∈K

S ∩ (Ik × Ik).

It is easy to see that Φ is a 1-1 correspondence, with inverse Φ−1(
∏

k∈K Sk) =
⋃

k∈K S
k, since

{

(i, j) ∈ I × I : φ(i) = φ(j)
}

=
⋃

k∈K I
k × Ik.

Using this 1-1 correspondence we may rewrite (29) as:

N(I,�,K, φ) =
∑

n > 0, Sk
0 , . . . , S

k
n ∈ U(Ik,�k), k ∈ K:

Sk
m−1 ⊆ Sk

m, all k ∈ K, 1 6 m 6 n,

Sk
m−1 6= Sk

m for each 1 6 m 6 n and some k ∈ K,

Sk
0 = {(i, i) : i ∈ Ik}, Sk

n = Ik × Ik

(−1)n. (32)

Fix a choice of n and Sk0 , . . . , S
k
n for k ∈ K satisfying the conditions in (32).

Note that we do not know that Skm−1 6= Skm for all 1 6 m 6 n and k ∈ K, but
only that for each m, there is at least one k with Skm−1 6= Skm.

For each k ∈ K, let nk + 1 be the number of distinct Skm for m = 0, . . . , n,
so that nk 6 n. Let these distinct Skm be Ŝkm for m = 0, . . . , nk in increasing
order, so that Ŝk0 ⊂ Ŝk1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Ŝk

nk with Ŝkm−1 6= Ŝkm for 1 6 m 6 nk.

That is, Ŝk0 , . . . , Ŝ
k
nk is Sk0 , . . . , S

k
n with repeated elements deleted, so that

each set occurs only once. Note also that Ŝk0 = {(i, i) : i ∈ Ik} and Ŝk
nk = Ik×Ik.

In this way, choice of n and Sk0 , . . . , S
k
n for k ∈ K gives rise to data nk and

Ŝk0 , . . . , Ŝ
k
nk satisfying the conditions in the sum (28) defining N(Ik,�k).

Now the data nk and Ŝk0 , . . . , Ŝ
k
nk for k ∈ K does not uniquely determine the

data n and Sk0 , . . . , S
k
n for k ∈ K. One can show using combinatorics that the

sum of (−1)n over all data n and Sk0 , . . . , S
k
n for k ∈ K yielding the fixed data

nk and Ŝk0 , . . . , Ŝ
k
nk for k ∈ K is

∏

k∈K(−1)n
k

. Combining this with (32) and

the definition (28) of N(Ik,�k) we see that N(I,�,K, φ) =
∏

k∈K N(Ik,�k),
as we have to prove.

Here is the inverse of the identity of Theorem 6.6.

Theorem 6.10. Suppose A satisfies Assumption 5.2, and X ∈ A and Z is a

permissible slope function on A with respect to X with phase θ. Then for all
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A-data (K,E, µ) with µ(K) = [X ] we have

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

., λ, χ: (J,., λ) is A-data,

(J,.,K, χ) is allowable,

E= P(J,.,K, χ),

λ(χ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K,

θ ◦ µ ◦ χ ≡ θ ◦ λ : J → (0, 1]

N(J,.,K, χ)CF
(

Q(J,.,K,E, χ)
)

δ b
ss(X, J,., λ, θ) =

δ b
st(X,K,E, µ, θ).

(33)

Only finitely many functions δ b
ss(X, J,., λ, θ) in this sum are nonzero.

Proof. Substituting (24) into the left hand side of (33) gives

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

., λ, χ: (J,., λ) is A-data,
(J,.,K, χ) is allowable,

E= P(J,.,K, χ),

λ(χ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K,
θ ◦ µ ◦ χ ≡ θ ◦ λ : J → (0, 1]

N(J,.,K, χ)·

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, ψ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable,

. = P(I,�, J, ψ),

κ(ψ−1(j)) = λ(j) for j ∈ J,
θ ◦ λ ◦ ψ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1]

CF
(

Q(J,.,K,E, χ)
)

[

CF
(

Q(I,�, J,., ψ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ)

]

=

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�,K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K,
θ ◦ µ ◦ φ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1]

CF
(

Q(I,�,K,E, φ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ)·

[

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J, χ : J→K
surjective, φ=χ◦ψ:
(I,�, J, ψ) allowable,
. = P(I,�, J, ψ)

N(J,.,K, χ)

]

, (34)

setting φ = χ ◦ ψ and using CF(Q(I,�,K,E, φ)) = CF(Q(J,.,K,E, χ)) ◦
CF(Q(I,�, J,., ψ)) in the third line.

Here, given (I,�, J, ψ) allowable and . = P(I,�, J, ψ), Lemma 6.5 shows
that (J,.,K, χ) allowable and E= P(J,.,K, χ) in the first line of (34) is equiv-
alent to (I,�,K, φ) allowable and E= P(I,�,K, φ) in the third line. Also,
θ ◦ µ ◦ χ ≡ θ ◦ λ and θ ◦ λ ◦ ψ ≡ θ ◦ κ in the first and second lines of (34) are
equivalent to θ ◦ µ ◦ φ ≡ θ ◦ κ in the third, as φ = χ ◦ ψ.

Now Proposition 6.8 shows that the bracketed term on the last line of (34)
is 1 if φ is a bijection, and 0 otherwise. When φ is a bijection |I| = |K|. The
first sum on the third line in (34) fixes a unique I with |I| = |K|. Then in the
second sum there are |I|! bijections φ : I → K. So by dropping the factor 1/|I|!
on the third line we may take I = K and φ = idK . Then E= �, κ = µ, and
CF(Q(K,E,K,E, idK)) is the identity. Thus, the last two lines of (34) reduce
to δ b

st(X,K,E, µ, θ), the right hand side of (33). This completes the proof.
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We have now constructed seven transformations between the four families of
functions δst, δss, δ

b
st, δ

b
ss(∗, θ). The equation numbers giving the transformations

are displayed below.

δst(∗, θ)
(22) $$

δ b
st(∗, θ)

(16)
cc

(18)
��(24) $$

δ b
ss(∗, θ)

(17) $$

(33)
dd

δss(∗, θ).
(23)

dd
(35)

By combining these equations one can also write down the other five transfor-
mation rules, but we will not need them.

7 Transformation coefficients T b
st, T

b
ss(∗, θ, θ̃)

Let A be an abelian category, let K(A) be as in Definition 2.2, and let Z :
K(A) → C be a slope function on A, as in Definition 2.7, with phase θ. Suppose
(I,�, κ) is A-data, and (σ, ι, π) is an (I,�, κ)-configuration in A. Then as
0 6= σ({i}) and [σ({i})] = κ(i) in K(A), Definition 2.7 implies that

Z ◦ κ(i) ∈
{

r exp(iπθ) ∈ C : r > 0, θ ∈ (0, 1]
}

for all i ∈ I. (36)

Hence θ ◦ κ(i) ∈ (0, 1] is well-defined for all i ∈ I.
Essentially the only properties of A, Z, θ that we shall use in the whole of

this section are that K(A) is an abelian group, Z : K(A) → C is a homomor-
phism, and (36) holds for all A-data (I,�, κ). In particular, we shall not use
Assumption 5.2, or suppose Z is permissible.

Section 7.1 defines concepts of θ-(semi)stable and (strictly) θ-reversing A-
data, and show that all A-data (I,�, κ) can be decomposed uniquely into θ-
(semi)stable and (strictly) θ-reversing pieces in various ways. This is generalized
to allowable (I,�,K, φ) in §7.2.

Then §7.3–§7.5 define and study transformation coefficients T b
st, T

b
ss(∗, θ, θ̃)

and Ub
st, U

b
ss(∗, θ̃). In §8 we shall see that the T b

st(∗, θ, θ̃) are the coefficients in an
equation expressing δ b

st(∗, θ̃) in terms of δ b
st(∗, θ), and similarly for T b

ss(∗, θ, θ̃),
δ b
ss(∗, θ̃) and δ

b
ss(∗, θ). Thus, the motivation for §7 will come later.

However, we have chosen to present this material first for two reasons: firstly,
some properties of the T b

st, T
b
ss(∗, θ, θ̃) will be needed before it would make sense

to define them in §8, and secondly, in §8 we suppose Assumption 5.2 holds and
Z, Z̃ are permissible, but the results of this section hold under much weaker
assumptions, basically only that (36) holds for all A-data (I,�, κ).

7.1 θ-(semi)stable and (strictly) θ-reversing A-data

We will need the following notation.

Definition 7.1. Let A, Z, θ be as above, and (I,�, κ) be A-data. Then

(i) We call (I,�, κ) θ-stable if θ(κ(J)) < θ(κ(I)) for all (I,�) s-sets J with
∅ 6= J 6= I, defining κ(J) as in Definition 5.6.
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(ii) We call (I,�, κ) θ-semistable if θ(κ(J)) 6 θ(κ(I)) for all (I,�) s-sets J
with ∅ 6= J 6= I.

This is based on Definition 2.7(i), (ii), replacing subobjects by s-sets. To
motivate the notation, note that if (σ, ι, π) is an (I,�, κ)-configuration with
σ(I) θ-(semi)stable, then Definition 2.7 implies that (I,�, κ) is θ-(semi)stable.

Definition 7.2. Let A, Z, θ be as above, and (I,�, κ) be A-data. We say

(i) (I,�, κ) is θ-reversing if i�j implies θ ◦ κ(i) > θ ◦ κ(j) for i, j ∈ I.

(ii) (I,�, κ) is strictly θ-reversing if it is θ-reversing and i 6= j ∈ I implies θ ◦
κ(i) 6= θ ◦ κ(j).

(iii) (I,�, κ) is totally θ-reversing if i�j implies θ ◦ κ(i) < θ ◦ κ(j) for i, j ∈ I.

We chose ‘reversing’ as i 7→ θ ◦ κ(i) reverses the order of (I,�). Clearly,
totally θ-reversing implies strictly θ-reversing implies θ-reversing. Note that
(I,�, κ) totally θ-reversing implies that (I,�) is a total order, ordered by de-

creasing phase θ ◦ κ(i). We shall use the notion of totally θ-reversing at the
beginning of §8 below, but nowhere else.

Our next four propositions decompose A-data uniquely into θ-(semi)stable
and (strictly) θ-reversing pieces, in various ways. Here is the first.

Proposition 7.3. Let A, Z, θ be as above, and (I,�, κ) be A-data. Then there

exist J, ψ such that (I,�, J, ψ) is allowable,
(

ψ−1(j),�, κ
)

is θ-stable for all

j ∈ J , and (J,., λ) is θ-reversing A-data, where . = P(I,�, J, ψ) and λ(j) =

κ
(

ψ−1(j)
)

for j ∈ J . If also Ĵ , ψ̂ satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique

bijection b : J → Ĵ with ψ̂ = b ◦ ψ.

Proof. Consider (I,�) s-sets A 6= ∅ satisfying:

(a) (A,�, κ) is θ-stable, and

(b) if B is an (I,�) s-set with A ⊆ B ⊆ I then θ ◦ κ(A) > θ ◦ κ(B).

Suppose I 6= ∅, and let A 6= ∅ be an (I,�) s-set such that θ ◦ κ(A) is maximal
amongst nonempty (I,�) s-sets, and A is as small as possible with this condition.
Then A exists and satisfies (a) and (b).

Construct by induction n > 0 and sequences I1, . . . , In and A1, . . . , An as
follows. If I = ∅ put n = 0 and finish. Otherwise set I1 = I 6= ∅. For
m > 1, suppose we have constructed A1, . . . , Am−1 and I1, . . . , Im 6= ∅. Let
∅ 6= Am ⊆ Im be an (Im,�) s-set satisfying (a) and (b), which exists from
above. If Am = Im set n = m and finish. Otherwise set Im+1 = Im \Am.

Then A1, A2, . . . are disjoint nonempty subsets of I, so the sequence must
terminate for some n 6 |I|. It is easy to see that I =

∐n
m=1Am, and Ik =

∐n
m=k Am, and Im is a q-set in (I,�), and Am is an s-set in (Im,�). Define

J = {1, . . . , n} and ψ : I → J by ψ|Am
≡ m. Then ψ is surjective.

Now ψ−1(m) = Am, and (Am,�, κ) is θ-stable by (a), so
(

ψ−1(j),�, κ
)

is θ-
stable for all j ∈ J , as we have to prove. Since ψ−1({k, . . . , n}) =

∐n
k=m Am = Ik
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for k = 1, . . . , n, which is an (I,�) q-set, we see that i�j implies ψ(i) 6 ψ(j).
Hence (I,�, J, ψ) is allowable, taking E in Definition 6.4 to be 6.

Define . = P(I,�, J, ψ) and λ(j) = κ
(

ψ−1(j)
)

for j ∈ J . Then (J,., λ)
is A-data, as (I,�, κ) is. Suppose j 6= j′ ∈ J with j.j′ but there exists no
k ∈ J with j.k.j′ and j 6= k 6= j′. Then j < j′, as 6 dominates ., and
{j, j′} is an s-set in ({j, . . . , n},.). Therefore ψ−1({j, j′}) = Aj ∐ Aj′ is an
s-set in (Ij ,�), as Ij = ψ−1({j, . . . , n}). So (b) above for Aj , Ij implies that
θ ◦ κ(Aj)>θ ◦ κ(Aj ∐Aj′ ). Thus θ ◦ λ(j)=θ ◦ κ(Aj)>θ ◦ κ(Aj′ )=θ ◦ λ(j′).

We have shown that if j 6= j′ ∈ J with j.j′ but there exists no k ∈ J
with j.k.j′ and j 6= k 6= j′, then θ ◦ λ(j) > θ ◦ λ(j′). It easily follows that
θ ◦ λ(j) > θ ◦ λ(j′) for all j, j′ ∈ J with j.j′. Thus, (J,., λ) is θ-reversing, as
we have to prove. This completes the first part.

Suppose Ĵ , ψ̂, .̂, λ̂ also satisfy the conditions of the proposition. Choose a

total order E on Ĵ dominating .̂ such that j E j′ implies θ ◦ λ̂(j) > θ ◦ λ̂(j′).

This is possible as (Ĵ , .̂, λ̂) is θ-reversing. Then there exists a unique bijection
b : {1, . . . , n̂} → Ĵ with b∗(6) =E, where n̂ = |Ĵ |. For m = 1, . . . , n̂ define

Âm = ψ̂−1(b(m)) and Îm = ψ̂−1(b({m, . . . , n̂})). Since i�i′ implies ψ̂(i) E ψ̂(i′)

implies b−1 ◦ ψ̂(i) 6 b−1 ◦ ψ̂(i′), we see that Îm is a q-set in (I,�), and Âm is
an s-set in Îm.

We shall show that Âm satisfies (a), (b) above in Îm. Hence, Î1, . . . , În̂ and
Â1, . . . , Ân̂ are possible choices for the construction in the first part of the proof.
Part (a) is immediate by choice of Ĵ , ψ̂, as Âm = ψ̂−1(b(m)). To prove (b) we
work by reverse induction onm. Part (b) holds trivially for Ân̂ in În̂ as Ân̂ = În̂,
so the only possibility is B = Ân̂.

Suppose by induction that for for some 1 6 k < n, part (b) holds for Âm
in Îm for k < m 6 n. We shall show that (b) holds for Âk in Îk. Let B be an
(Îk,�) s-set with Âk ⊆ B ⊆ Îk. We must prove that θ ◦ κ(Âk) > θ ◦ κ(B).

Set C = B \ Âk. Then C is an s-set in Îk+1. If C = ∅ then B = Âk, and
θ ◦ κ(Âk) > θ ◦ κ(B) follows immediately. So suppose C 6= ∅. As (Âk+1,�, κ) is
θ-stable we have

θ ◦ κ(C ∩ Âk+1) 6 θ ◦ κ(Ak+1) if Âk+1 ∩ C 6= ∅. (37)

Since Âk+1∪C is an (Îk+1,�) s-set, applying (b) for Âk+1, Îk+1 by the inductive
hypothesis gives θ ◦ κ(C ∪ Âk+1) 6 θ ◦ κ(Ak+1). Hence

θ ◦ κ(Ak+1) > θ ◦ κ(C \ Âk+1) if Âk+1 \ C 6= ∅. (38)

Combining (37), (38) gives θ ◦ κ(Ak+1) > θ ◦ κ(C). But b(k) E b(k + 1), so

θ ◦ λ̂(b(k)) > θ ◦ λ̂(b(k+1)), that is, θ ◦ κ(Âk) > θ ◦ κ(Âk+1). Thus θ ◦ κ(Âk) >
θ◦κ(C), and hence θ◦κ(Âk) > θ◦κ(B) as B = Âk∐C. So by induction Âm, Îm
satisfy (b) above for all m = 1, . . . , n.

Finally we shall show that n̂ = n, and we can choose the total order E above
such that b : J = {1, . . . , n} → Ĵ is the unique bijection with ψ̂ = b ◦ ψ. Let
k = 1, . . . , n̂ be least such that A1 ∩ Âk 6= ∅. Then A1 ⊆ Îk, so A1 is an (Îk,�)
s-set. Let i be �-minimal in A1 ∩ Âk. Then i is also �-minimal in I, as A1 and

28



Â1 ∪ · · · ∪ Âk are (I,�) s-sets. Hence ψ̂(i) = j = b(k) is .̂-minimal in Ĵ . Thus

{j} is a (Ĵ , .̂) s-set, so Âk is an (I,�) s-set.
As A1, Âk are θ-stable we have

θ ◦ κ(A1 ∩ Âk) < θ ◦ κ(A1) if A1 ∩ Âk 6= A1, and

θ ◦ κ(A1 ∩ Âk) < θ ◦ κ(Âk) if A1 ∩ Âk 6= Âk.
(39)

Applying (b) to A1, I and to Âk, Îk with B = A1 ∪ Âk in each case gives

θ ◦ κ(A1) > θ ◦ κ(A1 ∪ Âk) and θ ◦ κ(Âk) > θ ◦ κ(A1 ∪ Âk). (40)

It is not difficult to see that (39) and (40) imply that A1 = Âk. If k 6= 1
then A1 ∩ Â1 = ∅, so applying (b) to A1, I with B = A1 ∐ Â1 gives θ ◦ κ(A1) >
θ ◦ κ(A1 ∐ Â1), so that θ ◦ κ(Âk) = θ ◦ κ(A1) > θ ◦ κ(Â1). But also θ ◦ κ(Â1) >
· · · > θ ◦ κ(Âk) by choice of E. Hence θ ◦ κ(Â1) = · · · = θ ◦ κ(Âk), that

is, θ ◦ λ̂(b(1)) = · · · = θ ◦ λ̂(b(k)) = θ ◦ λ̂(j).

Therefore, as j is .̂-minimal and θ ◦ λ̂(j) is maximal in Ĵ , we can choose E
such that j is least in the total order E. That is, j = b(1), and then A1 = Â1.
Similarly, having chosen E so that Am = Âm for m = 1, . . . , k, working in
Ik+1 = Îk+1 there is still freedom to choose E to make Ak+1 = Âk+1. So by
induction we can choose E to get Am = Âm for m = 1, 2, . . ., which forces n̂ = n
and ψ̂ = b ◦ ψ. Uniqueness of b is trivial as ψ is surjective.

Next we show that A-data (I,�, κ) is θ-semistable if and only if it can be
broken (uniquely) into θ-stable pieces with equal phase. This can be regarded
as a configurations analogue of Theorem 2.11.

Proposition 7.4. Let A, Z, θ be as above, and (I,�, κ) be A-data. Then

(I,�, κ) is θ-semistable if and only if there exist J, ψ such that (I,�, J, ψ) is

allowable,
(

ψ−1(j),�, κ
)

is θ-stable for all j ∈ J , and if λ : J → K(A) is de-

fined by λ(j) = κ
(

ψ−1(j)
)

for j ∈ J then θ ◦λ ≡ θ ◦λ(J) = θ ◦κ(I). If also Ĵ , ψ̂

satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique bijection b : J→ Ĵ with ψ̂=b◦ψ.

Proof. Suppose (I,�, κ) and J, ψ, λ satisfy the conditions of the proposition, and
set . = P(I,�, J, ψ). Then as θ ◦ λ ≡ θ(λ(J)) = θ(κ(I)), we see that (J,., λ)
is trivially θ-reversing. Thus (I,�, κ) and J, ψ, λ,. satisfy the conditions of
Proposition 7.3.

Therefore, uniqueness in Proposition 7.3 proves the last part of the proposi-
tion, and shows that if J, ψ exist satisfying the conditions above then they are
canonically isomorphic to J, ψ in Proposition 7.3. So let (I,�, κ) be A-data,
and let J, ψ,., λ be as given in Proposition 7.3. We have to prove that (I,�, κ)
is θ-semistable if and only if θ ◦ λ ≡ θ ◦ λ(J) = θ ◦ κ(I).

First suppose θ ◦ λ 6≡ θ ◦λ(J). Then we can write J = A∐B with A,B 6= ∅
and θ◦λ(a) > θ◦λ(b) for all a ∈ A, b ∈ B, so that θ◦λ(A) > θ◦λ(J) > θ◦λ(B).
As (J,., λ) is θ-reversing, A is a (J,.) s-set. Since . = P(I,�, J, ψ), it follows
that C = ψ−1(A) is an (I,�) s-set, with ∅ 6= C 6= I. But θ ◦ κ(C) = θ ◦ λ(A) >
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θ ◦ λ(J) = θ ◦ κ(I). Hence (I,�, κ) is not θ-semistable, by Definition 7.1(ii).
This proves the ‘only if’ part.

Now suppose θ ◦ λ ≡ θ ◦ λ(J). Let C be an (I,�) s-set with ∅ 6= C 6= I.
Then for each j ∈ J , C ∩ψ−1(j) is an s-set in

(

ψ−1(j),�
)

. As
(

ψ−1(j),�, κ
)

is

θ-stable, it follows that if C∩ψ−1(j) 6= ∅ then θ◦κ
(

C∩ψ−1(j)
)

> θ◦κ
(

ψ−1(j)
)

.

But θ ◦ κ
(

ψ−1(j)
)

= θ ◦ λ(j) = θ ◦ λ(J) = θ ◦ κ(I) by assumption.

Hence θ ◦κ
(

C ∩ψ−1(j)
)

> θ ◦κ(I) for all j ∈ J with C ∩ψ−1(j) 6= ∅. As the
disjoint union of C ∩ψ−1(j) over all such j is C we see that θ ◦ κ(C) > θ ◦ κ(I).
Since this holds for all (I,�) s-sets C with ∅ 6= C 6= I, (I,�, κ) is θ-semistable.
This completes the proof.

Here is an analogue of Proposition 7.3, which decomposes (I,�, κ) into θ-
semistable and strictly θ-reversing pieces. It is closely related to Theorem 2.10.

Proposition 7.5. Let A, Z, θ be as above, and (I,�, κ) be A-data. Then there

exist J, ψ such that (I,�, J, ψ) is allowable,
(

ψ−1(j),�, κ
)

is θ-semistable for

all j ∈ J , and (J,., λ) is strictly θ-reversing A-data, where . = P(I,�, J, ψ)

and λ(j) = κ
(

ψ−1(j)
)

for j ∈ J . If also Ĵ , ψ̂ satisfy these conditions, there

exists a unique bijection b : J → Ĵ with ψ̂ = b ◦ ψ.

Proof. As in Proposition 7.3, consider (I,�) s-sets A 6= ∅ satisfying:

(a) (A,�, κ) is θ-semistable, and

(b) if B is an (I,�) s-set with A ⊂ B ⊆ I and A 6= B then θ◦κ(A) > θ◦κ(B).

Suppose I 6= ∅, and let A 6= ∅ be an (I,�) s-set such that θ ◦ κ(A) is maximal
amongst nonempty (I,�) s-sets, and A is as large as possible with this condition.
Then A exists and satisfies (a) and (b).

Suppose for a contradiction that A,A′ satisfy (a), (b) with A 6= A′. If
A ⊂ A′ then (b) with B = A′ implies θ ◦κ(A) > θ ◦κ(A′), which contradicts the
θ-semistability of A′. Similarly A′ ⊂ A gives a contradiction. Hence A ∩ A′ 6=
A,A′ 6= A∪A′. Putting B = A∪A′, part (b) gives θ◦κ(A), θ◦κ(A′) > θ◦κ(B).
But then θ ◦ κ(A ∩ A′) is smaller than one of θ ◦ κ(A), θ ◦ κ(A′), contradicting
(a). Therefore A is unique. The rest of the proof follows Proposition 7.3 with
simple modifications, and we leave it as an exercise.

Lastly we prove a kind of dual result to Proposition 7.4.

Proposition 7.6. Let A, Z, θ be as above, and (I,�, κ) be A-data. Then

(I,�, κ) is θ-reversing if and only if there exist J, ψ such that (I,�, J, ψ) is

allowable, and (J,., λ) is strictly θ-reversing A-data, where . = P(I,�, J, ψ)

and λ(j) = κ
(

ψ−1(j)
)

for j ∈ J , and θ ◦ λ ◦ ψ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1]. If also Ĵ , ψ̂

satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique bijection b : J→ Ĵ with ψ̂=b◦ψ.

Proof. Given A-data (I,�, κ), let J, ψ,., λ be as in Proposition 7.5. Then one
way to prove the proposition is to show that (I,�, κ) is θ-reversing if and only
if θ ◦ λ ◦ ψ ≡ θ ◦ κ, in a similar way to Proposition 7.4. This is not difficult.
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But actually, the result is more-or-less obvious. If J, ψ satisfy the conditions
of the proposition, then θ ◦ λ ◦ψ ≡ θ ◦ κ, and θ ◦ λ(j) 6= θ ◦ λ(j′) for j 6= j′ ∈ J .
Hence ψ(i) = ψ(i′) if and only if θ◦κ(i) = θ◦κ(i′). Define an equivalence relation
∼ on I by i ∼ i′ if θ ◦ κ(i) = θ ◦ κ(i′). Then J, ψ are canonically isomorphic to
I/ ∼, π : I → I/ ∼. With this J, ψ, it is easy to see that (I,�, κ) is θ-reversing
if and only if (I,�, J, ψ) is allowable and (J,., λ) is strictly θ-reversing.

7.2 Generalizing §7.1 to allowable (I,�, K, φ)

We now extend the results of §7.1 from a single set of A-data (I,�, κ) to in-
clude a surjective map φ : I → K with (I,�,K, φ) allowable. Here is the
generalization of Proposition 7.3.

Proposition 7.7. Let A, Z, θ be as above, and suppose (I,�, κ) is A-data and

φ : I → K is surjective with (I,�,K, φ) allowable. Then there exists a finite

set J and surjective maps ψ : I → J , ξ : J → K with φ = ξ ◦ ψ, such that

(a)
(

ψ−1(j),�, κ
)

is θ-stable for all j ∈ J , and

(b) (I,�, J, ψ) is allowable. Define . = P(I,�, J, ψ) and λ : J → K(A)
by λ(j) = κ

(

ψ−1(j)
)

. Then (J,., λ) is A-data, and
(

ξ−1(k),., λ
)

is

θ-reversing for all k ∈ K.

If also Ĵ , ψ̂, ξ̂ satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique bijection b : J → Ĵ
with ψ̂ = b ◦ ψ and ξ̂ = ξ ◦ b−1.

Proof. For each k ∈ K let Ik = φ−1(k), so that I =
∐

k∈K Ik. Applying
Proposition 7.3 to (Ik,�, κ) gives Jk, ψk with (Ik,�, Jk, ψk) allowable, such
that (ψ−1

k (j),�, κ) is θ-stable for j ∈ Jk and (Jk,.k, λk) is θ-reversing A-data,
where .k = P(Ik,�, Jk, ψk) and λk(j) = κ(ψ−1

j (j)) for j ∈ Jk.
Choose the Jk to be disjoint. Set J =

∐

k∈K Jk, and define ψ : I → J by
ψ|Ik = ψk and ξ : J → K by ξ|Jk

≡ k. Then φ = ξ ◦ ψ. If j ∈ J with ξ(j) = k
then ψ−1(j) = ψ−1

k (k). Part (a) follows, as (ψ−1
k (j),�, κ) is θ-stable.

Let E= P(I,�,K, φ). Define ⋖ on J by j⋖ j′ if either ξ(j) = ξ(j′) = k and
j.kj

′ for some k ∈ K, or ξ(j) 6= ξ(j′) and ξ(j) E ξ(j′). Then ⋖ is a partial order
on J . As i�i′ implies ψk(i).kψk(i

′) for i, i′ ∈ Ik, and i�i′ implies φ(i) E φ(i′),
we see that i�i′ implies ψ(i).ψ(i′). Therefore (I,�, J, ψ) is allowable.

Define ., λ as in part (b). It readily follows that .|Jk
= .k and λ|Jk

= λk
for all k ∈ K. Hence (ξ−1(k),., λ) = (Jk,.k, λk), which is θ-reversing for all k
by choice of Jk, ψk. This proves (b).

Finally, suppose Ĵ , ψ̂, ξ̂ also satisfy the conditions in the proposition. Set
Ĵk = ξ̂−1(k) for k ∈ K, so that Ĵ =

∐

k∈K Ĵk, and ψ̂k = ψ̂|Ik : Ik → Ĵk. Then

the last part of Proposition 7.3 gives a unique bijection bk : Jk → Ĵk for k ∈ K
with ψ̂k = bk ◦ ψk. Define a bijection b : J → Ĵ by b|Jk

= bk. Then ψ̂ = b ◦ ψ

and ξ̂ = ξ ◦ b−1, and b is unique as ψ is surjective.

Using the same method to generalize Propositions 7.4–7.6, we prove:
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Proposition 7.8. Let A, Z, θ be as above, and suppose (I,�, κ) is A-data and

φ : I → K is surjective with (I,�,K, φ) allowable. Then
(

φ−1(k),�, κ
)

is θ-
semistable for all k ∈ K if and only if there exists a finite set J and surjective

maps ψ : I → J , ξ : J → K with φ = ξ ◦ ψ, such that

(a)
(

ψ−1(j),�, κ
)

is θ-stable for all j ∈ J , and

(b) (I,�, J, ψ) is allowable. Define λ : J → K(A) by λ(j) = κ
(

ψ−1(j)
)

and

µ : K → K(A) by µ(k) = κ
(

φ−1(k)
)

. Then θ ◦ λ ≡ θ ◦ µ ◦ ξ : J → (0, 1].

If also Ĵ , ψ̂, ξ̂ satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique bijection b : J → Ĵ
with ψ̂ = b ◦ ψ and ξ̂ = ξ ◦ b−1.

Proposition 7.9. Let A, Z, θ be as above, and suppose (I,�, κ) is A-data and

φ : I → K is surjective with (I,�,K, φ) allowable. Then there exists a finite

set J and surjective maps ψ : I → J , ξ : J → K with φ = ξ ◦ ψ, such that

(a)
(

ψ−1(j),�, κ
)

is θ-semistable for all j ∈ J , and

(b) (I,�, J, ψ) is allowable. Define . = P(I,�, J, ψ) and λ : J → K(A) by

λ(j) = κ
(

ψ−1(j)
)

. Then (J,., λ) is A-data, and
(

ξ−1(k),., λ
)

is strictly

θ-reversing for all k ∈ K.

If also Ĵ , ψ̂, ξ̂ satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique bijection b : J → Ĵ
with ψ̂ = b ◦ ψ and ξ̂ = ξ ◦ b−1.

Proposition 7.10. Let A, Z, θ be as above, and suppose (I,�, κ) is A-data

and φ : I → K is surjective with (I,�,K, φ) allowable. Then
(

φ−1(k),�, κ
)

is

θ-reversing for all k ∈ K if and only if there exists a finite set J and surjective

maps ψ : I → J , ξ : J → K with φ = ξ ◦ ψ, such that

(a) define λ : J→K(A) by λ(j)=κ
(

ψ−1(j)
)

. Then θ◦λ◦ψ≡θ◦κ : I→(0, 1].

(b) (I,�, J, ψ) is allowable. Define . = P(I,�, J, ψ). Then (J,., λ) is A-

data, and
(

ξ−1(k),., λ
)

is strictly θ-reversing for all k ∈ K.

If also Ĵ , ψ̂, ξ̂ satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique bijection b : J → Ĵ
with ψ̂ = b ◦ ψ and ξ̂ = ξ ◦ b−1.

7.3 Transformation coefficients T b

st
, T b

ss
(∗, θ, θ̃), Ub

st
, Ub

ss
(∗, θ̃)

Now we shall define some transformation coefficients T b
st, T

b
ss(∗, θ, θ̃). In §8

we shall see that the T b
st(∗, θ, θ̃) are the coefficients in an equation expressing

δ b
st(∗, θ̃) in terms of δ b

st(∗, θ), and similarly for T b
ss(∗, θ, θ̃), δ

b
ss(∗, θ̃) and δ

b
ss(∗, θ).

Definition 7.11. Let A be an abelian category and Z, Z̃ be slope functions on
A with phases θ, θ̃. Let (I,�, κ) be A-data, and ξ : I → L a surjective map
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such that (I,�, L, ξ) is allowable. Define integers T b
st, T

b
ss(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃) by

T b
st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃)=

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J,K

1

|J |!|K|!
·

∑

surjective ψ : I→J, χ : J→K,
and φ : K→L with ξ=φ◦χ◦ψ:

(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable, .=P(I,�, J, ψ),
(J,.,K, χ) is allowable, E=P(J,.,K, χ),

let µ : K→K(A) be µ(k)=κ((χ ◦ ψ)−1(k)),

then (ψ−1(j),�, κ) is θ-reversing, j∈J,

and (φ−1(l),E, µ) is θ̃-stable, l∈L

N(J,.,K, χ),

(41)

T b
ss(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃)=

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J,K

1

|J |!|K|!
·

∑

surjective ψ : I→J, χ : J→K,
and φ : K→L with ξ=φ◦χ◦ψ:

(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable, .=P(I,�, J, ψ),
(J,.,K, χ) is allowable, E=P(J,.,K, χ),

let µ : K→K(A) be µ(k)=κ((χ ◦ ψ)−1(k)),

then (ψ−1(j),�, κ) strictly θ-reversing, j∈J,

and (φ−1(l),E, µ) θ̃-semistable, l∈L

N(J,.,K, χ).

(42)

We call T b
st, T

b
ss(∗, θ, θ̃) the transformation coefficients from Z, θ to Z̃, θ̃.

We also define Ub
st, U

b
ss(∗, θ̃), which will turn out to be the coefficients in

equations expressing δ b
st, δ

b
ss(∗, θ̃) in terms of δ b

all(∗) in §8.

Definition 7.12. Let A be an abelian category and Z̃ a slope function on A
with phase θ̃. Let (J,., µ) be A-data, and ζ : J → L a surjective map such
that (J,., L, ζ) is allowable. Define integers Ub

st, U
b
ss(J,., λ, L, ζ, θ̃) by

Ub
st(J,., λ, L, ζ, θ̃)=

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets K

1

|K|!
·

∑

χ : J→K, φ : K→L surjective, ζ=φ◦χ:
(J,.,K, χ) is allowable, E=P(J,.,K, χ),

let µ : K→K(A) be µ(k)=λ(χ−1(k)),

then (φ−1(l),E, µ) is θ̃-stable, l∈L

N(J,.,K, χ),

(43)

Ub
st(J,., λ, L, ζ, θ̃)=

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets K

1

|K|!
·

∑

χ : J→K, φ : K→L surjective, ζ=φ◦χ:
(J,.,K, χ) is allowable, E=P(J,.,K, χ),

let µ : K→K(A) be µ(k)=λ(χ−1(k)),

then (φ−1(l),E, µ) is θ̃-semistable, l∈L

N(J,.,K, χ).

(44)

Comparing (41)–(42) with (43)–(44), we see that

T b
st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃)=

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J, ζ : J→L surjective, ξ=ζ◦ψ:
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable, .=P(I,�, J, ψ),

let λ : J→K(A) be λ(j)=κ(ψ−1(j)),

(ψ−1(j),�, κ) is θ-reversing, j∈J

Ub
st(J,., λ, L, ζ, θ̃),

(45)

T b
ss(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃) =

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J, ζ : J→L surjective, ξ=ζ◦ψ:
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable, .=P(I,�, J, ψ),

let λ : J→K(A) be λ(j)=κ(ψ−1(j)),

(ψ−1(j),�, κ) is strictly θ-reversing, j∈J

Ub
ss(J,., λ, L, ζ, θ̃).

(46)
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Here is an important multiplicative property of the transformation coeffi-
cients. It encodes the fact that going from Z, θ to Z̃, θ̃ using T b

st(∗, θ, θ̃) (or

T b
ss(∗, θ, θ̃)) and then from Z̃, θ̃ to Ẑ, θ̂ using T b

st(∗, θ̃, θ̂) (or T
b
ss(∗, θ̃, θ̂)) is equiv-

alent to going directly from Z, θ to Ẑ, θ̂ using T b
st(∗, θ, θ̂) (or T

b
ss(∗, θ, θ̂)).

Theorem 7.13. Let A be an abelian category, and Z, Z̃, Ẑ be slope functions

on A with phases θ, θ̃, θ̂. Let (I,�, κ) be A-data, and φ : I → K surjective with

(I,�,K, φ) allowable. Then

∑

iso.
classes

of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J, ξ : J→K surjective: φ=ξ◦ψ,
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable, .=P(I,�, J, ψ),

define λ : J→K(A) by λ(j)=κ(ψ−1(j))

T b
st(I,�, κ, J, ψ, θ, θ̃)·

T b
st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ̃, θ̂)=

T b
st(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ̂),

(47)

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J, ξ : J→K surjective: φ=ξ◦ψ,
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable, .=P(I,�, J, ψ),

define λ : J→K(A) by λ(j)=κ(ψ−1(j))

T b
ss(I,�, κ, J, ψ, θ, θ̃)·

T b
ss(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ̃, θ̂)=

T b
ss(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ̂).

(48)

Proof. We shall use notation as in the following diagram:

I,�, κ
ψ=γ◦β◦α

//

α

��

φ=ξ◦ψ
''

J,., λ
ξ=ǫ◦δ◦η

//

η

##GG
GG

GG
GG

G
K

A,⋖
β // B,E, µ

ζ
::uuuuuuuuu γ=η◦ζ //

ρ=δ◦γ=δ◦η◦ζ
66

C, ⋖̂
δ // D, Ê, ν,

ǫ

OO

(49)

where the left hand quadrilateral defines T b
st(I,�, κ, J, ψ, θ, θ̃), the right hand

quadrilateral defines T b
st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ̃, θ̂), arrows refer to surjective maps be-

tween the sets I, . . . , D, and we also show partial orders and maps to K(A)
attached to I, . . . , D. Relabelling (41) using (49) to define T b

st(I,�, κ, J, ψ, θ, θ̃)

and T b
st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ̃, θ̂), we find that the left hand side of (47) is

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J, ξ : J→K surjective: φ=ξ◦ψ,
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable, .=P(I,�, J, ψ),

define λ : J→K(A) by λ(j)=κ(ψ−1(j))

∑

iso.
classes of
finite sets
A,B,C,D

1

|A|!|B|!|C|!|D|!
·

∑

surjective α : I→A, β : A→B,
and ζ : B→J with ψ=ζ◦β◦α:

(I,�, A, α) allowable, ⋖=P(I,�, A, α),
(A,⋖, B, β) allowable, E=P(A,⋖, B, β),

let µ : B→K(A) be µ(b)=κ((β◦α)−1(b)),

then (α−1(a),�, κ) is θ-reversing, a∈A,

and (ζ−1(j),E, µ) is θ̃-stable, j∈J

N(A,⋖, B, β) ·
∑

surjective η : J→C, δ : C→D,
and ǫ : D→K with ξ=ǫ◦δ◦η:

(J,., C, η) allowable, ⋖̂=P(J,., C, η),

(C, ⋖̂, D, δ) allowable, Ê =P(C, ⋖̂, D, δ),

let ν : D→K(A) be ν(d)=λ((δ◦η)−1(d)),

then (η−1(c),., λ) is θ̃-reversing, c∈C,

and (ǫ−1(k), Ê, ν) is θ̂-stable, k∈K

N(C, ⋖̂, D, δ)
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=
∑

iso.
classes of
finite sets
A,B,D

1

|A|!|B|!|D|!
·

∑

surjective α : I→A, β : A→B, ρ : B→D
and ǫ : D→K with φ=ǫ◦δ◦γ◦β◦α:

(I,�, A, α) allowable, ⋖=P(I,�, A, α),
(A,⋖, B, β) allowable, E=P(A,⋖, B, β),

(B,E, D, ρ) allowable, Ê =P(B,E, D, ρ),
let µ : B→K(A) be µ(b)=κ((β◦α)−1(b)),

let ν : D→K(A) be ν(d)=µ(ρ−1(d)),

then (α−1(a),�, κ) is θ-reversing, a∈A,

and (ǫ−1(k), Ê, ν) is θ̂-stable, k∈K

N(A,⋖, B, β)·

{

∑

iso.
classes

of
finite
sets C

1

|C|!
·

∑

γ : B→C,
δ : C→D
surjective:
ρ=δ ◦ γ,

(B,E, C, γ)
allowable,

⋖̂=P(B,E, C, γ)

N(C, ⋖̂, D, δ) ·
[

∑

iso.
classes

of
finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ζ : B→J, η : J→C
surjective, γ=η◦ζ:

(B,E, J, ζ) allowable,
. = P(B,E, J, ζ),

λ : J→K(A), λ(j)=µ(ζ−1(j)),

(η−1(c),., λ) θ̃-reversing, c∈C,

(ζ−1(j),E, µ) θ̃-stable, j∈J

1

]}

.

Here we have rearranged the sums using our usual techniques. Now Proposition
7.7 shows that the bracketed term [· · · ] on the last line is 1, since γ : B → C has
a unique factorization B

ζ
−→ J

η
−→C up to isomorphism with the θ̃-reversing,

θ̃-stable properties we want.
The second part of Proposition 6.8 then shows that the bracketed term

{· · · } on the bottom line is 1 if ρ : B → D is a bijection, and 0 otherwise.
Then |B| = |D|, and there are |D|! bijections ρ : B → D. So by dropping the
factor 1/|D|! on the third line we may take D = B and ρ = idB, and replace
the fourth line by 1. By (41), the third and fourth lines above then reduce to

T b
st(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ̂), the right hand side of (47). This gives (47). To prove (48),

we follow the same method, using Proposition 7.9 instead of Proposition 7.7.

7.4 Properties of the transformation coefficients

Next we prove some properties of T b
st, T

b
ss(∗, θ, θ̃) we will need later. We shall see

in §8 that the T b
st(∗, θ, θ̃) are a bit like the components of a matrix transforming

δ b
st(∗, θ) into δ

b
st(∗, θ̃), and similarly for T b

ss(∗, θ, θ̃). The next result says in effect
that T b

st, T
b
ss(∗, θ, θ) correspond to the identity matrix.

Theorem 7.14. Let A, Z, θ be as above, and suppose (I,�, κ) is A-data and

ξ : I → L is surjective with (I,�, L, ξ) allowable. Then

T b
st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ) = T b

ss(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ) =

{

1, ξ is a bijection,

0, otherwise.
(50)

Proof. First suppose ξ is a bijection. Let ψ, χ, φ be as in (41). Then |I| =
|J | = |K| = |L| and ψ, χ, φ are bijections. The first sum in (41) fixes unique
J,K with |I| = |J | = |K| = |L|, and there are then |J |!|K|! possibilities for
ψ, χ, φ with ξ = φ ◦ χ ◦ ψ. For each of these N(J,.,K, χ) = 1, as χ is a
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bijection. Cancelling factors of |J |!|K|! we see that T b
st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ) = 1.

Similarly T b
ss(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ) = 1.

Now suppose for a contradiction that there exist (I,�, κ), L, ξ satisfying
the conditions with ξ not a bijection, but T b

st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ) 6= 0. Choose
(I,�, κ), L, ξ such that |I| − |L| > 0 is least with these criteria. Applying

Theorem 7.13 with θ = θ̃ = θ̂ and relabelling gives:

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J, φ : J→L surjective: ξ=φ◦ψ,
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable, .=P(I,�, J, ψ),

define λ : J→K(A) by λ(j)=κ(ψ−1(j))

T b
st(I,�, κ, J, ψ, θ, θ)·

T b
st(J,., λ, L, φ, θ, θ)=

T b
st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ).

(51)

Suppose J, ψ, φ are as in (51). Divide into three cases:

(a) ψ is a bijection. Then T b
st(J,., λ, L, φ, θ, θ) = T b

st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ), and
T b
st(I,�, κ, J, ψ, θ, θ) = 1 by the first part.

(b) φ is a bijection. Then T b
st(I,�, κ, J, ψ, θ, θ) = T b

st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ), and
T b
st(J,., λ, L, φ, θ, θ) = 1 by the first part.

(c) Neither ψ nor φ is a bijection. Then |I| > |J | > |L|, so |I|− |J | < |I|− |L|
and |J | − |L| < |I| − |L|. Since |I| − |L| is least with ξ not a bijection
and T b

st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ) 6= 0, this implies that T b
st(I,�, κ, J, ψ, θ, θ) =

T b
st(J,., λ, L, φ, θ, θ) = 0.

In case (a), the first sum in (51) fixes a unique J with |J | = |I|, and there are
then |J |! bijections ψ : I → J . Also ψ determines φ by φ = ξ ◦ ψ−1. Cancelling
factors of |J |!, we see that ψ, φ in case (a) contribute T b

st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ) to the
left hand side of (51). Similarly, ψ, φ in case (b) contribute T b

st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ)
to the left hand side of (51). Clearly, ψ, φ in case (c) contribute 0.

Therefore (51) reduces to 2T b
st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ) = T b

st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ), so
that T b

st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ) = 0, a contradiction. This proves the first part of the
second line of (50). The second part follows by the same method, using (48)
rather than (47).

We can relate the functions T b
st(∗, θ, θ̃), T

b
ss(∗, θ, θ̃) to each other.

Theorem 7.15. Let A be an abelian category, and Z, Z̃ be slope functions on

A with phases θ, θ̃. Suppose (I,�, κ) is A-data and ξ : I → L is surjective with

(I,�, L, ξ) allowable. Then

∑

iso.
classes

of finite
sets J,K

1

|J |!|K|!
·

∑

surjective ψ : I→J, χ : J→K,
and φ : K→L with ξ=φ◦χ◦ψ:

(I,�, J, ψ) allowable, . = P(I,�, J, ψ),
(J,.,K, χ) allowable, E= P(J,.,K, χ),

define λ, µ, ν : J,K,L → K(A) by

λ(j)=κ(ψ−1(j)), µ(k)=λ(χ−1(k)), ν(l)=µ(φ−1(l)),

then θ◦λ◦ψ≡θ◦κ : I→ (0, 1], θ̃◦ν◦φ≡ θ̃◦µ : K→ (0, 1]

N(K,E, L, φ)·

T b
ss(J,., λ,K, χ, θ, θ̃)=

T b
st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃),

(52)
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∑

iso.
classes

of finite
sets J,K

1

|J |!|K|!
·

∑

surjective ψ : I→J, χ : J→K,
and φ : K→L with ξ=φ◦χ◦ψ:

(I,�, J, ψ) allowable, . = P(I,�, J, ψ),
(J,.,K, χ) allowable, E= P(J,.,K, χ),

define λ, µ, ν : J,K,L → K(A) by

λ(j)=κ(ψ−1(j)), µ(k)=λ(χ−1(k)), ν(l)=µ(φ−1(l)),

then θ◦λ◦ψ≡θ◦κ : I→ (0, 1], θ̃◦ν◦φ≡ θ̃◦µ : K→ (0, 1]

N(I,�, J, ψ)·

T b
st(J,., λ,K, χ, θ, θ̃)=

T b
ss(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃).

(53)

Proof. Let A, Z, Z̃, θ, θ̃ and (I,�, κ) be as above, and suppose η : I → K is
surjective with (I,�,K, η) allowable. Consider the sum

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets A,B

1

|A|!|B|!
·

∑

surjective α : I → A, β : A → B,
and γ : B → K with η = γ ◦ β ◦ α:

(I,�, A, α) is allowable, ⋖ = P(I,�, A, α),
(A,⋖, B, β) is allowable, -= P(A,⋖, B, β),

let ρ : B → K(A) be ρ(b) = κ((β ◦ α)−1(b)),

then (α−1(a),�, κ) is θ-reversing, a ∈ A,

and (γ−1(k),-, ρ) is θ̃-semistable, k ∈ K

N(A,⋖, B, β).

(54)

Here (I,�, κ) is A-data with (I,�, A, α) allowable and (α−1(a),�, κ) θ-
reversing for a ∈ A. Proposition 7.10 characterizes such α uniquely up to
isomorphism as α = δ◦ψ, where ψ : I → J , δ : J → A are surjective, (I,�, J, ψ)
is allowable with . = P(I,�, J, ψ), θ ◦ λ ◦ ψ ≡ θ ◦ κ for λ given by λ(j) =
κ(ψ−1(j)), and (δ−1(a),., λ) is strictly θ-reversing for a ∈ A. Substituting
this into (54) and using (42) with J,A,B,K, χ, δ, β, γ,.,⋖,-, λ, ρ in place of
I, J,K, L, ψ, χ, φ, ξ,�,.,E, κ, µ respectively, we find that (54) is equal to

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

surjective ψ : I → J,
χ : J → K with η = χ ◦ ψ:

(I,�, J, ψ) allowable, . = P(I,�, J, ψ),

let λ : J → K(A) be λ(j) = κ(ψ−1(j)),
then θ ◦ λ ◦ ψ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1]

T b
ss(J,., λ,K, χ, θ, θ̃).

(55)

In (54) (B,-, ρ) is A-data with (B,-,K, γ) allowable and (γ−1(k),-, ρ) θ̃-
semistable for all k ∈ K. Proposition 7.8 characterizes such γ uniquely up to
isomorphism as γ = ζ ◦ ǫ, where ǫ : B → C and ζ : C → K are surjective,
(B,-, C, ǫ) is allowable, (ǫ−1(c),-, ρ) is θ̃-stable for c ∈ C, and θ̃ ◦µ◦ ζ ≡ θ̃ ◦σ :
C → (0, 1], where σ is given by σ(c) = ρ(ǫ−1(c)) and µ by µ(k) = ρ(γ−1(k)).
Substituting this into (54) and using (41), we find that (54) is equal to

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets C

1

|C|!
·

∑

surjective υ : I → C,
ζ : C → K with η = ζ ◦ υ:
(I,�, C, υ) is allowable,

let σ : C → K(A) be σ(c) = κ(υ−1(c)),

let µ : K → K(A) be µ(k) = κ(η−1(k)),

then θ̃ ◦ µ ◦ ζ ≡ θ̃ ◦ σ : C → (0, 1]

T b
st(I,�, κ, C, υ, θ, θ̃),

(56)

where we have put υ = ǫ ◦ β ◦ α, so that υ : I → C is surjective.
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Therefore the sums (55) and (56) are equal, as both agree with (54). Now
(55) is part of the left hand side of (52), that is, setting η = χ ◦ ψ we can
regard the l.h.s. of (52) as the sum of (55) times N(K,E, L, φ) over K, η, φ with
ξ = φ ◦ η. Replacing (55) by (56) in this sum, the l.h.s. of (52) becomes

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets C

1

|C|!
·

∑

surjective υ : I → C, ω : C → L, ξ = ω ◦ υ:
(I,�, C, υ) is allowable, ⋖ = P(I,�, C, υ)

let σ : C → K(A) be σ(c) = κ(υ−1(c)),

let ν : L → K(A) be ν(l) = κ(ξ−1(l)),

then θ̃ ◦ ν ◦ ω ≡ θ̃ ◦ σ : C → (0, 1]

T b
st(I,�, κ, C, υ, θ, θ̃)·

[

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets K

1

|K|!
·

∑

ζ : C → K, φ : K → L surjective, ω = φ ◦ ζ:
(C,⋖,K, ζ) allowable, E= P(C,⋖,K, ζ)

N(K,E, L, φ)

]

. (57)

Here we have put ω = φ ◦ ζ, so that ω : C → L is surjective, and used the fact
that θ̃ ◦ ν ◦φ ≡ θ̃ ◦ µ in (52) and θ̃ ◦ µ ◦ ζ ≡ θ̃ ◦ σ in (56) are together equivalent
to θ̃ ◦ ν ◦ ω ≡ θ̃ ◦ σ : C → (0, 1].

The second part of Proposition 6.8 shows that the second line of (57) is 1 if
ω is a bijection, and 0 otherwise. If ω is a bijection then |C| = |L|. The first
sum of (57) fixes a unique C with |C| = |L|. There are then |C|! bijections ω :
C → L. Each ω determines υ by υ = ω−1 ◦ ξ, and then T b

st(I,�, κ, C, υ, θ, θ̃) =
T b
st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃).
Cancelling factors of |C|!, we see that (57) reduces to T b

st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃),
the right hand side of (52). This proves (52). The proof of (53) is similar:
relabelling (55) and (56) we see that the l.h.s. of (53) is the sum of (56) times
N(I,�, J, ψ) over J, ψ and η : J → L with ξ = η ◦ψ, where η = φ◦χ. Replacing
(56) by (55) and using Proposition 6.8, the result follows.

We prove expressions for the T b
st, T

b
ss, U

b
st, U

b
ss(∗), similar to Proposition 6.9.

Definition 7.16. Let A be an abelian category and Z, Z̃ be slope functions
on A with phases θ, θ̃. Let (I,�, κ) be A-data, and let π : I → {0} be the
projection. Then (I,�, {0}, π) is allowable. Define integers

T b
st(I,�, κ, θ, θ̃) = T b

st(I,�, κ, {0}, π, θ, θ̃),

T b
ss(I,�, κ, θ, θ̃) = T b

ss(I,�, κ, {0}, π, θ, θ̃),

Ub
st(I,�, κ, θ̃)=U

b
st(I,�, κ, {0}, π, θ̃), Ub

ss(I,�, κ, θ̃)=U
b
ss(I,�, κ, {0}, π, θ̃).

Theorem 7.17. Let A be an abelian category, and Z, Z̃ be slope functions on

A with phases θ, θ̃. Suppose (I,�, κ) is A-data and ξ : I → L is surjective with
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(I,�, L, ξ) allowable. Then

T b
st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃) =

∏

l∈L T
b
st

(

ξ−1(l),�|ξ−1(l), κ|ξ−1(l), θ, θ̃
)

, (58)

T b
ss(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃) =

∏

l∈L T
b
ss

(

ξ−1(l),�|ξ−1(l), κ|ξ−1(l), θ, θ̃
)

, (59)

Ub
st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ̃) =

∏

l∈L U
b
st

(

ξ−1(l),�|ξ−1(l), κ|ξ−1(l), θ̃
)

, (60)

and Ub
ss(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ̃) =

∏

l∈L U
b
ss

(

ξ−1(l),�|ξ−1(l), κ|ξ−1(l), θ̃
)

. (61)

Proof. Let J,K, ψ, χ, φ,.,E, µ be as in (41). For each l ∈ L, define Il = ξ−1(l),
Jl = ψ(Il), Kl = χ(Jl), ψl = ψ|Il , χl = χ|Jl

, .l = .|Jl
, E l =E |Kl

, κl = κ|Il
and µl = µ|Kl

. Then I =
∐

l∈L Il, J =
∐

l∈L Jl and K =
∐

l∈LKl. Using
Proposition 6.9 we can show that N(J,.,K, χ) =

∏

l∈LN(Jl,.l,Kl, χl).
Now the conditions on I, J,K, ψ, χ,�,.,E, κ, µ in (41) all reduce to condi-

tions on Il, Jl, . . . , µl for each l ∈ L. Conversely, any Il, . . . , µl satisfying these
conditions for all l ∈ L come from I, . . . , µ satisfying the conditions in (41).
Hence we may rewrite (41) as

T b
st(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃) =

∏

l∈L

[

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets Jl,Kl

1

|Jl|!|Kl|!
·

∑

surjective ψl : Il → Jl, χl : Jl → Kl:
(Il,�l, Jl, ψl) is allowable, .

l
= P(Il,�l, Jl, ψl),

(Jl,.l
,Kl, χl) is allowable, E l = P(Jl,.l

,Kl, χl),

let µl : Kl→K(A) be µl(k) = κl((χl ◦ ψl)
−1(k)),

then (ψ−1
l

(j),�l, κl) is θ-reversing, j ∈ Jl,

and (Kl,E l, µl) is θ̃-stable, l ∈ L

N(Jl,.l,Kl, χl)

]

.

The bracketed term [· · · ] is T b
st

(

ξ−1(l),�|ξ−1(l), κ|ξ−1(l), θ, θ̃
)

, so this proves (58).
The proofs of (59)–(61) are similar.

7.5 Alternative formulae for Ub

st
, Ub

ss
(∗, θ)

Finally we prove explicit alternative formulae for Ub
st, U

b
ss(I,�, κ, θ). These im-

ply that Ub
st, U

b
ss(I,�, κ, θ) = 0 unless (I,�, κ) satisfies some strong restrictions.

This will be essential in §8, where we use it to show that certain sums have only
finitely many nonzero terms. Here is some notation.

Definition 7.18. Let I be a finite set, and E a set of subsets of I. We say that
E separates I if whenever i 6= i′ ∈ I, there exists A ∈ E such that exactly one of
i, i′ lie in A.

With this, we give new formulae for Ub
st, U

b
ss(I,�, κ, θ).

Theorem 7.19. Let A be an abelian category, and Z a slope function on A
with phase θ. Let (I,�, κ) be A-data, and define

Est(I,�, κ, θ) =
{

A : A is an (I,�) s-set, A 6=∅, I, θ◦κ(A)>θ◦κ(I)
}

, (62)

Ess(I,�, κ, θ) =
{

A : A is an (I,�) s-set, A 6=∅, I, θ◦κ(A)>θ◦κ(I)
}

. (63)
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Then

Ub
st(I,�, κ, θ) =

∑

E⊆Est(I,�, κ, θ):
E separates I

(−1)|E|, Ub
ss(I,�, κ, θ) =

∑

E ⊆Ess(I,�, κ, θ):
E separates I

(−1)|E|. (64)

In particular, Ub
st, U

b
ss(I,�, κ, θ) = 0 unless Est, Ess(I,�, κ, θ) separates I.

Proof. First suppose |I| = 1. Then Est, Ess(I,�, κ, θ) = ∅, so the only possibil-
ity for E in each sum in (64) is ∅, which does separate I. Thus both sides of
each sum in (64) are 1, proving (64) when |I| = 1.

So suppose |I| > 1. Definitions 7.12 and 7.16 give

Ub
st(I,�, κ, θ)=

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J surjective:
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable, .=P(I,�, J, ψ),

let λ : J→K(A) be λ(j)=κ(ψ−1(j)),
then (J,., λ) is θ-stable

N(I,�, J, ψ).

(65)

Applying Proposition 6.8 with K = {0} and noting that φ : I → {0} is not a
bijection as |I| > 1 yields

0 =
∑

iso. classes
of finite sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J surjective:
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable

N(I,�, J, ψ).
(66)

Thus, subtracting (66) from (65) gives

Ub
st(I,�, κ, θ)= −

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J surjective:
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable, .=P(I,�, J, ψ),

let λ : J→K(A) be λ(j)=κ(ψ−1(j)),
then (J,., λ) is not θ-stable

N(I,�, J, ψ).

(67)

Let J, ψ,., λ be as in (67). Then (J,., λ) is not θ-stable, so by Definition
7.1 there exists a (J,.) s-set B with ∅ 6= B 6= J and θ(λ(B)) > θ(λ(J)). Let
A = ψ−1(B). Then A is an (I,�) s-set with ∅ 6= A 6= I, and θ(κ(A)) = θ(λ(B)),
θ(κ(I)) = θ(λ(J)), so that θ(κ(A)) > θ(κ(I)). Hence A ∈ Est(I,�, κ, θ) by
(62). Conversely, if A ∈ Est(I,�, κ, θ) and A = ψ−1(B) for B a (J,.) s-set,
then (J,., λ) is not θ-stable.

For J, ψ,., λ as in (67), define D to be the set of A ∈ Est(I,�, κ, θ) such
that A = ψ−1(B) for some (J,.) s-set B. Then D 6= ∅, as (J,., λ) is not
θ-stable. It is easy to show that

∑

E⊆D:E6=∅(−1)|E| = −1. Substituting this into
(67) and rearranging gives:

Ub
st(I,�, κ, θ)=

∑

E⊆Est(I,�, κ, θ):
E 6= ∅

(−1)|E| ·
∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J surjective:
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable,

. = P(I,�, J, ψ),

if A ∈ E then A = ψ−1(B)
for some (J,.) s-set B

N(I,�, J, ψ). (68)
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Here the condition
[

if A ∈ E then A = ψ−1(B) for some (J,.) s-set B
]

is
equivalent to E ⊆ D. Fix ∅ 6= E ⊆ Est(I,�, κ, θ). Define an equivalence relation
∼E on I by i ∼E i′ if for all A ∈ E either i, i′ ∈ A or i, i′ /∈ A. Write [i]E for
the ∼E equivalence class of i ∈ I. Define KE =

{

[i]E : i ∈ I
}

and φE : I → KE

by φE(i) = [i]E .
Now (I,�,KE , φE) is allowable. Also, if (I,�, J, ψ) is allowable with . =

P(I,�, J, ψ) then the condition
[

if A ∈ E then A = ψ−1(B) for some (J,.)

s-set B
]

holds if and only if φE = ξE ◦ ψ for some ξE : J → KE , which is then
unique. Hence we may rewrite (68) as

Ub
st(I,�, κ, θ)=

∑

E⊆Est(I,�, κ, θ):
E 6= ∅

(−1)|E| ·
[

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J, ξE : J → KE

surjective, φE = ξE ◦ ψ:
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable

N(I,�, J, ψ)
]

. (69)

Proposition 6.8 shows that the bracketed term [· · · ] in (69) is 1 if φE is a
bijection, and 0 otherwise. But φE is a bijection if and only if i ∼E i

′ implies
i = i′, that is, if and only if E separates I, by Definition 7.18. Hence (69)
reduces to the first sum of (64), with the additional condition that E 6= ∅. But
∅ does not separate I as |I| > 1, so we can drop this additional condition.
This proves the first sum of (64). The second sum is proved in the same way,
using Ess(I,�, κ, θ) instead of Est(I,�, κ, θ). The last part is immediate, as if
Est, Ess(I,�, κ, θ) do not separate I then the sums (64) are empty.

Note that combining Theorems 7.17 and 7.19 gives alternative formulae for
Ub
st, U

b
ss(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ̃), and then substituting these into (45) and (46) gives

alternative formulae for T b
st, T

b
ss(I,�, κ, L, ξ, θ, θ̃).

8 Transforming between slope functions

Now suppose A satisfies Assumption 5.2, and Z, Z̃ are permissible slope func-

tions on A with respect to X ∈ A in the sense of Definition 5.4, with phases

θ, θ̃. We shall write the functions δ b
st, δ

b
ss(∗, θ̃) in terms of push-forwards of

δ b
st, δ

b
ss(∗, θ). We first show how to write δall(∗) in terms of δss(∗, θ).

Theorem 8.1. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, let X ∈ A, and Z be a permis-

sible slope function on A with respect to X with phase θ. Then for all A-data

(J,., λ) with λ(J) = [X ] we have

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, ψ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
ψ : I → J is surjective,

κ(ψ−1(j)) = λ(j) for j ∈ J,

if i, i′ ∈ I with ψ(i) 6= ψ(i′) then

i�i′ if and only if ψ(i).ψ(i′),

(ψ−1(j),�, κ) totally θ-reversing, j∈J

CF
(

Q(I,�, J,., ψ)
)

δss(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

δall(X, J,., λ).
(70)

Only finitely many functions δss(X, I,�, κ, θ) in this sum are nonzero.
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Proof. By Proposition 5.5 with J,., λ in place of I,�, κ, there is a finite set
P ⊂ K(A) such that if I,�, κ, ψ are as in (70) with Mss(X, I,�, κ, θ) 6= ∅,
then κ(i) ∈ P for all i ∈ I. It easily follows that there are only finitely many
I,�, κ, ψ in (70) with δss(X, I,�, κ, θ) nonzero.

Let [(σ, ι, π)] ∈ Mall(X, J,., λ). Define Xj = σ({j}) for j ∈ J . Theorem
2.10 then yields a unique filtration 0 = Aj0 ⊂ Aj1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Aj

nj = Xj with

Sjk = Ajk/A
j
k−1 θ-semistable for k = 1, . . . , nj . Put Ij = {j} × {1, 2, . . . , nj}

with (j, i)�j(j, i′) if i 6 i′, and define κj : Ij → K(A) by κ(j, i) = [Sji ] for
i = 1, . . . , nj . Then (Ij ,�j , κj) is A-data, and Theorem 2.10 gives

θ ◦ κj(j, 1) > θ ◦ κj(j, 2) > · · · > θ ◦ κj(j, nj),

as θ ◦ κ(j, i) = θ([Sji ]). Hence (Ij ,�j , κj) is totally θ-reversing.

Applying [5, Cor. 4.4] to 0 = Aj0 ⊂ Aj1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Ajn = Xj then yields an
(Ij ,�j , κj)-configuration (σj , ιj , πj), unique up to canonical isomorphism, with
σj(Ij) = σ({j}) and σj({(j, i)}) ∼= Sji for i = 1, . . . , nj . Hence σj({(j, i)}) is
θ-semistable.

Apply Theorem 4.8 |J | times to substitute (σj , ιj , πj) into (σ, ι, π) at j for all
j ∈ J . This gives A-data (I,�, κ), where I =

∐

j∈J I
j ⊂ J × N, and κ|Ij = κj

for j ∈ J , and (j, i)�(j′, i′) if either j = j′ and i 6 i′, or j 6= j′ and j.j′. It also
gives an (I,�, κ)-configuration (σ̃, ι̃, π̃) unique up to canonical isomorphism,
whose (Ij ,�j)-subconfiguration is (σj , ιj , πj) for j ∈ J , and if ψ : I → J is
the surjective map with ψ(j, i) = j, then the quotient (J,.)-configuration of
(σ̃, ι̃, π̃) from ψ is (σ, ι, π).

Now I,�, κ, ψ satisfy all the conditions in (70). Conversely, let Î , �̂, κ̂, ψ̂

satisfy the conditions in (70), and Q(Î, �̂, J,., ψ̂) : [(σ̂, ι̂, π̂)] 7→ [(σ, ι, π)] for
some (Î , �̂, κ̂)-configuration (σ̂, ι̂, π̂). Choose (σ̂, ι̂, π̂) in its isomorphism class

such that (σ, ι, π) is its quotient (J,.)-configuration from ψ̂.

Set Îj = ψ̂−1(j), and let (σ̂j , ι̂j , π̂j) be the (Îj , �̂)-subconfiguration of
(σ̂, ι̂, π̂) for j ∈ J . Then σ̂j(Îj) = σ({j}), as (σ, ι, π) is the quotient (J,.)-

configuration from ψ̂. Using uniqueness up to isomorphism in [5, Cor. 4.4] and

the conditions on Î , �̂, κ̂, ψ̂, we find that (Îj , �̂, κ̂) and (σ̂j , ι̂j , π̂j) are canoni-
cally isomorphic to (Ij ,�j , κj) and (σj , ιj , πj).

This gives 1-1 correspondences Îj ∼= Ij identifying �̂|
Îj

with �j for j ∈ J .

Putting these together gives a 1-1 correspondence Î ∼= I, which identifies �̂
with � by the conditions in (70). Uniqueness in Theorem 4.8 then shows that
(σ̂, ι̂, π̂) is canonically isomorphic to (σ̃, ι̃, π̃).

We have proved that for each [(σ, ι, π)] ∈ Mall(X, J,., λ) there is, up to
canonical isomorphism, exactly one set of data I,�, κ, ψ satisfying the conditions
in (70) with one point [(σ̃, ι̃, π̃)] ∈ Mss(X, I,�, κ, θ) with Q(I,�, J,., ψ) :
[(σ̃, ι̃, π̃)] 7→ [(σ, ι, π)].

However, this does not mean that [(σ, ι, π)] lies in the image of only one
Q(I,�, J,., ψ) in (70), as the sum is not over isomorphism classes of (I,�, κ, ψ),
but instead over isomorphism classes of I, followed by a sum over all (�, κ, ψ).
Suppose p : I → I is a permutation, satisfying ψ ◦ p = ψ and p∗(�) = �. As
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ψ ◦ p = ψ we see that p takes Ij → Ij . But �|Ij is a total order, and so has no
nontrivial automorphisms. Thus p = idI .

Hence the stabilizer of�, ψ in Aut(I) is {idI}. Therefore, regarding I as fixed
as in the first sum of (70), applying Aut(I) to (�, κ, ψ) and [(σ̃, ι̃, π̃)] gives |I|!
distinct sets of data (�, κ, ψ) and [(σ̃, ι̃, π̃)] with Q(I,�, J,., ψ) : [(σ̃, ι̃, π̃)] 7→
[(σ, ι, π)]. So [(σ, ι, π)] lies in the image of exactly |I|! distinct Q(I,�, J,., ψ)
in (70), each taking one point to [(σ, ι, π)].

We can now deduce (70). For each [(σ, ι, π)] ∈ Mall(X, J,., λ) there is
one set I and |I|! triples (�, κ, ψ) in the sum (70) such that there exists a
unique [(σ̃, ι̃, π̃)] ∈ Mss(I,�, κ, θ) with Q(I,�, J,., ψ) : [(σ̃, ι̃, π̃)] 7→ [(σ, ι, π)].
As Q(I,�, J,., ψ) is injective, each of the |I|! adds 1/|I|! to the l.h.s. of (70)
evaluated at [(σ, ι, π)]. Thus (70) holds at all [(σ, ι, π)] in Mall(X, J,., λ).

By substituting (17) and (18) into (70) we write δall(∗), δ b
all(∗) in terms of

δ b
ss(∗, θ), δ

b
st(∗, θ). In (71)–(74), by (ψ−1(j),�, κ) we mean

(

ψ−1({j}),�|ψ−1({j}),

κ|ψ−1({j})

)

, where ψ−1({j}) ⊆ I is an (I,�) f-set.

Theorem 8.2. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, let X ∈ A, and Z be a permis-

sible slope function on A with respect to X with phase θ. Then for all A-data

(J,., λ) with λ(J) = [X ] we have

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, ψ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
ψ : I → J is surjective,

i�i′ implies ψ(i).ψ(i′),

κ(ψ−1(j)) = λ(j) for j ∈ J,

(ψ−1(j),�, κ) strictly θ-reversing, j∈J

CF
(

Q(I,�, J,., ψ)
)

δ b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

δall(X, J,., λ),
(71)

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, ψ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable,

. = P(I,�, J, ψ),

κ(ψ−1(j)) = λ(j) for j ∈ J,

(ψ−1(j),�, κ) strictly θ-reversing, j∈J

CF
(

Q(I,�, J,., ψ)
)

δ b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

δ b
all(X, J,., λ),

(72)

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, ψ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
ψ : I → J is surjective,

i�i′ implies ψ(i).ψ(i′),

κ(ψ−1(j)) = λ(j) for j ∈ J,

(ψ−1(j),�, κ) is θ-reversing, j∈J

CF
(

Q(I,�, J,., ψ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

δall(X, J,., λ),
(73)

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, ψ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable,

. = P(I,�, J, ψ),

κ(ψ−1(j)) = λ(j) for j ∈ J,

(ψ−1(j),�, κ) is θ-reversing, j∈J

CF
(

Q(I,�, J,., ψ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

δ b
all(X, J,., λ).

(74)

Only finitely many δ b
ss, δ

b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) in these sums are nonzero.
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Proof. Substituting (17) into (70) with E in place of � gives

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�,E, κ, ψ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
E dominates �,

ψ : I → J is surjective,

κ(ψ−1(j))=λ(j) for j ∈ J,
if i, i′∈I with ψ(i) 6=ψ(i′) then
iE i′ if and only if ψ(i).ψ(i′),

(ψ−1(j),E, κ) totally θ-reversing, j∈J

CF
(

Q(I,�, J,., ψ)
)

δ b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

δall(X, J,., λ), (75)

using CF(Q(I,E, J,., ψ)) ◦ CF(Q(I,�,E)) = CF(Q(I,�, J,., ψ)).
Suppose I,�,E, κ, ψ are as in (75). Since (ψ−1(j),E, κ) is totally θ-reversing

for all j ∈ J , if ψ(i) = ψ(i′) then i E i′ if and only if θ ◦ κ(i) > θ ◦ κ(j). But if
ψ(i) 6= ψ(i′) then i E i′ if and only if ψ(i).ψ(i′). Hence the partial order E on
I is uniquely determined by I, κ, ψ and .. Thus there is no need to sum over
E, and we can just sum over I and �, κ, ψ as in (71).

The binary relation E defined by this recipe is a partial order if and only
if θ ◦ κ(i) 6= θ ◦ κ(i′) for i 6= i′ ∈ I with ψ(i) = ψ(j), which follows from
(ψ−1(j),�, κ) strictly θ-reversing for j ∈ J in (71). The other conditions on �
in (71) are equivalent to E dominates �. Thus (75) gives (71). Equation (72)
follows from (71) by the method of Theorem 6.6.

Next we prove (73). Substituting (18) into (70) with K,E, µ, ξ in place of
I,�, κ, ψ respectively gives

δall(X, J,., λ) =
∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets K

1

|K|!
·

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

E, µ, ξ: (K,E, µ) is A-data,
ξ : K→J surjective,

µ(ξ−1(j))=λ(j) for j ∈ J,
if k, k′ ∈K, ξ(k) 6=ξ(k′) then

kEk′ if and only if ξ(k).ξ(k′),

(ξ−1(j),E, µ) totally θ-reversing, j∈J

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
φ : I → K is surjective,
i�i′ implies φ(i) E φ(i′),

κ(φ−1(k))=µ(k) for k ∈ K,
θ ◦ µ ◦ φ≡θ ◦ κ : I→ (0, 1]

CF
(

Q(K,E, J,., ξ)
)

[

CF
(

Q(I,�,K,E, φ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ)

]

=
∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, ψ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
ψ : I → J is surjective,
i�i′ implies ψ(i).ψ(i′),

κ(ψ−1(j)) = λ(j) for j ∈ J,

(ψ−1(j),�, κ) is θ-reversing, j∈J

CF
(

Q(I,�, J,., ψ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ)

·
[

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets K

1

|K|!
·

∑

φ, ξ: φ : I→K, ξ : K→J surjective, ψ = ξ ◦ φ,
define µ : K → K(A) by µ(k) = κ(φ−1(k)),

k 6= k′ ∈ K, ξ(k) = ξ(k′) implies θ ◦ µ(k) 6= θ ◦ µ(k′),
if k, k′ ∈K, ξ(k) 6=ξ(k′), write k E k′ if ξ(k).ξ(k′), and

if k, k′ ∈K, ξ(k)=ξ(k′), write k E k′ if θ ◦ µ(k)>θ ◦ µ(k′),
then i�i′ implies φ(i) E φ(i′), θ ◦ µ ◦ φ≡θ ◦ κ : I→ (0, 1]

1

]

, (76)

using CF(Q(I,�, J,., ψ)) = CF(Q(K,E, J,., ξ)) ◦ CF(Q(I,�,K,E, φ)), and
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setting ψ = ξ ◦ φ. The next two paragraphs explain how we have rewritten the
sums in (76).

In the second sum in the third line we combine
[

i�i′ implies φ(i) E φ(i′)
]

and
[

k E k′ implies ξ(k).ξ(k′)
]

to deduce
[

i�i′ implies ψ(i).ψ(i′)
]

. In the
fourth line of (76) we use the fact that µ(k) = κ(φ−1(k)) determines µ given κ, so
there is no need to sum over µ. The condition

[

(ξ−1(j),E, µ) totally θ-reversing,

j ∈ J
]

can only hold if
[

k 6= k′ ∈ K, ξ(k) = ξ(k′) implies θ ◦ µ(k) 6= θ ◦ µ(k′)
]

,
which we put in the fourth line.

With this assumption, the conditions
[

(ξ−1(j),E, µ) totally θ-reversing, j ∈

J
]

and
[

if k, k′ ∈ K, ξ(k) 6= ξ(k′) then k E k′ if and only if ξ(k).ξ(k′)
]

hold for
a unique partial order E on K, which we define in the fourth line. Thus there
is no need to sum over E. With this definition of E, the condition

[

i�i′ implies

φ(i) E φ(i′)
]

holds if and only if (ψ−1(j),�, κ) is θ-reversing for j ∈ J , so we
put this in the third line of (76). Finally, (I,�, κ) is A-data implies (K,E, µ)
is A-data, so we omit this assumption. This proves (76).

Let I,�, κ, ψ be as in the third line of (76). We shall show that the bracketed
term on the last line of (76) is 1, which proves (73). Suppose K,φ, ξ are as in
the fourth line of (76). Define an equivalence relation ∼ on I by i ∼ i′ if
φ(i) = φ(i′). If i ∼ i′ then φ(i) = φ(i′), so ψ(i) = ψ(i′) as ψ = ξ ◦ φ. Also
θ ◦ µ ◦ φ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1] gives θ ◦ κ(i) = θ ◦ κ(i′).

If i 6∼ i′ and ψ(i) = ψ(i′) then setting k=φ(i), k′=φ(i′) gives ξ(k) = ξ(k′),
and so θ ◦ κ(i)=θ ◦ µ(k) 6=θ ◦ µ(k′)=θ ◦ κ(i′), using θ ◦ µ ◦ φ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1]
and

[

k 6= k′ ∈ K, ξ(k) = ξ(k′) implies θ ◦ µ(k) 6= θ ◦ µ(k′)
]

. This proves that

i ∼ i′ if and only if ψ(i) = ψ(i′) and θ ◦ κ(i) = θ ◦ κ(i′). (77)

Now (77) is independent of the choice ofK,φ, ξ. Taking (77) as the definition
of ∼, write [i] for the ∼-equivalence class of i ∈ I, and set K ′ =

{

[i] : i ∈ I
}

, and

φ′ : I → K ′ by φ′(i) = [i], and ξ′ : K ′ → J by ξ′
(

[i]
)

= ψ(i). Then K ′, φ′, ξ′ are
well-defined and satisfy the conditions on the last line of (76), and any K,φ, ξ
which do are canonically isomorphic to K ′, φ′, ξ′.

Thus, any K,φ, ξ in the last line have |K| = |K ′|. The first sum on the
last line selects a unique set K with |K| = |K ′|. There are then |K|! distinct
bijections b : K → K ′, each of which give a pair φ = b−1 ◦ φ′, ξ = ξ′ ◦ b
in the second sum in the last line. These |K|! pairs φ, ξ are distinct, and the
only possibilities. So the bracketed term on the last line of (76) is (1/|K|!) ·
|K|! = 1, which proves (73). Finally, (74) follows from (73) by the method of
Theorem 6.6.

To invert the identities of Theorem 8.2 we will need the following finiteness

result, analogous to Proposition 5.5.

Proposition 8.3. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, let Z be a permissible slope

function on A with respect to X ∈ A with phase θ, and let (I,�, κ) be A-data

with κ(I) = [X ]. Then there exists a finite subset Q ⊂ K(A) such that whenever

(σ, ι, π) is an (I,�, κ)-configuration in A with σ(I) = X, and Y = σ({i}) for

some i ∈ I, and 0 6= S ⊂ Y is a subobject with θ([S]) > θ([Y ]), then [S] ∈ Q.
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Proof. Let P ⊂ K(A) be as in Proposition 5.5. Let (σ, ι, π), i, Y and S be as
in the proposition. Let W ∈ A represent the quotient object Y/S, so that
[W ] = [Y ] − [S] = κ(i) − [S]. By choosing Q to contain κ(I) the condition
[S] ∈ Q is automatic if W ∼= 0, so suppose W 6∼= 0. Then θ([S]) > θ([Y ]) implies
θ([Y ]) > θ([W ]). Also, if θ(Y ) = 1 then S is automatically θ-semistable with
θ([S]) = 1, and it follows from the proof of Proposition 5.5 that [S] ∈ P . So by
choosing Q to contain P we can suppose θ([Y ]) < 1.

Let the θ-semistable factors of Y in the Harder–Narasimhan filtration of
Theorem 2.10 be T1, . . . , Tm, and of W be U1, . . . , Un. Then m,n > 1, and
Proposition 5.5 gives [Tm] ∈ P . But Tm is the nonzero quotient object of Y of

least phase. As W and Un are both nonzero quotient objects of Y , we see that

0<min
α∈P

θ(α)6θ([Tm])6θ([Un]) 6θ([Uj ])61 for j = 1, . . . , n. (78)

But we also have ImZ([Uj ]) > 0 and

ImZ([U1]) + · · ·+ ImZ([Un]) = ImZ([W ]) 6 ImZ([Y ]),

ReZ([U1]) + · · ·+ReZ([Un]) = ReZ([W ]) > min
(

ReZ([Y ]), 0
)

,

where ReZ([W ]) > min(ReZ([Y ]), 0) as θ([Y ]) > θ([W ]). These inequalities
imply that Z([U1]), . . . , Z([Un]) lie in a bounded subset of C. That is, there
exists R′ > 0 depending only on A, Z, (I,�, κ) and P such that |Z([Uj])| 6 R′

for j = 1, . . . , n.
Definition 5.4 then gives a finite subset P ′ ⊂ K(A) depending only on

A, Z, (I,�, κ) and P such that [Uj ] ∈ P ′ for j = 1, . . . , n. Now

0 < min
α∈P

θ(α) 6 θ([Tm]) 6 θ([W ]) 6 θ([Y ]) 6 max
i∈I:θ◦κ(i)<1

θ ◦ κ(i) < 1,

as W is a quotient object of Y , and

0 6 ImZ([W ]) 6 ImZ([Y ]) 6 maxi∈I ImZ(κ(i)).

Hence Z([W ]) also lies in a bounded region of C. That is, there exists R′′ > 0
depending only on A, Z, (I,�, κ) and P such that |Z([W ])| 6 R′′.

Combining [Uj ] ∈ P ′ with P ′ finite, [U1] + · · · + [Un] = [W ], |Z([W ])| 6
R′′, and (78), shows that there are only finitely many possibilities for n and
[U1], . . . , [Un]. Thus there are only finitely many possibilities for [W ] and for
[S] = [Y ]− [W ], and we can choose Q satisfying the conditions.

Next we show how to write δ b
st(∗, θ), δ

b
ss(∗, θ) in terms of δ b

all(∗). Note that
in the last part we specify δall(∗) although the sums involve δ b

all(∗). This is all
right, as δ b

all(X, J,., λ) nonzero implies δall(X, J,., λ) is nonzero.

Theorem 8.4. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, let X ∈ A, and Z be a permis-

sible slope function on A with respect to X with phase θ. Then for all A-data
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(K,E, µ) with µ(K) = [X ] we have

∑

iso.
classes

of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

., λ, ξ: (J,., λ) is A-data,

(J,.,K, ξ) is allowable,

E= P(J,.,K, ξ),

λ(ξ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K

Ub
st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ)·

CF
(

Q(J,.,K,E, ξ)
)

δ b
all(X, J,., λ) =

δ b
st(X,K,E, µ, θ),

(79)

∑

iso.
classes

of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

., λ, ξ: (J,., λ) is A-data,

(J,.,K, ξ) is allowable,

E= P(J,.,K, ξ),

λ(ξ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K

Ub
ss(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ)·

CF
(

Q(J,.,K,E, ξ)
)

δ b
all(X, J,., λ) =

δ b
ss(X,K,E, µ, θ).

(80)

There are only finitely many terms in each sum with Ub
st, U

b
ss(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ) and

δall(X, J,., λ) both nonzero.

Proof. We begin with the last part. Let Q ⊂ K(A) be the finite subset given
by Proposition 8.3 with (K,E, µ) in place of (I,�, κ). Suppose J,., λ, ξ are as
in (79) with Ub

st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ) and δall(X, J,., λ) both nonzero. Write Jk =
ξ−1(k) for k ∈ K. Then Ub

st(Jk,., λ, θ) 6= 0 for all k ∈ K by (60). Theorem
7.19 therefore shows that Est(Jk,., λ, θ) separates Jk for all k ∈ K.

Suppose k ∈ K and A ∈ Est(Jk,., λ, θ). Then A is a (Jk,.) s-set with
∅ 6= A 6= Jk, and θ ◦ λ(A) > θ ◦ λ(Jk) = θ ◦ µ(k). As δall(X, J,., λ) is nonzero
we can choose (σ′, ι′, π′) ∈ Mall(X, J,., λ). Let (σ, ι, π) be the quotient (K,E)-
configuration from ξ. Set Y = σ({k}), and let S ⊂ Y be the subobject repre-
sented by ι′(A, Jk) : σ

′(A) → σ′(Jk) = σ({k}) = Y . Then θ([S]) = θ ◦λ(A) and
θ([Y ]) = θ◦µ(k), so θ([S]) > θ([Y ]) by definition of Est(Jk,., λ, θ). Proposition
8.3 thus shows that λ(A) = [S] ∈ Q.

Hence, for all k ∈ K and A ∈ Est(Jk,., λ, θ), we have λ(A) ∈ Q, a finite set.
Since Est(Jk,., λ, θ) separates Jk and λ(Jk) = µ(k) is fixed, it is not difficult
to see that there are only finitely many possibilities, up to isomorphism, for Jk
and λ|Jk

, and hence for J, λ. Therefore there are only finitely many terms in
(79) with Ub

st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ) and δall(X, J,., λ) both nonzero. The same proof
also works for (80).

Substituting (74) into the left hand side of (79) and using (45) with K,φ, ξ, θ
in place of L, ξ, ζ, θ̃, we find that the left hand side of (79) equals

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�, K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K

T b
st(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ)·

CF
(

Q(I,�,K,E, φ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ).

(81)

Here as φ = ξ ◦ψ and (I,�, J, ψ) is allowable with . = P(I,�, J, ψ), by Lemma
6.5 we see that (I,�,K, φ) is allowable with E= P(I,�,K, φ) if and only if
(J,.,K, ξ) is allowable with E= P(J,.,K, ξ).
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We should also consider the question of whether the sums involved in proving
(81) are all finite sums, for if rearranging sums involving infinitely many nonzero
terms were involved, that would invalidate the proof. From above, there are
only finitely many terms in (79) with Ub

st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ) and δall(X, J,., λ)
both nonzero. For each of these J,., λ, only finitely many δ b

st(X, I,�, κ, θ) are
nonzero in (74), by Theorem 8.2.

Considering the quotient mapQ(I,�, κ, J,., ψ), we see that δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ)

nonzero implies δall(X, J,., λ) is nonzero. Hence, when we substitute (74)
into the left hand side of (79) there are only finitely many possibilities for
I,�, κ, J,., λ, ψ, ξ with δ b

st(X, I,�, κ, θ) and U
b
st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ) both nonzero.

Therefore, restricting to (I,�, κ) with δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) nonzero in (81), and to

J,., λ, ψ, ξ with Ub
st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ) nonzero in (45), we see that the proof of

(81) involves only finite sums of nonzero terms, and so is valid.
Now Theorem 7.14 shows that T b

st(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ) = 1 if φ is a bijection
and 0 otherwise. If φ is a bijection then |I| = |K|. The first sum in (81)
fixes a unique set I with |I| = |K|, and there are then |I|! bijections φ : I →
K. For each of these we must have � = φ−1(E) and κ = µ ◦ φ, and then
CF(Q(I,�,K,E, φ))δ b

st(X, I,�, κ, θ) = δ b
st(X,K,E, µ, θ). Cancelling factors of

|I|!, equation (81) reduces to δ b
st(X,K,E, µ, θ), which proves (79). To prove

(80) we substitute (72) into the left hand side of (80), use (46) with K,φ, ξ, θ in
place of L, ξ, ζ, θ̃, and proceed in the same way.

Finally, we prove the main result of this section, which writes δ b
st, δ

b
ss(∗, θ̃) in

terms of δ b
st, δ

b
ss(∗, θ), a transformation law from Z, θ to Z̃, θ̃.

Theorem 8.5. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, let X ∈ A, and Z, Z̃ be per-

missible slope functions on A with respect to X with phases θ, θ̃. Then for all

A-data (K,E, µ) with µ(K) = [X ] we have

∑

iso.
classes

of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�,K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K

T b
st(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ̃)·

CF
(

Q(I,�,K,E, φ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

δ b
st(X,K,E, µ, θ̃),

(82)

∑

iso.
classes

of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�,K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K

T b
ss(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ̃)·

CF
(

Q(I,�,K,E, φ)
)

δ b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

δ b
ss(X,K,E, µ, θ̃).

(83)

There are only finitely many terms in each sum with T b
st, T

b
ss(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ̃)

and δ b
st, δ

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) both nonzero.

Proof. Substituting (74) into the left hand side of (79) with θ̃ in place of θ gives
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∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�,K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K

CF
(

Q(I,�,K,E, φ)
)

δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ)·

[

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets J

1

|J |!
·

∑

ψ : I→J, ξ : J→K surjective, φ=ξ◦ψ:
(I,�, J, ψ) is allowable, .=P(I,�, J, ψ),

let λ : J→K(A) be λ(j)=κ(ψ−1(j)),

(ψ−1(j),�, κ) is θ-reversing, j∈J

Ub
st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ̃)

]

= δ b
st(X,K,E, µ, θ̃),

(84)

using CF(Q(J,.,K,E, ξ)) ◦ CF(Q(I,�, J,., ψ)) = CF(Q(I,�,K,E, φ)).
Theorem 8.4 shows that there are only finitely many J,., λ, ξ in (84) with

Ub
st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ) and δall(X, J,., λ) both nonzero. For each of these, there are

only finitely many I,�, κ, ψ in (84) with δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) nonzero, by Theorem

8.2. Considering Q(I,�, J,., ψ) shows that if δ b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) is nonzero then

δall(X, J,., λ) is nonzero. Hence there are only finitely many possibilities for
I,�, κ, φ, J, ψ, ξ in (84) with Ub

st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ), δ
b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) both nonzero.

Now by (45), the bracketed term [· · · ] in (84) is T b
st(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ̃). Thus

(84) reduces to (82), as we have to prove. Clearly, T b
st(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ̃) is

nonzero only if some Ub
st(J,., λ,K, ξ, θ) in [· · · ] is nonzero. So there are only

finitely many terms in (82) with T b
st(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ̃) and δ

b
st(X, I,�, κ, θ) both

nonzero. For (83) we substitute (72) into the left hand side of (80) with θ̃ in
place of θ, and use (46) in the same way.

9 Invariants and their transformation laws

We define invariants of A, X by taking Euler characteristics of moduli spaces.

Definition 9.1. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2. Suppose X ∈ A and Z is a per-
missible slope function on A with respect to X , with phase θ. Let (I,�, κ) be
A-data with κ(I) = [X ]. Then Mall(X, I,�, κ) is a complex quasi-projective va-

riety, and Mb
all(X, I,�, κ), Mst,Mss,M b

st,M
b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) are constructible

subsets of Mall(X, I,�, κ) by Theorem 5.10(i), (iii), (v). Define

Ist, Iss, I
b
st, I

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) = χ

(

Mst,Mss,M
b
st,M

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ)

)

, (85)

and Iall, I
b
all(X, I,�, κ) = χ

(

Mall,M
b
all(X, I,�, κ)

)

respectively. (86)

By Definitions 3.8 and 5.8 we see that we can write Ist(X, I,�, κ, θ) as a
weighted Euler characteristic by

Ist(X, I,�, κ, θ) = χ
(

Mall(X, I,�, κ), δst(X, I,�, κ, θ)
)

, (87)
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and similarly for Iss, I
b
st, I

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ). If (I,�, κ) is A-data and (I,�,K, φ)

is allowable then Definition 5.9 defines Q(I,�,K,E, φ) : Mall(X, I,�, κ) →
Mall(X,K,E, µ), which is a morphism of varieties by Theorem 5.10(ii). So by
(87) and Corollary 3.10 we see that

Ist(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

χ
(

Mall(X,K,E, µ),CF
(

Q(I,�,K,E, φ)
)

δst(X, I,�, κ, θ)
)

,
(88)

and similarly for Iss, I
b
st, I

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) and Iall, I

b
all(X, I,�, κ).

By taking weighted Euler characteristics of both sides of the identities in-
volving δst, δss, δ

b
st, δ

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) in §5.3, §6 and §8 and using (87) and (88)

we immediately obtain identities between the Ist, Iss, I
b
st, I

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) and

Iall, I
b
all(X, I,�, κ). Equations (15)–(17) of Theorem 5.11 and (21)–(23) of The-

orem 6.3 give:

Theorem 9.2. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, let X ∈ A, and Z be a permis-

sible slope function on A with respect to X with phase θ. Then for all A-data

(I,E, κ) with [X ] = κ(I) we have

∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

Iball(X, I,�, κ) = Iall(X, I,E, κ), (89)

∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

Ibst(X, I,�, κ, θ) = Ist(X, I,E, κ, θ), (90)

∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

Ibss(X, I,�, κ, θ) = Iss(X, I,E, κ, θ), (91)

∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

n(I,�,E)Iall(X, I,�, κ) = Iball(X, I,E, κ), (92)

∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

n(I,�,E)Ist(X, I,�, κ, θ) = Ibst(X, I,E, κ, θ), (93)

∑

p.o.s � on I:
E dominates �

n(I,�,E)Iss(X, I,�, κ, θ) = Ibss(X, I,E, κ, θ). (94)

Treating identities (18), (24) and (33) of Theorems 5.12, 6.6 and 6.10 the
same way and relabelling proves:

Theorem 9.3. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, let X ∈ A, and Z be a permis-

sible slope function on A with respect to X with phase θ. Then for all A-data
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(K,E, µ) with [X ] = µ(K) we have

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
φ : I → K is surjective,
i�j implies φ(i) E φ(j),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K,

θ ◦ µ ◦ φ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1]

Ibst(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

Iss(X,K,E, µ, θ), (95)

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�,K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K,

θ ◦ µ ◦ φ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1]

Ibst(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

Ibss(X,K,E, µ, θ), (96)

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�,K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k))=µ(k) for k∈K,

θ ◦ µ ◦ φ ≡ θ ◦ κ : I → (0, 1]

N(I,�,K, φ)Ibss(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

Ibst(X,K,E, µ, θ). (97)

Only finitely many Ibst, I
b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) in these sums are nonzero.

As in (35), we have constructed seven transformations between the four fam-
ilies of invariants Iss, Ist, I

b
ss, I

b
st(∗, θ). The equation numbers giving the trans-

formations are displayed below.

Ist(∗, θ)
(93) ##

Ibst(∗, θ)
(90)

bb

(95)
��(96) ##

Ibss(∗, θ)
(91) ##

(97)
cc

Iss(∗, θ).
(94)

cc
(98)

By combining these equations one can also write down the other five transfor-
mation rules. These show that knowing any one of the four families of invariants
Iss, Ist, I

b
ss, I

b
st(∗, θ) completely determines the other three.

Treating equations (70) of Theorem 8.1, (71)–(74) of Theorem 8.2 and (79)–
(80) of Theorem 8.4 the same way and relabelling, we deduce transformations
between Iss, Ist, I

b
ss, I

b
st(∗, θ) and Iall, I

b
all(∗).

Theorem 9.4. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, let X ∈ A, and Z be a permis-

sible slope function on A with respect to X with phase θ. Then for all A-data

(K,E, µ) with [X ] = µ(K) we have

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
φ : I → K is surjective,

κ(φ−1(k))=µ(k) for k ∈ K,

if i, i′∈I with φ(i) 6=φ(i′) then

i�i′ if and only if φ(i)Eφ(i′),
(φ−1(k),�, κ) totally θ-reversing, k∈K

Iss(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

Iall(X,K,E, µ),
(99)
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∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
φ : I → K is surjective,

i�i′ implies φ(i) E φ(i′),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K,

(φ−1(k),�, κ) strictly θ-reversing, k∈K

Ibss(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

Iall(X,K,E, µ), (100)

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�,K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K,

(φ−1(k),�, κ) strictly θ-reversing, k∈K

Ibss(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

Iball(X,K,E, µ), (101)

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,
φ : I → K is surjective,

i�i′ implies φ(i) E φ(i′),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K,

(φ−1(k),�, κ) is θ-reversing, k∈K

Ibst(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

Iall(X,K,E, µ), (102)

∑

iso. classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�,K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K,

(φ−1(k),�, κ) is θ-reversing, k∈K

Ibst(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

Iball(X,K,E, µ), (103)

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�,K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K

Ub
st(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ)·

Iball(X, I,�, κ) =

Ibst(X,K,E, µ, θ),

(104)

∑

iso.
classes

of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�,K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K

Ub
ss(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ)·

Iball(X, I,�, κ) =

Ibss(X,K,E, µ, θ).

(105)

In (99)–(103), only finitely many Iss, I
b
st, I

b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) are nonzero. In (104)–

(105), only finitely many terms in each sum have Ub
st, U

b
ss(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ) and

Iball(X, I,�, κ) both nonzero.

In the same way, from Theorem 8.5 we deduce transformation laws from
Ibst, I

b
ss(∗, θ) to I

b
st, I

b
ss(∗, θ̃) for permissible Z, Z̃ with phases θ, θ̃.

Theorem 9.5. Let A satisfy Assumption 5.2, let X ∈ A, and Z, Z̃ be per-

missible slope functions on A with respect to X with phases θ, θ̃. Then for all

A-data (K,E, µ) with [X ] = µ(K) we have

∑

iso.
classes
of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�,K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K

T b
st(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ̃)·

Ibst(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

Ibst(X,K,E, µ, θ̃),

(106)
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∑

iso.
classes

of finite
sets I

1

|I|!
·

∑

�, κ, φ: (I,�, κ) is A-data,

(I,�,K, φ) is allowable,

E= P(I,�,K, φ),

κ(φ−1(k)) = µ(k) for k ∈ K

T b
ss(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ̃)·

Ibss(X, I,�, κ, θ) =

Ibss(X,K,E, µ, θ̃).

(107)

There are only finitely many terms in each sum with T b
st, T

b
ss(I,�, κ,K, φ, θ, θ̃)

and Ibst, I
b
ss(X, I,�, κ, θ) both nonzero.

9.1 Conclusions

Now we have defined our invariants Ist, Iss, I
b
st, I

b
ss, Iall, I

b
all(∗), and found lots

of pretty identities relating them, we should ask the question: what are these
invariants good for? Why are they interesting?

Actually, the author regards these invariants primarily as an easier intro-
duction before tackling the invariants we will introduce in [6], which come from
moduli spaces Mall(I,�, κ) of (I,�, κ)-configurations (σ, ι, π) in A where we
do not fix σ(I) = X for some X ∈ A. Since this involves lots of rather difficult
questions on the structure of the moduli spaces Mall(I,�, κ), we prefer to han-
dle the combinatorial issues in this paper for the easier Mall(X, I,�, κ) spaces,
and then concentrate on moduli space questions for Mall(I,�, κ) in [6].

However, the invariants above do have some interest of their own. For ex-
ample, let A, X, Z, θ be as above, let ({0},6) be the one point poset, and define
κ(0) = [X ]. Then Ist, Iss(X, {0},6, κ, θ) are 1 if X is θ-(semi)stable, and 0 oth-
erwise. Hence, if we know the invariants Ibst(X, I,�, κ, θ) for all (I,�, κ) and one

fixed slope function Z, θ, then using Theorems 9.2, 9.3 and 9.5 we can calculate
whether or not X is θ̃-(semi)stable for all other permissible slope functions Z̃
w.r.t. X with phase θ̃. More generally, we can calculate the classes in K(A) of
the θ̃-semistable factors S1, . . . , Sn of X given by Theorem 2.10.

Moreover, the identities of Theorems 9.2–9.5 have a universal character.
The invariants we define in [6] will satisfy exactly the same identities, although
they are defined using different moduli spaces. In [6] we shall also explain how
to introduce more complicated invariants which keep track not just of Euler
characteristics of moduli spaces, but also of virtual Hodge polynomials, or classes
of moduli spaces in K0(VarC).

Then the invariants Ist, Iss, I
b
st, I

b
ss(∗) take values in a ring rather than Z,

but they still satisfy the identities above. The author expects the identities of
Theorems 9.2–9.5 to hold for invariants defined by ‘counting’ configurations in
all kinds of situations, even those quite remote from the moduli spaces over C
considered here and in [6].
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