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1 Introduction

This is the second of three papers [B, [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 (o,t,7) in A to be
a collection of objects o(J) and morphisms «(J, K) or n(J,K) : o(J) — o(K)
in A satisfying certain axioms, where J, K are subsets of I.

The first paper [3] 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 Man(X, I, =, k) of (I,=,k)-
configurations (o, ¢,m) with o(I) = X, for a fixed object X in A. Then [6]
extends our results to moduli spaces Mau(I, <, k) of (I, =, k)-configurations
(0,t,m) without fixing o(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 8, objects X in A are called 6-stable,
0-semistable or B-unstable depending on the #-phases of subobjects S C X.

We define subspaces My, Mgs(X, I, X, k,0) of [(o,1,7)] in Man(X,I,=, k)
with o({i}) 0-(semi)stable for all i € I, and M ML MPE(x) of [(0,1,7)] in
Man(X, I, =, k) with (0,1, 7) best. We write a1, ..., (x) for the characteristic
functions of the subspaces My, ..., ME(x) of Man(X, I, =, k).

Most of the paper is spent in proving identities between the functions d,y, . - .,
55(x), 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 6-stable, or 6-semistable, or general objects and morphisms.
In particular, they tell us about how moduli spaces of 0-stable or -semistable
objects change as we vary the slope function Z,0.

As part of the reward for all this work, in § we define new invariants
Lo, Iss, IS, 12 (X, I, =, K, 0) of an abelian category A, object X € A and slope
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function Z with phase @ satisfying certain conditions. From our equations on
Ssts - -, 02(%) we at once read off many identities between the Iy, ..., IR (x),
including transformation laws from one slope function Z, 6 to another.

These are prototypes for related invariants Iy, Iss, I5, IR (I, <, k,0) 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 T 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 II-stability.

We begin in § with an introduction to abelian categories. Section Bl recalls
some facts on complex varieties, constructible sets and functions, and the Euler
characteristic. Sections Bl and [l summarize the first paper [B], defining (I, <)-
configurations and their moduli spaces My (X, I, =<, k).

The new work of the paper is 8- Section B derives relations between
the dst, dss, 052, 62 (%, ) for a fixed slope function Z with phase . Section [ is a
combinatorial interlude, defining some families of integers T, T (%, 0, §) called
transformation coefficients, and studying their properties.

Given two slope functions Z,Z on A with phases 9,9~, we can think of
TP (%,6,0) as the coefficients of a matrix which takes the vector of all 62 (x, 8)
to the vector of all 62(x,8), and similarly for T (x,6,8) and 62(x,8), 62 (x,0).
This is the main result of §8 and is proved by transforming via 55 (x). We
finish in § by defining the invariants I, I, I, I2 (*,0) and deriving identities
and transformation laws they satisfy.

Acknowledgements. 1 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 [I1], Gelfand and Manin [2, §11.5-8I1.6], and Rudakov [T2].



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 idy € 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 XY € A, and composition of
morphisms is biadditive.

(ii) There exists a zero object 0 € A such that Hom(0,0) = 0.

(iii) For any X,Y € A there exists Z € A and morphisms tx : X — Z,
wy Y > Z,nx:Z = X,y : Z =Y withnmxoitx =idy, my oty = idy,
txomx +tiyomy =idy and mx oty = 7wy orxy = 0. We write Z = XY,
the direct sum of X and Y. Any two such direct sums are canonically
isomorphic.

Let A be an additive category, and f : X — Y a morphism in A. We call
k:K — X akernel of fif fok =0 and for any ¥’ : K’ — X with fok' =0
there exists a unique h : K’ — K with ¥’ = k o h. Similarly we call ¢: Y — C
a cokernel of f if co f =0 and for any ¢’ : Y — O’ with ¢/ o f = 0 there exists
a unique h : C — C’ with ¢ = hoc. 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 K5X 515y 50 in A
such that joi = f, and K is the kernel of f, and C' the cokernel of f, and
I is both the cokernel of k and the kernel of c.

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 xhvy%z a sequence in
A with go f = 0. Let k: K — Y be the kernel of g and ¢ : Y — C the
cokernel of f. Then there exist unique morphisms a : X — K and b: C — Z
withf = koa and g = boc. We say that XLy 4 7is exact at Vit a is surjective,
or equivalently if b is injective.

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

00— X—3X0oZ72sz7—>0

l f l l (1)

0 X Y A 0.




The Grothendieck group Ko(A) is the abelian group generated by Obj(A),
with a relation [Y] = [X]4[Z] for each short exact sequence 0 - X —-Y —Z —0
in A. Throughout the paper K(A) will mean either Ky(A), or the quotient
of Ko(A) by some fixed subgroup. In particular, in §Z3 we shall define the
numerical Grothendieck group K™™(A) when A is of finite type over a field K,
and we may take K (A) = K™™(A).

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

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

Definition 2.3. Let A be an abelian category. Two injective morphismsi : S —
X,i :8 — X in A are equivalent if there exists an isomorphism h : S — S’
with ¢ = ¢ o h. Then h is unique. A subobject of X € A is an equivalence
class of injective morphisms ¢ : § — X. Usually we refer to S as the subobject,
taking both ¢ and the equivalence class to be implicitly given, and write S C X
to mean S is a subobject of X. We write 0, X for the subobjects of X which
are equivalence classes of 0 - X and idx : X — X.

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

We define operations N, + on subobjects, following Popescu [I1}, §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 ZTl to f = iomg+jonr : S@&T — X. This yields U,V € A
and morphisms k : U - S@T,1: ST — V and e : V — X such that
tomg+jonmp =eol, and k is the kernel of i o mg+j o, and [ is the cokernel
of k, and e is the image (the kernel of the cokernel) of i o mg+7j o mp.

Definea : U — Sbya=kong,andb:U —Tbyb=—kompandc:S —>V
by ¢c= foiwg,andd: T — V byd = foup. Theni =eocand j =eod.
Nowioa=job:U — X and e: V — X are injective. Define SN T to be the
subobject of X represented by ioa: 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, SNT and S+ T
depend only on the subobjects S, T of X. The morphisms a, b, ¢, d give inclusions
of subobjects SNT C S C S+T C X and SNT CcT C S+T C X.
These operations N, 4+ are commutative and associative. We can therefore form
multiple sums and intersections. We shall write ) jed T; for the multiple sum
+ of a finite set of subobjects T; C X, in the obvious way.



2.3 The Jordan—Holder Theorem

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

Definition 2.5. Let A be an abelian category. We call A artinian if for all
X € A, all descending chains of subobjects --- C Ay C A; C X stabilize, that
is, Ap+1 = A, for all n > 0. We call A noetherian if for all X € A, all ascending
chains of subobjects A1 C Ay C --- C X stabilize, that is, A,, = A, 41 for all
n > 0. We call A of finite length if it is both artinian and noetherian.

A nonzero object X in an abelian category A is called simple if it has no
nontrivial proper subobjects. That is, X 220, and if ¢ : S — X is injective then
either S = 0 or 7 is an isomorphism.

Let X € A and consider filtrations of subobjects

0=AgCcA i C---CA, =X (2)

in A. Such a filtration is called without repetitions if none of the inclusions
ig : Ap — Agy1 is an isomorphism. A refinement of (@) is any filtration obtained
by inserting further terms. We allow (@) as a refinement of itself, i.e. by inserting
no further terms. We call @) a composition series for X if the factors Sy =
Ayp/Ai—1 are simple objects in A.

Here is the Jordan-Ho6lder Theorem in an abelian category, [I4, Th. 2.1].

Theorem 2.6. Let A be an abelian category of finite length. Then every fil-
tration 0 = Ay C Ay C -+ C A, = X without repetitions can be refined to
a composition series for X. Suppose 0 = Ay C Ay C -+ C Ay, = X and
0=ByC By C -+ C B, =X are two composition series for X € A, with
simple factors Sy = Ay /Ax—1 and Ty, = By/Bi_1. Then m = n, and for some
permutation o of 1,...,n we have Sy = Ty fork=1,... n.

2.4 Stability and Harder—Narasimhan filtrations

We now summarize the work of Rudakov [I2] on stability in an abelian category,
using the notation of Bridgeland [ §2].

Definition 2.7. Let A be an abelian category, and K(A) as in Definition
A slope function on A is a group homomorphism Z : K(A) — C such that for
all 0 # X € A, Z([X]) lies in the upper half-plane H = {rexp(in6) : r > 0,
6 € (0,1]} in C. Given a slope function Z on A, the phase of 0 # X € A is

6(1X]) = %argZ([X]) € (0,1]. (3)

Then we say that a nonzero object X in A is

(i) 6-stableif for all S C X with S 220, X we have 6([S]) < 0([X]).



(ii) B-semistable if for all S C X with S % 0 we have 6([S]) < 0([X]).

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

Suppose 0 - X — Y — Z — 0 is a short exact sequence in A with X,Y, Z
nonzero. Then [Y] = [X] 4+ [Z] in K(A), and exactly one of 8([X]) < 6([Y]) <
0([Z]), or 0([X]) > 6([Y)) > 6([Z)), or (| X]) = 6([Y]) = 6([Z]) holds. Therefore
the condition A([S]) < 6([X]) in (i) is equivalent to 0([X]) < 0([X/S]), and the
condition ([S]) < 6([X]) in (ii) is equivalent to 0([X]) < 6([X/S)).

Using 0 we can weaken the ideas of artinian and noetherian in Definition 220

Definition 2.8. Let A be an abelian category and Z a slope function on A
with phase . We call A 0-artinian if for all X € A, all descending chains of
subobjects --- C Ay C Ay C X with 0([An+1]) = 6([A,]) for all n stabilize,
that is, A,41 = A, for all n > 0. We call A #-noetherian if for all X € A, all
ascending chains of subobjects A1 C Ay C --- C X with 0([4,]) < 0([An+1])
for all n stabilize, that is, A, = A, 41 for all n > 0.

The next three theorems follow from Rudakov [I2, Th.s 1, 2 & 3].

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

(a) If Y is O-stable then f is surjective.
(b) If X is 6-stable then f is injective.
(c) If both X, Y are 0-stable then f is an isomorphism.

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

We call 0 = A4y € A C --- C A, = X in Theorem EZI0 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 EH for #-semistable objects.

Theorem 2.11. Let A be an abelian category and Z a slope function on A with
phase 0, and suppose A is 0-artinian and 0-noetherian. Then each 0-semistable
X € A admits a filtration 0 = Ag C Ay C --- C A, = X forn > 1, such that
Sk = Ak /Ak_1 is O-stable fori =1,...,n, with 6([S1]) = --- = 6([Sxn]) = 0([X]).
Suppose 0 = Ay C A C---CApn=Xand 0=ByC B, C---CB, =X are
two such filtrations with 0-stable factors Sy, = Ap/Ag—1 and Ty, = By/Bg—1.
Then m = n, and for some permutation o of 1,...,n we have Sy = Ty,
fori=1,...,n.



2.5 Ext groups and extensions

Finally we recall the properties of the Ext groups Ext"(X,Y) for X, Y objects
in an abelian category A, following [2, p. 166, 184-5] and [, 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 Ext" (X, Y") with the following properties:

(i) Ext®(X,Y) = Hom(X,Y).

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

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

0 X—=Yy—">7 0
0 Xty "oy 0.

Then there is a natural 1-1 correspondence E(Z, X) = Ext!(Z, X), which
identifies 0 = X 25 X @ Z ™% Z — 0 with 0 € Ext(Z, X).

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

X([(X],[¥]) = ) (1) dimg Ext™ (X, Y). (4)

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

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

3 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.



3.1 Varieties, subvarieties and constructible sets

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

Definition 3.1. A complex projective variety is a subset P of CP™ for some
m > 0 which is the zero set of finitely many homogeneous polynomials in cmt,
A complex quasi-projective variety is a subset @ of CP™ of the form @ = R\ P
for projective varieties P C R C CP". Note that we do not require (quasi)-
projective varieties to be irreducible, as some authors do [, p. 10].

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

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

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

Definition 3.2. Let Q be a complex quasi-projective variety. A constructible
set in @ is a finite union of subvarieties of Q.

By taking intersections, closures and complements we can always write a
constructible set as a finite union of disjoint subvarieties of Q). Mumford [I0,
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 ¢ :
P — @ a morphism. Then ANB, AUB and P\ A are constructible sets in P,
and ¢(A) is a constructible set in Q.

3.2 FEuler characteristics

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

Definition 3.4. Let @ be a complex quasi-projective variety. Regard @) as a
topological space with the analytic topology, induced from the manifold topology
on CP™ by the inclusion @ C CP™. Write x(Q) for the (topological) FEuler
characteristic of @), 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 [§] that x(Q) can in fact be defined
purely algebraically, and the definition is then valid for varieties over any field
K of characteristic zero. The following properties of x are well known.

Proposition 3.5. (i) x(C™) =1 and x(CP™) =m+ 1 for all m > 0.



(ii) If P is a closed subvariety of a variety Q, then x(Q)=x(P)+x(Q \ P).
(iii) If P,Q are varieties then x(P x Q) = x(P)x(Q).

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

In [B, Prop. 7.7] we show x is additive over subvarieties.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose a complex quasi-projective variety Q is the disjoint
union of subvarieties Uy, ..., Up. Then x(Q) =Y 1" x(Un).

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

Definition 3.7. Let @Q be a complex quasi-projective variety and A C @ a
constructible set. Then we can write A as the disjoint union of subvarieties
Ui,...,Up of Q. Define x(A) = Y7", x(U;). To show this is well-defined,
suppose A is also the disjoint union of subvarieties Vi,...,V,. Then Uj; is the
disjoint union of subvarieties U; NV for j = 1,...,n, so Proposition B gives
x(Ui) = 327_1 x(Us N'V;), and similarly x(V;) = 372, x(U; N'V;). Hence

i x(Ui) =320 Z?:l x(UiNVj) = Z?:l Y x(UinV;) = Z?:l x(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~!(c)
is a constructible set for each ¢ € f(P). Write CF(P) for the abelian group
of constructible functions on P. For f € CF(P), define the weighted Euler
characteristic x(P, f) by

X(P.f) = Yeerpy ex(fH(e). (5)

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

CF(¢)f(q) = x(¢7"(q), flo-1(q)) for q € Q. (6)

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

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

Theorem 3.9. Let ¢ : P — @ be a morphism of complex quasi-projective
varieties and f : P — 7 a constructible function. Then CF(9)f is constructible.
Thus CF(¢) : CF(P) — CF(Q) is a morphism of abelian groups.

Suppose 1 : Q — R is another morphism of varieties. Then CF(¢ o ¢) =
CF(¢) o CF(¢) as maps CF(P) — CF(R). Hence CF is a functor from the

category of complex quasi-projective varieties to the category of abelian groups.



Using results of Sabbah [I3] on Lagrangian cycles, Kennedy [§] 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
wp : P — {0} be the projection, considered as a morphism. Then CF(7p) :
CF(P) — CF({0}) = Z maps f — x(P,f). If ¢ : P — Q is a morphism of
varieties then mp = mg 0 ¢. So from CF(¢) o ¢) = CF (%) o CF(¢) in Theorem
B3 we deduce:

Corollary 3.10. Let ¢ : P — @ be a morphism of complex quasi-projective
varieties and f : P — Z be constructible. Then x(P, f) = x(Q,CF(¢)f).

Viro [I5] gives an interesting point of view on constructible functions. One
can regard the Euler characteristic as a measure, defined on constructible sets.
Then x (P, f) is the integral of f with respect to this measure, and the push-
forward CF(¢)f integrates f over the fibres of ¢.

4 Posets (I, =) and (I, <X)-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 §2 is
quite complicated, so as motivation we begin in Ll with a result strengthening
the Jordan—-Hoélder Theorem when X € A has no repeated simple factors. We
can associate a finite partial order (I, =) to X, such that the subobjects S of
X correspond in a natural way to certain subsets J C I.

Configurations abstract the properties of these families of subobjects of
X. Rather than working with subobjects, it is convenient to define (I, =<)-
configurations (o, ¢, m) as collections of objects o(J) and morphisms ¢(J, K) or
7(J,K) :o(J) = o(K). Sections 3 and EEl discuss subconfigurations, quotient
configurations, substitution, refinements and improvements, which are ways of
constructing new configurations from known ones.

4.1 Refining the Jordan—Holder Theorem

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

Definition 4.1. If I is a set and =< a partial order on I we call (I, <X) a partially
ordered set, or poset for short, and a finite poset if I is finite. Let (I, <) be a
finite poset. Define J C I to be

(i) an s-set if i € I, j € J and ¢=j implies i € J,

(ii) a g-set if i € I, j € J and j=i implies ¢ € J, and

(iii) an f-set ifi € I and h,j € J and h=<i=j implies i € J.

10



The motivation for this comes from the following theorem, which summarizes
[, §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 C X,
g-sets to quotient objects X /S, and f-sets to factors T/S for S C T C 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 {S :i € I} for some
finite indexing set I, and suppose S* % S7 fori # j in I.

For every composition series 0 = Ag C A1 C--- C A, = X for X there is a
unique bijection ¢ : I — {1,...,n} such that S* = Apiy/Ap(iy—1 for all i € 1.
Define a partial order < on I by i=j for i,j € I if and only if ¢(i) < ¢(j) for
all biections ¢ : I — {1,...,n} constructed in this way.

Then for each (I,=) s-set J there is a unique subobject S” C X such that
the simple factors of S’ are isomorphic to S* for i € J. This defines a 1-1
correspondence between subobjects S7 C X and s-sets J C I. The S satisfy

S'=0, S'=X, S4NSF=84"F and S4+55=84E (1)

There are also natural 1-1 correspondences between quotient objects of X
and g-sets, between factors of X and f-sets, and between composition series for
X and bijections ¢ : I — {1,...,n} such that i=j implies ¢(i) < ¢(5).

This can be regarded as a refinement of the Jordan—Holder 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, [3, Def. 4.1].

Definition 4.3. Let (I, <) be a finite poset, and use the notation of Definition
BTl Define F; <, to be the set of f-sets of I. Define G <, to be the subset of
(LK) € Fy < x Fu< such that J C K, and if j € J and k € K with k=j,
then k € J. Define H, <, to be the subset of (J, K) € F(, <, X F(1 <, such that
K CJ,and if j € J and k € K with k=j, then j € K. It is easy to show that
G <) and H; <, have the following properties:

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

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

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

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

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

o:Fu< — Obj(A), t: Gy <y — Mor(A), and 7 : H <, — Mor(A), where

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

(ii) «(J,K) : o(J) = o(K) is injective for (J, K)€G; ), and «(J, J) =id ().
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(iil) n(J, K):0(J)—=0o(K) is surjective for (J, K) €H s ), and 7(J, J) =id, ().
These should satisfy the conditions:
(A) Let (J,K) € G <, and set L = K \ J. Then the following is exact in A:

oK) 7(K,L)

0 o(J) o(K)

(L) 0. (8)

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

—~

7(K,L)ou(J,K)=«JNL,Lyon(J,JNL). (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 S’ C X in Theorem EEZ as we show in the following the-
orem, [B, Th.s 4.2 & 4.5]. However, we shall see that configurations are useful
in more general situations than Jordan—Holder 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 C I we are given a subobject S” C X, such that

$P=0, ST=X, SANSB =548 gnd S4+SP =54 (10

for all s-sets A,B C I. Then there exists an (I, =)-configuration (o,t,m) in
A with o(I) = X such that for each s-set J C I, the equivalence class of
(1) :o(J) = o(I) = X is the subobject S7 C X. This (0,1, 7) is unique up
to canonical isomorphism in A.

Conversely, suppose (o,t,7) is an (I, =)-configuration in A, put X = o(I),
and for each s-set J C I let the subobject S” C X be the equivalence class of
o(J,I):0(J) — X. Then the S satisfy ().

Let (o,¢,m) be an (I, X)-configuration in an abelian category A. Then each
object o(J) for J € F <, has a class [o(J)] in the group K(A) of Definition
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
(o,t,m) an (I,=)-configuration in A. Then there exists a unique map k : I —
K(A) such that [o(J)] = ey k(j) in K(A) for all f-sets J C I.

4.3 New (I, X)-configurations from old

Given an (I, =)-configuration (o, ¢, ) in A, the next two definitions |5l Def.s 5.1
& 5.2] construct (K, <)-configurations (7,7, 7) for other, simpler posets (K, <),
by forgetting some of the objects and morphisms in (o, ¢, 7).
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Definition 4.6. Let (I, <) be a finite poset and J an f-set in I, so that J €
F.<- Then (J, =) is also a finite poset, and K C J is an f-set in (J, <) if
and only if it is an f-set in (I, <). Hence F(, <, C F ), and also G, <, =
G N(Fux X Fux) and Moo =Hu,o N (Fux X Fux)

Let (o,t,7) be an (I, <X)-configuration in an abelian category .4, and define
o' Fuz — Obj(A), ' : Gy — Mor(A) and 7’ : H, <y — Mor(A) by
o' =0|F, <t =g~ and T =73y, o, Then (A)—(D) of Definition =3 for
(o,t,m) imply (A)—(D) for (¢/,¢, "), so (¢/,¢/,7') is a (J, X)-configuration in A.
We call (o/,¢,7") a subconfiguration of (o, ¢, 7).

Definition 4.7. Let (I, <) and (K, <) be finite posets, and ¢ : I — K a sur-
jective map with ¢(i) < @(j) when 4,5 € I with ¢<j. If J C K is an f-set
in K then ¢~1(J) C I is an f-set in I. Hence ¢*(Fx ) € F<). Simi-
larly, if (A, B) € Gx.«, then (¢71(A),¢"*(B)) € G1.), and if (A, B) € Hx <)
then (¢~ (A),¢~"(B)) € Hy <)

Let (o,¢,7) be an (I, <X)-configuration in an abelian category A, and define
G : Fueay = Obj(A), T : G oy = Mor(A) and 7 : Hx o) — Mor(A) by 5(4) =
o(61(A)), (A, B) = o (A), ¢~ (B)), and (A, B) = n(6~(4), 6~ (B)).
Then (¢,7,7) is a (K, 9)-configuration in A. We call (6,7, 7) a quotient config-
uration of (o,t,m). We also call (o,¢,7) a refinement of (&,7,7).

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

Theorem 4.8. Let (J, <) and (K, <) be nonempty finite posets with JNK = 0,
and l € K. Set I = JU (K \ {l}), and define a partial order < on I by

1<7, 1,7 € J,

idj, i,5€K\{l},
194, ied, jeK\{l},
i<l e K\{l}, jeJ,

ixj fori,jelif (11)

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

Let A be an abelian category, (o', ,7') a (J,<)-configuration in A, and
(6,1,7) a (K, <)-configuration in A with o'(J) = 6({l}). Then there exists an
(I, X)-configuration (o,t,m) in A, unique up to canonical isomorphism, such
that (o', /,7') is its (J, S)-subconfiguration, and (6,7,7) its quotient (K, <)-
configuration from ¢. We call (0,1, 7) the substitution of (o’,J,x’) into (&,1,7).

Conversely, if an (I,=X)-configuration (o,t,m) has (J, <)-subconfiguration
(o', 7") and quotient (K, <)-configuration (5,7,7), then (o,t,m) is canoni-
cally isomorphic to the substitution of (o’,!,7') into (5,1,7).

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 <, < partial orders on I such that if
1=j then i < j for 4,5 € I. Then we say that < dominates =, and < strictly
dominates < if <, < are distinct. Let s be the number of pairs (i,5) € I x I
with ¢ < j but iAj. Then we say that < dominates < by s steps. Clearly, <
strictly dominates =< if and only if s > 0. Also

‘F(I,ﬂ) - ]:(I,j)’ g(I,ﬂ) - g(I,j) and H(I,ﬂ) - H(I,ﬁ)' (12)

For distinct <, < the second two inclusions are strict.

For each (I, =<)-configuration (o, ¢, 7) in an abelian category A we have a
quotient (I, <)-configuration (7,7, 7), as in Definition A with ¢ =id : [ — I.
We call (o,¢,m) an improvement or an (I, =<)-improvement of (5,7,7), and a
strict improvement if <, < are distinct. If < dominates < by s steps we also
call (o,t,7) an s step improvement of (5,7, 7).

We call an (I, 9)-configuration (&, 7, 7) best if there exists no strict improve-
ment (o,¢,m) of (5,7,7). Note that improvements are a special kind of refine-
ment, in the sense of Definition B

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

Theorem 4.10. Let (o,¢,7) be an (I,<)-configuration in an abelian category
A. Then (0,1, m) is best if and only if for all i#£j € I with i<j but there exists
no k € I with i#k+#j and i <k <j, the following short exact sequence is split:

00— O'({Z}) L(Mj}) U({i,j})ﬂ({ﬂi}) U({]}) — 0. (13)

Suppose i, j are as above, and () is split. Define < on I by a=b if a <b
and a # i, b # j, so that < dominates < by one step. Then the (I,=)-
improvements of (o,t,m) are in 1-1 correspondence with Hom(o({j}),c({i})).

5 Moduli of configurations (o, ¢, 7) with o(/) = X

We now recall the main results of [B, §8-§10] on generalized Hilbert schemes
Ma(X, I, =, k) in an abelian category A.

5.1 Assumptions on A and Z,0
We shall need the following notation, [Bl, Def. 8.1].

Definition 5.1. Let A be an abelian category, choose K (A) as in Definition
22 and let X € A. Suppose S C X is a subobject, represented by an injective
morphism ¢ : U — X. Write [S] for [U] € K(A). This is well-defined, as U
is determined by S up to isomorphism. For o € K(A) define Sub®(X) = {5 :
S C X is a subobject, [S] = a}.

14



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 Ky(A) as in Definition Suppose that:

(1)

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

Sub®(X) has the structure of a complex projective variety for all X € A
and o € K(A).

Inc®?(X) is a closed subvariety of Sub®(X) x Sub”(X) for all X € A and
a, B € K(A), where

Inc®?(X) = {(S,T): S € Sub*(X), T € Sub’(X), ST C X}.

For all a, 8,7 € K(A),

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

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

Let U V,W,X € Awith0 - U——>V W — 0Oexactand j : V — X
injective. Let R C X and T C X be the subobjects represented by
joi:U — X and j : V — X. Let a = [U] in K(A), and for each
B € K(A) define ©F : Sub® (W) — Sub®™?(X) as follows.

Let Q € SubB(W) be represented by e : E — W. Let ¢: W — C be a
cokernel for e. Let k : K — V be a kernel for conm : V. — C. Define
0%(Q) € Subo“Lﬁ(X) to be the subobject represented by jok : K — X.
Then ©7 is a well-defined isomorphism of varieties

07 : Sub’ (W) — {S e Sub*™P(X): Rc ScTc X},

where the right hand side is a closed subvariety of Sub®*?(X).
Let W, X € A with [W] = o in K (A). Write
Inj(W, X) = {i € Hom(W, X) : i is injective}.

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

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

taking ¢ Aut(WW) to the subobject represented by i : W — X is an iso-
morphism of varieties, where the r.h.s. is a subvariety of Sub®(X).
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Although this list of assumptions is long, we show in [3, 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 A

(a) Suppose P is a smooth complex projective variety, A the abelian category
of coherent sheaves on P, and K(A) = Ko(A) or K™™(A).

(b) Suppose A is an abelian category of finite length, Hom(X,Y), Ext'(X,Y)
are finite-dimensional vector spaces over C for all X, Y € A, and the
multiplication maps of DefinitionZTA(ii) are complex bilinear for (m,n) =
(0,0), (0,1) and (1,0), and K(A) = Ko(A).

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

Definition 5.4. Let A satisfy Assumption B2 let Z be a slope function on A
with phase 6, and let X € A. We call Z, 0 permissible with respect to X if they
satisfy the conditions:

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

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

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

Proposition 5.5. Let A satisfy Assumption 23, let Z be a permissible slope
function on A with respect to X € A with phase 6, and let (I,=<,k) be A-data
with k(I) = [X]. Then there exists a finite subset P C K(A) such that whenever
(o,t,m) is an (I, =, k)-configuration in A with o(I) = X, and Y = o({i}) for
somei €I, and U € A is one of the 8-semistable factors of Y in the Harder—
Narasimhan filtration of Theorem [ZI0, then [U] € P, and if V is one of the
0-stable factors of U in Theorem 211, then [V] € P.

5.2 (I, =, k)-configurations and moduli spaces

Our key tool is (I, =, k)-configurations, [B, Def. 9.1].

Definition 5.6. Let A be an abelian category, K(A) be as in Definition 2]
(I, =) be a finite poset, and « : I — K(A) a map. For the rest of the paper we
use the following notation: we extend k to the set of subsets of I by defining
Kk(J) = > s 6(j). To motivate this, note that Proposition simplifies to
[c(J)] = k(J) for all J € F, <,. Define a set of A-data to be a triple (I, <, k)
such that (I, <) is a finite poset and x : I — K(A) a map with x(J) # 0 for
all ) # J C I. Define an (I, =, k)-configuration to be an (I, <)-configuration
(o,¢,7) in A with [0({i})] = k(%) in K(A) for all i € I.
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Let (o,¢,m), (¢/,/,7") be (I, X)-configurations in A. An isomorphism « :
(o,0,m) = (o’,,7") is a collection of isomorphisms a(J) : o(J) — o’(J) for
each J € F; <, satisfying

a(K)ouJ,K)=1(J,K)oa(J) forall (J,K) e G, and
a(K)om(J,K)=7"(J,K)oa(J) forall (J,K) € Hg, <.

Isomorphisms compose in the obvious way.

In [B Def. 9.2] we define moduli spaces of configurations with o(I) = X.

Definition 5.7. Let A satisfy Assumption B2 Let (I, <, ) be a set of A-data,
and X € A with [X] = k() in K(A).

(a) Define Man(X, I, =, k) to be the set of ~-equivalence classes of (I, =<, k)-
configurations (o, ¢, 7) with o(I) = X, where (o,¢,7) ~ (o/,¢/,7') if there
exists an isomorphism « : (o,t,7) = (0/,,7’) with a(I) = idx. We
call Man(X,1,=,k) a generalized Hilbert scheme. Write [(o,¢,m)] for the
equivalence class of (o, ¢, 7).

(b) Let MP,(X,I,=<,Kk) C Man(X,I,=,k) be the subset of [(o,¢,m)] with
(o,t,m) best, as in Definition EEQ

Now suppose Z is a slope function on A with phase 0, as in Definition 2717

(c) Let Mg(X,1,=,k,0) C Man(X,1,=, k) be the subset of [(o,¢,7)] with
o({i}) 0-semistable for all i € I, as in Definition Z7

(d) Let Mg (X, I,=,k,0) C Ms(X,I,=,k,0) C Man(X,I,=, k) be the sub-
set of [(o,¢,m)] with o({i}) 6-stable for all i € I, as in Definition EZ7

(e) Let M2(X,1,=,k,0) = My(X,I,=,K,0) N MPY(X, T, <, k)

a.

and M2(X,1,=,k,0) = Mo (X, I, =, k,0) N MPY(X, T, <, k).

a.

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

Definition 5.8. Let X € A and F be any finite disjoint union of moduli
spaces M (X, I, <, k), as above. For A-data (I, <, k) with [X] = x(I), define
Sanl, 00 (X, I, =, k) and g, Oss, 002, 02 (X, I, <, K,0) : F — {0,1} C Z to be the

characteristic functions of My, ..., M2(X,I,<,k,0) on F, that is, they are 1
on the appropriate subset M. (X, I, <, k), ..., and zero elsewhere.

) —

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

Definition 5.9. Let (I,=<,k) be a set of A-data, (K, <) a finite poset, and

¢ : I — K a surjective map with ¢(i) < ¢(j) when 4,j € I with i<j. Define

p: K — K(A) by p(k) = k(¢ (k). Then (K, <D, p) is a set of A-data.
Suppose X € A with [X] = k() = u(K) in K(A). Define a map

Q(IaijaS]ad)) : Mall(levjali) — Mall(X,K,S],/L)

by QU,=,K,4,9): [(o,0,m)] — [(,7,7)], (14)
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where (7,7, 7) is the quotient (K, <)-configuration of (o,¢,7) from ¢ : [ — K,
as in Definition 71 In the special case when I = K and ¢ : I — I is the identity
map idy, so that u = k and <, < are partial orders on I where < dominates =<,
write Q(Ia j; S]) = Q(Iv ja Ia S]; ldl)
Then in [B, Th.s 9.7 & 9.14, Prop. 9.8 & Cor. 9.9] we prove:
Theorem 5.10. Let A satisfy Assumption[ZA. Then
(i) Man(X,1I,=,K) is a complex quasi-projective variety in Definition [5.]

(ii) Q(I,=,K,<,¢) is a morphism of varieties in ([[4).

(iil) MPy(X,I,=,kK) is a constructible set in Man(X, I, =, k).

(iv) dan, 63,(X, I, =, k) in Definition 8 are constructible functions on F.
Now suppose Z is a permissible slope function on A with phase 0, as in Defini-
tions 2] and[54) Then

(v) Mgp,Mgs, M2 MP(X I, <k, 0) are constructible sets in Man(X, I, =<, k).

(Vi) st,0ss, 02,02 (X, I, <, k,0) are constructible functions on F.

This summarizes the work of |5, §9]. The basic idea is that using Theorem
EA we can identify isomorphism classes of (I, <, k)-configurations (o, ¢, m) with
collections of subobjects S7 C X for s-sets J C I. As §7 e Sub™”)(X), this
identifies M (X, I, <, k) with a subset of [] Sub®)(X).

Now [1q cets s Sub®(/) (X) has the structure of a complex projective variety
by Assumption (i), and using the rest of Assumption we show that
M (X, I, =, k) corresponds to a subvariety of this projective variety.

s-sets J

5.3 Euler characteristics of moduli spaces

In the situation of §2 the family of all best improvements of a configuration
(o,t,m) in A is a complicated constructible set in a complex quasi-projective
variety. In [B Th. 10.1] we show that this set has Fuler characteristic 1. We
express this in terms of constructible functions, as in 83

Theorem 5.11. Let A satisfy Assumption 2, (I, <,k) be a set of A-data,
and X € A with [X] = k(I). Then

> CF(Q(UI, =, 9))0 (X, 1, %, 5) = 6an(X, 1, <, 5).  (15)

partial orders X on I:
< dominates <

If also Z is a permissible slope function on A w.r.t. X with phase 6, then

Z CF(Q(Iaj;ﬁ))aslz(Xalajv’%ae) :6st(X7]7S]7K’59) (16)

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

and Y CF(QU, =, 9))82(X,1,=,k,0) = 6(X, [, <, ,0).  (17)

p.o.s X on I:
< dominates <
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Here is the main idea of the proof. If an (I, J)-configuration (o, ¢, 7) is not
best then by Theorem EET there exist ¢, j € I and < on I with a=bif a < b and
a #1i, b € j, so that < dominates < by one step, and the (I, X)-improvements
of (o,1,m) are in 1-1 correspondence with Hom(o({j}),0({i})) = C™.

Therefore, if we replace (o,¢,7) by its family of (I, <)-improvements, we
replace a point by a copy of C™, which does not change the Euler characteristic
as x(point) = x(C™) = 1 by Proposition B(i). So by starting with (o,¢, )
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 (o, ¢, 7),
and each step preserves x, so x(F) = 1.

Our final result 5, Th. 10.10] in effect computes the Euler characteristic of
the family of all best 6-stable refinements of a 6-semistable configuration (o, ¢, 7).

Theorem 5.12. Suppose A satisfies Assumption [, and X € A and Z is a
permissible slope function on A with respect to X with phase 0. Then for all
A-data (K, <, ) with p(K) = [X] we have

3 Ii|' 3 CF(Q(I, %, K, <, ¢))

iso, cl T =k, 6: (1, =, k) is A-data, b -
lsgf ﬁn%feses _qf: ?; K isﬁgulrsjectivi,a 5St (X’ I’ j’ K, 9) - (18)
sets I 1=j implies ¢p(i) < ¢(5), Oss (X, K, <, 9)

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

Only finitely many functions 62 (X, I, =<, k,0) in this sum are nonzero.

6 Relations between 6, s, 00, 02(X, I, =, K, 0)

st

We prove some identities involving push-forwards of the characteristic functions
Sst Oss, 082, 62(X, I, <, K, 0) under the natural maps Q(I, <, K, <, ¢). The basic
idea is that given the M (X, I, =, k) and Q(I, <, K, <, ¢), any one of the four
families 0y, 0ss, 02, 62(X, I, =, k, 0) determines the other three. That is, we can

write Sst, dss, 02 (X, K, <, i, 0) in terms of §2(X, I, <, k,6), and so on.

6.1 Inverting identities ([H)—(I7)

In [[B) ([0 we wrote &g, dss(X, I, <, k,0) in terms of 62, 62(X, I, <, k,0). We
now invert these, writing 62, 62(X, I, <, x,0) in terms of &, dss(X, I, <, K, 0).
We shall need some numbers n(I, <, ).

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

n(l,3,9) = Z (=)™ (19)

= n :
=,n is a partial order on I, 0 < m <
1

=, strictly dominates <X,,_ 1,
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If < dominates < by [ steps, as in Definition EE9, then 0 < n < [ in ([[@), so
the sum () is finite. The n(1, <, Q) satisfy the following equation:

Y~ —

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

< =g,
> n(I,j,ﬁ)—{Q vy (20)

partial orders X on I:
< dominates X dominates <

Also, the same equation holds with n(I, =<, <) replaced by n(I, <, <X).

Proof. If < =< then in ([[@) there is only one possibility, n = 0 and < = <y =<,
so n(I,<,<) =1. Also in (1) there is only one possibility, < = < =<, so the

top line of [@0) is immediate. Suppose now that < #<. Then every term in
@) has n > 1, and by setting < = <; we may rewrite () as

n(l,5,4d) = > > (=n"

p.o.s 2 on I: nzl, I==,...,3, =
< dominates < =,, isap.o. onl,
= strictly dominates < <, strictly dominates <,,

- ¥ > e

p.o.s X on I: nz>0 <==4..., <

< dominates =< =,, isap.o. on I,

= strictly dominates < <, strictly dominates <,,_;

= > (1, <, 9),

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

replacing n by n — 1 and <, by <,,.1 in the second line. The bottom line of

@0) follows immediately. We prove 1) with n(I, <, Q) replaced by n(I, <, <)

in a similar way, writing < for <,,_; in ([I3). O
Here are the inverses of the identities of Theorem BT]

Theorem 6.3. Let A satisfy Assumptionid, (I, <, k) be a set of A-data, and

X € A with [X] =k(I). Then

> a2, CF(QUL =, 9)6a(X, I, =,k) = 65(X, 1, <, k). (21)

p.o.s 2 on I:
< dominates <

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

> n(I,=%,9)CF(QI, =, 9))0u(X, I, %, 5,0) = 65(X, 1, <, 5,0), (22)

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

Z n(Ivjvﬁ) CF(Q(Ivjvﬁ))(sSS(Xv 1757559) = 5SZ(X7 Ivﬁv’%ae)' (23)

p.o.s R on I:
< dominates <
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Proof. Substituting ([[3) into the left hand side of {I]) gives

> (I, 2,9 CF(QU, =, 9))0m(X, I, %, k) =

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

S on=2) Y CRQUZ9)[CRQU S, 2)

p.o.s X on I: p.o.s S on I:
< dominates < < dominates < 5;)11()(, I, ,S, Ii):| =
> > n(l,%,9) | CF(QU, <, 9))
p.os Son I: p.o.s < on I:
< dominates < < dominates =, (5;31 (X, I, 5, H),

=< dominates <

exchanging the sums over <, < and using Q(I, <X, <)o Q(I, <, =) =Q(I, <, 9Q),

so that CF(Q(I,=,9)) o CF(Q(I, <, X)) = CF(Q(1, <, Q) by Theorem B0
By () the bracketed sum on the last line is 0 unless < = < =<, when it

is 1. But then Q(I, <, <) is the identity, so CF(Q(I, <, Q)) is the identity, and

the final line reduces to 63, (X, I, <, k), giving @0). The proofs of ([Z2) and ()
are the same, substituting in (I8) and (). O

6.2 Writing 6°(*,0) in terms of 4% (x,0)
We will need the following notation.

Definition 6.4. Let (I, <) be a finite poset, K a finite set, and ¢ : I — K a
surjective map. We call (I, <, K, ®) allowable if there exists a partial order <
on K such that i<j implies ¢(i) < ¢(j).

For (I, <, K, ¢) allowable, define a binary relation < on K by k<l for k,l € K
if there exist b > 0 and ig, ..., 1, jo,--.,Jp in I with ¢(ig) = k, ¢(j») = I, and
1a=jq for a=10,...,b, and ¢(iy) = ¢(jo—1) fora=1,...,0.

By joining the two i, series and two j, series together we see that k<[ and
I<m implies k<m, that is, < is transitive. Taking b =0 and ig = jo =i € [
gives ¢(i)Sp(i). Hence k<k for all k € K, as ¢ is surjective.

Let < and i, .. ., %, jo, - - - , Jo e as above. Then i,=j, implies ¢(i,) < d(ja),
so k= ¢(io) < (o) = ¢(j1) < -+ < P(jo) = 1. Thus k<] implies k& < 1. Hence,
if k<l and [<k then k <[ and | <k, so k = . Therefore < is a partial order on
K. Write P(I, =, K, ¢) = <. It has the property that if < is a partial order on
K, then i=<j implies ¢(i) < ¢(5) if and only if < dominates P(I, <, K, ¢).

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

Lemma 6.5. Suppose (I,=,J,v) is allowable with < = P(I,=,J,%), and
¢ :J — K is a surjective map. Then (J, <, K, €) is allowable if and only if
(I,=, K,£01) is allowable, and when they are P(J,<, K, &) =P (I, X, K, o).

Y~

We can now write 62(*, ) in terms of 62 (x, ).
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Theorem 6.6. Suppose A satisfies Assumption 23, and X € A and Z is a
permissible slope function on A with respect to X with phase 0. Then for all
A-data (J, <, N) with A(J) = [X] we have

1
> T CF(QU, =, J,5.4))
iso. classes ' " <. k,: (I,=<,k) is A-data, b =
of f;m}e (I, =%, J(7 ) is )allowable, 55‘5 (X7 I’ j’ k, 9) - (24)
sets S%P(I,j,J;w)x 5:2()(;‘];57)\’0)

k(=1 (5) = A() forj € J,
foloyp=0ok:I— (0,1]

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

Proof. By Definition .4 we may rewrite ([[8) with J, A in place of K,y as
1

iso. classes =<,k,¢: (I,=X,k) is A-data, b _
of finite (I, =, J, ) is allowable, st (X, 1, %, 5, 0) = (25)
< dominates P(I, X, J, v), 555 (X J <\ 9)
3 ) — 3 3

w(p~H(H)) = () for j € J,
foloyp=60ok:1— (0,1]

with only finitely many 62 (X, I, <, x,6) in the sum nonzero. But (Z3)) gives
> (9,9 CF(Q(J, 9, 5))0s(X, J, 9, A, 0) =
p.o.s Jon J: 5:;()(, J < /\7 9)

< dominates < ’ ~)
Noting that CF(Q(J,S’,S)) o CF(Q(Ivj 7§]7¢)) = CF(Q(Iaja‘LS? )) as

J
Q(J,<1,5)0QU, =, J,9,0)=Q(I, =, J, <, 1), substituting ([2H) into 28) gives

1
iso. classes ’ <, k,¢: (I,=X, k) is A-data, partial orders < on J:
Ofsgtr:t]e (I, <, J,v) is allowable, < dominates <,
k(PT1(H)) = A(§) for j € J, L < dominates P(I, =, J,9)
forop=60ok:1— (0,1]

CF(Q(I, =, J, S, 0)) 68 (X, I, =, k,0) = 62(X, J, S, M, 0).

Y~ I~

(26)

1

By @0) the bracketed sum is 1 if < = P(I, =X, J,¢) and 0 otherwise, and (24
follows. o

We note that ([IH), [[X), @) write s, dss, 02 (*, 0) in terms of 5L (x, ) with-
out any correction factors n(I, <, <), etc. Therefore we regard 6% (*, ) as the
most fundamental of the four, and use it for preference.

There is a tempting, simple explanation for [@4)), which is false. Suppose
(o,1,m) is a best (I, X)-configuration, (J, <) a finite poset, and ¢ : I — J
a surjective map, where i=<j implies (7)<t (j). Let (6,%,7) be the quotient
(J, S)-configuration from 1. When is (6,7, 7) best?

Set < =P(1,=,J,v). Then < dominates <, and (7,7, 7) is an improvement
of the quotient (J, <)-configuration of (o, ¢, 7). Thus (7,7, 7) is best only if < =
P(I, =, J, ), which explains why < = P(I, =, J,9) is necessary in (Z]). But the
obvious explanation of [24), that (&, 7, 7) is best if and only if < =P, =, J,¥),
is false, as there exist examples with < = P(I, <, J,¢) but (7,7, 7) not best.
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6.3 Inverting (24
Finally, we invert [4). 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) €l xI:i~ j} of I x I satisfying
the properties

(i) (4,7) € Sforallie I,
(i) (4,4) € S implies (4,7) € S, and
(iii) (¢,5) € S and (4, k) € S imply (i, k) € S.

Given S C T x I satisfying (i)—(iii), define an equivalence relation ~g on I by
i ~g jif (i,5) € S. Write [i]g for the ~g-equivalence class of i, set I's = {[i]s :
i € I}, and define ¢g : I — Is by ¥5(i) = [i]s.

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

U, =)={SCIxI : S satisfies (i)-(iii), (I, =, Is,1s) is allowable}.  (27)

Suppose (I, %, K, ¢) is allowable, and define S = {(i,5) € I x I : (i) = ¢(j) }.
Then it is easy to see that S € U(I, <), and there is a unique 1-1 correspondence
v: Is — K with ¢([i]s) = ¢(i) for i € I such that ¢ = votpg. SoU(I, <) classifies
isomorphism classes of K, ¢ such that (I, <, K, ¢) is allowable. Define

N(I,=) = Z (—1)". (28)
n >0, 80,...,8, €U(I,=):
Sm—1C Sm, Sm—1%# Sm, 1 <m<n
So={(,1): i€}, Sp=IX%x1I

Now let (I, <, K, ¢) be allowable, and define

N(I,%,K,¢) = > (=1)". (29)
n>0,S0,...,5, e U(I,=X):
Sm—1C Sm, Sm—1%# Sm,1<m<n
So = {(¢,i) : 1 € I},
Sn={(i,5) € I xI:(i) =¢()}

By a similar proof to Proposition 2, using Lemma [0, we can show:

Proposition 6.8. Let (I,=<, K, ) be allowable. Then

1 1, is a bijection,
3 o Y, NIy = {O ¢th -
o Tses I L ok , otherwise. (30)
of finite surjective, p=_Eo:
sets J (1,=,J,%) allowable

This also holds with N(I,=,J 1) replaced by N(J,’P(I, <, Y), K, f).

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

NI, =2 K, ¢) = e N(¢7H(R), Zlo-1a))- (31)

Proof. Write I* = ¢~'(k) and =¥ = <|;» for k € K. Using the notation of
Definition B4, if S € U(I, <) then S N (I*¥ x I*) lies in U(I*, <*). Define

o {Seul,=):SC{(ij) e IxI:6(i)=o()}} Hkg(u(lkvjk)
by ®:8— [[ SnU*x1*).
keK

It is easy to see that ® is a I-1 correspondence, with inverse ®~!([], o, S*) =

User S¥, since {(i,5) € I x I : ¢(i) = ¢(j)} = Uper I" x I*.
Using this 1-1 correspondence we may rewrite [29) as:

n>0, 88 ..., eur* <", ke kK:
Sk . CSF allke K,1<m<n,

m—1 m?
5;71 # an for each 1 < m < n and some k € K,
Sk = {(i,3) i€ 1"}, SF =1F x I*

Fix a choice of n and S§,...,S¥ for k € K satisfying the conditions in ().
Note that we do not know that S _; # S forall 1 <m < n and k € K, but
only that for each m, there is at least one k with Sk _, # Sk .

For each k € K, let n* + 1 be the number of distinct S* for m =0,...,n,
so that n* < n. Let these distinct S be 5’,’% for m = 0,...,n"* in increasing
order, so that S§ ¢ SF c ... C S'Zk with $% | # 8% for 1 < m < nk.

That is, g{f, ceey S’sk is Sk,...,S¥ with repeated elements deleted, so that
each set occurs only once. Note also that & = {(i,4) : i € I*} and S’,’ik = IFxT*.
In this way, choice of n and S(’f, ...,8% for k € K gives rise to data n* and
Sk, S’ﬁk satisfying the conditions in the sum [£8) defining N (I*, <*).

Now the data n* and 5'6“, ceey S’Sk for k € K does not uniquely determine the
data n and S§,...,S¥ for k € K. One can show using combinatorics that the
sum of (—1)" over all data n and SE, ..., S¥ for k € K yielding the fixed data
n* and S¥, .. .,S'Zk for k € K is erK(—l)"k. Combining this with [B2) and
the definition @8) of N (¥, <*) we see that N(I, =, K, $) = [[,cx N(I*,=F),
as we have to prove. O

Here is the inverse of the identity of Theorem 8

Theorem 6.10. Suppose A satisfies Assumption [, and X € A and Z is a
permissible slope function on A with respect to X with phase 6. Then for all
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A-data (K, <, p) with p(K) = [X] we have

1
iso. classes T <A, (J,<,A) is A- data,
Ofsgzlf]e (J7 %, K, x) is allowable, 6 (X J’ 'S’ )\ 9) (33)
= P(, 5, K\ ), 6st(X7 K7S‘7M7 9)

ACI(R)) = (k) for k € K,
fopox=60ox:J—(0,1]

Only finitely many functions 62(X, J, <, \,0) in this sum are nonzero.

'Y~

Proof. Substituting (4] into the left hand side of B3) gives

> o Y NUSEY

iso, classes <A xe (4, S, ) is A-data,
oécftgl}c (J,5<,K, X) is allowable,
=P 5, K, x)s
AMx 7 (k) = p(k) for k € K,
fopox=60or:J—(0,1]
1
iso, classes T <k, (I, X, k) is A-data,
of;git]glt]e (I, =, J, ) is allowable, [CF(Q I = Ju Sa )
S=PU =2 J,9),
K1) = M) for j € J, ]:
foXop=0or:I— (0,1] 5StXI<H9
1
iso. classes T <k, ¢ (I, =, k) is A-data, b .
Oigfcr;ltle (I, =%, K, qb) is allowable, 6st (X7 I,=,k, 9)
=PI, =, K, ¢),

K(67 (k) = u() for & € K,
fopop=0or:I— (0,1]

Z JL Z N(J,S,K,X) s (34)

|
iso. classes| | Yp:I—=J, x: J=oK

of finite surjective, ¢ =xo1:
sets J (I,=,J,v) allowable,

S=PU, = J,9)

setting ¢ = x o ¢ and using CF(Q(I,=,K,<,¢)) = CF(Q(J, <, K, <, x)) o
CF(Q(I,=,J,5,4)) in the third line.

Here, given (I, =, J,4) allowable and < = P(I, X, J,¢), Lemma 3 shows
that (J, 5, K, x) allowable and <= P(J, <, K, X) in the first line of [B4) is equiv-
alent to (I, X, K, ¢) allowable and <= P(I, <X, K, ¢) in the third line. Also,
fopox=0oXand foXot) = 0ok in the first and second lines of B are
equivalent to 8 o yto ¢ = 0 o k in the third, as ¢ = x o 2.

Now Proposition .8 shows that the bracketed term on the last line of (&)
is 1 if ¢ is a bijection, and 0 otherwise. When ¢ is a bijection |I| = |K|. The
first sum on the third line in B4)) fixes a unique I with |I| = |K]|. Then in the
second sum there are |I|! bijections ¢ : I — K. So by dropping the factor 1/|1|!
on the third line we may take I = K and ¢ = idg. Then Jd= <X, Kk = u, and
CF(Q(K, <, K,d,idk)) is the identity. Thus, the last two lines of [B4) reduce
to 02 (X, K, <, 11, 0), the right hand side of (). This completes the proof. O
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We have now constructed seven transformations between the four families of
functions dgt, s, 02, 62 (%, 0). The equation numbers giving the transformations

are displayed below.

/mm

st (%, 0) 5L (%,0) 5L(%,0) Jss(*,0). (35)
N N L
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, TP (x, 6, )

Let A be an abelian category, let K(A) be as in Definition 222 and let Z :
K(A) — C be a slope function on A, as in Definition 2Z7, with phase 6. Suppose
(I,=,k) is A-data, and (o,¢,7) is an (I, X, k)-configuration in A. Then as
0# o({i}) and [0({i})] = k(i) in K(A), Definition 27 implies that

Zok(i) € {rexp(inf) € C:r>0,0 € (0,1} foralliec I (36)

Hence 6 o k(i) € (0,1] is well-defined for all ¢ € I.

Essentially the only properties of A, Z, 0 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 B@) holds for all A-data (I, =<, k). In particular, we shall not use
Assumption 22 or suppose Z is permissible.

Section [Tl defines concepts of 6-(semi)stable and (strictly) 0-reversing A-
data, and show that all A-data (I, <, k) can be decomposed uniquely into 6-
(semi)stable and (strictly) f-reversing pieces in various ways. This is generalized
to allowable (I, =<, K, ¢) in L2

Then 73 478 define and study transformation coefficients T2, T2 (,6,8)
and UL, UP (x,0). In §8we shall see that the T2 (x, 0, 0) are the coefficients in an
equation expressing 62 (%, 6) in terms of 42 (x,0), and similarly for T2 (x, 6, 0),
62 (%,0) and 62 (x,6). Thus, the motivation for §f will come later.

However, we have chosen to present this material first for two reasons: firstly,
some properties of the T, T (x, 6, 0) will be needed before it would make sense
to define them in §8 and secondly, in §8 we suppose Assumption holds and
Z, Z are permissible, but the results of this section hold under much weaker
assumptions, basically only that (B8] holds for all A-data (I, =<, k).

7.1 0-(semi)stable and (strictly) #-reversing .A-data
We will need the following notation.
Definition 7.1. Let A, Z, 6 be as above, and (I, <, k) be A-data. Then

(i) We call (I,=,k) 0-stable if 0(x(J)) < 0(k(I)) for all (I, =) s-sets J with
() #£ J # 1, defining x(J) as in Definition B0
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(ii) We call (I, =X, k) -semistable if 0(x(J)) < 0(k(I)) for all (I, =) s-sets J
with 0 # J # 1.

This is based on Definition (i), (ii), replacing subobjects by s-sets. To
motivate the notation, note that if (o,¢,7) is an (I, =, k)-configuration with
o(I) f-(semi)stable, then Definition EZ7 implies that (I, <, ) is 6-(semi)stable.

Definition 7.2. Let A, Z,0 be as above, and (I, X, k) be A-data. We say
(i) (I,=, k) is O-reversing if i=j implies 0 o k(i) > 0 o k(j) for 4,5 € I.
(ii) (I, =, k) is strictly 6-reversing if it is f-reversing and ¢ # j € I implies 6 o

w(i) # 00 K(j).
(iil) (I,=,k) is totally O-reversing if iAj implies 6 o k(i) < 6 o k(j) for 4,5 € I.

We chose ‘reversing’ as ¢ — 6 o k(i) reverses the order of (I,=). Clearly,
totally 6-reversing implies strictly 0-reversing implies 0-reversing. Note that
(I, =, k) totally f-reversing implies that (I, <) is a total order, ordered by de-
creasing phase 0 o k(i). We shall use the notion of totally 0-reversing at the
beginning of §8 below, but nowhere else.

Our next four propositions decompose A-data uniquely into 6-(semi)stable
and (strictly) 0-reversing pieces, in various ways. Here is the first.

Proposition 7.3. Let A, Z,0 be as above, and (I, =, k) be A-data. Then there
exist J, v such that (I,=,J,v) is allowable, (w_l(j),j,li) 1s O-stable for all
j€J, and (J,<,N) is O-reversing A-data, where < = P(I,=,J,4) and \(j) =

Ii(’t/J_l(j)) for j e J. If also J, z/AJ satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique
bijection b: J — J with 1/3 =bo1.

Proof. Consider (I, <) s-sets A # () satisfying:

(a) (A, =, k) is O-stable, and
(b) if Bis an (I, =) s-set with A C B C I then 6o x(A) > 0o k(B).

Suppose I # (), and let A # ) be an (I, =) s-set such that 6 o k(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 Iy,...,I, and Aj,..., A, as
follows. If I = () put n = 0 and finish. Otherwise set Iy = I # (. For
m > 1, suppose we have constructed Ai,...,A,,_1 and I1,...,I,, # 0. Let
0 # Ay C I, be an (I, X) s-set satisfying (a) and (b), which exists from
above. If A,, = I, set n = m and finish. Otherwise set I,;,11 = I, \ Ap.

Then A, Ag, ... are disjoint nonempty subsets of I, so the sequence must
terminate for some n < |I|. It is easy to see that I = [ _, A,,, and I =

11— Am, and I, is a g-set in (I, =), and A,, is an s-set in (I,,,<). Define
J=A{1,...,n}and ¢ : I = J by |4, = m. Then ¢ is surjective.
Now ¥~ 1(m) = Ay, and (A, X, k) is O-stable by (a), so (v ~1(4), %, k) is 6-

stable for all j € .J, as we have to prove. Since ' ({k,...,n}) = [[,_,, Am = Ii
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for k =1,...,n, which is an (I, X) g-set, we see that i=j implies (i) < ¥(j).
Hence (I, <, J ) is allowable, taking < in Definition B4 to be <.

Define < = P(I,=,J,%) and A(j) = x(¢71(j)) for j € J. Then (J,<,A)
is A-data, as (I,=,k) is. Suppose j # j' € J with j<j’ but there exists no
k € J with j<k<j' and j # k # j/. Then j < j', as < dominates <, and
{4,7'} is an s-set in ({j,...,n},<). Therefore ~1({4,5'}) = A; I Ajs is an
s-set in (I;, <), as I; = ¥~ 1({4,...,n}). So (b) above for A;,I; implies that
Oor(Aj)=200k(A;ITAj). Thus o A(j)=0o0k(A;)=00k(Aj)=00A(").

We have shown that if j # j° € J with j<j’ but there exists no k € J
with j<k<j" and j # k # j/, then 8 o A\(j) = 60 A(j'). Tt easily follows that
0o A(j) = 00Xy) for all j,j € J with j<j'. Thus, (J, <, A) is O-reversing, as
we have to prove. This completes the first part.

Suppose J, w, .\ also satlsfy the conditions of the proposition. Choose a
total order < on J dommatmg < such that j < j implies 6 o A(j) = 0 o A(j).
This is possible as (J , 5, )\) is B-reversing. Then there exists a unique bijection
b:{1,...,n} — J with b, ( ) =<, where 7 = |J|. For m = 1,...,7 define
Ay =9~ H(b(m)) and I, = 1 (b ({m .,})). Since i=i’ implies (i) < (i)
implies b1 0 9h(i) < b o ¢( "), we see that I, is a g-set in (I, =), and A, is
an s-set in fm.

We shall show that A,, satisfies (a), (b) above in I,,. Hence, I,..., I; and
fll, ey Ay, are possible choices for the construction in the first part of the proof.
Part (a) is immediate by choice of J, v, as A, = ¥ ~1(b(m)). To prove (b) we
work by reverse induction on m. Part (b) holds trivially for An in fn as fln = jﬁ,
so the only possibility is B = Aj.

Suppose by induction that for for some 1 < k < n, part (b) holds for A,
in I,,, for k < m < n. We shall show that (b) holds for Ay, in I. Let B be an
(I, <) s-set with Ak C B C I;,. We must prove that 6 o k(Ar) = 00 k(B).

Set C' = B\ Ak. Then C is an s-set in Ik+1. If C =0 then B = Ak, and
00 rk(Ar) = 0o k(B) follows immediately. So suppose C # 0. As (Agy1, =<, k) is
f-stable we have

00k(CNAps1) <Oo0k(Apsr) if ApyrNC #£0. (37)

Since AkJrl UC'is an (fk+1, jA) s-set, applying (b) for Ak+1 , ka by the inductive
hypothesis gives 6 o kK(C U Agt1) < 0 0 K(Ag41). Hence

00k(Api1) = 00k(C\ Apyr) if Apyr \ C £ 0. (38)

Combining [B7), BY) gives 0 o k(Ag41) = 00 (C). But b(k) < b(k+ 1), so
9o A(b(k)) = 0o A(b(k+1)), that is, § o k(Ay) = 0o r(Ayyr). Thus 6o k(Ay) >
00k(C), and hence fork(Ag) = Oork(B) as B = A, I1C. So by induction A, I,
satisfy (b) above for all m =1,...,n.

Finally we shall show that 7 = n, and we can choose the total order < above
such that b: J = {1,...,n} — J is the unique bijection with Y =bo . Let
k=1,...,1n be least such that A; N Ay # 0. Then Ay C I, so A; is an (Ik, =)
s-set. Let i be <-minimal in A; N Ag. Then i is also <-minimal in I, as A and
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A;U---U Ay are (I, <) s-sets. Hence (i) = j = b(k) is <-minimal in J. Thus
{j}isa (j,[g) s-set, so Ay, is an (I, <) s-set.
As Ay, Ay are f-stable we have

0o k(A NAL) <Bor(Ay) if AN A, # Ay, and
90/%(141 ﬁ/ik) < QOK(Ak) if Ay ﬁ/ik 75 Ak

Applying (b) to A1, T and to Ak, I, with B = A; U A, in each case gives
Ook(A)) = 00k(A UAL) and Oor(Ap) = 00k(A UAL).  (40)

It is not difficult to see that BY) and E) imply that A; = Ay If k #1
then A NA; =0, so applying (b) to A;, I with B = A; 1 A; gives fo k(A1) >
0o k(AL 1L Ay), so that 6o k(Ay) = 0o k(A1) > 0o k(Ar). But also for(A;y) >

- > 0 o k(Ay) by choice of <. Hence 0 o k(A;) = --- = 0 o rk(A), that
is, 0o A(b(1)) = --- = 0 o A(b(k)) = 0 0 A(j).

Therefore, as j is <-minimal and 6 o A(j) is mazimal in J, we can choose <

such that j is least in the total order <. That is, j = b(1), and then A; = Ay

Similarly, having chosen < so that A,, = A,, for m = 1,...,k, working in
Iy = fk+1 there is still freedom to choose < to make Ay = flk+1. So by
induction we can choose < to get A,, = A,, form = 1,2,..., which forcesn =n
and 1/3 = bo. Uniqueness of b is trivial as 1) is surjective. o

Next we show that A-data (I, =<, k) is 6-semistable if and only if it can be
broken (uniquely) into 6-stable pieces with equal phase. This can be regarded
as a configurations analogue of Theorem 2Tl

Proposition 7.4. Let A, Z,0 be as above, and (I,=,k) be A-data. Then
(I,=,k) is O-semistable if and only if there exist J, 1 such that (I,=,J,1) is
allowable, (v~1(j), =, k) is O-stable for all j € J, and if X\ :J — K(A) is de-
fined by A(j) = x(v=1(j)) for j € J then o X =0oA(J) = for(I). If also R
satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique bijection b : J— J with @zbow.

Proof. Suppose (I, =, k) and J, 9, A satisfy the conditions of the proposition, and
set S =P(I,=,J,9). Then as 0 o A = 0(A(J)) = 0(x(I)), we see that (J, <, A)
is trivially O-reversing. Thus (I, =<, k) and J, 1, A, < satisfy the conditions of
Proposition

Therefore, uniqueness in Proposition [ proves the last part of the proposi-
tion, and shows that if J, v exist satisfying the conditions above then they are
canonically isomorphic to J, v in Proposition So let (I,=,k) be A-data,
and let J, 1, <, A be as given in Proposition [[3 We have to prove that (I, <, k)
is f-semistable if and only if o A = 6 o A(J) = 0 o k(I).

First suppose 6 o A £ 6 o A(J). Then we can write J = A1l B with A, B # ()
and foA(a) > 0o A(b) foralla € A, b € B, so that o A(A) > OoA(J) > BoA(B).
As (J, <, ) is b-reversing, A is a (J, <) s-set. Since < =P(I, =, J, 1), it follows
that C' = ¢~ 1(A) is an (I, =) s-set, with ) # C # I. But Qo k(C) = 0o \(A) >
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B oA(J) =60ok(I). Hence (I,=,r) is not f-semistable, by Definition [LIKii).
This proves the ‘only if’ part.

Now suppose 0 o A = 00)\( ). Let C be an (I, X) s-set with § # C # I.
Then for each j € J, CNy~1(j) is an s-set in (Y1 (4), ) As (Y1), 2, k) is
6-stable, it follows that if CNy~1(j) # 0 then for(CNY~1(j)) = or(¢™ 1(j)).
But §o k(yp71(j)) =00 A(j) =00 A(J) =0o0k(I) by assumptlon.

Hence GOK(CFM/F ()) Gor(I) for all j € J with CNyp~=1(j) # 0. As the
disjoint union of C'N1~1(j) over all such j is C' we see that 0o k(C) > 0o k(I).
Since this holds for all (I, <) s-sets C with 0 £ C # I, (I, =<, k) is 6-semistable.
This completes the proof. O

Here is an analogue of Proposition [ which decomposes (I, <X, k) into 6-
semistable and strictly 0-reversing pieces. It is closely related to Theorem 20

Proposition 7.5. Let A, Z, 0 be as above, and (I, =, k) be A-data. Then there
exist J, 1 such that (I,=,J,v) is allowable, (w’l(j),j,n) is 0-semistable for
all 5 € J, and (J, 5, A) is strictly 0-reversing A-data, where < = P(I,=X,J,1)

and N(j) = k(¥71(j)) for j € J. If also J, 0 satisfy these conditions, there
exists a unique bijection b : J — J with z/AJ =boq.

Proof. As in Proposition [[3, consider (I, <) s-sets A # () satisfying:

(a) (A, =, k) is B-semistable, and
(b) if Bisan (I, <) s-set with A C B C I and A # B then fox(A) > for(B).

Suppose I # ), and let A # 0 be an (I, X) s-set such that 6 o K(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 # A’. If
A C A’ then (b) with B = A’ implies fok(A) > for(A’), which contradicts the
f-semistability of A’. Similarly A’ C A gives a contradiction. Hence AN A’ #
A A" # AUA'. Putting B = AUA’, part (b) gives for(A),0ok(A") > Oor(B).
But then 6 o k(AN A’) is smaller than one of § o k(A), 6 o k(A'), contradicting
(a). Therefore A is unique. The rest of the proof follows Proposition [[3 with
simple modifications, and we leave it as an exercise. O

Lastly we prove a kind of dual result to Proposition [

Proposition 7.6. Let A,Z,6 be as above, and (I,=,k) be A-data. Then
(I, =, k) is O-reversing if and only if there exist J, 1 such that (I,=X,J,¢) is
allowable, and (J, <, ) s strictly 0-reversing A-data, where < = P(I, =<, J, 1/))

and \(j) = k(¥ ™1(j)) for j € J, and oXop =fok: 1 — (0,1]. Ifalso R
satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique bijection b : J—J with 1/)—bo1/).

Proof. Given A-data (I, =, k), let J, 1, < A be as in Proposition LA Then one
way to prove the proposition is to show that (I, <, k) is f-reversing if and only
if oot =00k, in a similar way to Proposition [Z4l This is not difficult.
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But actually, the result is more-or-less obvious. If J, 1) satisfy the conditions
of the proposition, then o Aoty = 0ok, and §o A\(j) £ 0o A(j') for j #£ ' € J.
Hence ¢(i) = 1/)(' ) if and only if fok(i) = fok(i’). Define an equivalence relation
~onlbyi~iif@or(i)=00k(i). Then J,1¢ are canonically isomorphic to
I/ ~, m:1— I/~. With this J, 1, it is easy to see that (I, <, k) is f-reversing
if and only if (I, <X, J,4) is allowable and (J, <, \) is strictly 6-reversing. O

)~

7.2 Generalizing §7.1] to allowable (I, <, K, ¢)

We now extend the results of 1] from a single set of A-data (I, =<,k) to in-
clude a surjective map ¢ : I — K with (I, =<, K, ¢) allowable. Here is the
generalization of Proposition [£3

Proposition 7.7. Let A, Z,0 be as above, and suppose (I,=,k) is A-data and
¢ I — K is surjective with (I, =, K, ) allowable. Then there exists a finite
set J and surjective maps ¢ : I — J, & J — K with ¢ = £ o), such that

(a) (v=1(j), =, k) is O-stable for all j € J, and

(b) (I,=,J,%) is allowable. Define < = P(I,=,J,¢) and A : J — K(A)
by A(j) = H(¢71(j)). Then (J,<,\) is A-data, and ({ Lk ),5,/\) 18
O-reversing for all k € K.

If also J, b, { satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique bijection b: J — J
with z/J—boz/J and§ Eob .

Proof. For each k € K let I, = ¢~ '(k), so that I = [, x Ix. Applying
Proposmon d to (Ii, <, k) gives Ji, ¥r with (I, =X, Ji, ) allowable, such
that (¢, ' (4), <, x) is O-stable for j € Jj, and (Jk,Nk,)\k) is f-reversing A-data,
where <, = P(Ik, =, Jk, ¥r) and Ag(j) = (1/1] (9)) for j € J.

Choose the Jy to be disjoint. Set J = [[,cx Jr, and define ¢ : I — J by
Ulr, =g and € J 5 K by €]y, = k. Then = o If j € J with £(j) = k
then =1 (j) = ¢, * (k). Part (a) follows, as (¢ " ( ), <, k) is f-stable.

Let 94=P(I,=, K, ¢). Define < on J by j < j' if either £(5) = £(j') = k and
<, forsome k € K, or&(5) # £(5') and £(j) < £(j’). Then < is a partial order
on J. As i=i’ implies (1) S, ¥k(i') for 4,3" € Iy, and <4’ implies ¢(i) < ¢(7'),
we see that =<4’ implies ¢(i)<t)(¢'). Therefore (I, =, J,v) is allowable

Define <, A as in part (b). It readily follows that <|;, = <, and Ay, = Ak
for all k € K. Hence (671(k), <, ) = (Jk, Spy Ak), which is -reversing for all k
by choice of Ji, 9. This proves (b).

Finally, suppose J ,z/;,é also satisfy the conditions in the proposition. Set
Jp = é’l(k) for k € K, so that J = Hiex Jy, and 1&1@ = 1ﬁ|1k : Iy — Ji.. Then
the last part of Proposition [ gives a unique bijection by : Jr — Jy for k€ K
with ¢y, = by, 0 ¢y. Define a bijection b : J — J by b|s, = by. Then ¢ = bo 1)
and é = ¢ob !, and b is unique as v is surjective. O

Using the same method to generalize Propositions [LZHZH, we prove:
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Proposition 7.8. Let A, Z,0 be as above, and suppose (I, =, k) is A-data and
¢ : I — K is surjective with (I,=,K,¢) allowable. Then (¢_1(k), j,li) 18 0-
semistable for all k € K if and only if there exists a finite set J and surjective
maps Y : I — J, £:J — K with ¢ =& o, such that

(a) (v=1(j), =, k) is O-stable for all j € J, and

(b) (I,=,J,%) is allowable. Define X : J — K(A) by A(j) = k(¥ () and
p: K — K(A) by p(k) = k(¢ (k)). Then§oX=0opof:J— (0,1].

If also j,d;, 3 satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique bijection b: J — J
with ¢ =bo1 and £ = Eob™ L.

Proposition 7.9. Let A, Z,0 be as above, and suppose (I,=,k) is A-data and
¢ I — K is surjective with (I, =, K, ) allowable. Then there exists a finite
set J and surjective maps Y : I — J, & J — K with ¢ = £ o), such that

(a) (v'(j), =, k) is O-semistable for all j € J, and

(b) (I,=,J,%) is allowable. Define S = P(I,=,J,¢) and X : J — K(A) by
Mj) = w(¢¥7(j)). Then (J,<,N) is A-data, and (671(k), <, N) is strictly
O-reversing for all k € K.

If also j,ﬁ,é satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique bijection b: J — J
with ¢ =bo1 and € = Eob™ 1.

Proposition 7.10. Let A,Z. 6 be as above, and suppose (I,=,k) is A-data
and ¢ : I = K is surjective with (I, =, K, ¢) allowable. Then ((b‘l(k), j,m) 18
O-reversing for all k € K if and only if there exists a finite set J and surjective
maps Y : I — J, £:J — K with ¢ =& o, such that

(a) define X : J—K(A) by A(j)=r(v"Yj)). Then forop=0ok : I—(0,1].
(b) (I,=,J,%) is allowable. Define < = P(I,=,J,9). Then (J,<,A) is A-

r~)

data, and (£7*(k), S, A) is strictly §-reversing for all k € K.

Y~

If also JA,1/A),§A satisfy these conditions, there exists a unique bijection b: J — J
with ¢ =bo1 and £ = Eob™ 1.

7.3 Transformation coefficients 7%, TP (x,6,60), Ub, UD(x, )

sty * s

Now we shall define some transformation coefficients T>, T (%,6,6). In R
we shall see that the T2 (,0,0) are the coefficients in an equation expressing

62 (%, 0) in terms of 62 (%, 0), and similarly for T2 (x, 6, ), 62 (x, ) and 62 (x,6).

Definition 7.11. Let A be an abelian category and Z, Z be slope functions on
A with phases 0,60. Let (I,=<,k) be A-data, and { : I — L a surjective map
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such that (I, <, L, ) is allowable. Define integers T, T2 (I, <, %, L, &, 0, 9) b

To(I, =%,k L,E,6,6)= |J|,|K|, > NUSEX).
iso. surjective ¢y : [ = J, x : J =+ K,
flgbb? and ¢ : K — L with £ =¢oxou:
Sets 1% (I,=,J,9) is allowable, <="P(I, X, J, 1), (41)
’ (J,~7 X) is allowable, = ”P(J,S,K, X)s

let pu K—>K(A) be (k) =r((x o 9)~'(k)),
then (¢ ~Y(j), <, k) is O-reversing, j € J,
and (¢~ (1), <, ) is O-stable, [€ L

b
To(I, 2,5, L,6,0,0)= Y IJI'IKI' > NS K
iso. surjective ¢ : [ - J, x : J > K,
oglﬁiﬁi and ¢ : K — L with £ =¢oxot:
sets J, K (I, =%, J,9) is allowable, S=P(I, X, J,¢), (42)

(J, 5, K, x) is allowable, I="P(J, S, K, x),
let o+ K — K (A) be (k) =r((x 0 %)~ (k)
then (1 ~Y(j), X, ) strictly f-reversing, j € J,

and (¢~ (1), <, u) G-semistable, L€ L

We call T2, T2 (x,0,0) the transformation coefficients from Z,0 to Z, 0.
We also define U2, UL (x, 9) which will turn out to be the coefficients in

bt’

equations expressing 0%, 62 (x, 0) in terms of 65 (x) in §&

Definition 7.12. Let A be an abelian category and Z a slope function on A
with phase . Let (J, S, 1) be A-data, and ¢ : J — L a surjective map such
that (J, <, L, ) is allowable. Define integers UL, UL (J, <, A\, L, ¢, 0) by

Y~ Y~
1
b
Ust(JMw?)‘ L C 9) Z W Z N(J7§7K7X)u
iso. :J—= K, ¢ : K— L surjective, (=¢ox: (43)
JHlasses (J, <, K, x) is allowable, 9=P(J, <, K, x),
sets K let p: K — K(A) be u(k)=A(x"(k)),
then (¢~ (1), <, u) is O-stable, [€ L
b
Ubt(J7N7)\ L C 9 Z |K|| Z N(‘LSuKaX)
iso. :J—= K, ¢ : K— L surjective, (=¢ox: (44)
JHlasses (J, <, K, x) is allowable, 9=P(J, <, K, x),

sets K let p: K — K(A) be p(k)=A(x"'(k)),
then (¢71(l), <, p) is O-semistable, [ € L

Comparing EI)-E2) with E3)-Ed), we see that

b -
TR(I, 2,5k, L,£,0,0)= ZIJI' > UL, S AL 0),
iso. :I—J, ¢:J— L surjective, £ =(o1: (45)
Jflasses (1 <, J,4) is allowable, <=P(I, <, J, ),
sets J let A : J%K(A) be )\( )= (w*l(j)),
(= (_])7 =<, k) is f-reversing, j€ J
TE(1, 2,5, L,6,60,6) = > J, > UL SN LG 0).
iso. | | :I—J, ¢ :J— L surjective, £=(o: (46)
o?lﬁisﬁse (1 <, J,9) is allowable, <=P(I,=,J, ),
sets J let A: J— K(A) be A(j) =r(p 1)),

(wil(j), =<, k) is strictly f-reversing, j € J
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Here is an important multiplicative property of the transformation coeffi-
cients. It encodes the fact that going from Z,6 to Z,0 using ng(* 0,0) (or
TP (x,6,6)) and then from Z,0 to Z, 0 using T® (%,0,0) (or TP (x,0 9)) is equiv-
alent to going directly from Z,0 to Z,0 using T2 (x,6,8) (or T2 (x,6,0)).

Theorem 7.13. Let A be an abelian category, and Z, Z, Z be slope functions
on A with phases 0,0,0. Let (I,=,k) be A-data, and ¢ : I — K surjective with
(I,=,K,¢) allowable. Then

2 IJI' )3 TE(1, =, 5, J,7,0,0)-

i50. I —J, £:J— K surjective: p=Eo), Tb(J )\ K 5 é é): (47)
of fimiie (%0009 % attowabie, S =P (1= 90, Lol h S ALK G,

Iy define X J— K(A) by x(D) =r(w () To(l, =k, K, 0,0,0),

v > T1. % 0,7,6.0,0)

iso. Y:I—J, £:J— K surjective: ¢g=E&o1, Tb(J7<,)\ K,f,é,é): (48)
O]CCl%L‘;fﬁZ (I, =, J, 1/)) is allowable, S=P(I, =X, J, ), ~

LI define A+ T K(A) by M) =r(e ) TR, 2,6, K, ,0,0).

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

e T

< <
I’ =K Pp=~ofBoc J’ ~’ A &£=codon K

T N
A<%B7§]7 nne 07% d Dﬁl/

p=doy=dono(

where the left hand quadrilateral defines T2 (I, <, s, J, v, 0, é), the right hand
quadrilateral defines T2%(J, <\, K, €, 0, 9), arrows refer to surjective maps be-

tween the sets I,...,D, an?i we also show partial orders and maps to K (A)
attached to I,. D Relabelling () using ([@J) to define T2 (1,=,K,J,1,0,0)

and T2 (J, <, A, K,g, 0, 9), we find that the left hand side of {Z) is

Y~

> > > e
|J|' —~ |A]l[Bl|C|D]!
iso. Y I—J, §: J— K surjective: p=E§01), iso.
Hlasses (I,<,J,%) is allowable, <=P(I, <, {¢)7 glasses of
sets J define A : J— K(A) by A\(j))=x(~(4)) A,B,C,D
E N(A,<,B,S)- E N(C,<,D,$d)
surjective a : I - A, B: A— B, surjectiven: J—-C,§: C— D,
and ¢ : B—J with ¢ =({oBoa: and € : D— K with {=€eodon:
(I,=%,A, a) allowable, <=P(I, =<, A, a), (J, 5,0, n) allowable, <=P(J, <, C,n),

(A, <, B, B) allowable, 4=P(A, <, B, ), (¢, %, D, §) allowable, J =P(C, %, D, §),
let ji: B— K (A) be u(b)=k((800) 7'(b), et 1 : D— K(A) be v(d)=A((5on) ~X(d)),
then (o™ Y(a), X, k) is f-reversing, a € A, then (n™(c), < < ) is 6- reversing, ¢ € o,
and (7'(j), <, ) is O-stable, j € .J and (e~Y(k), <, v) is f-stable, ke K
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1

iso surjective a: A, B: A—B, p: B—»D

hqla::zseis ‘zf and € : D— K with ¢ =eodoyofBoa:
-k (I, =, A, a) allowable, < =P(I, %, A, a),

(A, <, B, B) allowable, I=P(A, <, B, ),
(B, <, D, p) allowable, < =P(B, <, D, p),
let u: B— K(A) be u(b)=r((Boa) (b)),
let v : D— K(A) be v(d)=pu(p~Yd)),
then (ozfl(a)7 =<, k) is f-reversing, a € A,
and (e~Y(k), <, v) is f-stable, ke K

1 . 1
ZW' > N(C,%,D,5)- ZW > 1

iso. v:B—=C, iso. ¢(:B—J,n:J—=>C
classes 6:C—D classes surjective, y=mno(:
of surjective: of ) =
finite _36 o finite (B, <, J,¢) allowable,
sets C (gfq C’Y’)y) sets J < =P(B,4,J,¢),
allowable, A J_)K(A)7~>\(j):ﬂ(471(j))7
<=P(B,4,C,7) (n7!(¢), S, A) f-reversing, c€C,

(¢7Y), 9, ) G-stable, j€ J

Here we have rearranged the sums using our usual techniques. Now Proposition
[0 shows that the bracketed term [-- -] on the last line is 1, since v : B — C has
a unique factorization B LIy N up to isomorphism with the é-reversing,
f-stable properties we want.

The second part of Proposition then shows that the bracketed term
{---} on the bottom line is 1 if p : B — D is a bijection, and 0 otherwise.
Then |B| = |D|, and there are |D|! bijections p : B — D. So by dropping the
factor 1/|D|! on the third line we may take D = B and p = idp, and replace
the fourth line by 1. By @), the third and fourth lines above then reduce to
TR (I1,=,k,K,$,0, é), the right hand side of ). This gives ). To prove [EX),
we follow the same method, using Proposition L3 instead of Proposition[’d [

7.4 Properties of the transformation coefficients

Next we prove some properties of TR, TE (%, 0, 0~) we will need later. We shall see
in §8 that the T (x, 6, 6) are a bit like the components of a matrix transforming
5L (%,0) into 62 (x,0), and similarly for T2 (x,6,6). The next result says in effect

that T2, T2(x, 0, 0) correspond to the identity matrix.

Theorem 7.14. Let A, Z,0 be as above, and suppose (I,=,k) is A-data and
&I — L is surjective with (I,=,L,&) allowable. Then

1, £ is a bijection,

Tsl%(lv jvﬁ’aLagvovo) = T:Z(Ia ja K,L,f,@,@) = { (50)

0, otherwise.

Proof. First suppose £ is a bijection. Let v, x,¢ be as in {@I). Then |I| =
|J| = |K| = |L| and %, x, ¢ are bijections. The first sum in Il fixes unique
J, K with |I| = |J| = |K| = |L|, and there are then |J|!|K|! possibilities for
U, x,¢ with £ = ¢ o x o1. For each of these N(J,<, K, x) = 1, as x is a

Y~
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bijection. Cancelling factors of |J|!|K|! we see that T2(I, <, k,L,£,0,0) = 1.
Similarly T2(1, <, k, L, &,6,0) = 1.

Now suppose for a contradiction that there exist (I, =<, k), L,¢ satisfying
the conditions with ¢ not a bijection, but TR(I, =, k, L,£,6,0) # 0. Choose
(I,=,k),L,& such that |I| — |L| > 0 is least with these criteria. Applying
Theorem with @ = 6 = 0 and relabelling gives:

1
Z W Z TSE(I757K7J7¢7979)'
clz,so'e : (}/} ;_<I ;)i,) & ‘111—> LbTurjgcti;e(:lfj qf]oﬁs TSI%(J, SN Lo, 0,0)= (51)
- asses , =, J, ) is allowable, <= L=, ),
offnite  fne A T K(A) by M) =r(o ) To(I, =K, L,&,0,0).

Suppose J, 1, ¢ are as in ([&d]). Divide into three cases:
(a) 9 is a bijection. Then T2(J, <, A\, L, ¢,0,0) = TE(I,=<,k,L,£,0,0), and

T2 (1, =, 5, J,,0,0) = 1 by the first part.
(b) ¢ is a bijection. Then T2(I,=,x,J,%,0,0) = T2(I,=,k,L,&,0,0), and
TE(J, < M Ly ¢,6,0) =1 by the first part.

(c) Neither ¥ nor ¢ is a bijection. Then |I| > |J| > |L|, so |I| —|J| < |I]| —|L|
and |J| — |L| < |I| = |L|. Since |I| — |L| is least with & not a bijection
and T2 (I,=,K,L, & 6,0) # 0, this implies that T8 (I, =<, k,J,9,0,0) =
TR (1, <\ Ly 6,0,0) = 0.

)Y~

In case (a), the first sum in (&) fixes a unique J with |J| = |I|, and there are
then |J|! bijections ¥ : I — J. Also v determines ¢ by ¢ = £ o1)~1. Cancelling
factors of |.J|!, we see that 1, ¢ in case (a) contribute T2 (I, <, k, L, £, 6,0) to the
left hand side of (&). Similarly, 1, ¢ in case (b) contribute T2 (I, <, k, L, £, 6,6)
to the left hand side of [&I]). Clearly, 9, ¢ in case (c) contribute 0.

Therefore &) reduces to 2T2 (I, =<, x,L,&,0,0) = TR (I,=,k,L,&,0,0), so
that TR (I, =<, K, L,&,0,0) = 0, a contradiction. This proves the first part of the
second line of (B). The second part follows by the same method, using ES)
rather than ). O

We can relate the functions T2 (,0,6), T2 (%, 0, 6) to each other.

Theorem 7.15. Let A be an abelian category, and Z, Z be slope functions on
A with phases 0,6. Suppose (I, =, k) is A-data and & : I — L is surjective with
(I,=,L,&) allowable. Then

1
. N(K,<4,L, o)
; |J|'|K|' suTjective¢:Iz~>J,X:J~>K, b( 7;7 7¢) O
classes and ¢ : K — L with £=poxo: Te(J, SN K, x,0,0)=
:gtf’f;t;”{ (I,=,J,9) allowable, < =P(I,=,J,¢), (52)

(2 K allowable, 9= (1,5 K,x), T, =%, L,€,6,0),
define A\, p,v: J,K,L — K(A) by
@) =k, mk)=A(x"HK)), v() =p(e~ (1),
then foloyp=0ok: I—(0,1], ovop=6op : K—(0,1]
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> R 2 N0

surjective ¢ : I —J, x: J = K, b 0\ —
classis and ¢ : K—L wzthE ¢poxo: Tbt(J’N7)\5K7X’9’9)_
ALt (1,%,0,4) allowable, S = P(I, 2, J,9), (53)

(UK allowable, 3= P12 Ko, TRl %K, L,6,0,0).
define A\, u,v: J,K,L — K(A) by
@) = w7, pk)=X(x""(k), v()=u(6~'Q1)),

then Bodoyp=0ok : I —(0,1], fovop=0opu : K —(0,1]

(J, <

Proof. Let A, Z,Z.,6,0 and (I,=,k) be as above, and suppose ) : I — K is
surjective with (I, X, K,7) allowable. Consider the sum

1
> TATBT > N(A,<,B,B).

iso. surjective a: I — A, B: A — B,
%lgss.ets and v: B — K withn =yofoa:
socts IX)CB (I, =, A, ) is allowable, < = P(I, <X, A, a), (54)

(A, <, B, B) is allowable, 3= P(A, <, B, 8),

let p: B — K(A) be p(b) = n((B o)1 (b),
then (a™ " (a), X, k) is f-reversing, a € A,
and (y~1(k), X, p) is G-semistable, k € K

Here (I,=,k) is A-data with (I, =, A, ) allowable and (a~'(a),=<,k) 6-
reversing for a € A. Proposition [LT0 characterizes such « uniquely up to
isomorphism as & = §otp, where ¢ : I — J, 6 : J — A are surjective, (I, <X, J, )
is allowable with < = P(I,=,J,¢), 6o Xoh = 0ok for A given by A(j) =
k(¥71(4)), and (671(a), <, A) is strictly O-reversing for a € A. Substituting
this into (B4) and usmg (EZI) with J, A, B, K, x,0,8,7,S,<,3, A\, p in place of

IJ K, L, x,0,& =S, <K, respectlvely, we find that (B4 is equal to

2 ﬁ > TE(J, <0 K, X, 0,0).

iso. surjective ¢ : [ — J,
%lgss.ets x:J — K with n = xo: (55)
“sets J (I, %, J,4) allowable, < =P(I, X, J,9),

let A: J — K(A) be A(§) = s(v~1(5)),
then foXoyp =0ok: 1 — (0,1]

In B4) (B, 3, p) is A-data with (B, 3, K, ) allowable and (y~*(k), %, p) 6-
semistable for all £k € K. Proposition [[.§ characterizes such v uniquely up to
isomorphism as v = (o€, where ¢ : B — C and ¢ : C — K are surjective,
(B, =, C,€) is allowable, (¢~ 1(c), %, p) is f-stable for ¢ € C, and fopo( =foo :

C — (0,1], where ¢ is given by o(c) = p(e”'(c)) and u by u(k) = p(y~' (k).
Substituting this into (B4l and using EI), we find that &) is equal to

) _
S Tk > Th(1,=,k,C,v,0,0),

1150 surjective v : I — C,
classes ¢(:C — K withn =(ow:
of finite (I, %, C,v) is allowable, (56)

let o : C — K(A) be o(c) = k(v (e)),
let u: K — K(A) be u(k) = x(n~'(k)),
thenfopo¢=0oc:C — (0,1]

where we have put v = €0 S oa, so that v : I — C is surjective.
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Therefore the sums (BH) and (BE) are equal, as both agree with (Bdl). Now
ED) is part of the left hand side of ([B2), that is, setting n = x o ¥ we can
regard the Lh.s. of (B2) as the sum of (B8 times N(K, <, L, ¢) over K, n, ¢ with
¢ = ¢ on. Replacing (BH) by ) in this sum, the L.h.s. of (B2) becomes

1 ~
> o > TE(I, =, k,C,v,6,0)-
iso, classes surjectivev: I - C,w:C = L, { =wow:
OQeﬁtgl(tjc (I, =,C,v) is allowable, < = P(I, =<, C,v)
let 0 : C — K(A) be o(c) = k(v (e)),
let v: L — K(A) be v(l) = v(671(1)),
then fovow=0oc:C — (0,1]

3 T 3 N(K,<,L,¢)|.  (57)

iso. classes ¢ : K — L surjective, w = ¢p o (:

: C
of finite (c ,¢) allowable, d=P(C, <, K, ()

=5

Here we have put w = ¢ o (, so that w : C' — L is surjective, and used the fact
that fovod =0opin E2) and fopol=Hooin [BH) are together equivalent
tofovow=0oc:C — (0,1].

The second part of Proposition B8 shows that the second line of (&) is 1 if
w is a bijection, and 0 otherwise. If w is a bijection then |C| = |L|. The first
sum of (7)) fixes a unique C' with |C| = |L| There are then |C|! bijections w :
C' — L. Each w determines v by v = w™! o ¢, and then T2(I, <, x,C,v,0,0) =
TP (I,<,k,L,€,0,0).

Cancelling factors of |C|!, we see that (&7) reduces to T2(I, =, k, L, &, 0, é),
the right hand side of (B2). This proves [@2). The proof of [B3) is similar:
relabelling (B3) and (BH) we see that the Lh.s. of (B3) is the sum of (BH) times
N(I,=,J,9) over J,¢p and np: J — L with £ = no), where = ¢po x. Replacing
E8) by [@BH) and using Proposition [E8 the result follows. O

We prove expressions for the T2, T2 UP UP (x), similar to Proposition G0

st? Fss?

Definition 7.16. Let A be an abelian category and Z, Z be slope functions
on A with phases 6,6. Let (I,=,x) be A-data, and let @ : I — {0} be the
projection. Then (I, =<, {0}, ) is allowable. Define integers
TR, %, 5,0,0) = TR(1, %, , {0}, 7,0,0),
TE(I,=,k,0,0) = T2 (I, <, x,{0},7,0,0),
US(I,=,5,0)=U (I, =,5,{0},7,0), UR(I, =,k 0)=UL(I,=,k{0},7,0).

Theorem 7.17. Let A be an abelian category, and Z, Z be slope functions on
A with phases 0,6. Suppose (I, =, k) is A-data and & : I — L is surjective with
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(I,=,L,&) allowable. Then
TP (I,=,k,L,&,0,0) =

TP (I,<,k,L,&,0,0) =
UR(I,=,k,L,£,0) =

and UR(I,<,k,L,€,0

e TR (6710, =Rle-r @y Kle—1),0,0),  (58)
[er T2(EH D), Zlerys Klerqy, 0 é), (59)

(571(1)7j|£ 11y, Kle—1 l),6‘), (60)
HzeL Uské(g_l(l)aﬁ|5*1(l),1€|571(l),6‘). (61)

AR

Proof. Let J, K, 1, x, ¢, <, <, be as in @I]). For each | € L, define I; = £-1(1),
Jo =), Ki = x(N), vr =¥l xo = Xlu, S = Slos 20 =Dk, k1 = k],
and p; = plr,. Then I = [[,c, I, J = HleL Jiy and K =[], Ki. Using
Proposition B3 we can show that N(J, < N, X) = Ier N(Ji, < K xa).

Now the conditions on I, J, K, v, x, X, <, ﬁ, K, in (@) all reduce to condi-
tions on Ij, Jj, ..., for each I € L. Conversely, any I, ...,y satisfying these
conditions for all [ € L come from I,...,u satisfying the conditions in EI).
Hence we may rewrite ({Il) as

T52(155557L75595é) =

1
H Z W Z N(Jl;S,pKl,Xl)

leL iso, classes surjective ¢, : I — Ji, x1 + JJ1 — Kt
of finite (I1, =y, Ji, ) is allowable, <, = P(I;, <y, Ji, ¥1),
sets Ji, K . ~t
(Ji, $i» Kiy xa) is allowable, <y = P(Ji, S5 Ki, x1),

let p; : K —)K(A) be Hl(k) = Hl((XL o ’Llll)il(k)),
then (¢, ( i), =i, k1) is O-reversing, j € Jy,
and (K, <, ) is f-stable, I € L

The bracketed term [- - -] is T (€7 (1), <=1, Kle-101), 0, 0), so this proves ([EX).
The proofs of (BH)—-([EI) are similar. O

7.5 Alternative formulae for U%, U (x, )

Finally we prove explicit alternative formulae for UL, UL (I, <, k,0). These im-

ply that U2, UL (I, <, k,6) = 0 unless (I, <, k) 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 £ a set of subsets of I. We say that
& separates I if whenever i # i’ € I, there exists A € £ such that exactly one of
1,1 lie in A.

With this, we give new formulae for UL, UR (I, <, &, 0).

Theorem 7.19. Let A be an abelian category, and Z a slope function on A
with phase 6. Let (I,=,k) be A-data, and define

Eg(I,=,k,0) ={A: Aisan (I,=) s-set, A#0,I, or(A)=0or(I)}, (62)
Eu(I,=2,r,0) = {A: Ais an (I,=) s-set, A#0,1, or(A)>0or(I)}. (63)
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Then
UL, =,6,0) = > (=Dl UL =k,0)= Y (-1 (64)

ECEw(, =Xk, 0): ECEG(I,X,K,0):
& separates 1 & separates 1

In particular, UL, U (I, <, k,0) = 0 unless Ey, Ess(I, =, k,0) separates I.

Proof. First suppose |I| = 1. Then Eg, Fss(I, <, k,0) = 0, so the only possibil-
ity for £ in each sum in (@) is (), which does separate I. Thus both sides of
each sum in (@) are 1, proving (G2) when |I| = 1.

So suppose |I| > 1. Definitions and [ZT4 give

b
UL, =k, 0)= ) IJI' > N(I,=,J,1).
iso. v : I — J surjective: (65)
0%1%?1519556 (I, X, J,v) is allowable, <=P(I, X, J, ),
sets J let A : J— K(A) be A(j)=r(1(4)),

then (J, <, A) is O-stable

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

1
iso. classes ’ vy : I — J surjective:
of finite sets J (I, =, J,) is allowable

Thus, subtracting (B6]) from (EEI) gives

UL, =k, 0)=—=> |J|, > N(I,=,J,9).
iso. v : I — J surjective: (67)
O‘fjlgisl‘ése (I, %, J,9) is allowable, <=P(I, X, J, ),
sets J let X : J— K(A) be A(j) =r( 1)),

then (J, <, \) is not 6-stable

Y~

[ there exists a (J, <) s-set B with 0 # B # J and 0(A(B)) = 0(A(J)). Let

)~

Let J,1, <, A be as in [f7). Then (J, <, A) is not #-stable, so by Definition

A=1"YB). Then Ais an (I, <) s-set with ) # A # I, and 0(x(A)) = O(\(B ))
O(k(I)) = O(A(J)), so that 6(k(A)) > O(k(I)). Hence A € FEj (I,j,ﬁ,e)
@2). Conversely, if A € Ex(I,=,k,0) and A = ¢~1(B) for B a (J, <) s-se

then (J, <, A) is not 6-stable.

For fw,S,/\ as in (@&0), define D to be the set of A € Eg (I, =<, k,0) such
that A = ¢~}(B) for some (J,<) s-set B. Then D # (), as (J,§,)\) is not

f-stable. It is easy to show that ngo:g;é@(_l)lgl = —1. Substituting this into
ED) and rearranging gives:

b &£
UL, =,k,0)= Y (—D)F |J|, S NI = w). (68)
ECE«(I,=X,k,0): 11so v : I — J surjective:
EA£D classes (I, =X, J,v) is allowable,
OLeteF S=P(1,%, 00,

if A€ & then A =1~ (B)
for some (J, <) s-set B
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Here the condition [if A € £ then A = ¢~!(B) for some (J, <) s-set B] is
equivalent to £ C D. Fix ) # € C E« (I, X, k,0). Define an equivalence relation
~gon I by i ~g i if for all A € & either 4,7’ € A or i,i' ¢ A. Write [i]¢g for
the ~¢ equivalence class of i € I. Define K¢ = {[Z]g NS I} and ¢g : [ — K¢
by ¢e (i) = [i]e.

Now (I, =, K¢, ¢¢) is allowable. Also, if (I, =, J,4¢) is allowable with < =
P(I,=,J,1) then the condition [if A € € then A = ¢~*(B) for some (J,S)
s-set B] holds if and only if ¢g = &g o 1) for some & : J — K¢, which is then
unique. Hence we may rewrite ([G8) as

AUEVEID S COLE IS L SN SLCER D) BT

ECE«(I,=X,k,0): 1isov. Yp:I—J, e J— Ke
E#0D classes surjective, pg = £g 0 Y:
of finite (I,=,J,) is allowable
Proposition shows that the bracketed term [---] in {9) is 1 if ¢¢ is a

bijection, and 0 otherwise. But ¢¢ is a bijection if and only if 7 ~¢ ¢’ implies
i = i/, that is, if and only if £ separates I, by Definition Hence (@9)
reduces to the first sum of (@d)), with the additional condition that € # (). But
() does not separate I as |I| > 1, so we can drop this additional condition.
This proves the first sum of (). The second sum is proved in the same way,
using Fgs(I, X, K, 0) instead of Ey (I, =, k,0). The last part is immediate, as if
Ey, E(I, =, k,0) do not separate I then the sums (G2l are empty. O

Note that combining Theorems [LT7 and gives alternative formulae for
UL, UL(I,=,k,L,&,0), and then substituting these into @H) and EH) gives
alternative formulae for T2, T2(I, <, k, L, €, 0,0).

str *ss

8 Transforming between slope functions

Now suppose A satisfies Assumption B2 and Z, Z are permissible slope func-
tions on A with respect to X € A in the sense of Definition B4 with phases
0,0. We shall write the functions 62,62 (*,6) in terms of push-forwards of

02,65 (x,0). We first show how to write day(*) in terms of d (%, 0).

Theorem 8.1. Let A satisfy AssumptionZ3, let X € A, and Z be a permis-
sible slope function on A with respect to X with phase 0. Then for all A-data
(J, <, A) with AM(J) = [X] we have

3 ﬁ 3 CF(Q(I, %, J,5,v))

iso. classes =<,k %: (I,=X,K) is A-data, - —
0. ﬁt"”ie Y I — J is surjective, 655(X7 I’ j’ K, 9) (70)
sets (71 (0) = A() for j € J, Sann (X, J;, S5 A).

if 4,1 € I with (i) # P (i’) then
i=i" if and only if (i) Sy(i'),
(1/}71(_]’), =<, k) totally 6-reversing, j€ J

Only finitely many functions 6ss(X, I, =<, K, 0) in this sum are nonzero.
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Proof. By Proposition with J, < A in place of I, <X, k, there is a finite set
P C K(A) such that if I,=<,x,% are as in [@) with Mg(X,I,=,x,0) # 0,
then k(i) € P for all ¢ € I. Tt easily follows that there are only finitely many
1,=,k,9 in [@) with d6s(X, I, <X, K, §) nonzero.

Let [(0,t,m)] € Man(X,J, <, A). Define X7 = o({;}) for j € J. Theorem
ECT0 then yields a unique filtration 0 = A) € A} C --- € A, = X7 with
S = A]/A]_| 6-semistable for k = 1,...,n/. Put I’ = {j} x {1,2,...,n7}
with (j,4)=7(4,4) if i < ¢, and define 7 : I/ — K(A) by x(j,i) = [S]] for
i=1,...,n7. Then (I, =7 xk7) is A-data, and Theorem EZI0 gives

HOI{j(j,l) > QO/Qj(j72) > > HO/Qj(j7nj)7

as 0o k(j4,7) = 0([S7]). Hence (I7,=7,k7) is totally O-reversing.

Applying [B, Cor. 4.4] to 0 = A} ¢ Al ¢ --- C Al = X7 then yields an
(19, =9, k¥)-configuration (07,7, 77), unique up to canonical isomorphism, with
ol(I7) = o({j}) and o7 ({(j,i)}) = S/ for i = 1,...,ns. Hence o’ ({(j,i)}) is
0-semistable.

Apply Theorem EER |J| times to substitute (07,17, w7) into (o, ¢, ) at j for all
j € J. This gives A-data (I, =<, k), where I = ]_[jEJIj C JxN, and k|;; = w7
for j € J, and (j,4)=<(j',") if either j = j' and i <4, or j # j/ and j<j'. It also
gives an (I, <, k)-configuration (&,7,7) unique up to canonical isomorphism,
whose (I7, =7)-subconfiguration is (07,7, 79) for j € J, and if o : [ — J is
the surjective map with ¢(j,i) = j, then the quotient (J, <)-configuration of
(6,7,7) from ¢ is (o, ¢, m).

Now I, =, k, satisfy all the conditions in ([). Conversely, let f, <, %,1&
satisfy the conditions in {0), and Q(I,=,J,<,4) : [(6,4,%)] — [(0,1,m)] for
some (I, =, &)-configuration (6,7, 7). Choose (6,i,7) in its isomorphism class
such that (0,1, ) is its quotient (J, <)-configuration from ).

Set I7 = ¢)~1(j), and let (67,i7,#7) be the (I7,=<)-subconfiguration of
(6,i,%) for j € J. Then 9(I7) = o({j}), as (0,1,7) is the quotient (J,<)-
configuration from 1& Using uniqueness up to isomorphism in [Bl, Cor. 4.4] and
the conditions on I, =, &, 1, we find that (fj, <, &) and (67,#,77) are canoni-
cally isomorphic to (I7, =7 x7) and (7,47, 77).

This gives 1-1 correspondences VRNl identifying 3|fj with <7 for j € J.
Putting these together gives a 1-1 correspondence I 2 I, which identifies <
with < by the conditions in ([Z0l). Uniqueness in Theorem then shows that
(6,i,7) is canonically isomorphic to (&, 7, 7).

We have proved that for each [(o,¢,7)] € Man(X,J, S, A) there is, up to
canonical isomorphism, exactly one set of data I, <, k, 1 satisfying the conditions
in () with one point [(7,7,7)] € Mx(X,1I,=,k,0) with Q(I,=,J, <) -
[(&,2,7)] = [(o,¢,m)].

However, this does not mean that [(o,¢, )] lies in the image of only one
Q(I,=,J,<,%) in ([{), as the sum is not over isomorphism classes of (I, <X, k, ¥),
but instead over isomorphism classes of I, followed by a sum over all (<, k, ).
Suppose p : I — I is a permutation, satisfying ¢ o p = ¢ and p.(=<) = <. As
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1 op = 1) we see that p takes I? — I7. But =<|;; is a total order, and so has no
nontrivial automorphisms. Thus p = id;.

Hence the stabilizer of <, in Aut(7) is {id;}. Therefore, regarding I as fixed
as in the first sum of ([l), applying Aut(I) to (=, k, %) and [(¢,7,7)] gives |I|!
distinct sets of data (X, k,v) and [(7,,7)] with Q(I =, LS,)  [(6,0,7)] —
[(o,¢,7)]. So [(o,t,7)] lies in the image of exactly |I|! distinct Q(I, =<, J, <, ¥)
in (), each taking one point to [(o,¢, )]

We can now deduce [{d). For each [(g,¢,7)] € Man(X,J,<,A) there is
one set I and |I|! triples (=,k,%) in the sum () such that there exists a
unique [(7,7,7)] € Mss(I, X, k,0) with Q(I,=<,J,<,9) : [(6,1,7)] = [(0,¢,7)].
As Q(I,=,J,5,9) is 1nJectlve, each of the |I|! adds 1/|I|! to the Lh.s. of ()

evaluated at [P(VU t,m)]. Thus (@) holds at all [(o,¢,7)] in Ma(X,J,<,A). O

Y~

By substituting (I7) and [[X) into ) we write dan(x),d3 (*) in terms of

033(%,0),03(x,0). In(m) @), by (=), =, &) we mean (¥~ ({j}), Zly-x(5);
Ii|w71({J})), where ¥ ~1({j}) C I is an (I, <) f-set.

Theorem 8.2. Let A satisfy Assumptioni3, let X € A, and Z be a permis-
sible slope function on A with respect to X with phase 8. Then for all A-data
(J, <, A) with AM(J) = [X] we have

3 ﬁ 3 CF(Q(L =, J, 5, 1))

<,k,¢: (I,=X,K) is A-data, 5ss(X I { K 9) =

iso. classes

of finite Y I — J is surjective, (71)
sets I i=i’ implies (i) <w(i'), San(X, J, <, \)
R(W™1(5) = AG) forj €, * et
(W=Yy), %, k) strictly 0-reversing, j € J
1
> T > CF(Q(,=,J,5,v))
is0. classes ’ <,k ¢%: (I,=2,Kk) is A-data, _
o ﬁtmie ([,j,(](, P) is )allowable, 5SS(X I { r 9) B (72)
e S=PU =, 0,9), <
K71 (5) = AG) forj €, ICSEASEN
(W), =, k) strictly 0-reversing, j € J
1
> m 3 CF(Q(L =, J, 5, v))
iso, classes ’ K) is ata,
of finite 1/1 I —()IJ<’LS s)ur]eftu(fe,t 5St(X I -< k, 9) = (73)
sets I i=d’ implies (i) (i), J. ll(X J. < )\)
R(071() = A() forj € J, ¢ e
(W~ Yj), =, k) is O-reversing, j € J
1
> T 3 CF(Q(.%,J. <. 1)
iso0. classes ’ =<,k (I,=X, k) is A-data, —
¢ ﬁtm?e (I,j,J(,TZJ) is )allowable 6St(X I K 9) (74)
sets S=P. 3, J,9),
@) =X ) forj €, B (X, 7, %, ):

Only finitely many 02, 62(X, I, <, k,0) in these sums are nonzero.
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Proof. Substituting () into [Z) with < in place of < gives

T ﬁ 3 CF(Q(,=,J,5,v))

iso. classes =<, <k, ¢: (I,=X, k) is A-data, b _
ofs(‘iit]rsxitle o ﬂwdéminate)s =, 6ss (X7 I7 =, K, 9) -
: I — J is surjective,
P is surjectivi 5&11 (X, J, 57 )\)7 (75)

w1 (§)) =A() for j € J,
if 4,4’ € I with ¢ (i) #(3’) then
i<’ if and only if ¥ () Sy (i),
(1/;71(j)7 g, k) totally O-reversing, j € J
using CF(Q(7, <,.J, <, 4)) o CF(Q(I, <, <)) = CF(Q(T, %, J, S, 1)).

Suppose I, <, <, k, 1) are as in ([[3). Since (»~1(j), <, k) is totally f-reversing
for all j € J, if ¥(i) = ¥(i’) then ¢ < ¢’ if and only if 8 o k(i) > 0 o k(j). But if
(i) # ¥(i’) then ¢ < 4" if and only if ¢(:)<e(i’). Hence the partial order < on
1 is uniquely determined by I, kK, and <. Thus there is no need to sum over
<, and we can just sum over I and =<, k,1 as in ([ZI).

The binary relation < defined by this recipe is a partial order if and only
if 0 ok(i) # 0ork(i) for i # i € I with ¥(i) = ¥(j), which follows from
(Y1), =, k) strictly O-reversing for j € J in [). The other conditions on <
in ([{Tl) are equivalent to < dominates <. Thus ([[[3) gives ([[Il). Equation ({2
follows from ([Il) by the method of Theorem G

Next we prove ([[[3). Substituting [[J) into @) with K, <, u, £ in place of
I, =<, Kk, respectively gives

1 1
5a11(X,J,§7)\): Z W Z |I_|

iso, classes iso, classes
of finite of finite
sets K sets I

> > CF(Q(K, 2,7, 5,9))

<, & (K, 9, p) is Adata, =, k,¢: (I,=,k) is A-data,
Hﬁ K—J sﬁrj;bctive, d:i: I - K isﬁsu;:}ective, |:CF (Q(I, ja Ka ﬂu ¢))
n(E™H(G) =) for j € J, iﬁi’limplics o(i) < (i),
if k, k' € K, £(k)#£(K') then k(¢ '(k))=p(k) for k € K, b
k<K' if and only if £(k)SE(K'), Oopog=60or:I—(0,1] 5“(X’I’j"€’9)}

(67Y), <, ) totally @-reversing, j € J

1
iso, classes =<, k,¢: (I, =X, k) is A-data, b
Ogiglt]e W : I — J is surjective, 5st (Xv I, =%, kK, 9)
i=4’ implies ¥ () Sy (i),
w(P1(5)) = A(j) for j € J,
(¥ ~Yy), %, k) is O-reversing, jE€ J

1
> " > 1|, (76)

iso. ¢, & ¢ I - K, £: K— J surjective, ¢ = £ o ¢,
o%lgisieti define p : K — K(A) by p(k) = k(¢ (k)),
sets K k#k' € K, &(k) = &£(K') implies 6 o u(k) # 6 o u(k'),
if k, k' € K, £(k) £ £(k), write k < k' if £(k)<&(k'), and
if k, k' € K, £(k)=¢&(k'), write k < k' if 6 o pu(k) >0 o u(k'),
then i<i’ implies ¢(i) < ¢(i’), Qopodp=0or : [ —(0,1]

Y~ Y~
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setting ¢ = £ o ¢. The next two paragraphs explain how we have rewritten the
sums in ([ZG).

In the second sum in the third line we combine [i=i’ implies ¢(i) < ¢(i')]
and [k < k' implies £(k)SE(K')] to deduce [i<4’ implies 1(i)<Se(i')]. In the
fourth line of (ZH) we use the fact that u(k) = (¢~ (k)) determines u given &, so
there is no need to sum over . The condition [(5_1 (7), <, 1) totally f-reversing,
j € J] can only hold if [k # k' € K, &(k) = (k') implies 6 o pu(k) # 6 o u(K")],
which we put in the fourth line.

With this assumption, the conditions [(5_1(3’), <, i) totally f-reversing, j €
J] and [if k, k" € K, £(k) # £(K') then k < K if and only if £(k)<¢(K')] hold for
a unique partial order < on K, which we define in the fourth line. Thus there
is no need to sum over <. With this definition of <, the condition [iji’ implies
¢(i) < ¢(i')] holds if and only if (¥ ~1(j), X, k) is O-reversing for j € J, so we
put this in the third line of [[H). Finally, (I, <, ) is A-data implies (K, <, u)
is A-data, so we omit this assumption. This proves (ZH).

Let I, <, k, 1 be as in the third line of ([ZH). We shall show that the bracketed
term on the last line of (@) is 1, which proves ([J). Suppose K, ¢, are as in
the fourth line of (Z8). Define an equivalence relation ~ on I by i ~ 4’ if
(i) = ¢(¢'). If i ~ ¢ then ¢(i) = ¢(i'), so ¥(i) = Y(i’) as p = £o¢. Also
fopop=0or:I—(0,1] gives 8o k(i) = 0o k(i).

If i ¢ " and (i) = ¥(¢') then setting k=¢(i), k' =¢(i’) gives {(k) = &(K'),
and so fok(i)=0o u(k)#0ou(k’)=00k(i'), using fopop =60ok: I — (0,1]
and [k # K € K, £(k) = £(K) implies 6 o pu(k) # 6 o u(k")]. This proves that

i~ if and only if (i) = 1(i') and 0 o k(i) = 0 o k(7). (77)

Now ([Z4) is independent of the choice of K, ¢, £. Taking ([77) as the definition
of ~, write [i] for the ~-equivalence class of i € I, and set K’ = {[i] : i € I}, and
¢ 1 — K' by ¢/(i) =[i], and & : K’ — J by £'([i]) = ¢(i). Then K', ¢/, are
well-defined and satisfy the conditions on the last line of (@), and any K, ¢, &
which do are canonically isomorphic to K’, ¢',£’.

Thus, any K, ¢, 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 ¢ = b lo ¢/, € = & ob
in the second sum in the last line. These |K|! pairs ¢, ¢ are distinct, and the
only possibilities. So the bracketed term on the last line of [@) is (1/|K]!) -
|K|! = 1, which proves ([3). Finally, [ follows from (3)) by the method of
Theorem G0 O

To invert the identities of Theorem we will need the following finiteness
result, analogous to Proposition

Proposition 8.3. Let A satisfy Assumption L3, let Z be a permissible slope
function on A with respect to X € A with phase 0, and let (I,=, k) be A-data
with k(I) = [X]. Then there exists a finite subset Q C K(A) such that whenever
(o,t,m) is an (I, =, k)-configuration in A with o(I) = X, and Y = o({i}) for
somei €1, and 0 £ S CY is a subobject with 6([S]) = 6([Y]), then [S] € Q.
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Proof. Let P C K(A) be as in Proposition B3l Let (o,¢,7),4,Y and S be as
in the proposition. Let W € A represent the quotient object Y/S, so that
(W] = [Y] = [S] = &(i) — [S]. By choosing @ to contain x(I) the condition
[S] € Q is automatic if W 22 0, so suppose W 2 0. Then 6([S]) > 0([Y]) implies
O([Y]) = 0([W]). Also, if (Y) = 1 then S is automatically #-semistable with
0([S]) = 1, and it follows from the proof of Proposition BH that [S] € P. So by
choosing @ to contain P we can suppose 6([Y]) < 1.

Let the #-semistable factors of Y in the Harder—Narasimhan filtration of
Theorem EIA be Ti,...,T,, and of W be Uy,...,U,. Then m,n > 1, and
Proposition B3 gives [T,,,] € P. But T,, is the nonzero quotient object of Y of
least phase. As W and U, are both nonzero quotient objects of Y, we see that

0< min 0(e) <O(T)) <O(U]) <O for j=1,...n.  (78)

But we also have Im Z([U;]) > 0 and

Im Z([U1]) + -+ + Im Z([U,]) = Im Z([W]) < Im Z([Y]),
Re Z([Uh]) + -+ + Re Z([U,]) = Re Z([W]) > min(Re Z([Y]),0),

where Re Z([W]) > min(Re Z([Y]),0) as 0([Y]) = 0([W]). These inequalities
imply that Z([Ui]),...,Z([Uyn]) lie in a bounded subset of C. That is, there
exists R’ > 0 depending only on A, Z, (I, <, k) and P such that |Z([U;])] < R
forj=1,...,n.

Definition B4 then gives a finite subset P’ C K(A) depending only on
A, Z, (I,=,k) and P such that [U;] € P/ for j =1,...,n. Now

0-< mind(a) < O(Tu]) <OV <OY) < | max  Bon(i) <1

as W is a quotient object of Y, and
0 <ImZ([W]) < Im Z([Y]) < max;er Im Z(k(2)).

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

Combining [U;] € P’ with P’ finite, [U1] + -+ + [U,] = [W], |Z([W])] <
R”, and ([¥), shows that there are only finitely many possibilities for n and
[U4],...,[Us]). Thus there are only finitely many possibilities for [W] and for
[S] = [Y] — [W], and we can choose @ satisfying the conditions. O

Next we show how to write 0% (x,0),2(x,0) in terms of 62 (x). Note that

in the last part we specify da(*) although the sums involve 65 (x). This is all
right, as 65, (X, J, <, \) nonzero implies da1(X, J, <, A) is nonzero.

'~ r~?

Theorem 8.4. Let A satisfy Assumptioni3, let X € A, and Z be a permis-
sible slope function on A with respect to X with phase 8. Then for all A-data
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(K, <, 1) with u(K) = [X] we have

E:I%- > UmlﬁAng

150. A€ (LS, is A-data,
O?l%isﬁz N(J, é,l(( £) is )allowable, (Q( B K = 5)) (79)
sets J =P, 5, K, §), 5 (X J, ,)\)
MET (k) = (k) for k€ K o ~
55 (XaKvﬁvluﬂo)v

UWJ AK€, 0)

(]

1
>

clfzssos.es <N €0 (0, S, ) is A-data, ( ( 5))
of finite (J,S, K, €) is allowable S K5, (80)
sets J 4=P(J, 5, K, ), b ( , , ) =
A(E7H(R)) = u(k) for k€ K s
B0, K. 9, p1,6).

There are only finitely many terms in each sum with UL, UL (J, < X\, K, €,0) and
0an (X, J, <, ) both nonzero.

)Y~

Proof. We begin with the last part. Let @ C K(A) be the finite subset given
by Proposition B3 with (K, <, u) in place of (I, X, k). Suppose J, <, A, € are as
in ([zg) with UP(J, <\ K €,0) and 6.1(X, J, <, A) both nonzero. Write Jj, =
€ 1(k) for k € K. Then U2 (Ji, < A, 0) # 0 for all k € K by (B). Theorem
[LT9 therefore shows that Eg(Jg, <, A, 0) separates Jy, for all k € K.

Suppose k € K and A € Ebt(Jk,g,)\,H). Then A is a (Ji, S) s-set with
h#£ A% Jp,and 0o A(A) = 0o AN(J) = 0o pu(k). As dan(X, J, <, A) is nonzero
we can choose (o7, /, ") € Man(X, J, <, A). Let (o,¢,m) be the quotient (K, <)-
configuration from £. Set Y = o({k}), and let S C Y be the subobject repre-
sented by (A, Ji) : 0'(A) — o' (Ji) = c({k}) =Y. Then 0([S]) = 0o A(A) and
9([Y]) = fopu(k), so 6([S]) = 6([Y]) by definition of Eg (J;, <, A, 6). Proposition
B3 thus shows that A(A) = [S] € Q.

Hence, for all k € K and A € Ex(J, S, A, 0), we have A(A) € @, a finite set.
Since Est(Jk, <, A, 0) separates Ji, and )\(Jk) = u(k) is fixed, it is not difficult
to see that there are only finitely many possibilities, up to isomorphism, for J
and M|z, , and hence for J, . Therefore there are only finitely many terms in
@) with UL (J, <\, K, €,0) and §.1(X, J, <, \) both nonzero. The same proof
also works for (B0).

Substituting () into the left hand side of ([[d) and using [EH) with K, ¢, &, 0

in place of L, &, ¢, 0, we find that the left hand side of @) equals

1
> i 3 To(I, =, K, K, 9,0,0)-
AT S e CRQUL 2K 2,0)  (81)
d4=PU, %, K, ¢), b
k(¢ (k) = u(k) for k € K 5St(X,I,j,I€76‘),

Here as ¢ = o4 and (I, <, J, ¢) is allowable with < = P(I, <, J, 1), by Lemma
B3 we see that (I, =<, K, ¢) is allowable with <= P (I, =<, K, ¢) if and only if
(J,<, K €) is allowable with <= P(J, S, K, §).

I~
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We should also consider the question of whether the sums involved in proving
&) 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 (@) with U2 (J, <, A\ K, €,0) and 5311( SN
both nonzero. For each of these J, <, \, only finitely many 62 (X, I, <, x,0) are
nonzero in (), by Theorem

Considering the quotient map Q(I, <, x, J, <, 1), we see that 62 (X, I, <, x, 6)
nonzero implies d.1(X, J, <, A) is nonzero. Hence, when we substitute (74
into the left hand side of ([[d) there are only finitely many possibilities for
I,=,k,J, <\, € with 2(X, 1, <, k,0) and UR(J, <, A\, K, €,0) both nonzero.
Therefore restricting to (I, =<, n) Wlth S2(X,I,=,k,0) nonzero in (&), and to

J, S0, € with UR(J, <\, K, €,0) nonzero in (@), we see that the proof of
E&T) involves only finite sums of nonzero terms, and so is valid.

Now Theorem [[14 shows that T2 (I, <, k, K, ¢,0,0) = 1 if ¢ is a bijection
and 0 otherwise. If ¢ is a b1Ject1on then |I| = |K|. The first sum in &)
fixes a unique set I with |I| = | K|, and there are then |I|! bijections ¢ : I —
K. For each of these we must have < = ¢~ !(J) and kK = p o ¢, and then
CF(Q(I,=,K,<,0)02(X,I,=<,k,0) = 62 (X, K, <, i1,0). Cancelling factors of
II]!, equation (&) reduces to d2(X, K, <, u,0), which proves ([[d). To prove
&) we substitute [2) into the left hand side of ([B0), use @A) with K, ¢,£,0 in
place of L, &, ¢, 9~, and proceed in the same way. o

Finally, we prove the main result of this section, which writes 42, 62 (%, 8) in

terms of 62,02 (x, ), a transformation law from Z,0 to Z, 6.

Theorem 8.5. Let A satisfy Assumption [22, let X € A, and Z,Z be per-
missible slope functions on A with respect to X with phases 0,60. Then for all
A-data (K, <, p) with p(K) = [X] we have

3 II_ll' 3 TE(I, =, 5, K, 6,0,0).

i50. sk, ¢: (I, =X, K) is A-data,
o;l%?liz (I,j,lg () is)allow)able, CF(Q I { K = ¢ ) (82)
sets T d="P(I, 3, K, $), { =
k(@™ (k) = (k) for k € K X1,k 0)
SR (X, K, <, 1, 0),
1 b 9
o;l%%iiz ( »5 K, ¢) is allowable, ’ CF(Q(I’ = K7 = ¢)) (83)
sets I 151: P, =%, K, ¢), 5SE(X7175;’{79) =

k(9™ (k) = p(k) for k € K

S2(X, K, 2,1, 0).

There are only finitely many terms in each sum with TS‘%,Tb (I,=, K, K, (;5,6‘,9)
and 02, 62(X, I, =, K,0) both nonzero.

sty ¥Yss

Proof. Substituting () into the left hand side of ([T3) with § in place of 8 gives
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3 1. CF(Q(I, %, K, <, ¢))

—~ |I|! :
iso. =<,k,¢: (I,=X, k) is A-data, b
Gassos R e owabre 05t (X, I, %, k,0)-
sets [ =P, =, K, $),
k(¢p™L(k)) = (k) for k € K (84)
1 ~ ~
PORYTE S URULSAKE0) | = 08X, K, <, p,0),
iso. T :I—=J, £ J— K surjective, ¢ =Eo01):
o(f:‘l?iflsi(‘ése (I, %, J,9) is allowable, <=P(I, X, J, ),
sets J let X : J— K(A) be A(j)=r(¥"1(4)),
(wil(j), =<, k) is f-reversing, j € J

using CF(Q(J, 5, K, ﬂuﬁ)) o CF(Q(L 45 ¢)) =CF(Q(I,=%,K,4,9)).

Y~ r~?

Theorem shows that there are only finitely many J, <, A, € in &) with
Ub(J,<, 0 K, €,0) and §a1(X, J, <, A) both nonzero. For each of these, there are

only finitely many I, <, %, in &) with 2 (X, I, <, k,0) nonzero, by Theorem
Considering Q(I, =<, J, <,v) shows that if 62 (X, I, <, k, ) is nonzero then

)~

San(X, J, <, A) is nonzero. Hence there are only finitely many possibilities for

I, j,m,¢:],¢,§ in &) with UL (J, <\ K, €,0),02(X, 1, <, k,0) both nonzero.
Now by (@H), the bracketed term [---] in &) is T2 (I, <, x, K, ¢,6,6). Thus
&) reduces to (), as we have to prove. Clearly, T2 (I, <, &, K, ¢,0,0) is

nonzero only if some UE(J, <\, K, €,0) in [---] is nonzero. So there are only

finitely many terms in 82) with T2 (I, <, s, K, ¢, 0, 0~) and 62(X,1,=,k,0) both
nonzero. For (B3) we substitute [@) into the left hand side of (B) with 6 in
place of 6, and use @) in the same way. O

9 Invariants and their transformation laws

We define invariants of A, X by taking FEuler characteristics of moduli spaces.

Definition 9.1. Let A satisfy Assumption B2l Suppose X € A and Z is a per-
missible slope function on A with respect to X, with phase 6. Let (I, =, &) be
A-data with x(I) = [X]. Then Mn(X, I, =, k) is a complex quasi-projective va-
riety, and MP (X, I, =, k), Mg, Mss, M2, M2 (X, 1,=,k,0) are constructible

subsets of Man(X, I, =, k) by Theorem BITi), (iii), (v). Define
Ist; Iss; IBU I:i(Xv Iv jv K, 0) = X(Msh MSS) M:?m M:i(Xv I, jv K, 9))5 (85)
and L, ID (X, I, =, k) = X (Man, MU (X, 1, =, K)) respectively.  (86)

By Definitions and we see that we can write I (X, I, <X,k,0) as a
weighted Euler characteristic by

Ist(X7 Ia ju KJ,G) = X(Mall(Xulu ja"{/)uést(X7 Ia ja'k‘./ue))u (87)
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and similarly for Iy, I}, I2(X, I, =, k,0). If (I, =, k) is A-data and (I, <, K, ¢)
is allowable then Definition B3 defines Q(I, <X, K,<,¢) : Mn(X,I,=<,Kk) —
M (X, K, <, i), which is a morphism of varieties by Theorem BIii). So by
®D) and Corollary BT we see that

Ist(levjalivo) =

(88)
X (Man(X, K, 9, 1), CF(QU, =, K, 2, 0))3(X, 1, 2, 5, 6) )

and similarly for Is, IS, IR (X, I, =<, k,0) and La, ID,(X, I, <, k).

S8y Tstr Tss
By taking weighted Euler characteristics of both sides of the identities in-
volving &g, dss, 62, 02(X, I, <, k,0) in §53 98 and 98 and using &7) and (BN
we immediately obtain identities between the Ist,Iss,Isbt,Ifs(X,I, =, k,0) and
L, I5,(X, I, =, k). Equations ([3)—(7) of Theorem BT and @I)—(E3)) of The-
orem give:

Theorem 9.2. Let A satisfy Assumption23, let X € A, and Z be a permis-
sible slope function on A with respect to X with phase 6. Then for all A-data
(1,9, k) with [ X] = x(I) we have

Y. X L= =La(X,1,9,k), (89)
p.o.s X on I:
< dominates =

Z I;(levjalive): St(XaIaS]alive)v (90)

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

S IA(X I =,k,0) = L4(X, 1,4, k,0), (91)
p.o.s X on I:
< dominates =<
Z n(Ivjvﬁ)Iall(levjal{): abill(XalaS]a’{)v (92)
p.o.s X on I:
< dominates =
> on(l, %, DI(X, 1, 2,5,0) = IH(X, 1,9, 5,0), (93)
p.o.s X on I:
< dominates =<
> oI =, DLa(X, 1, 2,5,0) = IR(X, 1,9, k,0). (94)

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

Treating identities ([¥), @) and B3] of Theorems BI2 A and the

same way and relabelling proves:

Theorem 9.3. Let A satisfy AssumptionZ3, let X € A, and Z be a permis-
sible slope function on A with respect to X with phase 6. Then for all A-data
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(K, <, 1) with [X] = u(K) we have

3 ﬁ 3 (X, 1,<,k,0) =

150. =<,k,¢: (I,=X,K) is A-data, Iss (X, ‘K'7 S]7 7 9),

classes . ; jecti 95
¢: I - K tive,
ofsfgige =<3 inliesZS(i)?g)rJ;c;&e)x ( )
k(o™ (k) = u(k) for k € K,
Qopop=0or:I— (0,1]
1 b
2 S LK) =
180. ’ b: A-dat b
o;l%?’iiz (IK =, Ig <Z5) lg)aﬁowablaea ISS(X’ K’ S’,,Un 0)’ (96)
sets I S]: P(I = K, ¢),
r(¢~ (k) = M(k) fork € K,
fopop=0or:1I— (0,1]
1 b
2 S NULZKQINX, 1 =,5,0) =
iso. T =k, b: (I, =, k) is A-dat b
of i (5K, ) is a;lsowabzae,a L (X, K, <, 1, 6)- (97)
[ Jonit 4= P(I, %, K, ),

(7" (k) =p(k) for kEK,
fopop=06or:1— (0,1]

Only finitely many 15, I2(X, I, <, k,0) in these sums are nonzero.

As in ([BH), we have constructed seven transformations between the four fam-
ilies of invariants Iy, Is, I2, IP (*,0). The equation numbers giving the trans-

formations are displayed below.

R L N

I (%,0) 15 (,0) ID(x,0) Is(x,0). (98)
~N@ s~ @ o @~

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
Lss, It, IR, 15 (%, 0) completely determines the other three.

Treating equations ([[) of Theorem Bl ([[Il)—([Zd) of Theorem B2 and [d)—
@) of Theorem Bl the same way and relabelling, we deduce transformations
between I, Isy, I2, 15 (+,0) and Ly, I, (x).

ss) st

Theorem 9.4. Let A satisfy AssumptionZ3, let X € A, and Z be a permis-
sible slope function on A with respect to X with phase 6. Then for all A-data
(K, <, 1) with [X] = u(K) we have

> ﬁ > Lo(X,1,=,k,0) =

iso. classes =<,k,¢: (I,=X,K) is A-data, I X K. <
7”36 ¢ I — K is surjective, all( = H ) (99)
sets k(61 (k) =u(k) for k € K,

if 4,1’ €I with ¢(i)#¢(i') then
=i’ if and only if ¢(i) Je(i'),
(d)*l(k), =<, k) totally 0-reversing, k€ K

o1



> ﬁ > INX,1,=,k,0) =

iso, classes <,k,¢: (I,=,kK) is A-data, Iall(X K, < ) )

inite ¢ : I — K is surjective, (100)
sets I i=i’ implies (i) < (i),
K(6 (k) = u(k) for k € K,
(¢~ k), =, ) strictly O-reversing, k€ K
1
. I’(X,1,=,k,0) =
150. %sses |I|' k¢ (1, 4721-6) is A-data, ) I (X K < )
of finite ([7 =<, K, ¢) is allowable, all H (101)
sets = P(I,%, K, ¢),
w(6~ (k) = u(k) for k € K,
(¢~ k), =, ) strictly O-reversing, k€ K
1
- . IN(X,I,=,k,0) =
iso.%sses |I|' =, Kk, ¢ (L;) is A-data, : I ll(X K. < M)
of finite ¢ : I — K is surjective, a ’ T’ ’ (102)
sets 1 i<’ implies ¢(i) 1 ¢(i'),
R(6 (k) = u(k) for k € K,
(p~X(k), =, k) is O-reversing, k€ K
1
i IN(X,1,=,k,0) =
iso.%sses |I|' =<, k,¢: (I, -<,ZN) is A-data, K Ib (X K.< )
of finite (I, =, K, ¢) is allowable, all (A 5 =5 1) (103)
sets I 512 P(I,j,K, ®),
k(71 (k) = u(k) for k € K,
(p~X(k), =, k) is O-reversing, k€ K
1 b
Z W Z Ugt(Iujuﬁ7K7¢79)'
iso. T <k, ¢ (I, %, k) is A-data, b _
g WCUSDaAe  mnze= 0o
sets I d=P(, %, K, ¢), Ib (X K., 9)
(671 (K)) = u(k) for k € K st = 1T
1 b
Z W Z USS(1757K7K7¢79)'
i50. ’ sk, ¢ (I, =2, k) is A-data, b _
of fassie (1 =, K, ¢) is allowable, Lan(X, 1, %, k) = (105)
sets I =PI, X, K, $), I;)S(X,K,ﬂ,ﬂ,e)-

k(™ (k) = p(k) for k € K

In (@) -[@@3), only finitely many Is, 15, I (X, I, <, k,0) are nonzero. In ([04)-
@A), only finitely many terms in each sum have Usbt7 Ub(I,=,k,K,0,0) and
I5,(X, 1, =, k) both nonzero.

In the same way, from Theorem B3 we deduce transformation laws from
I 12 (%, 6) to 1B, IV (%, 6) for perm1ss1ble Z, Z with phases 0, 6.

sty *ss sty *ss

Theorem 9.5. Let A satisfy Assumption 24, let X € A, and Z,Z be per-
missible slope functions on A with respect to X with phases 0,0. Then for all
A-data (K, <, p) with [X] = p(K) we have

T ﬁ 3 TSI, =k, K, 6,0, 0)-

i50. =<,k,¢: (I,=X,K) is A-data, b _
0}31}%87‘;52 (I, =X, K, ¢) is allowable, Ib‘t (X’ I’ =K, 9) - (106)
d="P(, =%, K, ¢), O
sets I = ( ®) Ist; (X, K, <, L, 9),

k(¢ (k) = p(k) for k € K
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3 L' 3 TP (I, <.k, K, ¢,0,0)-

150. | | =,k

sk, ¢: (I, =2, k) is A-data, b _
of finiie (1%, K, 6) is allowable, L(X 1, 2,5, 0) = (107)
sets I = P(I,j,K,qb),

. _
K@) = (k) for k € K La(X, K, 9,1, ).

There are only finitely many terms in each sum with TS%,TS‘g(I, =<, k, K, (b,6‘,§)
and I5, IP(X,1,=,K,0) both nonzero.

sty *ss

9.1 Conclusions

Now we have defined our invariants Ist,ISS,ISbt,IfS,IaH,I;)H(*), 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 Man(I, =<, k) of (I, =, k)-configurations (o, ¢, 7) in A where we
do not fix o(I) = X for some X € A. Since this involves lots of rather difficult
questions on the structure of the moduli spaces M (I, <, k), we prefer to han-
dle the combinatorial issues in this paper for the easier M, (X, I, <X, k) spaces,
and then concentrate on moduli space questions for M (1, <, k) in [6].

However, the invariants above do have some interest of their own. For ex-
ample, let A, X, Z, 0 be as above, let ({0}, <) be the one point poset, and define
k(0) = [X]. Then Iy, I;s(X, {0}, <, s, 0) are 1 if X is 6-(semi)stable, and 0 oth-
erwise. Hence, if we know the invariants I% (X, I, <, &, 0) for all (I, <, k) and one
fized slope function Z, 6, then using Theorems (L2 and we can calculate
whether or not X is é-(semi)stable for all other permissible slope functions Z
w.r.t. X with phase . More generally, we can calculate the classes in K (A) of
the f-semistable factors Si,...,S, of X given by Theorem EZT0

Moreover, the identities of Theorems have a wuniversal character.
The invariants we define in [6] will satisfy ezactly 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 Ko(Varg).

Then the invariants Iy, Iss, I5, IP (%) take values in a ring rather than Z,
but they still satisfy the identities above. The author expects the identities of
Theorems 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].

References

[1] T. Bridgeland, Stability conditions on triangulated categories,
math.AG /0212237, version 2, 2003.

93


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0212237

2]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

S.I. Gelfand and Y.I. Manin, Methods of Homological Algebra, second edi-
tion, Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer, Berlin, 2003.

G. Harder and M.S. Narasimhan, On the Cohomology Groups of Moduli
Spaces of Vector Bundles on Curves, Math. Ann. 212 (1975), 215-248.

R. Hartshorne, Algebraic Geometry, Graduate Texts in Mathematics 52,
Springer-Verlag, New York, 1977.

D.D. Joyce, Configurations in abelian categories. I. Basic properties,

math.AG/0312190, 2003.

D.D. Joyce, Configurations in abelian categories. III. Stability conditions
and invariants, in preparation, 2004.

D.D. Joyce, in preparation, 2004.

G. Kennedy, MacPherson’s Chern classes of singular algebraic varieties,
Communications in Algebra 18 (1990), 2821-2839.

R.D. MacPherson, Chern classes for singular algebraic varieties, Ann.
Math. 100 (1974), 423-432.

D. Mumford, The Red Book of Varieties and Schemes, second edition,
Springer Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1358, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1999.

N. Popescu, Abelian Categories with Applications to Rings and Modules,
L.M.S. Monographs 3, Academic Press, London, 1973.

A. Rudakov, Stability for an Abelian Category, Journal of Algebra 197
(1997), 231-245.

C. Sabbah, Quelques remarques sur la géométrie des espaces conormaut,
Asterisque 130 (1985), 161-192.

C.S. Seshadri, Space of unitary vector bundles on a compact Riemann sur-
face, Ann. Math. 85 (1967), 303-336.

0.Y. Viro, Some integral calculus based on Euler characteristic, pages 127—
138 in Topology and Geometry — Rohlin seminar, editor O.Y. Viro, Springer
Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1346, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1988.

54


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0312190

	Introduction
	Introduction to abelian categories
	Additive and abelian categories
	Subobjects and factors
	The Jordan--Hölder Theorem
	Stability and Harder--Narasimhan filtrations
	Ext groups and extensions

	Varieties and Euler characteristics
	Varieties, subvarieties and constructible sets
	Euler characteristics
	Constructible functions

	Posets (I,) and (I,)-configurations in A
	Refining the Jordan--Hölder Theorem
	The definition of (I,)-configurations
	New (I,)-configurations from old
	Improvements and best configurations

	Moduli of configurations (,,) with (I)=X
	Assumptions on A and Z,
	(I,,)-configurations and moduli spaces
	Euler characteristics of moduli spaces

	Relations between st,ss,stb,ssb(X,I,,,)
	Inverting identities (??)--(??)
	Writing ssb(*,) in terms of stb(*,)
	Inverting (??)

	Transformation coefficients Tstb,Tssb(*,,)
	-(semi)stable and (strictly) -reversing A-data
	Generalizing §?? to allowable (I,,K,)
	Transformation coefficients Tstb,Tssb(*,,), Ustb,Ussb(*,)
	Properties of the transformation coefficients
	Alternative formulae for Ustb,Ussb(*,)

	Transforming between slope functions
	Invariants and their transformation laws
	Conclusions


