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Vector bundles near negative curves:
moduli and local Euler characteristic

E. Ballico E. Gasparim T. Koppe

Abstract

We study moduli spaces of vector bundles on a two-dimensional neighbourhood Zj, of an
irreducible curve ¢ = P! with > = —k and give an explicit construction of these moduli
as stratified spaces. We give sharp bounds for the local holomorphic Euler characteristic
of bundles on Z;, and prove existence of families of bundles with prescribed numerical
invariants.

1 Introduction

We study moduli spaces of rank-2 bundles on a two-dimensional neighbourhood of an ir-
reducible curve ¢ = P! with negative self-intersection (> = —k # 0. We are interested in
the behaviour of bundles over a small analytic neighbourhood of C' inside a smooth surface
Z, and in coherent sheaves near the singular point of the surface Xj obtained from Z; by
contracting the curve ¢. For this “local” problem of bundles near /¢ it is enough to focus on
vector bundles over the total space of Opi(—k). Hence we take Z, := Tot(Op: (—k)), where
{ C Zj, is the zero section. We write 7: 7, — X}, for the map that contracts C' to a point.
We give an explicit construction and a stratification of the moduli of rank-2 bundles on Z.

A bundle E over Z has splitting type (j1, ..., j-) if Ele = B,_; Op1(j;) with j; < -+ < j,.
For the moduli problem we concentrate on the case of rank-2 bundles F with vanishing first
Chern class; in this case the splitting type of £ must be (—7, j) for some j > 0, and for short
we say that E has splitting type j. We then define

M;(k) ={E — Zy : E|, 2 O(j) & O(—j)} /~
for the moduli (stack) of bundles over Zj, of splitting type j. We then prove:

Theorem 4.2. The generic set of M;(k) is a complex projective space P# =2 minus a
closed subvariety of codimension at least 2.

However, M (k) is empty if k& > 2j — 2, and it is non-Hausdorff for j > k. To stratify
M (k) into Hausdorff components, we need numerical invariants. For a vector bundle £ over
7, we define the Artinian sheaf QQr on X, by the exact sequence

0— mFE— (m.E)"Y - Qg —0. (1)

E has two independent numerical invariants, which we call the height and the width, by
analogy with the case of instanton bundles, cf. [Ga4].
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Definition 1.1. We define the height and width of E by
h,(E) :=length R'7,E and wy(E) := length Qp .
We then show:
Theorem 4.6. The pair (hy, wy) stratifies M;(k) into Hausdorff components.

We remark that this pair of invariants gives the coarsest stratification of M, (k) into
Hausdorff components. One can also decompose M (k) by local second Chern classes ¢ :=
c2(E) — co(m(E)¥Y). However, M;(k) has non-Hausdorff subspaces with fixed c. See [BG1]
for the case of an exceptional curve, i.e. k = 1. We explicitly calculate sharp bounds for the
invariants (h, w) as follows:

Theorems 2.7 and 2.12. Let E be a holomorphic rank-2 vector bundle over Zy, with ¢; = 0

and splitting type 5 > 0. Let ny = L%J and ng = L%J Then the following bounds are sharp:

J=1<h(E) < (G- 1D(m+1) —kna(n +1)/2,
0 <wi(E)<(j+1)nyg—kna(ne +1)/2,
and wi(E) > 1.
Definition 1.2 ([Bl, Def. 3.9]). Let 0(X,¢) — (X, z) be a resolution of an isolated quotient

VV.

singularity. Let F be a reflexive sheaf on X, and set F := (0.F)""; notice that there is a
natural injection o, F < F. Then the local holomorphic Euler characteristic of E is

n—1

X(@, F) = x((X,0),F) =0 (X, F/o.F) + > (-1)"'h’(X,R'o, F) .

i=1
Corollary 2.13. Let E be a rank-2 bundle over Zy of splitting type j > 0 and let j =
nk +0b such that 0 < b < k. The following are sharp bounds for the local holomorphic Fuler
characteristic of E:

n?k+2nb+b—1 ifk>2and1 <b<k,

— 1 < x(E,0) <
7 < x( )_{nZk ifk>2andb=0,

and
J<X(E ) <5 fork=1.
We then consider the question of existence of vector bundles. We recall the concept of an

admissible sequence (Definition 3.1) and prove the following existence result:

221 and let E and F be rank-r vector

bundles on { with {a(i>l)}::1 as an associated admissible sequence. Then there exists a

Theorem 3.2. Fiz an admissible sequence {a(i,l)}

flat family {Es}S o 0f rank-r vector bundles on v parametrised by an integral variety T and

50,81 € T with B,y = E and Es, = F such that Es has {a(i>l)}::1 as admissible sequence
for every s € T.

In Section 2 we calculate numerical invariants for bundles near negative curves. In Sec-
tion 3 we describe the method of balancing bundles and show the existence of families of
bundles with prescribed numerical invariants. In Section 4 we study moduli of rank-2 bun-
dles on Zj.

Our calculations were often performed on a computer using an implementation of the
height and width computations as described in [GKP| written with the computer algebra
software Macaulay 2. The program can be downloaded from http://www.maths.ed.ac.uk/
~s0571100/Instanton/.
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2 Bounds

Let Zj, be the total space of Opi(—k) and £ = P! the zero section, so that (2 = —k; we write
(n for the N* infinitesimal neighbourhood of ¢, 7= T&nﬁ n for the formal neighbourhood of
¢ in Z;, and O(j) for the line bundle on Z; or on 7 that restricts to Opi(j) on £. A vector
bundle E has splitting type (ji, ..., jr) if Ele 2 @)_, Op:(j;) with j; > - > j,. A result of
Griffiths [Gr| implies that E splits on vif g1 —Jr < k+1.

Lemma 2.1. Let Z be a smooth surface containing a curve £ = P! with (> = —k. Let E be a
rank-r vector bundle on Z of splitting type j1 > jo = -+ = j,, and assume that j —j, < k+1.
Then E splits on the formal neighbourhood £ of £, that is, E|; = @) | OxJj:).

Proof. This follows from [Gr, Propositions 1.1 and 1.4]: The point is that Hom(E, F)|, is a
direct sum of line bundles of degree > —(j; — j,), so the first-order infinitesimal extensions
H'(¢;Hom(E, E) ® O(—()) vanish. O

It is known that a reflexive sheaf on a surface quotient singularity C? / G is a direct sum
of the tautological sheaves obtained from the irreducible representations of G. For cyclic
quotient singularities £(1,a) these are just the eigensheaves O(i) of the group action, such
that 7,0 = @|_; O(i). We now study the holomorphic invariants hy(E) = I(R'r,E) and
wi(F) = 1(Qg) of E as defined in Definition 1.1.

Remark 2.2. In principle, we need the Theorem on Formal Functions [Ha, p. 276], to calculate
w and h. However, since holomorphic bundles on Z; are algebraic (see [Ga3, Lemmas 2.1
and 2.3]), the limit stabilises at a finite order and it is enough to compute the cohomology on
a fixed infinitesimal neighbourhood /¢y, where N is not too small (roughly twice the degree
of the extension class).

We record the obvious fact that heights and widths behave additively for bundles that
split on the formal neighbourhood ¢:

Proposition 2.3. If E|; = @._, O(j;), then

wk(E):Zwk(O(ji)) and hk(E):th(O(j,-)). O

~Y

Corollary 2.4. Let E be a holomorphic rank-r vector bundle over Zy such that E|, =
@Zzl OZ(]Z); with jl > j2 > 2 jr and jr _jl > —k —1. Then

wi(E) = ZW’“(OW) and hy(E) :th(ogi)) .

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, E|; = @;_, O;(j;). Hence E has the same invariants as the split
bundle, and the result follows from Proposition 2.3. O

We fix once and for all coordinate charts U = CZ, and V' = CZ, on Zj, glued by ¢ = 2z~
and v = 2"u. In these charts the bundle O(j) has the transition matrix 277.

Bundles with vanishing first Chern class correspond to instantons under the Kobayashi—
Hitchin correspondence and are of special interest for applications to physics (see [LT]). For
the case ¢; = 0, we also calculate the lower bounds for the numerical invariants h and w.



The second author proved ([Gal]) that holomorphic bundles on Zj, are algebraic extensions
of line bundles. By [Gal, Theorem 3.3], a bundle E that is an extension

0—=0(h)— FE—=0()—0 (2)
271 P
0 z772

extension class [p] € Ext’ ((9( J1), O( jg)) may be represented by a canonical form

(with 71 < j9) has transition matrix 7' = ( ) in canonical coordinates, where the

plz,u) = Z Z prs2iu’ . (3)

2.1 Heights
We begin with the computation of the height of a line bundle:

Lemma 2.5. Assume j > 0 and let n = L%J Then

G—1Dn+1)—knn+1)/2 ifj>2,

h (O(—)) = {0

otherwise.

Proof. R'7,O(j) = lim f 1(O,(j)), with surjective restriction maps. The result comes from
the exact sequences

0= H'(Ou(—nl) ® O(j)) = H(Oy,,,(j)) = H' (O, (5)) = 0
together with
H' (O(—nl) ® O(j)) = H' (P'; O(j + nk)) ,
which gives hy(O(j)) = Y07 (j — 1 — nk)*, where © means the sum of positive terms

n=0

only. O

This result together with Proposition 2.3 allows us to compute the heights of split bundles.
For non-split bundles with ¢; = 0 and splitting type j := jo» = —7J1, we use the following:

Theorem 2.6. Let E be the non-split bundle represented in canonical form by (j,p), and let
m > 0 be the smallest exponent of u appearing' in p. With p = min(m, L%J), we have

(R'7.E) = u (j 1k “T_l) .

Proof. By Lemma 2.8 below, a cocycle in H'(E) has the canonical representation on the
U-chart _
[ Z2]

a

§ : 2 : TS Sul
0

r=0 s=kr—j+1

In this representation, every monomial term (a,sz°u",0) with r < m represents a non-trivial
cocycle by Lemma 2.9. Lastly, all terms with » > m are coboundaries by Lemma 2.10. [

Putting the split and the non-split cases together, we get sharp bounds on the heights:

TA rank-2 bundle whose extension class is a polynomial independent of u is in fact not of splitting type
j, but of a lower splitting type.



Theorem 2.7. Let E be a rank-2 bundle over Z,, of splitting type 7 > 0. Setn = L%J The
following bounds are sharp:

j—1<hyBE)<(—1Dn+1)—kn+1)n/2 .

Proof. The upper bound is attained by the split bundle. In this case, apply Lemma 2.5 and
Proposition 2.3.

For the lower bound, note that the expression in Theorem 2.6 is always less than in or
equal to the split case, and that the global minimum is 7 — 1 (for 4 = 1 in Theorem 2.6,
attained by p(z,u) = uz). O

We finish this subsection by proving the details of Theorem 2.6:

Lemma 2.8. Every 1-cocycle in H'(E) has a representative of the form

ars

with a.s € C. In particular, every 1-cochain represented by (°5") z*u” with r,s > 0 is a
coboundary.

Proof. Let o be a 1-cocycle and let ~ denote cohomological equivalence. A power series
representative for a 1-cochain has the form

=Y Y (1)

r=0 s=—o0

with a,s, by € C. The 1-cochain s = "7 Zj‘;o(g‘;g )zsu’" is holomorphic in U, hence is a

coboundary. Hence
o0 -1
a
O’NO'—81:E E I I T
bT’S

r=0 s=—o0

J
Now let T' = (ZO ZJZ j) be the transition function of E, so that after a change of coordinates,

. —1 . P
However, given that s, = > 00 S (., )z*u" is holomorphic in V,

J
(Z aT’S 3—pr8> Zsu’f‘ ,

0o 1

TUNTU—SQIZ i

r=0 s=—o0
and going back to the U-coordinate chart,

e ) —1

o= T—ITO_ ~ Z Z (a'rs + z_jp brs) Sul

r=0 s=—o0



But p contains only terms z* for k < j — 1, therefore z~7/p contains only negative powers of
z. Renaming the coefficients we may write

for some a),, € C, and consequently T'o = Y "> Zs_zl—oo ( ng?s )z*u". Here each term a], 27 +*u"
satisfying 7 4+ < kr is holomorphic in the V-chart. Subtracting these holomorphic terms we
are left with an expression for a where the index s varies as kr — j +1 < s < —1. This in

turn forces r < [%J, giving the claimed expression for the 1-cocycle. O

Lemma 2.9. Let E be the bundle over Zy, represented in canonical form by (j,p) and m >0
the smallest exponent of u appearing in p. If p = min(m, L%J), then

(R'7.E) > p <j 1k MT_1>

Proof. Assume m < L%J Let 0 = (a,0) denote a 1-cocycle where a = z*u" with 0 < r <
m—1and kr —j+1 < s < —1 (due to Lemma 2.8). We claim that o represents a non-
zero cohomology class. In fact, since o is not holomorphic in U, for ¢ to be a coboundary
there must exist a U—coboundary « such that ¢ 4+ « is holomorphic in V. Hence, there
must exist a polynomial X, holomorphic on U, making the expression z/a + pX holomorphic
on V. However, z’a is not holomorphic on V. Moreover, by the choice of m, no term in
pX cancels z7a. Consequently, no choice of X solves the problem of holomorphicity on V.
Hence I(R'7, E) is at least the number of independent cocycles of the form o = (a,0), where
a=zu with0<r<m-—1and kr —j+1<s<—1. There are m((j — 1) — k(m — 1)/2)
such terms.

On the other hand, if m > [%J, then by an analogous argument, none of the monomial
terms in the canonical cocycle form of Lemma 2.8 are coboundaries, and so the same formula
holds with m replaced by L%J O

Lemma 2.10. Under the same conditions as in Lemma 2.9,
-1
(R'7.E) = u (j 1k MT)

Proof. We need to show that all remaining terms, namely (amzsu’", O) with m < r < L%J
and kr — j 4+ 1 < s < —1, represent coboundaries. For a fixed 0 = (a,sz°u",0) we choose
a polynomial X & F((’)(U )) as follows: We select the monomial term appearing in p whose
degree in u is m and whose degree in z is minimal, say ly, and call it p,,;,z°u™. We write
P = Dmip20u™ + p' and set
X = —&zﬁs_lour_m )
Pmio

Notice that since j+s—Iy > 0 and r—m > 0, X is holomorphic on U. Therefore o ~ o+(0, X).
Now, changing coordinates,

arsz*u"\ (2 p arsz5u"\ [ Fasfu”+pX\ [ P'X
T(U+(O>X)) T( X )_(0 z_j)( X )_< > I X )_<z_jX )

Since 277X = —(aps/Pmiy)2° 0u""™ has negative degree in z, it is clearly holomorphic on
V', and consequently T(O’ + (0, X )) ~ (p'X,0). Moreover, any terms in p’X containing only
negative powers of z are holomorphic on V and can be removed as well.



OBSERVATION: p'X is left only with terms z'u® for which [ + j + s — Iy > 0. //
Changing back to U—coordinates,

R 2 —p\ (PX\ _ (X
e () ()-8

i—2
" JTJ j—1
Z—]p/X _ s § E pilzluzzs—lour—m
N

where

is holomorphic on U if [ + s — [y > 0 holds, which follows exaclty from the observation. [

2.2 Widths

Again we begin by computing the width of line bundles:

Lemma 2.11. Assume 7 > 0 and let n = L%J Then

wi(0() = (G + L)n—kn(n+1)/2
Proof. The length I(Q) equals the dimension of @ as a C-vector space, where 0 € X} is

the singular point. Since @ is defined by the sequence (1), @ is the cokernel of the map
(W*O(j))g — (W*O(j))S/VA. By the theorem on formal functions,

(.00)); = lim " (evi0G),,, ) =M.

But the limit stabilises at a finite stage, and it suffices to compute H°(¢y; O(j)|s, ) for large
N. Therefore [(Q) equals dim H(x; O(5)]ey)”" — dim HO(£x; O(j)]ey) as ko—modules.
Since £ is closed and of cohomological dimension 1, it follows from Serre duality that
H(Un; O()ey) " = Ext! (O()),w) = H (w @ O(—j)) = H(O(=j — 2)) .
Now, using Lemma 2.5 with j + 2 instead of j, we get
dim H°(0x; O(G)ey) " = dim HY(O(—j —2)) = (j + 1)(n + 1) — k(n + 1)n/2

if 5 > 0, and 0 otherwise. Consequently, for j > 0,

Q) = dim H((x; Oj)ley) " — dim H (x3 O() ey )

= dim H(n; O(f) o) — dim H (6 0()]e) = G+ D(n+1) —k(n+1)n/2 — (j +1) .

O

Theorem 2.12. Let E be a rank-2 bundle over Zy of splitting type j. Then the following

bounds are sharp: For j > 0 and with n = L%J ,

0<wip(E)<(+1)n—knn+1)/2, and w1 (E) > 1.
Furthermore, for all 0 < j <k, wi(E) = 0 for all bundles E (and necessarily k > 1).

Proof. The upper bound is realised by the split bundle, so the right-hand side follows from
Lemma 2.11 and Proposition 2.3.

To calculate the lower bound for wy(E), we use the bundle given in canonical coordinates
by transition matrix (Zoj Z{“j). This bundle is generic and therefore attains the lower bound.
Direct computation as described in [GKP, Section 6] shows that wy1(F) =0 and wy(E) =
1. !



2.3 Local Euler characteristic

By summing up the results for heights and widths and using Definition 1.2 we obtain bounds
on the local Euler characteristic of a rank-2 bundle £ on Z; near £. Due to the occurrence of
integer part functions, it will be useful express the splitting type j of ¥ as j = nk + b, with
0<b<k.

Corollary 2.13. Let E be a rank-2 bundle over Zy of splitting type j with j > 0 and
let 7 = nk + b as above. The following are sharp bounds for the local holomorphic Euler
characteristic of E:

j—1<x(E £)<{”2k‘+2nb+b—1 ifk>2and1<b<k,

n%k ifk>2andb=0,
and
F<X(E ) <5 fork=1.
Proof. Tt follows directly from the definitions that for a curve ¢? = —Fk inside a smooth

surface, h’(X; E/o,E) = wi(FE) and h°(X; R'0.E) = hi(E), so the result follows by adding
the results of Theorems 2.7 and 2.12.

To aid the computation, note that for 2 < b < k we have HJ = VTJ = n, while for
b=0,1 we have L%J =n and L%J =n —1. We find that for b = 0,1, x(E, {) < n?k + 2nb,
and we can absorb the case b = 1 into the other case.

The upper bound is attained by the split bundle £ = O(—j) @ O(j), while the lower
bound is attained by the “generic” bundle with extension p(z,u) = zu as in the proof of
Lemma 2.11. O

We intend to study numerical invariants of bundles over more general exceptional loci in
future papers.

3 Balancing

We now consider the question of constructing vector bundles with specified numerical invari-
ants. We use the technique of balancing bundles to prove the existence of bundles over 7
with certain prescribed numerical invariants. These techniques were used in [BG2| to prove
the existence of bundles over Z; with any prescribed numerically admissible invariants, and
in [BG3] some properties of balancing on Zy were given.

Given two bundles £ and E’ of splitting type (j1,...,Jr) and (ji,...,J.), we say that E
is more balanced than E' if j; — j, < ji — j.. The advantage of balancing a bundle is that
we control the numerical invariants at each step, and we only need to compute numerical
invariants for a smaller range of bundles.

The simplest case of balancing is for rank-2 bundles and goes as follows. If j; —jo < k—1,
we have won and we stop. If jo < j; — k we make the construction of [BG3], namely an
elementary transformation with respect to Oy(j2) and obtain a new more balanced bundle
with splitting type (ji1,J2 + k). We may also compare the invariants of the two bundles; at
the end we reduce to a case with j; — 7o < k— 1. We now describe how to balance bundles of
rank r > 2. Let E be a rank-r vector bundle over Z, of splitting type 71 > jo > --- > 7,.. We
say that F is balanced if j; < j,. +k — 1. The objective is to balance E. Balancing associates
to E the following data:



1. A positive integer ¢ (the number of steps);

2. a finite sequence of r-tuples of non-increasing integers {j(i,1)} with 1 < i < t and
1 < j <r (the splitting types) satisfying:

(a) 7(1,1) = g, for 1 <1 < r (the splitting of the bundle E),

(b) o760 =301, 7(1,1) + ki — k for 2 < i <t (change of splitting produced by
an elementary transformation), and

(c) j(t,1) < j(t,r) + k—1 (arrive at a balanced bundle);

3. achain E, ..., E; of vector bundles, starting with £; = F, where E; has splitting type
§(01) 2 §(,2) > - > j(ir) for 1< <t.

Definition 3.1. A sequence {j(i,1)} of r-tuples of integers satisfying the numerical properties
1, 2 and 3 above is called an admissible sequence. The sequence {j(i,1)}i_; of splitting types
of the bundles E; obtained in balancing the bundle E is then called the admissible sequence
associated to F.

Balancing a bundle E proceeds as follows: Set Fy := F and j(1,]) = j; for 1 <1 <r. If
j(1,1) < j(1,7r) 4+ k — 1 we have won, we set t := 1 and stop. Otherwise, j(1,1) > j(1,7)+k.
Choose a surjective homomorphism p: E|, — O(j,) and make the corresponding elementary
transformation r: E — Oy(j,). Set Ey := kerr. Since j, < j,_1, we have ker p = @::_11 Ou(7:),
and ker r|, fits in the exact sequence

r—1
0= Og(jr + k) — kerr|, = @ Ou(ji) = 0 . (

i=1

W
N—

We call j(2,1) > j(2,2) > --- > j(2,r) the splitting type of E,. In particular, Y ,_, j(2,1)
S J(L D) + ke IE 5(2,1) < j(2,7) + k — 1, then we have won and we stop. If j(2,1)
j(2,7) + k, then we obtain in the same way a bundle F3 with splitting type j(3,1) > - --
J(3,7r) such that j(3,1) < j(2,1) < j5(1,1), j(3,r) > j5(2,7) > j(1,7). We continue this
process, thus obtaining bundles Fs, Fs, ... E;, ... with splitting type j(i,1) > -+ > j(i,r),
J(,1) <j(i—1,1), j(i,r) > ji—1,r)and >, _, j(i,1) = > ;_, j(1,1) + ki — k for all integers
t > 2 for which the bundle FE; is defined. We must show that this procedure stops, i.e. that
after finitely many steps we arrive at a bundle E; such that j(i,1) < j(i,7) + k — 1. At the
same time we will show that, in a suitable sense, each bundle E,, x > 2, which is defined
is more balanced than the preceding one E, . Call a; > --- > a, the splitting type of the
bundle T := Oy(j, + k) ® @:;11 Oy(j;). Since j; > j, + k by assumption, we have a; = j;.
If 5,1 > j, + k, then a, = j, + k and hence a; —a, < 51 — j,. If jo_1 < j. +k —1, then
a, = jr—1 and hence a; — a, = j; — j,_1. Hence in the latter case we have ay — a, < j; — J,,
unless j._; = j,. By the exact sequence (4) and semi-continuity, the bundle FEs|, is more
balanced (in the sense of the Harder-Narasimhan filtration) than the bundle 7. Hence we
always have j(2,1) —j(2,r) < j(1,1) —j(1,r), while 5(2,1) — j(2,7) < 7(1,1) — j(1,7) unless
J(1,r —1) = j(1,7). Even in this case, since > ,_, j(x,l) = k+ > ,_, j(x — 1,1), we see that
the procedure must stop after finitely many steps.

We now construct families of bundles having prescribed associated admissible sequence,
generalising [BG3, Theorem 2.1], which constructed such families for rank-2 bundles near a
—1-curve. The generalisation requires only minor modifications, but we give the details for
completeness.

VIV



Theorem 3.2. Fiz an admissible sequence {j(i,1)}._, and let E and F be rank-r vector
bundles on { with {j(i,D)},_; as an associated admissible sequence. Then there exists a flat
family {E}ser of rank-r vector bundles on v parametrised by an integral variety T and
so, 81 € T with Esy = E and Eg, = F such that Eg has {j(i,1)}._; as admissible sequence for
every s € T'.

Proof. We use induction on ¢. If ¢ = 1 the result is obvious because E and F' are split
vector bundles with the same splitting type and are hence isomorphic. Assume that ¢ > 1
and that the result is true for t — 1. Let FEs, F5 be the second bundles associated to E, F
respectively. Hence Fy and F, have {j(2,1)}!_, as an associated admissible sequence. By
induction, there is a flat family {E’}scg of rank-r vector bundles on { and mg, my € S with
B = Es, E;, = F, and such that E] has {j(i,1)}|_, as an associated admissible sequence
for every s € S. We write j/ = j(2,4) to simplify notation. By the balancing construction,
the bundles E' and F' fit into exact sequences

0= FE — Ey(l) = Oj1 —k)—0
0= F — Fyl) — O — k) —0

For every bundle M on v having {j(i,1)}!_, as an associated admissible sequence, the set
of surjective homomorphisms t: M(¢) — O,(j; — k) is parametrised by an integral variety
whose dimension depends only on ji,j2 and j5 = j1 + jo — 751 + k. The kernel ker t|, is an
extension of Oy(j7) by Oy(j1). This extension splits since j; > j; + k, and hence the bundle
ker t has {j(i,1)}}_; as an admissible sequence. Varying M among bundles F’ for s € S we
get that the set of all such surjections is parametrised by an irreducible non-empty variety
T. For any fixed ample line bundle H on the n'® neighbourhood of ¢, it follows from the
exact sequences in the balancing construction that the bundles in this family have the same
Hilbert polynomial with respect to H, and therefore the family is flat. O

4 Moduli
Definition 4.1. We write

M;(k) ={E = Zy : E|; = 0(j) ® O(—j) } /~
for the moduli stack of bundles over Z;, of splitting type j.

Recall from (2) that a bundle E on Z of splitting type j is an extension of O(j) by
O(—j) and is therefore determined by its extension class. In our choice of coordinates, this
amounts to saying that E is determined by the pair (j,p), where j is the splitting type and
p is a polynomial as in (3). Let s = f]k—_ﬂ, then p has N 1= s(25 — 1) — k:(s;’l) coefficients.
We identify p as an element in CV by writing its coefficients in lexicographical order. We
then define the equivalence relation p ~ p’ if (j,p) and (j, p') define isomorphic bundles over
Zi. We give CV the quotient topology. There is a bijection ¢: M;(k) — CV /~. We give

M (k) the topology induced by this bijection. Here are some examples:
Ezample 1. For each k, Mg(k) contains only one point, corresponding to the trivial bundle

over Z;. In other words, if a bundle over 7 is trivial over the zero section, it is globally
trivial.

Ezample 2. For each k, M (k) contains only one point. In other words, a holomorphic bundle
over Zj, of splitting type 1 splits. This can be verified directly from formula (3).



Ezxample 3. M3(2) contains exactly 2 points ([So, Theorem 6.24]).

Ezample 4. My(1) ~P'U{A, B}, where A and B are points, with open sets U C P!, where
U is open in the usual topology of P!, P* U {A}, and the whole space (|Ga2, Theorem 4.2]).

Example 5. M3(2) ~P?>U{A, B}, where A and B are points, with open sets U C P?, where
U is open in the usual topology of P?, P2 U {A}, and the whole space ([So, Theorem 6.35]).

Ezample 6. M (k) is non-Hausdorff for j > k. This uses Theorem 4.3 below.

Theorem 4.2. M;(k) has an open, dense subspace homeomorphic to a complex projective
space PP 52 minus a closed subvariety of codimension at least 2.

Proof. [Ga2, Theorem 3.5] showed that the generic set of M;(1) is a projective space P% 3
minus a closed subvariety of codimension > 2. The only modification needed to generalise the
proof to k > 1 is the calculation of dimension of the generic set. Generic points correspond
to bundles that do not split on the first formal neighbourhood, and for such bundles the
only equivalence relation is projectivisation, cf. [Ga3, Proposition 3.2]. The dimension count
follows from formula (3), which shows that the u-coefficients are Zi;}c_ j11P1s- There are
2j — k — 1 coefficients, and after projectivising we obtain P¥~%=2. The closed subvariety to
be removed contains all points having coefficients of v and of zu both zero; such points are
not generic, see [BG1]. O

Theorem 4.3. There is a topological embedding ®: M;(k) — Mii(k). The image of @
consists of all bundles in M1 (k) that split on the second formal neighbourhood of C'.

Proof. Using the identification ¢: M;(k) — CN/N, we define a map

O: M;(k) = Myg(k) by (4,p) = (G +k, 2" u?p) .
We want to show that ® defines an embedding. We first show that the map is well defined:
Suppose that (ZOJ Z{’ j> and (ZOJ pr

j) represent isomorphic bundles. Then there are coordinate

changes (‘; 3) holomorphic in (z,u) and (: f) holomorphic in (27, 2*u) such that

696250 )

Therefore these two bundles are isomorphic exactly when the system of equations

a B\ [(a+zpc Z¥b+ 2 (p'd— ap) —pp'c *)
v 6] 2 %e d— zpc
can be solved by a matrix (‘; 3) holomorphic in (z,u) which makes ('fy‘ ?) holomorphic in
(271 2Fu).

On the other hand, the images of these two bundles are given by transition matrices

Jjt+k k, 2 Jjt+k .k, 2.,/ . . . . .
(Zo ij‘j) and (Zo ij};), which represent isomorphic bundles if and only if there are
z 4

coordinate changes (2 g) holomorphic in (z,u) and (f_{_“ ?) holomorphic in (271, zFu) satisfying
the equality - _ - '

a B _ 2tk z’%t?p’ a b zmI7k —z"“uzp

) 0 z7*k)\e d 0 LItk '
That is, the images represent isomorphic bundles if the system

(a B) B (a + z7utple 2R (2%b+ z{u2(p’07— ap) — u4pp’c)) (%)
¥ 0)

j=p)

z 72 2ke d — z7Tu?pc



has a solution.

Write 2 = Yz’ for € {a,b,c,d,a,b,¢ d} and choose @; = a; o, b; = biporu?, & =
Civont”2, d; = diyor. Then if (‘; 3) solves (x), one verifies that (‘;E g) solves (%), which implies
that the images represent isomorphic bundles and therefore ¢ is well defined. To show that
the map is injective, just reverse the previous argument. Continuity is obvious. Now we
observe also that the image ¢(M,) is a saturated set in M, ;, meaning that if y ~ 2 and
r € ¢(M;) then y € ¢(M;). In fact, if E € ¢(M;), then E splits on the 2" formal
neighbourhood. Now if F/ ~ FE, then E’ must also split on the 2°¢ formal neighbourhood,
and therefore the polynomial corresponding to E’ is of the form u?p’, and hence ¢(z=*p)
gives E'. Note also that ¢(M;) is a closed subset of M., given by the equations p; = 0
for = 1,2. Now the fact that ¢ is a homeomorphism over its image follows from the easy
Lemma 4.5 given below. ]

Remark 4.4. R. Moraru gave us the following coordinate-free expression of the embedding
map ¢: M;(k) = M; (k)

®(E) = (= ® O(=k)) o Elmo,(j41) © Elmo, ;) (E)

where Elm denotes the elementary transformation with respect to the line bundle L. Using
this coordinate-free expression it becomes obvious that ® is well defined.

Lemma 4.5. Let X CY be a closed subset and ~ an equivalence relation in'Y such that X
18 ~-saturated. Then the map I : X/~—> Y/N induced by the inclusion is a homeomorphism
over the image.

Proof. Denote the projections by mx: X — X/N and my: Y — Y/N. Let F' be a closed
subset of X /~. Then 7y'(F) is closed and saturated in X, and therefore 73'(F) is also
closed and saturated in Y. It follows that my (7' (F)) is closed in Y /~. O

Theorem 4.6. The pair (hy, wy) stratifies M;(k) into Hausdorff components.

Proof. This proof uses the same techniques as that of [BG1, Theorem 4.1]. On the first formal
neighbourhood, we have two possibilities: in the first case we have bundles belonging to the
open dense subset P%~*~1 singled out by having the lowest possible values of the numerical
invariants; in the second case, at least one of the invariants is strictly higher than the lower
bound, and such bundles are separated away from the most generic stratum. On the second
formal neighbourhood, the problem is solved by first separating the most generic stratum
from the other ones. For the remaining part of the second neighbourhood, one divides the
polynomial by wu falling back to the same analysis done for the first neighbourhood. We are
then left only with bundles which split on the second neighbourhood. We use induction j,
assuming that the invariants stratify M;_;(k) into Hausdorff components together with the
embedding Theorem 4.3, stating that <I>(/\/l j_k(k:)) is the set of bundles on M (k) that split

on the second formal neighbourhood. O
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