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NONCOMMUTATIVE PROJECTIVE PARTIAL RESOLUTIONS
AND QUIVER VARIETIES

SOREN GAMMELGAARD AND ADAM GYENGE

ABSTRACT. Let I' € SL2(C) be a finite subgroup. We introduce a class
of projective noncommutative surfaces P2, indexed by a set of irreducible I'-
representations. Extending the action of T' from C? to P?, we show that these
surfaces generalise both [P?/T'] and P?/T. We prove that isomorphism classes of
framed torsion-free sheaves on any P7 carry a canonical bijection to the closed
points of appropriate Nakajima quiver varieties. In particular, we provide geomet-
ric interpretations for a class of Nakajima quiver varieties using noncommutative
geometry. Our results partially generalise several previous results on such quiver
varieties.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Given a subgroup I' € SL,(C), one can construct the quotient singularity
X = C"/T = Spec(Clx1,...,2,))", and investigate various spaces attached to X:
for instance, the Hilbert schemes of points on X, the equivariant Hilbert scheme
nI-Hilb(V), and resolutions of X. One can often construct such spaces as quiver
varieties. Especially, when n = 2, such moduli spaces can often be constructed as
Nakajima quiver varieties (see for a list). These quiver varieties, first
defined in [22] have become very useful in representation theory and algebraic geom-
etry, not only because they provide constructions of interesting moduli spaces, but
also because they satisfy desirable geometric properties: they are irreducible, have
symplectic singularities, and when smooth, they are hyperkéhler.

In this paper, we will find geometric interpretations of a large class of Nakajima
quiver varieties. Those quiver varieties appearing in this paper will always be built
from a particular quiver (the McKay quiver) canonically associated to I' C SLy(C)
by the McKay correspondence [@] We will use the McKay quiver to build several
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noncommutative ‘partial resolutions’ [P% of the singular scheme P?/T", and we show
that moduli spaces of framed sheaves on [P% have a canonical bijection of closed points
to Nakajima quiver varieties.

In more detail, choose a finite subgroup I' € SLy(C). Then the quotient C?/T is
a Kleinian singularity (also known as, among other names, a du Val singularity, or
a canonical surface singularity). The geometry of such singularities is of importance
in the minimal model program and for theoretical physics (see e.g. [19], [16]). It
has long been recognised that an approach to studying them is through the McKay
correspondence [20]. Among other things, this correspondence associates a graph
(the McKay graph) to the isomorphism class of I', which is an affine Dynkin graph.
Replacing every edge in this graph by a pair of opposing arrows, we obtain a quiver,
the McKay quiver associated to I'. From this quiver, with some additional data,
one can construct several Nakajima quiver varieties, which often turn out to be
isomorphic to - or, at least, be in canonical bijection with - interesting moduli spaces
attached to the singularity C?/T". In various papers, e.g., |27, 5, 13, |7, I8, 113, 2], such
moduli spaces were identified with Nakajima quiver varieties; we mention two of
them here. We also give an overview of all known (at least, to us) interpretations of
Nakajima quiver varieties built from the McKay quiver @ in [Section 1.1]

Let Qo = {po,--.,pr} be the set of irreducible representations of T', such that pgy
is trivial. For ease of notation, we will identify Qo with {0,...,r}.

First, in [8], we showed with our coauthors that for any non-empty I C Qo and
for any dimension vector n; € NI there is an orbifold Quot scheme Quot?' ([C?/T)
parametrising isomorphism classes of quotients of an equivariant rank 1 sheaf on C2.
It was also shown [g, [10] that Quot}’ ([C?/T) is isomorphic to a particular Nakajima
quiver variety.

When I = {i} C Qo is a singleton with dim p; = 1, there is also an isomorphism |8,
Proposition 3.4] (see also |10, Theorem 1.3]) Quot}’ ([C?/T]) = Quot.?(C?/T") where
Quot'*(C?/T) is the classical Quot scheme parameterising C[z, y]'- submodules M
of R; = Hom(p;, C[x,y]) such that dim R;/M = n,;. The Quot scheme corresponding
to the subset I = {0} is thus isomorphic to the Hilbert scheme of points Hilb"(C?/T).

Second, the first author showed in [13] that there is a projective Deligne-Mumford
stack X' containing C?/T" as an open subscheme. On this stack, one can construct
(|12]) moduli spaces of framed sheaves of rank > 1, satisfying certain cohomologi-
cal conditions. The set of closed points of such a moduli space carries a canonical
bijection to the closed points of a corresponding Nakajima quiver variety, again con-
structed from the McKay quiver of I'. This construction turns out to also generalise
Hilb™(C?/I"), which corresponds to the case where the rank is 1. The construction
from [13], however, only focuses on the subset {0} C Q.

In this paper, we recast and continue the thread of these papers. Our objective is
to unify and extend the above two results by finding a description of more general
Nakajima quiver varieties as moduli spaces of higher rank framed sheaves for general
index sets I C @ using a noncommutative geometric approach pioneered in [2].

We present two main results. First, we extend the cornering method from [9] to
graded algebras and modules to construct a family of noncommutative projective
spaces which generalise several previous constructions and members of which have
decent properties. Recall that our index set @y = {0,...,r} corresponds to the
irreducible representations of a fixed finite subgroup I"' C SLo(C).

Theorem 1.1. To each subset I C Qg there corresponds a noncommutative Proj
scheme [P% Ifoel, [P% is a noncommutative partial projective resolution of P2/T.
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In particular, our noncommutative [P% generalises the following spaces:
o for I ={0,...,7} = Qo our space [P% = [Pon is equivalent to the quotient
stack [P%/T);
o for I = {0}, P3 is equivalent to the scheme-theoretic quotient P?/T,

where equivalent means that there is a natural equivalence of the respective categories
of coherent sheaves.

Moreover, there is a noncommutative divisor [P} C [P%, the complement of which
coincides with the noncommutative affine scheme whose rank 1 Quot scheme was
described in [8]. (We will make this assertion precise in [Corollary 6.4]) These spaces
can, if 0 € I, be interpreted as partial resolutions of projective Kleinian singularities.
They carry rich geometric structures, such as an ample collection of line bundles, and
hence they provide an interesting family of examples for noncommutative algebraic
geometry.

Second, we enhance the main results of [27], |§], and [13] (on the level of bijections
of points) by giving a quiver description of moduli spaces of torsion free sheaves on
[P%. We do this using Nakajima quiver varieties of a specific type that we denote
as My, (V,W) (we do not give the definition here, see [Definition 2.8 for it). We
will so far only note the Nakajima quiver varieties appearing here depend on two
finite-dimensional I'-representations V, W, and a subset I C @ of irreducible rep-
resentations. Let V = @ p;" be a I'-representation satisfying a mild constraint on
the vector v = (v;)icq,, and let W = @ p;"* be a I-representation with w; = 0 for
i ¢ 1. Let Vi = V|7, and denote by Coh™P2(V7, W) the set of isomorphism classes
of pairs (#,¢z) of a torsion free sheaf on [P% and a W-framing at [P} such that

H(P?,Z(—1)) = Vi (for the details, see [Section 5.1).
Then we prove the following result in [Theorem 5.15]

Theorem 1.2. There is a Nakajima quiver variety My, (V, W) and a canonical bi-
jection

Coh™P2(Vy, W) =5 90y, (V, W)(C).

Our main tools to show [Theorem 1.2l will be a handful of functors. We shall need
a functor 7,.: Coh(P%) — Coh(P?) and its left adjoint 7*: Coh(P?) — Coh(P%). We
also introduce a ‘restriction to the divisor at infinity’ c¢*: Coh(P?) — Coh(P}). All
these functors are defined on the level of quiver representations. Especially 7% and
7, are induced by two functors arising from a recollement of quiver varieties |9].

As already mentioned, we also show that generalises several earlier
results on interpretations of Nakajima quiver varieties. In order to do this, we will
also have to introduce an ‘open restriction’ functor 7* : Coh(P%) — II;—mod where
II;—mod should be thought of as the category of coherent sheaves on the affine
noncommutative scheme P? \ P1.

A natural question is whether the sets Cohfr[P%(V, W) can be made to carry an
intrinsic scheme structure, and then whether the bijection of can be
extended to an isomorphism of schemes. We are, however, not aware of any way of
constructing moduli spaces of sheaves on noncommutative varieties as schemes or
stacks, which is why we will consistently focus on establishing canonical bijections.
A naive solution is to define the scheme structure on the moduli side by transfering
the one from the quiver side. The topology of the quiver varieties My, (V, W) was
investigated recently in |6]. Again, a scheme structure on Coh™P%(V, W) would
enable us to compare the topology of the two sides.
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1.1. Quiver varieties as moduli spaces. We give here a brief overview of the
already known interpretations of quiver varieties. For ease of notation, it is customary
to write v,w € N"*! for the vectors collecting the multiplicities of the irreducible
representations in V' and W respectively. Then the quiver variety 2y (V, W) is also
denoted as My(v,w). Here 0 is the stability parameter, and the underlying quiver
Q is always obtained from the McKay quiver of I'.

Let us first note that in [4, Section 4.5] (cf.|3]) a complete description of the
wall-and-chamber structure is given for the space of stability parameters, for any
pair of vectors w,v. Let §,1 be the dimension vectors given by &; = (dim p;),
1 := (1,0,...,0), i.e. (1); = 1 only for i = 0, corresponding to the trivial I'-
representation. We then have:

e Set # =0, v=nd, and w=1or w=0. Then, by |3, Lemma 4.5] (cf. [18,
Proposition 33|) , there is an isomorphism 9Mg(nd, 1) = Sym™(C?/T).

e There is a chamber CT, such that for # € C*, 9y(v, w)(C) carries a canon-
ical bijection to the closed points of a moduli space of I'-equivariant framed
sheaves on P? (|27, Theorem 1]).

e There is a chamber C~, such that for 6 € C~, My(v,w) is isomorphic to
a moduli space of framed sheaves on a projective Deligne-Mumford stack

containing the minimal resolution C2/T of C2/T as an open substack ([24]).

e For the special case w = 1 gf\gle above, if § € C~, then there is an isomor-
phism My(nd, 1) = Hilb™(C2/T) [18].

e For a general 6 lying /i_{l/(;l, a particular wall of C'~, there is an isomorphism
My (nd, 1) = Sym" C2/T" (]1g]).

e There is a particular ray (fy) in the boundary of C*, such that if w =
(r,0,...,0) for a positive integer r, the closed points of My, (v, w) are in
canonical bijection with the closed points of a moduli space of framed sheaves
on X, a projective Deligne-Mumford stack containing C2/T" as an open sub-
stack. (|13]).

e For the special case w = 1 of the above, there is an isomorphism
Mg, (nd, 1) = Hilb™(C?/T) (|7, Corollary 6.3], |10, Corollary 6.6])

e For 0; lying in any boundary of CT, and for w = 1, it was shown in |10,
Corollary 6.7] that 9t(nd, 1) is isomorphic to an ’orbifold Quot scheme’ (see
I8, Section 3| for the definition).

We remark that the arguments of |7, I8], purporting to prove the last two points in
the overview above on the level of (underlying reduced) schemes contained a flaw,
which was recently patched by [10].

1.2. Conventions and notation. We work throughout over C, thus all algebras
appearing are C-algebras. Given an algebra R, we write R — mod for the category of
left R-modules, mod — R for the category of right R-modules.

We are primarily concerned with left modules. Thus module means, unless in-
dicated otherwise, left module, and Hompg(—, —) denotes the homomorphisms in
R — mod. When defining a functor, we will also only write out a definition for left
modules. In such cases, we will use the subscript ,ign for the corresponding functor
defined for right modules. Note that one of our main sources, [2|, is concerned with
right modules. When using results from 4bid, we will consistently adapt their results
to left modules, without remarking on this.
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All gradings appearing will be Z-gradings. We will indicate the degree d-part
of a graded algebra or module A by Ay, in the case where A = Afp already has a
subscript, by Ag 4.

Given a scheme (or stack) X, a point of X always means a C-valued point.

Finally we shall write, given an arrow a in a quiver @, t(a) for the tail of a, h(a)
for the head.

1.3. Structure of the paper. [Section 2 collects the necessary background mate-
rials on noncommutative projective geometry, quiver algebras, and Nakajima quiver
varieties. In we introduce the crucial technique of cornering, which we
use in to define the ‘noncommutative partial projective resolutions’ men-
tioned in [Theorem 1.1l proving the same Theorem. The same section also defines
the functors 7., 7*. Then, in we define what it means for a coherent sheaf
on P? to be framed, and we finally prove [Theorem 1.21 Following this, Section 6l is
devoted to showing that [Theorem 1.2 indeed generalises |13, Theorem 1.2] and (on
the level of closed points) |10, Corollary 6.7]. Following the main content, we show
in that the stack X' can in fact be replaced by P?/T" in point 5) in the
list of
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Noncommutative geometry. We collect here some results and definitions
from [2].

Let R = @,~ Ri be a finitely generated graded algebra. Let gr(R) be the category
of finitely generated graded A-modules, and put

qgr(R) = gr(R)/tor(R),
the quotient by the Serre subcategory tor(R) of finite-dimensional graded modules.
In more detail, the objects of qgr(R) are the same as those of gr(R), while
Homqgr(R) (Ma N) = hgl Homgr(R) (M/’ N/N/)
where the limit is taken over all submodules M’ C M, N’ C N such that M/M' N’ €
tor(R), the set of such pairs (M’, N') being ordered by (M, Nj) < (M}, N}) if and
only if M) C M7, and Nj C NJj. The construction induces a quotient functor
7 gr(R) — qgr(R).

If R is commutative, Serre’s theorem |15, p. I1.5.15.] shows us that qgr(R) is
indeed equivalent to Coh(Proj R). In noncommutative algebraic geometry the cat-
egory qgr(R) is thought of |1, page 236| as the category of coherent sheaves on a
noncommutative scheme X = Proj(R):

Coh(Proj R)) == qgr(R).

We will thus use the word sheaf for an object of qgr(R). We write Ox = w(rR),
where pR is the ring R considered as a left module over itself. Given a sheaf
F € Coh(X) and an integer d, choose an R-module M to represent .#. We set
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F(d) = n(M(d)), where M(d) is given by M(d); = Mgy;. Furthermore, we set
Ext% (#,9) = ExtP(F,9) to be the pth derived functor of Homgg(g)(-#,%), and
H?(X,7) = ExtP(Ox, F).

We can, to a limited extent, make "internal" versions of these functors as follows.
We have, for every i € Z and every positive k, a map Ry, — Homx (Ox (i), Ox(i+k))
given by left multiplication. This induces, for any .# € Coh(X) a right R-module
structure on @,~, Homx (#,Ox (k)), and we can set

FV = Hoon x(F,0x) = Tignt | @) Homx (F, Ox (k))
k>0

The functor . — . x (% ,Ox) is right exact, and we denote its derived functors
by &~ (%,0Ox). One can also show that

&P (F,0x) = Toign | D Eat?(F,0x)
k>0

Definition 2.1 (|2]). We say that a sheaf .# € Coh(X) is:
(1) locally free if &”(F,0x) =0 for all p > 0,

(2) torsion-free if it embeds into a locally free sheaf,

(3) Artin if H>9(X, Z(k)) =0 for all k € Z.
We also have the following useful result:

Proposition 2.2. [1, Proposition 4.4.1] Let R be a graded Noetherian algebra. The
set {Oprojr(%)}icz s ample, i.e., there is for every F € Coh(ProjR) an epimor-
phism O(—n)®™ — F for some positive integers n, m.

In general, for the category Coh(X) to behave well, we need R to satisfy some
additional constraints, for instance that of strong regularity, see |2, Definition 1.1.1],
cf. |1] for the definition. Especially, if R is strongly regular, there are two attached
integers d, [ (dimension and Gorenstein parameter), such that

(1) Ext”4(#,4) = 0 for any .7, 9 € Coh(Proj R),
(2) ExtﬁodR(Ro,R) = Ro(1)right Extpoqr(Ro, R) =0 for all i # d.

If R is strongly regular, there is an important implication for Coh(Proj R):
Proposition 2.3. (Serre Duality.) Let R be a strongly reqular algebra of dimen-

sion d and Gorenstein parameter 1, and let F#,9 € Coh(ProjR). Then we have
functorial isomorphisms

ExtP(F,9) = ExtP~49, .7 (-1))"
Proof. This is |28, Theorem 2.3|, c.f. |1, p.3]. O
2.2. Some homological algebra. We shall need the following result later. We
expect it is known to experts, but we could not find a source.
Let A, B be rings, and let j*: A—mod — B—mod, ji: B—mod — A—mod be

functors. Assume furthermore that j* is exact, j is the left adjoint of j*, 7 is fully
faithful, and that ji is given by j1(M) = S®@p M, where S is a left A, right B-module.

Lemma 2.4. Let M,N € B—mod. Then Ext’; (M, N) = Ext’ (1M, jiN).
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Proof. We will first show that if P is a projective B-module, then ji P is projective.
So assume that P is projective, let f: 1P — @ be any homomorphism, and let
q: R — @ be a surjective homomorphism. We wish to show that there is a g making
the following diagram commute:

g P
¢ lf '

From adjointness, the homomorphism f gives rise to a homomorphism f#: P — j*M,
and the exactness of j* implies that j*q: j*R — j*Q@Q is surjective. Thus, in the
diagram

¢ .. P

e
- K

R =5 57Q

there exists by projectivity of P a morphism ¢f making the diagram commute. Again

by adjointness, the morphism ¢* induces a morphism g: jiP — R. It remains only to
see that gg = f: Assume not, then qg — f # 0. But in the bijection Hom(5 P, Q) =

Hom(P, j*Q), qg — [ is mapped to (j*q)g* — f* = 0.
Thus 5 P is projective.
Now consider a projective resolution of M:

o PP Pl P PO M0,
and apply ji. A projective module is flat, thus
coo = PP S PR S P S 5 PY — M =0

is indeed a resolution, and we have just shown that it is even more a projective
resolution of j1M. Now, to compute Ext'(jiM, i N) we apply Hom(—, jiN) to this
projective resolution, and chop off the last term. We get a complex

.-« — Hom(jiP*, j\N) — Hom(ji P*~%, jiN) —
.-« — Hom(ji P!, jiN) — Hom(j; P, jN) — 0,

and Ext’ (1M, 51 N) is the ith cohomology object of this complex.
But by full faithfulness of ji, this last complex is equal to

.-+ = Hom(P* N) - Hom(P* !, N) - ... = Hom(P*, N) — Hom(P°, N) — 0,

and so its ith cohomology object Ext?(M, N') must equal Ext®(jiM, jiN).
This concludes the proof.
]

2.3. Algebras associated to I'. Once and for all fix a finite group I' C SL(2, C).
We list the irreducible representations of I" as {pg, p1,- .-, pr}, Where pg is the trivial
representation.

Let R = C[z,y, 2z]. The group I' acts on the subring C[xz,y] C R: for g € T and
f € R, we have (g- f)(v) = f(g ') for all v € V. We extend this action by setting
gz = z for every g € I'. Geometrically, this means that we have extended the
I'-action on C? to one on P? such that group action restricts to an action on the
additional divisor {z = 0}.
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Let R denote the I'-invariant subring of R. The R'-module R then decomposes
into isotypical components [14, Proposition 4.1.15.]:

(2.1) R= P R ¢ pi,
0<ei<r
where R; := Homr(p;, R) is an R'-module; note that Ry = R'.
Consider the skew-group algebra

S =Clz,y,z]«T = R«T.

This algebra has a natural grading, defined by degx = degy = degz = 1, and
degy =0 for any v € I.

Lemma 2.5. The embedding of the graded algebras Clz,y,z] C S induces an equiv-
alence of categories

Coh(Proj(S)) — Cohp(Proj(C[z,y, z])) = Cohr(P?)

where Cohr (P?) is the category of I'-equivariant coherent sheaves on the commutative
projective plane P?.

Proof. Follows from the definitions (cf. |2, Proposition 3.2.7.]) O

2.4. McKay quivers. We now associate two undirected graphs to the isomorphism
class of I'. First, the McKay graph of I' has vertex set

{0,1,...,r}

corresponding to the irreducible representations of I', where for each 0 < 4,5 < r, we
have

dim Homr(pj, p; @ V')
edges joining vertices ¢ and j.

Second, let W = @ p;"* be a representation of I', and set w to be the vector
(Woy...,W,) € Zgg. Applying the trick of Crawley-Boevey [11] we get the framed
McKay graph as follows: extend the original McKay graph with a single framing node
oo and connect this new node to node ¢ with w; edges, 0 < ¢ < r. The resulting
graph then has vertex set

{0,...,7} U{oo}.

To each undirected graph above we will associate a quiver, obtained as follows.
Let Ag be the set of vertices of the graph, and A; the set of all pairs of an edge
and an orientation of the same edge, thus (Ag, A1) form a quiver. We denote by
Q = (Qo,Q1), resp. QY = (QF,QY) the quivers obtained in this way from the
McKay graph, resp. the framed McKay graph. These are called the doubled McKay
quiver and the doubled framed McKay quiver respectively. Given an arrow a in
either quiver, write @ for the opposing arrow, i.e., a,a correspond to the two possible
orientations of the same edge.

We now introduce the preprojective algebra; in Section below a variant of this,
the graded preprojective algebra will be defined. Consider the following two-sided
ideal of CQ:

(2.2) j::< > (aa—aa)|z'er>.

a€Qq
h(a)=i

Replacing @ by @V in this equation, we can similarly define an ideal 7% C CQY.
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Definition 2.6. We define the preprojective algebra II by Il := CQ/J. Similarly,
define the framed preprojective algebra IIW by IIV := CQY /T ™.

Each vertex ¢ € Qo, respectively QF gives rise to a vertex idempotent e; € II or
IIV. Given a set of vertices I, we shall write ef == >, €;.

A module M over either of the algebras just defined consists of a vector space
M; = e;M for each vertex i, and for every arrow a a linear map My ) — My,
satisfying the relations J, respectively J%. If M is finite-dimensional, we can thus
speak of its dimension vector dim M = (dim M;) = (dime; M), i running over the
vertices. If M is a II"-module, we will often write dim M as (dims, M, V), where
v E Zgg is the dimension vector for the vertices except oo.

2.5. Nakajima quiver varieties associated to I'. Now we introduce the Naka-
Jima quiver varieties associated to I'. We shall only use them in
Recall the definition of the framed preprojective algebra IT%. We call a tuple 6 €

Q0 a stability parameter. We say that a ITW-module M is -semistable, respectively
f-stable, if

(1) O(dim M) = 0, and

(2) for every nonzero submodule N C M, we have 6(dim N) > 0, respectively

> 0.

Given a dimension vector (1,v) for ITV-modules, we say that a stability parameter
0 is generic if every semistable II-module of dimension (1, v) is stable. A II-module
is polystable if it is a direct sum of #-stable modules.

Then two [I%V-modules M, N of the same dimension are Sy-equivalent if they have
submodule series

0OCMyC---CM, =M, OCNyC--CN,CN

such that every submodule @ appearing has 0(dim Q) > 0,and@ M;/M;_1 =
@Nj/Nj*L

The following theorem was proved in [17], using a GIT quotient construction.

Theorem 2.7. There ezists a coarse moduli space My(v,w) of 0-semistable TI% -
modules of dimension vector (1,v). FEwvery point in My(v,w) corresponds to a Sp-
equivalence class, thus My(v, w) is a fine moduli space if 6 is generic.

Definition 2.8 (|22]|). The scheme My (v, w) is a Nakajima quiver variety.

As already mentioned, we will often, given explicit IIp-graded (i.e. Qp-graded)
vector spaces V, W, simply write 9tp(V, W) for My (dim V, dim W).

Remarks 2.9. The original definition of a Nakajima quiver variety (in [22|) was as a
hyperkéhler quotient, our definition is proved equivalent by Kuznetsov (|18]), using
[17] and [11].

It is unknown whether Nakajima quiver varieties are reduced in general. Thus
one sometimes explicitly works with the underlying reduced subscheme of the GIT
quotient, this is done in e.g. [7]. We will in this paper only care about the underlying
sets of closed points, so reducedness issues do not matter.

Lemma 2.10 (|5]). The Nakajima quiver variety My(v,w) is quasiprojective, has
symplectic singularities, is integral and irreducible. If 0 is generic (i.e. if every 0-
semistable 1TV -module of dimension (1,v) is stable), then My(v, w) is hyperkihler.
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For any w,v € Zgg, and a choice I C Qq, we define 6 to be the stability parameter
for ITV-modules of dimension (1,v) to be that given by:
1 itiel
Gf(ei) =40 ifiGQo\I
— D icr Vi if i = eq
We will also from now on write ¢ for 6¢,.
Let M be a ITW-module of dimension (1,v). It follows from [Theorem 2.7 that if
I C J C Qo, there is a morphism My, (v, w) — My, (v, w).
One of the main results of this paper, given in [Theorem 5.15| below, is, as men-

tioned, a description of the quiver varieties My, (v, w) for such 0, subject to some
restrictions on w, v.

2.6. Graded preprojective algebra. We construct a graded preprojective algebra
IT* as follows. Let @ = (Qo,®Q1) be a double quiver of some undirected graph.
Construct a "tripled" quiver Q* = (Qf, Q}) by adding to the double quiver a loop
d; at each vertex i, so Qf = Qo. Consider the following ideals of CQ*:

(1) Z, generated by the expressions d;a — ad; for all a € @ and all i € Qg such
that h(a) = j, t(a) =1,

(2) T = <z ey (a7 —Ta) |i € Qo>.

h(a)=1
Definition 2.11. We set II* = CQ*/(Z1 + 12).
This algebra was introduced in [2, Appendix A|, with a more general construction.

Notation. From now on, II* will always denote the graded preprojective algebra
constructed from the McKay graph of I'. We also fix some notation here: For a
vertex i € Q, let z; be the element of II* arising from the loop at vertex i. We set
z= Zier z;, and for an arbitrary I C Qo, we set 27 = >, 2.

3. QUIVERS AND QUIVER ALGEBRAS

3.1. Morita equivalences. The reason to introduce the algebra II® is that the
category Coh(ProjII®) is equivalent to Cohr(P?), as we will show in this section.

Proposition 3.1. The following pairs of algebras are Morita equivalent:

o I and Clz, y|#T,
o II° and Clx,y, z|#T,
o IIp = II§ and CT'.
Furthermore, these Morita equivalences are compatible in the sense that the Morita
equivalence induced between I1°/2I1* and (Clx,y, z|#T")/(2Clx, y, z|#I") (recall our
notation from[Section 2.6) by the second equivalence in the list above agrees with the

first.

Proof. The first statement is |8, Proposition 2.3]. We recall the construction: for
every p; there is an idempotent f; € CI' such that CT'f; = p;. Letting f = >_ f;,
there is an isomorphism f(Clx,y]#I")f = II, and and the categorical equivalence of
modules is induced by mapping a C[z, y|#I'-module M to f M. The second statement
is |2, Proposition 6.0.1], and is proved in exactly the same fashion. The third follows
from noting that the two above Morita equivalences preserve degree. Finally, the
indicated compatibility follows from noting that I'" acts trivially on z.
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Lemma 3.2. The graded preprojective algebra 11* is strongly reqular (see [2, p.2]),
of global dimension 2 and Gorenstein parameter —3.

Proof. 1t is shown in [2, Proposition 7.3.4, Proposition 7.2.3| that Clx,y, z]#I is
strongly regular of global dimension 2 and Gorenstein parameter —3, but this algebra
is Morita equivalent to II® by [Proposition 3.1| ]

Lemma 3.3. There are natural equivalences

e 11: Cohp(P?) = Coh(ProjII®)

e 15: Cohp(P') = Coh(Proj1I)
with the property that if F € Cohp(P?), then F|1, = 15 (11(F) /211 (F)), where we
are taking L = P! to be the line {z = 0} C P2.

Proof. The first equivalence is a special case of |2, Proposition 6.0.1], and the second
can be proved mutatis mutandis, using [Proposition 3.1 The final statement also
follows from [Proposition 3.1} O

3.2. Cornering.

Definition 3.4. Choose a nonempty I C Qo, and set ef =), €;.

We define

7 = erll%;y,

and similarly define Il := ejlle;.

We fix I for the rest of the paper.

We call the algebras 1,117 cornered, and the process of passing from II* (for
example) to eII%e; cornering. Note also that we have I1 /211 = II;.

There are functors ji: II3—mod — II*—mod, j*: II*~mod — II}—mod, defined
by

H(M) =11 @ns M,  j*(N) = e/Il* @pe N.

These form two out of the six functors of a recollement (|9]), and have the following
properties:

Lemma 3.5. e j* is exact;
e j is fully faithful;
e ji is the left adjoint of j* (and therefore right exact);
o giwen a Ilj-module M, Extie(ji\M,N) = 0 for all k and every I1° /TI®e;II®-
module N ;
e j i =id.
Proof. The first four claims are all from [9, Section 3|. The fifth claim holds because
]*le = BIH. R11e H.BI ®H; M = H; ®H; M = M.
O

Lemma 3.6. The functors j*, ji take finite-dimensional modules to finite-
dimensional modules.

Proof. This is straightforward for j* — as a vector space, we have j*M =e;M C M
for any II*-module M. For j;, we can repeat the proof of |9, Lemma 3.6]. O

We will now show that the noncommutative algebras IIT have fairly nice properties.

Proposition 3.7. The algebra 117 is noetherian.
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Proof. We show that II7 is left noetherian, right-noetherianness is shown similarly.
Let 0 C Iy C Io C --- be a chain of left II-ideals, thus

(3.1) ny - 1uy/n - 1u3/1s — - --

is a chain of surjective I13-module homomorphisms. Then, because j is right exact,
gy — 55/6) — 5(11y/I2) — --- is a chain of surjective II*-module homor-
phisms. But we have a surjective homomorphism II* — II®e; = 511§, simply given
by right-multiplying by e;. Composing with this, we obtain a chain of surjective
homorphisms

(3.2) I* — %y — 513/ 1) = (17 /1) — - -,

and by the noetherianness of I1°, (3:2]) must terminate, let us say at 5 (I1}/1,,). Apply

J* to this chain, we find (since j*ji = id) that (3] terminates at I1}/I,. But then
the original chain of ideals also terminates at I, so II} is left noetherian. O

Proposition 3.8. The algebra 115 has the following properties:
o 117, is semisimple,
e 11} has polynomial growth, i.e., there are integers my, ma such that
dimI17 , < m1k™  for all k,
o For every two I13-modules M, N, we have EXtEQ(M, N)=0.

Proof. The first claim follows from the fact that II7 ; is a direct sum of 1-dimensional
algebras. The second claim follows from the inclusion of algebras II7 C II® and the
fact |2] that II® has polynomial growth.

For the third, we must show that for every two (left) IIj-modules M, N, we have
Extﬁ?(M, N) =0. We find, for every k, that

Extiys (M, N) = Extfje (i M, jiN),

by Lemma 2.4l The latter group vanishes for & > 2 because II°® is strongly regular

of dimension 2 by [Cemma 3.2
]

Remark 3.9. This is quite close to II} being a strongly regular algebra, c.f. |2,
Definition 1.1.1]. But the fourth condition for strong regularity does not hold in
general: We would need to show that II} is Gorenstein with parameters (2,1) for
some [, i.e., that Ext]ﬁ; (HRO,H}) is nongero if and only if £ = 2, in which case we

2 . e\ __ TT®
would have Extjy. (117 o, II7) = 117 ({). But we have
Exctys (117 o, 117) = Extiye (4117 o, 5117) = Extye (K, %er),

where K is the module spanned by the classes of paths p that start in I and cannot
be factorised as p = ¢r with » € II7. Then K is only concentrated in one degree in
the case I = (o, i.e., when II7 = II°®.

We also note here the following technical lemma.

Proposition 3.10. There is a number n depending on I and I such that any class
p in 11 of length greater than n is equivalent to the class of a path passing through I.

Proof. Let us first note that the algebra I1/Ile;IT is finite-dimensional. This follows
from [25, Proposition 2.1], because deleting a nonempty set of vertices and all their
incident edges from an affine Dynkin diagram results in a disjoint union of finite
Dynkin diagrams. Thus, in the homomorphism ¢: IT — II/IIe;II, there is an integer
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m such that the class of any path p € II of length greater than m is mapped to 0 by
q. But this is what we wished to show. ([l
4. THE GEOMETRY OF P?

We can now define the main object of our research.

Definition 4.1. We set [P% = Proj IIf.

Note that this really means that we are setting Coh(P?) = qgr(II$).
Similarly, set P} := ProjIl;.

Notation. We shall write P2 for [Pz20 = Proj II*, and similarly P} for [PlQO = ProjII.

Remark 4.2. This is done to make our notation agree for these spaces with that of
[2]. In ibid, these spaces are defined as (respectively)
PP = ProjClz,y, 2]#I', Pf = Proj Clz, yl#T,

but by [Proposition 3.1| and [Lemma 3.3| the resulting categories of coherent sheaves
are naturally equivalent. In this context, one can also use the notation [P2/T] for
PZ.

Remarks 4.3. e Instead of defining P? using subalgebras of II*, we could
have used subalgebras of Clz,y,z]#I[. Let f; € CI' be the idempo-
tent such that CI'f; = p; as a D-representation. One can then show,
using the Morita equivalences of [Proposition 3.1] that Coh(ProjIl}) =
Coh(Proj f1(Clz,y, 2|#I") fr), where fr = ) .; fi. We choose, however, to
use subalgebras of II®, because this makes it easier to define the functors
T+, 7%, and also because the degree-0 subalgebra II7 ; is a direct sum of 1-
dimensional algebras, which is simpler to work with than CI', the degree-0
subalgebra of Clz,y, z|#T.

e We are not aware whether the noncommutative surfaces [P% have already
appeared in the literature; a cursory survey suggests they may not have.
We are, for instance, unable to decide whether [P% is among the surfaces
considered in |26]: there it is required for surfaces Proj R to satisfy Ry being
a field. This is not a priori true for [P%, except for the case where [ is a
singleton.

From [Lemma 3.3, we see that P4 = [P?/I], in the sense that there is a natural
equivalence of categories Coh(P2) = Coh([P?/I]). We can describe at least one
other of the spaces [P%:

Proposition 4.4. We have HEO} = Clz,y, 2]".

Proof. Consider the algebra I3y, /(20) = Ilgy. By the construction in |7, Section 6],

;g = Clz,y]". Thus 1%, /(20) is the quotient of the quiver algebra of a quiver
with four loops at a single vertex, three of which correspond to the generators of
Clz,y]". Because the class of the zg-loop commutes with every other class in HEO}’

this proves that HIO} = Clz,y, 2]". O
We can now prove the first of the Theorems announced in the introduction.

Proof of [Theorem 1.1. This now follows from [Lemma. 3.3 and Proposition £4 [
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Definition 4.5. Define the functor ¢*: Coh(P?) — Coh(P}) ‘restriction to the line at
infinity’ to be the functor induced by the following functor on the level of modules:
M e II3-mod — M/zM € II;-mod. It is clear that M/zM is finite-dimensional if M
is, so ¢* is well-defined.

We see that for I = g, this ¢* agrees with that already defined following
[Lemma 2.5 (when the Morita equivalences of [Proposition 3.1 are applied).

Consider the functor ji: I1%-mod — II* — mod. Let .# € Coh(P?%), and let M €
I19-mod be a module such that 7(M) = .%. Set then

" F =7n(HM).

This is well-defined by [Lemma 3.61 Similarly, let & € Coh(P2), and let N € II*-mod
be a module such that 7(N) = &. Set then

T+& =m(j*N),
which is also well-defined by [Lemma. 3.6l

Definition 4.6. The above discussion defines two functors
7*: Coh(P?) — Coh(P%), 7,: Coh(P%) — Coh(P%).
We will make heavy use of the two above functors.

Lemma 4.7. o 7 is left adjoint of T« (and therefore right exact),
e T, 1S exact,

7% is fully faithful,

T = id,

For any two 7,4 € Coh(P?) and any k, Extﬁ;% (T"F,17°9) = Ext% (F,9).

Proof. The first four statements follow directly from [Lemma 3.5l The last follows
from [Lemma 2.4 O

Lemma 4.8. The internal dualisation functors commute with 7*, i.e., if F €
Coh(P%), then (T*.F)Y = e ()

Proof. We show this on the level of modules. If M is a IIj-module representing .%,
then we wish to show that:

(J)right. | €D (Homus (M, T13(k))) | = €D Homyre (51 M, TI° (k).
k>0 k>0

We find:

(1 )rignt | €D Hompe (M, 113(k)) | = [ @D Hompe (M, 113 (k) | ®pis e/11°
k>0 k>0

= P Homps (M, e,T1° (k) = €D Homs (M, 5*TI° (k)
k>0 k>0

- @ Homype (ji M, II°(k))
k>0

as wanted. O
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4.1. Computing Ext-groups.
Lemma 4.9. Let F € Coh(P2%). Then, for every 4 € Coh(P?) and every p, we have
Extﬁ';% (T"1(F), 7°9) = Extﬁ';% (F,7°9).

Proof. Adjointness of 7*, 7, induces a morphism 7*7,.% — Z. If we let M be a
module representing .%#, then this morphism is given by IT°¢;TI* ® M — M, which
is injective. Thus we have a short exact sequence

0> 7'"1F = F = F/T"nF —0,
which gives a long exact sequence (of vector spaces)
Extﬁ;% (F|T"1F, 7°YG) — Extﬁ;%(ﬁ,T*N) — Extﬁ;% (7" F, 7" N) —

Extg;:l (F T 1T, 7°9)

Serre duality on PZ (which holds by [Lemma 3.2 and [Proposition 2.3) gives
Extl, (F |T*1.F,7°9) = Ext?P;q(T*g,33/7'*7'*3'7(—3))\/. Now let again M be a
r r
II*-module representing .#, and N a II}-module representing ¢. Then .# /7*1,.% is
represented by (M /517*M). However, because

J(M/jj*M) =er(M/TI%e; M) = 0,
we have
—a, . . 92— - .k
Extp” (jiN, M/ij* M(=3)) = Extp"(N, 5 (M/jij*M)(=3))) = 0.
This is true for any M, N respectively representing .%,%. But this implies that the
first and last Ext-groups in vanish. The claim follows. O

Lemma 4.10. o Let F € Coh(P%), and assume that HX(P%,.7) = @icq,Vi,
with the V; finite-dimensional vector spaces. H*(P%, 7. F) = @1 Vi.

Let & € Coh([P%J), and assume that Hk([P%J,é") = ®icsVi. Then HF¥(PE,7%8) =

DieoUi, with U; =V; for i € I. Here again the V;,U; are finite-dimensional vector

spaces.

Proof. We start with 1. Let M be a finitely-generated graded II1*-module representing
ZF. Let V = ExtF.(TI*, M). Then we have:

Extiy (117, 5* M) = Ext"ne (1117, M) = Extfi (17, M) = er Extfy (I1°, M),

which equals Vj.
For the other, let N be a finitely generated graded II{-module representing &. We
have

erH*(P%, &) = Extl. (1%, j1N) = Ext¥. (iI13, 51 N)
which by [Lemma 2.4 equals
Ethlg[;( },N) = Hk([P27£)

This concludes the proof. O
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4.2. Torsion-free and locally free sheaves.

Notation. Given I,J C @, we will write O[P% er for the sheaf 7(I1%¢s) on P2, and
similarly Opze; for the sheaf m(efll®ey) = T*((’)P%eJ).

Lemma 4.11. The sheaves (’)[P%e](k:) = 7"Op2 are locally free.

Proof. This is simply because on the module level II%e; is a direct summand of 11°,
so Opzer(k) is a direct summand of Opz (k), which is locally free, and so the higher
Ext-groups vanish as required. O

Lemma 4.12. The following cohomology groups vanish:

(1) HO(P3, OP§(—/<:)) for any k>0

(2) H'(P2,0ps(k)) for any k

(3) H?(P3, O[P%(k)) for any k > —3.

Proof. For I = @, this follows from the ordinary statements for sheaf cohomology on
the (commutative!) projective plane P? and the equivalence Cohp(P?) = Coh(P%).

Otherwise, we compute, using that 7* is fully faithful, and that
ExtP, (Opz2, Op2 (k)) has both a left and a right IT§-module structure:

HP(P%, Op2(k)) = Ext?, (Op2, Op2 (k) = Ext?, (77 Op2, 7" Ops2 (k) =
I I I I T r T
= Ext, (Opzer, Opzer(k)) = ey Extl, (Opz, Op2 (k))er = erHP (P}, Op2 (k))er
T r r T r r r
which must vanish when HP (P2, O[P%(k)) = 0, i.e., as computed above. O

Remark 4.13. In the following proofs, we will heavily make use of |2, Proposi-
tions 2.0.1-2.0.4] in the category Coh(P2). In ibid, these propositions are used on
Coh(Proj R) under the additional assumption that R is a strongly regular algebra,
which IIf is not. But their proofs do work in our case as well, because only the am-
pleness of the collection {O[P% (7)} and the vanishing of all EXtE?(M , N) are needed.

These follow from [Proposition 2.2] and [Proposition 3.8|

Lemma 4.14. The functor 7, takes locally free sheaves to locally free sheaves and
torsion-free sheaves to torsion-free sheaves.

Proof. We start by proving that the functor 7, preserves local freeness. Let & €
Coh(P}), and assume that & is locally free, i.e., Extp, (&, (’)[P%(k)) =0forp>0,k>
r
0. As
Extﬁl% (T8, Op2 (k) = Extﬁ;% <T*é", T*(O[Plzel)(k))

= Extﬁ;% (TH T8, T*T*(O[P%e[(k:))) = Extﬁ;%(éa, T*T*(O[P%e[(k:)))
where in the second equality we have used [Lemma 4.7] and [Lemma 4.9 in the last
equality. But note that

T*T*(O[P%e](k:)) = n(II%e;II%;(k)) = n(I1%er(k)) = On:%@[(kf),
which means that EXt%.(g,T*T*(O[P%GI(k:))) = Extpﬁ.(éa,oplgej(k:)). But because
O[P% er is a direct summand of O[P% , we have

We then show that 7, takes a torsion-free sheaf on [P% to a torsion-free sheaf on [P%.
Let % C & be a torsion-free sheaf contained in a locally free sheaf, then we simply
use that 7, is left exact. O
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Lemma 4.15. The functor 7* takes locally free sheaves to locally free sheaves.

Proof. Assume that . € Coh(P?%) is locally free. Then it follows from |2, Proposition
2.0.2] that there is a resolution of .%#

wr = Opa (=n1) ™™ = Opa(—ng) ™ — F — 0.
Now apply 7*: this functor is right exact, so we obtain an exact sequence
T*(’)[P%(—nl)@ml — T*O[P%(—no)@mo - 77 =0
or, when dualised,
0—FY - (T*O[P%(—no)@mo)v — (T*O[P%(—no)@mo)v.
The sheaves T*O[P%(—TLQ) = Opze 1(—ng) are locally free by [Lemma 4.11] and so
7*FV is also locally free by |2, Proposition 2.0.4 a]. But then we have
(R ?") = 7(FV) =7,
which must thus be locally free by |2, Proposition 2.0.4].
O

It need not be true that 7* takes a torsion-free sheaf to a torsion-free sheaf. In
Section below we will introduce a modified version of 7* that handles this.

We will need the following definition and lemma in They are adapted
from |2, Definition 3.3.12, Lemma 3.3.13].

Definition 4.16. A sheaf .# € Coh(P?) is z-torsion free if the morphism (z7): F —
Z(1) is a monomorphism.

5. SHEAVES ON P? AND NAKAJIMA QUIVER VARIETIES
5.1. Framing.

Definition 5.1. Let .# € Coh(P?%), and fix a finite-dimensional II-module W. Then
W corresponds to a finite-dimensional I'-representation W = @W; ® p;. A W-
framing of % is an isomorphism

bz " F S nlell @, W) = Opzeq, @ W.

The pair (%, ¢4) will be called a W-framed sheaf or just a framed sheaf, and we
will often suppress ¢# from notation. A morphism of two framed sheaves (%, ¢.#),
(9, ¢g) is a morphism t: .# — ¢ such that ¢z = ¢y ot. We denote the category of
W-framed sheaves on P? by

Coh"P2(W).
Lemma 5.2. If Z is a W-framed sheaf on P2, and W; = 0 for alli & I, then giving

b is equivalent to giving an isomorphism ¢*F = 11 @1, W.

Proof. Let I¢:= Qo \ I. Then this is an easy computation: We have

erll ®H0 W = (e[He[ ®H1,0 (@ Wz)) (&) <61H61c ®H10,0 (@ Wl)> s

iel iclc
and if P

iere Wi = 0, the second summand vanishes. ]
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Proposition 5.3. The functors 7%, 7, induce functors (which we write with the same
notation)

7.0 Coh"PA(W) — Coh™P2(W), 7*: Coh™P%(W) — Coh™P3(W),
and we have 1,7 = id.

Proof. Let % be a W-framed sheaf on [P%, and let M be a finitely-generated left
IT*-module representing .%. We have a short exact sequence

0—=2zM—-M— M/zM=10Qy, W—0,
and because j* is an exact functor, this gives j*(M/zM) = (5*M)/(j*=zM) =
(7%™)/(217* M). Thus we have that (j*M/j*2M) = j*1I* @, W = e;I1* @, W.
In the other direction, let & be a W-framed sheaf on [P%, represented by a finitely-
generated module N, thus we have a short exact sequence

0—>Z[N—>N—>N/Z[N:6[H®HOW—>0.
Applying ji, we obtain

Ji(z1N) = jiN = ji(N/zrN) = II*e; @ps eI @, W — 0.

We first show that a is injective: We have ji(z;N) = II%¢; ®@ms 21N = 211%; ®ne
N = zj(N), which is clearly a submodule of ji(N) = II*e¢; ®pe N. Furthermore,
note that II%e; s erll = IlesII. This is a subalgebra of II. Consider the length
filtration on II: By [Proposition 3.10] there is an integer p such that any element of
length > p can be represented by a path passing through a vertex in I. But the space
of elements of length < p is finite-dimensional. Thus II®e;II ®r, W and II @, W
represent the same element of Coh(P%). This concludes the proof. 0

5.2. Torsion-free inverse images. As mentioned, the functor 7* may not preserve
torsion-freeness. Let % = n(P)~q Ki), £ = m(@j>o Lr) be subsheaves of 4 =
T(D)>o Gk) € Coh(P%), and assume that ¢*.# = ¢*.Z = 0. On the level of modules,
this means that there is a k' > 0 such that for all £ > k' we have

(1) K, C Gk, L C Gk, and

(2) ZKk = KkJrl, ZLk = Lk+1.

We can then set % + £ = n(@,~, Ki + Li), where the sums are taken as
submodules of Gj. It is then clear that 2(Ky + Lg) = Kgy1 + Liyq for all k > K|
and so ¢*(# + Z) = 0. It follows that there is a unique maximal subsheaf .7 C ¢
such that ¢*.7 = 0.

Definition 5.4. Let .# € Coh™P%(WW), and assume that .Z is torsion-free. Let 5
be the maximal subsheaf of 7*.% such that ¢*. 7% = 0, and set

TNF) =1"F | Tz.
We call 77.% the torsion-free inverse image of .Z.
The reason for the name is provided by the following lemma:

Lemma 5.5. Let ¥ € Cohfr[P%(W). Then 71.F is isomorphic to the image of T*F
in (T*F)VV, and 7T.F is torsion-free.
Proof. Let ¢ be the kernel of the morphism .% — #VV; we show that Tz = .

First, consider the exact sequence

(5.1) 0= A —F = F,
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and use the equivalence of categories [Lemma 3.3|to interpret this as a (I'-equivariant)
exact sequence of I'-equivariant coherent sheaves on P2. There is then an open
subscheme U C P? on which 7*.% is locally free, and by arguing as in |13, Lemma
4.4], U must contain P} Then restrict (5.1]) to U. Because (7*.% )|y is locally free, it
follows that 7*.Z |y = (7*.Z"V)|y, and so # |y =0, so ¢*# = 0. Thus # C Tz.

For the other inclusion, note that by |2, Proposition 2.0.4(5)|, #"V is locally free,
and by |2, Proposition 3.3.9(10)] J# is Artin. It follows from |2, Proposition 2.0.9(1)]
that Ext2, (#VV(3), 7#) = 0, which by Serre duality gives Homgpz (77, 77V) = 0.
But then f?y C X, so we have T4 = &

Finally, 77.% is torsion-free because it is a subsheaf of the locally free sheaf 7.7 VV.

O
Lemma 5.6. Let # € Coh™P?(W) be torsion-free. Then 1. F € Coh™PZ(W), and
HY P2, 7T 7(k)) = HY (P2, 7*F (k)) for all k.
Proof. For the first, we know from the proof of the previous Lemma that there is an

isomorphism c*7*.# = ¢*(7*.ZVV), and so we must also have ¢*71.F = ¢*7*F =
O[p2/p ®H0 W

As for the claim about cohomology, choose any k and consider the short exact
sequence
0— Tz(k) = 7*.F (k) = 7. Z(k) — 0,
giving the long exact sequence
HY(PE, T (k) — H (PR, 7°F (k) — H'(PF, 7" F (k) — H*(P}, T (k).
By |2, Proposition 3.3.9(10), Definition 2.0.8], H'(P%, 7z (k)) = H*(P%, 77 (k)) = 0,
giving the desired result. O
Lemma 5.7. Let F & Cohfr[P%(W), be torsion-free. Then 1TV F = 1,7°F = F.
Proof. Apply the exact functor 7, to the short exact sequence
0 Ty 57 F 57 .F =0,
giving
0= 1Ty — TuT'F — T 7L F — 0.
Then 7,74 is a subsheaf of the torsion-free sheaf 7,7*.% = %, so 7. 9% is torsion-
free. So then there is an embedding 7.7 — ¥, with 4 € Coh([P%) locally free,
ie., Hom(r.9%,%9) # 0. Then apply [Lemma 4.7(5), to find Hom(7..7%#,¥) =
Hom(7*7.%,7*9). However, because c*(7*1.7%) = 0 (by [Proposition 5.3),
T*1.. 77 is again a Artin sheaf. Furthermore, 7*% is locally free by [Lemma 4.15]
As in the proof of [Lemma 5.5 we then have by Serre duality
Hom (77, T7,7°9) = Ext*(1*4(3), 7* 1. T %),

which by [2, Proposition 2.0.9(1)] is zero. This is a contradiction, thus 7.7z = 0
and 7.7 F = 1,7*F = .F. O

Lemma 5.8. Any torsion-free sheaf F € Coh(P?) is z-torsion-free.

Proof. For I = @, this is |2, Lemma 3.3.13]. For an arbitrary I and a torsion-
free # € Coh(P?%), we simply note that 77.% is torsion-free, and so z-torsion free

by the result just mentioned. Applying the exact functor 7, to the monomorphism
(z): 77.F — 7T.% (1) we obtain a monomorphism (z7-): .F — .Z(1). O

Lemma 5.9. Let F € Coh(P?) be torsion-free, and assume that ¢*.# = 0. Then
F =0.
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Proof. By |2, Proposition 3.3.9(10) and Proposition 2.0.9(4)], 77(.#) = 0. But then
F =117 =0. U

5.3. The bijection to quiver varieties. In this section we define certain sets of
(isomorphism classes of) framed sheaves on the spaces [P%, and show that they carry
a canonical bijection to certain Nakajima quiver varieties.

Definition 5.10. Choose a finite-dimensional II7 j-module V' = P, V;, and a

finite-dimensional II§-module W = @, ; W;. Let Coh™P%(V, W) be the set of
isomorphism classes of W-framed sheaves (F,¢#) such that F € Coh(P?), .7 is
torsion-free, and H' (P2, 7 (-1)) = V.

We say that V' is sufficient (for I) if, for every i ¢ I, we have 2dimV; >
> adjacent tojdimVj. Here, ¢ adjacent to j means that there is a length-1 path
in @ between i and j.

Lemma 5.11. Fiz a Ily-module W, and assume that W; =0 for all i € I. Assume
that M is a Or-stable 1TV -module, with dime,c M = 1. Then dim M = (1,v), where
v E Z§3 s such that every sufficient lg-module V with dim; V' = v; for every i € I
satisfies dim V' > v.

Proof. This is proved exactly as for |7, Lemma A.2]. O

Lemma 5.12. Assume that V is a finite-dimensional 111 g-module, and assume that
U, U’ are finite-dimensional sufficient Ilg-modules such that U|; = U'|; 2 V. Then
there is a canonical bijection My, (U, W)(C) = My, (U',W)(C).

Proof. Let @,c 4 Mo be a ;-polystable IIV-module of dimension vector (1,dim U),
with every M, 6r-stable, representing a point of My, (U, W)(C). Then there is a
unique « (say « = a) such that dim e, M, = 1. Because M, is ;-stable, every other
M, is (see |7, Remark 4.7]) a vertex simple module. Furthermore, by [Lemma 5.11],
dim M, < 0, where 0 is the dimension of the smallest sufficient IIg-module V satis-
fying dim e;V = dime;V for all i € I. We can then build a 6 r-polystable module of
dimension (1,dimU’) as M, @ig 7 EBSid im; U'=dimi Ma T construction can clearly
be inverted, and so we have My, (U, W)(C) = My, (U',W)(C). O

Remark 5.13. We are confident that this Lemma can be upgraded to an isomorphism
of schemes, but we will not need that here.

The following result provides our path from Cohfr[P% to IT"V-modules.

Proposition 5.14. Let V,W be finite-dimensional 11g-modules. Then there is a
canonical bijection

p: CohTP2(V, W) =5 9y (V, W).
Furthermore, this bijection is functorial, in the sense that if V. C V', F €
Coh™P2(V, W) and .F' € Coh™P2(V', W), with a morphism f: . F — F' of framed
sheaves, then there is a morphism of IIV -modules p(F) — u(F').

Proof. The first is |27, Theorem 1], combined with [Lemma 3.3l The functoriality is
not shown directly in [27], but it follows straightforwardly from the construction in
1bid. O
Theorem 5.15. Choose finite-dimensional I o-modules V, W, and let V' be a suf-
ficient II3-module such that V'|; = V. Consider W as a Ily-module where W; = 0
foranyi ¢ I.

There is a canonical bijection p: Coh™P2(V, W) =5 9y, (V/, W)(C).
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Proof. Let F € Cohfr[P%(V, W). Then, by [Proposition 5.3] [Lemma 4.10 and
Lemma 5.6, 77.% € Coh™PZ(U, W) for some U such that U|; = V. Then, by
[Proposition 5.14] 77.% corresponds to a closed point y(.#) of the Nakajima quiver
variety My (U, W), and y(.#) maps to a point g(.%) € My, (U, W). Let us show that
this map is injective: Assume that F,¥9 € Cohfr[P%(V, W) both map to g(%). If
y(F) # y(¥), then y(F),y(¥) are O-stable points that are S-equivalent with re-
spect to f7. The polystable representative @, 4 M of this S-equivalence class will
have (|7, Remark 4.7]) a unique summand M, such that dim e, M, # 0, let us call
it M,. Then M, will be #-stable, and so corresponds to a Cohfr[P%(‘A/, W)-element
A for some V such that V| 1 = V. Furthermore, it follows by [Proposition 5.14] that
there is an morphism t: 77.% — . The kernel ker t must satisfy ¢* ker t = 0, so by
Cemma 5.9 kert = 0. So ¢ is injective.

Note, then (because ¢*# = Opr @ W = c*tT.F) that # = cokert also has a
zero-dimensional framing. It follows from |2, Proposition 3.3.9(10)] that .#" is Artin,
and # = ¢ (—1). Now construct the long exact sequence of Ext-functors from the
short exact sequence
(5.2) 0= 71 F(=1) = H(-1) = H# =0
to obtain

HY(PE, #(-1)) — HY(PE, #) — HY(PE, 77 #(-1)) — HY (P}, 5(-1)).
It follows from |2, Lemma 4.2.12] that H°(P3, #(—1)) = 0. Because M, €
My (V, W), it also follows that H'(PZ,.Z(—1))|; = H (P%, #(—1));.

Now, seeing as & = @0 H(PE, A (k) = Do Hg%(%), applying 7, to
(2), we find that 7.7 = 0. Thus F — g(%) is injective. By [Lemma 5.12]
Then ¢(.#) then defines a unique point of My, (U, W). This defines a map of sets
g: Coh™P2(V, W) — My, (U, W).

Let us now note that 9y (U, W) is nonempty. The stability parameter  lies in the
interior of a chamber by |4, Lemma 4.1], thus by [23, Section 2.5] (c.f. [22, Theorem
4.1]), the morphism My(U, W) — My, (U, W) is surjective.

We now construct the inverse map to g. So let x € My, (U, W) be a point,
and choose a lift of x to a point & € My(U,W). This point corresponds uniquely
(again by [Proposition 5.14)) to a framed sheaf (%) € Cohfr[P%(U, W), and we have
7.9(i) € Coh™P(V,W). Let us first show the the map z +— 7.9(%) is well-
defined: Let 1,22 € My(U, W) be two different lifts of of x, corresponding to
framed sheaves ¥;,%. The 6-stable modules respectively corresponding to %1, %o
are then fr-equivalent, and the polystable element of the equivalence class again has
a unique direct summand M, such that dime, M, = 1. Just as before, M, then
corresponds to framed sheaf # € Coh™PZ(V’, W) for some V' with V|; = V/, to-
gether with injective morphisms ¢ — ¥4, — % . But as above, we find that
T = T = 7%, therefore the map f: z — 7.9(2) is well-defined.

Now we show that f is injective: Let z1,x9 € My, (U, W), lifting to respectively
y1,y2 € My(U, W) and assume that 7.9 (1) = 7.9 (x2). By adjunction, we then have
a morphism ¥: 77,9 (x1) — ¥(x2), which factors (because ¥(z2) is torsion-free)
through 77 7.9 (x1), and 77,9 (x1) is by Lemma 4.10/ an element of Coh™ P2 (V’, W)
for some V' with V|; = V’|;. Let 3 be the 6-stable IIY-module corresponding
to 77,4 (1), there are then induced morphisms ¢’ — %; and 3 — y2. These
morphisms must be surjective, because dimy;,dim yo are both smaller than dim g/
and ¥1,ys are stable. But this implies that the 6;-polystable module for 3’ contains
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the polystable modules for g1,y as direct summands, and so there must be an S-
equivalence (with respect to 67) between any €r-semistable modules corresponding
to y1 and yo. Then x; and xo must also represent the same S-equivalence class, and
so they are the same point.

It is clear that f(g(F)) = Z for any .F € Coh™P3(V, W), and g¢(f(z)) = « for
any x € My, (U, W). Finally, by [Lemma 5.12] we have now constructed a bijection
M, (V', W)(C) = Coh™P2(V, W). This concludes the proof. O

5.4. Factoring morphisms. Consider now the setting of having two sets of rep-
resentations Iy C Iy C Qy. Let us write ju,jl*,Tl*,Tl*,ﬁT for the functors
g1, 75,7, 7, 7! defined with respect to I, similarly for the functors defined with
respect to Ir. Let us define ’partial’ versions of 7,,77: Set Ji2,: Uy -mod —
I17,-mod be the functor given by J1.2/(M) = epl%;y, ®H;l M. Similarly, define
jLQ*: H}2—mod — H}l—mod by j172*(N) = 6[11_[.6[2 ®H;2 N.

Corollary 5.16. The functors jiy,j1* factor as jiy = j2) © j1,2), Tespectively ji* =
Ji,2" 0 3o*.

Proof. Obvious from the definition. O

Because of this factorisation, it is clear that ji2,, ji12" take finite-dimensional
modules to finite-dimensional modules. We then have:

Corollary 5.17. The functors jia,, ji12" induce functors 79 ,: Coh([P%l) —
Coh(P3,), 71,2, : Coh(P7,) — Coh(P7 ), and we have factorisations

* * *
Tlx =T12,0T24, T1 = T2 OT12 .

Furthermore, define 7'17:2: Coh(P7,) — Coh(P%,) by setting 7'17:2(9) to be the quo-
tient of T o(F) by its mazimal subsheaf T with c*F = 0. Then there are factorisa-
tions

n’ =mnlomy’, ml =mnlomny’

Proof. Also clear, using [Proposition 5.3] U

The point of introducing these functors is to pose the following conjecture:

Conjecture 5.18. For every Iy C Iy C Qo, let 612 be the morphism My, (V,W) —
My, (V, W) induced by variation of GIT parameter Or, ~> 0r,. Assume that V is
sufficient for Iy and so also for I. Let f12 be the map of sets Cohfr[Pi(V, W) —

Cohfr[P%l(V, W) induced by the functor 112, and let 1, ua be the bijections given by
[Theorem 5.13, for I, respectively Iy. Then the diagram

My, (V, W)(C) 2 Coh™P? (V, W)

l91,2 lf1,2

My, (V,W)(C) —— Coh™P? (V, W)
commutes.

The conjecture holds when the rank of W is 1 by |7, Lemma 5.1], using [10,
Corollary 6.6]. One possible approach to show the overall statement might be a
generalisation of the Beilinson spectral sequence |2, Section 4] to the setting of II°-
modules.
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6. CONNECTIONS TO PREVIOUS RESULTS

In this section we show that [Theorem 5.15] generalises previous results on quiver
varieties - at least on the level of bijections of closed points.

6.1. Equivariant Quot schemes. Recall that we have defined the two dimension
vectors & = n(dim p;)icq,, 1=(1,0,...,0) € Zgg. Then [10, Corollary 6.7] (which
strengthens and corrects results of [§]) shows that 9, (nd, 1) is isomorphic to an
equivariant Quot scheme Quoty’([C?/T']). This space is (see |8, Section 3.2| for the
definition) the moduli space of isomorphism classes of II;-module quotients e;Ileg —
Q, such that dime;Q = nd;.

We will show that this description agrees, on the level of closed points, with that
from [Theorem 5.1

To start, we define an ’open restriction’ functor r*: Coh(P%) — II; — mod, con-
structed very similarly to [2, Section 5.1]. Let M = @,-, M) be a graded II}-
module, then we can define #*M = M /(z; — ef) M, which obtains the structure of a
I19/((zr — er)I1}) = II;-module. We then have

I = 7,01 = lig 113,

where the direct limit is taken with respect to the injective morphisms (z7-): I} , —
17 ;.11 This allows us to rewrite 7* as

7 M:@Mthng,
k>0

again with the limit taken over the morphisms (z7-): My — M.

Lemma 6.1. The functor #*: 113 —mod — II; —mod factors through Coh(P%). Write
7*: Coh(P?) — II; — mod for the induced functor. Then r* is ezact.

Proof. This is precisely the proof of |2, Lemma 5.1.2|, with II},II; in place of A7,
respectively BT of loc.cit. U

Lemma 6.2. Let 2 € Coh(P?%), with ¢*2 =0, and a surjective morphism Opzeg —
2. There is a Il;-module Q" such that 2 = 7(Dy> 28Q"), and dimr* 2 = dim Q'

Proof. Choose a graded II*-module Q = @;-,Q@k such that 7(Q) = £ and
Y: II%eg — @ is surjective. (This can always ‘be done: if 1: IIfeg — @ has a
finite-dimensional cokernel, replace @ by im. Then 7(im¢) = 7(Q) = 2.)

Now ¢*2 = 0 is equivalent to 2 = z;2, which is equivalent to there being an
m > 0 such that 2Q) = Qg4 for all k > m. Then 7(Q) = 7(B;.~,, k), and so we

can assume that z?Qo = Q},, and we can take Q' = Q. O

Remark 6.3. Tt need not be true that r*.2 = @Q’, because the actions of the elements
of II7 not contained in {2;}icr on By, @k are not necessarily zero.

In [10, Corollary 6.7], it is shown that there is an isomorphism My, (nd, 1) =
Quot? ([C?/I]), where the latter space is the moduli space of quotients e;Ileg —
Z — 0 of II;-modules Z such that dime;Z = n;. We now show that the bijection on
closed points induced by this isomorphism agrees with that shown in [Theorem 5H.15l

Corollary 6.4. Let V be ally-module of dimensionnd, W a Ilg-module of dimension
1. Then there is a canonical bijection Coh™P2(V, W) = Quot}’ ([C?/T7])(C).
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Proof. Let & ¢ Cohfr[P%(V, W). There is thus an isomorphism ¢z: c¢*.# =
m(erep), and we have dime; H'(P%,.#(—1)) = ndimp;. Let M = @~ My be
a graded IIy-module such that w(M) = .#. Note that .# is also zr-torsion free
by [Lemma 5.8 On the level of modules, the isomorphism ¢# combined with the
z7-torsion-freeness means that there is a k&’ > 0 such that
(1) ¢# induces an isomorphism ¢: @~ Mgy1/21 My = @pop (erlle)k
(2) zr: My — My is injective for all k>K. -
Because @Iglzo M, is finite-dimensional, 7(M) = (D~ Mk). Thus we can replace
M by Dy>pr Mk

We then use the injective endomorphism (z;-): M — M to construct a different
grading on M, which we will call the z-grading. For this grading, set My, := M\z; M,
My, = {0}uU <z}“M \ zf“M). Then M = @~ My, . It follows that, as II-modules,

we have

L
Mo, = @ Mis1 /21 Mp = @B ((erlleg)(K)), -
k>0 k>0
We can then construct an injective morphism # — 7(e;II®¢p) by building a
module homomorphism
t: M — efII®eq
as follows: Let m € M. If m = 0 set ¢(m) = 0. Otherwise, it is enough to define ¢ for
elements homogeneous with respect to the z-grading. So take m € M}, for some k.
Thus we can write m = z¥m/ with m’ € Mp,. We then set t(m) = 2Fi(m/), viewing
erll®eq as @y~ (z’fefl'[eo). It is easily seen that ¢ is a morphism of II}-modules.
Finally, we must show that ¢ is injective, it is again enough to check for z-
homogeneous elements. So let m € M., and suppose that t(m) = t(zFm/) = 0.
Then 0 = t(z¥)m’ = 2Ft(m’) = 2ku(m’), so since e;I1% is z-torsion-free, 1(m') = 0.
But ¢ is injective, so m’ = 0, and ¢ is injective.
We thus have an injective sheaf morphism .% — (9[,33 eo, and we can make a short
exact sequence

(6.1) 0—F — Opzeg - 2 — 0.

Restricting to P}, we find ¢*2 = 0. Thus 2 = 21.2.

Let Q = r*2, by we can assume that 2 = 7m(P-o2FQ’) with
dimQ = dim Q'. -

Applying 7* to (610), we find that @ is a quotient of r*Opzeg = 7 (erI%ep) =
erlleg. Now twist (6.1) by (—1) and take the following piece of the long exact
cohomology sequence:

HOP3, Opseo(~1)) — HO(PS, 2(~1)) — H (P}, F(~1)) — H'(P}, Opseo(~1)).
Since HO([P%,O[P%eO(—l)) C HO([P%,O[P%(—l)) = 0 and Hl([P%,O[P%eO(—l)) C
Hl([P%O[P%(—l)) = 0 by [Lemma 4.72] we have

HO(P}, 2(-1)) = H'(P], #(-1)) = V.
But now we can apply that
HO(P}, 2(-1)) = H'(P}, 2) = Homps (P 2111, ) 2/ Q") = Homp, (11, Q")

and so we find that dim V; = dim ¢;V' = dim e; Homyy, (I7, Q') = dim ¢;Q" = dim ¢, Q.
This proves one direction of the required bijection.
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For the other, let @ € Quot}’([C?/T]). Thus @ is (up to isomorphism) a
II;-module such that ) is a quotient of ejlley, and dime;Q = nd;. and let
Q = T(Bys0 2¥Q"), where @ 2FQ’ has the induced II}-structure. By construc-
tion, we have a surjection O[P§ ep — Q, let .Z be the kernel of this morphism. Us-

ing the same argument as in the previous paragraph in reverse, we then find that
dim; H(P%, #) = dime;Q’. This concludes the proof. O

6.2. Framed sheaves on a compactification. There is (|13]) a projective two-
dimensional Deligne-Mumford stack X with a stacky divisor d., containing C?/I" as

an open substack, we repeat the definition in [Definition A1l

Definition 6.5. A framed sheaf of rank r on X is a pair (F,¢4) of a torsion-free
coherent sheaf of rank r .#, and an isomorphism ¢ z: F|;. — (929;.

A morphism f: (%,02) — (¥,¢g) of framed sheaves of rank r consists of a
morphism of sheaves f: .# — ¢ such that ¢y o f = ¢ 2.

We define a framed sheaf on P?/I" by changing X' to P?/T" in the definition above,
and changing dn, for ro, == {z = 0}/I".

We shall often suppress ¢ from notation, and simply write .% for (F, ¢z ).

Now set w = (r,0,...,0). The main result of [13] is that My, (nd, w)
parametrises the set X, ,, of isomorphism classes of framed torsion-free sheaves .# of
rank 7 on X, such that dim H!(X,.# ® .#;_) = nd, where .7;__ is the ideal sheaf of
doo-

We will show in Appendix A that this stack is actually unnecessary, and it is
enough to use its coarse moduli scheme P?/T in place of X, and 74, in place of dg.

We now show that our description from [Theorem 5.15] also generalises this.

Corollary 6.6. The set Coh™P2(nd, w)(C) has a canonical bijection to the set X,.,.

Proof. Assume [Proposition A.3] We thus wish to show that a % € Cohfr[P%O} (nd, w)

corresponds to an isomorphism class of framed sheaves on the (commutative!) scheme
P2/T. By [Proposition 4.4 we thus have [P%O} = P?/T', and so .Z can be identified

with a coherent sheaf on P2/T". The framing isomorphism ¢ z: c¢*.# = 7((Ileg)®")
induces, by [Lemma 3.3, an isomorphism of .Z |, with OF".

It remains to show that the notions of torsion-free sheaf and sheaf cohomology on
[P%O} and P2/I" agree, but this is straightforward. O

APPENDIX A. A COMPARISON WITH A PROJECTIVE STACK COMPACTIFYING C2/T'

We start by giving an overview of some constructions from [13]. Consider the
action of I on P? = Proj Clx, ¥, z], and note that it is free on the locus P2\ ({0} UL),
where L = {z = 0},0 = (0 : 0 : 1). Thus the quotient stack [(P?\ ({o} U L))/T] is
represented by the scheme (P?\ ({0} U L))/T.

Definition A.1 (|13, Definition 3.1]). We set
X = [P\ {o}/T] Uye\ugopyr) €/T

Then we can show (see ibid.) that X is a projective Deligne-Mumford stack, with
a unique singular point, containing C2/T" as an open substack, the complement of
which is a closed substack dn, isomorphic to [L/I']. The coarse moduli space of X is
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P2/T', and we set 7o, to be the scheme-theoretic image of do, in P2/T". We can build
the following commutative diagram of stacks and morphisms:

L —*t P2

|t |?

!

oo —— P2/T

There are functors D: Cohp(P2) — Coh(X), «T: Coh(X) — Cohr(P?). We also
have that q,.(—)" = k, o D: Cohp(P?) — Coh(P?/I"). Here Cohr(P?) is the category
of I'-equivariant coherent sheaves on P2,

We will need the following result of Mumford.

Proposition A.2. 21, p. 111] Let T be a finite group acting on a scheme X, such
that the orbit of every closed point is contained in an open affine subscheme. Then
there is a finite I'-invariant morphism q: X — X /T which is a categorical quotient,
i.e. it has the universal property that any I'-invariant morphism X — Y of schemes
factors uniquely through X/T". The structure sheaf of X/T' satisfies

Ox/r(U) = (0Ox (U))"
for any open U C X/T, i.e. q.(—)' takes Ox to Ox/r-
The goal of this Appendix is to prove the following statement.

Proposition A.3. Let Coh'™ X (V, W) be the set of isomorphism classes of W -framed
sheaves (F,¢7) on X with ¢z: Flg, — W @ Oy and H (X, F @ I3 ) = V.
There is then a canonical bijection of sets Coh™ X (V, W) = Coh™P2(V, W).

Proof. Let .# € Coh™X(V,W). Because P2/I" is the coarse moduli space of X, it
holds that HY(X,.% ® %, ) = HY(P?/T,.% ® .#,.), and that k.kT is the identity
on P?/T.

So the only thing we need to show is the following: Let (%, ¢) be a framed sheaf
on X of rank m. Then ¢ induces a framing morphism on k..%, i.e. an isomorphism
kT S 0P,

In order to do this, we will first show that k.. is locally free in some neigh-
bourhood of r4,. Since we only care about neighbourhoods of the framing divisors
deo C X, 75 C P?/T, we can without loss of generality restrict to [(P?\ {0})/T] C X.
So then we can take .# to be a I'-equivariant framed sheaf on P? \ {o}, i.e.
F = (F,¢7), where .Z is a coherent I'-equivariant torsion-free sheaf on P2 of
rank m, and ¢# is an equivariant isomorphism 7|, — O%m.

So the diagram we care about is (with a slight abuse of notation)

L —— P2\ {0}

(A1) q@ s

LT —1 (P*\ {o})/T

Let us start with showing that ¢,(.%)' is locally free on some neighbourhood of
L/T.
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It is shown in [13, lemma 4.11] that .Z is locally free in a neighbourhood U of L.
First, let us replace U by its intersection with all its I'-translates, this is simply done
to make U I'-invariant. Let p be a point in L. Then we can find an open V,, lying
inside U, and containing the I'-orbit of p, such that V), trivialises .#. (For instance,
note that U must be all of P? except some finite collection of points. Choose a curve
C passing through all these points with p & C, and set V,, to be U \ C, then V}, is
affine, and thus must trivialise .#.) Then we can set W), to be the intersection of V},
with all its I-translates, especially the I'-orbit of p lies in W),. Now W), trivialises .#
as a locally free sheaf, but we must show it trivialises .# as an equivariant locally
free sheaf. To do this, note that because W), is I'-invariant and connected, and %
is I'-equivariant, we must have a I'-equivariant isomorphism .7 |y, =P (’)‘T,nv;
for some integers m; with ) (m;dimp;) = m. But restricting to W, N L, this
isomorphism becomes

. m ~ ~ m;
¢: OWPUL - ﬁ|WpﬂL — @Pi ® OmeLa

thus mg = m, and all the other m;s vanish.

Construct such a W), for every pin L, and set W := UpeL W, . (By noetherianness,
it is enough to use a finite number of the W), but we won’t need that.) Then W is
an open neighbourhood of L on which % is equivariantly locally free.

Then W/I is an open neighbourhood of r, and it is covered by the W, /T". Now,

because we have an isomorphism ¢: .7 |y, = (’)a}p, it follows by [Proposition A.2|

that there is an isomorphism

t": 4 (F) lw,r = Ow, /r>
50 q(F)V is locally free on W/T'. We have now shown that q.(.#)! is indeed locally
free on some neighbourhood of L/T".

We now show the framing, i.e., that ¢ induces an isomorphism j*(q.(.%#))" = orn.
Note that we have, in (Al), a base extension morphism (¢|1).i*(F#) — j*¢..%, or,
taking [-invariants, (q|7)«(@*(F)' — (" ¢.Z)' = j*(¢.#)", and so ¢ induces a
morphism (again, using [Proposition A.2|for the action of I" on L)

¢1"
¥ OF = (gl (F)' = 57 (¢7)"
We will show that ¢ locally is an isomorphism, and thus an isomorphism. Choose
an open equivariantly trivialising subscheme W), as before, we can then restrict the

diagram (A.J)) to give (here we are again slightly abusing notation)

LOW, —— W,

(A.2) Q‘Ll lq

(LOAW,)/T —L— W,/T

But because there is a I'-equivariant isomorphism .7 |y, = O%p, it is easy to see

(again using [Proposition A.2)) that we have (¢.%|w,)") = (’){,”Vp sr» and so we have
¢1"
~ . r -k Iy ~
Dlitorn s Oy, o =3 (@l )@ () = 7@ P)) = Oy .

This concludes the proof. ]
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