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GLOBALLY GENERATED VECTOR BUNDLES WITH ¢ =5 ON
P*, n>4

CRISTIAN ANGHEL, IUSTIN COANDA, AND NICOLAE MANOLACHE

ABSTRACT. We complete the classification of globally generated vector bundles
with small ¢; on projective spaces by treating the case ¢; = 5 on P, n > 4 (the
case ¢1 < 3 has been considered by Sierra and Ugaglia, while the cases ¢; = 4 on
any projective space and ¢; = 5 on P? and P? have been studied in two of our
previous papers). It turns out that there are very few indecomposable bundles of
this kind: besides some obvious examples there are, roughly speaking, only the
(first twist of the) rank 5 vector bundle which is the middle term of the monad
defining the Horrocks bundle of rank 3 on P°, and its restriction to P4. We recall,
in an appendix, from our preprint [arXiv:1805.11336], the main results allowing
the classification of globally generated vector bundles with ¢; = 5 on P3. Since
there are many such bundles, a large part of the main body of the paper is occupied
with the proof of the fact that, except for the simplest ones, they do not extend
to P* as globally generated vector bundles.
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INTRODUCTION

We classify, in this paper, the globally generated vector bundles with first Chern
class ¢; = 5 on the n-dimensional projective space P™ (over an algebraically closed
field k& of characteristic 0) for n > 4. This completes the classification of globally
generated vector bundles with ¢; < 5 on projective spaces. Indeed, Sierra and
Ugaglia [25], [26] solved the case ¢; < 3, while we treated the cases ¢; = 4 on
any projective space and ¢; = 5 on P? in [2] and the case ¢; = 5 on P? in [5].
Moreover, Chiodera and Ellia [I1] noticed that there is no indecomposable globally
generated rank 2 vector bundle with ¢; = 5 on P?. Besides their own interest,
these classification results are useful in attacking other geometric problems: see, for
example, the paper of Fania and Mezzetti [15].

Our main result is the following :
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Theorem 0.1. Let E be an indecomposable globally generated vector bundle with
c1 =5 on P, n >4, such that H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1. Then one of the following
holds:
(i) £~ Opn(5);
(ii) B~ P(Op(5));
(iii) n =4 and one has an exact sequence:

0— Q3.(3) — Q2(2) (1) — E(—1) — 0;
(iv) n =4 and one has an ezact sequence:
0 — BE(=1) — Q24(2) @ Qpu(1) — Ops — 0;
(v) n=>5 and one has an ezxact sequence:
0 — Qps(4) — Q25(2) — E(—1) — 0;
(vi) n =15 and one has an ezact sequence:
0 — E(—1) — Q2:(2) — Ops — 0;

(vii) n =6 and E ~ Q}(2);
(viil) n =6 and E ~ Qg4(5).

As a matter of notation: if £ is a globally generated vector bundle on P", P(F)
denotes the dual of the kernel of the evaluation morphism H’(E) ®j Opn — E. It is
globally generated and has Chern classes ¢;(P(E)) = ¢1(E), c2(P(E)) = ¢;(E)* —
c2(E) ete. This construction allows one, when classifying globally generated vector
bundles, to assume that cy(E) < ¢1(E)?/2. Notice that Qp(5) ~ P(Q4(2)) and if
E is the bundle from item (iii) (resp., (v)) of the theorem then P(F) is the bundle
from item (iv) (resp., (vi)).

As for the condition H'(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, if E is a globally generated vector
bundle on P" then H’(EY) = 0 if and only if £ has no direct summand isomorphic
to Opn and, in this case, considering the universal extension :

0 — H'(EY)Y @ Opn — E — E — 0,

E is globally generated, it has the same Chern classes as E, and HZ(EV) =0,
i=0, 1.

It is stricking, again, how rare are the globally generated vector bundles, this time
with ¢; = 5, on higher dimensional projective spaces. Notice that if F is the vector
bundle from item (v) of the theorem then F(—1) is the middle term of the monad
defining the Horrocks bundle of rank 3 on P° (see [20]).

The proof of Theorem uses the classification of globally generated vector bun-
dles with ¢; = 5 on P? from our lengthy preprint [5]. Fortunately, we use here
only the basic principles of this classification and we recall everything we need, with
complete proofs (except for one fact), in Appendix [Al More precisely, if F' is a glob-
ally generated vector bundle of rank > 3 with ¢; = 5 on P? such that H (FV) = 0,
i =0, 1, and if H(F(—2)) # 0 then F admits a direct summand of the form Ops(a),
for some a with 2 < a < 5. A nine pages long proof of this fact can be found in [5]
Appendix A] and we decided to not reproduce it in the present paper. On the other
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hand, if H°(F(—2)) = 0 then, with some exceptions that can be described explicitly,
F' can be realized as an extension :

0— (tkF—=3)0ps — F — G(2) — 0,

where G is a stable rank 3 vector bundle with ¢;(G) = —1. If ¢o(F') < 12, which we
can assume using the functor P(x) defined above, then ¢y(G) < 4. Taking advantage
of the fact that the intermediate cohomology of G' (and its twists) can be described
by a numerical invariant called the spectrum of G, one can get a description of the
Horrocks (or, sometimes, Beilinson) monad of F'. The hard part of the classification
on P? is to show that the cohomology bundles of these monads are really globally
generated but, fortunately, we do not need this here. For a significant application
of our constructions of globally generated vector bundles with ¢; = 5 on P3, see,
however, [4].

As for the classification problem we are concerned with in this paper, if F is a
globally generated vector bundle with ¢; = 5 on P*, n > 4, such that H'(EV) = 0,
i =0, 1, and if H*(Ey(—2)) # 0 for some fixed 3-plane II C P" then we show, in
Section 1, that E has a direct summand of the form Opn(a), for some a with 2 <
a < 5. The proof of this fact uses two lifting results from [2, Chap. 1] that we recall,
too. It follows that we can concentrate only on the case where H(Er(—2)) = 0, for
every 3-plane IT C P". This turns out to be a quite strong restriction.

We classify, in Section 2, the globally generated vector bundles E with ¢; = 5
and ¢y < 12 on P* such that H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, and that H*(Eg(—2)) = 0, for
every hyperplane H C P* We spend most of the time showing that, except for
the simplest ones, the globally generated vector bundles with ¢; = 5 on P? do not
extend to P* as globally generated vector bundles.

Finally, we describe, in Section 3, the globally generated vector bundles with
¢ =5 on P* n > 5. This is easier because on P* there are very few such bundles.

Unfortunately, the method used in this paper (and in the previous ones), which
consists in classifying globally generated vector bundles on P? (the case of P? is
special : see Ellia [I4]) and then trying to decide which of them extend to higher
dimensional projective spaces, does not seem to work, anymore, for ¢; > 5. The
reason is that on P? there are too many globally generated vector bundles. Moreover,
in order to achieve the classification in the case ¢; < 5, we almost exhausted the
results about vector bundles on projective spaces, obtained by several authors in
the period when this was a quite active domain, namely the 1970s and 1980s. There
might be possible to classify globally generated vector bundles with ¢; < n on P”
but a different approach is needed. Note, in this context, that Theorem [0.1] settles
the case n = 6 of [2, Conjecture 0.3] about globally generated vector bundles with
c1 < non P" (the case n <5 was settled in [2]).

Notation. (i) We work over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic 0.

(i) If X is a k-scheme of finite type, with structure sheaf Oy, and # an Ox-
module we denote its dual Zomg, (F, Ox) by F". We use, most of the time, the
additive notation m.%# for the direct sum of m copies of .#. Similarly for modules
over a ring. We shall writte, however, k™ instead of mk.



4 ANGHEL, COANDA, AND MANOLACHE

(iii) For X and % as above, if Y is a closed subscheme of X we put %y :=
F Rgy Oy and identify it, if necessary, with the restriction .# |Y = i*.#, where
1: Y — X is the inclusion morphism.

(iv) We denote by P" the projective space P(V') parametrizing the 1-dimensional
k-vector spaces of V := k"', Tts homogeneous coordinate ring is S := Symm(V'").
If eg,...,e, is the canonical basis of V and Xy, ..., X, the dual basis of V" then S
is isomorphic to the polynomial k-algebra k[ Xy, ..., X,]. We denote by S, the ideal
(Xo,...,X,) of S and by k the graded S-module S/S,.

(v) If .7 is a coherent Opn-module and i > 0 an integer we denote by H.(.%)
the graded S-module €P,., H'(Z (1)) and by h'(.#) the dimension of H'(F) as a
k-vector space.

1. PRELIMINARIES

Our main purpose, in this section, is to show how one can reduce the classification
of globally generated vector bundles £ with ¢; =5 on P*, n > 4, to the case where
H(En(—2)) = 0, for every 3-plane IT C P*. We also record some auxiliary results
that are needed in the sequel.

We begin by recalling, from Sierra and Ugaglia [26], Lemma 1 and Lemma 2], two
observations allowing one to reduce the classification of globally generated vector
bundles E on P" to the case where H'(EY) = 0,7 =0, 1, and ¢; < ¢?/2 (c1, ¢ being
the first two Chern classes of E).

Remark 1.1. (a) If £ is a globally generated vector bundle on P we denote, fol-
lowing Bruguieres [8, Appendix A], by P(E) the dual of the kernel of the evaluation
morphism H(E) ®; Opn — E. P(E) is a globally generated vector bundle with
the property that H'(P(E)Y) = 0, i = 0, 1, and if H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, then
P(P(FE)) ~ E.

(b) If ¢: E — E’ is a morphism of globally generated vector bundles with
the property that its kernel and cokernel are direct sums of copies of Op» then
P(¢): P(E') — P(F) is an isomorphism. Indeed, one checks easily that the kernel
and cokernel of P(¢) are direct sums of copies of @pn. Since H'(P(E)Y) = 0 it
follows that Coker P(¢) = 0, that is, P(¢) is an epimorphism. Since H'(P(E)Y) =0
it follows that Ker P(¢) is a direct summand of P(E’). But this implies that
Ker P(¢) = 0 because H*(P(E")Y) = 0.

(c) The Chern classes of P(E) can be related to the Chern classes ¢y, ¢, ... of E
by the formulae:

a(P(E)) =1, oo P(E)) =l — ez, c3(P(E)) = c3+crlc] — 22),
cs(P(E)) = —c4 + c3 + 2c1c3 — 3c3cy + ¢}, ete.
In particular, if c; > ¢?/2 then cy(P(E)) < ¢2/2.

Remark 1.2. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P". Consider the
globally generated vector bundle F' := P(P(F)). Recall, from Remark [[Tj(a), that
one has, by definition, an exact sequence:

0 — P(E)Y % HYE) @ Opn —5 E — 0.
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Applying the Snake Lemma to the dual of the commutative diagram :

v

. BV £ HY(E) @) Opn —~— P(E) —— 0

!
‘ | H
N2

eVP(E)

0 —— F¥ ——= HY(P(E)) ®) Opn —= P(E) — 0

one gets an exact sequence :

0 — HY(EY)Y @), Opn — F — E —Z5 HYEY)Y @4 Opn — 0.

Since F is globally generated, ev), has a right inverse hence £ ~ (H°(EY)Y ®
Opn) ® Q, where @ is the cokernel of H'(EY)Y ®;, Opn — F.

(b) With the notation from (a), one has: F is globally generated, H'(F") = 0,
i =0,1, E and F have the same Chern classes, H*(F(1)) = HY(E(1)) for | < —1,
H(F) S HY(E)if1 <i<n-—2 and, ifi =n—1orn, H(F(I)) = H(E()) for
> —n.

(c) If one has an exact sequence 0 — E’' — mOpn — E — 0 then P(E") ~ F.
Indeed, the kernel and cokernel of the obvious morphism E’ — P(E)Y are direct
sums of copies of Opn hence the same is true for its dual P(E) — E’Y. One applies,

now, Remark [[.T[(b).

The next two results are [2, Lemma 1.18] and a (more practical) variant of 2|
Lemma 1.19] (combined with [2, Remark 1.20(c)]).

Lemma 1.3. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P™, n > 4, such that
H(EV)=0,i=0,1, and H C P" a fired hyperplane. Let F be the vector bundle
P(P(Ey)) on H ~ P" ! (see Remark I.2). If F ~ A& P(B), with A and B
direct sums of line bundles on H such that H°(AY) = 0 and H°(BY) = 0, then
E~Ad P(LA?), where A and B are direct sums of line bundles on P™ lifting A and
B, respectively. O]

Lemma 1.4. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P™, n > 4, such that
H(EY) = 0,47 = 0,1, and 1T C P" a fized 3-plane. Let F be the vector bundle
P(P(En)) on I ~P3 (see Remark [L2). If F ~ A® P(B) ® Qu(2), with A and B
direct sums of line bundles on 11 such that H°(AY) = 0, H*(BY) =0, tk A < n and
rk B < n, then one of the following holds:
(i) A~ Ay @ (n—3)0n(1) and E ~ A, ® P(B) @ Qpn (2), where A, and B are
direct sums of line bundles on P lifting Ay and B, respectively; R
(ii) B~ B ®(n—3)0n(1) and E ~ A® P(B,) ® Qg %(n — 1), where A and B,
are direct sums of line bundles on P™ lifting A and By, respectively.

We include, for the reader’s convenience, an argument that uses the first half of the
proof of [2, Lemma 1.19] and some arguments that appear in [2, Remark 1.20(c),(d)].

Proof of Lemma [LL4. Consider a saturated flag I = 1I3 C Il C ... C II,, = P" of
linear subspaces of P" and put E; := E'|1l;, i = 3,...,n. In particular, F3 = Eyy and
E, = E. One has H.(FE;) ~ k(2). One deduces, by induction, that H*(E;(l)) = 0
for | < —3,4 = 3,...,n. It follows, in particular, that H'(E,(—2)) injects into
HY(E5(—2)) ~ k.
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Case 1. H'(E,(-2)) #0.

In this case, H'(E4(—2)) = H'(E3(—2)). One deduces that H2(E;) = 0. This
implies, by induction, that H*(E;) = 0, 4 = 4,...,n hence the restriction map
H'(E;(—2)) — HY(FE;_1(—2)) is bijective, i = 4,...,n (recall that H'(E;(—3)) = 0,
i=4,...,n). In particular, H'(E(—2)) = H'(En(-2)).

On the other hand, by Serre duality, H?(E)) = 0. This implies, by induction,
that H2(EY) = 0,i = 4,...,n. Recalling that H'(EY) = 0, one gets, using the exact
sequence :

HY(E,) — HY(E,_,) — H(E/(-1))
that H'(EY_,) = 0. It follows, by decreasing induction, that H'(EY) = 0, i =
n,n—1,...,3. In particular, H'(Ey) = 0. One deduces, from Remark [[2} that :

En~A®Qn(2)® P(B)®toy,

for some integer t > 0.
A non-zero element of H'(E(—2)) defines an extension :

00— FE— FE — Opm(2) — 0,

whose restriction to II is equivalent to the extension :

0 — By — A®46q(1) @ P(B) @ ton 22%% gu(2) — 0,

with ¢ an epimorphism. Since H(E’Y) = 0, i = 0, 1, Lemma [[3 implies that
E' ~ A@® 40p-(1) ® P(B) hence the above extension is equivalent to an extension
of the form:

0— E — A®40p(1) & P(B) - Opa(2) — 0.

Now, A = Ay @ mOy(1), where A, is a direct sum of sheaves of the form &y (a),
with a > 2. Since H'(E(—2)) # 0 it follows that ¢ | Ay = 0 hence E ~ A,® K, where
K is the kernel of the epimorphism ¢: (m +4)Gpn (1) @& P(B) — Opn(2) induced by
¢. Let by : (m+4)Opa(1) = Opn(2) and 1by: P(B) — Opn(2) be the components of
Y.

Claim. 1, is an epimorphism.

Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that it is not. Then Coker ¢y ~ €, (2), for some
non-empty linear subspace A of P* such that A N1II = @ (because H'(Ey(—1)) = 0
hence H°((¥;)(—1)) is surjective). One has an exact sequence :

0 — Keryy, — K — P(B) BN Or(2) — 0,

where 1, is the composite morphism P(LA?) BN Opn(2) — Ox(2). Let W C

H°(0A(2)) be the image of H%(3,). Since the kernel # of v, is globally gener-
ated, applying the Snake Lemma to the diagram :

0—HY(A)® Op — H'(B)Y ® Op — W @ Op — 0

| l l

0 b P(B)— . 6,(2) ——0
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one gets an exact sequence BY 5 W Opn — O\(2) — 0. Any component of
the degeneracy locus of the morphism BY - W Op» must have codimension
<rk BY — dimy W +1 hence codim(A, P™) < rk BY — dimy, W +1. Since W generates
O (2) on A one must have dimy W > dim A + 1. One deduces that rk BY > n which
contradicts our hypothesis that tk B < n.

It follows, from the claim, that K ~ (m —n+ 3)Opn(1) @ K’, where K’ sits into
an exact sequence :

~

0— Qpn(2) — K'— P(B) — 0.
But Extl,, (P(B), Qe (2)) = 0 hence K’ ~ P(B) ® Qpn(2).
Case 2. H'(E,(-2)) =0.

In this case, H'(E3(—2)) injects into H*(F,(—3)) hence H?(E4(—3)) # 0. Consider
the (globally generated) vector bundle E' := P(E) on P™ and the vector bundle
F'’:= P(P(EY))) associated to E}; on II. Using the exact sequence:

0— B — HYE)®, On — Eg — 0,

and Remark [[.2)(c), one gets that P(E[) ~ F (as vector bundles on II) hence
F' ~ P(F) ~ B® P(A) @ Qu(2). Moreover, h'(E/(=2)) = h*(E}(-3)) =
h?(E4(—3)) # 0. Consequently, E' satisfies the hypotheses of the lemma, with
A and B interchanged, and of Case 1. One deduces that there is a decomposition
B~ B; @ (n — 3)0y(1) such that E' ~ By & P(A) @ Qpn(2) hence E ~ P(E') ~
A® P(By) ® Q2 (n —1). 0

The next result achieves the goal stated at the beginning of the section.

Theorem 1.5. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle with c; =5 on P, n > 4,
such that H(EY) =0, i =0, 1. Let IT C P be a fived 3-plane. If H*(En(—2)) # 0
then E ~ Opn(a) ® E’, where a is an integer with 2 < a < 5 and E’ is a globally
generated vector bundle with ¢;(E') =5 — a.

The globally generated vector bundles E’ on P™ with ¢;(E’) < 3 and such that
H'(E™) =0, = 0, 1, have been classified by Sierra and Ugaglia [25], [26]. Their
results are recalled in [2, Thm. 0.1]. On P*, these bundles are direct sums of bundles
of the form Opi(b), P(Opa(b)) (both with ¢; = b, 1 < b < 3), Qps(2) and Q2,(3)
(both with ¢; = 3) while on P", n > 5, they are direct sums of bundles of the form
Opn(b) and P(Opn(D)).

Proof of Theorem [LH. The result is known if H°(Ey(—3)) # 0 (see [2, Prop. 2.4]
and [2, Prop. 2.11]). Assume, now, that H’(Ep(—2)) # 0 and H°(En(-3)) = 0.
Let F be the vector bundle P(P(FEy)) on IT ~ P3 (see Remark [[.2). According to
Prop. [A.1lin Appendix [Al either F is a stable rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(F) = 5,
co(F)=8or F ~ Oy (2)®F' with ¢;(F') = 3. In the former case, [2, Cor. 1.5] would
imply that there exists a rank 2 vector bundle £’ on P* with Chern classes ¢;(E’) =
5, co(E') = 8 which would contradict Schwarzenberger’s congruence (recalled in
Remark ZTi(b) below).

In the latter case, F'/ is a direct sum of bundles of the form &y (b), P(On (b)), or
Qn(2) (by the results of Sierra and Ugaglia).
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If Qr(2) is not a direct summand of F'/ then Lemma [[.3] implies that Op-(2) is a
direct summand of E.

If F/ ~ O (1)®(2) then Lemmal[l4limplies that n = 4 and E ~ Opa(2)HQpa(2)
while if F/ ~ Tpy(—1) @ Qn(2) then the same result implies that n = 4 and E ~
Opa(2) © Q24(3). O

The second part of the section contains miscellaneous auxiliary results that are
needed somewhere in the sequel.

Lemma 1.6. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P™ such that H'(EV) =
0,7=0, 1. If£ is a non-zero element of H'(EV(—1)) then there exists a locally split
monomorphism ¢: Qpa(1) — EY such that the image of H'(¢(—1)): H (Qpn) —
HY(EY(-1)) is k€.

Proof. Dualizing the exact sequence 0 — P(E) — H°(E) ® Opn — E — 0 one
gets that H*(E)Y = H°(P(E)) and H°(P(E)(—1)) = HY(EY(—1)). It follows that
¢ corresponds to a global section o of P(E)(—1). One uses, now, the commutative
diagram :

0 —— Qpn (1) —— H°(Opn (1)) @ Opn — Opn(1) —— 0

! | [

0 EY H°(P(E)) ® Opn — P(E) ——0

taking into account the injectivity of the map H°(0pn (1)) — HY(P(E)), h +— ho. O

The following elementary, well known result will be used several times in the se-
quel. Note that its particular case r = b is the Bilinear Map Lemma [17, Lemma 5.1]
asserting that if u: Ax B — C'is a bilinear map such that p(u,v) # 0, Vu € A\ {0},
Vv e B\ {0}, then dimC > dim A + dim B — 1.

Lemma 1.7. Let A, B and C be k-vector spaces, of finite dimension a, b and c,
respectively, v an integer with 1 < r < min(b, ¢) and ¢: A — Homy(B,C) a k-linear
map. If p(u): B — C has rank > r,Vu € A\{0}, thena < (b—r+1)(c—r+1). O

Definition 1.1. (a) Let V' denote the k-vector space k"t Consider, for i > 0,
the canonical pairing (*, *): A"VY x A'V — k. One defines, for w € A"V, the
contraction mapping *L w: A"VY = ATV by:
(aLw,n) = (a,wAn), Vae NPTVY, Vne \NV.
By definition, #L w is the dual of w A *: A’V — AP7?V and
(aLw)Ln=aL(wAn), Yaec APT7VY ¥ne ANV

Moreover, if one considers the isomorphisms A"7'7'V 5 A'VV identifying the
exterior multiplication pairings A" 'V x A’V — A"V ~ k with the above
canonical pairings then L w can be identified with * Aw: A" P77V = A"V,
(b) Recall that we view P™ as the projective space P(V') of 1-dimensional vector
subspaces of V. Consider the tautological geometric Koszul complex on P" :

0= O(—n—1D @ NV 2 o(—n) @ N'VY = - O(-1) @ VY 5 6 5 0.
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Qi (i) is isomorphic to the image of dii1(i): Opn(—1) @ AT VY = Gpn @ N'VV
and the reduced fibre of d;yi(i) at a point [v] € P(V) can be identified with
sev: NTTVY = A"V, One gets, for w € APV, commutative diagrams :

pt+q

d
Opn(—1) ® /\p+q+1vv L()> Opn @ /\p+qvv

*L NJ/ J/*\_ w

)Pdg+1(q

ﬁ]}bn(—l) ® /\Q-i-lv\/ u ﬁ]}bn ® /\QV\/

hence *Lw: Opn @ N\PTIVY — Opn @ !V induces a map ¢: Q5 (p+q) — QL. (q)
such that HO(4(1)) can be identified with (—1)P(xLw): APT' VY = AT VY. One
thus gets an injective map:

N’V — Home,, (0. (p + ), 2%.())
which turns out to be bijective, by dimensional reasons. Moreover, the mapping
HY(¢V): HY(Q%.(q)Y) — HY(21%(p + q)V) can be identified with w A *: ATV —
/\p+q V.

The next lemma is the basic fact in the construction of the Trautmann-Vetter-
Tango bundle of rank n — 1 on P™.

Lemma 1.8. Using the notation from the above definition, let W be a vector sub-
space of N>V (resp., N"~' V). Consider the vector subspace WL of N>V consisting
of the elements n such that (a,n) =0, Voo € W (resp., n Aw =0, Vw € W). Then
W generates globally Q%.(2) (resp., Qpn'(n — 1)V) if and only if W contains no
decomposable element of /\2 V', i.e., no element of the form v A w, with v, w € V
linearly independent.

Proof. W generates QL. (2) globally if and only if Wiv = A>VVYLv (inside V),
Vo e V\ {0}. But A°VVLuv is the kernel of the linear function *v: V¥ — k
(which is, actually, evaluation at v). If, for some v € V \ {0}, WL v is contained
strictly in A® VYL v then there exists another linear function on V'V vanishing on
WL v. This linear function is of the form *_ w, for some w € V' \ kv. It follows that
WL (vAw)=(Wcv)w = (0).

The assertion about Q. (n—1)" can be proven similarly (actually, Q. ' (n—1)" ~
Q1. (2)). O
Lemma 1.9. Consider a morphism ¢: Q3,(3) ® Q2,(2) — Qp.(1) defined by con-
traction with an w € /\2 V and av € V, where V := k° (see Definition [LT)). Then
the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) ¢ is an epimorphism;
(ii) There ezists a k-basis vy, ...,vs of V such that w = vy A vy + vy A vg and
V= Uy,

(i) HO(6(1)): HO(03,(4) & Q2,(3)) — HO(QL,(2)) is surjective.

Proof. According to Definition [T, H°(¢(1)) can be identified with the map /\4 VY
A’ VY = A?VY defined by contraction with w and with —v and this map can be
identified with the map V @& A*V — AV defined by exterior multiplication to the
right by w and by —v. Consider the subspace W := V Aw — A*V Av of A’ V.
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Since the isomorphism A®V 5 A? VY identifies the exterior multiplication pairing
A’V x A*V — A’V with the canonical pairing A*VY x A*V — k, Lemma [[.§
implies that ¢(1) is an epimorphism if and only if the subspace W+ of /\2 V' contains
no decomposable element. Now, one has:

(V Aw)t =Ker (A’V L5 A'V) L (AV Au)t =Ker (AV 25 A*V) D oAV,

If w = vy A vy, with vy, v; linearly independent then (V Aw)t Dug AV +v, AV
hence W+ contains decomposable elements.

It remains that w = vy A vy + vo A v, with vy, ..., v3 linearly independent. Put
V' :=kuvy+ -+ kvs. Then:

(V Aw)t D Ker (ANV' 225 A"V ~ k)

hence if v € V’ then W+ contains a (non-zero) decomposable element of \* V.
Consequently, vy, ..., vs,v must be linearly independent. In this case, V' Aw =
A’V and A°V Av 2D A*V/ Avhence W = A\’ V. O

Corollary 1.10. Consider an epimorphism : Q2,(2) & Qpi(1) — Ops defined by
contraction with an w € N°V and a v € V, where V := k5. Then Kere(1) is
globally generated if and only if there exists a k-basis vy, ...,vs of V such that w =
vo A1+ vy Avs and v = vy.

Proof. Let K be the kernel of . Applying the Snake Lemma to the diagram whose
vertical morphisms are the evaluation morphisms of the terms of the short exact
sequence :

0 — K(1) — Q2.(3) ® 0L (2) 2 Gp(1) — 0,
one gets that K(1) is globally generated if and only if the morphism Q2,(3) ®

Q2,(2) = Q44(1) defined by contraction with w and with —v is an epimorphism.
One can apply, now, Lemma [L.O. O

2. THE CASE ¢; = 5 ON P*

We classify, in this section, the globally generated vector bundles F with ¢; = 5
on P* with the property that H(EY) =0, i = 0, 1, and such that H*(Eg(—2)) =0,
for every hyperplane H C P*. We actually use the results about the classification
of the analogous bundles on 3, recalled in Appendix [A], and try to decide which of
these bundles extend to P* (as globally generated vector bundles). We spend most
of the time showing that many of them do not extend.

We begin by collecting, in the next result, some general information about globally
generated vector bundles with ¢; = 5 on P*.

Remark 2.1. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P4, of rank r, with
Chern classes ¢; = 5, ¢ < 12, ¢3, ¢4, and such that H'(EY) = 0,7 =0, 1.

(a) r — 1 general global sections of E define an exact sequence :
00— (r—1)0p1 — E — H(5) — 0,

with Y a nonsingular surface in P* of degree cy. Severi’s theorem (asserting that the
only surface in P* which is not linearly normal is the Veronese surface) implies that
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H'(E(l)) = 0, for [ < —4 (recalling [2, Prop. 2.2]). Moreover, Kodaira’s vanishing
theorem implies that H*(E(1)) ~ H*(Sy (5 + 1)) ~ H' (Oy (5 +1)) = 0, for | < —6.
(b) Applying the Riemann-Roch theorem (recalled in [2 Thm. 7.3]) to EY and
taking into account that h*(EY) = h'(E(-5)) = 0 and h*(EY) = h’(E(-5)) = 0
(because, otherwise, £ ~ Op4(5)), one gets that:
. 503 + 204 — CQ(CQ — 10)
" 12

Moreover, Schwarzenberger’s congruence (2¢;+3)(c3—cic2)+c3+ca = 2¢4 (mod 12)
(see |2, Cor. 7.4]) becomes, in our case:

+h*(EY).

ca(ca —4) + 3 =2¢4 (mod 12)
(recall, also, that c3 = ¢1co (mod 2) hence, in our case, c3 = ¢y (mod 2)).

(c) Assume, now, that there is a hyperplane H C P* such that H°(Ey(—2)) = 0.
In this case, £ must have rank r > 3 because Chiodera and Ellia [I1] showed that
every globally generated rank 2 vector bundle with ¢; = 5 on P* splits, i.e., is of the
form Opa(a) ® Opa(b), with a > 0,6 >0 and a +b=>5.

According to Remark [[.2] the (globally generated) vector bundle F' := P(P(Epy))
on H ~ P? satisfies H'(FVY) =0, i = 0, 1, and there is an exact sequence :

0—sOyg —F —Q—0,

with s := h'(E);), such that Ey ~ t0y & Q, where t := h®(E};). Since H'(EY) = 0,
i = 0,1, it follows that h®(EY;) = h*(EY(—1)). One has H!(Ey) ~ H.(F) and
H?(Eg (1)) ~ H*(F(1)) for | > —3.

We assert that, under the above assumption, one has rk ) > 3 (hence rk F' > 3).
Indeed, if rk @) < 2 then, by [2, Cor. 1.5(b)], there exists a globally generated vector
bundle E’ on P* such that E}; ~ @. By the above mentioned result of Chiodera
and Ellia, £/ ~ Opi(a) ® Ops(b) hence Q ~ Oy(a) ® Oy (b). But this contradicts
our assumption that H*(Eg(—2)) = 0.

One deduces, now, from Lemma [A.2(b), that H*(Ex (1)) = 0 for [ > —2 hence
H*(E(1)) = 0 for I > —3. Moreover, H*(E(—5)) ~ H'(EY)Y = 0 and h*(Eg(-3)) >
h?(E(—4)) = h'(EY(—~1)) = t. One also gets, from the Riemann-Roch formula,
that:

201 — 3)(03 — 0102) + C% + cy — 204
12 ’

W(E(=3)) — b (E(=3)) = x(Bpa(cr — 3)) +

where, of course, ¢; = 5.
We would like to point out the following basic fact : either F' is one of the bundles
from the conclusion of Prop. [A.6] or it can be realized as an extension :

0— 0kF—-3)0y — F— G(2) — 0,

where G is a stable rank 3 vector bundle on H ~ P3 with ¢,(G) = —1, «(G) =
¢y — 8, c3(G) = c3 — 2¢o + 12. In the latter case one deduces easily, from the above
exact sequence, that rk F' = 3 + h*(G(—2)). For further information (including
the definition and the properties of the spectrum of G) the reader is refered to

Remark [A.10
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(d) Assume, finally, that H"(Ey(—2)) = 0, for every hyperplane H C P*. Then,
as we noticed in (c), one has H*(Ey (1)) = 0 for [ > —2 and for any hyperplane
H c P*. Consider the exact sequences :

0= H(En(~2)) — HY(E(-3)) = HY(B(-2)) — HY(Bx(-2)) —
— HA(B(=3)) - HX(B(=2)) — HX(Ex(—2)) = 0.

Applying the Bilinear Map Lemma [I7, Lemma 5.1] one gets that if h'(Ey(—2)) <
3 then H'(E(-3)) = 0 and H*(E(-2)) = 0. The latter vanishing implies that
H*(E(l)) = 0, VI > —2. Notice, also, that h'(Ex(—2)) = 2(5(cs — 8) — ¢3), by
Lemma [A2)(b).

Lemma 2.2. Let dy < dy < --- < d, be positive integers and let K be the kernel of
an epimorphism @;_, Opn(—d;) = Opn. Then K(1) is globally generated if and only
ifl > d,_1+d,.

Proof. The epimorphism from the statement is defined by homogeneous polynomials
fo, ..., fn of degree dy, ..., d,, respectively. Let C' C P"” be the complete intersection
defined by fo, ..., fua. Then Ko =~ @17 Oc(—d;) ® Oc(—d,—1 — d,). Tt follows
that if K () is globally generated then [ > d,,_1 + d,,. The converse can be proven
using the Koszul complex. 0

Lemma 2.3. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P* with ¢, = 5, ¢ <
12, and such that H(EY) = 0, i = 0,1, and let H C P* be a hyperplane. If
H(Eg(—2)) = 0 then H2(EY;) = 0.

Proof. Assume, by contradiction, that H*(E);) # 0. By Serre duality, H*(E);) ~
H'(Ex(—4))Y. If F is the (globally generated) vector bundle P(P(Ey)) on H (see
Remark [[2), then H'(Ey(—4)) ~ H'(F(—4)). It follows (see Remark [A.I0) that
either
(1) F is as in item (ii) of the conclusion of Prop. [A6l ie., FF ~ Oy(1) @ Fp,
where Fj is the kernel of an epimorphism 40y (2) — Oy (4)
or F' can be realized as an extension:
0— 0kF—-3)0y — F— G(2) — 0,
where G is a stable rank 3 vector bundle on H ~ P? with ¢;(G) = —1, &3(G) = ¢, —38,
c3(G) = c3—2c,+12 such that H'(G(—2)) # 0. Using the properties of the spectrum
of G (recalled in Remark [A.10]), Lemma [A.11] and Lemma [A.12] one deduces that
one of the following holds:
(2) ¢2(G) =2 and G has spectrum (1,0);
(3) ¢2(G) = 3 and G has one of the spectra (1,0,0), (1,
(4) ¢2(G) = 4 and G has one of the spectra (1,0,0,—1),
(1,1,0,0), (1,1,1,0).
We shall eliminate all of these possibilities one by one.

Case 1. F as in item (ii) of the conclusion of Prop. [A.6l

1,0);
(1,0,0,0), (1,1,0,—1),

In this case co = 12, ¢3 = 8 hence, according to Schwarzenberger’s congruence, one
must have ¢; > 0. In particular, » > 4. Since H*(F(I)) = 0 for [ > —3 it follows
that ¢ = 0 (using the notation from Remark 2.1c)) hence Ey ~ F. In particular,
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H.(E};) = 0 which implies that H(EY) = 0. Applying [2, Lemma 1.14(b)] to EY
one deduces that E is the kernel of an epimorphism Opi(1) @ 40p1(2) — Opa(4).
But this contradicts, according to Lemma 2.2] the fact that E is globally generated.
Consequently, this case cannot occur.

The case where G has spectrum (1,0,0,—1) can be eliminated similarly, using

Lemma [A.T5]
Case 2. G has spectrum (1,0).

In this case, tk ' = 3, c2(G) = 2, and ¢3(G) = —4 hence ¢o = c»(F) = 10 and
cs = c3(F) = 4 (see Remark [A10). Since H*(F(I)) = 0 for [ > —3 it follows that,
using the notation from Remark 2.Ic), one has ¢ = 0 hence E has rank r < 3.
Using Schwarzenberger’s congruence one gets a contradiction hence this case cannot
occur, either.

The cases where G has one of the spectra (1,0,0), (1,1,0), (1,0,0,0), (1,1,0,0),
(1,1,1,0) can be eliminated similarly.

Case 3. G has spectrum (1,1,0,—1).

In this case, Tk F' = 4, ¢3(G) = 4 and c3(G) = —6 hence ¢ = 12 and c¢3 = 6.
Since H*(F (1)) = 0 for I > —3 it follows that ¢ = 0 (using the notation from
Remark 2I(c)). On the other hand, Schwarzenberger’s congruence implies that
¢4 > 0 hence E has rank r > 4. One deduces that Eg ~ F'.
Now, H*(E};) # 0 implies that H*(EY) # 0 because H*(EV(—1)) ~ H (E(—4))" =

0 (see Remark 2.I(a)). On the other hand, by Lemma [A17, H'(E);(1)) = 0 hence
H?(EY) # 0 implies that H*(EY(1)) # 0. But H*(EY(1)) ~ H2( (—6))" and
H?(E(—6)) = 0 by Kodaira vanishing (see Remark 2.1i(a)). This contradiction shows
that Case 3 cannot occur. O

Corollary 2.4. Under the hypothesis of Lemma 23, h'(EY;) = h?(EY(-1)) —
h(EY). Moreover, if H'(Ey(=2)) = 0, for every hyperplane H C P, then either
H%(EY) =0 or h'(EY) > 4, VH C P* hyperplane, and h*(EV(—1)) > 5

Proof. One uses the exact sequence :
0=H'(EY) — H'(E};) — HX(EY(-1)) -5 HX(EY) — HX(E},) = 0

(h = 0 being an equation of H in P?) and, for the second part, the Bilinear Map
Lemma [I7, Lemma 5.1]. O

Remark 2.5. Under the hypothesis of Lemma 2.3 let F' be the vector bundle
P(P(Eg)) on H (see Remark [[L2). Assume that F' can be realized as an extension :

0— (tkF—3)0yg — F — G(2) — 0,
where G is a stable rank 3 vector bundle on H (see the last part of Remark 2.T)(c)).
Lemma2.3implies that H' (Ey(—4)) = 0 hence H'(G(—2)) = 0. Taking into account

Lemma [AT1] one deduces that the spectrum (ky,...,k,) of G must satisfy the
inequalities 0 > ky > --- > k,,, > —2.

Lemma 2.6. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P*, withc; = 5, ¢y < 12,
and such that H(EY) =0, i =0, 1. Assume, also, that H'(Ey(—2)) = 0, for every
hyperplane H C P*. Then ¢y > 10 and c3 > cs.
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Proof. Assume, by contradiction, that ¢ = 9 (see Prop. [A9]) or that 10 < ¢y < 12
and c3 < c. Let H C P* be an arbitrary hyperplane and let ' be the vector bundle
P(P(Ey)) on H (see Remark [I.2). Then either:

(1) F is as in item (i) of Prop. [A.0l
(F' cannot be as in item (ii) of Prop. [A.6l by Lemma 2.3)) or it can be realized as an
extension 0 — (tk ' — 3)0y — F — G(2) — 0, where G is a stable rank 3 vector
bundle on H ~ P3. Let (ki,...,k,) be the spectrum of G (m = ¢y — 8). Since

—2> " k; = c3—co+4 it follows that > k; > —1. On the other hand, by Remark 2.5]
k1 < 0. On deduces that one of the following holds:

(2) G has one of the spectra (0), (0,0), (0,0,0), (0,0,0,0) in which case 9 <
o <12, ¢c3=cy—4 and rk F' = 3;
(3) G has one of the spectra (0, —1), (0,0,—1), (0,0,0,—1) in which case 10 <
ey <12, c3 =cy — 2 and rk F' = 4.
Notice, also, that if F' is as in item (i) of Prop. [A.Gl then 9 < ¢3 < 12, ¢c3 = ¢5 — 4
and rk F' = 3.

In all of the cases, H*(Ey(l)) = 0 for [ > —3 hence, using the notation from
Remark 2.Tl(c), ¢ = 0. Consequently, 3 < r < rk F’. Moreover, among the above
mentioned Chern classes, the only ones that satisfy the congruence cy(co—4)+c3 =0
(mod 12) are ¢; = 11, ¢3 = 7. One deduces that either r = 3, ¢ = 11, ¢3 = 7 or
cy > 0. In the latter case r > 4 hence rk F' = 4 and Ey = F. In both cases,
h'(EY) = h'(FY) = 0. One can get rid of the former case using the relation :

- 503 + 204 — CQ(CQ — 10)
N 12

from Remark 2Ii(b). Indeed, this relation gives h*(EY) = 1 while Cor. 24 implies
that H*(EV) = 0.

Assume, now, that » = 4. Then F is as in item (3) above. Since, as we already
saw, h'(E};) = 0, Cor. 24 implies that H*(EY) = 0 and H*(EY(—1)) = 0. By Serre
duality, H*(E(—4)) = 0.

Moreover, if F' is as in item (3) above and ¢y € {10, 11} then Remark 2.T}(d)
implies that H'(E(—3)) = 0. Using the exact sequence :

0=H'(E(=3)) — H(Ep(-3)) — H*(B(-4)) =0

+h*(EY).

one gets that H'(Ey;(—3)) = 0. But, according to the spectrum, one must have
h'(Ey(—3)) € {1, 2} and this is a contradiction.

Assume, finally, that F' is as in item (3) above with co = 12. As we noticed above,
H?(E(—4)) = 0. Since H*(Eg (1)) = 0 for [ > —3, one deduces that H*(E(l)) = 0
for | > —4. Since H'(E(—4)) = 0 (see Remark 2.I|(a)) it follows that h'(E(—3)) =
h'(Ey(—3)) = 3. Since H(Ey;(—2)) = 0 one gets that h'(F(—2)) — h'(E(-3)) =
h'(Ex(—2)) = 5 hence h'(E(—2)) = 8. Consider, now, the exact sequence :

0 — H(E(-1)) = H°(Eg(-1)) = HY(E(-2)) hy HY(E(-1)) = H(Ex(-1)) = 0.

Lemma [A 4] implies that h°(Ex(—1)) < 1 hence, by Lemma [A.2(b),

b (Epy(—1)) = %(7(02 —10) — ¢5) + W(Eu(—1)) < 3.
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Using the exact sequence above (for any linear form h on P?*) and the Bilinear
Map Lemma [I7, Lemma 5.1], one gets that H’(E(—1)) = 0. This implies that
h'(E(—1)) — h'(E(-2)) = hY(Ex(—~1)) — h°(Eg(—1)) = 2 hence h*(E(-1)) = 10.
Since h' (Ey(—1)) < 3, one deduces, from Lemmal[A2(b), that h'(Ey) = 0. Since
this happens for every hyperplane H C P*, the Bilinear Map Lemma implies that
h'(E(-1)) > h'(E) + 4.
We want, finally, to estimate h’(E) using the exact sequence :

0 — HY(E) — HY(Ey) — HY(E(-1)) - HY(E) — 0.

By Riemann-Roch, h’(Ey) = x(Eyx) = 10 hence h°(E) < h°(Ey) — 4 = 6. Since
there is no epimorphism 60p1 — E (its kernel would have rank 2 and strictly positive
c3) one gets a contradiction and this eliminates the case where F' is as in item (3)
above with ¢y = 12. O

Proposition 2.7. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P*, with ¢, = 5,
10 < ¢y <12, ¢3 = ¢y, and such that H(EV) = 0, i = 0, 1. Assume, also, that
HY(Ey(—2)) = 0, for every hyperplane H C P*. Then c; = 10 and E ~ 50pa(1).

Note that this proposition completes the classification of globally generated vector
bundles with ¢; = 5 and ¢, = 10 on P*. Indeed, by Prop. and Remark [A10, if
F is a globally generated vector bundle on P? with ¢; = 5, ¢; = 10, and such that
H°(F(—2)) = 0 then ¢3 < 10.

Proof of Prop. 270. Let H C P* be an arbitrary hyperplane, of equation h = 0, and
let Fj) be the vector bundle P(P(Ey)) on H (see Remark [[.2]). Then, according to
Remark [A.10, one of the following holds:
(i) Fy is as in item (iii) of Prop. [AG];
(i) One has an exact sequence 0 — (rk Fip) —3)Oy — Fjp) — Gpj(2) — 0, where
Gy is a stable rank 3 vector bundle on H with ¢;(Gp) = —1, 2 < ¢o(Gppy) <
4 and spectrum (—1,-1), (0,—1,—1), (0,0, —1, —1), respectively.
Since rk Fj) = 5 in both cases (in case (ii) one uses the formula rk Fis; = 3 +
h?(Gpy(—2))) and c3(Fjpy) # 0 it follows that, using the notation from Remark 2.1]
s < 2, ie., hl(EIYI) < 2 for every hyperplane H C P* Cor. 24 implies, now,
that H*(EV) = 0 and that s = h*(EY(—1)) = h*(E(—4)). Recall, also, that t =
h'(EY(—1)) = h*(E(—4)) (s and t are defined in Remark E.(c)).

Claim 1. H?*(E(-3))=0.

Indeed, by Lemma[A2(b), h'(Ey(—2)) = 0 for ¢; = 10, h' (Eg(—2)) = 2 for ¢y = 11
and h'(Eg(—2)) = 4 for ¢ = 12. Remark I(d) implies that if ¢, € {10, 11}
then H'(E(—3)) = 0 and H*(E(—2)) = 0. Moreover, if c; = 10 one also has
H'(E(—2)) = 0 and H?*(E(—3)) = 0, because H'(Ex(—2)) = 0.

Now, by the Riemann-Roch formula (see Remark 2.T)(c)), h*(E(—3)) —h'(E(-3))
is equal to (5 —¢4)/6 if co = 10, to (2 — ¢4)/6 if ¢ = 11 and to —c¢y/6 if ¢ = 12.
Since ¢4 > 0, one deduces that ¢; = 5 if ¢, = 10, that h*(E(=3)) = 0 and ¢4 = 2 if
co = 11, and that h*(F(—=3)) = 0 if h'(E(—3)) = 0 in the case ¢, = 12.

Assume, finally, that ¢; = 12 and H'(E(—3)) # 0. Since h'(Ey(-2)) = 4,
for every hyperplane H C P?, using the exact sequence from Remark 2.I(d) and
the Bilinear Map Lemma one deduces that the map H'(E(—2)) — H'(Eg(—2))
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is surjective, V H. It follows that the multiplication by any non-zero linear form
h: H*(E(-3)) — H?(E(-2)) is bijective, which implies that H*(E(-3)) = 0 and
Claim 1 is proven.

Claim 2. Fy, is as in item (ii) above, for every hyperplane H C P*.

Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that there exists a hyperplane H C P?* such that
Fy) can be realized as an extension 0 — M(2) — Fy) — Ty(—1) — 0, where M
is a stable rank 2 vector bundle on H with ¢ (M) = 0, co(M) = ¢ — 9 and such
that H'(M(—2)) = 0 (which implies that H*(M(—2)) = 0). Since H'(E(-3)) = 0,
i =2, 3 (by Claim 1 and Remark 2.I)(c)), one gets that H?(Ex(—3)) = H*(E(—4))
hence h?(E(—4)) = 1. Using the notation from Remark ZZI|(c), it follows that ¢ = 1
hence r < 6.

Now, since H*(E(—4)) # 0, Lemma implies that there exists an epimorphism
e: E — Tpi(—1). The kernel K of € is a vector bundle of rank < 2 and, since
Tpi(—1)y ~ Og®Ty(—1), one has ¢;(K) = ¢;(M(2)), i =1, 2, 3. One deduces that
K = M(2), where M is arank 2 vector bundle on P* with ¢; (M) = 0, co(M) = c3—9.
Moreover, since H°(E(—2)) = 0 one has H(M) = 0, i.e., M is stable. But, if
co € {10, 11}, such a bundle cannot erist because its Chern classes do not satisfy
Schwarzenberger’s congruence while, for ¢; = 12, it cannot exist according to a
result of Barth and Elencwajg [7] (which says that there is no stable rank 2 vector
bundle on P* with ¢; = 0, ¢, = 3). Consequently, Claim 2 is proven.

Claim 3. If ¢y = 10 then E ~ 50p4(1).

Indeed, as we saw in the proof of Claim 1, H'(E(—2)) = 0, H*(E(-3)) = 0 and
cy = 5. Using a formula from Remark 21I(b), one deduces that » = 5. Moreover,
since H*(E(—4)) = 0 (because H?*(Ex(—3)) = 0, for every hyperplane H C P*, by
Claim 2) and H*(E(-5)) ~ HY(EY)Y = 0, E is (—1)-regular. In particular, E(—1)
is globally generated and c;(E(—1)) = 0 hence E(—1) >~ 50px.

Claim 4. The case co = 11 cannot occur.

Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that it does. We saw in the proof of Claim 1
that h'(Ey(—2)) = 2, for every hyperplane H C P4, that H'(E(—3)) = 0 and that
H?(E(—3)) = 0. One deduces that H'(E(-2)) & H'(Ey(-2)), HY(Ez(-3)) =
H*(E(—4)) and H*(Ey(—3)) = H*(E(—4)) hence, taking into account Claim 2,
h'(E(—2)) = 2, h*(E(—4)) = 1 and h*(E(—4)) = 0. Since h*(E(—5)) = h*(EY) =0,
the Castelnuovo-Mumford lemma implies that H*(E(l)) = 0 for [ > —3. One also
has h?(E(—5)) = h*(EY) = 0 (by Cor. 24).
Consider, now, the exact sequences:

0 — HY(E(-1)) = H(Ex(—-1)) — HY(E(-2)) hy HY(E(-1)) = H(Ey(-1)) = 0.

The inequality h' (Eg(—1)) < max (h'(Ex(—2))—3,0) from the proof of Lemma [AJ]
implies that H'(Eg(—1)) = 0. Since this happens for every hyperplane H C P*
and since h'(E(—2)) = 2, the Bilinear Map Lemma [I7, Lemma 5.1] implies that
H'(E(—1)) = 0. Moreover, by Riemann-Roch on H, h®(Ey(—1)) = 2. Taking into
account that h*(E(—2)) = 2, it follows that H’(E(—1)) = 0. Applying Beilinson’s
theorem (recalled in [2, Thm. 1.23] and |2, Remark 1.25]) to £(—1) one deduces
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an exact sequence 0 — Q3,(3) — 2Qpi(1) — E(—1) — 0. In order to get a
contradiction it suffices to prove the following:

Subclaim 4.1.  There is no locally split monomorphism 3,(3) — 2Qpa(1).

Indeed, according to Definition [[J], any morphism ¢: Q2,(3) — 2Qps(1) is defined
by contraction with two elements w, w’ of A>V (where V = k5). We want to show
that the dual morphism ¢¥: 2Qpa(1)Y — Q3,(3)¥ cannot be an epimorphism. Let
W be the subspace wAV +w’AV of A*V (recall the description of H*(¢") from the
above mentioned definition). According to Lemma [[.8, we have to show that W+
contains a decomposable element of /\2 V. We consider, for that, only the generic
case. More precisely, we assume that there exist two bases uo, ..., uy and ug, ..., u)
of V such that w = ug A uy +ug A usz and w’ = uy A uj + ujy A uy. Moreover, putting
U= kuo+---+kug and U := kuy+- - -+ kuj, we assume that U4U" = V. One has
WAV = N U+k(wAuy) and W' AV = \* U'+k(w'Auly). Moreover, (\*U)*- = A*U,
(N*UNE = AU and A>UN AU = A*(UNU’) which is a 3-dimensional vector
subspace of /\2 V' consisting of decomposable elements. Exterior multiplications by
wAuy and w’ Ay define linear functions on A*(UNU’) hence there exists a non-zero
element n of A*(U NU’) such that n Aw Aug = 0 and n Aw’ Aul = 0. 1 belongs to
W+ and it is decomposable. This proves the subclaim and, with it, Claim 4.

Claim 5. The case co = 12 cannot occur.

Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that it does. Let H C P* be an arbitrary hyper-
plane. Since H*(Ey (1)) = 0, VI > —2, one gets, from Claim 1, that H*(E(l)) = 0
for | > —3. Lemma [A4] implies that h°(Ex(—1)) < 1 hence, by Lemma [A2(b),
h'(Eg(—1)) = 1 + h°(Ex(—1)) < 2. The last inequality in Lemma [A2{(b) implies,
now, that h'(Ey) = 0.

As we saw in the proof of Claim 1, h'(E(—3)) = ¢4/6. Since H*(Ey(—2)) = 0 and
H?(E(—-3)) = 0 one gets that h' (E(—2)) = h'(E(=3))+h'(Ex(—2)) = h'(E(-3))+
4. Consider the exact sequence :

0 — HY(E(-1)) —» HY(Eg(-1)) » H(E(-2)) & HY(E(-1)) —» HY(Eg(~1)) = 0.

Since h”(Ey(—1)) < 1 and h'(Ey(—1)) < 2 the Bilinear Map Lemma implies that
H°(E(—1)) = 0 (recall that H is an arbitrary hyperplane). The above exact sequence
shows, now, that :

h'(E(-1)) = h'(B(-2)) = h'(Exy(-1)) - h*(Ep(-1)) =1

hence h'(E(—1)) = h'(E(-3)) + 5. We want to evaluate, next, h”(E) using the
exact sequence :

0=H(E(-1)) > H'(E) = H*(Ey) — HY(E(-1)) 2% H'(E) — HY(Ey) = 0.

Firstly, the Bilinear Map Lemma implies that h*(E(—1)) —h'(E) > 4 (recall, again,
that H is an arbitrary hyperplane). Secondly, by Riemann-Roch on H, h’(Ey) =
(r—1)+8 = r+ 7 hence h%(E) < h’(Ey) —4 = r + 3. Since E is globally
generated, there exists an epimorphism (r + 3)0ps — E. The kernel K of this
epimorphism is a rank 3 vector bundle. But an easy computation shows that ¢,(K) =
—c4+C3+2c103—3c3 ey + ¢ which implies that cy(K) # 0 because the first four terms
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are divisible by 6 (recall that c; = 6h'(E(—3))) while ¢! is not. This contradiction
concludes the proof of Claim 5. ([

Proposition 2.8. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P*, with Chern
classes ¢, = 5, co = 11, ¢3, ¢4, and such that H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1. Assume, also,
that H*(Ex(—2)) = 0, for every hyperplane H C PY. Then one of the following
holds:

(i) ¢35 =15, ¢4 =16 and E ~ 40p:(1) & Tpa(—1);

(ii)) 3 =13, c4 =9 and E ~ 20p:(1) & Qpa(2).

Proof. According to Lemma and to Prop. 27 one must have c3 > 13 (recall that
c3 = c1cp mod 2). Let H C P? be an arbitrary hyperplane, of equation h = 0, and
let Fj,) be the vector bundle P(P(Ey)) on H (see Remark [[.2]). Then, according to
Remark [A.10 Fjy can be realized as an extension :

0— (l"kF[h} — 3)@[{ — F[h] — G[h}(Q) — 0,

where G, is a stable rank 3 vector bundle with ¢;(Gp) = —1, co(Gpy) = 3,
c3(Gpy) = 3. One deduces that G, has one of the following spectra: (0, —1, —2),
(—1,—-1,—1) and (—1, -1, —2).

If the spectrum of G is (=1, —1,-2), for at least one hyperplane H C P4,
then c3(Gp) = 5 hence ¢35 = 15. It is easy to show (see [5, Prop. 3.4]) that, in
this case, Fj) ~ 40y(1) ® Ty(—1). One deduces, from Lemma [[3, that E ~
4@194(1) @D T]p4(—1).

Similarly, if the spectrum of Gy is (=1, —1,—1), for at least one hyperplane
H C P* then ¢3(Gjpy) = 3 hence ¢35 = 13 and Fj ~ 30u(1) ® Qu(2) (by [5
Prop. 3.4]). Lemma [[4] implies that, in this case, E ~ 20pa(1) © Qps(2).

It remains to investigate the case where Gy has spectrum (0, —1, —2), for every
hyperplane H C P*. We want, actually, to eliminate this case. Assume, by con-
tradiction, that it occurs. Then c3(Gp)) = 3 hence ¢5 = 13. Moreover, rk Fy =
3+ h*(Gpy(—2)) = 6 (see the last part of Remark 2ZIi(c)). Since h*(Fj(—3)) =
h*(Gpy(—1)) = 1, one has ¢ < 1 (see Remark 2ZT}(c) for the notation) hence E has
rank r < 7.

Now, one has h*(Ey(—3)) = 1 (use the spectrum). Moreover, by Lemma [A2(b),
h'(Eg(—2)) = 1 and h*(Eg(—1)) = h°(Ex(~1)) — 3. But Lemma implies
that h’(Ex(—1)) < 3 hence h’(Ey(—1)) = 3 and h'(Ex(—1)) = 0. Remark 2(d)
implies that H'(E(—3)) = 0 and that H*(E(l)) = 0 for [ > —2. The formula from
Remark Z1](c) shows, now, that h*(E(—3)) = (9 — ¢4)/6.

Claim 1. H*(E(-4))=0.

Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that H*(E(—4)) # 0. Then, by Lemma[L.6, F can
be realized as an extension:

0— E; — EF— Tp(—-1) — 0,

where E is a vector bundle of rank r — 4 < 3. One must have 1 4+ ¢;(Fy) + -+ +
¢i(Ey) = ¢, i = 1,...,4, hence ¢1(E) = 4, co(E1) = 6, c3(F1) = 2 and, since
cs(Ey) =0, ¢y = 13. But this contradicts the formula h*(E(—3)) = (9 — ¢4)/6 and

Claim 1 is proven.
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It follows, from Claim 1 and from the fact that H'(F(—3)) = 0, that one has, for
every hyperplane H C P*, an exact sequence:

0 — H'(Eu(—3)) — H(E(-4)) - H2(E(-3)) — HX(Ex(-3)) — 0.
Since h'(Eg(—3)) = 1, h*(Eg(—3)) = 1 and h*(E(=3)) = (9 — ¢4)/6 < 1, one gets
that h*(E(—3)) = 1 and h*(E(—4)) = 1. Using the exact sequence :

0 — H'(E(-2)) — H'(Ey(-2)) — H*(E(-3)) — H*(E(-2)) =0
)

H°(Ey(—1)) hence h®(E(-1)) = 3.

Putting together the cohomological information obtained so far one deduces, ap-
plying Beilinson’s theorem (recalled in [2, Thm. 1.23] and [2 Remark 1.25]) to
E(—1), that one has an exact sequence :

0 — Q3.(3) — 30p @ Q24(2) — E(—1) — 0.
In order to get the desired contradiction it suffices to prove the following:
Claim 2. There is no locally split monomorphism Q3,(3) — 30p: ® Q2,(2).

Indeed, according to Definition [Tl any morphism ¢: Q2,(3) — 30ps & Q5.(2) is
defined by contraction with three elements wy, ws, ws of /\3 V and with a vector vy €
V (where V = k). We want to show that the dual morphism ¢ : 30p: ®Q2,(2)" —
03,(3)" cannot be an epimorphism. Let W be the subspace vgpAA* V43 kw; of A* V
(recall the description of H(¢") from the above mentioned definition). According
to Lemma [I.8, we have to show that W~ contains a decomposable element of /\2 V.
One has (v A N> V) = V Awy. Exterior multiplication to the right by w; defines
a linear function on V A vy, ¢ = 1, 2, 3. Since V A vy has dimension 4, there exists
vy € V'\ kv such that v; Avg Aw; =0, i =1, 2, 3. It follows that W+ contains the
decomposable element v; A vg. This concludes the proof of Claim 2 and, with it, of
the proposition. O

Lemma 2.9. There exists no globally generated vector bundle E on P*, with Chern
classes ¢, = 5, ¢ = 12, c3 = 14, ¢4, such that H(EY) = 0, i = 0,1, and
HY(Ey(—2)) = 0, for every hyperplane H C P*.

Proof. Assume, by contradiction, that such a bundle exists. Since h'(Ey(—2)) = 3
(by Lemma [A.2(b)), Remark 2.I)(d) implies that H*(E(l)) = 0 for [ > —2, and that
H'(E(=3)) = 0. It follows, from the formula in Remark ZZT(c), that h*(E(—3)) =
(7 — ¢4)/6. One deduces that, for every hyperplane H C P* of equation h = 0, one
has an exact sequence :

0 — H'(E(-2)) — H'(Ex(-2)) — H*(E(-3)) — 0.

Since h*(E(—3)) < 1 it follows that 2 < h'(E(—2)) < 3 (recall that h'(Ey(—2)) =
3). Consider, now, the exact sequence :

0 — HY(E(-1)) = H°(Eg(—1)) = HY(E(-2)) hy HY(E(-1)) = H(Ey(-1)) = 0.

Since h'(Ey(—1)) = h’(Ex(~1)) < 1, by Lemma [A2(b) and Lemma [A4] the
Bilinear Map Lemma [I7, Lemma 5.1] implies that H’(E(—1)) = 0. One deduces
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that hl(E(—l)) h'(E(—2)) and that the multiplication by any non-zero linear
form h: H'(E(-2)) — H'(E(—1)) has corank < 1. Applying, now, Lemma [T
to the map H%(Ops(1)) — Hom,(H'(E(-2)),H'(E(~1))) one gets a contradiction
(recall that h'(E(—2)) € {2, 3}). O

Proposition 2.10. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P* with Chern
classes ¢y = 5, co = 12, ¢3, ¢y, such that H(EV) =0, =0, 1, and H*(Eg(-2)) = 0,
for every hyperplane H C P*. Then one of the following holds:

(i) 3 =20, ¢4 =28 and E ~ 30pa(1) ® 2Tpa(—1);

(i) c3 =18, c4 =21 and E ~ Opa(1) @ Tpa(—1) ® Qps(2) ;
(iil) c5 =18, ¢4 = 15 and E ~ 20p:(1) @ Q2,(3) ;
(iv) c3 =16, ¢4 =8 and E ~ Ops(1) @ Ey, where Eo(—1) is the cohomology sheaf

of a monad of the form:

0 — Q54 (3) — 24 (2) ® (1) — Ops — 0,

i.e., Eo(—1) is the bundle G from the statement of the main result of the
paper of Abo, Decker and Sasakura [1] ;
(v) c3 =16, ¢4 = 8 and one has an exact sequence:

00— Qpi(3) — 2u(2) & (1) — E(—-1) — 0.

Proof. According to Lemma [2.6] Prop. 2.7 and Lemma one must have c3 > 16
(recall that c3 = cicy (mod 2)). If H C P* is an arbitrary hyperplane, of equation
h = 0, let Fy denote the vector bundle P(P(Ey)) on H (see Remark [L2). B
Lemma [A2)(b),

h*(Fipy(—1)) — h' (Fjy(—1)) = %(Cs — 14)

hence h’(Fj(—1)) > 2 if ¢ > 18. In this case, by Remark [A.5] either c; = 20 and
Fh] >~ 3@}]( )@QTH( 1) or Cs = 18 and F[h >~ QﬁH( )@TH( )@QH( ) In the
former case one deduces, from Lemma [[.3] that E is as in item (i) of the statement
while, in the latter case, E is as in item (ii) or in item (iii) of the statement,
by Lemma EIEL It thus remains to consider the case c3 = 16. In this case, by
Remark [A.10, F],) can be realized as an extension :

0— (l"kF[h] — 3) — F[h} — G[h](Q) — 0,

where G is a stable rank 3 vector bundle on H with ¢,(G)) = —1, co(Gpy) = 4,
c3(Gpy) = 4. Taking into account Remark 27 the possible spectra of Gy, are
(0,—1,-1,-2) and (—1,—1,—1,—1). In both cases h*(Gp;(—2)) = 4 hence Fj
has rank 7 (see the last part of Remark 2.i(c)). One also has, by Lemma [A.2|(b),
h'(Ex(—2)) = 2 (and h'(Eg(—1)) = h°(Eg(—1)) — 1) hence, by Remark 2.IJ(d),
H'(E(-3)) = 0 and H*(E(l)) = 0 for [ > —2. One deduces, from the formula in
Remark 2i(c), that h*(E(—3)) = (14 — ¢4)/6. One gets an exact sequence :

3)
0 — H'(E(-2)) — H'(Ep(-2)) — H(E(-3)) — 0
hence h'(E(—2)) + h*(E(-3)) = 2.

Claim 1. H*(E(-4)) = 0.
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Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that H*(£(—4)) # 0. For every hyperplane H C
P, one has an exact sequence :

0 — H'(Ey(=3)) — H*(E(—4)) hy H*(E(-3)) — H*(Ey(-3)) — H*(E(-4)) = 0.

Since h*(Ep(—3)) = h*(G(—1)) < 1 (use the spectrum) one gets that h*(E(—4)) =
h*(Ex(—3)) = 1 (hence, in particular, Gy has spectrum (0, —1, —1, —2)). It follows
that the multiplication by any non-zero linear form h: H*(E(—4)) — H*(E(—3)) is
surjective. Since h'(Eg(—3)) = 1, the Bilinear Map Lemma [17, Lemma 5.1] im-
plies that H?*(E(—3)) = 0 hence ¢, = 14. Moreover, one gets that h*(E(—4)) =
h'(Ex(—3)) = 1 hence, by Cor. Z4, H*(EY) = 0. Using a formula from Re-
mark [2T[(b), one deduces that E has rank r = 7.

Now, the assumption H?(E(—4)) # 0 implies, by Lemma [[G, that E can be
realized as an extension :

0 — E — E— Tp(—1) — 0,

where E; is a vector bundle of rank r —4 = 3. One gets that c4(E1) = ¢4 —cg = —2
and this contradicts the fact that E; has rank 3. This contradiction proves the
claim.

One deduces, from Claim 1, that one has, for every hyperplane H C P4, an exact
sequence :

0 — H'(Ex(—3)) — HX(E(—4)) 2 HX(E(-3)) — H*(Ex(-3)) — 0.

Since h' (Ey(—3)) = h?(Ey(—3)) < 1 (use the spectrum), one gets that h*(E(—4)) =
h?*(E(-3)).

Claim 2. H?*(E(-3)) # 0.

Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that H*(E(—3)) = 0. It follows that h'(Eg(—3)) =
h?(Ey(—3)) = 0, for every hyperplane H C P*. Moreover, using the formula pre-
ceding Claim 1, h*(E(—2)) = 2. Consider, for an arbitrary hyperplane H C P*, the
exact sequence :

0 — HY(E(-1)) = H*(Eg(-1)) — HY(E(-2)) hy HY(E(-1)) = H(Ex(-1)) = 0.

Since h'(Ex(—3)) = 0, the last assertion in Lemma[A4limplies that h’(Ey(—1)) < 1
hence, actually, h’(Ey(—1)) = 1 and h'(Ey(—1)) = 0 (recall that h'(Ey(—1)) =
h’(Eg(—1)) — 1, by Lemma [A2(b)). Because this happens for every hyperplane
H C P* the Bilinear Map Lemma [17, Lemma 5.1] implies that H'(E(—1)) = 0 and
this clearly contradicts the fact that h'(E(—2)) = 2 and h°(Ey(—1)) = 1.

Consequently, one has h*(E(—4)) = h*(E(-3)) € {1, 2}. Since the multipli-
cation by any non-zero linear form h: H*(E(—4)) — H2( (—3)) has corank < 1
one must have h’(E(—4)) = h*(E(-3)) = 1 (there is no injective linear map
k> — Homy (k% k?)). One deduces that ¢4 = 8 and that h'(E(—2)) = 1 (by
the formula preceding Claim 1). The last assertion in Lemma [A.4] implies that
h’(Eg(—1)) < 2 hence h'(Eg(—1)) = h°(Ex(—=1)) — 1 < 1, for every hyperplane
H c P*. Using the exact sequence from the proof of Claim 2 and the Bilinear Map
Lemma one deduces easily that one must have h'(E(—1)) < 1. One also deduces



22 ANGHEL, COANDA, AND MANOLACHE

that h”(E(—1)) = h'(£(—1)) (because h'(E(-2)) = 1). The cohomological infor-
mation obtained so far suffices to conclude that the Beilinson monad of E(—1) has
one of the forms:

0— Q3.(3) — Q% (2) © Qu(1) — 0 — 0,
0— Q]Ism(?)) i) 954(2) D Q]%m(l) D ﬁ]pzl i) ﬁﬂM — 0

(with the direct sums as the term of cohomological degree 0). If the Beilinson monad
of E(—1) has the first form then F is as in item (v) of the statement.

Assume, finally, that the Beilinson monad of E(—1) has the second form. By
the basic properties of Beilinson monads, the component [y: Ops — Opa of [ is 0.
It follows that the component S3;: Q2,(2) @ Qp.(1) — Ops of B is an epimorphism.
Since E is globally generated, Ker 4(1) must be globally generated hence Ker £;(1) is
globally generated. Cor.[[.I0implies that there exists a k-basis vy, ...,vs of V := k°
such that g is defined by contraction with w := vy A v; + v A v3 and with v := vy.
The component a;: Q22,(3) = Q2,(2) ® Q.(1) of « is defined by contraction with a
weVandann € /\2 V. The condition 8 0a; = 0 is equivalent to w Aw+nAv =0
in A*V. Put V' := kvg +--- 4+ kvs C V. Since A’V = A’ V' @ (A*V' Avy) and
since * A w maps V' isomorphically onto /\3 V', one deduces that one must have
w = —cuy, for some ¢ € k. This implies that n = cw 4+ u A vy, for some u € V.

Now, since there is no locally split monomorphism 3, (3) — Qp.(1) @ Ops (the
cokernel of such a monomorphism would be isomorphic to Ops(2)) it follows that
¢ # 0. H(a)) can be identified to the map A*V @V — A’V defined by w A x
and n A x. One deduces that H°(a)) is surjective (because its image contains vy A
A* V' and w AV’ = A’ V') hence o is an epimorphism hence a is a locally split
monomorphism. One thus gets a monad :

0 — 05(3) 5 0%(2) ® Qb (1) 25 Ops — 0.

Let E; be the cohomology sheaf of this monad (F; is, of course, locally free). One
gets an exact sequence :
0 — Ops — E(—1) — E; — 0.

Since H’(av}) is surjective it follows that H'(E)) = 0 hence E(—1) ~ Op+ @ E; hence
E is as in item (iv) of the statement. O

3. THE CASE ¢y =5 ONP*, n>5

We classify, in this section, the globally generated vector bundles F with ¢; = 5 on
P? n > 5, with the property that H'(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, and that H*(Ey(—2)) =0
for every 3-plane IT C P". We use the analogous classification for vector bundles on
P* from the preceding section and the following two auxiliary results.

Lemma 3.1. Consider a morphism ¢: Q235(3) — Q1s(1) defined by contraction with
an element w of \°V, where V := kS (see Definition II). Then the following
assertions are equivalent:
(i) ¢ is an epimorphism;
(ii) There exists a k-basis vo, .. .,vs of V such that w = vg Avy 4 vy Avg+vg A Vs ;
(iii) HO(p(1)) is bijective.
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Proof. HO(¢(1)): H(Q3,(4)) — H°(QL;(2)) is the map *L w: A*VY — A?VY which
can be identified with the map sAw: A>V — A" V. Let W be the subspace A* V Aw
of /\4 V. By Lemma [L8, ¢(1) is an epimorphism if and only if the subspace W+ of
/\2 V' contains no decomposable element.

If w = vy Avy, with vy, v1 € V linearly independent then W+ contains the element
Vg N\ V1.

If w = vo Avy +v2 Avs, with vg, ..., v3 € V linearly independent then W+ contains
Vg N\ Us.

One deduces that if ¢ is an epimorphism then there exists a k-basis vy, ..., vs of
V such that w = vy A vy + vo Avs 4+ v4 Avs. We assert that, in this case, W = /\4 V.

Indeed, any subset of {0, ..., 5} consisting of 4 elements contains one of the subsets
{0, 1}, {2, 3}, {4, 5}. If it contains, for example, {0, 1} and the other two elements
i, 7 belong one to {2, 3} and the other one to {4, 5} then:

Vo ANV ANV AV = Avj Aw e .
On the other hand, one has:
W 3vgAvy Aw =v9g Avy Avg Avg+vg Avy Avg A vs,
W Sv Avus Aw =vg Avy Avg A v+ v9g Avg Avg A vy,
W 3vAvs Aw =v9g Avy Avg A vs+v9 Avg Avg A vs,

hence vy A v1 Avg Avs, vg A vy Avg Avs and ve A vg A vy Avs belong to W (one uses
the fact that char k # 2). O

Corollary 3.2. Consider a morphism ¢: Q25(2) — Ops defined by contraction with
anw € N*V, where V := kS,

(a) ¢ is an epimorphism if and only if there exists a k-basis vy, ...,vs of V such
that either w = vg A vy + U2 Avg o7 w = Vg A V1 + Uy A U3 + V4 A Us.

(b) If ¢ is an epimorphism then Ker ¢(1) is globally generated if and only if there
exists a k-basis vy, ..., vs of V' such that w = vy A v1 4+ va A v3 + v4 A vs.

Proof. (a) ¢ is an epimorphism if and only if H(¢(1)) is surjective, i.e., if and only if
the contraction mapping *Lw: A*VY — VV is surjective. On the other hand, this
mapping can be identified with * A w: /\3 V — /\5 V. If there is a basis vy, ..., vs
of V such that w = vy A v; then v; A ... A vy does not belong to /\3 VAw.

(b) One uses the same kind of argument as in the proof of Cor. [LT0l O

Proposition 3.3. Let E be a globally generated vector bundle on P, n > 5, with
c1 =5, co < 12, such that H(EY) = 0, i = 0, 1, and H*(En(—2)) = 0, for every
3-plane 11 C P™. Then one of the following holds:
(i) c2 =10 and E ~ 50pn (1) ;
(ii) co =11 and E ~ 40px(1) ® Tpn(—1);
(ili) co =12 and E ~ 30pn(1) & 2Tpn(—1);
(iv) n=05, co =11 and E ~ Ops(1) & Qps(2) ;
V) n==06, co =11 and E ~ Qps(2) ;
(Vi) n="5, co =12 and E ~ Tps(—1) & Qps(2) ;
(vil) m =5, ¢ = 12 and one has an exact sequence:

0 — Qps(4) — Q25(2) — E(—1) — 0.
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Proof. According to Lemma 2.6 Prop. 27 Prop. 2.8 and Prop. the pair of
Chern classes (¢, c3) of E must take one of the values (10,10), (11,15), (11,13),
(12,20), (12,18), (12,16). Let IT C P™ be a 3-plane and let F' be the vector bundle
P(P(En)) on II (see Remark [[.2)). Taking into account the precise description of
the globally generated vector bundles on P* from the above mentioned results, one
sees that, for the first five possible pairs of Chern classes, F' is isomorphic to one
of the bundles: 5ﬁn(1), 4@1‘[(1) D TH(—l), 3@1‘[(1) D QH(Q), 3@1‘[(1) D QTH(—l),
20n(1) ® Tu(—1) & Qu(2). It follows, from Lemma [[.3] and Lemma [[4] that, in the
first five cases, F is as in one of the items (i)—(vi) from the statement.

Assume, from now on, that (ce,c3) = (12,16). If H C P™ is an arbitrary hy-
perplane, of equation h = 0, then, as we noticed in Remark [L.2] the (globally
generated) vector bundle Fi, := P(P(Ey)) on H satisfies H'(Fj;)) = 0, 7 = 0, 1,
and Ey ~ tOy ® Qp where t = h°(EY;) and Q) is a quotient of Fj, by a trivial
subbundle s0, where s = h'(E},).

Case 1. n =25 (and, of course, co = 12, c3 = 16).
In this case, by Prop. 210, F},)(—1) is the cohomology sheaf of a monad of the form :
0 — Qy(3) — () © (1) ® O — Oy — 0,
in which the component 0y — Oy of the differential from the right can be non-zero.
One deduces the following cohomological information about Ep :
(1) Hl(EH( )) = 0for I < =3 and [ > 0, h'(Ey(—2)) = 1, h'(Ey(-1)) =
W(By(—1)) < 1;
(2) H*(Ex(l)) =0 for | < =5 and | > —2, h*(Eg(—4)) = h*(Ex(-3)) = 1;
(3) H3(Eg(l)) =0 for I > —4, h3(Ey(—5)) = h'(EY) = s
Moreover, since Fyy has rank 6 and c,(F,)) = 8 # 0, one must have s < 2.

Now, since H°(E(—6)) ~ H(EV)Y = 0 it follows that H°(E(l)) = 0 for [ > —6.

One gets, from (3), that H*(E(l)) = 0 for [ > —5. Moreover, H*(E(—6)) ~
H'(EY)Y = 0.

Using the exact sequence:

HE (Ep(—4)) — H(B(=5)) = H(E(~4)) — H(Ey(~4)) = 0

and the Bilinear Map Lemma [I7, Lemma 5.1] (recall that the hyperplane H is
arbitrary) one deduces that H*(E(—4)) = 0. Together with (3) this implies that
H*(E()) = 0 for | > —4. Moreover, using the exact sequence:

0 = H2(Ey(—5)) — H3(E(=6)) = H3(B(~5)) — H*(Ep(~5))

and the Bilinear Map Lemma one gets that H*(F(—6)) = 0.
It follows, from (2), that H?(E(l)) = 0 for | < —5. Using the exact sequence:

H'(By(~2)) — HX(B(=3)) = H*(E(~2)) — H*(Ey(~2)) =0

and the Bilinear Map Lemma one deduces that H*(E(—2)) = 0. Together with (2)
this implies that H*(E(l)) = 0 for [ > —2.
One gets, from (1), that H'(E(l)) = 0, for | < —3. Using the exact sequence:

0 = H'(B(-3)) — H*(E(—4)) - H(E(-3)) — H*(En(-3)) — H*(E(=4)) = 0
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~

and the Bilinear Map Lemma one deduces that H?*(E(—4)) = 0 and H*(E(-3)) &
H?(Ey(—3)) hence h*(E(—3)) = 1. Since H(E(—4)) = 0, i = 2, 3, it follows that
H?(Ey(—4)) = H*(E(-5)) hence h*(E(-5)) = 1.

Finally, using the exact sequence :

0=H'(E(=3)) —» H'(E(-2)) » H(Ep(-2)) — H(E(-3)) —» H(E(-2)) =0

and recalling that h'(Ey(—2)) = 1 = h*(E(—3)), one obtains that H'(E(—2)) = 0.
Since H'(E(—2)) = 0,4 = 0, 1, 2, it follows that H'(E(—1)) = H(Eg(—1)),i =0, 1.

We have gathered enough cohomological information to conclude that the Beilin-
son monad of F(—1) has one of the following two forms:

0 — Qs(4) — Q25(2) — 0 — 0,
0 — Q& (4) -2 Q25(2) B Ops -2 Ops — 0.

If the monad of E(—1) has the first form then E'is as in item (vii) from the statement.
We assert that F(—1) cannot have a monad of the second form. Indeed, assume, by
contradiction, that it does. Since, by the basic properties of the Beilinson monad,
the component f5: Ops — Ops of ( is 0, the component f3;: Q3;(2) — Ops must be
an epimorphism. FE globally generated implies that Ker 5(1) is globally generated
hence Ker (1) is globally generated. Cor.B.2Ib) implies that there exists a k-basis
V0, - .., v5 of V := kS such that /3, is defined by contraction with w := vy Avy +vy Avs+
vaAvs € N°V. The component a; : Qps(4) — Q25(2) is defined by contraction with
an element 7 of A\*V. The condition £ 0a; = 0 is equivalent to nAw = 0 (in A* V).
But, as we saw in the final part of the proof of Lemma B.1] *x A w: /\2 V— /\4 V is
bijective hence n = 0. Since there is no locally split monomorphism Qg;(4) — Ops
we have got the desired contradiction.

Case 2. n > 6 (and, of course, co = 12, c3 = 16).

We will show that this case cannot occur. Assume, by contradiction, that it does.
We can suppose, of course, that n = 6. Using the notation from the beginning of
the proof, Case 1 implies that one has an exact sequence :

0 — Q3 (4) — Q3(2) — Fpy(—1) — 0,

for every hyperplane H C P°. Tt follows that H!(Eg) = 0 and this implies that
H.(F) =0, =1, 2. Using the exact sequence:

H2(Ep(—4)) — H*(B(=5)) = H}(E(—4)) — H*(En(—4))

and the fact that H(Egy(—4)) = 0, i = 2, 3, for every hyperplane H C P°, one
gets that H*(E(=5)) = 0 and H*(E(—4)) = 0. But this contradicts the fact that
H?(Eg(—3)), which is 1-dimensional, injects into H*(E(—4)) (because H?(E(—3)) =
0). 0

APPENDIX A. OVERVIEW OF THE CASE ¢; = 5 ON P?

We explain in this appendix, for ease of reference, the method used in [5] to
classify globally generated vector bundles with ¢; = 5 on P3. Most of the results are
of a technical nature but the way in which the method works effectively can be seen
in the proof of Lemma [A.T5] below.
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Firstly, let us recall the following result, which is a particular case of [3, Prop. 3.5],
and for which a short self-contained proof can be found in [5, Appendix A].

Proposition A.1. Let F' be a globally generated vector bundle on P2, with Chern
classes ¢y = 5, ¢y, c3, and such that H(FY) = 0,1 =0, 1. If HY(F(-3)) = 0 and
HY(F(=2)) # 0 then either Ops(2) is a direct summand of F or F ~ M(3), for
some stable rank 2 vector bundle M with c1(M) = —1, co(M) = 2 (in which case
c(F) =8).

Proof. This result is proven in [5, Prop. A.1] under the hypothesis ¢; < 12. The
case ¢ > 13 is, however, easy. Indeed, the dependency locus of r — 1 general global
sections of F' is a nonsingular (but not, necessarily, connected) curve Y, whence one
gets an exact sequence:

0— (r—1)0p — F — H(5) — 0.

The degree of Y is cy. Since .#y(5) is globally generated and HY(.#(3)) # 0 it
follows that Y is contained in a complete intersection of type (3,5). One deduces
that either Y is a complete intersection of type (3,5) or ¢o < 14 and Y is directly
linked by a complete intersection of type (3,5) to a (locally Cohen-Macaulay) curve
Y’ of degree 15 — cs.

In the former case, one gets an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—3) — Op3(2) rOps — F — 0.

Since H'(FY) = 0,4 = 0, 1, it follows that, by dualizing the exact sequence, the map
H°(r0ps) — H°(0ps(3)) is bijective. One deduces, easily, that Ops(2) is a direct
summand of F'.

In the latter case, one gets, from the exact sequence of liaison (recalled in [2
Remark 2.6]) :

0 — Ops(—8) — Ops(—3) ® Ops(—H) — Sy — wy/(—4) — 0,

that wy/(1) is globally generated. If co > 13 then degY” € {1, 2}. The condition
wy(1) globally generated implies that Y’ has degree 2 and it is a complete intersec-
tion of type (1,2) or a double structure on a line L C P3. Such a double structure is
defined by an exact sequence 0 — Sy — I, — Or(l) — 0, for some [ > —1. It is
well known that one has wy: ~ Oy (—1 — 2) hence wy(1) globally generated implies
that [ = —1, i.e., Y’ is a complete intersection of type (1,2) in this case, too. Using
a result of Ferrand about resolutions under liaison (also recalled in [2, Remark 2.6])
one gets a resolution :

0— ﬁ]pii(—2) ) ﬁ]pii(—]_) — 26)]}»3 ) ﬁp3(2) — fy(5) — 0
and one concludes as in the case where Y is a complete intersection of type (3,5). O

Now, using Prop. [A1] [2, Prop. 2.4] and [2, Prop. 2.10] one sees that, in order
to classify globally generated vector bundles ' on P? with ¢; = 5, one can assume
that H°(F(—2)) = 0. The next result provides some preliminary cohomological
information about such a bundle.

Lemma A.2. Let F be a globally generated vector bundle on P of rank r > 3, with
Chern classes ¢, =5, ¢y < 12, ¢3, and such that H(FY) =0, i =0, 1. Then:
(a) HY(F (1)) = 0 for 1 < —5.
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(b) If, moreover, HY(F(—2)) = 0 then H2(F(I)) = 0, for | > —2, and one has:

W (F(~2)) = 3(5(es —8) — e2), B(F(=1)) = 3 (T(es — 10) = ) + H(F(~1)),

(=
and h*(F) < max (h'(F(-1)) — 3,0).

Proof. (a) The dependency locus of r —1 general global sections of F' is a nonsingular
curve Y of degree cy. One gets an exact sequence :

0— (r—1)0p — F — H(5) — 0.

According to [5, Lemma 1.1], Y is connected hence H'(F(1)) = 0 for [ < —5.
(b) r — 3 general global sections of F' define an exact sequence :

0—(r—3)0p — F—F —0,

with F’ a rank 3 vector bundle. Consider the normalized rank 3 vector bundle
G := F'(—=2). It has Chern classes ¢1(G) = —1, co(G) = c2—8, c3(G) = c3—2c2+12.
Using the exact sequence :

0—(r—=3)0p — F —G(2) —0

and its dual one deduces that H°(G) = 0 and H°(GY(-2)) = 0. If H(GY(~1)) =0
then G is stable. In this case, according to the restriction theorem of Schneider [24]
(see, also, Ein et al. [13] Thm. 3.4]) either G ~ Qps(1) (in which case c2(G) = 1)
or the restriction Gy of G to a general plane H C P2 is stable (in which case
c2(G) > 2). In the latter case HY(Gg) = 0 hence H*(Fy(—2)) = 0.

If H(GV(—-1)) # 0, a non-zero global section of GY(—1) defines a non-zero mor-
phism ¢ : G — Ops(—1). The image of ¢ is of the form .#;(—1), where Z is a
closed subscheme of P, of codimension > 2 (because H°(GY(—2)) = 0). Since G(2)
is globally generated, .#;(1) globally generated, hence Z must be the empty set,
a simple point or a line. But ¢3(GY(—1)) = —c3 + ¢ —4 = 0 (mod 2) (because
c3 = 163 = ¢o (mod 2)). One deduces that Z cannot be a simple point hence G
can be realized as an extension of one of the following forms:

(A) 0> M — G — Ops(—1) =0,
B) 0>M-—G— S(-1) =0,

where M is a rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(M) = 0 and H°(M) = 0 (hence it is
stable) and L is a line in P?. Moreover, ca(M) = ¢ — 8 and ¢3 = ¢y — 4 in case (A)
while in case (B), co(M) = co —9 and ¢3 = ¢2. According to the restriction theorem
of Barth [6] (see, also, Ein et al. [13, Thm. 3.3]) either M can be described by an
exact sequence 0 — Ops(—1) — Qps(1) — M — 0 (in which case co(M) = 1; these
bundles are called nullcorrelation bundles) or the restriction My of M to a general
plane H C P is stable (in which case cy(M) > 2). In the latter case H(My) = 0
hence H(Fy(—2)) = 0.

Now, with the above notation, if G ~ Qps(1) (resp., if M is a nullcorrelation
bundle) then H*(G) = 0 (resp., H*(M) = 0). It follows that, in order to prove
that H?(F(—2)) = 0, one can assume that H°(Fy(—2)) = 0, for the general plane
H c P3. Consider, for an arbitrary plane H C P3, the exact sequence :

H' (Fy(—2)) — HA(F(=3)) = HY(F(=2)) — H(Fiu(-2)).
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One has H?*(Fy(—2)) ~ H%(FY(—1))Y = 0 (since Fy is globally generated, FH
embeds into a direct sum of copies of &f). Applying the Bilinear Map Lemma [I7
Lemma 5.1] one deduces that if H*(F(—2)) # 0 then h*(F(—3)) — h*(F(—2)) 2
3. But, for a general plane H C P?, one has, by Riemann-Roch, h'(Fy(—2)) =
co — 10 < 2 and this contradiction shows that, in fact, H*(F(—2)) = 0. Since
H*(F(—3)) ~ H(FY(~1))¥ = 0, the Castelnuovo-Mumford lemma (in the slightly
more general form quoted in [2, Lemma 1.21]) implies that H*(F(I)) = 0, V1 > —2.
The next two relations from item (b) of the statement can be deduced from the
Riemann-Roch formula (recalled in [2, Thm. 4.5]). Finally, since H'(Fy) = 0, for
every plane H C P? (by the proof of [2, Prop. 3.6]), it follows that the multiplication
by any non-zero linear form h: H*(F(—1)) — H'(F) is surjective hence, using again
the Bilinear Map Lemma, one gets the last inequality from the statement. O]

Prop. below shows that, except for a few cases in which the bundle F' can
be explicitly described, the rank 3 vector bundle G associated to F' in the proof of
Lemma [A.2|(b) is stable. This reduces the classification of globally generated vector
bundles F' on P? with ¢; = 5 and H°(F(—2)) = 0 to the classification of stable
rank 3 vector bundles G' on P3| with ¢;(G) = —1, ¢o(G) < 4 and such that G(2) is
globally generated. In order to prove Prop. [A.6 one needs two auxiliary results.

Lemma A.3. Let I be a globally generated vector bundle on P3 with Chern classes
c1 =5, ca =11, c3, and such that H°(F(—2)) = 0. Then:

1
h?(F(—1)) < max <§(c3 -7, 1) :
Proof. 1t follows, from the description of globally generated vector bundles with
c; =5, ¢co = 11 on P? from the proof of [2, Prop. 3.6], that H'(F(—1)) = 0, for

every plane H C P3. Using the exact sequences H'(F(—2)) N HY(F(-1)) —
H'(Fy(—1)) = 0 and applying the Bilinear Map Lemma, one gets that :

b (F(—1)) < max (W (F(~2)) — 3, 0).
On the other hand, by Lemma [A2|(b):

1 1
h!'(F(-2)) = 5(15 —¢3) and h'(F(-1)) = 5(03 —7)+hY(F(-1)).
The inequality from the statement is now clear. O

Lemma A.4. Let I be a globally generated vector bundle on P3 with Chern classes
c1 =5, cg = 12, ¢3, and such that H°(F(=2)) = 0. If h%(F(=1)) > 2 then c3 €
{16, 18, 20}. Moreover, if cz = 16 then h'(F(=3)) =1 and h°(F(-1)) = 2.

Proof. Let r be the rank of F. As we saw in the proof of Lemma [A.2(a), F' can be
realized as an extension:

00— (r—1)0ps — F — H(5) — 0,

with Y a nonsingular connected curve of degree co = 12. Our hypotheses imply
that H°(#y(3)) = 0 and h°(.#(4)) > 2. It follows that Y is directly linked, by a
complete intersection of type (4,4), to a curve Y’ of degree 4. Since 2degY > 4 x 4,
Y’ must be locally complete intersection except at finitely many points, where it is
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locally Cohen-Macaulay. The fundamental exact sequence of liaison (recalled in [2]
Remark 2.6]):

0 — Ops(—8) — 20p3(—4) — Sy —> wy/(—4) — 0

implies that wy(1) is globally generated. It follows that a general global section
of wy:(1) generates this sheaf except at finitely many points hence it defines an
extension :

0 — Ops(—2) — 9 — H(1) — 0

with ¢ a rank 2 reflexive sheaf with ¢1(9) = —1, (¥) = degY’ —2 = 2 (see
[17, Thm. 4.1]). Since x(¢) = x(Hy+(1)) = x(Tps(1)) — x(Oy+(1)) and x(Oy(1)) =
deg Y'+x(Oy), the Riemann-Roch formula for x (%) (see, for example, [2, Thm. 4.5])
implies that that ¢3(¥4) = 4 — 2x(0y+). One can show, similarly, that ¢5 = —12 —
2x(0y). On the other hand, by a basic formula in liaison theory (recalled in the
footnote on page 24 in [2]), one has:

1
xX(Oy:) — x(Oy) = 5(4 +4—4)(degY —degY’) = 16.

It follows that ¢z = ¢3(¥¢) + 16.

Now, if H°(#~(1)) # 0 then Y’ is a complete intersection of type (1,4), hence
wyr =~ Oy:(1). Tt follows that H(wys(—1)) # 0, hence H(#(3)) # 0, a contradic-
tion.

It remains that H°(# (1)) = 0 hence ¢ is stable. [17, Thm. 8.2(b)] implies, now,
that c3(¢) € {0, 2, 4} hence c3 € {16, 18, 20}.

Assume, finally, that ¢5 = 16. In this case ¢3(¥4) = 0 hence ¢ is a rank 2
vector bundle. These bundles have been studied, independently, by Hartshorne
and Sols [19] and by Manolache [21]. One has H'(F(—3)) ~ H'(#y(2)) and, by
the well known behaviour of the Hartshorne-Rao module H!(.#-) (C space curve)
under liason, H'(.%(2)) ~ H(#A~(2))Y. But h'(#A~(2)) = h'(4(1)) = 1 (see, for
example, [19, Prop. 2.2]) hence h'(F(—3)) = 1. Moreover, dualizing the extension
defining ¢ and using the fact that H'(4(—2)) = 0 one gets that H°(wy+) = 0 hence
h?(.#y(4)) = 2 hence h’(F(—1)) = 2. O

Remark A.5. Since the rank 2 reflexive sheaves ¢ appearing in the proof of
Lemma [A.4] can be described concretely, one gets (see [5, Prop. 4.1]) that if F
is a globally generated vector bundle on P? with Chern classes ¢; = 5, ¢y = 12, c3,
such that H(FY) =0, =0, 1, H(F(—2)) = 0 and h®(F(—1)) > 2 then one of the
following holds:
(i) c3 =20 and F ~ 30ps(1) ® 2Tps(—1);
(11) C3 = 18 and F ~ 2@[@3(1) D Tps(—].) D Q]PS (2) ;
(iii) ¢3 = 16 and F ~ Ops(1) & I, where, up to a linear change of coordinates,
[y is the cohomology of the monad :
Oor(—1) 1y 96,0(2) ® 260m(1) © 460 20 Goa(3)
where Ops(—1) 2 2055(2) ®20ps (1) 5 Ops(3) is a subcomplex of the Koszul
complex defined by wg, z1, 3, #3 and u : Ops(—1) — 40ps is defined by
Toy...,T3.
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Proposition A.6. Let I be a globally generated vector bundle of rank r > 3 on P3,
with Chern classes ¢; = 5, co < 12, c3, such that H/(FY) = 0, i = 0, 1. Assume,
also, that H°(F(=2)) = 0. As we saw in the proof of Lemma [A2(b), F can be
realized as an extension:

00— (r—3)0p — F — G(2) — 0,

where G is a rank 3 vector bundle with ¢1(G) = —1, c2(G) = o — 8, ¢3(G) =
c3 — 2o + 12. If G is not stable then one of the following holds:

(i) r=3, cg=co — 4, and F can be realized as an extension:
0— M(2) — F — Op3(1) — 0,

where M is a rank 2 vector bundle with ¢y (M) = 0, co(M) = c;—8, HY(M) =
0 and H*(M(-2)) = 0 (i.e., M is a mathematical instanton bundle of charge
Co — 8) 3

(il) r =4, co =12, c3 = co—4 =8, and F ~ Ops(1)DFy, where Fy is the kernel of
an epimorphism 40ps(2) — Ops(4), and the image of the morphism Ops — F
s contained in Fy;

(iii) r =5, c3 = co and there exists an exact sequence:

0— M(2) — F — Tps(—1) — 0,

where M is a rank 2 vector bundle with c;(M) = 0, ca(M) = co—9, HY(M) =
0 and H'(M(-2)) = 0.

Proof. Firstly, since H/(F(—4)) ~ H>(FV)V = 0, i = 2, 3, one has H*(G(-2)) &>
H?((r — 3)0ps(—4)) hence r = 3 + h*(G(-2)).

If G is not stable then one has the alternatives (A) and (B) from the proof of
Lemmal[A2(b). It is well known (see [I7, Thm. 8.1(c)]) that if .# is a rank 2 reflexive
sheaf on P? with ¢;(.#) = 0, c3(.#) < 2 and H*(F) = 0 then H'(F(—2)) = 0.
Claim 1. If ¢y = 11 then the bundle M from (A) satisfies H' (M (—2)) = 0.
Indeed, M has, a priori two possible spectra: (1,0, —1) and (0,0, 0) (see [I7, Sect. 7]
for the definition and the properties of the spectrum of a stable rank 2 reflex-
ive sheaf on P3). But if M has spectrum (1,0, —1) then h’(M (1)) = 2 (see [17,
Lemma 9.15]) and this contradicts the fact that, by Lemma [A3] h°(G(1)) < 1
(because h’(F(—1)) < 1).

Claim 2. If the vector bundle M from (A) satisfies H'(M(—2)) = 0 then r = 3,
i.e., F = G(2).

Indeed, H*(M(—2)) = 0 by Serre duality and the fact that M ~ MV. It follows that
H?(G(—2)) = 0 hence 7 = 3 by the formula from the beginning of the proof.

Claim 3. If ¢, = 12 and the bundle M from (A) satisfies H'(M(—2)) # 0 then F

is as in item (ii) from the statement.

Indeed, in this case, M has spectrum (1,0,0, —1). According to Chang [9, Prop. 1.5],
either M has an unstable plane H of order 1 or it can be realized as the cohomology
sheaf of a selfdual monad :

0 — Ops(—2) — 40ps — Op3(2) — 0.
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The former case cannot, however, occur because, in that case, there exists an epi-
morphism M — .z y(—1) — 0 where Z is a 0-dimensional subscheme of H, of
length 5, and this would contradict the fact that M (3) must be globally generated
(since GG(2) is globally generated, the diagram of evaluation morphisms correspond-
ing to the exact sequence (A) tensorized by Ops(2) induces an epimorphism from
Qps(1), which is the kernel of the evaluation morphism of &ps(1), to the cokernel of
the evaluation morphism of M (2)).

It thus remains that M is the cohomology of a monad as above. Let K be the
kernel of the epimorphism 40ps — Ops(2) from the monad. K admits a (Koszul)
resolution of the form:

0 — Ops(—6) —> 40p3(—4) — 60p3(—2) — K — 0.

One deduces that H' (M (1)) ~ H*(Ops(—5)) and H' (M (2)) ~ H*(Ops(—4)) ~ k. It
follows that the multiplication map H'(M (1))@ H®(Ops(1)) — H' (M (2)) is a perfect
pairing, that is, if £ € H'(M(1)) is annihilated by every linear form h € H°(Ops(1))
then & = 0. Since G(2) is globally generated, the map H°(G(2)) — H"(0ps(1))
must be surjective hence the connecting map H°(&ps(1)) — H'(M(2)) associated to
the exact sequence (A) tensorized by @Ops(2) is zero. This implies that the element
¢ € H'(M(1)) defining the extension 0 — M(1) — G(1) — Ops — 0 is zero
hence G ~ Ops(—1) @ M. Since h*(G(—2)) = h*(M(—2)) = 1 one has r = 4.
Since Ext!(M(2), Ops) ~ H'(MY(-2)) ~ H'(M(—2)) is 1-dimensional and since
the extension 0 — Ops — K(2) — M(2) — 0 is non-trivial, one gets that F' ~
Ops(1) ® K(2).

Claim 4. If ¢, = 12 then the bundle M from (B) satisfies H'(M(—2)) = 0.

Indeed, one can use the same argument as in the proof of Claim 1 with Lemma [A4]
instead of Lemma, [A.3]

Claim 5. If G is as in (B) then F is as in item (iil) from the statement.

Indeed, since G(2) is globally generated the map H°(G(2)) — H°(.#.(1)) must be
surjective. Applying the Snake Lemma to the diagram :

00— ﬁps(—l) 2@[@3 jL(l) —0

L1

00— M(2) G(2) — F1(1) —— 0

one gets an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(—1) — M(2) ®20ps — G(2) — 0.

Since H*(M(—2)) = 0 it follows that h*(G(—2)) = 2 hence F has rank r = 5.
Using the fact that Ext!(M(2), Ops) ~ H' (MY (—2)) ~ H'(M(-2)) = 0 one gets a
commutative diagram :

0—— Ops(—1) — M(2) @ 20ps — G(2) — 0

| | |

00— 205 F G(2) — 0
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from which one deduces an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) @ M2)®40ps — F — 0,
Since H'(FY) = 0, i = 0, 1, H°(v¥): H*(40ps) — H°(Ops(1)) is an isomorphism
hence v is defined by 4 linearly independent linear forms. One gets, now, easily, the
exact sequence from item (iii) of the conclusion. O

Lemma A.7. Let F be a globally generated vector bundle on P3, of rank r, with ¢, =
5, ¢ <12, such that H(FY) =0,i =0, 1, and H*(F(-2)) = 0. If H*(F(=3)) # 0
then r > 5 and F' can be realized as an extension:

00— F — F— Tp(-1) —0,
with Fy a vector bundle of rank r —3 which, in turn, can be realized as an extension:
0— (r—5)0p — F| — F1(2) — 0,

where F1 is a stable rank 2 reflexive sheaf with ci(F1) = 0, co(F#1) = ¢ — 9 and
03(3-51) = C3 — C3.

We recall, in connection with the above lemma, that the stable rank 2 reflexive
sheaves .Z on P3 with ¢;(%) = 0 and (%) < 3 are studied by Chang in [10].

Proof of Lemma [A.7. According to Lemmal[l 6, there exists an epimorphism e: F' —
Tps(—1). Let F} be its kernel. It has ¢;(F}) = 4 and H°(F;(—2)) = 0 hence it must
have rank at least 2. One also has H°(F}) = 0.

Now, if W is a general vector subspace of dimension r — 1 of H’(F) then one has
an exact sequence :

0 — W QR Ops — F — H(5) — 0,

where Y is a nonsingular curve which is connected by [B, Lemma 1.1]. Since W is
general, one can also assume that H"(g) maps W surjectively onto H°(Tps(—1)) (the
map H(g): HY(F) — H°(Tps(—1)) is surjective because the only vector subspace of
H°(Tps(—1)) generating Tps(—1) globally is H’(Tps(—1))). One gets a commutative
diagram :

00— (7” — 5)@[@3 —W® ﬁ]p?) 4ﬁ]p>3 0
0 P F—" 3 Tps(—1) —— 0

If & is the cokernel of (r — 5)0ps — F; then it sits into an exact sequence :
0 — Ops(—1) — & — Hy(5) — 0.

Applying Zom_, (%, Ops(—1)), one gets an exact sequence:
0 — Opa(—6) — &(=1) — O — wy(—2) — Eatly (81, Ops(—=1)) — 0.

One cannot have § = 0 because, otherwise, &'(—1) ~ Ops @ Ops(—6) and this
would contradict the fact that H°(FY(—1)) = 0. Since § # 0 and since Y is a
connected nonsingular curve one gets that the support of @@xtl%g (&1, Ops(—1)) is

O-dimensional or empty which implies that & is reflexive (of rank 2). %, := &(—2)
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has the Chern classes from the statement and H(.%#) = 0 (i.e., ., is stable) because
H(F(—2)) = 0. O

Remark A.8. As we saw in the above proof, the map H°(F) — H®(Tps(—1)) is
surjective. One deduces easily an exact sequence :

0 — Ops(—1) Q)Fl@‘lﬁ]}lﬁ — F—0,
with v defined by 4 linearly independent linear forms. It follows that if the multi-
plication map H°(Fy) ® H(Ops(1)) — HY(F1(1)) is surjective then, up to an auto-
morphism of F} @ 40ps, one can assume that u = 0 hence F' ~ Tps(—1) ® F}.

Proposition A.9. Let I be a globally generated vector bundle on P? with ¢ = 5
and such that H(FY) =0,i=0, 1, and H*(F(—=2)) = 0. Then cy > 9 and if co = 9
then cg3 = 5 and one of the following holds:

(i) F ~ Qp(3)

(ii) F ~ Ops(1) @ N(2), where N is a nullcorrelation bundle.

Proof. Assume, firstly, that F' has rank 2. In this case, F' = M (3) where M is a
rank 2 vector bundle with ¢;(M) = —1 and H°(M(1)) = 0. In particular, M is
stable (i.e., H'(M) = 0). It follows that cy(M) > 2 (use [I7, Cor. 3.3] and the
fact that co(M) = 0 (mod 2)). But, as shown by Hartshorne and Sols [I9] and by
Manolache [21], if co(M) = 2 then H°(M (1)) # 0. It remains that cy(M) > 4 hence
Cy = CQ(M) + BCl(M) + 32 2 10.

If rk F' > 3 then, according to Prop. [A.6, one has to consider three cases:

Case 1. F as in Prop. [A6(i).

In this case, co = co(M)+8. Since M is stable it follows that co(M) > 1 hence co > 9.
Moreover, if ¢ = 9, i.e., if co(M) = 1, then M is isomorphic to a nullcorrelation
bundle N. Since H'(N(1)) = 0 it follows that ' ~ Ops(1) & N(2).

Case 2. F as in Prop. [A6[iii).
In this case, co = co(M) + 9 > 10.

Case 3. The rank 3 vector bundle G associated to F' in the statement of Prop.
1s stable.

The first two Chern classes of G are ¢,(G) = —1, c2(G) = ¢o — 8. According to the
results of Schneider [24], co(G) > 1 and if ¢o(G) = 1 then G ~ Qps(1). One deduces
that ¢y > 9 and if ¢; = 9 then G ~ Qps(1). The formula r = 34+h*(G(—2)) (deduced
at the beginning of the proof of Prop. [A.6) implies that, in the case ¢ =9, r =3
hence F' = G(2) ~ Qps(3). O
Remark A.10. Let F be a globally generated vector bundle of rank r > 3 on P3,
with Chern classes ¢; = 5, 10 < ¢y < 12, ¢3, such that H(FY) = 0, i = 0, 1,
and HY(F(—2)) = 0. According to Prop. [AL6] except for the cases stated in the
conclusion of that proposition, F' can be realized as an extension :
0— (r—3)0p — F — G(2) — 0,

for some stable rank 3 vector bundle G with Chern classes ¢1(G) = —1, 2(G) =
cs — 8, ¢3(G) = ¢35 — 2¢o + 12. Moreover, 7 = 3 + h*(G(—2)) (as we saw at the
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beginning of the proof of Prop. [A.6]). The intermediate cohomology of G can be
described, in part, by a sequence of integers (ki, ko, ..., kp), k1 > -+ > k,, called
the spectrum of G and denoted by k¢, according to the following formulae :

(i) h'(G(1) = WP, Opi (ki +1+ 1)) for | < —1;
(i) h*(G(1)) = h'"(D", Opr(k; + 1+ 1)) for | > —2.

Moreover, one has:

(i) m = co(G) = co — 8 and —2> k; = c3(G) + 2(G) = c3 — ca + 4;

(iv) If £ > 0 occurs in the spectrum then 0, 1,..., k occur too;

(v) If k < —1 occurs in the spectrum then —1, —2,..., k occur too;

(vi) If 0 does not occur in the spectrum then —1 occurs at least twice;

(vii) If =1 > k;—qy > k; > ki for some i with 2 < ¢ < m — 1 then k;1q >
kizo > --- > k,, and F has an unstable plane H of order —k,,, that is,
HO(Fy (ki) # 0 and HO(EY (ky, — 1)) = 0.

Proofs of the above facts can be found in the papers of Okonek and Spindler [22],
[23] and of Coanda [I2]. These proofs use the approach of Hartshorne [17], [I8], who
considered the case of stable rank 2 reflexive sheaves on P2. Compact, self-contained
arguments can be also found in [5, Appendix B].

Lemma A.11. Let G be a stable rank 3 vector bundle on P* with ¢;(G) = —1,
c2(G) = m, and let kg = (k;)1<i<m be its spectrum. Assume that 2 < m < 4 and
that G(2) is globally generated. Then 1> ky > -+ > k,, > —2.

Proof. Consider the universal extension :
0 — HY(GY(-2))Y @ Ops — F — G(2) — 0.

F is a globally generated vector with ¢; = 5, 10 < ¢, < 12, and such that H(FY) =
0,i=0,1, and H*(F(-2)) = 0. It follows, from Lemma [A2] that H'(F(-5)) = 0
and H?(F(—2)) = 0 hence H'(G(—3)) = 0 and H*(G) = 0. Using the definition of
the spectrum one gets the conclusion of the lemma. O

Lemma A.12. Let G be a stable rank 3 wvector bundle on P* with ¢,(G) = —1,
2 < (@) < 3, and such that G(2) is globally generated. Then G cannot have any
of the following spectra: (1,0,—1), (0,—-1,-2,-2), (1,0,—1,-2), (1,0,—1,—1).

Proof. We make, firstly, the following observation: let I’ be a globally generated
vector bundle on P? with ¢;(F) = 5, co(F) € {11, 12}. Tt follows, from the proof of
[2, Prop. 3.6], that H(F(—3)) = 0, for every plane H C P?. Applying the Bilinear
Map Lemma 17, Lemma 5.1] to the multiplication map H'(F(—4)) @ H*(Ops (1)) —
H'(F(—3)) one deduces that if H'(F(—4)) # 0 then h'(F(—=3)) > h'(F(—4)) + 3.

Now, if G has spectrum (1,0, —1) then h'(G(—2)) = 1 and h'(G(—1)) = 3 hence,
according to the above observation (applied to F':= G(2)), G(2) cannot be globally
generated.

The spectra (1,0, —1,—2) and (1,0, —1, —1) can be eliminated similarly.

Finally, assume, by contradiction, that G has spectrum (0, —1, —2, —2) and that
G(2) is globally generated. The Chern classes of G are ¢;(G) = —1, 2(G) = 4,
c3(G) = 6 hence, by Riemann-Roch, x(G(1)) = 2. It follows that h’(G(1)) > 2. As
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in the proof of Lemma[A.4] one has exact sequences:
0 — 20ps — G(2) — Hy(5) — 0,
0 — Ops(—2) — 9 — H(1) — 0,

where Y is a nonsingular connected curve of degree 12, Y’ is a locally Cohen-
Macaulay curve of degree 4, locally complete intersection except at finitely many
points, directly linked to Y by a complete intersection of type (4,4), and ¢ is a
stable reflexive sheaf with ¢;(¥4) = —1, 2(¥) = 2, 35(9) = 3(G(2)) — 16 = 2.
According to [10, Lemma 2.4], ¢ can be realized as an extension :

0— Ops(-1) - ¥ — I, — 0,

where Z is either the union of two disjoint lines or a divisor of the form 2L on a
nonsingular quadric surface, L being a line. It follows that H'(4(1)) = 0 hence
H'(#-(2)) = 0. But, by the well known behaviour of the Hartshorne-Rao mod-
ule H.(*) under liaison, H'(#(2)) ~ H'(#(2))" hence H'(.#/(2)) = 0. This
implies that H'(G(—1)) = 0 which contradicts the fact that the spectrum of G is
(0, -1, -2, -2). [

Lemma A.13. Let I be a globally generated vector bundle on P* of rank r > 3,
with ¢, = 5, 10 < ¢y < 12, such that H(FY) =0, i = 0, 1, and H*(F(-2)) = 0. If
there erists a plane Hy C P3 such that H*(Fg,(—3)) # 0 then ¢y = 10, c¢3 = 4 and
F is the kernel of an epimorphism Ops(3) & 30p3(2) — Ops(4).

Proof. 1f ¢y € {11, 12} then the proof of [2, Prop. 3.6] shows that H°(Fy(—3)) =0
for every plane H C P3. Assume, now, that ¢, = 10. If M is a rank 2 vector bundle
on P? with H’(M(—1)) = 0 and H'(M(—2)) = 0 then H*(My(—1)) = 0 for every
plane H C P3. Tt follows that F' does not satisfy the hypothesis of Prop. [A.6] hence
it can be realized as an extension:
0—(r—3)0p — F — G(2) — 0,

for some stable rank 3 vector bundle G with ¢;(G) = —1, c(G) = 2. Since
H°(F(-3)) = 0 and H°(Fp,(—3)) # 0 one deduces that H'(F(—4)) # 0 hence
H'(G(—2)) # 0. The only possible spectrum for G is, therefore, kg = (1,0). It fol-
lows that c3(G) = —4 hence c3 = 4 and, since h*(G(—2)) =0, r = 3, i.e., F = G(2)
(look at the beginning of the proof of Prop. [A.6)).

Now, one has H'(G(1)) = 0 for I < —3, h'(G(-2)) = 1 and h'(G(-1)) = 3.
Since H*(G(—2)) = 0 and H*(G(-3)) ~ H°(GY(-1))Y = 0 it follows, from the
Castelnuovo-Mumford lemma, that the graded S-module H.(G) is generated in de-
grees < —1.

Claim. The multiplication map H'(G(—2)) ® H°(Ops(1)) — H'(G(-1)) is surjec-
tive.

Indeed, if it is not then there exist two linearly independent linear forms hy and h;

annihilating H'(G(—2)) inside H(G). Let L C P? be the line of equations hy =

hy = 0. Tensorizing by G the exact sequence 0 — Ops(—2) — 20ps(—1) — #, — 0

one deduces that H°(.#, ® G) # 0 which contradicts the fact that H(G) = 0.
Consider, now, the universal extension :

0—G— B — 0p:(2) — 0.
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B is a rank 4 vector bundle with H'(B(—1)) = 0, H*(B(—2)) ~ H*(G(~2)) = 0 and
H*(B(—3)) ~ H¥(G(-3)) = 0. It follows that B is O-regular. One has h’(B(—1)) =
h?(Ops(1)) — h'(G(~1)) = 1 and h°(B) = x(B) = x(G) + x(Ops(2)) = 7. One
deduces that the graded S-module H(B) has one minimal generator of degree —1
and three minimal generators of degree 0. The epimorphism Ops(1) & 30ps — B
defined by these generators must be an isomorphism because B has rank 4. ([

Lemma A.14. Let I be a globally generated vector bundle on P* of rank r > 3,
with ¢; = 5, 10 < ¢y < 12, such that H(FY) =0, i = 0, 1. Assume that F can be
realized as an extension:

0—(r—3)0p — F — G(2) — 0,

where G is a stable rank 3 vector bundle with ¢1(G) = —1 (see Remark [AI0).
Assume, moreover, that H*(F(=3)) = 0 and that F is not the bundle from the
conclusion of Lemma [AT3. Put s := h'(F(=3)) — h'(F(—4)). Then:

(a) HY(Fy) =0 and h'(Fy) = s, for any plane H C P3;

(b) The graded S-module HL(F) is generated in degrees < —2;

(c) If HY(F(—4)) # 0 then s > 3 and if, moreover, s = 3 then the multiplication
map H' (F(—4)) @ H°(Ops(1)) — HY(F(-3)) is surjective;

(d) HY(FV()) = 0 for I < 0 and, if h'(F(—4)) < 1, then the graded S-module
HL(FV) is generated by HY(FV(1));

(e) h'(Fy(1)) =h'(FY(1)) + h2(FVY), for any plane H C P?;

(f) h'(Fy (1)) < max (h'(Fy(l—1)) —1,0), VI > 1, for any plane H C P3.

Proof. (a) Since H'(FY) = 0, i = 0, 1, one has H*(Fy) = H'(FY(-1)). But
H'(FY(—1)) ~ H*(F(-3))Y = 0 hence H°(F}}) = 0. For the second relation one
uses the exact sequence:

0=H'(FY) = H'(Fy) — H*(FY(-1)) —» H*(F¥) — H*(Fy)
and the fact that, by Lemma [AT3] H*(Fy;) ~ H°(Fy(—3))" = 0.

(b) This follows from the Castelnuovo-Mumford lemma (in the slightly more gen-
eral form stated in [2, Lemma 1.21]) because H*(F(—3)) = 0 and H*(F(—4)) ~
HO(FV)Y = 0.

(¢) Since H°(Fy(—3)) = 0, for any plane H C P? by Lemma [A13] one deduces

that the multiplication by any non-zero linear form h: H'(F(—4)) — H'(F(-3)) is
injective. One applies, now, the Bilinear Map Lemma [I7, Lemma 5.1].

(d) One has, by hypothesis, H*(FY) = 0 and H'(FV(-1)) ~ H*(F(-3))¥V = 0. On
the other hand, for I < —2, H'(FV(l)) ~ H*(F(—l — 4))" = 0, by Lemma [A2(b).

Now, if H'(F(—4)) = 0 then, by Serre duality, H*(F") = 0 and H*(FV(-1)) ~
H°(F(-3))Y = 0. It follows, from the Castelnuovo-Mumford lemma, that H}(F") is
generated in degrees < 1 hence, actually, by H'(FV(1)).

Assume, finally, that h'(F(—4)) = 1 and consider the extension :

0— F(-4) — A— Ops — 0

defined by a non-zero element of H'(F(—4)) ~ k. One has H'(A) = 0. Moreover,
as we noticed in the proof of (c), the multiplication by any non-zero linear form
h: H'(F(—4)) — H'(F(-3)) is injective. This implies that H°(A(1)) = 0. It follows,
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by Serre duality, that H?(AY(—4)) = 0 and H*(AY(—5)) = 0. One deduces, from
the Castelnuovo-Mumford lemma, that H.(AY) is generated in degrees < —3. But
HI(AY) 5 HI(FY(4)).
(e) One uses the exact sequence :
0=H'(F") = H'(FY(1)) = H'(Fy(1)) = H*(FY) — H*(F¥(1))
and the fact that H*(FV (1)) ~ H(F(—5))¥ = 0, by Lemma [A2(a).

(f) We treat, firstly, the case | = 1. If H C P2 is an arbitrary plane then
h'(Fy) = s (by (a)) and h'(Fy(1)) = h'(FY(1)) +h*(FY) (by (e)). It follows that,
in order to prove the inequality from the statement for [ = 1, one can assume that H
is a general plane. We shall, actually, assume that G is stable (using the restriction
theorem of Schneider [24] ; see, also, Ein et al. [13, Thm. 3.4]). By Serre duality on
H, one has h'(Fy) = h'(Fy(—3)) and h'(FY(1)) ~ h'(Fy(—4)). Using the exact
sequence :

0—(r—3)0y — Fg — Gu(2) — 0,
and applying [12, Prop. 1.6(b)] (with £ = Gy and N; = H*(F(I — 2))), one gets
that h'(Fi(—4)) = 0 or h' (Fg(—4)) < h'(Fg(-3)).

Assume, now, that [ > 2 and let H C P? be an arbitrary plane. r — 2 general
global sections of Fy define an exact sequence :

0— (r—2)0y — Fg —Q —0,

with Q" a rank 2 vector bundle on H with ¢;(Q") = 5. Consider the normalized rank
2 vector bundle @ := Q'(—3) which has ¢;(Q) = —1. Since H’(Fy(—3)) = 0, by
Lemma [A13 it follows that H*(Q) = 0, i.e., @ is stable. Applying [I7, Thm. 5.3]
(with & = Q and N_; = H*(Fy(—I — 3))) one gets that H'(Fy(—l — 3)) = 0 or
h'(Fg(—1 —3)) < h'(Fg(—1 —2)) , ie., HY(Fy()) = 0 or k' (Fy (1)) < h'(Fy(l —
1)). O

Lemma A.15. Let F be a globally generated vector bundle on P® of rank r > 3,
with ¢ = 5, co = 12, and such that H(FY) = 0, 1 = 0, 1. Assume that F can be
realized as an extension:

0—(r—3)0p — F — G(2) — 0,

where G is a stable rank 3 vector bundle with c1(G) = —1, c2(G) = 4 and spectrum
ke = (1,0,0,—1) (see Remark [AIQ). Then F is the kernel of an epimorphism
4@]}»3(2) ) ﬁpB(l) — ﬁp3(4)

Proof. One has c3(G) = —4 hence ¢3 = 8. Moreover, r = 4 because h*(G(—2)) =
1 (one uses the spectrum). By Lemma [AT4(b), the graded S-module H.(F) is
generated in degrees < —2. One has h'(F(—4)) = h*(G(—2)) = 1 and h*(F(-3)) =
4 hence, by Lemma [A14(c), the multiplication map H'(F(—4)) @ H%(Ops(1)) —
H'(F(—3)) is bijective. If H C P3 is a general plane, of equation h = 0, then
Gy is stable. In particular, H*(Fy(—2)) = H°(Gy) = 0 hence multiplication by
h: HY(F(-3)) — H'(F(—2)) is injective. Since h'(F(—2)) = 6 (see Lemma[A2(b)),
one deduces that the multiplication map H'(F(—3))®@H"(0ps(1)) — H°(F(—2)) has
corank < 2. It follows that the graded S-module H}(F) has one minimal generator
of degree —4 and at most two minimal generators of degree —2.
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On the other hand, by Lemma [AT4(d), the graded S-module H.(F") is generated
by HY(FV(1)). We want to estimate h'(FV(1)). Let H C P? be a plane. h'(Fy) = 3
(by Lemma [AT4(a)) hence h'(F)(1)) < 2 (by Lemma [AT4(f)). Since h*(FV) =
h'(F(—4)) = 1, it follows, from Lemma [A.I4l(e), that h'(F¥(1)) < 1.

By what has been proven so far, F'(—2) is the cohomology sheaf of a Horrocks
monad of the form:

0— ﬁp:’)(—l) i) B i) ﬁp3(2> D 2@[@3 — O,
where B is a direct sum of line bundles. B must have rank 8, h®(B) = h®(0ps(2) ®
20p3) —h' (F(-2)) = 6, h°(B(—1)) = 0 and H(B"(—2)) = 0 (because H*(F") = 0).
It follows that B ~ 60ps @ 20ps(—1). Since there is no epimorphism 20ps(—1) —
Ops, the component 60ps — 20ps of a must be surjective hence F(—2) is the
cohomology sheaf of a monad of the form:

0 — Opa(—1) 25 40w @ 20ps(~1) 25 Ops(2) — 0.
In order to complete the proof of the lemma, it suffices to verify the following :
Claim. The component Ops(—1) — 20ps(—1) of 5’ is non-zero.

Indeed, assume, by contradiction, that this component is zero. Then one has an
exact sequence :

0 — F(=2) — Tps(—1) @ 20ps(—1) 2 Ops(2) — 0.
Let of: Tps(—1) — Ops(2) and af: 20p3(—1) — Ops(2) be the components of o”.
Coker of ~ 0'7(2), for some closed subscheme Z of P?. Let 7 denote the composite
epimorphism :
20p3(—1) —2 Ops(2) — O4(2).
Restricting to Z the exact sequence:
0 — Kerof — F(—2) — 20ps(—1) = 04(2) — 0

one gets an epimorphism Fz(—2) — Oz(—4). Since F' is globally generated, it
follows that dim Z < 0. Since c3(Qps(3)) = 5, Z is a 0-dimensional subscheme of P3
of length 5. of can be extended to a Koszul resolution of 07(2):

0 — Ops(—3) — Qps — Tpa(—1) —5 Ops(2) — O2(2) — 0
(we used the fact that A*(Tps(—1)) ~ Qps(2)). One gets an exact sequence:
0 — Ops(—3) — Qps — F(=2) — 20ps(—1) - 04(2) — 0.
Since .#(1) is not globally generated the map H%(7(1)): H°(20ps) — H°(04(3)) is
injective. One gets that H*(F(—1)) = 0 hence h*(F(—1)) = 3 (by Lemma [A.2(b)).
It follows, from the last asssertion in Lemma [A.2(b), that H'(F) = 0. The above
exact sequence implies, now, that H'(Ker7(2)) = 0 and that Kern(2) is globally
generated. Using the exact sequence :
0 — Kerm(2) — 20p3(1) — 04(4) — 0

one deduces that h’(Kerm(2)) = h®(20ps(1)) — h”(02(4)) = 3. One obtains, now,
an exact sequence :
36)1[23 — 2ﬁp3(1) — ﬁz(4) — 0.
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But such an exact sequence cannot exist because Z has codimension 3 in P3. This
contradiction shows that the component Ops(—1) — 20ps(—1) of 5 is non-zero and
the claim is proven. O

Remark A.16. One can actually show that, under the hypothesis of Lemma [A.T5]
F ~ Ops(1) @ Fy, where Fy is the kernel of an epimorphism 40ps(2) — Ops(4) : see
Claim 4.5 in the proof of [5, Prop. 4.13].

Lemma A.17. Let F be a globally generated vector bundle on P® of rank r > 3,
with ¢y = 5, ¢o = 12, and such that H/(FY) = 0, i = 0, 1. Assume that F can be
realized as an extension:

00— (r—3)0pp — F — G(2) — 0,

where G is a stable rank 3 vector bundle with c1(G) = —1, co(G) = 4 and spectrum
ke = (1,1,0,—1) (see Remark [A0). Then r =4, c3 =6 and H'(FY (1)) = 0.

Proof. Using Remark [A.10] one sees easily that r = 4 and ¢3(G) = —6 hence c3 = 6.
Lemma [A.T4{a) implies that h'(F)) = 3, for every plane H C P?, while item (f) of
the same lemma implies, now, that h'(F(1)) < 2. Since h*(FY) = h'(F(—4)) = 2
(use the spectrum), one deduces, from Lemma [A14{(e), that h'(FV(1)) = 0. O

Remark A.18. One can show that there is no bundle F' satisfying the hypothesis
of Lemma [A.17]: see Case 7 in the proof of [, Prop. 4.13].
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