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RATIONALITY AND CATEGORICAL PROPERTIES OF THE MODULI
OF INSTANTON BUNDLES ON THE PROJECTIVE 3-SPACE

MIHAT HALIC, ROSHAN TAJAROD

ABSTRACT. We prove the rationality and irreducibility of the moduli space of mathematical
instanton vector bundles of arbitrary rank and charge on P?. In particular, the result applies
to the rank-2 case. This problem was first studied by Barth, Hartshorne, Hirschowitz-
Narasimhan in the late 1970s. We also show that the mathematical instantons of variable
rank and charge form a monoidal category. The proof is based on an in-depth analysis of
the Barth-Hulek monad-construction and on a detailed description of the moduli space of
(framed and unframed) stable bundles on Hirzebruch surfaces.

INTRODUCTION

The interest in rank-2 instanton bundles on the three-dimensional projective space (with
Chern classes ¢; = 0,co = n) has its origins in the articles of Atiyah et al. [1, 2, 3], Barth-
Hulek [4], Drinfel’d-Manin [19], and Hartshorne [25, 27], which in turn were motivated by work
of 't Hooft [29] and Polyakov [37]. The geometry of their moduli spaces, such as smoothness
and irreducibility, has been intensively investigated: see [26, 5, 18, 38, 13, 32, 40] for the
rank-2 case and [11, 12, 23, 33, 34] for generalizations to higher rank bundles on P3.

The issue regarding the rationality of the moduli spaces of instanton bundles was raised by
Hartshorne [25], and turned out to be a difficult problem. So far, it’s known that these varieties
are rational for rank-2 and charge n = 2,4,5, due to works of Hirschowitz-Narasimhan [28],
Ellingsrud-Strgmme [21], and Katsylo [35]; for n>6, the issue remained open, in spite of
recent efforts [41, 42]. Beorchia-Franco [8] proved that the moduli space of 't Hooft instantons
—those which possess a section at the first twist— is irreducible and rational. Let us emphasize
that the techniques are specific to the rank-two case.

The goal in here is to address the rationality issue mentioned above in arbitrary rank.
Most of the literature is dedicated to the rank-2 case, but non-abelian gauge theories for
SU(r) are frequent in physics. Also, the ADHM-construction and the Penrose transform
relating Hermitian vector bundles with self-dual connections over the sphere S*, on one hand,
to certain holomorphic vector bundles on P3, on the other hand, applies in this general
setting [1, 2]. For this reason we believe that our unified treatment of the arbitrary rank case
yields additional interest to this article.

Let us precise that our definition of mathematical instantons assumes the ezistence of a
trivializing line; rank-2, semi-stable vector bundles with ¢; = 0 automatically satisfy this
condition. The first, possibly unexpected, result is that the instanton-property of vector
bundles (of variable rank and charge) is closed under tensor product.
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Theorem A The category (Mlps,®), whose objects are mathematical instanton bundles on
P3, is a self-dual monoidal category. The subcategory Ml]gi consisting of poly-stable bundles
(finite direct sums of stable objects) possesses the structure of a multi-tensor category.

To our knowledge, it hasn’t been observed so far that the moduli spaces of instanton bundles
aggregate into an algebraic object (see [22] for definitions). However, it’s a pleasant surprise
that tensor products of physical instantons —those arising from the ADHM-construction— are
relevant in QCD [14, 20, 31, 9, 39]. We very briefly discuss this matter in the last section.

The invariance of the instanton-property for tensor product has two important down-to-
earth consequences. First, the moduli space of mathematical instanton bundles of given rank
r and charge n has expected dimension, given by the Riemann-Roch formula. Second, the
general instanton on P? is uniquely determined by its restriction to either a wedge of two
2-planes or to a smooth quadric.

Theorem B The moduli space MIps(r;n) of mathematical instanton (resp. framed) vector
bundles on P3, of rank r, with Chern classes 0,n,0, is irreducible of dimension 4rn —r? + 1
(resp. 4rn), and is rational. In particular, these properties hold in the rank-2 case.

We conclude this introduction with a survey of the article. The techniques are cohomo-
logical in nature but, compared to existing approaches, we dissect homomorphisms between
relevant cohomology groups to understand their action.

¢ The analysis of the properties of instantons requires an in-depth understanding of Barth
and Hulek’s construction [4]. We show that their monad is naturally determined by a
‘universal’ diagram which is based on Beilinson’s resolution of the diagonal in P3 x P3.

The matter is essential to explicitly determine the various homomorphisms between
cohomology groups induced by the monad, and this allows performing cohomological com-
putations. The main outcome is the invariance of the instanton-property under tensor
products (Theorem A).

o We analyse the geometry of the moduli space of instantons on P3 by restricting them to a
wedge of planes, resp. a smooth quadric. The invariance of the instanton-property under
tensor products implies that these restriction maps are birational (cf. Theorem 4.2).

To appreciate the strength of this statement, let us recall that the moduli spaces of
stable bundles on P? and P! x P! (more generally, on Hirzebruch surfaces) are known to
be unirational for all n (cf. [36]) and rational for n » 0 (without explicit lower bound,
cf. [15]). Thus one immediately deduces the unirationality (for all n) and the rationality
(for n » 0) of MIps(r;n). Even the weaker unirationality property, has been out of the
reach of current approaches.

o We reduced the problem to the study of semi-stable vector bundles on Hirzebruch surfaces.
In Section 5 we prove the rationality of the moduli space of (unframed and framed) semi-
stable vector bundles with ¢; = 0, ¢ = n on Hirzebruch surfaces. The methods have been
developed by the first named author [24]. We emphasize the novelty of these results even
i the 2-dimensional setting.

Throughout the article, we work over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero.

1. THE FRAMEWORK

Definition 1.1 A mathematical instanton vector bundle F on P? of rank r and charge n,
with n>r, is defined by the following properties:
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(i) e1(F) = 0, ca(F) = m, e3(F) = 0;
(ii) its restriction to a (general) line Age, = P? is trivializable (so F is slope semi-stable);
(iii) it satisfies the instanton condition: H!(F(—2)) = H?(F(-2)) = 0.

Remark 1.2 (i) For r = 2, semi-stable vector bundles with ¢; = 0 automatically satisfy (ii),
by the Grauert-Miillich theorem.

(ii) For arbitrary r, Barth-Hulek [4] showed that vector bundles F satisfying (i)-(iii) are the
cohomology of a monad, which is determined up to isomorphism:

HY (T (1)) ®0ps(—1) —» 0Z " — H'(F(~1)) ®0ps (1), (1.1)
—_— —_——
~H2(F(—3))=k™ ~kn

This construction will be very carefully analysed in Section 2. For our approach it’s important
to pinpoint a unique, canonically associated monad which yields .

Notation 1.3 We consider the following quasi-projective varieties:

(i)

(iii)

MIps3(r;n), the moduli space of instanton vector bundles of rank r and charge n. It is a
non-empty open subset of the moduli space of slope semi-stable sheaves on P3.

Let F be an instanton and A\ < P? a line, such that the restriction F is trivializable.
A framing of F along A is an isomorphism ay : F\ — OS\JBT. Two frames oy, are
equivalent if there is an automorphism « of F which makes commutative the diagram:

F g, 22 0¥

of w

F gy —> 0P

Thus, if F is stable, two frames are equivalent if they differ by a multiplicative factor.
We denote by MIps(r; n)i"b the moduli space of framed, stable vector bundles.

Mp2(r;n), resp. Mp2(r; n)lsl‘;lz, the moduli space of rank-r, slope semi-stable, resp. stable
and framed, vector bundles on P2, with ¢; = 0, ¢y = n; for simplicity, we call them P?-
instantons. In the framed case, we consider those vector bundles which are trivializable
along line = P2. The moduli spaces are irreducible and (2rn — 72 + 1)-, resp. 2rn-

dimensional, see Section 5.
For 2-planes D,H < P3 and A := D n H, let

Mpoy(rin)x == Mp(r;n)x x My(r;n)y,

be the variety of semi-stable, framed vector bundles on D u H; the frames of the factors
are used for gluing along A. Let

Mpow(rin)y _ Mp(rin)x x My (r;n)x
PGL(r) PGL(r) ’

be the variety of semi-stable vector bundles on D u H, where the group acts diagonally
on the frames. An element of Mp_y(r;n) is stable if its restrictions to D, H are so.

For a quadric Q@ =~ P! x P! let Mg(r;n) be the moduli space of vector bundles on Q,
with ¢; = 0,2 = n, which are semi-stable for Opi (1) X Op1(c), ¢ > r(r — 1)n.

MDUH(T; n) =
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(iv) For shorthand, the symbol ‘-’ will indicate a monomorphism and ‘—’ an epimorphism;
we denote short exact sequences by A — C —» B. The notation ‘ev’ will stand for
evaluation maps, ‘1’ for contraction (pairing), ‘I, rs’ for restrictions, and ‘0’ for boundary
maps in cohomology.

Proposition 1.4 The moduli space Mlps(r;n) is non-empty, for n=>r=2.
Proof. For r = 2, consider the union Z of n + 1 disjoint lines in P3. The rank-2 vector bundle
given by the Hartshorne-Serre construction along Z fits into the exact sequence
Ops(~1) = TS - T,(1).
(The construction appears in [25, Example 3.1.1].) For r > 2, we consider the rank-r bundle
FHS .= 052 @ LS,

One easily verifies that, for all r>2, one has F79® 0, ~ O%r and both F75 End(FHS) are
instanton that is, they satisfy the conditions (i)-(iii) in Definition 1.1. ]

2. THE MONAD CONSTRUCTION REVISITED

Let F be an instanton vector bundle. Barth-Hulek [4, §7] proved that it’s isomorphic to
the cohomology Ker(q)/Im(e) of a (linear) monad

Ops(—1)" 5 Ops>" 4 Opa(1)". (*)

For stable bundles, this is uniquely defined up to the natural A := GL(n) x GL(r+2n)x GL(n)
on the terms. The diagonally embedded k* acts trivially, so we get an A := A/k* action on
the moduli space of monads (x). The latter is an open subset of the affine variety

{(e;q) [goe =0} = (Mat,qon,n x Maty,;12n) ®HO(O]P’3(1))’
The dimension of its general irreducible component(s) is:
2-n(r+2n) - h%(Ops(1)) — n? - K2(Ops(2)) = 8n(r + 2n) — 10n* = 8rn + 60>

Let Monads,., be the open subset, of this dimension, corresponding to monads — is injective,
q is surjective— such that their cohomology is trivializable along a general line. We obtain an
A-invariant (quotient) map to the moduli space of instantons Monads,., — Mlps(r;n). A
dimension counting yields:

dim Monads,, — dim A = 8rn + 6n? — (2n* + (r + 2n)?) + 1 = drn —r* + 1.

This is consistent with the (subsequent) cohomological calculation in Proposition 4.1.

The main goal of this section is, for an instanton F, to determine a canonically associated
monad whose cohomology is precisely F. By this, we mean that the isomorphism-ambiguity
in (%) should be at most k*, the automorphisms of stable bundles. Barth-Hulek’s construction
yields the following information: the display of the monad whose cohomology is JF is:

Vs ® Ops (1) —— Ky g (BH)

I

Vi ® Ops(—1)—— Cy5 @ Ops Qy

i X

Ws® OIP’3(1) = Wsr® Oﬂzﬁ(l).
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The uniqueness part pf the construction implies that two monads which yield the same vector
bundle are in the same GL(n) x GL(n)-orbit, where

GL(n) x k* x GL(n)
= =
acts on the extremities of the monad. Let us enumerate several properties of (BH).

GL(n) x GL(n) c A

(i) There are canonical identifications:
Serre

Wy = HY(F(-1); Vi = HA(F(-3)) "L HY(FY (-1)Y = (W),
Cy = H°(Q5) = HO(K¥)V.
So bis H%(Q5) ® Ops — Qg and a" is the dual of the evaluation map to K.

(ii) The diagram is obtained as follows:
(a) The right-hand column is the extension defined by 1 € End(W5) = Ext!(Wg(1), ).
(b) The top row is defined by 1 € End(Vy) = Ext! (T, Vy(—1)).
All these ‘rigidifications’, still leave open the issue that (BH) is determined up to a
GL(n) x GL(n)-action, simply because all yield the same F. So, to achieve our goal, we
need to explicitly determine homomorphisms g, ¢, depending naturally on F, which fit
into the display; if an element of GL(n) x GL(n) fixes the homomorphisms, too, then
it’s necessarily the identity. Explicit expressions for e, g will allow understanding what
are the homomorphisms between various cohomology groups.

(iii) The restriction F = F ® Oy to a general hyperplane H =~ P? in P?3 is still semi-stable,
with the same Chern classes. The middle terms of the exact sequence

0=H'(F(-2)) » H(F(-1)) = H'(Tu(-1)) — H*(T(-2)) =0
are isomorphic. Thus the monad for Fy,
H'(F5,(~1))" ®03(~1) — OF " — H Ty (~1))@0x(1),
—_—
=H"(F3(-2))
is the restriction of (BH) to H. This reduction from 3- to 2-dimensions is essential for

understanding the geometry of the moduli space of instanton vector bundles on P3.

2.1. Koszul resolution. Let A be a trivialising line for F; denote J its sheaf of ideals. By
applying Hom(-, F(—3)) to the Koszul resolution O(—2) < O(—1)®? — Jy , we obtain

0 — Ext'(0(=2), F(—3)) =5 Ext?(Jy, F(—3)) — 0.
. ~- / =~ ~——— —

=H'(F(-1))=Wg5 =H?(F(=3))=Vz

On the right-hand side, we used F) =~ OS\JBT. Thus kzg is the Yoneda-product (pairing) with
the element of Ext!(Jy, 9(—2)) defining the resolution.

We give now an alternative description of xzg which yields a ‘formula’ for its inverse. Let
D, H < P3 be two hyperplanes intersecting along A. They determine the diagrams below; the
Koszul resolution is the middle row of the second one:

Iy =— sz Jf{ — jfi Ipun—= Iy = Op(=A)

IN—— Ops Ipon—Ip @I —= T\ Ops == Ops (21)

} bl ¥ } } !

Ou(=N—>0n | Ioon—=Ip —=0u(=A) | 9p(=\)= Opoy = On
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By taking the tensor product of the first two with F(—1), we get the commutative diagram:
/ e \
HY(F (1)) <~ B (0 @ F(~1)) = H(F(-3)) (22)
Q\LYSH i; ;W*l

HY (Fp(-1)) <z— H' (Fu(-2)) == H'(Fu(-2)).

The inverse of kzg is obtained by following the lower edges: the restrictions to H are isomor-

phisms and rz;" becomes the inclusion map H*(Fy(—2)) S H'(Fy(—1)). This observation
will be important later on.

2.2. Beilinson resolution. Let p;,p, : P? x P3 — P3 be the projections onto the first and
second factors, and A c P? x P? be the diagonal. The Euler sequence on P? is:

Ops(—1) < HO(Tps(—1)) ® Ops — Tpa(—1), Qbs(1) < HO(Ops (1)) ® Ops — Opa(1).

Note that p,(Ja ® pr*Ops(1)) = Qps(1), and that HO(Tps(—1)), HY(Ops(1)) are dual to
each other. Let s € H(Tps(—1) X Ops(1)) = End H°(Ops(1)) be the identity element. It
transversally vanishes along A, so one obtains the resolution of Ja:

Pi3 (Ja®pr*Op3 (1))X0p3 (—1)

2 ™
=2 A (285 (1) B Ops(—1)) = Qa(1) B Ops (—1) “Tps — 0,

0 A (0L (1) B Ops(1))

where the homomorphisms are contractions with s. We denote
02:(2) W Ops(=2) _ Tps(—2) 6 Ops(—2)
Ops(—1) X Op3(—3) — Ops(—1) X Ops(—3) '

8 := Ker(ev) ~ (2.3)

and have the exact sequence 8 < Qp, (1) K Ops(—1) — Ja.

Proposition 2.1 Let F be an instanton vector bundle. The display (BH) is obtained by
applying suitable derived Hom-functors to the ‘universal’ diagram below (independent of F):

pr*oﬂ»s<1><—m®pr{op3<1> 0a(1) Rpry R o v (24)

S®pr*OP3(1)(—>pl*Qﬁna(1) JA@PT*OIPB(D RpT*RHoifggl/*ﬁ"v(l),-)
S ®PT*OIP’3(1) pr*O]P’3(1)
apply apply
RpryRHom(-,p1*F(-3)) RpryRHom(p¥Fv (1), -)

Hence the various homomorphism in (BH) are natural, functorial.

The unusual display of the top and rightmost sequence is done in such a way that the arrows
induced in the next diagram are in normal position.

Proof. By applying the indicated functors, we obtain:
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H?(F(—3)) @9ps (—1) —— Ext2 (Ia,p*F(—3)) ® Ops(—1) = Eat (Oa,F(—4)) =F=pr,pi*(Fa) (2.5)
—— o)

=Vy =:A

v
F

1),5(=3)) ® Op3

) D

?
=B

by R'pry(Ia ®@p*F(—1)) ® Ops(1)

Cﬁ.{::Extg3 (erps

R'pry(0*F(~1) @ 8 @ p,* Ops (1))

lle

CP:=H(P3,F(— )@Qﬂlﬁ(l) ) ® Op3

qF

< =

Extf,T(S @ pr*Ops (1), pr*F(—=3)) oo Hl(?(—l))®(‘)]ps(1)
—_——
=Wy
where Ext,, stands for the relative Ext-functor. (For the middle row/column, one uses (2.3) to
deduce the cohomology vanishings involving 8.) The rightmost and top extensions are given
by the identity elements of End(Ws) and End(Vsy): they are determined by the (unique)
extension Ja < Opsyps — Oa tensored by F(—1) etc. Thus A, B are isomorphic to Kg and
Qg, respectively. The fact that a,b are evaluation morphisms follow from the identities:

HO(B) = H(P®, R'p,, (Ja ®@pr*F(-1)) ®0(1)) = H' (P> x P?, IA ® (F(~1) B O(1)))
= H'(P?, 5(~1) ® pr,(Ja @ p,*0(1))) = H'(P?, F(~1) ® Qs (1)) = CF;
HO(AY)Y = ... = Ext3s(pr,(Ja ® p*0(1)), F(=3)) = Extgs(QLs(1), F(=3)) = CF.

Now we check, respectively, the isomorphism of the entries in the leftmost column and the
bottom row. The Euler sequence and (2.3) yield:

R'pr (p*F(—1) @ 8@ pr*0ps (1)) =~ HY(FRTps(—3)) ® Ops(—1) = H*(F(-3)) ® Ops(—1),

2.6
ot (8 @by Ops(1), prF(-8) = HHQL (1) ® F(-2)) @ Opa(1) = HI(F(-1) @ Opa(1).

Therefore (2.5) agrees with (BH), up to isomorphism; the latter is determined by extending
to the left the rightmost column, by using Ext'(Wg(1), Kg) = Ext!(Wg(1), F). (]

We need to explicitly determine the maps in (2.5) and also the mysterious isomorphism
between Cél, C? (this is necessarily so, by general considerations). Moreover, the left- and
lowermost terms in (2.5) are not equal —they are isomorphic (2.6)— which is confusing when
doing cohomological computations. Things get straightened out by restricting (2.4) to a
general hyperplane H < P3. The verification of the following claim is straightforward.

Lemma 2.2 Let Fy be an instanton on H. (Thus, in here, Fy is not necessarily the restric-
tion of some F to H.) By applying the indicated functors to the diagram,

pr*OH(l) <—)jAH ®I:T7*OH(1) OAH(l) Rpr*RHonaLI()?fZl*?H(—Z)) (27)

O (—1) B O (—1) —— pr*Q}, (1) Iy ®p,*0(1) Rpr R Hom (o35, (1). )
03(—1) X Og(—1) pr*09(1)
apply apply
RprgeRHom (- ,pi*Fy(—2)) Rpr 4R Hom(pi*FY,(1),-)

one obtains the Barth-Hulek display of the monad corresponding to Fy:
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HY (F3(~2)) ®03(~1) 2 £t (Ia,0, 0r*F(~2)) ® Oy (—1) == Eat2, (O, Fru(~3)) =Tt =prsbr* (Fa) (2.8)
=Voy =: Ay

‘ G;H
O = H (Tu(—D8T} (-1) © 0x
H' (Fu(~-2)) ® Ox(~1), = b7 R'ro (Tay @0 Fu(~1)) ® 0n(1)
O, = Tu(-)8 (1) ®0n

20
l 455

H' (Fx(—1)) @ On(1) == H'(Tn(-1)) ®0n(1)
[ ——

=: By

The dimensional reduction clarifies what are the dotted isomorphisms in (2.5): they become

equalities here. For a 2-plane H < P3| the resolution of the diagonal Ay < H x H is
2 S s3]
A(Q5,(1) B 03 (-1)) = Q3,(2) B O (=2) = 4, (1) B O3 (~1) =T,
O (~DEOH (~2)
where the homomorphisms are contractions with the identity sy € End(H°(0(1))), the
restriction of s to H. Note also that the tangent sequence splits:

Tps (= 1)y = Tu(—1) ® O, Qps(Dlyy = (1) @ O

Lemma 2.3 The isomorphism C'él — C'? fits into the following commutative diagram:

o' ®rs sy ®rs
H H H

Vs®Ops(—1) — g o HY (T3 (~2)@03(~1) o H' (Fp(~1)@0(1) T - Wr®0gs (1)
a,vgg/ l‘S@ af} E:{’H l5H® ] T
Va®HO (Tps (—1)) Vi HO (T ~1)) HO(03,(1)) O3 (~1) Wy, ®H(03,(1)) Ws@H"(0ps (1))
ev ev syl e SJ’ q5by
0 l®rs | ] / s /
H2(F(=3) @ Tpa(—1)) ——=—> H'(Fu(—2) @ Tpu(—1)) =——— H'(Fpu(~1) ® (1)) <2~ H'(F(~1) ® Qs (1))

=cf \% J/:V =cF

(CAB)

(At the (2,2)-entry we suppressed the ‘®’, due to lack of space.)
Proof. The curved arrows are obtained by applying Hom-functors to pl*Q%Pg — prFO0ps (1)
and to its restriction to H. We prove the factorization for ajeg, the other cases are similar.
Note that ajeg is obtained by applying R'p,.(s) to the homomorphism, dual to Beilinson’s
map, Ops [X] Ops(—1) =8, Tps(—1) X Ops, tensored by p;*F(—2). By pairing first with the
H°(Ops(1))-component, we obtain the factorization.

Now we turn our attention to the horizontal arrows. Let H < P3 be a general hyperplane.

We tensor by F(—1) the commutative diagram Ker “— Ops @ Ops (—1)P — Ops

on the right and deduce that the restriction f J
HY (T ®Qps) — H (T @ Q) s (1) Ops @ OF —— 0ps(1)
is an isomorphism. *L | *L

Q4 (1)¢ 0%} O3(1)
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A similar argument shows that H'(F ® T3(—3)) A H?(F®Tps(—4)) is an isomorphism too.
(Or simply take the Serre-dual and reduce to the previous case.)

But Ty(—1) = 93,(2), so H}(F(—1) @ Qp5(1)), H*(F(—3) @ Tps(—1)) are isomorphic, by
restricting to H, to H'(Fy ® Q%_l) ]

One might wonder what’s the use of this diagram, since the composed ‘down-then-up’
homomorphism vanishes. (We go from the first to the last entry of the exact sequence
Vy(—1) — ... Wg(1).) We'll see that the O(+1)-terms in the middle row, causing the van-
ishing of the evaluation maps, are absorbed into the cohomology of another instanton which
enters into the picture. Thus, we’ll definitely deal with non-zero maps.

3. DETERMINING HOMOMORPHISMS

In the sequel, we keep in mind that cohomology classes are represented by Cech cocycles,
which are genuine sections over open subsets. This is useful for understanding the effect of
homomorphisms. In the literature, cocycles are commonly denoted by Z°(-).

Let ¥, G be instanton vector bundles, of possibly different ranks and charges! We consider
the display (2.5) for F, and let d5 be the boundary map in cohomology, corresponding to the
top line. The tensor product with §(—2) yields the diagram:

Wy ® H'(5(-1)) (KZ)

% ”‘5 ®1
>~ >~ | 0g g

0— HY(T®G(-2) = Vs @ H*(§(-3)) . ——= H*(Ky ® §(-2))

H2(e5®1g) H*((T®9)(-2)) — 0

Proposition 3.1 (i) The triangle in the diagram above is commutative that is,
(b5 ® 1g) " o H*(e5 @ Ig) = kg @ kzg (3.1)
(ii) The tensor product of two mathematical instantons is still a mathematical instanton:
HY T ®G(-2)) = H*(T®G(—2)) = 0.

The proposition has categorical interpretation (see [22] for the definitions). Let MIps
be the category whose objects are instantons on P3, of variable rank and charge (they are
automatically semi-stable); let MT ]1;3 be the subcategory formed by poly-stable bundles, finite
direct sums of stable objects.

Theorem 3.2 (i) The direct sum and tensor product define morphisms between the moduli
spaces of mathematical instantons:

@ : MIps(r';n') x MIps(r";n") — MIps(r' +r";n" +n"),

® : MlIps(r';n') x MIps(r";n") — MIps(r'r”;r"n' +r'n")
(ii) (MIps,®) is a symmetric monoidal category, with unit Ops. The opposite category MI%;
is equivalent to MIps by the duality functor MIp; — Mlps, § — FV.
(iii) (MIp3,®) is actually a multi-tensor subcategory.

In the last statement, one must consider poly-stable objects, as tensor products of stable

2
vector bundles may be decomposable: e.g. T®F = Sym?(F) ® AF. One may view MI};@ as
the quotient of MIps by the equivalence relation determined by the Jordan-Holder filtration.
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Proof. The statements follow from the previous proposition and the fact that the tensor
product of two semi-stable (resp. poly-stable) vector bundles is still semi-stable (resp. poly-
stable). Over C, this is a consequence of the Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence. O

3.1. Proving (KZ). One may rephrase the Proposition as follows:
(65 @ 1g) ' o H (e @ 1g) : Ve @ Vg — Wy @ Wy

is a natural assignment from instanton bundles to homomorphisms between vector spaces, so
it’s natural to ask what is this map. On both sides, &, G are independent, and this leads to the
idea of analysing the effect on F and G separately. It’s quite confusing that, although the final
(desired) result is completely symmetric in the entries, this is obtained by composing ‘very
asymmetric’ terms. Note two re-arrangements, which justify the appearance of restrictions
to 2-planes in P3 in the sequel:

Ve®G(—3) = Va(—-1) ®G(—2) and W3(1)®9(-2) = Ws® G(—1). (3.2)

They are necessary to apply €5, 05, and correspond to division (for Vi, W) by a linear equa-
tion and multiplication (for §) by the same linear factor, respectively. Our reasoning involves
three steps: first, we analyse the effect of the homomorphism €5 ® 1g; second, we analyse
05 ® 1g; finally, we compose the two maps.

Lemma 3.3 The homomorphism ¢ in (3.3) below has the form ¢ = x¢ ® ly2(g(—3)), where
the F-component is x4 € Hom(Vy, Wy).

Proof. Let X be a trivialising line for § and D, H be two planes containing it; the restrictions
Sp, Gy are automatically semi-stable. We claim that the following diagram is commutative:

/ e \

Vi, ® B (9(~2)p0) 2 H (K, ® S~ 1)) — Cf, ® H(S(~1)p0) 2= 04 @ H'(S(-2)) (3.3)

ACH

T - (] _#_Tﬂ—/"/7

_ 26@5
= o ~ \

Vi @ H2(§(—4)) —= H*(K5(1) ® 5(~4) s CfeHAY(-)
Y5 //‘T,/—”;/’
Vo ® HH(S(-3)) 5 H(s (1) ©5(-3)

Indeed, except the leftmost column —it’s actually a square— and the top-right square, all the
arrows are natural homomorphisms in the display of the monad (horizontally), and restrictions
(vertically). The leftmost column is obtained by twisting the third diagram (2.1) with §(—2).
The top-right square involving the inclusion A € H is obtained by tensoring with §(—1) the
commutative diagrams:

Ipon —Ip — On(=A) On(=A) — Oy

b oo

Ipor — Ops —= Opum, Opuy — Oyx.
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We declare that H'(Gy(—2)) and H'(S#(—1)) are equal, because the isomorphism between
them is determined by the inclusion Oy (—1) € Ox. The second row ‘interpolates’ between
the first and the third. It allows defining the dashed homomorphism ¢ by following the
left-top-right path, involving restrictions to H.

Let us prove that ¢ acts as the identity on H?(G(—3)); equivalently, the G-component of ¢z
is the identity of H'(G3(—2)). The composition of the first two top arrows —see Lemma (2.3)—
is the pairing with sy € Hom(VgH,C’JﬁH) ® H%(04(1)), and it factorizes:

s 1c®ev
Vi ® H' (S(~2)) 2 CF, @ HO(0%(1) ® H'(S3(-2)) <5, @ H' (Sn(-1)).
2
In coordinates (3,7 = 0,...,2 on H, we have sy = > ¢y jCnj, Cn,j € Hom(Vng,CélH).
j=0
We use (y,; for defining inclusions Gy (—2) — G%(—1); they induce equality in the degree-1
cohomology. Since we used the same linear forms both in the evaluation and for the inclusion

maps, their composition is the identity of H'(Gz(—2)). We note that the F-component of
2
b is X¢ = 2 cp,j, and it’s independent of G.

It may be illuminating to give a second proof when § is stable; for general H, the restriction
Gy is still stable and g is surjective. We directly apply the division-multiplication trick (3.2):
a lifting of an element in H?(G(—3)) to H?(G(—4)) amounts to dividing the corresponding
cocycle by a linear equation. (The surjectivity of the arrow ensures that such division makes

sense, and the commutativity of the diagram implies that the result is independent of the
3
lifting.) The homomorphism e5 has the form Y ¢;(;, where (p,...,(3 are coordinates on P3
§=0
and ¢; € Hom(Vs, Cy). By following the third row, we see that ¢ acts on v®@h € Vas@H?(G(—3))
as follows: for j = 0,...,3, there is a representative h; € Z%(G(—3)) of h, such that the

quotient Z—j € 2%2(G(—4)) is well-defined, so we have

3 7 3
(v ® h) = the cohomology class defined by [ch(v)gj ® }é—j} = {Z ¢ (v)} ® h.
j=0 j=0

Thus, the linear factor required for lifting h to H?(G(—4)) cancels out by applying e. O]
Lemma 3.4 The homomorphism 1 in (3.4) below is of the form ¢ = xy ®Hz§1, where the
F-component is xy € Hom(C’Jﬁ, Wy).
Proof. The tensor product of the sequences

Ky(~1) = (CF(=1) = CF(-1)) » Wy ®Op2 and  §(=2) = §(~1) - G(~1)x
yield the diagram:

Ky ® §(—3) 2 Ky ® §(—2) — K5 ® §(—2)x

] v

CH®G(—3)— CF ®G(—2) —= C4 ® 5(—2)x

W ® §(~2) = Wi ® §(—1) —= Wi ® §(~1)a.
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Then M := Ker(m) satisfies Wy ® H*(G(—1)y) = H2(M), and it fits into:

Ky ®G(—3)— K5 ® §(-2) = K5 ® §(~2)n K5 ®G(=2)n Wr® 9(-2)

CF@Y(-3) =M Kr®G(-2)n | CF ®Y(-3)> CF ®G(-2) = CF @G(-2n | K7 @ (-2 CF ® §(-2) — Wr ® §(-1)

J ! [ n ! [ H !

Ws®5(=2) = Wr ®5(-2) M¢ CF ®G(-2) > Wr ® §(~1)n M CF @ G(-2) = Wr ® G(—1)n

|

Ky ®G(—2)n W5 ® 9(-2)

(D) (1) (I11)

They imply the commutativity of the following diagram:

H2(K5 ® 5(—3)) H2 (X5 ® §(—2)) <= 2% Wy @ H'(9(~1)) (3.4)

a}l; o ’;JVF -~ rS’Hl%

Cf @ HA(9(~3)) — HA(M) <= Wy, ® H'(S(~1)n)
aT~ () \%\

SHJ

C{ @ HY(G(—2)n) — CF, @ H'(5(—2)n) —= Wy, ® H' (G(—1)%)

HH

By moving along the lower edges of the diagram, we see that the homomorphism 1 is a tensor
product: its F-component is a composition of various homomorphisms between cohomology
groups of Cy, Wy, so it depends only on J.

Concerning the G-component, we claim that it acts on H?(G(—3)) as the inverse of the
Koszul map. Recall —see (2.2)- that the restriction to H of xz~! is simply the inclusion
HY(G3(—2)) — H'(Sy(—1)). This is precisely the homomorphism obtained by following
the lower side of the diagram, where we contract with the H"(O%/(1))-component of sy; see
the third column of (CAB). O

Proof. (of Proposition 3.1) (i) The composed homomorphism on the left-hand side of (3.1)
equals 1) o ¢, so is a tensor product of two linear maps. It’s §-component is Hzgl.

To determine the F-component of xy o x4, we return once more to (CAB), and we analyse
the restrictions to #H that is, the middle columns. Let us look at the (2,2)-entry in there:
the homomorphism x4 sending Vs, to C’JﬁH in diagram (3.3) is the evaluation (pairing) map
applied to H'(F3(—2)) ® H°(Ty(—1)); as explained in the proof of Lemma 3.3, the other
half of the entry, namely H%(O(1)) ® Oy (—1), is absorbed by the G-component during the
division-multiplication process which yields the identity of H'(S3/(—2)).

We reached the diagram (3.4) and x.,;. The bottom arrows start with Cé‘ﬂ - C?H, whose
effect is a twist by Oy/(1) of the Fy (—2)-component, which yields F4(—1); the composition
of the remaining arrows correspond to the (upward, g, bg,,) homomorphism in the third
column of (CAB). Clearly, they act as the identity on F3;(—1); once more, the H°(O%(1))-
component of sy —the second bottom arrow in (3.4) is the contraction with sy— is absorbed
by the isomorphism H'(S3(—2)) — H'(Gx(-1)).

Overall, xy 0 X twists Fy(—2) by Ox(1) and yields H*(Fy(—2)) — H'(Fu(—1)). Once
more, (2.2) shows that this is nothing but the inverse of the Koszul homomorphism.

(ii) Since ¥, G are instanton bundles, their Koszul maps are isomorphisms. Thus the ends
of the exact sequence (KZ) vanish. O
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4. MATHEMATICAL INSTANTONS ON PROJECTIVE SPACE

In this section we prove the irreducibility and rationality properties of MIps(r;n) stated in
the Introduction. Our approach consists in restricting instantons to either to a union (wedge)
of planes (intersecting along a line) or to a smooth quadric.

4.1. Restriction maps. We consider the following geometric objects, which are general for
the indicated properties:

o aline A © P? and two 2-planes D, H intersecting along \.
o another line X which intersects A and Q ~ P! x P! a quadric containing A U \.

The moduli space MIps(r;n) has finitely many irreducible components. Since the choices
above were general, for any component M’ < MIps(r;n), the restrictions to A\, A" of the
generic instanton bundle 3" in M’ are trivializable. Therefore the restrictions 37, 75, 5, are
all semi-stable. Thus we obtain the rational restriction maps (unframed and framed versions):

Opy : MIps(r;n) --» Mpoy(r;n), F— TFpoy :=FROpusn,
Opyx : MIps(rin)y --» Mpoy(r;n)y, (41)
Qo : Mips(r;n) --» Mg(r;2n), F—TFo:=T®00, '

Oo. o @ MIps(ryn)aon ——» Mo(r;2n) o,

whose domains of definition meets all the irreducible components of MIps(r;n). (Note that,
for Q, the charge is 2n because the quadric has degree two. The semi-stability property is
with respect to the polarization [N'] + c[A],¢ > 2r(r — 1)n.)

Proposition 4.1 (i) For any F € Mlps(r;n), the following properties hold:
(a) H'((End F)(=2)) = H*((End T)(-2)) = 0;
(b) H%(End(F)) = 0, so its deformations are unobstructed.
The expected dimension of MIps(r;n) is 4rn —r? + 1.
(ii) The differential of Opy,Og are isomorphisms everywhere, so they are étale maps.
(iii) Fach irreducible component of MIps(r;n) has the expected dimension and the locus cor-
responding to stable bundles is dense.

Proof. (i) Just replace § = FV in Proposition 3.1. For the second property, let H’ be a general
plane (for F), take the long exact sequences in cohomology determined by

O]}D3(—2) — O]}DB(—l) - OH/(—l), O]ps(—l) — O]}DB - OH/,

twisted by End(F), and use the semi-stabilty of F3y. For a stable &, one computes that
RY(End(F)) = —x(End(F)) + h°(End(F)) is indeed 4rn — r? + 1.
(ii) The differentials of Opy and O¢ at F are, respectively, the homomorphisms

HY(End(F)) — HY(End(Fpon)), HY(End(F)) — HY(End(Fg)).

The property (ia) shows that they are indeed isomorphisms.

(iv) Since Opy (resp. Og) is étale, its restriction to each component of MIps(r;n) is dominant.
Stable vector bundles are dense in Mp_y(r;n) (resp. Mg(r;2n)), and F on P? is stable as
soon as its restriction to DUH (resp. Q) is so. This implies that stable bundles & € MIps(r;n)
are dense; at such a point, the moduli space is smooth and has the expected dimension. []
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4.2. Main results.

Theorem 4.2 The various restriction morphisms (4.1) are birational.

Proof. It is enough to prove the statement for the non-framed morphisms. Proposition 4.1
implies that, restricted to each irreducible component M’ < MIps(r;n), the map Opy dom-
inates Mp_(r;n) and ©¢g dominates Mg(r;2n). Suppose there are two irreducible compo-
nents. Then there are two non-isomorphic stable instantons F, G which are mapped to the
same point. We proved in Proposition 3.1 that H'(Hom(F,G)(—2)) = 0, so the isomorphism
between the restrictions (either to D U H or Q) lifts to an isomorphism over P3. ]

Theorem 4.3 MIps(r;n) and MIps(r;n) o are irreducible and rational.

Proof. We know that ©py, O¢ are birational. The statement follows from the irreducibility
and rationality of Mg(r;2n) and Mpz(r;m)y, respectively (cf. Theorem 5.9). ]

The subsequent results —cf. (5.1) and §5.5— yield a description of the general mathematical
instanton vector bundle on P3.

Theorem 4.4 The general instanton vector bundle T on P? is uniquely determined:

either e by its restrictions (F',F") to 2-planes D, H = P? intersecting along the line \;
and
o by the gluing data F\, = OE\JBT ~ FY (up to diagonal PGL(r)-action).
The general element of Mp2(r;n) is the kernel of a surjective homomorphism:

_ ® n
Jg(a)ear p@ﬂg”(a +1)¥ — (—Bl 0,(1), a:=|n/r|, p:=n—ar, (4.2)
‘]: .
li,.... 1, < P? are distinct lines passing through p € P.

1
right
The general element of Mo(r;2n) is the kernel of a surjective homomorphism:

or by its restriction to a general quadric Q = Plleft x P

O]Pal

left

2n
Ner—p / @' —
(CL ) &) OP%CR (CL + 1) ]@1 O{:cj}x]P’}ight(l)’ (4.3)

d = 2n/r|, pi=2n—d'r, w1,...,29, € Pl are distinct points.

5. FRAMED VECTOR BUNDLES ON HIRZEBRUCH SURFACES

The irreducibility and rationality of MIps(r;n) follow once we know that the restriction
map Opy (resp. ©g) is birational, from the analogous statements for the moduli of vector
bundles on P? (resp. P! x P!). Note that P? is the blow-down of the 15' Hirzebruch surface;
a quadric in P3 is isomorphic to P! x P!, the 0 Hirzebruch surface. So we can utilize
the techniques [24, §3|, where the first named author studied vector bundles on Hirzebruch
surfaces. In here, the difference is that we were led to framed instantons on P3, which involve
different group actions, requiring changes. Since rationality is a sensitive issue, we tried to
make the presentation short, yet (almost) self-contained.
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5.1. General properties. Let Y, := P(Op1 ® Op1(—¢)) be the (" Hirzebruch surface and
7 : Yy — P! the natural projection. We denote by O (1) the relatively ample line bundle of
Yy, A :=P(Op1 ®0) the (—¢)-curve, and [ the general fibre of m; we have [O.(1)] = [A] + ¢[1].
For integers m>r>2, we consider the polarization

L. :=[0-(1)] 4+ c[l], ¢ > mr(r—1),

and the corresponding moduli space My, (r;m) of rank-r torsion free sheaves Yy, with ¢; = 0
and ¢ = n; let My, (r;m), My,(r;m)**® be the open loci corresponding to vector bundles,
resp. stable vector bundles.

Theorem (cf. [24, 2.8, 3.6]) The following statements hold:

(i) The L.-semi-stability property (of torsion free sheaves) is independent of ¢ as above. If
V is L.-semi-stable, its restriction to the general fibre | is trivializable.
(ii) The restrictions to both A and | of the generic element of V € My, (r;m) are trivializable.
(iii) The generic V is determined by an exact sequence of the form:

m
0-mL 3y 25 Sy = D O0r-1(2)(=1) =0, {z1,..., 20} P! distinct points, (5.1)
j=1 :

L := Op1(—a)®" =P @ Op1(—a — 1)®°, a := |m/r|, p:=m — ar.

(iv) My,(r;m) is irreducible, of dimension 2mr — r* + 1. The ezact sequences as above
determine a unique mazimal dimensional stratum.

(v) The assignment V +— Supp R'm.V(—A) defines a morphism My, (r;m) A Hilbpy =~ P™,
whose generic fibre is (2rm — 2 + 1 — m)-dimensional. For V as in (5.1), we have

h(V) = {:El, ce ,:Em}.

svb

Corollary 5.1 The genericV € My,(r;m) is a stable vector bundle, so My, (r;m)*" is dense.

Proof. Otherwise, the last term V' of the Jordan-Holder filtration of V is a proper, saturated,
semi-stable subsheaf, deg(}’) = 0, it’s reflexive, so locally free; V" := V/V' is torsion free,
stable, deg(V") = 0. Let 1’ := rank(V'), m’ := ('), similarly for V”; Bogomolov’s inequality
yields 0 < m’ < m. Note that —h!(V") = x(V") =" —m", so r" < m".

The assignment V — V' defines a rational map My, (r;m) --» My, (r’;m'), so dim My, (r;m)
is at most the sum of the dimensions of My, (r’;m’) and the generic fibre; the latter is
dim Ext*(V", V") = —x(V"Y @ V') = v'm” + r"m/ — r'r". The following strict inequality yields
a contradiction: [2r'm/ — ()2 + 1] + [r'm” + 7"m/ — r'7"] < 2rm —r% + 1. O

5.2. The extension vector bundle. The explicit form of the general vector bundle deter-
mines a quotient description of My, (r; m)*P and yields almost explicit coordinates on it.

5.2.1. The absolute case. Fix 0,00 € P1; Al = P!\{c0} is the affine line. Let A ¢ A™ =
Hilb™(A') < P™ = Hilb™(P') be the open locus of m-tuples = {z1,...,2,,} consisting of
distinct points on Al. For z € A, the extensions classes (5.1) are parametrized by

~ |2

m —_—
Ep = @ Lo® T(0,-140, (1) = (L@ﬂ*oﬂ(1)> ®0,, dimE, = 2mr.
i=1

An element e, € E, determines (5.1), equivalently, the dual form:
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0 V¥ = Ker(5*) 25 rLv 2 53 = @oﬂ o) (1) = 0. (5.2)

The diagrams below show, respectively, the meaning of equivalent extensions, on the left, and
the G := Aut(L) x O;-action on E,, on the right:

B a g

L2 L Sm ez  mLC lH/ Sz
H w | = Lo wl/ , \J/t (53)
TFLCY=0 gy s Sx. (w,t) X ey : LTy = S;.

If V' =V is stable, @ is the multiplication by some ¢ € k*. Although k%, s ég acts trivially

on extension classes, it acts by rescaling on the vector bundles themselves.

Lemma 5.2 Suppose that e, € E; is generic that is, it determines a stable bundle V.

(i) The stabilizer of e, is the diagonally embedded k;iag < Gy, so Gy = Gw/kdmg acts on E,.
(ii) Suppose ey, e’g € E; determine isomorphic V,V'. Then they are in the same G -orbit.

Proof. (i) The automorphisms of V are multiplications by ¢ € k*. The conclusion follows from
the second diagram (5.3).

(ii) The isomorphism V % V" induces et : L = 1,V — 7,V = L that is, w € Aut(L). At
quotient level, we obtain ¢ : S, = V/m*L — V'/7*L = S,. O

5.2.2. The relative case. To describe the situation for variable x € A, we consider the diagram:

X o Zc Hilb? x P Y,
e )T
PH" L= (PHY"/6,, = P =~ Hilbg} T P!

Here Z is the universal family on HilbJ}, X := Z xpm (P!)™, and &,, are the permutations
of m elements. In this setting, F, is the stalk at z of the locally free sheaf of rank 2mr:

E:=(, <pr§1(Hom(Lv,ﬂ*Ow(1)) )) — ¢ (pr;;l(L® (Op1 @ Ops (£)) )).

Remark 5.3 For conciseness, we identify E with the linear fibre bundle Spec(SymgE" ) over
A. We are eventually interested in birational properties of F, so A < Hilbg} is allowed to
shrink further. In the sequel, we denote E4 := E} , and U := o~ (A) < (P1)"

We trivialize Op1 (—a1), Op1 (—1), Op1 (£) appearing in L and E over Al = P!\{c0}, so their
pull-back by prp: to Z4 is identified with Oz ,:

Liar = OA%)f_p ) Off = 0%, (View as r = (r — p)+ p-column vector.)

El 4 = (s« (O%: ®0z,® O%‘ ® OZA) (View summands as r x m-matrices.)

= (+02,)% ® (¢:02,)®" = Eets @ Erigns | Biete = A x AR, Erigne = A x A[TL

= (692, @GOz, = (F@ F)?. F:=(0z,=AxA™

(5.4)



GEOMETRY OF MATHEMATICAL INSTANTONS ON P3 17

The diagram below describes the situation algebraically:

klzy,...,zm]l2 klsi,...,sm]lz
[21 I[7] I L ][7]2 K[st. . smlle]
{z—x1) oo (2 —xm)) (M — s12M71 4 592Mm2 — ) T
i o t
K[z1, ..., Zm] inclusion K[s1, .-, Sm] T k[2].
where s1 =z1+ ...+ Tpmy...,Sm = T1 - ... T,y are the symmetric polynomials. We have:
k[s1,...,sm][2]

F= =Kk[s1,..,8m] @ ... ® " K[s1,..., 8] = OF", (5.5)

(zm — s12m 7L 4 g592m=2 — )

where 2 the image of z. (The multiplicative structure on 0" is induced by the quotient.) Thus

points of E are represented by pairs of r x m block-matrices, with entries in k[s1, ..., s;]:
[ [ r—p)x (r—p) ‘ (I}~ pyxp ‘ [V]r—p)xp ‘ ] The columns of e are: (5.6)
€ = Uy - .
li(e)=["],0<j<m-—1.
[II]pX(T—p) ‘ [IV] ‘ [VI],x, ‘ co J(e) [vj], jsm

5.3. Groups and slices. There are two actions preserving the projection F — Hilb™(P).

5.3.1. First symmetry. Aut(L) = Aut(LY) < End(L). It’s a linear algebraic group, a repre-
sentation is obtained by making it act on I'(LY) = k" ? @ k” ® k*:

we | A HotzHi | ‘3 Iéo Iél A e GL(r — p), B € GL(p),
o B o o p | HoHicHom(k 7 k)

Subsequently, we will encounter the following subgroups of Aut(L):

U;:={[§ Iéo]}’ UF:Z{H Zi[l]}'

Let P Aut(LL) stand for Aut(LL)/k*, the projective automorphisms. For e € E as in (5.6), wx e
has the same block-form (5.6), with the following entries (see [24, §3.3.1]):
wx [ = A[l] + Ho[lI] + Hi[IV],  w x [III] = A[IIL] + Ho[IV] + Hi[IV'],

wx [IV] = B[IV], wx [V] = A[V] + Ho[VI] + o [vr]. 7

The entries [II'], [IV'], [VI'] are universal linear combinations of the columns of w, see loc. cit.
Lemma 5.4 The Ui -orbit of the generic e € Ejeg intersects in a unique point the subspace
Zy defined by the condition {[III] = 0}. Thus Zj; < Eiegs is a slice for the U;-action; it’s a
vector bundle over an open subset A of Hilb™(P').
Recall 24, §3.3.1]: 2y = {[I] = ¢- L, [IIT] = ¢- 1,,[I1I] = [V] = 0| c€ k*} < Ejegy
is a (Aut(L), kj;, )-slice, every generic Aut(L)-orbit intersects =y
along a kK*-orbit. It is a (Ué",k:‘lmg)-slice for the Ui -action on =f;.

Proof. The explicit form of [IV’] is (see loc. cit.):

[IV'] = col|vr—p—1, ..., vp—2] + col[(—l)m*”pflsm_ﬁp Vm—1ye s (D)™ St U |-

For generic e, it’s invertible. (E.g. let the first term be the identity and v,,—1 = 0.) The
matrix w € U# which cancels the [IIT]-component of e has H; = —[III] - [IV/] . O
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5.3.2. Second symmetry. T := ((+Oz,)* is the group scheme of invertible elements in the
sheaf of algebras (+Oz,. The T-action doesnt’t preserve the direct summands (5.5); e.g. z is
invertible, it maps the /- into the 2/*!-component (except for j = n — 1, which becomes a
linear combination of the previous ones). In matrix terms, T acts on the columns of (5.6), but
doesn’t preserve them individually. Note however, that k[sq, ..., s;,]| acts componentwise, so
T contains a diagonally embedded copy of O (denoted abusively ]k:‘lmg in the sequel).

We give now a different description of the T-action, over (P')™ rather than Hilbp}i. Note
that T acts diagonally of F? = Fig @ Fiight —see (5.4)— and the action on E = (F @ s
obtained by repeating it r times. Thus we need to describe the o*T-action on o*F = £,0y.

Since 2™ — s12m L 4. = (z—x1) -+ - (2 — ), we deduce:

T = (&:0x) = (Ofpuym)",
k[z1, ..., zm][2]
{z=z1) o (z—xm)

®m s a ring isomorphism,

=~ k[z1,...,2m]
= pI'E;l (O]p17x1 (—B . (—B O]}D17xm).

Thus (t1,...,tm) € (k*)™ acts by t; on the j-coordinate of o*F' = AJ}; it’s the action (5.3).
But now we must also take into account the permutation group &,, which interchanges the
factors of (P')™. For a reason to be clarified (cf. Lemma 5.5), we consider the affine line
A}, — U endowed with trivial actions of &,,,c*T, Aut(L). We add it to 0* Eyight = (0% Fright)"
so we obtain the locally trivial linear bundle (vector bundle):

F:=0c*E® Azl/, = 0" Elety @ 0" Eright @ Azl/,.
Let px = k* be the multiplicative group, let it act diagonally on o* Eyjgp C—BA&,. We construct

a slice for the T-action on F in two stages:

Step 1 Consider the obvious &,, x py-invariant linear subspace in E:

=N g% = = ... |=%]0 *
E" 1= 0" Eleft ® Eyign, where Epjgpg 1= cek

—_—

= YR
Eight© 9 Eright

It’s a (locally trivial) vector bundle over U, of relative codimension m. Note that uy x o*T
intersects =" along a py-orbit. For this reason, we think off =" as a 6*T = (uy x 0*T) /ux-slice;

. . i B
it’s basically the same as setting ¢ = 1 in Eright above.

Step 2 Descend to Hilbpi that is, factor out the &,,-action. This is not automatic, since =
isn’t Aut(LL)-invariant and we wish to keep this action. We consider the diagram:

(id,T)

FZUXAIZRX(:ghtXAl)————>Ufoe’gxXA%”H
pr| ipr
0¥ oy = U x AllR U x AT

| |

u U
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The assumptions of the no-name lemma [10, 17, 16] are satisfied: &,,,xAut(LL) acts on the fibre
bundle F — o* Ej.g, the generic stabilizer on 0* Fieg is trivial. Thus there is a &,, x Aut(L)-
invariant open subset O < U x Al’f, and a birational pr-fibrewise linear map (id, Y) which is
equivariant for the following actions:

o &), acts trivially on A[’lt (since 0™ Ejeg is pulled-back from the quotient);
o &,, acts on Arlght by permuting the m copies of A";

o Aut(L) acts the same way on ATl and A{fit. (It acts diagonally on AZrm )
o S,y x Aut(LL) acts trivially on A””H.

The group ug x o*T acts both on the fibre and the base of pr; the stabilizer of the subvariety
E" g is . A dimensional count shows that its px x o*T-orbit is open in F'; equivalently, the
orbit of the generic point in F' intersects =

Mo-
Lemma 5.5 The subvariety é%:— (id, 1) (2" '5) © O><A"erl Arerl has the properties:

(i) It’s invariant under the &,,-action on O and the ﬁbrewz;se Lx-action over 0. Also, it’s
a locally trivial linear fibre bundle (vector bundle) over O;
(i) Ef = E/6n (0/6,,) x A7 < E is a locally trivial vector bundle on O := 0/Gn,
and Aut(L) acts fibrewise on O over A.
(iii) P(Efy) = Ef//1x is a locally trivial projective bundle over O < Ejef;
=7 = (id, T)( tight! e=1)/©m = E N P(Ey) is open; it’s a slice for the T-action on E.

Proof. (i) The invariance follows from fact that Ei“/ight is so. The linearity of (id, T) implies
that _’é is an linear space bundle over o* Ejeg. To prove local triviality, take a point = € 0]

and let Z, < A’""Zfl be a complement subspace of Z H@ « extend it to O x Zy, trivially. The

)

composed linear map ~@ — F — F/(O x Z,) is an isomorphism at * € O, so it’s the same
in a neighbourhood. But the right-hand side is, obviously, locally trivial. For the last clalm
we apply the no-name lemma to the group &,, acting on H@ — O. The subvariety = =7 is a

T-slice because = [é is so. ]

5.3.3. Summary. The group scheme G := Aut(L) x T acts on E. The stabilizer of generic
extension class is the diagonally embedded k* The latter acts by multiplication on the
extension themselves.

The rational map ¥ : E --» My, (r;m)%"" is invariant, for the effective action of the group
G := é/k:‘lmg = (Aut(L) x T)/kj;,,- The moduli space of (generic) stable vector bundles is
the quotient E//G of a suitable open subset.

diag"

svb

Lemma 5.6 The restriction Zyr 1= Eé’p[OmE/U c E is a slice for the Uj x T-action. It is a

rational variety, open subset of a locally trivial fibration over A < Hilbp;

Recall [24, §3.3.4]: Eg = Eflonz, is a rational slice for the G-action.
It is also a U -slice for the Uy -action on Zyr.

Proof. We combine the lemmata 5.4 and 5.5. The intersection O n =, is non-empty because
O C Ejeg is Aut(L)-invariant and the Aut(LL)-orbit of Zj; is open in Eje.
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We observe that = fits into the diagram on Zur
the right, and this proves the second claim. loc. | affine
triv. y bdl.
= open
OnZy; < Ey
loc. | vect.
triv. y bdl
A L]

5.4. Quotients. Let [, = 7 1(0) and Mw(r;m)ls;’R be the moduli space of stable vector
bundles on Y, which are framed along [, U A; we call the latter [,A-frames, for short.

First, note that [, n A is a point. Thus, if V is trivializable along both l,, A (cf. Theorem(ii)
above), there is a one-to-one correspondence between [,- and [,A-frames. Second, it’s not
clear a priori that My, (r; m)lS;’X has the structure of a quasi-projective variety. However, the
forthcoming discussion addresses this matter. See also [7] for a different approach to framed

bundles on Hirzebruch surfaces. (The frames are along a line with self-intersection +¢.)

Definition 5.7 Let V =V, be determined by (5.1), corresponding to the point e € E.

(i) We say that V e My, (r; m)?;’k is generic if it’s stable, VI,  , is trivializable, and
R7,V(—A) consists of m distinct points in A'\{0}. Thus det(a) € I'(Op1(m)) vanishes
at m distinct points, different of 0 € P'. Let leA < My, (r; m)?;’k be the corresponding
open subset. There is a natural forgetful morphism Ml“fA — My, (r; m)s"b.

(ii) We say that the extension e € E is generic if it determines a generic vector bundle; let
EA c F be the open locus determined by generic extensions.

(iti) We fix an isomorphism k" = k" ? @ k? —> O} " ® 0} = Ly which respects the decom-
position. Then V automatically inherits the framing

a*(0)
VY =V —— 'Ly = OF (equivalently, a(0) : OF - W,).

The automorphisms of L preserve the subspace Opi (—a)"~? < L, so the frames determined
by «(0), as above, don’t exhaust all the possible frames k" — V. (The only exception occurs
for p = 0 that is, m = ar.) Hence, the morphism EA — M fjA is not dominant; also, U;" acts
trivially on [,-frames. To compensate for this deficiency, we consider the unipotent group

1,- 0
: {[ *px(r—p) Lp

and define the morphism ® : U, x; B4 — l“:lA, (u,e) — ([Ve],u-a*(0)).

Proposition 5.8 (i) The morphism ® is dominant.

(ii) The group scheme Uy xx G acts on Uy x E and ® is equivariant for the action.

(iii) The stabilizer in Uy x G of (u,e) € Uy xi B4 is trivial.

(iv) If (u,e), (u',€') determine isomorphic framed bundles, ®(u,e) = ®(u',€’), they belong to
the same U xy T-orbit. The generic Uy xy T-stabilizer in Uy x E is trivial.
As quasi-projective variety, Ml“jA is the quotient of Uy xy EA by the action of Uf i T.

Proof. (i), (ii) The map ¥ : EA — My, (r;m)**" is dominant, G-invariant. The image of
U. x Uy — GL(r) is open, the action preserves ¥, so ® exhausts (almost) all the [,-frames.
(i) If (g, @) € Uy x G stabilizes (u,e), then @ stabilizes e, so w = ¢ € k* (cf. Lemma 5.2).
Now impose that g stabilizes the framing: a(0) - g=! = const - a(0); it implies g = 1 € U,.
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(iv) The vector bundles V, )V’ determined by e, €’ are isomorphic, so €’ is in the G-orbit of e;
let ¢ = (w,t) x e, with w € Aut(L),¢ € T. Then we have the diagram:

B

m*ILC = 1% Su

wl/ @\L% \Lt
® o =wow ™t ,  B=tpa!

m*LC 1% S

The frames are isomorphic, too, so there is ¢ € k* such that we have:
d0)- vt =c-w(0) a(0) ut= c-w0) = ue U, ~nAut(L) = {1}.

We conclude v’ = u, c-w € Uf and t € T is arbitrary. By replacing @ + Wy = ¢+, similarly
for a, B, we preserve the extension class e and wpe, € U Finally, the generic stabilizer in G

is k;,, which intersects U x T trivially. O

The following commutative diagram of rational morphisms summarizes the situation:

U, x E‘A B — quo‘tl)ient MlAA
Ul* xT ° open
PGl(r) o U, x PU§
pr sient acts on frames
E 4 quotien
U, x BA 0 EA e My, (r;m)s"P
\ quo%ent _——
U* xG

The decorations indicate the general fibres. The slices Eyr, Z¢ fit into the same diagram (see
the ‘Recall’-comment in Lemma 5.6).

Theorem 5.9 (i) The moduli space My,(r;m)5*} is an irreducible, rational variety. Also,

it admits a universal Poincaré bundle over an open subset.
(ii) The moduli space My,(r;m) is an irreducible, rational variety (cf. [24, Theorem 3.8]).

Bartocci et al. [7, Theorem 3.4] prove that the moduli of framed bundles is fine. Their framing
is over a section of Y, — P! with self-intersection +¢, not a fibre [, as above.
Proof. The first claim follows from the previous Proposition and Lemma 5.6: a slice for the
U] x T-action is U, x Eyr, which is a rational variety. Now we construct the universal framed
bundle. Note that Z := E x4 (Z xp1 Yy) is a subvariety of E x Yy, since Z < H x P!, Let s
be the tautological section of (*E over E. The diagram below globalizes (5.2):

(8

(mo prgxn)* LY —= (ro prgxyl)* LY® Oém(w o prgxn)*w*oﬁ(l) ®0;z

\ \L evaluation

B* KV F
T () 0, () ®0 5.

The pairing with s is generically surjective, (U x T) - ZEyr < E is open, so the vector bundle
W = Ker(5*)|z,,xv, fits into the universal exact sequence over Zy x Yy:
* *
0—-W 2 (mo prgxy‘f)* Lv % (prgxw)*ow(l) ®0z — 0.
To include frames into the picture, we consider the pull back to U, x Zyr x Yy, Then

= * . . . —_
VY= (prg;;;l{,f XYl) W possesses the following universal framing over U, x Zyp X [,:
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LYV v *(0) Us xEur x Yo\ ¥ v @r . *
[y =V FU*XEUTXIO - (prO ) Ly = OU*XEUTXIO’ f(uve) = u-ag(0). O
Remark 5.10 The first named author claimed [24, Corollary 3.11] the rationality of the
framed moduli space. The argument involves a generic Poincaré bundle, induced from the
G = G/k;iag-slice Z¢ in E. Unfortunately, this is incorrect: ]k:‘lmg c @G, although acts trivially
on extension classes, it acts by multiplication on the extensions. Briefly, the generic stabilizer
acts non-trivially, descent doesn’t apply. In contrast, in our framed situation, the Uj* xj T-

stabilizer in U, x FE is trivial, so descent is applicable in Theorem 5.9.

5.5. Application to the plane and quadric. We apply the results in the following cases:

(i) the 0" Hirzebruch surface Yy = Q, which is P! x P!,
Here the charge m = 2n (the quadric has degree 2 in P3), so Mg(r;2n) is irreducible,
rational, of dimension 4rn —7? 4+ 1. We immediately deduce the form (4.3) of the general
vector bundle in Mg(r;2n).

(i) the 15* Hirzebruch surface Y7, which is the blow-up of a plane at a point.

Here the charge is m = n. Any semi-stable vector bundle on P? admits a (semi-stable)
deformation whose restriction to the general line is trivializable (Hirschowitz-lemma,
see [30]). Thus there is a line A = P? such that the restriction to A of the general vector
bundle in each (possible) irreducible component of Mp2(r;n) is trivializable.

Let Y3 L P2 be the blow-up of a point p € A. Then II* and II, determine birational
maps My, (r;n) --» Mp2(r;n). The theorem above yields the irreducibility and rational-
ity of Mpz2(r;n); it’s dimension is 2nr — 72 + 1. (See also [24, Corollary 3.9]. Hulek [30]
obtained the irreducibility in a different way.) The general stable vector bundle on Y; is
given by (5.1); since 7*Op1(1) = IT*Op2(1) ® Oy, (—A) and 11,0y, (—A) = I, < Op2, we
obtain the exact sequence (4.2).

6. RETURNING TO THE ROOTS

We conclude this article with a few speculative remarks. Instantons were introduced by
physicists ('t Hooft, Polyakov, etc.) motivated by physical phenomena. Thus one naturally
wonders if the brief statement

‘The tensor product of two mathematical instantons is still a mathematical instanton’.

has any relevance in physics.

The authors were very pleased to find that tensor product representations of products of
compact groups —in our situation for SU(r) x SU(r')- has been indeed investigated in the
particle physics literature [14, 20, 31, 9, 39], where the resulting objects are apparently known
as ‘multi-instantons’. The consideration seems to be restricted only to those instantons which
originate from the 4-dimensional sphere through the ADHM-construction. On the physics
side, the practical reason for investigating tensor products relies in the computation of their
Green functions, which are used for estimating instanton effects in quantum chromodynamics
(cf. [14, pp. 94]). This circle of ideas is beyond the authors’ expertise but, we believe, it’s
worth mentioning the matter.

Often, one is concerned with tensor products of vector bundles possessing additional struc-
ture (mostly orthogonal or symplectic); in other words, besides SU(r), one is interested in
orthogonal or symplectic vector bundles. (For the passage from complex groups to their
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compact forms, one applies the Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence.) The statement above re-
mains valid, because the tensor product breaks into irreducible components and the instanton
condition ~that is, H'(F ® §(—2)) = 0~ holds for all the direct summands.
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