
MODULI SPACE OF COMPLETE STABLE PAIRS

BAOSEN WU

Abstract. We define complete stable pairs on a smooth projective variety, and construct
their moduli space. These moduli spaces have natural morphisms to the moduli of stable
pairs and Quot-schemes. As an example, we show that the moduli of complete stable pairs
on P1 is an iterated blowing-up of the moduli of stable pairs, similar to the construction of
the space of complete collineations.

Introduction

Let X be a smooth complex projective variety. Let V be a finite dimensional complex
vector space. There is a moduli space parameterizing stable pairs (F , ψ) where F is a
coherent sheaf on X and

ψ : V ⊗ OX −→ F

is a homomorphism satisfying certain stability condition. One of the important examples is
stable pair of limit stability in which F is a pure sheaf of dimension one and cokerψ is a sheaf
with finite support. When X is a Calabi-Yau 3-fold, R. Pandharipande and R. P. Thomas
[PT09] constructed stable pair invariants from such moduli spaces, they are fundamental in
the study of DT-invariants of Calabi-Yau 3-folds [PT10][Tod09].

In this paper we shall study complete stable pairs. A complete stable pair on X is a
sequence of nonzero homomorphisms

ψ0 : V ⊗ OX → F ,

ψ1 : kerψ0 → cokerψ0,

...
ψm : kerψm−1 → cokerψm−1

so that (F , ψ0) is a stable pair, and ψm is the first surjection among ψ0, · · · , ψm.
The idea of complete stable pairs comes from complete collineations or complete conics.

The space of complete collineations was introduced in the early development of enumerative
geometry. It was used to solve many intricate classical geometric counting problems. In the
late 20th century, the space of complete collineations was reformulated and generalized using
modern algebraic geometric language. For the details see [DCP83][Kau00][Lak87][MT16] and
references therein.

To study the moduli problem for complete stable pairs, one important step is to define
flat families of such objects. In order to solve this issue, we use the stack of expanded pairs
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developed by Jun Li [Li01] in his proof of degeneration formula of GW-invariants. In this
paper, the expanded pair we will use is a chain of P1’s

P1
[m] := P1 ∪∆1 ∪ · · · ∪∆m

where each ∆i is a P1 and they are glued transversely in the way that the point ∞ on ∆i is
identified with the point 0 on ∆i+1; moreover, we fix a linear Gm-action on P1

[m] which play
an essential role in the construction. For any complete stable pair (F , ψ0, · · · , ψm) on X, we
construct a Gm-equivariant sheaf F̃ on X×P1

[m] which is flat over P1
[m], and a Gm-equivariant

homomorphism
φ̃ : V ⊗ OX×P1

[m]
→ F̃ .

We call such pair (F̃ , φ̃) on X × P1
[m] an expanded stable pair. Then we can define flat

families of expanded stable pairs and formulate the moduli problem. The main result of this
paper is

Theorem 0.1. There is a proper algebraic space Ph
X(V ) parameterizing equivalence classes

of complete stable pairs on X with Hilbert polynomial h.

Let Mh
X(V ) be the moduli space of stable pairs ψ : V ⊗ OX → F on X with Hilbert

polynomial h. Let QuothX(V ) be the Quot-scheme parameterizing quotients ρ : V ⊗OX → F

on X with Hilbert polynomial h. Then there are natural morphisms

Ph
X(V ) → Mh

X(V ), Ph
X(V ) → QuothX(V ).

In some special cases, e.g., X = P1, these morphisms are iterated blowing-up along smooth
centers. It is similar to the blowing-up construction of the space of complete collineations
[Vai84]. The precise relation can be used to compute invariants on Quot-schemes which
will appear in subsequent work. In general, these moduli spaces are very singular, however,
Ph
X(V ) is a natural moduli space linking the moduli of stable pairs Mh

X(V ) and the Quot-
scheme QuothX(V ). When X is a Calabi-Yau 3-fold and dimV = 1, we hope this provides
a further understanding of the DT/PT correspondence [Bri11][Tod10]. It is also one of the
motivations of the current work. The ideas and methods of this paper can be generalized to
other moduli problems as well.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 1, we give two equivalent definitions of
complete stable pairs. Then we use elementary modifications and glueing of sheaves to
construct expanded stable pairs. In Section 2, we define families of expanded stable pairs,
and study their moduli stack. The main result is proved in this section. In Section 3,
we work out the moduli of complete stable pairs on P1 in details. Finally, we establish a
correspondence between complete stable pairs and complete quotients on P1 in Section 4.

The author thanks professor Yi Hu for discussions on complete quotients [HLS11], which
inspired the current work.

In this paper we work over the field of complex numbers k = C.
2



1. Complete stable pairs

1.1. Complete stable pairs. Let X be a smooth projective variety over k. Fix a finite
dimensional k-vector space V . Recall that [PT09] a stable pair (F , ψ) on X consists of a
coherent sheaf F on X which is pure of dimension one and a homomorphism ψ : V ⊗OX → F

with finite cokernel.

Definition 1.1. Let (F , ψ) be a stable pair on X. A complete stable pair over (F , ψ) with
length m consists of a sequence of nonzero homomorphisms

ψ0 : V ⊗ OX → F ,

ψ1 : kerψ0 → cokerψ0,

...
ψm : kerψm−1 → cokerψm−1,

such that ψ0 = ψ, and ψm is the first surjection among ψ0, · · · , ψm, that is, cokerψi = 0 if
and only if i = m.

We denote a complete stable pair by (F , ψ0, · · · , ψm). It follows by definition that lengths
of complete stable pairs over (F , ψ) are bounded by the length of cokerψ.

Let (F , ψ0, · · · , ψm) and (F ′, ψ′
0, · · · , ψ′

m′) be two complete stable pairs. Suppose (F , ψ0)

and (F ′, ψ′
0) are equivalent as stable pairs, i.e., there is an isomorphism u0 : F ∼= F ′ so that

ψ′
0 = u0ψ0, then kerψ0 = kerψ′

0 and it induces an isomorphism u1 : cokerψ0
∼= cokerψ′

0.
Assume further that the following diagram commutes for some nonzero scalar λ1 ∈ k

kerψ0
ψ1

// cokerψ0

λ1u1
��

kerψ′
0

ψ′
1 // cokerψ′

0

then we have kerψ1 = kerψ′
1 and there is an induced isomorphism u2 : cokerψ1

∼= cokerψ′
1.

Suppose this process continues, that is, assume m = m′ and there are isomorphisms

ui : cokerψi−1
∼= cokerψ′

i−1, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

and nonzero scalars λi ∈ k such that ψ′
i = λiuiψi, and ui+1 is induced from ui as above, then

we say (F , ψ0, · · · , ψm) and (F ′, ψ′
0, · · · , ψ′

m′) are equivalent. Clearly, for nonzero scalars
c0, · · · , cm, (F , ψ0, · · · , ψm) and (F , c0ψ0, · · · , cmψm) are equivalent.

There is another equivalent definition of complete stable pairs as follows.

Definition 1.2. A complete stable pair over (F , ψ) with length m consists of a sequence of
coherent sheaves F0,F1, · · · ,Fm on X and homomorphisms

φi : V ⊗ OX → Fi, i = 0, · · · ,m,
3



such that (F0, φ0) = (F , ψ), and for each i ≥ 0, Fi+1 fits into a short exact sequence

(1) 0 → cokerφi
αi−→ Fi+1

βi−→ imφi → 0

satisfying βiφi+1 = φi, and the lengths of cokernels satisfy

l(cokerφ0) > l(cokerφ1) > · · · > l(cokerφm) = 0.

We denote such a complete stable pair by (Fi, φi)m. From βiφi+1 = φi in the definition,
we see that βi induces a surjective homomorphisms

(2) imφi+1 → imφi, cokerφi → cokerφi+1.

Since there are natural surjections Fi → cokerφi and injections imφi → Fi, the sequence
(1) induces homomorphisms

Fi
α̃i−→ Fi+1

β̃i−→ Fi.

Two complete stable pairs (Fi, φi)m and (F ′
i , φ

′
i)m′ are called equivalent if m = m′ and

there are isomorphisms θi : Fi → F ′
i satisfying φ′

i = θiφi and

θi+1α̃i = λiα̃
′
iθi, θiβ̃i = λ′iβ̃

′
iθi+1

for some nonzero scalars λi, λ′i ∈ k and for all i ≥ 0. Clearly, for nonzero scalars c0, · · · , cm,
(Fi, φi)m and (Fi, ciφi)m are equivalent.

Now we show the equivalence of Definition 1.1 and 1.2.
Let (F , ψ0, · · · , ψm) be a complete stable pair on X. We define (Fi, φi)m inductively as

follows. Let F0 = F and φ0 = ψ0. Suppose we have defined Fi and φi with kerφi = kerψi
and an isomorphism cokerφi ∼= cokerψi, note that kerψi is a subsheaf of V ⊗ OX , we define
Fi+1 and φi+1 using the following pushout diagram

kerψi //

ψi+1

��

V ⊗ OX

φi+1

��
�
�
�

cokerψi //____ Fi+1

By kerψi = kerφi, the above diagram can be extended as

(3) 0 // kerψi //

ψi+1

��

V ⊗ OX
φi

//

φi+1

��

imφi // 0

0 // cokerψi // Fi+1
βi

// imφi // 0

From cokerψi ∼= cokerφi, we see that Fi+1 satisfies the sequence (1) and βiφi+1 = φi.
Moreover, by the snake lemma, kerψi+1 = kerφi+1 and there is an induced isomorphism
cokerψi+1

∼= cokerφi+1. Since ψi are nonzero, the lengths of cokerφi decrease strictly..
Conversely, given a complete stable pairs of the form (Fi, φi)m, let F = F0 and ψ0 = φ0.

For i ≥ 0, the condition βiφi+1 = φi implies that we have the right square of commutative
diagram (3). Taking kernels of φi and βi, and by the sequence (1), we obtain homomorphisms
ψi+1 : kerφi → cokerφi. Finally, by snake lemma and induction on i, we have kerψi = kerφi
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and cokerψi ∼= cokerφi. In particular, cokerψi = 0 if and only if cokerφi = 0. Therefore,
(F , ψ0, · · · , ψm) is a complete stable pair.

It is straightforward to verify that the correspondence preserves equivalence relations.

1.2. Expanded stable pairs. We begin with some notations. Let Gm = Spec k[t, t−1].
Define a linear Gm-action σ on P1 by

Gm × P1 → P1, (z0, z1) 7→ (z0, t
−1z1).

Let 0 = (1, 0) and ∞ = (0, 1) be two fixed points on P1. Let ξ = (1, 1) ∈ P1.
Let Y = X × P1 with projections

p : Y → X, q : Y → P1.

Then the Gm-action σ on P1 induces a Gm-action on Y by acting trivially on X. Let

ι− : D− = X × 0 → Y, ι+ : D+ = X ×∞ → Y

be the inclusions. We identify D− and D+ with X via the projection p. Let OY (D−) and
OY (D+) be Gm-equivariant line bundles together with Gm-equivariant homomorphisms

s− : OY → OY (D−), s+ : OY → OY (D+).

The zero schemes of s− and s+ are D− and D+ respectively. Let

N− = coker s− = OD−(D−) and N+ = coker s+ = OD+(D+)

be normal line bundles of D− and D+ in Y respectively. Then they are trivial bundles, and
Gm acts on the fibers of N− and N+ with weight −1 and 1 respectively.

Let (Fi, φi)m be a complete stable pair on X. We construct a Gm-equivariant sheaf F̃i

on Y = X × P1 together with a Gm-equivariant homomorphism φ̃i : V ⊗ OY → F̃i for each
i. For convenience, we denote

Ri = imφi, Ti = cokerφi, 0 ≤ i ≤ m, and R−1 = F0, T−1 = 0.

By Definition 1.2, for 0 ≤ i ≤ m, Fi fits into exact sequences

0 → Ri → Fi → Ti → 0,(4)
0 → Ti−1 → Fi → Ri−1 → 0.(5)

Consider the pullback of φi : V ⊗ OX → Fi to Y

p∗φi : V ⊗ OY → p∗Fi.

Recall that s− : OY → OY (D−) is a Gm-equivariant homomorphism. Define

φ̃i = (p∗φi)⊗ s− : V ⊗ OY → p∗Fi ⊗ OY (D−).

We make elementary modifications of p∗Fi ⊗ OY (D−) as follows. First, note that the
restriction of p∗Fi ⊗ OY (D−) to D+ is naturally isomorphic to Fi. We let

µ+ : p∗Fi ⊗ OY (D−) → ι+∗ Fi → ι+∗ Ti

5



be the composite of the restriction to D+ and the homomorphism Fi → Ti in (4). Then µ+
is a Gm-equivariant surjection on Y . Let

Ki = kerµ+.

Next, consider the injection Ki → p∗Fi ⊗ OY (D−). Its restriction to D− is an isomorphism
Ki|D−

∼= Fi ⊗ N−. Composed with the homomorphism Fi → Ri−1 in (5), we obtain a
Gm-equivariant surjection on Y

µ− : Ki → ι−∗ (Fi ⊗ N−) → ι−∗ (Ri−1 ⊗ N−).

Define
F̃i = kerµ−.

Then we have Gm-equivariant subsheaves F̃i ⊂ Ki ⊂ p∗Fi ⊗ OY (D−).

Lemma 1.3. The Gm-equivariant sheaf F̃i is flat over P1, and the image of φ̃i lies in F̃i.
Moreover, there are Gm-equivariant isomorphisms

θ+ : F̃i|D+
∼= Ri ⊕ (Ti ⊗ N ∨

+ ),

θ− : F̃i|D−
∼= Ri−1 ⊕ (Ti−1 ⊗ N−).

The restrictions of φ̃i : V ⊗ OY → F̃i to D+ and D−, when composed with θ±, are (φi, 0)

and (φi−1, 0) respectively.

Proof. By definition, Ki fits into the following commutative diagram

(6) 0 // p∗Ri ⊗ OY (D−)

��

p∗Ri ⊗ OY (D−)

��

0 // Ki
//

��

p∗Fi ⊗ OY (D−)
µ+

//

��

ι+∗ Ti
// 0

0 // p∗Ti ⊗ OY (D−)⊗ OY (−D+)
τ // p∗Ti ⊗ OY (D−) // ι+∗ Ti

// 0

where the middle column is indued from (4). In the left column, the first and third terms are
flat over P1, so is Ki.

Taking restriction of commutative diagram (6) to D+. Since τ |D+ is a zero map, the
restriction of Ki → p∗Fi ⊗ OY (D−) to D+ factors through a homomorphism

Ki|D+ → p∗Ri ⊗ OY (D−)|D+ = Ri.

It follows that the restriction of the left column to D+ splits, which induces an isomorphism
Ki|D+

∼= Ri ⊕ (Ti ⊗ N ∨
+ ). By the natural isomorphism Ki|D+

∼= F̃i|D+ we get θ+.
Next, note from (6) that p∗Ri ⊗ OY (D−) ⊂ Ki ⊂ p∗Fi ⊗ OY (D−). Composed with

the homomorphism p∗Fi ⊗ OY (D−) → p∗Ri−1 ⊗ OY (D−) induced from (5), we obtain a
homomorphism

κ : Ki → p∗Ri−1 ⊗ OY (D−).
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By (2), Ri → Ri−1 is surjective, and by (6), p∗Ri ⊗ OY (D−) is a subsheaf of Ki. It follows
that κ is surjective. Let Ai be its kernel. We obtain

(7) 0 → Ai → Ki → p∗Ri−1 ⊗ OY (D−) → 0.

The restriction of (7) to D+ is induced from (5). By definition of F̃i, we have the following
commutative diagram

(8) 0 // Ai

��

Ai

��

0 // F̃i

��

// Ki
µ−

//

��

ι−∗ (Ri−1 ⊗ N−) // 0

0 // p∗Ri−1
// p∗Ri−1 ⊗ OY (D−) // ι−∗ (Ri−1 ⊗ N−) // 0

In the middle column, since Ki and p∗Ri−1 ⊗ OY (D−) are flat over P1, Ai is also flat over
P1. It follows that in the left column, F̃i is flat over P1.

In the same way, taking restriction of diagram (8) to D− gives an isomorphism

F̃i|D−
∼= Ai|D− ⊕ Ri−1.

By the natural isomorphism Ai|D−
∼= Ti−1 ⊗ N− we obtain θ−.

Finally, by (6), we have p∗Ri⊗OY (D−) ⊂ Ki and by (8), Ki⊗OY (−D−) ⊂ F̃i. It follows
that p∗Ri ⊂ F̃i. Therefore the image of φ̃i lies in F̃i. The restrictions of φ̃i to D+ and D−
are obvious. □

Let (Y,D+) be a pair. Recall that [Li01][LW15] an expanded pair of (Y,D+) consists of a
scheme Y[m] with simple normal crossings singularities

Y[m] = Y0 ∪ Y1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ym
and a distinguished divisor Dm ⊂ Y[m], where each Yi is a copy of Y , and ∪ means that we
glue Yi and Yi+1 transversely along their divisors D+ ⊂ Yi and D− ⊂ Yi+1, the resulting
identified Weil divisor is named Di. Let Dm be the divisor D+ on Ym. For convenience,
we let D−1 ⊂ Y[m] be the divisor D− on Y0. Fix the Gm-action on Y[m] induced from the
Gm-action on Y .

Consider the pair (P1,∞) and its expanded pair (P1
[m],∞m) where

P1
[m] = P1 ∪∆1 ∪ · · · ∪∆m

with each ∆i = P1 and ∞m is the point ∞ of ∆m. Then by Y = X × P1, we can identify
Y[m] with X × P1

[m] and the divisor Dm with X ×∞m.

Given a complete stable pair (Fi, φi)m on X, we have constructed a Gm-equivariant ho-
momorphism φ̃i : V ⊗ OYi → F̃i for each i. By Lemma 1.3, there is a Gm-equivariant
isomorphism

F̃i|D+
∼= F̃i+1|D− .

7



Hence we can glue all these F̃i along Di to obtain a Gm-equivariant sheaf F̃ on Y[m]. More-
over, since φ̃i|D+ and φ̃i+1|D− are identical as Gm-equivariant homomorphisms, φ̃i can be
glued along divisors Di to obtain a Gm-equivariant homomorphism

φ̃ : V ⊗ OY[m]
→ F̃ .

Definition 1.4. We say the Gm-equivariant sheaf F̃ and Gm-equivariant homomorphism
φ̃ : V ⊗ OY[m]

→ F̃ on (Y[m], Dm) form an expanded stable pair (F̃ , φ̃).

Two expanded stable pairs (F̃ , φ̃) and (F̃ ′, φ̃′) are equivalent if there is an automorphism
u of (Y[m], Dm) over (Y,D+), and an isomorphism α : F̃ → u∗F̃ ′ so that the following
diagram commutes

V ⊗ OY[m]

φ̃
// F̃

α
��

V ⊗ OY[m]

u∗φ̃′
// u∗F̃ ′

Here we identified u∗(V ⊗ OY[m]
) with V ⊗ OY[m]

by sending the constant section 1 of OY[m]

to itself.
By definition, equivalent complete stable pairs induce equivalent expanded stable pairs.

Proposition 1.5. There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of equivalence classes
of complete stable pairs with length m on X and the set of equivalence classes of expanded
stable pairs on (Y[m], Dm).

Proof. For any complete stable pair (Fi, φi)m on X, we have associated an expanded stable
pair (F̃ , φ̃) on (Y[m], Dm). To establish this one-to-one correspondence, it suffices to show
that an expanded stable pair induces a complete stable pair which is the inverse of the
previous construction.

Let (F̃ , φ̃) be an expanded stable pair on (Y[m], Dm). Recall that Y[m] = X × P1
[m] with

projection q : Y[m] → P1
[m]. Let ξi = (1, 1) ∈ ∆i which is distinct from 0 and ∞. Let

Xi = q−1(ξi)

Then Xi is isomorphic to X via the projection p. Define

φi : V ⊗ OXi → F̃ |Xi

be the restriction of φ to Xi. Then (F̃ |X0 , φ0) is a stable pair on X, and (F̃ |Xi , φi)m is
a complete stable pair. Moreover, the expanded stable pair associated to (F̃ |Xi , φi)m is
equivalent to (F̃ , φ̃).

Finally, it is easy to verify that the correspondence preserves equivalence relations. □

Proposition 1.6. The group of automorphisms of an expanded stable pair is trivial.
8



Proof. Let (F̃ , φ̃) be an expanded stable pair on (Y[m], Dm). Since its restriction to Y0 is
a stable pair, it has trivial automorphism. The Gm-equivalence of φ̃ and the surjectivity of
φ̃|Dm force the automorphism of φ̃ being trivial. □

1.3. Properties of expanded stable pairs. Let S be a Gm-equivariant sheaf on Y which
is flat over P1. Suppose there are decompositions

S |D− = W 0
− ⊕ W −1

− ,(9)
S |D+ = W 0

+ ⊕ W −1
+(10)

so that Gm acts on W i
± with weight i. Let S |D− → W −1

− and S |D+ → W 0
+ be the natural

induced homomorphisms. Then we have a surjective homomorphism S → ι−∗ W −1
− ⊕ ι+∗ W 0

+ .
Let

(11) S e = ker(S → ι−∗ W −1
− ⊕ ι+∗ W 0

+).

Definition 1.7. Let S be a Gm-equivariant sheaf on Y which is flat over P1. We say S

is admissible if it has decompositions (9) (10) and the elementary modification S e is Gm-
equivariantly isomorphic to p∗F ⊗ OY (−D+) for some sheaf F on X. An admissible sheaf
is trivial if it is isomorphic (not necessary Gm-equivariantly) to p∗F for some sheaf F on
X.

Lemma 1.8. Let S1 and S2 be admissible sheaves on Y . Then S1 ⊕ S2 is admissible. Let
φ : S1 → S2 be a Gm-equivariant homomorphism between admissible sheaves. Then φ(S1)

is admissible.

Proof. Follows from the definition. □

Lemma 1.9. Let S be an admissible sheaf on Y with decompositions (9) and (10). Denote
X1 = X × ξ ⊂ Y . Then there are induced exact sequences of sheaves on X

0 → W 0
+

γ−→ S |X1 → W −1
+ → 0,(12)

0 → W −1
− → S |X1

β−→ W 0
− → 0.(13)

Suppose further φ : V ⊗ OY → S is a Gm-equivariant homomorphism, and let φ1 = φ|X1,
φ± = φ|D±. Then γφ+ = φ1 and βφ1 = φ−.

Proof. By definition, we have an exact sequence

(14) 0 → p∗F ⊗ OY (−D+) → S → ι−∗ W −1
− ⊕ ι+∗ W 0

+ → 0.

Restricting to X1, it gives an isomorphism F ∼= S |X1 . Taking restriction of (14) to D+, and
using the flatness of S over P1, we have

0 → Tor1 → F ⊗ N ∨
+ → S |D+ → W 0

+ → 0,

where Tor1 = TorOY
1 (OD+ , ι

−
∗ W −1

− ⊕ ι+∗ W 0
+)

∼= W 0
+ ⊗ OY (−D+) ∼= W 0

+ ⊗ N ∨
+ . By the

decomposition (10), we obtain a short exact sequence

0 → W 0
+ ⊗ N ∨

+ → F ⊗ N ∨
+ → W −1

+ → 0.
9



Using the isomorphism N ∨
+

∼= OD+ we obtain (12). Similarly, the restriction of (14) to D−
yields (13).

Now suppose there is a φ : V ⊗ OY → S . We obtain a commutative diagram

0 // V ⊗ OY (−D+)
τ //

��

V ⊗ OY

φ

��

// V ⊗ OD+
//

��

0

0 // p∗F ⊗ OY (−D+) // S // ι−∗ W −1
− ⊕ ι+∗ W 0

+
// 0

The left colume induces a homomorphism V ⊗ OY → p∗F . Restricting to X1, we get a
homomorphism V ⊗ OX1 → S |X1 that is φ1. On the other hand, restricting the diagram to
D+, and note that τ |D+ is zero, we obtain a commutative diagram

0 // V ⊗ N ∨
+

φ+⊗1
��

V ⊗ N ∨
+

φ1⊗1

��

0 // V ⊗ OD+

��

0 // W 0
+ ⊗ N ∨

+

γ⊗1
// F ⊗ N ∨

+
// S |D+

It follows that γφ+ = φ1. The second identity can be obtained by restriction to D−. □

Proposition 1.10. Let S be a Gm-equivariant sheaf on Y[m] which is flat over P1
[m]. Let

φ : V ⊗ OY[m]
→ S be a Gm-equivariant homomorphism. Let m ≥ 1. Suppose

S |Di = W 0
i ⊕ W −1

i

are decompositions. Then (S , φ) is an expanded stable pair on (Y[m], Dm) if and only if it
satisfies the following conditions:

(1) S |Yi are admissible for all i, and they are not trivial;
(2) im (φ|Di) = W 0

i for all i, and φ|Dm is surjective.

Proof. The only if part is obvious from the definition. For the if part, it suffices to show
that S and φ induce a complete stable pair on X whose associated expanded stable pair is
equivalent to (S , φ). Let Xi = X × ξi where ξi = (1, 1) on ∆i. For convenience, denote

Fi = S |Xi and φi = φ|Xi .

Since S |Yi are admissible, by Lemma 1.9, there are exact sequences

0 → W 0
i

γi−→ Fi → W −1
i → 0,

0 → W −1
i−1 → Fi

βi−→ W 0
i−1 → 0,

so that φi = γi(φ|Di) and φ|Di−1 = βiφi. Let Ri = imφi and Ti = cokerφi. Then Ri = W 0
i

and it follows that Ti
∼= W −1

i . Moreover, since S |Yi are not trivial, Ri ≇ Ri−1 for all i,
Therefore, (Fi, φi)m is a complete stable pair on X. Its associated expanded stable pair is
then (S , φ). □

10



2. Moduli stack of expanded stable pairs

2.1. Families of expanded stable pairs. Let (Y,D+) be a pair. Recall that the standard
models

(Y [n], D[n])
pn

//

πn
��

(Y,D+)

An

were constructed inductively as follows: (Y [0], D[0]) = (Y,D+) and p0 is the identity map;
for n ≥ 0, (Y [n + 1], D[n + 1]) is the blowing-up of Y [n] × A1 along D[n] × 0, and D[n + 1]

is the strict transform of D[n]×A1; and πn+1, pn+1 are obtained by natural compositions. It
is easy to see that the fiber of πn over 0 ∈ An is the expanded pair (Y[n], Dn), together with
a morphism pn : (Y[n], Dn) → (Y,D).

Let S be a k-scheme. A family of expanded pairs of (Y,D) over S consists of morphisms
π and p

π : (Y,D) → S, p : (Y,D) → (Y,D)

so that there is an étale covering {Sα} of S and morphisms ηα : Sα → Anα for some nα, so
that

(Yα,Dα) := (Y,D)×S Sα ∼= η∗α(Y [mα], D[mα])

over Sα and compatible with their projections to (Y,D+). Since the Gm-action on Y can be
lifted naturally to a Gm-action on (Y [mα], D[mα]), it induces a Gm-action σα on (Yα,Dα)

over Sα for each α. These actions are compatible. So we obtain a Gm-action on (Y,D) → S

which acts trivially on S and acts on the fibers in the same way as before.
For any k-scheme S and an expanded pair (Y,D) over S, V ⊗ OY admits a Gm-action

induced from the Gm-action on Y and the trivial action on V .

Proposition 2.1. Let (Y,D) be an expanded pair over S. Let F be an S-flat family of
Gm-equivariant sheaf on (Y,D) and φ : V ⊗ OY → F be a Gm-equivariant homomorphism.
Let S◦ ⊆ S be the subset consisting of those closed points s ∈ S so that φs : V ⊗ OYs → Fs

is an expanded stable pair on (Ys,Ds). Then S◦ is a Zariski open subset of S.

Proof. We assume S is reduced and irreducible without loss of generality. Let

(15) Y = Y0 ∪ Y1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ym
be the irreducible decomposition in which each Yi is irreducible. Let Di = Yi ∩ Yi+1. Let
(Fs, φs) be an expanded stable pair on (Ys,Ds). It suffices to show that there is a Zariski
open subset U ⊂ S containing s so that for every point t ∈ U , (Ft, φt) is an expanded stable
pair on (Yt,Dt).

For simplicity, we assume that in the decomposition (15),

(Yi ×S t,Di ×S t) ∼= (Y,D+)

for all i and all t ∈ S − {s}. The general case can be treated in a similar way by induction.
11



Note that F |Di is flat over S, and it admits a Gm-action. There is a decomposition

F |Di =
∞
⊕

k=−∞
W k
i

so that Gm acts on W k
i with weight k. It follows that W k

i are flat over S as well. Since (Fs, φs)

is an expanded stable pair, the restriction W k
i |Ys = 0 for k 6= 0,−1. By the S-flatness of W k

i ,
we obtain W k

i = 0 for k 6= 0,−1.
Let Fi = F |Yi and φi = φ|Yi . Now we perform elementary modifications to Fi as in (11)

F e
i = ker(Fi → ι−∗ W −1

i−1 ⊕ ι+∗ W 0
i ).

By the S-flatness of W k
i , F e

i is flat over S. Since (Fs, φs) is an expanded stable pair, its
restriction to all irreducible components of Yi ×S s are admissible. From the weights of the
Gm-action, we see that the restriction Fi|Yi×St are admissible. Finally, since surjectivity of
a homomorphism is an open condition, we can find a Zariski open subset U ⊂ S containing
s so that condition (2) in Proposition 1.10 holds true for φi|Yi×St : V ⊗ OYi×St → Fi|Yi×St

when t ∈ U . In conclusion, (Ft, φt) is an expanded stable pair on (Yt,Dt) when t ∈ U . □

Based on this proposition, we have

Definition 2.2. Let φ : V ⊗ OY → F be a Gm-equivariant homomorphism on (Y,D) → S.
We say (F , φ) is a family of expanded stable pairs if for every closed point s ∈ S, (Fs, φs)

is an expanded stable pair on (Ys,Ds).

2.2. Stack of expanded stable pairs. We define the category Ph
X(V ) of expanded stable

pairs as follows. An object (F , φ;Y,D, S) in Ph
X(V ) consists of an expanded pair (Y,D)

over a k-scheme S and an expanded stable pair φ : V ⊗OY → F on (Y,D) such that for any
closed point s ∈ S the restriction Fs|Ds has Hilbert polynomial h. An arrow between two
objects

(F1, φ1;Y1,D1, S1) → (F2, φ2;Y2,D2, S2)

consists of a Cartesian square

(Y1,D1)
f

/ /

��

(Y2,D2)

��

S1 // S2

and an isomorphism of expanded stable pairs f∗φ2
∼= φ1, that is, a commutative diagram

V ⊗ OY1

f∗φ2
// f∗F2

∼= u

��

V ⊗ OY1

φ1
// F1

It is straightforward to verify that Ph
X(V ) is a groupoid.

Proposition 2.3. The groupoid Ph
X(V ) is an algebraic space of finite type.

12



Proof. It is standard to verify that Ph
X(V ) is a stack. Now we show that Ph

X(V ) is bounded.
Let AX,h be the set of equivalence classes of expanded stable pairs

φ : V ⊗ OY[m]
→ F

with Hilbert polynomial h. Then the restriction of (F , φ) to the divisor D−1 ⊂ Y[m]

φ|D−1 : V ⊗ OD−1 → F |D−1

is contained in Mh
X(V ). Note that m is bounded by the length of coker (φ|D−1). It follows

that AX,h is bounded.
Next we show that Ph

X(V ) is locally a stack quotient of a scheme and hence algebraic. Fix
any integer n. Let L be a relative ample line bundle on the standard model π : Y [n] → An.
For any sheaf F on Y [n] which is flat over An and any integer m, let

F (m) = F ⊗ L ⊗m.

Now since AX,h is bounded, there is an integer m0 so that for all m ≥ m0,

P (m) := χ(Fs(m)) = h0(Fs(m))

for any Fs ∈ AX,h.
Fix such an m0 and let W be a k-vector space with dimension P (m0). Let Rn be the set

of homomorphisms φ : V ⊗ OY [n] → F where F is a sheaf on Y [n] that is flat over An with
Hilbert polynomial P . Then for φ ∈ Rn, we have a commutative diagram

π∗π∗(V ⊗ OY [n](m0))

��

φ′
// π∗π∗(F (m0)) ∼=W ⊗ OY [n]

ρ

��

V ⊗ OY [n](m0)
φ(m0)

// F (m0)

Let QuotPY [n]/An(W ) be the relative Quot-scheme parameterizing quotients

ρ :W ⊗ OY [n] → F (m0)

over An so that the Hilbert polynomial of Fs is P for any s ∈ An. Then we get an injective
map

(16) Rn → QuotPY [n]/An(W )×Hom(π∗(V ⊗ OY [n](m)),W ⊗ OAn), φ 7→ (ρ, φ′)

whose image admits a natural subscheme structure which is still denoted by Rn. Moreover,
the induced morphism Rn → An defines an expanded pair (Y,D) → Rn and there is a
tautological family of homomorphisms on (Y,D)

φ̃ : V ⊗ OY → F̃ .

There is a natural PGL(W )-action on the right hand side of (16). It also admits a Gn
m-

action induced from Y [n]. Let Mn ⊂ Rn be the subset consisting of expanded stable pairs. By
Proposition 2.1, Mn admits a natural open subscheme structure. Moreover, Mn is preserved
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by the PGL(W )-action and the Gn
m-action. Therefore, the tautological family overMn induces

a morphism
fn : [Mn/(PGL(W )×Gn

m)] → Ph
X(V ).

Hence we have a morphism∐
n≥0

fn :
∐
n≥0

[Mn/(PGL(W )×Gn
m)] → Ph

X(V )

that is étale and surjective by construction. Finally, Proposition 1.6 shows that Ph
X(V ) is an

algebraic space. This completes the proof. □

Recall that on (Y,D+), there are two distinguished divisors, D+ and D−. Similarly, on
each expanded pair (Y,D) over S, there are two distinguished divisors, D−1 and D. Let
(F , φ) be a family of expanded stable pairs on (Y,D). Then the restriction to D−1

φ|D−1 : V ⊗ OD−1 → F |D−1

is a family of stable pairs on X parameterized by S, and the restriction to D

φ|D : V ⊗ OD → F |D
is a family of quotients on X parameterized by S. Therefore, we obtain natural morphisms

Ph
X(V ) → Mh

X(V ), Ph
X(V ) → QuothX(V ).

2.3. Properness of the moduli stack. We prove the properness of Ph
X(V ) by valuative

criterion. Let ∆ be a nonsingular affine curve with a closed point 0 ∈ ∆; let ∆∗ = ∆− {0}.
Let (Y∗,D∗) → ∆∗ be a family of expanded pairs over ∆∗, and let φ⋆ : V ⊗OY∗ → S ⋆ be

a family of expanded stable pairs. We will show that possibly after base change, there exists
a family of expanded pairs (Y,D) over ∆ so that (Y,D)×∆ ∆∗ = (Y∗,D∗), together with a
family of expanded stable pairs φ : V ⊗ OY → S extending φ⋆.

By the construction of stack of expanded pairs, possibly after base change if necessary, we
have (Y∗,D∗) = (Y[m], Dm) ×∆∗ for some m. For simplicity, we assume m = 0, the general
case m > 0 is similar and we omit the details. Now we have (Y∗,D∗) = (Y,D+)×∆∗. Let

(Y0,D0) = (Y,D+)×∆.

Let p : Y × ∆∗ → X × ∆∗ be the projection. By definition, φ⋆ is the pullback p∗ψ⋆ of a
family of surjective stable pairs ψ⋆ : V ⊗OX×∆∗ → F ⋆ on X×∆∗ . By the properness of the
moduli functor of stable pairs on X, we can find a family of stable pairs ψ : V ⊗OX×∆ → F

extending ψ⋆. Let
S 0 = p∗F , φ0 = p∗ψ : V ⊗ OY0 → S 0

where p : Y0 → X ×∆ is the projection. We denote the restriction of (F , ψ) to the central
fiber X × 0 by

(F0, ψ0) = (F |X×0, ψ|X×0).

If ψ0 is surjective, we let (Y,D) = (Y0,D0) and (S , φ) = (S 0, φ0). It is a family of
expanded stable pairs and we are done. Otherwise, the restriction of φ0 to the central fiber
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(Y0,D0)×∆ 0 is not an expanded stable pair. Now we let π : Y1 → Y0 be the blowing-up of
Y0 along D+×0, and let D1 be the strict transform of D0. Then we get a family of expanded
pairs (Y1,D1) → ∆ with central fiber

(Y1,D1)×∆ 0 = (Y[1] = Y0 ∪ Y1, D1).

Let
S ′ = π∗S 0, φ′ = π∗φ0 : V ⊗ OY1 → S ′.

Then clearly, the restriction of φ′ to the central fiber Y[1] of Y1 is the pullback of the stable
pair (F0, ψ0) on X. Because ψ0 is not surjective, it fits into a short exact sequence

0 → imψ0 → F0
γ→ cokerψ0 → 0

with cokerψ0 6= 0. Let p1 : Y1 → X be the projection. Consider the natural surjection

µ : S ′ → S ′|Y1 = p∗1F0
p∗1γ−→ p∗1cokerψ0.

Let S 1 = kerµ. Then there is a commutative diagram

(17) 0 // V ⊗ OY1

φ1

��

V ⊗ OY1

φ′

��

// 0

��

// 0

0 // S 1 // S ′ µ
// p∗1cokerψ0

// 0

Consider the restriction of φ1 to the central fiber (Y[1], D1) of (Y1,D1). If the restriction
of φ1 to the divisor D1 ⊂ Y[1] is surjective, then it is easy to verify that (S 1, φ1) is a
complete stable pairs. Otherwise, we continue this process to obtain a family of expanded
pairs (Y2,D2) → ∆ and a homomorphism φ2 : V ⊗OY2 → S 2. Because the length of cokerφi
decreases, after finite steps, this process will terminate and we obtain a family of expanded
stable pairs extending φ⋆.

Next we show the uniqueness of extension. Suppose there are two flat families of expanded
stable pairs

φj : V ⊗ OYj → Sj , j = 1, 2

such that they are isomorphic over ∆∗. We show that this isomorphism extends over 0 ∈ ∆.
Again we assume after base change if necessary, (Yj ,Dj) ×∆ ∆∗ = (Y,D+) × ∆∗. By the
construction of expanded pairs, we can find a third expanded pair (Y,D) → ∆ and dominant
morphisms

π1 : (Y,D) → (Y1,D1), π2 : (Y,D) → (Y2,D2)

so that they are isomorphisms over ∆∗. Pulling back φ1 and φ2 to (Y,D) respectively, we
obtain two families of homomorphisms

φ̃j : V ⊗ OY → S̃j := π∗jSj , j = 1, 2

and will show that φ̃1
∼= φ̃2.

Recall that φ̃⋆1 ∼= φ̃⋆2 is the pullback p∗ψ⋆ of a family of surjective stable pairs (F ⋆, ψ⋆)

on X × ∆∗ . Since an expanded stable pair on Y = X × P1 can be viewed as an ordinary
stable pair with two dimensional sheaf on Y , φ̃⋆j = p∗ψ⋆ is a family of ordinary stable pairs
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parameterized by ∆∗. By the properness of moduli of stable pairs, there is a unique family
of stable pairs ψ : V ⊗ OX×∆ → F extending ψ⋆, and

p∗ψ : V ⊗ OY → p∗F

is the unique family of stable pairs extending p∗ψ⋆, where p : Y → X ×∆ is the projection.
Using the procedure of stable reduction, we see that

S̃j ⊆ p∗F

and φ̃j are compatible with p∗ψ. We form

φ̃1 + φ̃2 : V ⊗ OY → S̃1 + S̃2.

By Lemma 1.8 and Proposition 1.10, it is again a family of expanded stable pairs that is
isomorphic to φj over ∆∗. Therefore, without loss of generality, we assume S̃1 ⊆ S̃2. Let

(Y,D)×∆ 0 = (Y0 ∪ Y1 ∪ · · · ∪ Yn, Dn)

be the central fiber of (Y,D) → ∆. It induces homomorphisms

S̃1|Di → S̃2|Di , i = −1, 0, · · · , n

that is compatible to φ̃1|Di and φ̃2|Di . Note that the restriction of φ̃i to D−1 are stable pairs.
By the separatedness of the moduli functor of stable pairs, we have φ̃1|D−1

∼= φ̃2|D−1 . On
the other hand, φ̃j |Dn are both surjective, and hence φ̃1|Dn

∼= φ̃2|Dn . By the property of
expanded stable pairs, we must have φ̃1

∼= φ̃2.
Having φ̃1

∼= φ̃2, we let I1 ⊂ {0, 1, · · · , n} be the set of indices so that the components Yi
for i ∈ I1 are collapsed by the morphism π1. Likewise, define the subset I2 ⊂ {0, 1, · · · , n}
for the morphism π2. We claim that I1 = I2, for otherwise, there is a component Yj on which
the sheaf

S̃1|Yj ∼= S̃2|Yj
is a trivial admissible sheaf which contradicts to an expanded stable pair. So we conclude
that the families (Yi,Di) are isomorphic to (Y,D), and hence the families φi are isomorphic
to φ̃i. Therefore, φ1

∼= φ2 over ∆.

3. Moduli space of complete stable pairs on P1

Let Mr,n
P1 (V ) be the moduli space of stable pairs (F , ψ) on P1 with rk(F ) = r and deg(F ) =

n. Then Mr,n
P1 (V ) is a smooth projective variety over k. In this section we let r = 1 and

N = dimV ≥ 2. The higher rank case need some modifications. Let P1,n
P1 (V ) be the moduli

space of complete stable pairs on P1 with rank 1 and degree n. We will show that P1,n
P1 (V ) is

an iterated blowing-up of M1,n
P1 (V ) along smooth centers.

For simplicity, we denote
M(n) = M1,n

P1 (V ).
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For any stable pair (F , ψ) in M(n), we have F ∼= OP1(n) and ψ is a nonzero homomorphism.
With the notation

Wn = H0(OP1(n))

we have an isomorphism

M(n) ∼= P(V ∗ ⊗Wn) ∼= P(n+1)N−1.

For any j = 0, · · · , n, define the subset M(n)j ⊆M(n) as

M(n)j = {(OP1(n), ψ) ∈M(n) | deg(imψ) ≤ j}.

Then M(n)j is a Zariski closed subset of M(n), and

M(n)0 ⊂M(n)1 ⊂ · · · ⊂M(n)n−1 ⊂M(n)n =M(n).

It is obvious that M(n)0 is isomorphic to P(V ∗)× P(Wn), and the inclusion M(n)0 ⊂M(n)

is the Segre embedding.
Now we describe ideal sheaves of M(n)j in M(n).
Let m be a positive integer. For any stable pair (OP1(n), ψ) in M(n), tensoring with

OP1(m), we obtain a homomorphism

ψ(m) : V ⊗ OP1(m) → OP1(n+m).

Taking global sections of ψ(m), we get a linear map

Γψ(m) : V ⊗Wm →Wn+m.

Therefore, we obtain a morphism

fm : M(n) → S = PHom(V ⊗Wm,Wn+m), ψ 7→ Γψ(m).

There is an integer m0 so that for all m > m0, all sheaves kerψ(m), imψ(m) have vanishing
higher cohomologies for all ψ in M(n); moreover, fm is a closed immersion, and for each
(OP1(n), ψ) in M(n), the length

l(cokerψ) = dim coker Γψ(m).

There is a tautological sub-line bundle on S

OS(−1) → Hom(V ⊗Wm,Wn+m)⊗ OS

corresponding to a nowhere zero universal homomorphism

u : V ⊗Wm ⊗ OS →Wn+m ⊗ OS(1).

Let Zr be the scheme of zeros of ∧r+1u with ideal sheaf IZr . Then Z0 = ∅, and points in Zr
are linear maps of rank at most r. Let

Er = Hom(
r+1∧

(V ⊗Wm),
r+1∧

Wn+m).

Then u induces a homomorphism

ur : Er ⊗ OS(−r − 1) → OS
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and IZr = imur. In conclusion, we have

Lemma 3.1. Fix a large enough integer m. Then (OP1(n), ψ) ∈ M(n)j if and only if the
linear map Γψ(m) is contained in Zm+1+j. Therefore, M(n) ×S Zm+1+j = M(n)j, and the
ideal sheaf of M(n)j in M(n) is IM(n)j = f−1

m IZm+1+j · OM(n).

Next we construct varieties M(n)(i) as successive blowing-ups of M(n) for 0 ≤ i ≤ n. Let

M(n)(0) =M(n), M(n)
(0)
j =M(n)j , j = 0, · · · , n.

Suppose we have defined M(n)(k) and M(n)
(k)
j , 0 ≤ j ≤ n, we let

πk+1 :M(n)(k+1) →M(n)(k)

be the blowing-up of M(n)(k) along M(n)
(k)
k . Let M(n)

(k+1)
k be the inverse image of M(n)

(k)
k .

It is the exceptional divisor of πk+1. For any j 6= k, let M(n)
(k+1)
j be the strict transform

of M(n)
(k)
j . It follows that for j ≤ k, M(n)

(k+1)
j are divisors of M(n)(k+1), and there are

inclusions of subvarieties

M(n)
(k+1)
k+1 ⊂ · · · ⊂M(n)

(k+1)
n−1 ⊂M(n)(k+1).

In particular, M(n)(n) is a projective variety, together with n distinguished divisors

M(n)
(n)
0 , M(n)

(n)
1 , · · · , M(n)

(n)
n−1.

Theorem 3.2. There is an isomorphism

P1,n
P1 (V ) ∼=M(n)(n).

Proof. Fix a large enough integer m. Recall that S = PHom(V ⊗Wm,Wn+m). Let S(n+m)

be the space of complete collineations from V ⊗Wm to Wn+m. It is an iterated blowing up
of S.

Define a map P1,n
P1 (V ) → S(n+m) as follows. Let (OP1(n), ψ0, · · · , ψl) be a complete stable

pair. Taking global sections of ψi(m), we obtain a sequence of linear maps

Γψ0(m) : V ⊗Wm →Wn+m,

Γψ1(m) : H
0(kerψ0(m)) → H0(cokerψ0(m)),

...
Γψl(m) : H

0(kerψl−1(m)) → H0(cokerψl−1(m)).

By the choice of m, kerψi(m) and cokerψi(m) have vanishing higher cohomologies. It follows
that {Γψi(m)}i=0,··· ,l is a complete collineation from V ⊗Wm to Wn+m, i.e., it is an element
in S(n+m). Therefore, we have a commutative diagram

P1,n
P1 (V ) //

��

S(n+m)

��

M(n) // S
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Since M(n)(n) =M(n)×S S
(n+m), we obtain a morphism F : P1,n

P1 (V ) →M(n)(n).
Conversely, there is a universal stable pair on P1 ×M(n). Its pullback to P1 ×M(n)(n) is

again a family of stable pairs. Similar to the proof of properness of P1,n
P1 (V ), the blowing-up

construction induces a family of expanded stable pairs on an expanded pair parametrized by
M(n)(n), and it induces a morphism G :M(n)(n) → P1,n

P1 (V ). It is standard to verify that G
is the inverse of F , and hence they are isomorphisms. □

Proposition 3.3. Let Hilbm be the Hilbert scheme of m points on P1. For any 0 ≤ k ≤ n,
there is an isomorphism

(18) f : M(n)
(k)
k

∼=M(k)(k) ×Hilbn−k.

so that for any j ≤ k, f(M(n)
(k)
j ) =M(k)

(k)
j ×Hilbn−k.

We sketch the idea of the proof. For any k, let (OP1(k), ψ) be a stable pair in M(k). Let
s : OP1(k) → OP1(n) be a nonzero homomorphism. Then (OP1(n), sψ) is a stable pair in
M(n). Since there is an isomorphism Hilbn−k ∼= PHom(OP1(k),OP1(n)), we obtain a map

g : M(k)×Hilbn−k →M(n), (ψ, s) 7→ sψ,

whose image is M(n)k, and it induces an isomorphism

(M(k)−M(k)k−1)×Hilbn−k ∼=M(n)k −M(n)k−1.

Moreover, for any j ≤ k,

(19) g−1(M(n)j) =M(k)j ×Hilbn−k.

It follows by induction that there are induced morphisms

gi :M(k)(i) ×Hilbn−k →M(n)
(i)
k , 0 ≤ i ≤ k.

To show that gk is an isomorphism, we use induction on k.
For k = 1. Let Ij be the ideal sheaf of M(n)j in M(n). Recall that M(n)

(1)
1 is the strict

transform of M(n)1 under the blowing-up of M(n) along M(n)0. By the universal property
of blowing up, for any scheme T and any morphism h : T →M(n)1 such that h−1I0 · OT is
invertible, there is a unique morphism h̃ : T → M(n)

(1)
1 factoring h. To show that g1 is an

isomorphism, it suffices to show that there is a unique morphism

t̃ : T →M(1)(1) ×Hilbn−1

factoring h̃.

T

h̃

))

t0 ++

E
J

N
R V

h

,,XXXX
XXXXX

XXXXX
XXXXX

XXXXX
XXXXX

XXXXX
XX

t̃ //______ M(1)(1) ×Hilbn−1

��

g1
// M(n)

(1)
1

π1

��

M(1)×Hilbn−1
g

// M(n)1
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Note that by Lemma 3.1, M(n)1 ⊂ S and I0 = IZm+1 · OM(n)1 . Recall that the ideal
sheaf IZm+1 is the image of the homomorphism

um+1 : Em+1 ⊗ OS(−m− 2) → OS

Its pullback to T is h∗(Em+1 ⊗ OS(−m − 2)) → OT whose image is h−1I0 · OT . Since
h−1I0 · OT is invertible, it induces a morphism τ : T → PEm+1 over S. Observe that there
are natural morphisms

M(1) → PHom
(m+2∧

(V ⊗Wm),

m+2∧
W1+m

)
,

Hilbn−1 → PHom
(m+2∧

W1+m,

m+2∧
Wn+m

)
.

Since
∧m+2W1+m is a one dimensional vector space, taking composition of linear maps, we

obtain a morphism

M(1)×Hilbn−1 → PHom
(m+2∧

(V ⊗Wm),

m+2∧
Wn+m

)
= PEm+1.

Now since τ sends the open dense subscheme T −h−1(M(n)0) into the proper scheme M(1)×
Hilbn−1, τ factors through t0.

Having t0, note that M(1)(1) × Hilbn−1 is the blowing-up of M(1) × Hilbn−1 along the
subvariey M(1)0 × Hilbn−1 with ideal sheaf J0 = g−1I0 · OM(1)×Hilbn−1 , and by gt0 = π1h̃

and π1 being a blowing-up, we see that t−1
0 J0 ·OT is invertible. There is a unique morphism

t̃ : T →M(1)(1) ×Hilbn−1 factoring t0.
For k > 1, we need to use the result on the relations between ideal sheaves of M(n)

(i)
j in

M(n)(i). These relations are parallel to Theorem 2.4 (8) in [Vai84] and we omit it.

Remark 3.4. By Theorem 3.2, a point in M(n)
(k)
k represents a sequence of nonzero homo-

morphisms

ψ0 : V ⊗ OP1 → OP1(n),

ψ1 : kerψ0 → cokerψ0,

...
ψl : kerψl−1 → cokerψl−1,

such that l ≤ k and the lengths of cokerψ0, · · · , cokerψl decrease to n− k.

Theorem 3.5. For each k = 0, · · · , n, M(n)
(k)
k is nonsingular. In particular, M(n)(n) is a

nonsingular projective variety, together with n smooth divisors

M(n)
(n)
0 ,M(n)

(n)
1 , · · · ,M(n)

(n)
n−1.

Proof. This result follows from Proposition 3.3 and induction on k. □
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4. Complete quotients on P1

Let X = P1. Let G be a coherent sheaf on P1. Let G tor be the torsion part of G and
G t.f. = G /G tor. Then G t.f. is locally free. Recall that [HLS11] a complete quotient of V ⊗OP1

of rank r and degree n is either

(1) a quotient V ⊗ OP1 → G in Quotr,nP1 (V ) such that G is locally free; or,
(2) a sequence

ρ : V ⊗ OP1 → G0,

ζ1 : 0 → G t.f.
0 → G1 → G tor

0 → 0,

...
ζm : 0 → G t.f.

m−1 → Gm → G tor
m−1 → 0

for some integer m ≥ 1 such that ρ is a quotient in Quotr,nP1 (V ); ζi is a non-split
extension for every 1 ≤ i ≤ m; and the last sheaf Gm is the unique one that is locally
free.

Let Bk be a subscheme supported on the subset

{[ρ : V ⊗ OP1 → G ] ∈ Quotr,nP1 (V ) | the torsion part of G has length ≥ k}.

Then
Bn ⊂ Bn−1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ B1 ⊂ B0 = Quotr,nP1 (V ).

It was shown in [HLS11] that the space of complete quotients on P1 is the successive blowing-
up of Quotr,nP1 (V ) along the subschemes Bn, Bn−1 etc.

It is well known that taking dual establishes a correspondence between stable pairs and
quotients. This correspondence generalizes naturally to their complete version.

Proposition 4.1. There is a natural one-to-one correspondence between the set of equivalence
classes of complete stable pairs {φi : V ⊗OP1 → Fi}0≤i≤m and the set of equivalence classes
of complete quotients {ρ : V ∨ ⊗ OP1 → G0, ζ1, · · · , ζm}.

Proof. Let (Fi, φi)m be a complete stable pair. Construct a complete quotient (ρ, ζ1, · · · , ζm)
as follows. Consider φ0 : V ⊗ OP1 → F0. Taking dual, we get φ∨

0 : F∨
0 → V ∨ ⊗ OP1 . Let G0

be its cokernel. We get a quotient ρ : V ∨ ⊗ OP1 → G0.
Let Ki = kerφi. Then a direct verification show that G t.f.

0
∼= K ∨

0 . There are inclusions of
locally free sheaves

Km ⊂ · · · ⊂ K1 ⊂ K0 ⊂ V ⊗ OP1 .

Let Pi = coker (Ki+1 → Ki). It is a sheaf with finite support and

(20) Pi
∼= ker(Ri+1 → Ri) ∼= ker(Ti → Ti+1)

where Ri = imφi, Ti = cokerφi. Taking dual of Ki+1 → Ki, we have

(21) 0 → K ∨
i → K ∨

i+1 → Ext1(Pi,OX) → 0.
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The second isomorphism in (20) induces a short exact sequence

0 → Ext1(Ti+1,OX) → Ext1(Ti,OX)
α−→ Ext1(Pi,OX) → 0.

Using α to pullback the exact sequence (21), we get a diagram

(22) 0 // K ∨
i

// Gi+1
//

��

Ext1(Ti,OX) //

α

��

0

0 // K ∨
i

// K ∨
i+1

// Ext1(Pi,OX) // 0

Then by snake lemma, the middle column can be completed as

0 → Ext1(Ti+1,OX) → Gi+1 → K ∨
i+1 → 0.

It follows that G tor
i+1

∼= Ext1(Ti+1,OX) and G t.f.
i+1

∼= K ∨
i+1. The top row of the diagram (22)

becomes an extension ζi+1 : 0 → G t.f.
i → Gi+1 → G tor

i → 0. Because Tm = 0, Gm ∼= K ∨
m and

it is locally free. This way we obtain a complete quotient {ρ : V ∨ ⊗ OP1 → G0, ζ1, · · · , ζm}.
The inverse construction is similar and we omit it. □
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