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tations and moduli of vector bundles over a smooth projective curve. After describing the
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metric invariant theory and symplectic reduction, we introduce their hyperkéhler analogues:
moduli spaces of representations of a doubled quiver satisfying certain relations imposed by
a moment map and moduli spaces of Higgs bundles. Finally, we survey a surprising link
between the counts of absolutely indecomposable objects over finite fields and the Betti
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and Van den Bergh and Hausel, Letellier and Rodriguez-Villegas in the quiver setting, and
work of Schiffmann in the bundle setting.
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1 Introduction

The goal of this survey article is to describe several parallels between moduli of bundles and
quiver representations. The main topics are divided into 3 parts:

e Properties and constructions of moduli spaces (Sections 2 and 3).
e Associated hyperkahler moduli spaces (Section 4).

e Cohomology of hyperkdhler moduli spaces and counting indecomposable objects (Sec-
tion 5).

Within the text there are several exercises for the reader, as well as some interesting open
problems.

We will focus on some of the most fundamental and striking similarities between these modu-
li problems; however, it is not possible to properly survey several important results concerning
these moduli problems with the care they deserve. We will largely omit the study of the asso-
ciated moduli stacks and techniques for studying the cohomology of moduli spaces via Harder—
Narasimhan recursions on the stack [2, 19, 54]. Moreover, we will not discuss Hall algebras
associated to these moduli problems in any depth, or the relationship with Donaldson—Thomas
theory; for a comprehensive introduction to Hall algebras see [57].

Moduli of quiver representations generalise many natural problems in linear algebra (for ex-
ample, the classification of similar matrices via Jordan normal form). Despite their seemingly
simple nature, quiver moduli spaces are ubiquitous in algebraic geometry (in fact, every projec-
tive variety arises as a quiver grassmannian [55]). Moreover, the study of such moduli spaces
can shed light on related moduli problems and questions in representation theory.

The moduli problem most closely related to that of quiver representations is moduli of vec-
tor bundles (or coherent sheaves) on a smooth projective curve. Both moduli problems have
associated abelian categories of homological dimension 1 and have associated moduli stacks
which are smooth. In order to construct moduli spaces, one must restrict to a class of stable
(or semistable) objects, then one obtains smooth moduli spaces of stable objects. These mo-
duli spaces can be constructed as algebraic quotients using geometric invariant theory [46] (for
bundles, the construction was given by Mumford, Newstead and Seshadri [46, 50, 62], and for
quivers, this construction was given by King [37]), or, when over the complex numbers, via
symplectic reduction. In fact, quiver moduli spaces have a finite dimensional symplectic con-
struction, whereas moduli of vector bundles have an infinite dimensional gauge-theoretic sym-
plectic construction [2]. For quivers, the algebraic and symplectic quotients are homeomorphic
via the Kempf-Ness theorem [36, 37]. The Kobayshi-Hitchin correspondence [15, 48, 65] gives
the corresponding relationship for the gauge theoretic constructions of moduli spaces of vector
bundles. Before proceeding, let us mention one important difference between moduli spaces of
bundles and quiver representations: although moduli spaces of semistable vector bundles on
a curve provide compactifications of moduli spaces of stable vector bundles, moduli spaces of
semistable quiver representations are only projective over an associated affine quiver variety.

We then turn to the study of associated (non-compact) hyperkidhler moduli spaces. The
symplectic constructions of moduli spaces M of quiver representations and vector bundles both
arise by considering a smooth symplectic action of a Lie group on a complex vector space (in
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the case of vector bundles, the group and vector space both have infinite dimension). We can
upgrade this to a hyperkahler setting by taking the cotangent lift of this action and then per-
form a hyperkahler reduction to construct a hyperkahler analogue H of M such that T*M C H.
The hyperkahler reductions we obtain are moduli spaces of representations of a doubled quiver
satisfying certain relations imposed by a moment map (closely related to Nakajima quiver va-
rieties [47]) and moduli spaces of Higgs bundles [24, 63]. We also describe constructions of
submanifolds (known as branes [35]) in these hyperkédhler moduli spaces with particularly rich
holomorphic and symplectic geometry [4, 5, 8, 9, 16, 27].

Finally we survey several surprising results relating the counts of absolutely indecomposable
objects of these moduli problems over finite fields and the Betti cohomology of their associated
hyperkahler moduli spaces. For quivers, this is due to work of Crawley-Boevey and Van den
Bergh [13] and Hausel, Letellier and Rodriguez-Villegas [21], and was motivated by Kac’s work
in representation theory [32]. This work inspired Schiffmann [58] to formulate and prove an
analogous statement for bundles, which lead to formulae for the Betti numbers of moduli spaces
of Higgs bundles in the coprime setting.

The structure of this article is as follows: Sections 2 and 3 describe the basic properties and
constructions of moduli spaces of quiver representations and vector bundles respectively. In Sec-
tion 4, we introduce the associated hyperkahler moduli spaces and survey some constructions of
interesting submanifolds known as branes. In Section 5, we provide the proof of Crawley-Boevey
and Van den Bergh relating the counts of absolutely indecomposable quiver representations with
the Betti numbers of the associated hyperkédhler moduli spaces, and then sketch how Schiffmann
extends this to bundles.

2 Moduli spaces of quiver representations

2.1 Quiver representations over a field

A quiver Q@ = (V, A, h,t) is a finite connected directed graph consisting of finite sets of ver-
tices V' and arrows A with head and tail maps h,t: A — V giving the directions of the arrows.
Throughout this section, we fix a field k.

Definition 2.1. A k-representation of @ is a tuple W := ((Wy,)yvev, (¢a)aca) where:

e W, is a finite-dimensional k-vector space for all v € V;

® po: Wia) = Wi is a k-linear map for all a € A.

The dimension vector of W is the tuple dim W = (dim W,),cy. A morphism between two
k-representations W := (Wy)vev, (¢a)aca) and W := (W))ev, (¢})aca) is a tuple of linear
maps (fy: W, = W} )pev such that for all @ € A the following diagram commutes

Wi —> Wha)

ft(a)i \th(a)

/ Pa /
t(a) h(a)’

P,

The category Rep(Q, k) of k-representations of @ is a k-linear abelian category. For two k-
representations W and W’ of @, the set of morphisms between them is a k-vector space denoted
Homg (W, W') and similarly one can consider the spaces of extensions between such representa-
tions.
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Example 2.2 (the Jordan quiver). Let @ be the one loop quiver. Then a k-representation
of @ is a vector space W with an endomorphism ¢: W — W. Two representations (W, ¢) and
(W', ') of Q are isomorphic if dim W = dim W’ and there is an isomorphism f: W — W’ such
that fop = ¢'o f. In particular, for any representation (W, ¢) of @ of dimension n we can choose
a basis of W to obtain an isomorphic representation (k", M), where M € Maty,x, (k). A different
choice of basis would replace M with a conjugate matrix SM S~!. Thus the isomorphism classes
of n-dimensional k-representations of () are in bijection with conjugacy classes of (nxn)-matrices.
For an algebraically closed field k, we can classify the latter using Jordan normal forms.

Exercise 2.3. For k-representations W := (W, )vev, (¢a)aca) and W := (W))yev, (¢),)aca) of
a quiver @), show that a tuple ¢ = (¢a)aca € [[ Hom(Wy ), W;L(a)) determines a representation
acA

of Q)

(W, W', 6) = ((W;eamev, (e &) )
Pa/ aea

which fits into a short exact sequence of quiver representations
0= W —=e(W,W, ¢)— W —0.

Show that this defines a map 3: ] Hom(Wy(), Wy ,)) — Extg (W, W’) which fits in an exact

a€A
sequence

0 — Homg (W, W) — ] Hom(W,,, W;) - [ Hom(Wia), Wi,))
veV acA

L Bty (W, W) — 0,
where a is defined by a((fs)vev) = fr(a) © Pa — ¥4 © fr(a)- In particular, deduce that

dim Homg (W, W) — dim Exty (W, W) = Y _ dim W, dim W, — Y ~ dim Wy, dim W .
veV acA

Following this observation, we define a bilinear form on the free abelian group on the set of
vertices V.

Definition 2.4. The Euler form associated to @ is a bilinear form on Z" given by

<d, d/>Q = Z dvd; — Z dt(a)d;l(a)v

veV acA
where d = (d)yey and d’ = (d})yev. The symmetrised Euler form is defined by
(d,d)q = (d,d)q + (d', d)q;
and the associated Tits quadratic form is defined by qg(d) := (d, d)q.
By Exercise 2.3, the Euler form relates the dimensions of the Hom and Ext groups:
(dim W, dim W) = dim Homq (W, W’) — dim Extg, (W, W').

In fact, we can view this as the Euler characteristic of Homb(VV, W’) as all higher Ext groups
vanish for quiver representations by Exercise 2.6 below.
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Remark 2.5.
1) The Euler form depends on the orientation of ). The Euler form is symmetric if and only
if ) is symmetric (that is, for any two vertices v and w, we have |a: v — w| = |a: w — v|).

2) The quadratic form gg on 7V associated to the Euler form only depends on the underlying
graph of the quiver (). In fact, properties of this quadratic form can be related to the
properties of the underlying graph (for example, if @ is a Dynkin quiver, then gq is
positive definite [11, Section 4].)

Exercise 2.6 (the category of quiver representations has homological dimension 1). For U €
Rep(Q, k), we can apply Homg(—,U) to any short exact sequence 0 — W/ — W — W” — 0 in
Rep(Q, k) to obtain a long exact sequence
0 = Homq(W”,U) — Homq (W, U) — Homg(W',U) — Exto(W",U) —
— Ext(W,U) — Exto(W',U) = Extg(W",U) = - -
Using the description of ExtlQ in Exercise 2.3, prove that Exté?(I/V, U) — Extéz(W’ ,U) is sur-

jective, from which it follows that Exté(W” ,U) =0 for all W” and U and thus Rep(Q, k) has
homological dimension 1.

Remark 2.7. The path algebra k(Q) of @ over k is the k-vector space spanned by all paths
in @ (including a trivial path e, at each vertex v) with multiplication given by concatenation of
paths. In general, this is a non-commutative algebra, which is generated by the paths of length 0
(the vertices V') and the paths of length 1 (the arrows A). We note that the path algebra is
a finite dimensional k-algebra if and only if () has no oriented cycles. Moreover, the category
Rep(Q, k) is equivalent to the category of left k(Q)-modules (see [10, Proposition 1.2.2]). One
can also calculate Ext groups of quiver representations by taking projective resolutions of the
associated k(Q)-module.

Definition 2.8. A quiver representation W is

1) simple if it has no proper non-zero subrepresentations,

2) indecomposable if it cannot be written as a direct sum of proper subrepresentations.
Clearly every simple representation is indecomposable.

Exercise 2.9 (Schur’s lemma and simple quiver representations). For a simple k-representa-
tion W of @, prove that Endg(W) is a division algebra using Schur’s lemma. Hence, if k is
algebraically closed, deduce that Endg(W) = k and Autg(W) = k*.

Example 2.10. For any quiver ), there are simple representations S(v) indexed by the vertices
of V', where S(v),, is zero for all w # v and S(v), = k and all the linear maps are zero. In fact,
if @ is a quiver without oriented cycles, then these are the only simple representations (see [10,
Proposition 1.3.1]).

Exercise 2.11. Find a quiver @) such that

e there is a simple representation not of the form S(v),

e there is a indecomposable representation which is not simple.

Remark 2.12. For a field extension k C k' we have a natural functor
— @ k': Rep(Q, k) = Rep(Q, k)

given by extension of scalars.
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Exercise 2.13. Show that extension of scalars does not in general preserve simple (respectively
indecomposable) quiver representations. For example, consider ¥k = R C k' = C with a 2-
dimensional representation of the Jordan quiver.

In fact, the category Rep(Q, k) of k-representations of @ is a Krull-Schmidt category, which
means that the endomorphism ring of every idempotent representation is local (see Lemma 5.17)
and every representation is isomorphic to a finite direct sum of indecomposable representations
(and up to permutation, the indecomposable representations in such a direct sum are uniquely
determined up to isomorphism); for details, see [10, Theorem 1.3.4].

2.2 GIT construction of moduli spaces

In this section, we describe King’s construction [37] of moduli spaces of representations of a quiver
Q = (V,A, h,t) over a field k. We fix a dimension vector d = (dy)ycy € NV. Then every k-
representation of ) of fixed dimension vector d is isomorphic to a point of the following affine
k-space

Repd(Q) = H Matdh(a)th(a)'
acA

The reductive k-group GLg := [] GLg4, acts algebraically on Rep,(Q) by conjugation: for
veV
9= (gv)vev € GLg and M = (My)aca € Rep,(Q), we have

9+ M = (gni)Mabi(a)) e (2.1)

and the orbits for this action are in bijection with the set of isomorphism classes of d-dimensional
k-representations of @) by Exercise 2.14 below. There is a subgroup A := {(tlg, )vev: t € Gy} C
GL, acting trivially on Rep,(Q) and therefore a quotient of the action of GL4 is equivalent to
a quotient of the action of G4 := GLg4/A. We have that

(d,d)g = dim GLg — dim Rep,(Q). (2.2)

Exercise 2.14. Show the orbit and stabiliser of M € Rep,(Q)(k) have the following descrip-
tions:

GLa(k) - M = {M’ € Repy(Q)(k): M’ = M}
and
Stabgr,, k) (M) = Autg(M).
Moreover, deduce from (2.2) and Exercise 2.3 that
dim Ext¢, (M, M) = codim(GLg(k) - M).

One would like to construct a moduli space for quiver representations as a quotient of this
action using geometric invariant theory (GIT) [46]. Since Rep,;(Q) is an affine variety and GLg4
is a reductive group, the ring of invariant functions

O(Repy(Q))%™ = {f: Repy(Q) = A': g- f = f Vg € GLq}

is a finitely generated k-algebra and the inclusion O(Repy(Q))®% — O(Repy(Q)) induces
a GLg-invariant morphism 7: Rep,(Q) — Repy(Q)//GLy := Spec O(Rep,(Q))EL¢ of affine
varieties, which is the affine GIT quotient. The double quotient notation indicates that this is
not an orbit space in general, as 7 identifies orbits whose closures meet.
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Exercise 2.15. Let k be an algebraically closed field. For the Jordan quiver with dimension
vector n, we have that Rep;(Q) = Mat,,x, = A" with GL,, acting by conjugation. Show that

ORepy(Q)C = k[oy,..., 00,

where 0; € O(Rep,(Q)) are the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial (viewed as functions
on Rep,(Q) which are invariant under conjugation). In particular, deduce that w: Rep,(Q) —
Rep,;(Q)//GL,, = A™ identifies orbits when n > 2 (for example, use the classification of orbits
given by Jordan normal form). In fact, this is a special case of a result of Le Bruyn and Procesi
described below, as the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial of a matrix can be computed
by taking traces of powers of the matrix.

The affine GIT quotient 7: Rep,(Q) — Rep,(Q)//GL4 may identify all orbits; for example,
if there are no non-constant invariant functions, which is the case if ) has no oriented cycles by
the following theorem.

Theorem 2.16 (Le Bruyn and Procesi [40]). The ring of invariants O(Repy(Q))EY is generated
by taking traces along oriented cycles in Q.

Instead King constructs a GIT quotient of the GLg4-action on an open subset of Rep,(Q) by
linearising the action using a stability parameter 6 = (6,),cvy € Z". The stability parameter 0
determines a character yy: GLg; — Gy,

Xo((gv)vev) = H(detgv)gua (2.3)
veV
which descends to a character of Gy if and only if xy(A) =1 (that is, 0 -d := ) 0,d, =0).
veV

Let Ly denote the GLg-linearisation on the trivial line bundle Rep,(Q) x A', where GLg4
acts on A' via multiplication by yg. Then we can use invariant sections of positive powers
of Ly to construct a GIT semistable set and a GIT quotient. As in [37], the invariant sec-
tions of positive tensor powers L of this linearisation are xj-semi-invariant functions; that is,
f: Repy(Q) — Al satisfying f(g-X) = xa(9)" f(X), for all g € GLg and all X € Repy(Q). We
let O(Rep,(Q))GLaX6 denote the subset of xj§-semi-invariant functions; then

H°(Repy(Q), £5) S = O(Repy(Q))SLan.
Since A acts trivially on Rep,(Q), invariant sections of L} for n > 0 only exist if xg(A) =1

Definition 2.17. For the GLy-linearisation on Rep,(Q) given by xp, we say a point X €
Rep,(Q) is GIT semistable if there exists n > 0 and an GLg-invariant section f of L} with
f(X) #0. We let Repy(Q)X¢® denote the subset of semistable points.

The semistable set is an open subset of Rep,(Q) and is non-empty only if #-d = 0. Henceforth,
we shall assume that 6 - d = 0 in order to have a non-empty semistable set.
Mumford’s linearised version of GIT gives us a GIT quotient

Repa(Q)™ = Repy(Q) /), GLa := Proj | @D O(Repy (@))%

n>0

Remark 2.18. The Oth graded piece O(Repy(Q))CLeXs = O(Repy(Q))GLe is the ring of in-
variant functions, and we have a projective (and thus proper) morphism

p: Repg(Q)//yGLa — Repy(Q)//GLqg = Spec O(Rep,(Q)) 1

to an affine variety. If Q is a quiver without oriented cycles, then O(Rep,(Q))% = k and
Repy(Q)//y, GLg is a projective variety.
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The GLg-invariant sections of positive powers of Ly are also used to determine a GIT notion
of stability with respect to xg (see, [37, Definition 2.1] for & = k, where we note that the
notion of stability is modified to account for the presence of the global stabiliser A). This
determines an open subset Rep,(Q)X¢™ of xp-stable points and the GIT quotient restricts to
a quotient 7|gep,(Q)xe-s: Repqg(Q)X** — Repy(Q)X*°/GLy which is a geometric quotient (which
in particular, is an orbit space) of the GIT stable set.

Using the Hilbert—Mumford criterion to relate GIT semistability of geometric points with sta-
bility for 1-parameter subgroups A\: G — GLg, King proves that the GIT notion of (semi)stabi-
lity can be translated to a notion of (semi)stability for d-dimensional representations of ). For
points over a non-algebraically closed field, GIT stability is related to a notion of geometric
stability for representations as described below.

Definition 2.19 (semistability). Let -d = 0. We say a d-dimensional k-representation W of @

is:
1)
2)
3)
4) @-geometrically stable if W @y, &’ is f-stable for all field extensions k'/k.

f-semistable if 6 - dim W’ > 0 for all k-subrepresentations 0 # W' C W.
O-stable if 6 - dim W’ > 0 for all k-subrepresentations 0 # W' C W.

f-polystable if it is isomorphic to a direct sum of #-stable representations of equal slope.

There are natural notions of Jordan—Hélder filtrations, and we say two #-semistable k-represen-
tations of () are S-equivalent if their associated graded objects for their Jordan—Holder filtrations
are isomorphic.

Exercise 2.20 (rephrasing of stability as a slope-type condition). For 6 € 7V, we define the
slope of a k-representation W of Q@ by

S 6, dimy, W,

. veV
Ho(W) := > dimy W,

veV

Let 0], := 0, > dy — > 0ydy, for all v € V; then show that Y 6/d, = 0 and that slope
weV weV veV
semistability with respect to # and 6’ coincide (where slope semistability means all subrepresen-

tations have slope less than or equal to the slope of the representation). Furthermore, show for
d-dimensional representations of @ that (—6')-semistability (as in Definition 2.19) is equivalent
to slope semistability with respect to ¢’.

The slope version of (semi)stability enables one to easily define Harder—Narasimhan (HN)
filtrations for quiver representations. In [54], Reineke used the HN stratification on Rep,(Q)
(together with the HN system in an associated Hall algebra) to give formulae for the Poincaré
polynomials of moduli spaces of semistable representations of quivers without oriented cycles,
when semistability is taken with respect to a generic stability parameter in the following sense.

Definition 2.21. A stability parameter § € Z" is called generic with respect to d if 6 -d = 0
and for all non-zero d' € NV with d’ < d (i.e., d # d and d/, < d, for all v € V), we have
0-d #0.

Remark 2.22. For a generic stability parameter § with respect to d, every 6-semistable k-
representation of @) is also #-stable.

Using the Hilbert—-Mumford criterion, which gives a criterion for GIT semistability using
l-parameter subgroups of GLg, King shows the open subsets Repy(Q)% and Rep,(Q)%#° of
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f-semistable and 6-geometrically stable k-representations in Rep,(Q) coincide with the GIT
semistable and stable locus respectively:

Repy(Q)”™ = Repy(Q)*™  and  Repy(Q)”® = Rep,(Q)¥.

Hence, the GIT quotient M%(Q) := Repy(Q)//, Ga is a k-variety that co-represents the modu-
li functor of §-semistable k-representations of @) of dimension d (up to S-equivalence). Moreover,
MZ'gS(Q) := Repy(Q)X** /Gy is an open k-subvariety of MY5(Q) that co-represents the moduli
functor of f-geometrically stable k-representations of @ of dimension d (up to isomorphism). In
general, MZ'gS(Q) does not admit a universal family in general; however, there is a Brauer class
controlling the obstruction to admitting a universal family and an associated universal twisted
family over MZ'gS(Q) (cf. [28, Proposition 4.18]). We will refer to both these spaces as moduli

spaces.

Exercise 2.23. Consider the n-arrow Kronecker quiver with V' = {v1,v2} and A = {a;: v; —
va} ;. For the dimension vector d = (1,1), we have Rep,(Q) = A™ with the action of GL4 =
Gm X Gy, given by (t1,t2) — diag (tgtfl, . .,tQtfl). If we naturally identify O(Rep,(Q)) =
k[x1,...,x,] with each variable corresponding to an arrow, then O(Rep,(Q))E%¢ = k. Moreover,
show that for 64 = (1,—1) and §_ = (—1,1) we have the following semistable loci and GIT
quotients: Rep,(Q)%+™ = @ and

Repd(Q)ef'SS = A" — {0} = Repy(Q)//o_ GLy = Proj(k[zy, ..., x,]) = P71

Exercise 2.24 (stable representations are simple). Prove that a f-stable k-representation of @
is simple. If k is algebraically closed, deduce that the automorphism group of a #-stable repre-
sentation of @) is isomorphic to the multiplicative group k*.

In fact, for an arbitrary field k, the stabiliser group of an 6-geometrically stable k-represen-
tation is the subgroup A C GLy (for example, see [28, Corollary 2.14]). The action of G4 :=
GLg/A on Rep,(Q)%# is free and the geometric quotient Rep,(Q)%8* — MS’gS(Q) is a principal
G -bundle; thus MZ'gS (Q) is smooth. Provided Rep,(Q)%# # @, we have

dim MZ'gS(Q) = dimRep,(Q) — dim Gg = dim Repy(Q) —dimGLg+ 1 =1 — (d,d)g.

Remark 2.25. In fact, it is a theorem of Gabriel that the Tits form gg(d) := (d, d)q is positive
definite if and only if the underlying graph of @ is a simply-laced Dynkin diagram; this is in
turn equivalent to each of the following statements:

i) qq(d) = 1,
ii) there is an open Gg-orbit in Rep,(Q),
iii) there are only finitely many Gg-orbit in Rep,(Q).

By Exercise 2.14 we see (ii) implies (i) and the equivalence of (ii) and (iii) holds as the closure
of any orbit is a union of finitely many orbits and, as Rep,(Q) is irreducible, any open orbit is
dense.

For an algebraically closed field k, the closed points of Mg'SS(Q) are in bijection with S-
equivalence classes of Gg(k)-orbits of xg-semistable rational points, where two k-representa-
tions M; and My are S-equivalent if their orbit closures intersect in Rep,(Q)X¢™5. By [37,
Proposition 3.2(ii)], this is the same as the S-equivalence of M; and My as 6-semistable repre-
sentations of Q. Moreover, for k algebraically closed, we have MY%*(k) = Repy(Q)%*(k)/Ga(k).
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Remark 2.26. For a non-algebraically closed field, the rational points of these moduli spaces
do not in general correspond to rational orbits. In [28], for a perfect field k, we show using
Galois cohomology and descent that there is an injection

Repy(Q)*8 (k) /Galk) — MTE(Q)(k),

and that the remaining points in MZ'gS(Q)(k) that do not come from isomorphism classes of

k-representations can be described as representations of ) over central division algebras over k
(or equivalently as twisted quiver representations). More precisely, as the moduli stack

[Repg(Q)*/GLy] — M7®(Q)

is a G,,-gerbe over MZ'gS(Q), we can pull this gerbe back along Spec k — MS'gS(Q) to obtain a

type map
T: MYE(Q)(k) — Br(k) :== HZ(k,Gyp).

We prove that a necessary condition for a division algebra D € Br(k) to lie in the image of T
is that deg(D) := y/dimg (D) divides the dimension vector d; that is, d = dp deg(D) for some
dimension vector dp. Moreover, we interpret the fibre 7—1(D) using Galois descent as the space
of isomorphism classes of 6-geometrically stable dp-dimensional representations of () over the
division algebra D. This gives a complete description of MZ'gS(Q)(k) in terms of isomorphism
classes of representations over division algebras with centre k. Let us mention two special cases

of this result:

e For k = R, we have Br(R) = {R,H} and so the points in MZ'gS(Q)(R) are rational or
quaternionic quiver representations (and the latter only occur if 2|d).

e For a finite field k = IF,, the Brauer group is trivial; thus ./\/lg'gs(Q)(Fq) is precisely the set
of isomorphism classes of 0-geometrically stable d-dimensional F,-representations of ().

2.3 Symplectic construction of complex quiver varieties

Over the complex numbers, the Kempf-Ness theorem [36] relates certain geometric invariant
theory quotients by reductive groups to smooth symplectic reductions by maximal compact
subgroups [36]. In the case of quiver moduli, we have a complex reductive group GL, acting
on a complex affine space Rep,(Q), and via a Kempf-Ness theorem, the GIT quotient of GLg
acting on Rep,(Q) with respect to xp: GLg — Gy, is homeomorphic to the smooth symplectic
reduction of the action of a maximal compact subgroup of GL; on Rep,;(Q) as described by
King [37]. In this section, we briefly explain this alternative symplectic construction.

The complex reductive group GL is the complexification of the maximal compact subgroup

U, = [ U(d).

veV

We consider the Hermitian form H: Rep,;(Q) x Repy(Q) — C defined by

H(X,Y)=> Tr(X.Y]),
acA

where YT is the complex conjugate transpose of Y. Let wr(—,—) := —Im H(—, —); then wg
is a (smooth) symplectic form on the manifold Repy(Q). In fact, the complex structure on
Rep,(Q) is compatible with this form, and so Rep,(Q) is naturally a (flat) Kéhler manifold.
Moreover, the form wg is preserved by the action of Uy, as H is Ug-invariant.
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Definition 2.27. A moment map for a symplectic action of a compact Lie group K on a smooth
symplectic manifold (M,w) is a smooth map ug: M — € := Lie(K)* which is equivariant with
respect to the given K-action on M and the coadjoint action of K on £* and lifts the infinitesimal
action in the sense that

dmpr(§) - B = Wi (B, §)

forallm € M and & € T,, M and B € ¢, where B, € T,,, M denotes the infinitesimal action of B
on m.

We are interested in the situation where K acts linearly on a complex vector space M = C".
A K-invariant Hermitian inner product H on M gives M the structure of a Kéhler manifold,
as we can write H = g — iw, where g is a metric and w a Kéhler form. In this situation, by the
following exercise, a moment map always exists but it is not necessarily unique as we can always
shift it by a central value of ¢*.

Exercise 2.28. Let K act linearly on M = C™ and pick a K-invariant Hermitian inner product
H = g—iw on M. Prove that a moment map for the K-action on (M,w) is given by ugr: M — ¢*
with

i
pr(m) - B = §H(Bm,m).
Furthermore, show that we can shift this moment map by any central value y € £*.

In particular, there is a moment map pugr: Repy(Q) — uj; for the action of Uy on Rep,(Q)
given by

i
pr(X) - B = S H(Bx, X) = > Tr ((BuayXa — XaBi(a)) X1).
acA

By identifying ug = u}; using the Killing form, we obtain a map up: Repy(Q) — ug where

pR(X) =) Xo XI=| > XXI- )Y XiX,
acA a: h(a)=v a: t(a)=v eV
Moreover, any tuple 0 = (0,)pev € ZV defines a character y5: GLy — G,, whose restriction
to Ug has image in U(1). Hence, we can view the derivative dyylu,: ug — u(1) = 2wiR as
a coadjoint fixed point of 1 (often we also denote this by € or xyp); this coadjoint fixed point
can be used to shift the moment map.
Such shifting of the moment map by a central value merely corresponds to considering differ-
ent fibres of the moment map; this choice can be used to produce different symplectic reductions
as follows.

Definition 2.29. For a symplectic K-action on (M,w) with moment map ugr: M — €, we
define the (smooth) symplectic reduction of the K-action on M at a coadjoint fixed point x € ¢*
to be the topological quotient

gt (xX)/K.

We note that the level set ug'(x) C M is K-invariant by the equivariance of .
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If x is a regular value of ug (i.e., the differential of jig at every point in the preimage g Yy is
surjective), then ug'(x) C M is a smooth submanifold. If K is a compact Lie group acting freely
on fig 1(x), then the topological quotient Py '(x)/K is a smooth manifold by the slice theorem
and moreover, it inherits a (smooth) symplectic form from the form w on M by the Marsden—
Weinstein theorem [41]. If in fact, (M,w) is a Kéhler manifold (i.e., there is a compatible
complex structure and Riemannian metric on M), then the symplectic reduction is also Kéhler,
provided it is smooth. If K acts on g (x) with finite stabilisers, then ug*(x)/K is a symplectic
orbifold, and more generally if K acts with positive dimensional stabilisers, then pug Y(x)/K can
be given the structure of a stratified symplectic manifold.

Let (M,w) be a Kéhler manifold that is a smooth affine (or projective) complex variety with
a Fubini—Study form. If there is a linear action of a complex reductive group G on M for which
a maximal compact subgroup K < G preserves w, then the Kempf-Ness theorem [36] provides
a homeomorphism between the geometric invariant theory quotient of M by G and the symplectic
reduction of M by K. We recall that the GIT quotient depends on a choice of linearisation of
the action. In the case when M is projective, this work extends to give a comparison between an
algebraic GIT stratification and a symplectic Morse-theoretic stratification [38, 49]. In the affine
setting M C A", if x: G — G,, is a character which is used to linearise this action, then we can
restrict x to maximal compact subgroups and take derivatives to obtain dx|x: € — u(1) = 27iR;
this defines an element of £*, which by abuse of notation we also denote by x. Then the Kempf-
Ness theorem gives an inclusion pug 1()() — MX%® which induces a homeomorphism

e (/K — M//\G.

More precisely, the Kempf-Ness theorem states that the G-orbit closure of a y-semistable orbit
in M meets the level set yz"(x) in a unique K-orbit and the inclusion pg ' (x) <= MX** induces
the above homeomorphism; for details in this affine setting, see [37] and [26], which also relates
the GIT instability stratification with the symplectic Morse-theoretic stratification.

Let us return to the action of G = GL; on M = Rep,(Q), then 6 determines a charac-
ter xg of GLg and a coadjoint fixed point § € u. The inclusion uﬂgl(xg) C Repy(Q)?-*° induces
a homeomorphism

1z (x0)/Ua = Repy(Q)// 1, GL (2.4)

and if 0 is generic with respect to d (so that semistability and stability with respect to  coincide
for d-dimensional representations of @), then this symplectic reduction is a smooth symplectic
(in fact, Kéhler) manifold.

3 Moduli spaces of vector bundles over curves

The moduli problem of classifying algebraic vector bundles over a smooth projective curve has
many similarities with that of quiver representations, which we explain in this section.

3.1 Vector bundles over a curve

Let X be a smooth projective curve over a field k. The genus of X is g(X) := h%(X,wx), where
Wy = Q}( is the canonical line bundle.

We will often use the equivalence between the category of (algebraic) vector bundles on X
and the category of locally free sheaves on X. We recall that this equivalence is given by
associating to a vector bundle F' — X the sheaf F of sections of F'. One should be careful when
going between vector bundles and locally free sheaves, as this correspondence does not preserve
subobjects in general.
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Although the category of locally free sheaves is not abelian, the category Coh(X) of coherent
sheaves of Ox-modules is abelian. The category Coh(X) has homological dimension 1, as Ext-
groups can be described as sheaf cohomology groups:

Ext!(€,F) = H(X, Hom(E, F)),

which vanish for ¢ > 2 as dim X = 1. Moreover, the first cohomology groups can be described
using Serre duality.
We can also define an Euler characteristic by

x(€) := dim H*(X, &) — dim H' (X, £)
and for a pair & and F of locally free sheaves, we define an Euler form by
(€, F) :=x(€Y ® F) = dimHom(€, F) — dim Ext' (€, F).

In fact, using the Riemann—Roch formula, this Euler characteristic is entirely described by the
invariants of these sheaves

(E,F) =rkEdeg F —rk Fdeg€& + rkErk F(1 — g)

analogously to the case for quiver representations.

3.2 Construction of moduli spaces of vector bundles

In this section, we outline some different constructions of moduli spaces of (algebraic) vector
bundles of rank n and degree d over X. We start with an algebraic approach using geometric
invariant theory which generalises to the construction of moduli spaces of coherent sheaves
over projective schemes. We then survey the gauge theoretic construction over the complex
numbers as an infinite-dimensional symplectic reduction, which generalises to principal bundles
and hyperkahler analogues, such as Higgs bundles (cf. Section 4.3).

3.2.1 Slope stability for vector bundles

Definition 3.1. The slope of a non-zero vector bundle E over X is the ratio

(B) = deg B
ME = E-

A vector bundle E is slope stable (resp. semistable) if every proper non-zero vector subbundle
E' C E satisfies

w(E') < u(E) (resp. u(E") < u(E) for semistability).
A vector bundle FE is polystable if it is a direct sum of stable bundles of the same slope.

Remark 3.2. Since the degree and rank are both additive on short exact sequences of vector
bundles

0—-F—>F—>G—0,

the following statements hold:

1) If two out of the three bundles have the same slope p, the third also has slope p.
2) u(B) < u(F) (vesp. u(E) > p(F)) if and only if j(F) < pu(G) (vesp. p(F) > pu(G)).
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Exercise 3.3. Let L be a line bundle and F a vector bundle over X; then show

i) L is stable,
ii) if E is stable (resp. semistable), then E ® L is stable (resp. semistable).

If we fix a rank n and degree d such that n and d are coprime, then the notion of semistability
for vector bundles with invariants (n,d) coincides with the notion of stability.

Exercise 3.4 (stable vector bundles are simple). Let f: E — F be a non-zero homomorphism
of vector bundles on X over k = k; then prove the following statements.

i) If E and F' are semistable, u(E) < u(F).
ii) If E and F are stable of the same slope, then f is an isomorphism.

iii) Every stable vector bundle E is simple: End(FE) = k.

3.2.2 GIT construction

The moduli problem of rank n and degree d vector bundles over X is unbounded, in the sense
that there is no finite type k-scheme parameterising all such vector bundles. We can overcome
this problem by restricting to moduli of semistable vector bundles, which is bounded by work of
Le Potier and Simpson [64]. The first construction of moduli spaces of semistable vector bundles
over X were given by Mumford [46], Seshadri [62] and Newstead [50, 51]. In these notes, we
will essentially follow the construction due to Simpson [64] which generalises the curve case to
a higher-dimensional projective scheme. An excellent indepth treatment of the construction
following Simpson can be found in the book of Huybrechts and Lehn [31]. We will exploit the
fact that we are over a curve to simplify some of the arguments; for example, the boundedness
of semistable sheaves is significantly easier over a curve, and in fact if we assume that the degree
is sufficiently large, we have the following boundedness result.

Lemma 3.5. Let F be a locally free sheaf over X of rank n and degree d > n(2g — 1). If the
associated vector bundle F' is semistable, then the following statements hold:

i) HY(X,F)=0;

1) F is generated by its global sections.
Proof. For i), we argue by contradiction using Serre duality: if H'(X,F) # 0, then dually

there would be a non-zero homomorphism f: F — wx. We let £ C F be the vector subbundle
generically generated by the kernel of f, which is a vector subbundle of rank n — 1 with

deg E > degker f > deg F —degwyx = d — (29 — 2).
In this case, by semistability of F', we have

d— (29 —2) d
————= < pu(F) < p(F)=—;
202 < () < (k) = &
this gives d < n(2g — 2), which contradicts our assumption on the degree of F'.
For ii), we let F, denote the fibre of the vector bundle at a point € X. If we consider the
fibre F, as a torsion sheaf over X, then we have a short exact sequence

0= F(—z)=FR0x(—2) > F > F, =FQky, — 0,

which gives rise to an associated long exact sequence in cohomology and it suffices to show that
HY(X,F(—x)) = 0. To prove this vanishing, we apply part i) above to the sheaf F(—x) =
F @ Ox(—x) which is also semistable with deg(F(—z)) =d —n > n(2g — 2). |
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Given a locally free sheaf F of rank n and degree d that is generated by its global sections,
we can consider the evaluation map

evr: HYX,F)®Ox — F,
which is, by assumption, surjective. If also H*(X,F) = 0, then by the Riemann-Roch formula
X(F)=d+n(l —g)=dim H(X, F) — dim H (X, F) = dim H°(X, F);

that is, the dimension of the Oth cohomology is fixed and equal to N := d+n(1 — g). Therefore,
we can choose an isomorphism H?(X, F) = k™ and combine this with the evaluation map for F,
to produce a surjection

ar: O - F

from a fixed trivial vector bundle. Such surjective homomorphisms from a fixed coherent sheaf
are parametrised by a Quot scheme, which is a natural generalisation of the Grassmannian
varieties (for a thorough treatement of Quot schemes, see [52]).

Let Q := Quot}d (O?@N ) be the Quot scheme of rank n, degree d quotient sheaves of the
trivial rank N vector bundle. Let Q* )% ¢ @ denote the open subscheme consisting of quotients
q: O%Y — F such that F is a slope (semi)stable locally free sheaf and H(q) is an isomorphism.

For a semistable sheaf F, we note that different choices of isomorphism H°(X,F) = kV
give rise to different points in Q*™°. Any two choices of the above isomorphism are related
by an element in the general linear group GLy and this gives rise to an action of GLy on
the Quot scheme @) such that the orbits in Q“‘(S)S(k:) are in bijective correspondence with the
isomorphism classes of (semi)stable locally free sheaves on X with invariants (n,d). In fact, the
diagonal G,, < GLy acts trivially, and so it suffices to take a quotient by the action of SLy to
construct a moduli space.

We linearise this action to give an equivariant projective embedding in order to construct
a GIT quotient. There is a natural family of invertible sheaves on the Quot scheme arising from
Grothendieck’s embedding of the Quot scheme into the Grassmannians: for sufficiently large m,
we have a closed immersion

Q = Quoty’ (OF) = Gr(H(Ox(m)®N), M) — P(AM H*(Ox(m)®N)"),

where M = mr +d +r(1 —g). We let £,,, denote the pull back of Op(1) to the Quot scheme
via this closed immersion. There is a natural linear action of SLy on H 0( ) =V
H°(Ox(m)), which induces a linear action of SLy on P(AM H®(Ox (m ) )i hence, L, admits
a linearisation of the SLy-action.

This linearised action has a GIT quotient

Q* = Q//r,,SLn,

where Q% denotes the GIT semistable locus and, as @ is projective, this GIT quotient is also
projective. Provided we take d sufficiently large and m sufficiently large, the notion of GIT
semistability for this SLy-action coincides with slope semistability; that is QM = Q% [64].
Over an algebraically closed field, GIT stability corresponds to slope stability, and over an
arbitrary field k, GIT stability corresponds to geometric stability (cf. [39]). The above GIT
quotient is a moduli space

ME(n,d) :==Q//r,,SLn
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for semistable rank n degree d vector bundles over X (up to S-equivalence), and its restriction
to the GIT stable locus is a moduli space for geometrically stable vector bundles (up to iso-
morphism). As we are over a curve, the open subscheme Q% C @ is smooth; however, the GIT
quotient Mg (n,d) of this smooth variety may be singular, as the action is not necessarily free.

For coprime rank and degree, semistability and stability coincide and, as stable vector bundles
are simple, it follows that the GIT quotient is a PGL y-principal bundle (by Luna’s étale slice
theorem). In this case, the projective moduli space M = ME(n,d) is also smooth. Moreover,
using the deformation theory of vector bundles, one can describe the Zariski tangent spaces
to M by

TigM = Ext!(€,€).

In particular, dimM = n%(g — 1) + 1. Over a higher-dimensional base, we have the same
description of the tangent spaces at stable sheaves, except now the obstruction to smoothness
of the moduli space (and Quot scheme) lies in a second Ext group, which could be non-zero; see
[31, Corollary 4.52].

3.2.3 Functorial construction

Alvarez-Cénsul and King [1] provide a construction of moduli spaces of semistable sheaves by
functorially embedding this moduli problem into a moduli problem for quiver representations.
More precisely, Simpson’s GIT construction [64] of moduli spaces of sheaves on a polarised
variety (X,Ox(1)) depends on choices of natural numbers m > n > 0 (first one takes n
sufficiently large, so all semistable sheaves are n-regular and can be parametrised by a Quot
scheme, and then one takes m sufficiently to embed this Quot scheme in a Grassmannian and
give a linearisation of the action). In [1], a functor

@, = Hom(Ox (—n) & Ox(—m),—): Coh(X) — Rep(Kry m)

from the category of coherent sheaves on X to the category of representations of a Kronecker
quiver Kry, ,, with two vertices n, m and dim H°(Ox(m — n)) arrows from n to m is used for
m > n > 0 to provide an embedding of the subcategory of semistable sheaves with Hilbert
polynomial P into a subcategory of semistable quiver representations of fixed dimension (where
both the semistability parameter and dimension vector depend on n, m and P). This functorial
approach is then used to construct the moduli space of semistable sheaves on X with Hilbert
polynomial P using King’s GIT construction of quiver moduli spaces.

3.2.4 Gauge-theoretic construction

Over k = C, Atiyah and Bott [2] use an alternative gauge theoretic construction of this moduli
space as a symplectic (in fact, Kéhler) reduction.

In this complex setting, the curve X can be viewed as a compact Riemann surface. Rather
than working in the algebraic category, we can switch to the holomorphic category, by using the
GAGA-equivalence, which gives an equivalence between the category of algebraic bundles on X
(viewed as an algebraic curve) and the category of holomorphic vector bundles on X (viewed
as a complex manifold); for details, see [61]. A holomorphic vector bundle can be viewed as
a complex vector bundle with a holomorphic structure, which one can equivalently view as
a Dolbeault operator, as the integrability condition holds trivially for dimension reasons. For
a fixed complex vector bundle £ — X, we consider

C = C(F) := {holomorphic structures on E};
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this is an infinite-dimensional complex vector space which is modelled on Q¥!(X, End(E)).
Furthermore, we can pull back holomorphic structures along bundle homomorphisms of E and
so this gives an action of

G == Aut(E)

on C such that the orbits are precisely the isomorphism classes of holomorphic structures on F.
The central group C* < G, which corresponds to scalar multiples of the identity map on E, acts
trivially on C.

In order to construct a quotient of such an action, Atiyah and Bott relate the Ge-space C to
a space of unitary connections. We recall that the bundle of frames of F is a principal GL,,(C)-
bundle, where n = rk E. Since U(n) is a maximal compact subgroup of GL,(C), any principal
GL,,(C)-bundle admits a reduction to U(n), which we can equivalently think of as a Hermitian
metric h on E. We can thus fix a Hermitian metric h on F.

Definition 3.6. An affine connection on E is a linear map V: Q°(X, E) — Q(X, E) satisfying
the Leibniz rule. We say V is h-unitary if dh(s1, s2) = h(V(s1), s2) + h(s1, V(s2)) for all sec-
tions s; of E.

Let A = A(E,h) denote the space of h-unitary affine connections on Ej; this is an infinite-
dimensional complex affine space which is modelled on Q!(X,End(E, h)), where End(E, h) de-
notes the bundle of h-skew Hermitian endomorphisms of E. We can also view A as the space of
connections on the principal U(n)-bundle associated to (E, h).

Definition 3.7. Let G := Aut(F,h) denote the h-unitary automorphisms of E; then G¢ =
Aut(E) is the complexification of G. We call G the unitary gauge group and Gc the complex

gauge group.

The unitary gauge group G acts on A of unitary connections and we can relate this to the
action of the complex gauge group Gc¢ on C using the following isomorphism.

Lemma 3.8 (Atiyah—Bott isomorphism). There is an isomorphism A(E,h) — C(E) given by

V — VO which we view as a Dolbeault operator on E.
As we are working on a curve, there is no integrability condition and V(1) defines a holo-
morphic structure on E. The inverse is given by taking the Chern connection V5E ;, associated

to a holomorphic structure 9z on E and a Hermitian metric h. Locally the Atiyah-Bott iso-
morphism corresponds to the isomorphism

Q' (u(n)) = Q% (gln).

Although the space A and the isomorphism .4 = C both depend on the choice of Hermitian
metric h, we can identify the space of Hermitian metrics on E with Aut(E)/ Aut(E, h) = Gc/G.
Thus any two Hermitian metrics on E are related by a complex gauge transformation.

The space A has the structure of a smooth symplectic manifold: if we identify Ty A =
OY(X,End(E, h)), then wg: Ty A x Ty A — R is defined by

wr(B,7) == /X Tr(B A7),

where Tr(8 A7) € Q2(X). In this infinite-dimensional setting, wg being non-degenerate means
that it induces an injection Ty A — Tg.A. The inner product given by the trace also induces an
isomorphism

LieG* = Q°(X,End(E, h))* = Q?(X,End(E, h)).
We recall that the curvature of V € A is the form Fy := V? € Q*(X,End(E, h)).
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Lemma 3.9. The G-action on A is symplectic with moment map p: A — Q*(X,End(E, h)) =
Lie G* given by taking the curvature (modulo a sign): u(V) = —Fy.

The sign here appears due to our sign conventions for the infinitesimal lifting property of the
moment map. We leave the verification of this infinitesimal lifting property and the equivariance
of 1 as an exercise.

To construct a symplectic reduction of the G-action on A, we need to take the level set at
a coadjoint fixed point. Since the Lie algebra of the unitary group has centre Z(u(n)) = iR1,, we
similarly have that all imaginary scalar multiplies of the identity map on E are central in Lie G.
Fix a Riemannian metric on X whose associated volume form induces the given orientation
on X; then there is an associated Hodge star operator x: QF(X) — Q27%(X). Using this Hodge
star operator, we can view the moment map taking values in Lie G by

w: A — Lieg, Vi~ —xFy.

Definition 3.10. A h-unitary connection V on E is projectively flat if xFy € QY(X,End(E, h))
is a constant element in the centre of u(n); that is, an imaginary scalar multiple of Idg.

In fact, the scalar appearing for such projectively flat connections is related to the slope u(E).

Exercise 3.11. Using the fact that the degree of F can be defined using the curvature Fy of
any connection on E via

deg(E) = [ 5-Te(F)

prove that if V is a projectively flat h-unitary connection (i.e., xFy = —iuldg for some constant
i € R), then the constant p is equal to the slope of E (provided we normalise our Riemmannian
metric so the integral of its associated volume form over X is equal to 27).

The symplectic reduction of the G-action on A at the central value iu(FE)ldg € LieG is
a moduli space

M%r(;f flat ,_ M—l(iu(E)IdE)/g

for unitary gauge equivalence classes of projectively flat h-unitary connections on F. In fact,
as A = C has a compatible complex structure, it is naturally an infinite-dimensional Kéahler
manifold and so the associated moduli space inherits a Kéhler structure if G/U(1) acts freely on
the level set u~!(in(E)Idg), which is the case if E has coprime rank and degree.

In order to relate this symplectic reduction with holomorphic structures, we need the following
definition.

Definition 3.12. A Hermitian—Einstein connection on a complex vector bundle F is a projec-
tively flat affine connection that is unitary for some Hermitian metric on F.

The moduli space of semistable vector bundles is homeomorphic to the moduli space of
representations m1(X) — U(n) by the Narasimhan-Seshadri correspondence [48]. An alternative
gauge theoretic interpretation of this result was provided by Donaldson [15] and Uhlenbeck and
Yau [65] by relating the moduli space of projectively flat h-unitary connections on E to the mo-
duli space of holomorphic structures on E; this is called the Kobayashi—Hitchin correspondence.

Theorem 3.13 (Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence [15, 48, 65]). A holomorphic vector bundle £
is slope polystable if and only if its underlying complexr vector bundle admits a Hermitian—
Einstein connection. Moreover, this connection is unique up to unitary gauge transformations.
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A holomorphic structure is slope semistable if and only if its Ge-orbit closure contains a holo-
morphic structure that is polystable; let C** (resp. CP%) denote the set of semistable (resp.
polystable) holomorphic structures. By the Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence, every point
in C% has Gc-orbit closure that meets ! (in(E)Idg) in a unique G-orbit. The inclusion

pH(iu(B)ldE) < €

induces a real-analytic isomorphism between the moduli space of projectively flat unitary connec-
tions and the moduli space of S-equivalence classes of semistable holomorphic bundles C* //G¢ ~
CP®/Gc. This homeomorphism can be viewed as an infinite-dimensional version of the Kempf-
Ness theorem, as it relates the symplectic reduction of the G-action on A with the S-equivalence
classes of orbits of the complexified group G¢ in the semistable locus C*5.

4 Hyperkahler analogues of these moduli spaces

4.1 Algebraic symplectic quiver varieties

Throughout this section we assume that k is a field of characteristic different from 2.

Definition 4.1 (doubled quiver). The double of a quiver Q = (V, 4, h,t) is the quiver Q =
(V, A, h,t) where A= AU A* for A* := {a*: h(a) — t(a)}sca.

One key motivation for introducing the doubled quiver is that

Repy (Q) = Repy(Q) x Repy(Q)* = T* Rep,(Q)

is an algebraic symplectic variety, with the Liouville symplectic form w on this cotangent bundle.
Explicitly, if X = (Xq, Xo+)aea and Y = (Y, Yo+ )aeca are points in Repy (Q), then

WX, Y) =) Tr(XoYar — XarVa). (4.1)
acA

The action of GL; on Repy (@) preserves this symplectic form and there is an algebraic
moment map u: Rep, (@) — gl := Lie(GLg); explicitly, for X € Rep, (@) and B € gly we
have

w(X)-B= Z Tr(Xe+(Bx)a) = Z Tr( X (Bh(a)Xa - XaBt(a)))a (4.2)
acA acA

where By = (Bj(q)Xa — XaBy(a))aca is the infinitesimal action of B on (X,)seca. This algebraic
moment map is a GLg-equivariant morphism satisfying the infinitesimal lifting property dx pu(n)-
B = w(Bx,n). The Killing form on the Lie algebra of each general linear group induces an
identification gly = g}, so we can view the moment map as a morphism j: Repy (@) — gly
given by pu(X) = ZA[XmXa*]’
ac

The group G4 = GLg/A has Lie algebra ggq := {(By)vev € gla: > ,cy Tr(By) = 0} consisting

of tuples of matrices with total trace zero. We note that the image of this moment map lies

in dd-

Definition 4.2. Let x: GLg; — G,, be a character and let n € gl be a coadjoint fixed point;
then GLg acts on pu~'(n) by the equivariance property of the moment map. The algebraic
symplectic reduction of the GLg-action on Repy (Q) at (x, ) is the GIT quotient = *(n) //GLq.
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If GIT semistability and stability for the Gg-action on p~1(n) with respect to y agree, then the
variety 11 1(n)//yGLq is a smooth algebraic symplectic variety, with algebraic symplectic form
induced by the Liouville form on 7™ Rep,(Q) by an algebraic version of the Marsden—Weinstein
theorem (see [17]).

The closed subvariety 1~1(n) < Repy (@) induces a closed immersion

1 )/ GLa = Mi™(Q).
Nakajima quiver varieties can also be constructed in this manner (for example, see [17]).

Remark 4.3. A tuple n = (1,)yey € k¥ determines an adjoint fixed point 7 = (1,Idg, )vev €
gla(k). Moreover, we have that u='(n) = Repy(Q,R,) is the subvariety of Repy (@) of repre-
sentations satisfying the relations

Rn:{ > M Mg — ) Ma*Ma:nUIdUVvGV}.

a: t(a)=v a: h(a)=v

Hence 17 1(n)//x,GLq4 is the moduli space of f-semistable d-dimensional representations of
(Q, R;). Under the correspondence between k-representations of (@ and modules over the path
algebra k(Q), the representations satisfying the relations R, correspond to modules over certain
quotients of k(Q). More precisely, the category of k-representations of (@, R,) corresponds to

the category of modules over the algebra

1= K@)/ Elewa’] = X me)

a€A veV

where e, denotes the trivial path at v. The algebra Il at n = 0 is called the preprojective algebra
of Q.

Exercise 4.4. Prove that a necessary condition for the existence of a k-representation of (Q, R,)

of dimension d is that n-d = > n,d, = 0 holds in k (Hint: take traces of the equations defining
veV
these relations).

In fact, the equation 7 -d = 0 in k ensures that n € gly(k) actually lies in g4(k), which is
a necessary condition for ©~1(n)(k) to be non-empty, as i has image in gq.

Lemma 4.5. Let 0 be a generic stability parameter with respect to d; then for a field k of charac-
teristic zero or sufficiently large prime characteristic, we have Repy (@, R@) = Repy (@, Rg)e_ss

= Rep, (Q, Re)e_gs-

Proof. It suffices to prove this claim after base changing to an algebraic closure of k and so we
can assume k is algebraically closed and check the statement on closed points. By Exercise 4.4,
if there exists a d’-dimensional k-representation of (Q,Ryg), then 6 - d’ = 0 holds in k. Since 6
is generic with respect to d, then for all dimension vectors d’ < d, the equation 6 - d’ # 0 also
holds in k£, when k has characteristic 0 or p > 0. Hence any k-representation of (@, Rg) of
dimension d is #-semistable (and #-stable), as it has no subrepresentations, which proves the
claim. |

4.2 Hyperkahler quiver varieties

Over the complex numbers, the algebraic symplectic reduction has a hyperkahler structure,
as it can be interpreted as a hyperkahler reduction via the Kempf—Ness theorem. Indeed the
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cotangent bundle of a complex vector space is naturally hyperkédhler and the action of the
maximal compact subgroup U; < GL4 on Rep, (@) >~ T* Rep,(Q) preserves this hyperkéhler
structure, so one can instead perform a hyperkéahler reduction [25].

More generally, we can perform a hyperkahler reduction of the cotangent bundle of a complex
vector space M = C". A Hermitian form H on M gives a symplectic form on M and an
identification M = M*. Using the identification C x C = H given by (m,a) — x — ja in each
coordinate, we obtain an identification T*M = M x M = H" which we can use to equip 7*M with
a hyperkahler structure. More precisely, we obtain complex structures I, J and K corresponding
to right multiplication by i, j and k on H" and the hyperkahler metric g is the real part of the
Quaternionic inner product

n
Q: H" x H" — H, (z,w)HZzlwlT,
=1

where w} denotes the quaternionic conjugate. Thus we can write () = g — iwy — jwy — kwg, such
that

WI(_a_) 29(1_7_)7 WJ(_v_) :g(‘]_a_) and WK(_v_) :g(K—,—).

We thus obtain a hyperkéhler structure (g, I, J, K, wr, wy, wk) on T*M. We often write the Kéhler
structures as a pair (wr,wc), where wg = wr and we = wj +iwk, which is the Liouville algebraic
symplectic form on T M.

Now suppose we additionally have a linear action of a complex reductive group G on M = C"
and a maximal compact subgroup K < G for which the Hermitian form H is invariant. Then the
induced K-action on T*M preserves the symplectic forms (wgr,wc) and there is a hyperké&hler
moment map pugk := (4R, pc), where pug: T*M — € is a smooth moment map for the K-action
and pc: T*M — g* is an algebraic moment map for the G-action. Explicitly, we have

g (m, @) - B = %(H(Bm, m) — H(Ba,a)) and  pc(m,a) - C = a(Cw),
where B € ¢ and C € g and (m,«) € T*M.

For a pair (x,n) € " x g* of coadjoint fixed points, the hyperkdhler reduction of the K-action
on T*M at (x,n) is the topological quotient of the K-action on Mﬁ;l((X, n) = ,uﬂgl(x) N M(El(n).
By the Kempf-Ness theorem, this hyperkahler reduction is homeomorphic to the GIT quotient
of G acting on p~!(n) with respect to the character of G obtained from y by exponentiating
and complexifying; thus

pk 06/ K = ugt (m)//XG-

In particular, if K acts with finite stabilisers on this level set of the hyperkahler moment map,
then this hyperkéhler reduction inherits an orbifold hyperkéhler structure [25].

Let us apply this to the quiver setting: we have M = Rep,(Q) and G = GL,4 and we take the
Hermitian form H on Rep,(Q) as in Section 2.3, which is invariant under the action of K = Uy.
The hyperkahler metric g on T*M = Rep, (@) is given by

9(X,Y) = Re <Z Tr (XY ));
acA
thus, wr = wy is given by

wr(X,Y) =Im (Z Tr (XgYa)> and  we = wy + iwk
acA
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is the Liouville algebraic symplectic form w described in (4.1). Moreover, uc: Repy (@) — gl
is the algebraic moment map pu given by (4.2) and ugr: Repy (Q) — u} is given by

i
pe(X) B =5 3 Tr (B XaX] — Bya) X1 Xa).
acA
Via the identification ugy = uj;, we obtain a map ugp: Repy (@) — uq given by
i
pr(X) = 9 Z [XachH :
acA

If yp-semistability coincides with y,-stability on p~1(n), then we obtain a hyperkihler structure
on the algebraic variety ©='(n)//yx, GLq via the Kempf-Ness homeomorphism.

Remark 4.6. Let 6 be a generic stability parameter with respect to d. Then #-semistability and
f-stability for C-representations of () coincide and the moduli space MZ‘SS(Q) of f-semistable C-
representations of () is a smooth algebraic variety with a natural Kéhler structure coming from
the Kempf-Ness homeomorphism. As in work of Proudfoot [53], we can view the hyperkahler
reduction of Repy (@) at (0,0) as a hyperkdhler analogue of the Ké&hler manifold MZ‘SS(Q) in
the sense that

T*Mg*(Q) € Mg*(Q.Ro) = pic' (0)//x,GLa = (1" (8) N i (0)) /U

is contained as a dense open subset (provided M%5(Q) # @). Indeed, if 7: Repy(Q)**5 —
MZ‘SS(Q) denotes the GIT quotient, which is a principal Gg-bundle as 6 is generic, then for
X € Repy(Q)%** we have a short exact sequence

0= Tx(Gq- X) = Tx Repy(Q) = Tr(xyMG>(Q) — 0
and dually

Trooy MG (Q) = {€ € Tx Repy(Q): £(Ax) =0 VA € ga}
= {€ € T{ Repy(Q): pe(X, ) = 0},

Thus, we have

T*M7=(Q) = {(X,€) € uc' (0) € T*Repy(Q): X €Repy(Q)"*}/Ga C ' (0)//x, Ga.

4.3 Moduli spaces of Higgs bundles

Let X be a smooth projective complex curve and fix a rank n and degree d. Then the moduli
space of Higgs bundles can be viewed as a hyperkahler analogue of the moduli space M =
M3 (n,d) of semistable vector bundles of rank n and degree d over X. By the gauge theoretic
construction, M is homeomorphic to a symplectic reduction of the unitary gauge group G on
the space of unitary connections .A. In this section, we upgrade this to a hyperkéhler setting
by considering the action of G on the cotangent bundle T*A. This will give us a moduli space
H = H% (n, d) of semistable Higgs bundles which contains the cotangent bundle 7% M as a dense
open subset.

The deformation theory of vector bundles give a description of the tangent spaces to M at
an isomorphism class [£] of a stable locally free sheaf:

TigM = Ext!(€,€) = H'(X, End(E))

and by Serre duality, we have TfM = H(X,£End(€) ® wx). The elements in this cotangent
space are holomorphic Higgs fields on £ in the sense of the following definition.
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Definition 4.7. A holomorphic Higgs bundle over X is a pair (£, ®) consisting of a holomorphic
vector bundle £ over X and a holomorphic homomorphism ®: £ — £ ® wy called a Higgs field.
We define slope semistability for (£, ®) by checking the inequality of slopes for all holomorphic
Higgs subbundles (i.e., holomorphic subbundles £ C £ that are ®-invariant in the sense that
@(5/) cé® wX).

Remark 4.8. For coprime rank and degree, semistability and stability coincide for Higgs bun-
dles.

We recall that the gauge theoretic construction of the moduli space M = M%(n,d) of
semistable vector bundles is as the space of S-equivalence classes of complex gauge orbits in the
space of semistable holomorphic structures C

Mx(n,d) = C¥//Ge ~ C*/Ge

and by the Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence, this space is homeomorphic to the symplectic
reduction of G on the space of unitary connections (A, wg).

Let us fix a complex vector bundle £ and Hermitian metric h. The space C of holomorphic
structures (or Dolbeault operators dg) on E has cotangent bundle T*C =2 C x Q%°(X, End(E)).
We write elements of T*C as pairs (Og, ®), where ® € QY0(X, End(FE)) defines a (not ne-
cessarily holomorphic) Higgs field. The cotangent space T*C is an affine space modelled on
Q%1 (X, End(E)) x Q"(X,End(E)) and its Liouville form is a holomorphic symplectic form wc
for the complex structure I (coming from the complex structure on E — X). Moreover, the
natural Ge-action on 7*C admits a holomorphic moment map puc: T*C — Lie G given by

uc(0g, @) := 2i0p®.

We note that the zero level set of this moment map consists of pairs (Og, ®), where ® defines
a holomorphic Higgs field on the holomorphic bundle & = (E,dg); that is (£, ®) is a holomorphic
Higgs bundle. We let l(0)SS denote the subset of slope semistable holomorphic Higgs bundles
and we define the moduli space of Higgs bundles as the holomorphic symplectic reduction

HE(n,d) = ng ' (0)*//Ge

equal to the set of S-equivalence classes of semistable Gc-orbits in pg 1(0) (or equivalently, the
set of polystable stable Ge-orbits).

In fact, T*C is naturally an infinite dimensional flat hyperkéhler manifold, as via the Atiyah—
Bott isomorphism C = A, we can equip T*C with a real symplectic form wgr and associated
Kéhler metric (coming from the real symplectic form wg on A in Section 3.2.4). More precisely,
we can identify T*A = A x QY(X,End(E,h)) on which the unitary gauge group G naturally
acts. We note that there is an isomorphism

T°C= Ax Q' (X,End(E,h))  givenby (9g,®)— (Vz, ,, ®— %),

where Vg, denotes the Chern connection associated to (0, h). In fact, (O, ®) € T*C de-
termines a GL;(C)-connection Vg_, + ® + ®* on the associated principal GLy(C)-bundle.
Therefore, we can think of this cotangent bundle as the space of complex connections on £. The
real moment map for the induced G-action on T*C is given by

e (9p, ®) = —F5 — [®, 07,

where F5E denote the curvature of the associated Chern connection V5E p and [o, f] == a A B+
B N « is the extension of the Lie bracket to Lie algebra-valued forms.
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In particular, we have a hyperk&hler moment map pupx = (ur, uc) for the G-action on T*C.
The zero level set of the hyperkdhler moment map is the set of solutions of Hitchin’s self-duality
equations [24]. Any such solution determines an associated GLy,(C)-connection which is flat and
thus requires d = 0. To deal with vector bundles of non-zero degree, we take the level set at the
value (xiu(E)Idg,0) € LieG* x Lie G¢; then consider the hyperkéhler reduction

Mt = (g (Kip(E)ldg) N pc'(0) /G,

which is a moduli space of solutions to Hitchin’s equations (appropriately modified for d # 0) up
to gauge equivalence. Then My admits a triple of holomorphic structures I, J and K and a hy-
perkahler metric on its smooth locus. If n and d are coprime, then Myj; is a smooth hyperkéahler
manifold. A generalisation of the Kobayashi—Hitchin correspondencen correspondence for vector
bundles to Higgs bundles due to Hitchin [24] and Simpson [63] states that a holomorphic Higgs
bundle (€, ®) is slope polystable if and only if (£, ®) admits a Hermitian metric h such that

_(F5E + [@, D¥]) = xiu(E)Idg.
Hence, the complex structure I on Mp; gives the moduli space of Higgs bundles.

Remark 4.9. Let € be a semistable vector bundle corresponding to a point in M := M% (n, d);
then for any ® € T, [*5]M7 we note that (€, ®) is a semistable Higgs bundle. In fact, we have an
inclusion

T"MCH

and we can view H as a hyperkahler analogue of M analogously to the notion of a hyperkahler
analogue of the GIT quotient of a complex affine space (see [53] and Remark 4.6). We recall
that the quiver moduli space MZ‘SS(Q) has a hyperkahler analogue given by the moduli space
MZ‘SS (Q, Rg) of representations of the doubled quiver satisfying the equations Rg imposed by
zero level set of the complex moment map.

The inclusion T*M C H is strict in general, as there are unstable vector bundles which
can be equipped with a Higgs field for which the associated Higgs pair is stable; for example,
this is the case if there are no Higgs subbundles. Indeed we have the following example due to
Hitchin [24].

Exercise 4.10. Suppose that X has genus at least 2 and that £ is a square root of wx. Then
prove that £ = £ @ L£7! is unstable as a vector bundle, but admits a Higgs field ® such that
(€, ®) is stable.

4.4 Branes

Branes are submanifold of hyperkahler manifolds with particularly rich geometry (in the sense,
that they are either Lagrangian or holomorphic with respect to a triple of Kéhler structures).
In this section, we summarise some constructions of branes in the quiver and bundle settings
arising from fixed loci of automorphisms on these moduli spaces. We will use the language of
branes as in [35] as follows.

Definition 4.11. A brane in a hyperké&hler manifold (M, g,1,J, K, wr,wy,wr) is a submanifold
which is either holomorphic or Lagrangian with respect to each of the three Kahler structures
on M. A brane is called of type A (respectively B) with respect to a given Kéhler structure if
it is Lagrangian (respectively holomorphic) for this K&hler structure.

Exercise 4.12. By using the quaternionic relations between the 3 complex structures, show
that there are 4 possible types of branes: BBB, BAA, ABA and AAB.
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We note that the brane-type depends on choosing a triple of Kéhler structures (although often
there is a natural choice). All triples of hyperkahler structures can be related using hyperkahler
rotations.

4.4.1 Branes in hyperkahler quiver varieties

Starting from a quiver @, moduli spaces of representations of the doubled quiver @ (satisfying
some relations) have a natural algebraic symplectic structure and, over k& = C, a natural hy-
perkéhler structure, provided these varieties are smooth (cf. Section 4.2). The study of branes in
Nakajima quiver varieties was initiated in [16], where the authors use involutions such as com-
plex conjugation, multiplication by —1 and transposition, to construct different branes. In [27]
we construct branes associated to quiver automorphisms in the following sense.

Definition 4.13. For a quiver Q@ = (V, A, h,t), a pair of automorphisms o = (oy: V —
Vioa: A— A)isa

1) covariant automorphism of @ if o4(a): oy (t(a)) = oy (h(a)) for all a € A,

2) contravariant automorphism of Q if o4(a): oy (h(a)) = oy (t(a)) for all a € A.

Under certain compatibility conditions of an automorphism ¢ of @ with the dimension vec-
tor d and stability parameter 6, we show this automorphism determines an automorphism of
MZ'SS(Q) and we describe the components of the fixed locus. In the hyperkahler setting, for an
automorphism of a doubled quiver @ we then describe the geometry of this fixed locus acting
on the associated hyperkéahler reduction in the language of branes.

Theorem 4.14 ([27]). Let o be an involution of Q such that o(a*) = o(a)* for all a € A. For
choices of d, 6 and n that are o-compatible, o induces an involution on H := u=(n)//y, GLa.
If 6 is generic with respect to d, then H is a smooth hyperkdhler manifold and the fixed locus
has the following brane type

if o(A) C A |if 0(A) C A*
HC BBB BAA
HOoT ABA AAB

where 7: C — C denote complex conjugation.

In particular, we see that all four types of branes (BBB, BAA, ABA and AAB) can be
constructed as the fixed locus of an involution. In fact, we can also construct BBB-branes as
fixed loci of a subgroup of quiver automorphisms of order higher than 2. Moreover, we provide
a decomposition of these fixed loci using group cohomology and give moduli-theoretic description
of each of the components appearing in these decompositions. For a quiver involution o (or more
generally a group of quiver automorphisms), the fixed loci components are described in terms of
twisted equivariant quiver representations [27], and for complex conjugation 7, the components
of the fixed locus are described in terms of real or quaternionic quiver representations [28].

4.4.2 Branes in Higgs moduli spaces

The gauge theoretic construction of moduli spaces of Higgs bundles naturally generalises from
the general linear group to any complex reductive group G. In this way, one obtains moduli
spaces Hqg of G-Higgs bundles which inherit a hyperkéahler structure on their smooth locus. We
let I, J and K denote the complex structures as above, such that I corresponds to the original
complex structure on X and gives the moduli space of Higgs bundles. Branes in Hg have been
constructed in [4, 5, 8, 9] as fixed points sets of involutions on H¢ associated to anti-holomorphic
involutions on G and X.
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Theorem 4.15 ([4, 5, 8, 9]). Let H := Hg be a smooth Higgs moduli space and o: G — G and
ox: X — X be anti-holomorphic involutions. Then there are induced involutions o and ox
on H such that

i) HOC is a BAA-brane,
i) HoX is a ABA-brane,
i1i) HOG°°X 4s a AAB-brane.

In [4, 5, 8, 9], some components of the fixed loci have been given moduli-theoretic descriptions:
H?E contains a moduli space of G?X-Higgs bundles, H?X contains a component corresponds to
representations of the orbifold fundamental group of (X, ox), and components of H7¢°?X can
be described as moduli spaces of pseudo-real Higgs bundles.

Baraglia and Schaposnik [5] conjecture that under Langlands duality, which relates the moduli
spaces Hg and Hee of Higgs bundles for G and its Langlands dual group G, the BAA-brane
H{E C Ha corresponds to a BBB-brane Hy C Hge, where H < G' is a complex subgroup
(the so-called Nadler group) corresponding to the involution o¢.

4.4.3 Open questions on branes in hyperkahler moduli spaces

The current techniques for the construction of branes in hyperkdhler moduli spaces involve
taking the fixed locus of a finite group action. An interesting question is whether all branes can
be constructed in this manner. It seems unlikely that this is the case, particularly if one uses the
more general notion of brane which comes with a coherent sheaf supported on this subvariety.
A related problem is to classify all automorphisms of hyperkéhler moduli spaces, in case new
automorphisms arise and give new constructions of branes; for Higgs bundle moduli spaces, this
analysis is performed in [3].

5 Counting indecomposable objects and Betti numbers

For both quiver representations and vector bundles, there is a surprising link between the counts
of absolutely indecomposable objects over finite fields and the Betti numbers of the (complex)
hyperkahler moduli spaces described above. This was first discovered for indivisible dimen-
sion vectors on quivers without loops by Crawley-Boevey and Van den Bergh [13], and was
motivated by a conjecture of Kac concerning the non-negativity of the coefficients in the poly-
nomial Ag 4(¢) counting absolutely indecomposable d-dimensional F,-representations of ). The
proof of Kac’s positivity conjecture for arbitrary ) and d was given by Hausel, Letellier and
Rodriguez-Villegas [21].

In these works, the key idea is to provide a cohomological interpretation of the coefficients
of Aga(q). In [13], this cohomological interpretation for indivisible dimension vectors is as
the Betti numbers of hyperkéahler quiver varieties associated to the doubled quiver. In [21],
for an arbitrary ) and d, by attaching legs to each vertex in @), they obtain as associated
quiver Q4 and indivisible dimension vector d. The generic algebraic symplectic reduction for
this extended quiver is smooth, and its compactly supported cohomology admits an action by a
finite group generated by the reflections at the new vertices. They interpret the coefficients of
the Kac polynomials as the dimensions of the sign isotypical component of this cohomology by
making use of an arithmetic Fourier transform. Furthermore, they give similar cohomological
interpretations of the refined Donaldson—Thomas invariants of quivers.

This work on quiver representations inspired Schiffmann [58] to formulate and prove an
analogous statement for bundles in the coprime setting, which lead to formulae for the Betti
numbers of moduli spaces of Higgs bundles and eventually gave a proof of the conjectures of
Hausel and Rodriguez-Villegas [22] on these Betti numbers.
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In this section, we focus of the proof of this result in the quiver setting following the arguments
of Crawley-Boevey and Van den Bergh. After this proof, we discuss the parallel argument in
the bundle setting.

The statement in the quiver setting

Let @ be a quiver and d be a dimension vector. Motivated by questions in representation theory
of quiver representations, Kac studied the properties of the count of absolutely indecomposable
quiver representations over finite fields [32, 34].

Definition 5.1. Let g be a prime power. Then a quiver representation W over F, is absolutely
indecomposable if W ®p, F, is an indecomposable quiver representation. Let Ag 4(q) denote the
number of isomorphism classes of absolutely indecomposable representations of @) over [F, with
dimension vector d.

Exercise 5.2. For an Fg-representation W of @ of dimension d prove the following.

a) If W is absolutely indecomposable, then W is indecomposable.

b) The converse holds if d is an indivisible dimension vector.

Kac proved that Ag 4(q) is a polynomial in ¢ with integer coefficients, and conjectured that the
coefficients are natural numbers (see Section 5.5 below). In order to formulate the result required
for the proof of this conjecture for quivers without loops and indivisible dimension vectors given
Crawley-Boevey and Van den Bergh [13], we recall that there is an algebraic moment map
w: Repy (@) — gly for the GLg-action on the space of representations of the doubled quiver
over any field k. The zero level set of the moment map defines relations Rg on the doubled
quiver @ such that x~'(0) = Rep, (@, Ro) is the space of representations of the preprojective
algebra. Choose a generic stability parameter 6 with respect to d; then #-semistability and 6-
stability (and #-geometric stability) coincide for d-dimensional k-representations of @ (and also
for the double quiver Q). The associated algebraic symplectic reduction

Xo = 17 10) /)y Ga = MG*(Q, Ro)

is a moduli space of #-stable d-dimensional representations of (Q, 720). Moreover, as semistability
coincides with stability and all stable representations are simple, Xy is a smooth algebraic variety
which inherits an algebraic symplectic structure from Repy (@) If £ = C, then Xy is a (non-
compact) hyperkéhler manifold such that 7*M%(Q) C Xo.

Theorem 5.3 (Crawley-Boevey and Van den Bergh [13]). Let Q be a quiver without loops and d
be an indivisible dimension vector. For a generic stability parameter 6 with respect to d and for
a finite field Fy of sufficiently large prime characteristic, we have

Ag.alg) =) dim H*7*(X,(C),C)¢’,
=0
where e = % dim Xy = dim MZSS(Q) In particular, Ag,q(q) is a polynomial in q with coefficients
in N.

A summary of the strategy of the proof

Let us first outline the main steps involved in the proof.
Step 1: Deforming the moment map fibre to produce a cohomologically trivial family. We will
construct a family X — A! over any field k& whose special fibre over 0 is X and whose general
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fibre is isomorphic to X = M%(Q,Rg) = u=1(6)//x,Ga by taking X := p~*(L)//y,GLq for
the line L C g4 C gly joining 0 and . Working over k = C, we use the hyperkahler structure on
Rep, (@) to show that this family is topologically trivial (and so the singular cohomology of X
and X are isomorphic). From this we will deduce that X and Xy have the same point count
over a finite field of sufficiently large characteristic (see Step 6).

Step 2: Purity of the special fibre Xy via the scaling action. We show that the natural
dilation action on Repy, (@) given by scaling the morphisms over each arrow induces a G-
action on Xy that is semi-projective; that is, the fixed locus (X()®m is projective and the limit
of all points in Xy under the action of ¢t € G, as ¢ — 0 exists. Consequently, one can construct
a Bialynicki-Birula decomposition of X which gives rise to a description of the cohomology (and
other algebro-geometric invariants) of Xy in terms of its G,-fixed locus, which is smooth and
projective. In particular, this enables us to deduce that Xy is cohomologically pure in Step 3.

Step 3: Purity and point counting over finite fields. In this step, we explain how the
Poincaré polynomial of X and Xy can be computed by counting points over finite fields. The
WEeil conjectures and comparison theorems between singular and ¢-adic cohomology, enable one
to calculate the Betti numbers of a smooth projective complex variety Y with good reduction Z
mod p by counting the Fg-points of Z, where ¢ is a power of p. Unfortunately, X and X, are
not projective; however, we explain that the same conclusions still hold for a smooth variety Z
over [, if Z is pure and has polynomial point count (that is, |Z(F4)| is a polynomial in ¢").
The plan is to apply this to Xg, which is smooth and pure by Step 2. In the next two steps, we
will show that X has polynomial point count over finite fields of sufficiently large characteristic.

Step 4: Point counting for the general fibre X and absolutely indecomposable representa-
tions. The goal of this step is to relate the F,-point count |X(IF,)|, which is the number of
isomorphism classes of 0-stable d-dimensional [F -representations of (@, Rg), with the number
Ag.a(q) of absolutely indecomposable d-dimensional Fy-representations of ), where ¢ is a power
of a sufficiently large prime p. More precisely, we will show that for F, of large characteristic

Ag.a(q) = ¢ | X(Fy)l,

where e := %dim X.

For p sufficiently large, we will show that all points in u~!(f) are #-stable and the rela-
tionship between these two counts follows from work of Crawley-Boevey [12] studying the
lifting of @Q-representations to (@, Rg)—representation under the restriction of the projection
Repy (@) — Repy(Q) to the level set p~1() = Rep, (@, R@). More precisely, Crawley-Boevey
proves that the image on F,-points of 7: u~1(0) — Repy(Q) is the set of indecomposable d-
dimensional Fg-representations of ) and also describes the fibres using self-extension groups of
quiver representations.

Step 5: Kac’s theorem on absolutely indecomposable quiver representations. In this step, we
survey Kac’s work on absolutely indecomposable quiver representations over finite fields. The
starting point for this work is a beautiful theorem of Gabriel, which describes the indecomposable
complex representations of a quiver whose underlying graph is a Dynkin diagram in terms of the
positive roots of the Lie algebra associated to this Dynkin diagram. Kac generalised this work
to arbitrary quivers by associating to such a quiver @) (or strictly speaking its underlying graph)
a root system Ag C zv (for a quiver without loops, this is the root system of an associated
Kac-Moody Lie algebra gg). More precisely, he shows that absolutely indecomposable quiver
representations of dimension d exists over a finite field precisely when d is a positive root of Ag
and proves that the count Ag4(¢) is polynomial in ¢ with integer coefficients. One of Kac’s
conjectures on Ag 4(q) was the non-negativity of the coefficients; the proof of this conjecture
follows from [13, 21] as we see in the final step.

Step 6: Specialisation and relating the cohomology of the special fibre and general fibre.
Finally we relate various cohomology groups associated to X and X in order to prove the main
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result. In order to pass between the GIT quotients over the field of complex numbers and various
finite fields, we first state a result concerning GIT over the integers and base change. Since the
varieties Repy (@) and GLg, as well as the moment map u, are defined over the integers, the
family ¥ — A is also defined over the integers. The key result we need is that over an open
subset of SpecZ the construction of these GIT quotients commutes with base change and the
family X — A! is smooth.

Using the (topological) triviality of the family X — A! over C and the comparison theorem
together with Deligne’s base change result for direct images, we obtain isomorphisms between
the compactly supported ¢-adic cohomology of the base changes of Xy and X to IF'T, for p > 0.
By the Grothendieck—Lefschetz trace formula, we deduce that for a finite field IF, of sufficiently
large characteristic p, the point counts of X and Xg coincide

[ Xo(Fg)| = [X(Fg)]-

There is a more direct proof of this equality due to Najakima which utilises the Biatynicki-Birula
decompositions on X and appears an appendix in [13]; however, we have chosen to present the
original proof of Crawley-Boevey and Van den Bergh in Step 1, as it utilises the hyperkahler
structure in a rather ingenious way.

Over a finite field IF, of characteristic p > 0, the F,-variety Xy is pure and smooth and
has polynomial point count equal to ¢°A¢q 4(q); hence, this polynomial is the f-adic Poincaré
polynomial of Xy xp, F, for p > 0 and ¢ # p. Since X is the mod ¢ reduction of the complex
variety Xo c, we then deduce Theorem 5.3 from the comparison theorem and Poincaré duality.

5.1 Deforming the moment map to produce a cohomologically trivial family

As the stability parameter 6 satisfies 6 - d = 0, it determines a central element (014, )yev € g4,
which we also denote by 0. Let L = k6 C g4 denote the line joining # and 0. Then we consider
the fibres of the moment map over points in L; let

X:= U_I(L)//XeGd’

which we naturally view as a family over L = A!. The special fibre of X over 0 € Al is
precisely the variety X considered above and the general fibre of X over a non-zero point in Al
is isomorphic to the variety

X 1= MY (@, Ra) = 170/}, Ga

We note that we can construct the family X — A! over any field k and also over SpecZ, as the
varieties Rep, (Q) and GLg4 and the morphism g are all defined over the integers.

Proposition 5.4 ([13, Lemma 2.3.3]). Over k = C, the family X — A is topologically trivial.

Proof. We recall that Rep, (@) is hyperkahler and so it has a 2-sphere of Kahler structures,
as the multiplicative group H* acts (by right multiplication) on Rep, (@), this permutes the
complex structures and the subgroup SU(2) = {f € H: 83T = 1} acts isometrically with respect
to the hyperkahler metric. Let us write the hyperkdhler moment map for the action of the
maximal compact subgroup Uy < GLy as a map

prk: Repy (Q) — Im(H) @ruy, X = i@ um(X) +j@ py(X) + k@ pk(X),

where 17 = pr and py + ipx = pc = p. For the H*-action on Im(H) given by 8- o = fa3T, the
hyperkéhler moment map is H*-equivariant: for § € H* and X € Repy, (@), we have

puk (X - B) = Bunk (X)67.
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We will use the transitivity of the H*-action on Im(H)® := Im(H) — {0} to construct a tri-
vialisation Xy x C = X. Since this action is transitive, for fixed o € Im(H)®° the action map
(=) - a: H* — Im(H)° admits a continuous section s: C — H* over any contractible subset
C C Im(H)° containing . For any coadjoint fixed point 6 € u, we obtain a local continuous
trivialisation of the hyperkéhler moment map

Hik (0 ®6) x C = gk (C®6),  (X,0) s X - 5(0),
which is Ug-equivariant and so gives rise to a continuous isomorphism
pik (@ ©0) /Uy x C = e (C ©60) /Uy
We apply this to @ =i € C = {i +jC} C Im(H)°. Then pgy(a ®0) = ug'(0) N ps'(0) and
ik (C ® 0) = gk (4 5C) @ 6) = a5 (6) N i (CH) = i (6) M g (L)
and so we obtain a continuous trivialisation over C = C
(12" (0) N pc'(0))/Ug x C = (g (0) N pe' (L)) /Ul
By the Kempf-Ness theorem this gives a homeomorphism
Xo % € = pz1(0)//x, GLy % € = g} (L) [/, GLq = X,
which proves that the family X — C is topologically trivial. |

We will apply this result to deduce that over a finite field F, of sufficiently large prime
characteristic the Fg-varieties X and X have the same point count; an algebraic proof is also
given by Nakajima in [13].

5.2 Purity of the special fibre X, via the scaling action

In this section, we consider the GIT quotient Xy over a field k. We recall that Xo:=u"1(0)//y,Ga
is projective over the affine variety Aff(Xy) := u~1(0)//GLg, which is equal to the spectrum of
the ring of GLg-invariants on p~1(0) = Rep, (@, 7?,0). Thus we have a commutative diagram

PO = i (0)

L,k

XO AH(XO)v

where the map p is projective and the map 7 denotes the affine GIT quotient. Since 0 is generic
with respect to d, the k-variety X is smooth (as in the proof of Lemma 5.22 below).

There is a dilating G,,-action on Rep, (@) given by scalar multiplication on the matrices over
all arrows with a unique fixed point corresponding to the origin. Moreover, the limit of every
point in Repy, (@) under the action of t € G, as t — 0 exists and is equal to the origin. Hence,
this is a semi-projective G,,-action in the sense of the following terminology introduced in [23].

Definition 5.5. A G,,-action on a smooth quasi-projective variety Z is semi-projective if Z&m

is projective and for all z € Z the limit %ir%t - z exists in Z.
%

Here by this limit existing, we mean that the map G,, — Z given by t — ¢ - z extends to
a morphism A! — Z (such an extension is unique if it exists, as Z is separated).
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Example 5.6. The moduli space of semistable Higgs bundles of coprime rank and degree over
a smooth projective algebraic curve has a semi-projective G,,-action given by scaling the Higgs
field [63].

The key feature of semi-projective G,,-actions is that they give rise to a Bialynicki-Birula
decomposition [7] of Z, which gives a description of the cohomology (and other invariants, such
as the Chow groups and motive) of Z in terms of that of its fixed locus. Since the fixed locus is
smooth and projective, we will deduce that Z is (cohomologically) pure in Section 5.3.

The scaling G,,-action on Repy, (@) commutes with the GLg-action and the algebraic moment
map is Gy,-equivariant with respect to this action and the G,,-action on gl; of weight 2. Hence,
there is an induced G,,-action on p~1(0) and its GIT quotients X, and Aff(Xp) such that the
map p: Xo — Aff(Xp) is G,-equivariant. We can then prove that this G,,-action on X is
semiprojective as in [23].

Proposition 5.7. This scaling action of G,, on Xg is semi-projective.

Proof. This argument is given in [13] and in [23]. We first show that this statement holds for
the affine variety Aff(Xy). Let xg := 7(0) € Aff(Xy) denote the image of the origin 0 € x~*(0)
under the affine GIT quotient 7. Then xz is fixed by the G,,-action as 7: p~1(0) — Aff(Xo)
is Gy,-equivariant. In fact, this is the only G,,-fixed point in Aff(X() and all other points
x € Aff(X)) satisfy %i_{%tw = x0, as the same statement holds for z~!(0) and thus the G,,-action

on Aff(Xy) = Spec (’)(,ufl(O))GLd induces a grading on (’)(/fl(()))GLd which is concentrated in
non-positive degrees and with weight zero piece isomorphic to k.

Since p is projective and Gy,-equivariant, the fixed locus Xg;”” = p~1(xg) is projective and
the flow under the G,,-action as t — 0 exists for all points in Xy. Thus the G,,-action on X is
semi-projective. |

Hence, there is an associated Bialynicki-Birula decomposition [7] of Xy and the flow Xy —
p~1(xo) under this G,,-action defines a homotopy retract. In particular, the cohomology of Xg
can be described in terms of the cohomology of the smooth projective variety p~'(zo). By
Proposition 5.11 below, we deduce that X is (cohomologically) pure.

5.3 Purity and point counting over finite fields

By the Weil conjectures and comparison theorems between singular and ¢-adic cohomology, the
Betti numbers of a smooth projective complex variety Y, which is defined over a number field
and has good reduction Z modulo a prime p, can be calculated by counting points of Z over F,
where ¢ is a power of p. In this section, we will explain a generalisation of the above statement
to smooth pure varieties.

Example 5.8. Let us consider the point count of P". Over F,, we have

n+1
n q 1
IP"(Fg)| = ———

q_z =1l+qg+¢+ - +¢"

and the coefficients are precisely the even Betti numbers of P”.

Let us start by recalling the properties of /-adic cohomology that we will need to define purity.
Let p be a prime number and ¢ be a power of p and fix a prime ¢ # p. For a [F -variety Z, we
write Z = Z XF, F, for the base change to the algebraic closure. The (compactly supported)
¢-adic cohomology groups of Z

H(Z,Q) := lim H.(Z,2/1"Z) ®z, Q



32 V. Hoskins

are finite-dimensional Qg-vector spaces that have many of the properties of the usual (compactly
supported) singular cohomology groups defined for varieties over k¥ C C. Let Z and Y be F,-
varieties; then we have the following properties.

e Functoriality: for proper morphisms f: Z — Y we have H’ (?, Qg) — H (7, Q[).

e Kiinneth isomorphisms: H (Y X Z, Qg) = Hé(?, Qg) ® Hci(Z, Qg)
Vanishing properties: H’ (7, @4) % 0 only for 0 <+4¢ < 2dim Z.
For a Zariski-locally trivial A”-fibration Y — Z, we have H}! (7, @g) >~ [ (7, Qg) ®
Hc2 (Alv Ql)®n-

Gysin long exact sequences for closed subvarieties Z C Y with U :==Y — Z

co = HA(U,Qu) = HA(Y, Q) = HY(Z,Qq) - B (T, Q) — - .

Poincaré duality for smooth IF4-varieties.

For a indepth treatement of étale cohomology and the Weil conjectures, see the book of
Milne [43].

Let F, be a finite field of positive characteristic p. For a Fy-variety Z, we let Frz: 7 =7
denote the relative Frobenius. The fixed points of the relative Frobenius on Z are precisely the
set of Fy-points in Z and similarly the fixed points of Fr’, are Z(Fgn). In fact, the number of
such points can be computed using the induced Frobenius action on H’ (7, Qg).

Theorem 5.9 (the Grothendieck-Lefschetz trace formula). Let Z be a smooth variety over
a finite field ¥y of characteristic p > 0. Then for I # p, we have

2dim Z

Z(Fg)| = Y (~1)'Tx (Frl: HI(Z,Qi)).

1=0

The final part of the Weil conjectures was Deligne’s proof of the Riemann hypothesis: for
a smooth and projective Fy-variety Z all eigenvalues of Frz on H, {(Z,Q) have absolute value qi?
(for any choice of embedding Q; < C). This motivates the following definition of purity.

Definition 5.10. An Eq—variety 7 is (cohomologically) pure if all eigenvalues of Frz on H! (7, Ql)
have absolute value ¢%/2.

Thus Deligne proved that all smooth projective varieties are pure. We can now give a standard
proof of the purity of a smooth quasi-projective variety with a semi-projective G,,-action using
the Bialynicki-Birula decomposition [7]. In particular, this will provide a proof of the purity of
the Fg-variety Xo mentioned at the end of Section 5.2.

Proposition 5.11 ([13, Lemma A.2]). Let Z be a smooth quasi-projective Fq-variety with a semi-
projective G,-action; then Z is pure.

Proof. The assumptions imply that Z has the following Bialynicki-Birula decomposition [7].
Let ZCGm = UjesZ; denote the decomposition of the fixed locus into connected components;
then there is a decomposition

— + + . - 1; .
Z_urzj, where  Zf:={z€Z: limt-z€ Z;}
VIS

and the limit map p; : Z;r — Zj is a Zariski locally trivial affine space fibration. By assumption,
the smooth varieties Z; are projective, and thus pure; the same also holds for the smooth
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strata Zf, as pj: Z;r — Zj is a Zariski locally trivial affine fibration. Finally, the fact that Z
is quasi-projective means that there is a filtration of Z by closed subsets whose successive
differences are the strata Z;T, and one can show that the Gysin sequences associated to this
filtration of Z split into short exact sequence using the purity of the strata Zj+. Consequently,
we deduce that Z is also pure. |

For certain pure smooth [F,-varieties, their ¢-adic Betti numbers can be described using the
following result.

Lemma 5.12 ([13, Lemma A.1]). Let Z be a smooth variety defined over Fy which is pure and
has polynomial point count over Fr; that is |Z(Fyr)| = P(q") for a polynomial P(t) € Z[t]. Then

P(q) =) dim H(Z,Q)q’

i>0
and in particular P(t) € NJt].

Let us finally note that via the comparison theorem between étale and singular cohomology,
one can relate this result concerning ¢-adic cohomology with the usual singular cohomology. We
will return to this statement in the final step.

In fact, we will want to compare the Betti cohomology of a complex variety with the point
count of a reduction of this variety to a finite field using a theorem of Katz, which appears as
an appendix in [22]. For a complex variety Zc, we can choose a spreading out Zr of Z over
a finitely generated Z-algebra R (i.e., Z¢ = Zr X C) and let Z be a reduction of Zp to some
finite field F,. If Z has polynomial point count Pz(t) € Z[t]; then the E-polynomial of Z¢ (whose
coefficients are the virtual Hodge numbers) is given by Ez.(x,y) = Pz(xy). If additionally the
compactly supported cohomology of Z is pure, then Pz(q) = EZ(ql/Q,q1/2) = PC(Z@,ql/Q)
(where P. denotes the compactly supported Poincaré polynomial).

5.4 Point count for the general fibre and absolutely indecomposable
representations

In this section, we let p be a prime number and g be a power of p. The goal is to compute
| X (F,)|. The first result we need, is that for all sufficiently large primes, all points in u~1(6) are
f-stable by the following lemma.

Lemma 5.13. Let 0 be a generic stability parameter with respect to d. Then for a field k = F,
of sufficiently large prime characteristic, we have p~*(0)%% = p=1(0)% = p=1(0).

Proof. This follows by Lemma 4.5 as u~'(6) = Rep, (Q, Ro). [

In order to count points of p~1(6) over F,, we will relate such representations of (@, Rg)
with absolutely indecomposable representations of @) using a theorem of Crawley-Boevey [12,
Theorem 3.3] concerning the liftings of indecomposable representations of @ to (@, Rg). We
recall that there is a natural projection Repy, (@) — Repy(Q), whose restriction to the fibre of
the moment map over 6 we denote by

m: ' (0) = Repy(Q).

Theorem 5.14 (Crawley-Boevey [12]). For 6 generic with respect to d, the image of w: ()
— Repy(Q) on Fy-points is the set of indecomposable representations. Moreover, the fibre of w
over an indecomposable d-dimensional F,-representation W of @ is identified with the dual of
the space of self-extensions of W

(W) = Ext (W, W)*.



34 V. Hoskins

Proof. For W € Rep,(Q)(F,), we consider the dual of the exact sequence in Exercise 2.3
0 — Extg (W, W)* — Repy(Q°) — gl — End(W)* — 0.

Then W lifts to a representation of (@, Rg) if and only if 0 is in the image of Rep,(Q°P) — gl;

that is, > 6, Tr(f,) = 0 for any f € End(W). If W = W & Wy and f € End(W) is the
veV
projection onto Wi, then it follows that € - dim(W7) = 0. Since 6 is assumed to be generic

with respect to d, we see that only indecomposable representations of () can lift to (@, Rg). To
prove that an indecomposable representation lifts, one uses the fact that End(W) is local for W
indecomposable (see Lemma 5.17). [

A final technical tool required to relate the point count of X with absolutely indecomposable
representations of () over finite fields of large characteristic is Burnside’s formula for the number
of orbits under a finite group action.

Lemma 5.15 (Burnside’s formula). Let G be a finite group acting on a finite set Y, then
1 9 1
Y/G|:= ] Z Y9| = €] Z | Stabg (y)]-
geG yey
Now we can state and prove the main result of this section.

Proposition 5.16 (Crawley-Boevey and Van den Bergh). Let d be indivisible and 6 be generic
with respect to d. Then for a prime p > 0 and q a power of p, we have

Ag.alq) = q¢ | X(Fy)l,
where e := %dimX.

Proof. For primes p > 0 and ¢ = p", we have that all points in the F-variety p=1(0) are f-stable
by Lemma 5.13. Hence p~1(0) — X = p=1(6)//y,Gq is a principal Gg-bundle. Furthermore,
as the Brauer group of F, is trivial, the rational points of X are isomorphism classes of [F-
representations of (@, Rg) o)

X(Fq) = p='(0)(Fq)/Ga(Fy)

and as Gg-acts freely on p~1(0), we have

—1
(8| = gl 5.1)

We now relate this point count to Ag 4(q) using Theorem 5.14. Since d is indivisible, Fy-
representations of dimension d are indecomposable if and only if they are absolutely indecom-
posable. We let Rep,(Q)*" denote the constructible subset of absolutely indecomposable d-
dimensional representations of (). By definition of A¢ 4(¢), we have

Ag.a(q) = | Repg(Q)*" (Fq)/Ga(F,)|

and by Burnside’s formula (Lemma 5.15) this equals

1 .
AQald) = t5— > ¢ ' Endo(W)],
GaEal y crepa@rs )
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where we use that Stabg,(W) = Autg(W)/G,, and so |Stabg,(W)| = ¢ !|Endg(W)| by
Lemma 5.17 below. Then by Theorem 5.14, we obtain

1 | End(w(W))]|

R —1
A0l = 15 ) WE,;(:@)(FQ)Q | Ext! (x(W), m(W))|

(5.2)

Since dim 7(W') = d, we have that
(d,d)q = dim Endg(m(W)) — dim Exté (x(W), 7(W))

by Exercise 2.3. Therefore, combining (5.1) and (5.2) we obtain
Agalg) = ¢ X (F)|.

Finally, we recall from (2.2) that (d,d)g = dim GL; — dim Repy(Q) and so dim M%5™(Q) =
1 —(d,d)g, as Gy, = A C GLq acts trivially. Since X is an algebraic symplectic reduction of
the action on Rep, (Q) at a regular value, we have dim X = 2dim M%™5(Q). Thus 1—(d,d)q =
% dim X, which completes the proof. |

It remains for us to describe the endomorphism ring of an absolutely indecomposable repre-
sentation.

Lemma 5.17. Let W be an indecomposable [F-representation of QQ. Then the following state-
ments hold.

i) Every endomorphism of W is either nilpotent or invertible.
1) Endg(W) is local with nilpotent radical Endgl(W).
i) kw = EndQ(W)/Endaﬂ(W) is a finite field containing F,.
If W is absolutely indecomposable, then ky = F, and
[Endo(W)| ¢

|Autq(W)|  ¢—1

Proof. By the fitting lemma, for an endomorphism f of W we have W = ker(f") @ Im(f") for
some 7 as W has finite length, and thus either f is nilpotent or invertible. As a corollary, any
finite-dimensional algebra which has only 0 and 1 as idempotents, is a local ring with nilpotent
radical. This proves the first two statements. For any local ring with nilpotent radical, the
quotient by this ideal is a division algebra. Hence ky := Endg(W)/ Endgl(W) is a finite division
algebra and by Wedderburn’s theorem, we deduce that ky is a finite field ky containing F,.
This proves the first three statements.
Let n = [kw : Fg] and W’ = W ®p, kw; then as Fy is perfect, we have

~ Endo(W') _ Endg(W)
Endg'(W’)  Endd'(W)

kw ®F, kw = kw Qr, kw = k%n

Hence W’ is a direct sum of n pairwise non-isomorphic indecomposable ky-representations. In
particular, if W is absolutely indecomposable, then W' is indecomposable and thus ky = F,.

For an absolutely indecomposable representation W, let p: Endg (W) — Endg(W)/ Endgl(W)
= I, denote the projection; then as Endgl(W) =p~1(0) and Autg(W) = p~1(F)), we have

[Endg! (W) _ 1
|Auto(W)] ¢ -1

The final formula then follows, as | Endg(W)| = |End81(W)] + | Autg(W)|. |
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5.5 Kac’s theorem on absolutely indecomposable quiver representations

The starting point for Kac’s work [32, 34] is a remarkable discovery of Gabriel, which relates the
indecomposable representations of quivers of finite representation type' and the positive roots of
semisimple Lie algebras. Before stating this theorem, we recall that for a quiver without oriented
cycles, the simple objects in Rep(Q, k) are in bijection with the set of vertices V. Hence, the
dimension vector induces an isomorphism

dim: Ko(Rep(Q,k)) — 7V
from the Grothendieck group of this category to the free abelian group generated by V.
Theorem 5.18 (Gabriel). Let Q be a connected quiver without oriented cycles.

1) Q is of finite type if and only if the underlying graph of Q is simply-laced Dynkin diagram.

2) In this case, if g denotes the corresponding semisimple complex Lie algebra for this Dynkin
diagram, then dim: Ko(Rep(Q,k)) — ZV induces a bijection between the set of isomor-
phism classes of indecomposable representations of Q and the set of positive roots of g.

A nice exposition of this result is given in [10]. Bernstein, Gelfand and Ponomarev [6] pro-
vided a proof of this result which enhances this remarkable link between quiver representations
and Lie algebras, by using reflection functors associated to the vertices of () to construct all
indecomposable representations of a quiver ) of finite representation type from simpler ones
analogously to the way all positive roots in the corresponding Lie algebra arise from the simple
roots by reflections given by elements of the Weyl group.

Kac [32] associates to a quiver @) with n vertices a root system Ag C Z™ and Weyl group Wy
that only depend on the underlying graph of @ as follows; in [33] the necessary modifications
for quivers with loops is given. For a quiver (), we recall that the Euler form (—, —)g on the
lattice Z™ defines a matrix Bg = (b;j) where

y o Jrlavisdl =g,
Y N —lari— g ifi# g

The symmetrised form (—, —)¢g has associated symmetric matrix Ag = B+ Bé. If Q is a quiver
without loops, then Ag is a symmetric generalised Cartan matrix. Let {a1,...,a,} denote the
standard basis of Z" and we define the set of fundamental roots Il = {a;: a;; = 2} to be the
basis vectors corresponding to vertices without loops. Then each fundamental root o; € Ilg
determines a reflection r; € Aut(Z") defined by r;(a;) = «; — a;jo; and we define the Weyl
group Wy to be the subgroup generated by the fundamental reflections. There is an associated
root system Ag = A&S U —A5 where Aa is a set of positive roots, which decompose into real and
imaginary roots. The real roots are the images of the fundamental roots under the Weyl group;
these are the only roots if @ is of finite representation type. For the construction of the imaginary
roots, see [33, Section 1.1]. If @ is a quiver without loops, then there is a (typically infinite-
dimensional) Lie algebra gg called the Kac-Moody Lie algebra associated to the symmetric
generalised Cartan matrix Ag.

Theorem 5.19 (Kac [32, 34]).

1) The number of Aga(q) of absolutely indecomposable quiver representations over Fy does
not depend on the orientation of Q and satisfies Ag . (a)(q) = Ag,a(q) for w € Wq.

LA quiver @ is of finite representation type if there are only finitely many isomorphism classes of indecomposable
representations of Q.
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2) The map dim: Ko(Rep(Q, k)) — Z" induces a surjective map from the set of isomorphism
classes of indecomposable representations over k = k of QQ onto the set of positive roots
+
of AQ.
3) Ag.d(q) is a polynomial in q with integral coefficients.

For the polynomial behaviour of Ag 4(¢) it suffices to prove that the number Zg 4(¢) of isomor-
phism classes of indecomposable d-dimensional F,-representations of @) is given by a polynomial
in ¢ by using standard reductions involving Galois descent. By the Krull-Schmidt theorem and
induction on d, it then suffices to show the count Mg 4(¢) of isomorphism classes of d-dimensional
[F4-representations of @ is polynomial in ¢. Kac computes Mg 4(¢) using Burnside’s theorem,
where one must sum over all conjugacy classes of GL4 for all d by enumerating all possible Jor-
dan normal forms using polynomials (giving the splitting field) and partitions (giving the sizes of
the Jordan blocks). He then deduces the polynomial behaviour of Mg 4(¢) (and thus Ag q(q)).
Kac proves the independence of the orientation of ) using reflection functors and the fact that
indecomposable representations correspond to orbits in Rep,(Q) with unipotent stabiliser group.

Hua [29] provided more explicit formulae for the polynomials Ag 4(¢) by considering genera-
ting functions for these counts, where one sums over all dimension vectors by introducing formal

variables {X,;v € V}. For each d = (d,)vev, we write X¢ = [] X3; then the Krull-Schmidt
veV
theorem for Rep(Q, k) gives a formal identity

Y Moa@x?= J[ (-x79) T (5.3)

deNV deNV {0}
For very simple quivers and low dimension vectors, it is possible to directly calculate Ag 4(q).

Exercise 5.20. For each of the following quivers and dimension vectors, calculate the Kac
polynomial Ag 4(q):

a) The Jordan quiver with dimension vector n € N.

b) The 2-arrow Kronecker quiver with dimension vector d = (1,1).

5.6 Specialisation and relating the cohomology of the special fibre
and general fibre

In this final step, we will relate various cohomology groups associated to X and X in order
to prove the main result. In order to pass between the field of complex numbers and various
finite fields, we will need to first state some results concerning GIT over the integers and base
change. Indeed the affine space Rep, (@)7 the group GLg4, and the moment map p are all defined
over the integers, and so we can instead consider the above GIT quotients over SpecZ using
Seshadri’s GIT over a (Nagata) base ring. Although extensions of base fields commute with
taking invariants (and thus taking the semistable set and the formation of the GIT quotient
commute with base field extensions), the same is not true over rings.

Let us consider the following set up: let R be a finitely generated Z-algebra with a maximal
ideal p C R such that R/p = F, and fix an embedding R < C. Then for a variety Z over
S := Spec R, we can construct by base change:

1) an Fy-variety Z := Z Xgpec r SpecF, (the reduction of Z mod ¢) and

2) a complex variety Z¢ := Z Xgpec r SpecC.
Now suppose that G is a reductive group scheme over S acting on Z with respect to an ample
linearisation, then we want to know whether formation of the GIT quotient commutes with these

various base changes. In fact, for our purposes, it suffices to understand this for R = Zy = Z [%]
where N € Z such that p{ N and so we can apply the following result.
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Lemma 5.21 ([13, Appendix B]). For S := SpecZy, we let G be a reductive group scheme
over S acting on a quasi-projective S-scheme Z with respect to an ample linearisation. Then
there is a non-empty open subscheme U C S over which the formation of the GIT semistable set
and GIT quotient commutes with base change; that is, for all points s: Speck — U, we have

Z5xgk=(Zxsk)® and  (2//G) xsk = (Z xsk)//(G xs k).

We note that an open subset U C S := SpecZy has the form U = SpecZ,, for some N|M,
and this means we just need to replace N by a sufficiently large multiple. If moreover p { N, then
we can base change from S = SpecZy to F, when applying the above result. More precisely,
for a variety Z over S we have the following base changes

- Ty Z Zc

P

N

Spec F, — SpecF,r — S <—— SpecC

and provided N is sufficiently large these base changes all commute with the formation of GIT
quotients and semistable sets by the above lemma.

We will also need the following preliminary result concerning the smoothness of Xy and X
over finite fields of large characteristic.

Lemma 5.22. Let 8 be generic with respect to d, then there is a non-empty open subset U C
SpecZ over which the morphism f: X — A' is smooth.

Proof. It suffices to prove that f is smooth after base changing to k = Q, as by a spreading
out argument it is sufficient to prove that f is smooth over Q (as then the same statement
holds over Z after inverting finitely many primes) and smoothness can be checked after any field
extension. Since 6 is generic, the notions of f-stability and f-semistability for d-dimensional
k-representations coincide. As any f-stable k-representation of @ is simple, we see that Gy
acts freely on Repy (@)9-5. Hence the infinitesimal action at these points is trivial and so

it follows that the restriction of the moment map p to Repy (@)G_S is smooth, as pu lifts the
infinitesimal action. Consequently, for the line L = k6 in the Lie algebra of G4, we see that
the induced morphism p~ (L)% — L is smooth, and as G4 acts freely on p~'(L)%*, the G4-
quotient u‘l(L)‘Q'S — X is also smooth. Hence, we deduce that f: ¥ — L = Al is also smooth
over k. |

We are now in a position to complete the proof. The first goal is to relate the point count
of X¢ and X in large characteristic.

Proposition 5.23. For a finite field F, of sufficiently large characteristic p, we have
[ Xo(Fq)| = [X ().

Proof. Using the (topological) triviality of the family X — A! over C and the comparison
theorem together with Deligne’s base change result for direct images, we deduce that for p > 0
and £ # p, there are isomorphisms

HE(X s, By, Qo) 2 HE(Xo x5, Fp, Q1)

in /-adic cohomology that are compatible with the Frobenius endomorphisms. By applying the
Grothendieck—Lefschetz trace formula to both X and X, which are both smooth F,-varieties in
large characteristic by Lemma 5.22, we deduce the claim. |
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Remark 5.24. A more direct proof of this result is given by Nakajima as an appendix in [13],
which involves comparing the Biatynicki-Birula decomposition on the total space of the family X
with the decompositions on the fibres of this family.

Putting all of the above together, we obtain the proof of Crawley-Boevey and Van den Bergh.

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Let [, be a finite field of sufficiently large characteristic p so that
the construction of the GIT quotient X commutes with base change and the family X — A!
is smooth. By Proposition 5.16 and Theorem 5.19, we see that X has polynomial point count
given by

X (Fg)l = ¢~ Ag.a(9)-

Provided p > 0, this point count coincides with that of Xy by Proposition 5.23. Since X is pure
by Propositions 5.7 and 5.11, we deduce that the ¢-adic Poincaré polynomial of the I -variety X
for ¢ = p" and p sufficiently large is given by

Aga(t) =17 dim HZ (Xo xg, Fp, Q) (5.4)
>0

where e = %dim Xo and ¢ # p is prime.

Now consider the family X — A! over Spec Zy for sufficiently large N indivisible by p, then
by base change we can obtain the E—Variety Xo Xr, E and the complex variety Xo ¢ and these
base changes commute with the formation of the GIT quotient. In particular, the complex
variety Xoc is defined over Q and the Fj-variety Xg is a mod p reduction of this complex
variety. By smooth base changes results and the comparison theorem [SGA4:3, Exposé XVI,
Theorem 4.1], we obtain from (5.4) the corresponding equality for the Poincaré polynomial of
the sheaf cohomology of X ¢ with values in the constant sheaf C

Agalg) =q > _ dim HZ (Xoc,C)q'".
>0

By Poincaré duality for the smooth variety Xo ¢ of dimension 2e, we deduce

Agalg) =) _dim H* % (X,¢(C),C)¢,
=0

where now we switch from sheaf cohomology to the singular cohomology of the analytic varie-
ty XO,(C ((C) |

5.7 A brief survey of Schiffmann’s results for bundles

Let X be a smooth projective curve over a finite field IF,. Then the category of coherent sheaves
over X is an abelian category of homological dimension 1 with a group homomorphism

cl: Ko(Coh(X)) = Z%,  [F] = cl(F) = (tk(F),deg(F))
through which the Euler form factors
(€, F) =1k&Erk F(1 —g) + rkEdeg F —rk F deg €.

Moreover, this is a Krull-Schmidt category and so there is naturally a notion of (absolutely)
indecomposable objects.

For coprime rank n and degree d, Schiffmann discovered an analogous relationship between
the count A, 4(X) of isomorphism classes of indecomposable vector bundles on X/F, and the
Betti cohomology of the moduli space of semistable Higgs bundles on X. In fact, the case of
vector bundles involves several technical issues which did not arise in the quiver setting:
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1) For quivers, the count of absolutely indecomposable representations of () was polynomial
in the size of the finite field and was independent of the orientation. Moreover, there was
a representation theoretic interpretation: the underlying graph of the quiver determined
a root system and Weyl group, under which the polynomial counting absolutely indecom-
posable representations was invariant. For bundles on curves, one would like to understand
the behaviour of this count as X varies in the moduli space of genus g curves over F, and
give a representation theoretic interpretation of the associated polynomial.

2) There are many more vector bundles than quiver representations: while the stack of quiver
representations of fixed dimension vector is a finite type stack, the stack of vector bundles
of fixed class is only locally of finite type. Hence, to prove the polynomial behaviour of the
count of indecomposable bundles, one cannot uses the Krull-Schmidt theorem and count
all vector bundles, as this is infinite.

3) Although the moduli space of Higgs bundles admits a gauge theoretic construction as
a holomorphic symplectic reduction, we need an algebraic version for working over finite
fields. Furthermore, to relate Higgs bundles to indecomposable vector bundles, it is neces-
sary to employ a similar trick to the above trick of Crawley-Boevey and Van den Bergh:
one needs to find a suitable family of algebraic symplectic reductions over the affine line
that contains the moduli space of Higgs bundles as the special fibre.

The description of the behaviour of this count as X varies in the moduli space of genus g
curves is achieved by Schiffmann in [58]: he proves that there is a polynomial (depending on
(n,d) and the genus g of the curve) in the Weil numbers of a curve over a finite field which gives
the counts A, 4(X) for any curve X over a finite field by evaluation at the Weil numbers of X;
moreover, by work of Mellit [42], this polynomial is actually independent of the degree d. To state
this precisely, we recall that the Weil numbers of a genus g smooth projective curve X/F, are
the eigenvalues o1, . .., 094 of the Frobenius acting on H, élt (X XF, E, @) If we fix an embedding
Q — Cﬁ then we can view the Weil numbers of X as a tuple of complex numbers of absolute
value ¢z and order them as complex conjugate pairs (o2;—1,092;) which satisfy o9;_109; = ¢ for
all 1 <7 < g. This tuple gives rise to a point in the torus

Ty = {(al, S, 0ng) € G%ﬁf: 092i—102; = 02j—102; V1 < 4,5 < g}

and the natural action of W, := S, x (S2)Y takes care of the choices in the above ordering
into complex conjugate pairs. Let 7: T,(C) — T,(C)/W, denote the quotient map and define
ox :=m(01,...,094) to be the image of the Weil numbers of X.

Let Rg = Q[Z1,...,Zggi 22i—122i = 22j-122j V1 <i< Q]Wg. Then we can evaluate any
element in R, at ox for any genus g smooth projective curve X over a finite field. In genus 0,
we set Ry = Q[g™].

Theorem 5.25 (Schiffmann [58]). For a fized genus g and pair (n,d) € N xZ, there is a unique
element Agna € Ry such that for any smooth projective geometrically connected curve X of
genus g over a finite field, we have

Ag,n,d(aX> = An,d(X)

Mellit [42] showed this polynomial Ay, 4 is actually independent of the degree d and so we
can write simply Ay ,; this proof is combinatorial and does not give a geometric reason for
this independence. Moreover, these polynomials exists in rank n = 0 and count absolutely
indecomposable torsion sheaves.

In fact, Schiffmann also provides a representation theoretic interpretation of Wy, T, and Ry:

the Frobenius Frx on H ét (X XF, E, @) i @29 is an element of the general symplectic group
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GSp(H gt (X XF, F,, @)) where we equip this vector space with the intersection form. The
character ring of this general symplectic group is R, and (7,, W,) are a maximal torus and
associated Weyl group of GSp(2g, Q).

Schiffmann’s proof of this theorem gives rise to explicit (but complicated) formulae for these
polynomials; these were later substantially combinatorially simplified by Mellit [42]. The fact
that the number of absolutely indecomposable vector bundles over X of fixed class is finite follows
from the observation that any sufficiently unstable coherent sheaf is decomposable as its Harder—
Narasimhan filtration must split in some place, and so the stack of absolutely indecomposable
vector bundles is a constructible substack of a finite type stack. Therefore, A, 4(X) also counts
isomorphism classes of absolutely indecomposable coherent sheaves over X of this class. The
standard arguments for quivers involving Galois cohomology and the Krull-Schmidt theorem
still apply to reduce the problem to counting all isomorphism classes of coherent sheaves on X
of this class, but this number is infinite for n > 0. In fact, we should also point out that
this count is not the same as the stacky volume of the stack of coherent sheaves, where one
weights the count by the inverses of the size of the automorphism groups (this stacky volume
has a very elegant formula involving the Zeta function of the curve [18]). Instead, Schiffmann
uses a suitable truncation of the category of coherent sheaves on X given by the subcategory of
positive coherent sheaves (i.e., sheaves whose HN subquotients have positive degrees). Similarly
to the case of quivers, one can perform a unipotent reduction and partition the stack of positive
sheaves by Jordan normal types.

Furthermore, the coefficients of these polynomials satisfy some form of positivity. For this,
Mozgovoy and Schiffmann [45, 58] relate the polynomial Ay (¢, .. .,t) € Q[t] with the (compactly
supported) Poincaré polynomial of moduli spaces of semistable Higgs bundles over a genus g
smooth complex projective curve for any d coprime to n (recall that A, ,, 4 = Ay is independent
of d by work of Mellit [42]).

Theorem 5.26 (Schiffmann [58]). Let X¢ be a smooth complex projective curve of genus g and
Xe (n,d) denote the moduli space of semistable Higgs bundles over Xc of coprime rank and

degree. Then
A D2
ST HU(HE(n,d),Q)t" = 20+ 4 1),

>0

We note that for coprime (n, d), the notions of absolutely indecomposable and indecomposable
coincide. In fact, Schiffmann’s proof of this theorem is inspired by the work of Crawley-Boevey
and Van den Bergh: it involves relating Ay, to the point count of moduli spaces of semistable
Higgs bundles on a curve over a finite field (provided the characteristic is sufficiently large) by
fitting this moduli space into a family over A'. Indeed the forgetful map from the stack of stable
Higgs bundles to the stack of vector bundles does not land in the indecomposable locus (for
example, consider Exercise 4.10). Therefore, one needs a slightly perturbed model of the Higgs
bundle moduli space to compare with indecomposable vector bundles.

To construct such a family, Schiffmann uses a variant of the construction of the functorial
construction of moduli of sheaves due to Alvarez-Cénsul and King [1] which depends on a choice
of two polarising line bundles (£1,£2) on X (rather than two twists of the same bundle); the
choice of two line bundles enables a construction of a family of a algebraic symplectic reductions
Y — Al over any field k such that Yy = H% (n, d) and, moreover, the fibre V; can be compared
with indecomposable vector bundles. More precisely, ) is constructed as the GIT quotient of
the preimage of a line under an algebraic moment map on the cotangent bundle of an affine
variety. The affine variety in question arises as a closed subvariety in the representation space
of a Kronecker quiver with h° (ﬁg ® El) arrows, where the dimension vector is determined by
the class (n,d) and the degrees of the pair of line bundles using the Euler form for sheaves on X
(for the detailed construction, see [58, Sections 6.3-6.8]).
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After constructing the family Y — Al with Yy = H5(n, d), Schiffmann shows that over any
finite field F, of sufficiently large characteristic the following statements hold:

1) the schemes )y and Y; are smooth (which uses standard properties about GIT quotients
of free group actions, see [58, Lemma 6.5]),

2) the point counts of )y and Y over F, coincide (which is proved by using a contracting
Gm-action on Y, see [58, Proposition 6.9]),

3) the point count of Y; is polynomial (this is proved by relating this to the count A4, (X)
by the following formula, for details see [58, Lemma 6.4 and Section 6.9)]):

Vi(F)| = gD 4y, (X). (5.5)

The moduli space of stable Higgs bundles over a finite field is already known to be cohomo-
logically pure (for example, see [23, Section 1.3]) and so (5.5) also gives an explicit formula
for the f-adic Poincaré polynomial of the moduli space of stable Higgs bundles on X. Finally
by spreading out a smooth projective curve Xq of genus g defined over Q to some localisation
R:=7Z [%] of the integers, one can relate the f-adic Poincaré polynomial of 7-[3?—@ (n,d) with the
moduli space Hg?RxFq (n,d) of the base change of Xq to a finite field F, of large characteristic,
and by the comparison theorem one can also relate this to the singular Poincaré polynomial
(with C-coefficients) of the base change X¢ = X x g C (in the above, we use cohomology with
compact supports). Since the diffeomorphism class of the complex variety HX. (n,d) is indepen-
dent of the choice of smooth projective curve X¢ of genus g (as they are all diffeomorphic to
the genus g character variety for GL,), this enables Schiffmann to relate A, with the Poincaré
polynomial of H_(n,d) for any Xc (see [58, Section 6.10] for further details).

5.8 Representation theoretic interpretations of the Kac polynomials

The Kac polynomials A 4 and A, ,, for quivers and curves have representation theoretic interpre-
tations given by considering Hall algebras associated to quivers and curves, which is beautifully
surveyed in [59].

In the quiver case, Kac conjectured that the constant term of Ag 4 for a quiver @ without
loops was the dimension of the d-th root space in the decomposition of the associated Kac—Moody
algebra gg; this conjecture was proved for indivisible dimension vectors d in [13] and in general
by Hausel [20]. Hall algebras then enter the picture as a way to construct go from the moduli
stack of all quiver representations. More precisely, the objects in the Hall algebra Hg associated
to the category of F,-representations of @ are functions [Rep,(Q)/Gg](Fq) — C and one can
construct a so-called spherical Hall algebra as the subalgebra of Hgy ® C [ZV] generated by the
characteristic functions of the simple representations and the group algebra C [ZV]. By work of
Ringel and Green, this spherical Hall algebra of ) is isomorphic to the positive Borel subalgebra
of the Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum enveloping algebra of gg. The full quantum enveloping algebra
of gg is given by taking the Drinfeld double of this spherical Hall algebra (see [59, Section 2]).
The relationship between the Kac polynomial Ag 4 and moduli spaces of stable representations
of the doubled quiver Q with relations R imposed by the zero level set of the moment can be
extended to the stack of all representations of (@, Ro), which can be viewed as the cotangent
stack of the moduli stack of representations of ). More precisely, the Poincaré polynomials
of the stacks of representations of (@, Ro) for varying d can be expressed in terms of the Kac
polynomials Ag 4 for varying d (see [59, Theorem 4.2]); this formula combines a purity result
of Davison [14] with a point count of Mozgovoy [44]. Furthermore, work of Schiffmann and
Vasserot [60] equips the Borel-Moore homology of the stack of representations of (@, Ro) with
an associative algebra structure, known as the two-dimensional cohomologoical Hall algebra
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of the quiver (see [59, Section 4.2]); this 2d-cohomological Hall algebra is conjectured to be
a deformation of the universal enveloping algebra of a graded Lie algebra attached to (), whose
Hilbert series coincides with the Kac polynomial.

In the curves case, the representation theoretic interpretation of A, ,, involves a spherical Hall
algebra, which is constructed analogously to above, but replacing the characteristic functions of
simple quiver representations with constant functions on the moduli stack of rank n degree d
coherent sheaves with n < 1. There is also a corresponding 2d-cohomological Hall algebra in
the curves cases associated to the stack of Higgs sheaves, which can be viewed as the cotangent
stack of the moduli stack of coherent sheaves [56]. The representation theoretic interpretation
of these Hall algebras is ongoing work of Schiffmann and collaborators; for a nice overview of
this work, see [59, Sections 5-8].

5.9 Related open questions

As described in Section 4.4, there are several interesting actions on moduli spaces of quiver rep-
resentations and vector bundles on curves, as well as their hyperkéhler analogues (for example,
these actions often arise from automorphisms of either the base field, the quiver or the curve).
One can also count indecomposable objects in a category which respect an automorphism (or
subgroup of automorphisms). A natural question is to consider the count of such absolutely in-
decomposable invariant objects and study their properties; for example, one could ask whether
one obtain polynomial counts and whether the coefficients are non-negative. An even more am-
bitious question is whether there should be a cohomological interpretation of the non-negativity
of the coefficients. In a more representation theoretic direction, one would hope to be able
to attach some sort of a root system to such a category with an action by an automorphism
group, such that the invariants of indecomposable objects respecting these automorphisms are
the positive roots.

This question was partially investigated for quiver representations respecting a so-called ad-
missible quiver automorphism by Hubery [30], who showed that the number of isomorphism
classes of absolutely indecomposable invariant representations over a finite field is a rational
polynomial in the size of the field, and moreover, this is independent of the orientation and
invariant under the Weyl group. Furthermore, he showed that the dimensions of the inde-
composable representations are specified by the positive roots of an associated symmetrisable
Kac—Moody Lie algebra. It would be interesting to investigate whether the coefficients could be
described in terms of the cohomology of an associated brane in the corresponding hyperkahler
quiver variety given by taking the fixed locus of this automorphism group.
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