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G-HILBERT SCHEME AND GROBNER BASIS

il s

1. INTRODUCTION

G % SL(3,C) 0HEMRERE, X B C}/G &75. ZD& & X i3 ¥R R A (canonical
singularity) % $-2. 7275 L Z 0% 23 terminal singularity TiX72v>.
ZOFRAEALTRERIALATWS:

T 1.1. (Markushevich®, Roan®, Ito?) * crepant resolution f:Y — X BFET 5,
TRbLLY JHFFRT EHER Ky BHETHS.

Remark. crepant resolution Y X —fXICHEBEGEET 528, EICROEENKY ILo:
Y OGN AA 75X # G OFXBJ|OKE —BT 5. ZDOFET crepant resolution D
GEZEELESS, SKRITTHLRY MO I ENRAMLNTEY, &Kt McKay ®tis & FEE
nBZEbHB.(E (12, 9] 2, [1])

2. TORIC CREPANT RESOLUTION

ZOWMEE T, BBKICARRBRAIIOVWTER LW, BRI L X F0R X 1T
=Y o7 KT D, £ TH G B SLS,C) O/ LS TH DB B D crepant
resolution % toric resolution THERRT 5 L2 EE T 5.

FIKRTN7 bNZEH R OFEREREES {fli =1,2,3} L&V, L % ¢',e? and e TER
Shb lattice & 75, ZDLE N:=L+Y Zv B, I LItv=1/r(a,b,c) €G
RAEBTRTORXDETE 5.

Dt E .

o= {Zzie‘ €ER? ;>0,Vi,1<i< 3}

=1

The author is partially supported by JSPS, the Grant-in-aid for Scientific Research (No.13740019).
*TOHEEOBFIIRIOEERL TS, $bbARBIBROSB LBV AL ER TSIz h
OORIHBTLTHELRS. (10, 3, 11], [14, 15, 16), [5, 6]
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X Ng = N @z R. O rational convex polyhedral cone &725.
RISF B F—Y o 7 BEEK X, i Spec(C[5 N M]), CEEESND. O M iZ N ® dual
lattice TH Y, 5 iX Mg DHD o @ dual cone THY,

g := {& € Mgp|t(z) > 0,Vx € o}

TEEEIND.

IDOXIELT X =C*G it lattice N=L+ Y, o Zv OFD cone 0 TEFEIND
F—Y v 7 KIS, SHIZ &= {l(a,bc)€CGlat+btc=r} LB, 3RTOT
RS BEIC K A R R /R D crepant resolution IIRD L H BRSNS

SEE 2.1 (Markushevich [10], Roan [14]). X ORRAMIHIX cone o0 DHEESBIC L > T
BELNS. $C crepant resolution Y iX e, e, €3 & UL {¢'} TEEZZAFMOTOR
FREEROWEZABSEC L > THOLND fan L TRED F—Y v 7K Yy LRART
Ho.

Remark 2.2. —f%1ZiX X @ crepant resolution X3 <T X OHER/FICL > TH LS.
LTedio THBEDFEDOEKZiT X @ crepant resolution XFET 5.

3. G-HILBERT SCHEMES

= 2Tk X @ crepant resolution % C3 @ /A ® Hilbert scheme % V> TR 3 5 P
ROFHEEZRBNTS. ELIZNEOBE LY §ifiCE 27 X O crepant resolution
DI LD E—oE T2 5% 5.

AifiERE G 1 SL(3,C) 0HMATEELEL L, X 2208 C/G LT 5.

£# 3.1. G-Cluster Z & X C? @ G-invariant subscheme Z T#->TC, HY(Z,0z7) 73 G ®
FERIRBICRoTVBE LD %V 5. 72 G-Hilbert scheme X G-cluster @ moduli space
L LTEETS.

EE 3.2 (F[#8f:Nakamura [13], —#%:Bridgeland-King-Reid [4]). SL(3,C) O3 X TDOH
FREES3BE G 12 LT, G-Hilbert scheme tX C3/G @ crepant resolution (272 5.
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I EHIBERABRRES, KO X5 R BEEKNRERN CTES:

EH 3.3 (Nakamura[13]). (1) FEBR OB AH G C SL3,C) & +TD G-cluster
ZIZHLTCAT TN XKD TOOHBXTEREND:
IH'I — gybzf’ ,yb+lzf+1 = Ml,
y™tl = q2egd, izt = ™ Tyz =,
zn+l —_ Czaye, Ia+lye+1 — VZ",
=L a,bc,d,e, flmn€Zs THY,E 1, A pv,teC.
(2) EHREKOWVTNPBFEICIRY oD
] A=m =te v =t x=tut,
l=a+d, m=b+e, n=c+ f.
X
(B) €=y, TI:VA! C=/\.U';7":/\#Va
l=a+d+1, m=b+e+]l, n=c+ f+1

ZDX I L THDH—2D crepant toric resolution #F2HZ B TE 5.

4. GROBNER FAN

ZIZTH GiX SL(3,C) DAMWEESEL L, ROMEICHTIOE20EX 25X
AR

B8 4.1. toric crepant resolution ® 9 % G-Hilbert scheme & RRIZ#R 5 b—Y v 7 Bk
KEE 2D fan ¥ 2 RDBHF5ETH D DN

A% 1 Craw KK & Reid KiZ X » T G-Hilbert scheme % 5 % % Hifk5yE] %R 5 HE»
BU]MICEZ DN TWSD. L L ZHIBEOMENKE S TR 512 EEMERIERE
KB HEITLD.

FIZTZ Z TR Y —&M9IZ G-Hilbert scheme # 5% 55k (Fi&2) #&8rLizv. Z
HLiX Grobner basis OB#@EZGA L bOTHY, HEEERAVTRD S Z LB EEICR
5. ¥ 7= Grobner basis DF@~OREHE LT, A¥R®DIZL v Initial form 23 G-Hilbert
scheme & BHEfHT 2 LBBIZE X 6D Z L HLHFIRTHS.

E® 4.2. I % G-homogenous ideal 3 5 & G-Hilbert scheme X Ig @ Grobner fan T
EED Y v 7 ERETHD.
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9 ZOEBICHTL b Groboer fan €& L, EBRIC B&H T G-Hilbert scheme %
AR L THA X 5. (Grobner basis DEZBFIZOWTIL [17) B3R)

kix] #%HBRRE L, BIERE x* = 27125 -- -2 TRTZLIZT 5.

* 7= weight vector & w = (wy,--- ,w,) € R* £ B<.

FFEY 7 term order < T3 L7 Grobner basis I2% LT, KD X ) 72 weight term
oder <, ZHEA L, #DHF L\ term oder - L 5 Grobuer basis # % % 5:

¥ 43. w>0¢L < ZEEDO termorder ¢ 75, ZHDE&Va, be N* iZH LT
weight term order <, RO X HIZEZT 5:

a<yb=w-a<w-bddWI (w-a=w-bdD>a<b)

EE 4.4. EEMICE 0 TRWVWEEKX f = ¢x™ 2% LT, initial form in,(f) XN
w-a; BPRKICRDHIELOIBRE x> ofME L TEETS.

B 4.5. 4 77V 1% LT initial ideal in,(I) {ZK D initial form X TTEREN
BATTNTHD:

iny(I) := (iny(f) | f € I).

EE 4.6. ARES GCI X <, BT % I IZx% 5 Grobner basis Th 5 L3, in,(I)
2 {iny(g)lg € G} TEREND L EE WD

SEH 4.7. Grobner basis G 25 reduced THAH LI EBED2ODiL g, d €eGIIX LT, ¢
DEDHED in,(g) THRBRNWELEZEZWV, ~BREES.

e 4.8. ] =% % universal Grébner basis U i1 I {54 5 HR7% % reduced Grobner
basis DFIESTHH.

& 4.9. 250 weight vectorw, w’ € R* 3 [ IZBAL T BETH 5 L 1L, in,(I) = iny (1)
THHLEZWD.

¥ 4.10. weight vector D [EHEIH,

clw] = {w' € R™ | iny(g) = iny(g) for Vg € G}

tX relatively open convex polyhedral cone TH 5. 72721 G X I O <, BT 5 Grobner
basis Th 5.
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E#¥ 4.11. I X%+ 5 Grobner fan & 13 Vw € R™ IZ8 L TEE 5 closed cone c[w] D&
BTh3.

i 4.12. Grobner fan iX fan TH 5.

5. EXAMPLE

A Ci¥, G-Hilbert scheme D#i% Grobner fan # VTR TH LS.

BN G:=1(1,1,0) ® 1(0,1,1) = (Z/2Z)®* DIFH, crepant resolution 3L T4 2d
5. 09 HO 15 G-Hilbert scheme L RRTHS. D G-cluster DEZRFBRAILLL
TDXHZ/2% (cf EE 3.3):

Gi: T=ayz, ¥ =b, 2> =a, Yz =aihq,

Gy : 1% = ay, y = bzz, 22 = ¢, TYz = azbscy,

Gs: z? = a3, y? = b3, z = c3zy, TYz = agbscs,
G- T2 = bycy, Y2 = aqcq, 2% = asby,

Yz = 4%, 2z = by, TY = 42, TYZ = abycy,
L a;,b;, c; eC.

—J, I¢ %4 % universal Grébner basis U i
U={z* -1,y -1,22 -1, zy — z,yz — 1,22 — y,zyz — 1}

¥ 729, weight vectors (w;, wy,w;) € R® T4 SORMERICH NS . & HIZHHET S initial
ideals Z bHELT D LKRD I H T2 %:
alw]:w; >wy, >0, w, >w, >0, w; > w, +w,,
in(D) = (2,9, ),
aw] :wy > w, >0, wy >w, >0, wy, >w, +w,
in(I) = (z%,y,2%),
clw) rw, > w, >0, w, >wy, >0, w, > w, +w,
in(l) = (%12, 2),
ca[w] : wz + wy, > w, >0, wy +w, > w, > 0,w, +w, >w, >0,
in(I) = (z2,9?, 2%, 7y, yz, 2x).
T ZTHERATRE A, Gluster DEFRFEX G; DEBOBIAEN & weight vector D5
FHESZ 61T 5 initial ideal DAERFTICR CHLORHTETNEZ L THS.
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6. APPLICATIONS

(1) RESHED S ERR~DIGHA Grobner fan IXEM2=AFEREDO—0E5EX TS
TR, DT R TOERREZABLBOERL LEX 5. X EERIR=ZAFS
BT X > THLND fan ITXIET D b=V vy 7 BHREIIHENTHS. LI b 3KE
® SL(3,C) DAEMRBHEEC X R R A DS, Grobner fan i crepant resolution
E X EBRTHS. LENoT EH42DFRELTRBNZ B:

# 6.1. Grobner fan ® “flip” =LY HEBZR crepant resolution DD flop HFE
WTE5.

ZZITHTK % Ylip” i3@/he7 VEERO flip Tix7: <, Grobner basis D fHZET
H3.
(2) McKay HiE~DBRA 2 KEDEE ORI RAICHT 5 McKay RS T, BIAET
xS HBEMIZE B L L T special representation &3 DM H B (cf. [7]). £
special representation % Grobner basis DSE TR TX 5:

EE 6.2 (Ito [8]). (a) GL(2,C) DHRKELLH T quasi-reflection ZFF=72\> G
WXt LT, G-homogeneous ideal I (2435 Grobner fan iIZX>TEED b—V >
7 k1Y C?/G DER/MEREREICEIRCHS. (DY Z0HEY G-Hilbert
scheme AR THD, L2 5.)

(b) B G DEEIEB pr N special resentation Tdh B DIIFIGT HREN pp THH
& 5 72 initial ideal in,,(I) BHEBEXTRWAERTEZ b OLE ZICRS.

(3) G-Hilbert schemes & Grébner fan MOBIf& = Z T G-Hilbert scheme & Grébner
fan IOV TALNTVWAIHERZ L LOHTEL. EELX 2FREG LI CY/G
LY #F0OB/NER LAY, H % G-Hilbert scheme % LT F % G-homogeneous
ideal Ig X > TEED F—V v 7 BB LT 5.

255 GL(2,C) DHBBABOHE, R/IERAMYE Y — X it G-Hilbert
scheme LRI THS, 2V VY 2 H. KBRS LTI, Y X H= F BEY
ASH
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3&I: FEED G C SL(3,C) &xt LT, Y X creapnt resolution T& Y , G-Hilbert
scheme H {33 50 & 2D crepant resolution IZABTHDH. X HIZAEBHIH L T
X HZF B3Ry lo.

BRI WL OPROBFRFHRESh TN S:

(1) G =3(1,1,1,1) C SL(4,C) @&, X i3 terminal singularity % % % crepant
resolution {XfFZE L2V, LA L G-Hilbert scheme H {3HRRTdH Y, Grobner fan
WKE>TEBIND MV v 7%k F CRABTH S.

(2) ALK 4KkxET, G =1(1,1,0,0) & 1(0,1,1,0) & 3(0,0,1,1), $72bbH, G =
(Z/2Z)®3 > ¥ &, X iX canonical T3 5 A terminal singularity TiX72 <, crepant
resolution Y 233 %. —F G-Hilbert scheme {3IERFR T 5 H3 crepant resolution
TiX72v. X 5T Grobner fan i3 G-Hilbert scheme H &R 7: F— VY v 7 S8k
F%5z25%.

7. DISUCUSSION

ABOEER (EH 4.2) OBGRT~OWEL LT, KOTFHEREZLND.

F# 7.1. SL(n,C) OFREFBSE G IZx L T, Ig % G-homogenous ideal & ¢ 5. ZD &
X W Ig &t G-Hilbert scheme OpX3E F—VU v 7 (& TH Y, I 235 Grobner
fan TEZEINI 3.

ZOFHROFRITTFTE LW BDONEN, SERLLIANRREATHETWRWVWOT, X
LILZOTFRERELEBRICEZONSIAERRTEL:

Q G-Hilbert scheme ® smoothness 3 Grobner fan ®H1? cone 2SHKAGH Y 5 22 TH|
BrcEs.

Q Grébner fan TEED F— U v 7 EREOFA F—FIE bV v 7 BMFEO—fKIw X
Y Grobner fan O ?D cone DI THRES.

QQ G-Hilbert scheme 3 crepant resolution T 572 61X FERFRI DA A T —HDB G
OXBEBOBICHE L 2 THRAELRW. (cf. [1], [2])
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