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Obstructions to deforming space curves and

non-reduced components of the Hilbert scheme *

#RZE5L50 (Hirokazu Nasu) |

1 BJU®IC

2 # AR @ Hilbert scheme DI L THEL /2. LG [N 2B EW. PR
DIFFRE L RO Hilbert scheme # Hy, TR . Hp, ZEMBROERWLTERTHSHRY
d L% g % (37 b b Hilbert £ % ) EE L 728D %4> 5 7 5 subscheme H3, ® disjoint
union T#& 4. Mumford [5] & HE "B TRWI L #3FHA L, Th# pathology &IFAZE. 1§
R TR H o DB Z AT O L S BB L7 £ —RITCHIEFHRIRMEICE
INB LD % H o O 56 RTTHMARIREW £ E 2, H,, DR [C] (BT 5 (Zariski) BZE
MORTASTRATH B ERRLIZ. S5 W D (Hf g0)rea PBSEHRIEL LTEKTS
BIEERRLUHy D (o THSL M) BH TRV TP L

FA8 Tt Mumford’s pathology »—#ft %% X 5. Hilbert scheme Hj, DEE#IHAMSHEE T
HY, POFO—HOBEC HERREIREEMCEENIHDDS ETEHAKAEW MR ED52
bNZET 5. (WORERNERIZOWTIZIRSE) COBROMELYELS.

PISE 1.1 W & (HS,)rea DEIRS2? & LB % & H, 18 W 121> TIRREAA?

£Yd> 90, WDKRTHI+g+18 THB. — /T HE, DEMBESORTIZ 4d U ETH
55 MEL1PABTRVE S 20t (d,9) PFEBELT

Q:={(dg) € Z*|d > 9,9 > 3d — 18}

MEZOND., EHIZW O—#KIT C 26T 5 cohomology 8 H!(P2,7o(3)) WEETH 5.
Hilbert scheme Hp, D52 [C]IZ BT HHEZERMIGHMR C — P2 0 LV ERPNEHEETH ) HO(NG)
THRIALTAXENE. BLAORTOMIZIERORERD R T 5:

B TAIRIE v AUy 4 (20044 10 A 26 H) i
PRI K SRR AT



dim W < dimc) Hgs < hO(Ngype). (1)
L ]

13 b (Zo(3)) KT

W O o5 HY(Ip(3)) DT 3RBEANIHNIH L D &5 C D 1 ERIERICHITT 5.
HY(Zc(3)) = 0 OBf, R (1) OLTOFESHRILT S5 W ik H] OB#REHBETIC2 Y, M
BH11EHETHE, RAGMELIAFEERICE D H(Z(3) #0DHOS b, A (Z:(3)) =1
DFBERELTER:, CORMELIDERZE, RD22DF3bDELLN 12k 5 (e
dichotomy):

(A) Wi (H] )red PDEERIBST TH Y, HE 13 W IZTH > THAI T2,
(B) W 2 EI2&t H, DEEMBS V A HFHE L O~ BTSRRI KBTS T hr v,
EHIH; W OERRTHERRTHS.

Fok it (B) BRI ST VOTH (A) BB LERLE.

TEH 1.2. (d,g) eQ&T B WZEH] OBRMAMITEETE LEDO—ETT C HIEFR 3 Rl
HIZEENDLETH SHICWREDE) RBREOHTHERRETS. LA IB)=1%5
W id (H )rea @ (d+ g+ 18) ATELAMA TH O, H W 2> THEH TR,

B> TROFEH A (To(3) = 1 OBFICE LWV & L AFER S hre,

T8 1.3 (Kleppe [4], Ellia [2]). (d,9) e Q& § 5. W & Hj OBR#HMARIEEL LEDO—
BT C SRR IRMEIIEETNEETE. SHICWREOL) LREEGOFTEALTS. b
L HYZc(3)) # 02D HY(Ze(1) = 0% 5 W iE (HF eea @ (d + g + 18) RIEBEMBATH Y,
H3, 13 WAl o TR TR .

COFREILEEM Kleppe 12 & ) [4] 1I2BWT H(Z(1) = 0 DIREZEDLZWETTFEX L
7o, IERD (d, g)- BB TFESFEL W EZFERALZ: d > 18IS LTk g > 7+ (d—2)%/8,
14 <d<17iZ0 LTl g > ~1+(d?-4)/8. D% Elliald 2]12B8VTd > 2152g > G(d,5)
ORFREPELVIEATERATIHELE LIS, H(Z(1) # 0DRORBIEZ R L. T2 TG(d,5)
BARBEICE T2V dRBPBORAEHLEL, d > 0DEEG,5) =~ d?/10 TH S, 4
DEEBIITFEISICHLESOEEZH O LODO, FHOELBRIZIZZE->TWiR W, 28E
EEZRTBEIIBVT, MR COH5 | (LERNERF2HERE~NDY 7 P OBRICEEL
AT EERLT(cf RE3.1). 2O FIL Mumford’s pathology (2XF 3 % Curtin [1] D#EH
D—HALICZ > TVh. —HEEEOEHAE LT HY, OUEERBEOR % 5 FFHMEH RS &
BRI T 5 2 AR (of. Bl 4.1).



2 3-maximal subsets of H f p

9" §1(RIE 1.1) THE Z 7z Hilbert scheme D BEH AR EE W 3RERIRMA LOEFO
BERTHCTEBWICEAT 5. [5] 128V T Mumford 5 2 7284 1X BRI

W :={C € Hfy | CC3S: HHERIRME, C ~4H +2E,
2L HIZ S ORFEYIN, Eid S EOBER )}

Thb. (ZZT- I HE o KB BMARERT 5.) Kleppe 4] I 0 L) EEHLUTO
LR L7, R 3 RME S, P22 — D6 AT blow-up L7b DD |- K|12& 5
BOAATHS. POEROTIERLIE 6 2OHM MR e; (1 <i<6)DEAIES D Picard
BPcSOHBEEYZ2TOT, SORTFED =al - 30 bie; ¥ TEHODHM (a;by,. .., bs) |2
MG EEEZ ETHEBPicS ~Z7 /76N 5. —F PicS 1243 (=2)-FHFIC & 2 BT Weyl B
W (Ee) »ERH 5. ZORAD BT, SOEEOETED 123t L#E %% blow-up 7 : § — P?
PHEL, PicSOEK {l,e;,...,e6} (ZHL

blzzbﬁ, o a>b+by+bs (2)
EWT. SO 7% W(E) BT A EEEEDTT
ID| #0422 D XEELBH <> b >0 (3)

ALY ILD. B> T Bertini DEBERDPS, bLa>b Db > 0% 5 |D|O—fET C IR
MR TH D, KM d LR g L ERER
d —a-2) bib—1
d=se-3p, = tHEE 50D @)

ix=1 i=1

Ekb.

EF 2.1 £ (2),3),(4) RV a > by 2§ 7HEEDHE (a;by,..., b6) 123 L HT ) DEBEHIBALT
53\%’% W(a;b;

Wias,...s) = {C € Hig | C c3S: JE4%% 3 KM, 0s(C) ~ Os(a; by, ..., bg) € PicS}“

.....

TE#HL H,fg 7 3-HBXES (3-mazimal subset) LS. (T I T Oslajby, ... bg) 13 S DAF
D=al- Y0 be CHHETATHBLET. )

3-maximal subset Wiag,. ) 1 HY, DEAIBSBIRE TS 0, ZOWBOLEH 55 — T
FRAIAMEIIEIND OO LTEATH S, 72818, HY ODEHBARIEEW TED
E) M E RO L DILEL: (a;by, ..., bs) 2K L 3-maximal subset & LT W = Wi, be)
LREND. FIZd > 9ORE, E0 L) & H ORMHARIEE L (2),3),4) BlFa>b %
W77 TEROMESEOMIZ I L HISHFET L. L@ (7] 2BV,



Bl 2.2, g =3d — 18 DEF h'(Zc(3)) =1 Z W7z ¥ Hj , @ 3-maximal subsets W 2 RE D/ S
bOPOLMEIZHITA.

d | g | 3-maximal subset
14| 24 Waaaa,442 | Mumford's pathology 62 [5]
15| 27 Wii2:44,44,3,2) Kleppe’'85 [4]

16 130 | Wiauaas3.2) Gruson & Peskine’82 [3]
17133 Wi12:44,3.3,3,2) —

NG [5),[4,Bl BV TEAHS OFFEHRMBT 5 X5 LARENL. LI LEDIE
BAMDOIEH 2 £ T liaison R EEER AV 72 Mumford IR/ ICLH LD TH A,
HE 23, LoBIrS5n(o»BEELTALI. #22125I1F7: 3-maximal subsets W =
Wiabs,pe) BSVTND by > ... > by > 3, b = 2%WLTCwARILER SNV, C%
Wo—fmE L, SIEC2ELIEFRIKXME h (= ~-Ks) * SOBFHUMELTS. 20
BES EORTFOMER|C —3h| 1, b > ...2b>3,bs=2&D
tC—BhI"—-—“I(ﬂ;bl,...,be)"3(3;1,...,1)I
= |(*7 ¥,k —l)i
= |C - 3h — E| +\E/
EEagm ER
DTS (EIPIS R es \IIXTIGT HER).
EXRDBEANPRILT 5.

i 24.d>12,9>3d—18 L LW = Wy, pe) & Hig @ 3-maxmal subset £ 5. C,5,h
I 23 L RIBOESFENETEH. ZOFS EOREER (C - 3h| DEELS F it, Weyl &
W(Eg) \2B ¥ 5 PicS DEEEEDT

6
F= 2(3 —bi)e;
hs
LREND. S5 IZFAR
HY(P?,Zc(3)) =~ HY(S, OF)

DI B. BEIZ RL(P?, To(3)) = f {ilbs = 2} + 3(4 {ilbs = 1}) + 6(fi {ilts = 0}) TH .
AP OFIZRORE®RER5:

RN (P3,I(3)) = 1 <= |C — 3h| DEELFIXER <> b =2 1D b; > 3. (5)



3 ZEROEN EERE, RUETEEDILH

C 2P HOEFEREFHBL TS, C — PP 0 1 LERR/IERS & 12 P x Speck[t]/(t?) @
closed subscheme C, T Speck[t]/(t*) LAat TC. @k =C ZiiG/=TdDE ). C D iR
AINER4 i3 Hom(Te, Oc) T/AF X F 94 ZERBDT, LEC — B O 1 (LERIEHE
Hom(Zy, Og) DA RALTHVS. P LOBOELT

PHFBEENLFEE S : Hom(Zp, Oc) — Ext'(Zo,Ic) ¥ VT
ob: HOIn(Ic, Oc) — Extl(Ic, Oc)

%79 TR ob(p) = 6(p) Up CEHT 5. = OB € Hom(Ze, Oc) B2 HEF (0 F 1 kit]/(£)

LEOER)IC) T FENEBOLETHEEFZ ob(p) =0 TH D, 0b(p) i ¥ 2MWEFRIZT 7

MY B BOBE (obstruction) EIFEING.
ERICEBEEIHEL CEAROB L L2 A ROBELRT.

@z 3.1. S EIHFRIXME, h z SOBTFEYMEL T5. SORFED RO (i) & (i) ®
W7zt 7% 51X |D| O—HKTT CIIFERREFBRTH D, C — P° 0 I ({LER/NEF (k[t)/(*) £
DERG) TEAL 2MER (k[t]/ () LOER) WU T P LBV ONELET 5:

(i) MER|D - 3h| DEAERFHIERE TH 5,
(ii) |D — 4h| # 0.

IEFAD BLRE. D] D—/TC C HIEAFREREMBII LA Z LR RTORBELOTEKRT 5.
HE£5 (6)®0p(3) &£ H %5 M5 cohomology D EFEEF

H%(Op(3)) — H(Oc(3)) — H'(Zc(3)) — 0

¥EZDL. REGQ) L9 RYTB) =1 THE056 H(Oc3)) PTeu TP EOFKIKREHER
TLWLDDHFET S, BHERE Op(-3) =~ Ts — I \CBF Hom(x,Oc) L TROND &
% Hom(Z¢, Oc) - Hom(Zs,Oc) = HY(Oc(3)) 12 & D wiZBE &N 5 Hom(Ze, Oc) PTLE @ &
T4, GBOEHDEIZIIRE REETATH 5.

IR 3.2. ob(p) #0.

FIRODEERA. i @ %2 Mumford’s pathology D& (C ~ 4h + 2FE) (ZMRE L TEEH
T5. Z:=CnEEBTEZIEEE 20 finite subscheme TH5. BOUETs — Ip &
Oc — Oc(22) & W FE SN BB Ext!(Te, Oc) — H(Oc(3)(22)) % n & L, ob ¥ B EE



Hom(Ic, Oc¢) Ext! (Ic, Oc)
ob /r
H'(0c(3)(22))

TEHETA. SITE 0c(3)(22) &
0c(3)(22Z) =~ Os(3h + 2E)| , ~ Os(~h + C)| , =~ Oc(Kc)

I2& D C DIEHE Og(Ke) ICABTH 2 Z LA 575 Cech céhomology HWTERIC
ob(p) ZEHET AL uDANLEE S t = t(u) € H(Oc(22)) PTEEL, ob(p) &7 v 7THEE

H'(0c(22)) x H(0c(3)) = H'(Kc)

WEBHy THRtU wilE LI Edbhb 2Oy TRERIIC LOB OL22) 16T 5
Serre duality pairing TH 5. Th2ZTTEh LD b2 DBk o72705 512 0b(p) &K

e := [0 — Os(Ks) — Os(C + Ks) — Oc(K¢) — 0]

LKy TREob(p)Ue € HYKs) % EZB2DHAZTHE. EB, C~OHBENt TH5 L9
% HY(Os(2E)) O BT t BFEE L, ob(p)Ue 137 v 7THRE(Z

HY(Os(2E)) x H'(0s(3)(=C))) =% H*(Ks)

LEBA Y TR LU (uUe) KLV Eabh s, S0Py TREMRIE S LOB 0(2E) i
# LT D Serre duality pairing Th 5. u DHD F (uid3XFHEXTEV) b uue#0bb
5. 5 T Uy A perfect pairing TH A I L & H (OsQRE) W1 RLTHAZ b, K4l

ob(p)Ue#£0%B5. Bz ob(p) #0, FlZoblp) #0 &R 5. a
feoTapBE3.1 DAL E N, ad

A3l EAVTEER12%RT.
FTEEROIAA. FEHOWITEL L TEHOM (a;by, ..., bg) (28 L 3-maximal subset & LT
W=Wyp, b EESNDE COBEW O—KITCREEDPDL R (Ic(3) =1 22T OT, #
F24128 0 bg=27Dbs >3%85. o THE23TRALIIZCRGEILIOELE (1) %
W2y, SHIEBEG)DHD (d,g) e QERAVTRENS. o THELD, B C > PP D1
fER/NERTCEALRINERIIDY 7 F LWL DAIERET S, 202 ki Hilbert scheme
HECIIBNTHETHLILEERTD. C)RIWO—EOETHEMH §1 O dichotomy
DL (A)DKILT B EHbhrD, O

*CZWDIATO C O—REEE B BEL CIEE 3.3(2) 2 5.




AE 3.3, (1). Fk3.2DFHIZB T Mumford’s pathology M D —#xD35E 13, E & disjoint
7 S DEMEF A~C —4h—2E % 1 DEET 5. & EIEFAM O0p(3)(2Z + A) =~ Oc(Ko)
T Mumford’s pathology D354 & [k, 71 v 7HE &% Serre duality pairing ~ & @& & ¢
3. , A

(2). ER32HPHIULTE (Tbbhy TERPETEY) BIELCO—KEILETHE. £
BCH D] OFHLRILOBDN » TRRIGFII 2D, o T C O INERMEREIL L L2
MEFRETY 7 bTE25. BRI CIXH(O1)(-22) #0 THH T, ZORCLEE
DEbYD2E{p,q} (PEV Z=p+q) CBIFEC OB FAHFE—-FHH ZEETN5.

c

SIS

1: two tangents on a plane

(3). Mumford’s pathology D& D&E 3.1 DERL #)O THEH L7z D Curtin [1] TH 5.
FABBEOFEHE —RILTHZEICE VB EITERTE .

4
FEE & U Hilbert scheme HS, 2 ERBEOHH T VEERHBRD ERHEOZ LD, 5.
il 4.1 (FERRBOIEHFIKS). ) € Zyo £ T 5. 3-maximal subsets

Wins12:043,3,333,2) C H§4d_37, (d=2X+19)
Wins12:3+4,33332) C H,i%d_w (d=2A+18)

12 (HE )eoa PEERATHS. 512 HS IS IH-> THENTH 5.

—#ZI25 2 b 7Rt (d, g) (X L Hilbert scheme Hy , DETOBRMBST FRET 5 DIIEE
7E83, Hip 3 22V THETORHRAITEHENTV 5.



E32 4.2 ([3],[6]). Hilbert scheme Hiy 5o ¢ 5 BDOBEFMA Vi (1 <i <5) HMBREN, V, D
—HRICC; ¥ EUCRERBOMEIEES L THETISERIIESNS:

FEEE | BEARCS im) | —fR T G 2 AU RO HTE
1) V& 5 K BT

an | v v JEHER 3 KHTE

an | vy FEIF 3 3 R

2TV, Vo i3RI, Vs, Vi, Vs WIFEH RO TH 5.

D5 4EI B Gruson-Peskine [3] 12 & 2 TH-x & hrz7s, £ OEAKEHI—HE 2B b
[6] CHEEEHA Sz FEBAIC I liaison & 3REEOFEEA VS, Hij 5 O 5 EDEEFIT D )
L V& Vi —RTTOIEFRIRMEICEETNG LD BROKST TH S, —FIEHTH 597,
OB OBEYNIEFEH TH ), HICRRKRTORT Vs bFEHTH S Z LIZEE SN
v, Bl 4.1 RER 4.2 12 & D Hilbert scheme DIEFHHENBRIIEL OIS,

Hi%,so DB R DOFEN S D B L 12, Hilbert scheme DEEHAK DD D b FO—REITHS
BLAHION-HEIEENE LI RDDOETETHOE, ETORFEHNIADOITE KL
WA ZZICHELLOL D) —onENH L. OF DRORLSEMEEZE LA LETY, M
BLIEIEETHA.

PIEE 4.3. Hilbert scheme HS DEESHS 0 b —RTAFRBIRMEEETNE LI 5D
L THEC L.

(Hp3)rea DBEFI LT IZ 72 5 3-maximal
be) € ETRE

subset W5,

-----

4
FIRE 4.3 H¥RiR

BECFEISEBNTW O—KIT C I T 5 BRIERME ((ﬁ HY(Io(1)) = 0) DIREDL
EChHLEHITOWTIEND. (d,g) € Q DB, & LW D—fTE C AR (To(1)) £ 0 #7257
5Wc Hig {3 3-maximal subset & LT

Wzvv(a;bl)"' 701"' ’O)

RY(Zc(1))

EREEND. DF N =0%7T. 2D LD C it 4K Del Pezzo HIE Sy, C P4 LRI



C'xEpeS\C'HPOHELIMBRTHLI EADDD.

P¢ --» D3 (& p 75 DEHE)

U U

pESy --+ S3=S (Del Pezzo M)
U U
' ~ C.

S ONDE Y PODC DREXEZHIELIZEN, BB CIZEDIRBEIZOE T2 il
BMCNEEBRIERT D, o TW 2RICED (H] )ea DBV IFFIE L, W B
bR, FUICFRLIIIIBWTC AT AREEREDREIVLETH S, RLAOEE
BOBEIIRE M (Z:(3) = 125 HY I (1)) = 02D O TLEE W,

FEL3EA(Tc(3) > 1 DBEICR—MZICKRBRTH 5. ZOHE, W T (HS)rea PEEXIR
HTHENEDHOHER, §1 TR (A) & (B) DHMOMH % dichotomy Tid 22\ THIZEIE
LHBEMETHA.
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