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CLIFFORD’S THEOREM FOR COHERENT SYSTEMS ON SURFACES

L. COSTA, I. MACIAS TARRIO, AND L. ROA-LEGUIZAMON

ABSTRACT. Let X be a smooth irreducible projective surface. The aim of this paper is
to establish a version of Clifford’s theorem for coherent systems on X.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a smooth irreducible projective variety. A coherent system on X is a pair
(€,V) where £ is a coherent sheaf on X, and V C H°(X, £). These objects were introduced
in the 90’s by Le Potier in [I3]. Associated to coherent systems there is a notion of stability
which allows the construction of the moduli spaces. Many interesting results have been
proved regarding these moduli spaces when the underlying variety is a curve (see for
instance [2, 3, 4, [5]), but very little is known if the variety has dimension greater than or
equal to two.

There is a useful relation between moduli spaces of stable coherent systems and the
Brill-Noether loci inside moduli spaces of semistable bundles with fixed rank and Chern
classes. Roughly speaking, a k-Brill-Noether subvariety is a subvariety of the moduli
space of semistable vector bundles whose points correspond to bundles having at least k
independent global sections. The main goal of Brill-Noether theory is the study of these
subvarieties. In fact, Brill-Noether theory focuses in questions concerning non-emptiness,
connectedness, irreducibility, dimension, singularities, topological and geometric struc-
tures, among others, of theses subvarieties. For line bundles on curves (Classical Brill-
Noether theory), many of these questions have been answered when the curve is generic
(see [I]) but, in spite of the increasing interest in recent years, much less is known about
vector bundles of higher rank on curves, surfaces, 3-folds and on varieties of higher di-
mension (see for instance [9, [6, [15], among others).

On the other hand, Clifford’s theorem for semistable bundles E on curves or on surfaces
determines an upper bound for the number of independent sections of F in terms of their
invariants and of the variety. Hence, Clifford’s theorem can be seen as a first step in
order to determine when Brill-Noether loci are nonempty. Since coherent systems have
played an important role in the development of the Brill-Noether theory, it is natural to
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look for some sort of Clifford’s theorem for coherent systems. The first to consider this
point were Lange and Newstead in the context of coherent systems on curves ([11]). In
fact, Clifford’s theorem for coherent systems on curves states that, for any a—semistable
coherent system (F, V') of type (n,d, k) where n = rank(E) , d = deg(F) and k = dim(V)
on a smooth projective curve C' of genus g > 2, we have

I < %+n, if 0<d<2gn, and
~ |d+n(l-g) if d>2gn.
(See [11, Theorem 2.1}).

The aim of this paper is to determine a Clifford’s theorem for coherent systems on a
smooth irreducible surface. More precisely we will prove the following result:

Theorem Let X be a smooth projective surface, denote by Ky its canonical divisor and

let H be an ample divisor on X such that Kx - H < 0. Let (£,V) be an a—semistable
coherent system on X for some o € Q[m]~o. Let a be an integer such that

deg(X)-max{%,l} ) et

4 a
If (EVH
C1 2
< H + KxH
O_rank(E)<a +hxi,
then
Cl(E)H

dim(V) < rank(E) +a -

2

Next we outline the structure of this paper. In Section 2, we recall the basic facts on
coherent systems and we prove technical results about semistable coherent systems that
we will need later. In Section 3, we establish the Clifford’s theorem for coherent systems
on irreducible smooth surfaces and we end the section with some applications. Through
all the paper we will work over an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0 and X is a
smooth irreducible projective surface.

2. COHERENT SYSTEMS

We start the section with a brief summary on coherent systems on surfaces (for further
treatment of the subject see [13,[10]). Then, we will get some results concerning semistable
coherent systems that will be key ingredients to obtain our main result.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a smooth irreducible projective surface.

(1) A coherent system of dimension d on X is a pair (£,V) where £ is a coherent
sheaf of dimension d on X, and V C H°(X,€).

(2) A morphism of coherent systems (E1,V1) — (E2,V2) is a morphism of coherent
sheaves ¢ : & — & such that H°(¢)(V1) C Vs.

(8) A coherent subsystem of (£,V) is a pair (F, W) where 0 # F C & is a proper
subsheaf of € and W C VN HY(X, F).
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(4) A quotient coherent system of (£,V) is a coherent system (G, Z) together with
a morphism ¢ : (£,V) — (G, Z) of coherent systems such that the morphism
¢ : E — G is surjective and H°(¢)(V) = Z.

Remark 2.2. In general, a subsystem (F, W) C (&, V) does not define a quotient system.
However, whenever W = VNH?(X, F) we have a corresponding quotient system (G, Z) :=
(E/F,V/W) which fits in the exact sequence

0— (F, W) — (E,V) — (G, 2) — 0.

In this paper, we restrict our attention to coherent systems (£,)) of dimension 2, that
is, on pairs (£,V) where £ is a torsion-free sheaf. Let us denote by (£, V') the coherent
systems with F a torsion-free sheaf.

Remark 2.3. If (E,V) is a coherent system with E a torsion-free sheaf, then for any
coherent subsystem (F,W) C (E,V), F' is torsion-free.

Definition 2.4. A coherent system of type (n,ci, ca, k) is a coherent system (E, V') where
E is a rank n torsion-free sheaf with Chern classes ¢; € H*(X,Z), for i = 1,2 and
V C HY(X, E) is a subspace of dimension k.

Notation 2.5. For simplicity of notation we will denote the dimension of a vector space
V' by the corresponding lowercase letter v and given a coherent torsion-free sheaf £ we
denote by ng its rank.

Associated to the coherent systems there is a notion of stability which depends on a
parameter o € Q[m]. To introduce it, it is convenient to fix some notation.

Notation 2.6. We denote by Q[m] the space of polynomials on m with coefficients
on Q. Given a couple of polynomials py,ps € Q[m], we write p; < po if and only if
p1(m) — pa(m) < 0 for m > 0 and we say that o € Q[m]~ if a > 0.

Definition 2.7. Let o € Q[m]so and H an ample divisor on X. Given a coherent system
(E,V) of type (n,c1,co, k) on X, we define its reduced Hilbert polynomial by
a . k PH,E(m)
PH,(E,V) (m) = nQ + —
where Py p(m) denotes the Hilbert polynomial of E.

Notice that, since X is a smooth projective surface, the Hilbert polynomial with respect
to H of a rank n torsion-free sheaf F on X with Chern classes ¢; and ¢y can be written
as follows:

n 2 n 2

= Hm? oy el KxH]p g x(E)

2 n n

Pup(m) _ H?*m? + [ﬂ _ KLzH} m+ % do(@Kx) _ C2> + x(Ox)

where Kx denotes the canonical divisor of X and y(F') the Euler Characteristic of a sheaf
F.
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Definition 2.8. Let a« € Q[m| and H an ample divisor on X. We say that (E,V) is
a-stable (resp. a-semistable) if for any proper coherent subsystem 0 # (F,W) C (E,V)
the following inequality holds;

(2.1) p?i(]—',W)(m) < p?{,(E,V)(m)> (resp. <).

It is not hard to check that a € Q[m]~ is a necessary condition for the existence of
a—semistable coherent systems (see [12, Lemma 1.3]). Moreover, note that in order to
check the stability of a coherent system (£, V), it is enough to verify the inequality (2.])
for proper coherent subsystems (F, W) C (E, V) such that W = VNH?(X, F). In addition
we will see that we can characterize the stability in terms of torsion-free quotients. To
this end, we need to introduce some technical results.

Lemma 2.9. Let o € Q[m]so and H be an ample divisor on X. Consider the following
exact sequence of coherent systems

0= (W)= (E,V)—= (G, Z) =0
The following holds:

(1) ]fp?L(RW)(m) < p?{( )(m); then p?i(E,v)(m) < p?{,(c,z)(m)7
(2) [fpoﬁ,(F,W)(m) > P, )(m), then Py s,v) (m) > Pirc.z) (m), and
(5) [fp(;L(EW)(m) P ev) (m), then P, eV (m) = P c,2) (m),

Proof. We will prove (1). The proof of (2) and (3) follows exactly in the same way.
Observe that pfy gy (m) < P gy, (m) if and only if
a(F)H X(F) w _a(E)H X(E) +al

m + +ao— < ——m+ .
ng ng ng ng ng ng

Using the fact that by aditivity on short exact sequences, x(F) = x(F) + x(G), ng =
ng + ng, c1(E) = c1(F) 4 ¢1(G) and v = w + z, this inequality is equivalent to
(@(B)—e(GVH  ME)-X(G) | v-z _a(BH (B v

< m + +a—.
ng — Na neg — Ng neg — Na nE nE nE
Hence,
—ng(ci(Q)Hm + x(G) + az) < —ng(ci(E)Hm + x(E) + av)
which is equivalent to py g v (M) < Py G 7 (M) O

Let us now recall the following well known fact (see for instance [14, Lemma 1.1.17]).

Lemma 2.10. Let H be an ample divisor on X. If F — F’ is a monomorphism of
torsion-free sheaves of the same rank, then c¢i(F)H < ¢,(F')H.

Now we are ready to state the characterization of stability by means of torsion-free
quotients.

Proposition 2.11. Let o € Q[m]so and H be an ample divisor on X. Let (E,V) be a
coherent system on X. Then, the following statements are equivalent:
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(1) (E,V) is a—stable.

(2) Py ey (M) < P pyvy(m) for all coherent subsystem (F,W) C (E,V) with 0 <
rank F' < rank E whose quotient (G, Z) has G torsion-free.

(3) D5 .2y (M) > Py vy (m) for all quotients (G, Z) of (E,V) with G torsion-free
and 0 < rank G < rank E.

Proof. By definition, (1) implies (2). Let us see that (2) implies (1). Let (F,W) be
a coherent subsystem of (E,V) with W = V N H(X,F). We are going to see that
Pl ey (M) < Py (gvy(m). To this end, let (G, Z) := (E/F,V/W) be the corresponding
quotient system. Define

Fg:=ker(E — (G)/T(G))

where T'(.) denotes the torsion of a sheaf. Note that ' — Fg is a monomorphism of
torsion-free sheaves of the same rank np hence, by Lemma 210, we have ¢;(F)H <
c1(Fg)H. Finally, since W = VN H(X, F) C VN H°(X, Fg), define the coherent system
(£, W). It follows from (2) that p§ . y(m) < py gy (m). Let us see that

Py (M) < DY () (M)

If q(F)H < ¢1(Fg)H, then

N w H?m? [ (F)H KxH xX(F)
PH,(F,W)(m) = EO‘ + 9 + { ng 2 ] m+ g
H?m? Fg)H KxH F
<1a+ m+ c1(Fg) _ Ax m—i—X( 2)
ng 2 ne 2 np

= p?{,(FE,W) (m).
Finally, if ¢;(F)H = ¢1(Fg)H, since Fg/F is a torsion sheaf, co(Fg/F) < 0 and from the
exact sequence

(2.2) 0—F—Fg— Fg/F—0
we obtain cy(Fg) = co(F) + co(F/Fg) < co(F) which implies that y(F) < x(Fg) and

hence p?{,(F,W)(m> < p?{,(FE,W) (m).

Let us now see that (2) implies (3). Let (G, Z) be a quotient coherent system of (E, V)
with G torsion-free. Let (F, W) be the corresponding coherent subsystem which fits the
following exact sequence

0= (FW)—= (B, V)= (G,Z) = 0.

By hypothesis p%; oy (m) < p‘i,’(E’V)(m), and thus from Lemma we conclude that
Pl ey (M) < P q.zy(m). The converse follows exactly in the same way. O

Definition 2.12. Let o € Q[m]so. We say that « is a regular value if there ezists
b1, B2 € Qm]so with B1 < a < PBa such that (E,V) is vy-stable for any v € (51, Pa). If
15 not a reqular value we say that it is a critical value.
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Proposition 2.13. Let o € Q[m|s¢ and H be an ample divisor on X. Let (E,V) be
an a-semistable coherent system of type (ng,c1,co,v). Then a is a critical value if and
only if there exists a coherent subsystem (E'.V') C (E,V) with n”—};l =+ = such that

p(IX{,(E’,V’)(m) = PH(E,V) (m).
Proof. Assume that there exists a coherent subsystem (E', V') C (E, V) of type (ng, ¢1, ¢a,v"),
with -t # =, such that py v (M) = Pfy g1y (m). Note that pl (M) = DY (51 (m)

is equivalent to o = U_,l_i (PH’E(m) — PH’E'(m)>. Let us assume that n”—};l — 7=>0, and

n Nt
npr NE B B

consider § > «. Notice that

1 P Py g
B>a=——— ( (M) Pup (m))
— ng ng
npr ng
is equivalent to
Py g P m v
Pap(m) v Paplm) v
ng nE/ ng ng
which implies that (E, V) i = nLE, < 0, we consider
1 P Py g
B<a=——r ( (M) Pup (m))
ngr . on ne ng
E’/ E
which is equivalent to
Py g v P
Pr . (m) Pr p(m) +5_
ng ng

which implies that (E, V) is ﬁ—unstable for B < a. Putting altogether we get by definition
that « is a critical value.

Let us now assume that « is a critical value. Suppose that there is no a subsystem
(£, V') C (E,V) such that pfy i yn(m) = Y (5 (m). Since (E, V) is a-semistable,we
have pfy gy (m) < Y vy (m) for any (E', V') C (E,V). Let us now consider € € Q.9
such that € << 1. Define § = a + ¢. Then pgj(},y,)(m) < p?{(ﬁﬂv) (m) for any (E', V') C
(E, V) which is equivalent to

ﬁ<v’ _1)+PH,Ef(m)_PH,E(m)<€(?/ _L)_

ne ng ne ng ng ng

Since 0 < € << 1, we get

(¥ £ 4 Pzt _ Pastm

ng ng

<0
for any (E', V') C (E,V) and thus (E, V) is S-stable. Analogously, if we take § = a — ¢,
we get that (E,V) is -stable.
Putting altogether, (E, V') is S-stable for any /8 such that
a—e< < a+te,

which contradicts the fact that « is a critical value.
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O

/

Remark 2.14. Notice that in Proposition 2.13 we assume that n”—};l # = If ===

ng ngs ng’

the function p?{’( gy (m)— pfﬂ g.v)(m) is constant for any § € Q[m]-o, which implies that
the notion of stability does not change and thus by definition « is not a critical value.

Notation 2.15. According to [10]; Theorem 4.2, Given (n, ¢1, ¢z, k) there is a finite num-
ber of critical values

OD=ag < g < -+ <
with a; € Q[m]s and it in addition deg(a;) < dim(X).

Definition 2.16. Let o1, a;, i1 € Q[m)sg be consecutive critical values and let (E, V)
be a coherent system. We will say that (E,V) is o —stable if (E, V) is B—stable for 3 €
(i, 1), We will say that (E,V) is o —stable if (E,V) is f—stable for B € (a;—1, ).

Remark 2.17. (1) If a; € Q[m]>o is a critical value and (£, V) is a coherent system such
that (E, V) is aj —stable but a; —unstable, then by Proposition 213 (E, V) is strictly o;-
semistable. Analogously, if (F,V) is a; —stable but a;” —unstable, then (FE, V) is strictly
«;-semistable.

(2) Let H be an ample divisor on X and (E,V) be a coherent system. The following
holds:

(a) If F is Gieseker H—stable and dim H°(X, E) > k, then (F,V) is 0T —stable.
(b) If (E,V) is 0" —stable, then E is Gieseker H —semistable.

Lemma 2.18. Let (E,V) be a coherent system of type (ng,c1,ca,v) and let (E', V') C
(E,V) be a subsystem of type (nps, cy, ¢y, v"). Then pgy g yry(m) = Py g1y (M) is a linear
function of o which is

. . . . !
e monotonically increasing if — — -+ >0
npr ng
. . 3 7
e monotonically decreasing if — — = < 0
n g ng
v

3 /
e constant if ~— — =0
E

In particular, if «; is a critical value and p‘;; = V,)(m) =y (B V)(m), then

v
nE

)

(P, (v (M) = Dy vy (M) (@ — i) > 0, for all o # o
(m))(a — ;) <0, for all ;é a;
- = 0.

ng

(p}x{ E'\V) ( ) p?{,(EV

® P, V’)( m) — P?L},(E,V)(m) =

ng

Proof. Notice that by definition

a._ o o v v\ Pup(m)  Pup(m)
E nEg

is a linear function on «.
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Let us now see whether this function f¢ is monotonically decreasing or increasing.
Observe that

Voo ) L Prp(m)  Pus(m) [ N < Voo ) L Pap(m)  Pas(m)

ng ng ng ng

ng ng
:46—®<£y—%9-

Then, if n”—};l — 7= >0, we get f? > fo for B > a which means that f* monotonically

ng ng

o= (

v

»= < 0 then f* monotonically decreases. Finally, if

. . /
increases. Analogously, if -~ —
TLEI

/

v % — () then f? = f* for any 3 and hence f¢ is constant.

npr ng

Let us now assume that there exists a; a critical value such that p3 g .(m) =
P (v (m)- This is equivalent to

() Pt Pusto)

ng: ng ng ng

Hence, substituting in (2.3]) and multiplying both sides by (« — «;) we get

/

o) e —la—a)? (L
(cv az)(pH,(E’,V’)(m) pH,(EvV)(m)) (@ — ) <nE/ nE)

and the remaining conclusions easily follow from this equality. U

Corollary 2.19. Let a; € Q[m]sq be a critical value and let (E, V') be a coherent system
of type (ng, c1, ca,v) such that (E, V) is strictly o;-semistable. For any coherent subsystem
(E", V') C (E,V) of type (ng, ¢y, ch,v") such that py g yy(m) = Dy vy, the following
statements holds:

(1) If (E,V) is of — (semi)stable, then % < ()L
(2) If (E,V) is oy — (semi)stable, then < (<)==,

i =/ g

Proof. We will consider the case in which (E,V) is a; -stable. The other cases can be
drawn using the same arguments. Let us assume that n”—};/ > % Then, by Lemma 218
we get that py gy (m) — Py (5 (m) = 0, what contradicts the o -(semi)stability of
(E,V). Hence n”—};/ < O

E

Proposition 2.20. Let a; € Q[m|s be a critical value and let (E,V) be a coherent
system. Assume that (E,V) is o; —stable but a; —unstable. Then, (E,V) can be written
in the following exact sequence of coherent systems

0— (B, V) = (B, V) = (Ey,V3) =0
where (E;, Vi) are coherent systems of type (ng,, c1(E;), co(E;),v;) fori=1,2 such that

+ +

(a) (E1, V1), (Eq, Va) are aﬁ—sta?)le, with ].Jojf;’(%jvl)(m) < p?{%’(%jvz)(m),
(b) (Ev, V1), (B2, Va) are a;—semistable, with piy g, vi) (M) = DY (g, v,y (M),
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(¢) ;2= is a mazimum among all proper subsystems (E1,Vi) C (E,V) which satisfy
1

(b),

(d) ng, is a minimum among all subsystems which satisfy (c).

Proof. By Proposition 213 the coherent system (F,V) is strictly «;—semistable. In
particular, there exists a proper subsystem (E7,V;) C (E, V) such that

pojf;,(Ey)(m) = p?{{i,(El,Vl)(m)‘
Consider the non-empty set

Fi={(Ey,Vi) C(E,V) |p?{,(E,V)(m) = P?{,(El,vl)(m)}-
Notice that, for any (Ey, Vi) € Fi, ng, < ng and V; = V N HY(X, E;). In fact, if V}
is strictly contained in W := V N H°(X, E,), we can consider the subsystem (E, W) C
(£, V) which satisfies pi; g, (M) > Py (v, (m), but this contradicts the a;-semistability
of (E,V). Hence, Vi =V N H*(X, Ey).
Since (E,V) is o —stable, by Corollary 219, for any (Fy, V;) € F; we have anll <
Thus, since the values for anll are limited by the constraints 0 < ng, < ngand 0 < vy < v,

we can define
U1

)\Ozmax{ |(E1>V1)€]‘—1}

n E1
and set

v
.7-"2:{(E1,V1)€.7-"1| . :Ao}-

ng,

Let (E1, V) be a coherent subsystem in F,. Since V; = VN H(X, E}), we can consider
the exact sequence
(2.4) 0= (Ei, Vi) — (B, V) = (Es,Va) = 0
for some coherent system (FEs, V) with Ey torsion-free (see Proposition 2Z1T]). Moreover,
since pir g1y (M) = Py (g, 1,y (m) from ([2.4) we have
(2.5) POff,(E,V) (m) = p}l-f,(El,vl)(m) = poz}i,(Eg,vg)(m>-
Therefore since (E,V) is a;-semistable, (E7, V) and (Es, V3) are both a;-semistable.

Let us now prove that (Fy, V3) is a; -stable. Suppose it is not. In this case, by Propo-
sition 13| (Es, V2) must be strictly c;-semistable and in particular there exists a proper
subsystem (Ej, Vy) C (Ea, V) of type (ng, c1(Ey), c2(Ey), v5) such that

(2.6) po;;,(Eé,Vz’)(m) = p%(EQ,VQ)(m)-
Moreover, by Corollary 219 nv—é >
El NEy
Therefore, there exists (Ej, Vy) C (Es, Va) such that
(677 (673 /Ué /U2
(2.7) pH,(Eé’sz)(m) - pH,(Ez,Vz)(m) and =

nEé nE2
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Consider now the subsystem (£, V') C (E,V) defined by the pull-back diagram
(2.8) 0— (B, Vi) = (E",\V') = (E},V3) — 0.
From (2.5) and (277) we have
p?ﬁ(Eé,vz()(m) = p%(EQ,VQ)(m) = pojf;,(Eth)(m)’
Therefore, using (28] we obtain
p?{i,(E’,V’) (m) = p?{i,(El,Vl) (m).

Finally, since py 5 ) (m) = Py (i, 11y (m), we get that piy g 1 (M) = Pl 1y (M)
Hence (E', V') € F; and since (F1, V) € Fs, by definition of F; and the exact sequence
28) we get
it Vv
nNg, + nEé ng ng,

which is equivalent to —2 < - On the other hand, we have seen that 2 < %2
Nt ng; nEq NEy

Putting altogether we get2

ne,  Npy Nk,
which contradicts (2.7). Therefore, (Es, V3) is o -stable.
Let us now consider (F1, V1) € F, with minimum rank in F,. Let us prove that (Eq, V})

is o -stable. If not, by the same argument than before, there exists a proper subsystem
(E7,V{) C (E1, V1) such that

/
v v
a a; 1 1
pH,(ELVl/)(m) pHv(Elyvl)(m) a d nEi - nEl

/
V1

Since v; < v and > -, we get that np; < np,, which contradicts the minimality of
1

nEi - n
ng,. Therefore, (Ey, V) is o -stable.

Finally, notice that since (F,V) is «; -stable, by (Z4) we must have

ot + +

p};7(E17V1)(m) < pHi,(Ey) (m) < pf;7(E27V2)(m)‘

3. CLIFFORD’S THEOREM FOR COHERENT SYSTEMS

In this section, pushing forward the ideas contained in [I1] for the cases of curves, we
establish the Clifford’s Theorem for coherent systems on surfaces. One of the ingredients
that we use is the following reformulation of a generalization of Clifford’s Theorem for
vector bundles on surfaces [7, Theorem 4.1].
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Theorem 3.1. Let X be a smooth algebraic surface, H an ample divisor on X such that
Kx-H <0 and let E be a rankn > 1 semistable vector bundle on X. Let a be an integer
such that

deg(X) - max{n24_ 1, 1} < (5) —a- 1.
If
0< B e geom
then "

h(E) <n+ acl(g)H

Proof. Tt is enough to observe that the proof of [7, Theorem 4.1] also includes the case
n=1. U

Corollary 3.2. Let X be a smooth algebraic surface, H an ample divisor on X such that
Kx-H <0 and let E be a rank n > 1 semistable torsion-free sheaf on X. Let a be an
integer such that

deg(X) - max{n2 _ 1, 1} < (5) —a-1
If !
0< B e ke
then "
RY(E) < n+ a@.

Proof. For any coherent sheaf E on X there is a natural homomorphism p : B — (E*)*
of E into its double dual (E£*)*. This morphism is injective if and only if F is torsion-free.
Moreover, since X is a surface, (E*)* is locally free. Therefore,

ac (E)H

5

where the last inequality follows from Theorem [B.1] U

RO(E) < hP(E*)* < n+

Now we are ready to prove the main result of this section

Theorem 3.3. Let X be a smooth projective surface and H an ample divisor on X such
that Kx - H < 0. Let (E,V) be a coherent system on X of type (ng,c1,co,v) with v >0
which is a—semistable for some o € Q[m]sq. Let a be an integer such that

2 —1 ot —a—1
deg(X) ~max{nET, 1} < L
If
0<% < aH? £ Ky H,
ng
then
ClH
v<ng+a —.
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Proof. The proof is by induction on n = ng. For the case n = 1, let (L ® Iz,V) be a
coherent system of type (1, L, | Z|,v) which is a—semistable for some a € Q[m]~¢. Let us

take a an integer such that
a+2
—a—1
Since L ® Iz is a rank 1 torsion-free-sheaf, we have that (L ® Iz, V) is H-semistable.
Therefore, from Corollary 3.2} it follows that if 0 < ¢;(F)H < aH? + KxH we get

vghO(L(X)IZ)Sl—i-a%.

Assume n > 2 and the theorem is proved for coherent systems of rank less than n.

Let (E,V) be a coherent system of type (n,c;, ce,v) which is a—semistable for some
a € Q[m]so. Let a be an integer such that

n?—1 T —a—1

deg(X) - max{ 1} < @

and assume that 0 < W <aH?+ KxH.

First, we consider the case in which (E,V’) is 0"-stable. This implies that F is H-
semistable (see Remark [2.17)) and hence by Corollary we have
C1 (E)H

5

Let us now assume that (E, V) is not 0*-stable. Then, by Proposition 213 (F,V) is
strictly a-semistable for some o > 0. Moreover, by Proposition 220, (F,V) sits on the

v<h(E)<n-+a

exact sequence

0— (Ey,Vh) = (E,V) = (Es, V2) =0,
where (E1, V) and (Es, V,) are a—semistable coherent systems of type (ng,, c1(E;), ca( E;), v;)
with p?{,(EiM)(m) = P (5. (m), for i =1, 2.

Claim 1: nU_l < Y2 gand ca(By)H - c1(E2)-H.

E; T TNE, nEq NEy

Proof of Claim 1: Since p§ p, 1,)(m) = Y (1, (m), by Corollary we get

U1 v
< —.
nNg, n

(3.1)

Since v + vy = v and ng, + ng, = n, this implies

v v
(3.2) - <
ng, nEg,
Since
(%] V2 o _ O
ng, = nE, and pH,(ELVl)(m) - pHv(E%VZ)(m)’
we have

P g, (m) S P, (m)

nEl nE2
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which implies
Cl(El)H S Cl(EQ)H

nEl nE2

ci1(E2)-H .

Claim 2: vy, <7y + a—=

Proof of Claim 2:
By () and the fact that v = vy + vq, we get

(3.3) 2 5

ng, N

Since py (g, vy) (M) = Py (1) (m), the bound (B.3) implies that

Pup(m) _ Pup,(m)

T T2
and hence

Cl(E)H > C1 (EQ)H

r T2
Moreover, since (Es, V3) is a-semistable, we have that ¢;(E2)H > 0.

Putting altogether,
Cl(E2>H < Cl(E)H

0< RSy <aH?+ KxH,
where
deg(X) -max{n2E24_ 1, 1} < deg(X) - max{n24_ 1, 1} < () —a- 1.
Thus we are under assumption of induction hypothesis and hence
vy < npg, + a@.
By (3.1, this implies that v; < ng, + acl(E21)H.
Putting altogether,
v=v+vy<ng +ng +a- (Cl(El) +201(E2))H =n-+a- Cl(g)H.

13

O

Corollary 3.4. Let X be a smooth projective surface and H an ample divisor on X such

that Kx - H < 0. Let (E,V) be a coherent system on X of type (ng,c1,ca,v) with v > 0
n2,—1)H? .

which is a—semistable for some o € Q[m|s¢. Set a = [%1 ora=2H?ifnp=1,2,

If
H
0< 9 CGH? 4 Ky H,
ng
then
ClH
v<ng+a-—.

2
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Proof. 1t follows from Theorem [3.3] since a is the integer satisfying

2 1 a+2\ _ 1
deg(X) .max{nET’ 1} < (2)—a.
a

O

Remark 3.5. The bound in Corollary 3.4 is not necessarily sharp, at least for 0%-
semistable coherent systems as it we can shown be means of the next example.

Example 3.6. Let X be a ruled surface over a nonsingular curve C' of genus g > 0 and
with invariant e > 0. Denote by Cy and f the generators of the Picard group of X such
that any divisor D is numerically equivalent to aCy + bf for some a,b € Z, where Cjy
represents a section of X — C' and f a class of a fiber. Take H = Cy + ff with § >> 0
an ample divisor on X and ¢ >> 0 an integer. In [§], the authors proved that for all
rank 2 H-stable vector bundles £ on X with ¢;(F) = f and c3(E) = ¢o,

h(E) < 2.

Moreover, if E is H-stable then the pair (E,V), with V' C H°(E) of dimension 1, is
0T -semistable and satisfies

RY(E) < 2
which is clearly a better bound than in Corollary 3.4l
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