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Here we study extensions 0 —» S — V' — Q — 0 of vector bundles
over a projective variety X with trivial middle ' (hence V — Q
induces a map 4 from X to a Grassmannian G). For fixed X and
Q and moving V' — Q we study the induced local deformations of
S . This gives morphisms # with suitable 2*(TG).

Let X be a complete variety and Q a vector bundle on X ; set
r ;= rank(Q). Assume that Q is spanned (i.e. generated by its global
sections). Hence there is a trivial vector bundle ¥ on X and a sur-
jection g:V — Q; set m :=rank(V) and S := Ker(qg). Thus we have
the following exact sequence on X .

(1) 0-S—-V-0-—0.

The map g induces a morphism A2 from X to the Grassmannian
G := G(r, m). By the description of the tangent bundle 7G on G
we have #*(TG) = S* ® Q. Since the bundle 4*(T'G) reflects very
much the geometry of # and X, it was an intensive object of study,
in particular in the case r = 1, i.e. G = P™~!, Several questions are
natural and their answer is known for certain X, m, r (e.g. X =P!,
r = 1, see [GIS] and [R]). Fix X, m, and r; what are the possible
h*(TG)? Fix also & and A*(TG); what is the relation between the
deformations of A*(T'G) as abstract bundle on X and its deforma-
tions coming from deformations of 4 ? For instance, if X is a curve,
the set of nearby bundles can be stratified according to the numerical
invariants of an Harder-Narasimhan filtration of the bundles (“Shatz
stratification” in the sense of [B2]; see also [He]) (if X = P! this is
exactly the stratification according to isomorphism classes). Here we
study a refined problem: fix X, m, r, and Q, and study the possible
S obtained from different surjections ¢: ¥V — Q. The method is very
simple: study the differential of the corresponding map of functors;
under very strong cohomological conditions we will get a surjectivity
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of the differential map. To state our result we need to introduce a few
notations.

Let K be an algebraically closed field; everything will be defined
over K. Fix the complete variety X, integers m, r, as above; when
we will speak about Q and S we will assume that they are related by
(1) (for some surjection g: V' — Q). Set O := Ox . Let V(S) be a for-
mal miniversal deformation space for S; if K is the complex number
field C, V(S) will often mean a small representative of the germ at
[S] of V(S) as complex space; we will work very often in cases (e.g.
X acurve) in which V(S) is smooth. We will consider only cases in
which V(S) is algebraizable (and consider a fixed representative of a
germ of an algebraic scheme) or we will work over the complex num-
ber field with a representative of a germ of complex analytic space. As
in the following, we will be rather vague about the general abstract set-
up, just to allow as much flexibility as possible for the future; indeed
we stress that the main reason of this note is the hope that somebody
else will push much further the material considered here. We will use
double quotation marks to denote some of these vague places. Let
HO(V*® Q) be the open subset of HO(Hom(V , Q)) formed by the
surjections. On HO(V* ® Q) there is a universal family: its total
space is {(x, q) € V x HO(V* ® Q):q(x) = 0}; we will often call
A(*, Q) this universal family (the integer m being fixed); of course,
as schemes A(x, Q) := HOY(V*®Q)' . Hence each time we have a prop-
erty P which may hold for a rank-(m — r) vector bundle on X we
have a subset of H%(V*®Q)’ formed by the bundles with property P .
Dually one can fix S and V' and consider the rank-r quotient bundles
of inclusions of constant rank S — V' (i.e. consider the same concept
for the dual of (1)); one have the right universal family A(S, %), and
so on (and call A(x, Q) left universal family). Fix (S, i) € A(x, Q)
(where i in the induced inclusion S — V'; in the following pages we
will say only: fix S € A(x, Q) or fix [S] € A(x, Q)). “There is a
morphism pgs ; from the germ (or completion) of A(x, Q) at (S, i)
to V(S)”; we will often write pg instead of pg ;. A property P
for rank-(m —r) bundles means essentially to have a natural partition
(i.e. stable for pull-backs) on every family of rank-(m —r) bundles on
X . Fix a bundle S and a family of bundles on X parametrized by
a scheme T with 0 € T corresponding to S ; we will say that T is
good with respect to a natural partition if the differential at o of “a
induced map T — V' (S)” is surjective. These concepts are essentially
contained in [BH1], [H1] and [H2] (which of course were (and are!)
a source of inspiration).
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THEOREM 0.1. Assume H'(0) = h?(Q*® S) = 0. Then the mor-
phism pg: A(x, Q) — V(S) is smooth at [S]; hence A(x, Q) is good
at [S] with respect to every natural partition.

In the applications V' (S) will be (formally) smooth; hence 0.1
means exactly that for every property P the stratification of A(x, Q)
near S and of V(S) will be “the same” up to a product with a com-
pletion at a point of a smooth variety with the expected dimension (or
if you prefer an analytic disk of the expected dimension); in particu-
lar all the small deformations of [S] as abstract vector bundle appear
in A(*, Q) with the right codimension, right incidence of closures of
(families of) strata. We stress that 0.1 (in the case X = P!) will be a
very good tool to obtain the existence. It seems to be powerful to ob-
tain connectedness or irreducibility theorems for the strata of natural
stratifications on A(*, Q); for a very interesting case (without fixing
0, of course), see [He).

The first section is devoted to the (very easy) proof of 0.1. Then
in §2 we consider the case X = P! (existence part (see 2.2), smooth-
ness of the strata of the stratification of A(x, @) under isomorphism
classes, closure of such strata,...).

In §3 we consider several cases in which it seems possible to relate
the geometry of the morphism X — G(r, n) to the choice of the
surjection ¢q:V — Q.

In the last very short section we discuss an example for higher di-
mensional X. This example raises an interesting question (see the
last two lines of §4).

1. This section is devoted to the proof of 0.1.

The following notations will be used in all the sections. Set n :=
dim(X). Fix a surjection g: ¥V — Q; hence g gives an exact sequence
like (1). We will denote by 4, or hy (if there is no danger of misun-
derstanding) the map X — G(r, m) induced by ¢ ; if V = 09 H(Q)
and ¢ is the natural map, set hg = hy.

We need the following lemma whose cohomological proof is con-
tained in its statement.

LEMMA 1.1. (a) Assume h'(0) = 0. Then we have the surjectivity of
the coboundary map 6: HY(V*®Q) — H(S®V™*) of the exact sequence
obtained tensoring (1) by V* (in general dim(Coker(d)) < m2h'(0)).

(b) Assume h*(Q* ® S*) = 0. Then we have the surjectivity of the
map H (S®V*) — H(S®S*) induced by the exact sequence obtained
tensoring with S the dual of (1).
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Proofof 0.1. We need to interpret them y: HO(V*®Q) — H!(S®S*)
obtained composing the maps appearing in parts (a) and (b) of 1.1.
The domain of y is the tangent space to HO(V*® Q)’ at the point g .
The target of y is the tangent space to the formal deformation space
of S. Note that any family of deformations of ¢ in HO(V* ® Q)
gives (as kernel) a family of deformations of §'; this correspondence
is functorial; furthermore, it exists also for formal deformations. This
gives a natural transformation 7 of the corresponding functors. Eval-
uating 7 on Spec(K[e]) we get its differential dtv. We see (perhaps
up to sign) that dz at the point corresponding to g is y (after an
identification of H'(S ® S*) and Ext!(S, S)). Thus we get 0.1. O

2. In this section we assume X = P!. For simplicity we work over
the complex number field. Let E be a vector bundle on X with
rank(E) = m — r, with E* spanned. E is the direct sum of line
bundles of degree a;, 1 < j < m—r, with a; > g, if i > k and
a; < 0. We fix the degree x of the bundles considered. The diagram
A associated to E is the ordered (m —r)-ple (a;, ..., am-,) of these
m—r integers. On the finite set of diagrams (with respect to m—r and
x) we consider the following partial order: if A’ is associated to the
bundle E’ and A to E, set A’ < A if and only if A%(E’(¢)) > hO(E(1))
for every integer ¢. By 0.1 we obtain that for every spanned Q the
stratification of A(x, Q) into isomorphism classes (i.e. diagrams) has,
near any of its points [S], all the good “natural” properties we can
imagine; in particular it looks like a miniversal one. Let B(A) be the
subset of A(x, Q) parametrizing bundles with diagram A. By 0.1 and
the description of a miniversal family due to Brieskorn ([B1]) we get
that every B(A) is smooth and pure dimensional (if A corresponds
to a bundle S, its codimension is 4!(S ® S*)). For the same reasons
for every A the closure B'(A) of the stratum B(A) is the union of all
B(A') with A’ <A. Fix A and S € B'(A); let A(A, S) be the closure
in V(S) of the points corresponding to bundles with diagram A; we
stress that the homological properties (dimension minus depth,...) of
Og'(a),(s] and Oy, 5),(s7 (say for the reduced structure) are the same,
i.e. the ones of Og () 5 are “universal” and “as good as possible”
(compare with the proofs in [GIS]).

For the existence part given in 2.2 we need the following well-known
lemma.

LEMMA 2.1. Assume X = P'. Fix integers s >r >0, a;, 1 <
i<s, b, 1<j<r,witha > 2>a;, bp >---> b, and
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let E:=0(a)® - &0(a), F:=00b)® - -®O0(b,). Thereis a
surjection from E onto F if a; < b; forall j with 1 < j<r. If
ay = as, this condition is necessary, too.

Proof. The last assertion is obvious by a lemma of Serre (see [At],
Th. 2). For the first assertion we may assume s = r + 1. Fix points
{P;} on X. Foreveryinteger 1 <t<r,set E;:=0(aq)®---®0(a;),
F, = 0(b)) @ --- ® O(b;). Start with a section of O(b; — a;) with
(by — a;)P; as divisor of poles and fix ¢ < r; assume constructed an
inclusion j (of sheaves) of E; into F; with generic rank ¢, rank
at least ¢t — 1 at each point of X, and with rank ¢ — 1 at most at
Py, ..., P. fixasection f of O(b;y —a,y ) with (b — ariq) Py
as divisor of poles; take a morphism u: O(b,,{) — F; whose image at
each point P; on which j drops rank has image not contained in the
image of j. The map E,,; — F;,; constructed with j, f, and u,
has the same properties (for the integer 7+ 1) as . Call i the map
E, — F obtained. We conclude taking a map O(a,,;) — F with the
same property as the map u above. ]

ProPOSITION 2.2. Fix X = P!, m,r, and Q. A rank-(m —r)
bundle S on X fitsin (1) if and only if deg(det(S)) = —deg(det(Q))
and every direct summand of S has degree at most 0.

Proof. Fix a trivial vector bundle W with rank(W)=r+1 and a
surjection w: W — Q; set L := Ker(w). Hence L = O(—deg(Q)).
Set V .= WoW’ with W’ trivial and let w”: V' — Q be the surjection
which agrees with w on the first factor and vanishes on the second
factor. Thus w’ induces (1) with S = L& W’. By 0.1 it is sufficient to
check that L ® W’ deform as abstract bundle to any other subbundle
S’ of a trivial bundle with ¢;(S") = ¢,(S) and rank(S’) = m—r. This
is well-known (hint: use a sequence of “elementary moves” in which
O(a)® O(b) with a > b+ 2 deformsto O(a—1)®O(b+1)). o

3. As in the classical case (r = 1), one can introduce the follow-
ing notions about the extension (1) (or equivalently about the mor-
phisms Ay and Ap- induced by (1) and by its dual). The extension
(1) is called right linearly normal (resp. right non-degenerate) if the
induced map ¥V — HY(Q) is an isomorphism (resp. is injective); the
right non-degeneracy means that H%(S) = 0, i.e. that S has no triv-
1al factor. The extension (1) is called left linearly normal (resp. left
non-degenerate) if the dual of (1) is right linearly normal (resp. non-
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degenerate); thus left non-degeneracy is equivalent to the fact that Q
has no trivial factor.

(3.1) Fix a spanned vector bundle £ on a complete variety X ; set
n := dim(X) and r := rank(E). We assume that H°(E) gives an
embedding of X ; we want to find W C HY(E) with dim(W) as low
as possible, W spanning E (this is again [At], Th. 2) and such that
the induced morphism /Ay is an embedding. As in the classical case
(r = 1) in general one cannot do better than a dimensional count.
First we will consider the injectivity part of Ay and then (assuming
for simplicity X smooth) the differential of Ay . We need to define
several invariants of (X, E) (with E spanned); set V := HO(E). For
every P € X, by assumption the Kernel V' (P) of the map V' — E|(p,
has codimension r in V;if {x,y} C X, with x #y,set V(x,y):=
Ker(V — E|(x ,3) and d(x, y) :=dim(V(x, y)); if ve€ T X (Zariski
tangent space), set V' (v) := Ker(V — E|y) and d(v) := dim(V(v)); for
0 <i<2n,set r;:= min{t: there is an i-dimensional family of pairs
(x,y) € X x X\A with d(x,y)=r;}; set k; = min{z: there is an i-
dimensional family of pairs (x, v) with x € X, ve T, X and d(v) =
ri}; kj = min{¢: there is an i-dimensional family of pairs (x, v) with
X € Xreg, vE TyX and d(v) = r;}; set k(E) := max{i + k;} and
K'(E) :=max{i+ k], 1 <i < 2n}. By semicontinuity we have r; > r;
if i < j; the assumption “ 4z an embedding” is equivalent to ry > 0
(by the definition of hg).

PROPOSITION 3.2. (a) (injectivity part) Fix a general W C HO(E)
with dim(W) > max(i+r;, 0 <i <2n}. Then hy is injective.

(b) Fix a general W C HY(E) with dim(W) > k(E) (resp. k'(E)).
Then hy is an embedding (resp. hy embeds Xieg).

Proof. (a) counts the set of triples (W, x,y) for which
dim(WnV(x,y)) <r. For part (b) the proof is again a dimensional
count; we stress that one needs all v in the Zariski tangent space, not
only in the tangent cone of X at x.

(3.3) Of course, Lemma 2.1 gives a sufficient condition for the exis-
tence of morphisms from P! into a partial flag variety with given quo-
tient bundles; but it is an easy exercise to do better. Proposition 3.2
gives a way to pass from “morphisms” to “embeddings” or “injective
morphisms”. A similar dimensional count (easier since now n = 1)
allows one to pass from “morphisms” to “birational morphisms with
image with given (very small) number of nodes and cusps”.
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(3.4) Fix a singular curve C and let f: D — C be its normalization.
Fix a vector bundle E on C;set r:=rank(E), N :=h(E). Suppose
you know f*(E); what other data are necessary to reconstruct E ?
This is classical for line bundles and certain well-known in general.
This problem is easier in the case of singularities with a modulo in
the sense of Rosenlicht (see [Se]), i.e. singularities obtained from a
smooth curve glueing a positive divisor; we will consider as examples
only the case of ordinary nodes and ordinary cusps.

Assume P is an ordinary node of C and let {P', P"} := f~1(P);
let M’ and M” be the fibers of f*(E) over P’ and P”. The existence
of E induces an identification of M’ with M" ; vice versa, if you have
an isomorphism of M’ and M” you can descend f*(E) to a bundle
on C; hence, given f*(E), all possible bundles E ’s are parameterized
by GL(r, K) (of course if Sing(C) = {P}, but since Sing(C) is finite
and the descent problem local, it is sufficient to consider one singular
point at each step).

Now assume that P is an ordinary cusp of C; let 4 € D with
f(4) = P. Let M (resp. M’) be the fiber of f*(E) over A (resp.
over the length two scheme corresponding to the positive divisor 24).
By restriction of M’ to A, we have a surjection s:M' — M ; the
existence of E is equivalent to a choice of a splitting of s; thus,
after a choice of bases, the possible bundles E ’s are parameterized by
M(r x r; K), the matrix B corresponding to a surjection with matrix
(Id,, B)'.

Of course, we are interested in the case E spanned, hence giving a
morphism to an appropriate Grassmannian. We are even more inter-
ested in the opposite problem: given C and, perhaps, f*(E), find the
possible spanned E and the corresponding restricted tangent bundles
(restricted to C, not only their pull-backs to D).

(3.5) As in the classical case there are the standard enumerative for-
mulas (genus formula, double point formula ([Fu], 9.3 and 9.3.1),...)
when the conditions of 2.2 are not satisfied. Forinstanceif n=r =2,
m =4 and X is smooth one can get the double point formula; just to
obtain the same formula up to a non-zero constant (i.e. just to get the
numerical obstruction to the fact that 4, is an embedding) one can
simply use exactly the calculations in [Ha], p. 434, (which is the case
of smooth surfaces in P* instead of the case of smooth surfaces in
the smooth quadric G(2, 4) Cc P°). Furthermore, as in 3.2, one can
find (just counting dimensions) sufficient condition for the absence,
for general W, of higher order degeneracy loci (e.g. triple points).
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4. If dim(X) = 2 the hypotheses of 0.1 are almost never satisfied.
If dim(X) > 2 the hypotheses of 0.1 are satisfied (for sufficiently
positive Q) essentially only if S is infinitesimally rigid, i.e. H!(S$*®
S) = 0. However in this case (as we will see in an example) the
elementary approach of this paper is very useful to construct examples
of maps to Grassmannians with certain restricted tangent bundle; for
instance in the example 4.1 with X = P3, S will be stable and S*®Q
will be a direct sum of two copies of a stable vector bundle.

EXAMPLE 4.1. Set X =P3, m =5, r =2; fix an integer ¢ > 0 and
take Q = 0(6¢)®2. Fix any surjection j: ¥V — Q, and set S := Ker(j) .
We want to check when S is stable. Since rank(S) = 3 (this is
important!) S is stable if and only if 40(S(4t)) = h0(S*(—4¢)) = 0.
By the dual of (1) we see that A%(S*(—1)) = 0 (so from this side S
has a high order of stability for every surjection j). The vanishing of
HO(5(4t)) is not true for every j. We will check that it is true for
general j, i.e. that for general j the induced map j,: H%(0(41))®5 —
H(0(10¢)) is injective. By semicontinuity it is sufficient to check this
for just one map j (even not surjective). Fix f; € HO(0(61)), 1 <i<
5, with dim({fi = f, = =0}) =0 and dim({f; = fs =0}) = 1.
Map V into the first factor of Q using (f;, f2, f3, 0, 0) and on the
second factor using (0,0, 0, f3, f5). Fix (g1,..., &) € Ker(J.).
The regularity of the sequence {f,, f>, f3} gives g1 =g =g3 =0.
Similarly we get g4 =g5=0. O

There are obvious variations of 4.1 (m =6, r =3, or X a com-
plete intersection, or...). We want to stress only that the vanishing
of HO(S(4t)) was equivalent to a very weak form of a maximal rank
problem which seems to be interesting.

REFERENCES

[At] M. Atiyah, Vector bundles over an elliptic curve, Proc. London Math. Soc., 7
(1957), 414-452.

[B1] E. Brieskorn, Uber holomorphe P,-bundles uber P, , Math. Ann., 157 (1967),
343-357.

[B2] A. Bruguieres, Filtration de Harder-Narasimhan et stratification de Shatz, in:
Module des fibés stables sur les courbes algébriques, pp. 81-114, Progress in
Math. 54, Birkhduser, 1985.

[BH] J. Brun and A. Hirschowitz, Variété des droites sauteuses du fibré instanton
général, Compos. Math., 53 (1984), 325-336.

[Ful W. Fulton, Intersection Theory, Ergeb. der Math. 2, Springer-Verlag, 1984.

[GIS] F. Ghione, A. Iarrobino and G. Sacchiero, Restricted tangent bundles of ratio-
nal curves in P’ , Ann. Scient. Ec. Norm. Sup., (to appear).



RESTRICTED TANGENT BUNDLE 209

[H1] A. Hirschowitz, Rank techniques and jump stratifications, in: Vector bundles
on algebraic varieties, pp. 159-205, Tata Institute of Fundamental Research,
Bombay, 1984.

[H2] _——, Sections planes et multisecantes pour les courbes gauches generigue prin-
cipales, in: Space curves, Proceedings Rocca di Papa 1985, pp. 124-155,
Springer Lect. Notes in Math. 1266, Springer-Verlag, 1987.

[Ha] R. Hartshorne, Algebraic Geometry, Graduate text in Math. 52, Springer-
Verlag, 1977.

[He] R. Hernandez, Orn the Harder-Narasimhan stratification over Quot schemes, J.
Reine Angew. Math., 371 (1986), 115-124.

[R] L. Ramella, La stratification du schéma de Hilbert des courbes rationnelles de
P" par le fibré tangent restreint, C.R. Acad. Sci. Paris, 311 (1990), 181-184.

[Se] . P. Serre, Groupes Algébriques et Corps de Classes, Hermann, Paris, 1959.

Received September 25, 1990.

UNIVERSITY OF TRENTO
38050 Povo (TN), ITaLy






PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS

EDITORS
V. S. VARADARAJAN NicHoLAS ERCOLANI C. C. MOORE
(Managing Editor) University of Arizona University of California
University of California Tucson, AZ 85721 Berkeley, CA 94720
Los Angeles, CA 90024-1555-05
R. FINN MARTIN SCHARLEMANN
HERBERT CLEMENS Stanford University University of California
University of Utah Stanford, CA 94305 Santa Barbara, CA 93106
Salt Lake City, UT 84112 VAuGHAN F. R. JoNEs HAROLD STARK
F. MicHAEL CHRIST University of California University of California, San Diego
University of California Berkeley, CA 94720 La Jolla, CA 92093
Los Angeles, CA 90024-1555
STEVEN KERCKHOFF
THOMAS ENRIGHT Stanford University

University of California, San Diego Stanford, CA 94305
La Jolla, CA 92093

ASSOCIATE EDITORS

R. ARENS E. F. BECKENBACH B. H. NEUMANN F. WoLF K. YosHIDA
(1906-1982) (1904-1989)
SUPPORTING INSTITUTIONS
UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA UNIVERSITY OF OREGON
UNIVERSITY OF BRITISH COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY STANFORD UNIVERSITY
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII
MONTANA STATE UNIVERSITY UNIVERSITY OF TOKYO
UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA, RENO UNIVERSITY OF UTAH
NEW MEXICO STATE UNIVERSITY WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY
OREGON STATE UNIVERSITY UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON

The Supporting Institutions listed above contribute to the cost of publication of this Journal, but they are
not owners or publishers and have no responsibility for its content or policies.

Mathematical papers intended for publication in the Pacific Journal of Mathematics should be in typed
form or offset-reproduced (not dittoed), double spaced with large margins. Please do not use built up fractions
in the text of the manuscript. However, you may use them in the displayed equations. Underline Greek letters
in red, German in green, and script in blue. The first paragraph must be capable of being used separately as
a synopsis of the entire paper. In particular it should contain no bibliographic references. Please propose a
heading for the odd numbered pages of less than 35 characters. Manuscripts, in triplicate, may be sent to any
one of the editors. Please classify according to the 1991 Mathematics Subject Classification scheme which
can be found in the December index volumes of Mathematical Reviews. Supply name and address of author
to whom proofs should be sent. All other communications should be addressed to the managing editor, or
Elaine Barth, University of California, Los Angeles, California 90024-1555-05.

There are page-charges associated with articles appearing in the Pacific Journal of Mathematics. These
charges are expected to be paid by the author’s University, Government Agency or Company. If the author or
authors do not have access to such Institutional support these charges are waived. Single authors will receive
50 free reprints; joint authors will receive a total of 100 free reprints. Additional copies may be obtained at
cost in multiples of 50.

The Pacific Journal of Mathematics (ISSN 0030-8730) is published monthly except for July and August.
Regular subscription rate: $190.00 a year (10 issues). Special rate: $95.00 a year to individual members of
supporting institutions.

Subscriptions, orders for numbers issued in the last three calendar years, and changes of address should be
sent to Pacific Journal of Mathematics, P.O. Box 969, Carmel Valley, CA 93924, U.S.A. Old back numbers
obtainable from Kraus Periodicals Co., Route 100, Millwood, NY 10546.

The Pacific Journal of Mathematics at P.O. Box 969, Carmel Valley, CA 93924 (ISSN 0030-8730) is
published monthly except for July and August. Second-class postage paid at Carmel Valley, California 93924,
and additional mailing offices. Postmaster: send address changes to Pacific Journal of Mathematics, P.O. Box
969, Carmel Valley, CA 93924.

PUBLISHED BY PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS, A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION
Copyright (©) 1992 by Pacific Journal of Mathematics




Pacific Journal of Mathematics

Vol. 152, No. 2 February, 1992

Edoardo Ballico, On the restrictions of the tangent bundle of the

GrasSmMannians ... ........ueeenneeenmnnee e 201
Edward Burger, Homogeneous Diophantine approximation in

SANEEZOIS . ettt ettt e e e 211
Jan Dijkstra, Jan van Mill and Jerzy Mogilski, The space of

infinite-dimensional compacta and other topological copies of (l?)“) ....255
Mike Hoffman, Multiple harmonic series ....................ooiiii.... 275
Wu Hsiung Huang, Superharmonicity of curvatures for surfaces of constant

MEAN CUIVALUIE ...t evtttt ettt ettt e et e et e e e eaeeens 291
George Kempf, Pulling backbundles ............. ... . ..., 319
Kjeld Laursen, Operators with finite ascent ................ .. ... ... ... 323
Andrew Solomon Lipson, Some more states models for link invariants ... .. 337
Xiang Yang Liu, Bloch functions of several complex variables ............. 347
Madabusi Santanam Raghunathan, A note on generators for arithmetic

subgroups of algebraic groups ........... ... i 365

Marko Tadi¢, Notes on representations of non-Archimedean SL(n) ........ 375




	
	
	

