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Abstract

Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. fLeX —
S be a flat, projective morphism dfschemes of finite type with integral
geometric fibers. We prove existence of a projective redatioduli space
for semistable singular principal bundles on the fibre§.of

This generalizes the result of A. Schmitt who studied the egsenX is
a nodal curve.

1 Introduction

Let X be a smooth projective variety defined over an algebraicidiged fieldk
of characteristic 0. In [14] and [15] M. Maruyama, generialigGieseker’s result
from the surface case, constructed coarse moduli spacesnigtable sheaves on
X (in fact the construction worked also in some other caseslerl these moduli
spaces were also constructed for arbitrary varieties (s&ngpson’s papel [21])
and in an arbitrary characteristic (seel[11] and [12]). 8itilee moduli space of
semistable sheaves compactifies the moduli space of (sdnaktector bundles,
it is an obvious problem to try to construct similar compidtions in case of
principal bundles. This problem was considered by manyastfsee![20] and
the references within) and it was solved in case of smootiet@s. However, in
case of singular varieties the problem is still open in spfteome partial results
(see, e.g.,[[3] and [18]). The aim of this paper is to solve firoblem in the
characteristic zero case.

Let p:G — GL(V) be a faithfulk-representation of the reductive groGp A
pseudo G-bundlés a pair(«7, 1), where</ is a torsion free’x-module of rank
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r = dimV and 1: Syni (& ®V)® — 0 is a nontrivial homomorphism ofy-

algebras. In[3] U. Bhosle, following earlier work of A. Schthjl6] in the smooth

case, constructed the moduli space of pse@dmndles in casX satisfies some

technical condition, which she showed to hold for semindraraS;-varieties.

However, it is easy to see that this condition is always Batigsee Lemma 2.3).
Giving the homomorphism is equivalent to giving a section

0: X — Hom(«7,V" ® Ox)//G = Spe¢Synt (7 ®V)®).

LetU, denotes the maximum open subseKofvhereo is locally free. We say
that the pseud&-bundle(«7, 1) is asingular principal G-bundléf there exists a
non-empty open subsetc U,, such thato(U) c IsomV ® Oy, |u)/G.

In case wherX is smooth, A. Schmitt showed in [17] that the moduli space of
J-semistable pseud@-bundles parametrizes only singular princigbundles
(for large values of the parameter polynomégl In a subsequent paper [18],
he also showed that in case whens a curve with only nodes as singularities,
the moduli space constructed by Bhosle parameterizes orgylar principalG-
bundles. Moreover, under some mild assumptions on the septationp, he
proved thaio(U,,) C IsomV ® Oy, <" |u,,)/G (in this case we say th&t7, 1)
is anhonest singular principal G-bundie

In this paper we prove that the same result holds for all thietres: the mod-
uli space constructed by Bhosle (for large values of therpatar polynomiab)
parameterizes singular princip@tbundles for all varietieX and all representa-
tionsp. More precisely, we prove the following theorem:

THEOREM1.1. Let f: X — S be aflat, projective morphism of k-schemes of finite
type with integral geometric fibers. Assume that k has charestic zero. Let us

fix a polynomial P and a faithful representatignG — GL(V) of the reductive
algebraic group G.

1. There exists a projective moduli spac§)¥lp — S for S-flat families of
semistable singular principal G-bundles on-X S such that for all £ S
the restrictions|x, has Hilbert polynomial P.

2. Ifthefibres of f are Gorenstein and there exists a G-iraratmhon-degenerate

quadratic form¢ on V then this moduli space contains a closed subscheme
M)"()’/hsp — S of degreed semistable singular principal G-bundles. This
scheme parameterizes only honest singular principal Gdles
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Since the fibre oM)‘z/SP — Soverse Sis equal tol\/lf(’&P this theorem shows
that moduli spaces of singular principal bundles are coibleatvith degeneration.

Our approach is similar to the one used!in [5], [6] as explaime[20]: we
prove a global boundedness result for swamps (this partrgfaper works in any
characteristic). Then we use this fact to prove the seméstalluction theorem
in the same way as in the case of smooth varieties. The abowkamed bound-
edness result is the main novelty of the paper. It is obtabyedroving that the
tensor product of semistable sheaves on a variety is natdfar heing semistable.

The second part of the theorem follows from careful compantiadf Hilbert
polynomials of dual sheaves on Gorenstein varieties.

Unfortunately, the above approach does not work in postivaracteristic
because we still do not know how to construct moduli spacesvaimps for rep-
resentations of typpapc: GL(V) — GL((V®?) ® (detV) ) for c # 0. In case
of characteristic zero, to construct the moduli space ofige&-bundles it was
sufficient to use moduli spaces pf |, .-swamps forc = 0. But the construction
used the Reynolds operator which is not available in pastharacteristic.

Moreover, in positive characteristic there appears agspooblem with defin-
ing the pull-back operation for families of pseu@ebundles on non-normal vari-
eties (se€ [20, Remark 2.9.2.23]).

The structure of paper is as follows. In Section 2 we recatiesalefinitions
and results, and we show that Bhosle’s condition is sati$tiedll varieties. In
Section 3 we study Picard schemes in the relative settingrenstate some ex-
istence results for moduli spaces of swamps. Section 4 ishmieal heart of the
paper: we prove that the tensor product of semistable she@avaon-normal va-
rieties is close to being semistable. Then in Section 5 wevshat in many cases
singular principal bundles of degree 0 are honest. In Se@&iwe use all these
results to prove semistable reduction theorem and to shsteexe of projective
relative moduli spaces for (honest) singular principaldias.

Notation.

All the schemes in the paper are locally noetheriawaAetyis an irreducible
and reduced separated scheme of finite type over an algelyailosed field.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Basic definitions

Let X be ad-dimensional projective variety over an algebraicallyseld fieldk.
Let Ox (1) be an ample line bundle ox.
We say that a coherent shdafon X is torsion freeif it is pure of dimension
d. For a torsion free she& we can write its Hilbert polynomial as
d m
P(E)(m) == x(X,E® Ox(m)) = .Z)ai<E)i_"
e !

Therank of E is defined as the dimension Bfe K(X), whereK(X) is the field
of rational functions. It is denoted by Ekand it is equal taxg(E)/aq(0x). We
also define thelegreeof E as

degE = ay-1(E) —rkE - ag-1(Ox)

(seel[9, Definition 1.2.11]). Thelopeu(E) is, as usually, defined as the quotient
of the degree oE by the rank ofE.
For two coherent sheavésF on X we set

E®F = E®F /Torsion

LEMMA 2.1. If X is a normal variety and E and F are torsion free sheaves on X
then

H(E&F) = U(E) + u(F).
Proof. If E is atorsion free sheaf then for a general choice of hypeesldnp ..., Hq €
|Ox(1)| we have

P(E)(m) = _ix(Em (MY

[
(seel9, Lemma 1.2.1]). It follows that the rank and degreE depend only on
X(E[n_n;) fori=dandi =d—1.

If X is a normal variety then by assumptins locally free outside of a closed
subset of codimensiorr 2. For a general choice of hyperplanids,...,Hq €
|Ox(1)] the intersectionf);-4Hj is a union of points anfl);4_; Hj is a smooth
curve. Therefore the sheavBg, _; for i = d andi =d—1 are locally free.
Similarly, the sheaveB|n,_n; for i = d andi =d—1 are locally free. Since in
case of points and smooth curves our assertion is clear, whgkemma. [
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If X is normal then we can define the determinant of a torsion fieaf& as
the reflexivization of/\rkE E. In this case the degree degs equal to the degree
of the determinant. This fact follows immediately from the@f of the above
lemma.

2.2 Serre’s conditionsS,

We say that a coherent shéabn a schem& satisfiescondition  if for all points
X € X we have deptf{Ex) > min(dimEy, k).

The following lemma is quite standard but we need a more géwersion
than usual. In case of smooth projective varieties it isrsséy equivalent to([9,
Proposition 1.1.6].

LEMMA 2.2. Let X be a Cohen—Macaulay scheme of finite type over a fielch The

1. £xt§‘((E,wx) is supported on the support of E and for all points X we
have&xty (E, wx )x = 0if q < codimy E. Moreovercodimy &ty (E, wx) > q
for g > codimE.

2. E satisfies condition & and only if for all points xc X we have:odim(@@xt?((E, wyx) >
g-+k for all g > codimyE.

Proof. By assumptiorX is Cohen—Macaulay and every local rifity x is a quo-
tient of a regular local ring, so we can apply the local dyaitteorem (se€_[8,
Theorem 6.7]) to prove thatxtd (E, wx)x # 0 if and only if /2™~ 4(E) # 0.
But the local cohomology%d™* ~9(E) vanishes if dimX — q > dimyE, which
proves the first part of 1. b = codim E then codinq(gxtf'((E, wx)) > gis equiv-
alent to the obvious inequality diff¥’xt} (E, wx)) < dimgE. Hence, since every
sheaf satisfieS, the second part of 1 follows from 2.

To prove 2 note that by [8, Theorem 3.8] degtx) > min(dimEy, k) if and
only if 2 (E) =0 for alli < min(dimEy, k). By the local duality theorem this last
condition is equivalent té"xtg((E, wx )x = 0 for g > max(codim E, dim &k x— k).
This is equivalent to saying that fqr> codim, E a non-vanishing ofﬁ"xtg((E, X )x
implies dim&x x > q+k. O

Let k be an algebraically closed field. L&t be ad-dimensional pure (i.e.,
Ox satisfiesS;) scheme of finite type ovek. Let C be a smooth curve defined
overk and let us fix a closed point©@C. By px : Z=X xC — X we denote
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the projection. Lety be a non-empty proper closed subschem& of {0} (in
particular, we assume that has dimensior> 1), and leti : Y — Z denote the
corresponding closed embedding. Let us alsdketZ—Y and letj:U — Z
denote the corresponding open embedding.

LEMMA 2.3. If E is a pure sheaf of dimension d on X then we have a canonical
isomorphism RE =~ j,j*(pXE). In particular, 07z ~ j,.0y and for any locally
free sheaf F on Z we have® |, |*F.

Proof. Let us seF = pyE. Since we have a canonical map- j.j*F, the asser-
tion is local and hence we can assume thandY are affine. By([8, Proposition
2.2] we have an exact sequence

0— i, K (F) = F — [,j'F —» iL.&}F) — 0.

To prove thai*%@i(F) =0fori=0,1, itis sufficient to prove that for every point

y €Y, the depth of is at least 2 (see [8, Theorem 3.8]). Now, let us take a local
parametes € Oc o. Thenk,/sk, ~ E, has depth at least 1 (because by assumption
E satisfiesS;), so the required assertion is clear. O

Remark2.4. The above lemma shows in particular that every varietyfsagison-
dition (2.19) in the sense of Bhosle (se& [3, Definition 2.8])

2.3 Moduli spaces of pseud&-bundles

Let us fix a faithful representatigm: G — GL(V), r = dimV, of a reductive alge-
braic groupG.

A pseudo G-bundlés a pair(</, 1), whereg/ is a torsion freez’x-module
of rank r and 1: Syni* (&7 ® V)® — O is a nontrivial homomorphism ofy-
algebras. Giving is equivalent to giving a section

0 : X — Hom(</,V" @ Ox)//G = Spe¢Syni' (o @V)®).
A weighted filtration(.«7,, a,) of < is a pair consisting of a filtration
e=0CAC...CHCA)
by saturated subsheaves of increasing ranks aseigrie
e = (01,...,0ds)

6



of positive rational numbers. To every weighted filtratio#,, o) One can asso-
ciate the polynomial

S

M(s5h, ) 1= 5 @1 (PL ) Tk(of) — P(of) 1K)

If (,0,) is a weighted filtration of a pseuds-bundle(.</, T) then one can
also define the number(.«, a., T) describing stability of the Sle7 ® K(X))-
group action on HorfiZ @ K(X),VY @ K(X))//G (see, e.g.[19, 3.3.2)).

Let us fix a positive polynomiad with rational coefficients and of degree
< dimX —1. Then we say that a pseu@bundle(<, 1) is d-(semi)stablef o/
is torsion free and for any weighted filtratidnz,, a,) of .27 we have inequality

M(e,Qe) + O - U( e, s, T)(>)O0.

To define the slope version of (semi)stability insteadvidfez, , o) One uses
the rational number

S

L(e,0s) = Zlai(deg%-rk(,gz%i) —dege - k().

The following theorem follows from the results of Schmit6[Xin the smooth
case) and from the results of Bhoslé [3] and Lenima 2.3 in gdner

THEOREM 2.5. Let (X, Ox(1)) be a polarized projective variety defined over an
algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Thenréhexists a projective

moduli space I‘Q:g for 5-semistable pseudo G-bundie#’, T) on X, such that?
has Hilbert polynomial P (with respect @ (1)).

2.4 Semistability of singular principal G-bundles

Let (<7, T) be a pseud®-bundle. Let us recall that givingis equivalent to giving
a section

0 : X — Hom(«7,V" ® Ox)//G = SpecSynt (o ®V)®).

Let U, denotes the maximum open subsetXofvhere.«7 is locally free. The
pseudos-bundle (<7, T) is asingular principal G-bundlef there exists a non-
empty open subsét C U, such that

o(U) cIsomV ® oy, " |y)/G.
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If 7 has degree 0 and(U,,/) C IsomV ® Oy,,,<" |u,)/G then we say that
(<7, 1) is anhonest singular principal G-bundle

Let us recall that a singular princip@bundle(.«7, 1), via the following pull-
back diagram, defines a princigatbundle (<7, 1) over the open subset:

P (A, 1) —IsomV @ Oy, |u)

|, !

U—" TIsomVdy, " |u)/G.

If X is smooth then every singular princip&bundle is honest (seé [19,
Lemma 3.4.2]). Note that our definitions are slightly diéfet to those appearing
in previous literature (which changed in time to the one&lmsour definitions).

Let (<7, 1) be a singular principaG-bundle and lefA : Gy, — G be a one-
parameter subgroup @&. Let

Qc(A) :={geG: Jim A(t)gA (t) "L exists inG}.

A reductionof (<7, 1) to A is a section3 : U’ — 22(«7,1)/Qg(A) defined over
some non-empty open sub&Etc U. Such reduction defines a reduction of struc-
ture group of a principal GV )-bundle associated t&’ |y to the parabolic sub-
groupQg (v)(A ), so we get a weighted filtratiof, , . ) of 7 |y

Let j : U’ — X denote the open embedding. Thenifer 1,...,swe defines
as saturation of# N j.(4'). In particular, we get a weighted filtratiqa,, .
of 7.

We say that a singular princip@bundle(<7, T) is (semi)stabléf <7 is torsion
free and for any reduction @¢&7, 1) to a one-parameter subgrodip G, — G we
have inequality

M (., ds)(>)O0.

3 Moduli spaces of swamps revisited

In this section we recall and reprove some basic resultseraimg existence of
the relative Picard scheme and its compactifications. Theapply these results
to existence of moduli spaces of swamps.

We interpret the compactified Picard scheme as the coarselnspadce of
stable rank 1 sheaves and we use Simpson’s constructioes® thoduli spaces to
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prove existence of the universal family (i.e., the Poincdreaf) under appropriate
assumptions. This approach, although very natural, seerns hard to find in
existing literature, especially in the relative case.

The notation in this section is as follow& denotes a universally Japanese
ring. We also fix a projective morphisin: X — Sof R-schemes of finite type with
geometrically connected fibers. We assume fhiatof pure relative dimensioa.

By Ox (1) we denote arf-very ample line bundle oK. We also fix a polynomial
P.

3.1 Universal families on relative moduli spaces

Let us define the moduli functor?y ;sp : (Sch/S) — (Setg by sendingl — S
to

isomorphism classes ai-flat families of Gieseker
Ay sp(T) = { semistable sheaves with Hilbert polynontal / ~,
on the geometric fibresqf: T xgX — T

where~ is the equivalence relation defined byF ~ F’ if and only if there exists
an invertible sheak onT such thaF ~ F' @ p*K.

THEOREM 3.1. (seel[14],[15],[21],[[11] and _[12]There exists a projective
S-scheme Msp, which uniformly corepresents the functafy ,sp. Moreover,
there is an open subschemef(}\gp C My/sp that universally corepresents the

subfunctor,///)i/sp of families of geometrically Gieseker stable sheaves.

We are interested when the moduli scthIfg/SP represents the functo#§
This is equivalent to existence of a universal faminMfg/SP xgX.
Let us recall that the moduli scheer(/SP is constructed as a quotient of

an appropriate subscherfe of the Quot-scheme Quo¥’;P) by PGL(V). Let
g*.2# — F denote the universal quotient & x s X.

/SP"

PROPOSITION3.2. ([9, Proposition 4.6.2]yhe moduli schemeMSP represents

the functorﬁf/sp if and only if there exists &L(V)-linearized line bundle A
on R on which elements t of the centré@L(V)) ~ G, act via multiplication
by t. If such A exists thes”om(p*A, F) descends to a universal family and any

universal family is obtained in such a way.
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3.2 Existence of compactified Picard schemes in the relative
case

For simplicity we assume that all geometric fiberd @fre irreducible and reduced
(hence they are varieties) and tls&ds connected.

Let us fix a polynomiaP. For all locally noetheriais-schemed — Slet us
set

Pic (T) = isomorphism classes of invertible shealiesn X7 =T xgX
X/SPYT7 7\ such thaty (%, Lt(n)) = P(n) for every geometrit € T

Note that if,@icg(/ap(T) is non-empty then the highest coefficient®fis the
same as the highest coefficient of the Hilbert polynomiatgf for anyse S

As before we introduce an equivalence relatioon &icy ;sp(T) by L ~ L’
if and only if there exists an invertible she&fon T such that. ~ L’ ® p*K. Then
we can definghe Picard functor

Picysp: (Sch/S) — (Setg

by sending arg-schemeT to Zicy sp(T) = ﬁic;(/SP(T)/ ~

Let us also define the compactified relative Picard functdisere are two
different methods of compactification of the Picard schelve.can compactify
the Picard scheme by adding all the rank 1 torsion free slseavehe fibres of
X or only those rank 1 torsion free sheaves that are locally &mre the smooth
locus of the fibres. The second method has the advantagediigng a smaller
scheme.

Let us set

isomorphism classes df-flat sheaved on Xt =T xgX
ﬁic’x/SP(T) = ¢ such thal; is a torsion free, rank 1 sheaf &
andy (X%, Lt(n)) = P(n) for every geometrit € T

As before we definghe compactified Picard functor
mx/ap . (SCh/S) — (Set$

by sending ars-schemeT to Zicy sp(T) = Zic'x/sp(T)/ ~.
We also definghe small compactified Picard functor

Zicy)sp - (Sch/S) — (Sety
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by sending ars-schemeT to

— L € 2ic’ (T) such that is locally free

Dicalo(T) = X/SP ~
x/sp(T) { on the smooth locus ofr /T /

THEOREM 3.3. Assume that f X — S has a section gS— X.

1. There exists a quasi-projective S-schétimg ;s p that represents the Picard
functor Zicy sp.

2. If g(S) is contained in the smooth locus of/& then there exists a pro-
jective S-schemPBicy /sp that represents the compactified Picard functor

Picy sp. MoreoverPicy sp contains a closed S-il#quCheﬁl_'ein/qsp that
represents the small compactified Picard functéicy ;sp.

Proof. First let us remark that all the Picard functotgicy ;sp, #%icy sp and
gzic;%p are subfunctors of the moduli functosy ;sp. In fact, from our as-
sumptions it follows that?icy ;sp = ///i/sp = My sp- Now we can construct

Picy /sp. Picy/sp andﬁi?ap as Geometric Invariant Theory quotients of appro-
priate subschemé;c C Rs;sm C R = R® = R°°of the Quot-scheme used to con-

struct the moduli spadb‘l;/sp by GL(V). In fact all these quotients are PGL)-

principal bundles. To prove thﬁTk:f‘(TSP is a closed subscheme Bfcy /gp it is
sufficient to see thalRs;sm is a closed subscheme Bg;.. This follows from [2,
Lemma on p. 37] applied to the universal quotient restrittethe smooth locus
of RPT: xXgX — RPT:

To prove 1 by (a slight generalization of) Proposifiod 3i8 gufficient to show
existence of a GLV)-linearized line bundl&p;; on Rpic on which the centre of
GL(V) acts with weight 1.

Let us setdpic = detp,(F @ g Oy9) whereF comes from the universal quo-
tient onRpic x sX. The definition makes sense sirfeés a line bundle ofRpic x sX
andp,(F® q"Oys) = (Idrg; xs0)*F is also a line bundle. The centre of GI)
acts on the fibre ofpic at ([p], X) € Rpic xsX with weightx (&, [x) = 1, which
implies the first assertion of the theorem.

Now assume thaj(S) is contained in the smooth locusXfS. Then the same
argument as above gives existence of the Poincare shd?@nfsp. Existence

of the Poincare sheaf dPicy sp is slightly more difficult. First let us show that
there exists a resolution

O—En—... > Eo— Oys — 0,
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whereE; are locally free sheaves of1 Since there are sufficiently many locally
free sheaves oK we can construct the resolution up to siégp 1, wheren is the
relative dimension oK/S. Then the kernel oE,_; — E,_2 is also locally free.
Indeed, it is sufficient to check it on the geometric fibgovers € S where one
can use the fact that the homological dimensiorgf, is equal ton (this follows
from the smoothness assumption).

Tensoring with a high tensor powérk (m) we can assume that all the higher
direct images of ® g*(E;(m)) under the projectiop vanish. In particular, all
sheaveg, (F ® g*(E;(m))) are locally free. Then we can set

Peie = detpi(F 20" (G (m))) = R)(detp. (F o * (Bi(m)))) '

Obviously, the centre of GIV) still acts on the fibres oks;; with weight 1. Hence
the theorem follows from Proposition 3.2. O

Remark3.4. Note that the second part of Theoreml 3.3 does not immeditately
low from [1] and [2]. Representability of (compactified) Bid functors is proven
there only in étale topology or after rigidification (seey.e[2, Theorems 3.2 and
3.4]). Rigidification of the compactified Picard functor amds in our case to
restricting to the open subset B, where the restriction df to g(S) is invert-
ible. Then by the same argument as in the proof of 1 of Thedréfw@ can
construct the scheme representing the correspondingfiggidPicard functor ob-
taining [2, Theorem 3,4]. However, we prefer to make a steoragsumption as
in 2 to construct the projective Picard scheme.

3.3 Moduli spaces of swamps

Let us fix non-negative integessandb and consider a GIV )-module(V®2)®b,
Let pap: GL(V) — GL(V®3)%P) pe the corresponding representation.cAfis a
sheaf of rank = dimV then we can associate to it a shedf,, = (=7®3)®. On
the open set where is locally free,«7,, , is a locally free sheaf associated to the
principal bundle obtained by extension from the frame berdlc .

Let us recall that @, ,-swampgs a triple(.2Z, L, ¢) consisting of a torsion free
sheafs on X, a rank 1 torsion free shehfon X and a non-zero homomorphism
¢, — L.

Let us fix a positive polynomial of degree< d — 1 with rational coefficients.
Let us writed(m) = 3% +0(mf—2),
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For a weighted filtration{ <%, a.) of o7 we setr; = rk.e; and we consider a
vectory € Q" defined by

y= Zai(ri = =T 1),

rix (r—=rj)x

Let y; denote thejth component of. We set

IJ(JZ{.,G.; ¢) - _mln{ y|'l + -4 V|a ‘ (i17"'7ia> € | ¢|(<Q{i1®"'®ma)$b 7‘é 0}7

wherel = {1,...,s+ 1} *2is the set of all multi-indices.
Let us recall that @, p-swamp(.«/, L, ¢) is 6-(semi)stabléf for all weighted
filtrations (., de ) We have

M (s, Qo) + 1 (e, 0e; $)O(>)O0.

A pap-swamp(/,L,¢) is sloped-(semi)stablef for all weighted filtrations
(e, ds) We have _
(e, 0a) + (e, 0u; ) 3(2)0.

Now we can state the most general existence result for magpalces of
swamps. We keep the notation from the beginning of this @ecti

THEOREM 3.5. Let us fix an S-flat family?’ of pure sheaves of dimension d on
the fibres of f: X — S. Assume that eitherd 1 or f has only irreducible and
reduced geometric fibres. Then there exists a coarse Seprggenoduli space for
o-semistable S-flat families @f p-swamps.«7,.Z, ¢) such that for every s S
the restrictions |x, has Hilbert polynomial P.

In case whenX is a smooth complex projective variety this theorem was
proved by Gomez and Sols in![7], and later generalized bysghto singular
complex varieties satisfying Bhosle’s condition in [3]. tddhat in [7] and[[3]
the authors considered only the case wl¥iis locally free. However, this is not
necessary due to LemrhaR.3 and it is sufficient to assume#hiattorsion free.
Generalization to the relative case in arbitrary chargtierfollows from [11] and
[12]. We need only to comment why one does need to requirethieafibres of
f are irreducible or reduced in the curve case. This factWdlirom [9, Remark
4.4.9]. torsion submodules for sheaves on curves are eetbgtany twist of its
global sections. This allows to omit using [3, Propositiob2? in the curve case.
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In particular, this shows that all the results of Sorger [28 now a part of the
more general theory.

We also have another variant of the above theorem((cf. [28oTém 2.3.2.5]):

THEOREM 3.6. Let us fix a Hilbert polynomial Q. Assume that all geometric
fibers of f are irreducible and reduced and assume thakKf— S has a section
g:S— X such that ¢S) is contained in the smooth locus of . Then there exists
a coarse moduli space f@-semistable S-flat families pf, p-swampg.</, .2, §)
such that for every s S the restrictione/ |x, has Hilbert polynomial P and the
restriction . |x, has Hilbert polynomial Q. This moduli space is projectiverov

PiCX/SQ'

4 Tensor product of semistable sheaves on non-normal
varieties

Let (X, 0x(1)) be ad-dimensional polarized projective variety defined over an
algebraically closed fielk.

Let v : X — X denote the normalization of and letE be a coherent’x-
module. Sincev is a finite morphism, there exists a well defined coher@pt
moduleV'E corresponding to the, Jg-modulesZom(v, Oy, E). If E is torsion
free then we have?’omy, (v. 0% /Ox,E) = 0. Hence

V.(V'E) = s#omy, (v.0%,E) C #omg, (Ox,E) =E
andV'E is also torsion free.

LEMMA 4.1. There exists a constamt (depending only on the variety X) such
that for any rank r torsion free sheaf E on X we have

0<u(E)—p(Xomv.0x,E)) <a.
Proof. We have an exact sequence
0— H0My, (v.0%,E) = E = &xty, (V.Og/Ox,E).
For largemwe have
P(A# omy, (v.Ox, E))(m) < P(E)(m)
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and, sinceszomy, (V. 0%, E) andE have the same rank, we have
U(H# oMy, (v.6%,E)) < p(E).
On the other hand we have
ag-1(E) < ag_1(H£0Mgy (V. 0%, E)) + dg_1(EXtG, (V. 0%/ Ox, E)).

Note thaté"xtgx(v*ﬁg/ﬁx,E) is supported on the support 0105 /0x. Let

Y1, ..., Ycdenote codimension 1 irreducible components of the supporr’y / Ox.
Thenadfl(gxtlﬁx(v*ﬁ;(/ﬁx, E)) can be bounded from the above using the ranks
of £xtlﬁx(v*@’;(/ﬁx, E) atYi,...,Yk. Hence by the above inequality, to prove the
lemma it is sufficient to bound these ranks.

There exists a subshe@fC E such thaG is locally free (we need only locally
free in codimension 1) andé /G is torsion (i.e., equal to zero at the generic point
of X). This can be constructed by takingyeneral sections d&(m) for largem
and twisting the image of, c H%(E(m)) ® Ox — E(m) by &x(—m).

Then we have an exact sequence

0= 0mV, 0%/ Ox,E) — A omv, 0%/ Ox,E/G) — Ext(v. 0% Ox,G)

Note that the sheaves in this sequence are supportddYprand the rank of
Extr(v, 03/ Ox,G) onY, is the same as the rank éixt'(v.0x/Ox, %) onY,.
In particular, it depends only on the rankand it is independent d€. Hence
the dimensions ofZom(v.0x /Ox,E/G) at the generic points ofy,...,Yi are
bounded from the above by a linear functionroBut this implies that the ranks
of E/G, and hence also efxt'(v.05/0x,E/G), onYy,..., Y, are bounded inde-
pendently ofE. Now we can use the sequence

ExtH (v, 05 Ox,G) — ExtL(v, Oz ) Ox,E) — ExtH(v. 0% | Ox,E/G)
to bound the ranks afxty, (v.0x/0x,E) onYy, ..., Y. O

COROLLARY 4.2. Let us sefB = ag_1(0%) — aq—1(0x). Then for any rank r
torsion free sheaf E on X we have

B<uE)-p(V'E)<a+p,

where the slopes are computed with respeafi@1) on X andv*x(1) onX.

15



Proof. For any sheaF onX we have
X(X,F @v*Ox(m)) = x(X,V,F @ Ox(m)).
This implies that
p(viF) — p(F) = aq-1(0%) — ag-1(Ox) = B.

Therefore, since
V.(V'E) = s#omg, (v.0%,E),

we have

H(E)—u(V'E) = (M(E)—p(A#omv.0% E)))+(U(vi(V'E)) — u(V'E))
= (K(E) —p(Aomv.0x,E))) +B.

Now the corollary follows from Lemmia4.1. d

COROLLARY 4.3. For any rank r torsion free sheaf E on X we have

B < tmax(E) — Hmax(V'E) < a +B.
Proof. If G C E is a subsheaf dE thenv'G c V'E and hence
H(G) < p(V'G)+a+B < tmax(V'E) +a + .
This proves that

HUmax(E) < Umax(V!E> +a+B.
Now if F C V'E thenv.F C v.(V'E) C E. Therefore

U(F) = u(v«F) — B < Umax(E) — B,
which implies that
Hmax(V'E) < max(E) — B.
O

For a torsion free shed on X we setv'E = v*E/ Torsion. Thenv,V’E =
(v«V*E)/Torsion.

Note thatv' is an equivalence of categories of sheavesaandX whereas
vf has much worse properties. Beithas the following important property: since
v¥(E1® E2) = V'E1 ® V*E» we havev! (E1®E;) = VIE1QVFE,.

Let € = Ann(v,.0%/Ox) C Ox and 6y = € - Ox C O denote conductor
ideals of the normalisation.

16



LEMMA 4.4. For any torsion free sheaf E on X we have
U(V'E) < p(V'E) — u(%R).

Proof. Note thaté’ = sZomg, (V. 0%, Ox). Therefore for any coherentx-module
E we have a canonical map

€ RE = A0y, (V.0%, Ox) @ A0m(Ox,E) — #0mg, (V.0%,E) = v,(V'E)

given by composition of homomorphisms. Singeandv, are adjoint functors
this map induces
V¢ @ V'E — V'E.

SinceE is torsion free ané; = vi% we get
CROVE ~ 6% - V'E — V'E.

Since this inclusion is an isomorphism at the generic pdinX ave have the fol-
lowing inequality
UEZSVIE < uv'E.

Now Lemmad 2.1l implies the required inequality. O
COROLLARY 4.5. For any rank r torsion free sheaf E on X we have
—B < H(V'E) — H(E) < —B — U(%R),
where the slopes are computed with respeafi@1) on X andv*&x (1) onX.
Proof. The canonical mag — v.(V*E) leads to the inclusion
E < v, (V'E).

This gives
H(E) < p(v:(V'E)) = u(V'E) + B,
where the last equality follows from proof of Lemmal4.2. Thainds the differ-

enceu(v'E) — u(E) from below. To get the bound from the above it is sufficient
to use Lemm&a4l4 and Corolldry 4.2. O
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Remark4.6. By Lemmd4.4 and the above corollary we have
U(V'E) > p(VFE) + u(%R) > H(E) — B+ U(%R).

This allows to take in Lemm@a4.4¢ = —u(%%). The proof of Lemma 4]1 also
gives a related and explicit bound an

The above corollary can be used to prove the following cargll
COROLLARY 4.7. For any rank r torsion free sheaf E on X we have
—B < Hmax(V'E) — tmax(E) < —B — H(%3).
Proof. If G C E is a subsheaf dE thenv*G c VE and hence
H(G) < U(V'G) + B < tmax(V'E) + B.

This proves that
HUmax(E) < Umax(VﬁE) +B.

Now if F  vE then by the proof of Lemmia4.4 we have
CxRF C G3OV'E — V'E.
Together with LemmB 211 and Corolldry 4.3, this gives
H(F) < pimax(V'E) — H(x) < Hmax(E) — B — H(%%),
which implies that
Hmax(V'E) < tmax(E) — B — H(%%)-

O

Sincev*(E1 ® E2) = v*E1 ® V*E, we havev! (E1®E;) = VIE1®V E,. There-
fore [13, Introduction] or([6, Lemma 3.2.1] imply the follamg proposition.

PROPOSITION 4.8. There exists an explicit constapt(depending only on the
polarized variety(X, 0x(1))) such that for any two torsion free sheavesdhd
E> on X of ranks {,r», respectively, we have

Hmm(E1®E2) < HUmax(E1) + Umax(E2) + (r1+r2)y.
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5 Honest singular principal bundles

In this sectiorX is ad-dimensional projective variety defined over an algebibica
closed fieldk with a fixed ample line bundléx (1).

The main aim of this section is proof of the following generation of [18,
Proposition 3.4]:

PROPOSITIONS.1. Assume that X is Gorenstein (i.e., a Cohen—Macaulay scheme
with invertible dualizing sheaty ) and there exists a G-invariant non-degenerate
quadratic formg onV. Then every degr@esingular principal bundle is an honest
singular principal bundle.

Proof. Let (<7, 1) be a degree 0 singular principal bundle. As in the proof of [18
Proposition 3.4] one can easily show that there exists atting mapz — o7
induced by the formp. By Lemmal[5.B we see that the Hilbert polynomials of
o/ and .7V are the same up to the terms of ord@m"-2). Hences/ — o7V
is an isomorphism in codimension 1. Now let us recall thatdfachx € X two
finitely generated modules over a local ridty x satisfyingS, that coincide in
codimension 1 are equal. In particular, at each poimhere. is locally free the
map.«/ — /" is an isomorphism. As in the proof dof [18, Proposition 3.4th
implies that

o) clsomVeoy,,,o" |u,)/G.

O

The following lemma generalizes a well known equality framo®th varieties
to singular ones.

LEMMA 5.2. For any rank r coherent sheaf E and a line bundle L we have
degE®L) = degE +r (L- Ox(1)471).

Proof. We use the notation from Kollar's book [10, Chapter VI.2h particu-
lar, K;(X) stands for the subgroup of the Grothendieck grou afenerated by
subsheaves supported in dimension at modte have

d

LR E(m) = chl(L)‘ E(m)
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(see, e.qg./[[10, Chapter V1.2, Lemma 2.12]). On the othedhby [10, Chapter
VI.2, Corollary 2.3] we have

E =r oxmodKg_1(X).
Note that

LRE(mM)=E(m)+rci(L) - Ox(m)+ci(L)- (E—rOx)(m)+ ;cl(L)i -E(m)

i>

andcy(L) - (E—r0x)+3is2¢1(L) - E € Kg_»(X) by [10, Chapter VI.2, Proposi-
tion 2.5]. Therefore by [10, Chapter VI.2, Corollary 2.13% Wwave

XOXGL@E(m) = x (X, E(m) +rx(X,cu(L) - Ox(m)) + O(m2).

By the Riemann—Roch theorem for singular varieties (se€ftollary 18.3.1])
we have

x(X,eu(L)-Ox(m)) = x(X,Ox(m))—x(X,L"(m))
= fx(ch(ﬁx(m)) ch(L™ '(m))) TdX
(L-Ox(1)*Y) gy +O(m2)
which, together with the previous equality, implies the ean O

LEMMA 5.3. If X is Gorenstein and E is a torsion free sheaf on X then
degE” = —degE.

Proof. SinceX is Cohen—Macaulay Serre’s duality gives the equality

X(X,E) = (—1)d.i(—1)i dimExt (E, w).

The local to global Ext spectral sequence
HP(X,&xtI(E, wx)) = EXtPTA(E, ax)
implies that

59 o(—=1)TdimExt(E,ax) = 20<pq<d( 1)p+qdime(X EX(E, ax))
5 go(— L)X (X, ExXt (E, ax)).
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Therefore we obtain
d
X(X,E(m) = (—1)° Z)(—l)qX(X,@“’Xti(E, wx) ® Ox(—m)).
q:
By LemmaZ.2 we have didixt}; (E, wx) < d — 2 for g > 0, so by [10, Chapter
VI, Corollary 2.14]
X (X, EXtY (E, wx) ® Ox(—m)) = O(mf?)
for g > 0. Sincewy is invertible#Zom(E, wx ) = EY ® wx and we get
X(X,E(m)) = (—1)9x(X,EY @ wx(—m)) +O(m2).
In particular, we have
ag-1(E’ @ wx) = —ag-1(E).
Therefore by Lemma5.2

degE¥ = degEY®wx)—rcy(wyx)-ci(Ox(1))31
= ag-1(EY @ wx) —rag-1(Ox) —re(ox) - ca(Ox(1)4?
= —degE —2rag_1(Ox) —reg(wx) - cr(Ox(1))9L.

Applying this equality folE = Ok we see that
—2aq_1(0x) — c1(wx) -1 (Ox(1))4 =0,
so dedc’ = —degE. O

6 Semistable reduction for singular principalG-bundles

The following global boundedness of swamps on singulaetia@s can be proven
in the same way as in the case of smooth varieties (see [5,rd@imes.2.1], [6,
Theorem 3.2.2] or[20, Theorem 2.3.4.3]). The only differeis that we need
Propositiori 4.8 (instead of, e.d.] [6, Lemma 3.2.1]).

THEOREMG6.1. Let us fix a polynomial P, integers a, b and a class | in tleedd—
Severi group of X. Then the set of isomorphism classes abiofiee sheaves
<7 on X with Hilbert polynomial P and such that there exists aifps rational
numberd and a sloped-semistablep, p-swamp(.<7, L, ¢) with L of class | is
bounded.
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This boundedness result implies the following semistadtiiction theorem
(see[5, Theorem 5.4.4],1[6, Theorem 4.4.1]lor [20, Theorefm21]). We skip
the proof as it is the same as in the smooth case.

THEOREM 6.2. Assume that k has characteristic zero. Then there existy/a@o
mial &, such that for every positive polynomiat> &, everyd-semistable pseudo
G-bundle(«7, 1) is a singular principal G-bundle.

Let us recall that a singular princip@bundle is semistable if and only if the
associated pseuda-bundle isd-semistable fod > . (seel[5, Theorem 5.4.1]).
Therefore the above semistable reduction theorem and &hmd@rb imply the
following corollary.

COROLLARY 6.3. Assume that k has characteristic zero and let us fix a polyno-
mial P. Then there exists a projective moduli spag”gFJ\ror semistable principal
G-bundleq .7, T) on X such thaty has Hilbert polynomial P.

Now let us consider the relative case. Lfet X — S be a flat, projective
morphism ofk-schemes of finite type with integral geometric fibers. Assuiat
k has characteristic zero and fix a polynonial

THEOREM 6.4. Let us fix a faithful representatigm G — GL(V) of the reductive
algebraic group G.

1. There exists a projective moduli spac§)¥lp — S for S-flat families of
semistable singular principal G-bundles on-X S such that for all € S
the restrictione/|x, has Hilbert polynomial P.

2. Ifthefibres of f are Gorenstein and there exists a G-iraratmhon-degenerate

quadratic form on V then this moduli space contains a closdissheme
M)"()’/hsp — S of degreed semistable singular principal G-bundles. This
scheme parameterizes only honest singular principal Gdlesm

The first part of this theorem follows directly from the aba@agollary (rewrit-
ten in the relative setting). The second part is a directegusnce of Proposition
5.1. Since proof in the relative setting is essentially tame as usual (cf.[ ]9,
Theorem 4.3.7]) we skip the detalils.
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