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THE ALGEBRAIC AND ANALYTIC COMPACTIFICATIONS
OF THE HITCHIN MODULI SPACE

SIQI HE, RAFE MAZZEO, XUESEN NA, AND RICHARD A. WENTWORTH

ABSTRACT. Following the work of Mazzeo-Swoboda-Weiss-Witt [30] and Mochizuki [33],
there is a map Z between the algebraic compactification of the Dolbeault moduli space
of SL(2,C) Higgs bundles on a smooth projective curve coming from the C* action, and
the analytic compactification of Hitchin’s moduli space of solutions to the SU(2) self-
duality equations on a Riemann surface by adding solutions to the decoupled equations,
known as “limiting configurations”. This map extends the classical Kobayashi-Hitchin
correspondence. The main result of this paper is that = fails to be continuous at the
boundary over a certain subset of the discriminant locus of the Hitchin fibration. This
suggests the possibility of a third, refined compactification which dominates both.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let 3 be a closed Riemann surface of genus g > 2. The coarse Dolbeault moduli space of
SL(2,C) semistable Higgs bundles on 3, denoted by Mp,, and Hitchin’s moduli space of
solutions to the SU(2) self-duality equations on X, denoted by Myp;¢, have been extensively
studied since their introduction over 35 years ago. The Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence,

proved in [21], gives a homeomorphism between these two moduli spaces:
2 Mpol = Muit -
The space Mp,) is naturally a quasiprojective variety [35, 45], and similarly to monopole

moduli spaces, Mpyj; fails to be compact. Recently, there has been interest from several
directions on natural compactifications of these two spaces. A key feature on the Dolbeault
side is the existence of a C* action with the Bialynicki-Birula property, and this may be
used to define a completion of Mp, as a projective variety [19, 7, 11]. The ideal points
are identified with the C* orbits in the complement of the nilpotent cone of Mpy. The
Hitchin moduli space also admits a more recently introduced compactification, Mpyi, based
on the work of several authors (see [30, 33, 47]). The boundary of My;; is given by gauge
equivalence classes of limiting configurations. This compactification is relevant to many
aspects of Hitchin’s moduli space. For more details, we refer the reader to [10, 29, 14, 15,

, 27, 3], and the references therein.

By the work of [30, 33], there is a natural extension

= MDol — MHit

of the Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence to the two compactifications described above, and
it is of interest to study the geometry of this map. This involves another key feature of
Hitchin’s moduli space; namely, spectral curves. Spectral curves and spectral data [22]
play a central role in the realization of the Dolbeault moduli space as an algebraically
complete integrable system H : Mpy — B. In the case of SL(2,C), the base B is the space
of holomorphic quadratic differentials on . Given ¢ € H°(K?), one obtains a (scheme
theoretic) spectral curve S;. This curve is reduced if ¢ # 0, irreducible if ¢ is not the square
of an abelian differential, and smooth if ¢ has simple zeros. We let B'*® C B denote the
open cone of quadratic differentials with simple zeros.
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The ideal points of both compactifications Mp, and Mpi; have associated nonzero

quadratic differentials, and therefore spectral curves. We write Mp for the elements in

Mp,l with smooth spectral curves, and M%ﬁ{g Mbpol \ﬂ}f’i for those with singular

spectral curves; similarly for My and M;l?tg We then have the following result.

—
—

Theorem 1.1. The restriction of the compactified Kobayashi-Hitchin map Z : Mpo —

Muit to the locus with smooth associated spectral curves deﬁnes a homeomorphism MpE ~

Te . =S sin, ——sing . .
Mg, On the singular spectral curve locus, however, = ./\/(Doig Mg is neither

surjective nor injective.

It is convenient to analyze the behavior along rays in B, where the spectral curve is simply
rescaled. Let ¢ Z O bea quadratlc differential and MD01 a7/ Mt ,q be the points with spectral
curve S;. The restriction of = gives us the map Z, MDOlq — ./\/lHltq We shall study
the continuous behavior of = Eyq for values tq, t € RT, as t — +o0. For convenience, we set
My = MDohq N Mpol. When ¢ is irreducible, i.e. not a square, all elements in M, are
stable. Via the Hitchin [23] and Beauville-Narasimhan-Ramanan (BNR) correspondence
[1], this reduces the description of the fiber H~1(q) to the characterization of rank 1 torsion
free sheaves on the integral curve S,.

In [38], parameter spaces for rank 1 torsion free sheaves on algebraic curves with Goren-
stein singularities were studied in the context of compactified Jacobians, and the crucial
notion of a parabolic module was introduced. This was extensively investigated by Cook
in [5, 4], partially following ideas of Bhosle [2]. For simple plane curve singularities of the
type appearing in spectral curves, one makes use of the local classification of torsion free
modules of Greuel-Knorrer [17]. These methods were applied to study the Hitchin fibration
by Gothen-Oliveira in [16], see also [28] for recent study. In parallel, in [24], Horn defines a
stratification of My = (J, My p by certain effective divisors contained in the divisor of ¢
(see Section 5.5, and also [20] for the more general situation). Using the results from these
references, we have a reinterpretation of Mochizuki’s construction [33]. This leads to the
following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let q # 0 be an irreducible quadratic differential.

(1) If g has only zeros of odd order, then Eq 18 continuous.

(2) If q has at least one zero of even order, then for each D # O there exists an integer
np > 1 so that for any Higgs bundle (F,v) € My p, there exist np sequences of
Higgs bundles (EF, k) with k = 1,... ,np satisfying

o hmz—)oo(gzkv(pf) = (‘7.—771Z)) fOT k= 17 ---yNp,
e and if we write
77k lim = (gk, ('pf) ) g = hm Eq(}-v t2¢) )
1—00 1— 00
for some sequence t; € RY, t; — +oo, then £,n%,....,n"P are np + 1 different
limiting configurations.

When ¢ is reducible, the description of Higgs bundles in M, becomes more complicated
because, among other things, of the existence of strictly semistable objects. To understand
this, we use the local descriptions of Gothen-Oliveira and Mochizuki (see [16, 33]). Our
result, which focuses on the stable locus, is the following.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose q is reducible. Let Miﬁol,q denote the stable locus of MDOLQ' If

g > 3, then the restriction map is discontinuous. However, if g = 2, the map

E ——st
d |MD01 q
— st 15 continuous.

ol,q
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We also note that there are also recent work of Mochizuki and Szabé [31] on the asymp-
totic behavior for family of Higgs bundles in higher rank case.

This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we provide an overview of Higgs bundles
and BNR correspondence. In Section 3, we delve into the concepts of filtered bundles and
their compactness properties. Section 4 defines the algebraic and analytic compactifications.
Section 5 introduces parabolic modules and examines their connection to spectral curves.
The main results for Hitchin fibers with irreducible singular spectral curves are established
in Section 6. In Section 7, the results for the reducible case are proven. Finally, in Section
8, we construct the compactified Kobayashi-Hitchin map and prove the main results. The
Appendix, based on the work of Greuel-Knérrer, calculates some invariants of rank 1 torsion
free sheaves on the spectral curves we consider.
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2. BACKGROUND ON HIGGS BUNDLES

This section gives a very brief overview of the Dolbeault and Hitchin moduli spaces,
spectral curve descriptions, and the nonabelian Hodge correspondence. For a more details
on these topics, see [21, 23, 44, 18].

2.1. Higgs bundles. As in the Introduction, throughout this paper 3 will denote a closed
Riemann surface of genus g > 2 with structure sheaf © = Oy, and canonical bundle K = K.
Let E — X be a complex vector bundle. A Higgs bundle consists of a pair (£, ), where £
is a holomorphic bundle and ¢ € H°(End(£) ® K). If rank(£) = 1, then a Higgs field is just
an abelian differential w. The pair (€, ¢) is called an SL(2, C) Higgs bundle if rank(E) = 2,
det(€) has a fixed isomorphism with the trivial bundle, and Tr(¢) = 0. In this paper we
will focus mainly on SL(2,C) Higgs bundles, but the rank 1 case will also be important.

Let (£,¢) be an SL(2,C) Higgs bundle. A (proper) Higgs subbundle of (£, ) is a holo-
morphic line bundle £ C £ that is @-invariant, ie. ¢ : L — £ ® K. In this case, the
restriction ¢, = <p| > makes (L,or) arank 1 Higgs bundle. Moreover, ¢ induces a Higgs
bundle structure on the quotient £/L. We say (£,¢) is stable (resp. semistable) if for
all Higgs subbundles £, then deg £ < 0 (resp. deg L < 0). We say (£, ¢) is polystable
if (£,¢) ~ (L,w) ® (L', —w), where £ is a degree zero holomorphic line bundle and
w € HY(K).

If (€, ¢) is strictly semistable, i.e. semistable but not stable, the Seshadri filtration [10]
gives a unique Higgs subbundle 0 C (£,w) C (&, ) with deg(L) = 2 deg(€) = 0. Write
(L, W) = (€,¢)/(L,w), then we have w = —w and L' = L. The associated graded
bundle Gr(&, ¢) = (£,w)® (LY, —w) of this filtration is a polystable SL(2, C) Higgs bundle.
We say that (€, ) is S-equivalent to Gr(&, ¢).

Holomorphic bundles £ with underlying C*> bundle E are in 1-1 correspondence with 0-
operators g : Q0(E) — Q%(E). We use the notation £ := (E,dg). Let C denote the space
of pairs (g, ¢), Op¢ = 0. Let C* and C** denote the subspaces of C where the Higgs bundles
are stable (resp. semistable). The complex gauge transformation group Gc := Aut(F) has
a right action on C by defining for g € Gc, (Og,¢)g := (g ' 00og,g t opoyg).
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There is a quasiprojective scheme Mp, whose closed points are in 1-1 correspondence
with polystable Higgs bundles constructed via (finite dimensional) Geometric Invariant
Theory (see [35, 15]). In [12] it was shown that the infinite dimensional quotient C% // Gc,
where the double slash indicates that S-equivalent orbits are identified, admits the structure
of a complex analytic space that is biholomorphic to the analytification M}, of Mp,.
Henceforth, we shall work in the complex analytic category, identify the algebro-geometric
and gauge theoretic moduli spaces, and simply denote them both by Mp,. We note that the
set of stable Higgs bundles modulo gauge transformations, M3, | := C® J Gc, is a geometric
quotient and an open subset of Mp,.

Finally, notice that the a pair (£, ¢) is stable (resp. semistable) if and only if the same is
true for (£, A\p), A € C*. Hence, Mp, admits an action of C* that preserves M{, ;. While
Mpg is only quasiprojective, the C* action satisfies the Biatynicki-Birula property:

Theorem 2.1 ([21, 44]). For any [(€,¢)] € Mpol,
I ‘ _
lim A~ [(€,¢)] = im [(€, Ap)]
exists in Mpg-
2.2. Spectral curves and the Hitchin fibration. The Hitchin map is defined as
H: MDOI — HO(K2) 9 [(5790)] = det((p) ’

where HY(K?) =: B is known as the Hitchin base. Hitchin [21, 23] showed that H is a proper
map and a fibration by abelian varieties over the open cone B C B consisting of nonzero
quadratic differentials with only simple zeros. The discriminant locus B8 := B\ B8
consists of quadratic differentials that are either identically zero or have at least one zero
with multiplicity. For ¢ € B, let M, := H~'(q). The “most singular fiber” My is called
the nilpotent cone.

Consider the total space Tot(K) of K, along with its projection to X, denoted as 7 :
Tot(K) — X¥. The pullback bundle 7*K has a tautological section, which we denote as
A € H)(Tot(K),n*K). Given any q # 0 € H°(K?), the spectral curve S, associated with
q is the zero scheme of the section A2 — n*q € H°(Tot(K),7*K). This is a reduced, but
possibly reducible, projective algebraic curve. The restriction of 7 to Sy, also denoted as
m: Sy — X, is a double covering branched along the zeros of g.

The spectral curve S, is smooth if and only if ¢ has only simple zeros. It is reducible if
and only if ¢ = —w®w for some w € H°(K). We shall refer to such quadratic differentials as
reducible, and irreducible otherwise. There is a noteworthy observation regarding irreducible
spectral curves.

Proposition 2.2 (cf. [23]). Let (€,¢) be a Higgs bundle with ¢ = det(p), and suppose q is
irreducible. Then (&, ) has no proper invariant subbundles. In particular, (€, ) is stable.

Proof. Suppose L C £ were p-invariant, and let ¢, be the restriction. Then
1
det p = —Tr(p?) = —(p2)”
contradicting the assumption. ([l
Let us emphasize that being reducible is not the same as having only even zeros. To see

this, suppose that Div(q) = 2A’. Then K ~ O(A’) ® Z, where Z is a 2-torsion point in the
Jacobian. The spectral curve Sy is reducible if and only if 7 is trivial.
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2.3. Rank 1 torsion free sheaves and the BNR correspondence. In this subsection,
we provide some background on rank 1 torsion free sheaf theory over spectral curves in the
context of the Hitchin and BNR correspondence developed in [23, 1].

Let S be a reduced and irreducible complex projective curve and Og its structure sheaf.
The moduli space of invertible sheaves on S is denoted by Pic(S), and Pic?(S) C Pic(S) is
the degree d component. If F is a coherent analytic sheaf on S, we can define its cohomology
groups HY(X,F). Since dimS = 1, HY(X,F) = 0 for i > 2. The Euler characteristic is
defined as x(F) = dim H*(X,F) — dim H!(X, F). The degree of a torsion free sheaf F is
given by deg(F) = x(F) — rank(F)x(O). If F is locally free, then deg(F) coincides with
the degree of the invertible sheaf det(F).

Let P—icd(S) be the moduli space of degree d rank 1 torsion free sheaves on S, and
Pic(S) = [Tuez md(S) [9]. Then md(S) is an irreducible projective scheme containing
Pic?(S) as an open subscheme. When S is smooth, we have P—icd(S) = Pic%(S). The
relationship to Higgs bundles is given by the following.

Theorem 2.3. [23, 1] Let g € H°(K?) be an irreducible quadratic differential with spectral
curve S,. There is a bijective correspondence between points in Pic(S,) and isomorphism
classes of rank 2 Higgs pairs (€,¢) with Tr(v) = 0 and det(p) = q. Explicitly: if L €
Pic(S,), then € := m.(L) is a rank 2 vector bundle and the homomorphism m.L — m LRK =
(LT K) given by the multiplication of the canonical section \ defines the Higgs field o.

This correspondence gives the very useful exact sequence
(1) 0= L(—A) 5 76 T8N @' K — Lo K — 0,

where Og(A) := Kg ® 7* Ky is the ramification divisor. This will be used below.

Let ¢ be a quadratic differential with only simple zeros, and define a divisor on S by
A = Div(A). Then A is the ramification divisor of the map 7 : S — X. By the Riemann-
Hurwitz formula, the genus of S is ¢(S) = 4¢g — 3. Furthermore, for any £ € Pic(95),
Riemann-Roch gives deg(m.L) = deg(L) — (29 — 2).

The SL(2,C) Higgs bundles are characterized by

(2) T :={L£ € Pic*97%(S) | det(m,.L) = Ox}.

By the Hitchin-BNR correspondence (Theorem 2.3), the map xgnr : T — M, is a bijection.
For the branched double cover 7 : S — ¥, we have the norm map Nmg/s, : Jac(S) —
Jac(X), where Nmg /5 (Os(D)) := Os(n(D)). The Prym variety is defined as

Prym(S/%) := ker(Nmg/y) = {£ € Pic(5) | L& 0" L = Os}
where o : S — S is the involution. Also, we have det(m.L) = Nmg/x (L) ® K= Thus, T
can be expressed as
T ={L € Pic**(S) | Nmg/xn(L) =2 K} .
Hence, T is a torsor over Prym(S,3). Explicitly, by choosing £y € T, we obtain an
isomorphism 7 = Prym(S, ) given by £ — L ® £al.
Recall that we have defined M, := H~1(g). To summarize, we have the following:

Proposition 2.4. Let g be a quadratic differential with simple zeros. Then M, = T =
Prym(S, ).

If ¢ # 0 is irreducible but nongeneric, the spectral curve S is singular and irreducible.
We may still define the set T C m2g_2(5 ) as follows:

T :={L € Pic”" *(S) | det(r.L) = Ox} ,



6 HE, MAZZEO, NA, AND WENTWORTH

We also set T :=T N Pi_czg—z.Then T is the natural compactification of 7 induced by the
inclusion Picig_z(S ) C Pic(S). The BNR correspondence, as stated in Theorem 2.3, implies
that xpnr : T — M, is an isomorphism.

2.4. The Hitchin moduli space and the nonabelian Hodge correspondence. We
now recall the well-known nonabelian Hodge theorem, which relates the space of flat SL(2, C)
connections, Higgs bundles, and solutions to the Hitchin equations. This result was devel-
oped in the work of Hitchin [21], Simpson [12], Corlette [6], and Donaldson [3].

Let E be a trivial, smooth, rank 2 vector bundle over a Riemann surface ¥, and let H
be a background Hermitian metric on E. We denote by sl(E) (resp. su(E)) the bundle
of traceless (resp. traceless skew-hermitian) endomorphisms of E. Let A be a unitary
connection on FE that induces the trivial connection on det E, and let ¢ € Q!(isu(E)) be a
Higgs field. The Hitchin equations for the pair (A, ¢) are given by:

(3) Fa+oNg=0,dap=dyo=0.

If we split the Higgs field into type: ¢ = ¢ +¢f, with ¢ € Q0(sl(E)), then (3) is equivalent
to:

(4) Fa+p,¢']=0,0ap=0.

Notice that (Op,¢) then defines an SL(2,C) Higgs bundle. The Hitchin moduli space,
denoted by Muyjit, is the moduli space of solutions to the Hitchin equation, given by

M = {(4, ) | (A, ¢) satisfies (3)}/G,

where G is the gauge group of unitary automorphisms of E. Recall that a flat connection D
is called completely reducible if and only if it is a direct sum of irreducible flat connections.
The Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence can be summarized as follows:

Theorem 2.5. [21, 13, 6, 8] A Higgs bundle (&, ) is polystable if and only if there exists
a Hermitian metric H such that the corresponding Chern connection A and Higgs field ¢ =
@0+ ! solve the Hitchin equations (3). Moreover, the connection D defined by D =V 5+ ¢
is a completely reducible flat connection, and it is irreducible if and only if (€,p) is stable.

Conwversely, a flat connection D is completely reducible if and only if there exists a Her-
mitian metric H on E such that when we express D = V4 + ¢ + ¢, we have Osp = 0.
Moreover, the corresponding Higgs bundle (&, ) is polystable, and it is stable if and only if
D is irreducible.

The nonabelian Hodge correspondence defines the following Kobayashi-Hitchin homeo-
morphism

= MDol — MHit s

which is a diffeomorphism to irreducible solutions of (3) when restricted to the stable locus.

Finally, we note that there is an action of S' on My defined by (A, ¢) — (A, e - ¢),
where € - ¢ = ¢ + e~ pf. With respect to this and the S' € C* action on Mp,;, the
map = is S'-equivariant.

3. FILTERED BUNDLES AND COMPACTNESS

Filtered (or parabolic) bundles are described, for example, in [13]. They play a key role in
the analytic compactification. This section provides a brief overview of filtered line bundles
and demonstrates a compactness result.
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3.1. Filtered line bundles and nonabelian Hodge. Let Z be a finite collection of
distinct points on a closed Riemann surface X, and let ¥’ = ¥\ Z. Viewing ¥ as a
projective algebraic curve, an algebraic line bundle L over ¥’ is a line bundle defined by
regular transition functions on Zariski open sets over ¥’. The sheaf of sections of L can be
extended in infinitely many different ways over Z to obtain coherent (invertible) sheaves on
3. The sections of L are then realized as meromorphic sections of an extension, regular on
Y.

A filtered line bundle F.(L) is an algebraic line bundle L with a collection of coherent
extensions L, across the punctures Z such that L, C Lg for a > f3, for a fixed sufficiently
small € Lo = Lo, and Ly = Lot1 ® Ox(Z). Let Gr,, = Lote/Lo denote the quotient
(torsion) sheaf. A value o where Gr,, # 0 is called a jump. Since we are considering line
bundles, there is exactly one jump a, € [0,1) for each p (i.e. p is in the support of Grg,).
The collection of jumps {a,} fully determines the filtered bundle structure. If we denote
by L := Ly, the degree of a filtered line bundle is defined as

deg(Fi(L)) = deg(L) + Z ap .
peEZ

Alternatively, a weighted line bundle is a pair (£, x) where £ — X is a holomorphic line
bundle and x : Z — R is a weight function. The degree of a weighted bundle is defined as

deg(L, x) = deg(L) + pr .
peEZ

The concepts of filtered line bundles and weighted line bundles are nearly equivalent.
Namely, given a filtered line bundle F, (L), we define £ := Ly and x, = «,. Conversely,
given a weighted line bundle (£, x), let a;, = xp + 1y, where n, € Z is the unique integer
so that 0 < xp, + np, < 1. A filtered bundle F,(L) is then determined by setting Lo =
L(— > pezn(ap)p) with jumps ay. Clearly, deg(F(L)) = deg(L,x). We shall use the
notation F, (L, x) for the filtered bundle associated to a weighted bundle (£, x) in this way.

Different weighted bundles can give rise to the same filtered bundle. The following is a
fact that will be frequently used in this paper. If D =) dyx is a divisor supported on

Z, let
dy , € Z;
xp(x) ::{

T€EZ

0, zeX\Z.
Then for any weighted bundle (£, x) we have F,(L(D),x — xp) = F«(L, X)-
Let (L1, x1) and (L2, x2) be two weighted lines bundles. We define the tensor product
(L1, x1) ® (L2,x2) = (L1 ® L2,x1 + X2) -

Then the degree is additive on tensor products. For filtered bundles, we define
(5) Fi(L1,x1) @ Fu(L2,x2) = Fiu(L1® L2, x1 + X2) -

The degree is again additive for the tensor product of filtered bundles. This agrees with the
usual definition of tensor product for parabolic bundles.

3.2. Harmonic metrics for weighted line bundles.

Proposition 3.1. Let (L, x) be a degree 0 weighted bundle. Then there exists a Hermitian
metric h such that:
(i) the Chern connection Ay, of (L,h) is flat: Fa, =0;
(ii) for p € Z, and (Up,z) a holomorphic coordinate centered at p, |z|~2*h is a C*®
Hermitian metric on Ly, ;
(iii) h is uniquely determined up to a multiplication by a nonzero constant.
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Proof. We first choose a background Hermitian metric hg such that |z|~2X?hy defines a C>°
Hermitian metric defined on U,,. Let Ay, be the Chern connection and F4, be the curvature.

We have % fz Fu, = deg(L,x) = 0. Therefore, there exists a C> function p such that

Ap + %AF 4o = 0. We define h = hge”. For the corresponding Chern connection Ay, we
have F4, = 0, which implies (i). (ii) follows from the property of hy and p being a smooth
function on 3. As p is well-defined up to a constant, h is well-defined up to a constant,
which implies (iii). O

The metric obtained above is called the harmonic metric. For a weighted bundle (L, x),
the holomorphic bundle £ and the harmonic metric h define a filtration as follows. For
€ > 0 sufficiently small, let

Lo :={s € L(xZ) | |s|p < Cr* ¢ for some C} .

Here, r denotes the distance to Z in any smooth conformal metric on . It is straightforward
to check that this defines a filtered bundle that matches F. (L, x) under the correspondence
in the previous section.

Even though the harmonic metric is only well-defined up to a constant, the Chern con-
nection A = (£, h) is independent of this choice. The (1,0) part of A, denoted V}, then
defines logarithmic connections Vj, : Ly — L, @ K(Z).

3.3. Convergence of weighted line bundles. In this subsection, we will consider the
convergene of weighted line bundles and the main result we proof here might be a directly
corollary of [34, Theorem 1.8]. For the reader’s convenience, we present a short proof here
for our situation.

Let (X0, 90) be a metrized Riemann surface (i.e. a Riemann surface ¥y with conformal
metric gg) with a holomorphic structure Jy. Consider a neighborhood U; of Jy in the
moduli space of holomorphic structures and a neighborhood Us of gg in the space of smooth
metrics. We denote the product of these neighborhoods by U = U; x Us. We can define the
fiber bundle Picy — U, where each fiber is the Picard group defined by the holomorphic
structure. Let (X; = (C,J;),¢:) be a family of metrized Riemann surfaces that converge
smoothly to (X9,90) as t — 0. Let Z; C Xy be a collection of a finite number of points
that converge to Zy in suitable symmetric products of C. For each p € Zj, we can write
Zy = Upez,Ztp such that all points in Z;, converge to p. We define the convergence of
weighted line bundles as follows:

Definition 3.2. A family of weighted line bundles (L, x¢) over ¥y with weights x; : Zy — R
converges to (Lo, xo) if

(i) L converges to Ly in Picy,
(ii) for all p € Zy and t sufficiently small, quZt,p xt(q) = xo(p)-

A sequence of filtered bundles F,(L;) converges to F.(Ly) if the corresponding weighted
bundles converge. The following theorem provides insight into the compactness of a sequence
of weighted line bundles:

Theorem 3.3. Let (L4, xt) be a sequence of weighted line bundles over ¥, \ Z;, where
deg(Ly, x¢) = 0, and let hy be the corresponding harmonic metrics. If Z; converges to Zy,
we write Z; = Upez,Zip. Then there exists a weighted line bundle (Lo, Xxo) over Zy with a
harmonic metric hg such that:

(i) After being rescaled by ¢, > 0, cthy converges to hg over g\ Zy in the CX. sense.

(ii) Let V¢ be the unitary connection of hy. Then on X \ Zy, limy_,o V¢ = Vg in C°

loc*
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Proof. By the assumptions on weights, deg(L;) is a fixed, t-independent constant. Let
v = (Ji, g¢) be a path in U. Then Picy|,, is compact, and there exists an Ly € Pic(X)
such that £; converges to Lo. For p € Zy, define xo(p) = >_4ez, , x¢(q), and thus obtain
a weighted line bundle (Lo, xo). We can choose a family of approximate harmonic metrics
hiPP | such that |z|~2X»hiPP extends to a smooth metric in a neighborhood of p and hj*?
converges to h™" in C2,(X0 \ Zo). Moreover, we write hy = hiPPe®t. After a suitable rescale
of hy, we can assume ||s¢||p2 = 1. Let p; := A¢hyPP be the curvature defined by the metric
hi®P. Then s; satisfies the equation A;s; = p; over X. As p; converges to py € Ci2.(X\ Zy),

and g¢; is a family with bounded geometry, we obtain the estimate

[stllck+20(x) < Cralllpellere(s) +1)

where Cy, ,, is a t-independent constant. Therefore, passing to a subsequence, s; converges
to sp in C*°(X), which implies (i). The assertion (ii) follows from (i). O

4. THE ALGEBRAIC AND ANALYTIC COMPACTIFICATIONS

In this section, we introduce compactifications of the Dolbeault and Hitchin moduli
spaces.

4.1. The algebraic compactification of the Dolbeault moduli space. In this subsec-
tion, we present the algebraic method for compactifying the Dolbeault moduli space. This
technique is based on the C* action on Mp,], and was introduced in [11, 39, 19, 7, 27]. The
gauge theoretic approach can be found in [11].

Theorem 4.1 ([11, Thm. 11.2],[7]). Let V be an algebraic variety with C* action. Suppose
(i) the fized point set of the C* action is proper,
(i) for everyt € C*, v € V, the limit %inét -V exists.
_>
Then the space U :={v € V| tlim t-v does not exist} is open in V, and the quotient U/C*
—00
s separated and proper.

We apply this to the Dolbeault moduli space. The first step is to study the possible
isotropy subgroups.

Lemma 4.2. [19, Thm. 6.2] Let £ = [(£,¢)] be a Higgs bundle equivalence class with
H(&) # 0. Then the stabilizer I'c of £ for the C* action is either trivial or Z/2. The latter
case holds if and only if (€,¢) and (E,—p) are complex gauge equivalent.

Proof. For t € Te, H(t - &) = t*H(§), hence t* = 1 if H() # 0. O

The fixed points of the Z /2 action correspond to real representations under the nonabelian
Hodge correspondence [21, Sec. 10]. Hence by this Lemma, the space (Mpy \ H~1(0))/C*
has an orbifold structure.

By the properness of the Hitchin map H, see Theorem 2.1, it follows that lim; .ot - £
exists if and only if H(£) = 0. Now define

(6) Moo = { (Mpor x €) [T(Mpor \ H'(O)) ] /T

The analytic topology on the disjoint union is generated by open sets U x Wy and V x
(WoNC*) IV N (Mpe \ H~1(0)), where U,V C Mpe1, Wi, W C C are open, with 0 ¢ W7,
0 € Wy. The topology on Mp, is then the quotient topology, and it is straightforward to

see that with this topology, it is compact.
Since (Mpg x C*)/C* = Mp,), there is a natural inclusion

t: Mpeo — MDO]? L(g) = [(57 1)] )
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where brackets denote the equivalent class under the C* action. The boundary of Mp; is
OMpol = Mpol \ t(Mpel) = (Mpel \ H(0))/C* .
There is a boundary map
Ly : Mpol \ HH(0) — OMbper, € — [(£,0)],

which is invariant under the C* action, i.e., tg(A) = 1y(§) for A € C*.
The C* action on Mp, covers the (square of the) action on B. Hence, it is natural to
compactify B by projectivizing:

B:=PH"(K*)@C).
The inclusion is given, as usual, by
to:B— B, uq) =g x {1}],

where ¢ x {1} € H°(K?) ® C. We also define 0B = B\ 1o(B) ~ P(H°(K?)), with boundary
inclusion map

w0 B\ {0} = 0B, 1,0(q) = [q x {0}] .
The Hitchin map H : Mpe — B extends to H : Mpe — B, where ﬁ|MDO1 := 190 H and
for every [(€,)]/C* € OMpo,

H(((E,)]/T*) == [(0,H(y))] C B.
This is well defined since det(p) # 0 if [(£, )] /C* € OMp,, and

P
Mpol —— Mpol

P
B—" B
commutes.
There is a good algebraic structure on this algebraic compactification:

Theorem 4.3. [11, 39, 19, 7, 11] The compactified space Mpe is a normal projective
variety, and OMpe is a Cartier divisor of Mpg.

The following characterization of sequential convergence is useful.

Proposition 4.4. Let [(&;, vi)] € Mpo be a sequence of Higgs bundles, and write g; =
1

det(p;) and r; = Hq,HE2 Suppose limsup r; — 0o; then up to subsequence:

(i) there exists a Higgs bundle [(Eco, Poo)] With (oo = det(Poo) and ||Goollz2z = 1 such
that limiﬁoo[(c‘,’,-,ri_lgoi)] = [(€xos Poo)] in Mpol and lim; ri_lqi = (oo in HO(K?);
(i)
Zlig?o L[(Eh (102)] = La[(é\OO7 @OO)] on MDoh

Zliglo (q) = LO,@(@oo) on B.

Proof. The first point follows since the Hitchin map # is proper and H(r; 1%’) is bounded.
The second follows directly from the definition. O

4.2. The analytic compactification of the Hitchin moduli space. We next describe
the compactification of the Hitchin moduli space developed in [29, 33, 40].
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4.2.1. Decoupled Hitchin equations. We begin by defining the decoupled Hitchin equations.
Recall the notation from Section 2.4. Let Z be a finite set of distinct points in . For
a smooth unitary connection A on Els\; and smooth ¢ = ¢ + ol € Ql(isu(E))\E\Z, the
decoupled Hitchin equations on ¥\ Z are:

(7) Fa=0, [p,¢]=0, dap=0.
Solutions to (7) may be quite singular near Z, so we make the following restriction:

Definition 4.5. A solution (A, @) to the decoupled Hitchin equations over ¥\ Z is called
admissible if ¢ # 0, and |p| extends to a continuous function on ¥ with |¢|~1(0) = Z.

By a limiting configuration we always mean an admissible solution to the decoupled
Hitchin equations. Clearly Z is determined by (A, ¢). Admissibility guarantees that det(y)
extends to a holomorphic quadratic differential ¢ = det(p) on ¥ with Z = ¢~1(0) as a set.
Hence, the spectral curve S, is well-defined. We emphasize that Z may vary for different
admissible solutions, but one always has that #7 < 4g — 4.

The equivalence relation on limiting configurations is that (A1, ¢1) ~ (Ag, ¢o) if 713 = Zo
and (A1,¢1)g = (Az,¢2) for a smooth unitary gauge transformation g on ¥\ Z;. The
moduli space of the decoupled Hitchin equations is then

MEM — {admissible solutions to (7)}/ ~ .
We denote by M%I‘ftnq the elements in Mﬁﬁn with a fixed quadratic differential ¢, so the
equivalence relation is now induced by the action of the unitary gauge group over ¥\ Z,
Z = q 0).
There is a natural C* action on the moduli space Mﬁifgl: given (A, ¢ = ¢ + o) € Mhifgl
and t € C*, we set t - [(A, )] = [(A, ty + tp!)], which is also a solution to (7).

4.2.2. Compactification of the Hitchin moduli space. The following compactness result is
due to Taubes [17] and Mochizuki [33] (see also [20]).

Proposition 4.6. Let (A;, ;) be a sequence of solutions to (3), with q; = det(y;) €
HY(K?). Then
(1) if limsup [|g; || z2(x) < 0o, then there is a subsequence (also denoted {i}), a smooth
solution (Axo, Poo) to (3), and a sequence g; of smooth unitary gauge transformations
on X, such that (A;, ¢i)gi converges smoothly to (Aso, Poo) 0N X;
(ii) 4f lim ||gi||f2(z) = oo, then there is a subsequence (also denoted {i}), and g €
H°(K?) so that
_ %
llgill 2
over S, and an admissible solution (Ass, $oo = Qoo+ @b to (7), with Zes := q1(0),
and smooth unitary gauge transformations g; on X\ Zso, such that over any open
set Q€ X\ Zoo, (Ai)gi = Ao, and

9, bi9;
9l 2

—7 (o

— Poo

smoothly on 2.

The norm on H°(X, K?) can be chosen arbitrarily since it is a finite dimensional space.
There is also a compactness result for sequences of solutions in Mﬁﬁn
Proposition 4.7. Let [(A;, ¢; = i + 4,01)] € ME® be a sequence of admissible solutions
to (7), and let q; = det(p;) be the corresponding quadratic differentials. Then after passing

to a subsequence, there are t; € C*, a limiting configuration (Aco, oo = Yoo + golo) with
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quadratic differential qoo = det(poo) # 0, and a sequence g; of smooth gauge transformations
on ¥\ Zx, such that:

(i) t2¢; converges smoothly to qoo,

(ii) over any open set Q € X \ Zoo, (As,ti - ¢3)gi converges smoothly to (Aso, doo)-

Proof. Write ¢; = det(p;) € HY(K?). Adjusting by t; if necessary, we may assume g;
converges t0 g over X. Also, since Fy, = 0 over ¥ \ Z; and Z; converges to Z,, we can
apply both Uhlenbeck compactness and the classical bootstrapping method to obtain A,
such that up to gauge A; converges smoothly to Ay, over ¥\ Z. Finally, the convergence
of ; follows by the bound on ¢;’s. O

4.2.3. The topology on the compactified space. We now carefully define the topology on the
space Mt U Mﬁﬁn /C*. Choose a metric in the conformal class on . Let Wk2 denote the
Sobolev spaces on ¥ of distributional sections with at least k derivatives in L2. For a finite
set of points Z C ¥ (or indeed any closed subset),

VV{Z’?(E \Z)={f|f¢€ Wk’2(K), K Cc ¥\ Z, K compact}.

These definitions extend easily to the space of connections and ! (isu(F)) for a Hermitian
vector bundle (E, Hy) over ¥ with a fixed smooth background connection.

Let wy, be a nested collection of open sets with w,, C @y, C wyy1, with J,, w, =X\ Z. We
then define the seminorms || f{|n, := || fllwk.2(y,); in terms of these, VVIIZf(E \ Z) a Fréchet
space.

For any ¢ € HY(K?), set Z, := ¢~ *(0), and consider the moduli space

M, = {(4,¢) € Mg NWH2(D)}U{(A, ¢) € MER NWEX(DN\ Z,)}/C* .

loc

By classical bootstrapping of the gauge-theoretic elliptic equations, M, is independent of
k> 2.

Next define M := qu HO(K?) M,. Its topology is generated by two types of open sets.
For interior points £ = [(A, ¢)] € Muiy C M we use the open sets

Ve :={l(A",¢)] € Muic | |4 — Allwrzi) + 116" = dllwrzs < €}
from the topology of Muyj¢. For any boundary point &y € Mﬁi{? /C*, choose a representative
(Ao, e py) for some constant 0. Let ¢ = det(¢p), and fix any open set w € ¥\ Zg. Then,

setting M;Iit = Mu;t \7‘[_1(0),
_1 .
Ugyw,e ={(A,¢) € My | [[A4 — Aollwrew) + giéﬂsfl )l .26 — e ollwragy <e ol > €}

J{(A, ¢) € MER(IIA = Aollwrq) + 16 = dollwrzw) < €}
defines an open set around &y. The sets Ug, ., and Vg . generate the topology on M.
Theorem 4.8. The space M is a Hausdorff and compact.

Proof. The Hausdorff property follows from the definition of the topology. By Propositions
4.6 and 4.7, M is sequentially compact. Moreover, using this explicit base for the topology
M is first countable, and hence compact. O

We may now define the compactification of the Hitchin moduli space as the closure
Muix C Muig U Mhifgl /C*; we write Mt for the boundary of the closure and My;t , =
M N M, for the subset of elements with a fixed quadratic differential.

The following result is described in [30, 36, 31].

Theorem 4.9. [31, Prop. 3.3] If ¢ has only simple zeros, then Mt = M.
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In other words, the compactification of any slice where ¢ does not lie in the discriminant
locus is ‘the obvious one’.

5. PARABOLIC MODULES AND STRATIFICATION OF BNR DATA

In this section, we review the notion of a parabolic module, as described in [38, 5, 4, 16].
This concept leads to a partial normalization of the generalized Jacobian and Prym varieties
of the spectral curve.

5.1. Normalization of the spectral curve. Let ¢ # 0 be a quadratic differential with
an irreducible, singular spectral curve S = S;,. The zeros of ¢ define a divisor Div(q) =

Lomip; + 25221 n;p}, where the m; and n; are even and odd integers, respectively, and
hence r1 and 79 are the numbers of even and odd zeros, respectively, counted without
multiplicity. Write Zeven = {P1,-- .0 }s Zoad = {P],-- -0}, and Z = Zeven U Zoad, s0
#Z =r=r;+rs.

The map 7 : S — X is a double covering branched along Z; hence, we may view p; and
p; as points in S. For x € S, let O, be the local ring, O} its group of units, and R, the
completion. We say that S has an A,, singularity at = if R, = C[[r, s]]/(r? — s"*1), where
n > 1. If S has an A; singularity at x, we call it a nodal singularity, and if S has an As
singularity at x, we call it a cusp singularity.

Let p: S — S be the normalization of S, and let 7 := 7o p:

s—L2,5
Rl’r
by

For even zeros p; we write p~1(p;) = {p;,P; }, and for odd zeros p] we write p~1(p}) = pl.
Since 7 : .S — ¥ is a branched double cover, the involution o on S extends to an involution
of S which we also denote by o. Note that o(f;) = p} while o(57) = pf .

The ramification divisor A’ = 3 3°71, m;p; + > j1(nj —1)pf, is a divisor on S, and there
is an exact sequence:

8 0— 05 — pOz— Oy —0.
g

The genus of S is g(S) = 4g — 3 — deg(A) = 29 — 1 + r9/2.

5.2. Jacobian under the pull-back of the normalization. We now recall some facts
about the Jacobian under the pull-back of the normalization, cf.~[ |. Let x € Z C S bea

singular point, i.e. either & € Zeyen or = ¢; with n; > 3. Let O, be the integral closure

of Op. We take V := [[ ., O*/O*. Then we have the following well-known short exact
sequence induced by the pull-back of the normalization.

9) 0 — V — Jac(S) 25 Jac(S) — 0 .

This will play an important role later on.

5.2.1. Hitchin fiber. Now we examine the locally free part 7 of the Hitchin fiber under the
pull-back. Here, 7 is defined to be the set of L € Pic29~2(S) such that det(m,L) = Os. For
any L € Pic(S), from (8) we see that det(7.p*L) = det(m.L) ® Ox(A). We define a new

set, T, as follows:
T = {L € Pic®2(3) | det(7,.L) = O(A)}.
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It follows that p* maps T to T. Furthermore, if L1, Ly € Pic(5) satisfy p*L; = p* Loy, then
we have m,Lq = m,Lo. This means that the fiber of p* : Jac(S) — Jac(S) is the same as
p* : T — T, resulting in the following exact sequence:

(10) 0—V—T 5T 0.

5.3. Torsion free sheaves. Now we present Cook’s parametrization of rank 1 torsion free
sheaves on curves with Gorenstein singularities (see [1, p. 40] and also [5, 38]). An explicit
computation of the invariants used in this paper is provided in Appendix A. Let x € Z be
a singular point of S, and let L — S be a rank 1 torsion free sheaf. We again let O, denote
the local ring at x, (’)x its integral closure, IC, its fraction field, and J, = dlmc(O /Oz).
According to [18, Lemma 1.1], there exists a fractional ideal I, that is isomorphic to Ly,
uniquely defined up to multiplication by a unit of (’)x, such that O, C I, C (’) We define
0, := dime(I,/O,) and b, := dime(Tor(I, ®o, Op)). Then, £, and b, are invariants of L.
Let I, be the field of fractions of O,. The conductor of I, C (596 is defined to be

C)={uek,|u-0,ClL}.
The singularity is characterized by the following dimensions:
20, —24,

bz
—_——

CO,)cC(I,)cO, CI, CO,
So—t

205

For x = p; € Zeyen, we have 6,, = m;/2, and there are two maximal ideals my in (5m
corresponding to the points p7-. We let (O, /C(I,,))m. be the localization by the ideals
my, and define az+ = dimc(Op, /C(Ip,))m,.. Moreover, we have dimc(Op, /C(Op,))my =
m;i/2 = 0p,. By Appendix A, g = (m;/2) — £y, and therefore gt +a5- = 26,, — 20, and
also by, = £p,. Define
V(Lp) ={(cf ) |6 €Zz0, ¢f +ci =1y}

For x = p € Zyqa, we have 5p; = (n; — 1)/2, and the maximal ideal m of O, is unique.
Define aj := dimc(ép;/C(ng))m. By Appendix A, we have ay = 25, — 2,y and by = .
Moreover, dimc(épg/C(Op;))m =n; — 1 =20,. In this case we set V( ) ={l}

Now consider modules compatible with L,. Let 5 : Op — Oy /C(O,) be the quotient
map. Define

S(Ly) := {Oy-submodules F, C O, /C(O,) | dimc(F,) =6 , ' (Fy) = L,} .

Hence, if J, = n~1(F,) with F, € S(L,), there exists an ideal t, such that J, = t, - L,.
For © = p; € Zeyen, we obtain two integers c = dlm(c( x/(tx . (5x))mi. By [4, Lemma 6],
(ct,c7) € V(Ly,), for x = pl € Zyaa, dimg( Op/(te - Op)) = ty € V(Ly), and these only
depend on F. Hence, there is a well-defined map:

F, —>(Z, ¢; ) whenx = p;,

Ky 2 S(Ly) — V(Ly) : {F N when z = p!
x P o

Lemma 5.1. [{, Lemma 6] For x € Z, the components of S(L,) are parameterized by
elements in V(Ly,).
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Set V(L) := [l,ez V(Lz) and S(L) := [],cz S(Ly). Write N(L) := |V(L)| for the
number of points in V' (L). there is a map

k=] ke : S(L) — V(L) .

z€Z
For any ¢ € V(L), write ¢ = (cf, e ,c}l gty ’Ep?z)‘ Associate to this the divisor
1 T2
De = (5] +c75y) + ) _ by
i=1 i=1

on S. Composing k with the map above, we define

(11) 2:8(L) — Div(S) : [[Ferr e De .
r€eZ
The following result is straightforward but important:

Proposition 5.2. L is locally free if and only if x =0 on S(L).

Proof. L is locally free if and only if £, = 0 for € Z. The claim then follows directly from
the definition of D,. O

5.4. Parabolic modules. In this subsection, we define the notion of a parabolic module,
following [358, 5, 4].

First note that dime (0, /C(O,)) = 26,. Let Gr(d,, O, /C(O,)) be the Grassmannian of
8, dimensional subspaces of the vector space O, /C(O,). Then OF acts on Gr(d,, 0, /C(O,))
by multiplication, with fixed points corresponding to J,-dimensional O, submodules of
0,/C(O,). We write P(z) for the (reduced) variety of fixed points. This is a closed
subvariety of Gr(8y, O,/C(0y)).

Suppose z is an A,, singularity. For notation convenience, we write P(A,) := P(x). We
have the following:

Proposition 5.3. [1, Prop. 2] The following holds:

(i) P(Ay) is connected and depends only on d,. Also, dimc P(A,) = n, and we have
isomorphisms P(Agn—1) = P(Az,).
(ii) If P(Ap) is defined to be a point, then the inclusions P(Ag) C P(Az) C -+ C P(Aszp)
give a cell decomposition of P(Asy).
(iii) The singular locus Sing(P(Azn)) = P(Asn—4). In particular, it has codimension
> 2. Moreover, P(A;) = P(As) = CP!, and P(A4) is a quadric cone.

Define &(S) = [[,c,P(x). This only depends on the curve singularity of S. Let

J € Pic(S). We have an isomorphism J, ® On g = 0,/C(O,) as Oy-modules. More
explicitly, as vector spaces,

® my my
2

D3+ ~ A T — ~ M
TNE 0T = 0,/0(0). TV = 0,,/0(0y) .

Definition 5.4. A parabolic module PMod(S) consists of pairs (J,v), where J € Jac(S)
and v = [[,c vz, with vy € Jp @ Ops 4.

By [1, p. 41], PMod(S) has a natural algebraic structure. Let pr : PMod(S) — Jac(S)

be the projection to the first component. Then pr defines a fibration of PMod(S) with fiber

P(S). Moreover, there is a finite morphism 7 : PMod(S) — Jac(S) defined by sending
(J,v) = L, where L is the kernel of the restriction map p.J — (J ® Op)/v:

0—L—p.J —(JROp)/v—0.
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There is a diagram:

P(8) — PMod(S) —2— Jac(S)
Tac(S)
The map 7 may be regarded as the compactification of the pull-back normalization map p*

in (9).

Theorem 5.5 ([1, Thm. 1]). For the map 7 : PMod(S) — Jac(S) defined above,

(i) 7 is a finite morphism, where the fiber over L consists of N(L) points,
(i) The restriction T : 7 1Jac(S) — Jac(S) is an isomorphism. Moreover, for L €
Jac(S), we have pro 7 (L) = p*(L).
(iii) Suppose T(J,v) = L. For x € Z, we have v € S(L). Let D, = 3(v) be the divisor
defined in (11). Then

0 — p*L/Tor(p*L) — J — Op, — 0 .
In particular, p*L/Tor(p*L) = J(—D,).

Suppose all of the zeros of the quadratic differential ¢ are odd. Then for L € Jac(9),
N(L) =1, and we can deduce the following.

Corollary 5.6. If ¢=1(0) = {p!,...,p.} and all zeroes have odd multiplicity, then T :
PMod(S) — Jac(S) is a bijection. Moreover, for L € Jac(S) with 7(J,v) = L, we have

p*L/Tor(p*L) Zf /pZ
We will now present an example of a parabolic module.

Example 5.7 ([1, Ex. 2]). Suppose q contains 4g — 2 simple zeros and one zero x of order
2. Then the spectral curve S has one nodal singularity at ©. Denote p : S — S the
normalization, with p~'(x) = {Z4,%_}. Then P(S) = CP', and we obtain a fibration
CP! — PMod(S) — Jac(S). Let L € Jac(S). If we write L := p*L/Tor(p*L), then
T HL) = (L@ O(F4),v4), (L ® O(F_),v_). We can define two sections:

st : Jac(S) — PMod(S), s+ : L — (L ® O(F+),v+) .

Then Jac(S) is the quotient ofPMod(g)Ngz'ven by the identification Jac(S) = Pl\/lod(g)/(sJr ~
O(Z_ —T1)s_). In particular, PMod(S) is not a fibration over Jac(S).

Proposition 5.8. The singular set of PMod(g) has codimension at least 2. Moreover, if
the spectral curve S contains only cusp or nodal singularities, then PMod(S) is smooth.

Proof. As the singularities of PMod(§ ) come from the space Z(.5), the claim follows from
Proposition 5.3. O

Since we focus on SL(2,C) Higgs bundles, we must consider the parabolic module com-
pactification of the fibration

0—>V—>Pi>Prym(§/E)—>0.
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Setting, M(g) := 77Y(P), then there is a diagrom from [16, p. 17]

P(S) — PMod(S) —= Prym(5/%)

(12) I+

P

Theorem 5.5 proves that pro7-tp = p*.

5.5. Stratifications of the BNR data. Parabolic modules define a stratification of P
and 7. In the following, 7: S — X is a branched double cover, o the associated involution
on S and o its extension to an involution on S.

For a rank 1 torsion free sheaf L € Pic(S), consider the map

Pt : Pic(S) — Pic(S), pip(L) := p*L/Tor(p*L)
i.e. the torsion free part of the pull-back to the normalization. By [37], pf;(L) = p*L at
x € S if and only if L is locally free at p(z) € S.

Definition 5.9 ([21]). An effective divisor D € Div(S) is called a o-divisor if
(i) D<A and c*D =D,
(ii) let x € Fix(o) and we write D|, = dgx, then dy =0 mod 2.
The o-divisors play an important role in describing the singular Hitchin fibers.

Proposition 5.10. [21, 33] Let L € P and write L := L. Then we have L®o*L =
O(A — D) for D an o-divisor.

The o-divisors give a stratification of the BNR data 7 and P. For a o-divisor D, define
To ={J € Pic(S) | J® 0*J = O(A — D)} ;

(13) ~ G
Pp = {J € Pic(S) | J@ o*J = O(—=D)} .

Then by [24, Prop. 5.6], Tb and Pp are abelian torsors over Prym(§ /%) with dimension
9(S) — g(S) = g — 1+ &rs. In addition, we define

7D:{L67|p:fL€%D}§

(14) — — ~
Pp={LeP|psLecPp}.

Then the partial order on divisors defines a stratification of T (resp. f) by: Up< pTp
(resp. Upr<pPpr). The top strata are T p—o (resp. Pp—o), and these consist of the locally
free sheaves. From the definition, 7 = T p—g and P = Pp—y.

Theorem 5.11. [24, Thm. 6.2] (i) Suppose q contains at least one zero of odd order. Then
for each stratum indexed by o-divisor D, if we write ngs be the numbers of p such that
D|, = Alp, then there are holomorphic fiber bundles

15) (©)h x T —Tp 1 T

(€M x k2 — Pp By Py

where k1 = 11 — ngs, ko = 29 — 2 — %deg(D) — 711+ nss — 5, and 1,72 are the number
of even and odd zeros. (ii) Suppose q is irreducible but all zeros are of even order. Then
there exists an analytic space 7_JD and a double branched covering p: Tp — 7_JD, with 7_'/D
a holomorphic fibration

((C*)kl x (CkQ N _D Pyg ffD ]
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In particular, dim(Pp) = dim(T p) = 3g — 3 — 1 deg(D).

As explained in [24], via the BNR correspondence the stratification above translates into
a stratification of the Hitchin fiber. Let M, := H~!(g) be the Hitchin fiber of an irreducible
quadratic differential ¢. Let xpNr : T — M, be the bijection in Theorem 2.3. Let D be a
o-divisor. Define M, p := XBNR(7D)- Then the stratification of 7 induces a stratification
on My =Up My,p-

For each o-divisor D, since 6*D = D, we can write D’ := %ﬁ(D). Then D’ is an effective
divisor with supp D’ C Z. Moreover, for z € ¢~1(0), D!, < %Lordx(q)J. Therefore, M, may
be regarded as also being stratified by divisors D’ defined over X.

5.6. The structure of the parabolic module projection. We now explain the rela-
tionship between the divisor D, in Theorem 5.5 and the o-divisor. Given L € P, define
N, = {(J,v) € PMod(S) | 7(J,v) = L} ;
91, :={D, | (J,v) € M},
where 47, is 771(L), and 2, is the collection of divisors D, such that J(—D,) = p&(L).
If L is locally free, then J = p*L, and 2, is empty. Moreover, if 7(J,v) = 7(J’,v), then
J' = J(Dy — Dy).

The divisor D, satisfies the following symmetry property:

(16)

Proposition 5.12. Let D be a o-invariant divisor and L € Pp. For any D, € 91, we

have D, + c*D, = D.

Proof. Let 7(J,v) = L. Then by Theorem 5.5, we have L = J(—D,), where L = pi(L). As

L € Pp and J € Prym(S/X), we have L® 0*L = O(—D) and J ® 0*J = Og, which implies

D, +oc*D, = D. O
As a consequence, we have the following:

Corollary 5.13. Suppose q has only zeroes of odd order. Then for L € Pp and D, € 9y,
we have c*D, = D,, and D, = %D. In addition, T : PMod(S) — P is a bijection.

Proof. Since each zero has odd order supp (D,) C Fix(o), which implies D, = ¢*D,. By

Proposition 5.12, we must have D, = %D. ([l

There are relationships between the integers appearing in the construction of the para-
bolic module:
Lemma 5.14 ([17]). Let D = Y"1 di(pf +p; )+ Y12, d.pl be a o-divisor, and let L € Pp.
Then we have
(i) &y, = di and £, = d;/2;
(i) az+ = az- = (m;/2) —d; and ay =n; — 1 —d;.
Proof. Since L € Pp, we have dim Tor(p*L,,) = d; and dim Tor(p*Lyy) = d;/2. The claim
then follows from Proposition A.1. O
The elements in Z;, can be explicitly computed.

Proposition 5.15. Let D =Y 'L, di(p] +p; ) + > :2, dip), be a o-divisor, and let L € Pp.
Then Ni, = [[;L,(di +1). In particular, the number Ny, depends only on the o-diwvisor D.
Proof. By Lemma 5.14, V(L) can be rewritten as

V(L) ={(cf,...,cF A=l =lp,) | ¢ +¢ =di,cf €Lz},
2

s Cryo 7o 7

which implies the claim. The condition D, + ¢*D, = D is automatically satisfied. O
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If we define ny, to be the number of D, € &;, such that ¢*D,, # D,, then we have the
following:

Proposition 5.16. (i) nr is even;
(i) if L € Pp with

1 T2
D=>"di(p} +p;)+ > dip} .
=1 i=1

and if there exists ig € {1,...,7m1} such that d;, is not even, then ny, = Np; other-
wise, n;, = Ny, — 1.

Proof. To prove (i), note that if o*D,, # D,,, then c*(0*D,) # 0*D,, which means that np,
is even. For (i), by Proposition 5.15, D,, = 0* D, for D,, € 7y, if and only if ¢ = ¢; = d;/2.
Therefore, ny, # Ny, if and only if all d; are even, which implies (ii). O

6. IRREDUCIBLE SINGULAR FIBERS AND THE MOCHIZUKI MAP

In this section, we provide a reinterpretation of the limiting configuration construction of
a Higgs bundle on an irreducible fiber introduced by Mochizuki in [33] (see also [24]). We
also investigate the relationship between limiting configurations and the stratification.

6.1. Abelianization of a Higgs bundle. Let g be a fixed irreducible quadratic differential
with spectral curve S, with normalization p : S — S. We define K := 7*K (but note
that K # Kg) and ¢ = 7q € HO(K2), where 7 is the double branched coverlng of
S — ¥ associated to the branching set Z of ¢q. Choose a square root w € H 0( ) such that
§=—w®uw. Let A :=Div(w) and Z := supp(A). We can then write

T1 T2
my; , . o -
A=) G+ 5) + ) -
=1 i=1

Ifo:S— Sis the involution, then o*w = —w.

Let (£, ¢) be a Higgs bundle with det o = ¢. Consider the pullback (£, @) := (F*E, T ¢).
We have ¢ € HO(End(E) ® I~() and ¢ = det(p). Since ¢ = —w ® w, +w are well-defined
eigenvalues of ¢ over S. Let A be the canonical section of Tot(K ). The spectral curve for
(5 ,p) is defined by the equation

S = {\—G=0}.

The set S’ = Im(w) UIm(—w) C Tot(K) decomposes into two irreducible pieces.

Having fixed a choice of w, the eigenvalues of ¢ are globally well-defined, and we can define
the line bundle Ly C € as L+ = ker($ —w). Since 0w = —w, L_=0*L, = ker(¢+w),
and there is an isomorphism 5! a3z = =L, ®L_ |5 a7

There is a local description of (£, ):

Lemma 6.1. [21, Lemma 5.1, Thm. 5.3],[33, Lemma 4.2] Let 2 € Z and write A, =
mgx. Let U be a holomorphic coordinate neighborhood of x. Then there exists a frame
¢ € H'(U, K) such that, under a suitable trivialization of E|y = U x C?, we can write

. 0 1
(17) Q= P <z2mx_2dac 0> ®e.

Moreover, if we define D := erZ dyx, then D is a o-divisor.
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Lemma 6.2. [33, Sec. 4.1] For the Ly defined above, we have Li®L_ = 0D A).
Moreover, if we denote Lo = L+(A D) and L, :=o*Ly, then L+ =ENLy, L_=&N L1,
and we have the exact sequences

0—>E+—>§—>E1—>0;

O—>Z_—>§—>EO—>0.

Proof. The inclusion of Ly — & defines an exact sequence of sheaves
0— OLy)®O(L_) — OE) — T — 0,
where 7 is a torsion sheaf with supp 7 C Z. From the local description in (17), in the same

1
j:zmw_dw> . Therefore, as det(€) = Oy,

we obtain L, @ L_ = O(D — A). Since sy, s are linear independent away from z, 5/L+

is locally generated by the section 2% ~™+s_. Therefore, £ /LJr ~7_ (A—D) = L. Using
the involution, we obtain the other exact sequence. O

trivialization, Ei are spanned by the bases s+ = <

Therefore, if L ® 0*L = O(D — A), we have Ly = L(A — D) € Tp. In summary, the
construction above leads us to consider the composition of the following maps:
~ A— ~
5: M, — Pic(5) 224D, 7
(5790) = E‘F HE‘F(A_D) )
where the first map is given by taking the kernel of (7*¢ — w)|z¢.
This construction is directly related to the torsion free pull-back. Recall that ypnr :

T — M, is the BNR correspondence map, and pf; : Pic(S) — Pic(S) is the torsion free
pull-back. Then we have

Proposition 6.3. 6 o xgNr = pj;. In particular, if J € Tp, then 6 o xgNr(J) € Tb.

Proof. Let J € T, and write (£,¢) = xaNr(J), (£,3) = 7*(E,¢). From (1), we have the
BNR exact sequence on S:

0— J(-A) —7*€ TN e @ K — Jo K — 0.
As p* is right exact, we obtain
E P2 9K —pJoK —0.
Since the spectral curve is S = Im(w) U Im(—w), we can consider the restriction to the
component Im(w) and write A = w, Ly := ker(¢ F w). We obtain an exact sequence

0Ly =& ERK —pJoK —0,
which breaks into short exact sequences
0— Ly —&—Im@—w)—0;

0—Im@-—w) —mEQK —pJOK —0.

dx
Using the local trivialization in Lemma 6.1, Im(¢ — w) is locally spanned by < zz x) e.
From Lemma 6.2, if we write Lo:= l~}+(A — D) and Ly:= a*zo, then
§oxanr(J)=Li(A-D).
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Moreover, there is an isomorphism Im(¢ — w) = Zl. Letting l~'/1 be the saturation of Zl,
then we obtain the commutative diagram:

0 >f/1 >6~’®I~(*>p*J®f(*>0
| = |
0 , L} yEQK —— p] 9 K —— 0

where 7 : El — E’l is the natural inclusion. Moreover, in the same trivilization, E’l is
. 1 = = =

spanned by the section (_Zmz_dz> ¢. Therefore, L} = L_ ® K and from Lemma 6.2,

Pl =0 o xBNR(). O

From [33, Sec. 4.1}, if (€, ¢) is a Higgs bundle with (£,¢) = xsnr(L), and ;I:o =do
xBNR(L), then by Proposition 6.3, Ly = pj(L). We define a Higgs bundle (&, o) as
follows

~ ~ £~ w 0
50=L0690Lo,900=<0 >

—W

Moreover, £ is an Og submodule of & with a natural inclusion ¢ : & — & satisfying the
following:
(i) the induced morphism E— Eo, E = o*Ly is surjective,
(i) the restriction of ¢| §\7 is an isomorphism,
(iii) poot=1r0@.
We call (go, o) the abelianization of the Higgs bundle (€, ).

6.2. The construction of the algebraic Mochizuki map. In this subsection, we de-
fine the algebraic Mochizuki map, as introduced in [33]. Recall that for any divisor D =
> wez Ao, there is a canonical weight function xp(x) := d, when = € supp D and xp(z) =
0 when = ¢ supp D. We also have the stratification 7 = UpT p, for o divisors D. Let
F (§ ) be the space of all degree zero filtered line bundles over S. The algebraic Mochizuki
map OMO¢ is defined as

eMec . T — Z(S), L Fu(pie(L), xp-n) -

Example 6.4. When q has only simple zeroes, this construction generalizes that of [30]
(see also [13]). In the case of a quadratic differential with simple zeros, the spectral curve S
is smooth, and every torsion free sheaf is locally free, so that T =T . If Z = {p1,...,pag—a}
are the branch points of S, and A = Z?ﬁfpi, then the weight function %X—A assigns a
weight of —% at each p;. For L € T, OM°°(L) = F, (L, $x-n).

Below are some additional properties of @M,

Proposition 6.5. ®M°C|7D 18 a continuous map.

Proof. This follows directly from the definition of ©M°¢ and Theorem 3.3. ]

From Theorem 5.11, we know that for a o-divisor D, the preimage of the map pf; :
To — 7~'D has dimension 2g — 2 — %deg(D) — 19/2, where r5 is the number of odd zeros
of q. Even for the top stratum D = 0, p}; is not injective if the spectral curve is not
smooth. Let Ly, Ly € T p with pi(L1) = pis(L2). Then, based on the construction, we have
oMec(L;) = @Me¢(L,). In summary, we have the following result:
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Proposition 6.6. Let ¢ € HO(K?) be irreducible. Then OM° is injective if and only if q
has simple zeros.

6.3. Convergence of subsequences. le a locally free Ly € 7. Using the isomorphism
Y, : T — P defined by Yro(L) = LLy", we can extend the Mochizuki map ©M°° to P.

For J € Pp, we write J = pi;(J) and choose the weight function 1 5Xp- We then define:
oyl P — Z(S), T Fu(J,xp) .
Proposition 6.7. The map @10\/IOC satisfies the following properties:
(i) Let J € P and L := LoJ, then
@g/IOC(J‘) — @MOC(L) ® @MOC(LO)—I 7
where ® 1is the tensor product for filtered line bundles (5).
(ii) Suppose L = 7(I,v) with (Z,v) € PMod(S) and L € Pp, then
@g/loc © T(Iv U) = ]:*(I(_Dv)7 %XDu-i-U*Du) 5

where D, is the corresponding divisor defined in Theorem 5.5.
(iii) If o*D, = D,, then ©}°¢ o 7(Z,v) = F.(Z,0), where 0 means to take parabolic
weight 0 at any point.

Proof. As Ly is locally free, we have pl;.J = (p*Lo)~! ® pf L. By definition,

@MOC(J) = ]:*(p:f‘]’ %XD)? @MOC(L) = ]:*(pthv %XD—A) @MOC(LO) = Fu (p:fL07 %X—A)
which implies (i). For (ii), by Theorem 5.5, p};L = I(—D,), and from Proposition 5.12, we
have D = D,, + ¢*D,,, which implies (ii). When ¢*D,, = D,,, we compute

f*(l(_Dv)v %XDv-l-U*Du) = f*(l(_Dv)7XDu) = ]:*(Iv 0)7
which implies (iii). O

We now give a criterion for the continuity of the map ©Mec By this Proposition, it is

sufficient to study the map @MOC Recall that for L € P, we have

N =A{(J,v) € PMod( ) | 7(J,v) =L}, 91 :={D, | (J,v) € M},
and the number ny, is defined to be the number of divisors D, € %y, such that o*D,, # D,,.

Proposition 6.8. Let D be a o-divisor, L € Pp, and assume that (910\/10C 18 continuous at
L. Then, for (J,v) € A7 and D, € 91, we have 0*D,, = D,,, i.e., n;, = 0.

Proof. As the top stratum P Eiense in P, there exists a family of L; € P such that
lim; ,oo L; = L. Let (J;,v;) € PMod(g) be such that 7(J;,v;) = L;. Then, lim; o0 (J;,v;) =
(Joo, Voo ), and 7(Jso, Vo) = L. As L; is locally free, we have D,,, = 0. Moreover, by Theorem
5.5, we have pl;L = Joo(—D,,, ), and from Proposition 5.12, we have D = D, + 0* D,
By Proposition 6.7, we have

0y °(Li) = 05" o 7(Ji, vi) = Fu(J;,0)
and we compute

llm @MOC( Z) f*(!]oo,()) - f*(JOO(_DUoo)7XD'UOO) °

1—00
Moreover, by Proposition 6.7, we have O}°°(L) = Fi(Joo(—Dy)s 3(XDuos + Xo*Doo))-
Since O)°° is continuous on L, we have lim;_,, O°¢(L;) = OM°¢(L), which implies that
XDusy = Xo* Do - O
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By Proposition 5.16, ny, > 0 if and only if ¢ has at least one zero of even order. Hence,
the following is immediate.

Corollary 6.9. Suppose q is irreducible and has a zero of even order, then @gﬂoc s not
continuous.

When all zeros of ¢ have odd order, however, we have the following.

Proposition 6.10. If q is irreducible with all zeroes of odd order, then ©§1°° is continuous.

Proof. Since all zeroes of ¢ are odd, for any L € P, we have n;, = 0. Let Lo, € P be
fixed and let L; € P be any sequence such that lim; .o L; = Lo. Since 7 : P/l\/IE:l(g) —
P is bijective, we take (J;,v;) € m([é) with 7(J;,v;) = L;. Moreover, we assume
lim; 00 (55 05) = (Joos Voo ) With 7(Jso, Veo) = Loo. Since g only contains odd zeros, it follows
that supp D,, C Fix(o). By Proposition 6.7, we have ©}1°°(L;) = F.(J;,0). Therefore, we
have:

lim ©)°°(L;) = lim Fi(J;,0) = Fi(Joo, 0) = ON(Loo).

1—00 1—00

This concludes the proof. O

Theorem 6.11. Suppose q is irreducible. For the map OM°°: M, — 9(5), we have:
(i) @Mec is injective if and only if ¢ only has only simple zeros;
(i) if ¢ has only zeroes of odd order, OM° is continuous;
(iil) if ¢ contains a zero of eve norder, OMC is not continuous.

Proof. (i) follows from Proposition 6.6. (ii) follows from Proposition 6.10. (iii) follows from
Corollary 6.9. O

Proposition 6.12. Suppose ny, > 0. Then for k =1,...,nr, there exist sequences Lf with
lim; oo Lf = L such that if we denote FF := lim;_,oo @gAOC(Lf), FO .= @gAOC(L), then Fk1 £
Fk2 for ky # ky. Moreover, there exist {D1,..., Dy, } C 95 such that F¥ = F, (pisL, xD,,)-

Proof. By the definition of ny, we can find (J*,v¥) with 7(J* v¥) = L. If we define
Dy, := D,x, then 0* Dy, # Dj,. Moreover, by Theorem 5.5, we have pj;L = JF(=Dy). As
771(P) is dense in PMod(S), for each (J*,v*), we can find a sequence (J¥,vF) € 7=1(P)

177

such that lim;_, (JF, v¥) = (J*,v*) and we define L¥ := 7(JF,vF). Since L¥ is locally free,

AR ) ARE)

D,x = 0, and thus ©)°¢(LF) = F.(JF,0). We compute
lim OF'*(L) = F.(J*,0) = Fu(peL. xp,)

1—00
and @gAOC(L) = Fu(pie L, %XD)' Based on our assumptions, we have Dy, # Dy, for ki # ko
and o* Dy # Dy, which implies that XDy, #* XDy, for k1 # kg and xp, # %XD- O

We now present a computation for the case of a simple nodal curve.

Example 6.13. Let g be a quadratic differential with 29 — 4 simple zeros, and let x be
an even zero of q of order two. Then S has a singular point, which we also denote by x.
Let p : S — S be the normalization map and p~*(z) = {x1,12}. Consider the o-divisor
D = x1 + 2, and let L € Pp. Then ny = 2, and we can write A, = (J1,v1), (J2,v2),
where Dy, = x1 and Dy, = x2. Moreover, we have pi;L = J; ® O(—x1) = Jo ® O(—x2).
Let (o, B) denote the parabolic weight that is equal to o at x1, B at x2, and % at all other
zeros. Then the filtered bundles obtained in Proposition 6.12 are

]:*(pthv (170)) ) ]:*(p:va (07 1)) ) ]:*(p:fL’(%vé)) .
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6.4. Mochizuki’s convergence theorem for irreducible fibers. In this subsection, we
recall Mochizuki’s construction of the limiting configuration metric [33] and the convergence
theorem.

6.4.1. Limiting configuration metric. Let ¢ be an irreducible quadratic differential, and
let (£,¢) € My be a Higgs bundle with (£,¢) = xBnr(L). We write Ly = pirL and
(€,%) := p*(€,¢). Then the abelianization of (£,¢), which is a Higgs bundle over S, can be
written as & = Lo ® 0* Lo, ¢y = diag(w, —w). The natural inclusion ¢ : (£,@) — (£, @)
is an isomorphism over S \ Z.

We define hg to be the harmonic metric for the filtered bundle @M°¢(L); this is well-
defined up to a multiplicative constant. To fix this constant, assume that o*ho ® hy = 1.
This glves a unique choice of ho. We then define the metric Ho = dlag(ho, o ho) on 50,
with det(Ho) = 1. For the resultlng harmonic bundle (50, ©0, Ho) we define Vg to be the
unitary connection determined by Ho Since H(] is diagonal, it follows that I, = 0, and

tg -~ ~
we have [pg, cpo °] = 0. Furthermore, as ¢ is an isomorphism over S\ Z, the metric Hy also
defines a metric on (5 @) over S\ Z.

For any & € S\ Z with 2 := p(Z), we have isomorphisms

(€0, 20)lo@) = (€0, %0)lz = (E,9)]z = (£,0)la-

Therefore, I;TO induces a metric H“™ on ¥\ Z, and we may consider H“™ as the push-
forward of hy. In [25, Theorem 5.2], the push-forward metric can be explicitly written in
local coordinates.

Over X\ Z, we write V™ for the Chern connection of H“™ and ('tim for the adjoint with
respect to H“™, They satisfy the decoupled Hitchin equations over ¥\ Z. Thus from any
Higgs bundle (£, ¢), we obtain a limiting configuration (V™ glim = o 4+ pftim) € phim,
This leads us to define the analytic Mochizuki map TMC as

(18) Y My — MET = [(€,9)] = [(VH™, 6]

6.4.2. The continuity of the limiting configurations. We now introduce the main result of
Mochizuki [33]. Fix (€,¢) = xBNr(L) € M. For any real parameter ¢, (£,ty) is a stable
Higgs bundle. By the Kobayashi-Hitchin correspondence, there exists a unique metric H;
solving the Hitchin equation. Denote by V, the unitary connection defined by H; and write
Dy = Vi + t¢, for the full SL(2,C) flat connection. We then have:

Theorem 6.14. [33] The family (€,tp) has a unique limiting configuration as limit for
t — oo. Moreover, for any compact set K C ¥\ Z, let d :== mingeg |q|(x). Then there exist
t-independent constants Cy, and C, such that

(e, ) — TMO(E, )| < CpeCitd

As the map TM°¢ is the composition of @M¢ o X}EI%R with the nonabelian Hodge corre-
spondence, the behavior of TMo¢ is the same as ©M°¢. By Theorem 6.11 and Proposition
6.12, we obtain:

Theorem 6.15. Let q be an irreducible quadratic differential. The map YMoC My —
./\/lle satisfies the following properties:
(i) If all the zeroes of q are odd, then YTMOC is continuous;

(ii) If at least one zero of q is even, let My = |J Mgy, p be the stratification. For each
€ D, there exists an integer np that only depends on D, and np sequences
(€,¢) € Myp, th st inteq that only depend, D, and q
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{(EF, )} for k =1,...,np such that im0 (EF, k) = (Exo, Poo) and for ky # ko,

(2

lim TMOO(EF, o) # lim TMO(ER, o) # TH(Enc, Poc)-

1—00

7. REDUCIBLE SINGULAR FIBER AND THE MOCHIZUKI MAP

We now investigate the properties of the Hitchin fiber associated with a reducible qua-
dratic differential, as discussed in [16]. Additionally, we will provide an overview of Mochizuki’s
technique for constructing limiting configurations of Hitchin fibers for reducible quadratic
differentials, as detailed in [33]. We also analyze the continuity of the Mochizuki map.

7.1. Local description of a Higgs bundle. In this subsection, we give a local description
of Higgs bundles in the fiber of a reducible quadratic differential q. Write ¢ = —w ® w with
w € HY(K), A = Div(w), Z = supp (A), and M, = H~!(q). Compared to the irreducible
case, M, contains strictly semistable Higgs bundles, so we let Mflt denote the stable locus.
We should point out that there is an ambiguity up 4 in the choice of w, which actually
plays an important role in the following.

7.1.1. Local description. Given a Higgs bundle (&, ) with det(¢) = ¢, define line bundles
(19) Ly :=ker(ptw).

Then the inclusion map Ly — £ is injective. Similarly, we may also define an abelianization
of (€,¢) as (&g = L1+ ®L_, ¢y = diag(w, —w)). We then have a natural inclusion ¢ : & — £.
Then L[E\Z is an isomorphism, and ¢ ot = ¢ 0 .

It follows from [16, Prop. 7.10] that Ly are the only ¢-invariant subbundles of £. If we
write dy := deg(L4), then (€, ¢) is stable (resp. semistable) if and only if d4 < 0 (resp. <
0). As det(£) = O, the map det() : Ly ® L_ — O defines a divisor D = Div(det(¢)) such
that Ly ® L_ = O(—D). Therefore, we obtain

d++d_—|—degD:0,

and 0 < D < A. The Higgs bundle (£, ) is semistable if and only if —degD < d; < 0
and stable if the equalities do not hold. For the rest of this section, we always write

7.1.2. Semistable settings. As the fiber M, might contain strictly semistable Higgs bundles,
we now explicitly enumerate all of the possible s-equivalent classes. When D = 0, then
L_ = Ljrl and deg(L4) = 0. The corresponding Higgs bundle is polystable and can be

explicitly written as
(L or-t (v 0 )
o —w )

where L € Jac(X). When D # 0, suppose deg(L.) = —deg(D). Then L_ = L;'(~D) and
deg(L_) = 0. Under S-equivalence, the polystable Higgs bundle is

(Lmerienn(y 2).

—W

where L, € Pic™8(P)(x).
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7.2. Reducible spectral curves. In this subsection, we introduce the algebraic data in
[16] which describes the singular fiber with a reducible spectral curve. This plays a similar
role to the parabolic modules. See [16, Sec. 7.1] for more details.

For any divisor D, and line bundle L, we define the space

HO(D7L) = @ O(L)P/ ~5
pEsupp D
where s; ~ sy if and only if ord,([s1] — [s2]) > D,.
Let L € Pic(X), define the following subspaces of H°(A, L2K):

V(D, L) := {s € H'(A, L?K) | ord,(s) = A, — D,, if D, > 0; s(p) = 0, if D, = 0},
W(D7L) = {S € HO(A7L2K) | 5|supp (A—D) = 0} :

One checks that W(D, L) = Up<pV(D’, L). Moreover, the space V(D, L) is a linear sub-
space of H°(A, L?K) with a hyperplane removed. In addition, C* acts on V(D, L) by
multiplication, and dim(V(D, L)/C*) = deg(D) — 1.

We define the fibrations

Pm V' (D,m) — Pic™(X), pm : #(D,m) — Pic" (%)
such that for L € Pic™(X), the fibers are V(D, L) and W(D, L).

7.2.1. Algebraic data from the extension. The Higgs bundle (£, ¢) can be understood in
terms of an extension of exact sequence. As det(£) = O, we have the exact sequence

0— Ly —&— L7 —0.

For each p € Z, with U C ¥ a neighborhood of p, (£,¢) can be written as the following
splitting of C* bundles

B _ 5L b w C
€ =Ly Gew L7, O = < 0 5L1>’ . <0 —w>'
+

We would like to consider the restriction of ¢ +w-id to A. Asw|py =0, ¢ +w-id|, =0
and the image of p+wid C (L+ ®0)® K C E® K. Therefore, the restriction of p+w-id to A
defines a holomorphic map s : Ljrl]A — L1 K|, or equivalently a section s € HY(A, L2 K).
Moreover, by [10, Lemma 7.12], Div(s) = A — D. Therefore, given any (£,¢) € M,, we
obtain an L € Pic™(X) and an element in V(D, L). Moreover, the stability condition implies
that 0 < D < A, we have —deg D < deg L <0.

7.2.2. Inverse construction. The inverse of the construction above also holds; for further
details, see [16, Sec. 7] and [24, Sec. 5|. Given L € Pic™(X) and ¢ € V(D, L), we define
a Higgs bundle via extensions as follows. From ¢, L, we have a short exact sequence of
complexes of sheaves:

Cy & C3

0 y 12— 12— 40 0>
LT

0 — 12— 2 20 o g
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where, for a section s € T'(L?), ¢(s) := v/—1ws, and res(A) is the restriction map to the
divisor A. The long exact sequence in hypercohomology implies that res(A) induces an
isomorphism
res(A) : HY(C3) = H'(C}) = H(A, L?K).
Moreover, we have H(C3) = H'(X, L?), which parameterizes extensions
0—L-—E&—L1'—0.

From s € H°(A,L?K) and & above, we can find a section ¢ € I'(L?K), and construct a
Higgs bundle

= 0 b w c
_ -1 _ L _
(20) E= L@Coo L ) aE - <0 8L1> , Y= <0 _w> )
where Oc = 2bw for b € Q¥1(L?) and ¢ is an extension of ¢. For 0 < D < A and —deg D <
m < 0, the construction above defines a map

p:7(D,m) — Mg, seV(D, L)~ (£,9),
where (€, ¢) is the Higgs bundle constructed in (20). When D =0, V(A, L) = {0} and the

image of p : 7 (A,0) — M, are the polystable Higgs bundles £ = L& L™!, ¢ = diag(w, —w)
such that L? = Osy..

Theorem 7.1. [16, Thm. 7.7] For 0 < D < A and —deg(D) < m; < 0 and the map
p: YV (D,my) = Mg, we have
(i) for mg = —deg(D) — mq, we have (¥ (D,my)) = p(¥ (D, mz2)),
(ii) for the C* action on ¥ (D, my) by multiplication, for & € ¥ (D,m1), p(C*¢) = p(&),
(ili) when my # —24 deg(D), p : #(D,m1)/C* — My is an isomorphism onto its image,
(iv) when my = —3deg(D), p : ¥(D,m)/C* — Mg is a double branched covering,
which branched along line bundles L € Pic™ (%) such that L* = O(-D),
(v) when D =0, then o : ¥ (A,0) = M, is a double branched covering, branched along
L € Pic®(X) such that L? = O.

Example 7.2. When g =2, for g = —w®uw, we can write A = p1+py or A = 2p. In either
case, the M3 = (¥ (D,m)) for —deg(D) < m < 0 and 0 < D < A. Therefore, m =
—1, D = A and p(¥ (A, —1)) = M. Moreover, generically, the map o : (¥ (A, —1))/C* —
./\/lflt is two-to-one.

7.3. The stratification of the singular fiber. We now present two stratifications of M,.
Recall that from any Higgs bundle (£, ¢) we obtain two line bundles Ly and a divisor D.

There are two different stratifications: one given by the divisor D and the other by the
degree of L.

7.3.1. Divisor stratification. We first discuss the stratification defined by the divisor. In-
deed, using D, decompose into strata: M = Jy<p<p Mp. As the definition of L+ depends
on the choice of the square root, there is no natural map from Mp to Pic(X). Consider the
following space: Vp = U_ geg(py<m<o ¥ (D, m). This forms a fibration

7:Vp — U Pic™(X2) .
—deg(D)<m<0
Moreover, for L € Pic™(X), we have 7=(L) = # (D, L) and dim(7~!(L)/C*) = deg(D) — 1.
By Theorem 7.1, ply,, : Vp — Mp is surjective. Moreover, since
©ly(D.m) = ©ly(D,~ deg(D)—m)

generically, p|y, is a two-to-one map.
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In summary, we obtain the following map which characterizes the singular fiber.
p:V= J Vp=oM,= |J Mbp.
0<D<A 0<D<A
The top stratum is given by D = A.
7.3.2. Degree stratification. We next introduce the stratification defined by degrees; this

encodes how different divisor stratifications are pasted together.
For —(2g —2) <m < 0 and L € Pic™(X), define W(L) := Ugeg p>_pm V(D L). This set

is connected, based on the definition and [16, Lemma 7.14]. Moreover, if we define
W,, = U Y (D,m), W := U W,, |
—m<deg D, 0<D<A —(29—2)<m<0

then we have p(W) = (V).

We should also note that though W,, N W,, = () for any m # n, W is connected. As
Ly, L_ are symmetric, by Theorem 7.1, we have (¥ (D,m)) = (¥ (D, —deg(D) — m)),
which implies that for any integer —(2g — 2 +m) < n <0, pW,, N W, # 0.

We now give an example of the degree stratification when g = 2.

Example 7.3. Suppose w has only one zero with order 2. Then A = 2p, and all possible
divisors are Dy = 2p, D1 = p, Do = 0. The degree stratification is

W_g = "f/(DQ, —2) , W_q = "f/(Dg, —1) U "f/(Dl, —1)
Wo = ¥ (Dy,0) U ¥ (D1,0) N ¥ (Ds,0) .

The image of p(¥ (D2, —1)) is stable, p(¥ (Dy,0)) is poly-stable and (¥ \ (¥ (Ds,—1) U
¥ (Dy,0))) is semistable.

Moreover, we have (¥ (D2,—2)) = (¥ (D2,0)), (¥ (D1,—1)) = o(¥(D1,0)) and
©ly(Ds,—1) s a branched covering. Moreover, we have p(¥ (D2, —1)) N p(¥(D1,0)) # 0
and p(¥ (Da,—1)) N (¥ (Dy,0)) = 0.

7.4. Algebraic Mochizuki map. Based on the study of the local rescaling properties
of Higgs bundles, Mochizuki introduced a weight for each p € Z in [33, Sec. 3]. To be
more specific, let ¢ be a real number. For each p € Z, the weight we consider is given by
Xp(c) = min{lp, (mp + L)c+£,/2}.

By utilizing the global geometry of a Higgs bundle, we can uniquely determine the con-
stant c. We aim to choose the sign of w such that dy <d_.

Lemma 7.4 ([33, Lemma 4.3]). If (£, ) is stable, then there exists a unique constant ¢ > 0
such that

dy + Z Xp(c) =0, d_+ Z(ep — Xp(c)) = 0.

pPEZ peEZ

Proof. Since (&, ) is stable, we have — ) ¢, < dy+ < 0. We define the function

(21) flO)=di+Y xple),

which is strictly increasing. Moreover, for ¢ sufficiently large, x,(c) = ¢, and therefore
fle) =dy + 32,6, = —d- > 0. Additionally, f(0) = dy + >_ (¢,/2). Since dy < d_ and
dy +d_ + Zp ¢, =0, we obtain f(0) < 0. The monotonicity of f implies the existence of
¢o such that f(cp) = 0. O
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From the construction, if dy < d_, two weighted bundles (L, xp(co)) and (L_,¢, —
Xp(co)) are obtained with weights x,(co) and £, — x,(co) at each p € Z, respectively. On the
other hand, if dy > d_, by symmetry, weighted bundles (L, ¢, — xp(co)) and (L_, xp(co))
are obtained. When (&, ¢) is strictly semistable, S-equivalent to (L,w) @ (L™!, —w), then
we would like to consider the weighted bundles (L,0) @ (L~!,0) with weight zero.

Next, we define the algebraic Mochizuki map. Let % (X) be the space of rank 1 degree
zero filtered bundles on X, and let Z3(X) = 4 (X) @ .Z#_(X¥) be the direct sum. Fix a
choice of w. Then from any Higgs bundle (£, ¢), we obtain the subbundles Ly with degree
d+ and define the algebraic Mochizuki map

oMo M, — (%),

@MOC(g Q) = {f*(L+=Xp(CO)) O Fu(L—,lp — xp(co)), if dy < d_
T (L by = xp(c0)) © FulL, xp(0)), i do <y

oMec(g v) == F.(L,0) ® F.(L71,0), (£,¢) semistable.

We list some properties of this map.

(&, p) stable,

Proposition 7.5. For OM°¢ we have:
(i) for each ¥ (D,m) with 0 < D < A, —deg(D) < m <0, OM| 0y (p 1)) is continu-
ous,
(i) fori=1,2 and s; € Vp with (&, ;) == ©(s;), suppose T(s1) = T(s2), then OMO¢(E, 1) =
OMoc(&, o). In particular, OM°¢ is not injective.

Proof. The proof follows directly from the definition. O

7.5. Exotic phenomena. A Higgs bundle (£, ¢) € M, is called “exotic” if the constant
¢ in Lemma 7.4 satisfies ¢ # 0. This new behavior only appears in the Hitchin fiber with
reducible spectral curve. In this subsection, we aim to understand the exotic phenomenon
of a Higgs bundle.

We first provide another expression for the weight in Lemma 7.4.

Proposition 7.6. Suppose —degD < dy < —%degD and let Zy := supp (D), then the
constant ¢ in Lemma 7.4 is given by
dy + % deg D
c= ,
deg(Alz,) + [ Zo|
where M|z, means the restriction of the divisor to Zy, and |Zy| means the number of points
mn Zg without multiplicity.

Proof. By the definition of x,(c), if p € Z1, xp(c) = 0 for any ¢ > 0. Therefore, the choice
of c is determined by the equation dy + 3, min{f,, (m, + 1)c + %”} = 0. We define the
function F(c) = dy + >,z ((mp + 1)c + £,/2), and let f(c) be the function defined in
(21), then F(c) > f(c), F(0) = 0 and for ¢ sufficiently large, F'(c) = f(c).

We compute

S~ (my + 1)e = (dea(Alz) + 1Zo)e , S (6/2) = deaD

PE€Zo PE€Zo
Then for
_dy+ % deg D
deg(Alz,) + 2ol
we have F'(cyp) = 0. Therefore, f(cg) = 0, which determines the choice of the constant ¢ in
Lemma 7.4. O

€0
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Corollary 7.7. A Higgs bundle (€, ) is exotic if and only if its corresponding degrees d+
satisfy d4 # d_. Additionally, there are only a finite number of possible choices for ¢ over

M,.
Proof. The result follows directly from the formulas in Proposition 7.6. O

We will compute some examples of possible weights in some special cases. First consider
the generic case.

Example 7.8. Suppose w has only simple zeros, therefore Z = {p1,...,p2g—2} and A =
p1+- - +D2g—2. Given a stable Higgs bundle (€, ) with corresponding Ly, L_, D, dy, recall
that from the stability condition, these degrees satisfy the followings:

1
di+d-t+degD =0, dy <d_, dy<0,d <0, ~degD <d < —degD .

If we write Zy := supp D, then x, = 0 for p € Z\ Zy and xp, = 2¢+ 1/2 for p € Z.

Moreover, we have di + deg(D)(2¢ + 1/2) = 0. Therefore, ¢ = —#&D) + 1, and two
weighted bundles we obtained are
d d
(L"r? (_@’Z()?O‘Z\Zo)) ) (L—7 (1 + @‘Zoa 1’Z\Z())) :

Next, we consider the most nongeneric case.

Example 7.9. Suppose w only contains one zero. Write Div(w) = (29 — 2)p. Then the
possible divisors are D = lp, for 0 < ¢ < 2g—2. Let Ly be a line bundle with dy := deg(L.)
and —€ < dy < {/2. Then the choice of c is determined by the equation

dy +min{l, (29 — 1)c+¢/2} =0 .
As dy # —L, we must have ¢ = —ﬁ and the corresponding weighted bundles are
(L, —ds), (L3 @ O(—tp), £ —dy) .

Finally, we explicitly compute the limiting configurations when g = 2 for the strictly
semistable locus of the stratification in Example 7.3.

Example 7.10. When g = 2, we consider A = 2p and D; = ip for i = 0,1,2. Let
pm : V(D,m) — Pic™(X) be the projection. Over p(¥(D;,0)), for L € Pic®(X), the S-
L(‘)J _Ow ) and the corresponding weighted
bundles are (L,0) ® (L™',0). Over p(¥(Dg,—1)), for L € Pic™ (%), let (£,9) = p(L,s €
V(D3, L)), then

OMC(E,p) = Fu(L,1) @ Fuo(L™H(=D2),1) = Fu(L(p), 0) ® Fu(L ™} (p — D2),0) .

equivalence class for o(py* (L)) is (L ® L™,

7.6. Discontinuous behavior. In this subsection, we study the discontinuous behavior
of ©M°¢ Consider a sequence of algebraic data (L;,q;) € W,,, where L; € Pic™ and
gi € V(D, L;). We assume that lim; ,~, L; = Lo in Pic™ and lim;, ¢; = ¢oo € ¥ (Do, L),
for Doo # D. As the space Ugeg prs>—m ¥ (D', m) is connected, we can always find such a
sequence.

We define L’ := L; and L' := L;' ® O(—D), then by Lemma 7.4, the weight function
we choose is independent of ¢, which we denote as y+. In addition, we have

lim ©Y° 0 o(L;, ;) = Fu(Loo, x+) ® Fu(L3) (—=D), x-)-

1—00
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For (Loo, goo € ¥ (Do, L)), we write X be the corresponding weights, which only depends
on Dy, and m, then

OMO 0 (Lo, oo) = FulLoo, XT) @ Ful(Lid ® O(—Deo), X™°).
Therefore, we obtain
lim ©M°¢ 0 o(L;, ¢;)

=0" 0 (Loo, 4oo) @ (Fx(O, x4+ — XT) @ Fx(O(Ds — D), x— — XX)).

Proposition 7.11. When g > 3, there exists a sequence (&;,¢;) € M, of stable Higgs
bundles with stable limit (Exo, Poo) = iMoo (s, i) such that

'lim @Moc(gi, (,Di) 75 QMOC(gooy 9000) .
1—00

Proof. We choose D = A and dy = —(g — 1) with L; = L € Pic®+ (%), and study the
degenerate behavior for a family ¢; € V(A, L) which converges to ¢ € ¥ (Do, L). Here,
D, satisfies Do, < D and deg(Dy,) = deg(D) — 1. As g¢; lies in the top stratum, we can
always find such a family. Take (&;, ;) = p(L;, ¢;) and (Exo, Poo) = (L, Goo). When g > 3,
we have — deg(Dyo) < dy < —2 deg(Doo), which implies (€, ¢oo) is a stable Higgs bundle.

Write D = 3 £,. As (&, ;) is nonexotic, the weights will be x4 (p) = x—(p) = £/2.
However, as deg(Dwo) # 2d4, (€, poo) is exotic. By Proposition 7.6, if we write x5°(p)
for the weight functions with corresponding constant ¢, then ¢ > 0. Therefore, for p # pg,
we have x°(p) = (mp + 1)c +my/2 > myp/2 = x+(p). By (22), limje OM(E;, ;) #
Mo, voo)- O

When g = 2, the stratification is simpler, and we have the following.

Proposition 7.12. When g = 2, the following holds:

(i) Suppose A = p1 + pa for p1 # pa, then @MOC|M§It s continuous. Moreover, there

exists a sequence of stable Higgs bundles (&;,p;) € Mgy where the limit (Exo, Poo) =
lim; o0 (&5, i) is semistable, and v(0) is also semistable and furthermore

lim @Moc(gi’ (,Di) 75 ®MOC(5OO7 9000) .

1—00
(ii) Suppose A = 2p. Then ®M°C|M3c is continuous.

Proof. For (i), suppose A = p; + p2, then by Example 7.2, we have Mzt = p(7(A,-1)).
By Proposition 7.5, @g/loc\ Mt is continuous.

However, for semistable elements, other strata must be taken into consideration. Take
L € Pic™'(X) and ¢; € V(A, L) such that ¢; convergence to oo € V(p1,L). We define
(51'7901') = p(IGQi) and (50079000) = p(L7QOO)' For each 1,

GMOC(Eh 901') = f*(L7 (%7 %)) S5 f*(L_l(_A)v (%7 %))
Moreover, we have

OM (€ o) = Fi(L(D), (0,0)) ® Fu(L™H(=D),(0,0)) # lim ©Y(E;, 7).
11— 00
For (ii), by Example 7.3, (¥ (D2, —1)) = M3 and by Proposition 7.5, @2406|M3c is
continuous. We now consider the behavior of the filtered bundle when crossing the divisors.
O
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7.7. The analytic Mochizuki map and limiting configurations. In this subsection,
we construct the analytic Mochizuki map for the Hitchin fiber with a reducible spectral
curve. We also introduce the convergence theorem of Mochizuki as stated in [33] and
examine the discontinuous behavior of the analytic Mochizuki map.

For (€,¢) € Mg, we can express the abelianization as (£, o) = (L4 @ L_, (cg —0w>)’

thus OM(€, ) = Fu(Ly,x4) @ L_(L_,x_) € F2(X). Via the nonabelian Hodge corre-

spondence for filtered bundles, we obtain two Hermitian metrics hiim with corresponding

Chern connections Ahiim. These metrics satisfy the following proposition.

Proposition 7.13. [32, Lemma 4.4] The metrics h™ over L. satisfy
: _ Li Lim __
i) FAhgm =0 and hy™h="™ =1,
ii) for every p € X, there exists an open neighborhood (U, z) with P = {z = 0} such
that |z| =2 () plim gng |z|2Xe(c0)+2e pLim eotends smoothly to Ly |y .

Now, HUm := plim g pLim ig a4 metric on & which induces a metric on (€, ¢)|s\z because
(&, 9)s\z = (&o, 900)|.Z\Z- Let (AUm plim) he the Chern connection defined by (&, ¢, HY™)
over ¥\ Z. Then (AM™ ¢l1m) is a limiting configuration that satisfies the decoupled Hitchin
equations (7). The analytic Mochizuki map TM°¢ is defined as:

(23) TMOC : Mq N Mhiirtnv TMOC(g,(,D) — (ALim,¢Lim).

Note that HM™ is not unique: for any constant ¢, the metric ch&_im @ ¢ 'hM™ defines the
same Chern connection as H“™, In any case, the map TM° is well-defined.

Suppose (€,) is an S-equivalence class of a semistable Higgs bundle. Let H; be the
harmonic metric for (€, ty). For each constant C' > 0, define pc to be the automorphism of
Ly®L_ given by uc = Cidy, @CYd, . AsE = Ly®L_on ¥\ Z, ufHy can be regarded
as a metric on €|y 7. Take any point x € ¥\ Z and a frame e, of L |z, and define:

h%im(ew,ex) 1/2
._ +
C(x,t) = <7Ht(€x7€x) >

Writing V; + t¢; as the corresponding flat connection of (€,t¢) under the nonabelian
Hodge correspondence, then

Theorem 7.14. [33] On any compact subset K of ¥\ Z, ,u*c(x t)Ht converges smoothly to
HY™ - Additionally, there exist t-independent constants Cj, and C,. such that

(Ve 60) = TM(E, )l < Cre i,
Propositions 7.11 and 7.12 now give

Theorem 7.15. When g > 3, TMOC| \ i« is discontinuous, and when g = 2, TMOC| (v is
M Mg
continuous.

8. THE COMPACTIFIED KOBAYASHI-HITCHIN MAP

In this section, we define a compactified version of the Kobayashi-Hitchin map and prove
the main theorem of our paper. The original Kobayashi-Hitchin map = is a homeomorphism
between the Dolbeault moduli space Mp, and the Hitchin moduli space My;,. We wish
to extend this to a map = from the compactified Dolbeault moduli space Mpg to the
compactification Mpiz C Mpi U Mhii‘gl of the Hitchin moduli space, and to study the
properties of this extended map.
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8.1. The compactified Kobayashi-Hitchin map. We first summarize the results ob-
tained above. By the construction in Section 4, there is an identification OMpg =2 (Mbpor \
H~1(0))/C*. Moreover, through (18) and (23), we have constructed the analytic Mochizuki
map TMO : Mpg \ H™H(0) — MED. Writing (AM® glim = o 4 pitim) = TMoc(£ ) then
for w € C*, we have

TMoC (£ wip) = (AU™ pUM = 1 4 wpTim),
Hence TMo¢ descends to a map 0= between C* orbits.
IZ : OMpel = (Mpe \ H71(0))/C* — M /C* |
Together with the initial Kobayashi-Hitchin map = : Mpg — Mpyjt, we obtain
= : Mpol = Mpo UOMper — Mugiy U Mg /C*.

Theorems 6.14 and 7.14 show that for a Higgs bundle (£, ¢) € Mpo \ H™ L(0) and real ¢,
limy_ oo 2(E, tp) = 8_[(8 ©)/C*]. Thus the image of = lies in Mpy;¢, the closure of My in
My U MDOI \H ( ) _ — — - —

There are natural compactified Hitchin maps Hpol : Mpo — B and Hpit : Muis — B
such that Hpit 0 = = Hpol-

In summary, there are commutative diagrams

(11

[IJI

Mpol —— Mui Mpo —— MHlt

Mpol —— Myt

[11]

We now turn to the analysis of some properties of the compactiﬁed Kobayashi-Hitchin
map. Define
B*® = {[(g,w)] € B| 0 # q has simple zeros} ;

this represents the compactified space of quadratic differentials with simple zeros. Let
——reg

B = B \ B*®. Additionally, define the open sets Mpy = ﬁgil(Emg) and My =

I‘C . . S11,;
’HHlt( g) as the collections of elements with regular spectral curves. Now set MDOlg =
=7 sm sin, 57—1 75sin . .
HDOI( %) and ./\/lHltg Hi (B to be the sets of singular fibers. We can w rite
—_ —=re Sl
ZE=E®UE"®, where

reg ——reg ——reg =sing ——sing ——sing

MDOI } MHIt’ = MDol MHlt :
o . TE, — 4T€, . .. . ,_.Sl S11,;
Proposition 8.1. The map E ° : Mpy — My is bijective, whereas = MDOlg

——sing . . . .
My s neither surjective nor injective.

Proof. The bijectivity of =" is established by Theorem 4.9. The nonsurjectivity and non-
injectivity of = ¢ follow from Theorem 6.15 and Theorem 7.15. O

8.2. Continuity properties of the compactified Kobayashi-Hitchin map. In this
subsection, we prove that the continuity of the compactified Kobayashi-Hitchin map is fully
determined by the continuity of the analytic Mochizuki map.

Let (&;,tipi) be a sequence of Higgs bundles with real numbers t; — 400, det(p;) = ¢;,
Z; = ¢;1(0), and ||gi]| ;2 = 1. We denote & = [(&;,tipi)] € Mpo. By the compactness
of Mpel, after passing to a subsequence, we may assume there is £oo € OMpg such that
lim; 400 & = Eoo. Since OMpg = (Mpo \ H1(0))/C*, we can select a representative
(Ecos Poo) Of €. By Lemma 4.4, we have that (&;, ¢;) converges to (Exo, ¥o0) in Mpor, and
¢; converges to goo. We write Zoo = ¢} (0).
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By Proposition 4.6, lim;_, E(é’i, tipi) exists. The following result establishes the conti-
nuity of this map with respect to the analytic Mochizuki map YT™Mo¢,

Proposition 8.2. Under the previous convention, lim; .o Z(&) = ZE(£x) if and only if
lim; oo TMOC(&;, 05) = YMOC(EL, 0oo). In other words, Z is continuous at s if and only if
TMoc 45 continuous at €x.

Proof. Set Z(&;,tipi) = Z(&i, tipi) = Aittids, YMOC(E, ;) = (AM™ oHm) and TMOC(£, 0o0) =
(ALim gLim) By Proposition 4.6, there exists a limiting configuration (Aso, ¢oo) := lim; o0 (A;, ¢;)
over ¥\ Zo. Let K be any compact set in ¥\ Z,,. Note that by the convergence assump-

tion, there exists ig such that Z; N K = @ for all ¢ > i5. Moreover, from Theorems 6.14

and 7.14, for d; = ming |g¢;|, there exist t-independent constants C,C’ > 0 such that (up to
gauge transformations)

‘(AH (bl) - (A%im7 (b%lm)lck(K) < Ce_C/tidi’

The convergence is uniform and exponential for fixed K. Therefore, over K, the size of
|(Aoo, oo ) — (AL™ ¢£;gm)\ck(K) is the same as the size of |(AM™, pHim) — (ALm) ¢£ém)!ck(,{).
This proves the Proposition.

8.2.1. Continuity along rays. We now investigate the behavior of the compactified Kobayashi-

Hitchin map restricted to a singular fiber. Specifically, fix 0 # ¢ € H°(K?), and denote by

[¢] the C*-orbit of ¢ x 1 in the compactified Hitchin base B. Define Mpg, = ﬁgjﬂ([q]),

A 7271 < . = Wi = Wi
Miit,g = Hpi(lg]). Then the restriction of = on Mpg, defines a map Z; : Mpo, —
ﬂHit q

Theorem 8.3. Let g be an irreducible quadratic differential.

(i) If q contains only zeroes of odd order, then Eq 18 continuous.

(i) If ¢ contains a zero of even order, let My = UpM, p be the stratification defined
earlier. Then for each D # 0, there exists an integer np > 0 such that for any
Higgs bundle (F,v) € Myp, there exist np sequences of Higgs bundles (EF, k)
with k =1,...,np such that
(a) lim;_oo(EF, 0F) = (F,¢) fork =1,...,np,

(b) if lim;— o t; = 00, and we write

nk = lim Eq(gzkv(pf)’ g = Zliglogq(]:’ ti¢)’

1—+00
then &, n',...,n"0 are np + 1 different limiting configurations.
Proof. This follows from Theorem 6.15 and Proposition 8.2. O
Theorem 8.4. Suppose q is reducible, and let ﬂ;tol,q be the stable locus ofﬂDol,q. Then the
restriction map ®¥°C|ﬂ5t : M;tol ¢ Muit 4 is discontinuous when g > 3 and continuous
Dol,q ’
when g = 2.
Proof. This follows from Propositions 7.11 and 8.2. O

8.2.2. Varying fiber. With the conventions above, suppose (&;, ;) converges to (Exoy ¥oo)
with g having only simple zeros, and & = (&, t;p;) converges to £, on Mp,. Since the
condition of having only simple zeros is open, the ¢; also have simple zeros for ¢ sufficiently
large.

Proposition 8.5 (cf. [36, Thm. 2.12]). Suppose g has only simple zeros. Then, lim;_,o, Z(&;) =

— . —re rwyiis 3 4re . .
Z(€so). In particular, the map 5 : Mpy — My is continuous.
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Proof. Let S; denote the spectral curve of (&, ;) with branching locus Z;. Also, let
L; XE; N R(Sz,gpi) be the eigenline bundles. By the construction in Section 6, we have
TMOC(Q) = Fu(Li, Xi), where x; = _%XZZ- Our assumption implies that F.(L;, x;) con-
verges t0 Fi(Loo, Xoo) in the sense of Definition 3.2. Thus, by Theorem 3.3, we obtain
the convergence of the limiting configurations: lim;_,o, TMO¢(&;) = TMC(¢,). The claim
follows from Proposition 8.2. O

Theorem 8.6. The map = ° : Mpe — My is a homeomorphism.

Proof. By Theorem 4.9, 2" is a bijection. Moreover, by Proposition 8.5, 2 is continuous.

Finally, that (£ %)~! is continuous follows directly from the construction in [31]. O

APPENDIX A. CLASSIFICATION OF RANK 1 TORSION MODULES FOR A,, SINGULARITIES

In this appendix, we review the classification result for rank 1 torsion free modules at A4,
singularities, as given in [17]. We compute the integer invariants defined in Subsection 5.3.

Let S be the spectral curve of an SL(2, C) Higgs bundle, and p a singular point with local
defining equation for x given by r2 — s"*1 = 0; this is an A,, singularity. Let p : S — S be
the normalization, where p~!(z) = {#,,%_} if n is odd and p~!(x) = & if n is even. We use
O,, to denote the local ring, R to denote the completion, K to denote the field of fractions,
and R to denote the normalization.

2 _ ¢2n+l

A.1. As, singularity. The local equation is r = 0. The normalization induces a

map between coordinate rings, and we can write
w : C[T7 S]/(T2 - S2n+1) — C[t], T/J(f(ﬂ S)) = f(t2n7t2)7
where R = C[[t] and R = C[[t2,#2"*!]] ¢ R. According to [17, Anh. (1.1)], any rank 1
torsion free R-module can be written as
My=R+R-t*CR, k=13,....2n+1.
Here, M, is a fractional ideal that satisfies R C M}, C E, with M; = R and Msn+1 = R.
We may express any f € My as f=),2, foit® + Eizk fit*, where f; € C.

We are interested in the integers £, := dime(My/R), az := dime(R/C(My)) and b, =
dimc(Tor(My, @ R)). Thus, as a C-vector space, M}, /R is generated by t*, t¥¥2 ... 2—1,
implying that £, = W

The conductor of My, is given by C(My) = {u € K | u- R C My}. By the expression of
M}, and a straightforward computation, we have C'(Mj) = (tF=1), where (t*71) is the ideal
in R generated by t*~1. Thus, 1,¢,...,t*2 will form a basis for R/C(M},), and we have
az = k — 1. Therefore, we have az = 2n —20,. N

For:=0,1,..., w, we define s; = tFt? @p 1 — 1 @ t"*t% ¢ M), @ R. As k is odd,
t2tl=k=2i ¢ R and ¢tk 2ig = 22t @p 1 — 1 @p 2711 = 0, where the last equality
is becasue t*"*1 € R. Moreover, {s1,...,52a-1-x} form a basis of Tor(My ®x R), thus
bx — 2n+21—k — ex 2

A.2. A,,_; singularity. The local equation is 72> — s?” = 0. The normalization induces a

map between the coordinate rings:
Y : Clr,s]/(r? = ™) — CHl@ C[t],  9(f(r,s)) = (F(t", 1), f(~"1)) |

where R = C[[t] @ C[[t] and R = C[[(t,t), (", —t")]] = C[[(¢,t), (¢t",0)]]. By [17, Anh.
(2.1)], any rank 1 torsion free R-module can be written as:

My,=R+R-(t*00Cc R, k=0,1,...,n



36 HE, MAZZEO, NA, AND WENTWORTH

Then, M, is also a fraction~al ideal with R C M} C R. Moreover, M,, = R, and My = R.
As p~Y(z) = {Z4,7_}, R contains two maximal ideals, m; = ((¢,1)), m_ = ((1,¢)). For
f € My, we can express f as:

k—1
f = Z fii(tivti) + Z flO(tk_H’O) + f01(07tk+l)7
1=0

>0

where f;; € C. Therefore, ¢, = dimc(Mj/R) = n — k. Moreover, using the expression, we
can compute the conductor C(My) = ((t*,1)) - ((1,t*)), which implies az, = k. Similarly,
for i = k,...,n — 1, we define s; = (t,0) ®g (1,1) — (1,1) ®g (t,0), then (¢,£)"*-s; =0
and {sy, ..., sp_1} will be a basis for Tor(M;, ®r R) and by = 5.

In summary, we have the following;:

Proposition A.1. For the integers defined above, we have:

(i) for the Agy, singularity, we have az = 2n — 20, and b, = £,
(ii) for the Agn—1 singularity, we have az, =mn — ly and by = {,.
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