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HOLOMORPHIC SYMPLECTIC MANIFOLDS FROM SEMISTABLE

HIGGS BUNDLES

ROLAND ABUAF AND RICCARDO CARINI

Abstract. Let MC(2, 0) be the moduli space of semistable rank two and degree zero

Higgs bundles on a smooth complex hyperelliptic curve C of genus three. We prove that

the quotient of MC(2, 0) by a twisted version of the hyperelliptic involution is an 18-

dimensional holomorphic symplectic variety admitting a crepant resolution, whose local

model was studied by Kaledin and Lehn to describe O’Grady’s singularities. Similarly,

by considering the moduli space of Higgs bundles with trivial determinant MC(2,OC) ⊆

MC(2, 0), we show that the quotient of MC(2,OC) by the hyperelliptic involution is a

12-dimensional holomorphic symplectic variety admitting a crepant resolution.

Introduction

Let C be a smooth complex projective curve of genus g ≥ 2 and let MC(2, 0) be the

moduli space of GL(2,C)-Higgs bundles on C. Its closed points are given by equiva-

lence classes of pairs (E,φ), where E is a rank two bundle on C of degree zero and

φ ∈ Hom(E,E ⊗ ωC) ∼= Ext1(E,E)∗, subject to a suitable stability condition. Hence,

it is a partial compactification of the total space of the cotangent bundle to the moduli

space Us
C(2, 0) of stable rank two and degree zero bundles on C. In particular, it is naturally

endowed with a symplectic form on the smooth locus and is an instance of a holomorphic

symplectic variety in the sense of [Bea00].

Assume C is hyperelliptic, i.e. is endowed with a two-to-one morphism to P1 and denote

by σ ∈ Aut(C) the covering involution. When g = 3, the action of σ can be lifted to the

moduli space MC(2, 0) so that the quotient admits a symplectic resolution:

Theorem A. Let C be a smooth hyperelliptic curve of genus three and let σ ∈ Aut(C) be

the hyperelliptic involution. Then the quotient of MC(2, 0) by the Z/2Z-action generated by

the symplectic involution

(0.1) (E,φ) 7! (σ∗E∗,−σ∗φt)

is an 18-dimensional holomorphic symplectic variety which admits a symplectic resolution

obtained by blowing-up the reduced singular locus.
1
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By restricting to Higgs bundles with trφ = 0 and detE ∼= OC , one gets the holomorphic

symplectic subvariety MC(2,OC ) ⊆ MC(2, 0), which parametrises SL(2,C)-Higgs bundles

and is stable under the Z/2Z-action described above. In this setting, we get the following:

Theorem B. Let C be a smooth hyperelliptic curve of genus three and let σ ∈ Aut(C)

be the hyperelliptic involution. The quotient of MC(2,OC ) by the Z/2Z-action generated by

the symplectic involution

(0.2) (E,φ) 7! (σ∗E, σ∗φ)

is a 12-dimensional holomorphic symplectic variety which admits a symplectic resolution

obtained by blowing-up the reduced singular locus.

Since the moduli space MC(2,OC ) is the fibre over (OC , 0) of the isotrivial fibration

MC(2, 0) ! T ∗ Pic0(C),

(E,φ) 7! (det(E), tr φ),
(0.3)

which is invariant with respect to (0.1), the morphism (0.3) descends to the quotient.

Hence MC(2,OC)/Z/2Z is also the fibre of an isotrivial fibration defined on MC(2, 0)/Z/2Z,

which is trivialised after a single étale cover. In particular the two holomorphic symplectic

varieties arising from Theorems A and B are stably isosingular in the sense of [Mau23, Def.

2.6].

Symplectic varieties and crepant resolutions. Recall a holomorphic symplectic vari-

ety is a normal variety X with rational Gorenstein singularities whose regular locus carries

a symplectic form ω ∈ H0(Xreg,Ω
2
Xreg

) [Bea00,Nam01b].

A result of Namikawa [Nam01b, Thm. 4] shows that for every resolution of singularities

f : X̃ ! X, the symplectic form f∗ω extends to a regular form on X̃. We say a resolution

f : X̃ ! X is symplectic if such an extension is symplectic. By [Kal03, Prop. 3.2], a

resolution f : X̃ ! X of a symplectic variety X is symplectic if and only if it is crepant,

i.e. the canonical morphism f∗ωX ! ωX̃ is an isomorphism.

Crepant resolutions of moduli spaces of Higgs bundles. We are interested in The-

orems A and B because singular moduli spaces of semistable GL(2,C) or SL(2,C)-Higgs

bundles are instances of holomorphic symplectic varieties which cannot give rise to new

holomorphic symplectic manifolds via crepant resolutions due to the nature of their sin-

gularities (see the no-go results in [KY08, KL07, KLS06] and [Tir19]). An exception is

given by the genus g = 2 case, which is analogous to O’Grady’s exceptional examples

[O’G99,O’G03] in the realm of K3 surfaces (see Theorem 4.3).

Nevertheless, this leaves open the possibility of exploiting finite symplectic group actions

on such moduli spaces, and looking for symplectic resolutions after passing to the fixed
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loci or quotients. Indeed, the explicit local model around the worst singularity of MC(2, 0)

given in [KL07] – where it was used to describe O’Grady’s exceptional examples – has a

natural symplectic resolution after passing to a quotient by a symplectic involution: this

is what we use in Theorems A and B, by finding a suitable global extension of this local

involution.

Note that this strategy has been already highlighted in [MT07], [ASF15] and the more

recent [BCG+24], where fixed loci of symplectic involutions on compact moduli spaces of

pure one-dimensional sheaves on K3 surfaces are studied, in order to construct families of

Prym varieties. However, in the compact setting, it seems almost impossible to avoid the

existence of stable sheaves which become unstable after being pulled back by the relevant

symplectic involution [ASF15, §3.5]. In the Higgs bundles case, such difficulties do not

appear (see Corollary 4.6) and we are able to fully carry out the aforementioned strategy.

A different formulation. Since we can realiseMC(2,OC) insideMC(2, 0) as a connected

component of the fixed locus of the symplectic involution τ defined by

(E,φ) 7! (E∗,−φt),

we can rewrite Theorems A and B in the following form:

Theorem C. Let C be a smooth hyperelliptic curve of genus three. Then there exist two

commuting symplectic involutions τ and σ on the moduli space MC(2, 0) such that:

(i) The quotient MC(2, 0)/〈σ◦τ〉 is an 18-dimensional holomorphic symplectic variety

admitting a symplectic resolution obtained by blowing-up the reduced singular locus.

(ii) There is a connected component MC(2,OC) of the fixed locus of τ which is a

holomorphic symplectic subvariety of MC(2, 0) and is acted on by σ.

(iii) The quotient of MC(2,OC ) by the action of σ is a 12-dimensional holomorphic

symplectic variety admitting a symplectic resolution obtained by blowing-up the re-

duced singular locus.

Beauville–Mukai systems. This reformulation has the advantage of suggesting a way

of adapting our construction to moduli spaces of pure one-dimensional sheaves on compact

symplectic surfaces. Indeed, the GL(2,C)-Hitchin system naturally deforms to a Beauville–

Mukai system ([DEL97]), while there is no a priori obvious candidate for an analogue of the

SL(2,C)-Hitchin system. See also [FM22, Appendix], [Fra22a] and [Fra22b] for an account

of the problem.

It then seems natural to ask whether there are compact holomorphic symplectic man-

ifolds arising from desingularising quotients of a suitable Beauville–Mukai systems which

degenerate to the non-compact examples provided by Theorems A and B. This is the main

subject of ongoing research.
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Outline. In Section 1 we gather standard definitions and results about holomorphic sym-

plectic varieties and crepant resolutions.

In Section 2 we describe the algebraic local model we will use later on, which is given

by the closure of a nilpotent orbit in the symplectic Lie algebra sp(2n,C). These varieties

have been classically widely studied ([KP82], [Pan91], [Fu03]), but they were first exploited

in [KL07] to describe singularities of moduli spaces of sheaves on symplectic surfaces.

In Section 3 we study equivariant bundles on hyperelliptic curves, with respect to the
Z/2Z-action given by the hyperelliptic involution. Along the way, we also describe the

induced action on the moduli spaces of rank two bundles and the corresponding quotients.

In Section 4 we introduce moduli spaces of Higgs bundles and the involutions mentioned

in Theorems A, B and C, showing that the SL(2,C)-locus can be realised as the fixed locus

of one of them.

Finally in Section 5, we relate an analytic neighbourhood of the worst singularity of the

moduli spaces to the local model described in Section 2, so that it admits a crepant resolu-

tion after taking the quotient by a local involution. We then prove that such an involution

can be extended to the whole moduli space by means of the hyperelliptic involution.

Notation and conventions. Throughout the paper we work over the field C of complex

numbers. A scheme will always be a scheme of finite type over C, and by algebraic variety

we mean an integral, separated scheme over C. We will often think of a variety X as

the associated complex analytic space Xan. Therefore, when employing analytic notions

within the realm of algebraic geometry we actually refer to Xan (e.g. manifold, analytic

neighbourhoods, holomorphic forms etc.).

Given a variety, we denote by Xreg and Xsing the open and closed subsets given by the

smooth and singular locus (with its reduced structure), respectively. When X is normal,

and j : Xreg
!֒ X denotes the open immersion of its smooth locus, the sheaf of reflexive

p-forms (for 0 ≤ p ≤ dimX) is defined to be

(0.4) Ω
[p]
X := j∗Ω

p
Xreg

∼= (ΛpΩX)∗∗,

so that H0(X,Ω
[p]
X ) = H0(Xreg,Ωp

Xreg), i.e. a reflexive p-form is nothing but a regular p-

form on the smooth locus Xreg. We will denote by ωX := Ω
[dimX]
X and call it the canonical

sheaf of X. When X is Cohen–Macaulay, it agrees with the dualising sheaf, which is a line

bundle when X is Gorenstein.
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1. Holomorphic symplectic varieties

1.1. Holomorphic symplectic varieties. Holomorphic symplectic manifolds are Calabi–

Yau manifolds admitting a holomorphic, everywhere non-degenerate two-form. Among

them, the class of irreducible holomorphic symplectic manifolds, i.e. compact Kähler sim-

ply connected holomorphic symplectic manifolds X such that H2,0(X) is one-dimensional,

has been extensively studied over the last few decades as they are building blocks for com-

pact Kähler manifolds with trivial first Chern class, according to the Beauville–Bogomolov

decomposition Theorem [Bea83, Thm. 2]. Despite the richness of their geometry, there

is a severe lack of examples, which has led to a surge in research efforts to uncover new

instances. Up to now, we only know two families in each even dimension [Bea83], and two

exceptional families in dimension 10 and 6 [O’G99,O’G03], and they all arise from moduli

spaces of sheaves on symplectic surfaces.

In an attempt to generalise such a notion to the singular setting, Beauville introduced

the class of holomorphic symplectic varieties:

Definition 1.1 (Holomorphic symplectic varieties, [Bea00, Def. 1.1].). A holomorphic

symplectic structure on a normal variety X is a closed reflexive two-form ω ∈ H0(X,Ω
[2]
X )

which is non-degenerate at every point of Xreg. We say (X,ω) is a holomorphic symplectic

variety if for every resolution of singularities f : X̃ ! X the symplectic form ω|Xreg
extends

to a holomorphic two-form on X̃ .

Remark 1.2 (Symplectic singularities are canonical). By [Nam01a, Thm. 6], a normal

variety with a holomorphic symplectic structure is a holomorphic symplectic variety if

and only if it is has rational Gorenstein singularities. In particular, by Kempf’s criterion
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[KKMSD73, p. 50] a holomorphic symplectic variety X has canonical singularities, so that

for every resolution of singularities f : X̃ ! X there exists a pull-back injective morphism

(1.1) f∗ωX ! ωX̃ ,

which extends the corresponding isomorphism over the smooth locus.

Example 1.3. (1) Projective cones over canonical curves are singular symplectic sur-

faces: they can be regarded as one-point compactifications of the cotangent bundle

obtained by collapsing the section at infinity of the natural projective completion.

(2) If X is a symplectic quasi-projective variety and G is a finite group of symplectic

automorphisms of X, the normalisation of the irreducible components of the fixed

locus of G and the quotient X/G are symplectic varieties [Fuj83,Bea00].

(3) The main source of compact examples is provided by moduli spaces of sheaves on

symplectic surfaces, after Mukai’s seminal work [Muk84,Muk87].

A holomorphic symplectic variety X always admits a finite stratification by symplectic

leaves, i.e. locally closed smooth symplectic subvarieties:

Proposition 1.4 (Stratification by symplectic leaves, [Kal06,KS23]). Let X be a holomor-

phic symplectic variety. There is a finite filtration by reduced closed subschemes

(1.2) X = X0 ⊇ X1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Xk

inducing a stratification of X with the following properties:

(i) Xi+1 = Xsing
i ;

(ii) Each smooth stratum Xi \Xi+1 ⊆ X is a symplectic subvariety;

(iii) X is locally a product along each stratum: for all x ∈ Xi \Xi+1 there exists a germ

(Z, 0) of a holomorphic symplectic variety and an isomorphism of analytic germs

of symplectic varieties

(1.3) (X,x) ∼= (Xi \Xi+1, x)× (Z, 0).

Note that the last condition implies that any two points in a connected component of

an open stratum have isomorphic analytic neighbourhoods in X. In other words, such

connected components are the isosingular strata of X [Eph78, Def. 0.1].

Remark 1.5 (Normal flatness). Recall an immersion of schemes i : Y ! X is normally flat

if the normal cone CY/X is flat over Y [HIO88, App. III]. The product decomposition (1.3)

implies a fortiori a product decomposition of the normal cone, so that X is normally flat

along each stratum [HIO88, App. III, Prop. 1.4.12].
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1.2. Symplectic and crepant resolutions. Among the resolutions of singularities of a

symplectic variety, a pivotal role is played by those which are themselves symplectic:

Definition 1.6 (Symplectic and crepant resolutions, [Kal03, Def. 3.1]). If (X,ω) is a

holomorphic symplectic variety, we say a projective resolution of singularities f : X̃ ! X

is symplectic if the symplectic form ω|Xreg
extends to a holomorphic symplectic two-form

on X̃ .

We say a projective resolution of singularities f : X̃ ! X is crepant if the canonical

morphism f∗ωX ! ωX̃ from Remark 1.2 is an isomorphism.

Note that the injective morphism f∗ωX ! ωX̃ defines an effective Cartier divisor E on

X̃, which describes the locus where (1.1) fails to be an isomorphism. We call the closed

subset f(E) ⊆ X the discrepancy centre of f [KM98, §2.3].

Clearly every symplectic resolution f : X̃ ! X is crepant, and hence in particular ωX̃
∼=

OX̃ . The converse is also true: if f : X̃ ! X is crepant, then the extension of ΛdimXω|Xreg

to X̃ has no zeros, and hence ω|Xreg
extends to a symplectic form on X̃ [Kal03, Prop. 3.2].

Remark 1.7 (Trivial canonical bundle implies crepant). Note that if f : X̃ ! X is a res-

olution of singularities of a holomorphic symplectic variety, it is enough to have any iso-

morphism ωX̃
∼= OX̃ in order for f to be crepant. Indeed, the map f∗ωX ! ωX̃ is simply

a function on X̃ which is non-zero over the smooth locus of X. By normality, it extends

to a non-zero function on X and hence it is non-zero on X̃ as well.

Remark 1.8 (Being a crepant resolution is local over the base). Note that given a resolution

of singularities f : X̃ ! X of a holomorphic symplectic variety, being crepant is local –

both Zariski and analytically – over the base, and by Remark 1.7 it is equivalent to ωX̃

being locally trivial over X.

If now f : X̃ ! X is any projective birational morphism, it follows that being a crepant

resolution is also local over the base. Indeed, if f is a crepant resolution around every

point of X, it follows in particular that X̃ is smooth, so that the morphism f∗ωX ! ωX̃ is

well-defined and is locally – hence globally – an isomorphism.

2. The local model and its resolution

In this Section we study the symplectic geometry of a specific class of nilpotent orbits

closures N≤r(V ) of rank r ≥ 0 in the symplectic Lie algebra sp(V ) of a symplectic vector

space (V, ω), showing they admit a symplectic resolution given by the blow-up of the

reduced singular locus when 2r = dimV (Theorem 2.3).
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2.1. Symplectic nilpotent orbits closures are symplectic varieties. Let (V, ω) be

a 2n-dimensional complex symplectic vector space. We denote by Sp(V ) ⊆ Aut(V ) the

group of linear automorphisms of V preserving the symplectic form ω, i.e. A ∈ Aut(V )

belongs to Sp(V ) if and only if

(2.1) ω(Av,Aw) = ω(v,w), for all v,w ∈ V.

Similarly, we denote by sp(V ) ⊆ End(V ) the associated Lie algebra, i.e. the set of endo-

morphisms B ∈ End(V ) satisfying

(2.2) ω(Bv,w) = −ω(v,Bw), for all v,w ∈ V.

We identify sp(V ) with its dual Lie algebra sp(V )∗ by means of the Killing form, so that

we can regard adjoint orbits – which in this case are simply conjugacy classes under the

action of Sp(V ) – as holomorphic symplectic manifolds via the Kirillov–Kostant–Souriau

symplectic form (see [CG10, Ch. 1]).

For any integer 0 ≤ r ≤ n we will be interested in the subvariety of sp(V )

(2.3) Nr(V ) := {B ∈ sp(V ) | B2 = 0 and rkB = r}

given by 2-nilpotent elements of rank r. It is an easy exercise in linear algebra to see that

Nr(V ) is a single adjoint orbit and hence a holomorphic symplectic manifold. It is locally

closed in sp(V ), and its closure is given by

(2.4) N≤r(V ) := N r(V ) =
⋃

r′≤r

Nr′(V ).

The closure N≤r(V ) of the 2-nilpotent orbit of rank r is a Q-factorial symplectic variety

of dimension

(2.5) dimN≤r(V ) = r(2n− r + 1),

whose singular locus is given by N≤r−1(V ) ⊆ N≤r(V ) [KP82,Pan91].

2.2. Isotropic and Lagrangian Grassmannians. Let (V, ω) be a 2n-dimensional com-

plex symplectic vector space. For a linear subspace W ⊆ V we denote by W⊥ ⊆ V its

orthogonal with respect to ω, i.e.

(2.6) W⊥ := {v ∈ V | ω(v,w) = 0 for all w ∈W}.

Recall a subspace W ⊆ V is isotropic if W ⊆W⊥ – equivalently ω vanishes on W . Any

isotropic subspace W has dimW ≤ n. We say an isotropic subspace W ⊆ V is Lagrangian

if it has maximal dimension n, so that W =W⊥.
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Given 0 < r ≤ 2n we denote by G(r, V ) the ordinary Grassmannian of r-dimensional

subspaces of V and by Λ(r, V ) ⊆ G(r, V ) the Grassmannian of isotropic r-dimensional

subspaces of V . It is a smooth submanifold of G(r, V ) of dimension

(2.7) dimΛ(k, V ) = 2nr −
3r2 − r

2
.

Note that Λ(n, V ) is the Lagrangian Grassmannian and Λ(r, V ) is empty for r > n. We

denote by U (resp. Q) the universal subbundle (resp. quotient bundle) of V ⊗OG(r,V ) and

we use the same notation for their restriction to Λ(r, V ) ⊆ G(r, V ).

Since Λ(r, V ) ⊆ G(r, V ) is cut out by a regular section of Λ2U∗, given by the restriction

of the symplectic form ω to the universal subbundle U , we get an exact sequence

(2.8) 0 Λ2U U ⊗Q∗ ΩΛ(r,V ) 0

In the Lagrangian case, we have U = U⊥. Hence, the identification Q∗ ∼= U⊥ induced by

the symplectic form gives ΩΛ(n,V )
∼= Sym2 U .

2.3. Resolutions of symplectic 2-nilpotent orbits. By means of the universal sub-

bundle of the Grassmannian of r-dimensional isotropic subspaces of V , one can write down

an explicit resolution of singularities of the closure N≤r(V ):

Lemma 2.1 (Resolution of symplectic 2-nilpotent orbits). Let 0 < r ≤ n be an integer.

The closure N≤r(V ) of the 2-nilpotent orbit of rank r in sp(V ) admits a resolution of

singularities given by the total space of Sym2 U , where U ⊆ V ⊗ OΛ(r,V ) is the universal

subbundle of the isotropic Grassmannian Λ(r, V ).

Proof. One considers the incidence variety

(2.9) Ñ≤r(V ) := {(B,W ) ∈ N≤r(V )× Λ(r, V ) | ImB ⊆W} ,

with projections f and g onto the two factors. Note that sinceW is isotropic andB ∈ sp(V ),

one has kerB = (ImB)⊥, so that the condition ImB ⊆W is equivalent to

(2.10) ImB ⊆W ⊆W⊥ ⊆ kerB.

The projection f is one-to-one over the rank r locus, as ImB is itself in Λ(r, V ).

Now it is easy to see that g : Ñ≤r(V ) ! Λ(r, V ) is given by the total space of the bundle

Sym2 U . Indeed, note that by (2.10) there is a natural closed immersion

Ñ≤r(V ) ! Tot (Hom(U∗,U))

(B,W ) 7! B̃ : V/W⊥ ∼=W ∗
!W,

(2.11)
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where

B̃ : W ∗
!W

f = ω(v,−) 7! Bv.
(2.12)

Now such a B̃ ∈ Hom(W ∗,W ) ∼= W ⊗W lies in Sym2W if and only if for all f, g ∈ W ∗

one has g(B̃(f)) = f(B̃(g)). Writing f = ω(v,−) and g = ω(w,−) for suitable v,w ∈ V ,

this is equivalent to

(2.13) ω(w,Bv) = ω(v,Bw) = −ω(Bw, v),

which is equivalent to B ∈ sp(V ). Hence we deduce that Ñ≤r(V ) and Sym2 U agree as

subbundles of Hom(U∗,U) ∼= U ⊗ U via (2.11). �

Now we want to understand in which cases the resolution given by Lemma 2.1 is crepant,

and provide an intrinsic description of it.

We will need a technical result first. Recall that given a morphism of schemes f : X ! Y ,

we say a line bundle ξ ∈ Pic(X) is f -very ample if there is an immersion i : X !֒ Pm
Y over

Y such that ξ ∼= i∗OPm
Y
(1) [Har77, §II.5].

Proposition 2.2. Let f : X ! Y be a projective birational morphism of algebraic varieties.

Assume there is a closed subscheme Z ⊆ Y such that the inverse image ideal sheaf f−1IZ ·

OX is an invertible sheaf which is f -very ample and the natural map

(2.14) IZ ! f∗
(

f−1IZ · OX

)

is an isomorphism. Then the birational morphism

(2.15)

X BlZ Y

Y

induced by the universal property is an isomorphism.

Proof. This is a variant of the proof of [Har77, Thm. II.7.17]. As in ibid., our hypotheses

ensure that X ∼= ProjY
⊕

k≥0 f∗I
k
E, where IE is the ideal sheaf of the scheme-theoretic

inverse image of Z. Now the f -ampleness of IE, together with the assumption (2.14)

guarantee that, for k ≫ 0, the natural map Ik
Z ! f∗I

k
E is surjective. Hence, the induced

morphism (2.15) is a birational closed immersion. Since Y , and hence BlZ Y , is integral,

it is an isomorphism. �

Now we are finally ready to state the main result about the existence of symplectic

resolutions for symplectic 2-nilpotent orbits:



HOLOMORPHIC SYMPLECTIC MANIFOLDS FROM SEMISTABLE HIGGS BUNDLES 11

Theorem 2.3 (Symplectic resolution of symplectic 2-nilpotent orbits). Let 0 < r ≤ n be

an integer. When r < n the closure N≤r(V ) of the 2-nilpotent orbit of rank r in sp(V )

does not admit any symplectic resolution.

When r = n, the 2-nilpotent cone N≤n(V ) admits a symplectic resolution given by the

total space of the cotangent sheaf of the Lagrangian Grassmannian Λ(n, V ). Moreover

such a resolution is isomorphic to the blow-up of N≤n(V ) along the reduced singular locus

N≤n−1(V ).

Proof. The first part follows immediately from a standard argument relying on the fact that

the singular locus has codimension > 2. Indeed, Q-factoriality implies that the exceptional

locus of any birational morphism to N≤r(V ) must be pure of codimension one [Deb01,

§1.40], but symplectic resolutions are semi-small [Kal06, Lemma 2.11], so the singular

locus must have codimension ≤ 2.

When r = n, the resolution

(2.16) f : Ñ≤n(V ) ! N≤n(V )

provided by (2.9) in Lemma 2.1 actually coincides with the total space of the cotangent

bundle of Λ(n, V ) and hence it is crepant by Remark 1.7.

For the last statement, we want to make use of Proposition 2.2. Let E ⊆ Ñ≤n(V ) be the

effective Cartier divisor given by the inverse image of the reduced singular locus N≤n−1(V )

of N≤n(V ). Since Ñ≤n(V ) is a vector bundle over the Lagrangian Grassmannian, the

associated line bundle is given by

(2.17) OÑ≤n(V )(E) = g∗OΛ(n,V )(q),

for some q ∈ Z, where OΛ(n,V )(1) is the Plücker line bundle on the Grassmannian Λ(n, V ).

Note that by adjunction, since Ñ≤n(V ) has trivial canonical bundle, the dualising sheaf

ωE is given by OE(E) = g∗OΛ(n,V )(q) ⊗ OE . Now consider the restriction f : E !

N≤n−1(V ): it is a P1-bundle over the smooth locus Nn−1(V ). Given B ∈ Nn−1(V ), once

again by adjunction we get

(2.18) g∗OΛ(n,V )(q)⊗Of−1(B) = ωE ⊗Of−1(B) = ωf−1(B).

On the other hand, the fibre

(2.19) f−1(B) = {B} × {W ∈ Λ(n, V ) | ImB ⊆W ⊆ kerB} ∼= P(kerB/ ImB),

is a linear subspace contained in Λ(n, V ) under the Plücker embedding, so that (2.18)

implies q = −2 and hence the ideal sheaf of E is f -very ample.
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Finally, since N≤n−1(V ) and N≤n(V ) are both normal, by Zariski’s Main Theorem and

Stein factorisation [Har77, Cor. III.11.4-5] the natural maps

(2.20) ON≤n(V ) ! f∗OÑ≤n(V ), ON≤n−1(V ) ! f∗OE

are both isomorphisms. It follows that the map

(2.21) IN≤n−1(V ) ! f∗IE = f∗

(

f−1IN≤n−1(V ) · OÑ≤n(V )

)

is also an isomorphism. �

3. Equivariant bundles on hyperelliptic curves

In this Section we describe the action induced by the hyperelliptic involution on the

moduli space of rank two bundles on a smooth hyperelliptic curve.

3.1. Equivariant sheaves. Assume G is a finite group acting on a projective variety

X. Recall in this setting a G-equivariant structure on a sheaf F on X is a collection

α := {αg}g∈G of morphisms of sheaves αg : g
∗F ! F for all g ∈ G such that

(i) αe = idF ;

(ii) αg·h = αh ◦ h
∗αg for all g, h ∈ G.

We say (F,α) is a G-equivariant sheaf on X.

When F is locally free, the datum of a G-equivariant structure is the same as a lift of

the G-action by bundle automorphisms to the total space Tot(F ). When F is an invertible

sheaf, we often use G-linearisation instead of G-equivariant structure.

Morphisms of G-equivariant sheaves are morphisms of sheaves which commute with the

equivariant structure: we will denote by Coh
G(X) the category of G-equivariant coherent

sheaves on X – all morphisms are required to be OX-linear here. It is an abelian category

with enough injectives, equipped with internal hom and tensor product [Gro57, §5]. More-

over, if X and Y are quasi-projective varieties equipped with a G-action and f : X ! Y

is a G-equivariant morphism, the pull-back and push-forward functors (assuming they are

defined) lift to the equivariant categories

(3.1) f∗ : Coh
G(Y ) ! Coh

G(X), f∗ : Coh
G(X) ! Coh

G(Y ).

In particular, by means of equivariant push-forward to the point we get an induced G-action

on the cohomology groups H i(X,F ) of a G-equivariant sheaf (F,α). Moreover, when the

action of G on Y is trivial, taking G-invariants defines a subsheaf fG∗ F ⊆ f∗F .
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3.2. Hyperelliptic curves. Let C be a smooth curve of genus g ≥ 2. Recall we say C is

hyperelliptic if it is endowed with a two-to-one morphism

(3.2) f : C ! P1,

ramified along a set of 2g+2 distinct points, defining the ramification divisor R ∈ Div(C),

whose image via f is the branch divisor B ∈ Div(P1).

Let s ∈ H0(P1,OP1(2g + 2)) be a section cutting out B and let L := OP1(g + 1) be the

square-root of OP1(2g + 2). Let π : Tot(L) ! C be the total space of L: the curve C can

be recovered uniquely up to isomorphism via the cyclic covering construction as the zero

locus of the section

(3.3) λ2 − π∗s ∈ H0(Tot(L), π∗L2),

where λ ∈ H0(Tot(L), π∗L) is the tautological section.

The map (3.2) is then simply given by the restriction of π to C ⊆ Tot(L) and we have

f∗OC
∼= OP1 ⊕ L−1,

ωC
∼= f∗ωP1 ⊗OC(R).

(3.4)

The involution on Tot(L) given by multiplication by −1 on the fibres of L induces an

involution σ ∈ Aut(C), which we will call the hyperelliptic involution, which swaps the

points in the fibres of f and such that C/〈σ〉 ∼= P1 via f .

3.3. Equivariant bundles on hyperelliptic curves. We will be interested in the Z/2Z-

action on C defined by σ ∈ Aut(C). We start by describing the induced action on the

Picard group:

Lemma 3.1 (Hyperelliptic involution on Pic(C)). For every line bundle ξ ∈ Pic(C) one

has an isomorphism

(3.5) σ∗ξ ∼= ξ−1 ⊗ (f∗OP1(1))deg(ξ).

In particular every ξ ∈ Pic0(C) satisfies σ∗ξ ∼= ξ−1. Moreover, if η ∈ Pic2d(C) satisfies

η2 ∼= f∗OP1(d) for some d ∈ Z, then σ∗η ∼= η.

Proof. We can assume H0(C, ξ) 6= 0 – otherwise write ξ = ξ1 ⊗ ξ2 with H0(C, ξ1) and

H0(C, ξ−1
2 ) both non-zero and use additivity of (3.5). We can then induct on deg(ξ), so

it is enough to prove the claim for ξ = OC(p) for a point p ∈ C. In this case, one has

p+ σ∗p = f∗(f(p)) ∈ Div(C), so that

�(3.6) OC(p)⊗ σ∗OC(p) ∼= f∗OP1(1).
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Example 3.2 (Equivariant structures on ωC). The natural equivariant structure on the

canonical bundle ωC induced by the functorial isomorphism σ∗ΩC
∼= ΩC induces a (−1)-

action on the fibres over fixed points in R, and the corresponding action on global sections

is given by − id. Whenever we consider ωC as an equivariant bundle, we will consider it

with this structure.

On the other hand, by (3.4), ωC
∼= f∗OP1(g − 1) is a pull-back, so it has a trivial Z/2Z-

equivariant structure inducing the identity on the fixed fibres and the trivial action on

global sections.

In terms of the action on the total space, the two differ by the involution given by

multiplication by −1 on the fibres of ωC , which corresponds to tensoring with the non-

trivial equivariant structure on the structure sheaf.

Note that if (E,α) is an equivariant vector bundle on C, the cohomology groupsH i(C,E)

are endowed with a G-action, so that we can define the quantity

(3.7) χ
Z/2Z(E) := dimH0(C,E)

Z/2Z − dimH1(C,E)
Z/2Z.

We have the following equivariant version of Riemann–Roch, which will allow us to

compute the dimension of the fixed locus of the hyperelliptic involution in the moduli

space of bundles.

Proposition 3.3 (Equivariant Riemann–Roch [DR77, Prop. 2.2]). Let (E,α) be an equi-

variant vector bundle on C. For p ∈ R, denote by E
Z/2Z
p ⊆ Ep the αp-invariant subspace of

the fibre Ep. Then

(3.8) χ
Z/2Z(E) =

1

2
deg(E) − rk(E)g +

1

2

∑

p∈R

dimE
Z/2Z
p .

3.4. Moduli spaces of vector bundles. Let C be a smooth curve of genus g ≥ 2. For

(r, d) ∈ Z>0×Z we denote by UC(r, d) the moduli space parametrising S-equivalence classes

of slope-semistable vector bundles on C with rank r and degree d [Ses67,NR69,Ses82]. It

is a normal, irreducible, projective variety of dimension

(3.9) dimUC(r, d) = r2(g − 1) + 1.

We denote by Us
C(r, d) ⊆ UC(r, d) the smooth open subset parametrising isomorphism

classes of stable vector bundles.

Having fixed a degree d line bundle ξ ∈ Picd(C), we can consider the fibre of the isotrivial

determinant morphism

(3.10) det : UC(r, d) ! Picd(C),
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which we will denote by SUC(r, ξ). It parametrises S-equivalence classes of slope-semistable

vector bundles of rank r and fixed determinant ξ and is a normal, irreducible, projective

variety of dimension

(3.11) dimSUC(r, d) = (r2 − 1)(2g − 2).

It contains a smooth open subset SUs
C(r, ξ) ⊆ SUC(r, ξ) parametrising isomorphism classes

of stable vector bundles [Ses82, §1.VI].

When the integers r and d are coprime, every semistable bundle is stable, so that both

UC(r, d) and SUC(r, ξ) are smooth and projective [Ses82, Thm. 1.III.17]. If r and d are

not coprime, and g ≥ 3 or g = 2 and r ≥ 3, then the smooth loci of UC(r, d) and SUC(r, ξ)

are precisely the stable loci [Ses82, Thm. 1.V.45]. When g = 2, the moduli spaces UC(2, 0)

and SUC(2,OC ) are actually smooth – the latter is isomorphic to P3 via the theta-map

[NR69].

Remark 3.4 (Local triviality of determinant morphism). Having fixed a line bundle ξ ∈

Picd(C), the determinant morphism det : UC(r, d) ! Picd(C) becomes trivial after a finite

étale cover. Indeed, we have the following cartesian diagram

(3.12)

SUC(r, ξ) × Picd(C) UC(r, d)

Picd(C) Picd(C)

(−⊗−)⊗ξ−1

det

(−)r⊗ξ1−r

where the horizontal arrows are Galois covers with Galois group Pic0(C)[r]. In particular,

the moduli spaces SUC(r, ξ) and UC(r, d) are stably isosingular as in [Mau23, Def. 2.6].

We will be specifically interested in moduli spaces of rank two bundles on C, so we

describe the structure of their singular locus explicitly:

Proposition 3.5 (Singularities of UC(2, 0) and SUC(2,OC), [Ses82, Thm. 1.V.45]). Let

C be a smooth curve of genus g ≥ 3. We have the following stratification of UC(2, 0):

(3.13) UC(2, 0) ⊇ Σ(UC(2, 0)) ⊇ Ω(UC(2, 0)),

where

Σ(UC(2, 0)) := UC(2, 0)
sing = {ξ ⊕ ξ′ | ξ, ξ′ ∈ Pic0(C)},

Ω(UC(2, 0)) := Σ(UC(2, 0))
sing = {ξ ⊕ ξ | ξ ∈ Pic0(C)},

(3.14)

where we consider bundles up to S-equivalence.
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We have an analogous stratification for SUC(2,OC ):

(3.15) SUC(2,OC ) ⊇ Σ(SUC(2,OC )) ⊇ Ω(SUC(2,OC )),

where

Σ(SUC(2,OC )) := SUC(2,OC )
sing = {ξ ⊕ ξ−1 | ξ ∈ Pic0(C)},

Ω(SUC(2,OC )) := Σ(SUC(2,OC ))
sing = {ξ ⊕ ξ | ξ ∈ Pic0(C)[2]},

(3.16)

where we consider bundles up to S-equivalence.

3.5. Hyperelliptic action on the moduli space of rank two bundles. Assume C

is a smooth hyperelliptic curve of genus g ≥ 3 and let σ ∈ Aut(C) be the hyperelliptic

involution. We are interested in the following involution

σ∗(−)∗ : UC(2, 0) ! UC(2, 0)

E 7! σ∗E∗,
(3.17)

given by the composition of the hyperelliptic involution and the dualising involution. Note

that it preserves the closed subscheme SUC(2,OC) and the induced action is simply given

by σ∗, as the dualising involution acts trivially on SUC(2,OC ).

Theorem 3.6 (Hyperelliptic action on the moduli space of rank two bundles). Let C be a

smooth hyperelliptic curve of genus g ≥ 3. The fixed locus of (3.17) contains the singular

locus Σ(UC(2, 0)) and it is an irreducible subvariety of dimension 3g− 1. When g = 3 it is

a divisor, and the quotient of UC(2, 0) by (3.17) is smooth.

Similarly, when restricting to SUC(2,OC ), we have that the fixed locus of σ contains

the singular locus Σ(SUC(2,OC )) and it is an irreducible subvariety of dimension 2g − 1.

When g = 3 it is a divisor, and the corresponding quotient of SUC(2,OC ) is smooth.

Proof. According to Remark 3.4, the moduli space UC(2, 0) looks étale locally like a product

SUC(2,OC )× Pic0(C). The Galois cover

(3.18) SUC(2,OC )× Pic0(C)
⊗

−! UC(2, 0)

is Z/2Z-equivariant with respect to the action on SUC(2,OC) and UC(2, 0) defined by (3.17).

Moreover, it is strongly étale – in the sense of [MFK94, Appendix D to Ch. 1] – so

that it induces an étale map between the corresponding fixed loci and there is a cartesian

diagram

(3.19)

SUC(2,OC )× Pic0(C) UC(2, 0)

(SUC(2,OC )/Z/2Z)× Pic0(C) UC(2, 0)/Z/2Z

⊗
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where the vertical arrows are the quotient morphisms and the bottom arrow is étale. This

shows that one can deduce the result about UC(2, 0) from the corresponding result about

SUC(2,OC ) and the hyperelliptic involution.

According to Lemma 3.1, the singular locus Σ(SUC(2,OC )) is fixed by σ.

Now if E is a slope-stable rank two bundle such that σ∗E ∼= E, we can always lift such

an isomorphism to an equivariant structure (E,α). Now since det(E) ∼= OC and we only

have two equivariant structures on OC , we only have two possibilities: either ∧2α = −1 or

∧2α = 1 (and in the latter case αp = ± idEp at each ramification point p ∈ R).

In the second case, by replacing E with E ⊗OC(D), where D is the effective divisor of

ramification points p ∈ R where αp = − idEp , we can assume by Kempf’s descent criterion

[DN89, Thm. 2.3] that E is actually a pull-back from P1, contradicting stability.

In the first case, we can use Theorem 3.3 to compute the local dimension of the fixed

locus around E in SUC(2,OC ). Indeed, we have

dimT
Z/2Z
E SUC(2,OC ) = dimH1(C, End0(E))

Z/2Z

= −χ
Z/2Z(End0(E)) = 2g − 1.

(3.20)

Irreducibility follows from [Kum00]1, where it is proved for SUC(2, ωC): we can use any

theta-characteristic to get an isomorphism with SUC(2,OC ) which is equivariant with

respect to the hyperelliptic involution by Lemma 3.1. The last statement is [DR77, Thm.

3]. �

Remark 3.7. If one only considers the hyperelliptic involution E 7! σ∗E on UC(2, 0), there

is an induced non-trivial action on Pic0(C) in (3.18), so that the singular locus is not

contained in the fixed locus anymore and the latter has dimension 2g − 1. Hence the

corresponding quotient UC(2, 0)/Z/2Z is never smooth.

4. Moduli spaces of Higgs bundles and involutions

4.1. Moduli spaces of Higgs bundles. Let C be a smooth curve. Recall a Higgs bundle

on C is a pair (E,φ) where E is a vector bundle on C and φ ∈ HomC(E,E⊗ωC) is known

as the Higgs field.

Slope-stability for Higgs bundles is defined in terms of φ-invariant subbundles, and for

g ≥ 2 one gets a well-defined coarse moduli space MC(r, d) parametrising S-equivalence

1To be precise, in [Kum00], the author focuses on the connected component of the fixed locus given by

σ-invariant polystable bundles E which admit an equivariant structure α : E ! σ∗E such that tr(αp) = 0

for all p ∈ R, but our argument in the previous proof shows that this is the only possible case for stable

bundles.



18 ROLAND ABUAF AND RICCARDO CARINI

classes of slope-semistable Higgs bundles on C of rank r and degree d [Nit91,Sim94]. It is

a normal, irreducible, quasi-projective variety of dimension

(4.1) dimMC(r, d) = r2(2g − 2) + 2,

which contains a non-empty smooth open subset Ms
C(r, d) ⊆ MC(r, d) parametrising iso-

morphism classes of slope-stable Higgs bundles.

When the bundle E itself is slope-stable, then (E,φ) is slope-stable for every Higgs field

φ ∈ HomC(E,E ⊗ ωC). Since HomC(E,E ⊗ ωC) ∼= Ext1C(E,E)∗ by Serre duality, and the

latter can be identified with the fibre of T ∗Us
C(rk(E),deg(E)) at E, the rational map

(4.2) MC(r, d) 99K UC(r, d)

which forgets the Higgs field coincides with the cotangent bundle over the stable locus

Us
C(r, d).

Having fixed a line bundle ξ ∈ Picd(C), by taking the fibre over (ξ, 0) of the determinant

morphism

(4.3) (det, tr) : MC(r, d) ! T ∗ Picd(C),

one gets the moduli space MC(r, ξ) of Higgs bundles with fixed determinant, or SL(r,C)-

Higgs bundles [Hit87b,KY08]. It is a normal, irreducible, quasi-projective variety of di-

mension

(4.4) dimMC(r, ξ) = (r2 − 1)(2g − 2),

which contains a non-empty smooth open subset Ms
C(r, ξ) parametrising stable Higgs bun-

dles.

Once again, by forgetting the Higgs field, one gets a rational map

(4.5) MC(r, ξ) 99K SUC(r, ξ)

which agrees with the cotangent bundle over the stable locus SUs
C(r, ξ).

Remark 4.1 (Local triviality of determinant morphism). The determinant morphism (4.3)

becomes trivial after a finite étale cover. Indeed, we have the following cartesian diagram

(4.6)

MC(r, ξ) × T ∗ Picd(C) MC(r, d)

T ∗ Picd(C) T ∗ Picd(C)

(det,tr)
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where the top and bottom arrow are described, respectively, by

(4.7) ((E,φ), (η, ψ)) 7!

(

E ⊗ η ⊗ ξ−1, φ+
ψ

r

)

and

(4.8) (η, ψ) 7! (ηr ⊗ ξ1−r, ψ).

Both horizontal arrows are in fact Galois covers with Galois group Pic0(C)[r]. In particular,

the moduli spaces MC(r, ξ) and MC(r, d) are stably isosingular.

4.2. Higgs bundles as torsion sheaves on the cotangent bundle. Let C be a smooth

curve of genus g ≥ 2 and let S := SpecC
(

Sym• ω−1
C

)

be the total space of its canonical

bundle. It is a quasi-projective symplectic surface that admits a natural compactification

given by the geometrically ruled surface S := ProjC
(

Sym•(OC ⊕ ω−1
C )

)

obtained by adding

a divisor D∞ at infinity. Denoting by π : S ! C the projection, we have that Pic(S)

is generated by the subgroup π∗ Pic(C) and the relative hyperplane bundle OS(1). In

particular,

(4.9) NS(S) = Z[f ]⊕ Z[D∞],

where [f ] denotes the class of any fibre of π, so that [f ]2 = 0, [f ] · [D∞] = 1 and

[D∞]2 = 2− 2g.

Since π∗OS(1)
∼= OC ⊕ ω−1

C , we have a canonical section µ ∈ H0(S,OS(1)) which cuts

out D∞. On the other hand, π∗(π
∗ωC ⊗OS(1))

∼= ωC ⊕OC , so that we also get a section

λ ∈ H0(S, π∗ωC ⊗OS(1)) whose zero locus is the zero section of ωC , whose image we still

denote by C ⊆ S and which is then numerically equivalent to [D∞] + (2g − 2)[f ]. Finally,

the adjunction formula shows that

(4.10) c1(ωS) = −2[D∞] ∈ NS(S).

We fix once and for all a polarisation H ∈ Amp(S) such that

(4.11) H = k(2g − 2)[f ] + [D∞] ∈ NS(S),

for k ≫ 0. The so-called spectral correspondence relates semistable Higgs bundles to pure

one-dimensional sheaves on S, which are parametrised by an open subset – defined by the

condition of being supported in S ⊆ S – of the moduli space MS,H(0, r[C], d + r(1 − g))

of H-Gieseker semistable sheaves on S:

Theorem 4.2 (Spectral correspondence, [Sim94, Lemma 6.8], [BNR89, Prop. 3.6]). There

is an open immersion

(4.12) MC(r, d) ! MS,H(0, r[C], d+ r(1− g)).
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Namely, each family of slope-semistable Higgs bundles on C of rank r and degree d induces

a family of H-Gieseker semistable pure one-dimensional sheaves on S with c1 = r[C] and

χ = ch2 = d+ r(1− g) whose support does not intersect D∞.

4.3. Symplectic structure and crepant resolutions. The open subset of MS,H(ch)

defined by (4.12) parametrises sheaves on the quasi-projective symplectic surface S ⊆ S.

In particular, it is naturally endowed with a symplectic structure on the stable locus,

constructed by Mukai [Muk84] by means of the canonical symplectic structure on S.

This defines a symplectic structure on the stable locus Ms
C(r, d), which coincides with

the canonical symplectic structure on T ∗Us
C(r, d), seen as an open subset of Ms

C(r, d)

[BBG23, Thm. 1.1].

Similarly, the moduli space Ms
C(r, ξ) of stable Higgs bundles with fixed determinant ξ ∈

Picd(C), is a holomorphic symplectic submanifold of Ms
C(r, d), and the induced symplectic

structure extends the canonical symplectic structure on the open subset T ∗SUs
C(r, d).

When r and d are coprime, every semistable Higgs bundle is stable, so that the moduli

spaces MC(r, d) and MC(r, ξ) are holomorphic symplectic manifolds [Hit87a]. On the

other hand, strictly polystable sheaves give rise to singular points of the moduli space. We

will focus, for instance, on the case d = 0 (or equivalently d is a multiple of r):

Theorem 4.3 (Symplectic resolutions of moduli spaces of Higgs bundles, [Tir19, KY08,

BS23]). Given a smooth curve C of genus g ≥ 2, an integer r ≥ 2 and a line bundle ξ ∈

Pic0(C), the moduli spaces MC(r, 0) and MC(r, ξ) are holomorphic symplectic varieties.

Moreover we have the following cases:

(i) When (g, r) = (2, 2), MC(r, 0) (resp. MC(r, ξ)) admits a 10-dimensional (resp.

6-dimensional) symplectic resolution obtained by blowing-up the reduced singular

locus.

(ii) When (g, r) 6= (2, 2), the moduli spaces MC(r, 0) and MC(r, ξ) do not admit any

crepant resolution.

4.4. Singularities of moduli spaces of rank two Higgs bundles. We will from now

on be focusing on the case of rank two and degree zero Higgs bundles, for which we can get

an explicit description of the singular locus, analogous to the one given for moduli spaces

of bundles in Proposition 3.5, by simply looking at the Jordan–Hölder decomposition of

each S-equivalence class:
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g = 2 g ≥ 3

r = 1 MC(1, 0) ∼= T ∗ Pic0(C) ∼= Pic0(C) ×H0(C, ωC)

r = 2

MC(2, 0) and MC(2, ξ) symplectic

varieties of dimension 10 and 6 with a

crepant resolution [Tir19,KY08]

MC(2, 0) and MC(2, ξ) symplectic

varieties with terminal singularities,

no crepant resolution [Tir19,KY08]

r ≥ 3 MC(r, 0) and MC(r, ξ) symplectic varieties with terminal singularities, no

crepant resolution [Tir19,KY08,BS23]

Table 1. Moduli spaces MC(r, 0) and MC(r, ξ) of semistable Higgs bundles on a

smooth curve C of genus g, for r ≥ 1 and ξ ∈ Pic0(C).

Proposition 4.4 (Singularities of MC(2, 0) and MC(2,OC ), [KY08, §2]). Let C be a

smooth curve of genus g ≥ 2. The stratification of MC(2, 0) by symplectic leaves of Propo-

sition 1.4 is induced by the filtration

(4.13) MC(2, 0) ⊇ Σ(MC(2, 0)) ⊇ Ω(MC(2, 0)),

where

Σ(MC(2, 0)) := MC(2, 0)
sing = {(ξ, φ) ⊕ (ξ′, φ′) | (ξ, φ), (ξ′, φ′) ∈ T ∗ Pic0(C)},

Ω(MC(2, 0)) := Σ(MC(2, 0))
sing = {(ξ, φ) ⊕ (ξ, φ) | (ξ, φ) ∈ T ∗ Pic0(C)},

(4.14)

where we consider Higgs bundles up to S-equivalence.

Similarly, for MC(2,OC ) we have

(4.15) MC(2,OC) ⊇ Σ(MC(2,OC )) ⊇ Ω(MC(2,OC )),

where

Σ(MC(2,OC)) := SUC(2,OC )
sing = {(ξ, φ) ⊕ (ξ−1,−φ) | (ξ, φ) ∈ T ∗ Pic0(C)},

Ω(MC(2,OC)) := Σ(MC(2,OC))
sing = {(ξ, 0) ⊕ (ξ, 0) | ξ ∈ Pic0(C)[2]},

(4.16)

where we consider bundles up to S-equivalence.

Note that Σ(MC(2, 0)) is isomorphic to Sym2(T ∗ Pic0(C)), whose singular locus is a

diagonally embedded copy of T ∗ Pic0(C), so that

dimΣ(MC(2, 0)) = 4g,

dimΩ(MC(2, 0)) = 2g.
(4.17)

On the other hand, the subvariety Σ(MC(2,OC )) is isomorphic to the quotient of the

cotangent bundle to the Jacobian T ∗ Pic0(C) by the involution (ξ, φ) 7! (ξ−1,−φ), whose
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fixed locus is given by the 22g points of Ω(MC(2,OC)), corresponding to 2-torsion elements

of the Jacobian.

4.5. Involutions on moduli spaces of rank two Higgs bundles. We will now define

the involutions on MC(2, 0) and MC(2,OC ) mentioned in Theorems A, B and C.

The first natural way of defining automorphisms of the moduli space is by lifting auto-

morphisms of the base curve: if σ ∈ Aut(C) is an involution, then for a polystable pair

(E,φ) in MC(2, 0), the assignment

(4.18) (E,φ) 7! (σ∗E, σ∗φ),

where we are implicitly identifying σ∗ωC
∼= ωC by means of the natural equivariant struc-

ture on ωC , defines a symplectic involution on MC(2, 0). Indeed, the equivariant structure

defines a lift of σ to an involution of the ruled surface S – which preserves the symplectic

form on S – fixing H and C, and hence naturally acts via pull-back on the Gieseker moduli

space MS,H(0, 2[C], 2 − 2g) [Fra22a, §3].

On the other hand, by considering the involution on S induced by multiplication by

−1 on the fibres of ωC – which is anti-symplectic on S – and the induced action on the

Gieseker moduli space, one gets the anti-symplectic involution

(4.19) (E,φ) 7! (E,−φ).

Note that the composition (E,φ) 7! (σ∗E,−σ∗φ) of (4.18) and (4.19) is simply induced

by the twisted equivariant structure ωC [−1] [Fra22a, §3].

Finally, since MC(2, 0) can be regarded as a compactified Jacobian of the family of

spectral curves, one would like a family version of the dualising involution – and possibly

twisting by a line bundle to fix the degree, as in [ASF15]. This can be achieved by means

of the spectral correspondence and the derived dual on the ruled surface S, but one has to

be careful with the choice of polarisation:

Proposition 4.5 (Duality for pure one-dimensional sheaves, [ASF15]). Let (X,H) be a

smooth polarised surface and ch ∈ H2∗(X,Q) the Chern character of a one-dimensional

H-Gieseker semistable sheaf.

Given a line bundle ξ ∈ Pic(X), the assignment

(4.20) F 7! RHomX(F,OX )[1]⊗ ξ ∼= Ext1X(F, ξ)

defines an involution on the moduli space MX,H(ch) provided that the following two con-

ditions on H and ξ are satisfied for every H-Gieseker semistable sheaf F with ch(F ) = ch:
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(i) 2χ(F ) + c1(F ) · (c1(ωX)− c1(ξ)) = 0;

(ii) For all subsheaves E ⊆ F one has

(4.21)
c1(E) · (c1(ωX)− c1(ξ))

c1(E) ·H
=
c1(F ) · (c1(ωX)− c1(ξ))

c1(F ) ·H
.

Proof. First note that for each pure one-dimensional sheaf, the complex

(4.22) RHomX(F,OX)[1]

is indeed a sheaf [HL10, Prop. 1.1.10] and the assignment (4.20) is well-behaved in families

by [ASF15, Lemma 3.8]. Hence the involution is well defined provided that ch is invariant

and stability is preserved.

Since c1(F ) is clearly preserved by (4.20) as the Fitting support is invariant, a direct

computation shows that

(4.23) PH(Ext1X(F, ξ), t) = t(c1(F ) ·H)− χ(F )− c1(F ) · (c1(ωX)− c1(ξ)),

so that invariance of ch is precisely condition (i).

As for stability, there is a one-to-one correspondence between subsheaves of F and

quotient sheaves of Ext1X(F, ξ), given by associating to E ⊆ F the induced quotient

Ext1X(F, ξ) ! Ext1X(E, ξ). Using (4.23), we see that Ext1X(F, ξ) if H-Gieseker semistable if

and only if

(4.24)
χ(E) + c1(E) · (c1(ωX)− c1(ξ))

c1(E) ·H
≤
χ(F ) + c1(F ) · (c1(ωX)− c1(ξ))

c1(F ) ·H
,

for all subsheaves E ⊆ F . In other words, (4.20) turns H-Gieseker stability into (c1(ωX)−

c1(ξ))-twisted H-Gieseker stability, and the two are equivalent under condition (4.21). �

In the case of compact symplectic surfaces considered in [ASF15], it is essentially impossi-

ble to find invariants such that the conditions of Proposition 4.5 are satisfied [ASF15, §3.5],

so one has to settle for a birational involution. A crucial step in our construction is to show

that such an involution preserves stability for sheaves supported in the open subset S ⊆ S:

Corollary 4.6 (Duality for Higgs bundles). For a semistable pair (E,φ) in MC(2, 0), the

assignment

(4.25) (E,φ) 7! (E∗, φt)

defines an anti-symplectic involution on MC(2, 0).

Proof. As above, we once again regard MC(2, 0) as an open subset of the Gieseker moduli

space MS,H(0, 2[C], 2 − 2g) and consider the involution defined in Proposition 4.5 with

ξ = OS(−C), where C is considered as the zero section in S ⊆ S. Note that both conditions
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are satisfied if we restrict to MC(2, 0). Indeed, the support of any sheaf F supported in

S ⊆ S does not intersect D∞, so that by our choice (4.11) of H and (4.10) we have

(4.26)
c1(F ) · (c1(ωS) + [C])

c1(F ) ·H
=

(2g − 2)c1(F ) · [f ]

k(2g − 2)c1(F ) · [f ]
=

1

k
.

Note that this ratio does not depend on F , so that condition (4.21) in Proposition 4.5 is

satisfied for any sheaf inMC(2, 0) ⊆ MS,H(0, 2[C], 2−2g). Finally, (4.25) is anti-symplectic

by [ASF15, Prop. 3.11]. �

4.6. MC(2,OC ) as fixed locus of a symplectic involution. Recall that the moduli

space MC(2,OC ) is defined as a fibre of the determinant morphism

(4.27) (det, tr) : MC(2, 0) ! T ∗ Pic0(C).

In the specific case of rank two Higgs bundles, we can make use of the following useful

characterisation:

Lemma 4.7. A polystable pair (E,φ) in MC(2, 0) represents a point in the moduli space

MC(2,OC ) if and only if detE ∼= OC and the induced skew-symmetric isomorphism

f : E ∼= E∗ fits into the following commutative diagram

(4.28)

E E ⊗ ωC

E∗ E∗ ⊗ ωC

φ

f f⊗idωC

−φt

Proof. This simply follows from the exceptional isomorphism Sp(2,C) ∼= SL(2,C) – and

the associated Lie algebras. More explicitly, if V is a 2-dimensional complex vector space

endowed with a skew-symmetric non-degenerate pairing f : V ∼= V ∗, then an endomorphism

φ ∈ End(V ) satisfies tr(φ) = 0 if and only if it is skew-symmetric with respect to f , i.e.

the diagram

(4.29)

V V

V ∗ V ∗

φ

f f

−φt

is commutative. �

It follows immediately from Lemma 4.7 that we can realise MC(2,OC ) as a connected

component of the fixed locus of the involution

(4.30) (E,φ) 7! (E∗,−φt)
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on MC(2, 0), which is essentially described by the commutativity of (4.28). Note that

(4.30) is well-defined as the composition of (4.19) and (4.25) and is in fact a symplectic

involution.

Proposition 4.8 (MC(2,OC ) as a fixed locus). For a Higgs pair (E,φ) in MC(2, 0), the

assignment

τ : MC(2, 0) ! MC(2, 0)

(E,φ) 7! (E∗,−φt)
(4.31)

defines a symplectic involution of MC(2, 0) whose fixed locus contains MC(2,OC ) as a

connected component.

Remark 4.9 (Fixed locus of τ). Note that the Galois cover

(4.32) MC(2,OC )× T ∗ Pic0(C) ! MC(2, 0)

from Remark 4.1 is Z/2Z-equivariant with respect to the action of τ on the target and the

action

(4.33) (ξ, φ) 7! (ξ−1,−φ)

on T ∗ Pic0(C). In fact, the assignment (4.33) defines a Z/2Z-action on MC(2,OC) ×

T ∗ Pic0(C) which commutes with the Galois action and hence descends to MC(2, 0) as

τ . The fixed locus of (4.33) on MC(2,OC)× T ∗ Pic0(C) is given by several disjoint copies

of the fibre MC(2,OC ), indexed by torsion line bundles in Pic0(C)[2], which all map to

MC(2,OC ) ⊆ MC(2, 0) under (4.32).

The induced map between fixed loci is not surjective though – in fact (4.32) is not

injective on Z/2Z-orbits, and hence is not strongly étale [MFK94, Appendix D to Ch. 1]

– and hence the fixed locus of τ is strictly bigger than MC(2,OC ): for instance, the

semistable pairs (ξ ⊕OC , 0), for ξ ∈ Pic0(C)[2], are all fixed by τ .

5. Proof of the main results

The proofs of Theorems A, B and C are articulated as follows:

• Prove Theorem B by the following steps:

– Relate the structure of the moduli space MC(2,OC ) around the singular point

(O⊕2
C , 0) in the deepest singular stratum Ω(MC(2,OC )) (see Proposition 4.4)

to that of the adjoint orbit N≤3(C
6) studied in §2 by means of a two-to-one

ramified cover on analytic germs (Theorem 5.6)

(5.1) µ : (MC(2,OC ), (O
⊕2
C , 0)) ! (N≤3(C

6), 0).
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– Assuming C is hyperelliptic, show that the covering involution of (5.1) extends

to a global involution of MC(2,OC ), induced by the hyperelliptic involution

(Remark 5.3 and Lemma 5.8).

– The quotient π : MC(2,OC ) ! Y by the action of the hyperelliptic involution

admits a stratification by symplectic leaves, and the locus of points in Y where

the blow-up of the reduced singular locus of Y is not a crepant resolution is a

union of strata (Corollary 5.13).

– By exploiting the previous analysis around the point (O⊕2
C , 0) in the deepest

stratum, we show that each connected component of the symplectic leaves of Y

contains a point at which the blow-up is a crepant resolution, which concludes

the proof.

• Reduce Theorem A to Theorem B by a suitable equivariant version of Remark 4.1,

as in the proof of Theorem 3.6.

• Theorem C follows immediately from Theorems A and B since MC(2,OC) is a

connected component of the fixed locus of (4.30) on MC(2, 0) (Proposition 4.8).

The key technical result we need for the first step is given by Kaledin and Lehn’s analysis

of the singularities of moduli spaces of sheaves on symplectic surfaces, which also applies

to Higgs bundles through the spectral correspondence. In order to state the result, we

need to set up some notation about Hamiltonian reductions of symplectic vector space –

see [CG10, Ch. 1], or specifically [KL07, §3.3].

5.1. Hamiltonian reduction of symplectic vector spaces. Let (V, ω) be a complex

symplectic vector space and G a connected reductive subgroup of Sp(V ). The action of G

on V is Hamiltonian and the moment map is the quadratic map given by

Q : V ! g∗,

v 7!

[

A 7!

1

2
ω(Av, v)

]

.
(5.2)

We define the Hamiltonian reduction of V by G to be the affine quotient

(5.3) V �G := Q−1(0)/G,

which is naturally endowed with a symplectic form on its smooth locus.

We will be interested specifically in the following example.

Example 5.1. Assume (V, ω) is a complex symplectic vector space and G is a complex

reductive semisimple Lie group (we will only need the case G = SL(2,C)). Denote by g its

Lie algebra, endowed with the non-degenerate Killing form h ∈ g∗ ⊗ g∗. In what follows,

we will tacitly identify sp(V ) with sp(V )∗ by means of ω, and g with g∗ by means of h.
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The vector space V ⊗g is naturally endowed with a symplectic form given by the product

of ω and h:

(5.4)





∑

i

vi ⊗ ai,
∑

j

wj ⊗ bj



 7!

∑

i,j

ω(vi, wj)h(ai, bj).

There are two natural commuting Hamiltonian actions on V ⊗ g, given by the adjoint

action of G on the right factor and the natural action of Sp(V ) on the left factor.

The moment map for the G-action

QG : V ⊗ g ! g,
∑

i

vi ⊗ ai 7!
1

2

∑

i,j

ω(vi, vj)[ai, aj ] =
∑

i<j

ω(vi, vj)[ai, aj ]
(5.5)

is quadratic, and is given by the product of ω and the Lie bracket of g.

On the other hand, the moment map for the SP (V )-action

QSp(V ) : V ⊗ g ! sp(V ),
∑

i

vi ⊗ ai 7!
1

2

∑

i,j

h(ai, aj)ω(vi,−)vj
(5.6)

is also quadratic, and is given by the product of the Killing form and the quadratic moment

map (5.2) for the Sp(V )-action on V .

5.2. Local structure of moduli spaces of sheaves on symplectic surfaces. Assume

(X,H) is a polarised symplectic surface and E is a non-rigid H-Gieseker stable sheaf on X.

By [Muk84], deformations of E are unobstructed, so that the deformation space Def(E)

is smooth and its tangent space V := Ext1X(E,E) is a non-trivial symplectic vector space.

Assume that the differential graded Lie algebra RHom•
X(E,E) is formal – this is satisfied

if X is a K3 surface by [BZ19] or if E is the spectral sheaf associated to a Higgs bundle by

[Sim94], which is our case of interest.

Consider the polystable sheaf F := E ⊕E as a point of the moduli space MX,H(ch(F ))

of H-Gieseker semistable sheaves with Chern character ch(F ). Note that there is a closed

immersion

Sym2MX,H(ch(E)) ! MX,H(ch(F )),

(E1, E2) 7! E1 ⊕ E2,
(5.7)

and the point corresponding to F lies in the image of the diagonal MX,H(ch(E)) ⊆

Sym2 MX,H(ch(E)).

When ch(E) is primitive and H is generic, (5.7) describes exactly the singular locus of

MX,H(ch(F )), at least when dimV ≥ 4. In general, the singular locus might have several



28 ROLAND ABUAF AND RICCARDO CARINI

irreducible components, corresponding to the possible Jordan–Hölder decompositions of

polystable sheaves in MX,H(ch(F )).

The following crucial result gives an explicit description of an analytic neighbourhood

of the moduli space MX,H(ch(F )) around the point F :

Proposition 5.2 (Local structure of MX,H(ch(F )), [KL07, Prop. 2.2]). There is an

isomorphism of analytic germs of symplectic varieties

(5.8) (MX,H(ch(F )), F ) ∼= (V ⊗ gl(2,C) � GL(2,C), 0)

where the right-hand side is the Hamiltonian reduction with respect to the adjoint action

on the right factor of V ⊗ gl(2,C).

Moreover there is a map of analytic germs of symplectic varieties

(5.9) µ : (MX,H(ch(F )), F ) ! (V ×N≤3(V ), (0, 0))

with the following properties:

(i) µ is a two-to-one étale cover over the locus V ×N3(V ).

(ii) µ is one-to-one over the locus V ×N≤2(V ).

(iii) µ identifies the subvariety Sym2MX,H(ch(E)) given by (5.7) with V ×N≤1(V ) and

its diagonal with V × {0}.

Assuming the existence of (5.8), we recall how to construct (5.9), as it will be useful

later on. By means of the trace map tr : gl(2,C) ! C one decomposes

(5.10) V ⊗ gl(2,C) � GL(2,C) ∼= V × (V ⊗ sl(2,C) � SL(2,C)),

so that we will define µ : V ⊗ sl(2,C) � SL(2,C) ! N≤3(V ) and then get (5.9) by simply

multiplying by idV .

In order to do so, we consider the Hamiltonian Sp(V )-action on the left factor of V ⊗

sl(2,C), which commutes with the SL(2,C)-action. The map we are looking for is precisely

the corresponding moment map (5.6):

(5.11) µ : V ⊗ sl(2,C) ! sp(V ),

given by the product of the Killing form on sl(2,C) and the quadratic Sp(V )-moment map

on V , which descends to the Hamiltonian reduction as the two actions commute.

Remark 5.3 (Residual action of Sp(V ) on V ⊗ sl(2,C) � SL(2,C)). Since the actions of

Sp(V ) and SL(2,C) on V ⊗ sl(2,C) commute, the former descends to the Hamiltonian

reduction V ⊗ sl(2,C) � SL(2,C), and the moment map

(5.12) µ : V ⊗ sl(2,C) � SL(2,C) ! N≤3(V )
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is Sp(V )-equivariant. The involution − idV ∈ Sp(V ) acts trivially on the target N≤3(V ),

but non-trivially on the Hamiltonian reduction V ⊗ sl(2,C) � SL(2,C), and is indeed the

covering involution associated with the map µ [KL07, §4].

5.3. Local structure of MC(2, 0) and MC(2,OC ). Assume C is a smooth curve of

genus g ≥ 2. By Proposition 1.4, the local structure of the moduli spaces MC(2, 0) and

MC(2,OC ) of Higgs bundles around a point only depends on the connected component of

the open stratum in Proposition 4.4 the point belongs to. We will hence focus on the point

corresponding to the pair

(5.13) (O⊕2
C , 0) = (OC , 0) ⊕ (OC , 0),

which lies in the deepest stratum Ω(MC(2,OC)) ⊆ Ω(MC(2, 0)) of the moduli spaces.

Remark 5.4 (Action of Pic0(C)[2] on MC(2,OC )). The torsion subgroup Pic0(C)[2] of

Pic0(C) acts on MC(2,OC) by tensor product, and the action is transitive on the deepest

stratum Ω(MC(2,OC)). In particular any two points in Ω(MC(2,OC)) have isomorphic

analytic neighbourhoods in MC(2,OC).

We will make use of Theorem 4.2 and look at Higgs bundles as pure one-dimensional

sheaves on the quasi-projective symplectic surface S, so that we can apply Proposition

5.2 to get a local description of the singularities of the moduli spaces. Note that the

projective surface S is not symplectic, but since we only consider sheaves supported on

the open subset S and Mukai’s construction of the symplectic structure is purely local,

Proposition 5.2 still applies. In other words, the first order deformation space of the only

stable summand (OC , 0)

(5.14) V := Ext1
S
(OC ,OC) ∼= H1(C,OC)⊕H0(C,ωC)

is still a 2g-dimensional symplectic vector space by Serre duality. Note that V is the

tangent space at (OC , 0) of the moduli space MC(1, 0) and the direct sum decomposition

(5.14) is induced by the fibre product decomposition MC(1, 0) ∼= Pic0(C)×H0(C,ωC).

Proposition 5.5 (Local structure of MC(2, 0)). There is an isomorphism of analytic

germs of symplectic varieties

(5.15) (MC(2, 0), (O
⊕2
C , 0)) ∼= (V × (V ⊗ sl(2,C) � SL(2,C)), (0, 0))

where the right-hand side is the Hamiltonian reduction with respect to the adjoint action

on the right factor of V ⊗ sl(2,C).

Moreover there is a map of analytic germs of symplectic varieties

(5.16) µ : (MC(2, 0), (O
⊕2
C , 0)) ! (V ×N≤3(V ), (0, 0))

with the following properties:
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(i) µ is a two-to-one étale cover over the locus V ×N3(V ).

(ii) µ is one-to-one over the locus V ×N≤2(V ).

(iii) µ identifies the closed stratum Σ(MC(2, 0)) with V × N≤1(V ) and Ω(MC(2, 0))

with V × {0}.

By restricting to the trace-free part, we get an analogous description for the moduli

space MC(2,OC ):

Proposition 5.6 (Local structure of MC(2,OC ), [KY08, Lemma 3.3]). With the notation

of Proposition 5.5, there is an isomorphism of analytic germs of symplectic varieties

(5.17) (MC(2,OC ), (O
⊕2
C , 0)) ∼= (V ⊗ sl(2,C) � SL(2,C), 0),

and a map of analytic germs of symplectic varieties

(5.18) µ : (MC(2,OC ), (O
⊕2
C , 0)) ! (N≤3(V ), 0)

with the following properties:

(i) µ is a two-to-one étale cover over the locus V ×N3(V ).

(ii) µ is one-to-one over the locus V ×N≤2(V ).

(iii) µ identifies the closed stratum Σ(MC(2, 0)) with N≤1(V ).

Example 5.7 (Symplectic resolution for genus two). When g = 2, we see that locally

around (O⊕2
C , 0) the moduli spaces MC(2, 0) and MC(2,OC ) look like V × N≤2(V ) and

N≤2(V ) respectively, with dimV = 4 (there is no ramification in this case!). In particular,

Theorem 2.3 implies that blowing-up the reduced singular locus gives a crepant resolution

(compare with Theorem 4.3).

5.4. Hyperelliptic action on moduli spaces of Higgs bundles. Assume C is a smooth

hyperelliptic curve of genus g ≥ 3 and let σ ∈ Aut(C) be the hyperelliptic involution. We

are interested in the following symplectic involution

σ ◦ τ : MC(2, 0) ! MC(2, 0)

(E,φ) 7! (σ∗E∗,−σ∗φt),
(5.19)

given by the composition of the two commuting symplectic involutions (4.18) – which we

still denote by σ – and τ from Proposition 4.8. Note that it preserves the closed subscheme

MC(2,OC ) and the induced action is simply given by σ, as τ acts trivially on MC(2,OC).

Lemma 5.8 (Infinitesimal action of σ ◦τ). The symplectic involution (5.19) fixes the point

(O⊕2
C , 0). Via the isomorphism (5.15) it acts trivially on the first factor and as − idV on

the second factor.
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Proof. First note that the actions of σ and τ agree on the moduli space MC(1, 0) of rank

one Higgs bundles, by Lemma 3.1. In particular, one has σ ◦ τ = id on MC(1, 0) and the

induced action on V is trivial.

In particular, σ ◦ τ fixes the point (O⊕2
C , 0). For the induced action on V ⊗ sl(2,C) �

SL(2,C) via (5.15), note that σ acts trivially on sl(2,C) while τ acts as transposition

on sl(2,C), so that σ ◦ τ acts as idV ⊗(−)t on V ⊗ sl(2,C). We notice that every a ∈

sl(2,C) is SL(2,C)-conjugate to −at. As a consequence, σ ◦ τ acts as − id on the quotient

V ⊗ sl(2,C) � SL(2,C), and the claim follows. �

It follows from Lemma 5.8 that the involution σ, acting on MC(2,OC) – which is

fixed by τ –, coincides with the covering involution of µ according to Remark 5.3 in an

analytic neighbourhood of (O⊕2
C , 0). In particular, locally around (O⊕2

C , 0) the quotient

of MC(2,OC ) by the Z/2Z-action generated by σ admits a crepant resolution given by

blowing-up the reduced singular locus Σ(MC(2,OC )) by Theorem 2.3.

Having taken care of points in the singular locus, one has to further investigate the local

behaviour of σ ◦ τ around fixed smooth points of MC(2, 0), in order to get an explicit

description of the singular locus of the quotient. It will be enough to focus on MC(2,OC):

Lemma 5.9 (Fixed locus of σ in MC(2,OC )). The fixed locus Fix(σ) ⊆ MC(2,OC )

contains the singular locus Σ(MC(2,OC )) and is pure of dimension 4g − 2.

Proof. The singular locus Σ(MC(2,OC )) is fixed by σ as for any degree zero line bundle

ξ ∈ Pic0(C) one has σ∗ξ ∼= ξ−1 by Lemma 3.1 and the induced action on global sections

H0(C,ω) is given by − id by our choice of the equivariant structure on ωC . Moreover, it

follows from Lemma 5.8 that the map µ of Proposition 5.6 identifies the fixed locus of σ

around points of Ω(MC(2,OC)) with N≤2(V ), so that Σ(MC(2,OC )) is contained in an

irreducible component of the fixed locus of dimension

(5.20) dimN≤2(V ) = 4g − 2.

Now assume (E,φ) is a stable pair representing a smooth point in MC(2,OC ) which is

fixed by σ, i.e. there exists a commutative diagram

(5.21)

E E ⊗ ωC

σ∗E σ∗E ⊗ ωC

φ

α α

σ∗φ

Note that in the right-hand side vertical arrow we are implicitly tensoring with our choice

of an equivariant structure on ωC . By stability of the pair we can assume α defines a
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Z/2Z-equivariant structure on E, so that commutativity of (5.21) is equivalent to φ being a

morphism of Z/2Z-equivariant bundles.

By [Nit91, §7], the Zariski tangent space T(E,φ)M
s
C(2,OC ) at the stable pair (E,φ) fits

into the long exact sequence

(5.22)

0 EndC,0(E) HomC,0(E,E ⊗ ωC) T(E,φ)M
s
C(2,OC )

Ext1C,0(E,E) Ext1C,0(E,E ⊗ ωC) 0.

[ − ,φ]

[ − ,φ]

By taking Z/2Z-invariants we get the dimension of the fixed part as

(5.23) dimT
Z/2Z
(E,φ)M

s
C(2,OC) = −2χ

Z/2Z(EndC,0(E)),

where EndC,0(E) is endowed with the equivariant structure induced by α (see Theorem 3.3

for the notation).

Now we proceed as in the proof of Theorem 3.6. Since det(E) ∼= OC we have two

possibilities: either ∧2α = −1 or ∧2α = 1 and hence αp = ± idEp at each ramification

point p ∈ R in the ramification locus.

In the second case, by replacing E with E ⊗OC(D), where D is the effective divisor of

ramification points where αp = − idEp , we can assume E is actually a pull-back from P1.

Moreover, commutativity of (5.21) at ramification points – given or choice of equivariant

structure on the canonical bundle – shows that φ actually factors through

(5.24) E ⊗ ωC(−R) ∼= E ⊗ f∗ωP1 ⊆ E ⊗ ωC ,

so that (E,φ) is actually a pull-back from P1 as a pair, contradicting stability.

In the first case, we can finally compute the dimension of the fixed locus around the

fixed point (E,φ) by means of Theorem 3.3

(5.25) dimT
Z/2Z
(E,φ)M

s
C(2,OC) = −2χ

Z/2Z(EndC,0(E)) = 4g − 2.

�

Remark 5.10 (Irreducibility of the fixed locus of σ). We expect that Fix(σ) is actually

irreducible, as it is suggested by the analogy with Theorem 3.6, which in particular proves

irreducibility of the fixed locus when intersected with the locus of pairs with underlying

stable bundle T ∗SUs
C(2,OC ) ⊆ MC(2,OC ).

Since it is smooth away from the singular locus by a standard argument due to Car-

tan [Car57, §4], and there is one irreducible component containing the singular locus

Σ(MC(2,OC )) by Lemma 5.9, this is equivalent to proving that the fixed locus is con-

nected in Ms
C(2,OC ).
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5.5. Local structure of the quotient and existence of a crepant resolution. We will

start by proving Theorem B. Assume that C is a smooth genus three hyperelliptic curve and

consider the moduli space MC(2,OC ), which is a 12-dimensional holomorphic symplectic

variety which does not admit any crepant resolution by Theorem 4.3. The hyperelliptic

involution σ ∈ Aut(C) defines via (4.18) a symplectic involution onMC(2,OC ), whose fixed

locus is pure of dimension 10 and contains the irreducible singular locus Σ(MC(2,OC )) by

Lemma 5.9.

Lemma 5.11 (Singularities of the quotient of MC(2,OC )). Let π : MC(2,OC ) ! Y be

the quotient of MC(2,OC ) by σ. Then Y is a holomorphic symplectic variety of dimension

12 whose singular locus is given by π(Fix(σ)) and is pure of dimension 10. The chain of

closed immersions

(5.26) Y ⊇ π(Fix(σ)) ⊇ π(Σ(MC(2,OC ))) ⊇ π(Ω(MC(2,OC )))

defines the stratification of Y by symplectic leaves of Proposition 1.4.

Proof. Since Y is a holomorphic symplectic variety by Example 1.3, the statement follows

from Lemma 5.9 and Proposition 1.4. �

Now let I ⊆ OY be the ideal sheaf of the reduced singular locus, i.e. of π(Fix(σ)) ⊆ Y

with its reduced subscheme structure. Consider the corresponding blow-up

(5.27) f : Ỹ := BlI(Y ) ! Y.

We will show that f is a crepant resolution of Y by proving this holds locally over Y .

Lemma 5.12. Let X be a normal algebraic variety equipped with a stratification by locally

closed connected smooth subvarieties Xi ⊆ X such that X is normally flat along each

stratum. Assume f : X̃ ! X is a blow-up of X along a closed union of strata. Then any

integral component of the exceptional divisor of f surjects onto the closure of a stratum.

Proof. Let E be an integral exceptional divisor and let Xi be a stratum containing the

generic point of f(E). We want to show that f(E) ∩ Xi = Xi. If this is not the case,

then dim f(E) ∩Xi < dimXi. The intersection f(E) ∩Xi contains an open dense subset

of f(E), and hence f−1(f(E) ∩ Xi) contains an open dense subset of E. By our normal

flatness assumption, the restriction f : f−1(Xi) ! Xi is flat and hence

(5.28) dim f−1(f(E) ∩Xi) < dim f−1(Xi) ≤ dimE,

which is a contradiction. �

By Remark 1.5, we can apply the result to the stratification by symplectic leaves of a

symplectic variety given by Proposition 1.4:
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Corollary 5.13. Let X be a holomorphic symplectic variety and f : X̃ ! X a blow-up of

X along a closed union of symplectic leaves which is an isomorphism over Xreg. Then the

locus of points of X at which f is not a crepant resolution is a closed union of symplectic

leaves.

Proof. It follows immediately from the properties of the stratification by symplectic leaves

in Proposition 1.4 that the image of the reduced singular locus of X̃ is a closed union of

strata. Hence we can restrict to the open subset where f is a resolution of singularities and

apply Lemma 5.12 to get that the discrepancy centre is also a closed union of strata. �

We are finally ready to prove Theorem B:

Proof of Theorem B. Note that the reduced singular locus of Y is a closed union of sym-

plectic leaves according to Lemma 5.11, so by Corollary 5.13, it is enough to show that

each connected component of the strata contains a point at which f is a crepant resolution.

This is immediate for smooth points of Y .

By a standard trick due to Cartan [Car57, §4], we can linearise and diagonalise the Z/2Z-

action around a smooth point of Fix(σ), so that by Lemma 5.9 the moduli space around

that point is equivariantly isomorphic to a neighbourhood of (0, 0) in C10 ×C2, where Z/2Z

acts on the second factor as −1. In other words, each connected component of the open

stratum in (5.26) given by π(Fix(σ)) is a family of canonical surface singularities, and is

hence crepantly resolved by f .

Since π(Σ(MC(2,OC ))) is irreducible, the corresponding open stratum is connected,

while the deepest stratum is given by the points of π(Ω(MC(2,OC ))). Since we have a

Pic0(C)[2]-action on Ω(MC(2,OC )) which is transitive and commutes with σ (Remark

5.4), it is enough to prove that f is a crepant resolution in an analytic neighbourhood of

any point in π(Ω(MC(2,OC ))). In fact, such a neighbourhood will also intersect the open

stratum given by π(Σ(MC(2,OC))).

By Lemma 5.8 and Remark 5.3 the involution σ on (MC(2,OC ), (O
⊕2
C , 0)) agrees with

the covering involution of the map

(5.29) µ : (MC(2,OC ), (O
⊕2
C , 0)) ! (N≤3(V ), 0)

of Proposition 5.6. In particular, µ descends to an isomorphism of analytic germs of

symplectic varieties

(5.30) µ : (Y, π(O⊕2
C , 0)) ! (N≤3(V ), 0).

Note that the stratification (5.26) of Y gets identified with the stratification (2.4) ofN≤3(V )

by open orbits of smaller rank. Since the blow-up of the reduced singular locus ofN≤3(V ) is

a crepant resolution by Theorem 2.3, the same holds for Y in a neighbourhood of π(O⊕2
C , 0).

�
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Remark 5.14 (Higher genera). It is worth remarking that the assumption on the genus of

C in Theorem B is essential. When g ≥ 4, we still get an isomorphism of analytic germs

between the quotient (Y, π(O⊕2
C , 0)) and the symplectic orbit closure (N≤3(V ), 0), but this

time dimV ≥ 8, so that the orbit N≤3(V ) is not the full 2-nilpotent cone and hence does

not admit a crepant resolution according to Theorem 2.3.

We now show how to deduce Theorem A from Theorem B, by exploiting a suitable

equivariant version of Remark 4.1.

Lemma 5.15 (Singularities of the quotient of MC(2, 0)). Let π : MC(2, 0) ! X be the

quotient of MC(2, 0) by σ ◦ τ . Then X is a holomorphic symplectic variety of dimension

18 whose singular locus is given by π(Fix(σ ◦ τ)) and is pure of dimension 16. The chain

of closed immersions

(5.31) X ⊇ π(Fix(σ ◦ τ)) ⊇ π(Σ(MC(2, 0))) ⊇ π(Ω(MC(2, 0)))

defines the stratification of X by symplectic leaves of Proposition 1.4.

Proof. Once again, X is a holomorphic symplectic variety by Example 1.3. We reduce to

the case of MC(2,OC ) by the same argument used in the proof of Theorem 3.6. Indeed,

by Remark 4.1, the moduli space MC(2, 0) looks étale locally like a product MC(2,OC )×

T ∗ Pic0(C). The Galois cover

(5.32) MC(2,OC )× T ∗ Pic0(C) ! MC(2, 0)

is Z/2Z-equivariant with respect to the action on MC(2,OC) and MC(2, 0) defined by σ ◦τ .

Moreover, (5.32) is strongly étale – in the sense of [MFK94, Appendix D to Ch. 1] –

with respect to the action of σ ◦ τ . It induces an étale map between the corresponding

fixed loci, so that the fixed locus of σ ◦ τ in MC(2, 0) contains the singular locus and is

pure of dimension 16 by Lemma 5.9. Moreover there is a cartesian diagram

(5.33)

MC(2,OC )× T ∗ Pic0(C) MC(2, 0)

Y × T ∗ Pic0(C) X

where the vertical arrows are the quotient morphisms and the bottom arrow is étale. In

particular, the stratification (5.31) can be obtained from the corresponding stratification

(5.26) of Y from Lemma 5.11. �

We can now deduce Theorem A from Theorem B:



Proof of Theorem A. Let J ⊆ OX be the ideal sheaf of the reduced singular locus, i.e.

of π(Fix(σ ◦ τ)) ⊆ X with its reduced subscheme structure. Consider the corresponding

blow-up

(5.34) g : X̃ := BlJ (X) ! X.

Note that diagram (5.33) shows that X and Y are stably isosingular [Mau23, Def. 2.6],

hence g : X̃ ! X is crepant if and only if f : Ỹ ! Y is crepant, so the result follows from

Theorem B. �

Note that the determinant morphism from Remark 4.1 being invariant with respect to

σ ◦ τ , it descends to the quotient. In other words diagram (5.33) can be enhanced to

(5.35)

MC(2,OC )× T ∗ Pic0(C) MC(2, 0)

Y × T ∗ Pic0(C) X

T ∗ Pic0(C) T ∗ Pic0(C)

(det,tr)

so that X ! T ∗ Pic0(C) is an isotrivial fibration with fibre Y .

Remark 5.16. If one only considers the hyperelliptic involution σ acting on MC(2, 0) and

MC(2,OC ) via pull-back, the Galois cover (5.32) is still Z/2Z-equivariant, but the induced

action on T ∗ Pic0(C) is non-trivial. In particular, the singular locus is no longer contained

in the fixed locus, and the latter is pure of dimension 10, so that the quotient has no

crepant resolution.

Remark 5.17 (Modular interpretation). In [Ses78], Seshadri constructs resolutions of singu-

larities of some moduli spaces of rank two vector bundles on curves which have a modular

interpretation: they are moduli spaces of vector bundles with a specific parabolic struc-

ture. It would certainly be interesting to know if the symplectic resolutions we consider in

Theorem A and B also have a modular interpretation.
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