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CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE OF VECTOR BUNDLES ON AN
ORBIFOLD CURVE

SOUMYADIP DAS AND SOURADEEP MAJUMDER

ABSTRACT. Let k be an algebraically closed field of any characteristic, and let (X, P) be an
orbifold curve over k. We construct the moduli space M?} P) (n, A) of P-semistable bundles
on (X, P) of rank n and determinant A. In the characteristic zero case, this result is well
known and follows from GIT techniques. Our construction follows a different approach
inspired by a GIT-free construction of Faltings. We show that when the moduli space is
non-empty, it is a finite disjoint union of irreducible projective varieties.

1. INTRODUCTION

Moduli space of semistable vector bundles on a compact Riemann surface was con-
structed in the 1960s using Geometric Invariant Theory. This construction was generalized
to the case of parabolic bundles by Mehta and Seshadri. One may adopt the viewpoint
that parabolic bundles are bundles on a suitable Galois cover with a compatible action by
the Galois group. This idea has been very useful, as demonstrated by the work of Mehta,
Seshadri, Biswas, Nagaraj, and Boden, to name a few. One drawback of this approach is
that it requires the introduction of a new parameter, namely the Galois group for the cover.
An alternate approach due to Borne leads us to the notion of root stacks. If we consider
parabolic bundles with weights in %Z, then they are in bijective correspondence with the
bundles on the r-th root stack associated with the given parabolic divisor. The local struc-
ture of the root stack is that of a quotient stack where the quotient group is cyclic. Thus, a
root stack may be thought of as a scheme with an “orbifold structure". One is then natu-
rally curious to know if we can construct moduli space of bundles on a general “orbifold".
In this article, we answer this question in the case of “orbifold curves."

Let k be an algebraically closed field of an arbitrary characteristic. An orbifold curve
is a smooth proper Deligne-Mumford stack over k that is generically a curve and admits
a smooth projective connected k-curve X as its Coarse moduli space. Locally, an orbifold
curve is a quotient stack [V/G] where V is some smooth affine irreducible curve admitting
a generically faithful action by a finite group G. In particular, the orbifold curve is just
an ordinary curve away from finitely many stacky points. This structure enables us to
view an orbifold curve as a pair (X, P), consisting of the Coarse moduli curve X together
with a finite data P that encodes the information of certain finite Galois extensions of local
fields. We would like to bring to attention that when char(k) = 0, the groups G are cyclic.
This fact lies at the heart of the classical definition of parabolic bundles, which consists
of a bundle along with certain filtration of its fibers at finitely many points and certain
weights attached to these filtrations. Further, it becomes possible to apply Mumford’s GIT
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technique to construct the moduli space of semistable parabolic bundles. All of these have
been worked out in higher dimensions as well.

The situation changes radically when we consider the positive characteristic case, i.e.
char(k) = p > 0. Now, the groups G are not necessarily cyclic; in fact, each G is a semi-
direct product of a p-group and a cyclic group of order prime-to-p. A parabolic bundle
on (X, P) consists of a bundle along with an action of the local Galois groups on the fibers
at each stacky point. We can no longer describe a parabolic bundle in terms of weights
and filtrations alone. Constructing the moduli space using GIT becomes difficult as the
reductivity of certain automorphism groups is not guaranteed in general. We follow an
approach inspired by Faltings ( see [16] and [20]). In our setup, the approach can be
summarized as follows:

ss,S

(1) Construct the moduli functor M(x, P)(n, A) parametrizing P-semistable bundles on
(X, P) of rank n and determinant A modulo suitable equivalences. This is an al-
gebraic stack. Our goal is to construct a Coarse moduli space for this stack (see
§B.3).

(2) Construct a parameter space Px p), a projective space over k, such that each P-
semistable bundle of rank n and determinant A on (X, P) corresponds to a k-point
of this space. There is a universal family Ex py on P ) which Zariski locally
induces any other semistable family (see § 4.1)).

(3) Construct suitable determinantal line bundles and determine that the locus of un-
stable bundles in P(x p) is the base locus of one such line bundle (see §@3).

(4) Consider the blowing-up of the parameter space with respect to the unstable locus.
There is a proper map from the blowing-up to a projective space, determined by
the complete linear system associated with a suitable determinantal line bundle
(see $E.4).

(5) The Stein factorization of this map gives us the desired Coarse moduli space
M?;,P)(n, A) (see Theorem4.19).

One of the useful features of the whole construction is that we can find a Galois cover
Z — X with Galois group I', say, which factor as a composition

75 x,pP)— X

where g is a representable tamely ramified cover. We can consider the moduli space
M3(n,, g"A) of semistable bundles on Z of rank n and determinant g*A. Our construction
following the ideas of Faltings enables us to embed the moduli space MZ;( P)(n, A) inside
M>(n,, g"A) as a closed subscheme. But in the final analysis, M?)S( P)(n, A) is independent
of the choice of the cover Z.

Another salient feature of our construction is that the parameter space P(x p) is a disjoint
union Pix py = UpeF Pr where ¥ is the set of mutually non-isomorphic bundles F of rank
n—1 on (X, P) such that F = ea;f;ll L; with L; € Pic(X, P) satisfying g"L; = x; ® Oz as
I'-equivariant line bundles for some character y; of I" over k, and Pr is the projective space
parametrizing certain extension classes of bundles determined by F. This stratification
carries over to our description of the unstable locus, the Stein factorization and finally to
the Coarse moduli space itself.

Much remains to study about the moduli space that we have constructed. For example,
we would like to know whether MZ;( P)(n, A) is normal, what is its Picard group, deeper
understanding of the base locus of determinantal line bundle, etc. Computing its dimension
is one of our future goals. The reader should note that our construction is based on the
assumption that there exists a P-semistable bundle of rank n and determinant A on (X, P).
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This is equivalent to the existence of a I'-equivariant semistable bundle on Z of rank n and
determinant g*A (see § 4.2). We would like to bring to a conclusion our investigation into
the non-emptiness of the moduli space in our future work. Finally, it would be great to
have an alternate construction of the moduli space using classical GIT machinery.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Moduli Space of Semistable Bundles on an Algebraic Curve. The purpose of this
section is to recall the e construction of the moduli space of the semistable bundles of a
fixed rank and determinant on a smooth projective curve X of genus g defined over an
algebraically closed field k of an arbitrary characteristic.

Throughout this section, S will denote a k-scheme. By a sheaf on §, we will always
mean a quasi-coherent sheaf of Og-modules. In whatever follows, ps: § X X — § and
gs: S X X — X denote the projection morphisms. Since X is a smooth curve, the notion
of a torsion-free sheaf and the locally free sheaves coincide, which we call bundles. A
classical problem is to understand the bundles on X. Recall that a family of bundles over
X, parametrized by S, is a coherent sheaf E on § X X that is flat over S and such that for
each geometric point Spec(K) AN , the restriction E; = Elspec(k)xx 1s a bundle. Two such
families £ and E’ are said to be equivalent if E = E’ ® p; (L) for some line bundle L on S .
We work with the following convention.

Convention 2.1. By standard approximation techniques, in whatever follows, we only deal
with finite type k-schemes S, and only consider the restrictions E over the closed points
s € S. This is done to ease the notation, with the understanding that a family can always
be parametrized with general k-schemes S where the restriction is defined over geometric
points. In this sense, a family of bundles over X, parameterized by S, is simply a bundle
on S X X. Also note that, E; = g5 . (E ® py k(s)) where k(s) denote the skyscraper sheaf on
S that is supported on s.

In general, the collection of families of bundles on X is too big to be representable or
to admit a natural parameter space. One natural way to cut down the collection of families
of bundles on X is by suitable invariants, leading to Mumford’s notion (cf. [32]]) of slope
stability. Recall that the rank rk(E) of a bundle E on X is defined to be the dimension of
the Ox; = k(X)-linear space E; where { is the generic point of X. Associated to a rank
n bundle E, we have the determinant line bundle det(E) = A"E on X. The degree deg(E)
of E is defined to be the degree of the line bundle det(E). The slope of E is defined to be
the rational number u(E) := deg(E)/rk(E). A bundle E is said to be semistable if for any
proper sub-bundle F of E, we have:

W(F) < u(E),

and E is said to be stable if the above inequality is strict for any proper sub-bundle F of
E. A bundle E is said to be polystable if E is a direct sum of stable sub-bundles, each
having the slope u(E). Further, two semistable bundles E and E’ are called S-equivalent,
denoted by E| ~gs E», if their associated unique graded bundles gr; and gr;, coming from
Jordan-Holder filtrations are isomorphic.
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Working over k = C, Mumford showed in [32] that there is a moduli space M3 (n, d)
of stable bundles of fixed rank n and degree d over an arbitrary smooth projective curve
X, and it has a structure of a non-singular projective variety. To construct a moduli space
of semistable bundles of a fixed rank n > 2 and degree d, we first consider the following
contravariant functor M‘}f(n, d) which to any k-scheme S associates the set
(2.1)

Families of bundles E on X, parametrized by S, such that for each
M (n,d)(S) = closed point s € S, E is a semistable bundle of rank n and

degree d, modulo the usual equivalence of families

The above definition is justified by the fact that the rank and the degree of the bundle
Es= (E ® pj k(s)) is independent of the closed point s € S.

The stack M3 (n,d) is an open, quasi-compact, irreducible algebraic sub-stack of the
algebraic stack Mx(n,d) where Mx(n,d) is an irreducible algebraic stack of finite type
over k with affine diagonal, parametrizing (not necessarily semistable) rank » bundles on
X of degree d; see [2] for details, and note that the proofs of the above fact in loc. cit.
are independent of the characteristic of the base field k. The algebraic stack M3 (n, d)
is smooth (cf. [2| Proposition 1.3] for char(k) = 0, and [21, Section 2] when k is of an
arbitrary characteristic), admitting a morphism

mx(n,d): My(n,d) — My(n,d)

to a normal irreducible projective variety MY (n, d). The morphism mx(n, d) is initial among
all morphisms from M5 (n, d) to k-schemes. Seshadri gave the first ever construction of
M3 (n, d) for k = C in [39] using the techniques from the GIT and showed that M§ (n, d) is
the natural compactification of Mumford’s variety Mj(n,d). The same GIT-based con-
struction works over any base field k, and it follows that M¥ (n,d) only parametrizes
polystable bundles of rank n and degree d. In general, the morphism nx(n,d) is not a
Coarse moduli morphism since two k-points [E] and [E’] in M (n,d) have the same
image in Mx(n,d) if and only if the semistable bundles E and E’ are S-equivalent; see
[2, Lemma 3.11, Theorem 3.12]. This leads us to consider a quotient algebraic stack
M‘;;’S(n, d) of M5 (n,d) by considering the S-equivalence. The functor M‘;;’S(n, d) asso-
ciates
(2.2)

Families of bundles E on X, parametrized by S, such that for each

M‘;;’S(n, d)(S) ={ close point s € S, E; is a semistable bundle of rank n and

degree d, modulo the usual equivalence and the S-equivalence ~g
to any finite type k-scheme S'. The morphism
m: M3 (n,d) — M5 (n, d)

induced by mx(n, d) is the Coarse moduli morphism.

After fixing a line bundle A € Pic?(X) of degree d, one can also consider the stack
Mx(n, A) that parametrizes the bundles on X of rank n and determinant isomorphic to A as
follows. There is a universal bundle &,y on the algebraic stack X X Mx(n, d) where recall
that Mx(n, d) is the algebraic stack parametrizing rank n bundles on X of degree d. For
n = 1, the stack Mx(1, d) is the Picard stack Picff, and the universal bundle is the Poincaré
bundle # on X X Pic?(. Considering the determinant line bundle associated to the universal
bundle &,,iy, we obtain a canonical morphism

det: My(n,d) — Pick
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such that (idx xdet)*P = det(Eyniv). The choice of the line bundle A determines a geometric
point Spec(k) E) Pici, and the stack My(n, A) is the 2-fiber product stack

Mx(n, A) = Spec(k) X(a; pict gee Mx(n, d).

By [41, Lemma 04TF] and base change results, this is an algebraic stack, locally of fi-
nite type over k, with affine diagonal. It again follows (see [2]) that the algebraic stack
Mx(n, A) is smooth and irreducible containing an open irreducible quasi-compact alge-
braic sub-stack M$(n, A) which parametrizes semistable bundles of rank » and determi-
nant isomorphic to A.There is again a canonical quotient algebraic stack M;“’S(n, A) of
MZ(n, A) by considering the classes of S-equivalence, and we have a Coarse moduli mor-
phism
MES(n, A) — M5 (n, A);

see for [39] k = C, and [16], [20] for arbitrary base field k. More precisely, for any
k-scheme S, M}S‘S(n, A)(S) is the set of equivalence classes of all families E over X, pa-
rameterized by S, such that for each closed point s € §, the bundle E; is semistable of
rank n, and det(F) = p;N R (A) for some invertible sheaf N on §'; where the equivalence
relation is given by the usual equivalence of families together with the S-equivalence ~g.
It should be mentioned that there are several ways to fix the determinant line bundle; [21]]
gives a comprehensive study of these different moduli problems and the associated moduli
spaces, and due to their work, we make the following convention:

Convention 2.2. In whatever follows, we say that a family ¥ on X, parametrized by S,
has ‘determinant A’ to mean that for each closed point s € S, we have ¥ = A.

Our objective in this article is to parameterize orbifold semistable bundles of a given
rank and whose determinants are isomorphic to a given orbifold line bundle. For this, we
rely on a GIT-free construction following [[16] and [20]. We give a detailed account of this
construction of M‘;?’S(n, A) in Appendix [A]

2.2. Orbifold Curves. As before, let k denote an algebraically closed field of an arbitrary
characteristic. The notion of a branch data was introduced and studied in [36]] for k = C,
further generalized in [24]. We review the important definitions and results. One new
result is Lemma[2.4l which states that an orbifold curve is always dominated by a geometric
orbifold curve in such a way that the induced cover is tamely ramified; this important result
will be used extensively throughout.

A branch data P on a smooth projective connected k-curve X is an association of a finite
Galois field extension P(x) of the local field Kx , = QF(E)\X,X) in a fixed algebraic closure
of Kx , for finitely many closed points x € X. The branch locus BL(P) for a branch data P
on X is defined to be the finite (possibly empty) set

BL(P) := {x € X| P(x)/Kx_ is a non-trivial extension}.

of closed points in X. A branch data P with BL(P) being the empty set is referred to as the
trivial branch data.

A formal orbifold curve is a pair (X, P), consisting of a smooth projective connected
k-curve X and a branch data P on X. On a curve X, the collection of branch data has an
ordering Q > P, which means that for any closed point x € X, we have Q(x) D P(x) as
extensions of K ,. For any Q > P, the identity map idy induces a cover (X, Q) — (X, P)
of formal orbifold curves. In particular, we obtain the induced cover ¢: (X, P) — X where
we view X as the formal orbifold curve associated to the trivial branch data.
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We refer to [[13, Section 3] for detailed definition, notation, and convention. It was
noted in [13, Appendix, Theorem A.1] that a formal orbifold curve (X, P) can be viewed
as a smooth proper Deligne Mumford stack that admits the induced cover ¢: (X, P) — X
as its Coarse moduli map, and such that ¢ induces an isomorphism

(X, P) xx (X — BL(P)) > X — BL(P)

of k-curves. Further, the stabilizer group G, associated to the residual gerbe corresponding
to a point x € BL(P) is the Galois group Gal (P(x)/Kx.x).

Convention 2.3. In whatever follows, we do not distinguish between a formal orbifold
curve and the corresponding smooth proper Deligne Mumford stack; the later being re-
ferred to as an orbifold curve.

Given an orbifold curve (X, P) with branch locus BL(P) = {xi, ..., x,}, an explicit atlas
of (X, P) is provided in [13, Lemma 3.11]; namely, there is an affine open cover {U;}o<i<,
of X with Uy = X — BL(P), and for 1 < i < r, the set U; contains x; and no other
x;, and the fiber product stack U; Xx (X, P) is a quotient stack [V;/G;] for some smooth
affine irreducible curve V; admitting a generically faithful action by the stabilizer group
G; = G,, = Gal(P(x))/Kx.y,).- When (X, P) is globally a quotient stack [Z/T'] for some
finite group I' and a I'-Galois cover Z — X of smooth projective connected curves, we
say that (X, P) is a geometric orbifold curve, and P is called a geometric branch data.

By [24, Proposition 2.37], there is a geometric branch data Q on X such that Q > P.
It should be noted that the choice of the geometric branch data Q is not unique. When
P is not a geometric branch data, the induced cover 7: (X, Q) — (X, P) may be wildly
ramified, i.e. for some closed point x € X, the group Gal (Q(x)/P(x)) has order divisible
by p. In the following, we show that there is a choice of Q as above such that 7 is a tamely
ramified cover, i.e. Gal (Q(x)/P(x)) is a cyclic group of order coprime to p.

Lemma 2.4. Let (X, P) be a connected orbifold curve. Then there is a geometric branch
data P on X with P > P such that the induced cover t: (X, P) — (X, P) is tamely ramified.

Proof. If P is a geometric branch data, we take P = P. Suppose that P is not a geometric
branch data. Let BL(P) be its branch locus. From the theory of finite Galois extension of
local fields ([38, Chapter IV, Corollary 4]), it follows that for each x € BL(P), the stabilizer
group G, := Gal(P(x)/Kx,) is of the form

Gy =P, <Z/mZ
for some (possibly trivial) normal p-subgroup P, and a prime-to-p integer m,. Set
B = {x € BL(P)|m, # 1}.

Since P is not geometric, necessarily B # 0 ([24] Corollary 2.33]). Let B = {xy, ..., x,}.
Consider a finite set of closed points {yy, ..., y,} in X, disjoint from BL(P). Define a branch
data P with branch locus BL(P) U {y1, ..., y,} as follows:

P(x) := P(x) for x € BL(P),
P(y)) = Ky, lyin 1/(6] " =y for 1 <i<r;

here we denote the local parameter at the point y; also by y;, and P(y,-) is the unique Z/m,,Z-
Galois extension of Ky,,. Note that by [24, Corollary 2.33], the purely wild branch data
Pyiiq on X with branch locus BL(P) — B, and defined by Pyjq(x) = P(x) as extensions of
Kx  where x € BL(P) — B, is geometric. For each 1 < i < r, the branch data Q; on X
with branch locus {x;, y;}, defined by Q;(x;) = P(x;) and Q;(y;) = f’(yi) is also geometric by
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the existence of Kummer-Harbater-Katz-Gabber covers associated to the local extension
P(x;)/Kx,, (cf. [12, Theorem 9.6]). As P is the compositum of the branch data Pyqg with
all the Q;’s, by [24, Proposition 2.29], Pisa geometric branch data on X, and P>P by the
construction. m]

2.3. Orbifold Sheaves of Modules. This section is devoted to the generalities of a quasi-
coherent sheaf on an orbifold curve. We recall certain important notions used in this article
following [35], [28]], and [[13]. The notions and results in this section will be used throught
our article, without further mention.

On an algebraic stack X over a k-scheme S, there are several associated ringed topoi:
big topoi Xzar, Xppr, Xgr, and two small topoi Xjis.s, Xg; see [35, Chapter 9] and [28|
Chapter 12]. On X, the structure sheaf Ox gives a ringed topos structure on each of these
topos. For a Deligne Mumford stack X, the respective full subcategories of quasi-coherent
Ox-modules in the above mentioned ringed topoi are all equivalent; see [35 Proposi-
tion 9.1.18, page 195]. If X is a scheme, this equivalence extends to the small Zariski
topos X, as well. Under these equivalences, we will only consider the small étale topos
on an orbifold curve (X, P). We write Cohg,,, and QCOhO(X,p) for the full subcategories
of the category of O(x p)-modules Mody,, ,,, consisting of the coherent and quasi-coherent
sheaves of O(x p)-modules, respectively. The categories Cohg,,, and QCohy,, , admit ten-
sor structures, induced from the abelian tensor category Modg,,,,. For E € Cohg,, , the
functor Homyg,,,,(E, —) is a right adjoint to the tensor product functor E®o,, ,, — Our inter-
est is on the locally free sheaves of Oy p)-modules, which we will refer to as bundles. This
is a full subcategory of Cohg,,, , denoted by Vect(X, P). We note that for E € Vect(X, P),
the coherent sheaf

EY = 7'{0’/”00(.1’)(E’ Ow.p)

is again a bundle. In fact, the tensor product functor £ ®¢,, ,, — and the sheaf hom-functor
Homo,,,,(E,-) = E¥ ® — are exact functors.
Let f: (Y, Q) — (X, P) be a cover of orbifold curves. We have the induced functors

f«: Modg,,,,, — Modg,,,, and f*: Modg,,,, — Modog,,,,.

These functors define an adjoint pair (f*, f.); see [35 Proposition 9.3.6, pg. 205]. Since
f is a quasi-separated and quasi-compact morphism, the above adjoint pair restricts to an
adjoint pair of functors between quasi-coherent sheaves of modules; since f, and f* also
preserve coherent and locally free sheaves, we get further restrictions to adjoint pairs of
functors between coherent sheaves of modules and between bundles.

Since f is a flat morphism, f* is an exact functor that is strong symmetric monoidal,
which means that we have isomorphisms

f*O(X,P) = O(KQ), and f*(E(X) F)= f*E®f*F

for any E, F € QCoh()(m. By [17, Proposition 1.12], for E € Vect(X,P), and F €

QC0h0<x7p> , the natural map
f*q—{omO(x.p)(E’ F) — WomO(xQ)(f*E’ f*F)

is an isomorphism, and by [[13| Proposition A.3], the projective formula holds, i.e., for any
E” € QCohy , , , the natural map

E® f.E — f.(f'E®E)
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is an isomorphism. Another important property of the (f*, f.)-adjoint pair is that when f
is faithfully flat, for any £ € QCohy,,, , the canonical injective map

M E— ffE
obtained by evaluating the unit id = f. f* of the (f*, f.)-adjoint at E is an f-locally split
injection — this means that the injective map f*f*: f*E — f*f.f*E splits; see [44]
Proposition 3.5.4(1)].

We also recall from [35) 9.2.5, page 198, and Proposition 9.2.16] that f; is a left exact
functor, and we can form higher direct images R'f, for i > 0, with R*f, = f,: for any
E € QCohy,, , the sheaf R'f.E € QCohy,,, associates H'(V Xx.p) (¥, 0),pr'E) to any
atlas V — (X, P) where pr denote the projection V X p) (¥, Q) — (Y, Q). Moreover, the
higher direct image sheaves are coherent if E is coherent. The functor f; is not right exact,
in general. Although, in the following two important cases, f is exact.

(1) The cover f is representable in the sense of a morphism of algebraic stacks; see [13|
Lemma 3.4].

(2) Thecover f is tamely ramified, i.e. for each point y € BL(Q), the Galois field extension
Q) /P(fo(y)) is a cyclic extension of order co-prime-to p where fy: ¥ — X is the
cover induced on the Coarse moduli curves. To see this statement, we note that for any
cover f, the geometric fibers of the relative inertia stack 7y — (¥, Q) are constant
group schemes associated to the groups Gal (Q(y)/P(fo(3))). By [l Proposition 2.10],
these group schemes are linearly reductive if and only if they are of order prime-to-p
(hence, cyclic). So the cover f is tamely ramified if and only if it is a tame morphism
in the sense of algebraic stacks, and a relative version of [[1, Theorem 3.2] shows that
f+ is an exact functor. In fact, this the reason we produced the tamely ramified cover
in Lemma2.4l

The notion of the rank of a bundle (or even a coherent sheaf) is defined generically; so,
for E € Cohg,,,, the rank rk(E) = rk(:.E) where ¢ is the induced cover ¢: (X, P) — X.
From [13| Lemma 3.21 and Lemma 3.24], we see that the pushforward coherent sheaf f, F
on (X, P) has rank deg(fy) - tk(E) = rk(t.fiF) for any F € Coh(Y, Q) with fo: ¥ — X
being the cover induced by f on the Coarse moduli curves. Moreover, f.F is a bundle if F
is so. Let us give a more detailed description of the higher direct images under the Coarse
moduli map.

Lemma 2.5. Let (X, P) be an orbifold curve with the Coarse moduli map v: (X, P) — X.
For any E € Cohg,,, the following hold.
(1) w.E is a coherent sheaf on X of rank tk(1.E) = 1k(E). Fori > 1, the coherent sheaf
Rit.E is a torsion sheaf of Ox-modules.
(2) Assume that E € Vect(X, P). For any Galois cover gy: Z — X of smooth projec-
tive connected curves that factors as go: Z N (X, P) - X such that g is tamely
ramified, the torsion sheaf R'(.E is the cokernel of the natural injection

0 — go.g'E/L.E — 1. (g.8'E/E),

and for all i > 2, we have the isomorphisms
Rit,E =R, (3.8*E/E).

Proof. We may assume that P is a non-trivial branch data. We first claim that for any quasi-
coherent sheaf E, and for each i > 1, the quasi-coherent sheaf Rit,E vanishes away from
the branch locus BL(P). To see this, consider the affine curve Uy = X — BL(P). Then the
sheaf Rit, E on Uy is given by H (Ugxx(X, P), pr*E) where pr: UyXx(X, P) — (X, P)is the
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projection map. Since pr*E is a quasi-coherent sheaf on the affine curve Uy Xx (X, P) = Uy,
we have H'(Uy xx (X, P),pr*E) = 0 for all i > 0. This proves the claim. Statement
follows directly from this and our previous discussion.
To see @), consider a I'-Galois cover
g1 Z — [Z)T] = (X, P) — (X,P) — X

where u is the natural atlas, 7 is a tamely ramified cover, g = Tou, and 7 := ¢ o 7 is the
Coarse moduli map. Let E € Vect(X, P). Set E = 7E € Vect(X, P). Using the canonical
injection i*: E < u,u*E, we have a short exact sequence

0— E—>uuE—Q:= (u*u*E) JE—0

of bundles on (X, P). Since go is a finite map of schemes, gy . is an exact functor by [41}
Proposition 03QP]. Also since u is an étale cover, the functor . is exact. In particular, for
alli > 1, we have

R7.(u.u"E) = R't,(g0.8E) = 0.
So the above exact sequence produces a long exact sequence
(2.3) 0 — iL.E — gyu'E — 1,0 - RILE—0,
and for all i > 2, the isomorphisms
(2.4) Ri.E =R77,0.

Now the covers T and g are tamely ramified; hence, 7, and g. are also exact functors.
Further, [13, Lemma 3.24] shows that T*O(X!p) = Ow,p). By the flat base change and
the projection formula (13 Proposition A.3]), we obtain the following isomorphisms for
i>0.

RT.E =RILE,
R7.(u,u’E) = R'1,(g.8"E),
R7.Q =R (g.8°E/E).
Using these isomorphisms, the exact sequence (2.3) becomes:
0— t.E — 1.(g.¢'E) = g0.8'E — 1. (g.8'E/E) — R'W.E — 0,
and the isomorphisms (2.4) become:
Rit.E =R, (g.8"E/E)

for i > 2. In particular, the coherent torsion sheaf R't.E is the cokernel of the natural
inclusion

208 E/L.E = ker (L* (g.g'E/E) > RIL*E) — 1, (g.&"E/E)
of bundles. Inductively applying the above for i > 1, @) follows. O

3. StaBiLITY CONDITIONS ON ORBIFOLD BUNDLES

In this section, we pose our moduli problem. To understand the moduli problem, we
prove results on the descent of an orbifold bundle related to our context (cf. Proposi-
tion[3.2)), recall the definitions and properties of orbifold slope stability, establish important
results regarding the cohomologies of orbifold bundles (see Lemma B3] Corollary B.3),
and provide a comparison of the S-equivalence under certain covers of orbifold curves (see
Proposition[3.8).


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/03QP
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3.1. Descent and cohomologies of Orbifold Bundles. We start by collecting crucial re-
sults on orbifold bundles which are well known for bundles on curves. We also note certain
useful properties of the cohomologies of orbifold bundles in our setup. Let us fix the fol-
lowing notation throughout this section.

Notation 3.1. Let P be a non-trivial branch data on a smooth projective connected k-curve
X. Fix a geometric branch data P on X satisfying P > P such that the induced cover
7: (X, P) — (X, P) of orbifold curves is tamely ramified; this can be done by Lemma[2.4l
Also fix a I'-Galois cover go: Z — X of smooth projective connected curves (for a finite
group I) that factors as a composition

(3.1) 20:Z—[Z/T]=(X,P) 5> (X,P) > X

where u is the natural atlas, g := 7 o u is a representable cover, and ¢ is the Coarse moduli
map.

Let ¢ denote the generic point of X and E € Vect(X). Then E; = E ®o, Ox is a k(X) =
Oy -vector space. Any coherent sub-sheaf F' of E is a coherent torsion-free sheaf; i.e., F
is a bundle. Recall that a sub-bundle of E is a sub-sheaf F' C E such that coker (F — E)
is a bundle. [26, Proposition 1] states that given a k(X)-linear subspace W C E,, there is a
unique sub-bundle ' C E such that F; = W. We use this fact to obtain similar results for
orbifold bundles.

Since the orbifold curve (X, P) is generically isomorphic to X, the point ¢ is also the
generic point of (X, P). Further, for any bundle E on (X, P), we have the k(X)-linear vector
space E,, any coherent sub-sheaf F of £ is a bundle on (X, P), and a sub-bundle of E is a
coherent sub-sheaf F' C E such that coker(F — E) € Vect(X, P).

Proposition 3.2. Let { be the generic point of X. The following hold.
(1) For F € Vect(X, P), and a k(X)-linear subspace W C Fy, there is a unique sub-
bundle F™) C F such that FEW) =W.
(2) Let E € Vect(X,P) and F’ C T°E be a sub-bundle. Then there exists a unique
sub-bundle E' C E such that 7"E’ = F’.
(3) For any E € Vect(X, P), and a k(X)-linear subspace V C E;, there is a unique
sub-bundle EV) C E such that EEV) =V.

Proof. Let n denote the generic point of Z. We have a I'-invariant k(Z)-linear subspace
W ®x) k(Z) C F_( ®rk(x) k(Z) = (u*F),,.

By [26, Proposition 1], there is a unique sub-bundle S C u*F on Z such that S, = W ®x)
k(Z). Moreover, on any open affine U C Z, we have

S(U)=WwF)U)nN (W Br(x) k(Z)) .

In particular, taking I'-invariant affine open subsets U C Z, we conclude that § is a I'-
equivariant sub-bundle of u*F with §,, = W ®yx) k(Z). Since u*: Vect(X, P) — Vect'(2)
is an equivalence of categories with a quasi inverse given by the invariant pushforward ul,
there exists a unique sub-bundle F") C F such that u* FW) = § as I'-equivariant bundles.
In particular, F EW) = W, proving (.

Now let E € Vect(X, P) and F’ C T*E be a sub-bundle. We claim that F”’ is isomorphic
to "7, F’. The inclusion homomorphism j: F’ — 7*F induces 7.j: 7.F’ — 7.7T°'E = E,
which further induces an inclusion 777, j: T°7.F’ < 7*E as coherent sheaves. As 7, is an
exact functor, we have

coker(t.F’ A 7,7°E) = 1.coker(F’ LN TE),
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a bundle on (X, P). So coker(7*7,.F’ i 7, 7°E = T°E) = t'1.coker(F’ N T°E) is a
bundle on (X, P). Thus F’ and 77, F’ are both sub-bundles of 7*E of the same rank. Again
using the exactness of 7., the canonical adjoint morphism

a: Tt F — F’

is an epimorphism. So « is an isomorphism. Taking £’ := 7. F’, and by the uniqueness of
the pullback bundles, the statement (2)) follows.

The statement (3)) is the consequence of the first two statements applied to the bundle
F=7E. O

Next, we go through the results on the cohomologies of quasi-coherent sheaves on (X, P)
— the first approach is to relate them with the classical cohomologies on X, and the second
one is to use the equivariant set up. The approach helps us calculate the dimension of
the cohomologies in suitable cases, whereas the second theory is more significant for our

purpose.
There is a first quadrant Leray spectral sequence (cf. [9, Theorem A.1.6.4])
(3.2) EN? = HP(X, RI,.E) = HP*((X, P), E).

In particular, we have

(3.3) HO((X, P), E) = H(X, 1.E), and
(3.4) anexact sequence: 0 — H'(X,t.E) —» H'((X, P), E) » H°(X,R'..E) — 0

of k-vector spaces.
To employ the equivariant approach, we first note that the cohomologies of quasi-
coherent sheaves on (X, P) are the same as those of the pullback sheaves on (X, P).

Lemma 3.3. Let E € QCohy . For any i > 0, we have a canonical isomorphism
H((X, P),T"E) = H(X, P), E).

Proof. Letnx: X —> Spec(k) denote the structure morphism. Then for any E € QCOho(X_}-,) ,
and for i > 0, we have the canonical isomorphism

R'(To ny)-(E) = H((X. P), E) & Oy
Similarly, for any E € QCohy, , , and for i > 0, we have the isomorphism
R'(. 0 nx).(E) = H((X, P), E) & Ok
By the projection formula ([[13, Proposition A.3]), we have
RqT*(T*E) = RqT*(O(Xyp))

for all ¢ > 0. Since 7. is an exact functor, R/7.(7*E) vanishes for all ¢ > 1. Since
7.0 p) = Ox.py ([13, Lemma 3,24]), we have 7.(t"E) = E. Thus,

R'(T o 7x)u(T"E) = R'(to ny). (1.7°E) = R'(ts 0 ). E,
proving the result. O
In view of the above result, we are only interested in computing the cohomologies of
the pullback sheaves on the geometric orbifold curve (X, P). The cohomologies of co-
herent sheaves on (X, P) can also be computed using a Cartan-Leray spectral sequence

associated to the atlas u: Z —s (X, P) which we recall following [41} Section 06X7] and
[9) Section A.1.4]. As before, let E € QCohO(X_P).


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/06X7
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Let n > 0. Consider the (n + 1)-fold product Z, = Z Xy p) - -+ Xx p) Z. Since u is a
I'-Galois étale cover, we have Zy = Z, and for n > 1, the fiber product Z, is isomorphic to
'™ x Z where I'™ is group scheme over k associated to the product group I' x - - - X . So
Z, is a disjoint union of copies of Z, parametrized by elements of I'". Write pr, for the
projection of Z, onto Z and ¢,: Z, —> (X, P) for the composition of pr, followed by u.
Also set &, = ¢, 7"E = pr,,g"E. In particular, & = g*E. Then we have the exact sequence
(the extended relative Cech complex)

(3.5) 00— TE — ¢ T E — ¢ T E — ¢ 5T E— -+ .

For each g > 0, the above exact sequence (3.3) induces a complex

d(] dl dll*l an
s(H9) : HY(Zy, &) — HY(Z,,&) — --- — HY(Z,,E,) — -+~

Since each Z, is a disjoint union of copies of the a smooth projective connected k-curve Z,
the complex s(H?) is identically zero for g > 2. Set

HP(HY(Z, &) = ker(d”)/im(d”™").
The following spectral sequence computes the cohomologies of 7*E, and hence of E.

Proposition 3.4 ([9, Proposition A.1.4.1], [41, Lemma 06XGl). Under the above notation,
there is a first quadrant spectral sequence

EY! = HP(HY(Z,,E)) = H*((X, P), T"E).
An immediate calculation of the above spectral sequence produces the following.

Corollary 3.5. Under the above notation, the following hold.
(1) H(X, P), E) = ker (H(Z, ¢"E) - H(Z x5 Z,prjg  E)) = H'(Z, g'E)""
(2) There is an exact sequence
0 — H'(H(Z,8)) — H'(X, P), E) — ker (H'(Z, g'E) —» H'(Z;,&)))
— HH(Z,8)) — H((X. P). E).

In particular, if E € Vect(X, P) such that H'(Z, g*E) = 0, then H'((X, P), E) is the sub-
space of T-fixed points in H'(Z, g*E).

Proof. The statement follows by Lemma[3.3] the spectral sequence in Proposition 3.4] to-
gether with the observation that

H(X, P),E) = H'(X,1.E) = g;,,(¢"E)

from Equation (3.2).
Now suppose that H(Z, g*E) = 0 for E € Vect(X, P). Then by the base change theorem
(13, Proposition A.3]), H°(Z,,&,) = H(Z, ®yer y'g"E) also vanishes. From the com-

plex (s(HY) 3), we conclude that H!(H(Z,, &) = 0. By (3.3), the group H'((X, P), E) is the
kernel of the natural map

H'(Z,g'E) — H'(Z1,&) = H'(Z,&,er v'§'E),

proving the last statement. O
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3.2. Orbifold Semistable Bundles. Let us briefly outline the definition and properties of
slope stability for bundles on orbifold curves; our main reference is [13]].

Let (X, P) be an orbifold curve with the associated Coarse moduli map ¢: (X, P) — X.
Recall that the rank rk(E) of a bundle E on (X, P) is defined to be the rank rk(¢,.E) of the
bundle ¢.E on X. Associated to a bundle E of rank n, we have the determinant line bundle
det(E) = A"E € Pic(X, P). Every line bundle on (X, P) is of the form O p)(D) for a Weil
divisor D on (X, P), up to a linear equivalence; cf. [43, Lemma 5.4.5]. So the P-degree of
E is defined to be

degp(E) = degp(det(E)) = Z n;degp(x;) € Q
1<i<t
where det(E) = Ox.py (X 1<i<; 1ixi) for some residual gerbes x;’s, n; € Z, and the P-degree
of any residual gerbe x is defined to be the rational number For E €

— 1
IGal(P(x)/Kx )|
Vect(X, P), its P-slope is the rational number

degp(E)

tk(E)
A bundle E on (X, P) is said to be P-semistable if for every proper sub-bundle F C E, we
have

up(E) =

up(F) < pp(E).
The bundle E in the above definition is P-stable if the inequality is strict for every proper
sub-bundle F' C E, and is P-polystable if E is a finite direct sum ©;<j< E; of P-stable
bundles E; satisfying pp(E ;) = up(E) for all j.

The existence of the unique Harder-Narasimhan filtration of a bundle on (X, P) and a
Jordan Holder filtration for a P-semistable bundle are established in [[13, Proposition 4.8].
More precisely, any E € Vect(X, P) has a maximal P-semistable sub-bundle HN, (E), called
the maximal destabilizing sub-bundle, determined uniquely by the following property: for
any sub-bundle F of E, we have up(HN(E)) > up(F), and if equality holds, F ¢ HN;(E).
Using the existence of the maximal destabilizing sub-bundles, any E € Vect(X, P) admits
a unique Harder-Narasimhan filtration

0 =HNy(E) c HN{(E) cHNy(E) c --- cHN(E) = E
where each subsequent quotient bundles HN;,(E)/HN;(E) are P-semistable, satisfying
pimax p(E) = pp(HNY (E)) > p1p(HNo(E)/HN{ (E)) > - -+ > pp(E/HN, (E)).

Moreover, each P-semistable bundle E on (X, P) admits a (non-canonical) Jordan-Holder
filtration
O=EycE, Cc---CE;=E

by sub-bundles such that each subsequent quotient bundle E;,;/E; are P-stable of P-slope
up(E), 0 <i <1[l-1. The associated graded bundle gr(E) := @®y<;<;_1 Ei+1/E; does not
depend on the choice of a Jordan-Holder filtration, up to a canonical isomorphism. So
we have a well defined notion of S-equivalence: two P-semistable bundles E; and E, are
said to be S-equivalent and written as E| ~s Ey, if gr(E|) = gr(E;). We summarize the
following observations from [[13] which will be used frequently in our paper.

Proposition 3.6 ([13 Proposition 4.8, Proposition 4.9, and Theorem 1.4]). Let (X, P) be

an orbifold curve. For any E € Vect(X, P), the following hold.

(1) If F is another bundle on (X, P), then up(E ® F) = up(E) + up(F).

(2) E is P-(semi)stable if and only if for all surjective morphism E - E" of bundles, we
have
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up(E) (<) pp(E™).
(3) E is P-(semi)stable if and only if the dual bundle E" is P-(semi)stable.
(4) If E is P-(semi)stable of slope up(E) < 0, then
HO((X, P), E) = 0.
More generally, if ftpmax(E) = up(HN{(E)) < 0, the group H°((X, P), E) vanishes.
(5) If Lis a line bundle on (X, P), then E is P-(semi)stable if and only if EQ L € Vect(X, P)
is P-(semi)stable.
(6) For any finite group T, let g: Z — (X, P) be a I'-Galois cover where Z is a smooth
projective connected k-curve. Then g factors as a composition

¢ Z -5 [Z)T] = (X, P') 25 (X, P)

where u is the natural atlas, and h is the induced cover of orbifold curves. We have the
following properties.

(a) E is P-semistable (respectively, P-polystable) if and only if the bundle h*E on
(X, P’) is P’-semistable (respectively, P’'-polystable) if and only if the bundle
u*h*E on Z is semistable (respectively, polystable). The I'-semistability (respec-
tively, T-polystability) of any T'-equivariant bundle is the same as the usual semista-
bility (respectively, polystability).

(b) E is P-stable if and only if h*E is P’-stable if and only if the T-equivariant bundle
u*h*E on Z is I'-stable.

(7) Given a cover f: (Y,0) — (X, P) of orbifold curves, we have the following slope

stability relations between E and the pullback bundle f*E € Vect(Y, Q).

(a) f*E is Q-semistable if and only if E is P-semistable;

(b) if f*E is Q-stable, then E is P-stable;

(c) for any P-stable bundle E’, the pullback bundle f*E’ is Q-stable if and only if
HN1(f.Ov.0)) = Ow.p);

(d) if the induced cover fy: Y — X is Galois and E is P-stable or P-polystable, then
f*E is Q-polystable. Additionally, if f is étale, then f*E is Q-polystable if and
only if E is P-polystable.

Our moduli problem requires a comparison of the S-equivalence classes of bundles
relative to our setup in Notation[3.1} Before proceeding, let us see that there is a canonical
filtration of a P-semistable bundle E that calculates the associated graded bundle gr.

Remark 3.7 (The canonical filtration and the associated graded bundle). Let E € Vect(X, P)
be P-semistable. [13, Proposition 4.8 (8)] gives the existence of the unique maximal P-
polystable sub-bundle S(E) of E, called the socle of E, such that up(S(E)) = u,(E). By
an induction on the rank rk(E), we obtain a canonical filtration

(3.6) 0=8So(E)cSiI(E)c---CS(E)=E

such that each subsequent quotient S;;(E)/S;(E) is the socle of the bundle E/S;(E),
0 < i <1-1. In particular, each S;;;(E)/S;(E) is P-polystable of P-slope up(E). Since
a maximal refinement of the above filtration produces a Jordan-Hoélder filtration of E, we
obtain

grp = @pcig-1 Sir1(E)/Si(E). O

The following result gives a comparison of the associated graded bundles in our setup.
We will prove a stronger version of it later (in Proposition[4.10).
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Proposition 3.8. Suppose that Notation[3. 1l hold. We have the composite cover
g Z - [Z/T] = (X, P) 5 (X, P).
Let E, E| and E, be P-semistable bundles on (X, P). Then the following hold.
(1) If0=EyC E; C---CE; = E is aJordan-Holder filtration for E, then
O0=7TEycTE | C---CTE =7E
is a Jordan-Holder filtration for T°E. Conversely, every Jordan-Holder filtration for
T*E is of the form
O0=7TEyc7TEC---CTE =7E
for a Jordan-Holder filtration 0 = Ey C E; C --- C E; = E of E. In particular,
Sr.p = Tgrg.
The bundles E| and E, are S-equivalent if and only if 7" E ~s T°E>.
(2) The associated graded bundle gr,. g is isomorphic to g*grg as I'-equivariant bundles.
In particular, if the bundles E| and E; are S-equivalent, then the I'-equivariant bundles
g*E| and g*E; are S-equivalent as bundles on Z. However, the converse need not hold.

Proof. The bundle 7*E is P-semistable by Proposition[3.6 (6). Consider a Jordan-Holder
filtration
O=EycE Cc---CE; =E

of E. Then each quotient E;,;/E; is P-stable of P-slope up(E). As t*E is an exact functor,
we obtain a filtration

(3.7 O0=7TEycTE, C---CTE =7E
of T°E such that 7*(Ej,1 /E;) = T°Ejy1 /7" E; is P-stable of P-slope
up(t(Eis1/E) = pp(Eis1/E) = pup(E) = pup(t°E).
Thus, (37) is a Jordan-Holder filtration of 7*E. Conversely, suppose that
O=FycF,c---cF =7E
is a Jordan Holder filtration of 7*E. Using Proposition[3.21(2)), we obtain a unique filtration
O=FEycE,Cc---CE =E

of E such that F; = 7*E;. Since each Fi;|/F; = 7°(E/E;) is P-stable of f’-slope
up(t"E) = up(E), Proposition (6b) says that each E;.1/E; is P-stable, and it is of
P-slope up(E). This proves the converse statement.

Using the above notation, we immediately have:

erp = ®ocici1 Fir1 [ Fi = @i T (Eis1 [ Ei) = T° (®o<ici—1 Eiv1/Ei) = T°grp.

Finally, £y ~s E; if and only if gry = grp if and only if 7°gry = 7"grg, as 7 and
7. are both exact functors. The last statement if equivalent to: gr.p = gr.p, thatis:
T*E| ~s T*E», completing the proof of ().

Using the first statement, it is enough to prove @) when g = u: Z — [Z/T] = (X, P).
Consider the canonical filtration (3.6)

0=8Sy(E)cSi(E)c---CSI(E)=E

such that each subsequent quotient bundle S;;1(E)/S;(E) is the socle S (E/S;(E)), which
is P-polystable of P-slope up(E). This gives:

grp = @pgig-1 Sir1(E)/Si(E).
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Now consider the I'-equivariant semistable bundle u*E on Z. Once again, we have the
canonical filtration

0=Syw'E)ycS{WE)C---CS(WE)=u'E

such that each quotient bundle S;;|(#*E)/S;(u*E) is the socle of the bundle u*E/S;(u*E),
which is polystable of slope u(u*E) = [['|up(E). By our construction and the uniqueness of
the socle, we conclude that each sub-bundle S;(#*E) of u*E is a I'-equivariant sub-bundle.
Since the cover u: Z — (X, P) is a representable Galois cover, [13, Lemma 3.4(2)] says
that there is a unique sub-bundle E; C E such that u*E; = S;(u*E) as I'-equivariant bundles.
By Proposition[3.6] (Zd) and the maximality of the socle, we conclude that E; = S(E) =
S1(E). An induction on i shows that forall 0 < i <[ — 1, we have

E; = S/(E) and Si(u'E) = u*Si(E).
We conclude that

&g = ®cicio1 Sist U E)/Si(WE) = @iy ' Siv1(E)/u*Si(E)
= Qoici—1 U (Sir1(E)/Si(E)) = u'gry.

Now, an isomorphism gr; = grp, gives rise to a [-equivariant isomorphism grp =
u*grEz. In particular, E; ~s E, implies that u*E; and u*E; are S-equivalent. To see that the
converse does not necessarily hold, we note that for any non-trivial character y of k[I'], the
line bundle Oz ® x is isomorphic to O, but such an isomorphism cannot be I'-equivariant.
Consequently, the line bundle M on (X, P) determined by the I'-equivariant isomorphism
u*M = Oz ® x is not isomorphic to Ox,p). O

3.3. The Moduli Problem. Our goal is to study the moduli problem of P-semistable bun-
dles on an orbifold curve (X, P) of a given rank and determinant. Fix an integer n > 2,
and a line bundle A € Pic(X, P). As in the classical case, the notion of families of bun-
dles, and the usual and the S-equivalence relation on the families are well defined (we
continue with the convention analogous to Convention[2.1]and Convention[2.2). In partic-
ular, for any finite type k-scheme S, and a bundle E on S X (X, P), we see that the bundles
E; = gs. (E ® pi k(s)) on (X, P) are isomorphic for different choices of the closed points
s € §; here k(s) denote the skyscraper sheaf on S that is supported on the closed point s,
and ps: S X (X,P) — S, gs: S X (X, P) — (X, P) are the usual projections. Moreover,
two families of bundles E and E’ on S X (X, P) are equivalent under the usual equivalence
if E = E' ® pi N for some line bundle N on §.

A priori, we have no reason to believe that there is a P-semistable bundle on (X, P)
of a given rank n > 2 and determinant A € Pic(X, P). Nevertheless, we show that being
P-semistable is an open condition.

Lemma 3.9. Let S be a k-scheme of finite type. Let E be a family of bundles on (X, P) of
rank n and determinant A, parameterized by S. Then the set of points s € S such that E;
is P-semistable forms an open subscheme of S .

Proof. Fix a I'-Galois cover g: Z — (X, P) as in Lemma 2.4l Consider the family
(ids X )" E on S x Z of of I'-equivariant bundles of rank n and determinant g*A. By a
classical result (see [2, Proposition 2.11]), the set

U={seS|((ids xg)" E), is semistable}
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is an open subscheme of §. We have the following commutative diagram with obvious
maps.

S+ sxz—" 57
ids  # lids xg O lg
S <5 SXX.P) —— X.P)

For any closed point s € S, the natural isomorphism p = (ids X g)" o p§ and the projection
formula (cf. [[13} Proposition A.3.]) produces the isomorphism:

((ids x g)" E), = g"Ey.

Since the I'-equivariant bundle g*E is semistable if and only if E; is P-semistable, the set
U becomes

U ={seS|E,is P-semistable}

which is an open subscheme of S, proving the result. O

We want to construct a Coarse moduli space for the functor M?;i,)(n, A) that to a k-
scheme S of finite type associates the following set
(3.8)
Families of bundles E on (X, P), parametrized by S, such that for
M‘(“;i)(n, A)(S) = { each closed point s € S, Ej is a P- semistable bundle of rank n

and det(E) = g5 A ® pg N, modulo the usual and the S-equivalence

We claim that the functor M?;SP
devoted in proving this claim.

Fix a I'-Galois cover g: Z — (X, P) as in Lemma[2.4] The functor Cohy, p) parameter-
izing flat families of coherent sheaves of modules on (X, P) is an algebraic stack, locally
of finite type by [29, Theorem 2.1.1]. As in (2.1), we have the algebraic stack M, (n, g*A)
that parametrizes the families of the usual equivalence classes of bundles on Z of rank n

and determinant g*A. Consider the 2-fiber product stack
M‘Z;,P)(n, A) = M;(l’l, g*A) XCth,g*A COh(X,p).

)(n, A) is an algebraic stack — the rest of the section is

Since Cohz and Cohx py are algebraic stacks, MZ;( P)(n, A) is also algebraic stack by [41}
Lemma 04TF], and it parametrizes P-semistable bundles of rank »n and determinant A, up
to the usual equivalence relation on families. The arguments of [2, Lemma 3.11] hold in
our setup, producing the following result.

Lemma 3.10. Let [E] be a k-point of the stack M?)S( p) (1, D). Then the following hold.

(1) The point [gr;] is contained in the closure of the point [E] where gry, is the asso-
ciated graded bundle.
(2) The point [E] is a closed point if and only if E is P-polystable.

The idea behind the proof of Lemma[3.10 (1)) is that any P-semistable bundle E that is
not P-stable, the bundle F sits in an exact sequence

0—wE —wE—E' —0

of P-semistable bundles of the same P-slope. Consider the universal family & over the
affine line spanned by the above extension in Ext(lx’ p(E”,E’). Then & is a family of P-

semistable bundles on (X, P), parameterized by Atl, such that & = E if t # 0, and &y =


https://stacks.math.columbia.edu/tag/04TF
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E’ ® E”. This defines a morphism

&
Al M 0,8

such that t — [E]if r # 0, and [0] — [E’ @ E”]. Iterating the above for the P-semistable
bundles £’ and E”, we see that [gr;] lies in the closure of the point [E]. The above argu-
ment also gives an action (in the sense of [37, Definition 2.1]) of the smooth group scheme
G, on the algebraic stack M?)S( P)(n, A) such that the orbit of a k-point [E] of M?; P)(n, A)is
the set of all k-points [F] lying in the closure of [E]. In other words, two k-points [E] and
[E’] belong to the same G,-orbit if and only if E ~g E’.

By our definition and construction, the quotient stack M?; (1, 8)/Gq is 2-isomorphic

to the stack M?;i,)(n, A). By [37, Theorem 4.1], M?;i,)(n, A) is an algebraic stack.

4. CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE
Throughout this section, we fix the following notation.

Notation 4.1. Suppose that Notation 3.1] hold. In particular, we have an orbifold curve
(X, P) together with its Coarse moduli map ¢: (X, P) — X, a tamely ramified cover
7: (X, P) — (X, P), and a I'-Galois cover 80: Z — X of smooth projective connected
k-curves that is a composition

g0:Z - [Z/T] = (X, P) — (X,P) — X

where u is the canonical atlas. Then the representable cover g = tou: Z — (X, P) is
I'-Galois and is tamely ramified. Let gz denote the genus of the curve Z.

Additionally, let n > 2 be an integer. Fix a line bundle A € Pic(X, P). Finally, fix a line
bundle M € Pic(X) satisfying

@.1) IT| (deg(M) + degp(A)/n) > 2g7 + 1.
Set L = "M € Pic(X, P). o

In this section, we construct the Coarse moduli space of the algebraic stack M?)S( P)(n, A);
see (3.8) for the definition. Our construction uses results from the construction of the
moduli space M3(n, g*A) from Appendix[Al The construction is a lengthy process which
we break down into sections for the convenience, and every subsequent section retains the
notion and construction of the previous one.

4.1. Bounded Families. Our first objective is to show that any family of all P-semistable
bundles on (X, P) of rank n and determinant A is bounded, i.e., there is a k-scheme B of
finite type together with a bundle V on B X (X, P) such that every P-semistable bundle
of rank n and determinant A is represented by V,, for some closed point » € B. This is
equivalent to the algebraic stack My , (1, A) being quasi-compact.

We recall the following well-known result.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that Notation d. 11 hold. Let E € Vect(X, P) be P-semistable of
rank n and det(E) = A. Then the following hold.

(1) The evaluation map
ev: H(Z, ¢"(E® L) ®.0; — g (E®L)

is a I'-equivariant surjective map.
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(2) For 1 < i < n— 1, there are i-dimensional k-subspaces U; C H'(Z, g (E®L))
satisfying Uy C --- C U,_1 such that each restriction of the evaluation map

evi: U;®,0; — g"(E®L)
is an injective map, and the cokernel coker (ev;) is a bundle on Z.

Proof. Using Proposition 3.6 and the defining properties of rank and determinant, we see
that the I'-equivariant bundle g*(E ® L) on Z is semistable of rank » and det(g"(E ® L)) =
g'A®g"L®. So g*(E® L) is a bundle on Z satisfying u(g*(E ® L)) > 2gz — 1 by (@.I), and
hence it is globally generated. In other words, the evaluation map ev is a surjection. Since
g"(E ® L) is also T'-equivariant, so is the bundle H(Z, g*(E ® L)) ®; Oy. Since the map ev
is the evaluation of the transformation 7},7z. = id at the I'-equivariant bundle g*(E ® L),
by naturality, ev is a I'-equivariant map — this proves (D).

To prove (@), it is enough to exhibit U,_; satisfying the stated property as any subspace
U; of U,_; of dimension i will also have the stated property. This is [3, Theorem 2]. O

Next, we use the above result to establish that any family of P-semistable bundles of
rank n and determinant A is bounded.

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that Notation d 1 hold. Let E € Vect(X, P) be P-semistable of
rank n and determinant det(E) = A. Then the following hold.

(1) For1 <i < n—1, there are sub-bundles F; C E ® L of rank i satisfying the following
properties.

(a) For 1 <i< j<n-1, F;is asub-bundle of F ;.

(b) For each 1 <i < n— 1, we have a T-equivariant isomorphism g*F; = V; @, Oz
for some k[T']-sub-module V; ¢ H(Z, u*u,(U; ® Oz)) where U, is an in Proposi-
tion

(c) Foreachl <i<n-—1, F;=®<jL;where L; € Pic(X,P)with g"L; = x;® Oz
as I'-equivariant line bundles on Z for some character x ; of T over k.

(2) There is a short exact sequence

0— F 1 ®L"' — E— A® L™V @det(F,_1)' — 0
of bundles on (X, P).

Proof. First, note that if there are bundles F; on (X, P) satisfying the corresponding re-
quired statements over (X, P) for the bundle 7*E, then the statements hold (with F; such
that 7*F; = F;) over (X, P) for the bundle E by applying Proposition[3.2] @) and the pro-
jection formula. So, without loss of generality, we may assume that (X, P) = (X, P), and
g =u: Z — (X, P) is the canonical atlas.

By Proposition4.2] the I'-equivariant evaluation map

ev: HHZ,uw(EQ L) ® Oy — u'(E®QL)

is a surjection, and for each 1 < i < n — 1, there exists an i-dimensional subspace U; of
H°(Z, u*(E ® L)) with U, C - -- € U,_; such that the restrictions

ev;: Ui® Oy — u (EQL)

are injective maps and each coker(ev;) is a bundle on Z. The canonical inclusion u*: E ®
L — u,u*(E®L) is a u-locally split monomorphism by [44, Proposition 3.5.4(1)], i.e.,
u*(E ® L) is a direct summand of u*u.u*(E ® L).
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For each 1 <i < n— 1, consider the Cartesian diagram

F; P sy EQL

4.2) l,, O L

U.ev;

u, (U;®,07) — uu (EQL)=E®L®u.0z

in Cohg,, ,, where
u”—u*ev,
F; = ker ((E QL)@ u, (U;® Oz) — uu (E® L)) .

Since the above diagram is Cartesian, we see that F; is a coherent sub-sheaf of u.(U; ®, Oz)
and of E® L. As u is flat, the diagram

U pai

WF, — 2 (E®L)

4.3) jp J:

U u.ev;

wu, (U; ® Oz) — w*uu*(EQL)

obtained by applying u* is also a Cartesian diagram of I'-equivariant bundles. In particular,
F; is sub-bundle of u.(U; ®, Oz) and of E ® L.

We claim that F; has rank i for 1 <i < n — 1. To see this, let { denote the generic point
of X. Then the map u.ev; is generically given by

(u*ev,-)g U ® k(Z) — (E® L)g ®r(x) k(Z)
Since this map is the base change of
Ui k(X) — (E® L),

by — ®xx) k(Z), and the canonical map u? is the natural inclusion (E ® L); ®x) k(X) —
(E ® L); ®x) k(Z), we conclude that the map p»; is generically given by U; & k(X) —
(E ® L);. This is a k(X)-linear monomorphism, and by Proposition3.21(3), F; is the unique
sub-bundle of £ ® L such that (F;); = U; ® k(X). Thus rk(F;) = i.

From the universal property of the Cartesian squares, we see that the diagram

F; S F

(4.4) jp J}’u

u. (U; & Oz) u*wn)u* (Uj ®x Oz)

is also Cartesian for any 1 < i < j < n— 1. This shows that F; is a sub-bundle of F; for
1 <i< j<n-1. We conclude that the bundles F;’s satisfies property (Ta).

Now we show that F;’s satisfy property (IB). In the Cartesian square (#.3), since u*u" is
a split inclusion, so is u*p; ;. So, u™F; is a direct summand of the trivial bundle u*u.(U; ®
0z) = ®yer y*O%i . Thus, the I'-equivariant bundle u*F; is a trivial bundle on Z, and it is of
the form V; ®; Oy for a k[[']-sub-module of H(Z, u*u.(U; ®; Oz)) = S1<j<i H(Z, u*u.0y).

From the above, F| is a line bundle on (X, P) such that u*F = V;®; Oz as I'-equivariant
bundles on Z, and y := V) is a character of I' over k. Now forany 1 <i < j <n—1, the
subspace U; of U; defines the trivial bundle O?" = U; ® Oz as a direct summand of the

trivial bundle U; ®; Oz = OGZ)j . As u, is an exact functor, and from the Cartesian square [4.4]
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we conclude that the sub-bundle F; of F; is a direct summand. Inductively, we see that for
eachl <i<n-1, wehave

Fi=@®i<j<i L

for line bundles L; € Pic(X, P) with each u*L; = y; ® Oz as I'-equivariant bundles on Z
for some character y; of I" over k, proving (Lc).

Finally, since F,_; is a rank (n — 1) sub-bundle of E ® L, considering the determinant,
we obtain a short exact sequence

0— F,.i - E®L— A® L @det(F,_;)"' — 0.
Taking the tensor product with L=, we obtain the short exact sequence
0— F®L ' S E—AQL*" Vgdet(F,.;)' — 0
which is @). O

Now, we proceed to the construction of the over-parameterizing family for our moduli
problem.

Definition 4.4 (The Indexing Set). Define the indexing set for the moduli problem to be
the set ¥ of mutually non-isomorphic bundles F on (X, P) of rank n — 1 such that

F=@®i<jcn1L;

where L; € Pic(X, P) with g"L; = y; ® Oz as I'-equivariant bundles on Z for some charac-
ters y; of I' over k.

For F € ¥, consider the k-vector space V' whose dual is defined by
b= Extlyp (A® L* "V @det(F), F@ L) = H' (X, P), F o det(F) ® A @ L™").

Since F @ det(F)® A™' ® L™ is a direct sum of line bundles L;®(®i<i<n-1Lj)® AleL™,
each of P-slope
—n(up(A)/n + deg(M)) < 0

by our assumption (&.1)), the P-polystable bundle F ® det(F)® A™' ® L™ is also of negative
P-slope. So,

H (X, P), Fo detl(F)® A™' @ L™) = 0
by Proposition[3.6] (). Setting
4.5) Pr = P(Vg)

for the Grassmannian variety of linear hyperplanes in Vg, and writing pr: Pr X (X, P) —
Pr and gr: Pr X (X, P) — (X, P) for the natural projections, Proposition states the
following.

Proposition 4.5. Under the above notation, there is an extension
46) 05 g;(FOL")®p;0s,(1) — & — g (AR L*"D @ det(F)™) - 0

that is universal in the category of Noetherian k-schemes S for the equivalent classes
of families of extensions of qs(A ® L2 ® det(F)™") by qs(F ® L'H® PN which are
nowhere splitting on S, for arbitrary line bundle N on S, and modulo the canonical action
of H° (S , 0% ); here qs and ps denote the usual projection morphisms.
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By Proposition4.3]and Proposition[4.3] each P-semistable bundle E on (X, P) of rank n
and of determinant A corresponds to the k-point of the space Pr for some F € #. For any
F € ¥, the direct sum (F ® L’l) @ (A ® L8 g det(F)’l) is not a P-semistable bundle.
To identify the unstable locus in each Py, we embed Pr in the over-parameterizing space
of semistable bundles on Z of rank n and determinant g*A. Using Proposition[4.2] for any
semistable bundle A on Z of rank n and determinant g*A, the bundle A ® g*L contains a
trivial bundle 02("_1) as a sub-bundle, resulting in an exact sequence

0— (g*L_l)e;(nil)

— A — g AQLP" D) — 0.

Any bundle A as above on Z corresponds to a k-points in the projective space Pz := P(‘Wy )
where ‘W is dual of the vector space

(W; = H1 (Z, ®1Si§n71g*A71 ® g*Lin) .

Further, since H'(Z, ®,<i<,_18"A ® g"L™") = 0 from our choice [.I)), there is a universal
extension class (cf. (A4) E; on P, x Z:

0 g3, (L)

The following result identifies the projective spaces Pr as disjoint linear closed sub-spaces
of Pz, together with an important relation between the universal families & and &;.

) * * * * n—
® p;,0p,(1) — & — g3 (g°A® (8"L)*" ") - 0.

Proposition 4.6. Under the above notation, for any F € F, the vector space V7. is the
linear subspace of the I'-fixed points of W, = H (Z,®<icp1 §A® g'L™). The images
of the induced closed embeddings

LF: PF — PZ
for F € F are disjoint. Further, there is a natural isomorphism

(idp, X 8)" EF = (1p X idz)* Ez.

Proof. Proposition [B.2] states that “V}. is a linear subspace of the I'-fixed points of W7,
hence Py is realized as a projective subspace of P, via a closed immersion

LF . PF — Pz;
further, there is a natural isomorphism
(id]pF X g)* SF = (LF X ldz)* 82.

We need to show that the images of ¢ are mutually disjoint. By our construction, it
is enough to show the following: if E is a bundle on (X, P) that simultaneously sit in the
non-split extensions

0> FQL' 5 E—A®L*"Vgdet(F)™' — 0, and

0> F QL' E—>AQL*" Vadet(F)!' — 0

for F, F’ € ¥, then F = F’. If the above hold for F # F’, then E ® L is generated by F
and F’, and hence, F + F’ = E ® L. Consequently, we have an exact sequence of bundles
on (X, P):

0—FNF —wFoF —wF+F =EQL — 0.

Then necessarily, E ® L is a bundle of P-degree 0, contradicting the fact that up(E ® L) =

degp(A)/n + degp(L) = 222 > 0. o
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Remark 4.7. In view of the above results, we see that each P-semistable bundle E on (X, P)
of rank n and of determinant A corresponds to the k-point of the space

Pw.p) = Urer Pr.

We also have a universal extension Ex,py on Pix py X (X, P) which restricts to the universal
extension & on Pr X (X, P); more precisely, if [r: Pr < P(x p) is the inclusion map, then
Ex.p) = ®rer (Ir X idx,p)), EF. Via the closed immersion ¢p := Ly, we realize Pix py as a
closed projective subspace of P. It can be easily seen that

(id]P<x,P) X g) S(X,P) = (1p X idz)" &.
We have the following important consequence of our construction.

Lemma 4.8. Let F € . Let E and E’ be P-semistable bundles on (X, P), representing
two k-points in Pr. Any isomorphism a: g*E — g*E’ as bundles on Z is T'-equivariant,
and there exists a unique isomorphism 3: E — E’ of bundles such that a = g*p.

Proof. First note that if R € Pic(X, P), then any automorphism of g*R is ['-equivariant; this
is because any such automorphism is given by a non-zero scalar multiple of the identity
map.

Let F = @<j<u-1 Lj where each L; € Pic(X, P) with g"L; = y; ® Oz as I'-equivariant
line bundle for some character y; of I over k. Let a: g"E — g"E’ be an isomorphism. By
our construction in Proposition[4.3] (see the Cartesian diagram (4.3))), the automorphism «
restricts to an automorphism /st of g*(F ® L1, and this induces an automorphism a,
of the quotient I'-equivariant line bundle g* (A ® L2V @ det(F )’1). By the observation
in the first paragraph, a, is I'-equivariant. Also by the structure of F, the automorphism
alrest uniquely corresponds to a an element o~ of the Symmetric group S ,_; together with
isomorphisms a,: g"L; — g"Lyj) foreach 1 < j < n — 1. Once again, the isomorphisms
a, are I-equivariant, and hence, the automorphism @/ is also I'-equivariant. We obtain
a commutative diagram with exact rows:

0— g(FOLY) — g'E — g (A L¥" D @det(F)™) — 0

la [rest \Lﬂf la‘l

0 —> g"(FoL") — g'E — ¢ (A®L*"V @det(F)™!) — 0

where the terminal vertical arrows are I-equivariant isomorphisms. This shows that g*« is
I'-equivariant.

By the equivalence of categories u* : Vect(X, P) —s Vect' (Z), the I'-equivariant isomor-
phism @ descents to an isomorphism of the bundles 7*E — 7*E’ on (X, P). Finally, using
the projection formula for the cover 7, we see that the above isomorphism descends to an
isomorphism 8: E — E’, proving the result. O

Let us see that the family &x py locally induces any other semistable family.

Theorem 4.9. Let S be a k-scheme of finite type. Let E be a family of P-semistable bun-
dles of rank n and determinant A on (X, P), parameterized by S. Then, under the above
notation, the following hold.
(1) Thereis a Zariski open covering S = U;S; of S together with morphisms ¢;: S; —
Pz such that

(ids, X 8)" (Elsxx.py) = (¢; X idz)" E7.
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(2) For any connected component T of S, with induced Zariski open covering T =
U;T; from (@), there is a unique bundle F € F such that each restriction morphism
¢;: T; — Pz factors uniquely as a composition

6 T 25 Pp &5 By
for a morphism ;. T; — Pr, and we have an isomorphism
Elrxx.p) = (i xidx.p)" EF.
The bundle F corresponding to T is uniquely determined by any closed point of T .
The above open coverings, the maps ¢;’s and ¥;’s, and the above isomorphism are inde-

pendent of any family in an equivalence class of E under the usual equivalence relation on
families.

Proof. The first statement (L)) is classical; see [20, Proposition 3.4].

Let us prove @). Let T be as in the statement. For any closed point ¢ € T, the bundle
E; ® L contains a uniquely determined F' € ¥ as its sub-bundle by Proposition and
Proposition[d.6] Since T is also connected, the image ¢;(T) is contained in P for each i.
Moreover, this F is uniquely determined by any closed point t € T. We want to show that
for each i,

Elrxxp) = (Wi X idxp)* EF.

. . . ¥ [
For this, we may replace T; by T. We have a factorization ¢: T — P < Py.
Since ¢ = tr o ¥, using Proposition[4.6 and the first statement (1), we have the isomor-
phisms

4.7 (dr x @) (Elrxx,py) = (¢ xidz)" E7 = (Y x idz)" (tp X 1dx)" &7
= (lﬁ X ldz)* (id]pF X g)* 81: = (ldT X g)* (lﬁ X iCl(X,P)))k 8}7

For any closed point € T, the bundles E; and (¢ X idx,p))" Er), on (X, P) are P-semistable
bundles of rank n and determinant A, representing two points in Pr. Lemma[4.8]says that
the above isomorphism is I'-equivariant where we endow 7' X Z with the induced
I'-action of Z.

As [(TxZ)/T] = T x(X, P) by our construction and Notationd.1] we have the canonical
isomorphism

(idr x )" (Elrxex.py) = (idr X 7)" (¥ X idx.p))* EF

on the stack T x (X, P). Since (idr x 7) is an exact functor, and (idy X 7), OTx(X,P) =
Orxx.py (Which follows from our construction and the universal property of the Coarse
moduli morphism), we conclude that

Elrxxp = (U X idixp)* Ep

onT X (X, P).

Finally, the construction of any S; C S containing a closed point s € S in [20, Proposi-
tion 3.4] is such that S; is the maximal affine open subset on which the trivial sub-bundle
OGZB("*D of g*(E,®L) lifts to a sub-bundle O?:g Y of (idg x 8)" E®qg" L under the canonical
surjection

B: ps..((ids x 9" E® g5g"L) — ((ids x g)* E® g5¢"L) ® k(s) = H (Z,g" (E,® L)).

Then the universal property of the family &; canonically determines ¢;. If £/ = E®
pgN for a line bundle N on §, none of the above discussion changes. So, the induced
cover of T, the maps ¥;’s remain unchanged, and we get the isomorphisms E’|7xx,p) =

(lﬁi X id(X,p))* 8}7

O
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We conclude this section with results on the associated graded bundle gr;, of a P-
semistable bundle E. It is easy to see that the P-polystable bundle gr, has rank n and
det(gry) = det(E) = A. We show that the closed points in Px p) corresponding to the bun-
dles E and gr; both lie in the same connected component Pr. Further, we establish that
the S-equivalence relation of bundles in a component P is the same as the S-equivalence
relation of the corresponding I'-equivariant bundles; compare with Proposition[3.8

Proposition 4.10. Letr E € Vect(X, P) has rank n and determinant A. Then both the closed
points in Px py corresponding to E and gry; lie in a uniquely determined (by E) connected
component Pr. Further, for two bundles E| and E, whose points lie in a Pr, the bundles
E| and E, are S-equivalent if and only if g*E| and g*E, are S-equivalent.

Proof. From Remark[3.7] recall that we have a canonical filtration
0=8Sy(E)cSi(E)c---CSI(E)=E

such that for each i, the quotient S;;(E)/S{(E) = S(E/Si(E)) is the socle of E/S;(E)
which is P-polystable of P-slope up(E). Then grp = @y Si+1(E)/Si(E). Since taking
a tensor product with a line bundle is an exact functor, we have S;(E ® L) = S(E)® L
for each i, and grg,; = gry ® L. By Proposition 4.6l the bundle E uniquely determines an
F = ®i<j<p-1 Lj € F such that the closed point [E] determined by E is in Pr. Define a
filtration {F;},<;<; of F as follows.

For0 <i </ set

I :={1 < j <n-1]|therestriction L; < E ® Linduces L; — S;(E) ® L}.
Then Iy = 0, and I; = {1,...,n — 1}. Consider the bundle F; := @¢;, L;. Then we have
Fi1/Fi = @jes, i, Lj = (Sis1(E)/S(E) ® L

for each i. Taking the direct sum, F = @ ;<1 Fir1/F;is a sub-bundle of grp ® L = grz; .
This produces a short exact sequence

0 — F —> gr; ® L —> det(gr, ® L) ® det(F)™' — 0.

Since det(gry ® L) = A® L", we see that the closed point [gr;] € P(x p) also lies in Pr.
On the other hand, the closed point [gr;] € P(x p) lies in a unique Pr by Proposition[4.6]
Then by the above paragraph and loc. cit., the closed point [E] also lies in the same Pp.
The forward direction of the last statement is by Proposition[3.8l So assume that g*E;
and g"E, are S-equivalent. By the first statement, the associated graded bundles gry and
grg, represent points in Pr. Since gr,.p = g*gry as I'-equivariantbundleson Z fori = 1, 2
by Proposition[3.8] Lemma4.§ shows that E| ~s E, on (X, P). O

4.2. Results on the non-emptiness. In this section, we list some results on the existence
of P-semistable bundles in individual Pr’s. The main result says that if there is a I'-
equivariant semistable bundle of rank n and determinant g*A, then each over-parameterizing
space Pr contains a non-empty open subscheme Ur whose points are represented by P-
semistable bundles; moreover, the points in Ur are in bijective correspondence with those
in Up forany F, F’ € ¥.

Proposition 4.11. Let (X, P) = (X, P) = [Z/T], and u: Z —s (X, P) be the natural atlas in
Notationd 1l Suppose that F + F’ € F. Then there is a natural bijective correspondence
between the P-semistable bundles representing closed points in P with those representing
closed points in Pp.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that there is a P-semistable bundle E of
rank n and determinant A that represents a k-point in Pr. Then the I'-equivariant semistable
bundle u*E contains I'-equivariant sub-bundle /;: u*F ® u*L™' < u*E. We have an iso-
morphism /; : «*F®u*L™" — u*F’ ® u*L~" which is not T-equivariant. Since the category
of coherent sheaves constitutes an abelian category, we consider the push-out square

wWF @u'L™! —)hz E

IIT co—0O lzT
h )

wWFQu' L' —> wE
It follows that the above diagram is also Cartesian, /, is an isomorphism that is not I'-
equivariant, E is a ['-equivariant bundle, and u*F’ ® u*L™! is a I'-equivariant sub-bundle of
E. So there is a unique (up to a canonical isomorphism) bundle E” € Vect(X, P) such that
u*E’ = E as I'-equivariant bundles. Since u*E is semistable, so is #*E’, and hence, E’ is
P-semistable. By Proposition 4.6, E’ represents a k-point in Pr. It is easy to check that
the above argument gives the required bijective correspondence. O

Proposition 4.12. Let F € F. The functor T* defines a bijective correspondence between
the P-semistable bundles representing points in Pr and the P-semistable bundles on (X, P)
containing T*F ® T*L™! as a sub-bundle and which are of rank n and determinant t*A
where the inverse is induced by t.. The bijective correspondence restricts to stable and
polystable bundles.

Proof. Itis clear that if E € Vect(X, P) is P-semistable, such that [E] € P, then 7°E is a
P-semistable bundle on (X, P) containing 7*F @ T*L~! as a sub-bundle and which is of rank
n and determinant T*A.
Suppose that E is a P-semistable bundle containing 7*F ® 7°L~! as a sub-bundle and
which is of rank »n and determinant 7*A. We obtain a short exact sequence
0 > 7T FRTL!' 5 E— AT "V @r"det(F)™' — 0.

The evaluation map 7*7,. = id defines the following commutative diagram.

0 — rPFerL! — "1 E — 7A@ T LB D @ r*det(F)™ —— 0

ol I

0 — T*FerL! s E s TPAQ T @ ridet(F)! —— 0

where we have used the projection formula and the isomorphism 7.0y 5, = O(x.p). This
shows that 4: 7°7,E —> E is also an isomorphism. In particular, 7.E is P-semistable of
rank n and of determinant A. Moreover, E is P-stable (respectively, P-polystable) if and
only if 7,E is P-stable (respectively, P-polystable). O

Let us summarize the above observations.

Corollary 4.13. Suppose that there is a T'-equivariant semistable bundle on Z of rank n
and determinant g*A. Then the following hold.

(1) Foreach F € ¥, there is a P-polystable bundle in Pr. In particular, the sub-scheme of
Pr representing P-semistable bundles is open and non-empty.

(2) Forany F, F' € F, the P-semistable (respectively, P-polystable) bundles in P are in
bijective correspondence with the P-semistable (respectively, P-polystable) bundles in
Ppr.
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4.3. The Unstable Locus. Set ¢’ := (n,[I'ldegy(A)) as in Notation We noted the
following observations from Appendix[A2] On the curve Z of genus gz, for any positive
integer R, we have the generalized ®-line bundle Oz, (R - ®) = Ag,(W)~! where W is any
bundle on Z of rank R - n/é’ and degree —R - )64, and x’ = [[degp(A) — n(gz — 1); cf.
Definition[A3] For each W as above, we have a distinguished sections sz € I'(Pz, Og,(R-
®)) whose vanishing locus is

Ozw = {s € Pz(k)| H*(Z, 8235 ® W) # 0}.

Taking a fixed R > %(gz — 1), Le Potier’s result [30, Theorem 2.4] implies that the closed
sub-scheme By = {[E] € Pz | E is not semistable} is the base locus of the finite-dimensional
complete linear system associated to Op, (R - ®); see Proposition Moreover, the sec-
tions S zw generate Op, (R - ®) on the complement Pz — B.

Our aim is to show that for each F' € ¥, the unstable locus in Pr, namely, the sub-
scheme

Br = {[E] € Pr | E is not P-semistable}
is a closed sub-scheme that is also the base locus of the complete linear system associated
to L;OPZ(R - ®) for an R > ”Tz(gz — 1) where ¢;.: Pic(Pz) — Pic(Pr) is the induced
homomorphism (see Proposition[4.6 and Definition 4.4 for notation). Let us fix F € F.
First, note that we have a commutative diagram

PZ(TPZXZT)Z

LF]\ [m] szidz:r

(4.8) Pré&——PrXZ — 7

Pz 4z
H id idx gl O gl

Pr <5— Prx X, P) —— (X, P)

id,

where the bottom right and the top left squares are Cartesian with obvious arrows. Also
note that in the top left Cartesian square, the projection pyz is a flat map of varieties, and the
closed inclusion tr is a proper map — so we can use the flat and the proper base change
theorems with respect to this maps, respectively; on the other hand, in the right bottom
Cartesian square, the map g is a representable finite flat map and the projection g, itself
being a base change of the structure morphism of the projective variety P, is a flat and
proper morphism — so again, the appropriate base change theorems are applicable; cf.
[13} Proposition A.3.]. We also saw in Proposition[4.6]that we have the isomorphism

(d x g)" EF = (1F X idz)" &7.

Using the base change theorems and the projection formula ([13, Proposition A.3.]), the
commutativity of the above diagram, and the fact that (id X g), is an exact functor, we
obtain the following: for any W € Vect(Z), and for any i > 0, there are canonical isomor-
phisms
49) GR'pz.(E2® ;W) = R'pz. (ir xidz)" (67 ® ¢z W)

= Riﬁz’* ((LF X ldz)* 82 [02] (LF X ldz)* q;W) = Riﬁz,* ((ld X g)* SF ® q;W)

= R'pp. o (id x g), ((id x )" Er ® Gz W) = R'pp. (Er ® (id x ), Gz W)

= R'pr. (Er ® g8 W).
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The above isomorphisms show that we have a well-defined homomorphism
Ar: H(n, |I'degp(A)) — Pic(Pr)
given by
Ar(W) = @detR'pr. (8 ® g W)™ = (.4z(W)

where H(n, [I'ldegp(A)) is the subgroup of the Grothendieck group K(Z), generated by the
classes of the coherent sheaves of rank [ - n/6" and degree - - \I‘\degp(A;w for/>1, W
is a bundle on Z whose class is in H(n, |['|degp(A)), Az = Ag, is defined as in (A.6), and
ty: Pic(Pz) — Pic(PF) is the induced homomorphism. Moreover, the line bundle Ar(W)
only depends of the degree and the rank of W since the same holds for the line bundle
Az(W).

Next, consider any bundle W on Z of rank R-n/d’ and degree —R - x’ /¢’ for some integer
R > 1. We are going to construct a distinguished section spw of Az(W)~!. Consider any
locally free resolution

0—)V1LVO—)82®6]2W—)0

such that pz.V; = 0 fori = 1, 2. Applying the proper map (tf X idz)*, we obtain the exact
sequence:

rXidy) @
(LF X ldz)* Vl m) (LF X ldz)* V() — (LF X ldz)* ((SZ ® q}W) — 0.

Let V; be the kernel of the above surjection. Then V, is a sub-bundle of (tf X idz)* Vo
that is the image of (tf X idz)* V| under the map (tr X idz)" @. We obtain the short exact
sequence:

0— 71 S (r xidz)" Vo — (ur X id2)" (E2 ® gy W) — 0.
Since pz.Vy = 0, by the base change theorem, we have pz. (tp X idz)* Vo = tppzsVo =0
from (@.8)). So, the above exact sequence produced the long exact sequence
(4.10) 0 — pz. (tr Xidz)" (Ez®@ ¢;W) — R'pz.Vy B, R g (i X idy)” Vo —

R'pz. (up x idz)" (E7 ® ¢;W) — 0
of coherent sheaves on Pr. From (4.9), we have
R pz. (E2® ¢y W) = R'pz. (tp X idz)" (E2 ® ¢y W) = R'pr. (EF ® 18 W)
fori =0, 1. Similarly, we also have
GR'p2. Vo = R pz. (i x idz)* V.

We claim that the Euler characteristic of the bundle pz. (tF X idz)* (SZ ® q}W) on Pris
zero. To see this, we first prove a small lemma.

Lemma 4.14. Under the above notation, for any closed point s € Pg, we have an isomor-
phism
8 Ers = Ezu05).

Proof. From Proposition we know that (idp, X g)*Ef = (1f X idz)*Ez. Using this
isomorphism together with the projection formula and the base change theorems, we obtain
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the following isomorphisms:

§'Ers = 8°qr. (EF ® prk(s)) = Gz. (idp, X g)" (EF ® prk(s))
= Gz, ((tr X 1d2)" E7 @ Prk(s)) = gz (tp X 1dy), [(tr X 1dz)" E7 @ prk(s)]
= g7+ (62 ® (tr X dz), p7k(s)) = q7.(Ez ® p7k(tr(5))) = Ez,(s)-
m]

As a consequence of the above result, for any closed point s € Pg, fori = 0, 1, we
obtain

@11 H(X.P).Ers®gW) = H(Z g'Eps ® W) = H(Z, Ez( ® W).
By our assumption on W and the flat base change theorem, the Euler characteristic of the
bundle pz. (tp X idz)" (82 ® q}W) on Pr is zero, proving our claim.

Hence, for any closed point s € Py, the k-vector spaces R! p. V| ® k(s) and tppz:Vo ®
k(s) are of the same dimension. Again by using isomorphisms as in Lemmal.14] it follows
that this dimension is given by r = dimy H!(Z, Vokur(s))- We obtain the distinguished
section
(4.12) sew = detR'@ = Hom (AR pz. V1, A't5pz. Vo) € T(BF, ;0 (R - ©))

associated to W, up to a non-zero scalar in k. From the above construction and the definition
of szw, it is not hard to see that the above section is independent of the choice of the
resolution, and sgw is induced from sz . More precisely, the natural k-linear map

(4.13) H(Pz, Op,(R - ©)) Ly H(Pr, (305, (R - ©))

is surjective, and (57w = SEw.
Next, we establish the relation between the vanishing locus of sgw and that of sz, in
terms of vanishing of certain cohomology groups.

Lemma 4.15. Under the above notation, the vanishing locus of spw is given by
Orw = {s € Pr(k) |H'(Z, Ez,4) @ W) # 0}

which is the scheme theoretic intersection 8zw NPr = 1.0z w. In particular, the ideal sheaf
of Opw is the inverse image ideal sheaf of 07w under tp.

Proof. Let s € Pr be a closed point. Since the locally free sheaves R! ﬁZY*Vl and ¢}, pz.Vo
are of the same rank r, we see that the following conditions are equivalent.
(1) detR'@ # 0 at s;
(2) R'a is surjective at s;
(3) Rlpr. (SF ® q}g*W) vanishes at s;
(4) H'((X, P),EFs®8.W) = 0.
By (.I1), the last condition (@) is equivalent to: H'(Z, Ez,,(;) ® W) = 0. We obtain:
o the section sg vanishes at a closed point s € Py if and only if
e H(Z,E7,,h® W) = 0.
Finally, by the Riemann Roch Theorem, the choice of the rank and determinant of W tells
us that the last condition is equivalent to:
HYZ, &7, ® W) = H'(Z,E7,,( © W) = 0.

This shows that
Orw = {s € Pr(k) | H(Z,E7,.(5 @ W) # 0).
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Since the condition H*(Z, Ez,,(s) ® W) = 0 is equivalent to: tr(s) € 62w, we have:
Orw = {tr(s) € Pz SZ.W vanishes at ¢x(s)} = Ozw NPp.
The particular statement is immediate. O

Let us summarize the above discussion together with a proof of the fact that the unstable
locus in Py p) is the base locus of a line bundle.

Theorem 4.16. Suppose that Notation .1 hold. Set
6" = (n,|lldegp(A)) and x’ = [T'ldegp(A) — n(gz — 1).

Fix an integer R > ”{(gz —1). Let F € ¥. Consider the closed projective subspace
tp: Pp — Pz. Then the following hold.
(1) For any bundle W on Z of rank R - n/&’ and of degree —R - ' | &', the distinguished
section sz of the generalized ®-line bundle on Py (cf. Definition[A.3) associated
W induces a distinguished section spw = ty,szw of the line bundle L*FOPZ(R - 0).
In particular, the natural k-linear map

H'(P2. 05, (R - ©)) —> H(Pr, ;05 (R - ©))

is surjective.
(2) The vanishing locus of the section sgw is given by

Orw = {s € Pr(k) |H(Z,E7,,(5y @ W) =0} = 07w NPp

where Oz is the vanishing locus of the section sz, as described in (A). If Tw
denote the ideal sheaf of 0z F, then 0w is the closed sub-scheme with ideal sheaf
(' Tw - Op, for any W as above.

(3) The unstable locus in Pr, i.e. the closed sub-scheme

Br = {[E] € Pr(k)| Eis not P-semistable}
is the base locus

N W semistable 9F,W =BzN IPJF
tk(W)=R-n/&’,
deg(W)y=—Rx' /&'
of the complete linear system of the line bundle 17.0p,(R - ®); here By is the base
locus of the linear system of the generalized @-line bundle Op,(R-9). In particular,
the complete linear system of the line bundle 1;,0p,(R - ®) is of finite dimension
and is generated by the pullback of the generalized theta divisors 07w on Z under

LF.

Proof. Only (@) is new. It is enough to show that Br = Bz N Pr.

Given a bundle £ with [E] € Pr, we know that E is P-semistable if and only if the
I'-equivariant bundle g*E on Z is semistable. If g*E on is semistable, by Le Potier’s result
([30, Theorem 2.4]), there exists a necessarily semistable bundle W on Z of rank R - n/¢’
and of degree —R -y’ /¢’ such that H*(Z, g E® W) = 0. So E is not P-semistable if and only
if for each semistable bundle W on Z of rank R - n/¢’ and of degree —R - x’/¢’, we have

H'(Z,g'E® W) # 0.
As in the proof of Lemmald.15| we conclude that

BF =0 W semistable GF,W
tk(W)=R-n/¢&’,
deg(W)=—Rx" /&'

which is the scheme theoretic intersection of Bz with Pr. O
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4.4. Main Theorem. We now have all the ingredients to construct a Coarse moduli space
for the algebraic stack M?;Sl,)(n, A). Throughout this section, we work with the following
assumption.

Assumption 4.17. There exists a P-semistable bundle E € Vect(X, P) of rank n and of
determinant A.

We have seen that the P-semistable bundles E on (X, P) of rank n and of determinant A
are over-parameterized by the projective space P(x py which is the disjoint union

P.p) = Up Pr = Grass(1, H'((X, P), F® det(F) ® A™' ® L™))

with F varying over the indexing set ¥ (cf. Definition {.4). Further, Pr’s are closed
subspaces of Pz via the closed embeddings Pr < Pz with disjoint images where

Pz = Grass(1, H'(Z, ®1<i<o-1 A7 ® g"L7"))

over-parametrizes semistable bundles on Z of rank » and determinant g*A. Fix an integer
R > "742(gz —1). By the classical theory (Proposition[A_.d)), the closed subscheme Bz of Pz of
points corresponding to the bundles on Z which are not semistable is the base locus of the
complete linear system corresponding to the generalized ®-line bundle £z = Op,(R - O).
With Assumption Corollary assures that for each F € ¥, the sub-scheme of
Pr whose closed points represents P-semistable bundles is open and non-empty. By The-
orem 4,16 the closed subscheme Br C Pr of points corresponding to the bundles which
are not P-semistable is precisely the base locus of the complete linear system associated to
Lz, and this coincides with the closed subscheme ;. Bz = Bz N Pr, the scheme-theoretic
intersection of Bz and Pr in Pz. So the sections sgw generate ¢},.£7 on the open subscheme
Or = Pr — Br.

We have the following commutative diagram ((A.8)) determined by the complete linear
system associated to £z:

y\
<
‘NSI

0z = Bly,P;

By Langton’s Theorem [20, Theorem 6.4], the restriction map ¢z : Qz —> P is a proper
map whose image in P2 coincides with that of the map JZ.

For each F € ¥, we now do the following construction. Consider the blowing-up
nE: QF — Pr of Pr with respect to the closed subscheme Br. Since Pr is an integral
projective variety and By does not contain its generic point, O is an integral projective
variety as well. Since the ideal sheaf of By is the inverse image ideal sheaf of B by
Theorem[4.16] the closed immersion ¢ restricts to a closed immersion tr: Qr < Qz, and
by [IL8 II, Corollary 7.15, page 165], there is a canonical closed immersion 7 : QF — QZ
that realizes QF as the strict transform of Pr under 7. The above construction has the
following consequences.
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Theorem 4.18. Under the above notation and construction, we have the following com-
mutative diagram.

(4.14) N

Or = BL3,(Pr)

Here, PM2 = Grass (I,HO(IP’Z, LZ)) , PMf = Grass (I,HO(PF,L*F.Ez)), the closed immersion
JF is induced by the surjective k-linear map

tp H'(Pz, L2) — H'®r. ;. L2),
and Yg, and §r are the canonical map induced by the complete linear system associated
to 1, Lz. The following statements hold.
(1) The images of the maps yrr and i in PN coincide.
(2) Considering the respective Stein factorization
lZZI in Mzi PNZ and
Ur: Or = MFf_F> PV,
the canonical induced map Mr — My, of projective integral varieties, which we again
denote by Tr by abuse of notation, is a closed immersion. Note that Mz is the Coarse
moduli space of the algebraic stack MSZS’S(n, g*A) by Theorem[A.8
(3) The images of the maps ip: My — My are disjoint for distinct F € F.
(4) Each closed point of MF is the image of a closed point of QF, defining a surjective
morphism
/’lFI QF —> MF
If two distinct closed points q, ¢’ € Qr map to the same point in Mg under hr, then
the P-semistable bundles representing the points q and q' are S-equivalent.

Proof. The commutative diagram exists by our construction and Theoremd.16 Again by
the construction, the map Y is the restriction of the proper map ¥ to the closed subspace
Qr of Qz. So Y is a proper map, and hence the images of the maps ¢ and ¥ in Pr
coincide, proving ().

Since each of the Stein factorization is a relative normalization, we obtain a canonical
induced map ir: Mr —> My by [41, Lemma 035J]. Since ir: Qr — Qg is a closed
immersion, by the universal property of the Stein factorization, statement @) is settled.

The statement (3)) is a consequence of (@), Lemma and Proposition Let us
prove {@). An application of Mumford’s Rigidity Lemma [33] Proposition 6.1, Chapter
6, page 115] as in Lemma [A.3] shows that the finite map fr locally admits sections. As
wr(Qr) = Ur(Qr) by (), we see that each closed point of My is an image of a closed
point in Qp. This defines a surjective morphism ir. Now suppose that ip(q) = hp(q') = m
for two distinct closed points ¢, ¢ € Q. Let E and E’ be two P-semistable bundles on
(X, P) corresponding to the points ¢ and ¢’, respectively. By the commutativity of the
diagram (#.14), the closed points tz(g) and tr(g’) in Oz map to the same point ix(m) € Mz
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under the surjective map Oz — Mz (cf. Lemmal[A3). Since g*E and g*E’ are the
bundles on Z corresponding to the points tr(q) and tr(g’), respectively, by the first part
of the proof of Theorem[A.8] the semistable bundles g*E and g*E’ are S-equivalent. By
Proposition .10} we conclude that E ~g E’. O

We are now ready to present the main theorem.

Theorem 4.19. Under Notation and notation of Theoremd 18| suppose that Assump-
tion I holds. Then the algebraic stack M?;i,)(n, A), parameterizing P-semistable bun-
dles of rank n and determinant A, admits a Coarse moduli space M?)S(YP)(n, A) that is a
disjoint union of the projective integral varieties My constructed as the Stein factorization
in Theorem 418 @), and where F varies over the set F of mutually non-isomorphic bun-
dles of the form ®1<;<,—1L; where each L; is a line bundle on (X, P) such that g*L; = y;®0;7
as I'-equivariant line bundles for some character y; of I over k.

Proof. By Theorem[4.18] @), we have a surjective map
Urer hr: Urer QF — Mg p)(1, A) = Urer MF,

component wise mapping the closed points of Qr to Mp such that if two distinct closed
points g, ¢ € Qr map to the same point in Mg, the points represent bundles which are
S-equivalent.

We need a morphism M‘z;;)(n, A) — Hom(—, Mf \(n,A)) that is initial among the
morphisms to k-schemes and that induces a bijection on the geometric points. The alge-
braic stack M?;i,)(n, A) is defined as the quotient of the stack MZ;( P)(n, A), parameterizing
P-semistable bundles of rank n and determinant A, modulo the S-equivalence. So it is
enough to construct a morphism Mz;( P)(n, A) — Hom(—, Mz;( P)(n, A)) such that any two
k-points of M p (n, A) map to the same point if and only if the corresponding bundles
(seen as families over Spec(k)) are S-equivalent. This morphism on any k-scheme 7T is
constructed as follows. Let E be a usual equivalence class of family of P-semistable bun-
dles on (X, P), parameterized by T', corresponding to a T-point in M ,,(n,A). By the
standard approximation techniques, we may assume that 7" is connected and of finite type.
By Theorem [£.9] @), there is a unique F € F, a Zariski open covering T = U; T; together

with morphisms : T; i) Pr SN Pz such that
(idr x )" Elrxz = (ur o ¢ X idz)" Ez, inducing Elrxx.p) = (¢i X idx.p)" Er.
The image if each ¢; is contained in Qf. Post-composing with the natural map Qr —
o h

Uper OF M M?;}P)(n, A), we get maps T; — M?)S(,P)(”’ A). On the other hand, the
images of (r o ¢; are contained in Qz, defining maps T; — M>(n, g"A). By [20, Sec-
tion 8.1, Functoriality], these later maps glue together in the intersection of the 7;’s. Thus,
the maps 7; — Mz;( P)(n, A) also glue together in the intersections, producing a 7-point of
the scheme M?; P)(n, A)). This produces a morphism M?; P)(n, A(T) — M?; P)(n, AXT)
that is functorial in 7 and with the required property. We conclude that Mz;( P)(n, A)is a
Coarse moduli scheme for the algebraic stack M‘(“;(’i,)(n, A). ]

Remark 4.20. From the above theorem and the universal property of the Coarse moduli
space of an algebraic stack, it follows that the construction of the space My (1, A) is
independent of the choice of the tamely ramified cover 7 as in Lemmal2.4] or the choice of

the curve Z.
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APPENDIX A. CONSTRUCTION OF THE MODULI SPACE IN THE CLASSICAL CONTEXT

A.1. Bounded Families. First, we establish that the algebraic stack M‘;;’S(n, A) is quasi-
compact or, equivalently, any family of all semistable bundles on X of rank »n and determi-
nant A is bounded. For this, we show that there is a k-variety T together with a bundle ¥
on T x X such that each semistable bundle of rank » and determinant A is represented by
¥ for some closed point ¢ € T'. It will turn out that we can take T to be a certain projective
variety (Px, constructed later) together with a natural universal family ¥ = &x.

Fix a line bundle M on X satisfying

(A.1) deg(M) + deg(A)/n > 2g.
Then any semistable bundle E of rank n satisfying det(E) = A sits in an exact sequence
(A.2) 0— 0" VeM!' - E— AeM*™D —0

of bundles on X — this is [20, Proposition 3.1] when n = 2, and A is the canonical line
bundle wy, but the same argument extends to general n and A; see Proposition 4.2l Since
A~!' ® M™" is a line bundle of negative degree by the assumption (A.I), we have

HO (X, ®1§[5n71A71 ® Min) =0.

So [27, Corollary 4.5] is applicable, and hence the functor parameterizing the equivalence
classes of non-split extensions of A® M®""~D by O;’;('H) is representable by the Grassman-
nian variety

(A.3) Px := P(Vx) = Grass(1, Vy)
of one-dimensional subspaces of the dual space V5, where
Vy =Ext' (A@ M*"D, 03"V e M™") = H' (X, ®1cica 1 AT @ MT").

Moreover, there is a family Ey of extensions

)G)(n—l)

(A.4) 0 g, (M — & — pp,Op (- @ g; (A®M*"D) -0

on X X Py that is universal for the families of non-split extension, with pp, and gp, being
the usual projection maps. By [20, Proposition 3.4], this family locally induces any other
family of semistable bundles, i.e. for any k-scheme S of finite type and a family ¥ over X
of semistable bundles of rank n and determinant A, parameterized by S, there is a Zariski
open covering S = U;S; together with maps ¢;: S; — Px such that

Fls, = (¢; xidx)" Ex.

By (A.2), the semistable bundles of rank n and determinant A are parametrized by k-points
in Px. Since not all points of Px correspond to semistable bundles, we need to identify
the closed subscheme of Px corresponding to unstable bundles. This is done by observing
that the aforementioned closed subscheme is the base locus of the complete linear system
associated with a line bundle on Py, produced using the determinant of cohomologies and
aresult of Le Potier. Before proceeding, let us mention Falting’s cohomological criteria of
semistability.

Proposition A.1 ([20, Proposition 2.7]). For two bundles E, F € Vect(X), if
H'X,E®F)=0 ie. HHX,E®F)=H' (X,E®F) =0,

then E and F are semistable.
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A.2. The Determinantal Line Bundle. We fix the following notation.

Notation A.2. Setd = deg(A), and ¢ := (n, d) with the convention that § = n if d = 0, and
6 = g.c.d.(n, d), otherwise. Also, setX :=d —n(g—1).

Let us now recall the construction of the determinant of cohomologies; cf. [40, Sec-
tion 2]. As before, let S be any integral k-scheme, and we have the projection maps
s & xxs L x

Consider a bundle & on § X X of rank n and determinant A. For any coherent sheaf W on
X, the determinant of cohomology is the invertible sheaf

; v DY
(W) 1= @0 det (R ps...(F @ g5 W)

on S. Then [30} Section 1.2] and [40, Lemma 2.5, Lemma 2.7] shows that up to isomor-
phism, the invertible sheaf Ag(W) on S is independent of the class of W in the Grothendieck
group K(X) of coherent sheaves on X, and we obtain a group homomorphism

Ag: K(X) — Pic(S)

that is functorial in S. By [30, Lemma 1.2], for any invertible sheaf N on S, we have the
following isomorphisms

(A.S) Agep,n(W) = Ag(W) @ NEXx(EseW)
for any closed point s € S. Since &; is a bundle of rank n and determinant A for any s € S,
the Riemann Roch Theorem shows that the Euler characteristic

X(Es @ W) =n-tk(W) (u(&Es) + u(W) - (g - 1))

is independent of the choice of s. So, if y(E; ® W) = 0 or equivalently, y(E; @ W) = g — 1,
the determinant of cohomology Ag(W) is well defined in the usual equivalence class of
family containing &.

Recall that d = deg(A). Consider the subgroup H(n, d) of K(X) generated by the coher-
ent sheaves W satisfying y(&E; ® W) = 0 for any point s € S. It is noted in [11] that H(n, d)
is the kernel of the group homomorphism

KX)—>Z, a- y(@®[&E])

that is independent of the point s € S, and only depends on the integers n and d. By
the Riemann Roch Theorem, the class of a coherent sheaf W lies in H(n, d) precisely when
k(W) = [-n/6 and deg(W) = —1-X/6 = —I- w for some [ > 1. The isomorphism (A.3)
shows that the group homomorphism

(A.6) Ag: H(n,d) — Pic(S)

is independent of the choice of the family & in its usual equivalence class, and is functorial
in §. Moreover, [40, Lemma 2.6] shows that for any line bundle Ly on X of degree 0, and
a coherent sheaf W on X whose class in K(X) is in H(n, d), we have an isomorphism

As(W ® Ly) = Ag(W).

Definition A.3. Let S be an integral k-scheme. Let & be a family of bundles on X of rank
n and determinant A, parametrized by S. Let ¢ be as before, and R be a positive integer.
The generalized ©O-line bundle Os (R - ®) is defined to be the invertible sheaf

Os(R-0©) = Ag(W)™!
for any bundle W on X of rank R - n/$ and of degree —R - X /6.
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It is well known that the generalized ®-line bundles have a multiplicative structure,
namely Og (R - ©) = Os(®)®R where we write Os(1 - ©) as Og(0); see [20, Section 4.3].
We will show that the unstable locus in Py is the base locus of the generalized ®-line
bundle Op, (R - ©) for a large R.

Next, we recall that for any positive integer R and any bundle W on X of rank R-n/¢ and
of degree —R - X/, there is a distinguished section sg of the generalized ®-line bundle
Os(R - ®) = 1g(W)~!, defined up to a non-zero scalar in k, and the vanishing locus Os.w
of sgw has a description in terms of non-vanishing of certain cohomologies. Consider a
locally free resolution

0—>V11>V0—>8®q§W—>0

such that ps .V; = 0; this can be done by taking Vo = p§ ps, ((8 ® g W)(l)) ® Ox, (—1) for
I >> 0, and then taking V) as the kernel of the natural surjection Vo — & ® g W. The
above exact complex produces the following long exact sequence of higher direct image
sheaves on S:
¥ R]Q *
0= ps(E®qsW) — Rps.(Vi) — R'ps.(Vo) — R'ps.(E® gsW) — 0.

Since x(E; ® W) = 0 for any closed point s € S, the sheaves R! ps .(V;) are locally free
sheaves on S of the same rank, r say. Then the element in the Grothendieck group Ko(S)
of bundles on §, defined by Rps .(E ® g5 W) is represented by the complex

1&
0 — R'ps..(V1) =5 R ps..(Vo) — 0.
The determinant
detR'a := A"R'a e Hom(A'R! ps .(V}), A'R! ps (Vo)) = T(S, Os (R - ®))

defines a global section of (W)™ = O4(R - ©), independent of the chosen resolution,
determined up to a non-zero element of HO(X,Ox) = k; cf. [41]Section OFJT]. We set our
distinguished section associated to W to be

se.w = detR'a.
Note that R'a is surjective at s if and only if R! pg .(E ® g3 W) vanishes at s if and only if
H'(X,&,® W) =H'(X,&,® W) = 0.

Since R'a ® k(s) is a morphism of vector spaces of the same dimension, R« is surjective
at s if and only if detR'a@ # 0 at s. This shows that the vanishing locus of the section sg
is

(A7) Osw =1{s€Sk)|H' X, E W) #0}.

One immediate consequence of Falting’s criteria (Proposition[A.T]) is that if W is unstable,
07 w is the whole space S.

A.3. Construction. Let us apply the above general results in our context with S = Py and
the universal family & = Ey; see (A3) and (A.4). Let 6 and y be as in Notation[A.2] For
any positive integer R, and a bundle W of rank R - n/¢ and of degree —R - x'/J, we have the
generalized ®-line bundle Og, (R - ©). To each such bundle W, there is an associated global
section sw = sg,.w € ['(P, Op, (R - ®)) with vanishing locus

Ow = Og,.w = {[E] € Px |[H'(X, E® W) # 0.
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If W as above is not a semistable bundle, by [20, Proposition 2.7], the section sy is the zero
section. On the other hand, if W above is semistable, the vanishing locus 8y is a Cartier
divisor on Py; cf. [20, Lemma 4.2].

For the rest of this section, fix an integer R > "742(g -1).

Le Potier’s result [30, Theorem 2.4] shows that for any semistable bundle E on X of
rank n and determinant A, there is a (necessarily semistable) bundle W of rank R - n/$ and
determinant Ox(—R - X /) such that

H'X,E® W) = 0.

This shows that for any bundle E corresponding to a closed point e € Py, the following
statements are equivalent.

(1) E is not semistable;

(2) forall W of rank R-n/6 and of degree —R-X /¢, the cohomology groups H*(X, EQW)
are non-zero;

(3) forall W of rank R-n/¢ and of degree —R - X /¢, the point s is in the vanishing locus
Ow.

We conclude the following.
Proposition A.4. Under the above notation, the closed subscheme
B = {[E] € Px | E is not semistable}

of Px is the base locus of the complete linear system of the generalized ®-line bundle
O, (R - ©), spanned by the theta divisors. As this linear system is finite-dimensional, we
can write B as a finite intersection

B = No<i<nOw,

Sfor a uniquely determined N and such that the sections sy, generate the line bundle Op, (R -
®) on the complement of the base locus B.

Set Q as the open subscheme of Py, which is the complement of B. Then the sections s,
generate Op, (R-®) over Q. Let 7: Q — Px be the blow up of Py at the closed subscheme
B. Since Py is reduced and B is a proper closed subscheme of Py, the projective variety O
is integral. Also, Q is an open subscheme of Q. Using the above proposition, we obtain
the following commutative diagram determined by the complete linear system associated
to Op, (R - ©).

Py $— Q=Py-B — P

(a9 S~ [ A<
0 = BlgPx

By Langton’s Theorem [20, Theorem 6.4], the map ¢: O — PV is a proper map whose

image in PV coincides with that of the map . Consider the Stein factorization (cf. [41}

Theorem 03HO]) of the map i

7: 055 M3, A) 25 BV,
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where fx is a finite map of integral projective varieties, and gx has connected fibers. Sum-
marizing the above, we have the following commutative diagram.

0 —2 BV
(A.9) J: / fxT

0 == M(n,A)
In the following, we observe that the closed points of M§(n, A) are the images of closed
points of Q.

Lemma A.S. Under the above notation, each closed point of M (n, A) is the image of a
closed point of Q under the map gx.

Proof. Let m be a closed point of M (n, A). Applying Mumford’s Rigidity Lemma [33,
Proposition 6.1, Chapter 6, page 115] to the following commutative diagram

8x

{fx(m)},

we obtain a section o(fx(m)) = m. ~Since the images of ¢ and Z coincide, there is a closed
point ¢ € Q mapping to fx(m) via Y|iest. Then

8x(q) = 0 0 Ylesi(q) = o (fx(m)) = m.

gy (m)

(]

As a consequence of the above lemma, we see that the closed points of M{(n, A) being
images of closed points of Q, represent semistable bundles. We need to establish that the
closed points of M (n, A) actually represent S-equivalence classes of bundles.

First, we need some crucial observations. Let C be a smooth projective connected k-
curve. Let E be a family of bundles on X of rank »n and determinant A, parameterized by
C. Since the semistable locus C’ of the family E is an open sub-curve of C, the coherent
sheaf R!pc.. (E ® q*CW) is a torsion sheaf on C of finite length that is supported in the
complement of C’. Using Langton’s Theorem [20, Theorem 6.4], we can perform elemen-
tary transformations and replace E by another family E’ of rank n and determinant A such
that the fiber over every point ¢ € C is semistable, and E. = E/, for all points ¢’ € C’.
Denote the generalized ©-line bundle O¢(R - ®) on C associated to E’ by Oc(®c¢). The
following well-known results establish the connection between the degree of Oc(®¢) and
the S-equivalence in the family E’.

Proposition A.6. Under the above notation, we have the following.

(1) The line bundle Oc(Qc) is base point free. In particular, deg (Oc(O¢)) = 0.
(2) deg(Oc(©¢)) = 0 if and only if for any points c, ¢’ € C, the bundles E,. and E/,
are S-equivalent.

Proof. The above statements are [20, Proposition 7.4 and Theorem 7.5] when n = 2 and
A = wy. The same arguments holds under our hypothesis, see [20, Section 8.3(5)]. ]

Let us note the following important result.

Lemma A.7. Suppose that C is a smooth projective sub-curve of Px. Then the following
conditions are equivalent.
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(1) C N Q gets contracted under \y;

(2) the total transform n~"(C) under the blowing-up map r gets contracted under y;

(3) the image of n~'(C) under Yisa point a € PV, and there exists a hypersurface
H, in PV not passing through the point a such that y* H, is the exceptional divisor
ﬂ_l(B),'

(4) the intersection number n~'(C) - n~1(B) is zero;

(5) C-B=0.

Proof. Since i is proper map, conditions (1)) and @) are equivalent. If the image of 77(C)
under ¢ is a point a € PV, we can choose a hypersurface H, not passing through a; as
Opv(H,;) = Opv(1), we have Z*Ha = n~1(B).The converse is immediate, proving @)<@).
The equivalence of (3) and @) is obvious. Finally, using the projection formula under the
proper morphism 7 and noting that C = n(n~!(C)), the last two statements are equivalent.

O

Now we are ready to prove that My (n, A) is the desired moduli space.

Theorem A.8. The integral projective variety M¥ (n, A) is the Coarse moduli space for the
functor M;“’S(n, A).

Proof. By Lemmal[A.3] the closed points of M5 (n, A) are the images of the closed points
of Q under gx. This defines a surjective morphism Q — MY (n, A). We claim that if two
distinct closed points g, ¢' € Q map to the same point m € M3 (n, A), then the semistable
bundles represented by the points ¢ and ¢ are S-equivalent. To see this, consider a smooth
projective connected sub-curve C in Py, passing through g and ¢’. Restriction of the uni-
versal bundle Ex on C X X produces a family of bundles on X of rank » and determinant A
whose semistable locus is C N Q. We can perform elementary transformations to produce a
family E on C x X that is semistable at every point of C. Since f; "{m} is a closed connected
sub-variety of Q, containing the distinct points ¢ and ¢’ of the connected curve C N Q, the
curve C N Q gets mapped to the point fx(m) under . By Lemmal[A7] this is equivalent to
C - B = 0. Equivalently, the degree of the generalized ®-line bundle O¢(®¢), defined by
the family E, is zero on C by our construction. By Proposition[A.6] the bundles E, and E,
are S-equivalent.

We want to show the existence of a morphism M‘}?’S(n, A) — Hom(—, M$(n, A)) that

is initial among the morphisms to k-schemes. Recall that the algebraic stack M;“’S(n, A)
was defined using the S-equivalence as the quotient of the stack M3 (n, A) which param-
eterize semistable bundles of rank » and determinant A. So it is enough to construct a
morphism M (n, A) — Hom(—, M¥(n, A)) such that any two k-points of M3 (n, A) map
to the same point if and only if the corresponding bundles (seen as families over Spec(k))
are S-equivalent.

Let S be any k-scheme of finite type. Consider any equivalence class of a family & of
semistable bundles on X of rank n and determinant A, parameterized by S, under the usual
equivalence. By the local universal property of such families (cf. Theorem [4.9), there
is a Zariski open covering S = U;S; together with morphisms ¢;: §; — Px such that
&ls, = (¢; X 1d)*Ex. Each map ¢; has image in Q, and composition with the surjective map
0 — MZ(n,A), we obtain maps §; — M (n,A). By [20, Section 8.1, Functoriality],
these maps glue together, and we obtain the desired map that is functorial in S, and such
that two closed points s, 5" € S are mapped to the same closed point m € M§(n, A) if and
only if & ~s &y. This shows that MY (n, A) is the Coarse moduli space for the functor

M5, A). O
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AprPENDIX B. EXTENSION CLASSES

One of the key steps in our construction of the moduli space comes from the observation
that any P-semistable bundle of a fixed rank and determinant on a connected orbifold curve
(X, P) can be represented as an extension of suitable bundles on (X, P) (cf. Proposition[4.3).
This leads us to to study extensions of a bundle E, by a bundle E; over (X, P), i.e. short
exact sequences of the form

0—FE —E—E,—0

in Vect(X, P). A concise treatment of extensions of coherent sheaves over a flat Noetherian
scheme over a Noetherian base scheme is given in [27]. We will see that these results also
hold in the case of orbifold curves.

We note some generalities needed for our purpose. Let Y be a Noetherian k-scheme.
Consider a finite type flat proper k-morphism f: 9 — Y where 9 is an integral smooth
proper separated Deligne Mumford stack of finite type over k. In whatever follows, S

denote a Noetherian k-scheme with structure morphism S N Spec(k), and we write
s & sx9 59
for the projection maps. For any bundle E; on 9), and any i > 0, we have the functor
axt;(Ez, -): Cohy —> Cohy
where Sxt}(Eg, E)) =R (f*ﬂomo\b(Eg, —)) (Ey). Since E, is a bundle, the functor
Homo,(Er, —) = E; ®0, —
is an exact functor. Then for any i > 0, we have
R (f.Homo, (Ez,-)) = R'f. o (Ey ®-).
In particular, if ¥ = Spec(k), and f is the structure morphism, then Sxt;(Ez,El) =]

H' (9, E} ® E)) ® O is the bundle on Spec(k) associated to the finite dimensional k-vector
space H(9), EJ ® E)). In this case, the base change map

(B.1) 0'(8): g ExtY(Es, Er) — &xt), (g5 Ea, g5 E))
is an isomorphism. Also note that since Cohy is a Grothendieck abelian category, by [41}
Section 06XP], we have the following:

H° (Spec(k), Ext)(E, El)) = H'(, Ey ® E;) = Hom(E», E)),

and H® (Spec(k),é)xt}(Eg, E 1)) =~ Ext'(E,, E)) is the set of isomorphism classes of exten-
sions of E, by E|.

Now consider the case where 9 = (X, P) is a connected orbifold curve. Let Eq, E, €
Vectx p). Write f: (X, P) — Spec(k) for the structure morphism. We have noted that
Sxt}(Ez, E)) is the locally free sheaf associated to the vector space H'((X, P), E; ® Ey) on
Spec(k), and the formation of Sxt}(Ez, E ) commutes with arbitrary base change. Consider
the contravariant functor

PE: Noetherian k-schemes — Sets

that to a Noetherian k-scheme g: S — Spec(k), associates the set PE(S) of invertible
quotients of the locally free sheaf 8xt[1,s (g5 E2, g5 E1)Y. By (B.I), and since g*Ospecr) = Os.,
we have the following isomorphisms:

&xt), (g5 E gy E) = g Exty(Ey, Ey) = H' (X, P)), EY ® E1) ® Os.
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Hence the functor PE is representable by the projective space bundle P(Sxt}(Ez, E1)Y) on
Spec(k). In other words, the functor PE is representable by the projective space P(V) where
VvV = HI((X, P)), E2v ® E1)*, and the k-points of P(V) correspond to the one-dimensional
subspaces in V* = H'((X, P)), Ey ® E}).

The universal element of PE(P(V)) is given as follows. Set

H = Ext(Ep, E)) = H((X, P), Ey ® E1) & O,

which is the trivial bundle on Spec(k) associated to the k-vector space H' (X, P), E;/ ® EY).
By the universal property of the projective space P(V), we have the isomorphism:

HY = fon . Os)(1)

where fp) denote the structure morphism of P(V). Then the image of the identity map
idg; under the canonical isomorphisms

End(V) = H° (Spec(k), End(H)) = H® (Spec(k), H & H")
= H' (Spec(k), H ® fow)« Oz (1)) = H' (Spec(k), fecw.« ( £y H ® Opn(1)))
= H' (P(V), f2,H ® Opry(1) = H (B(V), Ext), (abv B2 qhyE1) ® Oz (1)
is a non-vanishing section, and defines the universal quotient
&xty,, ., (qea B2 qiyED)” — Opry(1) — 1.

We also see that PE(S') is the set of non-vanishing sections of Sxti,s (G5 E2, g5 E1® psN)

with arbitrary N € Picg, modulo the canonical action of HO (S s O;) In particular, for a
reduced Noetherian k-scheme S, it follows that PE(S) is the set of all families of nowhere
splitting extensions (eg)ses Of g5 E> by ggEy ® pgN for arbitrary N € Pic(S) modulo the
the canonical operation of H(S, O5); here a family (ey);es is defined to be a collection of
elements e which are extensions of E, by E; on 9, parameterized by S, such that for each
closed point s € §, there is a Zariski open subset U of S with e, and e, being isomorphic
extensions for each + € U. Further, the family (e;)ses is nowhere splitting means that
ey is not the trivial extension for any s € S. Finally, using similar arguments from [27,
Corollary 4.4, Corollary 4.5], we conclude the following.

Proposition B.1. Let (X, P) be a connected orbifold curve, E, E, € Vectx py. Then there
is a family of extensions (e;)ep(v) Of G E2 by q]’l;(V)E 1 ® Opv)(1) over the projective space
P(V), the Grassmannian variety of one dimensional sub-spaces of V* = H' (X, P), E;@El),
that is universal in the category of reduced Noetherian k-schemes for the classes of families
of nowhere splitting extensions of g5 Es by qgE1 ® psN for arbitrary N € Pics modulo the
canonical action of H(S, 03).

Further, if also H (X, P), E; ® E1) = 0, there is an extension
(B.2) 00— ql;(V)El ® p]);(V)OP(V)(l) - Ey — q];(V)EZ -0 (ey)
on the smooth proper Deligne Mumford stack P(V) x (X, P), which is universal in the
category of Noetherian k-schemes for the classes of extensions of qgE> by qgEy ® pgN
on S X (X, P) with arbitrary N € Picg, which split nowhere over S, modulo the canonical
operation of H(S, 03).

Next, we provide a direct construction of the universal family Ey in (B.2) using a Kiin-

neth formula: for any coherent sheaves of modules F on P(V), and E on (X, P), we have
the isomorphism

(B.3) H"P(V)x (X,P),FRE) = @iJrj:mHi(IP’(V), F)®H/((X, P),E)
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forany m > 0, and F R E := py,, F ® g5 E.
We first argue that the above isomorphism holds. For any étale atlas U of (X, P), we
have an étale atlas P(V) x U for P(V) x (X, P). We have the spectral sequences:

E{? = H'(Up, Ey) = H((X. P). E),
E}* = H'(B(V) x Uy, (F B E)) = H*"(B(V) X (X, P), F & E)

where U}, (respectively, (P(V)xU),) is the (b+1)-fold product of U (respectively, P(V)x U)
over (X, P) (respectively, P(V) X (X, P)), and E;, (respectively, (F ® E);)) being the pullback
of E (respectively, F ® E) on U, (respectively, (P(V) x U)y), as in Section § 3.1l Then

PV)yx U), =2=P(V)x U and

(FRE), = FrE,onP(V)Xx U,.

Then the isomorphism (B.3) follows from the usual Kiinneth Formula for P(V) x U, to-
gether with the uniqueness of the cohomologies in the above spectral sequences.

Under the hypothesis H((X, P), Ezv ® E1) = 0, we obtain the universal extension &y as
the canonical extension class in

(B4)  Ext'(Opw(-1)B Ey, Ey) = H' (B(V) X (X, P), Opvy(1) 8 (Ey ® E1))

= HO(P(V), Opry(1)) @ H' (X, P), Ey ® E})
=V ®V"=End(V)

corresponding to the identity map on V.

Finally, it is important to note the relation of the extension classes of orbifold bundles
with those of the corresponding equivariant bundles. As before, we fix a I'-Galois cover
g:Z — (X, P) where Z is a smooth projective connected k-curve, and g factors as a
composition

¢: Z -5 [Z/)T) = (X, P) - (X, P)

of the natural atlas u followed by the tamely ramified cover 7 of connected orbifold curves,
induced by idyx. Suppose that E;, E; € Vect(X, P) satisfy the following condition:

(B.5) H(Z, g"(Ey ® E1)) = 0.

By Corollary 3.3 (I), we have H((X, P), EJ ® E;) = 0. By base change, the sheaves
8xt?,(E 1, E») and Sxt(}og(g*E 1,8 E>) on Spec(k) are both zero. Further, the formation of the
locally free sheaves 8xt1f(E 1, E>) and 8xtlog(g*E 1,8"E>) commute with base change. By
Proposition[B.1] we have the universal family &y on P(V)x(X, P) where V* = H'((X, P), E ZV
E}). Similarly, either by [27, Corollary 4.5] or by applying Proposition[B.1lto Z, there is a
universal family Ey on P(W) x Z with W* = H'(Z, g*Ezv ® g"E1). Further, the I'-action on
the equivariant bundle g*(Ezv ® E) induces a k[I']-module structure on W, and on W*. We
have the following result.

®

Proposition B.2. Under the above notation, we have the following.

(1) The vector space V* is a linear subspace of the I'-fixed points of W*, and hence
determines a closed subspace

i (V) = B(W).
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(2) We have a natural isomorphism of bundles
(id]p(v) X g)*SV = (uX ldz)*aw
onP(V)x Z.

Proof. The first statement follows directly from Corollary 3.3] (3.3) and the naturality of
the functor Proj. For the second statement, note that under the isomorphism (B.4)

End(V) = Ext' (pi,0r(=1) ® 42 E2. g En )

the universal family Ey is the image of the identity endomorphism idy. Similarly, under
the isomorphism

End(W) = Ext' (p}, 0o (—1) ® b & E2 g€ Er ) »

the universal family Ew is the image of the identity endomorphism idy. We have the
following natural isomorphisms

(ux idz)*q]};(w)g*E,’ = (id]p(v) X g)*q]};(V)Ei fori=1,2, and

(1 X idz)" ppow, Orew (1) = (u X idz)* ey Opvy(1) = (idewv) X 8)" Py Oy (1).
This shows that the pullback of any extension of OPE(W)]p(W)(—l) ® qI’;(W)g*Eg by q]’;(w)g*E 1
under u X idz is the pullback of an extension of O,,;(V)p(v)(—l) ® q;(V)Ez by q;(V)El un-
der the map idp(yy X g, and vice versa. Since the identity endomorphism idy extends to
the I'-equivariant endomorphism idy, and the identity endomorphism idy is naturally I'-
equivariant, the second statement follows. O
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