
VERY STABLE REGULAR G-HIGGS BUNDLES

MIGUEL GONZÁLEZ

Abstract. We give a classification of very stable G-Higgs bundles in the generically regular
Higgs field case for G an arbitrary connected semisimple complex group. This extends the
classification for G = GLn(C) and fixed point type (1, 1, . . . , 1) given by Hausel and Hitchin.

1. Introduction

Given a smooth projective complex curve C of genus g ⩾ 2 with canonical bundle KC and a
semisimple complex Lie group G with Lie algebra g, a G-Higgs bundle is a pair (E,φ) consisting
of a principal G-bundle E over C together with a section φ of the vector bundle E(g) ⊗ KC .
G-Higgs bundles were introduced by Hitchin [17, 18] motivated by the study of the Yang–Mills
self-duality equations and their dimensional reduction to a Riemann surface.

After introducing appropriate stability notions, moduli spaces M(G) of isomorphism classes of
polystable G-Higgs bundles can be constructed [17, 28]. They have been intensely studied in the
literature due to their many interesting geometric properties. For example, they are homeomor-
phic to the character varieties Hom(π1(C), G) // G and their smooth locus carries a hyperkähler
structure. Furthermore, there is a completely integrable system [18] with respect to one of its
complex symplectic structures

hG : M(G) → AG

onto an affine space AG, known as the Hitchin system.
These moduli spaces also play an important role in relation to Langlands duality and mirror

symmetry. Indeed, denoting by G∨ the Langlands dual group of G, there is an identification
AG ≃ AG∨ via which hG and hG∨ become dual Lagrangian fibrations [5]. A phenomenon predicted
by mirror symmetry [24] is that complex Lagrangian subvarieties of M(G), sometimes referred
to as BAA-branes, should correspond via this duality to hyperholomorphic vector bundles over
hyperholomorphic subvarieties of M(G∨), or BBB-branes.

Motivated by this, the notion of very stable Higgs bundle was introduced by Hausel and Hitchin
in [15], extending the notion of a very stable vector bundle from [27]. This can be defined in the
context of the natural C×-action on M(G) given by

(E,φ) 7→ (E, λφ).

A very stable Higgs bundle is a smooth fixed point E ∈ M(G)sC
× such that its upward flow

W+
E := {(E,φ) ∈ M(G) : lim

λ→0
(E, λφ) = E}

does not contain any nilpotent Higgs bundle other than E . Upward flows are in general Lagrangian
subvarieties of M(G). For very stable fixed points they are closed and hG restricts to a proper
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map on them, rendering the study of their mirror symmetry aspects (e.g. [15, Section 6]) more
manageable.

Very stable Higgs bundles have been studied in the literature in the past, mainly for G =
GLn(C). In order to explain this, recall ([17, Section 7], [34, Section 4], [16, Lemma 9.2], [15,
Section 3.1] and [8, 9]) that in this case a fixed point of the C×-action can be described as a tuple of
k vector bundles E0, . . . , Ek−1 over C with ranks adding to n, and k−1 maps φi : Ei → Ei+1⊗KC .
The original work of Laumon [26] on very stable vector bundles corresponds to the case k = 1,
where it is shown that the very stable locus is an open dense subset of the fixed point component.
In this same case, Pauly and Peón-Nieto [30] related for the first time very stable bundles with the
properness of the Hitchin map on their upward flows. Later, Hausel and Hitchin [15] treated the
case of k = n, giving a complete classification of the very stable points in terms of the reducedness
of a divisor associated to the maps φi of line bundles. In this same setting, [12] gives the analogous
classification when restricted to the fixed point locus M(GLn(C))−1, a subvariety of interest due
to its connection with character varieties for real Lie groups [11]. More recently, the case of k = 2
has been studied by Peón-Nieto in [31], where it is shown that most fixed point components do
not have very stable Higgs bundles at all. There has also been work for arbitrary G [38] in the case
φ = 0, which results in the natural generalisation of the results of Laumon, Pauly and Peón-Nieto
to the principal bundle setting.

The main goal of this paper is to extend the classification of [15] in the case of G = GLn(C)
and k = n (also referred to as type (1, 1, . . . , 1) due to the vector bundles Ej having rank one)
to an arbitrary connected semisimple complex Lie group G. The corresponding fixed points can
be characterised by the fact that the Higgs field φ takes values generically in the orbit of regular
nilpotent elements in g.

More precisely, fixed points of the C×-action can be classified by considering Z-gradings of the
Lie algebra, that is, vector space direct sum decompositions

g =
⊕
j∈Z

gj

such that [gi, gj ] ⊆ gi+j . In this situation there exists an element ζ ∈ g0 such that gj = ker(ad(ζ)−
j Id). Fixed points of the C×-action then correspond [2, Section 4.2] (see also [33]) to G-Higgs
bundles (E,φ) with a reduction of structure group E′ of E from G to the centraliser CG(ζ)
and such that φ belongs to E′(gi) ⊗ KC for some i ̸= 0. Our case of interest is then that of
i = 1 and ζ =

∑r
j=1 ω

∨
j for r = rank g and a choice of maximal torus T ⊆ G and simple roots

{α1, . . . , αr} with their corresponding fundamental coweights {ω∨
1 , . . . , ω

∨
r }. We also say that

these fixed points are of Borel type, due to the fact that the associated parabolic subalgebra⊕
j⩾0 gj is a Borel subalgebra and CG(ζ) = T is the maximal torus which is a Levi subgroup for

the Borel subgroup corresponding to the given choice of fundamental coweights.
Already in [15, Section 8.1] some remarks about this situation were outlined. In particular, one

direction of the classification of the very stable G-Higgs bundles of Borel type was conjectured [15,
Conjecture 8.2]. The classification given in Theorem 5.9 of this paper agrees with that conjecture
and also proves the converse statement.

In order to understand the classification, note that in the Z-grading for Borel type we have

g1 =
r⊕
i=1

gαi

and the structure group CG(ζ) = T acts on each root space gαi . Therefore, given a fixed point
(E,φ) ∈ M(G)C

× of Borel type and a point c ∈ C in the base curve, we can look at the order
aci ∈ Z⩾0 of vanishing at c of the Higgs field along the line subbundle E′(gαi)⊗KC . This gives a
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divisor valued in the space of dominant coweights of g:

µ(E,φ) :=
∑
c∈C

r∑
i=1

aciω
∨
i c.

There is a natural partial order in the space of dominant coweights, where λ ⩽ µ if and only if
µ−λ can be expressed as a sum of positive coroots. Minimal elements with respect to that order
are called minuscule. The classification result can then be stated in these terms as follows.

Theorem (Theorem 5.9). Let (E,φ) be a smooth C×-fixed point of Borel type with associated
multiplicity divisor µ(E,φ). Then (E,φ) is very stable if and only if all the coefficients in µ(E,φ)
are minuscule.

The main tool involved in this classification is that of Hecke transformations. After choosing a
principal G-bundle E, a point c ∈ C and a suitable trivialisation, each point of the affine Grass-
mannian σ ∈ GrG = G((z))/G[[z]] gives a new principal G-bundle Hσ(E) which is isomorphic to
E over C∖{c}. This is explained and studied thoroughly in [37]. The technique can be naturally
extended in the presence of a Higgs field φ, where now only points in a certain subspace of GrG
can be used. This subspace is an affine Springer fibre over the element of g[[z]] induced by φ
locally around c.

The classification is carried out by starting with an everywhere regular fixed point (the nilpotent
Higgs bundle in a Hitchin section as in [19]), which is readily seen to be very stable, and relating it
to the other fixed points of Borel type and their upward flows by means of Hecke transformations.
This is analogous to the approach taken in [15] for G = GLn(C) with the difference that, in that
case, working with vector bundles simplifies the Hecke transformations and only usual partial
Springer fibres in Grassmannians Gr(k, n) have to be considered.

Even though the techniques work independently of the group G, there are interesting differences
depending on G that can be deduced. For example, the case of G = PGLn(C) has the special
feature that every fundamental coweight ω∨

i is minuscule. This implies that every fixed point
component of Borel type has (an open, dense subset of) very stable fixed points, as was proven in
[15, Corollary 4.19]. However, for other types this is not the case. For example, as was remarked
in [15, Section 8.1], the case of G = G2 does not have minuscule coweights other than 0. This,
together with our classification, implies that there are no very stable G2-Higgs bundles of Borel
type other than the everywhere regular ones. A similar analysis can be carried out for other types,
which outside of Dynkin type A results in Borel type fixed point components without any very
stable Higgs bundles.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we recall the theory of Białynicki-Birula about
C×-actions on semiprojective varieties that will be used in the setting of the natural C×-action
on M(G). In Section 3 we provide the necessary aspects about the moduli space of G-Higgs
bundles, including the notions of stability and the C×-action, and we describe the elements of
the Białynicki-Birula theory (fixed points, upward and downward flows) in that setting. Section
4 focuses on introducing the affine Grassmannian and showing how it can be used to perform
Hecke transformations of principal G-bundles and G-Higgs bundles. In Section 5 we use Hecke
transformations and the geometry of the affine Grassmannian to prove the main result in Theorem
5.9. We also deduce some consequences of the theorem such as the statement in terms of vector
bundles when G is classical. Finally, in Section 6 we show how the virtual equivariant multiplicity
introduced in [15, Section 5] can be computed in our framework, and we show that it agrees with
the Dynkin polynomial in the very stable case, a computation that was already outlined in [15,
Section 8.1].



4 MIGUEL GONZÁLEZ

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Oscar García-Prada and Tamás Hausel for their
constant guidance and support and for introducing me to the mathematics appearing in this work.
I would also like to thank Mischa Elkner, Guillermo Gallego, Nigel Hitchin and Ana Peón-Nieto
for helpful discussions.

2. Białynicki-Birula theory

In this section we recall [1] (see also [15, Section 2]) the main concepts about the Białynicki-
Birula theory of C×-actions on varieties that will later play a role in the moduli space of G-Higgs
bundles. The setting is that of semiprojective varieties.
Definition 2.1. A normal complex quasiprojective variety X equipped with a C×-action is
semiprojective if the fixed point locus XC× is projective and for every x ∈ X the limit lim

λ→0
λx

exists.

We obtain a decomposition of such varieties by using the limit points of the C×-action.

Definition 2.2. Let X be a semiprojective variety and α ∈ XC× . The upward flow from α is

W+
α := {x ∈ X : lim

λ→0
λx = α} ⊆ X.

The upward flows define the Białynicki-Birula partition

X =
⊔

α∈XC×

W+
α .

Similarly, the downward flow from α is

W−
α := {x ∈ X : lim

λ→∞
λx = α} ⊆ X,

and the core of X is defined to be

C :=
⊔

α∈XC×

W−
α ⊆ X.

Given a smooth fixed point α ∈ XsC× , its upward and downward flows can be described by
studying the tangent space TαX. Since α is fixed, TαX has an induced C×-action which provides
a weight space decomposition TαX =

⊕
k∈Z(TαX)k. Let TαX+ :=

⊕
k>0(TαX)k be the subspace

of positive weights and TαX− :=
⊕

k<0(TαX)k the subspace of negative weights.

Proposition 2.3 ([1], [15, Proposition 2.1]). Let X be a semiprojective variety and α ∈ XsC×

a smooth fixed point. The upward flow W+
α (resp. the downward flow W−

α ) is a locally closed
C×-invariant subvariety of X isomorphic to T+

α X (resp. T−
α X) as C×-varieties.

We now recall the definition [15, Definition 2.12] of a very stable point in a semiprojective
variety.

Definition 2.4. A smooth fixed point α ∈ XsC× is very stable if W+
α ∩ C = {α}.

We will use the following equivalent characterisation given in [15, Proposition 2.14].

Proposition 2.5. The point α ∈ XsC× is very stable if and only if W+
α ⊆ X is closed.

Lastly, we consider semiprojective varieties with the additional structure of a symplectic form
ω ∈ Ω2(Xs) of weight one, that is, such that Φ∗

λω = λω for λ ∈ C×, where Φλ : X → X is given
by the C×-action on X. In this case, the upward flows are Lagrangian subvarieties.
Proposition 2.6 ([15, Proposition 2.10]). In the above setting, the upward flows W+

α for α ∈
XsC× are Lagrangian subvarieties of X.
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3. Moduli space of G-Higgs bundles

3.1. Main definitions, stability and moduli spaces. Let C be a smooth projective complex
curve of genus g ⩾ 2 with canonical line bundle KC . Let G be a connected semisimple complex
group with Lie algebra g.

Definition 3.1. A G-Higgs bundle over C is a pair (E,φ) where E is a principal G-bundle
over C and φ ∈ H0(C,E(g)⊗KC).

Here E(g) := E ×Ad g is the adjoint bundle, that is, the vector bundle associated to the
adjoint representation of G. We are interested in studying the moduli space which parametrises
isomorphism classes of polystable G-Higgs bundles. For this we need to recall the suitable notions
of stability [6]. We start with the following definition:

Definition 3.2. Let Ĝ ⩽ G be a subgroup, and E a principal G-bundle. A reduction of
structure group of E to Ĝ is a section σ ∈ H0(C,E(G/Ĝ)), where E(G/Ĝ) = E ×G G/Ĝ.

Given such a section σ : X → E(G/Ĝ), it is possible to pull back the Ĝ-bundle E on E(G/Ĝ)

which results in Eσ := σ∗E, a Ĝ-bundle on X. This motivates the term reduction. There is a
canonical isomorphism Eσ ×ĜG ≃ E and the map Eσ = σ∗E → E induced by the pullback gives
a subvariety Eσ ⊆ E.

Fix a maximal compact subgroup K ⩽ G. Let k be its Lie algebra, which is a real subalgebra
of g. Define for s ∈ ik the spaces

g0s = {X ∈ g : Ad(ets)(X) = X, ∀t ∈ R}, gs = {X ∈ g : Ad(ets)(X) is bounded as t→ ∞},
and the subgroups

Ls = {g ∈ G : Ad(g)(s) = s}, Ps = {g ∈ G : etsge−ts is bounded as t→ ∞}.
These subgroups of G have g0s and gs, respectively, as Lie algebras. Ps is parabolic and Ls is a
Levi factor for Ps. We also define the character χs : gs → C given by χs(x) = B(s, x), where B
is the Killing form on g.

Now, for a G-bundle E and a reduction σ ∈ H0(C,E(G/Ps)) of structure group to Ps, we define
the degree of the reduction. If a multiple qχs for some q ∈ Z>0 lifts to a character χ̃s : Ps → C∗,
we set

degE(σ, s) :=
1

q
deg(Eσ ×χ̃s C∗).

It is also possible to define the degree using differential geometric techniques, as follows: there is
a further reduction σ′ to Ks := K ∩ Ls, the maximal compact of Ls. Let A be a connection on
Eσ′ and consider its curvature FA ∈ Ω2(X,Eσ′(ks)). We have that χs(FA) ∈ Ω2(X, iR), and the
degree is defined as

degE(σ, s) :=
i

2π

∫
X
χs(FA).

We can now define stability (see [6]).

Definition 3.3. A G-Higgs bundle (E,φ) is:

• semistable, if for any element s ∈ ik and reduction σ ∈ H0(C,E(G/Ps)) such that
φ ∈ H0(Eσ(gs)⊗KC), we have degE(σ, s) ⩾ 0.

• stable, if it is semistable and, for any element s ∈ ik and reduction of structure group
σ ∈ H0(C,E(G/Ps)) such that φ ∈ H0(Eσ(gs)⊗KC), we have degE(σ, s) > 0.

• polystable, if it is semistable and, for the s ∈ ik and σ ∈ H0(C,E(G/Ps)) such that
φ ∈ H0(Eσ(gs) ⊗ KC) and we have degE(σ, s) = 0, there exists a reduction σ′ ∈
H0(Eσ(Ps/Ls)) of Eσ to Ls such that φ ∈ H0(Eσ′(g0s)⊗KC).
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There exists a moduli space of isomorphism classes of polystable G-Higgs bundles
over C which is a complex algebraic variety of dimension 2(g− 1) dim(G). It was constructed in
this generality by Simpson [34, 35]. We denote it by M(G).

Remark 3.4. A more general construction using Geometric Invariant Theory can be found in
the book of Schmitt [32]. This construction includes stability and moduli spaces for (G,V )-Higgs
pairs, where V is any representation of G (not necessarily the adjoint one). In Section 3.2 examples
of such objects will appear to describe the fixed point locus of the C×-action on M(G). However,
we will not need to use these notions of stability explicitly.

Similarly, the case where G is not connected has been studied in [7]. Nevertheless, in the present
work all the structure groups appearing in questions related to stability will be connected.

An important feature of the moduli space M(G) is the existence of a completely integrable
system on it [18]. It is defined by using that the ring of invariant polynomial functions C[g]G =
C[p1, . . . , pr] is a polynomial ring on r = rank g generators.

Definition 3.5. The Hitchin map is defined by

h : M(G) → A(G) :=
r⊕
i=1

H0(C,Kdeg pi
C )

(E,φ) 7→ (p1(φ), . . . , pr(φ)).

The Hitchin map is a proper map of algebraic varieties, a fact which will appear later.
In order to later study the Białyinicki-Birula theory of the C×-action on M(G), we now recall

(see e.g. [3, Theorem 2.3], [6, Section 3.3]) the deformation theory for G-Higgs bundles, which
allows to identify the tangent space of M(G) at its smooth points.

Definition 3.6. Let (E,φ) be a G-Higgs bundle. Its deformation complex is the complex of
sheaves defined by

C•(E,φ) : E(g)
[φ,−]−−−→ E(g)⊗KC .

Proposition 3.7 ([3, Theorem 2.3]). The space of infinitesimal deformations of a G-Higgs bundle
(E,φ) is naturally isomorphic to H1(C•(E,φ)).

The main idea for the proof, which we shall use later, is that under a suitable finite covering
C =

⋃
i∈I Ui, a hypercohomology class can be seen as a Čech cocycle {(sij , ti)}i,j∈I such that

sij ∈ H0(Ui ∩Uj , E(g)) are used to glue the trivial deformation E|Ui × SpecC[ε]/ε2 by using the
transition functions 1G + εsij on the intersections Ui ∩ Uj , and ti ∈ H0(Ui, E(g)⊗KC) are used
to deform the Higgs field by φ′|Ui := φ|Ui + εti.

The Białynicki-Birula description of the upward flows in terms of the weights at tangent spaces
applies over smooth fixed points. In order to understand these, we need to recall the notion of
simple G-Higgs bundle.

Definition 3.8. A G-Higgs bundle (E,φ) is simple if Aut(E,φ) = Z(G).

Then, we have [6, Proposition 3.18] the following smoothness result.

Proposition 3.9. If the G-Higgs bundle (E,φ) is stable and simple, it defines a smooth point in
M(G).
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3.2. C×-action on M(G) and very stable Higgs bundles. The moduli space M(G) is
equipped with a natural action of C×, where λ ∈ C× acts by scaling the Higgs field:

(E,φ) 7→ (E, λφ).

Notice that the Hitchin map hG from Definition 3.5 is C×-equivariant with respect to the
C×-action on A(G) with weight deg pi on the H0(C,Kdeg pi

C ) factor. This, together with the
properness of hG, implies that M(G) is a semiprojective variety. The Białynicki-Birula theory
for this C×-action motivates the following definition.

Definition 3.10 ([15, Definitions 2.12 and 4.1]). A smooth fixed point (E,φ) ∈ M(G)sC
× is

very stable if the only point in both its upward flow and the core is itself:

W+
(E,φ) ∩ C = {(E,φ)}.

By Proposition 2.5, a smooth fixed point (E,φ) is very stable if and only if its upward flow
W+

(E,φ) is closed. Moreover, by the C×-equivariance of the Hitchin map hG and the fact that
h−1
G (0) consists of the nilpotent polystable G-Higgs bundles, a smooth fixed point is very stable

if and only if the only nilpotent Higgs bundle on its upward flow is the fixed point itself.
Furthermore, there is a natural weight one symplectic structure ω = dθ on the smooth locus

M(G)s. The form θ is given at (E,φ) ∈ M(G)s by identifying T(E,φ)M(G) with H1(C•(E,φ)) via
Proposition 3.7, projecting to H1(C,E(g)) and using Serre duality to pair with φ ∈ H0(C,E(g)⊗
KC). As a consequence, Proposition 2.6 applies and the upward flows define Lagrangian subvari-
eties.

We now describe the fixed points of the C×-action [2, Section 4.2] (see also [33]). These are
related to Z-gradings of Lie algebras.

Definition 3.11. A Z-grading of the Lie algebra g is a direct sum decomposition as vector
spaces

g =
⊕
j∈Z

gj ,

such that [gi, gj ] ⊆ gi+j .

Given such a grading, the piece g0 ⊆ g is a Lie subalgebra and hence it has a corresponding
connected subgroup G0 ⊆ G. Since g is semisimple, there exists a grading element ζ ∈ g0 such
that

gj = {X ∈ g : [ζ,X] = jX}.
We have the description G0 = CG(ζ) as the centraliser of ζ in G. In order to see this, it suffices to
justify that the centraliser of a semisimple element of g under the adjoint action of G is connected.
Let S ⊆ G be the torus with Lie algebra ⟨ζ⟩ ⊆ g, which exists because ζ is semisimple. Then, we
have CG(ζ) = CG(S). Now, the centraliser of a torus is always connected if G is [21, Theorem
22.3], and we conclude. Furthermore, the fact that [g0, gj ] ⊆ gj implies that G0 acts on each gj
by the adjoint representation.

Definition 3.12. Let Ĝ ⊆ G be a subgroup and V ⊆ g be a subspace which is invariant under
the adjoint representation restricted to Ĝ. A G-Higgs bundle (E,φ) reduces to a (Ĝ, V )-Higgs
pair if there exists a reduction of structure group σ ∈ H0(C,E(G/Ĝ)) of E to Ĝ such that
φ ∈ H0(C,Eσ(V )⊗KC) ⊆ H0(C,E(g)⊗KC).

As explained in Remark 3.4, there exists a notion of polystability for (G0, gj)-Higgs pairs, and
we have the following result (see e.g. [2, Proposition 4.15]).
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Proposition 3.13. A polystable G-Higgs bundle (E,φ) ∈ M(G) is fixed by the C×-action if and
only if there exists a Z-grading g =

⊕
j∈Z gj such that (E,φ) reduces to a polystable (G0, gj)-Higgs

pair for j ̸= 0.

Notice that, as can also be deduced from the C×-equivariance of hG, the above implies that
fixed points are nilpotent (as there are finitely many pieces in the grading). Of course, there are
nilpotent Higgs bundles which are not C×-fixed. For example, those that reduce to (G0,

⊕
j>0 gj)-

Higgs pairs but do not reduce further to any (G0, gj)-Higgs pair.

Example 3.14. Consider the case of G = SLn(C). Via the standard representation, a SLn(C)-Higgs
bundle can be seen as a pair (E,φ) where E is a vector bundle of rank n and trivial determinant
over C and φ : E → E⊗KC is a traceless twisted bundle endomorphism. In this case, it is known
(as shown by Hitchin [17, Section 7] and Simpson [34, Section 4], see also [16, Lemma 9.2] and
[15, Section 3.1]) that fixed points are those that admit a direct sum splitting

E = E0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Ek−1,

of vector subbundles Ej ⊆ E with rankEj = rj ,
∑k−1

j=0 rj = n and such that φ(Ej) ⊆ Ej+1 ⊗
KC . These objects and their moduli spaces were studied in depth in [8, 9]. In our setting, this
corresponds to the Z-grading of sln(C) given by choosing a splitting Cn = V0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Vk−1 with
dimVj = rj and letting

gj := {A ∈ sln(C) : A(Vi) ⊆ Vj+i}.

In this work we are interested in the fixed points with generically regular Higgs field, that is,
such that the centraliser of the Higgs field has (generically) the minimum possible dimension. In
the case of G = SLn(C) from the example above, this corresponds to the situation where every
rj = 1, known in the literature as fixed points of type (1, 1, . . . , 1). These are the fixed points that
were considered in [15] in the context of very stable Higgs bundles. We now define the analogue
for G-Higgs bundles.

Fix a maximal torus and Borel subgroup T ⊆ B ⊆ G, with Lie algebras t ⊆ b ⊆ g. This
determines a choice of simple roots Π = {α1, . . . , αr} ⊆ ∆ := ∆(g, t) where r = rank g = dim t.
Given a root α ∈ ∆, we denote by gα the corresponding one-dimensional root subspace. We also
denote by α∨ the coroot corresponding to α. We have the fundamental weights {ω1, . . . , ωr} ⊆ t∗

which are the dual basis to the simple coroots, and the fundamental coweights {ω∨
1 , . . . , ω

∨
r } ⊆ t

the dual basis to the simple roots.

Definition 3.15. The Borel grading of g is given by g0 := t and

gj :=
⊕

α∈∆:ht(α)=j

gα

for j ̸= 0, where ht(α) denotes the height of α with respect to Π. Equivalently, it is given by the
grading element ζ =

∑r
j=1 ω

∨
j .

The terminology refers to the fact that every Z-grading corresponds to a parabolic subalgebra
p :=

⊕
j⩾0 gj , and in the Borel grading the corresponding subalgebra is precisely the Borel

subalgebra b ⊆ g.

Remark 3.16. In the Borel grading, we have that G0 = T and that the degree one part is the sum
of the simple root spaces, i.e. g1 =

⊕
i gαi . The G0-action on g1 has an open orbit Ω ⊆ g1 given

by elements e =
∑

i niXαi with ni ̸= 0 for all i. which are the regular nilpotents of g belonging
to g1. The elements of degree greater than one are not regular. Similarly, any other choice of
grading does not have homogeneous regular nilpotent elements.
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Thus we will focus on the fixed point components given by the Borel grading and such that the
Higgs field has degree one.

Definition 3.17. A fixed point (E,φ) ∈ M(G)C
× is of Borel type if it reduces to a (G0, g1)-

Higgs pair for the Borel grading of g and φ belongs to the open G0-orbit Ω ⊆ g1 generically.

We can write fixed points of Borel type in terms of vector bundles for the classical groups.

Example 3.18. If G = GLn(C), PGLn(C) or SLn(C), fixed points of Borel type can be regarded
as vector bundles E = L1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Ln where rankLi = 1 with Higgs field given by φ = (δi)i where
δi ∈ H0(L∗

iLi+1KC), i.e. a choice of section for each simple root (notice here that we choose T
to be the diagonal matrices with coordinates ei, and ej+1 − ej to be the positive roots, which is
the opposite of some conventions in the literature). These sections must not be identically zero
in order for the Higgs field to be generically in the open orbit.

Example 3.19. If G = SO2n(C), where for convenience we think of the bilinear quadratic form
as Q = (δi,2n−j+1)i,j (here δab is the Dirac delta), fixed points of Borel type are given by vector
bundles

E = (L1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Ln)⊕ (L∗
n ⊕ · · · ⊕ L∗

1),

with rankLj = 1 and the Higgs field is determined by nonzero sections δi ∈ H0(L∗
iLi+1KC) for

i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} (these correspond to the simple roots −ei + ei+1) and η ∈ H0(L∗
n−1L

∗
nKC)

(corresponding to the simple root −en−1 − en). The Higgs field can be then written as

φ =



0

δ1
. . .
. . . 0

δn−1 0

η 0 0

−η −δn−1
. . .
. . . 0

−δ1 0


.

Example 3.20. Similarly, for G = SO2n+1(C) with bilinear quadratic form Q = (δi,2n−j+2)i,j , fixed
points of Borel type are

E = (L1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Ln)⊕OC ⊕ (L∗
n ⊕ · · · ⊕ L∗

1),

rankLj = 1 and the Higgs field is determined by nonzero sections δi ∈ H0(L∗
iLi+1KC) for

i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} for the simple roots −ei + ei+1 and η ∈ H0(L∗
nKC) (corresponding to −en).
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The Higgs field can be written as

φ =



0

δ1
. . .
. . . 0

δn−1 0

η 0

−η 0

−δn−1
. . .
. . . 0

−δ1 0



.

Example 3.21. Finally we consider G = Sp2n(C) with symplectic form Q = (εi,jδi,2n−j+1)i,j where

εi,j =

1 i ⩽ j

−1 i > j

.

Fixed points of Borel type are

E = (L1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Ln)⊕ (L∗
n ⊕ · · · ⊕ L∗

1),

and the Higgs field is determined by nonzero sections δi ∈ H0(L∗
iLi+1KC) for i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}

corresponding to the simple roots −ei + ei+1 and η ∈ H0((L2
n)

∗KC) corresponding to −2en. The
Higgs field can be written as

φ =



0

δ1
. . .
. . . 0

δn−1 0

η 0

−δn−1
. . .
. . . 0

−δ1 0


.

The components δi, η of the Higgs field that appeared in the examples can be recovered generally
as follows.

Definition 3.22. Let (E,φ) be a fixed point of Borel type. For each simple root αi ∈ Π, we
define the i-th component of (E,φ) as:

δi := πi(φ),

where
πi : H

0(E(g)⊗KC) → H0(E(gαi)⊗KC)

is the natural projection.
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Since g1 is the sum of simple root spaces, the components recover the Higgs field. Moreover,
notice that the E(gα) are line bundles since dim gα = 1. Notice that the requirement that φ
generically belongs to the open G0-orbit in g1 translates to all the components being nonzero.

Definition 3.23. Let (E,φ) be a fixed point of Borel type and c ∈ C. The multiplicity vector
of (E,φ) at c is the vector (ordc δαi)i ∈ Zr⩾0 given by the orders of vanishing of each component.

3.3. Upward and downward flows on M(G). Now we describe the upward and downward
flows for any smooth fixed point (E,φ) ∈ M(G)sC

× , not necessarily of Borel type. Recall from
Proposition 2.3 that this amounts to studying the weights of the C×-action induced on the tangent
space at a fixed point. We will do so algebraically via the deformation theory of Proposition 3.7,
however there is an analytic proof [4, Proposition 4.2] in the G = GLn(C) case which can be
readily adapted to the case of arbitrary semisimple structure group G. An algebraic proof also
exists in the G = GLn(C) case [15, Proposition 3.4].

We start by considering the Z-grading g :=
⊕

j gj such that (E,φ) reduces to a (G0, gk)-Higgs
pair. Let ζ ∈ g0 be its grading element. Without loss of generality we may assume that k = 1,
otherwise we can use the subalgebra ĝ =

⊕
j∈Z gjk and rescale the grading. Moreover, from the

structure results about Z-gradings of Lie algebras (e.g. [2, Section 2.3]) we may assume that
ζ =

∑r
j=1 niω

∨
i for ni ∈ Z⩾0. Then, as ζ is a coweight in t, it defines a cocharacter ξ• : C× →

G/Z(G) ≃ Ad(G) of the adjoint group. Let p :=
⊕

j⩽0 gj which is a parabolic subalgebra of g
and P ⊆ G the corresponding parabolic subgroup. We have the Levi decomposition P ≃ U ⋊G0,
where U is the unipotent radical of P . Consider the map:

πλ : P → P

given by πλ(p) := ξ−1
λ pξλ. It is well defined even if ξλ ∈ Gad: we can choose any lift exp(tζ) ∈

G0 ⊆ G where t ∈ C is a choice of logarithm with exp(t) = λ, and then exp(−tζ)p exp(tζ) is
independent of the chosen t. We also use that p is preserved by g0 so that the previous rule maps
P to itself. If u ∈ U is in the unipotent radical, πλ(u) → 1G if λ → 0. Indeed, on generators
exp(Xα) for negative roots α ∈ ∆− of degree h := α(ζ) < 0 with respect to the Z-grading, we
have

πλ((Xα)) = exp(Adξ−1
λ
(Xα)) = exp(λ−hXα)

which limits to 1G if λ→ 0. In other words, πλ interpolates between the identity (at λ = 1) and
the projection to the Levi factor when limiting at λ = 0. Thus we define π0 : P → P to be the
projection to the Levi G0 ⊆ P .

Notice also that P acts on g⩽1 := p⊕g1. Suppose that we have a (P, g⩽1)-Higgs pair (E′, φ′). We
will show that πλ(E′) acquires a natural Higgs field φ′

λ. For λ ̸= 0, as πλ is given by conjugation
by a group element, we have an isomorphism

ψλ : πλ(E
′) → E′,

defined by regarding πλ(E′) as the total space of E′ with action twisted by πλ, choosing a logarithm
exp(t) = λ and setting ψλ(e) := e exp(−tζ). The desired Higgs field is then φ′

λ := ψ∗
λ(λφ

′) and
it does not depend on the chosen logarithm t. As can be seen in local coordinates, at λ = 0
the limiting Higgs field is obtained by projection to g1. In other words, the local expressions for
φ′
0 are obtained by projecting the local expressions for any φ′

λ to g1 (the result is independent
of λ), which gives a well-defined section. Moreover, by construction we have for λ ̸= 0 that
(πλ(E

′), φ′
λ) ≃ (E′, λφ′) via ψ∗

λ.
In particular, the above construction takes a (P, g⩽1)-Higgs pair (E′, φ′) and produces at λ = 0

a (G0, g1)-Higgs pair, which we call the associated graded and denote by Gr(E′, φ′). That is:

Gr(E′, φ′) := (π0(E
′), φ′

0)
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This allows to describe the upward flow.

Proposition 3.24. Let (E,φ) be a smooth (stable and simple) C×-fixed point corresponding to a
Z-grading of g with parabolic p =

⊕
j⩽0 gj. Let P ⊆ G be the corresponding parabolic subgroup.

Its upward flow consists of the Higgs bundles (E′, φ′) ∈ M(G) that reduce to (P, g⩽1)-Higgs pairs
such that

Gr(E′, φ′) ≃ (E,φ).

Proof. One inclusion is given by the discussion preceding the proposition, which implies that
(E′, λφ′) ≃ (πλ(E

′), φ′
λ) limits at (π0(E

′), φ′
0) = Gr(E′, φ′) ≃ (E,φ) when λ→ 0.

For the other, recall from the Białynicki-Birula theory in Proposition 2.3 that the upward flow
is given by the positive weight subspace of the tangent space to M(G) at the fixed point. From
Proposition 3.7, the tangent space is obtained as the first hypercohomology of the complex

C• : E(g)
[φ,−]−−−→ E(g)⊗KC .

Notice that φ ∈ H0(E(g1)⊗KC), the complex splits as the direct sum of the following complexes

C•
j : E(gj)

[φ,−]−−−→ E(gj+1)⊗KC ,

so that the tangent space splits naturally as

T(E,φ)M(G) =
⊕
j∈Z

H1(C•
j ).

Now we claim that the induced C×-action on T(E,φ)M(G) has weight −j on H1(C•
j ). Indeed,

consider a deformation (Ẽ, φ̃) ∈ H1(C•
j ). This means that locally φ̃ = φ + εφj+1 where φj+1 is

a local section of E(gj+1) ⊗ KC obtained from the Čech cocycle defining the hypercohomology
class. Moreover, Ẽ is obtained by glueing local copies of the trivial deformation of E via the
isomorphisms 1 + εs where the s are local sections of E(gj), also obtained from the cocycle. The
C×-action sends (Ẽ, φ̃) 7→ (Ẽ, λφ̃) = (Ẽ, λφ + ελφj+1). After applying the automorphism given
by ξλ (acting as Adξ−1

λ
on the Lie algebra), the resulting bundle is (Ẽ′, φ + ελ−jφj+1) where Ẽ′

is the deformation obtained from the sections λ−js since they belong to E(gj). In other words,
at the tangent space λ ∈ C× acts as

({s}, {φj+1}) 7→ ({λ−js}, {λ−jφj+1}),

as claimed.
Thus, the upward flow is naturally identified with the deformations in

⊕
j<0H1(C•

j ). These
always result in a P -bundle (because the fixed point has structure group G0 and we only consider
infinitesimal automorphisms which belong to E(g⩽−1)) and the deformed Higgs fields are obtained
by adding terms with values in g⩽0 to φ. □

Example 3.25. In the G = SLn(C) case of Example 3.14, where the grading arises from a splitting
Cn = V0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Vk−1, we have that

P = {A ∈ SLn(C) : A(Vj) ⊆
⊕
i⩽j

Vi},

in other words, P consists of the automorphisms of Cn that preserve the filtration

0 ⊆ V0 ⊆ V0 ⊕ V1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Cn,
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and p ⊕ g1 are the endomorphisms of degree one with respect to the filtration. Therefore, the
upward flow of a fixed point (E = E0 ⊕ · · · ⊕Ek−1, φ) where φ(Ej) ⊆ Ej+1 ⊗KC is given by the
Higgs bundles (E′, φ′) admitting a filtration by subbundles

0 ⊆ E′
0 ⊆ E′

1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ E′
k−1 = E′,

with φ′(E′
j) ⊆ E′

j+1⊗KC and such that the associated graded (
⊕

j E
′
j/E

′
j−1, φ

′) is isomorphic to
(E,φ). This is [15, Proposition 3.4].

In a completely analogous manner (but changing the signs appropriately) the next proposition
follows.

Proposition 3.26. Let (E,φ) be a smooth (stable and simple) C×-fixed point corresponding to a
Z-grading of g with parabolic p =

⊕
j⩾0 gj. Let P ⊆ G be the corresponding parabolic subgroup.

Its downward flow consists of the Higgs bundles (E′, φ′) ∈ M(G) that reduce to (P, g⩾1)-Higgs
pairs such that

Gr(E′, φ′) := (π0(E
′), φ′

0) ≃ (E,φ).

Example 3.27. A key example of very stable Higgs bundle is the canonical uniformising Higgs
bundle. We first recall [2, Example 4.4] its construction. Consider the regular nilpotent element
e :=

∑r
i=1Xαi . By the Jacobson–Morozov theorem, it can be completed to an sl2-triple. More

precisely, we can set h := 2
∑r

i=1 ω
∨
i and there exists f ∈ g such that (h, e, f) spans a copy

of sl2(C). Let S ⩽ G be the connected subgroup with Lie algebra ⟨e, f, g⟩ ⊆ g, which can be
isomorphic to PSL2(C) or SL2(C) depending on G and the element e. Let T ⩽ S be the connected
subgroup with Lie algebra ⟨h⟩. There are two cases:

• If S ≃ SL2(C), it is simply connected and thus the representation ⟨h⟩ → gl(⟨e⟩) given by
λh 7→ ad(λh) lifts to a representation C× ≃ T → GL(⟨e⟩). As [h, e] = 2e, the C×-action

we get on ⟨e⟩ via this lift is λ · e = λ2e. Choose a square root K
−1
2
C (this can be done as

degKC = 2g − 2 is even) and let ET be the frame bundle for K
−1
2
C , in other words, the

C×-bundle such that the bundle associated to the standard representation of C× in C is

ET (C) ≃ K
−1
2
C . Using the isomorphism C× ≃ T we have a T -bundle, and since T acts on

⟨e⟩ with weight 2 we have ET (⟨e⟩) ≃ (K
−1
2
C )2 = K−1

C . This means that ET (⟨e⟩)⊗KC ≃ OC

so we can define a constant section e ∈ H0(C,ET (⟨e⟩) ⊗ KC). Extending the structure
group gives (ET (G), e) a G-Higgs bundle.

• If S ≃ PSL2(C), we can take its universal cover SL2(C) → S which is of degree two. The
torus T ⊆ S lifts to T̂ ⊆ SL2(C). We have that T̂ is a double cover of T and there are
isomorphisms with C× such that map T̂ ≃ C× → T ≃ C× is given by λ 7→ λ2. By the
previous argument the adjoint action of T̂ ≃ C∗ on ⟨e⟩ is given by λ · e = λ2e, so that it
descends to T as λ · e = λe. Now we let ET be the frame bundle of K−1

C . The associated
bundle is ET (⟨e⟩) ≃ K−1

C and hence ET (⟨e⟩) ⊗ KC ≃ O. Thus e defines a section of
ET (⟨e⟩)⊗KC . Extending the structure group gives (ET (G), e) a G-Higgs bundle.

By construction, in any case, the resulting G-Higgs bundle which we denote (E,φ0) reduces to
a (G0, g1)-Higgs pair of Borel type for the grading element ζ = h

2 =
∑r

i=1 ω
∨
i . Also note from the

construction that its multiplicity vector (see Definition 3.23) equals zero.
We now claim that (E,φ) is very stable. We first construct elements on its upward flow. This

construction is due to Hitchin [19, Section 5] and produces a Hitchin section, that is, a section
of hG. We remark that, when G is a classical group, this is different from the section constructed
via companion matrices in [19, Section 3]: see [20, Remark in Section 3] and [13].
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Let a = (a1, . . . , ar) ∈ A(G) be a point in the Hitchin base and decompose g into irreducible
representations of the sl2(C) representation induced by (h, e, f), getting

g =

r⊕
i=1

Vi.

There are r summands, and they can be ordered so that dimVi = 2deg pi − 1 where the pi ∈
C[g]G are the chosen basis elements of invariant polynomials for the construction of hG. Thus, if
fi ∈ Vi is a lowest weight vector, we have that [h, fi] = (−2 deg pi + 2)fi, and hence ET (⟨fi⟩) ⊗
KC ≃ Kdeg pi−1

C ⊗ KC ≃ Kdeg pi
C . This means that we have a well-defined constant section

fi ∈ H0(C,ET (⟨fi⟩)⊗KC ⊗K− deg pi
C ) and hence aifi ∈ H0(C,E(g)⊗KC). This results in a well

defined Higgs field

φa := φ0 +
r∑
i=1

aifi.

The fi can be selected so that hG(E,φa) = a. We also have that (E,φa) are smooth points
[19, Section 5] in M(G). By the C×-equivariance of hG, or directly from the construction and
Proposition 3.24, we get the subvariety

A(G) ≃ {(E,φa) : a ∈ A(G)} ⊆W+
(E,φ0)

.

However, both sides are vector spaces of the same dimension, hence equality holds. It then
follows from this explicit description of the upward flow that (E,φ0) is very stable.

4. The affine Grassmannian and Hecke transformations

4.1. Definitions and properties. One of the main techniques in the classification of very stable
Higgs bundles of Borel type is, as in the G = GLn(C) case [15], that of Hecke transformations.
These modify a Higgs bundle locally around a point to obtain a family of different Higgs bundles
in the moduli space which are isomorphic to the starting one away from that point.

The correct setting to study Hecke transformations, which allows to work with different groups
G as well as to perform more types of transformations (even in the GLn(C) case), is that of the
affine Grassmannian. In this section we start by recalling its definition and main properties that
we will need for later use. Our main reference is [39].

We will define the affine Grassmannian via its functor of points, which is the natural point of
view for Hecke transformations. The functor corresponds to the moduli problem of bundles on a
disk isomorphic away from its centre. Let D := SpecC[[z]] be the disk and D∗ := SpecC((z)) be
the punctured disk. Given a C-algebra R, we can also consider the base changes DR := SpecR[[z]]
and D∗

R := SpecR((z)) seen as families over SpecR.

Definition 4.1. The affine Grassmannian GrG is defined by its R-points being pairs (E, β)

where E is a principal G-bundle over DR and β : E|D∗
R

∼−→ D∗
R ×G is a trivialisation over D∗

R.

The above functor of points defines an ind-projective ind-scheme [39, Theorem 1.2.2]. Since we
are only interested in the field of complex numbers, we may also regard it as an infinite-dimensional
complex-analytic space.

Another well-known definition is in terms of the loop groups:

Definition 4.2. The loop group LG and positive loop group L+G are given by their R-points
being G(SpecR((z))) and G(SpecR[[z]]), respectively.
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We will sometimes denote G((z)) := LG(C) and G[[z]] := L+G(C). We have [39, Proposition
1.3.6] that GrG is isomorphic to the quotient LG/L+G. Indeed, given an R-point (E, β) and fixing
a trivialisation over the entire disk ε : DR × G

∼−→ E (this always exists locally on R), the map
β ◦ ε is an automorphism of the trivial G-bundle on D∗

R, in other words an element σ of LG(R).
Conversely such a loop σ defines the point (DR ×G, σ) in the affine Grassmannian. Fixing from
the start a different trivialisation ε′ changes everything by (ε′)−1 ◦ ε which is a positive loop in
L+G(R).

Now fix a maximal torus and Borel subgroup T ⊆ B ⊆ G with Weyl group WG = NG(T )/T .
Given a cocharacter µ ∈ X∗(T ) = Hom(Gm, T ), it defines a map C((z))× → LT (C) ⊆ LG(C).
The image of z defines a loop which we denote zµ ∈ LG(C), and hence an element of GrG which
we denote similarly. Denoting by X+

∗ (T ) ≃ X∗(T )/WG the dominant coweights given by the
choice of B, we have the Cartan decomposition due to Iwahori and Matsumoto [23]:

G((z)) =
⊔

λ∈X+
∗ (T )

G[[z]]zλG[[z]],

whence we can identify

GrG(C) = G((z))/G[[z]] =
⊔

λ∈X+
∗ (T )

G[[z]]zλ.

Recall that there is a partial ordering in X+
∗ (T ) given by λ ⩽ µ if and only if µ − λ is a sum

of simple coroots. Minimal elements under this ordering are called minuscule.

Definition 4.3. Given µ ∈ X+
∗ (T ), the Grµ := G[[z]]zλ in the decomposition above are called

(affine) Schubert cells. The unions

Gr⩽µ :=
⋃
λ⩽µ

Grλ

are called (affine) Schubert varieties.

Remark 4.4. We may refer to Schubert cells and varieties for any coweight λ ∈ X∗(T ), meaning
by this the corresponding notion for the dominant element in its Weyl group orbit. The Schubert
cells may still be given by G[[z]]zλ: if w ∈WG is such that w(λ) is dominant, and it is represented
by g ∈ NG(T ), then zλ = g−1zw(λ)g ∈ Gzw(λ) ⊆ G[[z]]zw(λ).

Affine Schubert cells are smooth quasi-projective varieties whose closure is the corresponding
affine Schubert variety, hence the latter are projective. The fact that Schubert cells are not closed
(unless they correspond to a minuscule cocharacter) will play a key role in the classification of
very stable G-Higgs bundles. Thus we will need the following statement [39, Proposition 2.1.5]
and its proof, explicitly.

Lemma 4.5. Let µ ∈ X∗(T ) be a cocharacter and α∨ ∈ Φ∨
+ a positive coroot with corresponding

positive root α ∈ Φ+. Assume that α(µ) − 1 ⩾ 0. Then, there exists a curve Cµ,α ⊆ GrG,
isomorphic to P1

C, such that Cµ,α ∩ Grµ−α = {zµ−α} and the remaining Cµ,α ∖ {zµ−α} ≃ A1
C is

contained in Grµ.

Proof. Let m := α(µ) − 1 ⩾ 0 and iα : SL2 ↪→ G the corresponding inclusion of the SL2-
subgroup for α. The latter naturally induces Liα : LSL2 → LG. Consider the following subgroup
isomorphic to SL2:

Km :=

{(
a bzm

cz−m d

)
: a, b, c, d ∈ C, ad− bc = 1

}
⊆ LSL2 .
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The desired curve is Liα(Km)z
µ. The claims can be checked by considering the subgroup Km ∩

L+ SL2 given by c = 0. By multiplication with a diagonal element in SL2 (which commutes with

µ and vanishes in the quotient GrG) we get the affine part Liα

(
1 bzm

0 1

)
zµ ≃ A1, contained

in Liα(SL2[[z]])z
µ ⊆ G[[z]]zµ. On the other hand, the remaining point can be computed [39,

Proposition 2.1.5] to be Liα

(
0 −zm

z−m 0

)
zµ = zµ−α

∨ . □

Since we are interested in G-Higgs bundles, we now bring Higgs fields into the picture of the
affine Grassmannian. Consider (E, β) a principal G-bundle on the disk D with a trivialisation
β : E|D∗

∼−→ D∗×G. If E is now endowed with an untwisted Higgs field φ ∈ H0(D,E(g)), via the
trivialisation we obtain an element X ∈ H0(D∗, (D∗ × G)(g)) = Hom(D∗, g) ≃ g ⊗C C((z)) =:
g((z)).

Definition 4.6. LetX ∈ g((z)). The moduli space of pairs ((E,φ), β) consisting of a Higgs bundle
(E,φ) on D and a trivialisation β : (E,φ)|D∗

∼−→ (D∗×G,X) is called the affine Springer fibre
of X and denoted by GrXG .

Note that we can map the affine Springer fibre as a subspace of the affine Grassmannian by
forgetting the Higgs field. The image are the pairs (E, β) of principal G-bundle and trivialisation
such that β∗X ∈ H0(D∗, E(g)) extends to a Higgs bundle φ over the whole disk D. It is then
clear that under the loop group interpretation of GrG we have

GrXG = {[σ] ∈ GrG : Adσ−1 X ∈ g[[z]]} ⊆ GrG .

4.2. Hecke transformations. In this section we define the action of the affine Springer fibres on
Higgs bundles via Hecke transformations. We start by considering the case of principal G-bundles,
developed in [37]. Fix a point c ∈ C and let C0 := C ∖ {c} be its complement.

Definition 4.7. A Hecke transformation of a principal G-bundle E at c ∈ C is a pair (E′, ψ)
where E′ is another principal G-bundle over C and

ψ : E′|C0

∼−→ E|C0

is an isomorphism.

Definition 4.8. Two Hecke transformations (E′, ψ′), (E′′, ψ′′) are said to be equivalent if there
is an isomorphism α : E′ → E′′ whose restriction to C0 verifies ψ′′ ◦ α = ψ′.

Hecke transformations for principal G-bundles are strongly related to LG and GrG. In order
to see this, let (E′, φ′) be a Hecke transformation for E and fix a disk neighbourhood C1 ⊆ C
around c and trivialisations t1 : E|C1 → C1 ×G for E and t′1 for E′. Fix also trivialisations t0, t′0
over C0, which exist since G is connected and semisimple (cf. [14]).

Let C01 := C0 ∩ C1. Via the previous trivialisations, we obtain transition functions

fE , f
′
E : C01 → G,

defined such that t0 ◦ t−1
1 (p, g) = (p, fE(p)g) for p ∈ C01, and analogously for E′. From the fact

that t1 ◦ ψ|C01 ◦ (t′1)−1 is an automorphism of the trivial G-bundle over C01, we obtain a section

σ : C01 → G,

which can be regarded as an element of LG for a suitable choice of C1 (a disk). Notice that the
defining property for σ is that

fE′ = fE · σ
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over the punctured neighbourhood C01.
Conversely, given the trivialisation {(C0, t0), (C1, t1)} for E as above, a choice of σ : C01 → G

produces a Hecke transformation (E′, ψ) where E′ is given by the transition function fE′ := fE ·σ.
If (Ci, t′i) are trivialisations of E′ with said transition function then we recover ψ as t−1

0 ◦ t′0.
Lastly, if we fix E and its trivialisation {(C0, t0), (C1, t1)} as above, we want to investigate when

two Hecke transformations σ′, σ′′ : C01 → G are equivalent. If this is the case, we can choose
trivialisations t′i, t

′′
i such that fE′ = fEσ, fE′′ = fEσ

′′, t′0 = t′′0 and t′1 = βt′′1 for β : C1 → G. This
implies that

σ′′ = σ′β,

so that both loops σ′, σ′′ differ by a positive loop β. We thus conclude the following as a result of
the discussion throughout the section.

Proposition 4.9 ([37, Section 1.4]). Let c ∈ C. Let E be a principal G-bundle with a fixed
trivialisation {(Ci, ti)} over C0 := C ∖ c and a disk neighbourhood C1 of c. The space of Hecke
transformations at c of E is in correspondence with the affine Grassmannian GrG = LG/L+G.

Remark 4.10. The identification is not canonical as it depends on the fixed trivialisation for E.
When using Hecke transformations, we will always have such a trivialisation fixed beforehand so
that we can work directly with the affine Grassmannian.

Moreover, a change of trivialisation results in a left multiplication by a positive loop γ : C1 → G,
so that at any rate the L+G-orbit of the Hecke transformation is well defined. In particular, we
can associate an invariant [(E′, ψ)] ∈ X+

∗ (T ) to the Hecke transformations, defined so that the
corresponding σ lies in the Schubert cell Gr[(E′,ψ)]. This is known as the type of the transforma-
tion.

Example 4.11. Consider G = PGLn(C) and let E := OC ⊕ K−1
C . Fix a trivialisation as above

which splits as a direct sum of trivialisations for each of the two line bundles. Let σ = zω
∨
1 be the

first fundamental cocharacter, which can be seen as

z 7→

(
z 0

0 1

)
after a choice of uniformiser z of the disk C1. Taking the constant map z 7→ 1 as a transition
function valued in C× produces the trivial line bundle OC , and taking the identity z 7→ z as a
transition function from C1 to C0 corresponds to the line bundle OC(−c). Therefore, the resulting
Hecke transformation is isomorphic to E′ = OC(−c) ⊕K−1

C , where ψ is the sum of the identity
on the K−1

C factor and the isomorphism OC(−c)|C∖c ≃ OC∖c given by the induced trivialisation
on OC(−c).

Remark 4.12. It is worth noting that, as it is clear from the previous example, Hecke transforma-
tions do not preserve the topological invariant ε(E) ∈ π1(G) of the bundle. In fact, we have [37,
Section 1.3.1]

ε(E′) = ε(E) + [σ],

where [σ] ∈ X+
∗ (T ) is the Schubert type of the transformation seen as an element in π1(G).

Remark 4.13. When G = GLn(C), SLn(C),PGLn(C), there is a well known notion of Hecke
transformation (which is used, for example, in the classification of very stable GLn(C)-Higgs
bundles of type (1, 1, . . . , 1) [15, Section 4.2]) involving choosing a vector subspace of the fibre
E|c and performing some sheaf operations. This can be explained as follows in our setting.
Whenever ω∨

i ∈ X+
∗ (T ) is a minuscule cocharacter (recall that this means minimal with respect

to the partial ordering on the space of dominant coweights or, equivalently, such that the Weyl
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group acts transitively on the weights of the irreducible representation ρi : G
∨ → GL(Vi); this

automatically implies that it is fundamental), the map

Gr
zω

∨
i
= L+Gzω

∨
i = L+G/(L+G ∩ z−ω∨

i (L+G)zω
∨
i ) → G/Pi,

given by evaluation at the centre of the disk, where Pi ⊆ G is the maximal parabolic associated
to ω∨

i , is an isomorphism (see [22, Example 4.12] or [39, Lemma 2.1.13]).
Therefore, Hecke transformations of minuscule type are given by elements in the generalised

flag varieties G/Pi. In particular, in the case of Dynkin type A, every ω∨
i is minuscule, G/Pi is

isomorphic to a Grasmannian in E|c and hence we get Hecke transformations for each subspace
of E|c of any dimension. This notion agrees with the standard one.

Now we wish to perform Hecke transformations for G-Higgs bundles. They are defined similarly
as follows.

Definition 4.14. A Hecke transformation of a G-Higgs bundle (E,φ) at c ∈ C is a tuple
(E′, φ′, ψ) where (E′, φ′) is another G-Higgs bundle over C and ψ is a Higgs bundle isomorphism
of their restrictions to C0.

Two Hecke transformations are equivalent if there is a Higgs bundle isomorphism between them
which, when restricted to C0, is compatible with the isomorphisms to E|C0 .

There is a forgetful functor from the Hecke transformations of (E,φ) to those of E, so the space
of Hecke transformations for the Higgs bundle should be a subspace of GrG which we identify
now.

We fix a trivialisation {(C0, t0), (C1, t1)} for E as before and a local uniformiser z in C1. This
gives an identification of the space of Hecke transformations of E with GrG. We want the Higgs
field φ ∈ H0(E(g)⊗KC) to induce a Higgs field φ′ ∈ H0(E′(g)⊗KC) on E′.

Over C0, using the trivialisation, we can regard the Higgs field as a regular function φ0 : C0 → g.
Indeed, under the identification E|C0 = C0 ×G, the image point ofφ at p ∈ C0 can be written as
an element of E ×Ad g as [(p, g),Adg−1 φ0(p)]. We define φ′

0 := φ0 : C0 → g. The reason is that
the Hecke transformation ψ given by σ equals the identity on the chosen trivialisations for E and
the induced trivialisation for E′, so this is the only choice preserving the Higgs field.

Over C1 we consider the regular function φ1 : C1 → g, defined as above over the trivialisation
C1. We define φ′

01 : C01 → g by the rule

φ′
01 := Adσ−1 φ1|C01 ,

where σ ∈ GrG is the loop giving the Hecke transformation E′. This gives a rational function φ′
01

from C1 to g with c as its only (possible) pole. Thus φ′
01 ∈ g((z)). We now introduce the extra

assumption
Adσ−1 φ1 ∈ L+g

that is, the assumption that φ′
01 can be extended at the puncture to define a regular map φ′

1 :
C1 → g.

By construction it is clear that the data {(C0, t
′
0, φ

′
0), (C1, t

′
1, φ

′
1)} defines a Higgs field on E′.

Here the t′j are the trivialisation functions for E′ which verify t′0 ◦ (t′1)−1 = (t0 ◦ t−1
1 ) · σ. Indeed,

using G-equivariance to regard φ′
0 and φ′

1 as functions over C01×G, and denoting by Rg the right
action by g on the bundle, we compute over C01 that

(t′0)
∗φ′

0 = (t′0)
∗φ0 = (Rσ ◦ t0 ◦ t−1

1 ◦ t′1)∗φ0

= (t−1
1 ◦ t′1)∗t∗0Adσ−1 φ0 = (t−1

1 ◦ t′1)∗t∗1Adσ−1 φ1 = (t′1)
∗φ′

1,

where we used the G-equivariance of φ0 and the fact that t∗0φ0 = t∗1φ1 over C01.



VERY STABLE REGULAR G-HIGGS BUNDLES 19

Furthermore, this calculation shows that if (E′, φ′) is a Hecke transformation of (E,φ) given
by σ in the fixed trivialisations, we must have that φ′

1|C01 = Adσ−1 φ1 so that Adσ−1 φ1 has to be
a positive loop. In other words:

Proposition 4.15. The space of Hecke transformations at c of (E,φ) is isomorphic to the affine
Springer fibre

Gr
(φ1)c
G = {σ ∈ GrG : (Adσ−1 φ1)c ∈ L+g} ⊆ GrG,

where the subscript c means the germ at c seen as an element of Lg via the fixed trivialisation.

After identifying the space of Hecke transformations at a point c ∈ C with an affine Springer
fibre (i.e. after fixing a suitable trivialisation), we will denote by Hc

σ(E,φ) (or Hσ(E,φ) if the
point is clear from context) the Hecke transformation corresponding to σ ∈ Gr

(φ1)c
G . Similarly,

we will denote the space of Hecke transformations by Hc
(E,φ) (or H(E,φ) if the point is clear from

context) and we will implicitly identify it with Gr
(φ1)c
G in the presence of a fixed trivialisation as

above.

Remark 4.16. Suppose that ω∨
i is minuscule. Then, by Remark 4.13, its Schubert cell is isomorphic

to a flag variety G/Pi. Thus, the space of Hecke transformations with type zω∨
i becomes

{gPi ∈ G/Pi : (Adz−ω∨
i g−1

φ1)c ∈ L+g}.

In this case gPi belongs to the Hecke transformation space if and only if

φ1|c ∈ L+g ∩Adgω∨
i
L+g.

The expression to the right is the Lie algebra of the parabolic gP oppi g−1 at z = 0 (the superscript
opp denotes the opposite parabolic). In other words, the space of Hecke transformations with type
ω∨
i can be written as

{gPi ∈ G/Pi : φ1(c) ∈ Adg p
opp
i },

which is the (partial) Springer fibre of φ1(c) corresponding to the parabolic P oppi (here we use
that two parabolics are conjugate if and only if their opposites are, so G/Pi also parameterises
the parabolics conjugate to P oppi ).

Remark 4.17. Let e ∈ g be a regular nilpotent element and (h, e, f) a (principal) sl2-triple con-
taining e. Consider the Kostant section S := e+ Cg(f) which is a section for the Chevalley map
χ : g → g // G ≃ t/W , where W is the Weyl group for (g, t). Now let p ⊆ g be a parabolic subal-
gebra containing t, l its levi factor and Wl the Weyl group for (l, t). Let S̃P be the preimage of S
under the Grothendieck–Springer resolution for P . Then S̃P → S is isomorphic to t/Wl → t/W .
In particular, the Springer fibre at e for P contains a single point.

Combining this with Remark 4.16, we get that if φ1(c) ∈ g is a regular nilpotent element
then there is only one possible Hecke transformation of type a minuscule (in the Langlands dual)
cocharacter ω∨

i . This is a generalisation of the fact that the matrix

0 0 . . . 0 0

1 0 . . . 0 0

0 1 . . . 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 . . . 1 0


only admits one invariant subspace of a given dimension.
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We conclude this section with an example.

Example 4.18. Consider the canonical uniformising PGL3(C)-Higgs bundle from Example 3.27:

E = KC ⊕O ⊕K−1
C and φ =

0 0 0

1 0 0

0 1 0

. We take as Cartan subalgebra the diagonal matrices

with coordinates (e1, e2, e3) (subject to e1 + e2 + e3 = 0) and as simple roots α1 := e2 − e1 and
α2 = e3 − e2. A choice of simple root vectors is X1 := E21 and X2 := E32, where Eij denotes
the matrix with a one on the entry (i, j) and zeroes elsewhere. This example is of Borel type
as the Higgs field has constant value equal to α = X1 +X2 ∈ g1 and the bundle reduces to G0

the maximal torus of diagonal matrices. Consider the first fundamental cocharacter, which as a
cocharacter of T ⊆ G is:

zω
∨
1 =

z
−1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

 ,

and as an element of t ⊆ sl3(C) it is ω∨
1 = diag(−2/3, 1/3, 1/3). Now, let z = exp(t) and use the

fact that [ω∨
i , Xj ] = αj(ω

∨
i )Xj = δijXj to compute:

Ad
zkω

∨
i
(Xj) = Adexp(tkω∨

i )(Xj) = exp(ad(tkω∨
i ))(Xj) =

zkXj i = j,

Xj i ̸= j

.

Thus, in this case, the choice σ = zω
∨
1 is not in the space of Hecke transformations since

σ−1 = z−ω
∨
1 maps the Higgs field to 1

zX1 +X2 which has a pole. However we can take σ = z−ω
∨
1 .

Then the Hecke modified Higgs bundle is

E′ = KC(−c)⊕O ⊕K−1
C ,

since the transition function for O(−c) from the trivialisation C1 to C0 is precisely z. Moreover,
the new Higgs field in local coordinates around z is, according to the previous calculations, equal
to zX1 +X2. If sc ∈ H0(O(c)) denotes the canonical section, we can globally write it as

φ′ =

 0 0 0

sc 0 0

0 1 0

 .

Thus we see how this approach recovers the one in [15, Section 4.2]. Note that we can always
revert the Hecke transformation by taking σ−1 in the space of Hecke transformations of (E′, φ′)
with respect to the induced trivialisation.

Here is an example of Hecke transformation that produces a non-fixed nilpotent. We take
σ−1 = γ−1

+ ω∨
1 where γ+ is the following element of the root subgroup:

γ+ =

1 0 0

0 1 0

0 1 1

 .

Then (ω∨
1 )

−1 sends X1 7→ zX1, X2 7→ X2 and γ+ sends X1 7→ X1 +X3, X2 7→ X2. So in the
Hecke transformation, locally (on C1) the Higgs field has value zX1 +X3 +X2 which is nilpotent
but not graded (also G0 is not preserved by this σ).
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4.3. C×-action on the affine Grassmannian. We introduce a C×-action on the affine Grass-
mannian that will later allow us to study the Białynicki-Birula decomposition of M(G) at fixed
points of Borel type by applying Hecke transformations at the fixed point. Recall the grading
element ζ =

∑r
j=1 ω

∨
j corresponding to fixed points of Borel type and the corresponding cochar-

acter ξ• : C× → Ad(G) that it defines. Notice that left multiplication by such a cocharacter gives
a well defined action on GrG.

Proposition 4.19. Let (E,φ) be a fixed point of the C×-action of Borel type with fixed trivi-
alisation {(C0, t0), (C1, t1)} so that the Hecke transformation space is identified with the affine
Springer fibre:

H(E,φ) := {σ ∈ GrG : (Adσ−1 φ1)c ∈ L+g} ⊆ GrG .

We define σλ := ξ−1
λ σ ∈ GrG. Then

(1) The map σ 7→ σλ defines a C×-action on H(E,φ) preserving the Schubert cells.
(2) There is an isomorphism ψλ between the Hecke transformations Hσλ(E,φ) and λHσ(E,φ).
(3) Choose a logarithm t ∈ C with exp(t) = λ. There are induced trivialisations for Hσλ(E,φ)

and λHσ(E,φ) where ψλ is given by left multiplication with exp(−tζ) on C0 and by the
identity on C1.

We finish the section with the proof of the above proposition, which is a local verification.

Proof. Fix λ ∈ C× and a logarithm t ∈ C such that exp(t) = λ. Note that for (E,φ) a (G0, g1)-
Higgs bundle, the element ξ̃λ := exp(tζ) ∈ Aut(E) defines an automorphism of E since G0 is
abelian. Moreover, we have the identity ξ̃∗λφ = λ−1φ. We see that ξ̃−1

λ is an isomorphism of
(G0, g1)-Higgs bundles (E,φ)

≃−→ (E, λφ). This also extends to a G-Higgs bundle isomorphism
which we will denote equally.

Let (E′, φ′) be the Hecke transformation of E by σ and (E′
λ, φ

′
λ) the Hecke transformation by

σλ. We want to show that the diagram

E′ E

E′
λ E

ψ

fλ ξ̃−1
λ

ψλ

,

which is well defined over C0, extends to an isomorphism fλ which sends λφ′ to φ′
λ. For this, we

inspect it locally. We push the diagram down the trivialisations to C0 to find the local expression
f0λ :

C0 ×G C0 ×G

C0 ×G C0 ×G

Id

f0λ
L
ξ̃−1
λ

Id

.
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We see that f0λ = Lξ̃−1
λ

is given by left multiplication with ξ̃−1
λ . Similarly we find f1λ :

C1 ×G C1 ×G

C1 ×G C1 ×G

Lσ

f1λ
L
ξ̃−1
λ

Lσλ

,

so that f1λ = Lσ−1
λ ξ̃−1

λ σ = LIdG . Notice that our choice of σλ ensures that σ−1
λ ξ̃−1

λ σ ∈ L+G so that
the isomorphism is also well defined at c. We finally need to check that λφ′ is sent to φ′

λ.

On C0 we have (f0λ)
∗(φ′

λ)
0 = (f0λ)

∗φ0 = (Lξ̃−1
λ
)∗φ0. We find this pullback as follows:

L∗
ξ̃−1
λ

φ0(p, g) = φ0(p, ξ̃
−1
λ g) = Adξ̃λ φ0(p, g) = λφ0(p, g).

We used that (E,φ) reduces to a (G0, g1)-Higgs pair so we can assume that g ∈ G0 and hence it
commutes with ξ̃−1

λ , and also [ζ, φ0] = λφ0. We do the same check on C1:

(f1λ)
∗(φ′

λ)
1 = (Lσ−1

λ ξ̃−1
λ σ)

∗Adσ−1
λ
φ1 = (LIdG)

∗Adσ−1ξ̃λ
φ1 = λAdσ−1 φ1.

Finally, since σλ is in the same L+G-orbit as σ, they belong to the same Schubert cell. □

5. Classification of very stable G-Higgs bundles of Borel type

In this section we classify, depending on the multiplicity vector, which fixed points of Borel
type are very stable. We will need a series of preliminary results on Hecke transformations. For
these, the base point c ∈ C will be fixed throughout and omitted from the notation.

First, we consider Hecke transformations of such a point which produce another fixed point.

Proposition 5.1. Let (E,φ) be a C×-fixed point of Borel type with multiplicity vector (a1, . . . , ar)
and fixed trivialisation {(C0, t0), (C1, t1)}. Assume that the coweight µ :=

∑
i biω

∨
i ∈ t lifts to a

cocharacter of T ⊆ G. Suppose also that bi ⩽ ai for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ r. Then zµ ∈ H(E,φ), and the Hecke
transformation is another C×-fixed point of Borel type with multiplicity vector (ai − bi)i.

Proof. By definition of the multiplicity vector, if z is the local coordinate at C1 we can write
φ1 =

∑
i z
aiui(z)Xi, where Xi ∈ gαi are simple root vectors and ui(z) are units in C[[z]]. Now,

write z = exp(t) and use the fact that [ω∨
i , Xj ] = αj(ω

∨
i )Xj = δijXj to compute:

Ad
zkω

∨
i
(Xj) = Adexp(tkω∨

i )(Xj) = exp(ad(tkω∨
i ))(Xj) =

zkXj i = j,

Xj i ̸= j

.

Then, we have

Adz−µ(φ1) =
∑
i

zai−biui(z)Xi,

as desired. □

In order to relate different fixed points using Hecke transformations, we need to consider curves
in the space H(E,φ) of Hecke transformations. Recall the C×-action on GrG from Proposition
4.19, sending σ to σλ = ξ−1

λ σ.
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Proposition 5.2. Let µ ∈ X∗(T ) be a cocharacter and α∨ ∈ Φ∨
+ a positive coroot with corre-

sponding positive root α ∈ Φ+. Assume that m := α(µ)− 1 ⩾ 0. There exists an element

σµ,α := Liα

(
1 zm

0 1

)
zµ ∈ GrG

such that λ 7→ (σµ,α)λ is contained in Grµ and has limits zµ−α∨ when λ→ 0 and zµ when λ→ ∞.

Proof. Since Adξλ acts with weight ht(α) on Xα, the adjoint action of ξ−1
λ maps Xα 7→ λ− ht(α)Xα.

This implies that we have the following curve:

λ 7→ ξ−1
λ Liα

(
1 zm

0 1

)
zµ = ξ−1

λ Liα

(
1 zm

0 1

)
zµξλ = Liα

(
1 λ− ht(α)zm

0 1

)
zµ.

The result now follows directly from Lemma 4.5 and its proof, noticing that the curve given by
(σµ,α)λ coincides with Cµ,α ∖ {zµ, zµ−α}. □

We will also need to know when can we perform Hecke transformations by the curve in Propo-
sition 5.2.

Lemma 5.3. Let (E,φ) be a C×-fixed point of Borel type with multiplicity vector (a1, . . . , ar) and
fixed trivialisation {(C0, t0), (C1, t1)}. Consider the coweight µ :=

∑
i biω

∨
i ∈ t and assume that it

lifts to a cocharacter of G. Consider also the positive root α ∈ ∆+. Then, σµ,α ∈ H(E,φ) if and
only if for all i ∈ {1, . . . , r} and li ⩾ 0 such that αi + liα ∈ Φ, we have

ai − bi − li ⩾ 0.

Proof. Set m = α(µ)− 1 and ν := exp(zmXα) where Xα is a root vector for α. We have to check
that Adz−µν−1 φ1 ∈ L+g. We have that φ1 =

∑
i z
aiui(z)Xi with ui(z) units in C[[z]]. Using the

fact that, whenever α+ β is a root, we have [Xα, Xβ] ∈ ⟨Xα+β⟩, we get:

Adν−1 φ1 =
∑
l⩾0

zlmφlα.

Here

φlα :=
r∑
i=1

Di,l(z)z
aiXαi+lα,

where the Di,l(z) are units in C[[z]] and with the convention that Xαi+lα = 0 when αi + lα is
not a root. Notice that the φlα are linearly independent from each other because the vectors
appearing in them correspond to roots of height ht(lα) + 1. Hence σµ,α ∈ H(E,φ) if and only if
Adz−µ zlmφlα ∈ L+g for all l ⩾ 0. Now, using that α(µ) = m+ 1, we get:

Adz−µ zlmφlα =

r∑
i=1

Di,l(z)z
lmzaiz−bi−lα(µ)Xαi+lα =

r∑
i=1

Di,l(z)z
ai−bi−lXαi+lα,

and the lemma follows. □

Recall that a dominant coweight µ ∈ X+
∗ (T ) is called minuscule if it is minimal with respect

to the dominance order.

Corollary 5.4. Let (E,φ) be a C×-fixed point of Borel type with multiplicity vector (a1, . . . , ar)
and fixed trivialisation {(C0, t0), (C1, t1)}. Define the dominant coweight µ =

∑
i aiω

∨
i . Suppose

that µ is not minuscule. Then there exists a positive root α ∈ ∆+ such that µ − α∨ is dominant
and σα∨,α ∈ H(E,φ).
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Proof. It suffices to prove this for every simple Dynkin type. The strategy is to give an explicit
α (or its coroot) such that the hypotheses of Lemma 5.3 are verified for σα∨,α. We follow the
numbering for the simple roots in [25, Appendix C].

• Types An, Dn, E6, E7 and E8: in simply-laced types, it can be proven by analysing the
possible root string lengths that any α ∈ ∆+ such that µ− α∨ is dominant (which exists
since µ is not minuscule) verifies σα∨,α ∈ H(E,φ) via Lemma 5.3. Alternatively, the check
becomes immediate in the particular choice of the positive root with the special properties
in [36, Theorem 2.8ab].

• Type Bn: recall that the type of the Langlands dual is Cn. It suffices to prove it for
µ ∈ {2ω∨

1 , ω
∨
2 , . . . , ω

∨
n} since any other non-minuscule dominant coweight contains one of

those as a summand. In the case µ = 2ω∨
1 , we may take α∨ = 2ω∨

1 − ω∨
2 . If µ = ω∨

2 we
can choose α∨ = ω∨

2 . For µ = ω∨
k with 2 < k ⩽ n, it suffices to take α∨ = ω∨

k − ω∨
k−2.

• Type Cn: the type of the Langlands dual is Bn. As before, we may assume µ ∈
{ω∨

1 , . . . , ω
∨
n−1, 2ω

∨
n}. If µ = ω∨

1 , we take α∨ = ω∨
1 . If µ = ω∨

k with 2 ⩽ k < n, we
take α∨ = ω∨

k − ω∨
k−1. Finally, if µ = 2ω∨

n we take α∨ = 2ω∨
n − ω∨

n−1.
• Type F4: we may assume that µ is fundamental. For µ = ω∨

1 we may take α∨ = ω∨
1 −ω∨

4 .
For µ = ω∨

2 we use α∨ = ω∨
2 − ω∨

1 . The choice for µ = ω∨
3 is α∨ = ω∨

3 − ω∨
4 , and for

µ = ω∨
4 it is α∨ = ω∨

4 .
• Type G2: again, it suffices to do the case where µ is fundamental. For µ = ω∨

1 we select
α∨ = ω∨

1 − ω∨
2 and for µ = ω∨

2 we choose α∨ = ω∨
2 .

□

As a last ingredient, we need to check the stability of the resulting fixed point after some special
kinds of Hecke transformations.

Proposition 5.5. Let (E,φ) be a stable C×-fixed point of Borel type with fixed trivialisation
{(C0, t0), (C1, t1)}. Consider µ ∈ t coming from a cocharacter of T ⊆ G and such that χ+(µ) ⩾ 0
for any dominant character χ+ ∈ X∗

+(G) (i.e. µ is a linear combination of simple coroots with
non-negative coefficients). Assume that zµ ∈ H(E,φ). Then (E′, φ′) := Hzµ(E,φ) is also stable.

Proof. Let s ∈ ik. After conjugation we may assume that Ps = PS ⊆ G, where PS is the standard
parabolic subgroup corresponding to a subset of simple roots S ⊆ Π, and the character χs is of
the form χs =

∑
α∈S nαωα where nα ⩽ 0 and ωα is the fundamental weight corresponding to α.

Suppose given a reduction of structure group σ′ ∈ H0(E′(G/PS)) such that φ′ ∈ H0(E′
σ′(gs) ⊗

KC). We have to show that deg(E′)(σ′, s) > 0.
We will see that σ′ induces a reduction σ ∈ H0(E(G/PS)). Indeed, following the usual notation

for the trivialisations, let σ′0 and σ′1 be the local sections, i.e. equivariant maps σ′i : C0×G→ G/PS
obtained by pulling back σ′ via the trivialisation. As usual, we set

σ0 := σ′0.

Now consider the map σ̃1 : C01 → G/PS defined by σ̃1(p) := µ(p)σ′1(p, 1G) (as always, we are
viewing p as a point in the punctured disk C01 and hence it makes sense to evaluate µ on it).
Since PS is parabolic, G/PS is projective and thus, by the valuative criterion of properness, this
map extends uniquely to σ̄1 : C1 → G/PS . We define σ1 : C1 ×G→ G/PS equivariantly, as

σ1(p, g) := g−1σ̄1(p).

These maps glue to a global section σ since they agree on the intersection C01. Indeed,

σ1(p, g) = g−1µσ′1(p, 1G) = σ′1(p, µ
−1g) = σ′0(p, f

′
Eµ

−1g) = σ′0(p, fEg) = σ0(p, fEg).
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It is also clear from the construction that φ′ ∈ H0(E′
σ′(gs)⊗KC) implies φ ∈ H0(Eσ(gs)⊗KC).

Thus, stability of (E,φ) gives degE(σ, s) > 0.
Choose N ⩾ 1 such that the multiples Nωα lift to characters χα of the group. Note that by

assumption χα(µ) ⩾ 0. Recall that we can compute

degE(σ, s) =
1

N

∑
α∈S

nα deg(χα(Eσ)),

where Eσ is the reduced bundle. As G0 ⊆ PS , we may assume that the transition functions for
the reduced bundle still verify fE′

σ′
= fEσµ. Hence

χα(E
′
σ′) = χα(Eσ)⊗O(−χα(µ)c),

so that
deg(χα(E

′
σ′)) = deg(χα(Eσ))− χα(µ) ⩽ deg(χα(Eσ)).

Since the coefficients nα are not positive, we conclude that

degE′(σ′, s) ⩾ degE(σ, s) > 0,

as desired. □

Simple coroots and fundamental coweights fall under the hypotheses of the proposition, as they
can be expressed as a non-negative combination of the simple coroots. This gives the following
corollaries.

Corollary 5.6. Let (E,φ) be a stable C×-fixed point of Borel type with fixed suitable trivialisation
{(C0, t0), (C1, t1)} and let α ∈ ∆+ be such that zα∨ ∈ H(E,φ). Then (E′, φ′) := Hzα

∨ (E,φ) is also
stable.

Proof. Suppose that the positive multiple of a fundamental weight Nωj lifts to a character χ.
Then by the duality of simple coroots and fundamental weights, we get that χ(α∨

i ) = Nδij ⩾ 0,
so Proposition 5.5 applies. □

Corollary 5.7. Suppose that ω∨
i lifts to a cocharacter of G. Let (E,φ) be a stable C×-fixed point

of Borel type with a suitable (as in Section 4.2) fixed trivialisation {(C0, t0), (C1, t1)} such that
zω

∨
i ∈ H(E,φ). Then (E′, φ′) := H

zω
∨
i
(E,φ) is also stable.

Proof. Suppose that the positive multiple of a fundamental weight Nωj lifts to a character χ.
Let Nik be change of basis (given by the inverse of the Cartan matrix for the dual) so that
ω∨
i =

∑
kNikα

∨
k . It is a fact thatNik ⩾ 0 for all types of Cartan matrix. Now, χ(ω∨

i ) = N ·Nij ⩾ 0,
so Proposition 5.5 applies. □

Recall from Proposition 3.9 that stability alone does not guarantee smoothness in M(G) which
is required for the study of the Białynicki-Birula decomposition using the tangent space. Due to
this, we need the following result.

Proposition 5.8. Let (E,φ) be a simple C×-fixed point of Borel with a suitable (as in Section 4.2)
fixed trivialisation {(C0, t0), (C1, t1)} and µ ∈ X+

∗ (T ) a cocharacter with zµ ∈ H(E,φ). Assume
that (E′, φ′) := Hzµ(E,φ) is stable. Then it is also simple.

Proof. Let f ′ ∈ Aut(E′, φ′). We regard f ′ as a global section of the adjoint bundle E′(G) :=
E′ ×Conj G where Conj : G→ Aut(G) is given by left conjugation. Compatibility with the Higgs
field is given by Adf φ = φ. Pulling back to the trivialisation we get the local expressions

f ′i : Ci ×G→ G,

for i ∈ {0, 1}, which are G-equivariant in the sense that f ′i(p, gh) = h−1f ′i(p, g)h.
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The stability of (E′, φ′) implies [10, Proposition 3.15] that f ′i(p, g) is a semisimple element in
G. Since G is connected, there is a maximal torus containing the semisimple element f ′1(c, 1G)
and, since all maximal tori are conjugate, we may assume (applying a suitable left multiplication
after the trivialisations) that f ′1(c, 1G) ∈ T = G0.

Now set
f0(p, g) := f ′0(p, g),

f1(p, g) := f ′1(p, µ
−1(p)g).

The expression for f1 is well defined also at c, because we have f1(c, 1G) = f ′1(c, µ
−1) =

µf ′1(c, 1G)µ
−1 = f ′1(c, 1G) using that f ′1(c, 1G) ∈ G0, that µ is a loop in G0 = T and that G0 is

abelian. Then, for arbitrary g ∈ G, we have f1(c, g) = g−1f1(c, 1G)g.
These two expressions glue in the intersection C01 to give a global automorphism f ∈ Aut(E),

since
f0(p, fEg) = f ′0(p, fEg) = f ′0(p, f

′
Eµ

−1g) = f ′1(p, µ
−1g) = f1(p, g).

Moreover, f preserves the Higgs field, as can be checked locally:

Adf0 φ0 = Adf ′0 φ
′
0 = φ′

0 = φ0,

and
Adf1 φ1 = Adµf ′1µ−1 Adµ φ

′
1 = Adµf ′1 φ

′
1 = Adµ φ

′
1 = φ1.

Thus, by simplicity of (E,φ), we get that f ∈ Z(G) is a constant in the centre, and hence
f ′ ∈ Z(G) as well. □

We are finally in position of proving the main result.

Theorem 5.9. Let (E,φ) be a smooth C×-fixed point of Borel type with multiplicity vector
(ac1, . . . , a

c
r) at c ∈ C. Set µc =

∑
i a
c
iω

∨
i . Then (E,φ) is very stable if and only if µc is mi-

nuscule for all c ∈ C.

Proof. Suppose that some µc =: µ is not minuscule. We can use Corollary 5.4 to find a coroot α∨

with µ − α∨ dominant and such that σα∨,α ∈ Hc
(E,φ). Then, by Proposition 5.2 there is a Hecke

curve Cα in Hc
(E,φ) compatible with the C×-action connecting 0 at λ→ 0 and α∨ at λ→ ∞. The

corresponding Hecke curve in Higgs bundles, by Proposition 5.1, connects (E,φ) at λ → 0 with
(E′, φ′) at λ→ ∞ which is a fixed point with multiplicities given by the non-negative coordinates
of µ− α∨ in the basis of fundamental coweights. By Corollary 5.6 (E′, φ′) is stable. By openness
of stability, the whole curve is inside of the moduli space, and the result follows.

For the converse we start by assuming that G is of adjoint type (i.e. G = Ad(G)). In this
case the fundamental coweights ω∨

i ∈ t lift to cocharacters of G. We proceed by induction on
N :=

∑
c∈C

∑r
i=1 a

c
i . The case N = 0 corresponds to Example 3.27 which was seen to be very

stable as a consequence of the upward flow being a section of the Hitchin map. Now suppose
that there is some nonzero µc =: µ. It is minuscule, in particular of the form µ = ω∨

i (although
not every choice of i is minuscule). Now assume that (E′, φ′) is a nilpotent Higgs bundle on the
upward flow of (E,φ). By Proposition 3.24, we can choose a trivialisation {(C ′

0, t
′
0), (C

′
1, t

′
1)} of

E′ with the same notation as in Section 4.2 such that

φ′
1(z) = zui(z)Xαi +

∑
j ̸=i

uj(z)Xαj +
∑
α∈∆−

fα(z)Xα +
r∑
j=1

fj(z)α
∨
i ,
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the first two summands corresponding to φ1 and the rest to g⩽0, and the uj(z) ∈ C[[z]] being
invertible. Thus

φ′′
1(z) := Ad(ω∨

i )−1 φ′
1(z) = ui(z)Xαi +

∑
j ̸=i

uj(z)Xαj +
∑
α∈∆−

z−ω
∨
i (α)fα(z)Xα +

r∑
j=1

fj(z)α
∨
i ,

where ω∨
i (α) ⩽ 0 since the α are negative. Thus, ω∨

i ∈ Hc
(E′,φ′). This yields (E′′, φ′′) :=

Hc

zω
∨
i
(E′, φ′). Since zω∨

i is a loop with values in G0 ⊆ Bopp, (E′′, φ′′) still reduces to (Bopp, g⩽1).
Moreover, using the facts that Gr(E′, φ′) ≃ (E,φ), that the transition function satisfies fE′′ =

fE′zω
∨
i and the expression of φ1(z)

′′ from above, it follows that

Gr(E′′, φ′′) ≃ Hc

zω
∨
i
(E,φ) =: (E′′′, φ′′′),

where the Hecke transformation is taken with respect to the same trivialisation. From Proposition
5.1 it follows that φ′′′

1 =
∑r

j=1 uj(z)Xαj and hence (E′′′, φ′′′) still satisfies the condition (note
that by Corollary 5.7 it is still stable and by Proposition 5.8 it is simple) but with the value
of N decreased by one, so by the induction hypothesis it is very stable. Moreover, (E′′, φ′′)
is nilpotent because the Hecke transformation preserves the Hitchin fibres, and the previous
discussion together with Proposition 3.24 shows that it is in the upward flow of (E′′′, φ′′′). Hence

(E′′, φ′′) ≃ (E′′′, φ′′′).

Note, however, that the previous isomorphism need not correspond the induced trivialisations with
each other and hence it need not fix the elements in the Hecke transformation spaces. In other
words, even if we know that with our working trivialisations we have Hc

z−ω∨
i
(E′′, φ′′) ≃ (E′, φ′)

and Hc

z−ω∨
i
(E′′′, φ′′′) ≃ (E,φ), a priori we cannot guarantee that both are isomorphic because the

isomorphism between (E′′, φ′′) and (E′′′, φ′′′) need not fix z−ω∨
i as transition function. However,

even if the trivialisation changes via the isomorphism, the (Schubert) type of Hecke transformation
is well-defined. Hence, we know that there is some Hecke transformation σ ∈ Hc

(E′′′,φ′′′) of type
z−ω

∨
i such that in our working trivialisations we have

Hc
σ(E

′′′, φ′′′) ≃ Hc

z−ω∨
i
(E′′, φ′′) ≃ (E′, φ′).

We conclude by noticing from Remark 4.17 that, since ω∨
i is minuscule and

φ′′′
1 (c) =

r∑
j=1

uj(0)Xαj ∈ g

is regular nilpotent, the Hecke transformation space of the given type for (E′′′, φ′′′) consists of a
single element. Thus, σ = z−ω

∨
i and we conclude

(E′, φ′) = Hc

z−ω∨
i
(E′′, φ′′) ≃ Hc

z−ω∨
i
(E′′′, φ′′′) = (E,φ),

as desired.
Finally, if G is not of adjoint type we may use the map M(G) → M(Ad(G)) given by extension

of structure group via the projection G→ Ad(G). If (E,φ) were wobbly, its image in M(Ad(G))
would also be wobbly with the same multiplicities, a contradiction. □

We now illustrate the classification theorem for classical simple groups. We follow the number-
ing of the simple roots from the tables in [25, Appendix C].

Example 5.10. If G = SLn(C) or G = PGLn(C), recall from Example 3.18 that a fixed point
of Borel type consists of n line bundles (L1, . . . , Ln) over C (with trivial product in the case of
SLn(C), and up to tensoring by the same line bundle for PGLn(C)) and n − 1 nonzero sections
δi ∈ H0(C,L∗

iLi+1KC). Since the minuscule coweights for type An−1 are {0, ω∨
1 , . . . , ω

∨
n−1}, a
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stable fixed point of Borel type is very stable if and only if the divisor δ1 + · · ·+ δn−1 is reduced,
recovering [15, Theorem 4.16].

Example 5.11. For G = SO2n+1(C), recall from Example 3.20 that fixed points of Borel type are
given by n line bundles (L1, . . . , Ln) over C, n− 1 nonzero sections δi ∈ H0(C,L∗

iLi+1KC) and a
nonzero section η ∈ H0(C,L∗

nKC). Minuscule coweights in type Bn (corresponding to minuscule
weights in type Cn) are {0, ω∨

1 }, so a smooth fixed point of Borel type is very stable if and only
if the divisor δ1 + 2δ2 + · · ·+ 2δn−1 + 2η is reduced.

Example 5.12. In the case of G = Sp2n(C), fixed points of Borel type are given by n line bundles
(L1, . . . , Ln) over C, n − 1 nonzero sections δi ∈ H0(C,L∗

iLi+1KC) and a nonzero section η ∈
H0(C, (L2

n)
∗KC), as was seen in Example 3.21. Therefore, since minuscule coweights in type Cn

are {0, ω∨
n}, we have that a smooth fixed point of Borel type is very stable if and only if the divisor

2δ1 + · · ·+ 2δn−1 + η is reduced.

Example 5.13. For G = SO2n(C), Example 3.19 shows that fixed points of Borel type are given by
n line bundles (L1, . . . , Ln) over C, n− 1 nonzero sections δi ∈ H0(C,L∗

iLi+1KC) and a nonzero
section η ∈ H0(C,L∗

n−1L
∗
nKC). Minuscule coweights in type Dn are {0, ω∨

1 , ω
∨
n−1, ω

∨
n}, so that a

smooth fixed point of Borel type is very stable if and only if the divisor δ1 + 2δ2 + · · ·+ 2δn−2 +
δn−1 + η is reduced.

Remark 5.14. We can use Remark 4.12 to get restrictions on which fixed point components of
Borel type can contain very stable points. Indeed, let µcan := (2g − 2)

∑r
i=1 ω

∨
i be the coweight

corresponding to the topological type in π1(G0) ≃ X+
∗ (T ) of the canonical uniformising Higgs

bundle. For a fixed point (E,φ) of Borel type, let µc =
∑r

i=1 a
c
iω

∨
i be as in Theorem 5.9 and

µ :=
∑

c∈C µc. Then, the topological type of E as a G0-bundle is µ−1µcan ∈ π1(G0). This,
together with Theorem 5.9, implies that if a fixed point component contains very stable points
then the corresponding topological type τ ∈ π1(G0) ≃ X+

∗ (T ) must verify that µcanτ−1 is a
cocharacter corresponding to a sum of minuscule coweights in t. In the case of G = PGLn(C),
this imposes no restriction as all fundamental coweights are minuscule (indeed, in this case there
are very stable points in every component, see [15, Corollary 4.19]). In any other type, however,
this restricts which components are possible. In particular, in types without nonzero minuscule
coweights (E8, F4, G2) only components containing everywhere regular Higgs bundles may contain
very stable points.

6. Virtual equivariant multiplicities

We start by recalling the following notion from [15, Definition 5.3].

Definition 6.1. Let E := (E,φ) ∈ M(G)sC
× be a smooth fixed point of the C×-action. We

define its virtual equivariant multiplicity as

mE(t) :=
χ(Sym(T+∗

E ))

χ(Sym(A∗
G))

∈ Z((t)),

where T+
E := T+

E M(G) is the subspace of positive weights (see Section 2) of the tangent TEM(G),
AG is the Hitchin base and χ denotes the character of a C×-representation, that is, the Laurent
series where the coefficient of t−k is the dimension of the k-th weight subspace.

Virtual equivariant multiplicities are interesting objects to associate to a fixed point due to the
following properties.

Proposition 6.2 ([15, Theorem 5.2, Corollary 5.4]). Let E ∈ M(G)sC
× be a very stable smooth

fixed point. Then, mE(t) is a monic, palyndromic polynomial with non-negative integer coefficients
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such that mE(1) equals the multiplicity of the fixed point component containing E in the nilpotent
cone h−1(0).

The goal of this section is to compute mE(t) for the fixed points of Borel type in terms of the
Lie-theoretic data of g and then show that in the very stable cases they agree with the Dynkin
polynomials of the corresponding highest weight representation of the Langlands dual group G∨.
This computation was outlined in [15, Section 8.1] and we now show how it can be carried out
within our framework.

For a C×-representation with positive weights V =
⊕

λ>0 Vλ, we have

χ(Sym(V ∗)) =
∏
λ>0

1

(1− tλ)dimVλ
.

It now suffices to compute the dimensions of the weight spaces in both T+
E M(G) and AG.

We can start by computing the denominator χ(Sym(A∗
G)). Recall that if {ej}rj=1 are the

exponents of g, then AG =
⊕r

j=1H
0(X,K

ej+1
C ) and C× acts with weight ej + 1 on the j-th

summand. Thus

χ(Sym(A∗
G)) =

∏
λ>0

1

(1− tej+1)(2ej+1)(g−1)
.(6.1)

Now we compute χ(Sym(T+∗
E )). Recall from the proof of Proposition 3.24 that the subspace

of TE with weight −j is H1(E(gj)
[φ,−]−−−→ E(gj+1) ⊗KC), so it will be necessary to compute the

Euler characteristics χ(E(gj)) and, in turn, degE(gj) for the different gj .
The degree of a bundle associated to a representation ρ : G0 → GL(gj) can be computed by

means of the character χρ : G0 → C× given by χρ(g0) := det(ρ(g0)). From the structure of the
Borel grading, we have:

χρ(g0) =
∏

α∈∆,ht(α)=j

α(g0).

We define as in Theorem 5.9 the multiplicity coweight µ :=
∑

c∈C
∑r

j=1 a
c
jω

∨
j , where (ac1, . . . , acr)

is the multiplicity vector of E at c ∈ C. Then, by Remark 4.12, we have that the topological type
of E in π1(G0) is given by µ−1 ·µcan where µcan = (2g− 2)

∑r
i=1 ω

∨
i is the topological type of the

canonical uniformising Higgs bundle (this can be deduced from the construction of the canonical
uniformising via the principal sl2-triple, as we have that h

2 =
∑r

j=1 ω
∨
j since αj(ζ) = 1 for all j).

Hence,

d−j(µ) := degE(gj) =
∑

α∈∆,ht(α)=j

−α(µ′) + α(µcan) = jr−j(2g − 2) +
∑

α∈∆,ht(α)=−j

α(µ′),

where
r−j := dim gj = |{α ∈ ∆ : ht(α) = j}| .

We used that for α a root of height −j we have −α(µcan) = j(2g−2). We also define d0(µ) = 0
since degE(g0) = 0. By Riemann–Roch we deduce

χ(E(gj)) = d−j(µ) + r−j(1− g),

χ(E(gj)⊗KC) = d−j(µ) + r−j(g − 1).

Hence for j > 0 we have:

dimT+
E,j = χ(E(g−j+1)⊗KC)− χ(E(g−j)) = dj−1(µ)− dj(µ) + (rj−1 + rj)(g − 1).(6.2)
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Table 1. Equivariant multiplicities for minuscule upward flows

Type of g µ mE(t)

An ω∨
i

∏i
j=1

1−tn−j+1

1−tj

Bn ω∨
1 1 + t+ · · ·+ t2n−1

Cn ω∨
n

∏n
j=1(1 + tj)

Dn ω∨
1 (1 + tn−1)(1 + t+ · · ·+ tn−1)

ω∨
n−1, ω

∨
n

∏n
j=1(1 + tj)

E6 ω∨
1 , ω

∨
6 (1 + t4 + t8)(1 + t+ · · ·+ t8)

E7 ω∨
7 (1 + t5)(1 + t9)(1 + t+ · · ·+ t13)

Using Equations 6.1 and 6.2, we can compute any desired virtual equivariant multiplicities.
Table 6 records the cases where µ is minuscule and nonzero. In other words, these are the cases
where E only has a nonzero multiplicity vector at a single point c ∈ C and said nonzero vector
corresponds to a minuscule coweight. The numbering for the fundamental coweights follows the
tables in [25, Appendix C].

A direct comparison with [29, Table 1] shows the agreement of the virtual equivariant multiplic-
ity in the above cases with the Dynkin polynomial associated to a dominant coweight µ ∈ X+

∗ (G),
which is given by

Dµ(t) :=
∏
α∈∆+

1− tα(ρ
∨+µ)

1− tα(ρ∨)
,

where ρ∨ := 1
2

∑
α∈∆+ α∨.

Thus, we can state the following proposition (see also [15, Section 8.1]) computing the virtual
equivariant multiplicities for very stable fixed points.

Proposition 6.3. Let ω∨
i ∈ X+

∗ (G) be a minuscule dominant cocharacter, c ∈ C be a point and
E ∈ M(G)C

× be a fixed point such that its multiplicity vector at c ∈ C is acj = δij and zero at any
point other than c. Then, we have the identity

mE(t) = Dω∨
i
(t)

between its virtual equivariant multiplicity and the corresponding Dynkin polynomial.

Remark 6.4. Computing the virtual equivariant multiplicities for sums of non-minuscule fun-
damental coweights results in rational functions which are not polynomials, providing another
indirect proof of one of the directions in Theorem 5.9. This is not always the case: in other fixed
point types (e.g. [31]), virtual equivariant multiplicities are often polynomials even in components
without very stable points.

References

[1] Andrzej Białynicki-Birula. Some Theorems on Actions of Algebraic Groups. Annals of Mathematics, 98(3):480–
497, 1973. Publisher: Annals of Mathematics.

[2] Olivier Biquard, Brian Collier, Oscar García-Prada, and Domingo Toledo. Arakelov—Milnor inequalities and
maximal variations of Hodge structure. Compositio Mathematica, 159(5):1005––1041, 2023.

[3] I. Biswas and S. Ramanan. An Infinitesimal Study of the Moduli of Hitchin Pairs. Journal of the London
Mathematical Society, 49(2):219–231, April 1994.

[4] Brian Collier and Richard Wentworth. Conformal limits and the Białynicki-Birula stratification of the space
of λ-connections. Advances in Mathematics, 350:1193–1225, July 2019.



VERY STABLE REGULAR G-HIGGS BUNDLES 31

[5] Ron Donagi and Tony Pantev. Langlands duality for Hitchin systems. Inventiones mathematicae, 189(3):653–
735, September 2012.

[6] Oscar García-Prada, Peter B. Gothen, and Ignasi Mundet i Riera. The Hitchin-Kobayashi correspondence,
Higgs pairs and surface group representations, August 2012. arXiv:0909.4487.

[7] Oscar García-Prada, Peter B. Gothen, and Ignasi Mundet i Riera. Higgs pairs, twisted equivariant structures
and non-connected groups. In preparation.

[8] Oscar García-Prada and Jochen Heinloth. The y-genus of the moduli space of PGL(n)-Higgs bundles on a
curve (for degree coprime to n). Duke Mathematical Journal, 162(14):2731–2749, November 2013. Publisher:
Duke University Press.

[9] Oscar García-Prada, Jochen Heinloth, and Alexander H. W. Schmitt. On the motives of moduli of chains and
Higgs bundles. Journal of the European Mathematical Society, 16(12):2617–2668, December 2014.

[10] Oscar García-Prada and André Oliveira. Connectedness of Higgs bundle moduli for complex reductive Lie
groups. Asian Journal of Mathematics, 21(5):791–810, 2017.

[11] Oscar García-Prada and S. Ramanan. Involutions and higher order automorphisms of Higgs bundle moduli
spaces. Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society, 119(3):681–732, 2019.

[12] Miguel González and Tamás Hausel. Hitchin map on even very stable upward flows. International Journal of
Mathematics, 35(09):2441009, 2024.

[13] Thomas Hameister and Bao Châu Ngô. The companion section for classical groups. International Journal of
Mathematics, 35(09):2441010, 2024.

[14] Günter Harder. Halbeinfache Gruppenschemata über Dedekindringen. Inventiones mathematicae, 4(3):165–
191, June 1967.

[15] Tamás Hausel and Nigel Hitchin. Very stable Higgs bundles, equivariant multiplicity and mirror symmetry.
Inventiones mathematicae, 228(2):893–989, May 2022.

[16] Tamás Hausel and Michael Thaddeus. Mirror symmetry, Langlands duality, and the Hitchin system. Inven-
tiones mathematicae, 153(1):197–229, July 2003.

[17] Nigel Hitchin. The Self-Duality Equations on a Riemann Surface. Proceedings of the London Mathematical
Society, s3-55(1):59–126, July 1987.

[18] Nigel Hitchin. Stable bundles and integrable systems. Duke Mathematical Journal, 54(1), January 1987.
[19] Nigel Hitchin. Lie groups and Teichmüller space. Topology, 31(3):449–473, 1992.
[20] Nigel Hitchin. Higgs bundles and characteristic classes, August 2013. arXiv:1308.4603 [math].
[21] James E. Humphreys. Linear Algebraic Groups. Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer New York, 2012.
[22] Jacques Hurtubise and Eyal Markman. Elliptic Sklyanin integrable systems for arbitrary reductive groups.

Advances in Theoretical and Mathematical Physics, 6(5):873–978, 2002. Publisher: International Press of
Boston.

[23] Nagayoshi Iwahori and Hideya Matsumoto. On some Bruhat decomposition and the structure of the Hecke
rings of p-adic Chevalley groups. Publications Mathématiques de l’IHÉS, 25:5–48, 1965.

[24] Anton Kapustin and Edward Witten. Electric-magnetic duality and the geometric Langlands program. Com-
munications in Number Theory and Physics, 1(1):1–236, 2007.

[25] Anthony W. Knapp. Lie Groups Beyond an Introduction. Progress in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Boston, 2002.
[26] François Labourie. Cyclic surfaces and Hitchin components in rank 2. Annals of Mathematics, 185(1):1–58,

January 2017.
[27] Gérard Laumon. Un analogue global du cône nilpotent. Duke Mathematical Journal, 57(2):647–671, October

1988. Publisher: Duke University Press.
[28] Nitin Nitsure. Moduli Space of Semistable Pairs on a Curve. Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society,

s3-62(2):275–300, March 1991.
[29] Dmitri I. Panyushev. Weight multiplicity free representations, g-endomorphism algebras, and Dynkin polyno-

mials. Journal of the London Mathematical Society, 69(02):273–290, April 2004.
[30] Christian Pauly and Ana Peón-Nieto. Very stable bundles and properness of the Hitchin map. Geometriae

Dedicata, 198(1):143–148, February 2019.
[31] Ana Peón-Nieto. Wobbly moduli of chains, equivariant multiplicities and U(n0, n1)-Higgs bundles, March 2023.

arXiv:2303.08563 [math].
[32] Alexander H.W. Schmitt. Geometric Invariant Theory and Decorated Principal Bundles. Zurich lectures in

advanced mathematics. European Mathematical Society, 2008.
[33] Carlos T. Simpson. Constructing Variations of Hodge Structure Using Yang-Mills Theory and Applications

to Uniformization. Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 1(4):867–918, 1988. Publisher: American
Mathematical Society.

[34] Carlos T. Simpson. Higgs bundles and local systems. Publications mathématiques de l’IHÉS, 75(1):5–95, De-
cember 1992.



32 MIGUEL GONZÁLEZ

[35] Carlos T. Simpson. Moduli of representations of the fundamental group of a smooth projective variety. II.
Publications mathématiques de l’IHÉS, 80(1):5–79, December 1994.

[36] John R. Stembridge. The Partial Order of Dominant Weights. Advances in Mathematics, 136(2):340–364, June
1998.

[37] Michael L. Wong. Hecke modifications, wonderful compactifications and moduli of principal bundles. Annali
Scuola Normale Superiore, pages 309–367, jun 2013.

[38] Hacen Zelaci. On very stablity of principal G-bundles. Geometriae Dedicata, 204(1):165–173, February 2020.
[39] Xinwen Zhu. An introduction to affine Grassmannians and the geometric Satake equivalence. In Geometry of

Moduli Spaces and Representation Theory, pages 59–154. American Mathematical Society, 2017.

Instituto de Ciencias Matemáticas, CSIC-UAM-UC3M-UCM, Nicolás Cabrera, 13–15, 28049
Madrid, Spain

Email address: miguel.gonzalez@icmat.es


	1. Introduction
	2. Białynicki-Birula theory
	3. Moduli space of G-Higgs bundles
	3.1. Main definitions, stability and moduli spaces
	3.2. C-action on M(G) and very stable Higgs bundles
	3.3. Upward and downward flows on M(G)

	4. The affine Grassmannian and Hecke transformations
	4.1. Definitions and properties
	4.2. Hecke transformations
	4.3. C-action on the affine Grassmannian

	5. Classification of very stable G-Higgs bundles of Borel type
	6. Virtual equivariant multiplicities
	References

