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Abstract

Let X be a smooth projective curve over the field of complex numizerd fix a homogeneous representation

p:GL(r) — GL(V). Then, one can associate to every vector bukdiérankr overX a vector bundl&, with

fibreV. We would like to study triple$E, L, ¢) whereE is a vector bundle of rankoverX, L is a line bundle
overX, and¢:E, — L is a non-trivial homomorphism. This set-up comprises Walbwn objects such as
framed vector bundles, Higgs bundles, and conic bundlethisrpaper, we will formulate a general (parameter
dependent) semistability concept for such triples, whiehegalizes the classical Hilbert-Mumford criterion,
and establish the existence of moduli spaces for the sdrtéstdjects. In the examples which have been
studied so far, our semistability concept reproduces tlosvkiones. Therefore, our results give in particular a

unified construction for many moduli spaces considerederlitarature.
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Introduction

The present paper is devoted to the study of vector bundkesamiadditional structure from a unified
point of view. We have picked the name “decorated vector lasicduggested in23].

Before we outline our paper, let us give some background fifgigroblem to treat is the problem
of classifying vector bundles over an algebraic cuXyeassumed here to be smooth, projective and
defined ovelC. From the point of view of projective geometry, this is imjamt because it is closely
related to classifying projective bundles ovérso-calledruled manifolds The basic invariants of a
vector bundleE are its rank and its degree. They determiihas topologicalC-vector bundle. The
problem of classifying all vector bundles of fixed degdend rankr is generally accessible only in a
few cases:

e The case =1, i.e., the case of line bundles which is covered by the thefodacobian varieties.
e The case&X = IP1 where Grothendieck’s splitting theorem [18] provides tlassification.
e The casg(X) = 1. In this case, the classification has been worked out byaAt[{].

As is clear from the theory of line bundles, over a curve ofugan> 1, vector bundles of degrae
and rankr cannot be parameterized by discrete data. Therefore, elke aevariety parameterizing all
vector bundles of given degrekand rankr characterized by a universal property like the Jacobian.
Such a universal property was formulated by Mumford in hiBniteon of a coarse moduli space
[29]. However, one checks that the family of all vector besdbf degreel and rankr is not bounded
which implies that a coarse moduli space cannot exist. Herrdason, one has to restrict one’s
attention to suitable bounded subfamilies of the family lbf’actor bundles of degree and rankr.
Motivated by his general procedure to construct moduli epaga his Geometric Invariant Theory
[29], Mumford suggested that these classes should be tksedeof stable and semistable vector
bundles. His definition, given ih.[28], is the following: Ae®r bundleE is called(semi)stablgif for
every non-trivial, proper subbundie C E

uF) =TF (o) e

Here, “(<)” means that X" is to be used for defining “semistable” ane* for stable. Seshadri
then succeeded to give a construction of the coarse modatiespf stable vector bundles, making
use of Geometric Invariant Theory 142]. This moduli spacenty a quasi-projective manifold. To
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compactify it, one has also to look at semistable vector ladSeshadri formulated the notion of
S-equivalencef semistable bundles which agrees with isomorphy for stabhdles but is coarser for
properly semistable ones. The moduli space of S-equivalelasses exists by the same construction
and is a normal projective variety compactifying the modplace of stable bundles. Later Gieseker,
Maruyama, and Simpson generalized the results to highesrdifans([14],[127],[14:3]. Their construc-
tions also apply to curves and replace Seshadri’s [see. [Ri)asimhan and Seshadri related stable
bundles to unitary representations of fundamental groaissmework in which vector bundles had
been formerly studied [31], [32].

The next step is to consider vector bundles with extra sirest Let us mention a few sources for
this kind of problems:

o Classification of algebraic varieties We have already mentioned that the classification of
vector bundles is related to the classification of projectmandles via the assignmeat—
P(E). Suppose, for example, that we want to study divisors ingetoje bundles. For this,
let E be a vector bundlelP(E) its associated projective bundlea positive integer, antl a
line bundle onX. To give a divisorD in the linear systemWp g (k) @ m*M| we have to give a
sectiona: Opg) — Opg)(K) ® M which is the same as giving a non-zero homomorphism
Ox — SE®M, or SEV — M. Thus, we are led to classify tripld&, M, 1) whereE is
a vector bundle oveX, M a line bundle, and: SXE — M a non-trivial homomorphism. In
case the rank d is three and is two, this is the theory afonic bundlesrecently studied by
Gomez and Sol$ [15].

e Dimensional reduction Here, one looks at vector bundi&on X x IP; which can be written
as extensions
O0—mF—9 —mE®m Op,(2) — 0

whereE andF are vector bundles oX. These extensions are parameterizetHBE" @ F) =
Hom(E,F). The study of such vector bundles is thus related to the stédyples (E,F, )
whereE andF are vector bundles oX and¢:E — F is a non-zero homomorphism. These
are theholomorphic triplesof Bradlow and Garcia-Prada13] and [7]. They were alsdistli
from the algebraic point of view by the authdr [39]. For theapl casee = O, we find the
problem of vector bundles with a section, so-caBzddlow pairs[4]. An important application
of Bradlow pairs was given by Thaddeus in his proof of the e formula [45].

e Representations of fundamental groupsHiggs bundlesare pairgE, ¢), consisting of a vec-
tor bundleE and a twisted endomorphisgit E — E ® wx. Simpson used iri_[43] the higher
dimensional analogues of these objects to study repreésergtaf fundamental groups of pro-
jective manifolds. This ties up nicely with the work of Narmahan and Seshadri.

e Gauge theory Here, one starts with differentiable vector bundles togetvith an additional
structure and considers certain differential equatios®@ated to these data. The solutions
of the equations then have — via a Kobayashi-Hitchin cooedpnce — interpretations as
holomorphic decorated vector bundles o¥ersatisfying certain stability conditions. Again,
the first case where this arose was the theory of Hermitetétmequations and stable vector
bundles (se€]26]) and was later studied in more complicsitadtions like the above examples.
Recently, Banfield[]2] and Mundet i Riera ]30] investigatbdstin a broad context. We will
come back to this again.

Now, for all of these problems and many more, there existonstiof semistability, depending on a
rational parameter. The task of projective geometry is tbageneralize the construction of Seshadri
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and the successors to obtain moduli spaces for the respsetinistable and stable objects. These con-
structions, where existent, were done case by case and/fal@rtain pattern inspired by Gieseker's,
Maruyama’s, and Simpson’s constructions. One is therdéat¢o ask for a single unifying construc-
tion incorporating the known examples. This would comptb&ealgebraic counterpart to the work of
Banfield and Mundet i Riera.

We will consider this problem in the present article. Oumfevork is as follows: We fix a
representatiop: GL(r) — GL(V), such that the restriction to the cen@é C GL(r) isz— z% -idy
for some integen. Then, to any vector bundlg, we can associate a vector bunélgof rank dimv.
The objects we will treat are triplé&, M, 7) whereE is a vector bundle of rank M is a line bundle,
andt:E, — M is a non-zero homomorphism. E.g., forGL(3) — GL(S*C3), we recover conic
bundles. The list of problems we then have to solve is

e Formulate an appropriate notion of semistability for thevabobjects!
e Prove boundedness of the semistable trigledV, 1) where ded and dedM are fixed!

e Construct a parameter spaf¥efor the semistable objects together with an action of a ggner
linear groupG, such that the equivalence relation induced by this acgdhe natural equiva-
lence relation on those triples!

e Show that the categorical quotieBt/G exists!

The latter space will then be the moduli space. As one seeas this list, especially in view of the
existing constructions, Geometric Invariant Theory widlypa central rble. Let us explain how one can
find the semistability concept. First, assume that we arengavbounded family of tripleE, M, 7).
Using the theory of quot-schemes it is by now not too hard latiagonstruct a parameter spéie
for the members of the family in such a way that we have a gratipraas required together with a
family of linearizations — depending on a rational parametein line bundles oveg3. Therefore,
we have realized the input for the GIT process. The Hilbeutadbrd criterion now tells us how to
find the semistable points. Thus, it is clear that our notibsemistability should mimic the Hilbert-
Mumford criterion as closely as possible. Such an approahalso taken in gauge theoly [2] and
[30]. The structure of one parameter subgroups of the ddawar group suggests that one parameter
subgroups should be replacedwgighted filtrations of vector bundleEor weighted filtrations, one
then defines the necessary numerical quantities resemdlimgford’s “u” and arrives at the desired
semistability concept.

Our paper is organized as follows: In the first section, wéecbkhe necessary background ma-
terial from representation theory and GIT. Then, we comégodefinition of semistability for the
triples (E,M, 7) which depends on a positive rational parameter and destirébassociated moduli
functors. We state the main result, namely the existenceoglfuthspaces, and proceed to the proofs
along the lines outlined before. The paper concludes withng Hiscussion of examples in order to
show that the known problems in that context can be recovieosa our results and that, in some
cases, additional light is shed on them. The reader willcedihat our general semistability concept
is in the known cases more complicated than the existing andshas to be simplified to recover
the known ones. This is one of the key points of the paper: Tt®m of semistability should be
simplified after doing the GIT construction and not beforhisTis why a unifying construction is fea-
sible. However, we will present a general method to simphifyy semistability concept in terms of the
representatiop. This method enables us to write down in every concretetgitushe semistability
concept in a more classical form. Applying this procedurg,,¢o framed bundles or conic bundles



Decorated Vector Bundles 5

immediately reproduces the known semistability conceptsis provides us with a mechanism for
finding the correct notion of semistability without gueggor referring to gauge theory.

Finally, we remark that we have confined ourselves to the ohsarves in order to have a nice
moduli functor associated to every representation of tineige linear group. However, if one restricts
to direct sums of tensor powers, the construction can algpetiermed over higher dimensional man-
ifolds [16]. These higher dimensional versions have, intunportant applications in the problem of
compactifying moduli spaces of principal bundles wsthgular object4[40Q], [14]). Finally, there is
now also a version for product groups @4) x --- x GL(rs) over base manifolds of arbitrary dimen-
sion [4]] the construction of which is based on the resulthefpresent paper.
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Notations and conventions

e All schemes will be defined over the field of complex numb&rsyill be a smooth projective
curve of genug > 2. We denote by Sg¢hthe category of separated schemes of finite type over
C. A pointwill be a closed point unless otherwise mentioned.

e For avector bundl& over a schem8&, we denote by’ (E) the projective bundle of hyperplanes
in the fibres ofE.

e Given a produciX x Y of schemesyg and i, stand for the projections frotd x Y onto the
respective factors.

e LetV be a finite dimensional-vector space ang:G — GL(V) a representation of the al-
gebraic groupG. This yields an action o6 on (V) and a linearizatiorG x Op (1) —
Op(v)(1). We will denote this linearization again tpy

e Let E be a vector bundle of rank Then, the associated Gl-principal bundle is given as
PB(E) = Uyex ISom(C", Ex) C Hom(&y",E). If we are furthermore given an actién GL(r) x
F — F of GL(r) on a quasi-projective manifol, we setp(E) x °-"F := (B(E) x F)/ GL(r).
Here, GL(r) acts on3(E) x F by (x,y)-g = (x-g,g"*-y). If F is a vector space and the ac-
tion ' comes from a representatign GL(r) — GL(F), we write E, for the vector bundle
PB(E) xCLN F,

e For anyx € R, we setx] := max{0,x}.



Decorated Vector Bundles 6

1 Preliminaries

1.1 Representations of the general linear group

First, let p:GL(r) — GL(V) be an irreducible representation on the finite dimensi@hakctor
spaceV.

Theorem 1.1. There are integers a...,a, with g > 0 fori = 1,....,r — 1, such thatp is a direct
summand of the natural representationGif(r) on

r—1 r
S (€)@ @S (A )@ ()™
Proof. Seel[12], Proposition 15.47. O

For any vector spacé/, the representations of G&) on S(W) and A\'W are direct summands
of the representation of GW) onW®'. Settinga:=a; +---+a_1(r — 1) andb := a,, we see thap
is a direct summand of the representatimm of GL(r) on (C")®2® (A" C")*®,

Corollary 1.2. Let p:GL(r) — GL(V) be a (not necessarily irreducible) representationGif(r)
on the finite dimensiondl-vector space V, such that the cenfié C GL(r) acts by z— Z“ -idy for
somea € Z. Then, there exist,b,c € Zo, ¢ > 0, such thatp is a direct summand of the natural
representatiorpapc of GL(r) on

@®c

Vape = ((@f)@a® (/r\ Cr)®fb>

Proof. We can decompose = p1 @ --- ® pc where thep;’s are irreducible representations. By what
we have said before, there are integer;, i =1,...,c, witha > 0,i = 1,...,c, such thap is a direct
summand 0fpa, b, @ - -+ D Pab.. Our assumption on the action 6f implies thata; +rby = --- =
ac+rbe. Letb be a positive integer which is so large that-b > 0 fori =1,...,c. Then,p, p, is the
natural representation of Gi) on

r r
@A) (AC) " i=Le
Now, the GL(r)-module
r
(@) e (A)™"

is a direct summand c(f@r)®a, a:=a+r(bi+b)=---=a+r(b:+b), and we are done. O

1.2 Basic concepts from GIT

We briefly summarize the main steps in Geometric Invariardoff to fix the notation. References
are [29] andl[3B].
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1.2.1 The GIT-process

Let G be a reductive algebraic group aBk F — F an action ofG on the projective schente. Let

L be an ample line bundle dfA. A linearization of the given action irL is a lifting of that action to
an actionp: G x L — L, such that for everg € G andx € F the induced mapy, — Ly is a linear
isomorphism. Taking tensor powesprovides us with linearizations of the action in any powe¥,

k > 0, and actions ofs on HO(F,L®K) for anyk > 0. A pointxg € F is calledsemistablgif there exist
an integek > 0 and aG-invariant sectioro € HO(F, L) not vanishing in. If, moreover, the action
of G on the sef x e F |o(x) # 0} is closed and dir - xo = dimG, o is calledstable The setg (93

of (semi)stable points are op&rinvariant subsets d¥. Finally, a pointx € F is calledpolystable if

it is semistable and it§-orbit is closed irF-55. Using this definition, the stable points are precisely the
polystable points with finite stabilizer. The core of MundarGeometric Invariant Theory is that the
categorical quotients%°//G andF*//G do exist and thaf%/G is a projective scheme whose closed
points are in one to one correspondence to the orbits of fdilespoints, so thdt®//G is in particular
an orbit space.

A finite dimensional representatigm G — GL(V) provides an action o6 onP(V) and a lin-
earization of this action i@py (1), called agairp. A point[v] € P(V) represented by € V" is then
semistable if and only if the closure of the orbitwin V' does not contain 0, stable if, furthermore,
its orbit is closed and the dimension of this orbit equalsdineension ofG, and polystable if the orbit
of vin VY is closed.

1.2.2 Around the Hilbert-Mumford criterion

Let F be a projective variety on which the reductive grdeipcts. Suppose this action is linearized in
the line bundlde_. Call the linearizatiorp. Then, given a one parameter subgrdupf G andx € F,
we can form

Xo = lim A(2)-x.

z—

The pointx, is clearly a fix point for theC*-action onF induced byA. Thus,C* acts on the fibre of
L overxs, say, with weighty. One defines

Po(A,Xx) = —V.

Theorem 1.3 (Hilbert-Mumford criterion [29]). A point xe F is (semi)stable, if and only if for
every non-trivial one parameter subgroapC* — G

Hp(A,x) (=) O.

Moreover, a point ¥ F is polystable if and only if it is semistable and, for evene@arameter
subgroupA of G with iy (A, x) =0, there is a ge G with %, = g- X.

As we have explained in the introduction, our concept ofiktalfor decorated vector bundles
is basically a Hilbert-Mumford criterion. To define the nesary numerical invariants, we need the
following preparatory

Lemma 1.4. Let S be a scheme amd S— F a morphism. Suppose the G-action on F is linearized
in the ample line bundle L. Then

pp(A,0) = max{pp(A,0(9)|s€S} exists
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Proof. We may assume that is a very ample line bundle. Skt:= HO(F,L). The linearization
p provides us with a representatignG — GL(V) and aG-equivariant embedding F — P (V).
Since obviouslyu, (A, X) = Hidey v (A,1(x)) for all pointsx € F and all one parameter subgroupsf
G, we can assumgé = P(V). Now, there are a basisg, ...,v, of V and integergs < --- <y, with

A(2) 'iiCiVi = i_ilZyICiVL

A point [I] € P(V) can be thought of as the equivalence class of a linear form

'V —C.
Then,
Ho(A 1) = —min{y[l(w)#0}.
Thereforeuy(A,0(s)) € { —w1,...,— W }, and this implies the assertion.

O

Remarkl.5. LetF C P(V) andA a one parameter subgroup®f Choose a basi, ...,v, of V and
¥ < --- <y as before. Suppose,(A,0) = —V, and letV® c V be the eigenspace for the weight

Yi,- LetU C Sbe the open set where the rational n&p™s F < P(V) --» P(V?) is defined. Then
Ho(A,0(8)) = —¥, forallseU. In other words, ifSis irreducible,u, (A, 0) is just the generic weight
occurring for a poino(s), s€ S

1.2.3 Semistability for actions coming from direct sums of representations

Let G be a reductive algebraic group a¥d... Vs finite dimensional vector spaces. Suppose we are
given representationg;: G — GL(M), i = 1,...,s. The direct sunp; @ --- @ ps provides us with a
linear action ofGonP(V),V :=V;@--- ®Vs. Furthermore, for any = (11,...,1t) with 0 <t <
I1,..,lt € {1,...,;s}, andiy < --- < 1, thep’s yield an actiong, of GonP, :=P(V,,) x --- x P(V,),

and, for any sequence of positive integkys..,k;, a linearization of; in the very ample line bundle

O (Ky, ...,k ). The computation of the semistable pointdPif\V/) can be reduced to the computation of
the semistable points in th,'s by means of the following

Theorem 1.6.LetW := ([w;,,W;,], [W,,], ..., [W,]) be a point in the spacB(V;, ©V,,) x P, ). Then
W is semistable (polystable) w.r.t. the given linearizatiothe line bundleZ'(k ks, ...,k ), if and only

if either ([w, ], W], ..., [w;,]) is semistable (polystable) i, ... .,y W.r.t. the linearization in7'(k, ks,
...,k) for either i=1 (and w, = 0) or i = 2 (and w, = 0), or there are positive natural numbers n,
ki, and k, such that k+ ko = nk and the poin{|w,, |, [wi,], W], ..., [w,]) is semistable (polystable)
NP, 1,0, WEL the linearization in0'(ky, kz, ks, ..., Nk ).

Remarkl.7. As one easily checks, for stable points only the “if”-difentremains true.

Proof. This theorem can be proved with the methods developdd Inf85S]= 2. A more elementary
approach is contained in the notel[38]. O
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1.3 One parameter subgroups of SL(r)

Let GL(r) x F — F be an action of the general linear group on the projectiveifoldnF. For our
definition of semistability, only the induced action of @L.x F — F will matter. Since the Hilbert-
Mumford criterion will play a central rdle throughout ouwrtsiderations, we will have to describe the
one parameter subgroups of (8L

Given a one parameter subgrodpC* — SL(r), we can find a basi& = (wy, ...,w;) of C" and
a weight vectoly = (yi, ..., ) with integral entries, such that

e y<---< ¥\ andz{zlylz(), and
e A(2)-y_1Gwi = 3 i_; Z'ciwi.

Conversely, a basiw of C" and a weight vectoy with the above properties define a one parameter
subgroupA (w, y) of SL(r). -

To conclude, we remark that, for any vector= (y1,...,y) of integers withy; < --- < y and
> ¥ =0, there is a decomposition B

r-1

_ Vi1 — ¥ )
y = YV
rooa

r

with

1.4 Estimates for the weights of some special representations

In the following, pap ¢ Will stand for the induced representation of ®).on the vector spacé, ¢ :=
(cH=ee (A (I]r)®*b)EBC wherea,b € Zq, ¢ € Z~o. Then,P(Vapc) = P(Vaoc) andVape = Vaoc
as Sl(r)-modules.

Letw = (wa,...,w;) be a basis fof" andy = 3/ aiy!", aj € Q0, an integral weight vector. Let
| be the set of al-tuplest = (11,...,1a) with 1; € {1,...,r}, j=1,...,a. Forr € 1?andke {1,...,c},
we definew, :=w,, ® --- @ Ww,,, andvvf = (0,...,0,w;,0,...,0), w, occupying thek-th entry. The
elementS/v‘,f with 1 € 1 andk € {1,...,c} form a basis foM, o c. We IetV\/fv, Ltel® ke{l,..,c}be
the dual basis 07y .. Now, let[l]] € P(Vaoc) wherel = 3 afwk”. Then, there existo and with
a'zg #0and

Howne (AW, 1), 1) = Hpaoe (AW, Y, [1]) = Hopoo (A (W, y), (W),

and for any othek and: with a'f #0
\
I‘lPa,b,c ()\ (V_V7X)> [I]) > IJPa,o.c ()‘ (V_V>X)v [Wtf ])
We also find that for € {1,....,r —1}
Upa.O,c()\ (V_V7 V<i))7 [\Nlljg\/]) =v-r—a- iv V= #{ lj < i |LO = ('17"'7'a)7 J = 17"'7a}'

One concludes
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Lemma 1.8. i) For every basis w= (wy,...,w;) of C", every integral weight vectoy = 3!~ o),
ai € Q>o, and every poinfl] € P(Vapc)

r-1 r—1
R X

ii) For every basis w= (w,...,w;) of C", every two integral weight vectong = si-Haiy®,
ai € Qzo, Y, = 3121 BYY, B € Q=0, and every poinfl] € P(Vap,)

r—1
Hoaoe AW, Y, +Y,),011) = Hpape (A(W.y,). [1]) = (_ZBi) ar—1).

2 Decorated vector bundles

2.1 The moduli functors

In this section, we will introduce the vector bundle probsewe would like to treat. The main topic
will be the definition of the semistability concept. Havingne this, we describe the relevant moduli
functors to be studied throughout the rest of this chapter.

2.1.1 Semistable objects

The input data for our construction are:
e a positive integer,

e an action of the general linear group &L on the projective manifoldF, such that the centre
C* C GL(r) acts trivially.

The objects we want to classify are pa(Es, o) where
e E is avector bundle of rank and
e 0:X — F(E) :=P(E) xC- F is a section.

Here,’B(E) is the principal Gl(r)-bundle associated with. Uninspired as we are, we cdl, o)
an F-pair. Two F-pairs (E*, g%) and (E2, 0?) are calledequivalent if there exists an isomorphism
Y:E! — E? such thato! = 020 {, §:F(E') — F(E?) being the induced isomorphism.

It will be our task to formulate a suitable semistability cept for these objects and to perform a
construction of the moduli spaces. LEetbe a vector bundle ovet. A weighted filtration of Eis a
pair (E®, a) consisting of a filtratiorE® : 0 C E; C --- C Es C E of E by non-trivial proper subbundles
and a vectoor = (a3, ..., 0s) of positive rational numbers. Given such a weighted filbmatiwe set

M(E*.a) = Jia,- (deg E)rkE;j — degE;j) rkE).

Suppose we are also given a linearizatmpof the GL(r)-action onF in an ample line bundlé. Let
(E,o) be as above antE®,a) be a weighted filtration oE. We definep,(E*®,a;0) as follows:
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Let w= (wy,...,w;) be an arbitrary basis & := C". For everyi € {1,....r — 1}, we setV\A,_(vi) =
(w1, ...,w; ). Defineij :=rkEj, j = 1,...,s. This provides a flag

W’:OcV\A,_(vil) c'-'c\/\(,_S,iS) cW

and thus a parabolic subgro#pC SL(r), namely the stabilizer of the flag/*. Finally, sety =
z?:l aj V). Next, letU be an open subset &f over which there is an isomorphisip: Bu —
W ® Oy with l,U(E"U) =W*® 0y. Then,y gives us an isomorphisfi(Ey) — U x F ando a mor-
phismo:U — U x F — F. If yis a vector of integers, we sgh(E*, a;0) := p(A(W,y),0) asin
Lemma k. Otherwise, we chooke- 0 such thak- y is a vector of integers and sp,g(E_',g; 0):=
(1/K)Up (A (W, ky), ). Since for an integral weight vectgtand a positive integéd one hagi, (A (w,
KYy),0) =Ko (A(w,y),0), this is well-defined. Note that the weight vectpis canonically de-
fined by (E*,a), but that we have to verify that definition does not dependhentiasisw and the
trivialization . First, letw = (w},...,w;) be a different basis. Lef < GL(r) be the element which
mapsw; tow, i = 1,...,r, and sety’ := (g®idg,) o . This defines the morphism’:U — F.
Then,A(W,y) =g-A(w,y)-g-t andd’(x) = g- 6(x) for everyx € U. Sincep,(A(W,Yy),d’ (X)) =
Uo(g-A(W,y)-g71,9- 5(X)) = pp(A (W, y),F(X)), we may fix the basigv. Any other trivialization
¢ defined w.r.tw differs from s by a mapU — P. Now, for everyg € P and every poink € U,
Up(A,T(X)) = Up(gAg~1,9- G(X)) = Up(A,g-O(X)). The last equality results fromi [29], Prop. 2.7,
p. 57. This shows our assertion. To conclude, Refaik 1.5shwmt the definition is also independent
of the choice of the open subgét

Fix also a numbed € Q-o. With these conventions, we c&lt, o) 5-p-(semi)stableif for every
weighted filtration(E®, o) of E

M(E*a) + &-Wp(E%a;0) (=) O

Next, we remark that we should naturally fix the degre& ofThen, the topological fibre space
. §%" — X underlyingF(E) will be independent oE, so that it makes sense to fix the homology
class[o(X)] € Ha(§9,Z). Givend € Z, r € Z~o, andh € Hy(F9", Z), we say thatE, o) is of type
(d,r,h), if E is a vector bundle of degrekand rankr, and[o(X)] = h. Before we define the moduli
functor, we enlarge our scope.

For a given linearization of the GL)-action onF in the line bundleL, we can choose a positive
integerk such thatL® is very ample. Therefore, we obtain a @l-equivariant embedding —
P(V),V :=HO(F,L%). Note thatC* acts trivially onP(V). Therefore, we formulate the following
classification problem: The input now consists of

e a positive integer, a finite dimensional vector spave and

e a representatiop: GL(r) — GL(V) whose restriction to the centf@" is of the formz+—
Z" -idy for some integen,

and the objects we want to classify are p&kEso) where
e E is a vector bundle of rank and

e 0:X — IP(Ep) is a section. Herek, is the vector bundle of rank divh associated t& via
the representatiop.
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The equivalence relation is the same as before. Now, givisgcéiono: X — P(E,) is the same
as giving a line bundlél on X and a surjectiorr:E, — M. Remember thatM, 1) and (M, 1)
give the same section if and only if there exists an isomemt — M’ which carriesr into 7’.
Moreover, fixing the homology clase (X)] amounts to the same as fixing the degreMofSince the
condition thatr be surjective will be an open condition in a suitable paramspace, we formulate
the following classification problem: The input data are

e atuple(d,r,m) called thetype whered, r, andmare integers; > 0,
e arepresentatiop:GL(r) — GL(V),
and the objects to classify are triples, M, 1) where
e E is avector bundle of rankand degred,
e M is aline bundle of degrem, and
e T:E, — Mis a non-zero homomorphism.

Then, (E,M, 1) is called ap-pair of type(d,r,m), and (E*,M?*, %) and (E?, M2, 1?) are said to be
equivalent if there exist isomorphismg/:E! — E2 and x:M! — M2 with 11 = x 1o 120 ),
where t,up:Eg — ES is the induced isomorphism. L€E,M,T) be ap-pair of type(d,r,m). A
weak automorphisrof (E,M, 1) is the clasgy] € P(EndE)) of an automorphismy: E — E with
T=Tol,. We call(E,M, ) simpleg if there are only finitely many weak automorphisms.

Remark2.1 i) A representatiorp:GL(r) — GL(V) of the general linear group with(z- E,) =

7% -idy is calledhomogeneous of degree Every representation of GL) obviously splits into a
direct sum of homogeneous representations. Some casdwofidgeneous representatigmsan be
treated within our framework. Indeed,gfis a representation, such that its homogeneous components
P1, ..., Pn havepositivedegreesny, ..., an, let k be a common multiple of the;. Then, we pass to the
homogeneous representation

plo= b om0

V1d1+--+VnQn=K

The solution of the moduli problem associated withcan be used to solve the moduli problem
associated witlp. This trick was used irl [35] and will be recalled in the settim examples.

ii) The identification ofr and A - 1, or equivalently, considering sections IiNE,) rather than
in E, seems a little artificial. First of all, this identificatios mandatory to get projective moduli
spaces. Second, for homogeneous representations of degtd® this is naturally forced upon us.
Third, if we are given a homogeneous representghiaf degree zero and are interested in the moduli
problem without the identification af andA 7, we may pass to the representatnobtained fronp
by adding the trivial one dimensional representation. Tloae gets from the solution of the moduli
problem associated with’ a compactification of the moduli problem associated witfThis will be
explained within the context of Hitchin pairs in the exansple

In order to define a functor, we first fix a Poincaré line bunéflen Ja&' x X. For every schem8&
and every morphism:S— Jac", we defineZ[k] := (k x idx)*.#. Now, letSbe a scheme of finite
type overC. Then, afamily of p-pairs of type(d,r,m) parameterized by 8 a tuple(Es, ks, Ms, Ts)
with

e Esa vector bundle of rankhaving degreel on {s} x X forallse S
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e Ks:S— Ja¢" a morphism,
e Yisaline bundle org,

o Ts:Esp — Z[Ks| ® mENs a homomorphism whose restriction{ts} x X is non-zero for every
closed poinse S

Two families (E3, k&, M3, 13) and (E3, k2, M3, 12) are calledequivalent if ki = k2 =: ks and there
exist isomorphismgJs: E2 — EZ and xs: 0§ — MZ with

18 = (id g (g ® TEXs) To &0 Psp.

To define the semistability concept fpepairs, observe that for givefie, M, 1), the homomorphism
7:E — M will be generically surjective, therefore we get a ratiosettiono’: X --» IP(E,) which
can, of course, be prolonged to a sectmrX — IP(E,), so that we can define for every weighted
filtration (E*,a) of E
Ho(E*,a;1) = y(E® a;0).

We will occasionally use the following short hand notati¢hE’ is a non-zero, proper subbundle of
E, we set

IJP(E/vT) = “P(OC E'C E,(1);7).

Now, for fixed d € Q-o, call ap-pair (E,M, 1) 5-(semi)stableif for every weighted filtration
(E*.a)
M(E*a) + O-u(E*,a;1) (=) O

Remark2.2. For theF-pairs, one can formulate the semistability concept in aenmatrinsic way. For
this, one just has to choose a linearizatprf the given action in an ampl@-line bundle. Then,
Ho(E®,a; @) can still be defined, and df-pair (E, @) will be called p-(semi)stableif

M(E®, @)+ (E*,a;®) (=) O

In gauge theory, one would say that the notion of semistgliiitpends only on the metric chosen on
the fibreF. If p is a linearization in an ample line bundleandd € @, we can pass to the induced

linearization p®%” in the Q-line bundledL to recoverd-p-semistability. For the moduli problems

associated with a representationthe formulation with the parametérseems more appropriate and
practical and, since we trektpairs only as special cases pfpairs, we have decided for the given
definition of -p-semistability.

We define the functors

o—(s)s.
M(p)g, > Schy —  Set

S Equivalence classes of families &f(semi)stabl
— p-pairs of type(d, r,m) parameterized b$

Remark2.3. The definition of the moduli functor involves the choice of tRoincaré shea#’. Nev-
ertheless, the above moduli functor is independent of thaice. Indeed, choosing another Poincaré
line bundle.#” on Ja€' x X, there is a line bundl8t;,e on Ja€' with £ = .2’ @ 1}, »Myae. There-
fore, assigning to a familyEs, ks, Ns, Ts) defined viaZ the family (Es, ks, Ms® k&N q¢, Ts) defined
via .’ identifies the functor which is defined w.r.¥ with the one defined w.r.t#”.
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We also define the open subfunctorquld It of equivalence classes of familigSs, ks, MNs, Ts)
wheretgys) «x is surjective for als€ S

Next, let (E,M,T) be ap-pair wherer is surjective, and lef?" be the oriented topological
projective bundle underlyind®(E,). This is independent dt, and as explained before, the degree
of M determines the conomology cldss:= [0(X)] € Ha(IP%",Z) whereo is the section associated

with 7. Seth:= hyn,N[§9'] € Ha(§%',Z). We can now define IF, P)d/r(/rz as the closed subfunctor

/m/surj

of M(p)d/r(/r;/SLer of equwalence classes of familiéBs, ks, Ns, Ts) for which the sectiorBx X —

PP(Es,) factorizes ove3(Es) x L F.

2.1.2 Polystable pairs
Fix a basisw = (wy,...,w;) of C". Let (E,M, 1) be ad-semistablep-pair of type(d,r,m). We call
(E,M, 1) 5-polystable if for every weighted filtratiorlE®,a), E®*:0=:Eg CE; C --- CEsC Eg11:=
E, with
M(E*a) + O&-u(E%a;1) = O

the following holds true

o EX@JIE|/E

e the p-pair (E,M, 1) is equivalent to the-pair (E,M, T|ev), Y= —Hp(E®,a; T).

Here, one uses the fact that giving an isomorphsm— @Tﬁ Ej/Ej_1 is the same as giving a
cocycle forE in the group

Z(A(W.y)) :={geGL(r)|g-A(W,y)(2) =A(W,y)(2)-gVze C* }.

It follows thatE, = E" & --- & E¥ wherey,...x are the weights off (w,y) onV andE" is the

“eigenbundle” for the weighf, i = 1,...,t. As beforew* : 0 c WY*®) ... c W*&) c w and

y:= Z?:l a,-WkEi). The stated condition is again independent of the mvoniouas.
Remark2.4. i) If (E,M,T) is d-stable, the stated condition is void, so th&t M, 1) is also o-
polystable.

ii) 1t will follow from our GIT construction that(E,M, 1) is d-stable, if and only if it isd-
polystable and has only finitely many weak automorphisms.

i) For the description of S-equivalence in the cas@ef pap ¢ for somea, b, c € Z-o, the reader
may consult[[15].

2.2 The main result

Theorem 2.5. 1) There exist a projective schemaé!(p)g/*rjf'n and an open subsch(—:‘mﬂ(p)d/r/m C

A (P)§ m together with natural transformations

M (0095
9% M(p)3,%° — h P

with the following properties:

1. For every scheme/” and every natural transformatioﬂ’:M(p)g/*rS/fn — h 4, there exists a

unique morphisng:.Z (p )g/rjfn — A With 3" =h(¢) oIS
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2. //l(p)d/r/m is a coarse moduli space for the funcMr(p)d/*rjm_

3. 9%%(Sped) induces a bijection between the set of equivalence clagskpolystablep-pairs

of type(d,r,m) and the set of closed points .of (p)g/‘jfn.

i) There exist a locally closed subschem&(F, p)g; 5, Of #(p)Gjm and a natural transforma-
tion
Ir:M(F p)d/r/h - h//l(EP)g/ﬁh

which turnSJ//(F,p)g/}jh into the coarse moduli space fM(F,p)g/}jh.

2.3 The proof of the main result

Given any homogeneous representafoGL(r) — GL(V), we have seen in Sectipnll.1 that we can
find integersa,b > 0 andc > 0, such thap is a direct summand of the representatmyy, .. Write
Papc = P D P. For every vector bundIE of rankr, we findEp, . = E, © E5. Everyp-pair (E,M, 1)
can therefore also be viewed apa, c-pair. Sincelp (E*®,a;1) = U,,, . (E®, a; 1) for every weighted
filtration (E*, a), the triple(E,M, 1) is o- (semi)stable ap-pair, if and only if it is 5-(semi)stable as

Pap.c-pair. More precisely, we can recovel(M)d/r ® as closed subfunctor of of \ap, c)d/r(/r:1 Indeed,
for every scheme of finite type ovét,

M(p)3, (S = {[EsksMs 15 € M(panc)g, (S|
Ts Esp,,. — Z[Ks] ® ENs vanishes orEs; }

Therefore, we will assume from now on th@at= p, ¢ for somea, b, c.

2.3.1 Boundedness
Theorem 2.6. There is a non-negative constant,depending only on r, a, andl, such that for every
d-semistablepa b c-pair (E,M, ) of type(d,r,m) and every non-trivial proper subbundl€ &f E

d
HE) < T +Cy.
Proof. Let 0C E’ C E be any subbundle. By Lemniall.8 ¥, (E',T) < a(r —1), so thatd-
semistability gives
drkE'—degE')r+d-a-(r—1)
> drkE'—degE")r+0- tp,, (E',T) > 0O,

)

d d-a(r-1) d d-a(r-1)
N < 24 -r 7 < 427V 7
HE) < r r-rkE’ - r+ r

so that the theorem holds f@§ :=d-a-(r—1)/r.
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2.3.2 Construction of the parameter space

Recall that, for a schems of finite type overC, a family of p,c-pairs parameterized b8 is a
quadruple(Es, ks, NMs, Ts) whereEs is a vector bundle of rankon Sx X with degEgysxx) = d for

all se S ks:S— Jad" is a morphismls is a line bundle orS, and1s: E§a®c — det(Eg)®b®
Z[ks| ® MENs is a homomorphism which is non zero on every fifsg x X.

Pick a pointx € X, and write@x (1) for Ox(Xo). According tdZB, we can choose an integgr
such that for every > ng and everyd-semistableo,, c-pair (E,M, 1) of type (d,r,m)

e HY(E(n)) = 0 andE(n) is globally generated,
e HY(detE)(rn)) = 0 and detE)(rn) is globally generated,
o Hl(deE)?*P @M ® Ox(na)) = 0 and detE)“P © M @ O (na) is globally generated.

Choose some > np and setp:=d+rn+r(1—g). LetU be a complex vector space of dimension
p. We defineQ® as the quasi-projective scheme parameterizing equivaletasses of quotients
q:U ® Ox(—n) — E whereE is a vector bundle of rank and degrea on X andH%(q(n)) is an
isomorphism. Then there exists a universal quotient

qQo:U (4 Tl;k(ﬁx(—n) — EDO

on 0% x X. Let
qQOXJaé“:U & n;k(ﬁx(_n) — EQOXJaé“

be the pullback ofjqo to Q° x Jad" x X. SetU, ¢ :=U“3C, By our assumption, the sheaf
|"£n<ua.c® 00300 T a0 < (081 Eqqo, 3000) “° © L[ Thaen] © n;iﬁx(na)))
is locally free, call it2#, and set) := P(#"). We let
Os:U ® 1§ Ox (—n) — Eg
be the pullback 0fjno, 55 0 $H x X. Now, on$ x X, there is the tautological homomorphism
Sy:Uac® O — detEg) P @ L[k @ T8 Ox (na) @ 1T, O (1).

Here,Kg: $H — 0% x Jad" — Jad" is the natural morphism. L& be the closed subscheme defined
by the condition thasy; @ 1% id 5, (—na) Vanish on

ker(Uac ® T 0% (—na) — EZ3°).

Let
Gk U® Tl;k(ﬁx(—n) — Ex

be the restriction ofj; to T x X. By definition, there is a universal homomorphism
Ts: E%a@c — det(Ex)*° © Z[k<] ® N5

Here, 91z and k< are the restrictions of;(1) and kg to T. Note, that the parameter spages
equipped with a universal famil{Ex, k¢, Nz, Tz).

Remark2.7. Let Sbe a scheme of finite type ovér. Call a tuple(qgs, ks, Ns, Ts) where
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e (s:U ® 15 Ox (—n) — Esis a family of quotients, such that its restriction{tg} x X lies in Q°
for everyse §

e Ks:S— Jac"is a morphism,
e 9lsis aline bundle org, and

o 15 ES2° s det(Es)®P © .Z[ks| @ N5 is a homomorphism which is non trivial on all fibres
{s} xX,seS

aquotient family opa b c-pairs of type(d, r,m) parameterized by.SVe say that the familie(sqé, Ké, NE,
13) and (g4, k3, M%, 12) areequivalent if k& = k3 =: ks and there are isomorphisnyss: EZ — E3
andxs: 1§ — M3 with g3 = Yso g and

18 = (id gg ® m5(xs) o T30 <W§a@c)-

It can be easily inferred from the construction®énd the base change theorem thaiepresents the
functor which assigns to a scherBef finite type overC the set of equivalence classes of quotient
families of pap c-pairs of type(d, r,m) parameterized b§.

Proposition 2.8 (Local universal property). Let S be a scheme of finite type ogrand (Es, ks, Ns,
Ts) a family of 5-semistablep, b c-pairs parameterized by S. Then, there exist an open cay&in
i €1, of S, and morphismgi:S — ¥, i € |, such that the restriction of the famil(fs, ks, s, Ts) to
S x X is equivalent to the pullback ¢Ex, ks, Mz, Tx) via i x idx, for alli € 1.

Proof. By our assumptions, the shem, (Es® 1 Ox (n)) is locally free of rankp. Therefore, we can
choose a covering, i € |, of S, such that it is free ove§ for all i € |I. For each, we can choose a
trivialization

U0Os = T (Es®mox(n)s),

so that we obtain a surjection
ds:U ®@ 1§ Ox(—Nn) — Eggxx

on § x X. Therefore,(ds,Kgs,MNss, Tggxx) IS @ quotient family ofpapc-pairs of type(d,r,m)
parameterized b, and we can conclude by Rem&rk]2.7.
]

2.3.3 The group action

LetmU ®@ 05 y) — U ® Og ) be the universal automorphism over(8L). Let (Es y)xx, Ksiu)xT
NsLu)x3, TsLu)xs) be the pullback of the universal family @hx X to SL(U) x T x X. Define

ML) (M H@idre oy ()
—

s u)xs U @ M Ox (—n) U @ g Ox(—n) — Esiu)xs-

Thus, (dsLu)xT: KsLu)xT NsLu)x 3> TsLu)xz) 1S @ quotient family ofpa b c-pairs parameterized by
SL(U) x %, and hence, by 2.7, defines a morphism

MSLU)x T — %.

It is not hard to see thdtis indeed a group action. Note that this action descends @L4UP)-action!
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Remark2.9. By construction, the universal famiEs, kK, M, Tz) comes with a linearization, i.e.,
with an isomorphism

(I' X idx)*(Erg, K, Nx, Trg) — (TE; X idx)*(Erg, K<, Nx, Trg).

Therefore, elements of the P@L)-stabilizer of a point € ¥ correspond to weak automorphisms of
the papc-pair (B, M, &t) := (Ex, kg, Mg, Tx) |11y «x- IN particular, the SWU)-stabilizer oft is finite if
and only if (E¢, M, ;) has only finitely many weak automorphisms.

Proposition 2.10. Let S be a scheme of finite type o¢eand 3 2: S— T two morphisms, such that
the pullbacks ofEx, ks, M, Tx) via By x idx and 3, x idx are equivalent. Then, there exist atale
coveringn: T — S and a morphisr&: T — SL(U), such that the morphisiyon: T — T equals
the morphism

TP g Uy T

Proof. The two morphismg; and 3, provide us with quotient familiesgd, k3,0, 1) and (g3, k2,
M2, 13) of papc-pairs parameterized I By hypothesiskd = k2 =: ks, and we have isomorphisms
s EX — EZ andxs: M — N3 with

13 = (id g ® TBXS) Lo T30 (YFA°).
In particular, there is an isomorphism

ﬂs«(%@idﬁ; oy ()
—

U ®ﬁs Tis, (Eé@ Tl;k(ﬁx(n)) —

76, (Ws®id g gy, () 76, (03Rid g g () 2
—TS{}X( ) TTg, (Eé@ Tl;k(ﬁx(n)) s &(M ) U ﬁs.

This yields a morphisrgs: S— GL(U) andAs:= (det)o=5:S— C*. LetT := Sx ¢- C* be the fibre
product taken w.r.tAs andC* — C*, z+— zP. The morphisrm:T — Sis then ap-sheeted étale
covering coming with the projection mapT — C*. In the following, we sef\® := (z—— Z) oA,
ec Z. One haf\P = Ago n. By construction, the morphism

E’lx(ESorl) mult

T C* x GLU) ™ GLW)

factorizes over a morphis@: T — SL(U ). The quotient family defined by the morphism

TP LUy x T o T

is just(G%, kso n,n*NE, (n x idx)*12) with

= (M heidyg gy (—n (1 xidx )* ok
XX ) S(

05U ® 18 Ox (—n) 'U 18 0%(—n n x idy)*E2.

The assertion of the proposition is that this family is eglént to the quotient family(n x idx)*qg, Kso
n,n*MN3,(n x idx)*13). But this is easily seen, using

Pr =4 ((n xidx)*wg): (n x idx)*EZ — (n x idx)*E3

andxr =A% (n*xg1):n*Ng — n*NL, O
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2.3.4 The Gieseker space and map

Choose a Poincaré she@f on Ja€ x X. By our assumptions om, the sheaf

;
Y= m(AU ® O3a¢: Thad (‘@ ® n;ﬁx(m)))

is locally free. We seG1 := P(¥)’). By replacing? with 2 @ T o (sufficiently ample), we may
assume that’g, (1) is very ample. Led: T — Jad be the morphism associated witfi Ez, and let
2l be a line bundle off with \"Ez = (0 x idx)* 2 @ m:A<. Then

r

)
A (G ®idrg )1 AU ® O — (0 xidx)* 2 @ 1O (M) @ T6:As

defines a morphism: ¥ — Gy with 1;0g, (1) = AUs.
SetJ4™:= Jad x Jad. The sheaf

Gy — Hom(U@c® O, Tham, (g (P) P @ T x (L) ® n;ﬁx(na)))

on J%M is also locally free. SeG :=P(%,’). Making use of Remark2.3, it is clear that we can
assume’g, (1) to be very ample. The homomorphism

Upe® Oz — EZ°@m0x(na) —
— (O xidx)* PP ® L[ks] ® 15 Ox (na) @ T (AL @ Ny

provides a morphism: T — G with 150,(1) = Ql%b@)mg. Altogether, settingz .= G x G, and
I 1= 11 X I2, we have an injective and 38U )-equivariant morphism

11T — G.
Linearize the SIU )-action onG in 0 (¢g,1) with

o p—a-o
£ = 5

and denote by¢~(¥/P)s the sets of points il which are SI(U)-(semi/poly)stable w.r.t. the given
linearization.

Theorem 2.11. For n large enough, the following two properties hold true:

i) The preimages (G~ (¥/P)S) consist exactly of those pointstT for which (E;, M, 1) (nota-
tion as in Ren2]19) is &-(semi/poly)stablg, , c-pair of type(d,r,m).
ii) The restricted morphismlF1 () 1171(GES%) — GESis proper.

The proof of this theorem will be given in a later section.

2.3.5 Proof of Theorem
SetT0~ (88 := | ~1(GE=(95). TheorenfZI1 now shows that the categorical quotients

M (Panc)§, R = TOESLU)
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is an orbit space. PropositiGnP.8 and Proposifion]2.1Qutethat we

have a natural transformation of the functofddp, C) d/r (/ Sinto the functor of points of/Z (Pap.c)y /r(/rzf.

The asserted minimality property M(pa,bc)g/rjfn and.Z (Pap, C)d/‘rjm’s being a coarse moduli space
follow immediately from the universal property of the caidgal quotient. Finally, the assertion about
the closed points is a consequence of the “polystable” g&fIdl. Therefore, Theorem2.5 is settled
for representations of the forpyp c.

For an arbitrary representatign we may finda, b,c and a decompositiopac = p © p. Define

T (p) as the closed subschemeivhere the homomorphism

exist and that/Z (Papc)g,,;

/m

r
~ (29
Ts:Espue =EsY ® (/\ ES) — Z[Kz] © N
vanishes orEs,. SetT(p)%~(95:=T(p)NT2=(9s, It follows that the categorical quotients
5- _
AP = TP SLL)

also exist. By our characterization of(j) /r(/n)q as a closed subfunctor of the functo( M), /r(/‘?f,
the theorem follows likewise fqo.
Next, we letTg,,; be the open subscheme Bfconsisting of those pointsfor which ?ﬁ {tixx IS

surjective and set(p)SurJ = T(p)°~SNTsuj Thus, there is a section

afz(p)g&jszg(p)surj XX — IP(ESP)
Moreover, 3 (Es) xC-(" F is a closed subscheme Bf(Esp). Now, we defineX(F,p)%—P~S as the
closed subscheme of those poinhts i(p) > for which the restricted morphlsm: 5s fac-

surj P)sur

{t} xX
torizes ovef3(Es) x - F. Since the action of SU) onT(p)%~Sis closed, the categorical quotient
T(p )SurJ // SL(U) exists as an open subscheme of the moduli spﬁcﬁp)d/r/m, whence

MFP)55° = T(Fp)° P SLU)

exists as a closed subschemé:();b)

°//SL(U) and hence as alocally closed subschem@(cép)d/r/m
as asserted.

surj
2.3.6 Proof of Theorem 211

2.3.7 Notation and Preliminaries

The remarks about one parameter subgroups ¢f)Sh Sectior_LB naturally apply to one parameter
subgroups of SU). We set

oo = (i—p.i—pi,..i), i=1..,p-1

Given a basis! = (ug, ...,up) of U and a weight vectoy = zipz_llﬁi VS), we denote the corresponding
one parameter subgroup of &L) by )‘(9@- We hope that these conventions will not give rise to
too much confusion. Having fixed a basis= (uy,...,up) of U and an indexX € {1,...,p}, we set

Ug(') = (ug,...,U ).
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Let pi, be the natural linearization of the 8l.)-action onG1 in &g, (1). Then, we writeug, (.,.)
instead oftip, (.,.). In the same wayg, (., .) is to be read. Finallyyg(.,.) := eHa, (-,.) + He, (-, ),
Le., 4G (..) = Hpg (-,.), wherepg, stands for the linearization of the 8ll)-action onG in O(¢, 1),

€ € Q0.
Let U ® Ox(—n) — E be a generically surjective homomorphism dha vector bundle of

degreed and rankr. SetZ := H(det(E)(rn)). Thenh:= A"(q®idgym) € HOm(A"U,Z) is non
trivial, and we can look afh] € P(Hom(A"U,Z)"). On this space, there is a natural (Bl)-action.
Then, it is well-known (e.g.,[121]) that for any bagis= (U, ...,up) and any two weight vectors

V=W, Yp) With i <--- < yhandyy =0,i=1,2,

HAWY) M) +rA YD), ) = pAuy -+ )
and forevery € {1,....p—1}

(A (uyD), ) = prkE—Ir. 1)

Here,E, C E stands for the subbundle generatectql@lgdg(|> ® Ox(—n)).

2.3.8 Sectional semistability

Theorem 2.12.Fix the tuple(d,r,m) and a b, c as before. Then, there exists an such that for every
n > ny and everyd-(semi)stablepa c-pair (E,M, 1), the following holds true: For every weighted
filtration (E*,a),E*:0CE;C---CEsCE,of E

iaij(x(E(n))rkEi—hO(Ei(n))rkE) + S W (E%a;T) (=) O
=1

Proof. First, suppose we are given a weighted filtratié®, o), E*: 0 C E; C --- C Es C E, such that
Ei(n) is globally generated and*(E;(n)) =0 fori =1,...,s. Then, fori = 1,...,s,

X (E(n))rkE; — h2(E;(n)) rkE
= (d+r(n+1—g))rkE — (degE)+rkE(n+1—g))r
= drkE — deg(Ei)r,
so that the claimed condition follows frofi, M, 7) beingd-(semi)stable.

Next, recall that we have found a universal positive coristardepending only om, a, and?,
such that for every, every semistablp,p c-pair (E,M, 7), and every non-trivial subbundle of E

d
HE) < T +Cq.

If we fix another positive constafib, then the set of isomorphy classes of vector bunBlesuch that
H(E") > (d/r) —Cy, Umax(E") < (d/r)+Cy, and 1< rkE’ <r —1is bounded. From this, we infer that
there is a natural numbe(C;), such that for every > n(Cy), every semistabl@, p, c-pair (E,M, T)

of type (d,r,m), and every proper subbundi of E

e eitheru(E’) < (d/r)—C;
e or E’(n) is globally generated and(E’(n)) = 0.
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Moreover, the Le Potier-Simpson estimate (cfl [24], LemniaZ’and proof of 7.1.1, p. 106) gives in
the first case

KE'—1rd 1 d
O/ < /. r - I
M(E'(m) < rkE ( rkE’ [r+cl+n+1}++rkE’[r 2+n+1}+>,
i.e., for largen
h°(E'(n) < rkE’<g+n+l+(r—2)C1—%>,
and thus

X (E(M) rkE' =’ (E'(n))r > K(g,r,C1,Cy)
= —r(r=1)g—r(r—21)(r—2)Cy+Cs.

Our contention is now that fdZ, with
K(g7r7C17C2) > 6a(r_1)

andn; := n(Cy), the theorem holds true.

So, assume that we are given a weighted filtratiéh a) with E*: 0 C E; C --- C EsC E and
a=(ay,...,0as). Let ji,..., j; be the indices such that(E;, ) > d/r —Cy, fori = 1,...,t, so thatE;, (n)
is globally generated and*(E;j (n)) =0,i=1,...,t. We letqy,...,Js—t be the indices i{1,...,s} \
{j1,---,jt} in increasing order. We introduce the weighted filtrati¢g&$,a,) and (E3,a,) with
E{:OCEj, C---CE;,CE,a;:=(qj,,...,aj)andE;:0CE, C---CE, ,CE,a,=(0y,..., 04 ).
LemmdLB ii) yields

s—t

Hp(E*aiT) > up(ELgl:r)—(_Zlaﬁ>-5-a-(r—1),
i=
whence

aj(x(E(n)rkE; —h°(Ej(n))rIkE) + &-pp(E®,a;1)

= _aii(X(E(n))rkEji_hO(Eji(n))rkE) + 5'”P(EI>Q1;T)
st s—t
+ a5 (X (EM) ik — MP(E (M) 1kE) - (_zlaa) Sa(r-1)
t
>3 (X(E() KE; (8, () KE) &4y (EF, 1y )

+ (20@) K(g,r,C1,Co) — (2%) -9-a-(r—1).

Since this last expression is positive by assumption, welane. O
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The implication t € 17 1(G5~ %) = (E;, My, ;) is 6-(semi)stable
To begin with, we fix a constam with the property that
rK > maxq{d(s—r)+d-a-(r—1)|s=1,.,r—1}.

Now, lett = [o:U ® Ox(—n) — E, M, ;] be a point withi (t) € GE= (93,
We first claim that there can be no subbunBlec E; with deg E’) > d+K. Let E’ be such a
subbundle. Then, for every natural numhber

h°(E'(n)) > d+K+rkE'(n+1-g).

Let E be the subbundle df; which is generated by Itev:H°(E'(n)) ® Ox(—n) — E). Thus,
HO(E(n)) = H%(E'(n)) andE is generically generated by its global sections. Now, chandasis

U, ..., for HO(E'(n)), complete it to a basig := (uy, ..., up) of U, and sef\ := A (u, yg)). Then, we
have seen that

He, (A 11(t)) = p-rkE—h(E(n))-r
< p-tkE' —h2(E’(n))-.

Our discussion preceding Leminall.8 applies toSLas well, whence
He, (M, 12(t) < a-(p—i).

Therefore,

HE (AL 1Y) € Hg, (A, 12(t)) + Ha, (A, 12(t))

p;as-5(p.rkE’_h0(E/(n)).r) +a-(p—i)

IN

2 / / /
_ pPrkE’  parkE’  pH’(E'(n))
rd r ) +pa

Next, we multiply the last expression by the positive numi@etp in order to obtain

prkE’ —rh®(E’(n)) + da(r — rkE’)
< (d+r(n+1—-9))rkE' —r(d+K-+rkE'(n+1-9)) + da(r — 1)

= d(tkE'—=r)+da(r—-1)—-rk < 0,

by our choice oK. This obviously contradicts the assumptigh) € G¢~55. We can also assume that
d+K > 0. SetC3 := (r — 1)d/r + K. Then our arguments show thdt) € G*~SSimplies

d
Umax( Et) S F + C37

independentlypf the numben with which we performed the construction @Gf An argument similar
to the one used in the proof of Theor€m 2.12 shows tha{w-pair (E,M, 1) is o-(semi)stable, if
and only if for every weighted filtratio(E®, a), such that

d d-a(r—1 d

I‘l( J) = r r r 1, | y e S,
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one has
M(E*.a) + &-pp,.(E*a;T) (=) O

Therefore, we choose so large that for every vector bundie with d/r +C3 > pmax(E’), u(E’) >
d/r —Cy, and 1< rkE’ <r — 1, one has tha’(n) is globally generated and(E’(n)) vanishes.
Now, let (E*, a) be a weighted filtration with

d :
u(E)) > ?_Cl’ i=1..5s

Fix a basisw = (wy,...,w;) of W := C', and letW* : 0 CW,_(V”) C--- CV\A,_(ViS) C W be the associated
flag,ij :=rkE;j, j=1,...,s. Letu= (uy,...,up) be a basis of) such that there are indicés...,|s with

Ug('j) =HO(Ej(n)), j = 1,...,s. Define
S
- I
vy o= Yan’
=1
We also set, fOl] — 1’._.75_’_ 1’ |S+1 =P, |0 = 0, i5+1 =, iO = 0.
0rj(U,w == U§" /Ui = HO(Ej/Eja(n), and  gp(Wow) ==y /Wiy 2.

The fixed basew for W andu for U provide us with isomorphisms

s+1 s+1

U g@grj(uag)a and Wg@ng(W,V_V)
j=1 j=1

LetJ?:={1,...,s}*2 For every index € J2 we set

VVLW = grll(Wv\/_V) & ®gr,a(W,v_v).

Analogously, we defin®, \,. Moreover, fork € {1,...,c} andi € J&, we IetV\/L‘f\,_V be the subspace of
Wi ¢ := W3 which isW,  living in the k-th copy oW in W, and similarly we defin&J,. The

spacesV, andUf, k€ {1,...,c} and! € J?, are eigenspaces for the actions of the one parameter

subgroupst (w, 1)) andA (u, yh'), respectively,j = 1,...,s. Define
VJ(l_) = #{ li < j|L:(ll>"'7la)7 i:lw'wa}' (2)
Then A (w, y{') acts onWK,, with weight vj(1) -r —a-ij, andA(u, o)) acts onUf, with weight
vi(1)-p—a-lj.
Let Z := HO(det(E,)®P @ M; ® Ox(na)). Theni,(t) € P(Hom(U,e,Z)") can be represented by
a homomorphism
Lt:Ua7c — Zt

One readily verifies

Ho, (AW Y), (L) - = (3)

S
—min{ > aj(vi(1)-p—a-lj) ke {1,..,c},1€I*:Uf ¢ kerLt}.
=1
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Next, we observe that we can choose a small open sifasetX over whichE; and M; are trivial
and there is an isomorphisg E;x, =W © Ox, with Lp(El'Xo) =W*® 0Ox,. This trivialization and the
Pab.c-pair (E¢, M, Tt) provide us with

r ®b
We observe that for evelye {1,...,c} and every € J?
WK, ® Ox, 7 Kerly & UL, ¢ kerly, (4)

and that
Hpapo (E*,Q;Tt) = (5)

S

—min ai(vi(t)-r—a-i;) ke {1,..,cl,1 € AWK, ® Ox, ¢ kerl; }.
i\Yi i Lw ' “Xo
J:]_

Now, letko € {1,...,c} andi, € J% be such that the minimum ifl(3) is achievedPy ; a;j(vj(io)-
p—a-lj) andU,ﬁ"(j’.g ¢ kerL;. We obtain

0 () H&(Auy). (1)
= & e, (AU, Y),11(t)) + Ha, (A (U, V), 12(t))

= £- ilaj (prkE] - hO(EJ(n)) ) + ilaj (VJ(LO) p—a- IJ)
1= i=
- p;aaé Z a; (PrkEj — h°(Ej(n)r) + Y aj(vj(io)- p—a-h’(Ej(n)))

e (prkEJ parkEj_phO(Ej(n)>
_ Z =

r

We multiply this inequality by &/p and find
0 (<) Z (PrkEj —rh®(Ej(m)) +3 5 a;(vj(10)r —arkE;).
: J:]_

Sinceht(Ej(n)) =0, j=1,...,s, WehaveprkE,—rhO(E,( n)) =drkE; —rdedEj), j=1,...,s. More-
over, rkEj =ij, by deflnltlon andup, . (E*,a; 1) > ¥5_;1 aj(vj(io)r —aij), by (ZI) and[Z]S) whence
we finally see

M(E*. ) +8" tp,,.(E*0:Tt) (2) O,

as required.

The implication (E¢,M;, 1;) is 0-(semi)stable = t € 1 ~1(GE~(93)

By the Hilbert-Mumford criterion, we have to show that foeey basisu = (uy, ...,up) of U and every
weight vectorI/: (V- Yp) With g <--- <y andzipzly. =0

HEAWUY),I() = ede,(AWUY), 1) +Hae, (AU, Y),12(t) (=) 0.
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So, letu = (uy,...,up) be an arbitrary basis fa4 andy = zi";llﬁi yr()') a weight vector. Lely,...,l, be
the indices with3,, #0,h=1,...,v. For eacth € {1,...,v}, let E,, be the subbundle & generated
by Im(Ug(|h> ® Ox(—n) — E). Note that forh’ > h we will haveE,, = E,, if and only if Ug('“’) C
HO(E;, (n)). We letE® :0=:Eg C E; C --- C Es C Es.1 := E be the filtration by the distinct vector
bundles occurring among tlt,’s.

Recall that we know[{1)

M <

e, (VWP 10) = 5 By (PIKE, — ) = 5 By (PIKE}, — hO(E;, (0)r).
h=1

h

Il
s

Set, forj =1,...,s,

hIE|h—EJ
so that we see .
He,(A(uy),n®) = 5 aj(prkE —h(Ej(n))r). 6)
=1
Next, we define fofj =0,...,s
h(j) = maq{h=1.v[Uf c h(E;(n)}.

With these conventiondi = h(j) + 1 is the minimal index, such thz!aig('h> ® Ox(—n) generically
generate&; 1, j =0,...,s. We now set

grj (U,g) o Ug(lh(i—l)ﬂ)/Ug(lhgzl))7 j=1,..s+1
The space@?j@‘rj (U,u) can be identified with a subspace Wf via gr;(U,u) = (lp_1) +1,...,

lhGj-141) =18
For any index tuple = (i1,...,15) € J#:={1,...,s}*2, we define

ULQ = grll(Uvg)®"'®grla(U7g)-

Again, for1 € 32 andk € {1,...,c}, Oﬁg will be U,_H viewed as a subspace of tkeh summand of
Ua’c. _

The effect of our definition of thé(j)’s is that the space@i'fg, LteJ®*andke {1,...c}, are
eigenspacesor all the one parameter subgroupsu, yé'“)), h=1,...,v, with respect to the weight
vj(1)p—aln, vj(1) asin [2).

Now, letw = (ws,...,w;) be a basis folW andW* : 0 CWA(,”) C - CV\@('S) CW, ij :=rkE;j,

j =1,...,s, the corresponding flag. Then, the spawfg_v, 1 €J*andk e {1,...,,c}, are defined as
before. We can find a small open 3&tC X, such that

o M; andE; are trivial overXo,
e there is an isomorphismp: E;jx, — W ® Ox, with Lp(El'Xo) =W*® Ox,,
* Eix = BT(EI/Ej-1)x

e the homomorphisni$1 gr; (U, u)) @ Ox,(—n) — @5LI(Ej/Ej 1) x, is surjective.
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As before, letz; := HO(det(E;)®° @ My ® O (na)), so thati,(t) € P(Hom(Ua,Z)") induces a

homomorphism _ N
L:PUf, — z
Letting
r @b
Wao® G — (AW) @ 63
be the resulting homomorphism, we find that for edery {1,...,c} and every € J2
WK, ® Ox, Z kerly & UK, ¢ kerL. (7)

By TheorenZ 1R, we have

S

Z (prkE;j — h°(Ej(n))r) +0 Up,o (E*,(O1,...,06); 1) (=) O. (8)

Now, we chooség € {1,...,c} andi, € J? with V\/,_‘;‘fv_v® Ox, ¢ kerly and pp, , (E®, (01,...,05); Tt)
= 35-10;(vj(1o)r —arkEj). Plugging this into[(8) and multiplying bg/(rd) yields

S 2 . . . S
0 () > <p :;E’ - parrkE’ - phﬂ(i‘(n))> + 3 avi(t)-p
1= =1

S

= &Y aj(prkEj—h°(Ej(n))r) + iaj (Vi(Lo) - p—a-h(Ej(n))).
=

=1

By our definition of thea;, and [T), we know
He, (A (Uy), 12(t) > Z Bin (Vi (Lo)p—aln)
> J;or,-(vj(l_o)IO—ah"(Ej(n)))-
Here, we have sejt(h) to be the element € {1,...,s} with E, = E;. This together with[{6) finally
showspg (A (u,y),1(t))(>)0.
The identification of the polystable points

By the Hilbert-Mumford criterion, a poink(t) is polystable if and only if it is semistable and, for
every one parameter subgrodif SL(U) with pé& (A,1(t)) =0, lim,,.A(2) - 1(t) lies in the orbit of
1(t).

Now, letu = (u, ..., up) be a basis fod andyz Z?:lﬁlj y,()'j) be a weight vector witlf;, # 0 and
lj € {1,...,p—1} such thaiu& (A (u,y),1(t)) = 0. Then, our previous considerations show that the
following must be satisfied

o U = HOE, (M), j=1,....8

e E; (n) is generated by global sections add(E;, (n)) = 0.
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Setkj :=F, ij :=rkEj, aj:=f,, | = 1,...,s and choose a basig,...,w; for W. As before, we
associate to these data a flaJ. Consider the weighted filtratiofE®, a) with E®* :0C E; C --- C
EsC Eranda = (ay,...,0s), so that the conditiopé (A (u, ), (t)) = 0 becomes equivalent to

M(E®.a) + 8- lp,,.(E*a;%) = O

Lette :=lim; 0 A(2) -t and(E, ,M,, T, ) be the correspondingap c-pair. Then, clearlyMy, = M,
and it is well known thak;, = fj Ej/Ej_1. LetUsc = @UY be the decomposition &, ¢ into
eigenspaces w.r.t. th@&*-action coming from (u, y), andgi, = — tg, (A (U, ), 12(t)). If Li:Uac — Z
andLy,:Uac — 2, = Z; are the homomorphisms representirandt.,, respectively, thet_ is just
the restriction oL to U% extended by zero to the other weight spaces. As we have sémne e
condition thal,_ be supported only od % is equivalent to the fact that over each open sukgever
which 1, is surjective and we have a trivializatiapt B, |x, — W © 0%, with L/J(E"XO) =W*® O,
the induced morphismiXo — P(Wa¢) lands inPP(W%), whereW® is the eigenspace for the weight
9o := —MHp,,.(E*,a; 1,). Thus, we have shown th@, M, 1) beingd-polystable implies that(t) is

a polystable point. The converse is similar.

The properness of the Gieseker map

In this section, we will prove that the Gieseker morphisis proper, using the (discrete) valuative
criterion.

Thus, let(C,0) be the spectrum of a DVRR with quotient fieldK. Suppose we are given a
morphismh:C — G#5% which lifts over Spe& to T. This means that we are given a quotient
family (ok:U ® 1 O0x(—n) — Ex, Kk, Tk ) Of papc-pairs parameterized by Spedwe left out9ik,
because it is trivial). This can be extended to a certain lfafiic:U ® 78; Oy (—n) — Ec, ke, Tc),
consisting of

e a surjectionfic onto the flat familyEc, whereEg (o, .x may have torsion
e the continuatiorkc of Kk into O

e a homomorphisnic: Ega*‘ — detE)®P ® .Z[kc] whose restriction td0} x X is non trivial
and whose restriction to Spkcx X differs from ¢ by an element ifk*.

The resulting datunh:U, ¢ — 7. (det(Ec)*P @ .2 k] @ T8, Ox (na)) defines a morphisi@ — G
which coincides with the second componéabf h.

SetEc := EYV. This is a reflexive sheaf on the smooth surf@ceX, whence it s locally free and
thus flat ovelC. Therefore, we have a family

Oc:U @ 1 Ox (—n) — E¢

where the kernel of the homomorphidth® Ox(—n) — Ecjoyxx IS isomorphic to the torsion”
of Ecjj0xx. One gets a homomorphisty' U ® 0c — 1. (det(Ec) ® T O (rn)) which defines a
morphismC — G4 which coincides with the first componeim of h.

SetEp := Ecjjop«x- Our claim is thaH®(qc (o) «x @ idr g, (n)):U — HO(Eo(n)) must be injec-
tive. This implies, in particular, thaEVCHo}Xx is torsion free and, henc&: = Ec andgc = Gc. If
H:= ker(Ho(qq{O}Xx ®idr gy (n))) is NON trivial, we choose a bagis, ..., u;j for H and complete it
to a basisu = (uy,...,up) of U. SetH = (Uj1,...,up ). We first note[{lL)

e (AU ye),m(0) = —ir.
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The spaces$i ;= H®! oR%E | = 1,...,a, are the eigenspaces df*@ for the C*-action coming
from A(u, ). LetHK beH, embedded into th-th component oblg¢, k=1,....c, | =1,...,a. For

everyk € {1,...,c} and everyl € {1,...,a}, H*® Ox(—n) generates a torsion subsheaﬁgf{‘i;xx,

so thatH C kerL. This implies

Ha, ()\ (97 VF()J))’hZ(O)) =  He, (A (Q, VF()J))7[L]) = -—aj,

and thus _
HE(A(U)).h(0) = —ejr—aj < o

in contradiction to the assumptidni0) € G&—SS.

We identifyU with its image ilH®(Eq(n)). LetK be a positive constant such tikt > max{ d(s—
ry+da(r—1)|s=1,...r—1}. We assert that for every non-trivial and proper quotiemtdbeQ of
Eo we must have deQ > —K — (r — 1)g. For this, letQ be the minimal destabilizing quotient bundle.
SetE’ := ker(E — Q). It suffices to show that d&g < —K — (r — 1)gimplies dim(H°(E’(n))NU) >
d+K+rkE’'(n+1—g), because then a previously given argument applies. Natevthhave an exact
sequence

0 —— HO(E'(n))NU u HO(Q(n)).

Assume first that®(Q(n)) = 0. Thus, dinfH°(E’(n))NU) = p=d+rkE’(n+1—g) + (r —rk E’)(n+
1—g) >d+rkE'(n+1—g)+n+1—g. Since we can assunmet+ 1 — g > K, this is impossible.
Therefore, the Le Potier-Simpson estimate g€ (n)) < degQ+ rkQ(n+ 1) and thus

dim(H°(E'(n))NU) > p—h(Q(n))
> d+r(n+1—g)—degQ—rkQ(n+1)
= d—degQ—-grkQ+(r —rkQ)(n+1—-09)
> d-degQ—g(r—1)+rkE'(n+1—g).

This gives the claim. We see

—K—(r—1
S

This bound does not depend nSince the family of isomorphy classes of vector bun@es degree

d and rankr with pmin(G) > —K — (r — 1)g is bounded, we can chooseso large thaH*(G(n)) =0

for every such vector bundle. In particulat!(Eg(n)) = 0, i.e.,U = H%(Eg(n)). This means that the
family (Gc, Kc, Tc) we started with is a quotient family g, p c-pairs parameterized b§ and thus
defines a morphism fro@ to T which lifts h. By Theoren 2111 i), this morphism factorizes through
$6-ss and we are done.

Umin(Eo) >

3 Examples

This section is devoted to the treatise of the known exampldgn our general context. First, we
discuss two important methods of simplifying the stabitigncept. Second, we will consider some
easy specializations of the moduli functors. Then, we lyridfscuss the variation of the stability
parameter and prove an “asymptotic irreducibility” resulfterwards, we turn to the examples. In
the examples, we will show how many of the known stabilityeapwts and constructions of the moduli
spaces over curves can be obtained via our constructiomolgdses we will see that our results give
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a little more than previous constructions. We have also @dae stability concept for conic bundles
of rank 4. The main aim of the examples is to illustrate thatdbmplexity of the stability concept
only results from the complexity of the input representapoGL(r) — GL(V) and to illustrate how
the understanding g can be used to simplify the stability concept.

3.1 Simplifications of the stability concept

In this part, we will formulate several ways of restating ttmcept ofd-semistability in different,
easier ways which will be used in the study of examples towerine known notions of semistability.
The first one uses a well-known additivity property to redtlee stability conditions to conditions
on subbundles. The second one generalizes this to a methddhgidor all representations. This
provides the mechanism alluded to in the introduction. THiltone is a method to express the
concept od-semistability forp-pairs associated with a direct sym= p1 ® - - - ® py, of representations
in a certain sense in terms of the semistability conceptesponding to the summangs Further
methods of simplifying the semistability concept will beclissed in the examples.

A certain additivity property
Letp:GL(r) — GL(V) be a representation such that the following property holgs t~or any basis
W= (W,...,w) of C', any two weight vectorg, andy,, and any poinfl] € P(V)

Ho(Awy, +v,), 1) = Ho(Aw,y,),[11) +Hp(A (W, y,),[1])- (9)
Now, let(E,M, 1) be ap-pair andd a positive rational number. For every weighted filtrat{&?, o ),

E*:0C E; C--- C Es C E, the definition ofu, (E®, a; 1) and [®) imply

M(E®, a) + Ok, (E®,a;T)

S
= > ((drkEj —rdegE;) +5up(Ej,r)>.
=1

We see that the semistability condition becomes a conditiosubbundles dE: The p-pair (E,M, T)
is 3-(semi)stable, if and only if for every non trivial properdundleE’ of E one has

E,
WE) () e+ D, (10)

The general procedure

Let p:GL(r) — GL(V) be a representation dhandp’:SL(r) — GL(V) its restriction to Skr).
We fix a basisnv = (wy,...,w;) of C'. This basis determines a maximal toflis- SL(r). First, we
observe that the Hilbert-Mumford criterion can be restaeithe following form: A point[l] € P(V)
is p’-(semi)stable, if and only if for every elemegie SL(r) and every weight vector = (y1, ..., %)
with s <--- < pandyy =0 B
Ho(A(w,y),g-[]) (=) O (11)

The representatiop;r: T — GL(V) yields a decomposition

vV = P %

XeX(T)
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with
Vy = {veV|pt)(v)=x{t)-v VteT}.
The set STp) := { x € X(T)|Vy # (0) } is theset of states ab. We look at the rational polyhedral

cone
C={(-WIn<<wny=0} =Rog- YV 4+ Rsp- Y.

For every subseh C ST(p), we obtain a decomposition

C=[JCf with C:={yeClAW,y),x)<AWy),x)Vx €A}
X€eA

Here,(.,.) is the natural pairing between one parameter subgroupsterdaters. The conég are
also rational polyhedral cones and one has

cinck = cin{ylAwy).x—x")=0},

so that two cones intersect in a common face. ThereforeafdrA&, we get a fan decomposition Gf
For each edge of a corﬁ%, there is a minimal integral generator. ForC ST(p) and x € A, we let
KX be the set of those generators #id= U, KX. The seKa obviously containg y, ...,y =1},
and we callA critical, if Ky is strictly bigger thar{ y¥, ..., y{"~Y }. Now, for each poinfl] € P(V),
we set STI) := { x|ljy, # 0}. Moreover, an elemerg € SL(r) is calledcritical for [I], if the set
ST(g-!) is critical.

We observe that for a poitfit| € (V) and a weight vectoy € C one has

Ho(A(w,y), 1)) = —min{{(A(w,y),x)|x € ST(I) }.

This means that Equatiofi] (9) remains valid, if there existharactery € ST(I), such thalCéT(l)
contains botkl/l and Y, We infer

Corollary 3.1. A point[l] € P(V) is p’-(semi)stable if and only if it satisfies the following twado
tions:

1. For every element g SL(r) and every e {1,...,r—1}
po(Awy").g-11) (=) O

2. For every ge SL(r) which is critical for[l] and every weight vectgre Ksrg) \ { Yy, DY

In particular, it suffices to teqfdl) for the weight vectors belonging to the finite set

Ko = |J Ka
ACST(p)

Remark3.2 A similar procedure works for all semisimple groups Indeed, one fixes a paiB, T)
consisting of a Borel subgroup & and a maximal toru§ C B. With analogous arguments, one
obtains decompositions of the Weyl chamé&(B, T). Seel[8] for a precise discussion.
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Let’'s now turn to thep-pairs. LetW* be the complete flag @ (wy) C --- C (Wq,...,Wy_1) C
C'. For ap-pair (E,M, ¢) and a filtration 0C E; C --- C E,_1 C Ewith TkE; =i, i=1,....,r — 1,
we define STE®) as follows: Choose an open subgktand a trivializationy: Ey — 05" with
Lp(E"U) =W?*® 0y. Then, for eacly € ST(p), there is a rational map

U — P(Epy) = P(V) xU — P(V) ——» P(Vy).

An elementy € ST(p) now belongs to S{IE*), if and only if this rational map is defined on a non-
empty subset o). As before, one verifies that $#°*) is well-defined. The filtratiorE® is called
critical for ¢, if ST(E®) is critical. Corollan3.l now shows

Theorem 3.3.i) The p-pair (E,M, ¢) is d-(semi)stable, if and only if it meets the following two
requirements:

1. For every proper non-trivial subbundle’ Bf E

WE) () pE )

2. For every filtration B which is critical for¢ and every elemerﬁ:1 aj yii) e Kstes) \{ vy
YWY, aj > 0,ij:=rkEj, j=1,...,S,
M(OCE; C---CEsCE,(ay,...,0s)) +

O-Up(0CEyC--CEsCE,(0y,...,a6);¢) (=) O.

Direct sums of representations

Letp:GL(r) — GL(V;) be representations of the general linear group and asswresiran integer
a with pj(z-idgr) = 2% -idy for all ze C*, i =1,....t. Definep:=p1®---®p. Note that for
every rankr vector bundleE one hasE, = Ep, @ --- ® Ep. The following result is a counterpart to
Theoren_LE in the first part.

Proposition 3.4. Let(E,M, 1) be ap-pair of type(d,r,m) andd € Q-o. Then the following conditions
are equivalent;

1. (E,M, 1) is d-semistable §-polystable).
2. There exist pairwise distinct indices, ...,1s € {1,...,t }, s<t, such that
je{i,.1s} = (&) T1E,:Ep —> Mis non-zero,

and positive rational numbersy, ..., s with Z?:l oj = 1 such that for every weighted filtration
(E*,a)

s
M(E.’g)+5<z Gj“p’j (E.7g;T|Ep,j)> 2 0
=
(And if equality holds
e EX @?iiEj/Ej—l
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o thep,j—pair(E,M,r\Ep,j)|seqU|vaIenttoth@, -pair (E,M, 7|_ v ): Y Vi = —Hp, (E*,a )

j =1,...,s (Compare with definition of polystability above).

rk E]_

Here, wis a basis forC", W* : 0 C W, (TKEs)

CV\KN

3. There exist pairwise distinct indices ...,1s € {1,...,t }, s<t, such that

) cw, andy:=y3_; a; yKEI )

je{in.,1s} = (&) T, :Epy — M is non-zero,

and positive rational numbersy, ..., gs with zf 10j = 1 such that for every positive integer
with voj € Z-o, j = 1,...,s, the associatefp,' " @ - -- @ p2 " %)-pair

(E, M@(val—&-w-i-vas) ®Vo1 R ® T@vas)
‘E |Epls

of type(d,r,vm) is (6/v)-semistable (& /v)-polystable).

Proof. To see the equivalence between 2. and 3., observesthaty, ..., vos) provides an equivari-
ant embedding oP (V,;) x --- x P(V,,) into P(S"7V,, ® --- ® $'%V,,). Via the canonical surjection
VVig. . @VI'e — 90V, ®- - S5V, the latter space becomes embedded intg;"* ©
-~ ®@V,2V%), so that we have an equivariant embeddinB(V,,) x --- x P(V,)) = P(V ' ® - ®

V,2V%). Since for every poimt = (xq,...,Xs) € P(V;,) x --- x P(V,,) and every one parameter subgroup
A:C* — GL(r)

> l

le OjHp, ()‘ 7Xj) = ”pfi”l@“@pfg‘”’s ()‘ ! (X))7

the claimed equivalence is easily seen.

For the equivalence between 1. and 3., we have to go into thiec@istruction of the moduli
space ob-semistablep-pairs. We choosa, b, ¢, such thap is a direct summand gdapc. Therefore,
pi is also a direct summand pfc, | = 1,...,t, so that we can assunge= papc fori=1,...,t. For
atuple(is, ..., 1s), positive rational numbergy, ..., s, andv € IN as in the statement, we thus find

QVo QVos
(o 1®-- "@Pg T = Pvavby

for somec’ > 0. Recall that in our GIT construction of the moduli spac&efemistablep, ¢ pairs

of type (d,r,m), we had to fix some natural numbemwhich was large enough. Being large enough
depended on constan@, Cy, C3, andK which in turn depended only odh, r, a, andd. One now
checks thatl, r, va, andd/v yield exactly the same constants, so that the constructitbmerk also

— for all v and allc’ — for (8/v)-semistablep,, v «-pairs of type(d,r,vm). Fix such am. We can
now argue as follows. Sgt:=d-+r(n+1—g), and letU be a complex vector space of dimension
p. Given ad-semistablepap c-pair (E,M, 1) of type (d,r,m), we can writeE as a quotient:U ®
Ox(—n) — E whereH%(q(n)) is an isomorphism. Set := Hom(A"U,H%(detE(rn))) andW :=
Hom(Ua ¢, HO(detE®P © M ® 0 (na))). Then(q:U ® Ox(—n) — E,M, 1) defines a Gieseker point
(12, [wi,...,w]) € P(ZY) x P(WY®) which is semistable for the linearization of the (§l)-action

in 0(g,1) with e = (p—ad)/(rd). By Theoren 1}, we find indices, ..., Is and positive rational
numbersoy, ..., 0s With 35_; 0j = 1, such thatv,; #0, j = 1,...,s, and the poin{[Z, [w,,], ..., [W,]) €
P(ZV)xP(WY)x---x P(WV) is semistable w.r.t. the linearization of the @-action ind'(¢, gy, ...,
os). As before, there is an embedding P(ZY) x P(WY) x --- x P(WY) < P(ZY) x P(W'®")
such that the pullback of’(ve,1) is 0 (ve,von,...,v0s). The pointy = 1([Z,[w,],...,[W,]) is
thus semistable w.r.t. the linearization #(ve,voi,...,vos). Now, the second component gf
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is defined by the homomorphist ¢ = USY — HO(detE®? @ M @ 0k (na))*¥ obtained from
g and the componentsg, , j = 1,....s. Composing this homomorphism with the natural map
J

HO(detE®P © M ® Oy (na))®V — HO(detE®"P @ M®V ® O (nva)), we find a pointy’ € P(Z") x
P(W"), W := Hom(Uya e, HO(detE®'P @ M€Y @ Ox(nva))). The pointy is semistable w.r.t. the
linearization of the S[U )-action in&'(ve, 1). By constructiony is the Gieseker point of the quotient
Pvavb.c-Pair (q:U @ Ox(—n) — E,M®Y T‘%V01®'-'®T‘%:’SUS). Sinceve = (p—(va)(8/v))/(ré/v),

we infer that(E,M®V TEW&@ e ® T‘%:US) is (0/v)-semistable. The converse and the polystable part

are similar. O

3.2 Some features of the moduli spaces

Here, we will discuss several properties of the moduli spadsich we have constructed.

Trivial specializations

Let p:GL(r) — GL(V) be a representation. Very often, one fixes the determinattieof/ector
bundles under consideration. So, lgtbe a line bundle of degred If we want to consider only
p-pairs (E,M, 1) of type (d,r,m) with detE = Lo, we say that théype of(E,M, 1) is (Lo,r,m). We
then obtain a closed subfunctor(M)L /r/m ° of M(p)d/r(/n)q Note that our constructlon shows that we

have a morphlsm%(p)d/r% — Jad, [E,M, 1] — [detE]. Let//l(p)l_ /r/m ° be the fibre ovefLg).

This is then the moduli space for(l)rzl)‘5 (9
In the applications, the line bundﬂa is traditionally fixed. Having fixed a line bundMo of
degreem, we will speak ofp-pairs (E, 1) of type(d,r,Mp). This yields a moduli functor I(/p)d/r

which is also a closed subfunctor of(M)d/ (/s)s. Its moduli space, denoted by (p )d/r(/,\)/| , is the

fibre over[Mo] of the morphlsm///(p)d/r/rz1 — Jac", [E,M, 1] — [M].
If we want to fix bothLy andMo, we speak op-pairs (E, 1) of type(Lo,r,Mo). The corresponding

moduli spaces are denoted bf (p)? /(rs/),ao

Variation of

Givenp:GL(r) — GL(V), d,r,me Z, r > 0, we get a whole family of moduli spaceﬂ(p)d/r(/srf

parameterized by € Q.. This phenomenon was first studied by Thaddeus in the prodfieof
Verlinde formula[45]. The papers[l10] arild [46] study theresponding abstract GIT version. Using
these, one makes the following observations

1. There is an increasing sequenég),>o, 0y € Q-o0, v=0,1,2, ..., which is discrete iR, such
that the concept od-(semi)stability is constant within each interv@,,d,.1), v=0,1,2, ...,
and, for givenv, d-semistability ford € (dy,dy+1) implies d,- and d,1-semistability and

d—ss

both &,- and d, . 1-stability imply d-stability. In particular, there are mapd/(p)d/‘r/m —
3y

///(p)d/r ** (“chain of flips”, [48]).
2. Ford € (0,&) and(E,M, 1) a -semistablgp-pair, the vector bundlE must be semistable, and
there is a morphisM(p)g/}jfn — //lds/sr to the moduli space of semistable bundles of degree

d and rankr. Conversely, ifE is a stable bundle, theie, M, 7) will be d-stable.
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3. In the studied examples, there are only finitely manyaaitvalues, i.e., there is@., such that
the concept oB-semistability is constant (0., ). We refer to [5], [45], [35], [3F] and the
examples for explicit discussions of this phenomenon. ltildide interesting to know whether
this is true in general or not, i.e., to check it fayp .

We note that in two of the examples, namely the example ohteteframed modules and the ex-
ample of Hitchin pairs, only a parameter independent stalibncept has been treated so far. Our
discussions will therefore complete the picture in viewlhs above observations.

Asymptotic irreducibility

Fix the representatiop, the integersl andr as well as the stability paramet@r= Q-o. Suppose that

p is a direct summand of the representat@mmp . Since the estimate in Theorédm]2.6 does not depend
on the integem, we conclude that the set’ of isomorphy classes of vector bundiessuch that there
exist anm € Z and ad-semistablep-pair (E,M, 1) of type (d,r,m) is still bounded. The same goes
for the set”), of vector bundles of the forrk, with [E] € .. Thus, there is a constam, such that

for everym > mg and everyd-semistablep-pair (E,M, 1) of type (d,r,m), one has

Ext'(Ep,M) = HYE;®M) = 0.

Our construction and standard argumehts [28]5, now show that the natural parameter space for
o-semistablep-pairs of type(d,r,m) is a projective bundle over the product of a smooth, irrealeci
and quasi-projective quot scheme and the Jacobian of degiee bundles. In particular, it is smooth
and irreducible. We infer

Theorem 3.5. Given the datap, d, r, andd as above, there exists a constary, such that the moduli
space///(p)g/}jfn is a normal and irreducible quasi-projective variety foreey m> m.

Remark3.6. Givenm/, mwith m—m' =1 > 0 and a pointpy € X, the assignmentE,M, 1) —
(E,M(Ipo), ") with T":E, — M C M(Ipo) induces a closed embedding

A (P)g5m A (P)d o
3.3 Extension pairs

Fix positive integers & s< r, and letF be the Grassmannian sfdimensional quotients df’. An
F-pair is thus a pai(E,q:E — Q) whereE is a vector bundle of rank andq is a homomorphism
onto a vector bundl€ of ranks. SettingK := kerg, we obtain a paifE,K) with E as before and
K c E a subbundle of rank—s. These objects were introduced by Bradlow and GarciasPéichs
holomorphic extensions and called (smooth) extensiors pai[€]. In that work,q is not required to
be surjective.

We embedF via the Pluecker embedding in®(A\°C"), i.e., we consider the representation
p:GL(r) — GL(A®C"). To describe the notion dfd, p)-semistability, we observe that for points
[V e F c P(A®C"), basesvof C', and weight vectorg, andy,), Equation[(P) holds true. Furthermore,
for a point[v:C" — C®] € F, a basisv = (wy,...,w;) of C'", andi € {1,...,r — 1}

to(A(w, ), M) = idimkerv—rdim((w,...,w ) Nkerv).
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Therefore, according t@(JLO), &pair (E,q:E — Q) is (9, p)-(semi)stable, if and only if for every
non trivial proper subbundIE’ of E one has

rk(E’ nkerq) rkkerq
— 7 (< :
rkE’ (=) HE)+o rkE

H(E")+o
This is the same notion ][9] provides for the extension paikerq).

3.4 Framed modules

The case of framed modules is one of the most thoroughly ediueikamples of a decorated vector
bundle problem (see, e.d.] [4].113], 48], ]25], [21],122]

First, we fix a positive integar, an integed, and a line bundl®ly on X and look at thep-pairs of
type (d,r,Mp) associated with the representatjporGL(r) — GL(Hom(C?®,C")), i.e., at pair§E, ¢)
consisting of a vector bundIlg of degreed and rankr and a homomorphisnp:E — M. For
the representatiop, the Additivity Property [[B) is clearly satisfied, and givamon-trivial proper
subbundleE’ of E one hagu, (E',¢) = —rkE" orr —rkE’ if E’ C ker¢ or ¢ ker¢, respectively.

Given d € Q-o, Equation [(ID) thus shows théE, ¢) is d-(semi)stable, if for every non-trivial
proper subbundI&’ of E

HE) () uE)- o it E Cherg

, 0 o ) ,
HE) - (S) HE)- =, it E ¢ kerd.

Finally, one has the following result on the stability paedend:

Lemma 3.7. Fix integers dr, r > 0, and a line bundle il The set of isomorphy classes of vector
bundles E for which there exist a parametee Q- and ad-semistablep-pair of type(d,r,Mg) of
the form(E, ¢ ) is bounded.

This is proved as Prop. 2.2.2. in]35]. From this boundednesglt, it follows easily that the set
of isomorphy classes of vector bundles of the formdke(E, ¢) a p-pair of type(d,r,Mg) for which
there exists @ € Q-0 w.r.t. which it becomes semistable is bounded, too. We infer

Corollary 3.8. There exists a positive rational numb&y such that for every > &, and everyp-pair
(E, ¢) of type(d,r,Mp), the following conditions are equivalent

1. (E, ) is o0-(semi)stable.
2. ¢ is injective.

Now, fix a vector bundlésp on X. Recall that gramed module of typéd,r, Ep) is a pair(E, ¢)
consisting of a vector bundIe of degreed and rankr and a non-zero homomorphisgin E — Ej.
Fix a sufficiently ample line bundI®y on X and an embedding Eq C My for somes. Therefore,
any framed modul€E, ) of type (d,r,Ep) gives rise to thep-pair (E, ¢ := 1 o @) of type (d,r,Mo),
and thep-pair (E, ¢) is o-(semi)stable, if and only ifE, ¢) is a o-(semi)stable framed module in
the sense of [21]. Finally, a family of framed modules of tyjger,Ey) parameterized b is a
triple (Es, Ys,MNs) consisting of a rank vector bundleEs on Sx X, a line bundlefson S and a
homomorphismps: Es — 1 Eq ® D1s which is non trivial on every fibrds} x X, s€ S Associate
to such a family(Es, gs,Ms) the family (Es, ks, Ns, ¢s) of p-pairs of type(d,r,Mo) whereks(s) =
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[Mo] for all s€ Sand¢s = (15 (1) ®idzms) o Ps. This exhibits the functor associating to a scheme

Sthe set of equivalence classes of familiesdefsemi)stable framed modules of type,r,Mp) as
the subfunctor oLMp)g/*r(/?/i of those families(Es, ks, Ms, ¢s) whereks is the constant morphism
s+— [Mo], and the compositEs — 15 (Mg ®) @ TENs — 11 (Mg °/1 (Ep) ) ® MENs vanishes. Since
all these conditions are closed conditions, the moduli epad d-(semi)stable framed modules on

curves ([45],121]) become closed subschemes of our modaﬁes//(p)g/;(/i)/li.

Remark3.9. We have used a slightly different, more general notion ofiffathan [21]. This choice
only destroys the property of being a fine moduli space and dog affect the construction of the
moduli space of framed modules.

3.5 Oriented framed modules

We begin with the representatiops: GL(r) — GL(Hom(C%,S'C")) andp2: GL(r) — GL(A" C"),

and sep := p1 @ po. Fix line bundled o andMy. Then, go-pair of type(Lo,r,Mo) is atriple(E, ¢, 0),

consisting of a vector bundIg of rankr with detE = Ly, a homomorphisnp:SE — M5, and a
homomorphismo: detE — Mg. Next, assume we are given a line bunbligwith Nc;@r = Mg and
t such thats = #{ (i1,....it) [ij € {0,...,r}, j=1,..,t, and 3\ _ij =r}, i.e., SNg' = Mg®. Then,
to any triple(E, ¢, o) whereE is a vector bundle of rank with detE = Ly and :E — NSBt and
o:detE — Ng" are homomorphisms, we can associate gheair (E, S ¢, o) of type (Lo,r, Mo).

Observe that for any weighted filtratid&®, a ) one has

Mo, (E,@;0) =0 and  pp (E*a;SY) =r-py (E*,a;¢)

where p;:GL(r) — GL(Hom(C',C")). Therefore, Proposition 3.4 and the discussion of framed
modules show

Lemma 3.10. Let (E, ,0) be a triple where E is a vector bundle of rank r witletE = Ly and
W:E — Ng' ando: detE — N§" are homomorphisms, ariiie Q-o. Then, the following conditions
are equivalent:

1. The associateg-pair (E,S ¢, 0) of type(Lo,r,Mp) is d-semistable.
2. One of the following three conditions is verified:

i. E is a semistable vector bundle.

ii. The homomorphismg and o are non-zero and there exists a positive rational number
0’ <r9d, such that(E, ¢) is a &’-semistablep; -pair of type(Lo,r,No).

iii. The homomorphism vanishes andE, ) is an(r - )-semistablgp; -pair of type(Lo, r, Np).

We omit the “polystable version” of this Lemma. In partiauléor ré > & (cf. Corollary[338),
one finds

Corollary 3.11. Let (E,,0) be a triple where E is a vector bundle of rank r willetE = L and
W:E — Ny* and o:detE — N§" are homomorphisms, andl > & /r. Then, the following condi-
tions are equivalent:

1. The associateg-pair (E,S ¢, 0) of type(Lo,r,Mp) is d-semistable.

2. One of the following three conditions is verified:
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i. E is a semistable vector bundle.
ii. The homomorphismg ando are non-zero and there exists a positive rational numier
such that(E, ¢) is a &’-semistablep; -pair of type(Lo, r,Np).
iii. The homomorphisra vanishes andp is injective.

Now, we turn to the moduli problem we would like to treat. Rast we fix a line bundld.y and a
vector bundleEy. Then, aroriented framed module of tygéo,r,Eo) is a triple (E, &, ) whereE is
a vector bundle of rank with detE = Ly ande:detE — Lo and : E — Ep are homomaorphisms,
not both zero. The corresponding moduli problem was treatf®6]. Over curves, we can recover it
from our theory in the following way: Iy is sufficiently ample, there are embeddings.o C Ng"
andip:Eg C Ny*. Thus, settingVlp := N§", we can defines := 11 0 £:detE — Mo and ¢ := S (iz0
Y):SE — Mgas SN§* in order to get thep-pair (E, ¢, 0) of type (Lo,,Mo). By Corollary[311,
for & > & /r, the p-pair (E, ¢, 0) is d-semistable if and only ifE, &, ) is a semistable oriented
framed module in the sense bf [35].

Remark3.12 The corresponding stability concept can be recovered wpdaition[3.% and the char-
acterisation “stable=polystable+simple” (RemarH 2.4 ii)

We conclude by observing that applying LemiaB.10 yields semistability concepts for ori-
ented framed modules.

3.6 Hitchin pairs
The theory of Hitchin pairs or Higgs bundles is also a famowsele of a decorated vector bundle
problem ([20], [43], [11], 134],14¥7],118],[13B6]).

To begin with, we fix integerd andr > 0, a line bundléVlp, and the representatiggt GL(r) —
GL(EndC") @ C). In this case, g-pair of type(d,r,Mp) is a triple (E, ¢, 0) consisting of a vector
bundleE of degreed and rankr, a twisted endomorphism: E — E ® Mg, and a sectiow: Oy —
Mo.

Lemma 3.13. There is a positive rational numbe¥,, such that for alld > &. and all p-pairs
(E,¢,0) of type(d,r,Mp) the following conditions are equivalent:

1. (E,¢,0) is ad-(semi)stablep-pair

2. for every non trivial subbundle 'Bf E with¢ (E") C E' @ Mg

HE") (=) Hu(E),
and eithero # O or ¢ is not nilpotent, i.e.(¢ @ idMézvr—l) o---o¢p #£0.

Proof. First, assume 1. Lef:C" — C" be a homomorphism. Call a sub vector sp&ace C'
f-superinvariant if V C kerf andf(C") C V.
Lemma3.14. Let[f gl e P(Hom(C",C") @ C). Given a basis w= (w1, ...,w;) of W and i€ {1,....r —
1}, setwﬁ wl, w; ). Then

i) Ho (A (W ) =, |fWW is not f-invariant.

i) Lo (A (W y(' s]) =T, |fWV$,) is f-superinvariant and = 0.

iii) o (A (w, ), [f,€]) = 0in all the other cases.
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Now, let(E, ¢, o) be ap-pair of type(d,r,Mgp). For any subbundI&’ of E with ¢ (E") C E' ® My,
we find i, (E', (¢,0)) <O0.

Corollary 3.15. Letd € Q-o and(E, ¢,0) a d-(semi)stablep-pair of type(d,r,Mp). Thenu(E’)(<
JU(E) for every non-trivial proper subbundle’ Bf E with¢ (E") C E’ ® Mo.

This condition implies that for ever§y > 0, everyd-semistable-pair (E, ¢, o) of type (d,r,Mp),
and every subbundIg’ of E

(r—1)?

r

u(E) < ma p(E).u(E)+ 7 dego . 12)
See, e.g.[134]. Therefore, the set of isomorphy classesmdlbsE, such that there exist a positive
rational numbe® and ad-semistablgp-pair of type(d,r,Mo) of the form(E, ¢, 0), is bounded.

Now, the only thing we still have to show is that for every suéitly large positive rational num-
berd and everyd-semistablep-pair (E, ¢, 0) of type (d,r,Mp), such thato = 0, the homomorphism
¢ can't be nilpotent. First, lIetE, ¢, o) be ap-pair of type(d,r,Mp), such that there exists a positive
rational numbe® w.r.t. which (E, ¢,0) is semistable and such thétis nilpotent. Then, there is a
filtration

O=EgpcEyC---CEs.1CEs:=E

with E; @ Mg = ¢ (Ej+1), j =0,...,s— 1. Itis clear by the boundedness result thatEfis occurring
in this way live in bounded families, so that we can find a pasitonstanC with

drkEj—degEjr < C, j=1,..s-1

for all such filtrations. One checks,(E*,(1,...,1);(¢,0)) = —r, so that the semistability assumption
yields

This is impossible i%d > C.

To see the converse, I€E, ¢, 0) be ap-pair satisfying 2. Letny := max{ 0,degMo(r — 1)?/r }.
Then, as beforey (E’) < u(E) 4+ my for every non-trivial proper subbundle of E, i.e.,drkE’ —
rdege’ > —morrkE’ > —my(r — 1)r. First, consider a weighted filtratiofe®, a) such thatp (Ej) C
Ej®Mo, j=1,...;s. Then, the condition thaf be not nilpotent ib = 0 impliesu, (E*,a;(¢,0)) =0,
so thatM(E*®, a)(>)0 follows from 2. Second, suppose that we are given a weidhteation (E*, o)
such that, say;,,...,Ej, are not invariant undep, i.e.,¢ (E;) Z Ej; ®Mo, i =1,...,t, andt > 0. Let
a :=max{aj,,....aj }. One readily verifiegi, (E*,a;(¢,0)) > o -r. We thus find

t
M(E.vg)+5l~lp(E.7g) > Zlaji(drkEji_rdegEji)+ra5

I
t

> —(r=21)rmg Zlor,-i +rad

> (—(r—1)%mo+rd)a,

so thatM (E®, a) + &1, (E*, a) will be positive if we choose > (r — 1)?mp.



Decorated Vector Bundles 40

Example3.16 For small values od, the concept 0d-(semi)stability seems to become rather difficult.
However, in the rank two case we have:pApair (E, ¢, 0) of type (d,2,Mp) is -(semi)stable if for
every line subbundl&’ of E one has

1. degE/(<)d/2+ 3,
2. dedE’(<)d/2 if E' is invariant unden,
3. dedE/(<)d/2—dif E' =kerg, ¢ (E) C E'’® Mo, ando = 0.

Fix a line bundleL on X. We remind the readelr [36] thatHitchin pair of type(d,r,L) is a triple
(E, g, ) whereE is a vector bundle of degrekand rank, : E — E®L is a twisted endomorphism,
ande is a complex number. Two Hitchin paif&;, g1, &) and (Ez, Y, &2) are calledequivalent if
there exist an isomorphismE; — E, and a non zero complex numbemwith A ¢y = (h®id )~ to
yoohandAg = &. We fix a pointxg and choosen large enough, so thély := L(nx) has a non
trivial global section. Fix such a global sectiog: ©x — Mg and an embedding L C Mg. To every
Hitchin pair (E, , €) of type (d,r,L), we can assign the-pair (E, ¢,0) with ¢ := (idg ®1) o ¢ and
o .= € - 0g. Note that this assignment is compatible with the equivaerlations. By Lemm@a31L3,
for & > &, the p-pair (E, ¢, 0) is d-(semi)stable if and only ifE, g, €) is a (semi)stable Hitchin
pair in the sense of [36]. Again, the above assignment caovwer to families, so that the general
construction also yields a construction of the moduli spaiceemistable Hitchin pairs on curves,
constructed in[[36] and_[19]. This space is a compactificatibthe “classical” Hitchin spacé [20],
[, [34].

As we have seen, the semistability concept for Hitchin pigingarameter dependent in nature,
though it might be difficult to describe for low values &f To illustrate that we get new semistable
objects for small values aJ, let us look at an

Example3.17. i) Let Xo € X be a point, and sef (1) := Ox(Xo). DefineE := 0@ 0(1), andy:E —
E®0(1) = 0(1) ® 0(2) as the homomorphism whose restrictiondas zero and, moreover, the
induced homomorphismg(1) — ¢'(1) and &' (1) — ¢'(2) are the identity and zero, respectively.
First, consider the Hitchin paifE, ¢,1). Then, the third condition ii=3116 is void and the second
condition is satisfied. Indeed, -invariant subbundldE’ of E of rank one cannot be contained in
0'(1) whence de§’ <0< 1/2. Any other line subbundIE’ has degree at most one, att= ¢'(1)
is a subbundle of degree exactly one. The first condition thads 1<)1/2+ 4. In other words,
(E,,1) is o-stable ford > 1/2, properly(1/2)-semistable, and not semistable &k 1/2. Finally,
we claim that(E, g, 0) is properly(1/2)-semistable (althougly is nilpotent). For this, we only have
to check the condition foE’ = ¢, i.e., 0< 1/2—1/2, and this is clearly satisfied.

ii) To see the rdle oB in the whole theory, let us look at Hitchin pairs of typk 2, wyx). Let
0. be as in Lemm&313. Fa¥ > ., denote by.7it, the moduli space of stable (in the usual
sense) Hitchin pairs of typél, 2, wx ). Let &, ...,0m € (0, d.) be the critical values. For@ J < &,
the moduli space od-stable Hitchin pairs of typél,2, wx) equalsP (& » & T ), the compactified
cotangent bundle af/”, the moduli space of stable rank two bundles of degree onehémmore,
let ///('L)x be the moduli space a¥-stable Hitchin pairs of typé€l,2, wx) whered € (&,81), | =
0,...m-1, and//?z,X the moduli space ofi-semistable Hitchin pairs of type, 2, wx ), i =0,...,m.
Between those spaces, we have morphisms

P(OydTy) ///&71 T M gy
v N % N
N ///8)( ///&_1 My,
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As in [45], this is the factorization of the birational cospwndencal? (& y & T y) --+ Aty iNto
flips and is thus related to the factorization into blow upg downs (cf.[19]).

Remark3.18(A. Teleman).lt might seem odd that we also obtain new semistability cptsctor the
classical Higgs bundle€, ¢ ) where the semistability concept is known to be parametepeddent.

In gauge theory, the reason is that, for studying Higgs mdine fixes a flat metric of infinite volume
on the fibreF = End(C") whereas we use a metric of bounded volume induced by the efimged
End C") c P(End(C") & C) which yields a different moment map. If we let the paramét¢end to
infinity, we approximate the flat metric and therefore recdkie parameter independent semistability
concept.

The related moduli problems of framed and oriented framedhiti pairs discussed in]44] and
[37] can also be dealt with in our context. We leave this toitiberested reader.

3.7 Conic bundles

Consider the representatignGL(r) — GL(S*C") and fix a line bundlévly on X. A p-pair of type
(d,r,Mp) is thus a pairE, ¢) consisting of a vector bundlE of rankr and degreal and a non-
zero homomorphisnp: SE — M. Forr < 3, these objects have been studied(id [15]. We apply
TheorenZ3B to analyze the notion of semistability, usinghdly different notation.

To simplify the stability concept, we have to understandwitegghts occurring for the action of
SL(r) onP(S’C"). For this, let]l] € P(SC") be a point represented by the linear folr&C" —
C. Setl :={(i1,i2)|i1,i2 € {1,...,r },i1 <ip}. For a basiasv = (wy,...,w;) and(i1,iz) € |, we set
|(W)i,i, == | (Wi, ®W;,), so that the elementgw)i,i,, (i1,i2) € |, form a basis foi’C". We define a
partial ordering on, by defining(i1,i2) < (j1, J2), if i1 < j1 andiy < jo. Furthermore, we define

L(w,l) = { (i1,i2) € I[1(W)i,i, # 0, and(i1,i2) is minimal w.r.t. “<” }

If #1(w,l) = 1, then one has the additivity properEy (9) for all weightth:aax«:yl andyz. In the other
case, the cone of all weight vectag, ..., ) with y3 <--- <y andy y = 0 becomes decomposed
into subcone€; i, (w, 1), (i1,i2) € I(w,l), where

Coi,W,1) = {0 W) [V + ¥, < yi, + v, for all (i1,i5) € 1(w, 1) }.

Then, [9) is still satisfied, if there is such a subcone coirigi bothxl andy,. If one chooses gen-
erators for these subcones, it therefore becomes suffici@ampute the numbet, (A (w, y), [I]) for
weight vectorsy which are either of the form() or belong to a set of generators for a cahe (w,1).
To see how this simplifies the conceptd®{semi)stability, let us look at the cases- 3 andr = 4.

In the case = 3, one has Kw,l) = 1 unlesd (w)11 = 0= I(w)12 and bothl (w),, andl (w);3 are
non-zero. One checks thats(w, 1) is generated by andy® + 12 and thatC,,(w, 1) is generated
by y@ and y' + /2. To transfer this to our moduli problem, |Etbe a vector bundle of rank 3
andt: SE — Mg a non-zero homomorphism. Followirig[15], given subbunéfeandF,, we write
F: - F, for the subbundle of’E generated by local sections of the forin® f, where f; is a local
section ofF, i = 1,2. For any non-trivial proper subbundi of E, one sets

e ¢ (E') = 2 if Terer #0,
° CT(E/) = 1, if T|E'<E' =0 andT‘E/E ;é 0, and

° CT(E/) = O, if T|E'<E =0.



Decorated Vector Bundles 42

One checks
Up(E',T) = cr(E')rkE—2rkE". (13)
Finally, call a filtrationE® : 0 C E; C E; C Ewith rkE; =i, 1 = 1,2, critical, if 1g,.g, = 0, andtg, g
andtg, g, are both non-zero. Then
Up(E* (L,1);1) = O

Putting everything together, we find

Lemma 3.19. A p-pair (E, 1) of type(d, 3, Mp) is &-(semi)stable if and only if it satisfies the following
two conditions

1. For every non-zero proper subbundlé &he has

2. For every critical filtration0CE; CEp CE

degk; +dege; (<) degE.

This is the stability condition formulated by Gbmez andsJaE]. Next, we look at the case= 4.
Set

v(w, ) :=min{is+iz|l(W)i,i, # 0, (i1,i2) € 1}.

Suppose we are given a linear foln&C* — C. Then, for a basisv = (wy,...,ws), we have
#l (w,1) = 1 except for the following cases

1. v(w,l) =4,1(w)22 # 0 andl (w)13 # 0,
2. v(w,l) =4,1(W)22 # 0,1(w)13= 0, andl (w)14 # 0,
3. v(w,1) =5,1(W)14 # 0 andl (W)23 # 0,
4. v(w,1) =5,1(W)14# 0, 1(W)23 = 0, andl (w)33 # 0,
5. v(w,1) = 6, (W)24 # 0 andl ()33 # O.

Straightforward computations show

Lemma 3.20. i) In casel., Ci3(w, ) is generated by!V), Y3, and 'Y + (2 and Go(w,1) by @,
Y3, andyt + 2,

ii) In case2., Cra(w, 1) is generated by®, YU + 3 andyt? + 13, and Ga(w, 1) by Y1V, y?,
V4 V3 andy@ + ),
y iii)wln case3., Cr4(w, 1) is generated by!V, 12 and ' + 3 and Ga(w, 1) by Y@, y*®, and

1y 0,

iv) In case2., C4(w, ) is generated by'?), Y3 (b 1 2 andyt + 13, and Ga(w,1) by 1,
YU 4+ y@ and b + 3,

V) In case5., Coa(W, 1) is generated bytV, y12 and y® + 3, and Ga(w,1) by 'V, y, and

V@ + 9.
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Now, let (E,T) be ap-pair of type(d,4,Mgp). For any non-zero, proper subbundiéof E, we
definec;(E’) as before. One checks thRf}13) remains valid. Call a fitmaic E; C E; CE3 C E
with rkE; =i critical of type(l), (II), (1), (1V), (V), if

(1) 1E.E, =0, andtg, g, and1g, g, are both non-zero;
Tg,.5, =0, Tg,. TE,.E, are bo -Z€ero;
I) Tg,.E, =0, andtg, g and1, g, are both non-zero
() 1.6 =0, Tg,E, = 0, and bothr g, g and1g, g, are non-zero;
(IV) Tjg, g, =0, and bothrg, g and1g, g, are non-zero;
(V) 1. =0, Tg, g, = 0, and bothrg, g and1g, g, are non-zero.

respectively. In these cases, one has

e p(0CE1CE,CE,(L1);1) = -2  fortype(l), (IV)
° U (O CE1CE3CE,(1,1); T) = 0 for type (11), (1), (IV)
e p(0CE,CEsCE,(1,1);1) = 2 fortype (Il), (V).

Gathering all information, we find

Lemma 3.21. The p-pair (E, 1) of type(d,4,Mp) is d-(semi)stable if and only if it satisfies the fol-
lowing two conditions

1. For every non-zero proper subbundlé &he has

uE)-o%E)L (<) e -

2. For every critical filtration0 CE; CE; CE3 CE

e 4dedk; +4dedE; (<) 3dege-—2, ifitis oftype (1), (IV)
° degk; +degEs (<) degE, if it is of type (1), (1), (IV)
e 4ddegE;+4degEs (<) 5dege+2, Iifitis of type (ll), (V).
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