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THE GERBE OF HIGGS BUNDLES

R. DONAGI AND D. GAITSGORY

0. INTRODUCTION

0.1. Let G be a connected reductive group and let X be a scheme. A Higgs bundle
over X is a principal G-bundle plus some additional data.

It is especially easy to spell out the definition when G = GL(n). In this case a
G-bundle is the same as a vector bundle E over X, and a Higgs structute on it is a sub-
bundle of commutative associative algebras cx C Endy, (F), which has rank n over X
and such that cx is locally generated by one section. In this case the relative spectrum
of cx over X is a flat n-sheeted cover of X, called the spectral cover corresponding to
our Higgs bundle and we will denote it by X.

One can ask the following question: how can we classify Higgs bundles with the given
spectral cover? The answer is simple: these are in a bijection with line bundles on X.
Thus, by asking not just for principal G-bundles, but rather for G-bundles endowed
with a Higgs structure with a fixed “spectral data”, we go from a non-abelian problem
to an abelian one.

This idea of abelianization has its source in quantum field theory and has been
extensively exploited by both physicists and mathematitians. However, perhaps a more
common notion is not that of a Higgs bundle, but rather of a K-valued Higgs bundle,
where K is a line bundle on X. By definition, a K-valued Higgs bundle for GL(n) is a
vector bundle plus a regular endomorphism ¢ : F — E ® K, called the Higgs field. In
this case, the sheaf cx can be recovered as the centralizer of . (When X is a curve and
K is the canonical bundle, the corresponding objects (for GL(n) as well as for other
reductive groups) have been studied in [iI4], [8] and [IT1]. The case of a more general
line bundle K over a curve was considered among other works in [il], [2] when X = P!
and in [4], [10], [I5] and [17] for an arbitrary genus. The case of a higher-dimensional
X was considered in [1§].)

Our philosophy is to think of a K-valued Higgs bundle as involving two separate
types of data. One is the spectral data, which amounts to specifying the basis of
“eigenvectors” of the Higgs field, i.e. X. The other data corresponds to “eigenvalues”,
which in our case is a section of ¢, ® K. Our point is that the second part of the data is
irrelevant for the abelianization process, so we focus on the “eigenvectors” encoded in
the abstract Higgs bundle. One obvious advantage of this abstract approach is that it
allows the bundle K of “values” to be replaced by various other objects, such as elliptic
fibrations. In fact, this elliptic version of the theory has recently found applications to
string dualities, cf. [9, 12].

0.2. The obvious question now is how to generalize the above discussion for other

reductive groups. It turns out that the notion of an abstract Higgs bundle is quite
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easy to generalize. Namely, a Higgs bundle is a pair (Eg, ¢x), where E¢g is a principal
G-bundle over X and cx is a subbundle of the associated bundle of Lie algebras gg,,,
whose fibers are reqular centralizers. The precise definition is given in Sect. 2.

The situation is less transparent with spectral covers. In fact, we do not know a
good definition of a spectral cover that would work for any G and reproduce for GL(n)
the old object.

Instead, we introduce the notion of a cameral cover. By definition, the latter is a
finite flat map p : X — X such that the Weyl group W of G acts on X and certain
restrictions on the ramification behaviour are satisfied (cf. Sect. &). When G = GL(n)
this notion is different from that of a spectral cover and the relation between the two
is studied in detail in Sect. d (cf. [7]).

It turns out that every Higgs bundle determines in a canonical way a cameral cover
and one can pose the problem of classification of Higgs bundles with a given cameral
cover. This is exactly what the present paper is about. Here is a rough outline of the
results:

First, we postulate that the above classification problem must be posed in the cat-
egorical framework. Namely, one should aim to describe the category Higgs(X) of

Higgs bundles together with an isomorphism of the induced cameral cover with X. Our
first result shows that this . classification problem is indeed abelian.

Namely, starting from X we define a sheaf of groups T';. We assert in Theorem 4.4
that Higgs(X) is a gerbe bound by the Picard category of T'g-torsors. (The corre-
sponding notions are reviewed for the reader’s convenience in Sect. 8.) In particular, it
follows that the set of isomorphism classes of Higgs bundles with a given cameral cover
carries a simply-transitive action of the group H*(X, T;), which is a generalized Prym
variety (cf. [§]).

However, Theorem {.4 as it is, cannot be completely satisfactory, as it does not
desribe which T'z-gerbe we are getting in this way. Our main result, Theorem b.4, is
the answer to the latter question. It describes the category Higgs ¢ (X) completely in
terms of T-bundles on X (here T is the Cartan group of G), the W-action, and the
ramification pattern of X over X.

We should note that the final form of the answer is surprisingly complicated. The
main source of troubles comes from the presense in G of non-primitive coroots (cf. [1Y]).
(From the classification of reductive groups we know that this can occur only when G
has SO(2n + 1) as a direct factor.) In Sect. § we will work out explicitly the examples
of G = SL(2) and G = PGL(2) which, we hope, will help the reader understand the
general structure of the result.

0.3. Although we formulate our results in terms of Higgs bundles on arbitrary schemes,
most of our work is the analysis of various varieties attached to the group G. The most
important of them are the varieties G/N and G/T, where G/T paramatrizes regular
centralizers in the Lie algebra g and G/T is a certain canonical W-cover of G/N (cf.
Sect. i and Sect. iL0).

In particular, over G/—N we have the tautological group-scheme C of centralizers. One
of the key points of this paper is that this group-scheme can be completely recovered
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by looking at the ramification pattern of G /T over G/N. This is our Theorem 11,6, cf.
Sect. 1. We emphasize that it is the phenomenon described in Theorem 1.6 which is
“responsible” for the abelianization.

0.4. What we said above summarizes the key ideas of the paper. The reader will notice
that Sections 1-6 are devoted to the formulation of the main results concerning Higgs
bundles and cameral covers, in Sections 7-9 we work out some examples, in Sections
10-13 we prove the basic structure results about G/N and, finally, in Sections 14-16 we
finish the proofs of Theorem {.4 and Theorem 6.4.

0.5. Notation. We work throughout with a fixed connected reductive group G over
C and we let g denote its Lie algebra. We fix a Borel subgroup B C G and denote by
F1 the flag variety G/B. By definition, JFI classifies Borel subalgebras in g.

Let U be the unipotent radical of B and T' the Cartan quotient B/U; we will fix a
splitting 7' — B. We will denote by b and t the Lie algebras of B and T, respectively.
The rank r of G is by definition the dimension of T'.

By N we will denote the normalizer of 7" and by W the Weyl group N/T.

The set of positive roots will be denoted by AT. For a root a, let s, € W be the
corresponding reflection. The set of simple roots we will denote by I. For i € I, we
will use the notation s; instead of s, .

1. REGULAR CENTRALIZERS

1.1. Recall that an element x € g is called regular if its centralizer Zy(x) has the
smallest possible dimension, namely r (the rank of g). Note that with this definition, a
regular element need not be semisimple. The set of all regular elements forms an open
subvariety of g, which we will denote by g,¢g.

A Lie subalgebra a C g is called a regular centralizer if a = Zy(x) for some x € geq.
Note that such a is automaticaly abelian. Our first goal is to introduce a variety which
parametrizes all regular centralizers in g.

1.2.  Let Ab" be the closed sub-variety in the Grassmannian Gry that classifies abelian
subalgebras in g of dimension r. Let I' C Ab” xg be the incidence correspondence, i.e.
the closed subvariety defined by the condition:
(a,z) eTif z € a.
Let T'yeq be the intersection I' N (Ab" X gyeq).

Proposition 1.3. There is a smooth morphism ¢ : greqg — Ab" whose graph is I'yeq.

The proof is postponed until Sect. iU

Let G/N denote the image of the map ¢. The above proposition implies that G/N
is smooth and irreducible. It is clear that C-points of G/N are exactly the regular
centralizers in g.

By definition, the group G acts on both Ab" and g,.,. Therefore, the variety G/N
acquires a natural G-action and the map ¢ is G-equivariant.

Consider the quotient G/N; it classifies Cartan subalgebras in g. These are the
centralizers in g of regular semisimple elements. Hence, G/N embeds into G/N as
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an open subvariety. Obviuosly, the action of G on G/N by left multiplication is the
restriction of its action on G/N.

1.4. Consider the closed subvariety of G/N x FI defined by the condition: for a € G/N
and b’ € Fl,

(a,0)) e G/T ifacC b,
We will denote this variety by G—/T and the natural projection G—/T — G/—N by w. It
follows from the definitions that we have a natural G-action on G/T.

The quotient G /T can clearly be identified with the open sub-scheme 7~1(G/N) of
G—/T. We have a natural action of the Weyl group W = T\ N on G/T’; this action is
free and the quotient can be identified with G/N.

In what follows, by a W-cover of a scheme X we will mean a finite flat scheme
p: X — X, acted on by W such that p.0 3 is locally isomorphic, as a coherent sheaf
with a W-action, to Ox ® C[W]. A basic example is t — t/W.

The following assertion will be proven in Sect. 10

Proposition 1.5. The variety G/T is smooth and connected. The W -action on G/T
extends to the whole of G/T and it makes the latter a W-cover of G/N. Moreover, the
two W-covers G/T — G/N and t — t/W are étale-locally isomorphic.

1.6.  Here is an explicit description of G/N and G/T for G = SL(2). In this case G/N
is the space of all lines in g, i.e. G/N ~ P2. We have a natural map G/T — P! x P!,
where the first projection is the natural map G/T — FI ~ P! and the second projection

is a composition of the first one with the action of —1 € Sy ~ W on G/T.
It is easy to see that this map is an isomorphism. Under the identification, m :
G/T — G/N is the symmetrization map P! x P! — P2,

1.7. G-orbits. For each root «, let D% C G—/T denote the fixed point set of s, on
G/T. This is a smooth codimension 1 subscheme of G/T'. Indeed, using the étale-local
isomorphism between G/T — G/N and t — t/W given in Proposition 1.5, it is enough
to prove this statement on t. However, t°¢ is just the corresponding root hyperplane
t* et

Proposition 1.8. The G-orbits in G/T are precisely the locally closed subsets

DA = n (DY)\ U (D?
L )\ﬁﬁ,( )
where A" C A is a subset of the set of roots, closed under linear combinations. The
G-orbits in G/N are the images of the DA’ : they are indexed by the A modulo the
action of W.

The proof will be given in Sect. (.

2. HIGGS BUNDLES AND CAMERAL COVERS

2.1. A family of Cartan subalgebras parametrized by a scheme X is given by a map
from X to G/N. Equivalently, it is given by a G-equivariant map from the trivial
G-bundle over X to G/N. An advantage of this latter description is that there is a
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natural way to twist it: given any principal G-bundle Eg over X, we specify a family of
Cartan subalgebras in the adjoint bundle gg, := Eqxg by a G-equivariant map from
G

E¢ to the variety G/N. By generalizing this, we define:

Definition 2.2. A Higgs bundle over a scheme X is a pair (Eg,o0), where Eg is a

principal G-bundle over X and o is a G-equivariant map o : Eq — G/N.

Therefore, according to Proposition 1.3, a Higgs structure in a given G-bundle Fg
is the same as a vector subbundle c¢x of gg, of rank r such that [cx,cx] = 0 and such
that locally in the étale topology cx is the sheaf of centralizers of a section of Eg X g;cq-

G

The restriction of a Higgs bundle to an open subset U C X over which FEg is
trivialized can be specified more simply by a map U — G/N. In particular, the

universal Higgs bundle over G/N corresponds to the identity map G/N — G/N.
Higgs bundles over X form a category, denoted Higgs(X):

An element of Hom((E}, o), (EZ,0?)) is by definition a G-bundle map s : EL, — EZ,

such that 020 s =o',

2.3.  Now we will introduce our second basic object.

Definition 2.4. A cameral cover of X is a W-cover X — X, such that locally in the
étale topology, X is a pull-back of the W -cover t — t/W.

As an example, we note that any W-cover is cameral when G = SL(2), i.e. W = Ss.
On the other hand, not every W = Ss-cover is cameral: the stabilizer of each point
must be a Weyl subgroup of W, so, for example, an As stabilizer is not allowed.

2.5.  Cameral covers form a category in a natural way, denoted Cam(X). By definition,
Hom (X!, X?) consists of all W-equivariant isomorphisms X! — X?2.

Proposition 2.6. There is a natural functor F : Higgs(X) — Cam(X).

Proof. Any map o : Eg — G/N determines a cameral cover E¢ of FEg, namely
G/T x Eg. For a Higgs bundle, which involves a G-equivariant map o, the cover
G/N
E¢ — Eg is itself G-equivariant, so by descent theory, it is pulled back from a unique
cameral cover X — X. B
Clearly, the assignment (Eg,0) — X constructed above is functorial.

O
Over an open set U C X where Eq is trivialized, the restriction U — U of the
cameral cover is given in terms of o as: G/T XGIN U. For example, applying this to

the universal Higgs bundle over G/N gives the cameral cover G/T — G/N. For this
reason we refer in this paper to G/T — G/N (rather than t — t/W) as the universal
cameral cover.
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2.7. Let us now fix a cameral cover X. Let Higgs (X)) denote the category-fiber of

the above functor F : Higgs(X) — Cam(X) over X.
In other words, the objects of Higgs ¢ (X) are pairs

((Eq,0) € Higgs(X),t : F(Eg,0) ~ X)

and Hom((E}, ol tY), (E2,0%,t?)) is the set of all bundle maps s : B}, — EZ with

020 s =o' and such that the composition

~ (+1)—1 2 o~
X FEL, o) — F(EY, 0?2 X
is the identity automorphism of X.
The goal of this paper is to describe explicitly the category Higgs (X) in terms of

the W-action on X.

3. GERBES

3.1.  Since the objects we study have automorphisms, it is difficult to describe them
adequately without the use of some categorical language. Specifically, our description
requires the notion of an A-gerbe, where A is a sheaf of abelian groups on X. This is
a particularly useful case of the more general notion of a gerbe over a sheaf of Picard
categories. In this section we review the corresponding definitions. For more details,
the reader is referred to [13] or [5]

Let Sche (X)) denote the big étale site over X. (By definition, Schet (X)) is the category
of all schemes over X and the covering maps are surjective étale morphisms.)

3.2.  Recall that a presheaf Q of categories on Sche;(X) assigns to every object U — X
in Schet (X) a category Q(U) and to every morphism f : Uy — Uz in Sche(X) a functor
18+ QUs2) — Q(Uy). Moreover, for every composition U1i>U2£>U3 there should be a
natural transformation f3o g5 — (go f)g, such that an obvious compatibility relation
for three-fold compositions holds.

A presheaf Q of categories on Schet(X) is said to be a sheaf of categories (or a stack)
if the following two axioms hold:

Axiom SC-1. For U — X in Sche(X) and a pair of objects Cq,Cy € Q(U), the
presheaf of sets on Sche:(U) that assigns to f: U' — U the set

Homg gy (f5(C1), f&(Co2))

is a shealf.

Axiom SC-2. If f : U’ — U is a covering, then the category Q(U) is equivalent to the
category of descent data on Q(U’) with respect to f (i.e. every descent data on Q(U”)
with respect to f is canonically effective, cf. [0], p. 221).
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3.3.  Here is our main example of a sheaf of categories. Fix a cameral cover X - X.
For every object U € Schet(X) write U := U x X, which is a cameral cover of U.
X

We define the presheaf of categories Higgs ¢ by Higgs(U) := Higgs;(U) (the func-
tors Higgs (U) — Higgs ¢ (U’) for U’ — U and the corresponding natural transforma-
tions are defined in a natural way).

The following is an easy exercise in descent theory:

Lemma 3.4. Higgsy satisfies SC-1 and SC-2.

3.5. Recall that a Picard category is a groupoid endowed with a a structure of a tensor
category, in which every object is invertible. A basic example (and the source of the
name) is the category of line bundles over a scheme.

A sheaf of categories P is said to be a sheaf of Picard categories if for every (U —
X) € Schet(X), P(U) is endowed with a structure of a Picard category such that the
pull-back functors f§ are compatible with the tensor structure in an appropriate sense.
If P; and Py are two sheaves of Picard categories one defines (in a straightforward
fashion) a notion of a tensor functor between them.

A typical and the most important example of a sheaf of Picard categories can be
constructed as follows:

Let A be a sheaf of abelian groups over Sche(X). For an object f : U — X of
Schet (X)) let Tors4(U) denote the category of A|y-torsors on U. This is a Picard
category and it is easy to see that the assignment U — Tors4(U) defines a sheaf of
Picard categories on Schey(X) which we will denote by Tors 4.

3.6. A category Q is said to be a gerbe bound by the Picard category P, if P acts on Q
as a tensor category and for any object C' € Q the functor P — Q given by

P € P = Action(P,C) € Q

is an equivalence.

Now, if P is a sheaf of Picard categories and Q is another sheaf of categories we say
that Q is a gerbe bound by the sheaf of Picard categories P, if the following holds:

e For every (U — X) € Sche(X), Q(U) has a structure of a gerbe bound by P(U).
This structure is compatible with the pull-back functors f3 and f§.
o There exists a covering U — X, such that Q(U) is non-empty.

3.7.  The basic example of a gerbe bound by an arbitrary sheaf of Picard categories
P, is P itself. Here is a less trivial example:

Fix a short exact sequence 0 — A — A” — A’ — 0 of sheaves of abelian groups on
X and let 74 be an A’-torsor over X. We introduce a sheaf of categories Q as follows.
For U € Sche(X), Q(U) is the category of all “liftings” of 7.4y to an A”|y-torsor. It
is easy to check that Q is a gerbe bound by P = Tors 4.

In fact, gerbes bound by Tors4 can be classified cohomologically:

Lemma 3.8. There is a bijection between the set of equivalence classes of gerbes bound
by Torsy and H?(X,A). For a given gerbe Q the corresponding class in H*(X,A)
vanishes if and only if the category Q(X) of "global sections” is non-empty.
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In the above example, the class on H2(X,.A) corresponds to the image of the class
of 74 under the boundary map H'(X,A") — H%(X,A).

4. Higgs; IS A GERBE

4.1. Given a cameral cover X — X , let T)? be the sheaf “of W-equivariant maps
X — T on the étale site over X. More precisely, for U € Sche(X), T3(U) =

Homw(ﬁ ,T), where U is the induced cameral cover of U and the subscript “W” means
maps respecting the W-action.
However, we need a slightly smaller sheaf.

4.2. Let D% (for each positive root «) be the fixed point scheme of the reflection
Sq acting on X. Locally, this is the pullback of the universal ramification divisor, i.e.
D> Cc G/T.

Let a be a root of GG, considered as a homomorphism « : T' — G,,. Then any section
t of T;( determines a function « o ¢ which goes to its own inverse under the reflection
Sq. In particular, its restriction to the ramification locus D% equals its inverse, so it
equals £1. The subsheaf Ty C T;( is defined by the following condition:

T3(U):={t €T (U) | (aot)|ps = +1 for each root a}. (%)

By construction, T)? /T is a Zo-torsion sheaf. Note, in addition, that it suffices to
impose condition (*) for one representative of each orbit of W on the set of roots.

Remark. Recall that a coroot & : G, — T is called primitive if ker(c) = 1 (this is
equivalent to saying that ¢ is a primitive element of the lattice of cocharacters of T'.) It
is clear that condition (*) holds automatically for roots whose corresponding coroots are
primitive. For example, when the derived group of G is simply-connected, all coroots
are primitive, i.e. (*) is automatic and T = T}?' In fact, G has non-primitive coroots
if and only if it contains SO(2n + 1) (e.g. PGL(2) = SO(3)) as a direct factor, as is
easily seen from the classification of Dynkin diagrams.

4.3.  Our first result can be stated as:
Theorem 4.4. Higgs; is a gerbe bound by Torsy .
Let us list several corollaries of this theorem:

Corollary 4.5. To a cameral cover X there corresponds a class in H*(X, T), which

vanishes if and only z'f)z 18 the cameral cover corresponding to some Higgs bundle.
This immediate from Lemma .8

Corollary 4.6. Suppose Higgs (X) is non-empty. The set of isomorphism classes of
objects in this category caries a simply-transitive action of H'(X, Ts). The group of
automorphisms of every object is canonically isomorphic to T (X).
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5. RAMIFICATION

5.1.  We now proceed to the formulation of our main result, Theorem 6.4, which
describes the category Higgs (X ) completely in terms of X. For that purpose, we
need to introduce some further notation that has to do with the ramification pattern
of X over X.

5.2.  For each root o we will define a line bundle RS on X. Assume first that X is
integral. In this case the subscheme D% C X is a Cartier divisor, because locally it is
the pull-back of D* C G/N. We set RS = O(D%).

When X is arbitrary we proceed as follows. The construction is local, so we may

assume that X, and hence also X, is affine. Let I be a coherent sheaf on X generated
by symbols {g}, for g € O [sa(g) = —g that satisfy the relations:

f{g} ={f g} for all fsuch that s,(f)=f.

Locally, I is the pull-back of the sheaf of ideals of the subscheme D € G/—N
Hence, I is a line bundle. We have a natural map I§ — O ¢ that sends {g} + g and,
by construction, its cokernel is Opyg .

We define the line bundle RS as the inverse of I§. We have a canonical section
O — RS whose set of zeroes is the subscheme D%.

5.3.  Consider the T-bundle RS := &(RS) (i.e. RS is induced from RS by means of
the homomorphism & : G, — T).

For an element w € W we introduce the 7-bundle R on X as
Y= 2%,
(07

where « runs over those positive roots for which w(«) is negative. For example, for
w = s; (a simple reflection), R ~ R,

Observe that given a T-bundle £ on X and an element w € W, there are two ways
to produce a new T-bundle: we can pull back by w acting as an automorphism of X, or
we can conjugate the T-action by w. We will always write w*(L) for the combination
of both actions. For example, for G = SL(2), the T-bundle L is equivalent to a line
bundle L. The two individual actions on L of the non-trivial element —1 € S = W
send L to (—1)*(L) and L~!, respectively, while (—1)*(£) corresponds to the line bundle

1 * e} ’Ll)71 o
(—=1)*(L~1Y). In particular, we have: w (RS) ~ Ry (@)

w(w1,w2)
—

Lemma 5.4. There is a canonical isomoprhism RY wi(R§?) @ R

The proof follows imediately from the definition of R%. The following proposition is
necessary for the formulation of Theorem ©.4.

Proposition 5.5. Let o; be a simple root and let w € W be such that w(oy) = «;
(another positive simple root). Then, the line bundle ozi(fl%%)b;i admits a canonical

trivialization.
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Proof. Let us observe first that, since we are using only roots rather than arbitrary
weights, it is sufficient to consider the case when [G, G] is simply-connected.
We have w - s; = s; - w, hence, by Lemma 5.4

sHRY) @ RY ~ Ry ~ RY™Y ~ w*(RY) @ RY.

However, by definition w*(RY) ~ R%, so we obtain that s}(R%) ~ RY. By restrict-
ing to D', we obtain &;(ca;(RY)) =~ di(OD;i ).

Since [G, G| is simply-connected, every coroot is primitive. Therefore, there exists a
weight A, such that Ao &; =id : G,,, — G,,. By applying A to the above isomorphism
& (0 (RY)) ~ &; (0 D;i), we obtain an isomorphism a;(RY) ISO:mA V) e

Now it only remains to check that this isomorphism is independent of the choice of
A. However, since the R%’s are locally pull-backs of the corresponding 7-bundles on

G/T, it suffices to consider the universal situation, namely the case X = G/N.
In the latter case, the T-bundle R™|pe; itself is trivialized over an open dense part

of D% namely over D% — U _(DO‘ N D). This is because «; is not among the set
of roots which become neg;t?\?é under the action of w. In particular, we obtain an
isomorphism a;(R") s Ope; over D% — a;Ja_(Da N D).

Moreover, it is easy to see that for any A as af)ove, the isomorphisms isom” and isom’

coincide. In particular, isom” is independent of A over D% — ;J (D*N D) and hence
aFa;
over the whole of D%, which is what we need.

O

The following notions will be used in the formulation of Theorem 6.4.

Definition 5.6. Let Ly be a T-bundle on X. We say that it is weakly W -equivariant
if for every w there exists an isomorphism w*(Lg) — Lo.

For a weakly W-equivariant T-bundle, let Aut(Lg) be the group whose elements are
pairs: an element w € W plus an isomorphism w*(Ly) — Ly. By definition, Aut(Lg)
fits into a short exact sequence:

1 — Hom(X,T) — Aut(Ly) — W — 1.

Definition 5.7. A strongly W -equivariant T-bundle is a weakly W -equivariant T -
bundle Ly plus a choice of a splitting vo : W — Aut(Ly).

Definition 5.8. A T-bundle on X is called weakly R-twisted W -equivariant if for every
w € W there exists an isomorphism w*(L) @ R ~ L.

For a weakly R-twisted W-equivariant T-bundle £ we introduce the group Autg(L).
Its elements are pairs w € W and an ismorphism w*(L) ® RY ~ L. The group law is
defined via the isomorphism w(wq, ws) of Lemma 5.4. By definition, Autg(L) is also

an extension of W by means of Hom(X,T).
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6. THE MAIN RESULT

6.1. We need one more piece of notation. For a simple root «;, let M; be the cor-
responding minimal Levi subgroup. Under the projection N — W, the intersection
N N [M;, M;] surjects onto (s;) ~ Ss. Let N; denote the preimage of s; in N N [M;, M;].

By definition, if n; and n) are two elements in N;, there exists ¢ € G, such that
ni = &;(c) - n;.

6.2. For a cameral cover X — X we introduce the category Higgs’i (X) as follows. Its
objects consist of

o A weakly R-twisted W-equivariant T-bundle £ on X.

e A map of short exact sequnces:

1 — T —_— N w 1
l natural mapl vl idl l
1 —— Hom(X,T) —— Autg(L) w 1

e For each simple root «; and an element n; € N;, an isomorphism of line bundles
on DY
Bi(ni)  ai(L)[pes = RY | pes-
These data must satisfy three compatibility conditions:
(1) If n = &;(c) - n; for ¢ € Gy, then F;(n}) = c- Bi(n;).
(2) Let a; be again a simple root and n; € N;. Consider the isomorphism
y(ng) :s;(L) @ RY ~ L.
When we restrict it to DY it induces an isomorphism
ai(i(L)]pes) = @i(RY| pai ),
by the definition of RY. We need that this isomorphism coincides with ¢ (5;(n;)).
(3) Let o and a; be two simple roots and let w € W be such that w(a;) = «;. Let
w € N be an element that projects to w, and n; be an element of N;. By pulling back
the isomorphism (3;(n;) with respect to w, we obtain an isomorphism a;(w* (L)) DY =
R | DS In addition, the isomorphisms induced by «(w) and Proposition 5.5 lead to a
sequence of isomorphisms:

(w) * w Proposition 5.9 *
ai(ﬁ‘)’D;i — ai(w (L))’D;“g‘ ®04i(:RX)‘D§g PEETE ay(w (L))‘ng’

By composing the two, we obtain an isomorphism «a;(L)] DY = R D% and our
condition is that it coincides with 3;(n;), where n; = w1 - n;-w € N;.

This concludes the definition of objects of Higgs}( (X). Morphisms between (£,~, ;)

and (L',~%,8!) are T-bundle isomorphism maps L' — £, which intertwine in the
obvious sense v with ! and ; with 3}.
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6.3. It is easy to see that Higgsf;{ (X) can be naturally sheafified. Namely, we define
the presheaf of categories Higgsgz by setting for for U € Sche(X), Higgs;?(U ) =
Higgs’ﬁ(U ). The pull-back functors are defined in an evident manner and it is easy to
see that Higgs’i satisfies SC-1 and SC-2.

Our main result is:

Theorem 6.4. The sheaves of categories Higgs')? and Higgs ¢ are naturally equivalent.
In particular, we obtain that Higgs ;(X) is equivalent to Higgs’)z(X ).

6.5. Variant. Assume that all corroots in G are primitive, i.e. for every «, the corre-
sponding 1-parameter subgroup maps injectively into T'.

We claim that the definition of Higgs}( (X) is equivalent to the following (simplified)
one. We introduce the category HiggsgZ (X) as follows:

Objects of Higgs;%(X ) are pairs

e A weakly R-twisted W-equivariant T-bundle £ on X.

e A map of short exact sequnces:

1 — T —_ N w 1
l natural mapl ’Yl idl l
1 —— Hom(X,T) —— Autg(L) 14 1,

such that the following condition holds:
(1) Let A be a weight of T such that (\,&;) = 0, which implies that )\(L)|D§¢ o~
A(sF (L) @ R DS+ Our condition is that for every n; € N; the composition

)

* Si (i)
ME) e = A(s2(8) ® RS 0 ML) o

is the identity map.

Morphisms between (L, ) and (£, ') are T-bundle maps, which intertwine between
v and 7.

Let us show that Higgs’i (X) and Higgs')% (X) are naturally equivalent. Indeed, if
we have an object (L,v,0;) € Higgs’)z(X ), the corresponding object of Higgs’)%(X ) is
obtained by just forgetting the ;’s.

Conversely, if (L,7) € Higgs')’? (X), we reconstruct the ;’s as follows:

For a simple root «; and n; € N; consider the isomorphism 7(n;) restricted to Dg‘g.
It yields an isomorphism

@i(ai(L))pg = ai(RY) pg-
Since ¢; is primitive, there exists a weight X’ with ()N, ;) = 1. By evaluating X on the
above isomorphism, we obtain the required identification (;(n;) : a;(L)| pe — RY| poi-

This isomorphism does not depend on the choice of ' because of our condition (1’) on
.
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The fact that conditions (1) and (2) hold follows from the construction. Condition
(3) follows from the way in which we build the isomorphism of Proposition 5.5.

7. THE UNIVERSAL EXAMPLE
7.1. In the category HiggSW(G /N) there is a canonical tautological object. One of
the main steps in the proof of Theorem p.4 is to exhibit the corresponding canonical

object in Higgs’G /T(G /N). This is our goal in this section.

7.2.  Consider the canonical T-bundle Lg; = G/U over F| = G/B and let us denote
by Lean its pull-back to G/T under the natural projection G—/T — JFl. This will be the
first piece in the data (Lean, Yean, Bican)-

When we restrict Lo, to G/T C G/T, it becomes identified with G — G/T. Hence
for every element w € N that projects to w € W, we obtain an isomorphism 7.q,(n) :
wW*(Lean) =~ Lean over G/T, given by right multipliction by @w~! on G.

However, when exended to the whole of G—/T, the above identification is meromorphic
and the configuration of its zeroes and poles is given by a divisor on G—/T with values
in the cocharacter lattice of T'.

Theorem 7.3. For a simple reflection s;, the divisor of the above meromorphic map
$¥(Lean) = Lean is given by —d,(DY).

The proof will be given in Sect. [5.

Since RY™? ~ wi(RY') @ RY?, Theorem .3 implies that for any element w € W,
the divisor of zeroes/poles of the above meromorphic map w*(Lean) — Lean coincides
with Rgﬁ' Hence, we obtain the data of veqn : N — Autp(Lean)-

Finally, we have to specify the data of 3; cqn, and check the compatibility conditions.
Let us first consider the case when [G,G] is simply connected. As was explained in
Sect. B.5, in this case the data of 3; cqn can be recovered from veq,, once we check that
condition (1’) holds.

Thus, let «; be a simple root and let A be a weight orthogonal to ¢&;. It suffices to
check condition (1’) at the generic point of D%. Let M; be the corresponding minimal
Levi subgroup. We have a closed embedding M;/T C G/T (cf. Sect. T0.5) and its orbit
under the G-action is the open subset of G/T equal to G/T U (D% — ;J (D*N D*)).

aFa;

In particular, it contains a dense subset of D%,

Since all our constructions were G-equivariant, this implies that condition (1’) for
«; is equivalent to the corresponding statement for M;. Moreover, we can replace M;
by an isogenous group, namely [M;, M;] x Z(M;). However, in the latter case our
compatibility condition becomes obvious, as A factors through Z(M;).

Now, let G be arbitrary. Choose an isogeny G’ — G such that [G',G’] is simply-
connected. The varieties G/T and G'/T" are canonically identified and the T-bundle
Lean is induced from the T’-bundle L/, under T — T. Therefore, once we know
the data of 3 ,, for L, that satisfies the compatibility conditions, it produces the

corresponding data for L.qp.

Thus, we have constructed a canonical G-equivariant object of Higgs’GT over G/N.
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8. SOME EXAMPLES

8.1. The unramified situation. We call a Higgs bundle (E¢, o) unramified if o maps
E¢ to G/N. The category of unramified Higgs bundles is therefore equivalent to the
category of principal N-bundles. N

The functor F : Higgs(X) — Cam(X) sends an N-bundle Ex to X := T\ Ex, which
is a principal W-bundle over X (i.e. an étale W-cover).

In this case the assertion of Theorem 6.4 is quite evident.

8.2. Now we will analyze the case G = SL(2). Fix an Sj-cover p : X — X and
consider the subsheaf of p.(Oy) consisting of Sp-anti-invariants. We will denote it by
Cx.

It is easy to see that the category Higgs ¢ (X) is canonically equivalent to the category
of pairs (L,v), where L is a line bundle on X and 4 is an isomorphism det(p. (L)) ~
Ox.

Let Dx C X be the ramification divisor and let Rx be the corresponding line
bundle (cf. Sect. f). It is easy to see that the category Higgs')? (X) (which in our case is

equivalent to its simplified version Higgs;i{(X )) consists of pairs (L, ), where L is a line

bundle on X and 7 is an isomorphism (—1)*(L™!)® Rx ~ L such that the composition

L& (~1)*(Rx) ~ (1) (=)"(L™) @ Rx) "L (—1)*(L) 2 L& (—1)*(Ry)

is minus the identity map.
Let us visualize the equivalence Higgs 3 (X) ~ Higgs’; (X) of Theorem 6.4 in this case.

Indeed, for any line bundle L on X we have a canonical So-equivariant isomorphism
p(det(p«(L))) ® Rx ~ L ® (—=1)"(L).

Therefore, a data of 7/ defines the data of ~y, and it is easy to see that this sets up an
equivalence.

8.3. Let us now consider the case G = PGL(2). In this case the only coroot is
non-primitive, so one has to work a little harder.
By definition, objects of Higgs;’z (X) are the following data:

e A line bundle L on X.

e An Sy-equivariant isomorphism of line bundles v : L ® (—1)*(L) ~ RS2

e An identification § : L|p, — Rx|py, which is compatible in the obviuos sense

with the restriction of v to Dyx.

Let us make the statement of Theorem 5.4 explicit in this case too. Starting from
an object (Eg,o,t) in Higgs(X) we can locally choose a principal SL(2)-bundle Ef,,
which induces Eg. Then (E}, 0,t) is an SL(2)-Higgs bundle. Using the above analysis
for SL(2), we can attach to it a pair (L',7'), where L; is a line bundle on X and
(S (L)Y @ Ry = L,

The corresponding object of Higgs;z(X ) is constructed as follows. We define the
line bundle L as (L')®? and v := (y')®2. The data of 3 comes from the sequence of
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isomorphisms

1
(L' ® Rx|px = (-1)"((L) ") @ Rx|px = L'|p,.

If we choose a different lifting of Eg to an SL(2)-bundle, the corresponding L' will
be modified by tensoring with p*(L"), where L is a line bundle on X with (L°%)®2? ~ O,
which will not affect the resulting (L,~, ).

It as an easy exercise to check that the above construction defines an equivalence of
categories.

9. SPECTRAL COVERS VERSUS CAMERAL COVERS FOR G = GL(n)

9.1. Observe first that a regular centralizer in gl(n) is the same as an n-dimensional
associative and commutative subalgebra in Mat(n,n) generated by one element.

Definition 9.2. An n-sheeted spectral cover of a scheme X is a finite flat scheme
p: X — X such that p.(Ox) has rank n and is locally uni-generated as a sheaf of
algebras.

Thus, a Higgs bundle for gl(n) is the same as a rank-n vector bundle E and an
n-sheeted spectral cover X — X with an embedding of bundles of algebras Oy —
Endg, (F). This is equivalent to saying that F is a line bundle over X.

In this section we will analyze the connection of this description of Higgs bundles
for GL(n) with the one given by Theorem {6.4. The starting point is the observation
that the category of S,-cameral covers of X is naturally equivalent to the category of
n-sheeted spectral covers. Let us describe the functors in both directions:

Given an Sy,-cameral cover X — X , we define the scheme X as Sn_l\)z . Conversely,

given an n-sheeted spectral cover X — X we define X as a scheme that represents the
functor that attaches to a scheme S the set of data consisting of
(A map S — X and n sections t; : S — 5 := X x 5),
X

such that for any function f on S the characteristic polynomial of its action on P«(0%)
by multiplication equals II(Y — f ot;), where Y is an indetreminate.
(]

It is easy to see that this functor is indeed representable by a scheme finite over X.

The group S, acts on X by permuting the ¢;’s.

Proposition 9.3. The functors X — X and X — X send cameral covers to spectral
covers and spectral covers to cameral covers, respectively. Moreover, they are inverses
of one another.

Proof. Let us consider first the universal situation: Xy = Spec(Clay, ..., a,]), Xo =
Spec(Clz1, ..., y]), where the z;’s satisfy

H(Y—azi) =YY"+ a,1 -Yn_l—i-...—l-al -Y + ag,

i
and X = Spec(C[z1, a1, ..., a,]), where x; satisfies

-1
xl +ap—1 27 + ...+ a1z + ag.
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The natural maps Xo — Xo and Xy — Xo are a cameral and a spectral cover,
respectively and it is easy to see that in this case X 0~ Xoand Xg ~ )Z'O.

This proves the first assertion of the proposition. Indeed, any cameral (resp., spec-
tral) cover is locally induced from Xg (resp., Xo).

For a spectral cover X there is a natural map X — X, that attaches to a map S — X
given by an n-tuple {t1,...,t,} of maps t; : § — S the composition S S X. The

resulting map X — X is an isomorphism, because this is so in the universal situation,
i.e. for Xg — Xjp.

Similarly, we have n maps X — X which correspond to the natural map S, /S,—1 X

X — X. We claim that they define an isomorphism X — X.

Indeed, both the fact that these maps satisfy the condition on the characteristic
polynomial and that the resulting map is an isomorphism follow from the corresponding
facts for Xj.

O

9.4. Thus, fixing a spectral cover and fixing an S,,-cameral cover amounts to the same
thing. Now, Theorem 6.4 implies that the category Higgs;?(X ) is equivalent to the
category of line bundles on the corresponding spectral cover X. We would like to
explain how to see this equivalence explicitly.

We start with the following observation:

Let X — X be an S,-cameral cover and let Picg (X) be the groupoid of S,-
equivariant line bundles L on X for which the following condition holds:

For every reflection s; ; € S,, the isomorphism

si(L) — L

is the identity map on the fixed-point set of s; ; in X.

Proposition 9.5. The pull-back functor establishes an equivalence between the cate-
gory of line bundles on X and Picg (X).

Let us see first how this proposition implies what we need:

The natural map X — X is itself an S,_j-cameral cover. On the one hand, by
applying the above proposition to this map we obtain that the category of line bundles
on X is equivalent to Picg =~ (X).

On the other hand, we claim that Picg = (X) is equivalent to Higgs;% (X).

Indeed, let us identify the Cartan group of GL(n) with the product of n copies of
Gy, and let Ay, : T — Gy, be the weight corresponding to the last coordinate. Then a
functor HiggsgZ (X) — Pic)?vn_l(X) is given by (L,v) — L := A\, (L). It is easy to see
that this is indeed an equivalence.
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9.6. Now let us prove Proposition §.5. The argument will be a prototype of the one
we are going to use to prove Theorem b.4.

Given an object L € Pic)an(X) and a point z € X we must find an étale neighbour-
hood of x such that, when restricted to the preimage of this neighbourhood, L becomes
isomorphic to the unit object in Picg  (X) (i.e. the one for which L = Oy with the
tautological S,,-structure).

First, it is easy to reduce the statement to the case when the ramification over x is
the maximal possible, i.e. when z has only one geometric preimage  in X. Further,
we can assume that X (and therefore also X) is a spectrum of a local ring.

Choose some trivialization of L. Its discrepancy with the S,-equivariant structure
is a 1-cocycle S,, — G,,. We must show that this cocycle is homologous to 0.

Let K denote the kernel of the map Hom()N( ,Gp) — Gy, given by the evaluation at
Z. Our condition on L implies that the above cocycle S, — Gy, takes values in K.
However, since X is local, K is divisible and torsion-free. Hence H'(S,,, K) = 0, so our
cocycle is cohomologically trivial.

10. THE STRUCTURE OF G/N

10.1. The rest of the paper is devoted to the proofs of various results announced in
the previous sections. We start with the proof of Proposition i3

Proof. First we need to show that the map ¢ : greg — ADb" is well-defined, which is
equivalent to saying that the projection I'vey — greq is an isomorphism.

Since the latter projection is proper and g,.4 is reduced, it is enough to show that
the scheme-theoretic preimage in I'y¢4 of every x € greq is isomorphic to Spec(C).

This is clear on the level of C points, since by definition of regular elements, the only
abelian r-dimensional subalgebra in g that contains x is its own centralizer.

For a € Ab", the tangent space T(Ab") can be identified with the space of maps
T : a — g/a that satisfy:

Yy, y2 € a, [T(y1),y2] + [y1,T(y2)] =0 € g.

We claim that the tangent space to I'yeqg N (Ab” xz) at a X z is zero. Indeed, this
is the space of maps T : a — g/a as above, for which, moreover [T'(y),z] =0, Vy € a.
However, since a = Zg(x), any such T is identically zero.

This implies that Tauz(I'reg N Ab” x2) = 0 which means that I'.eq N (Ab” x2) is
reduced, i.e. ~ Spec(C).

Now let us show that ¢ is smooth. Let a € Ab" be equal to ¢(x). Using the above
description of the tangent space to Ab" it is easy to see that d¢ sends an element
u € g ~ Ty(greg) to the unique map T': a — g/a that satisfies:

[T(y),x] + [y,u] =0, Yy € a.

Consider now the map ev : Tq(Ab") — g/a given by T'— T'(x). The above descrip-
tion of d¢ implies that the composition

d¢ r\ ev
g= Tw(greg)_’Ta(Ab )—g/a
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coincides with the tautological projection g — g/a.
However, since z is regular, the fact that [T'(x),y] = —[z,T(y)], Yy € a implies that
ev is an injection. We conclude that ev is an isomorphism, hence Im(¢) is contained

in the smooth locus of Ab". Furthermore, d¢ is surjective, so ¢ is smooth as claimed.
O

10.2. Let g be the closed sub-variety in g x Fl defined by the condition: (z,b’) €
gifx € b/. Let gy denote the intersection g N (greg X FI) and let 7 denote the
projection ﬁreg — @reg- 1t is clear that as a variety, ﬁreg is smooth and connected, since
it is an open subset in a vector bundle over FI.

Proposition 10.3. There exists a natural G-invariant map <;~5 : Greg — G/T, such that
the following square is Cartesian:

~ S —
Oreg —— G/T

dl dl
Greg —— G/N

Proof. Consider the fibered product G/T X greq. By definition of G/T', there is a
G/N
closed embedding
G/Tigreg - Ereg
G/N
that sends a triple (a € G/N,b € Fl,x € greg) € G/T X Greg to (x,b") € Greg.
G/N

We claim that this embedding is in fact an isomorphism. Indeed, the statement is
obvious over the preimage in gr., of the regular semisimple locus of g. Therefore, the
two schemes coincide at the generic point of g,cy. This implies what we need, since gyeq
is reduced.

O

Now we are ready to prove Proposition i{.5:

Proof. The map 7 : greqg — G/T is smooth, since it is a base change of a smooth map.

Hence, the fact that g,y is smooth and connected implies that G/T has the same
properties.

A well-known theorem of Kostant (cf. [[6] or [6], p. 277) says that the restriction
of the Chevalley map g — t/W to g,c4 is smooth and that it gives rise to a Cartesian
square:

Ereg — t

l |

Greg —— t/W
Therefore, the natural action of W on the preimage in g of the regular semisimple
locus in g extends to the whole of gy The same is true for G/T, because the map
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¢ is flat and surjective. The étale local isomorphism follows from comparison of our
Cartesian square with that of Proposition {0.3.
O

10.4. Now let us prove Proposition il.§8.

Proof. Let A’ be as in the formulation of the proposition. Consider an element ¢ € t
such that a(t) =0 for « € A" and §(t) #0 for 8 ¢ A’.

In this case m := Z4(t) is a Levi subalgebra of g and let M be the corresponding
Levi subgroup. It is well-known that m N b is a Borel subalgebra in m. Let u be an
element in the unipotent radical of m N b, which is regular with respect to M.

We then see that = t + u is a regular element in g, since Zy(z) = Zn(u). It is
known that if a Borel subalgebra contains a regular element, then it also contains its
centralizer (cf. Lemma {1.5). Therefore, (Zm(u),b) € G/T. Moreover, it is easy to see
that every pair (a,b’) € G/T is G-conjugate to one of the above form.

To conclude the proof, it remains to show that (Zy(u),b) € ﬂA (D%) \ﬁgLéJA (D).
ae / !

For that, it suffices to show that the image of (t+u, b) as above under g,., — t belongs

to the corresponding locus of t. However, the above image is just ¢, which makes the

assertion obvious.

O

10.5. Levi subgroups. Let J C I be a subset. It defines a root subsystem A and let
My (resp., Py C G, W; C W) denote the corresponding standard Levi subgroup (resp.,
standard parabolic, Weyl subgroup). Let Ny, be the intersection M; N N, which is
the normalizer of T in M.

It is easy to see that the natural map M;/Ny, — G/N extends to a map iy :
My /Ny, — G/N. In fact, Mj/Nyy, is a closed sub-variety of G/—N which corresponds
to{a € G/N |a Cmy}.

Proposition 10.6. There is a canonical W -equivariant isomorphism.:

~ W,
iy W X M;JT ~ M;/Na, x GJT.
G/N

Proof. First, we have a natural closed embedding

MJ/T — MJ/NMJ X G/T C G/T
G/N

Its image consists of pairs (a,b’) € G/T such that a C my and b’ C py := Lie(Py).
This map is compatible with the W -action. Hence, it extends to a finite map

~ w,
iy WX M;JT — My /Ny, x G/T.
G/N

Since both varieties are smooth, in order to prove that iy is an isomorphism, it
suffices to do so over the open part, i.e. over M;/Nys,. However, in the latter case,

the assertion becomes obvious.
O
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It is easy to see that the G-orbit of M;/Ny, x G/T C G/T (resp., My/T C G/T) is
G/N

the union of those D2’ for which A’ is W-conjugate to a subset of A (resp., A’ C Aj.)

11. THE GROUP-SCHEME OF CENTRALIZERS

11.1. In this section we will formulate two basic theorems, Theorem [1.6 and Theo-
rem 11.8, which will be used for the proof of our main result.

Consider the constant group-scheme G x G/N over G/N and let C C G x G/N be its
closed group-subscheme of “centralizers”. In other words, € is defined by the condition
that (g € G,a € G/N) € C if g commutes with a. Clearly, C is equivariant with respect
to the G-action on G/N.

Note that the corresponding sheaf ¢ of Lie algebras can be identified with the tauto-
logical rank r vector bundle over G//N which comes from the embedding G/N C Gry.

Proposition 11.2. The group-scheme C is commutative and smooth over G/N and is
1rreducible as a variety.

Proof. Let €' be the group-subscheme of G' x Oreg OVEr greq defined by the condition:
€ :={(g9,2) € G X grey | Ady(z) = z}.

First, let us show that €’ is commutative and smooth over Oreg-

Let (g,x) be a C-point of €’. The tangent space to € at (g,z) consists of pairs
(&,y) € g x g such that [z,€&] = Ady(y) —y. The differential of the map ¢’ — g, sends
(&,y) to y. We claim that it is surjective.

It is known that if G is of adjoint type, then the centralizer of every regular element is
connected (in particular, each Zg(z) is commutative). Therefore, Span (Ady(y)—y) =

9€Zg(z)
Im(ad Zq (z))- However, the latter, as we saw in the proof of Proposition il .3, coincides
with Im(ad, ), since z is regular.

To prove that €' is smooth over g,e4, it remains to observe that the fibers of ¢’
are smooth (since they are algebraic groups in char.0) and all have dimension r, by
definition of greg. The fact that € is commutative was established in the course of the
above argument.

Now let us prove the assertion for €. We have a natural closed embedding € X greq —
G/N
¢, which is an isomorphism over the regular semisimple locus of g,.,. Hence, it is an

isomorphism, because €' is reduced. Therefore, since the map ¢ : greg — G/N is

flat and surjective, this shows that € is commutative and smooth over G/N. It is
irreducible, because this is obviously true over G/N.
O

11.3.  Now we will introduce another group-scheme over G/N, seemingly of a different
nature.

Consider the contravariant functor Schemes = Sets which assigns to a scheme .S the
set of pairs
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(A map S — G/N, a W-equivariant map S := S x G/T — T).
G/N

It is easy to see that this functor is representable by an abelian group-scheme over
G/N, which we will denote by T. Therefore, once S — G/N is fixed, Hom~ (S, T) ~

(S, Tg). Clearly, the G-action on G /T gives rise to a G-action on T.

aml

We define the open group-subscheme T of T by the following condition (**):

Hom(S,T) consists of those pairs (S — G/N,S — T) as above, for which for every
root « the composition

S x DS TG,
GIN

avoids —1 € Gy,
Since for any map S — T, the above composition takes values in +1 C G,,, condition

(**) is equivalent to condition (*) in the definition of the sheaf T (cf. Sect. 4.2). In

other words, for a fixed map S — G/N, HomG/N(S,T) ~T'(S,Tg).

Remark. As we will see later, T is not only open in T, but is in fact a connected
component there.

11.4. A remarkable fact is that the group-schemes € and T are canonically isomorphic.
Here we will construct a map between them in one direction.

Let B denote the universal group-scheme of Borel subgroups over Fi. Let us denote
by B its pull back to G/T. In addition, let us denote by € the pull-back of € to G / T.
Both B and € are group-subschemes of the constant group-scheme G x G / T.

Lemma 11.5. C is a closed group-subscheme of B.

Indeed, since € is reduced and irreducible, it suffices to check that over G/N, Cis

contained in B. However, this is obvious.
We have a natural projection B — T x Fl. By composing it with the inclusion of
Lemma 1.5, we obtain a map

e x G/T—T.
G/N

This map respects the group law on € and T and commutes with the W-action.
(This is because it suffices to check both facts after the restriction to G/N, where they
become obvious.)

Hence, we obtain a homomorphism of group-schemes € — T.
Theorem 11.6. The above map C — T defines an isomorphism x : € — T.

The proof will be given in the next section.
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11.7. Now we will formulate the second key result which will be used in the proof of
Theorem 4.4.

Consider the functor that assigns to a scheme S the set of triples (G/N 15, G/N Z, v),
where G/N }9 and G/N Z are two S-points of G/N and v is a W-equivariant isomorphism

V:§1—>§2,

where S% is the W-cover of S induced by G/Nis from 7 : G/T — G/N.

It is easy to see that this functor is representable. Let H denote the representing

scheme. Since the W-cover G/T — G/N is G-equivariant, we obtain a natural map
Action x id

¢:G x G/N — H which covers the map G x G/N ~— =~ G/N x G/N.

Theorem 11.8. The above map £ : G X G/N — H is smooth and surjective.

This theorem will be proven in Sect. il3.

11.9.  The scheme H lives over G/N x G/N. Let Ha denote its restriction to the
diagonal. By definition, Ha is a group-scheme over W which represents the functor
of W-equivariant automorphisms of G/T" over G/N.

Let St C G x G/N be the closed group-subscheme of stabilizers, i.e.

(g,a) € St if Ady(a) = a.

Obviously, € is a closed normal group-subscheme of St.
The map & : G x G/N — JH gives rise to a map & : St — Ha.

Proposition 11.10. Ha represents the quotient group-scheme St /C.

Proof. Theorem {1.§ implies that the map &a : St — Ha is smooth and surjective.
Therefore, all we have to show is that if S — St is a map such that the induced
automorphism of S is trivial, then S maps to C.

Observe that 3 acts on T via its action on G/T. Since the isomorphism x : € — T
is G-equivariant, we obtain a commutative diagram of actions:

St x € —— @
N

o] |

Ha x T —— T,
/N

where the top horizontal arrow is the adjoint action.

Therefore, if a map S — St induces the trivial automorphism of S , its adjoint action
on C is trivial too. But this means that it factors through C.
O

Similarly, one shows:

Corollary 11.11. The scheme H represents the quotient group-scheme (G x G/N)/C.



THE GERBE OF HIGGS BUNDLES 23

12. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.6

12.1.  We start by establishing a result on compatibility of our objects with restrictions
to Levi subgroups. We then verify the Lie-algebraic version of the theorem by restricting
to an sl(2) subalgebra, and finally we refine this to prove the desired group-theoretic
version.

12.2. Let M = Mj be a standard Levi subgroup of G (cf. Sect. i0.5) and let €y be
the corresponding sheaf of centralizers over M/Nyy.
On the one hand, there is a natural closed embedding

Cr — 15(C) :== M/Ny x C.
/N

On the other hand, we have the group scheme T over G/N, as well as the group-scheme
T over M/Nyy. This time, by Proposition 0.6, we have a canonical isomorphism
Ty ~ i%(T) := M/Ny x T.
G/N
Moreover, it induces an isomorphism Ty ~ 7% (T), since if a root « is not W-conjugate

Wi—
to a root in M, then s, has no fixed points on W ><]M/T.

Proposition 12.3. The map Cyr — 3,(C) is an isomorphism. Moreover, the diagram

GM XM TM

l l

i5(€) 2 i (T)
18 commutative.

Proof. The map €y — 4},(€) is an isomorphism because it is a closed embedding and

at the same time an isomorphism over the generic point of M/Nj;. Commutativity
of the diagram can be checked over the preimage of M/Nys, in which case it becomes
obvious.

O

12.4.  We will now prove the assertion of Theorem 1.6 on the Lie-algebra level.
Let t denote the sheaf of Lie algebras corresponding to T. Obviously, it is isomorphic
to Lie(T) as well. By definition, we have: t ~ (t® ﬁ*(OW))W. Since 7, (O(G/T)) is

locally isomorphic to Oz © C[W], t is a vector bundle of rank r over G/N.

Proposition 12.5. The map
dx:c—t
s an isomorphism.

Proof. The proof will consist of two steps. The first step will be a reduction to the case
of SL(2) and the second one will be a proof of the assertion for SL(2).

Step 1.
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Both ¢ and t are vector bundles of rank r over G/N and the map dy is clearly an
isomorphism over G/N. Since the variety G/N is smooth, it remains to show that dy
is an isomorphism on an open subset of G/N whose complement has codimension at
least 2.

It follows from Sect. 10.5 that such an open subset is formed by the union of the
G-orbits of the images of i 7(M /N, ), where J = {a;} for all simple roots «;.

Therefore, by G-equivariance and by Proposition 112.3, it suffices to show that the

map

dXMJ ey tMJ
is an isomorphism. This reduces us to the case when G is a reductive group of semi-
simple rank 1.

Moreover, the statement is clearly invariant under isogenies, so we may replace G by
7Z%(G) x [G, G]. Clearly, the assertion in such a case is equivalent to the one for [G, G,
which in turn can be replaced by SL(2).

Step 2.

For G = SL(2), the variety G/N can be identified with P? in such a way that the
sheaf ¢ goes over to O(—1). Moreover, G/T — G/N can be identified with the Sy-cover
m: P x P! — P2

To prove the assertion, it is enough to show that t has degree —1, since any non-zero
map between two line bundles of the same degree is automatically an isomorphism.

By definition, t is the O(P?)-module of anti-invariants of Sy in m,(O(P* x P1)).
Therefore,

t ~ det(m (O(P! x P1))) ~ O(—1).
O
12.6. Now we will check that the map x induces an isomorphism between C-points of €
and T. Evidently, this assertion, combined with Proposition i12.5 and Proposition {i1.2,
implies Theorem i 1.6.

Let a € W be the centralizer of a regular element z € g. As we saw in the proof
of Proposition j 1.2, on the one hand, the fiber of € at a = Z4(x) can be identified with
Za(z). On the other hand, the fiber of T at a can be identified with Homyy (F1°, T)**,
where FI* is the fixed point scheme of the vector field induced by =z on Fl and the
super-script ** corresponds to the (**) condition in the definition of T.

Let x = 2% + 2! be the Jordan decomposition of z. We can assume that Zg(z*%)
is a standard Levi subalgebra m and 2™ is a regular nilpotent element in m. Using
Proposition 2.3, we can replace G' by M and hence we can assume that 2°° is a central
element in g.

There are natural embeddings Z(G) x G/N — € and Z(G) x G/N — T, which make
the diagram

Z (G) X G/—N — C

ol |

Z(G)XG/—N —)T
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commute.

Proposition 12.7. Let x be a regular nilpotent element and let

Za(x) = Za(x)* x Za ()™
Homyy (F1%,T)* = Homyy (FI%, T)**** x Homyy (FI1*, T)"*

be the Jordan decompositions of the fibers of C and T at Zg(x). Then the embedding of
Z(G) induces isomorphisms:

Z(G) ~ Zg(x)* and Z(G) ~ Homyy (F1*,T)*5*.

It is clear, first of all, that this proposition implies the theorem. Indeed, it is enough
to show that y induces an isomorphism Zg(x)™ — Mory (F1%,T)"**. But since
these groups are unipotent, our assertion follows from the corresponding assertion on
the Lie-algebra level, which has been proven before.

Proof. The fact that Z(G) ~ Zg(x)%® is an immediate consequence of the fact that in
a group of adjoint type centralizers of regular elements are connected.

To prove that Z(G) ~ Homyy (FI*, T)*>**, let us observe that if x is a regular nilpo-
tent element, FI* is a local non-reduced scheme. Its closed point, viewed as a point of
G/T, belongs to the intersection of all the D’s.

Let Homyy (F1*,T); be the sub-group of Homyy (FI*,T') which corresponds to maps
FI* — T that send the closed point of FI* to the identity in T'. Clearly, Homy (FI1*,T");
is unipotent and Homyy (F1%, T') ~ Homy, (FI1*,T); x T" is the Jordan decomposition
of Homyy (F1*,T).

The proof is concluded by the observation that
Z(G)={teTV | a(t) =1, YVa e A},

which is exactly the (**) condition.
U

12.8. The following will not be used in the sequel, but is important as an observation.
It follows From Theorem [I.6 that T is irreducible as a variety. We claim that it
coincides in fact with the neutral connected component of T.

Proof. Indeed, let us choose an isogeny G’ — G such that the derived group of G’ is
simply connected. For G’ condition (**) is superflous, which means that T’ ~ T’.

On the one hand, it is easy to see that the natural map T/ — T is finite. On the
other hand, Theorem {{1.§ implies that it factors as

T ~T — T T,

which means that T is closed in T. Hence, T is simultaneously open and closed in T,

which means that it is a connected component there.
O
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13. PROOF OF THEOREM {11.8

13.1.  We will need an additional property of the isomorphism yx.
By definition, we have a canonical W-equivariant map

t x G/T —t,
G/N

hence we obtain a map t — t/W.
Lemma 13.2. The above map coincides with the composition
€25 ¢ g x G/N — g — /I,
where the last arrow is the Chevalley map.
The proof follows from the fact that the two maps coincide over G/N.

13.3. To prove the theorem, we need to show that any map S — H can be lifted,
locally in the étale topology, to a map S — G x G/N.

Thus, let a' and a? be two S-points of G/—N and let v : ST — S2 be an isomorphism
between the corresponding cameral covers. The maps a’ give rise to vector subbundles
¢t C g® Og, and Theorem 11.6 implies that

¢ ~ Homy, o4 (t*, 0g,), i = 1,2.
Therefore, the data of v defines an isomorphism of vector bundles v/ : cls — c2s.

By Proposition .3 we can find a section 2} € ¢}, such that ¢} = Zy(x}). Let 2% € %
be the image of x}g under /. By making the choice of xls sufficiently generic, we can
assume that z% is regular, i.e. that ¢ = Zy(z%).

Consider 2%, i = 1,2 as maps S — gp¢g. Lemma 3.2 implies that their compositions
with the Chevalley map

s s, Greg — /W

coincide. Now, we have the following general assertion that follows from smoothness of
the Chevalley map restricted to geq:

Lemma 13.4. The adjoint action map GXgreg — Greg X @reg 15 sSmooth and surjective.
YW

Therefore, locally there exists a map gg : S — G that conjugates :L"é to x% Then
this map conjugates c}g to c%, which is what we had to prove.

13.5. Complements. We conclude this section by two remarks regarding the asser-
tions of Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 11.8.

First, let us fix a C-point a € G/N and let ¢ : FI* — t be a W-equivariant map,
which according to Theorem |11.6, is the same as an element x, € a = ¢5. One may
wonder: how can one express the condition that x,, is a regular element of g, in terms
of ¢?

We claim that the necessary and sufficient condition is that ¢ : FI* — t is a scheme-
theoretic embedding. Here is a proof:
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Proof. First, one easily reduces the assertion to the case when a is the centralizer of a
regular nilpotent element, and in particular, consists of nilpotent elements.

Let Stg(a) be the normalizer of a. It is easy to see that x,, is regular if and only if
its centralizer in Stg(a) coincides with C.

By Proposition {1.10, the quotient St(a)/€, maps isomorphically to the group of
W-equivariant automorphisms of FI¢. Therefore, if ¢ is an embedding, the fact that
Ad,(z,) = z, for some n € Stg(a) implies that Ad,, acts trivially on F1° and hence n
belongs to Cg.

Conversely, since a consists of nilpotent elements, aNg,.4 is the only St (a)-invariant
open subset of a consisting of regular elements only. However, the locus of ¢ that are
embeddings is clearly such a subset.

O

Secondly, let us see how Corollary 11.17 is related to Proposition i.8:

Let a; and ap be two C-points of G/N. Corollary I1.1T says that they are G-conjugate
if and only if 77!(a;) ~ 7~ !(a) as W-schemes. The condition of Proposition I.§ is
seemingly weaker (but in fact, equivalent): it implies that a; and as are G-conjugate if
and only if (77" (a1))red = (7" (a2))rea as W-schemes.

14. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

14.1.  We are going to deduce our theorem from Theorem {1.§ and Theorem 1.8
combined with the following “abstract nonsense” observation:

Lemma 14.2. Let Q be a sheaf of groupoids on Schet(X). Suppose that for every (U —
X) € Schet(X) and every C € Q(U), we are given an isomorphism Autgq)(C) ~ A(U)
such that the following conditions hold:

(0) There exists a covering U — X such that Q(U) is non-empty.

(1) If C1 — Cy is an isomorphism between two objects in Q(U), then the induced
isomorphism Autgqr)(C1) =~ Autg(Ca) is compatible with the identification of both
sides with A(U).
(2) If f : U" — U is a morphism in Sche(X) and C € Q(U), then the map

fo : Autg)(C) — Autgwn (£5(C))

is compatible with the restriction map A(U) — A(U’).

(3) For any U € Sche(X) and any two Cy,Cy € Q(U), there exist a covering f : U — U
such that the objects f(C1) and f5(Ca) of QU') are isomorphic.

Then Q has a canonical structure of a gerbe bound by Tors 4.

14.3. We claim that Higgs; satisfies the conditions of this lemma. Condition (0) is

a tautology: locally the cameral cover X — X is induced from the universal one by
means of a map X — G/N.

Let (Eg,0,t) be an object of Higgs (U). We must construct an isomorphism
Autiges - () (B 0,) = Tk (U).
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Let us first assume that E¢ is trivialized and our Higgs bundle corresponds to a map
U—>G/—Nsuchthat(7éG—/TLU.
G/N

In this case, an automorphism of (Eq,o) as an object of Higgs(U) is the same
as a map U — St (cf. Sect. i1.9) that covers the given map X — G/N. Now,
Proposition 11.1( implies that this automorphism belongs to AUtHiggs}?(U)(EGyo-yt) if
and only if the above map factors as U — € — St.

Now we apply Theorem {1.6 which says that Homm(U, C) = HomG/—N(U, T) =
T3 (U).

The fact that the map x : € — T is G-equivariant implies that our isomorphism
between Autyges (1) (Eg,0,t) and T (U) is independent of the choice of a trivialization
of Eg. In particular, by SC-1, it defines the required isomorphism for all E5. The fact
that conditions (1) and (2) are satisfied is automatic from the construction.

Finally, let us check condition (3). Let (E},o!,t!) and (E%,02,t%) be two objects
of Higgs(U). Without restricting the generality we can assume that both Ecl; and Eg
are trivialized.

In this case, the data of (o', 02,t! o (t2)~1) defines a U-point of the scheme H. By
Theorem {1.8 we can locally find a map gy : U — G which conjugates (o!,t!) to
(02,t?). We can regard gy as a gauge transformation, i.e. a map E}, — EZ, which
defines an isomorphism between (E(l;, ol t!) and (Eé, o2, t?).

Thus, Theorem 4.4 is proved.

15. PROOF OF THEOREM 7.3

15.1. It remains to prove Theorem 6.4. In this section we will prove Theorem 7.3
which takes care of the universal situation.

15.2. Step 1. First we show that our map s} (Lecqn) — Lean is an isomorphism off D%,
To do that let us analyze more closely the situation described in Sect. 0.5

Let Ay C A be a root subsystem and let M = M  be the corresponding standard
Levi subgroup. Let Fl,; denote the flag variety of M and By = BNM, Uy =UNM.

It is well-known that there exists a canonical closed embedding W/Wy, x Flpy — Fl:

A point b’ € FI belongs to w x Flyy, if and only if b’ is in relative position w with
respect to P = Pj (this makes sense, as P-orbits on FI are parametrized exactly by
W/Wyy) and b’ Np is a Borel subalgebra in M.

Consider the restriction of the canonical T-bundle L4 to W/Wiy x Flps. It is easy
to see that its further restriction to the connected component 1 x Flp; identifies with
L VY

Let w € W be a minimal representative of its coset in W/Wjy;. The action of w
defines a map 1 x Flpy — w x Flps. Let us consider the pull-back w*(Lgy|yxg1,,) as a
T-bundle on 1 X Flpy = Flps. Let w € N be an element that projects to w € W.

Proposition 15.3. We have a canonical M -equivariant isomorphism

W (Lgrlwxg1,,) = La,, -
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Proof. Recall that by definition, the fiber of L47 at a point b’ € F1 is
{9 € G| Ady () = b)/U,

where the T-action is right multiplication. Similarly, the fiber of Lgy,, at b' € 1 x Fly,
can be canonically identified with {m € M| Ad,,-1(b") = b}/Uy,.

Since w is minimal, Adg(Bys) C B and if Ad,,(b) is a point of 1 x Fljy, then the
corresponding point of w x Flp; equals Ad,,.;-1(b).

Therefore, the map m — m - w~! sets up a bijection between the fiber of of L o
at b’ € 1 x Flps and the fiber of w*(Lgy|yxg1,,) at w x b’, such that the T-actions are
intertwined up to the action of w, which is what we had to prove.

O

15.4. Let w be as above. Consider the map

Proposition '10.6
28

M/T G/T = GJT.
The fact that Adg-1(B) N M = By implies that the above map coincides with
M)T — 1 x Fly 25 wx Fly — Fl.
Therefore, from Proposition i15.3 we obtain an isomorphism
Vean (W) 1 W (Lean) 777 = Leanlgrr

Moreover, it is easy to see that the above isomorphism coincides with the restric-
tion to M/T of the (meromorphic) isomorphism Y.q, (). In particular, the a priori
meromorphic isomorphism 4.y, (@) is regular on M/T.

Let us now go back to the situation of the theorem. We must check that the mero-
morphic map s} (Lean) — Lean has no poles along D* if o # ;. Choose a minimal
Levi subgroup M; such that w(c;) = o for some w € W.

Then the fact that o # «; implies that both w and s;-w are minimal representatives of
the corresponding cosets in W/(s;). Then the above discussion shows that s} (Lean) —

Lcan has no poles on w x M;/T.

This proves what we need, since the G-orbit of w x M;/T contains an open part of
D (cf. Proposition il.8).

15.5. Step 2. Thus, we have shown that the poles of the map s} (Lcan) — Lean can
occur only on D®. Let M; be the corresponding minimal Levi subgroup. As we have
seen before, there is a natural embedding M;/T — G/T, and L4, restricts to the
corresponding T-bundle on M;/T.

Since s} (Lean) — Lean 18 G-equivariant, to determine the contribution of the divisor
D% it is enough to perform the corresponding calculation for M;. The latter case
easily reduces to SL(2).

For SL(2), G/T ~ P! x P! and L.g, ~ O(1) ®O. Moreover, —1 € Sy = W acts

on G/T by swapping the two P! factors, with the fixed-point locus G /T_1 being the
diagonal P!. Hence, (—1)*(Lean) ~ O K O(-1).
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Therefore, we have a meromorphic map between O X O(—1) and O(1) X O, which is
allowed to have zeroes and poles only on the diagonal. Then it must have a zero of
order 1, by degree considerations.

16. PROOF OF THEOREM $.4
16.1. Finally, we are ready to complete the proof of the main result. First, we claim
that there is a natural functor T : Higgs; — Higgs’)?:

Let (Eg,0,t) be an object of Higgs ¢(U), where 0 : Eg — G/N is a G-equivariant

map. We can pull-back the universal object of Higgs’GT(G /N) (cf. Sect.T) and obtain

a G-equivariant object of Higgs%G(Eg), where E‘G is the induced cameral cover of Fg.

By descent, it gives rise to an object of Higgs}((U ) and this assignment is clearly a
functor between sheaves of categories.

The key fact now is that Higgs')z is also a gerbe bound by Torsy_ . Condition (0) of
Lemma /4.2 follows from the mere existence of the functor T and the fact that Higgs ¢
satisfies condition (0).

Let (L,7, ;) be an object of Higgs’)z(U). We must identify the group of its auto-
morphisms with T’z (U).

By definition, this group consists of T-bundle automorphisms, which respect the
data of v and ;. However, a T-bundle map L — L is the same as a map U — T and
compatibility with v implies that this map is W-equivariant. Therefore, we obtain a
section of T (U). Now, compatibility with §; is exactly condition (*). (Recall that it
suffices to impose condition (*) for one representative in every W-orbit on the set of
roots. In particular, it is sufficient to impose it for simple roots only.)

It is easy to see that conditions (1) and (2) hold for the above identification of
AutHiggsf)}(U) (L,7,8i) =~ T5(U). In addition, it follows from the construction of Y,

that T : Higgs — Higgs’i respects the identifications of groups of automorphisms of
objects with 75 (U).

Assume for a moment that condition (3) of Lemma 4.2 has been checked. We claim,
that this already implies Theorem .4, because of the following general fact:

Lemma 16.2. Let Qy and Qg be two gerbes bound by Torsy and let T : Q7 — Qg
be a functor between the corresponding sheaves of categories. Assume that for every
U € Schet(X) and C € Q1(U) we have a commutative square:

AU) ——  Autg,1)(C)

ol n

AU) —— Auto, 1) (T(C)).
Then Y is an equivalence of Tors 4-gerbes.

16.3. It remains, therefore, to prove that every two objects of Higgs;?(U ) are locally
isomorphic. For that purpose we will introduce a sheaf of Picard categoris Torsép;{,
which will be the “homogeneous” version of Higgs;?(X ).
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Objects of Torsép}? (U) are triples

(LQ, 70, /Bi,O)a

where (Lg,70) is a strongly W-equivariant 7-bundle on U and each Bi,0 is a trivialization
of OZZ'(L(]) |D‘£‘}z .
The following compatibility conditions must hold:

(1) For a simple root «;, the data of yo(s;) : s7(Lo) =~ Lo defines, after restriction to
D7 a trivialization
U

ai(@i(Lo)lpai) = @(Opes)-
We need that this trivialization coincides with &;(5;0).
(2) Assume that w € W conjugates a simple root «; to another simple root a;. The

pull-back of ;0 under w is a trivialization of a;(w*(Lo))] Do which via yg(w) defines
a trivialization of a;(Lg). Our condition is that this trivialization coincides with f; o.

Morphisms in Torsép}? (U) are by definition maps between strongly W-equivariant
T-bundles, compatible with the data of ;.

If (L4,7¢, 2-170) and (£3,12, 2-270) are two objects of TOTS/TX (U) we can form their ten-
sor product (L @L3, v @48, ﬁil,0®ﬁi2,0) which will be a new object of Tors/TX (U). More-
over, if (L9,70, 3i,0) is an object of Torsép}? (U) and (L,~, ;) is an object of Higgs}k (U),
we can take their tensor product and obtain another object of Higgs’T)} (U).

It is easy to see that the above constructions define on TOTS/TX a structure of a sheaf
of Picard categories and on Higgsép;( a structure of a gerbe bound by it.

Therefore, to prove that every two objects of Higgs}{(U) are locally isomorphic, it is
enough to show that any object of Torsép;( (U) is locally isomorphic to the unit object,
i.e. to the one with Ly being the trivial T-bundle and (v, 8;0) being the tautological
maps. The last assertion is equivalent to saying that Torsép;( is equivalent as a sheaf of
Picard categories to Torsr . The proof is given below.

16.4. Step 1. Without restricting the generality, we can assume that U = X and we
must find an étale covering X’ — X, over which a given object (L¢,70,5i,0) becomes
isomorphic to the trivial one.

Fix a C-point x € X. First, we will reduce our situation to the case when the
ramification over x is maximal possible, i.e. when = belongs to the image of QD%,

where the intersection is taken over all roots of G.
After an étale localization we can assume that we have a map X — t/W so that

X =X x t Let t be a point in t which has the same image in t/W as z.
/W

By conjugating ¢, we can assume that there exists J C I such that «;(t) = 0 for
jeAyand §(t) #0 for 5 ¢ Ay.
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We have a Cartesian square

w.
WX (t\ U %) —— t\ U 8
J

BEA BEA
| |
YW, —— YW,

in particular, the map t — t/W is étale in a neighbourhood of the image of ¢ in t/W.

Therefore, the base change X = X' := X x t/Wj is étale in a neighbourhood of
YW

x. This reduces us to the situation, when the W-cover X is induced from a W j-cover,
~ Wy ~
fe. X ~W %X X,. N
By restricting (Lo, 70, 8i,0) to X; we obtain an object of Torsép}? (X) with respect
J

to W;. Moreover, it is easy to see that this establishes an equivalence between Torsép;(
and Tors’T)? , thereby reducing us to the situation when Ay = A.
J

16.5. Step 2. According to Step 1, we may assume that there exists a unique geometric
point & € X over x. To prove the assertion of the proposition, we can replace X by the
spectrum of the local ring of X at x. In this case all the D% ’s and X are local too.

Let us choose a trivialization of our line bundle Ly, subject only to the condition
that it is compatible with the data of 3; ¢ at x for every simple root ;. We must show
that this trivialization can be modified so that it will be compatible with the structure
on Ly of a W-equivariant T-bundle, i.e. with the data of 79. (The argument given
below mimics the proof of Proposition B.5).

The discrepancy between our initial trivialization and 7y is given by a 1-cocycle
p: W — Hom(X,T).

The evaluation at Z gives rise to a surjection of W-modules: Hom(X,T') — T. Thus
we obtain a short exact sequence:

0 — K — Hom(X,T) — T — 0,

where K consists of maps X — T which have value 1 at 7.

Now, our condtion on the trivialization (i.e. its compatibility with 3; o) and condition
(1) in the definition of Tors’T)? imply that pu(s;) € K for every simple reflection s;. Hence,
u takes values in K.

However, since X is local, K is torsion-free and divisible! Hence, H(W, K) = 0.

Therefore, we can choose a trivialization of Ly which respects the W-equivariant
structure and the data of 3; o at . But this implies that it is compatible with the data
of 30 on the entire DY, Vi € I.

Indeed, a possible discrepancy takes values in £1, and its value is constant along
every connected component of D§’. However, by construction, each DY is local with
T being its unique closed point.

Thus, the proof of Theorem 6.4 is now complete.
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