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Abstract

In this article, we solve the problem of constructing modplaces of semista-
ble principal bundles (and singular versions of them) oweoath projective vari-
eties over algebraically closed ground fields of positivaerahteristic.
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1 Introduction

In this article, we introduce a formalism for dealing withimmipal bundles on projec-
tive manifolds defined over an algebraically closed groueld fof arbitrary character-
istic which enables us to construct and compactify the miaghsce of Ramanathan-
stable principal bundles. As a major application, we ohtamtler some restrictions on
the characteristic of the base field, the solution of the dstagnding problem of con-
structing the projective moduli space of semistable ppaldbundles (with semisimple
structure group) on a smooth projective variety.

In general, we get dlierent compactifications of the moduli space of Ramanathan-
stable principalG-bundles for diferent representatior@ — GL(V). In the curve
case, all of them are equal, whereas in higher dimensionssei¢ausion free sheaves
to compactify the moduli space of semistable princiabundles, so they naturally
become dferent.

The theory of (semi)stable princip&-bundles starts for the structure groGp=
GL,(C) as the theory of (semi)stable vector bundles. Based onéhislopment of
Geometric Invariant Theory, David Mumford proposed theigrobf a (semi)stable
vector bundle on a Riemann surfacel[38]. At about the same, thiarasimhan and
Seshadri made the fundamental discovery that stable vieatatles on the Riemann
surfaceX are precisely those arising from irreducible unitary repreations of the
fundamental groupr;(X) [40]. (Recall that the relationship between vector busdle
and representations of the fundamental groups was firsstigeted by A. Weil[[58].)
Finally, Seshadri gave the GIT construction of the moddicepof stable vector bundles
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on a Riemann surface together with its compactification gg8ivalence classes of
semistable vector bundles [53]. This construction eaglyggalizes to ground fields of
arbitrary characteristic.

Since its beginnings, the study of stal@ebundles has widely developed and in-
teracted with other fields. The scope of the theory has beegressively enlarged
by eliminating limitations on the “three parameters” of theory, i.e., the structure
groupG, the base manifol&, and the ground fiel#. First, in the work of Gieseker
[13] and Maruyama [36], the theory of stable vector bundlas enlarged to a theory
of semistable torsion free sheaves on projective manifoles fields of characteristic
zero. Later, Simpson brought this theory into its final fo8][ In the work [31]
and [32], the barriers of extending Simpson’s results tal$ielf positive characteris-
tic were finally removed. The arguments given there imprdneformalism even in
characteristic zero.

At the time when the results of Gieseker and Maruyama werdighda, Rama-
nathan had also treated the theory of principddundles on a compact Riemann sur-
faceX for an arbitrary connected reductive structure gr@upn the paper[44], he in-
troduced the notion of (semi)stability for a princigizdbundle4? on the Riemann sur-
faceX and generalized the results of the paperl [40], i.e., linkedteory of semistable
principal bundles orX to the study of representations of the fundamental group in a
compact real fornK of G. More important to us is the main result of his PhD thesis,
finished at the Tata Institute in 1976. There, Ramanathaviges an ingenious GIT
construction for the moduli space of semistable princi@dlundles on a compact Rie-
mann surfac&. Due to the untimely death of the author, this importantitegpeared
in the posthumous publication [45]. At that time, the subjemd become of general
interest to mathematicians and physicists.

In the recent papers [16], [17], [46], and [48] two indepemdealthough related—
methods for generalizing Ramanathan’s theory to the cab@bér dimensional base
manifolds defined over the complex numbers were presentecde ptecisely, the mod-
uli space of Ramanathan stable bundles was constructecbamabctified with certain
“generalized” principal bundles, satisfying a Giesek@etgemistability condition.

It thus seemed natural to join the forces of the authors t@ auith the problem
of bringing these recent developments to base fields ofrarbitharacteristic. In the
present paper, we rewrite the theory of the paper [46] froratsh. We will see that
the results of that paper are, in fact, true in positive ctteréstic. Furthermore, some
of the fundamental discoveries of the papérs [16]) [17], B8] also remain valid
over any algebraically closed field. In any case, we managenstruct our moduli
spaces as open subschemes of the moduli spacésseftiistable pseudd-bundles”.
In a separate publicatioh [[15], we will explain how the ammio via the adjoint rep-
resentation of a connected reductive gr@pf [45] and [17], or more generally via
faithless representations with kernel in the centegpiay be generalized to positive
characteristic.

The main change of philosophy which made the progress gdessithe following:
Classically, as suggested by the work of Ramanan and Rah@anpt3], one studied
semistability of principal bundles by relating it to the gstability of associated vector
bundles. This works well in characteristic zero but makesssumption of dficiently
high characteristic of the base field necessary while warkiver fields of positive
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characteristic. In the more recent work quoted above, wetirthe semistability of a
principal bundle to the semistability of an associadedoratedvector bundle. Unfor-
tunately, the theory of polynomial representations of taeegal linear group is more
complicated in positive characteristic (see the book [1R])that the set-up df [46] and
[48] cannot be directly copied. Nevertheless, the basia af¢hat work makes perfect
sense over fields of positive characteristic. Thanks todlalts of [31] and [32], one
may adapt the fundamental arguments from characteristic ze

Let us introduce a piece of notation, so that we may state eaultrin a precise
form. In this paper, we will deal with moduli functors of therfn

M®s sch —  Set

S Isomorphy classes of familie
of (semi)stable objects

In each case, we define S-equivalence on the set of isomolgdses of semistable ob-
jects (e.g., semistable sheaves or principdlundles with fixed numerical data) which,
restricted to stable objects, reduces to isomorphy. Assgmve have the moduli func-
tor and S-equivalence, we introduce the following convenierminology: Acoarse
moduli scheméor the functors MPS consists of a scheme ¥ an open subscheme
M3 ¢ M®S, and natural transformations of functors

19(3)3' M(S)S e hM(s)s
with the following properties:

1. The space I®s corepresents M with respect ta9®)s. It does so uniformly, if
Chark) > 0, and universally, if Chak) = 0. (Seel[28], Definition 2.2.1. Observe
that “uniformly” refers to the base change propertyffat morphismsp in that
definition.)

2. The mapys(k): M3(k) — MS3(K) is a bijection between the set of isomorphy
classes of stable objects and the closed pointsf M

3. The map?*¥(k): M*(k) — MSYK) induces a bijection between the set of S-
equivalence classes of semistable objects and the clogets poM=s,

The diference between positive and zero characteristic in theeatbefinition comes
from our use of Geometric Invariant Theory, as GIT quotiém{sositive characteristic
are not necessarily universal categorical. 6ot GL(V), one can in fact show that, in
positive characteristic, the moduli space of stable steeaneversally corepresents the
moduli functor (se€[31], Theorem 0.2). This follows frone tfact that stable sheaves
are simple. However, even in characteristic zero, the sseeprresponding to stable
principal G-bundles on a curve are no longer simple (see [44], Remalk dolthis
proof fails in general. We now come to the more detailed priegn of the contents
of our work.

1.1 Quasi-projective moduli spaces

Let G be a connected semisimple group. Fix a faithful represemtatG — GL(V)
and note thap(G) < SL(V). In characteristic zero, a theory for semistable singular
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principal G-bundles based on such a representation was developed]iafd€48].
However, some characteristic zero gadgets such as the Rieyoperator, the instabil-
ity flag, and normal forms for homogeneous polynomial repméstions were used. In
this paper, we will rewrite the theory from the beginninggisihat it becomes inde-
pendent of the characteristic of the base field and worksonttHecorated sheaves.

We will look at pairs (7, 1) with a torsion freedx-module.«Z which has rank
dimy(V) and trivial determinant and a homomorphismZym* (< ® V)¢ — 0x
of Ox-algebras which is non-trivial in the sense that the indusedions: X —
< ped.Lymk (o/®V)®) is not the zero section. Such a pair is callggsaudo G-bundle
and if, furthermoregry (U) c .#sonfV ® Oy, #3)/G, U := U being the maximal
open subset where is locally free, we speak of singular principal G-bundld In
the case of a singular princip@tbundle (7, 1), we get a principaG-bundleZ (<7, 1)
overU, defined by means of base change:

P, 1) — IsomV ® Oy, 4

| |

U—= s .7sonV e Oy, #)/G.

We now define the notion of semistability for a singular pifra¢ G-bundle (&, 7).
For this, letl: G (k) — G be a one parameter subgroup®fThis yields a parabolic
subgroumQgs (1) (seel(®) below) and a weighted flag, (1), . (1)) in the vector space
(see Sectioh 211). Aeduction of(«7,7) to A is a sectioB: U' — P (o7, 1)y /Qa(A)
over an open subsét’ ¢ U with codimx(X \ U’) > 2. This defines a weighted
filtration (<% (B), a.(B)) of <. Here,a.(8) = (@, ..., @1), if a.(2) = (@1,...,a), and
the filtration7,(8): 0 C & € --- C @ C <7 is obtained as follows: The section

B U L (e, 70 1Qe() = I soMV ®© Gy, )/ Qe (D)

yields a filtration
0C o ¢ Co Ca

of ”‘Z{\d by subbundles with rkf’) = dim(Vi), i = 1,...,t. Thisis becausQgv)(41)
is the GL{)-stabilizer of the flag/. (1) and, thus,# somV® &y, %j,)/QGL(V)(A) —
U’ is the bundle of flags in the fibers @‘f\ﬁ having the same dimensions as the mem-
bers of the flag/,(1). We defines” .= ker(#y — <), i = 1,...,t, so that we
obtain a filtration

Oce' - ca” ¢ dy

of & by subbundles. Lat U’ — X be the inclusion and defing as the saturation
of & Nu(4”), 1 = 1,...,t. This is the filtration we denote by (). It is worth
noting that, ifA’ = g- - g for someg € G, then any reduction ta may also be
interpreted as a reduction f6. Now, we say that a singular princip@tbundle (7, 7)

IHere, we deviate from the original terminology [n [46] ah@]J4
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is (semi)stab@, if for every non-trivial one parameter subgropgGm(k) — G and
every reductioB of (<7, 1) to 4, we have

M(7,7;8) = M((B), aa(8))(2)0,

where, for every weighted filtration,, @.) of <7, we set

t
M(, ) = > @i - (ki - P(e) = 1Ko/ - P(A).
i=1

Finally, there is a notion of S-equivalence which will be kiped in Sectioh 5]2 and
RemarK5.4.8. We have the implications

P (o, 1) is Ramanathan-stable= (7, 1) is stable
= (&, 1) Iis semistable
= P(,71)is Ramanathan-semistable

More precisely, in our language, Ramanathan’s notion ah{)stability becomes

t

L(</,7:8) = L((B) aa(B)) := D i - (k.o - deg(@) — k.o - deg(@))(=)0 (1)

i=1

for every non-trivial one parameter subgroufsm(k) — G and every reductiog of
(<7, 1) to A. Here, deg stands for the degree with respect to the chodarnzadion.

Remark.lt is easy to check from the definition that the condition ahgsability has
to be verified only for the indivisible one parameter subgthat define maximal
parabolic subgroups.

For a fixed Hilbert polynomiaP, we define the moduli functors

ME0): Sch —  Set
Isomorphy classes of families of
S — (semi)stable singular princip@-bundles ; .

(«,7), such thaP(«) = P

MaiNn Tueorem. The coarse moduli space for the functd)_ﬂés)s(g) exists as a quasi-
projective schemb!3Yo).

This moduli space contains the moduli space for Ramanagteabie principal bun-
dles (whose associated vector bundle has Hilbert polyrnd®ias an open subscheme.
In particular, we have constructed the moduli spaces fora&tethan-stable principal
bundles in any characteristic.

The moduli space Bi(o) will be constructed inside a largg@rojective moduli

space l\ﬁ'ss(g) of 5-semistable pseuds-bundles, so that it always comes with a natural
compactification.

2|f the word (semi)stable is used together with the symbg)™(then there are two statements: One for
“semistable” with <" and one for “stable” with <”.
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Example.For G = PGL(Kk), principalG-bundles correspond to Azumaya algebras, so
that our construction yields in particular a moduli spaceArumaya algebras and a
compactification by “Azumaya algebra sheaves”. Such maghalces have become of
interest recently (seé [27], especially Proposition 4rfd [59]). More examples can
be found in[15].

Remark(Non-emptiness of moduli spacesjhe above theorem is a mere existence
statement. The next step is to investigate the geometryeafntbduli spaces. X is a
curve of genug > 2, then one can use the moduli stack of princigabundles. It is

a smooth algebraic stack of dimensiag+1) - dim(G) (see [6], Corollary 8.1.9). Its
connected components are labeled by the elements of tharmiemdal groupr1(G) (see
[10], Proposition 5, and [28], Proposition 3.15). Estimgtthe dimension of the locus
of unstable principaG-bundles, one sees that there are stable prin@galindles for
any given topological typ& € 71(G) (see [28], Proposition 3.25). (The reader may
consult [44] for the topological argument odere C and [24], Proposition 4.2.2, for
an existence result on stable princi@abundles with a quasi-parabolic structure.) Our
main theorem shows that the moduli spacg(¥) of Ramanathan-semistable principal
G-bundles of “topological typet € 71(G) exists. Using the moduli stack, one checks
that it is an irreducible normal variety of dimensian« 1) - dim(G).

On higher dimensional base varieties, the geometry of théuthepaces is com-
pletely unknown, even if the base field @& Note that Mo) always contains the
moduli space of slope stable princigatbundles (of the respective numerical invari-
ants) as an open subscheme. To prove non-emptines$¥af)Mt hence stiices to
construct slope stable princip@bundles. A natural approach is to use stable vec-
tor bundles and construct from them princi@bundles by extension of the structure
group. On a surface over the fikd= C, Balaji used this method to prove interesting
existence results for slope stable (and thus stable) pah@-bundles ([1], Theorem
7.10). As he also announceis|([1], Remark 7.2), such existesilts are likely to hold
in large positive characteristic as well. The details wilpaar in [3].

1.2 Projectivity and the semistable reduction theorem

The projectivity of the moduli spaces is not built into ounnagpproach. The remaining
question is thus under which assumptions (on the represmnta the characteristic of
the base field), the moduli spaceg¥é) is projective. Since any connected semisimple
group is ovelk isomorphic to one defined over the integers, one may asswhé ik
itself defined over the integers. Then, there is also a fditl#presentatiop: G —
GL(V) which is defined over the integers. Under this assumptioa,rnay develop an
elegant formalism which provides projective moduli spanesy dimension, provided
that the characteristic of the base field is either zero oatgre¢han a constant which
depends orp. These results will appear in_[15]. As remarked before, troauh
spaces will also be projective, @ is one of the classical groups apdts standard
representation.

Until very recently, the most general result in that dirextivas contained in the
work of Balaji and Parameswaran [2] where the existence afutigpaces of semista-
ble principalG-bundles on a smooth projective curve was established uhdeas-
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sumptions thaG is semisimple and the characteristic of the base fieklficiently
large. After the first version of this paper containing an errorssproof for semistable
reduction appeared, Heinloth managedn [22] to adapt largalgorithm[[34] to the
setting of principals-bundles. His new approach is to work with thérge GraRman-
nian (seel[12] for a discussion of this object in positiverelsteristic), so it depends
heavily on the variety being a curve. In our approach, we sh@emistable reduction
theorem in all dimensions.

Tueorem (Semistable reduction)Assume that eithes: G — GL(V) is of low sepa-
rable index or G is an adjoint grougg is the adjoint representation and it is of low
height. Then, given a semistable singular principal G-dan#x over Xx SpecK),
where K is the quotient field of the complete discrete vaduating R, there exists a
finite extension RZ R’ such that the pullback?x. of %« to X x SpecK’), K’ being
the fraction field of R extends to a semistable singular principal G-bundfe over
X x SpecR).

We also recover the following theorem of Heinloth frdm![22]:

CoroLLarY (Heinloth). The assertions of the above theorem hold if X is a curve and
one of the following conditions is satisfied:

Chark) = 0.

The simple factors of Bare of type A and Kk is arbitrary.

The simple factors of G are of type B, C, D andChar) # 2.

The simple factors of G are of type B, C, D, G andChar) > 10.

The simple factors of G are of type B C, D, G, F, Eg andChar) > 22.

The simple factors of G are of type B, C, D, G, F, Eg, E7 andChark) > 34.

The simple factors of G are of type B C, D, G, F, E andChark) > 58.

Then, given a semistable principal G-bunéfg over X x SpecK) where K is the
spectrum of the complete discrete valuation ring R, theigt®xa finite extension R

R, such that the pullbackk of % to X x SpecK’), K’ being the fraction field of R
extends to a semistable principal G-bun@e over Xx SpecR).

Proof. Note that semistability is preserved under extension ofthecture group via
a central isogeny. So to prove the corollary we can restriatsimple group of adjoint
type.

In the case of classical groups, the statement can be ottaynamiliar methods.
We will explain the idea whe® = PSQ,(k). Then, we have a short exact sequence of
groups

{0} Gm GOn(k) —— PSQi(k) —— {1},

3More precisely, we mean the simple factors of the adjoinnfof G.



Principal Bundles in Arbitrary Characteristic 9

where GQ(K) is the group of matrices, such thatA = cl, with ¢ € Gn. Since
H2(Xq, Gy) = 0 (H2(Xq, Gm) = H2(X, Ox) by Hilbert’s theorem 90/ [37], Chapter lIl,
Proposition 4.9), every principal P§@®)-bundle reduces to G{X). Giving a principal
GOy (K)-bundle is equivalent to fixing a line bundleand giving a pair E, ¢), where
E is a vector bundle of rank andy: E ® E — L is a symmetric non-degenerate
bilinear form. By the theory of decorated vector bundles orves, developed if [47]
over C and extended in this work to positive characteristic (sem&&[4.5.1]l and
[50Q]), there is a moduli space for such objects when droppiegcondition on non-
degeneracy. Here, the stability concept depends on a paadnerl he fact that one
gets the moduli space for principal G()-bundles for large is exactly the same as
for SG,(k)-bundles. The latter explained is Example 5.4.5. In the cdi®ther groups
the theorem follows directly from the theorem and the renfeaiiow. O

Note that the above proof works only, because in the curve wasneed to check
semistable reduction only for a single representation. dbheve statements imply
projectivity of the moduli spaces.

CoroLLARY. Under the assumption of the above theorem or corollary, tbduti space
M) is projective. In particular, in the curve case, the modyase MG, t) of

semistable principal G-bundles (as defined by Ramanathditypological type”t €

71(G) exists as a projective scheme over k.

Remark.i) The low height assumption for the adjoint representatiotounts to the
following restrictions on the characteristic of the basklfie

e Char) > 2n, if G contains a simple factor of typh,.

e Chark) > 4n - 2, if G contains a simple factor of tyf#, or C,.
e Chark) > 4n - 6, if G contains a simple factor of tyfa,.

e Char) > 10, if G contains a simple factor of ty[&,.

e Char) > 22, if G contains a simple factor of tyfg&, or Es.

e Char) > 34, if G contains a simple factor of tyfe;.

e Char) > 58, if G contains a simple factor of tyfss.

if) Heinloth significantly improved the bounds on the chagaistic in his theorem
in a recent paper [23].

iii) In a joint project [24], Heinloth and the third authorveapplied the techniques
of the current paper to construct moduli spaces for parabpadiicipalG-bundles which
are projective under the same hypotheses as stated in thie etwllary. In the set-up
of parabolic bundles, Heinloth's semistable reductiorodtgm could be generalized
only to structure groups with classical root systems. Faepkonal groups, one had
to recur to the approach to semistable reduction which wedloice in the current
paper. The worki[24] contains an application of moduli spaafparabolic principal
bundles to the cohomology of the moduli stack of principaidies and may serve as
a motivation to study the techniques of the present paper.
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iv) By the fundamental Theorem 5.5.1 of Seshadri’'s (whickaweegoing to discuss
in the appendix), the existence offb) as aprojective scheme implies the semistable
reduction theorem for semistable singular princi@abundles. Over higher dimen-
sional base varieties, one may also consider the probleramistable reduction for
slopesemistable singular princip&-bundles. Ifk = C, this variant of the semistable
reduction theorem is established(in [1], Theorem 1.1. Gadizations of that theorem
to positive characteristic are announced in loc. cit., Ré&7a2. Note however that,
over base varieties of dimension at least two, slope sebilisgas not equivalent to
semistability (which we are using), so that Balaji's seaii® reduction theorem has
no implications on the projectivity of §Xo).

1.3 Notation

We work over the algebraically closed figkdbf characteristiqp > 0. A schemewill

be a scheme of finite type ov&r For a vector bundl& over a scheme, we set
P(&) = Proj(ym*(&)), i.e., P(&) is the projective bundle of hyperplanes in the
fibers of&. An open subsdat C Xis said to bebig, if codimy(X \ U) > 2. The degree
deg) and the Hilbert polynomiaP(&£’) of a torsion free coherertx-module& are
taken with respect to the fixed polarizatioi(1). We setK], := max 0, x}, X € R.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we collect ffierent results which will be needed throughout the con-
struction of the moduli space for singular princig@bundles for a semisimple group
G via a faithful representatioB — GL(V).

21 GIT

We recall some notation and results from Geometric Invaridreory. LetG be a
reductive group over the field andx: G — GL(W) a representation on the finite
dimensionak-vector spac&V. This yields the action

aGxW — W
gw) — «(gW).
Recall that a one parameter subgroup is a homomorphism
A Gp(k) — G.

Such a one parameter subgroup defines a decomposition
w=PHw
yeZ

with
W = {weW[k(12)W) =2 - W, Vze Gn(K) |, 7€ Z.
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Lety; < -+ < y41 be the integers withW” = {0} andy.(1) = (y1,..., 1) We
define the flag

We(1) {0} CWp =W CWo =W'eW?2C...CW=W"'®---odW'CW
and the tupler, (1) := (@, . . ., at) of positive rational numbers with

= Yi+l —Yi
LT dimg(W)’

If A is a one parameter subgroup of the special linear groupVgLye will refer to
(W. (1), @.(2)) as theweighted flag oft. For a pointw € W \ {0}, we define

=1,...,t

(A, W) = max{ vi|w has a non-trivial componentW”, i =1,...,t+ 1}.

Note that, foiG = SL(V) and;: Gm(k) — G, j =1,2,

(W) = (A2, W), if (Va(Aa), (A1) = (Vo(A2), e (12))- 2

(See[[39], Proposition 2.7, Chapter 2. Note that we take thighted flags iV and
not inW.)

Suppose we are given a projective schexna G-actiono:G x X — X, and a
linearizationo: G x £ — t of this action in the line bundle L. For a poirte X and
a one parameter subgrodpwe get the point

Xoo(A) i= Z'ELL a(1(2), X).

This point is fixed under the actidiim(k) x X — X, (z X) — o(4(2), X). Therefore,
Gn(K) acts on the fiber & (1)). This action is of the formh — 2" - |, z € G(K),
| € £{X-(1)), and we set

Mo (2, X) = —y.
For a representationof G as above, we obtain the action

T GxPW) — PWY)
(0.m) — [K@)W)]

together with an induced linearizationin &powvy(1). One checks that
W) = e (A, [W), YW e W 0}, 2 Gm(K) — G. (3)

Finally, we recall that a one parameter subgrau@im(k) — G gives the parabolic
subgroup
Qc(A) :={ge G| lim A(2) - g- 1(2)* exists inG . (4)
Z—00

The unipotent radical od®g(1) is the subgroup

7QeD) = (g€ Gl im 12 -1 = e}
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Remark2.1.1 In the book[[57], one defines the parabolic subgroup
Pe(1) = {g €Gllim1@-g- (2 exists inG }
Z—

ie.,
Pg(4) = Qa(-1).

Therefore, every parabolic subgroup @fis of the shape)s(1) for an appropriate
one parameter subgroupof G. We have chosen aftierent convention, because it is
compatible with our GIT notation.

2.1.1 Actions on homogeneous spaces

Let H be a reductive algebraic grou@,a closed reductive subgroup, akd.= H/G
the associatedane homogeneous space. Then, the following holds true.

ProposiTioN 2.1.2. Suppose that & X is a point andl: G,(k) — H is a one parame-
ter subgroup, such thajpx= lim,,. A(2) - x exists in X. Then, & Z,(Qun (1)) - Xo.

Proof. We may assumg, = [€], so thatl is a one parameter subgroup®f Define
Y = {ye X]| ZIim A2 -y = xo}.

This set is closed and invariant under the actiogZgfQu(1)). Note that viewingX as
a variety withGn(k)-action, X is the unique point iry with a closedGm,(k)-orbit, and
by the first lemma in Section 11l of [35] (or Lemma 8.3 in [5], 8r1 in [26]), there is
a Gm(k)-equivariant morphisni: X — Ty (X) which mapsx, to 0 and is étale ix.

Obviously,f mapsY to

{veTeX]| ZIergoﬂ(z)-v=0} = up () /1) € b/s. (5)

Here,uy (1) andug(2) are the Lie algebras &#,(Qn (1)) andZy(Qc (1)), respectively,
and} andg are the Lie algebras dfl andG, respectively. Note thdj andg receive
their G-module structures through the adjoint representatio®,cdnd, moreover, by
definition,

() = {vep| lim 4(2) -v = o},

This yields the asserted equality id (5).

On the other hand, the dimensiomgf(1) /us(1) equals the one of th&,(Qx (1))-
orbit of xg at X. By [26], Theorem 3.4f mapsY isomorphically ontaiy(1)/ug(A4).
Therefore, sinceZ,(Qu (1)) - Xo C Y, the subsel must agree with the closed orbit
Zu(Qu(A)) - %o, and we are done. O

The proof of the above result was communicated to us by Kradt kuttler (cf.
[48]). Its purpose is to characterize one parameter sulpgrofiG among the one
parameter subgroups of SLY, given a faithful representatiagn G — GL(V).
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2.1.2 Some specific quotient problems

A key of understanding classification problems for vectardias together with a sec-
tion in an associated vector bundle is to study the repratientdefining the associated
vector bundle. In our case, we have to study a certain GITlpnolvhich we will now
describe.

As before, we fix a representationG — GL(V) on the finite dimensionat-
vector spac®/. We look at the representation

RGL(KXG — GLK ®V)
@9) — (weveK eV (@ wed@)V )
The representatioR provides an action d& x GL,(k) on
(Vek)' =HomK,V¥) and P(Hom(',V")")
and induces a Gl(k)-action on the categorical quotients
H := HomK',V")/G and H := P(Hom{K,V")")/G = (H\ {0})/Gm(K).
The coordinate algebra @f is Sym* (k" ® V)C. Fors> 0, we set

\%
)

Wy = 659 Ui, TU:= (Syrri(kr ®k V)G) i >0.
i1

If sis so large tha@iio Sym (k" @ V)C contains a set of generators for the algebra
Sym* (k" ® V)€, then we have a GI(k)-equivariant surjection of algebras

Sym*(WY) — Synt* (K" & V)C,
and, thus, a Gl(k)-equivariant embedding
ts. H —> Wi,

Setl := Isom',V")/G (= GL;(k)/G). This is a dense open subsetldf The
semistability of pointgg(h), h € H, with respect to the action of thepecial linear
group Sl (k) is described by the following result.

Lemma 2.1.3. i)Every pointg(i), i € I, is SL,(k)-polystable.
i) A pointig(h), he H \ T, is notSL, (k)-semistable.

Proof (compare Lemmé.1.1in [48]). Ad i). We choose a basis fdar¥. This pro-
vides us with the (Si(k) x G)-invariant functiomd: Hom(', V") — k, f +— det(f),
which descends to a (non-constant) functionldncalled agaimv. For anyi € I,
we clearly haven(i4(i)) # 0, so thatg(i) is SL (k)-semistable. Furthermore, for any
f e Isom', V"), the (SL(K) x G)-orbit of f is just a level seb~(2) for an appropri-
atez € Gy(K). In particular, it is closed. The image of this orbit is thie, &)-orbit
of i := [f] in H which is, therefore, closed. Sincgis a closed, Si(k)-equivariant
embedding, the orbit af(i) is closed, too.

Adii). Itis obvious from the construction that the ring of $k)-invariant functions
onH is generated by. This makes the asserted property evident. |
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A key result is now the following:

ProposiTioN 2.1.4. Fix a basis for V in order to obtain a faithful representatiarG —
GL,(k) and aGL,(k)-equivariantisomorphism

0. GL(K)/G — Isom', VY)/G.

Suppose that x (i) for some i= ¢(g) € I. Then, for a one parameter subgroup
A: Gm(K) — SL(K), the following conditions are equivalent:

i) (4, X) = 0, ks being the representation &L, (k) on W,

ii) There is a one parameter subgrop Gm(K) — g- G - g~ with
(Vo(D), e () = (Vo (1), 2a()).

Proof. We may clearly assuntg= .. We first show “ii}=i)". SinceG is the GL (k)-
stabilizer ofx, we haveu(2’, x) = 0 for any one parameter subgrotfpGm(k) — G.
Now, Formulal(2) implies the claim.

We turn to the implication “B=ii)". By Lemmal[Z.1.3, i), there exists an element
g € SLy(K), such that

X = Z'EIL A2 - x = o(d).

By Propositioi 2,112, we may choogee Z,(Qs, «)(4)). In particular, the elemery
fixes the flagv,(1). Sinced fixesx/, itliesing - G- g ~. Setting?’ :=g'~*-1- ¢/, we
obviously haveV.(1), @.(1)) = (V.(1'), a.(1")), and’ is a one parameter subgroup of
G. O

Next, we look at the categorical quotient

H = Proj Sym* (K & V)®).

For any positive integed, we define
SymO(K & V)° := (5 sym’ (K ex v)°.
i=0

Then, by the Veronese embedding,
Proj(Sym"(kr ®k V)G) = Pro(Sym(d)(kr ®k V)G).
We can chooss, such that
a) Synt (k' ® V)€ is generated by elements in degees.

b) Sym®) (k" @ V)¢ is generated by elements in degree 1, i.e., by the elements in
the vector space Syhk’ ® V)C.



Principal Bundles in Arbitrary Characteristic 15

Set

V= VoK)= P (Symdl((k’ & V)®) ® - - @ Synfs(Symf(k’ ®kV)G))- (6)

(dy,...ds):
6203 idj=s!

Obviously, there is a natural surjectii, — Sym™ (k" ® V) and, thus, a surjection
Sym*(Vs) — Sym® (K & V)C.
This defines a closed and @k)-equivariant embedding
s H— P(Vy).

We also define
Or(s) :=55(Oreva (1)

Note that
Og((s+1)!) = Og(s)*. (7)

Lemma 2.1.5. Let s be a positive integer, such tiegtandb) as above are satisfied, and
f e Hom('", V) a G-semistable point. Set:k (¢([f]) andh := ([ f]). Then, for any
one parameter subgroup Gn(k) — SL;(K), we have

L) >(=/<)0 = s, (1,h)>(=/<)0.

Here, ks is the representation oBL,(k) on Ws, and o5 is the linearization of the
SL;(k)-action onH in &x(s!). In particular, h is SL,(k)-semistable if and only if
f e IsomK', VY).

Proof. Note that we have the following commutative diagram:

Hom(', V") /G—=— W5 \ {0}
Gm(k)-lquotient a

P(Hom(K, V¥)) /G P(V).

The morphisnw factorizes naturally over the quotient with respect toéhgk)-action
on W which is given onU; by scalar multiplication witte!,i = 1,...,s, z € Gy(K).
The explicit description o is as follows: An elementy,...,ls) € W with

li:Sym(K @ V)¢ — k i=1,...,s

is mapped to the class

[ @ |d]:vs—> k
d=(dy....ds): -

620 idj=¢!

lg: (Ut u(lh) ..... ... ud) — (|1(Ui) ..... |1(u(l*1)) ..... (|S(u§) e |S(ugs))



Principal Bundles in Arbitrary Characteristic 16

on Synf (W ® C"™V)°®) ® - -- ® Synfs(Sym¥ (W ® C'")®). With this description, one
easily sees

(N> (=/ <0 = pr(dah)>(=/<)0

for all 2: Gy(K) — SL(k) and allh e W\ {0}. Together with the above diagram, this
implies the claim. O

Let us conclude this section with a formula for tladunction. Note thatVs is a
GL,(k)-submodule of

Se:= (D (Synf(K & V)®- - ® Synfs(Syni(K e V))).
digéﬁ'}l;fl:s
SinceGn(K) is a linearly reductive group, the weight spaces indidewvith respect to
any one parameter subgroupGn(k) — SL;(k) are the intersection of the weight
spaces fon inside S with the subspac¥ .

The moduleSs is a quotient module oM®¥)®N, W := Kk'. Therefore, the weight
spaces insid&g with respect to a one parameter subgraufxm(k) — SL;(k) are
the projections of the corresponding weight spacesNBS()®N. The latter may be
easily described. Given a one parameter subgrolin(k) — SL.(k), we obtain the
decomposition

into eigenspaces and the corresponding weights --- < ;1. Setl = {1,...,t+
1y, andfor (4,...,ig) € | define

=W WS,

d|rect sums of subspaces of the foWh i (i1,...,0g) €.

.....

This enables us to compute the we|ght§/'gnn terms of the weighted flag. (1),
a.(1)). Indeed, we define

as the image o, ® - - - ® Wi, )®N under the projection map\(®**)®N — S and
Wi xoe o WE o= (Wh - Wi, )NVs,  (ig,...,ig) €.

Altogether, we compute foll][ € P(Vs) andA: Gm(k) — SL;(K) with weighted flag
(W, (1), @.(2)) as before

po (A1) = = min{yi, + -+ 9, 1. ... 19) € 1 lweenw, 20} (8)
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2.1.3 Good quotients

Suppose the algebraic gro@acts on the schemx. In the framework of his GIT,
Mumford defined the notion of good quotienf39]. Moreover, auniversal (uniform)
categorical quotients a categorical quotient(y) for X with respect to the action of
G, such that, for every (every flat) base chaNge— Y, Y’ is the categorical quotient
for Y’ xy X with respect to the induced-action. In particulary x Z is the categorical
quotient forX x Z with respect to the giveG-action on the first factor.

Example2.1.6 i) Mumford’s GIT produces good, uniform (universal, if Ckigr= 0)
categorical quotients (see [39], Theorem 1.10, page 38).

i) If G andH are algebraic groups and we are given an actio® of H on the
schemeX, such that the good, universal, or uniform categorical igmts X/G and
(X/G)/H exist, then

X/ (G x H) = (X/G)/H.

This follows from playing around with the universal propgest a categorical quotient.
For good quotients, one might also use the argument froim [42]

The following lemma is well known (seé [13], Lemma 4.6, anflj][A.emma 5.1
(both in characteristic zero), [65], Theorem 2, (ii)). Weak the proof for the conve-
nience of the reader.

Lemma 2.1.7. Let G be a reductive linear algebraic group acting on the sohe X
and X%, and lety: X; — X; be an gine G-equivariant morphism. Suppose that
there exists a good quotient X— X,/G. Then, there also exists a good quotient
X1 — X1/ G, and the induced morphisin X; /G — X»/G is afine. Moreover, the
following holds:

1. If y is finite, theny is also finite.

2. If y is finite and % /G is a geometric quotient, them XG is also a geometric
quotient.

Proof. If X,/G is dfine, thenX; and X, are also #&ine, and the existence 8§ /G is
well known (see[]39], Theorem A.1.1). In general, the exiseofX; /G affine over
X2/G is an easy exercise on gluin¢fiae quotients (seé [45], proof of Lemma 5.1).
The only non-trivial statement in the lemma is 1. It followsrh the last part of[39],
Theorem A.1.1. The point is that, f is finite, thenX; is the spectrum of the sheaf
Y« (Ox,) of Ox,-algebras which is coherent as @r,-module. Hence, by the theorem
cited above, . 0x,)® is a coherenty,,c-module, which is also awy,,c-algebra
whose spectrum iX; /G. Hencey is a finite morphism. O

2.2 Destabilizing one parameter subgroups

We have seen in Lemnia2.11.3 that a peigt) € W is not semistable for the $Ik)-
action, ifh = [f] € Hom({', V") /G is the image of a homomorphismk’ — V"
which is not an isomorphism. This conclusion still holdswi replacek by a non-
algebraically closed ground field. What is, unfortunately, not automatic in posi-
tive characteristic is the fact that there exists a one paransubgroup: Gn(K) —
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SL(K) with . (2,h) < 0 in this case. This property is, however, needed in our ap-
proach to the semistable reduction theorem for semistatgelsr principalG-bundles.
Therefore, we will now explain under which assumptions andharacteristic of the
ground field we will be able to verify the existence of a oneapagter subgroup with
e (4, h) < 0.

2.2.1 Preliminaries

Let us collect two basic results. The first one is a generadizaf Kempf’s results on
the instability flag.

Tueorem 2.2.1 (Hesselink) Let K be a not necessarily algebraically closed field. Sup-
pose we are given a representatierSL;(K) — GL(W) on the finite dimensional
K-vector space W, a point & W, aseparable extensiorK/K, and a one parameter
subgroupl: Gp(K) — SL(K) with

u(1,h) < 0.

Then, there also exists a one parameter subgraupn(K) — SL,(K) with x(4, h) <
0.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 5.5 in [25]. O

ProposiTion 2.2.2. Let G be a reductive linear algebraic group apdG — GL(W)
a rational representation. If Wis a G-invariant subspace which possesses a direct
complement as G-module, then the categorical quotiertG\embeds into WG.

Proof. We have to show that the surjection
& SymF(WY) = K[W] — K[W'] = Sym* (W)

of locally finite G-modules also induces a surjection on the algebras of enwvheile-
ments. Our assumption says thit= W & W” splits as &5-module. This shows that
Sym*(W") embeds as &-submodule into Sym(W"), such that the restriction of
onto it is simply the identity. This easily yields the claim. O

2.2.2 Digression on low height representations

The general references for the following assertions areaf?] [52]. Leto:G —
GL(V) be a representation of the reductive linear algebraicg@urhen one attaches
to o its heighthts (o) ([52], p. 20; [2], Definition 1) and itseparable index (o) ([2],
Definition 6).

Remark2.2.3 By [2], Remark 10, one has the estimate

we(o) < rank@)! - hig(o)@™©).

We say thap is arepresentation of low heiglftow separable indexif htg(o) < p
(va(o) < p). (Of course,p is the characteristic of the base fiddd Here is a list of
properties that representations of low height and low s#parndex do enjoy.
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Facts 2.2.4.Assume that is a representation of low height.

i) The representation is semisimple.

i) The stabilizer of any pointg V is asaturated subgroup of G. (Sefg2], p. 22,
for the definition of a saturated subgroup.)

iii) Suppose thab is alsonon-degenerate, i.e., the connected component of the
kernel is a torus. Let e V be apolystable point. Theny is also semisimple as a
Gy-module.

iv) If o is of low separable index, then the action of G on V that is aadlbyp is
separable.

Proof. Ad i). This is Theorem 6 in[52]. Ad ii). The asserted propastgvident from
the definition of a saturated subgroup giveriin [52]. Ad ilihis property results from
if) and Theorems 8 and 9 in [52]. (Note thatl) < p also implies that the Coxeter
numberhg of G is at mostp, by |52], p. 20.) Ad iv). Thisis Theorem 7 ial[2]. O

2.2.3 Digression on the slice theorem

The references for this section are the papers [5] and [9].a88ame that: G —
GL(V) is such thap" is of low separable index and non-degenerate and look at the
resulting action ofs on Hom'", VV), r := dim(V). (Note that the height and separable
index of HomK',VY) = (V¥)® agrees with the one &f".) The results collected in
Factg 2.2 14 imply that the slice theorem of Bardsley and &itson|[[5] may always be
applied. Let us review the formalism. Suppose tha Hom(', V) is a polystable
point. Then, its stabilize®+ is a reduced, reductive, and saturated closed subgroup of
G, by Fact§ 2.2]4. The tangent spagéG - f) to the orbit off at f is aG¢-submodule
of Hom(", V¥). By[2.2.4, iii), we may find &¢-submoduleN of Hom(', V"), such
that

HomK ,VY)=T¢(G- f)® N

asG¢-module. Then, Proposition 7.4 6fi[5] asserts that therefisiationh e k[N]®r,
such thatS := N, is anétale slice atf, i.e., we have the cartesian diagram

Gx%'S SN Hom(', V)

L.

S/Gt ——— Hom('", V¥) /G

in whichy andy /G are étale morphisms.

Next, we discuss the stratification given|in [§B. To this end, let7 be the set of
conjugacy classes of stabilizers of closed points in HOM¥). We say that a point
f e Hom(', VV) is of typer € .7, if the stabilizeiGy. of a pointf’ € G - f with closed
orbit belongs tor. If ¢ € Hom(', VY)/G, then thetype ofy is the type of a poinf
with closed orbit that maps te under the quotient morphism. For .7, we set

Hom(K', V"), := { f € Hom(K', V") | f is of typer |

and
(Hom(kr,VV)//G)T = {¢ € Hom(', V") /G |¢is of typer |.
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Similarly, we defineS,; and §/Gs)., if S is an étale slice as above. Finally, for
v, 7 € J, we writev < r, if there are pointd andl in Hom(', V¥) of type v and

7, respectively, such th&: 2 G;. By [9], Proposition 2.4 and 2.5, we have the follow-
ing result.

Proposition 2.2.5. For anyt € 7, the se{Hom(', V¥) /G), is an irreducible locally
closed subset dlom(’, V) /G with

(Hom(,v*)/G)_= U(Hom(k',vv)//e)

V=T

K
The last statement which we are going to need is the following

Proposition 2.2.6. Let f € Hom(K', VY) be a point with closed orbit of typee 7.
i) The morphisng /G induces an étale morphism

(S/1G1)e — (X[G)-.

i) The natural map
n:S% — (S/Gr).

is an isomorphism.

Proof. Part i) is Proposition 2.6, i), of [9]. Moreover, that profias also shows that
1 is a bijection. NowN®' is aG¢-submodule oN. Since Homk', VY) and hencéN is
a semisimplés-module, Proposition 2.2.2 proves that the natural map

Né = N® )G; — N/G;

is a closed embedding. Finally, by construction of theetstite, we have the cartesian
diagram
S=Nyp——N

S/IGt = (N/Gt)h—— N/G¢
in which the horizontal maps are open embeddings. Usingdiigram, one easily
infers our claim. O
2.2.4 Finding the destabilizing one parameter subgroup

LetY be any (irreducible) quasi-projective variety, aa vector bundle of rank on
Y. We define as usual

m: 57 = #omE, VY ® Oy) — Y

and let L
mxz =G —Y

be its good whence categorical quotient. Se#’ — 7 to be the quotient map.
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Tueorem 2.2.7. Let
oY — s#omE, VY ® 0v)/G

be a section. Then, there are a finite separable extensiontiedtinction field gr) of
Y and a K-valued poinj € 7, such that

7() = o(n), nbeing the generic point of.Y

Proof. By shrinkingy, we may assume that the vector bunBlés trivial, so that we
define Yy
oY — = (HomK,V")/G) x Y — Hom(", V") /G.

Letr € 7 be minimal with respect toX”, such that
o’ () € (Hom(K', V) /G)..

Then, we may choose a poifite Hom(', V") with closed orbit, such that(f) €
o’(Y) n Hom(", V). LetS be an étale slice dt. Then, by Proposition 2.2.6, i), we
have the étale map

et: (5/Gs), — (HomK',V")/G),, 7 the type off.

By constructiong”’(Y) meets et@/G+).), so that, in particulag’ () lies in the image
of et. Hence, we find a finite separable extengfoof k(Y) and aK-valued point of
(S/Gy¢). that maps ta’ () under et. We now conclude with Proposition 212.6, iijn

CoroLLARY 2.2.8. In the above situation, look at the embedding
ts: Hom(K(Y)", V' @1 K(Y)) /(G Xspecty Speck(Y))) = Wseik(Y).

If o(n7) is not an element dsomK(Y)", V¥ &k K(Y)) /(G Xspec) Speck(Y)), then there is
a one parameter subgroup which defined ouaf)land which destabilize@s o o) (7).

Proof. The pointr(;7) gives a homomorphism
h:K' — VY @K

whose kerneB is non-trivial. There is a one parameter subgraufm(K) — SL(K)
with weighted flag (0z B ¢ K", (1)). It satisfiequ(1, h) < dim(B) — r < 0. One easily
sees that also N

(A, (s 0 ) () < O.

The result therefore follows from Theorém 2]2.1. O

2.2.5 Animprovement for adjoint groups

Here, we assume th& is an adjoint simple group of exceptional type. Ipgbe such
that the adjoint representation @fis of low height. This implies thap is also a good
prime forG (i.e., p # 2, 3 for typeEg, E7, F4, andG,, andp # 2, 3,5 for typeEs).

By our previous discussion, it fiices to show that the action & on Hom', g¥)
is separableg the Lie algebra o6. We recall
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Tueorem 2.2.9. Under the assumption that the characteristic of k is a goachprfor
G, the Killing form ong is non-degenerate.

Proof. This follows from the computation of the determinant of thidlikg form in
[510. O

Thus, we may split th&-module End§) asm & g and derive the Ad-equivariant
map

v:G 2% GL(g) c End@) — g

with (dy)e = id,. Note that ad is a left inverse to the last map.
Now, letY € g be an element. Then, the Lie algebra of the (scheme thepretic
stabilizerGy of Y under the adjoint representation is

ov = {X e gl [X. Y] = 0}.

On the other hand, we have the commutative diagram

G 2. GL(g) 9)

1, |

g —% Endg).

We know
adAd(g)(Y)) = Ad(g) - ad(Y) - Ad(9) ", g€G, Yea.
Thus,g € Gy if and only if
[Ad(g), ad(Y)] = 0.

By diagram[(®), this is equivalent to

[¥(9). Y] =0.

Therefore, under the étale morphigmG — g, the stabilizeiGy is the preimage of
the Lie algebrayy. In particular,Gy is a reduced group scheme. The same argument
shows that the action @ ong" is separable. By Theordm 2.2.9, we see

Cororrary 2.2.10. If the characteristic of the field k is a good prime for G, thae t
action of G orHom(K', g¥) = Hom(K', g) is separable.

Remark2.2.11 i) Under the hypothesis that the characteristic is good,ishgeny
G — Ad(G) is separable for all simple exceptional groups (se€é [30kper VI,
Remark 1.7). Thus, over curves we may use this result to ditalasbitrary simple
groups.

i) For simple groups of typ@, B, C, andD andk of very good characteristic (i.e.,
#+ 2forB, C, andD, andn # —1modp for Ay), there also exist invariant scalar products
on Endg) which induce non-degenerate forms @niThese come from the trace form
for the standard representation of the respective cldggicap. Since an adjoint group
is the product of its simple factors, we get the result foadjbint groups.
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2.3 SomeG-linearized sheaves

Assume thab:G — GL(V) is any representation. L& be a scheme and’ a
coherentzg-module. EquipB with the trivial G-action. We obtain th&-linearized
sheafsZ ® V. It follows easily from the universal property of the symneglgebra
([19], Section (9.4.1)) that’ym* (<« ® V) inherits aG-linearization. Note that the
algebra?ym* (o ® V) is naturally graded and that ti&&linearization preserves this
grading. LetZym* (<7 ®V)C be the sub-algebra @-invariant elements i’ ym* (<7 ®
V). TheG-linearization provides a-invariant action ofs on

AHon(/ VY ® Og) = .7 ped Syt (o ® V),

. Lym* (& ® V) — B being the natural projection. Then, the categorical quoté
the scheme”ped.ym* (<7 ® V)) by theG-action is given through

7ped Zym (7 ®V)) /G = ped #ynt (o ® V)®) > B.

In characteristic zero, the construction commutes witrelwdmange. In positive char-
acteristic, we have to be more careful. IfeA — B be a morphism of schemes. The
natural isomorphism

f*(ym (o @ V) — Symt(1* (o) @ V)
of G-linearized sheaves gives rise to the homomorphism
be(f): £*(ymt (o ® V)®) — ymt(£* () @ V)’
Lemma 2.3.1. If o7 is locally free, therbc(f) is an isomorphism.

Proof. If < is locally free of rankr, then.”ym* (<7 ® V) is the algebra that is asso-
ciated toe7 and the Gl(k)-module Symi(k' ® V)©, and the assertionis clear. O

We also note the following property.

Lemma 2.3.2. Lety: o/’ — o be a surjective map afg-modules. Assume that’
and.« are locally free. Then, the induced homomorphism

Lyt (' @ V)¢ — Lymt (o7 @ V)°©
of Ug-algebras is surjective as well.

Proof. This follows like Lemma 2,311, taking into account Propiosi2.2.2. O

2.4 Polynomial representations

A representatior: GL;(k) — GL(U) is called apolynomial representatignf it ex-
tends to a (multiplicative) mag M, (k) — End@U). We say thak is homogeneous of
degree e Z, if

k(z-E;) =2"-idy, VYze Gu(K).
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Let P(r,u) be the abelian category of homogeneous polynomial reptasens of
GL, (k) of degreeu. It comes with the duality functor

*:P(r,u) — P(r,u)
K (koidgy )"
Here,." stands for the corresponding dual representation. An eleafopa represen-
tation in P(r, u) is theuth divided poweXSynt'(idaL,())*, i.e., the representation of
GL,(k) on
\%

DU(W) := (Synt(W"))", W:=K'.

More generally, we look, fou, v > 0, at the GL(k)-module

D¥W) = € (D*W)e-- @ DUW)). (10)

(ug,....uv):
5203, ui=u

Lemma 2.4.1. Letk: GL,(K) — GL(U) be a homogeneous polynomial representation
of degree u. Then, there exists an integer VO, such that U is a quotient of the
GL(U)-moduleD*Y(W).

Proof. For the proof, we refer to [24]. O

2.5 Extension of the structure group

We will need Theorem 8.4 of [33]:

Tueorem 2.5.1. Let G be a connected reductive group ands — GL(V) a repre-
sentation which maps the radical of G to the centelGaf(V). Then, there are the
following cases:

i) Assume eitheChark) = 0 or umax(2x) < 0. If (U, ) is a Ramanathan
semistable rational principal G-bundle on X afid, &) is the rational vector bundle
with fiber V associated tfJ, £2), then(U, &) is (strongly) slope semistable.

i) If Chark) = p > 0 andumax(2x) > 0, there is a constant (¢), depending only
ony, such that for any Ramanathan semistable rational priniipdundle(U, &7) on
X with associated rational vector bundle, &), one finds

[Lmax(QX)] +
—p .

CoroLLARY 2.5.2. Let G be a connected reductive group ant — GL(V) a repre-
sentation which maps the radical of G to the centeGafV). There is a constant ()
which depends only an such that

H(&) = D(o) < umin(&)
for any semistable rational principal G-bund{&, £2) on X with associated rational
vector bundl€U, &).

Proof. One has

0 < tmax(€) = tmin(&) < Lmax(&) — Lmin(€) < C(o) -

(&) < pmax(&) = (/Jmax(@@) - /vlmin(@@)) + Umin(&).
The assertion follows directly from this and the previousattem. O
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2.6 An extension property

ProrosiTion 2.6.1. Let S be a scheme an#ls a vector bundle on & X. Let Zc Sx X
be a closed subset, such tleatdimk(Z N ({s} x X)) > 2 for every point &= S. Denote
by U = (Sx X)\ Zc S x X theinclusion. Then, the natural map

Fs — 1x(Fs)
is an isomorphism.

Proof (after Maruyamd36]], page 112).Since this is a local question, we may clearly
assumeZs = Osxx. Note thatZ is “stable under specialization” in the sense of
[20], (5.9.1), page 109. By [20], Theorem (5.10.5), page, dite has to show that
infyez depth@Csxx x) = 2. SinceX is smooth, the morphisms: S x X — Xis smooth.
Thus, by [21], Proposition (17.5.8), page 70,

dim(Osxxx) — depth@sxx x) = dim(0s;s) — depthCs s)
for every pointx € S x X ands ;= ns(X). This implies

depth@sxxx) > dim(Osxxx) — dim(Ts;s) = dim(Tr g )- (11)

S_ince for any point_x € ngl(s), one has dim(?",rgl(s)yx) = codirr;rgl(s)(@), we de-
rive the desired estimate depthyxxx) > 2 for every pointx € Z from the fact that
codim.1g(Z N 7g'(9) > 2 and [11). o

CoroLLARY 2.6.2. Suppose S is a schendg, is a coherents,x-module, andZs is a
locally free sheaf on & X. Let U C S x X be an open subset whose complement Z
satisfiecodimk(Z N ({s} x X)) = 2 for every point & S. Then, for any homomorphism
¢s: Esu — Fsu, there is a unigue extension

¢s:i s — Fs
to Sx X. In particular, for a base change morphismTf — S, we have
et = (f xidx)*(¢s)-
Here, ¢t is the extension dff x idx)jfxiday)-1(u) * (@s)-
Proof. An extension is given by

te(ps) Propositi_orm

@s: éas — L*(éasw) —> L*(gs) ngs.

Sinceds can be written as the quotient of a locally free sheaf, thejuemess also
follows from Propositiod 2.6]1. The final statement is dar consequence of the
uniqueness property. m]
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3 Fundamental results on semistable singular principal
bundles

After reviewing several elementary properties, we showt ¢haingular principalG-
bundle (7, 1) is slope semistable in the sense which has been defined intthduc-
tion if and only if the associated rational princigbundle U, & (<7, 7)) is semistable
in the sense of Ramanathan.

3.1 The basic formalism of singular principal bundles

SinceG is a semisimple group, the basic formalism of pseGdbundles in positive
characteristic is exactly the same as in characteristix. Zéverefore, we may refer the
reader to[[46], Section 3.1, for more details (be aware thahis reference the term
“singular principalG-bundle” is used for our “pseudB-bundle”). We fix a faithful
representatiop: G — GL(V). Then, apseudo G-bundlé</, ) consists of a torsion
free coherentx-modules of rank dim(V) with trivial determinant and a homomor-
phismr:.Zym* (<7 ® V)¢ — Ox which is non-trivial in the sense that it is not just the
projection onto the degree zero component. Uet X be the maximal open subset
wheres/ is locally free. Since(G) € SL(V), we have the open immersion

Fsom( Ay, VY ® 04)/G c #om, V' @ O)/G.
Recall the following alternatives.
Lemma 3.1.1. Let (<, 1) be a pseudo G-bundle and
o X — Hom(, VY @ Ox) /G
the section defined by Then, either
o(U) c Isom(Ay, V' ® 0y)/G

or
(V) ¢ (A om(«Ay, V¥ ® 60))G)\(7 son(y, V¥ & 61)/G).

Proof. Seel[46], Corollary 3.4. O

In the former case, we calk(, ) asingular principal G-bundleWe may form the
base change diagram

P(A 1) —— AomM( ey, V' ® Oy)

| |

U—2 s #omu, V' ® 64)/G.

If (<7, 1) is a singular principab-bundle, therg?(«7, 7) is a principalG-bundle ovet)
in the usual sense, i.e., a rational princi@abundle onX in the sense of Ramanathan
(see Section 312).
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A family of pseudo G-bundles parameterized by the schenseaJair (s, 7s)
which consists of as-flat family o5 of torsion free sheaves @x X and a homomor-
phismrs: .2ym* (%5®V)® — Os.x. We say that the familyg, 73) isisomorphico
the family (#2, 73), if there is an isomorphismis: @3 — @2, such that the induced
isomorphism?’ym* (¢ ® V)¢ — #ynt* (/2 ® V)© carriesr? into r3.

We also need a more general looking conceppré-family of pseudo G-bundles
parameterized by the schemésS pair (@7, 75) which is composed of a@-flat family
/s of torsion free sheaves @x X and a homomorphisnat: /ym* («5u ® V)¢ —
Oy. Here,U C S x X is the maximal open subset whet4 is locally free. The
pre-family (Msl,r’é) is isomorphicto the pre-family &2, ng , if there is an isomor-
phismys: o — /2, such that the induced isomorphistfiym* (<74, ® V)¢ —
SLym* (73, ® V)© transforms’g into 7',

Lemma 3.1.2. Let S be a scheme of finite type over k. Then, the assignment

families of pseudo G-bundle pre-families of pseudo G-bundl
parameterized by S parameterized by S

(ef5,75) +— (a5, TU)

Isomorphy classes o Isomorphy classes of
— e

is a bijection.

Proof. If (75, 75) is a pre-family, denote by the maximal open subset wheeg is
locally free and by: U — S x X the inclusion. Set
tx(75)
Ts: yym*(;zfs ® V)G — L*(me*(,cfsw ®V)G) —S) L*(ﬁu)@ﬁ&(x.

Then, (e, 1s) is a real family of pseudG-bundles which maps toAs, 5) under the
above map.

It remains to verify injectivity. LeteZs be a flat family of torsion free coheredi-
modules or§x X. Over every fine open subs& c Sx X, the algebra”ym"* (g
V)€ is finitely generated. Sinc x X is according to our assumption quasi-compact,

we may find ars > 0, such that?ym* («%s ® V)© is generated by the coherefi,x-
module

S
We(e) = P Sym(as @ V)°.
i=1
Sincers is determined by = Tsjw,(w), it remains to show thatg is determined by
its restriction toU. But this is an immediate consequence of Corollary 2.6.2. o

By Lemma[Z.31l, we have a pullback operation on pre-famiiepseudoG-
bundles with respect to base change morphisms»> S. Using the above arguments,
we also obtain a pullback operation for families of pseGdbundles.

3.2 Semistable rational principalG-bundles

We now review the formalism introduced by Ramanathan andpeoenit with our
setup. Arational principal G-bundle on Xs a pair U, &) which consists of a big
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open subset) € X and a principalG-bundle#” on U. Such a rational principdb-
bundle is said to bésemi)stablgif for every open subsdii’ € U which is big inX,
every parabolic subgroup of G, every reductios: U’ — |y /P of the structure
group of & to P overU’, and every antidominant character (see belgvwon P, we
have

ded-Z(8.x))(2)0.

Note that the antidominant characjeand the principaP-bundle 2, — 2y /P
define a line bundle o /P. Its pullback toU’ via g is the line bundleZ (B, ).
SinceU’ is big in X, it makes sense to speak about the degre#®(f, v).

We fix a pair 8, T) which consists of a Borel subgrolpc G and a maximal torus
T c B. If PandP’ are conjugate ir5, a reductiong of a principalG-bundle toP
may equally be interpreted as a reductioriPto Thus, it siffices to consider parabolic
subgroups of the typBs(1), 1: Gm(K) — T a one parameter subgroup, which contain
B. Here, we use the convention (compare Rerhark?2.1.1)

Ps(1) := Qs(-1) = {g € G| lim1@-g- A" exists inG |.

Let X, (T) andX*(T) be the fre€Z-modules of one parameter subgroups and characters
of T, respectively. We have the canonical pairiag): X, (T) x X*(T) — Z. Set
Xk (T) i= Xe(T)®z K andX (T) := X*(T)®z K, and leX., .)x: Xs k(T)x X3 (T) —
K be theK-bilinear extension of.,.), K = Q,R. Finally, suppose.{.)*: X;(T) x
Xi(T) — R is a scalar product which is invariant under the Weyl groM{I) =
A(T)/T. This also yields the product (),: X, z(T) X X, r(T) — R. We assume
that (, .)* is defined ovef).

The datum B, T) defines the set of positive rod&and the seR" of coroots (see
[57]). Let% c X, r(T) be the cone spanned by the elementR0andZ c Xj (T) the
dual cone of¢ with respect ta., .)r. Equivalently, the con& may be characterized
as being the dual cone of the cone spanned by the elemeRtwith respect to.(.)*.
Indeed, one haé-,a")r = 2(-,a@)*/(a,@)*, @ € R Now, a charactey € X*(T)
is calleddominant if it lies in &, andantidominantif —y lies in Z. A charactery
of a parabolic subgroup containimyis called(anti)dominantif its restriction toT is
(anti)dominant.

In the definition of semistability, we may clearly assumet {aa)* > 0 for ev-
erya € Rwith (1,a) > 0, if P = Pg(1). Otherwise, we may choosg, such that
(x,@)* > 0 if and only if (’,a) > 0. Then,Pg(1’) is a parabolic subgroup which
containsPg(1), y is induced by a charactgt on Pg(2’), the reductiorB defines the
reductiong’: 2y /Ps(1) — P /Ps(d’), and LB, x) = L(B', x’). Every one param-
eter subgroupl of T defines a charactgr, of T, such thata, x) = (y.,x)* for all
x € X*(T). Finally, observe that the cor® of one parameter subgroup®f T, such
thatB C Pg(1), is dual to the cone spanned by the roots. Thus,

Y1e X, (T): BCPs(l)) = xi1€2.

If one of those conditions is verified, theRd(1), y1) consists of a parabolic subgroup
containingB and a dominant character on it. Similarly@g(1) containsB, theny, is
an antidominant character @ (1). Our discussion shows:
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Lemma 3.2.1. A rational principal G-bundlqU, &) is (semi)stable if and only if for
every open subset’l& U which is big in X, every non-trivial one parameter subgroup
A € €', and every reductiop: U’" — Zy,/Qg(1) of the structure group of” to
Qc(1) over U, we have

ded-Z (8. x.))(2)0.

For any one parameter subgraupf G, we may find a pair®’, T’) consisting of a
Borel subgrouB’ of G and a maximal toru$’ c B’, such thatl € X,(T’) andB’ C
Qc(1). Then, there exists an elemen¢ G, such thatg-B-g1,g-T-g ) = (B, T),
and we obtain

GYIXET)XXA(T) — R
wx) — (@t 9.x@ . 9)

*

Since (,.)* is invariant undeM(T), the product (.)*" does not depend og. In
particular, we obtain a charactgj on Qg(1). This character does not depend on
(B, T’) (seell48], (2.31)). We conclude

Lemma 3.2.2. A rational principal G-bundlqU, &) is (semi)stable if and only if for
every open subset’lE U which is big in X, every non-trvial one parameter subgroup
A:Gm(K) — G, and every reductiof: U’ — Py, /Qg(4) of the structure group of
Z to Qz(A) over U, we have

ded-Z(8.x2))(2)0.

Suppose thap:G — GL(V) is a faithful representation. We may assume that
T maps to the maximal torub c GL(V), consisting of the diagonal matrices. The
character group<*(T) is freely generated by the charactersliag(ly, . . ., An) — A,
i=1...,n. We define

GIEXEMXXET — R
(Dx-adva) — Dxew
i=1 i=1 i=1

The scalar product,(.)% is clearly defined ove® and invariant under the Weyl group

W(T). The product ( .); therefore restricts to a scalar produgt) on X (T) with
the properties we have asked for. We find a nice formula fo(. &g, y,)). Indeed, if
(U, £2) is a rational principaz-bundle, and if£ is the vector bundle ol associated
to & by means op, then we have, for every one parameter subgrop,(k) — G,
the embedding

1 Z/Qc(4) = JsomV & Ox, &)/QoLv)(4).

As usual, we obtain a weighted filtratioW.(1), @.(1)) of V, and, for every reduction
B U — P /Qs(A) over a big open subsel’ € U, the reduction o B corresponds
to a filtration

EB):0C &S - CE G Eu
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by subbundles with rk§) = dime(Vi), i = 1,...,t. With the weighted filtrationd, (8),
a.(2)) of &y, we find

ded 2 (B, x2)) = L(&.(B), au() = D e - (1k(&) - degff) — k(&) - deg¢s)).

t
i=1

To see this, observe that the charagtefs, by construction, the restriction of a char-
actery of T, so thatZ (B, x.) = -Z(t o B,x). The degree of the latter line bundle is
computed in Example 2.15 of [49] and gives the result stadbede Thus, we conclude

Lemma 3.2.3. A rational principal G-bundlqU, &) is (semi)stable if and only if, for
every open subset’l& U which is big in X, every non-trivial one parameter subgroup
A:Gm(K) — G, and every reductiof: U’ — )y, /Qg() of the structure group of
Z to Qz(A) over U, we have

L(£.(8). e ())(2)0.

Remark3.2.4 If (U, &) is given as a singular princip@-bundle (7, 1), then, in the
notation of the introduction, we have

dy =&Y, dy =ker&" — &Y,) and aig=an1-i, i=1,...,t
Then, one readily verifies

(o, 7:) = L(&(B), aa(D))-

This proves that the definition of slope semistabillfy (yegi in the introduction is
the original definition of Ramanathan. We have arrived atradion of semistability,
by replacing degrees by Hilbert polynomials. Thus, our stability concept is a
“Gieseker version” of Ramanathan semistability.

4 Dispo sheaves

In the paper<[46] and [48], the theory of decorated sheaassused to construct pro-
jective moduli spaces for singular princigadbundles in characteristic zero. Due to the
more dificult representation theory of general linear groups intp@stharacteristic,
this approach is not available in (low) positive charastéri Nevertheless, one may
still associate to any singular principal bundle a more gjgagbject than a decorated
sheaf, namely a so-called “dispo sheaf”. The moduli thedrthese dispo sheaves
may be developed along the lines of the theory of decorateaves in[[47] and [16],
making several non-trivial modifications.

4.1 The basic definitions

For this section, we fix the representatiorG — SL(V) € GL(V) and a positive
integersas in Section 2.112.
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Suppose that7 is a coherent’x-module of rank := dimg(V). Then, thesheaf of
invariants in the symmetric powers .of is defined as

V)= P (synf( @V - o 7yt yni( @ V)°)

(dy,-ds):
di=0,3 idj=¢!

A dispd sheaf(of type(o, 9)) is a pair (7, ¢) which consists of a torsion free sheaf
of rankr with det(«?) = 0k on X and a non-trivial homomorphism

¢: V() — Ox.

Two dispo sheavesid, ¢1) and (o, ) are said to besomorphic if there exists an iso-
morphismy: o/ — a5, such that, with the induced isomorphidm(y): V() —
Vs(«%), one obtains

@1 =20 V().

A weighted filtration(.«7,, a.) of the torsion free shea¥ consists of a filtration
0CHAC - CHC Gh1=d

of & by saturated subsheaves and a tugle= (a4, ..., a;) of positive rational num-

bers. Given such a weighted filtratio{, «.), we introduce the quantities

t
> aj - (tk() - P(7) = TK(7) - P(A)),
=1

>0 (rk(«) - deg@) - k(<) - deg(e))).

=1

M(A, @)

~ |l

L(<, as)

Next, let (<7, ) be a dispo sheaf and#, a.) a weighted filtration ofz/. Fix a flag
W,0cWi C--- W g W=k with dim(W) =rk(e), i=1,....t
We may find a small open subdét such that
e (@ iS a surjection ont@y;
e thereis a trivialization: &y — W® Oy with () =W 0y, i=1,...,t.

In presence of the trivializatiog, the homomorphisnpy provides us with the mor-
phism
) Vs(y)
B:U — P(V()) = P(Ve) x U — P(Vy).
(Consult Sectiof 211 for the notatioW's".) Finally, let 2: G(k) — SL(W) be a one
parameter subgroup with\, a.) as its weighted flag. With these choices made, we
set
p( e, e ¢) = max o, (.8(9) | x € U .
(The linearizationors has been introduced in Lemma 2]1.5.) As[inl[47], p. 176, one
checks that the quantigy «, a.; ¢) depends only on the data#, «.) ande.

4decorated with invariants in symmetric powers



Principal Bundles in Arbitrary Characteristic 32

Remark4.1.1 i) Let us outline another, intrinsic definition of the numpér,, a.; ¢).
First, observe thaV s(«7) is a submodule of

S() = (P (yymdl(,ef & V)®- - ® Synf( Sy @ V)))

(dy,...ds):
620, idj=s!

and thatS¢(.«?) is a quotient of (Z®¥)®N. Let («, a.) be a weighted filtration of7.
Setl :={1,...,t+ 1% andef,1 ;= 7. For (g, ...,ig) € |, define
Ay o,
as the image of the subsheaf(® - -- ® .%,)®N of («7®¥)®N in S5 and
Ml*...*M§ = (Mlﬂg)nvs(d)

Thestandard weight vectorare

Y= (i-ri-ri i), i=1 -1
ix (r-i)x

Given a weighted filtrationd#., a.) of the torsion free sheaf/, we obtain theassoci-
ated weight vector

t
K o]
('}’l,- . "’}/19 '}’2,~ . ~,'}’2 LIS -,')’t+l,~ . ~9’Yt+l) = Za] "}’? J)~
——— —— S——— -1
(kat)x  (k ato—rk 2#1)x (rk of —k <)% J
(We recovewrrj = (yj+1—¥;)/r, j =1,...,t.) For a dispo sheaf#, ¢) and a weighted
filtration (4, a.) of &7, we finally find with [8)

u(Aayae; @) = —minf yi, + -+ %, (1. i9) €12 Qg wnar, 20} (12)

i) We need a variant of the former definition. Le¥( ) be a dispo sheaf. We look
atthe representatianf GL, (k) onV¢(k"). LetU be the maximal open subset on which
o/ is locally free. ThenV¢(o/)u = Vs(afu) is the vector bundle that is associated
to the vector bundlezy via the representation Sincex is clearly a polynomial
representation, we can writés(k") as a quotient oDV(k") for an appropriate integer
v > 0. We letD%V(.#,) be the vector bundle with fibéd(k") that is associated to
. By construction, we have a surjectid¥ V(=) — Vs(«{u), So thatpy induces
a homomorphism

2: DYV eAy) — Oy
Note thatDsV(K') is a subrepresentation ok £%)®N for a suitable integeN > 0.
HenceD*(«#y) is a subbundle ofg/5*)*".

Let (o4, a.) be a weighted filtration of7. As before,l = {1,...,t + 1}*¥ and

e = /. This time, we set

Ay Kk o = (g @ @ Ag)™N NDIV(AY),  (in,...,i9) €.
Then,

W Aayae; @) = —minf yi, + -+ %, [ (1. 09) €12 Qg sonar, 20} (13)
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Fix a positive polynomiad € Q[x] of degree at most dinx) — 1. Now, we say that
a dispo sheafd, ¢) is 5-(semi)stableif the inequality

M(A, @s) + 6 - p(Ae, o ) (=)0

holds for every weighted filtrations, a.) of <. B
Let 6 be a non-negative rational number. We call a dispo sheafy) §-slope
(semi)stableif the inequality

L(e, ) + 6 - u(Ae, o’ ¢)(=)0

holds for every weighted filtrationd,, «,) of <. Note that, fors = &/(dim(X) — 1)! -
xdmX)-1 4 ... (wheren = dim X), we have

(o7, ¢)is 5-semistable = (<7, ¢) is 5-slope semistable (14)

4.2 Global boundedness

Tueorem 4.2.1. Fix a Hilbert polynomial P, a representatiany and an integer s as
above. Then, the set of isomorphy classes of torsion freevele/ on X with Hilbert
polynomial P for which there do exist a positive rational hens and aé-slope
semistable dispo she@d?, ¢) of type(o, ) is bounded.

Proof. This is a slight modification of the proof of the corresporgdiasult in [15]. We
will use the notation in Remafk4.1.1, ii).

Suppose 7, ¢) is a dispo sheaf which i&-slope semistable for sonde> 0. As-
sumeg/ is not slope semistable as a sheaf and consider its slopeHatdrasimhan
filtration

Ao 0=HCACHHC  CHC =

We use the notatior?' = of//_1, ri = rk(eh), r' = rk(</)), andy := p(e?'),
i=1...,t+1. Define

+1
Cl) ={y=0m....71) eR* [y1<yp <+ S'}’HLZ'}’i’rI =0}.
=

We equipR™! with the maximum nornjj.||. For ally € C(#) \ {0}, we have
t
Z w - (r - deg(eA) - r; - deg@)) < O,
i=1

so that theS-semistability of 7, ¢) implies

f(y) := /J(Q{.,a'.('y); 90) >0, a.(y):= ( Y2 ; 'Yl, . '}’t+lr— Yt )

Consider the set
K 1= C(e) n {y € R¥L| Iyl = 1},
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ObviouslyK is a compact set anflis piecewise linear whence continuous, so that
attains its infimum orK. It is easy to see that there are only finitely many possigslit
for the functionf, so that we may bound this infimum from below by a constnt 0
which depends only on the input data.

As usual, we letU be the maximal open subset whes¢ is locally free. We
have the induced homomorphignD®V(«/y) — 6y. Take a tuplei, .. .,ig) with
Do, «-xss, Z 0 Which is minimal with respect to the lexicographic ordgrof the
index setl. Define

as the quotient of7, * - -- x 44, by the subbundle that is generated by tfex - - - x
o, for the index tuplesif, .. .,i) which are strictly smaller thariy(...,ig) in the

lexicographic ordering. By constructiopfactorizes over a non-zero homomorphism

whence

.....

.....

tation of the representation on
(K'®- - ok™ )@N.

This already shows

.....

only onp ands.
Altogether, we have demonstrated

w4+t < C (15)
Take the point

y = (y(xzf) —ut () - ,u”l) = (—yl, e —;1”1) e R"
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By constructiony € C(«7) \ {0} and

f(y) = (A, au(y); ) < C.

But f is linear on each ray, so

t() = Il - f(ﬁ) > Co- Il

Now, this shows that either! = |ly|| < C’ := C/Coor —u**1 = |ly|| < C/, i.e.,
either pma() < (/) +C" or  pmin(#) > (/) - C'.

The theorem finally follows from the boundedness theoremaifuylama—Langer [31].
m]

CoroLLARY 4.2.2. Fix the background data as in the theorem. There is a polyabmi
d0, Such that for every polynomidl> 6., and every dispo sheéfy, ¢) of type(o, S)
in which.«# has Hilbert polynomial P, the following conditions are e¢plent:

i) (o, ¢)isoé-(semi)stable.
i) For every weighted filtratiofi«r., @.) of <7, one has
u(Ae, ae; ) 20,

and
M(e, @.)(>)0,

for every weighted filtratioe,, a.) with u(, a.; ¢) = O.

Proof. Let us call a dispo sheafA, ¢) which satisfies iasymptotically (semi)stahle
Using [15], one can find a polynomié&d, such that for every dispo shea#( ¢) of type
(0, 9) in which .« has Hilbert polynomiaP, the following holds true:

o If (&7, ) is asymptotically (semi)stable, then itdgsemi)stable for every poly-
nomialé > do.

o ASSUMEdy < 61 < 2. If (7, @) is §2-(semi)stable, it is alsé;-(semi)stable.

Note also: If (7, ¢) is not asymptotically semistable, then it will not Besemistable
for any polynomiab >> 0.

What remains to show is that we can fifid, such that, for every dispo shea#( ¢)
of type (@, ) in which <7 has Hilbert polynomiaP and for every two polynomials
de < 01 < 02, the implication

(o7, @) isd1-semistable = (7, ¢) 5->-semistable

is also correct. In[15], we referred to the instability flag this. This is only ade-
quate, if the characteristic of the base field is very large.ddhnot assume this here.
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Therefore, we will give a dferent argument which relies only on general properties of
semistability.

As before, we will use the finite s&f which depends only apands, such that the
condition of semistability of a dispo shea#/(, ¢) has to be tested only for weighted fil-
trations (., a.) of o with ((rk.eA, ..., tk %), a.) € 7. If 5 < 61 < 62 and (7, ¢) IS
a dispo sheaf of type( s) and Hilbert polynomiaP which isd;-semistable but naf,-
semistable, there are a weighted filtratior{ (@) of &7 with ((rk.eA, ...,rk.2%), a.) €
7 and a polynomiad; < 6, < 62, such that

o M(A,,a,) + 01 - u( s, ae; ) = 0, M(,@0) + 62 - (e, ;) < 0, and
M( A, @e) + 04 - (A, ae; ) = 0. (Note that this implieM (4, a.) > 0 and
(e, a3 ) <0.)

o (o, ¢)is ,.-semistable.

There is the admissible deformationgf,.)(<7, ¢) = (g, ¢gr). It is performed with
respect to the stability parametgyr, and (o7, ¢gr) is still §,-semistable. We have

t+1
Iy=P ' with o' =dijofq, i=1. ,t+1

i=1

If we define.cz. via i = EB'j:l ' Q= 1,...,t, itis clear thatM (., a.) =
M(s, as) aNdu(Fgre, Xe; Ogr) = U(Fs, @) ). SiNCE Wy, @gr) IS Jx-SEMIStable,ay
belongs to a bounded family of torsion free sheaves with étilipolynomialP, by
Theoreni4.Z]1. Moreover7 is finite, so that there are only finitely many possibili-
ties for the polynomiaM(.«,, a.). There are evidently only finitely many choices for
u(e, ao; pgr). The equation

M(He, @e) + 05 - (s, @e; pgr) = 0
leaves therefore only finitely many options f&y. If we chooses., larger than the
maximal possible value fa¥,, the assertion of the corollary will hold. O

4.3 S-equivalence

An important issue is the correct definition of S-equivake¢ properly semistable
dispo sheaves. For this, suppose we are givésemistable dispo sheaf, ¢) and a
weighted filtration &7, a.) of &7 with

M(e, @a) + 6 - (e, ae; ) = 0.

We want to define thassociated admissible deformatidf., ..)(.77, ¢) = (A, ¢ar)-

Of course, we setzy = @LO “.1/<. LetU be the maximal (big!) open subset
where @7 is locally free. We may choose a one parameter subgro@,(k) —
SL, (k) whose weighted flagi(, (1), @. (1)) in k" satisfies:

o dimy(W) =rkef,i=1,...,t,iInW,(1)) :0CcWy C--- W CK;



Principal Bundles in Arbitrary Characteristic 37

o a.(1) = ..

Then, the given filtratione7, corresponds to a reduction of the structure group of
Fsom(OF, ) to Q(2). On the other hand), defines a decomposition

Ve=U"B---@UM, 51 < - <y
Now, observe thaf(1) fixes the flag
0cUr:=U"cUz:= (U @U")c - cUy= (U e aU") C Vs (16)

Thus, we obtain &(1)-module structure on
u
P Ui/ = Vs (17)
i=0

Next, we writeQ(1) = Z,(Q(2)) = L(1) whereL(1) = GL(W1/Wp) X - - - x GL(K' /W)

is the centralizer oft. Note that[(IF7) is an isomorphism bf1)-modules. The process
of passing fromeZ to <7 corresponds to first reducing the structure grou®(a),
then extending it td.(12) via Q(1) — Q(1)/Zu(Q(1)) = L(1), and then extending it to
GL, (k) via the inclusion_(12) c GL(k). By (18), Vs(«4u) has a filtration

0C CU S €U < V().

and, by [[1¥), we have a canonical isomorphism

u+l

V(tv) = EP %/ %+
i=1

Now, forig with yi, = —u(, a.; ¢), the restrictiong;, of ¢y to %, is non-trivial, and
thus we may defingys as the map induced hy, on%,/%,-1 and as zero on the other
components. Then, we finally obtain

tx(ar)

¢ar: V() — o(Ve(a)) = t(60) = O,

1:U — X being the inclusion. A dispo shea#/, ¢) is said to bes-polystable if
it is 6-semistable and isomorphic to every admissible deformadfpy, ..)(<, ¢) =
(s, pqr) associated to a filtrationeA,, . ) of o7 with

M(A, ae) + 6 - (Ao, as; @) = 0.

By the GIT construction of the moduli space which will be givie Sectiori 4.6, one
has the following:

Lemma 4.3.1. Let (<7, ¢) be ad-semistable dispo sheaf. Then, there i&golystable
admissible deformatiogr(<, ¢) of (<7, ¢). The dispo sheajr(<7, ¢) is unique up to
isomorphy.
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In general, not every admissible deformation will immeeliatead to a polystable
dispo sheaf, but any iteration of admissible deformatideading to non-isomorphic
dispo sheaves) will do so after finitely many steps. We catl #semistable dispo
sheavesd/, ¢) and (&7, ¢’) S-equivalentif gr(«7, ¢) and gr(’, ¢’) are isomorphic.
Remark4.3.2 Another way of looking at S-equivalence is the following: tivihe
notation as above, we may choose an open sibseKX (no longer big), such thatis
surjective ovetd and we have an isomorphism.«y = K' ® &y with y(24) = Wi Oy
fori=1,...,t. For such a trivialization, we obtain, frogy,, the morphism

V()
B:U — P(V(ay)) = P(V)xU — P(Vy).
For the morphisnggs: U — P(V) associated tgqsy, we discover the relationship

Bar(¥) = lim A(2) -3, xeU. (18)

4.4 The main theorem on dispo sheaves

With the definitions which we have encountered so far, we mapduce the moduli
functors

My, 9):Sch, —  Sets

Isomorphy classes of families of
é-(semi)stable dispo sheaveg of
type (o, s) with Hilbert polynomialP
parameterized by the scheriBe

S —

for 6-(semi)stable dispo sheaves’/(y) of type (o, s) on X with Hilbert polynomial
P(«) = P.

TueoreM 4.4.1. Given the input data Pg, s, ands as above, then the moduli space
Mo, s) for 5-semistable dispo sheavgs', ) of type(o, s) with P(«7) = P exists as
a projective scheme.

4.5 The proof of the main theorem on dispo sheaves

In this section, we will outline how a GIT construction may ted for proving the
main auxiliary result Theorem 4.4.1. Once one has the cbseteup, the details be-
come mere applications of the techniques of the papelrs Zbpand [32].

4.5.1 Construction of the parameter space

As we have seen in Theordm 4]2.1, there is a con€arsuch thafumax(<«?’) < C
for everys-semistable dispo shea#f, ¢) with P(«?) = P, i.e., o7 lives in a bounded
family. Thus, we may choose ag > 0 with the following properties: For every sheaf
</ with Hilbert polynomialP andumax(?) < C and everyn > ng, one has

e Hi(a7(n)) = {0} fori > 0O;
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e /(n) is globally generated.

We also fix &-vector space) of dimensiorP(n). LetQ be the quasi-projective scheme
which parameterizes quotierqsU ® 0x(—n) — o where« is a torsion free sheaf
with Hilbert polynomialP andH%(q(n)) an isomorphism. Let

ag: U @ 7%(Ox(-n)) — o

be the universal quotient. Setting

V)= P (Symdl((U & V)%)® - - ® Synf(Synf(U e V)G)),
aetTids
there is a homomorphism
V(U) @ 1% Oaux(=! - 1)) — V().

which is surjective over the open subset whefgis locally free (see Lemnia Z2.3.2).
For a point f: U ® 0x(-n) — /] € Q, any homomorphisnp: V¢(«/) — Ox is
determined by the induced homomorphism

Vs(U) — HY(0x(s! - 1))
of vector spaces. Hence, our parameter space should bechsuotes of

0= Qx P(Hom(VS(U), UNCE n)))v).

=P
Note that, ove®° x X, there is the universal homomorphism
¢ : Vo(U) ® Orox — H(Ox(s! - n)) @ 7 (0 (1)).
Lety” = evo ¢’ be the composition af”” with the evaluation map
ev:HO(Ox(s! - 1)) ® Oroxx — 73(Ox(s! - ).

We twisty” by idﬂ;(ﬁx(,sg,n)) in order to obtain
¢ Vs(U) @ m%(Ox (-5 - n)) — nf (0 (1)),

Set.atyo = 1%, (). We have the homomorphis8 V(U) ® 75 (Ox(-9! - n)) —
Vs(#%0). Therefore, we may define a closed subsch@naé ©° by the condition that
¢’ vanishes on kef). Declaringe/ = (@x0)xx, there is thus the homomorphism

o V(o) — n5(Op(1))

with goxx = ¢p o S. (To be precise, we first gety on the maximal open subset
V c D x X whereasy is locally free and then extend it t© x X, using Corollary
[2.6.2. By the same tokemyoxx = ¢o o S is true, because it holds ovst) The
family (@, ¢o) is theuniversal family of dispo sheaves parameterized®byBy its
construction, it has the features listed below.
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ProposiTioN 4.5.1 (Local universal propertyl.et S be a scheme aiidss, ¢s) a family
of 5-semistable dispo sheaves with Hilbert polynomial P patanieed by S. Then,
there exist a covering of S by open subschemgiseSl, and morphismg;: S; — D,

i € 1, such that the family.erg;s;, ¢s)s;) is isomorphic to the pullback of the universal
family on® x X byg; x idy for alli € I.

4.5.2 The group action

There is a natural action of GU() on the quot schem@& and on®°. This action leaves
the closed subschenteinvariant, and therefore yields an action

GLU)x D — D.

ProposiTion 4.5.2 (Gluing property)Let S be a scheme agd S — D,i = 1,2, two

morphisms, such that the pullback of the universal famaypgyix idy is isomorphic
to its pullback vigB, x idx. Then, there is a morphisth: S — GL(U), such tha3,

equals the morphism

EXB1

sEeLuyxd L .

4.5.3 Good quotients of the parameter space

For a pointz e D, we let (¢, ;) be the dispo sheaf obtained from the universal family
by restriction to{z} x X. It will be our task to show that the s@&f~)s parameterizing
those pointz € D for which (¢7, ¢;) is 6-(semi)stable are open subsets@ivhich
possess a good or geometric quotient. This can be most cieméigrdone by applying
GIT. To this end, we first have to exhibit suitable lineariaas of the group action.
We will use here the approach by Gieseker in order to fatglitae computations.
The experienced reader should have no problem in rewritiagotoof in Simpson’s
language.

There is a projective subscheffie— Pic(X), such that the morphism dé&t: —
Pic(X), [a: U ® Ox(—n) — /] + [det(«)] factorizes oveRl. We choose a Poincaré
sheafZy on A x X. Then, there is an integey, such that for every integer > n;
and every line bundle £ oX with [£] € %, the bundle ££n) is globally generated and
satisfiedh'(£(rn)) = O for alli > 0. For such am, the sheaf

9 = ﬂql*(f@‘u ® n;(ﬁx(rn)))

is locally free. We then form the projective bundle

Gy = ]P(%orr(/r\ Us m,%)v)

over the schem®&. For our purposes, we may always replace the Poincaré shgaf
by its tensor product with the pullback of the dual of d@®iently ample line bundle
on?, so that we can achieve that;, (1) is ample. The homomorphism

r

r
/\(QQ ® id”;(ﬁx(n))): /\ U ® Oaxx — det(en) ® ﬂ;(ﬁx(rn))
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defines a GL¥)-equivariant and injective morphism
QU—> G]_.
We declare
. 0 v .
o= JP(Hom(VS(U), HO(Ox (s - ) ) and G := Gy x Go.
Then, we obtain the injective and SUL)-equivariant morphism
Gies:® — G.

The ample line bundle&¢(v1, v2), v1,v2 € Zso, are naturally SUJ)-linearized, and
we choose; andy; in such a way that

v p-sl-s&(n)

vo  r-6(n) (19)

TueoreMm 4.5.3. There exists ne Z..o, such that for all n> n; the following property is
verified: For a point z D, the Gieseker poiriesg) € G is (semi)stable with respect
to the above linearization if and only (4, ¢,) is a6-(semi)stable dispo sheaf of type

(0, 9)

In the following, we will prove the theorem in several stag@s the first step, we
establish the following result.

ProposiTion 4.5.4. There is an g > 0, such that the following holds true: The sebf
isomorphy classes of torsion free sheawésvith Hilbert polynomial P for which there
exist an n> n; and a point z= ([g: U ® Ox(-n) — &1, ¢) € D, such thaiGiesg) is
semistable with respect to the above linearization, is loleah

Proof. We would like to find a lower bound farmin () for a sheaf as in the propo-
sition. Then, we may conclude with Theorem 4.2[0f[31].
Let 2 = o7 /% be atorsion free quotient sheaf.af. We have the exact sequence

0 —— HY(B(n) —— HO(«(n)) —— H(2(n)).
Let A: Gm(K) — SL(U) be a one parameter subgroup with weighted flag
(U.() : 0c Uy = HOqm) " (HO(Z()) S U, aa(d) = (1))
DefineZ’ := q(Uy ® Ox(-n)). If Gies@) = ([M], [L]), then
1L, [M]) = P(n) - tk(#’) — h°(B()) - T < P(n) - tk(B) — h°(B(n)) - .
Similarly to the proof of Theorein 4.2.1, one finds

uA[L]) < o - (P(n) — h((n)).
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The assumption that Gied(s semistable thus gives

0 < V—; (A, [M]) + (4, [L])

< POZ2 0 (). ) - 120) 1) + o - (L) - 150D
_ PO k) P R0 8 PO K)o
- r-6(n) a(n) r . .

We multiply this byr - §(n)/P(n) and find
P(n) rk(#)—rh®(#(n))+6(n)sl(r—1) > P(n) rk(%)—rh%%(n))%(n)s'(r—rk(%’)) >0.

The first exact sequence impli@8(%(n)) > P(n) — h%(2(n)). This enables us to
transform the above inequality into

h%(2(n)) S P(n) o(n)-st-(r-1) S P(n) o(n)-st-(r-1)

r o rk(2) -r oo r (20)
For a semistable shedfwith u(&£) > 0, [32] provides the estimate
ho(&) d‘;(iz) +f(r) +dim(X)\  degX) [ u(&) _ dim(X)
(&) = deg(x)'( " im0 )S dim(X)! '(deg(X) * f(r)+d'm(x)) on

If u(&) < 0, we have of course’(&) = 0. The right-hand sidR(n) of (20) is a positive
polynomial of degree dinX) with leading coéficient degK)/ dim(X)!. We can bound
it from below by a polynomial of the form

degX) (
dim(X)! \deg)

Assume thaby; is so large that the value of this polynomial is positive amdker than
R(n) for all n > n,. Then, [20), applied to the minimal destabilizing quotighbf <7,
together with[(211) yields

dim(x)
+ £(r) + dim(X) + n) .

#min(ﬂ) > C,
and we are done. O

Tueorem 4.5.5. There is an g, such that for every i nz and every point £ D with
(semi)stable Gieseker poiiesf) € G, the dispo shedfes, ¢,) is 6-(semi)stable.

Proof. As in [49], Proposition 2.14, one may show that there is adigét
ﬂz{(ri,ai) | ri=(ri,...,rtjj):O<ri<---<rtjj<r;
a/i = (ai,...,atji) : a/ij €Qs0, i=1,...,t, j= 1,...,t},

depending only on the Glk)-moduleVs, such that the condition @(semi)stability
of adispo sheafd, ¢) of type (o, s) with P(<?) = P has to be verified only for weighted
filtrations (7, a.) with

((rk(e). ... k(). ) € T
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We may prescribe a constadt. Then, there exists a constadit, such that for every
dispo sheaf {7, ¢) of type (o, s) with P(«#) = P and [«/] € & and every weighted
filtration (<4, @.), such that ((rké4), . . ., rk(24)), @.) € 7 and

u(ef) < C”, foroneindexie {1,...,t}, (22)

one has
L(A, a.) > C'.

It is easy to determine a consta@it’ which depends only ofY s with
u( Ao, ae; ) =2 =C"”

for every weighted filtration., «.) of a sheafs as above with ((rk€#), . . ., rk(<4)),
@.) € 7. We choos&’ > - C'”. Then, for a dispo sheakH, ¢) of type (, s) with
[«/] € & and a weighted filtration, a.), such that ((rkéz), .. ., rk(#)), @.) € T
and [22) holds, one has

L(Mva'O) +(_5-/,t(,@/.,a.;go) >C _5' C” > 0,

so that also
M(e, @a) + 6 - (e, @a; ) > 0.

Thus, the condition of-(semi)stability has to be verified only for weighted filtoats
(A, o) With ((rk(<4), . .., rk(<4)), @.) € 7 for which (22) fails. But these live in
bounded families. We conclude

CororLarY 4.5.6. There is a positive integersn> n3, such that any r= n,4 has the
following property: For every dispo sheéd’, ¢) of type(o, s) for which[.<#] belongs
to the bounded familg, the conditions stated below are equivalent.

1. (7, ) is 6-(semi)stable.

2. For every weighted filtratiof<, a.) with ((rk(<2), . . ., rk(#4)), @.) € 7, such
that.27j(n) is globally generated and (x#j(n)) = Oforalli >0, j=1,...,t, one
has

t
3 - (W () - tk(e) ~ WA () - th(2)) + () - (i s £) (20,
=1

We assume that > ns. Now, letz = ([q: U ® Ox(—n) — 7], ¢) € D be a point
with (semi)stable Gieseker point Gigs( Then, [&/] belongs to the bounded family
S. Therefore, it sffices to check Criterion 2. in Corollafy 4.5.6 for establighthe
é-(semi)stability of &7, ).

Let, more generally,#., a.) be a weighted filtration o7, such that

e ofj(n) is globally generated,=1,...,t;
o W((n)=0,i>0,j=1,....t
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SinceHO(q(n)) is an isomorphism, we define the subspaces

Uj = HO(am) (H(A ) € U, =18
Define thestandard weight vectors
YO = (i Y pL,J) i=1..,p-1,
ix (p-i)x
and choose a basis= (ug, ..., up) of U, such that
(U, ...,u; ) =Uj, I =dimgU;) = h(«(n), j=1,....t

These data yield the weight vector

t
|
y=01....7p) = Zai ,y(pj)
j=1

and the one parameter subgroup= (U, y): Gm(k) — SL(U) with
P P
A2 Zci U= Zzyi -G -U, z€ Gm(K).
i=1 i=1

Similarly, we define the one parameter subgrotips- A(u, ygj)), j=1,...,t Let
L: V(U) — HO(ox(s - 1))

be a linear map that represents the second component oZGM& wish to compute
u(A, [L]). First, we note that the choice of the bagigrovides an identification

t+1
o) :=EPui=u, U =UjUj j=1..t+1,
=1
which we will use without further mentioning in the followgnDefinel :={1,...,t+
1. In analogy to the considerations at the very end of Se€fi@2we introduce

the subspaces
i CVs(U), (ir,....ig) €l

As before, we check that all weight spaces with respect totiegparameter subgroup
AinsideVs(U) are direct sums of some of these subspaces. In additiosutiepaces
Ur ., are eigenspaces for the one parameter subgrdlups , A'. More precisely!
actsonJ;” ;. with the weight

sl -|j —Vj(i]_,...,isg)' P, (il,...,isg) el, ] =1...,t
In that formula, we have used

vi(in,....ig) =#{ic < jlk=1.....8}
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Thus, we find

.....

(23)
Fix an index tupleif, ..., i%) € I for which the minimum is achieved.
Let

r
M: /\ U — H(det(e)(m))
represent the first component of GiBs(t is well known that

t

Dy (0P () - k() — WO () - Tk(7)

j=1

(4, [M])

~ |l

aj - (p- k() = h((n)) - 1).
i=1
Since we assume Giggto be (semi)stable, we have

0 () 22 u(d[M]) +p(d [L])

V2
t t
) |
= By a(prkGa) - O - (81 - vi( - 12)p)
=1 =

t
= pras('é)(n)Zal prk(e/) = R(AM)Y) = > ai(Sllj = i(i8......13)p)
=1

S P pek() PR & o
= ]Z:;m( ro(n) r T 8(n) )+;“JV1('2,...,|2!)p.

For the last equation, we have udgd= h°(<7j(n)). We multiply this inequality by
r - 6(n)/p. This leads to the inequality

t t
>y (P k() = RAM) 1)+ 6 (= D g+ (8- k) =0 12) 1)) )0,
=1

j=1

To conclude, we have to verify

t
(s ra; @) = = 3" - (88 k() = v (i3, ..., i9) - 7). (24)
j=1

If y is the weight vector with the distinct weights < - -- < 11 which is associated
to (., @) as in Remark4.1]1, then one easily checks that

t
Yo+ +yg = Zaj (st k(@) = vi(i.....1%) ).
=1
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In view of (12), it remains to show that
(’O‘Mig*"'*dio, 0. (25)

To this end, note that, up to a scalaiis given as
HO(¢®id gy (5-m)
(L: V(U) — H(V(a)(8 - n))) T (0 (st - ).

The image oUig 0 lies in the subspacldo((,szfig * ek Mig)(s' - n)) and that shows
1 sl

29). O

We now turn to the converse direction in the proof of Theokel3 Again, we
need a preparatory result.

ProposiTioN 4.5.7. There is a positive integersnsuch that any-(semi)stable dispo
sheaf(.<7, ¢) of type(o, s) with P(.f) = P satisfies

t

D - (PO) - k() = WA (M) - 1) + 6(n) - (e, @’ 9)(2)0
j=1

for every weighted filtratiof, a.) of &7 and every re ns.

Proof. By Theoreni 4.2]1, we know that there is a bounded far@ilyof torsion free
sheaves with Hilbert polynomi&, such thatf7] € & for anys-semistable dispo sheaf
(#, p) of type (o, s) with P(«) = P. We choose a consta@t such thajimax(«/) < C
for every torsion free sheaf/ on X with [«/] € &’. Given an additional positive
constaniC’, we subdivide the class of torsion free shea##svhich might occur as
saturated subsheaves®@f-modulese with [.</] € & into two classes:

A. u(B) > -C.
B. u(®) < -C..

By a lemma of Grothendieck's ([29], Lemma 1.7.9), the shea#efalling into class
A live again in bounded families, so that we may always asstiraeourn is large
enough, such that any such shegagatisfiesh'(%(n)) = 0,i > 0.

If & is atorsion free sheaf o with Harder—Narasimhan filtration®: & ¢ &1 ¢

- C & C G = &, then
t+1

h(&) < ) (& /&-a),

i=1
so that[(ZL) gives, witlr(r) :=maxX f(i)|i=1,...,r}and rk¢) <,

) deg(X) '(/lmax(éa)
dim(X)! \ degX)

degX) [ u(&) ,
T ’(deg(x) + F(r) + dim(X)

&) < (k&) -1) +F(r) + dim(x))dimm .

)dim(x)
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For any sheafs with [«/] € @ and any saturated subshezdfof .7 which belongs to
the class B, we thus find

dim(x)
@) < (k@) -1)- ;fng&?! : ( deggy +F ~ D+ dim0) + n)
deg) [ -C’ _ dim(x)
GGl (deg(x) +F(r - 1)+ dim(X) + n) (26)
= R(rk(£).C)(n).

We choos&€’ so large that

P-rk(#) - h(Z () 1 2 P-1k(B)-R(tk(#),C’) -1 = K-xMO ... 5.9 (r-1).
(27)

For alln > 0, (21) remains true when evaluatechat
Now, let (<, @.) be any weighted filtration ofy. Write {1,...,t} = |5 U Ig with
i € 1a/g if and only if o7 belongs to the class/B. Let 1< i2/® < -+ < ié\fBB <tbethe

indices inla g and define the weighted filtrations/(*/®, o2/®) with

AP 0P = e C o C AL = e C
1

ItA/B
A/B  _ A/B A/B
a, / - (O’,l 4

S Qe) = (Clifl\/B,...,(YitAA//BB).

It is easy to see that
tg
(e ;@) 2 (Ll g) = 8- (1= 1) ) 0P, (28)
=1

Now, we compute

t

Dy (PO) - k() = WA (M) - 1) + () - (e, @’ )

=1

of - (P(n) - rik(e7?) = W2/ (M) - 1) + 6() - (A, s ) +
i=

1
tg tg

+ 3y af - (P(n) - k() — (a/B(n) - 1) = 5(n) - ot - (r - 1)- Z a®
j=1 j=1

"2 MR, Q) + 60 - (R 0l ) +
g
+> a8 ((P(n) tk(e/) — R () - 1) = () - & - (r - 1))
=
Zhan>0

20 MR o)) + 6(0) (P alie) (B) O,

The last estimate results from the conditiodgsemi)stability, applied to the weighted
filtration (&/*,a%). We still have to justify that, in this last estimatecan be uni-
formly chosen for all polynomials of the fori(<s, @.) + 6 - u(h, al; ¢) where
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all the members of the filtrations, belong to the class A. We use again the $ét
which has been introduced in the proof of Theofem 4.5.5. Thag polynomial of
the above form can be written as a positive rational lineantgaation of polynomials
M(, o) +6 - u(<7,), al; ¢) where ((tk@,), .. .. tk(<), @) € .7 and all the members
of the filtration«Z belong to the class A,= 1, ..., u. By the boundedness of the set of
isomorphy classes of sheaves in the class A, it now followsttiere are only finitely
many polynomials of the forlVi(«,, @.) + 6 - u(A, a.; ¢) where all the members of
o/, belong to the class A and ((ti4), . . ., rk(2%), a.) € 7. This proves our last claim
and the proposition. O

Tueorem 4.5.8. There exists a positive integeg,renjoying the following property: If
n > ng and (<7, ¢) is a 6-(semi)stable dispo sheaf of tyfig s) with P(«7) = P, then,
for a point ze D of the form z= ([g: U ® Ox(—n) — 7], ¢), the associated Gieseker
pointGiesg) is (semi)stable for the given linearization.

Proof. Let A1: Gy(k) — SL(U) be a one parameter subgroup and suppose ies(
(IM], [L]). Then, we have to verify that

4
s A IMD + (A [LD()0.
The one parameter subgroaiprovides the weighted fladJ¢ (1), 8.(1)) with
UD):0=Ugc U1 C--- U, cU1:=U; B2 =(Ba,...,8).

Foreachh € {1,...,7}, we Iet,a?r:be the saturated subsheaf that is gggerically gen-

erated byg(U, ® 0x(—n)). There may be improper inclusions among tigs. After
clearing these, we obtain the filtration

o 0=l C S ChC =
Forj=1,...,t, we define
T(j)):={he{l....7}|oh = ]

and

This gives the weighted filtrationz(,, a,) of .«7. By Proposition 4.517,

t

D@ (PO - k() = WA () - 1) + 6(0) - (e, i 9)(2)0. (29)
=1

Recall from [12) that
(s aa; @) = —minfyi, + -+ 5, [ (1. 19) €12 Qg snar, 20} (30)
Let (i9,...,i%) € I = {1,...,t+ 1} be an index tuple which computes the minimum.

With
vilin,....ig) =#{ic < jlk=1,....9},
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one calculates
Yo+ + o —Zal k() = Vi, .. 13) - ).

Thus, [29) transforms into

t

t
D aj+(P(0)-rk(a) - h(e(m) 1) +6(n)( Dy (stork(er) - v,(|1,...,i2!)-r))(2)0.
j=1

i=1

A computation as in the proof of Theorém 415.5, but perforimackwards, shows that
this implies

t t

2D (Pt =) 1)) - Y (8- ) = 5. 12)- P)2)0.

=1 =1
(31)
First, we see that

T t
M IMD) = > B (P() - k() ~ dimi(Un) 1) = > aj-(P(n)- k(7)) = h( () ).
=1

(32)
We need a little more notation. Fp=0,...,t + 1, we introduce

h(j)
h(j)

min{h=1,...,T|.QZ:=.ij}; Q-Z=Uh(j)
max{hzl,...,Tng;;:Jjj}; U, = Uz

h(j)’
as well as _ .
U 1=Q,—/Uj71, j=1...,t+1

For an index tupleig, .. .,ig) € |, we find the vector space
— ~ ~ \&N
Ui, iy i= (Ui1®"’®uis.)

Using a basiss of U which consists of eigenvectors for the one parameter suipgro
A, we identify these spaces with subspacesusts()eN. Then,U;? . stands for the

image ofUIl ,,,,, Jin
Synft(U &k V) ® - - ® Synfs(Symf(U e V)))
R o
andL~Ji*1 . for the intersection oﬁi' i, with V(U). A similar construction, general-
izing the one at the end of Sect .1, associates to a tiolhaaf subspace¥, . .., Yy
of U the subspac¥, x - - - x Yy of (U®¥)®N, Note that

A=A(u,y) with y= Z B - YU,
h=1
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We defined" := A(u, yﬁ“mk(uh))), h =1,...,7. The dfect of our definition is that the
spacesUij it (i1,....ig) € I, are weight spaces foras well as fori', ..., 1". We

weight

= Bre(S-dimUn) =vi (@S, - 19)-p) = = D @y (8- h(A (M) =09, .. 13)- p).
h=1 j

t
j=1
(33)
In view of the estimateg (31),_(B2), arld[33), it is nowfsient to ascertain that the

an index tupleig, ..., i) withij < i|°, I =1,...,dl, at least one inequality being strict,
such that
L‘gi,l*...*gi,s # 0. (34)

This is becausé restricts to a non-zero map Ao * -+ x Ujo, aS@jogsnsr, IS
1 s 1 's
non-trivial. Now, if (34) holds true, then we must also have

e #0. (35)

(Compare the arguments at the end of the proof of Thebrer. % But, then the tuple
@i%,...,i%) would not give the minimum ifi{30), a contradiction. o

By Theoreni4.5]3, the subs&$ ©) of 5-(semi)stable dispo sheaves are the preim-
ages of the sets of GIT-(semi)stable point&Giunder the Gieseker morphism. There-
fore, they are open subsets.

ProposiTion 4.5.9. The restricted Gieseker morphism
Giegpiss: D7 — G
is proper. Since itis also injective, it is finite.

Proof. This is pretty standard, so we can be a bit sketchy. We applydtuative crite-
rion of properness. LeR be the closure of in the quot scheme dd ® Gx(-n). Then,
the parameter space may also be compactified ® — Q. Given a discrete valua-
tion ringR, a morphism;: C := SpecR) — G3Swhich lifts overC* := Spec(QuofR))
to a morphism*: C* — D975 we may first exteng* to a morphisni:C — 9.
This morphism is associated to a family

(qc: U @ n3(Ox(—n)) — ., pc: V(o) — ﬁ(:xx)

onC x X where the restriction of# to the special fibef0} x X may have torsion. (As
usual, one getgc first on the open subset whetg: is locally free and then extends
it to X.) LetZ be the support of that torsion. Then, the fanglymay be altered to a
family gc: U ® n%(Ox(-n)) — e where /e is now aC-flat family of torsion free
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sheavedjc agrees withgc on (C x X) \ Z, butGcjo;xx May fail to be surjective in points
of Z. Let:: (C x X) \ Z — C x X be the inclusion. Defingc as the composition

—_— _~ L*( XX Z)
Vs(ac) — L*(Vs(ﬁfq((:xx)\z)) = L*(Vs(ﬁfq((:xx)\z)) e L*(ﬁ((:xx)\z) = Ocxx.-
The family @c, ¢c) also defines a morphism @ which coincides with. Let (G: U ®

Ox(-n) — J?ﬁ) be the restriction of the new family t®} x X. One checks the
following results:

¢ HO(G(n)) must be injective;

e Since §, ¢) defines a semistable poimi%vbelongs to a bounded family (this is
an easy adaptation of the proof of Proposifion 4.5.4);

e The techniques of the proof of Theorém 415.5 may also be usstidw that
(%,Z,E) must bes-semistable. In particular, the higher cohomology groufps o
<7 (n) vanish, so thaH°(G(n)) is indeed an isomorphism.

The family @, ¢) is thus induced by a morphismwhich lifts  and extendg*. This
finishes the argument. O

SinceG3®possesses a projective quotient, Proposition 4.5.9 anaal.y show
that the good quotient
M&30) := 7% SL(U)

exists as a projective scheme. Likewise, the geometridejtot
M5 () := D%/ SL(U)

exists as an open subscheme df®o). By Proposition§4.5]1 aid4.5.2 and the uni-
versal property of a categorical quotient, the spage®¥6) is indeed a coarse moduli
space. m]

Remark4.5.10 (S-equivalenceRecall that two points i?SSare mapped to the same
point in the quotient if and only if the closures of their debintersect ird?ss. Given
a pointy € D%, lety e DS be the point whose orbit is the unique closed orbit
in SL(U) - y(€ ©°°%9. Then, there is a one parameter subgrau@m(k) — SL(U)
with lim,_. 4(2) -y € SL(U) - Y. For this one parameter subgroup, one has of course
u(4,y) = 0. Thus, the equivalence relation that we have to considetherclosed
points of D°°sS is generated by ~ lim,_. A(2) - y for all one parameter subgroups
A Gp(k) — SL(U) with u(2,y) = 0.

If one looks carefully at the arguments given in the proof3loéorem$§ 4,55 and
[4.5.8, one sees that, for a point ([q: U ® Ox(-n) — 7], ¢) € D, the following
observations hold true:

o If 1:Gy(k) — SL(U) verifiesu(4,y) = 0, its weighted flagWJ.(2), a.(1)) has
the property that the weighted filtration/, . (1)) with <7} := q(U; ® Ox(-n)),
j=1,...,1, satisfies

M( e, () + 6 - (e, ra(2); ) = O.
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e Given a weighted filtrationd,, a.) of </ with
M(A, ) + 6 - (A, e ) =0,

one can assurrié(,szfj(n)) = 0,i > 0, and thatezj(n) is globally generated, =
1,...,t. Hence, there is a unique flay in U, such thaH(q(U;)) mapsU; onto
HO(«(n)), j = 1,...,t. Then, any one parameter subgroum(k) — SL(U)
with weighted flag (., a.) satisfieu(1,y) = 0.

e For a one parameter subgroavith u(4,y) = 0,y = lim;, A(2) - y, and in-
duced weighted filtrationd, a.) on <7, the dispo sheaf,, ¢,) is isomorphic
to df(e, 0.) (o, ).

This shows that the equivalence relation induced by the Gbtgss on the closed
points of D%"%is just S-equivalence of dispo sheaves as introduced incB&EB.

Remark4.5.11 (Decorated vector bundles on curvdg)[47], given a homogeneous
representatior: GL,;(k) — GL(V) and a smooth projective curveover the complex
numbers, the moduli problem of classifying tripl€s [, ¢) consisting of a vector bun-
dle of rankr on X, a line bundld. on X, and a non-trivial homomorphisg E, — L,

E. being associated t& via «, was solved by a GIT procedure similar to the one
presented above. Writé = V ® det(V)®" whereV is a homogeneous polynomial
GL,(k)-module, say, of degree The only characteristic zero issue that is necessary
for the construction in[47] is the fact th¥tcan be written as the quotient af ")V

for an appropriate positive integer In characteristiqp > 0, this is only true when

p > u. However, we may use the results of Secfion 2.4. They imgtiMlis a quotient

of D*Y(V) for an appropriate integer > 0. Now, D*Y(V) is a subrepresentation of
(VeW®N, This shows that the arguments given in the present papebmaged to deal
with decorated vector bundles on smooth projective cumesmy characteristic (see
[24] for the analogous case of decorated parabolic vectodles).

5 The proof of the main theorem

This section is devoted to the proof of the main theorem. tt, fae will prove a
slightly stronger theorem which is the exact analog to thinmesult of [46] in arbitrary
characteristic. To do so, we recall the necessary notiorssseimistable pseud@-
bundles and so on.

5.1 Associated dispo sheaves

The notion of a “pseud&-bundle” has been recalled in Sectlon]3.1. Now, we relate
pseuddG-bundles to dispo sheaves.

Let S be a scheme, and#s, 7s) a family of pseudds-bundles parameterized by
S. Let:: U € S x X be the maximal open subset whewg is locally free. The locally
free sheafkrzsy and the Gl(k)-moduleV s give rise to the vector bund¥g(ez5u), and
there is a surjection

Fymt (Vo( o)) — L ym (50 @ V)°.
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DefineTs as the restriction ofgy to the subalgebra’ym® (%5u ® V)C. Then7s is
determined by a homomorphism

tp/l Vs(%SIU) —> ﬁu.
Thus,rsy gives rise to the homomorphism
ps: Vy(als) — L*(Vs(f@fsw)) — 1,(OU) = Osxx,

by Corollary[2.6.2. Therefore, we can associate to the fafwik, rs) of pseudoG-
bundles the family {75, ¢s) of dispo sheaves of type.,(s).

The map which associates to a pse@ibundle a dispo sheaf is injective on iso-
morphy classes. More precisely, we find

Lemma 5.1.1. Suppose thates, 1) and («7, 7’) are two pseudo G-bundles, such that
the associated dispo sheaves are equal. Then, there is afowiity , € k, such that
{ - id yields an isomorphism betweé#’, ) and (<7, 7).

Proof. Ford > 0, let
Td,ra:yyrﬁj(,@f@V)G — Ox

be the degree component ofr and’, respectively. Note that is determined by
@321 74. Let

% P (ot o)) - e Aynf( Sy @ V)F)) — ok
435
be the map induced by, . . . 75, and defin&? in a similar way. By definitiortgy = 7s.
Our assumption thus grants tha¥ (7s) and («7,7,) are equal. This implies that, for
l1<d<s, . .
Lymd (1) = Lymd (},).

Restricting this equality to the generic point, it followet there is ang /d)th root of
unity g with
Té:{d-‘rd, d=1...,s

It remains to show that there is ath root of unity/, such thaty = 9. To see this, let
A be the restriction of7 to the generic point. Thefrg andt, restricted to the generic
point, define the same point

xeP = ]P( P synfi((AeV)®)e-- & Synf<(Sym(A e V)G)).

(dy...ds);
;0.3 idj=s!

On the other handP;_; 7« andéP;_, 7 define points

\%

v,y €eB:= (659 Symd(A\®V)G)
d=1
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By our assumptiony andy’ map both tox under the quotient map followed by the
Veronese embedding

B\ {0} — (B\ {0})/Gm(K) — P

Putting all the information we have gathered so far togetiverfind the claim about
the¢; and from that the one of the lemma. O

Lets € Q[x] be a positive polynomial of degree at most dih¢ 1. We choose
ans as before and defing:= 6/sl. A pseudoG-bundle is said to bé-(semi)stable
if the associated dispo shea¥( ¢) of type (o, S) is 5-(semi)stable. Similarly, given a
non-negative rational numbér, we define the pseuds-bundle (7, 7) to bes*-slope
(semi)stable, if the associated dispo shedf ¢) is (6*/s!)-slope (semi)stable.

Remarks.1.2 i) The definition ofs-(semi)stability is the same as the one giveriin [46],
p. 1192. _

ii) Using (@), it follows that the notion of-(semi)stability does not depend on the
choice ofs. This is why we threw in the factor/#!.

5.2 S-equivalence

We fix a stability parametef, i.e., a positive rational polynomial of degree at most
dim(X) — 1. Supposed, 1) is ad-semistable pseudd-bundle with associated dispo
sheaf 7, ¢) and (#, @,) is a weighted filtration with

Mo, ) + g (Ao, @0 9) = 0.

The construction used for defining an associated admisdifiermation of a dispo
sheaf can be easily extended to give the construction ofgbecéated admissible de-
formation di., ..)(«#7, 7). As before, we leS-equivalencée the equivalence relation
“~g" on 5-semistable pseudd-bundles &7, 7) generated by

(o, 1) ~s Af (o, o) (A, 7).

The injectivity of the map which assigns to the isomorphygslaf a pseud®-bundle

the isomorphy class of the associated dispo sheaf (Lemm&) &dd the definitions
of semistability for the respective objects easily implgttfor two pseudds-bundles

(«/,7) and (&', ") with associated dispo sheaves (¢) and (&', ¢’) one has:

(,1) ~s (&', 7)) = (&,¢)~s(Z,¢). (36)
In RemarK5.4.3 below, we will give a nice description of Ssigglence on semistable

singular principals-bundles.

5.3 Moduli spaces fors-semistable pseudd-bundles

An immediate consequence of the definition of semistahiftgseudds-bundles and
Theoreni 4.2]1 is that, for a given Hilbert polynomialthe set of torsion free sheaves
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</ with Hilbert polynomialP for which there exists a-(semi)stable pseuds-bundle
(«7,7) is bounded. Finally, the construction carried out in Sedl.1 and Corollary
[2.6.2 give a natural transformation

AD: M%) — M2, 9)

of the functor_l\/f;(s)s(g) which assigns to a schengethe set of isomorphy classes of

families ofg—(semi)stab]e Pseud@-bundles with Hilbert polynomidP parameterized
by S into the functor_l\};'(S (o0, ) which assigns to a schenSthe set of isomorphy
classes of families of-(semi)stable dispo sheaves of typed) with Hilbert polyno-
mial P parameterized b§.

Tueorem 5.3.1. Fix the stability parameted and the Hilbert polynomial P. Then,
there is aprojective schemd\/l‘,i'ss(g) which is a coarse moduli space for the functors
Mg*%0).

Remark5.3.2 This theorem generalizes the main theoreni of [46] to anyittharac-
teristic.

5.3.1 Construction of the parameter space

There is a constar@, such thamax(«7) < C for everys-semistable pseudsd-bundle
(o, 7) with P(«?) = P, i.e.,« lives in a bounded family. Thus, we may choose the
integersin such a way that”ym* (=7 ®V)® is generated by elements in degree at most
sfor all suche/. We choose ang > 0 with the following properties: For every sheaf
o/ with Hilbert polynomialP andumaxd(#?) < C and everyn > ng, one has

e Hi(a7(n)) = {0} fori > O;
e <7(n) is globally generated,;

e The construction of the moduli space 6f §!)-semistable dispo sheaves of type
(0, 5) can be performed with respectrno

We choose &-vector spacé of dimensiorP(n). Let Q be the quasi-projective scheme
which parameterizes quotierqsU ® Ox(—n) — & where.« is a torsion free sheaf
with Hilbert polynomialP andumax(«”) < C (so that#’ym*(«/ ® V)® is generated by
elements of degree at magtandH®(q(n)) is an isomorphism. Let
ag: U ®7T;((ﬁx(—n)) — 9q
be the universal quotient. By Lemta2]3.2, there is a homphism
Fymt (U e m(Ox(-m) o V)" — symt (e V)

which is surjective wherery, is locally free. For a pointd: U @ Ox(—n) — 7] € Q,
any homomorphism: .#ym* (7 ® V)¢ — 0 of Ox-algebras is determined by the
composite homomorphism

P #yni(U e ri(ox(-m) o V)~ — ok
i=1
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of Ox-modules. Noting that
Zymi(U @ (0x(-m) @ V)° = Sym(U & V)® & x(0x(-in)),
7 is determined by a collection of homomorphisms
@i:SymU e V) ® 0x — Ox(in), i=1,...,s

Sincey; is determined by the induced linear map on global sectiorsyil construct
the parameter space inside

9°:= 2 x QS} Hom(Symi(U © V)&, HY(x(in)).
i=1

Note that, oveR)® x X, there are universal homomorphisms
7 Sym(U e V) ® youx — HY(Ox(in))® Oyoxx, i=1.....s

Let¢' = evo @ be the composition of' with the evaluation map e¥i%(dx(in)) ®
Oyoux — m3(Ox(in)), i = 1,...,s. We twist¢' by idr (s, (-iny and put the resulting
maps together to the homomorphism

S
; G
¢ Yo = (P Fym(U @ 1(Ox(-n) ® V)~ — Guyox.
i=1

Next, ¢ yields a homomorphism afyo,x-algebras
Tyo! LY (Yap) — Oyoscx.-
On the other hand, there is a surjective homomorphism
B:Symt (Yiyo) — Fym* (n* () ® V)°

of graded algebras where the left-hand algebra is gradeddigrang the weighi to
the elements in”’ym (U @ 1% (0x(-n)) ® V)©. Here,r: 9° x X — Qx X is the natural
projection. The parameter spaids defined by the condition thai. factorizes over
B, i.e., settingesy 1= (1*(27q))wxx, there is a homomorphism

Ty SYM (o @ V)® — Oyyx

with Tyog«x = 79 o 8. Formally,? is defined as the scheme theoretic intersection of
the closed subschemes

Vq = {y 9P |?%0Hy}xx: kel(ﬁﬁyixx) —s Oy is trivial } d>0.

The family (¢%), 7y) is theuniversal family of pseudo G-bundles parameterize@) by
(In all these constructions, one needs to use Lemmal3.1.2.)

ProposiTion 5.3.3 (Local universal property)l.et S be a scheme arfdss, rs) a fam-
ily of 5-semistable pseudo G-bundles with Hilbert polynomial Papaeterized by
S. Then, there exist a covering of S by open subschemésS, and morphisms
Bi:Si — 9, i € |, such that the family.o/gs,, 7sis,) is isomorphic to the pullback of
the universal family ofl) x X byg; x idx for all i € I.
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5.3.2 The group action

There is a natural action of GU() on the quot schem@ and or?)°. This action leaves
the closed subschemkeinvariant, and therefore yields an action

r:GLU)x ) — 9.

ProposiTion 5.3.4 (Gluing property)Let S be a scheme apd S — 9),i = 1,2, two
morphisms, such that the pullback of the universal famiygyix idy is isomorphic
to its pullback vigB, x idx. Then, there is a morphists: S — GL(U), such tha3,
equals the morphism

s eLu)xy 5 9.

Remark5.3.5 The universal family is equipped with a QUj-linearization. If one
fixes, in the above proposition, an isomorphism betweenutibacks vias; x idy
andg; x idx, then there is a unique morphishS — GL(U) which satisfies the
stated properties and, in addition, that the given isomisrplis induced by pullback
via (£ x 1 x idx) from the linearization of ¢%), 7y). This fact simply expresses that
the moduli stack fos-(semi)stable pseud®-bundles will be the quotient stack of an
appropriate open subscheme of the parameter $pace

5.3.3 Conclusion of the proof

Suppose we knew that the pointg:(U ® Ox(-n) — 7], 1) in the parameter space
9 for which (<7, 1) is 5-semistable form an open subsche‘g‘ﬁéss. Then, it sdfices
to show thal‘;)g'SS possesses a (good, uniform) categorical quotient by theraof
GL(V). Indeed, Propositioris 5.3.3 and 513.4 and the universalgoty of the categor-
ical quotient then imply that @ISS(Q) := 9%/ GL(U) has the desired properties. We
have the natural surjectidim(k) x SL(U) — GL(U), (z, m) — z- m, and obviously

9755 GL(U) = 97 (Gm(K) x SL(U)).

By Exampld 2,16, ii), we may first form

3

V= 975 G(K)
and then B
7%/ sL(U).

We can easily form the quotietit:= 9 /Gm(k). SinceGn(K) is linearly reductive)) is
a closed subscheme of

Qx (QSB Hom(Sym'(u ®V)C, Ho(ﬁx(in)))//Gm(k)).
i=1

In particular,d) is projective overQ. Let ® — Q be the parameter space for dispo
sheaves of typeo(s) constructed above. If we apply the construction described
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Sectior 5.1 to the universal family#), ty), we get an SLJ)-equivariant andzm(k)-
invariant morphism _

YY) — D
and, thus, a proper SU()-equivariant morphism

/8 9 — D.

By Lemma 5. 111y is injective, so that it is evefinite. Now, there are open subsets
D6, 5 := §/sl, which parameterize thé-(semi)stable dispo sheaves of types),
such that the good, uniform categorical quotient

M&S%o, s) = D55 SL(V)
exists as a projective scheme and the geometric, uniforegoatal quotient
Mg (0, 8) = D7/ SL(V)
as an open subscheme of®(o, 5). By definition of semistability,
J—l(Dé-SS) _ 2)'6'-33’
whence N
YD) = VY Gm(K).
Now, Lemmd Z2.1]7 implies that the quotient
ME*(e) = 97 GL(U) = 1279/ SLV)
exists as a projective scheme. Likewise, the open subscheme
ME (o) := 9%/ GL(U) = y~H(2""%)/ SL(U)

is a uniform (universal) geometric quotient and an opencudrse of I\/i,'ss(g). O

5.4 Semistable singular principal bundles

Tueorem 5.4.1. Fix a Hilbert polynomial P, and led., be as in Corollary4.2.2 For
every polynomiad > g!-6., and every singular principal G-bund{e7, 7) with P(«/) =
P, the following properties are equivalent:

i) («,7)is (semi)stable.
i) («,7)is5-(semi)stable.
Taking into account Corollafy 4.2.2, the theorem reduces to

Lemma 5.4.2. Let(«7, ) be a singular principal G-bundle with associated dispo $hea
(¢, ¢). Then, for a weighted filtratiofi«z., @.) of <7, the condition

u(Ae, e ) =0

is satisfied if and only if
(. @) = (A (). au(B))

for some reductiop of (<7, ) to a one parameter subgroupof G.
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Proof. We show that the first condition implies the second one, tmv&se being an
easy exercise. Let': Gm(K) — SL,(V) be a one parameter subgroup, such that the
associated weighted flag

(Ve():0CVig -+ Vo S Viau(2))
satisfies’ = t, dim(Vi) = rk.o/’, o/’ = ker(@¥ — 7}, ), i=1,...,t, anda. (1) =
(at,...,a1), if as = (a1, ...,a;). Then, the weighted filtrationd,, @, ) is associated to
a reductiorp’ of the principal GLY)-bundle.” som{V ® Oy, ) to A’ with U’ the
maximal open subset wher# is locally free and all the” are subbundles. We may
choose an open subddtc X, such that there is a trivializatiop: ,saflg — Ve oy
with (<) = Vi ® 05,1 = 1,...,t. By definition of the numbeu(4, a.; ¢), (8), and
Propositiod 2.1]4, we see that there is a one parameteraubgirGn,(k) — G, such
that

(Ve(2), (D)) = (Va(1), (X))

To the principal bundles? (<7, r) and.# somV ® ﬁu,d‘d), we may associate group
scheme¥ c ¥.2(V) overU. Now, 4 .Z (V) acts ong somV ® 0, ,szflj)/QGL(V)(/l),
and the stabilizer of the sectigit U’ — Zson{(V® Oy, MM,)/QGLN)(A) is a parabo-
lic subgroup2 c 4.2 (V) such that

GLN) /2 = IsomV @ Oy, #5,)/ QoLwv)(A).

The intersectiornZy = 2 N Yy is a parabolic subgroup. This follows if one applies
the above reasoning on weighted flags to the geometric fidets o 4.2 (V) over
U’. Furthermore¥y /2¢ = P(«,7)u/Qc(4). This can be seen as follows: Let
C be the set of conjugacy classes of parabolic subgrous. of here is a scheme
Parp(¢u /U’) overU’, such that giving a parabolic subgroy of ¢4y the fibers
of which belong top € C is the same as giving a sectidii — Zar,(4u /U’)
([8], p. 443T). Itis easy to see tha¥ary(4u /U") = Z(«,1)u/Qp, Qp being a
representative fop (compare([48], p. 281). Finally /2y = Par,(%u /U’) ([8],
Corollaire 3.6, page 445). Therefore, we have the comnweatdiagram

Dy — 2

|1

T

Taking 2«-quotients in the left-hand column an@d-quotients in the right-hand col-
umn yields the commutative diagram

u’ U’

] A

P (A, ) /Qa(1) —— IsomV ® Our, #;,)/ QL (v)(4)

and settles the claim. O
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Remarks.4.3 (S-equivalence for semistable singular principdlundles) Let («7, 1)

be a semistable singular princigalbundle. By Lemm&5.412, an admissible deforma-
tion is associated to a reductignU’ — Z(<7, 1)y /Qa(2) to a one parameter sub-
group, such thaM(< (8), @.(B)) = 0. The structure of the rational principatbundle

P (df (o, 0.)(#, 7)) may be described in the following way: The reductidefines a
principalQg(2)-bundle2 overU’, such that? (<, 7)u is obtained from2 by means

of extending the structure group vi@gs(1) ¢ G. Extending the structure group &

via Qg(1) — Lg(1) c G yields the principal bundle?(df (., o.)(#7, 7))u-. Thus, our
notion of S-equivalence naturally extends the one consitley Ramanathan (see, e.g.,
[43)).

Fix a Hilbert polynomialP and a stability parametér The most important basic
fact which has to be kept in mind is thatasemistable pseudd-bundle (7, T) with
P(«7) = Pwhich is S-equivalent to a semistable singular princpddundle (’, ') is
itself a semistable singular princip@tbundle. In other words, the class of semistable
singular principalG-bundles with Hilbert polynomidP is closed under S-equivalence
inside the class af-semistable pseudd-bundles with Hilbert polynomia.

We now come to the statement which grants semistable reduttteorem and, in
particular, projectivity of the moduli spaces of semisgadihgular principaB-bundles.

Tueorem 5.4.4. Assume that either: G — GL(V) is of low separable index or G is
an adjoint groupg is the adjoint representation and it is of low height. Them gvery
polynomials with § > sl - 6., a 6-semistable pseudo G-bundle’, v) with P(«?) = P
is a singular principal G-bundle.

Proof. Let (¢, 1) be a pseud&-bundle with associated dispo sheaf (). Write A
for the restriction ofe” to the generic point oK. As in Section 2.1]2, we set

Via) = P (sym((aev)®) e @ Synfi(Syni(a e V)°))
((11,....;:“5)::g
WiA) = P(sym@ev)®).

i=1

The restriction ofp to the generic point yields an elemente P(V(A)) and the
restriction ofr to the generic point an element € W¢(A). Note that there is the
surjection

W(A) \ {0} — P(Vs(A)),

such that the poiny maps tov.

Let A: Gyn(K) — SL(A) be the one parameter subgroup from Corollary 2.2.8 with
u(A,w) < 0. According to Lemm&2.1l.5, we also hawel,v) < 0. Let (A,,e.) be
the weighted flag oft in A. We may find a weighted filtratione(,, a.) of .o whose
restriction to the generic point yielda, a.). For this weighted filtration, we find

WA, ey T) = g:l; -u(a,v) < 0.

By Corollary[4.2:2, the weighted filtration#,, a.) contradicts-semistability. O
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Examples.4.5 The above proof can also be used for classical groups withgten-
dard representations. Assume, for example, @at Sp,(k) c Slon(K). If o7 is a
torsion free sheaf, then givingis the same as givingy, U being the maximal open
subset where is locally free. Now, givingry is equivalent to giving a non-trivial
anti-symmetric formpy: oy — szu\j Since«?" is reflexive, the datum afy is the
same as the datum of an anti-symmetric fagmey’ — &7V, Assume that47, ¢) is
a singular principal Sffk)-bundle. Then2Z := ker(y) is a proper saturated subsheaf.
If it is non-trivial, then the restriction of the weightedtfdtion (0¢ £ ¢ &7, (1)) to
the generic point will come from a one parameter subgrapm(K) — SL(A) with
1(4,v) < 0. Therefore, the theorem holds for 8 with its standard representation in
any characteristic.

A similar reasoning can be applied to ), if the characteristic df is not two. It
works also for GQ(K) and GSR(K), if one uses the moduli construction suggested in
the introduction.

5.5 Proof of the semistable reduction theorem

Before going into the proof, we need to recall the followiegult of Seshadtiwhich
can be thought of as the semistable reduction theorem foiq@éfients.

Tueorem 5.5.1 (Seshadri [54], Theorem 4.1)et (X,L) be a polarized projective
scheme over the field k on which the reductive group G actsn,Tdieen a K-valued
point x of XYL), where K is the quotient field of the complete discrete vadnaing
R, there exist a finite extensiondRR’ and ge G(K’), K’ being the fraction field of R
such that g x is an R-valued point of X¥L).

So, to prove the semistable reduction theorem it ii@ant to show that the con-
structed moduli space is a GIT quotient of a projective sehem

We fix a stability parametaf > 6o (see Theoreri5.4.1) and use the notation of
Sectiorf5.B. By elimination theory, the points in the parenspace) corresponding
to singular principalG-bundles form an open subsgt By Theoreni 5.4]1$H®)s :=

9°°55n § is the open subset corresponding to (semi)stable singitanijpal G-bundles.
It suffices to show that the quotients

ME() := ) GL(U)

exist as open subschemes off\?fs(g). This will follow immediately, if we show that
$%%is a GLU)-saturated open subset 01)5'55. This means that for every poirte $5°
the closure of the GI)-orbit in 90°ss js entirely contained i3S, Since the points
with closed GLU)-orbit in ‘2)5'55 are mapped to the points with closed Bl){orbit in

5(s-ss (seel[42], proof of Proposition 1.3.2), itfices to show that

§ = 5%/ Cm(K)

5A proof will be given in the appendix.
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is an SLU)-saturated open subset 5?_33. Lety,y € @HS, such that’ lies in the
closure of the SLJ)-orbit of y. Then,y(y') lies in the closure of the SLY)-orbit of
Y(y). We may assume that the orbityfand hence of(y’) is closed. By the Hilbert—
Mumford criterion, one knows that there exists a one paransefgroup: Gm(k) —
SLU) with limy_. A(2) - ¥(y) € SLU) - ¢(y). Note that the injectivity ofy thus
implies lim,., A(2) -y € SL(U) - y. Suppose thay andy(y) represent.¢/, ) and
(«,¢), respectively. Now, from the GIT constructions in Secf@B, in particular
RemarK4.5.70 and Sectién 5.3, one infers thabrresponds to a filtrationd,, a.)
with

M(, as) + g (A, 9) =0

and that a point in the orbit af(y’) represents @f;, ..)(<7, ¢), so that a point in the
orbit of y’ represents df;, ..)(<7, 1), by Section 52. Together with Remark514.3, this
shows
—SS —SS
yes = yeo,
and this is what we wanted to prove. O

6 Appendix: Semistable reduction for good quotients

In this appendix, we provide a short proof of Seshadri’s thetd5.5.1 (following his
ideas) used in the proof of the semistable reduction thedoesingular principalG-
bundles. As is well known to the experts (e.@l, [4]), Sestmtlreorem together with
the GIT construction of the moduli spaces gives the respesmistable reduction
theorem. As an illustration, we show how we can recover tmeigtable reduction
theorem of Langton for semistable sheaves and the sen@stadhliction theorem for
curves. Even if one has constructed the moduli space as activgy scheme, the
semistable reduction theorem remains of interest, bedainses implications on the
moduli stack or related stacks (see, elg.] [24] and [41]).

Let X be a scheme over some scheBi@and letG be a smooth fine S-group
scheme acting oiX. As usual, for arS-schemeT, we setXr ;= X xs T. In the
whole sectionK denotes the quotient field of a discrete valuation Rad.et us recall
that anS-morphismr: X — Y is called agood quotientif r is an dfine G-invariant
morphism, such that, (0x)® ~ 0.

Lemma 6.1.2. Assume that there exists a good quotiernX — Y, that Y is proper
over S, and that there is a commutative diagram

SpecK) —— X

|

SpecR) —— S.

Then, there exist a finite extensiortAR and ge G(K’), K’ being the fraction field of
R, such that g x is an R-valued point of X.
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Proof. Let Zx be the closure iXk of the Gk-orbit of the graph ofk: SpecK) — X.
Then, there exists a uniquely determined closed subscEgmiEXg, such thaZg —
SpecR) is flat and the generic fiber is isomorphicZg. It is the closure of th&g-
orbit of the graph of Spe() — X in Xgr. Let us remark thaZr — SpecR) is
faithfully flat, i.e., that the fibeT over the closed point of Spdg)is non-empty. This
follows from the fact thakr — Yris a closed surjective map and thepoint(x) of

Y can be extended to dpoint of Y. Now, the lemma follows from the existence of
quasi-sections of faithfully flat morphisms. O

The above lemma is a slight strengthening of a reformulatidf], Lemma 2.9.
It implies a generalization of Theordm 5.1 by the follogviemark: By Seshadri’s
generalization of Mumford’s GIT (see [65, Theorem 4]), tsswmptions of the lemma
are satisfied, i5 is of finite type over a universally Japanese ri@gsS is a reductive
group scheme, acting on a projective scheme with a lingaizan an ample line
bundle on it, anX is the open subset @8-semistable points.

Tueorem 6.1.3 (Stable reduction for curvesThe Deligne—Mumford stack of stable
curves is proper oveZ.. More precisely, if X— SpecK) is a stable curve, then there
exist a finite extension K K’ and a (unique) stable family’x— SpecR’), where R

is the normalization of R in K such that the restriction of Xo SpecK’) is isomorphic
to Xxk K’.

For the history and references concerning this theoremeves o [11].

Proof. The moduli scheme of stable curves is constructed as a Glliaquof the
sc:hemeﬁg that parameterizes stable curves of gemtmgether with thein-canonical
embeddings into son@N by an action of PGL{+1) (seel[14]). Since the GIT quotient
is projective, we can use the above lemma. A citve— SpecK), after choosing an
embeddingintd@®N, gives rise to a map Spéd€] — Hg. Then, after possibly changing
the map with a group action, we can extend it to a map $¥pe> Hgy. This gives
the required family, because there is a universal family élg O

Tueorem 6.1.4 (Langton’s theorem; sele [29], Theorem 2.Bl1gt X be a projective
Z-scheme with geometrically connected fibers andilgfl) be an ample line bundle

on X. Let%k be a Gieseker semistable sheaf or ZpecK). Then, there exist a finite
extension Kc K’ and a family.%/, of Gieseker semistable sheaves on X parameterized
by SpecR’), where Ris the normalization of R in K such that%;, ~ .7k ® K.

In fact, Langton proved the slightly stronger assertiort thahe above theorem
one can always taki€’ = K, but we need to start with dR-flat family of sheaves on
X. Langton’s algorithm works also for slope semistable shedor which there is no
moduli space in general.

Proof. The theorem follows from the above lemma and the GIT conStmof the
moduli space of Gieseker semistable sheaves|[(sée [32]). O
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