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Moduli Spaces for Principal Bundles in Arbitrary
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Abstract

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

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

In general, we get different compactifications of the moduli space of Ramanathan-
stable principalG-bundles for different representationsG →֒ GL(V). In the curve
case, all of them are equal, whereas in higher dimensions we use torsion free sheaves
to compactify the moduli space of semistable principalG-bundles, so they naturally
become different.

The theory of (semi)stable principalG-bundles starts for the structure groupG =
GLr (C) as the theory of (semi)stable vector bundles. Based on his development of
Geometric Invariant Theory, David Mumford proposed the notion of a (semi)stable
vector bundle on a Riemann surface [38]. At about the same time, Narasimhan and
Seshadri made the fundamental discovery that stable vectorbundles on the Riemann
surfaceX are precisely those arising from irreducible unitary representations of the
fundamental groupπ1(X) [40]. (Recall that the relationship between vector bundles
and representations of the fundamental groups was first investigated by A. Weil [58].)
Finally, Seshadri gave the GIT construction of the moduli space of stable vector bundles
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on a Riemann surface together with its compactification by S-equivalence classes of
semistable vector bundles [53]. This construction easily generalizes to ground fields of
arbitrary characteristic.

Since its beginnings, the study of stableG-bundles has widely developed and in-
teracted with other fields. The scope of the theory has been progressively enlarged
by eliminating limitations on the “three parameters” of thetheory, i.e., the structure
groupG, the base manifoldX, and the ground fieldk. First, in the work of Gieseker
[13] and Maruyama [36], the theory of stable vector bundles was enlarged to a theory
of semistable torsion free sheaves on projective manifoldsover fields of characteristic
zero. Later, Simpson brought this theory into its final form [56]. In the work [31]
and [32], the barriers of extending Simpson’s results to fields of positive characteris-
tic were finally removed. The arguments given there improve the formalism even in
characteristic zero.

At the time when the results of Gieseker and Maruyama were published, Rama-
nathan had also treated the theory of principalG-bundles on a compact Riemann sur-
faceX for an arbitrary connected reductive structure groupG. In the paper [44], he in-
troduced the notion of (semi)stability for a principalG-bundleP on the Riemann sur-
faceX and generalized the results of the paper [40], i.e., linked the theory of semistable
principal bundles onX to the study of representations of the fundamental group in a
compact real formK of G. More important to us is the main result of his PhD thesis,
finished at the Tata Institute in 1976. There, Ramanathan provides an ingenious GIT
construction for the moduli space of semistable principalG-bundles on a compact Rie-
mann surfaceX. Due to the untimely death of the author, this important result appeared
in the posthumous publication [45]. At that time, the subject had become of general
interest to mathematicians and physicists.

In the recent papers [16], [17], [46], and [48] two independent—although related—
methods for generalizing Ramanathan’s theory to the case ofhigher dimensional base
manifolds defined over the complex numbers were presented. More precisely, the mod-
uli space of Ramanathan stable bundles was constructed and compactified with certain
“generalized” principal bundles, satisfying a Gieseker type semistability condition.

It thus seemed natural to join the forces of the authors to cope with the problem
of bringing these recent developments to base fields of arbitrary characteristic. In the
present paper, we rewrite the theory of the paper [46] from scratch. We will see that
the results of that paper are, in fact, true in positive characteristic. Furthermore, some
of the fundamental discoveries of the papers [16], [17], and[48] also remain valid
over any algebraically closed field. In any case, we manage toconstruct our moduli
spaces as open subschemes of the moduli spaces of “δ-semistable pseudoG-bundles”.
In a separate publication [15], we will explain how the approach via the adjoint rep-
resentation of a connected reductive groupG of [45] and [17], or more generally via
faithless representations with kernel in the center ofG, may be generalized to positive
characteristic.

The main change of philosophy which made the progress possible is the following:
Classically, as suggested by the work of Ramanan and Ramanathan [43], one studied
semistability of principal bundles by relating it to the semistability of associated vector
bundles. This works well in characteristic zero but makes the assumption of sufficiently
high characteristic of the base field necessary while working over fields of positive
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characteristic. In the more recent work quoted above, we linked the semistability of a
principal bundle to the semistability of an associateddecoratedvector bundle. Unfor-
tunately, the theory of polynomial representations of the general linear group is more
complicated in positive characteristic (see the book [18]), so that the set-up of [46] and
[48] cannot be directly copied. Nevertheless, the basic idea of that work makes perfect
sense over fields of positive characteristic. Thanks to the results of [31] and [32], one
may adapt the fundamental arguments from characteristic zero.

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

M(s)s: Schk −→ Set

S 7−→

{
Isomorphy classes of families
of (semi)stable objects

}
.

In each case, we define S-equivalence on the set of isomorphy classes of semistable ob-
jects (e.g., semistable sheaves or principalG-bundles with fixed numerical data) which,
restricted to stable objects, reduces to isomorphy. Assuming we have the moduli func-
tor and S-equivalence, we introduce the following convenient terminology: Acoarse
moduli schemefor the functors M(s)s consists of a scheme Mss, an open subscheme
Ms ⊆ Mss, and natural transformations of functors

ϑ(s)s: M(s)s−→ hM(s)s

with the following properties:

1. The space M(s)s corepresents M(s)s with respect toϑ(s)s. It does so uniformly, if
Char(k) > 0, and universally, if Char(k) = 0. (See [29], Definition 2.2.1. Observe
that “uniformly” refers to the base change property forflat morphismsϕ in that
definition.)

2. The mapϑs(k): Ms(k) −→ Ms(k) is a bijection between the set of isomorphy
classes of stable objects and the closed points of Ms.

3. The mapϑss(k): Mss(k) −→ Mss(k) induces a bijection between the set of S-
equivalence classes of semistable objects and the closed points of Mss.

The difference between positive and zero characteristic in the above definition comes
from our use of Geometric Invariant Theory, as GIT quotientsin positive characteristic
are not necessarily universal categorical. ForG = GL(V), one can in fact show that, in
positive characteristic, the moduli space of stable sheaves universally corepresents the
moduli functor (see [31], Theorem 0.2). This follows from the fact that stable sheaves
are simple. However, even in characteristic zero, the sheaves corresponding to stable
principalG-bundles on a curve are no longer simple (see [44], Remark 4.1), so this
proof fails in general. We now come to the more detailed presentation of the contents
of our work.

1.1 Quasi-projective moduli spaces

Let G be a connected semisimple group. Fix a faithful representation ̺: G −→ GL(V)
and note that̺ (G) ⊆ SL(V). In characteristic zero, a theory for semistable singular
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principalG-bundles based on such a representation was developed in [46] and [48].
However, some characteristic zero gadgets such as the Reynolds operator, the instabil-
ity flag, and normal forms for homogeneous polynomial representations were used. In
this paper, we will rewrite the theory from the beginning, such that it becomes inde-
pendent of the characteristic of the base field and works without decorated sheaves.

We will look at pairs (A , τ) with a torsion freeOX-moduleA which has rank
dimk(V) and trivial determinant and a homomorphismτ: S ym⋆(A ⊗ V)G −→ OX

of OX-algebras which is non-trivial in the sense that the inducedsectionσ: X −→
S pec(S ym⋆(A ⊗V)G) is not the zero section. Such a pair is called apseudo G-bundle,
and if, furthermore,σU (U) ⊂ I som(V ⊗ OU ,A

∨
|U)/G, U := UA being the maximal

open subset whereA is locally free, we speak of asingular principal G-bundle.1 In
the case of a singular principalG-bundle (A , τ), we get a principalG-bundleP(A , τ)
overU, defined by means of base change:

P(A , τ) //

��

I som(V ⊗OU ,A
∨
|U)

��

U
σ|U

// I som(V ⊗OU ,A
∨
|U)/G.

We now define the notion of semistability for a singular principal G-bundle (A , τ).
For this, letλ:Gm(k) −→ G be a one parameter subgroup ofG. This yields a parabolic
subgroupQG(λ) (see (4) below) and a weighted flag (V•(λ), α•(λ)) in the vector spaceV
(see Section 2.1). Areduction of(A , τ) to λ is a sectionβ: U ′ −→P(A , τ)|U′/QG(λ)
over an open subsetU′ ⊆ U with codimX(X \ U′) ≥ 2. This defines a weighted
filtration (A•(β), α•(β)) of A . Here,α•(β) = (αt, . . . , α1), if α•(λ) = (α1, . . . , αt), and
the filtrationA•(β): 0 ( A1 ( · · · ( At ( A is obtained as follows: The section

β′: U′
β
−→P(A , τ)|U′/QG(λ) →֒ I som(V ⊗OU′ ,A

∨
|U′ )/QGL(V)(λ)

yields a filtration
0 ( A

′
1 ( · · · ( A

′
t ( A

∨
|U′

of A ∨
|U′ by subbundles with rk(A ′

i ) = dimk(Vi), i = 1, . . . , t. This is becauseQGL(V)(λ)
is the GL(V)-stabilizer of the flagV•(λ) and, thus,I som(V⊗OU′ ,A

∨
|U′ )/QGL(V)(λ) −→

U′ is the bundle of flags in the fibers ofA ∨
|U′ having the same dimensions as the mem-

bers of the flagV•(λ). We defineA ′′
i := ker(A|U′ −→ A ′∨

t+1−i), i = 1, . . . , t, so that we
obtain a filtration

0 ( A
′′

1 ( · · · ( A
′′

t ( A|U′

of A|U′ by subbundles. Letι: U′ −→ X be the inclusion and defineAi as the saturation
of A ∩ ι⋆(A ′′

i ), i = 1, . . . , t. This is the filtration we denote byA•(β). It is worth
noting that, ifλ′ = g · λ · g−1 for someg ∈ G, then any reduction toλ may also be
interpreted as a reduction toλ′. Now, we say that a singular principalG-bundle (A , τ)

1Here, we deviate from the original terminology in [46] and [48].
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is (semi)stable2, if for every non-trivial one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→ G and
every reductionβ of (A , τ) to λ, we have

M(A , τ; β) := M
(
A•(β), α•(β)

)
(�)0,

where, for every weighted filtration (A•, α•) of A , we set

M(A•, α•) :=
t∑

i=1

αi ·
(
rk Ai · P(A ) − rk A · P(Ai)

)
.

Finally, there is a notion of S-equivalence which will be explained in Section 5.2 and
Remark 5.4.3. We have the implications

P(A , τ) is Ramanathan-stable=⇒ (A , τ) is stable
=⇒ (A , τ) is semistable
=⇒ P(A , τ) is Ramanathan-semistable.

More precisely, in our language, Ramanathan’s notion of (semi)stability becomes

L(A , τ; β) := L
(
A•(β), α•(β)

)
:=

t∑

i=1

αi ·
(
rk Ai · deg(A ) − rk A · deg(Ai)

)
(≥)0 (1)

for every non-trivial one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→ G and every reductionβ of
(A , τ) to λ. Here, deg stands for the degree with respect to the chosen polarization.

Remark. It is easy to check from the definition that the condition of semistability has
to be verified only for the indivisible one parameter subgroups that define maximal
parabolic subgroups.

For a fixed Hilbert polynomialP, we define the moduli functors

M(s)s
P (̺): Schk −→ Set

S 7−→



Isomorphy classes of families of
(semi)stable singular principalG-bundles
(A , τ), such thatP(A ) = P


.

Main Theorem. The coarse moduli space for the functorsM(s)s
P (̺) exists as a quasi-

projective schemeMss
P (̺).

This moduli space contains the moduli space for Ramanathan-stable principal bun-
dles (whose associated vector bundle has Hilbert polynomial P) as an open subscheme.
In particular, we have constructed the moduli spaces for Ramanathan-stable principal
bundles in any characteristic.

The moduli space Mss
P (̺) will be constructed inside a largerprojective moduli

space M̃δ-ss
P (̺) of δ̃-semistable pseudoG-bundles, so that it always comes with a natural

compactification.

2If the word (semi)stable is used together with the symbol “(≤)”, then there are two statements: One for
“semistable” with “≤” and one for “stable” with “<”.
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Example.ForG = PGLr (k), principalG-bundles correspond to Azumaya algebras, so
that our construction yields in particular a moduli space for Azumaya algebras and a
compactification by “Azumaya algebra sheaves”. Such modulispaces have become of
interest recently (see [27], especially Proposition 4.1, and [59]). More examples can
be found in [15].

Remark(Non-emptiness of moduli spaces). The above theorem is a mere existence
statement. The next step is to investigate the geometry of the moduli spaces. IfX is a
curve of genusg ≥ 2, then one can use the moduli stack of principalG-bundles. It is
a smooth algebraic stack of dimension (g− 1) · dim(G) (see [6], Corollary 8.1.9). Its
connected components are labeled by the elements of the fundamental groupπ1(G) (see
[10], Proposition 5, and [28], Proposition 3.15). Estimating the dimension of the locus
of unstable principalG-bundles, one sees that there are stable principalG-bundles for
any given topological typeϑ ∈ π1(G) (see [28], Proposition 3.25). (The reader may
consult [44] for the topological argument overk = C and [24], Proposition 4.2.2, for
an existence result on stable principalG-bundles with a quasi-parabolic structure.) Our
main theorem shows that the moduli space Mss

G(ϑ) of Ramanathan-semistable principal
G-bundles of “topological type”ϑ ∈ π1(G) exists. Using the moduli stack, one checks
that it is an irreducible normal variety of dimension (g− 1) · dim(G).

On higher dimensional base varieties, the geometry of the moduli spaces is com-
pletely unknown, even if the base field isC. Note that Mss

P (̺) always contains the
moduli space of slope stable principalG-bundles (of the respective numerical invari-
ants) as an open subscheme. To prove non-emptiness of Mss

P (̺), it hence suffices to
construct slope stable principalG-bundles. A natural approach is to use stable vec-
tor bundles and construct from them principalG-bundles by extension of the structure
group. On a surface over the fieldk = C, Balaji used this method to prove interesting
existence results for slope stable (and thus stable) principal G-bundles ([1], Theorem
7.10). As he also announces ([1], Remark 7.2), such existence results are likely to hold
in large positive characteristic as well. The details will appear in [3].

1.2 Projectivity and the semistable reduction theorem

The projectivity of the moduli spaces is not built into our new approach. The remaining
question is thus under which assumptions (on the representation or the characteristic of
the base field), the moduli space Mss

P (̺) is projective. Since any connected semisimple
group is overk isomorphic to one defined over the integers, one may assume thatG is
itself defined over the integers. Then, there is also a faithful representation̺: G −→
GL(V) which is defined over the integers. Under this assumption, one may develop an
elegant formalism which provides projective moduli spacesin any dimension, provided
that the characteristic of the base field is either zero or greater than a constant which
depends on̺ . These results will appear in [15]. As remarked before, the moduli
spaces will also be projective, ifG is one of the classical groups and̺ its standard
representation.

Until very recently, the most general result in that direction was contained in the
work of Balaji and Parameswaran [2] where the existence of moduli spaces of semista-
ble principalG-bundles on a smooth projective curve was established underthe as-
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sumptions thatG is semisimple and the characteristic of the base field issufficiently
large. After the first version of this paper containing an erroneous proof for semistable
reduction appeared, Heinloth managed in [22] to adapt Langton’s algorithm [34] to the
setting of principalG-bundles. His new approach is to work with the affine Graßman-
nian (see [12] for a discussion of this object in positive characteristic), so it depends
heavily on the variety being a curve. In our approach, we showa semistable reduction
theorem in all dimensions.

Theorem (Semistable reduction).Assume that either̺: G −→ GL(V) is of low sepa-
rable index or G is an adjoint group,̺ is the adjoint representation and it is of low
height. Then, given a semistable singular principal G-bundle PK over X× Spec(K),
where K is the quotient field of the complete discrete valuation ring R, there exists a
finite extension R⊆ R′ such that the pullbackPK′ of PK to X × Spec(K′), K′ being
the fraction field of R′, extends to a semistable singular principal G-bundlePR′ over
X × Spec(R′).

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

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

• Char(k) = 0.

• The simple factors of G3 are of type A and k is arbitrary.

• The simple factors of G are of type A, B,C,D andChar(k) , 2.

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

• The simple factors of G are of type A, B,C,D,G, F,E6 andChar(k) > 22.

• The simple factors of G are of type A, B,C,D,G, F,E6,E7 andChar(k) > 34.

• The simple factors of G are of type A, B,C,D,G, F,E andChar(k) > 58.

Then, given a semistable principal G-bundleGK over X× Spec(K) where K is the
spectrum of the complete discrete valuation ring R, there exists a finite extension R⊆
R′, such that the pullbackGK′ of GK to X× Spec(K′), K′ being the fraction field of R′,
extends to a semistable principal G-bundleGR′ over X× Spec(R′).

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

In the case of classical groups, the statement can be obtained by familiar methods.
We will explain the idea whenG = PSOn(k). Then, we have a short exact sequence of
groups

{0} −−−−−→ Gm −−−−−→ GOn(k) −−−−−→ PSOn(k) −−−−−→ {1},

3More precisely, we mean the simple factors of the adjoint form of G.
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where GOn(k) is the group of matrices, such thatAtA = cI, with c ∈ Gm. Since
H2(Xfl ,Gm) = 0 (H2(Xfl ,Gm) = H2(X,OX) by Hilbert’s theorem 90, [37], Chapter III,
Proposition 4.9), every principal PSOn(k)-bundle reduces to GOn(k). Giving a principal
GOn(k)-bundle is equivalent to fixing a line bundleL and giving a pair (E, ϕ), where
E is a vector bundle of rankn andϕ: E ⊗ E −→ L is a symmetric non-degenerate
bilinear form. By the theory of decorated vector bundles on curves, developed in [47]
overC and extended in this work to positive characteristic (see Remark 4.5.11 and
[50]), there is a moduli space for such objects when droppingthe condition on non-
degeneracy. Here, the stability concept depends on a parameter δ. The fact that one
gets the moduli space for principal GOn(k)-bundles for largeδ is exactly the same as
for SOn(k)-bundles. The latter explained is Example 5.4.5. In the case of other groups
the theorem follows directly from the theorem and the remarkbelow. �

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

Corollary. Under the assumption of the above theorem or corollary, the moduli space
Mss

P (̺) is projective. In particular, in the curve case, the moduli spaceMss(G, t) of
semistable principal G-bundles (as defined by Ramanathan) of “topological type” t ∈
π1(G) exists as a projective scheme over k.

Remark. i) The low height assumption for the adjoint representationamounts to the
following restrictions on the characteristic of the base field:

• Char(k) > 2n, if G contains a simple factor of typeAn.

• Char(k) > 4n− 2, if G contains a simple factor of typeBn or Cn.

• Char(k) > 4n− 6, if G contains a simple factor of typeDn.

• Char(k) > 10, if G contains a simple factor of typeG2.

• Char(k) > 22, if G contains a simple factor of typeF4 or E6.

• Char(k) > 34, if G contains a simple factor of typeE7.

• Char(k) > 58, if G contains a simple factor of typeE8.

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

iii) In a joint project [24], Heinloth and the third author have applied the techniques
of the current paper to construct moduli spaces for parabolic principalG-bundles which
are projective under the same hypotheses as stated in the above corollary. In the set-up
of parabolic bundles, Heinloth’s semistable reduction algorithm could be generalized
only to structure groups with classical root systems. For exceptional groups, one had
to recur to the approach to semistable reduction which we introduce in the current
paper. The work [24] contains an application of moduli spaces of parabolic principal
bundles to the cohomology of the moduli stack of principal bundles 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 (which weare going to discuss
in the appendix), the existence of Mss

P (̺) as aprojective scheme implies the semistable
reduction theorem for semistable singular principalG-bundles. Over higher dimen-
sional base varieties, one may also consider the problem of semistable reduction for
slopesemistable singular principalG-bundles. Ifk = C, this variant of the semistable
reduction theorem is established in [1], Theorem 1.1. Generalizations of that theorem
to positive characteristic are announced in loc. cit., Remark 7.2. Note however that,
over base varieties of dimension at least two, slope semistability is not equivalent to
semistability (which we are using), so that Balaji’s semistable reduction theorem has
no implications on the projectivity of Mss

P (̺).

1.3 Notation

We work over the algebraically closed fieldk of characteristicp ≥ 0. A schemewill
be a scheme of finite type overk. For a vector bundleE over a schemeX, we set
P(E ) := Proj(S ym⋆(E )), i.e., P(E ) is the projective bundle of hyperplanes in the
fibers ofE . An open subsetU ⊆ X is said to bebig, if codimX(X \U) ≥ 2. The degree
deg(E ) and the Hilbert polynomialP(E ) of a torsion free coherentOX-moduleE are
taken with respect to the fixed polarizationOX(1). We set [x]+ := max{0, x }, x ∈ R.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we collect different results which will be needed throughout the con-
struction of the moduli space for singular principalG-bundles for a semisimple group
G via a faithful representationG −→ GL(V).

2.1 GIT

We recall some notation and results from Geometric Invariant Theory. LetG be a
reductive group over the fieldk and κ: G −→ GL(W) a representation on the finite
dimensionalk-vector spaceW. This yields the action

α: G ×W −→ W

(g,w) 7−→ κ(g)(w).

Recall that a one parameter subgroup is a homomorphism

λ:Gm(k) −→ G.

Such a one parameter subgroup defines a decomposition

W =
⊕

γ∈Z

Wγ

with
Wγ =

{
w ∈W | κ(λ(z))(w) = zγ · w, ∀z ∈ Gm(k)

}
, γ ∈ Z.
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Let γ1 < · · · < γt+1 be the integers withWγ
, {0} andγ•(λ) := (γ1, . . . , γt+1). We

define the flag

W•(λ) : {0} (W1 :=Wγ1 (W2 :=Wγ1 ⊕Wγ2 ( · · · (Wt :=Wγ1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Wγt (W

and the tupleα•(λ) := (α1, . . . , αt) of positive rational numbers with

αi :=
γi+1 − γi

dimk(W)
, i = 1, . . . , t.

If λ is a one parameter subgroup of the special linear group SL(W), we will refer to
(W•(λ), α•(λ)) as theweighted flag ofλ. For a pointw ∈W \ {0}, we define

µκ(λ,w) := max
{
γi |w has a non-trivial component inWγi , i = 1, . . . , t + 1

}
.

Note that, forG = SL(V) andλ j :Gm(k) −→ G, j = 1, 2,

µκ(λ1,w) = µκ(λ2,w), if
(
V•(λ1), α•(λ1)

)
=

(
V•(λ2), α•(λ2)

)
. (2)

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

Suppose we are given a projective schemeX, a G-actionσ: G × X −→ X, and a
linearizationσ: G × Ł −→ Ł of this action in the line bundle Ł. For a pointx ∈ X and
a one parameter subgroupλ, we get the point

x∞(λ) := lim
z→∞

σ(λ(z), x).

This point is fixed under the actionGm(k) × X −→ X, (z, x) 7−→ σ(λ(z), x). Therefore,
Gm(k) acts on the fiber Ł〈x∞(λ)〉. This action is of the forml 7−→ zγ · l, z ∈ Gm(k),
l ∈ Ł〈x∞(λ)〉, and we set

µσ(λ, x) := −γ.

For a representationκ of G as above, we obtain the action

σ: G ×P(W∨) −→ P(W∨)(
g, [w]

)
7−→

[
κ(g)(w)

]

together with an induced linearizationσ in OP(W∨ )(1). One checks that

µκ(λ,w) = µσ
(
λ, [w]

)
, ∀w ∈W \ {0}, λ:Gm(k) −→ G. (3)

Finally, we recall that a one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→ G gives the parabolic
subgroup

QG(λ) :=
{
g ∈ G | lim

z→∞
λ(z) · g · λ(z)−1 exists inG

}
. (4)

The unipotent radical ofQG(λ) is the subgroup

Ru

(
QG(λ)

)
:=

{
g ∈ G | lim

z→∞
λ(z) · g · λ(z)−1 = e

}
.
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Remark2.1.1. In the book [57], one defines the parabolic subgroup

PG(λ) :=
{
g ∈ G | lim

z→0
λ(z) · g · λ(z)−1 exists inG

}
,

i.e.,
PG(λ) = QG(−λ).

Therefore, every parabolic subgroup ofQ is of the shapeQG(λ) for an appropriate
one parameter subgroupλ of G. We have chosen a different convention, because it is
compatible with our GIT notation.

2.1.1 Actions on homogeneous spaces

Let H be a reductive algebraic group,G a closed reductive subgroup, andX := H/G
the associated affine homogeneous space. Then, the following holds true.

Proposition 2.1.2. Suppose that x∈ X is a point andλ:Gm(k) −→ H is a one parame-
ter subgroup, such that x0 := limz→∞ λ(z) · x exists in X. Then, x∈ Ru(QH(λ)) · x0.

Proof. We may assumex0 = [e], so thatλ is a one parameter subgroup ofG. Define

Y :=
{
y ∈ X | lim

z→∞
λ(z) · y = x0

}
.

This set is closed and invariant under the action ofRu(QH(λ)). Note that viewingX as
a variety withGm(k)-action,x0 is the unique point inY with a closedGm(k)-orbit, and
by the first lemma in Section III of [35] (or Lemma 8.3 in [5], or3.1 in [26]), there is
aGm(k)-equivariant morphismf : X −→ Tx0(X) which mapsx0 to 0 and is étale inx0.
Obviously, f mapsY to

{
v ∈ Tx0X | lim

z→∞
λ(z) · v = 0

}
= uH(λ)/uG(λ) ⊂ h/g. (5)

Here,uH(λ) anduG(λ) are the Lie algebras ofRu(QH(λ)) andRu(QG(λ)), respectively,
andh andg are the Lie algebras ofH andG, respectively. Note thath andg receive
their G-module structures through the adjoint representation ofG, and, moreover, by
definition,

uH(λ) =
{
v ∈ h | lim

z→∞
λ(z) · v = 0

}
.

This yields the asserted equality in (5).
On the other hand, the dimension ofuH(λ)/uG(λ) equals the one of theRu(QH(λ))-

orbit of x0 at X. By [26], Theorem 3.4,f mapsY isomorphically ontouH(λ)/uG(λ).
Therefore, sinceRu(QH(λ)) · x0 ⊆ Y, the subsetY must agree with the closed orbit
Ru(QH(λ)) · x0, and we are done. �

The proof of the above result was communicated to us by Kraft and Kuttler (cf.
[48]). Its purpose is to characterize one parameter subgroups of G among the one
parameter subgroups of SL(V), given a faithful representation̺: G −→ GL(V).
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2.1.2 Some specific quotient problems

A key of understanding classification problems for vector bundles together with a sec-
tion in an associated vector bundle is to study the representation defining the associated
vector bundle. In our case, we have to study a certain GIT problem which we will now
describe.

As before, we fix a representation̺: G −→ GL(V) on the finite dimensionalk-
vector spaceV. We look at the representation

R: GLr (k) ×G −→ GL(kr ⊗ V)

(g, g′) 7−→

(
w⊗ v ∈ kr ⊗ V 7−→ (g · w) ⊗ ̺(g′)(v)

)
.

The representationRprovides an action ofG ×GLr (k) on

(V ⊗ kr )∨ = Hom(kr ,V∨) and P
(
Hom(kr ,V∨)∨

)

and induces a GLr (k)-action on the categorical quotients

H := Hom(kr ,V∨)//G and H := P
(
Hom(kr ,V∨)∨

)
//G = (H \ {0})//Gm(k).

The coordinate algebra ofH is Sym⋆(kr ⊗k V)G. For s> 0, we set

Ws :=
s⊕

i=1

Ui , Ui :=
(
Symi(kr ⊗k V)G

)∨
, i ≥ 0.

If s is so large that
⊕s

i=0 Symi(kr ⊗k V)G contains a set of generators for the algebra
Sym⋆(kr ⊗k V)G, then we have a GLr (k)-equivariant surjection of algebras

Sym⋆(W∨
s ) −→ Sym⋆(kr ⊗k V)G,

and, thus, a GLr (k)-equivariant embedding

ιs:H →֒Ws.

SetI := Isom(kr ,V∨)/G (� GLr (k)/G). This is a dense open subset ofH. The
semistability of pointsιs(h), h ∈ H, with respect to the action of thespecial linear
group SLr (k) is described by the following result.

Lemma 2.1.3. i)Every pointιs(i), i ∈ I, is SLr (k)-polystable.
ii) A pointιs(h), h ∈ H \ I, is notSLr (k)-semistable.

Proof (compare Lemma4.1.1in [48]). Ad i). We choose a basis forV∨. This pro-
vides us with the (SLr (k) ×G)-invariant functiond: Hom(kr ,V∨) −→ k, f 7−→ det(f ),
which descends to a (non-constant) function onH, called againd. For anyi ∈ I,
we clearly haved(ιs(i)) , 0, so thatιs(i) is SLr (k)-semistable. Furthermore, for any
f ∈ Isom(kr ,V∨), the (SLr (k) ×G)-orbit of f is just a level setd−1(z) for an appropri-
atez ∈ Gm(k). In particular, it is closed. The image of this orbit is the SLr (k)-orbit
of i := [ f ] in H which is, therefore, closed. Sinceιs is a closed, SLr (k)-equivariant
embedding, the orbit ofιs(i) is closed, too.

Ad ii). It is obvious from the construction that the ring of SLr (k)-invariant functions
onH is generated byd. 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 representation̺: G −→
GLr (k) and aGLr (k)-equivariant isomorphism

ϕ: GLr (k)/G −→ Isom(kr ,V∨)/G.

Suppose that x= ιs(i) for some i= ϕ(g) ∈ I. Then, for a one parameter subgroup
λ:Gm(k) −→ SLr (k), the following conditions are equivalent:

i) µκs(λ, x) = 0, κs being the representation ofSLr (k) onWs.

ii) There is a one parameter subgroupλ′:Gm(k) −→ g ·G · g−1 with
(
V•(λ), α•(λ)

)
=

(
V•(λ′), α•(λ′)

)
.

Proof. We may clearly assumeg = Er . We first show “ii)=⇒i)”. SinceG is the GLr (k)-
stabilizer ofx, we haveµ(λ′, x) = 0 for any one parameter subgroupλ′:Gm(k) −→ G.
Now, Formula (2) implies the claim.

We turn to the implication “i)=⇒ii)”. By Lemma 2.1.3, i), there exists an element
g′ ∈ SLr (k), such that

x′ := lim
z→∞

λ(z) · x = ϕ(g′).

By Proposition 2.1.2, we may chooseg′ ∈ Ru(QSLr (k)(λ)). In particular, the elementg′

fixes the flagV•(λ). Sinceλ fixesx′, it lies in g′ ·G · g′−1. Settingλ′ := g′−1 · λ · g′, we
obviously have (V•(λ), α•(λ)) = (V•(λ′), α•(λ′)), andλ′ is a one parameter subgroup of
G. �

Next, we look at the categorical quotient

H = Proj
(
Sym⋆(kr ⊗k V)G

)
.

For any positive integerd, we define

Sym(d)(kr ⊗k V)G :=
∞⊕

i=0

Symid(kr ⊗k V)G.

Then, by the Veronese embedding,

Proj
(
Sym⋆(kr ⊗k V)G

)
� Proj

(
Sym(d)(kr ⊗k V)G

)
.

We can chooses, such that

a) Sym⋆(kr ⊗k V)G is generated by elements in degree≤ s.

b) Sym(s!)(kr ⊗k V)G is generated by elements in degree 1, i.e., by the elements in
the vector space Syms!(kr ⊗k V)G.
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Set

Vs := Vs(kr ) :=
⊕

(d1,...,ds):
di≥0,

∑
idi=s!

(
Symd1

(
(kr ⊗k V)G

)
⊗ · · · ⊗ Symds

(
Syms(kr ⊗k V)G

))
. (6)

Obviously, there is a natural surjectionVs −→ Syms!(kr ⊗k V)G and, thus, a surjection

Sym⋆(Vs) −→ Sym(s!)(kr ⊗k V)G.

This defines a closed and GLr (k)-equivariant embedding

ιs:H →֒ P(Vs).

We also define
O

H
(s!) := ι⋆s

(
OP(Vs)(1)

)
.

Note that
O

H

(
(s+ 1)!

)
= O

H
(s!)⊗(s+1). (7)

Lemma 2.1.5. Let s be a positive integer, such thata)andb) as above are satisfied, and
f ∈ Hom(kr ,V∨) a G-semistable point. Set h:= ιs([ f ]) andh := ιs([ f ]). Then, for any
one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→ SLr (k), we have

µκs(λ, h) > (= / <) 0 ⇐⇒ µσs(λ, h) > (= / <) 0.

Here, κs is the representation ofSLr (k) on Ws, and σs is the linearization of the
SLr (k)-action onH in O

H
(s!). In particular, h is SLr (k)-semistable if and only if

f ∈ Isom(kr ,V∨).

Proof. Note that we have the following commutative diagram:

Hom(kr ,V∨)//G

Gm(k)- quotient
��

� � ιs
// Ws \ {0}

α

��

P
(
Hom(kr ,V∨)∨

)
//G � � ιs

// P(Vs).

The morphismα factorizes naturally over the quotient with respect to theGm(k)-action
onWs which is given onUi by scalar multiplication withz−i , i = 1, . . . , s, z ∈ Gm(k).
The explicit description ofα is as follows: An element (l1, . . . , ls) ∈Ws with

l i : Symi(kr ⊗k V)G −→ k, i = 1, . . . , s,

is mapped to the class 
⊕

d=(d1,...,ds):
di≥0,

∑
idi=s!

ld

:Vs −→ k

ld: (u1
1 · · · · · u

d1
1 ) · · · · · (u1

s · · · · · u
ds
s ) 7−→

(
l1(u1

1) · · · · · l1(ud1
1 )

)
· · · · ·

(
ls(u1

s) · · · · · ls(uds
s )

)
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on Symd1((W ⊗ Cr∨)G) ⊗ · · · ⊗ Symds(Syms(W ⊗ Cr∨)G). With this description, one
easily sees

µκs(λ, h) > (= / <) 0 ⇐⇒ µσs

(
λ, α(h)

)
> (= / <) 0

for all λ:Gm(k) −→ SLr (k) and allh ∈Ws \ {0}. Together with the above diagram, this
implies the claim. �

Let us conclude this section with a formula for theµ-function. Note thatVs is a
GLr (k)-submodule of

Ss :=
⊕

(d1,...,ds):
di≥0,

∑
idi=s!

(
Symd1

(
kr ⊗k V

)
⊗ · · · ⊗ Symds

(
Syms(kr ⊗k V)

))
.

SinceGm(k) is a linearly reductive group, the weight spaces insideVs with respect to
any one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→ SLr (k) are the intersection of the weight
spaces forλ insideSs with the subspaceVs.

The moduleSs is a quotient module of (W⊗s!)⊕N, W := kr . Therefore, the weight
spaces insideSs with respect to a one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→ SLr (k) are
the projections of the corresponding weight spaces in (W⊗s!)⊕N. The latter may be
easily described. Given a one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→ SLr (k), we obtain the
decomposition

W =
t+1⊕

i=1

Wi

into eigenspaces and the corresponding weightsγ1 < · · · < γt+1. SetI := {1, . . . , t +
1 }×s!, and for (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I define

Wi1,...,is! :=Wi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Wis.

Then, all the weight spaces inside (W⊗s!)⊕N may be written as direct sums of some
subspaces of the form (Wi1,...,is! )

⊕N.
If we let W•i1,...,is! be the image of (Wi1,...,is! )

⊕N in Ss andW⋆
i1,...,is!

the intersection of
W•i1,...,is! with Vs, (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I , we understand that all the weight spaces insideVs are
direct sums of subspaces of the formW⋆

i1,...,is!
, (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I .

This enables us to compute the weights inVs in terms of the weighted flag (W•(λ),
α•(λ)). Indeed, we define

Wi1 · · · · ·Wis!

as the image of (Wi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Wis! )
⊕N under the projection map (W⊗s!)⊕N −→ Ss and

Wi1 ⋆ · · · ⋆Wis! := (Wi1 · · · · ·Wis! ) ∩Vs, (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I .

Altogether, we compute for [l] ∈ P(Vs) andλ:Gm(k) −→ SLr (k) with weighted flag
(W•(λ), α•(λ)) as before

µσs

(
λ, [l]

)
= −min

{
γi1 + · · · + γis! | (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I : l |Wi1⋆···⋆Wi s!

. 0
}
. (8)
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2.1.3 Good quotients

Suppose the algebraic groupG acts on the schemeX. In the framework of his GIT,
Mumford defined the notion of agood quotient[39]. Moreover, auniversal (uniform)
categorical quotientis a categorical quotient (Y, ϕ) for X with respect to the action of
G, such that, for every (every flat) base changeY′ −→ Y, Y′ is the categorical quotient
for Y′ ×Y X with respect to the inducedG-action. In particular,Y× Z is the categorical
quotient forX × Z with respect to the givenG-action on the first factor.

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

ii) If G andH are algebraic groups and we are given an action ofG × H on the
schemeX, such that the good, universal, or uniform categorical quotientsX//G and
(X//G)//H exist, then

X//(G× H) = (X//G)//H.

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

The following lemma is well known (see [13], Lemma 4.6, and [45], Lemma 5.1
(both in characteristic zero), [55], Theorem 2, (ii)). We recall the proof for the conve-
nience of the reader.

Lemma 2.1.7. Let G be a reductive linear algebraic group acting on the schemes X1
and X2, and letψ: X1 −→ X2 be an affine G-equivariant morphism. Suppose that
there exists a good quotient X2 −→ X2//G. Then, there also exists a good quotient
X1 −→ X1//G, and the induced morphismψ: X1//G −→ X2//G is affine. Moreover, the
following holds:

1. If ψ is finite, thenψ is also finite.

2. If ψ is finite and X2//G is a geometric quotient, then X1//G is also a geometric
quotient.

Proof. If X2//G is affine, thenX1 andX2 are also affine, and the existence ofX1//G is
well known (see [39], Theorem A.1.1). In general, the existence ofX1//G affine over
X2//G is an easy exercise on gluing affine quotients (see [45], proof of Lemma 5.1).
The only non-trivial statement in the lemma is 1. It follows from the last part of [39],
Theorem A.1.1. The point is that, ifψ is finite, thenX1 is the spectrum of the sheaf
ψ⋆(OX1) of OX2-algebras which is coherent as anOX2-module. Hence, by the theorem
cited above, (ψ⋆OX1)

G is a coherentOX2//G-module, which is also anOX2//G-algebra
whose spectrum isX1//G. Hence,ψ is a finite morphism. �

2.2 Destabilizing one parameter subgroups

We have seen in Lemma 2.1.3 that a pointιs(h) ∈Ws is not semistable for the SLr (k)-
action, if h = [ f ] ∈ Hom(kr ,V∨)//G is the image of a homomorphismf : kr −→ V∨

which is not an isomorphism. This conclusion still holds, ifwe replacek by a non-
algebraically closed ground fieldK. What is, unfortunately, not automatic in posi-
tive characteristic is the fact that there exists a one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(K) −→
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SLr (K) with µκs(λ, h) < 0 in this case. This property is, however, needed in our ap-
proach to the semistable reduction theorem for semistable singular principalG-bundles.
Therefore, we will now explain under which assumptions on the characteristic of the
ground field we will be able to verify the existence of a one parameter subgroupλ with
µκs(λ, h) < 0.

2.2.1 Preliminaries

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

Theorem 2.2.1 (Hesselink).Let K be a not necessarily algebraically closed field. Sup-
pose we are given a representationκ: SLr (K) −→ GL(W) on the finite dimensional
K-vector space W, a point h∈ W, aseparable extensioñK/K, and a one parameter
subgroup̃λ:Gm(K̃) −→ SLr (K̃) with

µ(̃λ, h) < 0.

Then, there also exists a one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(K) −→ SLr (K) with µ(λ, h) <
0.

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

Proposition 2.2.2. Let G be a reductive linear algebraic group and̺: G −→ GL(W)
a rational representation. If W′ is a G-invariant subspace which possesses a direct
complement as G-module, then the categorical quotient W′//G embeds into W//G.

Proof. We have to show that the surjection

ι#: Sym⋆(W∨) = k[W] −→ k[W′] = Sym⋆(W′∨)

of locally finite G-modules also induces a surjection on the algebras of invariant ele-
ments. Our assumption says thatW = W′ ⊕W′′ splits as aG-module. This shows that
Sym⋆(W′∨) embeds as aG-submodule into Sym⋆(W∨), such that the restriction ofι#

onto it is simply the identity. This easily yields the claim. �

2.2.2 Digression on low height representations

The general references for the following assertions are [2]and [52]. Let̺: G −→
GL(V) be a representation of the reductive linear algebraic groupG. Then one attaches
to ̺ its heighthtG(̺) ([52], p. 20; [2], Definition 1) and itsseparable indexψG(̺) ([2],
Definition 6).

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

ψG(̺) ≤ rank(G)! · htG(̺)rank(G).

We say that̺ is arepresentation of low height(low separable index), if htG(̺) < p
(ψG(̺) < p). (Of course,p is the characteristic of the base fieldk.) Here is a list of
properties that representations of low height and low separable index do enjoy.
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Facts 2.2.4.Assume that̺ is a representation of low height.
i) The representation̺ is semisimple.
ii) The stabilizer of any point v∈ V is asaturated subgroup of G. (See[52], p. 22,

for the definition of a saturated subgroup.)
iii) Suppose that̺ is alsonon-degenerate, i.e., the connected component of the

kernel is a torus. Let v∈ V be apolystable point. Then,̺ is also semisimple as a
Gv-module.

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

Proof. Ad i). This is Theorem 6 in [52]. Ad ii). The asserted propertyis evident from
the definition of a saturated subgroup given in [52]. Ad iii).This property results from
ii) and Theorems 8 and 9 in [52]. (Note that htG(̺) < p also implies that the Coxeter
numberhG of G is at mostp, by [52], p. 20.) Ad iv). This is Theorem 7 in [2]. �

2.2.3 Digression on the slice theorem

The references for this section are the papers [5] and [9]. Weassume that̺ : G −→
GL(V) is such that̺ ∨ is of low separable index and non-degenerate and look at the
resulting action ofG on Hom(kr ,V∨), r := dim(V). (Note that the height and separable
index of Hom(kr ,V∨) � (V∨)⊕r agrees with the one ofV∨.) The results collected in
Facts 2.2.4 imply that the slice theorem of Bardsley and Richardson [5] may always be
applied. Let us review the formalism. Suppose thatf ∈ Hom(kr ,V∨) is a polystable
point. Then, its stabilizerG f is a reduced, reductive, and saturated closed subgroup of
G, by Facts 2.2.4. The tangent spaceT f (G · f ) to the orbit of f at f is aG f -submodule
of Hom(kr ,V∨). By 2.2.4, iii), we may find aG f -submoduleN of Hom(kr ,V∨), such
that

Hom(kr ,V∨) = T f (G · f ) ⊕ N

asG f -module. Then, Proposition 7.4 of [5] asserts that there is afunctionh ∈ k[N]Gf ,
such thatS := Nh is anétale slice atf , i.e., we have the cartesian diagram

G ×Gf S
ψ

//

��

Hom(kr ,V∨)

��

S//G f
ψ//G

// Hom(kr ,V∨)//G

in whichψ andψ//G are étale morphisms.
Next, we discuss the stratification given in [9],§2. To this end, letT be the set of

conjugacy classes of stabilizers of closed points in Hom(kr ,V∨). We say that a point
f ∈ Hom(kr ,V∨) is of typeτ ∈ T , if the stabilizerG f ′ of a point f ′ ∈ G · f with closed
orbit belongs toτ. If ϕ ∈ Hom(kr ,V∨)//G, then thetype ofϕ is the type of a pointf
with closed orbit that maps toϕ under the quotient morphism. Forτ ∈ T , we set

Hom(kr ,V∨)τ :=
{

f ∈ Hom(kr ,V∨) | f is of typeτ
}

and (
Hom(kr ,V∨)//G

)
τ

:=
{
ϕ ∈ Hom(kr ,V∨)//G | ϕ is of typeτ

}
.
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Similarly, we defineSτ and (S//G f )τ, if S is an étale slice as above. Finally, for
ν, τ ∈ T , we write ν � τ, if there are pointsf and l in Hom(kr ,V∨) of type ν and
τ, respectively, such thatG f ⊇ Gl . By [9], Proposition 2.4 and 2.5, we have the follow-
ing result.

Proposition 2.2.5. For anyτ ∈ T , the set(Hom(kr ,V∨)//G)τ is an irreducible locally
closed subset ofHom(kr ,V∨)//G with

(
Hom(kr ,V∨)//G

)
τ
=

⋃

ν�τ

(
Hom(kr ,V∨)//G

)
ν
.

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

Proposition 2.2.6. Let f ∈ Hom(kr ,V∨) be a point with closed orbit of typeτ ∈ T .
i) The morphismψ//G induces an étale morphism

(S//G f )τ −→ (X//G)τ.

ii) The natural map
η: SGf −→ (S//G f )τ

is an isomorphism.

Proof. Part i) is Proposition 2.6, i), of [9]. Moreover, that proposition also shows that
η is a bijection. Now,NGf is aG f -submodule ofN. Since Hom(kr ,V∨) and henceN is
a semisimpleG-module, Proposition 2.2.2 proves that the natural map

NGf = NGf //G f −→ N//G f

is a closed embedding. Finally, by construction of the étale slice, we have the cartesian
diagram

S = Nh
// //

��

N

��

S//G f = (N//G f )h // // N//G f

in which the horizontal maps are open embeddings. Using thisdiagram, one easily
infers our claim. �

2.2.4 Finding the destabilizing one parameter subgroup

Let Y be any (irreducible) quasi-projective variety, andE a vector bundle of rankr on
Y. We define as usual

m: H :=H om(E,V∨ ⊗OY) −→ Y

and let
m: H :=H //G −→ Y

be its good whence categorical quotient. Setπ: H −→H to be the quotient map.



Principal Bundles in Arbitrary Characteristic 21

Theorem 2.2.7. Let
σ: Y −→H om(E,V∨ ⊗ OY)//G

be a section. Then, there are a finite separable extension K ofthe function field k(Y) of
Y and a K-valued point̃η ∈H , such that

π(̃η) = σ(η), η being the generic point of Y.

Proof. By shrinkingY, we may assume that the vector bundleE is trivial, so that we
define

σ′: Y
σ
−→H � (Hom(kr ,V∨)//G) × Y −→ Hom(kr ,V∨)//G.

Let τ ∈ T be minimal with respect to “�”, such that

σ′(η) ∈ (Hom(kr ,V∨)//G)τ.

Then, we may choose a pointf ∈ Hom(kr ,V∨) with closed orbit, such thatπ( f ) ∈
σ′(Y) ∩ Hom(kr ,V∨)τ. Let S be an étale slice atf . Then, by Proposition 2.2.6, i), we
have the étale map

et: (S//G f )τ −→ (Hom(kr ,V∨)//G)τ, τ the type off .

By construction,σ′(Y) meets et((S//G f )τ), so that, in particular,σ′(η) lies in the image
of et. Hence, we find a finite separable extensionK of k(Y) and aK-valued point of
(S//G f )τ that maps toσ′(η) under et. We now conclude with Proposition 2.2.6, ii).�

Corollary 2.2.8. In the above situation, look at the embedding

ιs: Hom
(
k(Y)r ,V∨ ⊗k k(Y)

)
//
(
G ×Spec(k) Spec(k(Y))

)
→֒Ws ⊗k k(Y).

If σ(η) is not an element ofIsom(k(Y)r ,V∨⊗k k(Y))//(G×Spec(k) Spec(k(Y)), then there is
a one parameter subgroup which defined over k(Y) and which destabilizes(ιs ◦ σ)(η).

Proof. The pointπ(̃η) gives a homomorphism

h: Kr −→ V∨ ⊗k K

whose kernelB is non-trivial. There is a one parameter subgroupλ̃:Gm(K) −→ SLr (K)
with weighted flag (0( B ( Kr , (1)). It satisfiesµ(̃λ, h) < dim(B) − r < 0. One easily
sees that also

µκs

(̃
λ, (ιs ◦ σ)(η)

)
< 0.

The result therefore follows from Theorem 2.2.1. �

2.2.5 An improvement for adjoint groups

Here, we assume thatG is an adjoint simple group of exceptional type. Letp be such
that the adjoint representation ofG is of low height. This implies thatp is also a good
prime forG (i.e., p , 2, 3 for typeE6, E7, F4, andG2, andp , 2, 3, 5 for typeE8).

By our previous discussion, it suffices to show that the action ofG on Hom(kr , g∨)
is separable,g the Lie algebra ofG. We recall
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Theorem 2.2.9. Under the assumption that the characteristic of k is a good prime for
G, the Killing form ong is non-degenerate.

Proof. This follows from the computation of the determinant of the Killing form in
[51]. �

Thus, we may split theG-module End(g) asm ⊕ g and derive the Ad-equivariant
map

ψ: G
Ad
−→ GL(g) ⊂ End(g) −→ g

with (dψ)e = idg. Note that ad is a left inverse to the last map.
Now, let Y ∈ g be an element. Then, the Lie algebra of the (scheme theoretic)

stabilizerGY of Y under the adjoint representation is

gY :=
{
X ∈ g | [X,Y] = 0

}
.

On the other hand, we have the commutative diagram

G
Ad

//

ψ

��

GL(g)

��

g
ad

// End(g).

(9)

We know
ad

(
Ad(g)(Y)

)
= Ad(g) · ad(Y) · Ad(g)−1, g ∈ G, Y ∈ g.

Thus,g ∈ GY if and only if
[Ad(g), ad(Y)] = 0.

By diagram (9), this is equivalent to

[ψ(g),Y] = 0.

Therefore, under the étale morphismψ: G −→ g, the stabilizerGY is the preimage of
the Lie algebragY. In particular,GY is a reduced group scheme. The same argument
shows that the action ofG ongr is separable. By Theorem 2.2.9, we see

Corollary 2.2.10. If the characteristic of the field k is a good prime for G, then the
action of G onHom(kr , g∨) � Hom(kr , g) is separable.

Remark2.2.11. i) Under the hypothesis that the characteristic is good, theisogeny
G −→ Ad(G) is separable for all simple exceptional groups (see [30], Chapter VI,
Remark 1.7). Thus, over curves we may use this result to deal with arbitrary simple
groups.

ii) For simple groups of typeA, B, C, andD andk of very good characteristic (i.e.,
, 2 for B, C, andD, andn . −1modp for An), there also exist invariant scalar products
on End(g) which induce non-degenerate forms ong. These come from the trace form
for the standard representation of the respective classical group. Since an adjoint group
is the product of its simple factors, we get the result for alladjoint groups.
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2.3 SomeG-linearized sheaves

Assume that̺ : G −→ GL(V) is any representation. LetB be a scheme andA a
coherentOB-module. EquipB with the trivial G-action. We obtain theG-linearized
sheafA ⊗ V. It follows easily from the universal property of the symmetric algebra
([19], Section (9.4.1)) thatS ym⋆(A ⊗ V) inherits aG-linearization. Note that the
algebraS ym⋆(A ⊗ V) is naturally graded and that theG-linearization preserves this
grading. LetS ym⋆(A ⊗V)G be the sub-algebra ofG-invariant elements inS ym⋆(A ⊗
V). TheG-linearization provides aπ-invariant action ofG on

H om
(
A ,V∨ ⊗OB

)
:= S pec

(
S ym⋆(A ⊗ V)

)
,

π: S ym⋆(A ⊗V) −→ B being the natural projection. Then, the categorical quotient of
the schemeS pec(S ym⋆(A ⊗ V)) by theG-action is given through

S pec
(
S ym⋆(A ⊗ V)

)
//G = S pec

(
S ym⋆(A ⊗ V)G

) π
−→ B.

In characteristic zero, the construction commutes with base change. In positive char-
acteristic, we have to be more careful. Letf : A −→ B be a morphism of schemes. The
natural isomorphism

f ⋆
(
S ym⋆(A ⊗ V)

)
−→ S ym⋆

(
f ⋆(A ) ⊗ V

)

of G-linearized sheaves gives rise to the homomorphism

bc(f ): f ⋆
(
S ym⋆(A ⊗ V)G

)
−→ S ym⋆

(
f ⋆(A ) ⊗ V

)G
.

Lemma 2.3.1. If A is locally free, thenbc(f ) is an isomorphism.

Proof. If A is locally free of rankr, thenS ym⋆(A ⊗ V)G is the algebra that is asso-
ciated toA and the GLr (k)-module Sym⋆(kr ⊗ V)G, and the assertion is clear. �

We also note the following property.

Lemma 2.3.2. Letψ: A ′ −→ A be a surjective map ofOB-modules. Assume thatA ′

andA are locally free. Then, the induced homomorphism

S ym⋆(A ′ ⊗ V)G −→ S ym⋆(A ⊗ V)G

of OB-algebras is surjective as well.

Proof. This follows like Lemma 2.3.1, taking into account Proposition 2.2.2. �

2.4 Polynomial representations

A representationκ: GLr (k) −→ GL(U) is called apolynomial representation, if it ex-
tends to a (multiplicative) mapκ: Mr (k) −→ End(U). We say thatκ is homogeneous of
degree u∈ Z, if

κ(z ·Er ) = zu · idU , ∀z ∈ Gm(k).
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Let P(r, u) be the abelian category of homogeneous polynomial representations of
GLr (k) of degreeu. It comes with the duality functor

⋆: P(r, u) −→ P(r, u)

κ 7−→ (κ ◦ id∨GLr (k))
∨.

Here,.∨ stands for the corresponding dual representation. An example for a represen-
tation in P(r, u) is theuth divided power(Symu(idGLr (k)))⋆, i.e., the representation of
GLr (k) on

Du(W) :=
(
Symu(W∨)

)∨
, W := kr .

More generally, we look, foru, v > 0, at the GLr (k)-module

Du,v(W) :=
⊕

(u1,...,uv):
ui≥0,

∑v
i=1 ui=u

(
Du1(W) ⊗ · · · ⊗ Duv(W)

)
. (10)

Lemma 2.4.1. Let κ: GLr (k) −→ GL(U) be a homogeneous polynomial representation
of degree u. Then, there exists an integer v> 0, such that U is a quotient of the
GL(U)-moduleDu,v(W).

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

2.5 Extension of the structure group

We will need Theorem 8.4 of [33]:

Theorem 2.5.1. Let G be a connected reductive group and̺: G −→ GL(V) a repre-
sentation which maps the radical of G to the center ofGL(V). Then, there are the
following cases:

i) Assume eitherChar(k) = 0 or µmax(ΩX) ≤ 0. If (U,P) is a Ramanathan
semistable rational principal G-bundle on X and(U, E ) is the rational vector bundle
with fiber V associated to(U,P), then(U, E ) is (strongly) slope semistable.

ii) If Char(k) = p > 0 andµmax(ΩX) > 0, there is a constant C(̺), depending only
on̺, such that for any Ramanathan semistable rational principal G-bundle(U,P) on
X with associated rational vector bundle(U, E ), one finds

0 ≤ µmax(E ) − µmin(E ) ≤ Lmax(E ) − Lmin(E ) ≤ C(̺) ·
[Lmax(ΩX)]+

p
.

Corollary 2.5.2. Let G be a connected reductive group and̺: G −→ GL(V) a repre-
sentation which maps the radical of G to the center ofGL(V). There is a constant D(̺)
which depends only on̺, such that

µ(E ) − D(̺) ≤ µmin(E )

for any semistable rational principal G-bundle(U,P) on X with associated rational
vector bundle(U, E ).

Proof. One has

µ(E ) ≤ µmax(E ) =
(
µmax(E ) − µmin(E )

)
+ µmin(E ).

The assertion follows directly from this and the previous theorem. �
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2.6 An extension property

Proposition 2.6.1. Let S be a scheme andFS a vector bundle on S×X. Let Z⊂ S×X
be a closed subset, such thatcodimX(Z ∩ ({s} × X)) ≥ 2 for every point s∈ S . Denote
by ι: U := (S × X) \ Z ⊆ S × X the inclusion. Then, the natural map

FS −→ ι⋆(FS|U)

is an isomorphism.

Proof (after Maruyama[36], page 112).Since this is a local question, we may clearly
assumeFS = OS×X. Note thatZ is “stable under specialization” in the sense of
[20], (5.9.1), page 109. By [20], Theorem (5.10.5), page 115, one has to show that
inf x∈Z depth(OS×X,x) ≥ 2. SinceX is smooth, the morphismπS: S×X −→ X is smooth.
Thus, by [21], Proposition (17.5.8), page 70,

dim(OS×X,x) − depth(OS×X,x) = dim(OS,s) − depth(OS,s)

for every pointx ∈ S × X ands := πS(x). This implies

depth(OS×X,x) ≥ dim(OS×X,x) − dim(OS,s) = dim(Oπ−1
S (s),x). (11)

Since for any pointx ∈ π−1
S (s), one has dim(Oπ−1

S (s),x) = codimπ−1
S (s)({x}), we de-

rive the desired estimate depth(OS×X,x) ≥ 2 for every pointx ∈ Z from the fact that
codimπ−1

S (s)(Z ∩ π
−1
S (s)) ≥ 2 and (11). �

Corollary 2.6.2. Suppose S is a scheme,ES is a coherentOS×X-module, andFS is a
locally free sheaf on S× X. Let U ⊆ S × X be an open subset whose complement Z
satisfiescodimX(Z∩ ({s}×X)) ≥ 2 for every point s∈ S . Then, for any homomorphism
ϕ̃S: ES|U −→ FS|U , there is a unique extension

ϕS: ES −→ FS

to S× X. In particular, for a base change morphism f: T −→ S , we have

ϕT = ( f × idX)⋆(ϕS).

Here,ϕT is the extension of( f × idX)|( f×idX)−1(U)
⋆(ϕ̃S).

Proof. An extension is given by

ϕS: ES −→ ι⋆(ES|U)
ι⋆(ϕ̃S)
−→ ι⋆(FS)

Proposition2.6.1
= FS.

SinceES can be written as the quotient of a locally free sheaf, the uniqueness also
follows from Proposition 2.6.1. The final statement is clearly a consequence of the
uniqueness property. �
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3 Fundamental results on semistable singular principal
bundles

After reviewing several elementary properties, we show that a singular principalG-
bundle (A , τ) is slope semistable in the sense which has been defined in theintroduc-
tion if and only if the associated rational principalG-bundle (U,P(A , τ)) 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 pseudoG-bundles in positive
characteristic is exactly the same as in characteristic zero. Therefore, we may refer the
reader to [46], Section 3.1, for more details (be aware that in this reference the term
“singular principalG-bundle” is used for our “pseudoG-bundle”). We fix a faithful
representation̺: G −→ GL(V). Then, apseudo G-bundle(A , τ) consists of a torsion
free coherentOX-moduleA of rank dimk(V) with trivial determinant and a homomor-
phismτ: S ym⋆(A ⊗V)G −→ OX which is non-trivial in the sense that it is not just the
projection onto the degree zero component. LetU ⊆ X be the maximal open subset
whereA is locally free. Since̺ (G) ⊆ SL(V), we have the open immersion

I som(A|U ,V∨ ⊗OU )/G ⊂H om(A ,V∨ ⊗OX)//G.

Recall the following alternatives.

Lemma 3.1.1. Let (A , τ) be a pseudo G-bundle and

σ: X −→H om(A ,V∨ ⊗OX)//G

the section defined byτ. Then, either

σ(U) ⊂ I som(A|U ,V
∨ ⊗OU )/G

or
σ(U) ⊂

(
H om(A|U ,V∨ ⊗ OU)//G

)∖(
I som(A|U ,V∨ ⊗OU )/G

)
.

Proof. See [46], Corollary 3.4. �

In the former case, we call (A , τ) asingular principal G-bundle. We may form the
base change diagram

P(A , τ) //

��

H om(A|U ,V∨ ⊗OU)

��

U
σ|U

// H om(A|U ,V∨ ⊗OU )//G.

If (A , τ) is a singular principalG-bundle, thenP(A , τ) is a principalG-bundle overU
in the usual sense, i.e., a rational principalG-bundle onX in the sense of Ramanathan
(see Section 3.2).
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A family of pseudo G-bundles parameterized by the scheme Sis a pair (AS, τS)
which consists of anS-flat family AS of torsion free sheaves onS×X and a homomor-
phismτS: S ym⋆(AS⊗V)G −→ OS×X. We say that the family (A 1

S , τ
1
S) is isomorphicto

the family (A 2
S , τ

2
S), if there is an isomorphismψS: A 1

S −→ A 2
S , such that the induced

isomorphismS ym⋆(A 1
S ⊗ V)G −→ S ym⋆(A 2

S ⊗ V)G carriesτ2
S into τ1

S.
We also need a more general looking concept. Apre-family of pseudo G-bundles

parameterized by the scheme Sis a pair (AS, τ
′
S) which is composed of anS-flat family

AS of torsion free sheaves onS × X and a homomorphismτ′S: S ym⋆(AS|U ⊗ V)G −→

OU . Here,U ⊆ S × X is the maximal open subset whereAS is locally free. The
pre-family (A 1

S , τ
′1
S) is isomorphicto the pre-family (A 2

S , τ
′2
S), if there is an isomor-

phismψS: A 1
S −→ A 2

S , such that the induced isomorphismS ym⋆(A 1
S|U ⊗ V)G −→

S ym⋆(A 2
S|U ⊗ V)G transformsτ′2S into τ′1S.

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

Isomorphy classes of
families of pseudo G-bundles

parameterized by S


−→



Isomorphy classes of
pre-families of pseudo G-bundles
parameterized by S


(AS, τS) 7−→ (AS, τS|U)

is a bijection.

Proof. If (AS, τ
′
S) is a pre-family, denote byU the maximal open subset whereAS is

locally free and byι: U −→ S × X the inclusion. Set

τS: S ym⋆(AS ⊗ V)G −→ ι⋆
(
S ym⋆(AS|U ⊗ V)G

) ι⋆(τ′S)
−→ ι⋆(OU)

2.6.1
= OS×X.

Then, (AS, τS) is a real family of pseudoG-bundles which maps to (AS, τ
′
S) under the

above map.
It remains to verify injectivity. LetAS be a flat family of torsion free coherentOX-

modules onS×X. Over every affine open subsetW ⊂ S×X, the algebraS ym⋆(AS|W⊗

V)G is finitely generated. SinceS × X is according to our assumption quasi-compact,
we may find ans > 0, such thatS ym⋆(AS ⊗ V)G is generated by the coherentOS×X-
module

Ws(A ) :=
s⊕

i=1

S ymi(AS ⊗ V)G.

SinceτS is determined byτ′S := τS|Ws(A ), it remains to show thatτ′S is determined by
its restriction toU. But this is an immediate consequence of Corollary 2.6.2. �

By Lemma 2.3.1, we have a pullback operation on pre-familiesof pseudoG-
bundles with respect to base change morphismsT −→ S. Using the above arguments,
we also obtain a pullback operation for families of pseudoG-bundles.

3.2 Semistable rational principalG-bundles

We now review the formalism introduced by Ramanathan and compare it with our
setup. Arational principal G-bundle on Xis a pair (U,P) which consists of a big
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open subsetU ⊆ X and a principalG-bundleP on U. Such a rational principalG-
bundle is said to be(semi)stable, if for every open subsetU′ ⊆ U which is big inX,
every parabolic subgroupP of G, every reductionβ: U′ −→ P|U′/P of the structure
group ofP to P overU′, and every antidominant character (see below)χ on P, we
have

deg
(
L (β, χ)

)
(≥)0.

Note that the antidominant characterχ and the principalP-bundleP|U′ −→ P|U′/P
define a line bundle onP|U′/P. Its pullback toU′ via β is the line bundleL (β, χ).
SinceU′ is big in X, it makes sense to speak about the degree ofL (β, χ).

We fix a pair (B,T) which consists of a Borel subgroupB ⊂ G and a maximal torus
T ⊂ B. If P and P′ are conjugate inG, a reductionβ of a principalG-bundle toP
may equally be interpreted as a reduction toP′. Thus, it suffices to consider parabolic
subgroups of the typePG(λ), λ:Gm(k) −→ T a one parameter subgroup, which contain
B. Here, we use the convention (compare Remark 2.1.1)

PG(λ) := QG(−λ) =
{
g ∈ G | lim

z→0
λ(z) · g · λ(z)−1 exists inG

}
.

Let X⋆(T) andX⋆(T) be the freeZ-modules of one parameter subgroups and characters
of T, respectively. We have the canonical pairing〈., .〉: X⋆(T) × X⋆(T) −→ Z. Set
X⋆,K(T) := X⋆(T)⊗ZK andX⋆

K
(T) := X⋆(T)⊗ZK, and let〈., .〉K: X⋆,K(T)×X⋆

K
(T) −→

K be theK-bilinear extension of〈., .〉, K = Q,R. Finally, suppose (., .)⋆: X⋆
R

(T) ×
X⋆
R

(T) −→ R is a scalar product which is invariant under the Weyl groupW(T) =
N (T)/T. This also yields the product (., .)⋆: X⋆,R(T) × X⋆,R(T) −→ R. We assume
that (., .)⋆ is defined overQ.

The datum (B,T) defines the set of positive rootsR and the setR∨ of coroots (see
[57]). LetC ⊂ X⋆,R(T) be the cone spanned by the elements ofR∨ andD ⊂ X⋆

R
(T) the

dual cone ofC with respect to〈., .〉R. Equivalently, the coneD may be characterized
as being the dual cone of the cone spanned by the elements inR with respect to (., .)⋆.
Indeed, one has〈 · , α∨〉R = 2( · , α)⋆/(α, α)⋆, α ∈ R. Now, a characterχ ∈ X⋆(T)
is calleddominant, if it lies in D , andantidominant, if −χ lies in D . A characterχ
of a parabolic subgroup containingB is called(anti)dominant, if its restriction toT is
(anti)dominant.

In the definition of semistability, we may clearly assume that (χ, α)⋆ > 0 for ev-
ery α ∈ R with 〈λ, α〉 > 0, if P = PG(λ). Otherwise, we may chooseλ′, such that
(χ, α)⋆ > 0 if and only if 〈λ′, α〉 > 0. Then,PG(λ′) is a parabolic subgroup which
containsPG(λ), χ is induced by a characterχ′ on PG(λ′), the reductionβ defines the
reductionβ′: P|U′/PG(λ) −→P|U′/PG(λ′), and Ł(β, χ) = Ł(β′, χ′). Every one param-
eter subgroupλ of T defines a characterχλ of T, such that〈λ, χ〉 = (χλ, χ)⋆ for all
χ ∈ X⋆(T). Finally, observe that the coneC ′ of one parameter subgroupsλ of T, such
thatB ⊆ PG(λ), is dual to the cone spanned by the roots. Thus,

∀λ ∈ X⋆(T) : B ⊆ PG(λ) ⇐⇒ χλ ∈ D .

If one of those conditions is verified, then (PG(λ), χλ) consists of a parabolic subgroup
containingB and a dominant character on it. Similarly, ifQG(λ) containsB, thenχλ is
an antidominant character onQG(λ). Our discussion shows:
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Lemma 3.2.1. A rational principal G-bundle(U,P) is (semi)stable if and only if for
every open subset U′ ⊆ U which is big in X, every non-trivial one parameter subgroup
λ ∈ C ′, and every reductionβ: U′ −→ P|U′/QG(λ) of the structure group ofP to
QG(λ) over U′, we have

deg
(
L (β, χλ)

)
(≥)0.

For any one parameter subgroupλ of G, we may find a pair (B′,T′) consisting of a
Borel subgroupB′ of G and a maximal torusT′ ⊂ B′, such thatλ ∈ X⋆(T′) andB′ ⊆
QG(λ). Then, there exists an elementg ∈ G, such that (g · B · g−1, g · T · g−1) = (B′,T′),
and we obtain

(., .)⋆′: X⋆
R

(T′) × X⋆
R

(T′) −→ R

(χ, χ′) 7−→
(
χ(g−1 · . · g), χ′(g−1 · . · g)

)⋆
.

Since (., .)⋆ is invariant underW(T), the product (., .)⋆′ does not depend ong. In
particular, we obtain a characterχλ on QG(λ). This character does not depend on
(B′,T′) (see [48], (2.31)). We conclude

Lemma 3.2.2. A rational principal G-bundle(U,P) is (semi)stable if and only if for
every open subset U′ ⊆ U which is big in X, every non-trvial one parameter subgroup
λ:Gm(k) −→ G, and every reductionβ: U′ −→ P|U′/QG(λ) of the structure group of
P to QG(λ) over U′, we have

deg
(
L (β, χλ)

)
(≥)0.

Suppose that̺ : G −→ GL(V) is a faithful representation. We may assume that
T maps to the maximal torus̃T ⊂ GL(V), consisting of the diagonal matrices. The
character groupX⋆(T̃) is freely generated by the charactersei : diag(λ1, . . . , λn) 7−→ λi ,
i = 1, . . . , n. We define

(., .)⋆
T̃
: X⋆

R
(T̃) × X⋆

R
(T̃) −→ R

( n∑

i=1

xi · ei ,

n∑

i=1

yi · ei

)
7−→

n∑

i=1

xi · yi .

The scalar product (., .)⋆
T̃

is clearly defined overQ and invariant under the Weyl group

W(T̃). The product (., .)⋆
T̃

therefore restricts to a scalar product (., .)⋆ on X⋆
R

(T) with
the properties we have asked for. We find a nice formula for deg(L (β, χλ)). Indeed, if
(U,P) is a rational principalG-bundle, and ifE is the vector bundle onU associated
to P by means of̺ , then we have, for every one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→ G,
the embedding

ι: P/QG(λ) →֒ I som(V ⊗ OX, E )/QGL(V)(λ).

As usual, we obtain a weighted filtration (V•(λ), α•(λ)) of V, and, for every reduction
β: U′ −→P|U′/QG(λ) over a big open subsetU′ ⊆ U, the reductionι ◦ β corresponds
to a filtration

E•(β) : 0 ( E1 ( · · · ( Et ( E|U′
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by subbundles with rk(Ei) = dimk(Vi), i = 1, . . . , t. With the weighted filtration (E•(β),
α•(λ)) of E|U′ , we find

deg
(
L (β, χλ)

)
= L

(
E•(β), α•(λ)

)
=

t∑

i=1

αi ·
(
rk(Ei) · deg(E ) − rk(E ) · deg(Ei)

)
.

To see this, observe that the characterχλ is, by construction, the restriction of a char-
acterχ of T̃, so thatL (β, χλ) = L (ι ◦ β, χ). The degree of the latter line bundle is
computed in Example 2.15 of [49] and gives the result stated above. Thus, we conclude

Lemma 3.2.3. A rational principal G-bundle(U,P) is (semi)stable if and only if, for
every open subset U′ ⊆ U which is big in X, every non-trivial one parameter subgroup
λ:Gm(k) −→ G, and every reductionβ: U′ −→ P|U′/QG(λ) of the structure group of
P to QG(λ) over U′, we have

L
(
E•(β), α•(λ)

)
(≥)0.

Remark3.2.4. If (U,P) is given as a singular principalG-bundle (A , τ), then, in the
notation of the introduction, we have

A|U = E
∨, Ai|U = ker(E ∨ −→ E

∨
t+1−i) and αi;β = αt+1−i , i = 1, . . . , t.

Then, one readily verifies

L(A , τ; β) = L
(
E•(β), α•(λ)

)
.

This proves that the definition of slope semistability (1) given in the introduction is
the original definition of Ramanathan. We have arrived at ournotion of semistability,
by replacing degrees by Hilbert polynomials. Thus, our semistability concept is a
“Gieseker version” of Ramanathan semistability.

4 Dispo sheaves

In the papers [46] and [48], the theory of decorated sheaves was used to construct pro-
jective moduli spaces for singular principalG-bundles in characteristic zero. Due to the
more difficult representation theory of general linear groups in positive characteristic,
this approach is not available in (low) positive characteristic. Nevertheless, one may
still associate to any singular principal bundle a more specific object than a decorated
sheaf, namely a so-called “dispo sheaf”. The moduli theory of these dispo sheaves
may be developed along the lines of the theory of decorated sheaves in [47] and [16],
making several non-trivial modifications.

4.1 The basic definitions

For this section, we fix the representation̺: G −→ SL(V) ⊆ GL(V) and a positive
integersas in Section 2.1.2.
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Suppose thatA is a coherentOX-module of rankr := dimk(V). Then, thesheaf of
invariants in the symmetric powers ofA is defined as

Vs(A ) :=
⊕

(d1,...,ds):
di≥0,

∑
idi=s!

(
S ymd1

(
(A ⊗k V)G

)
⊗ · · · ⊗S ymds

(
S yms(A ⊗k V)G

))
.

A dispo4 sheaf(of type(̺, s)) is a pair (A , ϕ) which consists of a torsion free sheafA

of rankr with det(A ) � OX on X and a non-trivial homomorphism

ϕ:Vs(A ) −→ OX.

Two dispo sheaves (A1, ϕ1) and (A2, ϕ2) are said to beisomorphic, if there exists an iso-
morphismψ: A1 −→ A2, such that, with the induced isomorphismVs(ψ):Vs(A1) −→
Vs(A2), one obtains

ϕ1 = ϕ2 ◦Vs(ψ).

A weighted filtration(A•, α•) of the torsion free sheafA consists of a filtration

0 ( A1 ( · · · ( At ( At+1 = A

of A by saturated subsheaves and a tupleα• = (α1, . . . , αt) of positive rational num-
bers. Given such a weighted filtration (A•, α•), we introduce the quantities

M(A•, α•) :=
t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
rk(A j) · P(A ) − rk(A ) · P(A j)

)
,

L(A•, α•) :=
t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
rk(A j) · deg(A ) − rk(A ) · deg(A j)

)
.

Next, let (A , ϕ) be a dispo sheaf and (A•, α•) a weighted filtration ofA . Fix a flag

W•: 0 (W1 ( · · · (Wt (W := kr with dimk(Wi) = rk(Ai), i = 1, . . . , t.

We may find a small open subsetU, such that

• ϕ|U is a surjection ontoOU ;

• there is a trivializationψ: A|U −→W⊗OU with ψ(Ai|U) =Wi ⊗OU , i = 1, . . . , t.

In presence of the trivializationψ, the homomorphismϕ|U provides us with the mor-
phism

β: U −→ P
(
Vs(A )

) Vs(ψ)
−→ P(Vs) × U −→ P(Vs).

(Consult Section 2.1 for the notation “Vs”.) Finally, let λ:Gm(k) −→ SL(W) be a one
parameter subgroup with (W•, α•) as its weighted flag. With these choices made, we
set

µ(A•, α•;ϕ) := max
{
µσs

(
λ, β(x)

)
| x ∈ U

}
.

(The linearizationσs has been introduced in Lemma 2.1.5.) As in [47], p. 176, one
checks that the quantityµ(A•, α•;ϕ) depends only on the data (A•, α•) andϕ.

4decorated with invariants in symmetric powers
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Remark4.1.1. i) Let us outline another, intrinsic definition of the numberµ(A•, α•;ϕ).
First, observe thatVs(A ) is a submodule of

Ss(A ) :=
⊕

(d1,...,ds):
di≥0,

∑
idi=s!

(
S ymd1

(
A ⊗k V

)
⊗ · · · ⊗S ymds

(
S yms(A ⊗k V)

))

and thatSs(A ) is a quotient of (A ⊗s!)⊕N. Let (A•, α•) be a weighted filtration ofA .
SetI := {1, . . . , t + 1 }×s! andAt+1 := A . For (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I , define

Ai1 · · · · ·Ais!

as the image of the subsheaf (Ai1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Ais! )
⊕N of (A ⊗s!)⊕N in Ss and

Ai1 ⋆ · · · ⋆Ais! := (Ai1 · · · · ·Ais! ) ∩Vs(A ).

Thestandard weight vectorsare

γ(i)
r :=

(
i − r, . . . , i − r︸           ︷︷           ︸

i×

, i, . . . , i︸ ︷︷ ︸
(r−i)×

)
, i = 1, . . . , r − 1.

Given a weighted filtration (A•, α•) of the torsion free sheafA , we obtain theassoci-
ated weight vector

(
γ1, . . . , γ1︸     ︷︷     ︸

(rk A1)×

, γ2, . . . , γ2︸     ︷︷     ︸
(rk A2−rk A1)×

, . . . , γt+1, . . . , γt+1︸          ︷︷          ︸
(rk A −rk At)×

)
:=

t∑

j=1

α j · γ
(rk A j )
r .

(We recoverα j = (γ j+1 − γ j)/r, j = 1, . . . , t.) For a dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) and a weighted
filtration (A•, α•) of A , we finally find with (8)

µ(A•, α•;ϕ) = −min
{
γi1 + · · · + γis! | (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I : ϕ|Ai1⋆···⋆Ai s!

. 0
}
. (12)

ii) We need a variant of the former definition. Let (A , ϕ) be a dispo sheaf. We look
at the representationκ of GLr (k) onVs(kr ). LetU be the maximal open subset on which
A is locally free. Then,Vs(A )|U = Vs(A|U) is the vector bundle that is associated
to the vector bundleA|U via the representationκ. Sinceκ is clearly a polynomial
representation, we can writeVs(kr ) as a quotient ofDs!,v(kr ) for an appropriate integer
v > 0. We letDs!,v(A|U) be the vector bundle with fiberDs!,v(kr ) that is associated to
A|U . By construction, we have a surjectionDs!,v(A|U) −→ Vs(A|U), so thatϕ|U induces
a homomorphism

ϕ̃:Ds!,v(A|U) −→ OU .

Note thatDs!,v(kr ) is a subrepresentation of (kr⊗s!)⊕N for a suitable integerN > 0.
Hence,Ds!,v(A|U) is a subbundle of (A ⊗s!

|U )⊕N.

Let (A•, α•) be a weighted filtration ofA . As before,I = {1, . . . , t + 1 }×s! and
At+1 = A . This time, we set

Ai1 ⋆ · · · ⋆Ais! := (Ai1|U ⊗ · · · ⊗Ais! |U)⊕N ∩Ds!,v(A|U), (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I .

Then,

µ(A•, α•;ϕ) = −min
{
γi1 + · · · + γis! | (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I : ϕ|Ai1⋆···⋆Ai s!

. 0
}
. (13)
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Fix a positive polynomialδ ∈ Q[x] of degree at most dim(X)− 1. Now, we say that
a dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) is δ-(semi)stable, if the inequality

M(A•, α•) + δ · µ(A•, α•;ϕ)(�)0

holds for every weighted filtration (A•, α•) of A .
Let δ be a non-negative rational number. We call a dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) δ-slope

(semi)stable, if the inequality

L(A•, α•) + δ · µ(A•, α•;ϕ)(≥)0

holds for every weighted filtration (A•, α•) of A . Note that, forδ = δ/(dim(X) − 1)! ·
xdim(X)−1 + · · · (wheren = dimX), we have

(A , ϕ) is δ-semistable =⇒ (A , ϕ) is δ-slope semistable. (14)

4.2 Global boundedness

Theorem 4.2.1. Fix a Hilbert polynomial P, a representation̺, and an integer s as
above. Then, the set of isomorphy classes of torsion free sheavesA on X with Hilbert
polynomial P for which there do exist a positive rational number δ and a δ-slope
semistable dispo sheaf(A , ϕ) of type(̺, s) is bounded.

Proof. This is a slight modification of the proof of the corresponding result in [15]. We
will use the notation in Remark 4.1.1, ii).

Suppose (A , ϕ) is a dispo sheaf which isδ-slope semistable for someδ > 0. As-
sumeA is not slope semistable as a sheaf and consider its slope Harder–Narasimhan
filtration

A• : 0 = A0 ( A1 ( A2 ( · · · ( At ( At+1 = A .

We use the notationA i = Ai/Ai−1, r i := rk(Ai), r i := rk(A i), andµi := µ(A i),
i = 1, . . . , t + 1. Define

C(A•) =
{
γ = (γ1, . . . , γt+1) ∈ Rt+1 | γ1 ≤ γ2 ≤ · · · ≤ γt+1,

t+1∑

i=1

γi · r
i = 0

}
.

We equipRt+1 with the maximum norm‖.‖. For allγ ∈ C(A•) \ {0}, we have

t∑

i=1

γi+1 − γi

r
·
(
r · deg(Ai) − r i · deg(A )

)
< 0,

so that theδ-semistability of (A , ϕ) implies

f (γ) := µ
(
A•, α•(γ);ϕ

)
> 0, α•(γ) :=

(
γ2 − γ1

r
, . . . ,

γt+1 − γt

r

)
.

Consider the set
K := C(A•) ∩

{
γ ∈ Rt+1 | ‖γ‖ = 1

}
.
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ObviouslyK is a compact set andf is piecewise linear whence continuous, so thatf
attains its infimum onK. It is easy to see that there are only finitely many possibilities
for the functionf , so that we may bound this infimum from below by a constantC0 > 0
which depends only on the input data.

As usual, we letU be the maximal open subset whereA is locally free. We
have the induced homomorphism̃ϕ:Ds!,v(A|U) −→ OU . Take a tuple (i1, . . . , is!) with
ϕ̃|Ai1⋆···⋆Ai s!

. 0 which is minimal with respect to the lexicographic ordering of the
index setI . Define

A i1,...,is!

as the quotient ofAi1 ⋆ · · · ⋆Ais! by the subbundle that is generated by theAi′1
⋆ · · ·⋆

Ai′s!
for the index tuples (i′1, . . . , i

′
s!) which are strictly smaller than (i1, . . . , is!) in the

lexicographic ordering. By construction,ϕ̃ factorizes over a non-zero homomorphism

ϕ: A i1,...,is! −→ OU ,

whence
µmin(A i1,...,is! ) ≤ 0.

In order to computeµmin(A i1,...,is! ), we observe thatA i1,...,is! is a subbundle of

(
A

i1
|U ⊗ · · · ⊗A

is!
|U

)⊕N
.

In fact,A i1,...,is! is the vector bundle that is associated to the vector bundle

A
i1
|U ⊕ · · · ⊕A

it
|U

by means of a representation̺i1,...,is! of GLr1(k) × · · · ×GLr t (k) which is a subrepresen-
tation of the representation on

(
kr i1
⊗ · · · ⊗ kr i s!

)⊕N
.

This already shows
µ(A i1,...,is! ) = µ

i1 + · · · + µis! .

Now, we can apply Corollary 2.5.2 to see that

µi1 + · · · + µis! ≤ µ(A i1,...,is! ) + D(̺i1,...,is! ).

There are only finitely many possibilities for the representation̺i1,...,is! , so that we may
replace the constantD(̺i1,...,is! ) in the above inequality by a constantC which depends
only on̺ ands.

Altogether, we have demonstrated

µi1 + . . . + µis! ≤ C. (15)

Take the point

γ :=
(
µ(A ) − µ1, . . . , µ(A ) − µt+1

)
=

(
−µ1, . . . ,−µt+1

)
∈ Rt+1.



Principal Bundles in Arbitrary Characteristic 35

By construction,γ ∈ C(A•) \ {0} and

f (γ) = µ(A•, α•(γ);ϕ) ≤ C.

But f is linear on each ray, so

f (γ) = ‖γ‖ · f
(
γ

‖γ‖

)
≥ C0 · ‖γ‖.

Now, this shows that eitherµ1 = ‖γ‖ ≤ C′ := C/C0 or−µt+1 = ‖γ‖ ≤ C′, i.e.,

either µmax(A ) ≤ µ(A ) +C′ or µmin(A ) ≥ µ(A ) −C′.

The theorem finally follows from the boundedness theorem of Maruyama–Langer [31].
�

Corollary 4.2.2. Fix the background data as in the theorem. There is a polynomial
δ∞, such that for every polynomialδ ≻ δ∞ and every dispo sheaf(A , ϕ) of type(̺, s)
in whichA has Hilbert polynomial P, the following conditions are equivalent:

i) (A , ϕ) is δ-(semi)stable.

ii) For every weighted filtration(A•, α•) of A , one has

µ(A•, α•;ϕ) ≥ 0,

and
M(A•, α•)(�)0,

for every weighted filtration(A•, α•) with µ(A•, α•;ϕ) = 0.

Proof. Let us call a dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) which satisfies i)asymptotically (semi)stable.
Using [15], one can find a polynomialδ0, such that for every dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) of type
(̺, s) in whichA has Hilbert polynomialP, the following holds true:

• If (A , ϕ) is asymptotically (semi)stable, then it isδ-(semi)stable for every poly-
nomialδ ≻ δ0.

• Assumeδ0 ≺ δ1 ≺ δ2. If (A , ϕ) is δ2-(semi)stable, it is alsoδ1-(semi)stable.

Note also: If (A , ϕ) is not asymptotically semistable, then it will not beδ-semistable
for any polynomialδ ≻≻ 0.

What remains to show is that we can findδ∞, such that, for every dispo sheaf (A , ϕ)
of type (̺ , s) in which A has Hilbert polynomialP and for every two polynomials
δ∞ ≺ δ1 ≺ δ2, the implication

(A , ϕ) is δ1-semistable =⇒ (A , ϕ) δ2-semistable

is also correct. In [15], we referred to the instability flag for this. This is only ade-
quate, if the characteristic of the base field is very large. We cannot assume this here.



Principal Bundles in Arbitrary Characteristic 36

Therefore, we will give a different argument which relies only on general properties of
semistability.

As before, we will use the finite setT which depends only on̺ands, such that the
condition of semistability of a dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) has to be tested only for weighted fil-
trations (A•, α•) of A with ((rk A1, . . . , rk At), α•) ∈ T . If δ0 ≺ δ1 ≺ δ2 and (A , ϕ) is
a dispo sheaf of type (̺, s) and Hilbert polynomialP which isδ1-semistable but notδ2-
semistable, there are a weighted filtration (A•, α•) of A with ((rk A1, . . . , rk At), α•) ∈
T and a polynomialδ1 � δ⋆ ≺ δ2, such that

• M(A•, α•) + δ1 · µ(A•, α•;ϕ) � 0, M(A•, α•) + δ2 · µ(A•, α•;ϕ) ≺ 0, and
M(A•, α•) + δ⋆ · µ(A•, α•;ϕ) = 0. (Note that this impliesM(A•, α•) ≻ 0 and
µ(A•, α•;ϕ) ≤ 0.)

• (A , ϕ) is δ⋆-semistable.

There is the admissible deformation df(A• ,α•)(A , ϕ) = (Agr, ϕgr). It is performed with
respect to the stability parameterδ⋆, and (Agr, ϕgr) is still δ⋆-semistable. We have

Agr =

t+1⊕

i=1

A
i with A

i = Ai/Ai−1, i = 1, . . . , t + 1.

If we defineAgr,• via Agr,i :=
⊕i

j=1 A i , i = 1, . . . , t, it is clear thatM(Agr,•, α•) =
M(A•, α•) andµ(Agr,•, α•;ϕgr) = µ(A•, α•;ϕ). Since (Agr, ϕgr) is δ⋆-semistable,Agr

belongs to a bounded family of torsion free sheaves with Hilbert polynomialP, by
Theorem 4.2.1. Moreover,T is finite, so that there are only finitely many possibili-
ties for the polynomialM(A•, α•). There are evidently only finitely many choices for
µ(A•, α•;ϕgr). The equation

M(A•, α•) + δ⋆ · µ(A•, α•;ϕgr) = 0

leaves therefore only finitely many options forδ⋆. If we chooseδ∞ larger than the
maximal possible value forδ⋆, the assertion of the corollary will hold. �

4.3 S-equivalence

An important issue is the correct definition of S-equivalence of properly semistable
dispo sheaves. For this, suppose we are given aδ-semistable dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) and a
weighted filtration (A•, α•) of A with

M(A•, α•) + δ · µ(A•, α•;ϕ) ≡ 0.

We want to define theassociated admissible deformationdf(A• ,α•)(A , ϕ) = (Adf, ϕdf).
Of course, we setAdf =

⊕t
i=0 Ai+1/Ai . Let U be the maximal (big!) open subset

whereAdf is locally free. We may choose a one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→
SLr (k) whose weighted flag (W•(λ), α•(λ)) in kr satisfies:

• dimk(Wi) = rk Ai, i = 1, . . . , t, in W•(λ) : 0 (W1 ( · · · (Wt ( kr ;
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• α•(λ) = α•.

Then, the given filtrationA• corresponds to a reduction of the structure group of
I som(O⊕r

U ,A|U) to Q(λ). On the other hand,λ defines a decomposition

Vs = Uγ1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Uγu+1, γ1 < · · · < γu+1.

Now, observe thatQ(λ) fixes the flag

0 ( U1 := Uγ1
( U2 := (Uγ1

⊕ Uγ2
) ( · · · ( Uu := (Uγ1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Uγu) ( Vs. (16)

Thus, we obtain aQ(λ)-module structure on

u⊕

i=0

Ui+1/Ui � Vs. (17)

Next, we writeQ(λ) = Ru(Q(λ)) ⋊ L(λ) whereL(λ) � GL(W1/W0) × · · · ×GL(kr/Wt)
is the centralizer ofλ. Note that (17) is an isomorphism ofL(λ)-modules. The process
of passing fromA to Adf corresponds to first reducing the structure group toQ(λ),
then extending it toL(λ) via Q(λ) −→ Q(λ)/Ru(Q(λ)) � L(λ), and then extending it to
GLr (k) via the inclusionL(λ) ⊂ GLr (k). By (16),Vs(A|U) has a filtration

0 ( U1 ( U2 ( · · · ( Uu ( Vs(A|U),

and, by (17), we have a canonical isomorphism

Vs(A|U) �
u+1⊕

i=1

Ui/Ui−1.

Now, for i0 with γi0 = −µ(A•, α•;ϕ), the restrictionϕi0 of ϕ|U to Ui0 is non-trivial, and
thus we may definẽϕdf as the map induced byϕi0 onUi0/Ui0−1 and as zero on the other
components. Then, we finally obtain

ϕdf :Vs(A ) −→ ι⋆
(
Vs(A|U)

) ι⋆(ϕ̃df )
−→ ι⋆(OU) = OX,

ι: U −→ X being the inclusion. A dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) is said to beδ-polystable, if
it is δ-semistable and isomorphic to every admissible deformation df(A• ,α•)(A , ϕ) =
(Adf, ϕdf) associated to a filtration (A•, α•) of A with

M(A•, α•) + δ · µ(A•, α•;ϕ) ≡ 0.

By the GIT construction of the moduli space which will be given in Section 4.5, one
has the following:

Lemma 4.3.1. Let (A , ϕ) be aδ-semistable dispo sheaf. Then, there is aδ-polystable
admissible deformationgr(A , ϕ) of (A , ϕ). The dispo sheafgr(A , ϕ) is unique up to
isomorphy.
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In general, not every admissible deformation will immediately lead to a polystable
dispo sheaf, but any iteration of admissible deformations (leading to non-isomorphic
dispo sheaves) will do so after finitely many steps. We call two δ-semistable dispo
sheaves (A , ϕ) and (A ′, ϕ′) S-equivalent, if gr(A , ϕ) and gr(A ′, ϕ′) are isomorphic.

Remark4.3.2. Another way of looking at S-equivalence is the following: With the
notation as above, we may choose an open subsetU ⊆ X (no longer big), such thatϕ is
surjective overU and we have an isomorphismψ: A|U � kr ⊗OU with ψ(Ai) =Wi ⊗OU

for i = 1, . . . , t. For such a trivialization, we obtain, fromϕ|U , the morphism

β: U −→ P
(
Vs(A|U)

) Vs(ψ)
� P(Vs) × U −→ P(Vs).

For the morphismβdf : U −→ P(Vs) associated toϕdf|U , we discover the relationship

βdf(x) = lim
z→∞

λ(z) · β(x), x ∈ U. (18)

4.4 The main theorem on dispo sheaves

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

Mδ-(s)s
P (̺, s): Schk −→ Sets

S 7−→



Isomorphy classes of families of
δ-(semi)stable dispo sheavesAS of
type (̺ , s) with Hilbert polynomialP
parameterized by the schemeS



for δ-(semi)stable dispo sheaves (A , ϕ) of type (̺ , s) on X with Hilbert polynomial
P(A ) = P.

Theorem 4.4.1. Given the input data P,̺, s, andδ as above, then the moduli space
Mδ-ss

P (̺, s) for δ-semistable dispo sheaves(A , τ) of type(̺, s) with P(A ) = 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 beused for proving the
main auxiliary result Theorem 4.4.1. Once one has the correct set-up, the details be-
come mere applications of the techniques of the papers [47] or [16] and [32].

4.5.1 Construction of the parameter space

As we have seen in Theorem 4.2.1, there is a constantC, such thatµmax(A ) ≤ C
for everyδ-semistable dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) with P(A ) = P, i.e.,A lives in a bounded
family. Thus, we may choose ann0 ≫ 0 with the following properties: For every sheaf
A with Hilbert polynomialP andµmax(A ) ≤ C and everyn ≥ n0, one has

• H i(A (n)) = {0} for i > 0;
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• A (n) is globally generated.

We also fix ak-vector spaceU of dimensionP(n). LetQ be the quasi-projective scheme
which parameterizes quotientsq: U ⊗ OX(−n) −→ A whereA is a torsion free sheaf
with Hilbert polynomialP andH0(q(n)) an isomorphism. Let

qQ: U ⊗ π⋆X
(
OX(−n)

)
−→ AQ

be the universal quotient. Setting

Vs(U) :=
⊕

(d1,...,ds):
di≥0,

∑
idi=s!

(
Symd1

(
(U ⊗k V)G

)
⊗ · · · ⊗ Symds

(
Syms(U ⊗k V)G

))
,

there is a homomorphism

Vs(U) ⊗ π⋆X
(
OQ×X(−s! · n)

)
−→ Vs(AQ),

which is surjective over the open subset whereAQ is locally free (see Lemma 2.3.2).
For a point [q: U ⊗ OX(−n) −→ A ] ∈ Q, any homomorphismϕ:Vs(A ) −→ OX is
determined by the induced homomorphism

Vs(U) −→ H0
(
OX(s! · n)

)

of vector spaces. Hence, our parameter space should be a subscheme of

D0 := Q × P
(
Hom

(
Vs(U),H0(OX(s! · n))

)∨)

︸                                      ︷︷                                      ︸
=:P

.

Note that, overD0 × X, there is the universal homomorphism

ϕ′′′ : Vs(U) ⊗OD0×X −→ H0
(
OX(s! · n)

)
⊗ π⋆

P

(
OP(1)

)
.

Let ϕ′′ = ev◦ ϕ′′′ be the composition ofϕ′′′ with the evaluation map

ev:H0
(
OX(s! · n)

)
⊗ OD0×X −→ π⋆X

(
OX(s! · n)

)
.

We twistϕ′′ by idπ⋆X(OX(−s!·n)) in order to obtain

ϕ′:Vs(U) ⊗ π⋆X
(
OX(−s! · n)

)
−→ π⋆

P

(
OP(1)

)
.

SetAD0 := π⋆
Q×X(AQ). We have the homomorphismS:Vs(U) ⊗ π⋆X(OX(−s! · n)) −→

Vs(AD0). Therefore, we may define a closed subschemeD of D0 by the condition that
ϕ′ vanishes on ker(S). DeclaringAD := (AD0)|D×X, there is thus the homomorphism

ϕD:Vs(AD) −→ π⋆
P

(
OP(1)

)

with ϕ|D×X = ϕD ◦ S. (To be precise, we first getϕD on the maximal open subset
V ⊂ D × X whereAD is locally free and then extend it toD × X, using Corollary
2.6.2. By the same token,ϕ|D×X = ϕD ◦ S is true, because it holds overV.) The
family (AD, ϕD) is theuniversal family of dispo sheaves parameterized byD. By its
construction, it has the features listed below.



Principal Bundles in Arbitrary Characteristic 40

Proposition 4.5.1 (Local universal property).Let S be a scheme and(AS, ϕS) a family
of δ-semistable dispo sheaves with Hilbert polynomial P parameterized by S . Then,
there exist a covering of S by open subschemes Si , i ∈ I, and morphismsβi : Si −→ D,
i ∈ I, such that the family(AS|Si , ϕS|Si ) is isomorphic to the pullback of the universal
family onD × X byβi × idX for all i ∈ I.

4.5.2 The group action

There is a natural action of GL(U) on the quot schemeQ and onD0. This action leaves
the closed subschemeD invariant, and therefore yields an action

Γ: GL(U) ×D −→ D.

Proposition 4.5.2 (Gluing property).Let S be a scheme andβi : S −→ D, i = 1, 2, two
morphisms, such that the pullback of the universal family via β1 × idX is isomorphic
to its pullback viaβ2 × idX. Then, there is a morphismΞ: S −→ GL(U), such thatβ2

equals the morphism

S
Ξ×β1
−→ GL(U) ×D

Γ
−→ D.

4.5.3 Good quotients of the parameter space

For a pointz ∈ D, we let (Az, ϕz) be the dispo sheaf obtained from the universal family
by restriction to{z} × X. It will be our task to show that the setDδ-(s)s parameterizing
those pointsz ∈ D for which (Az, ϕz) is δ-(semi)stable are open subsets ofD which
possess a good or geometric quotient. This can be most conveniently done by applying
GIT. To this end, we first have to exhibit suitable linearizations of the group action.
We will use here the approach by Gieseker in order to facilitate the computations.
The experienced reader should have no problem in rewriting the proof in Simpson’s
language.

There is a projective subschemeA →֒ Pic(X), such that the morphism det:Q −→
Pic(X), [q: U ⊗OX(−n) −→ A ] 7−→ [det(A )] factorizes overA. We choose a Poincaré
sheafPA on A × X. Then, there is an integern1, such that for every integern ≥ n1

and every line bundle Ł onX with [Ł] ∈ A, the bundle Ł(rn) is globally generated and
satisfieshi(Ł(rn)) = 0 for all i > 0. For such ann, the sheaf

G := πA⋆
(
PA ⊗ π

⋆
X

(
OX(rn)

))

is locally free. We then form the projective bundle

G1 := P

(
H om

( r∧
U ⊗ OA,G

)∨)

over the schemeA. For our purposes, we may always replace the Poincaré sheafPA

by its tensor product with the pullback of the dual of a sufficiently ample line bundle
onA, so that we can achieve thatOG1(1) is ample. The homomorphism

r∧(
qQ ⊗ idπ⋆X(OX(n))

)
:

r∧
U ⊗OQ×X −→ det(AQ) ⊗ π⋆X

(
OX(rn)

)
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defines a GL(U)-equivariant and injective morphism

Q −→ G1.

We declare

G2 := P

(
Hom

(
Vs(U),H0(OX(s! · n))

)∨)
and G := G1 ×G2.

Then, we obtain the injective and SL(U)-equivariant morphism

Gies:D −→ G.

The ample line bundlesOG(ν1, ν2), ν1, ν2 ∈ Z>0, are naturally SL(U)-linearized, and
we chooseν1 andν2 in such a way that

ν1

ν2
=

p− s! · δ(n)
r · δ(n)

. (19)

Theorem 4.5.3. There exists n7 ∈ Z>0, such that for all n≥ n7 the following property is
verified: For a point z∈ D, the Gieseker pointGies(z) ∈ G is (semi)stable with respect
to the above linearization if and only if(Az, ϕz) is a δ-(semi)stable dispo sheaf of type
(̺, s).

In the following, we will prove the theorem in several stages. As the first step, we
establish the following result.

Proposition 4.5.4. There is an n2 > 0, such that the following holds true: The setS of
isomorphy classes of torsion free sheavesA with Hilbert polynomial P for which there
exist an n≥ n2 and a point z= ([q: U ⊗ OX(−n) −→ A ], ϕ) ∈ D, such thatGies(z) is
semistable with respect to the above linearization, is bounded.

Proof. We would like to find a lower bound forµmin(A ) for a sheafA as in the propo-
sition. Then, we may conclude with Theorem 4.2 of [31].

Let Q = A /B be a torsion free quotient sheaf ofA . We have the exact sequence

0 −−−−−→ H0
(
B(n)

)
−−−−−→ H0

(
A (n)

)
−−−−−→ H0

(
Q(n)

)
.

Let λ:Gm(k) −→ SL(U) be a one parameter subgroup with weighted flag

(
U•(λ) : 0 ( U1 := H0

(
q(n)

)−1(
H0(B(n))

)
( U, α•(λ) = (1)

)
.

DefineB′ := q(U1 ⊗OX(−n)). If Gies(z) = ([M], [L]), then

µ(λ, [M]) = P(n) · rk(B′) − h0(B(n)) · r ≤ P(n) · rk(B) − h0(B(n)) · r.

Similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.2.1, one finds

µ(λ, [L]) ≤ s! ·
(
P(n) − h0(B(n))

)
.
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The assumption that Gies(z) is semistable thus gives

0 ≤
ν1

ν2
· µ(λ, [M]) + µ(λ, [L])

≤
P(n) − s! · δ(n)

r · δ(n)
·
(
P(n) · rk(B) − h0(B(n)) · r

)
+ s! ·

(
P(n) − h0(B(n))

)

=
P(n)2 · rk(B)

r · δ(n)
−

P(n) · h0(B(n))
δ(n)

−
s! · P(n) · rk(B)

r
+ s! · P(n).

We multiply this byr · δ(n)/P(n) and find

P(n) rk(B)−rh0(B(n))+δ(n)s!(r−1)≥ P(n) rk(B)−rh0(B(n))+δ(n)s!
(
r−rk(B)

)
≥ 0.

The first exact sequence impliesh0(B(n)) ≥ P(n) − h0(Q(n)). This enables us to
transform the above inequality into

h0(Q(n))
r

≥
P(n)

r
−
δ(n) · s! · (r − 1)

rk(Q) · r
≥

P(n)
r
−
δ(n) · s! · (r − 1)

r
. (20)

For a semistable sheafE with µ(E ) ≥ 0, [32] provides the estimate

h0(E )
rk(E )

≤ deg(X) ·

( µ(E )
deg(X) + f (r) + dim(X)

dim(X)

)
≤

deg(X)
dim(X)!

·

(
µ(E )

deg(X)
+ f (r)+dim(X)

)dim(X)
.

(21)
If µ(E ) < 0, we have of courseh0(E ) = 0. The right-hand sideR(n) of (20) is a positive
polynomial of degree dim(X) with leading coefficient deg(X)/ dim(X)!. We can bound
it from below by a polynomial of the form

deg(X)
dim(X)!

·

( C
deg(X)

+ f (r) + dim(X) + n
)dim(X)

.

Assume thatn2 is so large that the value of this polynomial is positive and smaller than
R(n) for all n ≥ n2. Then, (20), applied to the minimal destabilizing quotientQ of A ,
together with (21) yields

µmin(A ) ≥ C,

and we are done. �

Theorem 4.5.5. There is an n3, such that for every n≥ n3 and every point z∈ D with
(semi)stable Gieseker pointGies(z) ∈ G, the dispo sheaf(Az, ϕz) is δ-(semi)stable.

Proof. As in [49], Proposition 2.14, one may show that there is a finite set

T =

{
(r j
•, α

j
•)

∣∣∣ r j
• = (r j

1, . . . , r
j
t j
) : 0 < r j

1 < · · · < r j
t j
< r;

α
j
• = (α j

1, . . . , α
j
t j
) : α j

i ∈ Q>0, i = 1, . . . , t j , j = 1, . . . , t
}
,

depending only on the GLr (k)-moduleVs, such that the condition ofδ-(semi)stability
of a dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) of type (̺ , s) with P(A ) = Phas to be verified only for weighted
filtrations (A•, α•) with

(
(rk(A1), . . . , rk(At)), α•

)
∈ T .
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We may prescribe a constantC′. Then, there exists a constantC′′, such that for every
dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) of type (̺ , s) with P(A ) = P and [A ] ∈ S and every weighted
filtration (A•, α•), such that ((rk(A1), . . . , rk(At)), α•) ∈ T and

µ(Ai) ≤ C′′, for one indexi ∈ {1, . . . , t }, (22)

one has
L(A•, α•) > C′.

It is easy to determine a constantC′′′ which depends only onVs with

µ(A•, α•;ϕ) ≥ −C′′′

for every weighted filtration (A•, α•) of a sheafA as above with ((rk(A1), . . . , rk(At)),
α•) ∈ T . We chooseC′ ≥ δ · C′′′. Then, for a dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) of type (̺ , s) with
[A ] ∈ S and a weighted filtration (A•, α•), such that ((rk(A1), . . . , rk(At)), α•) ∈ T

and (22) holds, one has

L(A•, α•) + δ · µ(A•, α•;ϕ) > C′ − δ ·C′′′ ≥ 0,

so that also
M(A•, α•) + δ · µ(A•, α•;ϕ) ≻ 0.

Thus, the condition ofδ-(semi)stability has to be verified only for weighted filtrations
(A•, α•) with ((rk(A1), . . . , rk(At)), α•) ∈ T for which (22) fails. But these live in
bounded families. We conclude

Corollary 4.5.6. There is a positive integer n4 ≥ n3, such that any n≥ n4 has the
following property: For every dispo sheaf(A , ϕ) of type(̺, s) for which [A ] belongs
to the bounded familyS, the conditions stated below are equivalent.

1. (A , ϕ) is δ-(semi)stable.

2. For every weighted filtration(A•, α•) with ((rk(A1), . . . , rk(At)), α•) ∈ T , such
thatA j(n) is globally generated and hi(A j(n)) = 0 for all i > 0, j = 1, . . . , t, one
has

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
h0(A (n)) · rk(A j) − h0(A j(n)) · rk(A )

)
+ δ(n) · µ(A•, α•;ϕ)(≥)0.

We assume thatn ≥ n4. Now, letz = ([q: U ⊗ OX(−n) −→ A ], ϕ) ∈ D be a point
with (semi)stable Gieseker point Gies(z). Then, [A ] belongs to the bounded family
S. Therefore, it suffices to check Criterion 2. in Corollary 4.5.6 for establishing the
δ-(semi)stability of (A , ϕ).

Let, more generally, (A•, α•) be a weighted filtration ofA , such that

• A j(n) is globally generated,j = 1, . . . , t;

• hi(A j(n)) = 0, i > 0, j = 1, . . . , t.
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SinceH0(q(n)) is an isomorphism, we define the subspaces

U j := H0
(
q(n)

)−1(
H0(A j(n))

)
( U, j = 1, . . . , t.

Define thestandard weight vectors

γ(i)
p :=

(
i − p, . . . , i − p︸            ︷︷            ︸

i×

, i, . . . , i︸ ︷︷ ︸
(p−i)×

)
, i = 1, . . . , p− 1,

and choose a basisu = (u1, . . . , up) of U, such that

〈 u1, . . . , ul j 〉 = U j , l j = dimk(U j) = h0(A j(n)), j = 1, . . . , t.

These data yield the weight vector

γ = (γ1, . . . , γp) :=
t∑

j=1

α j · γ
(l j )
p

and the one parameter subgroupλ := λ(u, γ):Gm(k) −→ SL(U) with

λ(z) ·
p∑

i=1

ci · ui =

p∑

i=1

zγi · ci · ui , z ∈ Gm(k).

Similarly, we define the one parameter subgroupsλ j := λ(u, γ
(l j )
p ), j = 1, . . . , t. Let

L:Vs(U) −→ H0
(
OX(s! · n)

)

be a linear map that represents the second component of Gies(z). We wish to compute
µ(λ, [L]). First, we note that the choice of the basisu provides an identification

gr(U) :=
t+1⊕

j=1

U j
� U, U j := U j/U j−1, j = 1, . . . , t + 1,

which we will use without further mentioning in the following. DefineI := {1, . . . , t +
1 }×s!. In analogy to the considerations at the very end of Section 2.1.2, we introduce
the subspaces

U⋆
i1,...,is!

⊂ Vs(U), (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I .

As before, we check that all weight spaces with respect to theone parameter subgroup
λ insideVs(U) are direct sums of some of these subspaces. In addition, thesubspaces
U⋆

i1,...,is!
are eigenspaces for the one parameter subgroupsλ1, . . . , λt. More precisely,λ j

acts onU⋆
i1,...,is!

with the weight

s! · l j − ν j(i1, . . . , is!) · p, (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I , j = 1, . . . , t.

In that formula, we have used

ν j(i1, . . . , is!) := #
{
ik ≤ j | k = 1, . . . , s!

}
.
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Thus, we find

µ(λ, [L]) = −min
{ t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
s! · l j −ν j(i1, . . . , is!) · p

) ∣∣∣ U⋆
i1,...,is! * ker(L), (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I

}
.

(23)
Fix an index tuple (i01, . . . , i

0
s!) ∈ I for which the minimum is achieved.

Let

M:
r∧

U −→ H0
(
det(A )(rn)

)

represent the first component of Gies(z). It is well known that

µ(λ, [M]) =

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
h0(A (n)) · rk(A j) − h0(A j(n)) · rk(A )

)

=

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
p · rk(A j) − h0(A j(n)) · r

)
.

Since we assume Gies(z) to be (semi)stable, we have

0 (≤)
ν1

ν2
· µ(λ, [M]) + µ(λ, [L])

=
ν1

ν2

t∑

j=1

α j

(
p rk(A j) − h0(A j(n))r

)
−

t∑

j=1

α j

(
s!l j − ν j(i01, . . . , i

0
s!)p

)

=
p− s!δ(n)

rδ(n)

t∑

j=1

α j

(
p rk(A j) − h0(A j(n))r

)
−

t∑

j=1

α j

(
s!l j − ν j(i

0
1, . . . , i

0
s!)p

)

=

t∑

j=1

α j

( p2 rk(A j)

rδ(n)
−

ps! rk(A j)

r
−

ph0(A j(n))

δ(n)

)
+

t∑

j=1

α jν j(i01, . . . , i
0
s!)p.

For the last equation, we have usedl j = h0(A j(n)). We multiply this inequality by
r · δ(n)/p. This leads to the inequality

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
p · rk(A j)−h0(A j(n)) · r

)
+ δ(n) ·

(
−

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
s! · rk(A j)− ν j(i

0
1, . . . , i

0
s!) · r

))
(≥)0.

To conclude, we have to verify

µ(A•, α•;ϕ) ≥ −
t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
s! · rk(A j) − ν j(i

0
1, . . . , i

0
s!) · r

)
. (24)

If γ is the weight vector with the distinct weightsγ1 < · · · < γt+1 which is associated
to (A•, α•) as in Remark 4.1.1, then one easily checks that

γi01
+ · · · + γi0s!

=

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
s! · rk(A j) − ν j(i01, . . . , i

0
s!) · r

)
.
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In view of (12), it remains to show that

ϕ|A
i01
⋆···⋆A

i0s!
. 0. (25)

To this end, note that, up to a scalar,L is given as

(
ι:Vs(U) −→ H0

(
Vs(A )(s! · n)

)) H0(ϕ⊗idOX(s!·n))
−→ H0

(
OX(s! · n)

)
.

The image ofU⋆

i01,...,i
0
s!

lies in the subspaceH0((Ai01
⋆ · · · ⋆ Ai0s!

)(s! · n)) and that shows

(25). �

We now turn to the converse direction in the proof of Theorem 4.5.3. Again, we
need a preparatory result.

Proposition 4.5.7. There is a positive integer n5, such that anyδ-(semi)stable dispo
sheaf(A , ϕ) of type(̺, s) with P(A ) = P satisfies

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
P(n) · rk(A j) − h0(A j(n)) · r

)
+ δ(n) · µ(A•, α•;ϕ)(≥)0

for every weighted filtration(A•, α•) of A and every n≥ n5.

Proof. By Theorem 4.2.1, we know that there is a bounded familyS′ of torsion free
sheaves with Hilbert polynomialP, such that [A ] ∈ S′ for anyδ-semistable dispo sheaf
(A , ϕ) of type (̺ , s) with P(A ) = P. We choose a constantC, such thatµmax(A ) ≤ C
for every torsion free sheafA on X with [A ] ∈ S′. Given an additional positive
constantC′, we subdivide the class of torsion free sheavesB which might occur as
saturated subsheaves ofOX-modulesA with [A ] ∈ S into two classes:

A. µ(B) ≥ −C′.

B. µ(B) < −C′.

By a lemma of Grothendieck’s ([29], Lemma 1.7.9), the sheaves B falling into class
A live again in bounded families, so that we may always assumethat ourn is large
enough, such that any such sheafB satisfieshi(B(n)) = 0, i > 0.

If E is a torsion free sheaf onX with Harder–Narasimhan filtration 0=: E0 ( E1 (

· · · ( Et ( Et+1 := E , then

h0(E ) ≤
t+1∑

i=1

h0(Ei/Ei−1),

so that (21) gives, withF(r) := max{ f (i) | i = 1, . . . , r } and rk(E ) ≤ r,

h0(E ) ≤
(
rk(E ) − 1

)
·

deg(X)
dim(X)!

·

(
µmax(E )
deg(X)

+ F(r) + dim(X)
)dim(X)

+

+
deg(X)
dim(X)!

·

(
µ(E )

deg(X)
+ F(r) + dim(X)

)dim(X)
.
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For any sheafA with [A ] ∈ S′ and any saturated subsheafB of A which belongs to
the class B, we thus find

h0(B(n)) ≤
(
rk(B) − 1

)
·

deg(X)
dim(X)!

·

( C
deg(X)

+ F(r − 1)+ dim(X) + n
)dim(X)

+
deg(X)
dim(X)!

·

(
−C′

deg(X)
+ F(r − 1)+ dim(X) + n

)dim(X)
(26)

=: R
(
rk(B),C′

)
(n).

We chooseC′ so large that

P· rk(B)−h0(B(n)) · r ≥ P· rk(B)−R
(
rk(B),C′

)
· r = K · xdim(X)−1+ · · · ≻ δ · s! · (r−1).

(27)
For alln≫ 0, (27) remains true when evaluated atn.

Now, let (A•, α•) be any weighted filtration ofA . Write {1, . . . , t } = IA ⊔ IB with
i ∈ IA/B if and only if Ai belongs to the class A/B. Let 1≤ iA/B1 < · · · < iA/BtA/B ≤ t be the

indices inIA/B and define the weighted filtrations (A
A/B
• , α

A/B
• ) with

A
A/B
• : 0 ( A

A/B
1 := AiA/B1

( · · · ( A
A/B

tA/B := AiA/BtA/B
( A ,

αA/B
• = (αA/B

1 , . . . , α
A/B
tA/B ) := (αiA/B1

, . . . , αiA/BtA/B
).

It is easy to see that

µ(A•, α•;ϕ) ≥ µ(A A
• , α

A
• ;ϕ) − s! · (r − 1) ·

tB∑

j=1

αB
j . (28)

Now, we compute

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
P(n) · rk(A j) − h0(A j(n)) · r

)
+ δ(n) · µ(A•, α•;ϕ)

(28)
≥

tA∑

j=1

αA
j ·

(
P(n) · rk(A A

j ) − h0(A A
j (n)) · r

)
+ δ(n) · µ(A A

• , α
A
• ;ϕ) +

+

tB∑

j=1

αB
j ·

(
P(n) · rk(A B

j ) − h0(A B
j (n)) · r

)
− δ(n) · s! · (r − 1) ·

tB∑

j=1

αB
j

n≫0
= M(A A

• , α
A
• )(n) + δ(n) · µ(A A

• , α
A
• ;ϕ) +

+

tB∑

j=1

αB
j ·

((
P(n) · rk(A B

j ) − h0(A B
j (n)) · r

)
− δ(n) · s! · (r − 1)

)

(27)&n≫0
≥ M(A A

• , α
A
• )(n) + δ(n) · µ(A A

• , α
A
• ;ϕ)

n≫0
(≥) 0.

The last estimate results from the condition ofδ-(semi)stability, applied to the weighted
filtration (A A

• , α
A
• ). We still have to justify that, in this last estimate,n can be uni-

formly chosen for all polynomials of the formM(A•, α•) + δ · µ(A•, α•;ϕ) where
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all the members of the filtrationA• belong to the class A. We use again the setT

which has been introduced in the proof of Theorem 4.5.5. Then, any polynomial of
the above form can be written as a positive rational linear combination of polynomials
M(A i

• , α
i
•)+ δ ·µ(A i

• , α
i
•;ϕ) where ((rk(A i

1), . . . , rk(A i
ti ), α

i
•) ∈ T and all the members

of the filtrationA i
• belong to the class A,i = 1, . . . , u. By the boundedness of the set of

isomorphy classes of sheaves in the class A, it now follows that there are only finitely
many polynomials of the formM(A•, α•) + δ · µ(A•, α•;ϕ) where all the members of
A• belong to the class A and ((rk(A1), . . . , rk(At), α•) ∈ T . This proves our last claim
and the proposition. �

Theorem 4.5.8. There exists a positive integer n6, enjoying the following property: If
n ≥ n6 and (A , ϕ) is a δ-(semi)stable dispo sheaf of type(̺, s) with P(A ) = P, then,
for a point z∈ D of the form z= ([q: U ⊗OX(−n) −→ A ], ϕ), the associated Gieseker
pointGies(z) is (semi)stable for the given linearization.

Proof. Let λ:Gm(k) −→ SL(U) be a one parameter subgroup and suppose Gies(z) =
([M], [L]). Then, we have to verify that

ν1

ν2
· µ(λ, [M]) + µ(λ, [L])(≥)0.

The one parameter subgroupλ provides the weighted flag (U•(λ), β•(λ)) with

U•(λ) : 0 =: U0 ( U1 ( · · · ( Uτ ( Uτ+1 := U; β•(λ) = (β1, . . . , βτ).

For eachh ∈ {1, . . . , τ }, we let Ãh be the saturated subsheaf that is generically gen-
erated byq(Uh ⊗ OX(−n)). There may be improper inclusions among thẽAh’s. After
clearing these, we obtain the filtration

A• : 0 =: A0 ( A1 ( · · · ( At ( At+1 := A .

For j = 1, . . . , t, we define

T( j) :=
{
h ∈ {1, . . . , τ } | Ãh = A j

}

and
α j :=

∑

h∈T( j)

βh.

This gives the weighted filtration (A•, α•) of A . By Proposition 4.5.7,

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
P(n) · rk(A j) − h0(A j(n)) · r

)
+ δ(n) · µ(A•, α•;ϕ)(≥)0. (29)

Recall from (12) that

µ(A•, α•;ϕ) = −min
{
γi1 + · · · + γis! | (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I : ϕ|Ai1⋆···⋆Ai s!

. 0
}
. (30)

Let (i01, . . . , i
0
s!) ∈ I = {1, . . . , t+1 }×s! be an index tuple which computes the minimum.

With
ν j(i1, . . . , is!) := #

{
ik ≤ j | k = 1, . . . , s!

}
,
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one calculates

γi01
+ · · · + γi0s!

=

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
s! · rk(A j) − ν j(i

0
1, . . . , i

0
s!) · r

)
.

Thus, (29) transforms into

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
P(n) ·rk(A j)−h0(A j(n)) ·r

)
+δ(n) ·

(
−

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
s! ·rk(A j)−ν j(i

0
1, . . . , i

0
s!) ·r

))
(≥)0.

A computation as in the proof of Theorem 4.5.5, but performedbackwards, shows that
this implies

ν1

ν2
·

( t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
P(n) ·rk(A j)−h0(A j(n)) ·r

))
−

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
s! ·h0(A j(n))−ν j(i

0
1, . . . , i

0
s!) ·p

)
(≥)0.

(31)
First, we see that

µ(λ, [M]) =
τ∑

h=1

βh ·
(
P(n) · rk(Ãh)−dimk(Uh) · r

)
≥

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
P(n) · rk(A j)−h0(A j(n)) · r

)
.

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

h( j) := min
{
h = 1, . . . , τ | Ãh = A j

}
; U j := Uh( j)

h( j) := max
{
h = 1, . . . , τ | Ãh = A j

}
; U j := Uh( j),

as well as
Ũ j := U j/U j−1, j = 1, . . . , t + 1.

For an index tuple (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I , we find the vector space

Ũi1,...,is! :=
(
Ũi1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Ũis!

)⊕N
.

Using a basisu of U which consists of eigenvectors for the one parameter subgroup
λ, we identify these spaces with subspaces of (U⊗s!)⊕N. Then,Ũ•i1,...,is! stands for the

image ofŨi1,...,is! in

⊕

(d1,...,ds):
di≥0,

∑
idi=s!

(
Symd1

(
U ⊗k V

)
⊗ · · · ⊗ Symds

(
Syms(U ⊗k V)

))

andŨ⋆
i1,...,is!

for the intersection of̃U•i1,...,is! with Vs(U). A similar construction, general-
izing the one at the end of Section 2.1, associates to a collection of subspacesY1, . . . ,Ys!

of U the subspaceY1 ⋆ · · · ⋆ Ys! of (U⊗s!)⊕N. Note that

λ = λ(u, γ) with γ =

τ∑

h=1

βh · γ
(dimk(Uh))
p .
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We defineλh := λ(u, γ(dimk(Uh))
p ), h = 1, . . . , τ. The effect of our definition is that the

spaces̃U⋆
i1,...,is!

, (i1, . . . , is!) ∈ I , are weight spaces forλ as well as forλ1, . . . , λτ. We

associate to an indexh ∈ {1, . . . , τ } the indexj(h) ∈ {1, . . . , t } with Ãh = A j(h). Then,
h( j) ≤ h holds if and only if j ≤ j(h), and one verifies thatλ acts onŨ⋆

i01,...,i
0
s!

with the

weight

−

τ∑

h=1

βh ·
(
s! ·dimk(Uh)−ν j(h)(i

0
1, . . . , i

0
s!) ·p

)
≥ −

t∑

j=1

α j ·
(
s! ·h0(A j(n))−ν j(i

0
1, . . . , i

0
s!) ·p

)
.

(33)
In view of the estimates (31), (32), and (33), it is now sufficient to ascertain that the
restriction ofL to Ũ⋆

i01,...,i
0
s!

is non-trivial. If it were trivial, then there would have to be

an index tuple (i′1, . . . , i
′
s!) with i′l ≤ i0l , l = 1, . . . , s!, at least one inequality being strict,

such that
L|U i′1

⋆···⋆U i′s!
. 0. (34)

This is becauseL restricts to a non-zero map onU i01
⋆ · · · ⋆ U i0s!

, asϕ|A
i01
⋆···⋆A

i0s!
is

non-trivial. Now, if (34) holds true, then we must also have

ϕ|Ai′1
⋆···⋆Ai′s!

. 0. (35)

(Compare the arguments at the end of the proof of Theorem 4.5.5.) But, then the tuple
(i01, . . . , i

0
s!) would not give the minimum in (30), a contradiction. �

By Theorem 4.5.3, the subsetsDδ-(s)sof δ-(semi)stable dispo sheaves are the preim-
ages of the sets of GIT-(semi)stable points inG under the Gieseker morphism. There-
fore, they are open subsets.

Proposition 4.5.9. The restricted Gieseker morphism

Gies|Dδ-ss:Dδ-ss−→ Gss

is proper. Since it is also injective, it is finite.

Proof. This is pretty standard, so we can be a bit sketchy. We apply the valuative crite-
rion of properness. LetQ be the closure ofQ in the quot scheme ofU ⊗OX(−n). Then,
the parameter spaceD may also be compactified toD −→ Q. Given a discrete valua-
tion ringR, a morphismη: C := Spec(R) −→ Gsswhich lifts overC⋆ := Spec(Quot(R))
to a morphismη⋆: C⋆ −→ Dδ-ss, we may first extendη⋆ to a morphismη: C −→ D.
This morphism is associated to a family

(
qC: U ⊗ π⋆X(OX(−n)) −→ AC, ϕC:Vs(AC) −→ OC×X

)

onC× X where the restriction ofAC to the special fiber{0} × X may have torsion. (As
usual, one getsϕC first on the open subset whereAC is locally free and then extends
it to X.) Let Z be the support of that torsion. Then, the familyqC may be altered to a
family q̃C: U ⊗ π⋆X(OX(−n)) −→ ÃC whereÃC is now aC-flat family of torsion free
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sheaves,̃qC agrees withqC on (C×X)\Z, butq̃C|{0}×X may fail to be surjective in points
of Z. Let ι: (C × X) \ Z −→ C × X be the inclusion. DefinẽϕC as the composition

Vs(ÃC) −→ ι⋆
(
Vs(ÃC|(C×X)\Z)

)
= ι⋆

(
Vs(AC|(C×X)\Z)

) ι⋆(ϕC|(C×X)\Z )
−→ ι⋆

(
O(C×X)\Z

)
= OC×X.

The family (̃qC, ϕ̃C) also defines a morphism toG which coincides withη. Let (̃q: U ⊗
OX(−n) −→ Ã , ϕ̃) be the restriction of the new family to{0} × X. One checks the
following results:

• H0(q̃(n)) must be injective;

• Since (̃q, ϕ̃) defines a semistable point,̃A belongs to a bounded family (this is
an easy adaptation of the proof of Proposition 4.5.4);

• The techniques of the proof of Theorem 4.5.5 may also be used to show that
(Ã , ϕ̃) must beδ-semistable. In particular, the higher cohomology groups of
Ã (n) vanish, so thatH0(q̃(n)) is indeed an isomorphism.

The family (̃q, ϕ̃) is thus induced by a morphism̃η which lifts η and extendsη⋆. This
finishes the argument. �

SinceGsspossesses a projective quotient, Proposition 4.5.9 and Lemma 2.1.7 show
that the good quotient

Mδ-ss
P (̺) := Dδ-ss//SL(U)

exists as a projective scheme. Likewise, the geometric quotient

Mδ-s
P (̺) := Dδ-s/SL(U)

exists as an open subscheme of Mδ-ss
P (̺). By Propositions 4.5.1 and 4.5.2 and the uni-

versal property of a categorical quotient, the space Mδ-ss
P (̺) is indeed a coarse moduli

space. �

Remark4.5.10 (S-equivalence). Recall that two points inDδ-ssare mapped to the same
point in the quotient if and only if the closures of their orbits intersect inDδ-ss. Given
a pointy ∈ Dδ-ss, let y′ ∈ Dδ-ss be the point whose orbit is the unique closed orbit
in SL(U) · y(⊆ Dδ-ss). Then, there is a one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→ SL(U)
with limz→∞ λ(z) · y ∈ SL(U) · y′. For this one parameter subgroup, one has of course
µ(λ, y) = 0. Thus, the equivalence relation that we have to consider onthe closed
points ofDδ-ss is generated byy ∼ limz→∞ λ(z) · y for all one parameter subgroups
λ:Gm(k) −→ SL(U) with µ(λ, y) = 0.

If one looks carefully at the arguments given in the proofs ofTheorems 4.5.5 and
4.5.8, one sees that, for a pointy = ([q: U ⊗OX(−n) −→ A ], ϕ) ∈ Dδ-ss, the following
observations hold true:

• If λ:Gm(k) −→ SL(U) verifiesµ(λ, y) = 0, its weighted flag (U•(λ), α•(λ)) has
the property that the weighted filtration (A•, α•(λ)) with A j := q(U j ⊗OX(−n)),
j = 1, . . . , t, satisfies

M
(
A•, α•(λ)

)
+ δ · µ(A•, α•(λ);ϕ) ≡ 0.
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• Given a weighted filtration (A•, α•) of A with

M(A•, α•) + δ · µ(A•, α•;ϕ) ≡ 0,

one can assumehi(A j(n)) = 0, i > 0, and thatA j(n) is globally generated,j =
1, . . . , t. Hence, there is a unique flagU• in U, such thatH0(q(U j)) mapsU j onto
H0(A j(n)), j = 1, . . . , t. Then, any one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→ SL(U)
with weighted flag (U•, α•) satisfiesµ(λ, y) = 0.

• For a one parameter subgroupλ with µ(λ, y) = 0, y′ := limz→∞ λ(z) · y, and in-
duced weighted filtration (A•, α•) onA , the dispo sheaf (Ay′ , ϕy′) is isomorphic
to df(A• ,α•)(A , ϕ).

This shows that the equivalence relation induced by the GIT process on the closed
points ofDδ-ss is just S-equivalence of dispo sheaves as introduced in Section 4.3.

Remark4.5.11 (Decorated vector bundles on curves). In [47], given a homogeneous
representationκ: GLr (k) −→ GL(V) and a smooth projective curveX over the complex
numbers, the moduli problem of classifying triples (E, L, ϕ) consisting of a vector bun-
dle of rankr on X, a line bundleL on X, and a non-trivial homomorphismϕ: Eκ −→ L,
Eκ being associated toE via κ, was solved by a GIT procedure similar to the one
presented above. WriteV = Ṽ ⊗ det(V)⊗−w whereṼ is a homogeneous polynomial
GLr (k)-module, say, of degreeu. The only characteristic zero issue that is necessary
for the construction in [47] is the fact that̃V can be written as the quotient of (V⊗u)⊕v

for an appropriate positive integerv. In characteristicp > 0, this is only true when
p > u. However, we may use the results of Section 2.4. They imply that Ṽ is a quotient
of Du,v(V) for an appropriate integerv > 0. Now,Du,v(V) is a subrepresentation of
(V⊗u)⊕N. This shows that the arguments given in the present paper maybe used to deal
with decorated vector bundles on smooth projective curves in any characteristic (see
[24] for the analogous case of decorated parabolic vector bundles).

5 The proof of the main theorem

This section is devoted to the proof of the main theorem. In fact, we will prove a
slightly stronger theorem which is the exact analog to the main result of [46] in arbitrary
characteristic. To do so, we recall the necessary notions ofδ̃-semistable pseudoG-
bundles and so on.

5.1 Associated dispo sheaves

The notion of a “pseudoG-bundle” has been recalled in Section 3.1. Now, we relate
pseudoG-bundles to dispo sheaves.

Let S be a scheme, and (AS, τS) a family of pseudoG-bundles parameterized by
S. Let ι: U ⊆ S × X be the maximal open subset whereAS is locally free. The locally
free sheafAS|U and the GLr (k)-moduleVs give rise to the vector bundleVs(AS|U), and
there is a surjection

S ym⋆
(
Vs(AS|U)

)
−→ S ym(s!)(AS|U ⊗ V)G.
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Defineτ̃s as the restriction ofτS|U to the subalgebraS ym(s!)(AS|U ⊗ V)G. Then,̃τs is
determined by a homomorphism

ϕ′:Vs(AS|U) −→ OU .

Thus,τS|U gives rise to the homomorphism

ϕS:Vs(AS) −→ ι⋆
(
Vs(AS|U)

)
−→ ι⋆(OU) = OS×X,

by Corollary 2.6.2. Therefore, we can associate to the family (AS, τS) of pseudoG-
bundles the family (AS, ϕS) of dispo sheaves of type (̺, s).

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

Lemma 5.1.1. Suppose that(A , τ) and (A , τ′) are two pseudo G-bundles, such that
the associated dispo sheaves are equal. Then, there is a rootof unityζ ∈ k, such that
ζ · idA yields an isomorphism between(A , τ) and(A , τ′).

Proof. Ford > 0, let
τd, τ

′
d: S ymd(A ⊗ V)G −→ OX

be the degreed component ofτ and τ′, respectively. Note thatτ is determined by⊕s
d=1 τd. Let

τ̂s :
⊕

(d1,...,ds);
di≥0,

∑
idi=s!

(
S ymd1

(
(A ⊗ V)G

)
⊗ · · · ⊗S ymds

(
S yms(A ⊗ V)G

))
−→ OX

be the map induced byτ1,. . . ,τs, and definêτ′s in a similar way. By definition,̂τs|U = τ̃s.
Our assumption thus grants that (A , τ̂s) and (A , τ̂′s) are equal. This implies that, for
1 ≤ d ≤ s,

S ym
s!
d (τd) = S ym

s!
d (τ′d).

Restricting this equality to the generic point, it follows that there is an (s!/d)th root of
unity ζd with

τ′d = ζd · τd, d = 1, . . . , s.

It remains to show that there is ans!th root of unityζ, such thatζd = ζ
d. To see this, let

A be the restriction ofA to the generic point. Then,̂τs and̂τ′s, restricted to the generic
point, define the same point

x ∈ P := P

( ⊕

(d1,...,ds);
di≥0,

∑
idi=s!

Symd1
(
(A ⊗ V)G

)
⊗ · · · ⊗ Symds

(
Syms(A ⊗ V)G

))
.

On the other hand,
⊕s

d=1 τd and
⊕s

d=1 τ
′
d define points

y, y′ ∈ B :=
( s⊕

d=1

Symd(A ⊗ V)G
)∨
.
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By our assumption,y 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 together, we find the claim about
theζi and from that the one of the lemma. �

Let δ̃ ∈ Q[x] be a positive polynomial of degree at most dim(X) − 1. We choose
an s as before and defineδ := δ̃/s!. A pseudoG-bundle is said to bẽδ-(semi)stable,
if the associated dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) of type (̺ , s) is δ-(semi)stable. Similarly, given a
non-negative rational numberδ⋆, we define the pseudoG-bundle (A , τ) to beδ⋆-slope
(semi)stable, if the associated dispo sheaf (A , ϕ) is (δ⋆/s!)-slope (semi)stable.

Remark5.1.2. i) The definition of̃δ-(semi)stability is the same as the one given in [46],
p. 1192.

ii) Using (7), it follows that the notion of̃δ-(semi)stability does not depend on the
choice ofs. This is why we threw in the factor 1/s!.

5.2 S-equivalence

We fix a stability parameter̃δ, i.e., a positive rational polynomial of degree at most
dim(X) − 1. Suppose (A , τ) is a δ̃-semistable pseudoG-bundle with associated dispo
sheaf (A , ϕ) and (A•, α•) is a weighted filtration with

M(A•, α•) +
δ̃

s!
· µ(A•, α•;ϕ) ≡ 0.

The construction used for defining an associated admissibledeformation of a dispo
sheaf can be easily extended to give the construction of the associated admissible de-
formation df(A• ,α•)(A , τ). As before, we letS-equivalencebe the equivalence relation
“∼S” on δ̃-semistable pseudoG-bundles (A , τ) generated by

(A , τ) ∼S df(A• ,α•)(A , τ).

The injectivity of the map which assigns to the isomorphy class of a pseudoG-bundle
the isomorphy class of the associated dispo sheaf (Lemma 5.1.1) and the definitions
of semistability for the respective objects easily imply that for two pseudoG-bundles
(A , τ) and (A ′, τ′) with associated dispo sheaves (A , ϕ) and (A ′, ϕ′) one has:

(A , τ) ∼S (A ′, τ′) ⇐⇒ (A , ϕ) ∼S (A ′, ϕ′). (36)

In Remark 5.4.3 below, we will give a nice description of S-equivalence on semistable
singular principalG-bundles.

5.3 Moduli spaces for̃δ-semistable pseudoG-bundles

An immediate consequence of the definition of semistabilityof pseudoG-bundles and
Theorem 4.2.1 is that, for a given Hilbert polynomialP, the set of torsion free sheaves
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A with Hilbert polynomialP for which there exists ãδ-(semi)stable pseudoG-bundle
(A , τ) is bounded. Finally, the construction carried out in Section 5.1 and Corollary
2.6.2 give a natural transformation

AD: M δ̃-(s)s
P (̺) −→ Mδ-(s)s

P (̺, s)

of the functor Mδ̃-(s)s
P (̺) which assigns to a schemeS the set of isomorphy classes of

families of δ̃-(semi)stable pseudoG-bundles with Hilbert polynomialP parameterized
by S into the functor Mδ-(s)s

P (̺, s) which assigns to a schemeS the set of isomorphy
classes of families ofδ-(semi)stable dispo sheaves of type (̺, s) with Hilbert polyno-
mial P parameterized byS.

Theorem 5.3.1. Fix the stability parameter̃δ and the Hilbert polynomial P. Then,
there is aprojective schemeM δ̃-ss

P (̺) which is a coarse moduli space for the functors

M δ̃-ss
P (̺).

Remark5.3.2. This theorem generalizes the main theorem of [46] to arbitrary charac-
teristic.

5.3.1 Construction of the parameter space

There is a constantC, such thatµmax(A ) ≤ C for everyδ̃-semistable pseudoG-bundle
(A , τ) with P(A ) = P, i.e.,A lives in a bounded family. Thus, we may choose the
integers in such a way thatS ym⋆(A ⊗V)G is generated by elements in degree at most
s for all suchA . We choose ann0 ≫ 0 with the following properties: For every sheaf
A with Hilbert polynomialP andµmax(A ) ≤ C and everyn ≥ n0, one has

• H i(A (n)) = {0} for i > 0;

• A (n) is globally generated;

• The construction of the moduli space of (δ̃/s!)-semistable dispo sheaves of type
(̺, s) can be performed with respect ton.

We choose ak-vector spaceU of dimensionP(n). LetQ be the quasi-projective scheme
which parameterizes quotientsq: U ⊗ OX(−n) −→ A whereA is a torsion free sheaf
with Hilbert polynomialP andµmax(A ) ≤ C (so thatS ym⋆(A ⊗ V)G is generated by
elements of degree at mosts) andH0(q(n)) is an isomorphism. Let

qQ: U ⊗ π⋆X
(
OX(−n)

)
−→ AQ

be the universal quotient. By Lemma 2.3.2, there is a homomorphism

S ym⋆
(
U ⊗ π⋆X(OX(−n)) ⊗ V

)G
−→ S ym⋆

(
AQ ⊗ V

)G

which is surjective whereAQ is locally free. For a point [q: U ⊗OX(−n) −→ A ] ∈ Q,
any homomorphismτ: S ym⋆(A ⊗ V)G −→ OX of OX-algebras is determined by the
composite homomorphism

s⊕

i=1

S ymi
(
U ⊗ π⋆X(OX(−n)) ⊗ V

)G
−→ OX
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of OX-modules. Noting that

S ymi
(
U ⊗ π⋆X(OX(−n)) ⊗ V

)G
� Symi(U ⊗ V)G ⊗ π⋆X

(
OX(−in)

)
,

τ is determined by a collection of homomorphisms

ϕi : Symi(U ⊗ V)G ⊗OX −→ OX(in), i = 1, . . . , s.

Sinceϕi is determined by the induced linear map on global sections, we will construct
the parameter space inside

Y0 := Q ×
s⊕

i=1

Hom
(
Symi(U ⊗ V)G,H0

(
OX(in)

))
.

Note that, overY0 × X, there are universal homomorphisms

ϕ̃i : Symi(U ⊗ V)G ⊗OY0×X −→ H0
(
OX(in)

)
⊗ OY0×X, i = 1, . . . , s.

Let ϕi = ev ◦ ϕ̃i be the composition of̃ϕi with the evaluation map ev:H0(OX(in)) ⊗
OY0×X −→ π⋆X(OX(in)), i = 1, . . . , s. We twistϕi by idπ⋆X(OX(−in)) and put the resulting
maps together to the homomorphism

ϕ: VY0 :=
s⊕

i=1

S ymi
(
U ⊗ π⋆X(OX(−n)) ⊗ V

)G
−→ OY0×X.

Next,ϕ yields a homomorphism ofOY0×X-algebras

τ̃Y0: S ym⋆(VY0) −→ OY0×X.

On the other hand, there is a surjective homomorphism

β: S ym⋆(VY0) −→ S ym⋆(π⋆(AQ) ⊗ V)G

of graded algebras where the left-hand algebra is graded by assigning the weighti to
the elements inS ymi(U ⊗π⋆X(OX(−n))⊗V)G. Here,π:Y0×X −→ Q×X is the natural
projection. The parameter spaceY is defined by the condition that̃τY0 factorizes over
β, i.e., settingAY := (π⋆(AQ))|Y×X, there is a homomorphism

τY: S ym⋆(AY ⊗ V)G −→ OY×X

with τ̃Y0|Y×X = τY ◦ β. Formally,Y is defined as the scheme theoretic intersection of
the closed subschemes

Yd :=
{
y ∈ Y0 | τ̃d

Y0|{y}×X: ker
(
βd
|{y}×X

)
−→ OX is trivial

}
, d ≥ 0.

The family (AY, τY) is theuniversal family of pseudo G-bundles parameterized byY.
(In all these constructions, one needs to use Lemma 3.1.2.)

Proposition 5.3.3 (Local universal property).Let S be a scheme and(AS, τS) a fam-
ily of δ̃-semistable pseudo G-bundles with Hilbert polynomial P parameterized by
S . Then, there exist a covering of S by open subschemes Si , i ∈ I, and morphisms
βi : Si −→ Y, i ∈ I, such that the family(AS|Si , τS|Si ) is isomorphic to the pullback of
the universal family onY × X byβi × idX for all i ∈ I.
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5.3.2 The group action

There is a natural action of GL(U) on the quot schemeQ and onY0. This action leaves
the closed subschemeY invariant, and therefore yields an action

Γ: GL(U) × Y −→ Y.

Proposition 5.3.4 (Gluing property).Let S be a scheme andβi : S −→ Y, i = 1, 2, two
morphisms, such that the pullback of the universal family via β1 × idX is isomorphic
to its pullback viaβ2 × idX. Then, there is a morphismΞ: S −→ GL(U), such thatβ2

equals the morphism

S
Ξ×β1
−→ GL(U) × Y

Γ
−→ Y.

Remark5.3.5. The universal family is equipped with a GL(U)-linearization. If one
fixes, in the above proposition, an isomorphism between its pullbacks viaβ1 × idX

andβ2 × idX, then there is a unique morphismΞ: S −→ GL(U) which satisfies the
stated properties and, in addition, that the given isomorphism is induced by pullback
via (Ξ × β1 × idX) from the linearization of (AY, τY). This fact simply expresses that
the moduli stack for̃δ-(semi)stable pseudoG-bundles will be the quotient stack of an
appropriate open subscheme of the parameter spaceY.

5.3.3 Conclusion of the proof

Suppose we knew that the points ([q: U ⊗ OX(−n) −→ A ], τ) in the parameter space
Y for which (A , τ) is δ̃-semistable form an open subschemeYδ̃-ss. Then, it suffices
to show thatYδ̃-ss possesses a (good, uniform) categorical quotient by the action of
GL(U). Indeed, Propositions 5.3.3 and 5.3.4 and the universal property of the categor-
ical quotient then imply that M̃δ-ss

P (̺) := Yδ̃-ss//GL(U) has the desired properties. We
have the natural surjectionGm(k) × SL(U) −→ GL(U), (z,m) 7−→ z ·m, and obviously

Yδ̃-ss//GL(U) = Yδ̃-ss//
(
Gm(k) × SL(U)

)
.

By Example 2.1.6, ii), we may first form

Y
δ̃-ss

:= Yδ̃-ss//Gm(k)

and then

Y
δ̃-ss

//SL(U).

We can easily form the quotientY := Y//Gm(k). SinceGm(k) is linearly reductive,Y is
a closed subscheme of

Q ×

( s⊕

i=1

Hom
(
Symi(U ⊗ V)G,H0

(
OX(in)

))//
Gm(k)

)
.

In particular,Y is projective overQ. LetD −→ Q be the parameter space for dispo
sheaves of type (̺, s) constructed above. If we apply the construction describedin
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Section 5.1 to the universal family (AY, τY), we get an SL(U)-equivariant andGm(k)-
invariant morphism

ψ̃:Y −→ D

and, thus, a proper SL(U)-equivariant morphism

ψ:Y −→ D.

By Lemma 5.1.1,ψ is injective, so that it is evenfinite. Now, there are open subsets
Dδ-(s)s, δ := δ̃/s!, which parameterize theδ-(semi)stable dispo sheaves of type (̺, s),
such that the good, uniform categorical quotient

Mδ-ss
P (̺, s) = Dδ-ss//SL(U)

exists as a projective scheme and the geometric, uniform categorical quotient

Mδ-s
P (̺, s) = Dδ-s/SL(U)

as an open subscheme of Mδ-ss
P (̺, s). By definition of semistability,

ψ̃−1(Dδ-ss) = Yδ̃-ss,

whence
ψ−1(Dδ-ss) = Yδ̃-ss//Gm(k).

Now, Lemma 2.1.7 implies that the quotient

M δ̃-ss
P (̺) := Yδ̃-ss//GL(U) = ψ−1(Dδ-ss)//SL(U)

exists as a projective scheme. Likewise, the open subscheme

M δ̃-s
P (̺) := Yδ̃-s/GL(U) = ψ−1(Dδ-s)/SL(U)

is a uniform (universal) geometric quotient and an open subscheme of M̃δ-ss
P (̺). �

5.4 Semistable singular principal bundles

Theorem 5.4.1. Fix a Hilbert polynomial P, and letδ∞ be as in Corollary4.2.2. For
every polynomial̃δ ≻ s! ·δ∞ and every singular principal G-bundle(A , τ) with P(A ) =
P, the following properties are equivalent:

i) (A , τ) is (semi)stable.

ii) (A , τ) is δ̃-(semi)stable.

Taking into account Corollary 4.2.2, the theorem reduces to:

Lemma 5.4.2. Let (A , τ) be a singular principal G-bundle with associated dispo sheaf
(A , ϕ). Then, for a weighted filtration(A•, α•) of A , the condition

µ(A•, α•;ϕ) = 0

is satisfied if and only if
(A•, α•) =

(
A•(β), α•(β)

)

for some reductionβ of (A , τ) to a one parameter subgroupλ of G.
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Proof. We show that the first condition implies the second one, the converse being an
easy exercise. Letλ′:Gm(k) −→ SLr (V) be a one parameter subgroup, such that the
associated weighted flag

(
V•(λ′): 0 ( V1 ( · · · ( Vt′ ( V, α•(λ′)

)

satisfiest′ = t, dimk(Vi) = rk A ′
i , A ′

i = ker(A ∨ −→ A ∨
t+1−i), i = 1, . . . , t, andα•(λ′) =

(αt, . . . , α1), if α• = (α1, . . . , αt). Then, the weighted filtration (A•, α•) is associated to
a reductionβ′ of the principal GL(V)-bundleI som(V ⊗ OU′ ,A

∨
|U′ ) to λ′ with U′ the

maximal open subset whereA is locally free and all theA ′
i are subbundles. We may

choose an open subsetŨ ⊆ X, such that there is a trivializationψ: A ∨

|Ũ
−→ V ⊗ OŨ

with ψ(A ′
i ) = Vi ⊗ OŨ , i = 1, . . . , t. By definition of the numberµ(A•, α•;ϕ), (8), and

Proposition 2.1.4, we see that there is a one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→ G, such
that (

V•(λ), α•(λ)
)
=

(
V•(λ′), α•(λ′)

)
.

To the principal bundlesP(A , τ) andI som(V ⊗ OU ,A
∨
|U), we may associate group

schemesG ⊂ G L (V) overU. Now,G L (V) acts onI som(V ⊗ OU ,A
∨
|U)/QGL(V)(λ),

and the stabilizer of the sectionβ′: U′ −→ I som(V⊗OU′ ,A
∨
|U′ )/QGL(V)(λ) is a parabo-

lic subgroupQ ⊂ G L (V)|U′ , such that

G L (V)|U′/Q = I som(V ⊗OU′ ,A
∨
|U′ )/QGL(V)(λ).

The intersectionQG := Q ∩ G|U′ is a parabolic subgroup. This follows if one applies
the above reasoning on weighted flags to the geometric fibers of G ⊂ G L (V) over
U′. Furthermore,G|U′/QG = P(A , τ)|U′/QG(λ). This can be seen as follows: Let
C be the set of conjugacy classes of parabolic subgroups ofG. There is a scheme
Parp(G|U′/U′) overU′, such that giving a parabolic subgroupQG of G|U′ the fibers
of which belong top ∈ C is the same as giving a sectionU′ −→ Parp(G|U′/U′)
([8], p. 443ff). It is easy to see thatParp(G|U′/U′) � P(A , τ)|U′/Qp, Qp being a
representative forp (compare [43], p. 281). Finally,G|U′/QG � Parp(G|U′/U′) ([8],
Corollaire 3.6, page 445). Therefore, we have the commutative diagram

QG

� �
//

� _

��

Q � _

��

G|U′
� �

// G L (V)|U′ .

TakingQG -quotients in the left-hand column andQ-quotients in the right-hand col-
umn yields the commutative diagram

U′

β

��

U′

β′

��

P(A , τ)|U′/QG(λ) � �
// I som(V ⊗OU′ ,A

∨
|U′ )/QGL(V)(λ)

and settles the claim. �
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Remark5.4.3 (S-equivalence for semistable singular principalG-bundles). Let (A , τ)
be a semistable singular principalG-bundle. By Lemma 5.4.2, an admissible deforma-
tion is associated to a reductionβ: U′ −→ P(A , τ)|U′/QG(λ) to a one parameter sub-
group, such thatM(A•(β), α•(β)) ≡ 0. The structure of the rational principalG-bundle
P(df(A• ,α•)(A , τ)) may be described in the following way: The reductionβ defines a
principalQG(λ)-bundleQ overU′, such thatP(A , τ)|U′ is obtained fromQ by means
of extending the structure group viaQG(λ) ⊂ G. Extending the structure group ofQ

via QG(λ) −→ LG(λ) ⊂ G yields the principal bundleP(df(A• ,α•)(A , τ))|U′ . Thus, our
notion of S-equivalence naturally extends the one considered by Ramanathan (see, e.g.,
[45]).

Fix a Hilbert polynomialP and a stability parameter̃δ. The most important basic
fact which has to be kept in mind is that ãδ-semistable pseudoG-bundle (A , τ) with
P(A ) = P which is S-equivalent to a semistable singular principalG-bundle (A ′, τ′) is
itself a semistable singular principalG-bundle. In other words, the class of semistable
singular principalG-bundles with Hilbert polynomialP is closed under S-equivalence
inside the class of̃δ-semistable pseudoG-bundles with Hilbert polynomialP.

We now come to the statement which grants semistable reduction theorem and, in
particular, projectivity of the moduli spaces of semistable singular principalG-bundles.

Theorem 5.4.4. Assume that either̺: G −→ GL(V) is of low separable index or G is
an adjoint group,̺ is the adjoint representation and it is of low height. Then, for every
polynomial̃δ with δ̃ ≻ s! · δ∞, a δ̃-semistable pseudo G-bundle(A , τ) with P(A ) = P
is a singular principal G-bundle.

Proof. Let (A , τ) be a pseudoG-bundle with associated dispo sheaf (A , ϕ). Write A

for the restriction ofA to the generic point ofX. As in Section 2.1.2, we set

Vs(A) :=
⊕

(d1,...,ds):
di≥0,

∑
idi=s!

(
Symd1

(
(A ⊗k V)G

)
⊗ · · · ⊗ Symds

(
Syms(A ⊗k V)G

))

Ws(A) :=
s⊕

i=1

(
Symi(A ⊗k V)G

)∨
.

The restriction ofϕ to the generic point yields an elementv ∈ P(Vs(A)) and the
restriction ofτ to the generic point an elementw ∈ Ws(A). Note that there is the
surjection

Ws(A) \ {0} −→ P
(
Vs(A)

)
,

such that the pointw maps tov.
Let λ:Gm(K) −→ SL(A) be the one parameter subgroup from Corollary 2.2.8 with

µ(λ,w) < 0. According to Lemma 2.1.5, we also haveµ(λ, v) < 0. Let (A•, α•) be
the weighted flag ofλ in A. We may find a weighted filtration (A•, α•) of A whose
restriction to the generic point yields (A•, α•). For this weighted filtration, we find

µ(A•, α•; τ) =
1
s!
· µ(λ, v) < 0.

By Corollary 4.2.2, the weighted filtration (A•, α•) contradicts̃δ-semistability. �
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Example5.4.5. The above proof can also be used for classical groups with their stan-
dard representations. Assume, for example, thatG = Spn(k) ⊂ SL2n(k). If A is a
torsion free sheaf, then givingτ is the same as givingτ|U , U being the maximal open
subset whereA is locally free. Now, givingτ|U is equivalent to giving a non-trivial
anti-symmetric formϕU : A|U −→ A ∨

|U . SinceA ∨ is reflexive, the datum ofϕU is the
same as the datum of an anti-symmetric formϕ: A −→ A ∨. Assume that (A , ϕ) is
a singular principal Spn(k)-bundle. Then,B := ker(ϕ) is a proper saturated subsheaf.
If it is non-trivial, then the restriction of the weighted filtration (0( B ( A , (1)) to
the generic point will come from a one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(K) −→ SL(A) with
µ(λ, v) < 0. Therefore, the theorem holds for Spn(k) with its standard representation in
any characteristic.

A similar reasoning can be applied to SOn(k), if the characteristic ofk is not two. It
works also for GOn(k) and GSpn(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 following result of Seshadri5 which
can be thought of as the semistable reduction theorem for GITquotients.

Theorem 5.5.1 (Seshadri [54], Theorem 4.1).Let (X, L) be a polarized projective
scheme over the field k on which the reductive group G acts. Then, given a K-valued
point x of Xss(L), where K is the quotient field of the complete discrete valuation ring
R, there exist a finite extension R⊆ R′ and g∈ G(K′), K′ being the fraction field of R′,
such that g· x is an R′-valued point of Xss(L).

So, to prove the semistable reduction theorem it is sufficient to show that the con-
structed moduli space is a GIT quotient of a projective scheme.

We fix a stability parameter̃δ ≻ δ̃0 (see Theorem 5.4.1) and use the notation of
Section 5.3. By elimination theory, the points in the parameter spaceY corresponding
to singular principalG-bundles form an open subsetH. By Theorem 5.4.1,H(s)s :=
Yδ̃-ss∩H is the open subset corresponding to (semi)stable singular principalG-bundles.
It suffices to show that the quotients

M(s)s
P (̺) := H(s)s//GL(U)

exist as open subschemes of Mδ̃-(s)s
P (̺). This will follow immediately, if we show that

Hss is a GL(U)-saturatedopen subset ofYδ̃-ss. This means that for every pointx ∈ Hss

the closure of the GL(U)-orbit in Yδ̃-ss is entirely contained inHss. Since the points
with closed GL(U)-orbit in Yδ̃-ss are mapped to the points with closed SL(U)-orbit in

Y
δ̃-ss

(see [42], proof of Proposition 1.3.2), it suffices to show that

H
ss

:= Hss//Gm(k)

5A proof will be given in the appendix.
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is an SL(U)-saturated open subset ofY
δ̃-ss

. Let y, y′ ∈ Y
δ̃-ss

, such thaty′ lies in the
closure of the SL(U)-orbit of y. Then,ψ(y′) lies in the closure of the SL(U)-orbit of
ψ(y). We may assume that the orbit ofy′ and hence ofψ(y′) is closed. By the Hilbert–
Mumford criterion, one knows that there exists a one parameter subgroupλ:Gm(k) −→
SL(U) with limx→∞ λ(z) · ψ(y) ∈ SL(U) · ψ(y′). Note that the injectivity ofψ thus
implies limz→∞ λ(z) · y ∈ SL(U) · y′. Suppose thaty andψ(y) represent (A , τ) and
(A , ϕ), respectively. Now, from the GIT constructions in Section4.5, in particular
Remark 4.5.10 and Section 5.3, one infers thatλ corresponds to a filtration (A•, α•)
with

M(A•, α•) +
δ̃

s!
· µ(A•, α•;ϕ) ≡ 0

and that a point in the orbit ofψ(y′) represents df(A• ,α•)(A , ϕ), so that a point in the
orbit of y′ represents df(A• ,α•)(A , τ), by Section 5.2. Together with Remark 5.4.3, this
shows

y ∈ H
ss
=⇒ y′ ∈ H

ss
,

and this is what we wanted to prove. �

6 Appendix: Semistable reduction for good quotients

In this appendix, we provide a short proof of Seshadri’s theorem 5.5.1 (following his
ideas) used in the proof of the semistable reduction theoremfor singular principalG-
bundles. As is well known to the experts (e.g., [4]), Seshadri’s theorem together with
the GIT construction of the moduli spaces gives the respective semistable reduction
theorem. As an illustration, we show how we can recover the semistable reduction
theorem of Langton for semistable sheaves and the semistable reduction theorem for
curves. Even if one has constructed the moduli space as a projective scheme, the
semistable reduction theorem remains of interest, becauseit has implications on the
moduli stack or related stacks (see, e.g., [24] and [41]).

Let X be a scheme over some schemeS and letG be a smooth affine S-group
scheme acting onX. As usual, for anS-schemeT, we setXT := X ×S T. In the
whole section,K denotes the quotient field of a discrete valuation ringR. Let us recall
that anS-morphismπ: X −→ Y is called agood quotient, if π is an affineG-invariant
morphism, such thatπ⋆(OX)G ≃ OY.

Lemma 6.1.2. Assume that there exists a good quotientπ: X −→ Y, that Y is proper
over S , and that there is a commutative diagram

Spec(K) x
//

��

X

��

Spec(R) // S.

Then, there exist a finite extension R⊆ R′ and g∈ 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 ZK be the closure inXK of theGK-orbit of the graph ofx: Spec(K) −→ X.
Then, there exists a uniquely determined closed subschemeZR of XR, such thatZR −→

Spec(R) is flat and the generic fiber is isomorphic toZK . It is the closure of theGR-
orbit of the graph of Spec(K) −→ X in XR. Let us remark thatZR −→ Spec(R) is
faithfully flat, i.e., that the fiberT over the closed point of Spec(R) is non-empty. This
follows from the fact thatXR −→ YR is a closed surjective map and theK-pointπ(x) of
Y can be extended to anR-point of Y. Now, the lemma follows from the existence of
quasi-sections of faithfully flat morphisms. �

The above lemma is a slight strengthening of a reformulationof [7], Lemma 2.9.
It implies a generalization of Theorem 5.5.1 by the following remark: By Seshadri’s
generalization of Mumford’s GIT (see [55, Theorem 4]), the assumptions of the lemma
are satisfied, ifS is of finite type over a universally Japanese ring,G/S is a reductive
group scheme, acting on a projective scheme with a linearization in an ample line
bundle on it, andX is the open subset ofG-semistable points.

Theorem 6.1.3 (Stable reduction for curves).The Deligne–Mumford stack of stable
curves is proper overZ. More precisely, if X−→ Spec(K) is a stable curve, then there
exist a finite extension K⊂ K′ and a (unique) stable family X′ −→ Spec(R′), where R′

is the normalization of R in K′, such that the restriction of X′ to Spec(K′) is isomorphic
to X×K K′.

For the history and references concerning this theorem, we refer to [11].

Proof. The moduli scheme of stable curves is constructed as a GIT quotient of the
schemeHg that parameterizes stable curves of genusg together with theirn-canonical
embeddings into somePN by an action of PGL(N+1) (see [14]). Since the GIT quotient
is projective, we can use the above lemma. A curveX −→ Spec(K), after choosing an
embedding intoPN, gives rise to a map Spec(K) −→ Hg. Then, after possibly changing
the map with a group action, we can extend it to a map Spec(R′) −→ Hg. This gives
the required family, because there is a universal family over Hg, �

Theorem 6.1.4 (Langton’s theorem; see [29], Theorem 2.B.1).Let X be a projective
Z-scheme with geometrically connected fibers and letOX(1) be an ample line bundle
on X. LetFK be a Gieseker semistable sheaf on X×Spec(K). Then, there exist a finite
extension K⊂ K′ and a familyF ′

R′ of Gieseker semistable sheaves on X parameterized
bySpec(R′), where R′ is the normalization of R in K′, such thatF ′

K′ ≃ FK ⊗K K′.

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

Proof. The theorem follows from the above lemma and the GIT construction of the
moduli space of Gieseker semistable sheaves (see [32]). �
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Math.32 (1967), 361 pp.

[22] J. Heinloth,Semistable reduction for G-bundles on curves, J. Algebraic
Geom.17 (2008), 167-83.

[23] J. Heinloth,Bounds for Behrend’s conjecture on the canonical reduction,
Int. Math. Res. Notices2008, article ID rnn045, 17 pp.

[24] J. Heinloth, A.H.W. Schmitt, The cohomology ring of mod-
uli stacks of principal bundles over curves, available at
http://staff.science.uva.nl/∼heinloth/, 53 pp.

[25] W.H. Hesselink, Uniform instability in reductive groups, J. reine
angew. Math.303/304

[26] W.H. Hesselink,Desingularizations of varieties of nullforms, Invent. Math.
55 (1979), 141-63.

[27] N. Hoffmann, U. Stuhler,Moduli schemes of generically simple Azumaya
modules, Doc. Math.10 (2005), 369-89.

[28] Y.I. Holla, Parabolic reductions of principal bundles,
arXiv:math/0204219, 38 pp.

[29] D. Huybrechts, M. Lehn,The geometry of moduli spaces of sheaves, As-
pects of Mathematics, E31, Friedr. Vieweg & Sohn, Braunschweig, 1997,
xiv+269 pp.

[30] R. Kiehl, R. Weissauer,Weil conjectures, perverse sheaves andℓ’adic
Fourier transform, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, 3.
Folge, 42, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001, xii+375 pp.

[31] A. Langer,Semistable sheaves in positive characteristic, Ann. of Math. (2)
159(2004), 251-76: Addendum, Ann. of Math (2)160(2004), 1211-3.

[32] A. Langer,Moduli spaces of sheaves in mixed characteristic, Duke Math.
J.124(2004), 571-86.

http://staff.science.uva.nl/~heinloth/\protect \protect \protect \edef OT1{OT1}\let \enc@update \relax \protect \edef txtt{txr}\protect \edef m{m}\protect \edef n{n}\protect \xdef \OT1/txtt/m/n/10 {\OT1/txtt/m/n/10 }\OT1/txtt/m/n/10 \size@update \enc@update \ignorespaces \relax \protect \relax \protect \edef txtt{txr}\protect \xdef \OT1/txtt/m/n/10 {\OT1/txtt/m/n/10 }\OT1/txtt/m/n/10 \size@update \enc@update 
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0204219


Principal Bundles in Arbitrary Characteristic 67

[33] A. Langer,Semistable principal G-bundles in positive characteristic, Duke
Math. J.128(2005), 511-40.

[34] S.G. Langton,Valuative criteria for families of vector bundles on algebraic
varieties, Ann. of Math. (2)101(1975), 88-110.

[35] D. Luna, Slices étalesin Sur les groupes algébriques, pp. 81-105, Bull.
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