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SINGULAR PRINCIPAL BUNDLES ON REDUCIBLE NODAL
CURVES

ANGEL LUIS MUNOZ CASTANEDA AND ALEXANDER H. W. SCHMITT

ABSTRACT. Studying degenerations of moduli spaces of semistable principal
bundles on smooth curves leads to the problem of studying moduli spaces on
singular curves. In this note, we see that the moduli spaces of §-semistable
pseudo bundles on a nodal curve become, for large values of §, the moduli
spaces for semistable singular principal bundles. The latter are reasonable
candidates for degenerations and a potential basis of further developments as
on irreducible nodal curves. In particular, we find a notion of semistability
for principal bundles on reducible nodal curves. The understanding of the
asymptotic behavior of d-semistability rests on a lemma from geometric in-
variant theory. The results allow the construction of a universal moduli space
of semistable singular principal bundles over the space of stable curves.

INTRODUCTION.

The moduli space Uc(r, d) of semistable vector bundles of rank r and degree d
on the smooth projective curve C over the complex numbers is a basic object of
modern algebraic geometry. The curve C varies itself in the moduli space M, of
smooth curves of genus g, g := h!(C, O¢). There exists a moduli space U, (r, d) —
My, such that the fiber over the isomorphism class [C'] of a smooth curve C’ is
isomorphic to Uc: (r,d)/Aut(C’). The moduli space M, can be compactified to the
moduli space M, of stable curves of genus g [6], [§]. Pandharipande [I8] extended
Uy(r,d) — M, to a projective moduli space U, (r,d) — M,. The construction
of this space is based on Seshadri’s theory of semistable torsion free sheaves on
polarized curves with ordinary double points, so-called nodal curves ([27], huitieéme
partie). It is worth noting that the compactification I ¢(r, d) is related to the study
of moduli spaces of semistable vector bundles on smooth curves via degeneration
techniques as in [9] and [30].

The theory of vector bundles of rank r is equivalent to the theory of principal
GL,-bundles. Now, one may start with another reductive structure group G and
principal G-bundles on a smooth projective curve. The notion of semistability for
these objects and the construction of moduli spaces is due to Ramanathan [19].
Again, one may study degenerations of these moduli spaces when C' moves along
with M,. We refer to [7], [25], [28], and [29] for some work on the problem of
degenerating moduli spaces of principal G-bundles on smooth curves. Recently,
important progress was made by Balaji in [I]. He found an intrinsic notion of
semistability for so-called laced torsors ([I], Definition 12.5) (Interestingly, this no-
tion can be phrased in the terms that we are using in this note ([I], Theorem 12.13),
so that the situation becomes somewhat similar to the one on smooth curves). Fur-
thermore, Balaji’s moduli spaces provide flat degenerations of moduli spaces of
semistable principal bundles on smooth curves ([I], Theorem 1.1).

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.01578v2

2 ANGEL LUIS MUNOZ CASTANEDA AND ALEXANDER H. W. SCHMITT

In this note, we will pursue the approach discussed in [25]. The first author
has been successful in generalizing many results from irreducible nodal curves to
arbitrary nodal curves [I4] [I5]. The objects we are dealing with are called pseudo
G-bundled] (see Section B]). These are special instances of decorated torsion free
sheaves and, as such, they have a quite natural notion of semistability which de-
pends on a positive rational number ¢. The key is to understand the objects which
are semistable for large values of the stability parameter 6. The second author
proved that the moduli space of J-semistable pseudo G-bundles is isomorphic to
the moduli space of principal G-bundles constructed by Ramanathan provided §
is large enough [20]. Furthermore, in case the base curve is an irreducible nodal
curve and if § is large enough, every d-semistable pseudo G-bundle determines a
principal G-bundle over a generic open subset [4] 24]. We will present a lemma from
geometric invariant theory (Lemma [[T]) which is essential for understanding the
asymptotic behavior of §-semistability on reducible curves. Then, we will adapt the
techniques from [I0] to prove a crucial boundedness result and give a description of
asymptotic semistability (Theorem and Theorem 2.IT)). In the final section, we
will apply the results to pseudo bundles on reducible nodal curves. We will see that
the moduli spaces constructed in [I5] parameterize, for large values of the stability
parameter, objects which are principal bundles on a dense open subset of the curve
(which are called singular principal bundles) and satisfy a nice semistability con-
dition (Theorem B.3]). In particular, we find a notion of semistability for (genuine)
principal bundles on reducible nodal curves which depends on a faithful represen-
tation of the structure group. To our knowledge, such a notion has not appeared
in the literature, yet. We will also prove that, for a faithful representation of the
structure group G with values in a symplectic or an orthogonal group, a singular
principal G-bundle will be a principal G-bundle on the smooth locus of the curve
X (Theorem [B1), generalizing the findings of [24].

For a fixed value 6 € Q¢ and a fixed faithful representation o: G — SL(V)
of the structure group G, the first author has constructed in [16] a relative moduli
space O: SPB(U)g'SS — M., such that the fiber of © over the isomorphy class
of a stable curve C' is isomorphic to S’PB(U)‘;C';S/Aut(C), S’PB(U)‘SC'ES the moduli
space constructed in [16], for x = dim¢(V) - (1 — g). The improved estimates of the
present note are used to show that there is a rational number d,, € Qx¢, such that,
for every § > 000, SPB(U)g_SS parameterizes pairs given by a stable curve of genus
g and a semistable singular principal G-bundle. This means that, for 6 > §, and a
smooth projective curve C, ©~1([C]) is the moduli space of semistable principal G-
bundles on C, divided by the action of the finite group Aut(C), and, for § > d and
a singular projective curve C, ©~1([C]) is the moduli space for semistable singular
principal G-bundles, divided by Aut(C). If, in addition, we choose o to have values
in a symplectic or an orthogonal group, the latter moduli space parameterizes
objects which are principal G-bundles away from the nodes. So, SPB(U)‘;'SS is, for
8 > 0o, a reasonable generalization of Pandharipande’s moduli space [I8].

To conclude, we note that compactifications of the universal moduli space of
semistable principal SL, (C)-bundles over M, appeared in the context of conformal
blocks. In fact, Manon [I3] and Belkale/Gibney [2] constructed such compactifica-
tions, using algebras of conformal blocks. They did not give a modular interpre-
tation (see, however, [2], Section 11.2), and it would be interesting to relate our

IWe use the terminology of [24] rather than of [I5] in order to shorten the technical terms.
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moduli spaces to these compactifications. The arguments by Belkale and Gibney
(e.g., Section 3 of [2]) and the work of Balaji ([I], in particular Section 12) show
that the moduli spaces we propose to construct may be useful even if they have the
drawback of depending on the choice of a faithful representation of the structure
group. It would be interesting to see to which extent the results of [I] generalize to
reducible curves, e.g., whether there is a Hilbert compactification as in [22].

1. A LEMMA FROM GEOMETRIC INVARIANT THEORY

Let K be a field. Suppose we are given tuples r = (r1,...,7¢) and £ = ({q, ..., 41)
of positive integers. We associate with these data the embedding

(1) tg: GLy,(K) x -+ x GLy, (K) = GLr(K), Ri=/ly 1+ +4 7,

which maps a tuple g = (g1, ..., g¢) to the block diagonal matrix in which the first
¢1 blocks are copies of g1, the blocks ¢1 + 1 up to ¢1 + ¢ are copies of g2, and so
on. Define

H := ;" (SLg(K)).

Assume further that g;: GL,,(K) — GL(W;) is a homogeneous representation
and let h; be its degree, ¢ = 1,...,t. Note that the representation p; may be viewed
as a representation of GL,, (K) x - -+ x GL,,(K) on W;, i = 1,...,t. The direct sum
of these representations is a representation of GL,, (K) x --- x GL,, (K) on

W=W1 & oW,

By means of restriction, we get the representation ¢o: H — GL(W). We would
like to investigate the notion of p-semistability on W.

Lemma 1.1. Assume that the field K is perfect and that h; is positive, i =1, ..., t.
Let w = (w1, ...,w;) € W\ {0}. Then, the following assertions are equivalent.

i) The point w is o-semistable.
il) We have w; # 0, and w; is p;-semistable, 9; := 0ilSL,, k), 1 =1, ..., t.

Remark 1.2. i) The statement of the lemma holds also true, if the degree h; is
negative, for i = 1,...¢.

ii) Observe that the notion of g-semistability does not depend on the tuple £ =
(£1, ..., ¢;) of positive integers which enters the definition of H.

Let r be a positive number. By det: GL,(K) — G,,(K), we denote the deter-
minant homomorphism. We introduce the one parameter subgroup

C:Gp(K) — GLq(K)
z +— z-FE,..
For a one parameter subgroup A: G,,(K) — GL,(K), we get the homomorphism
det oA: G, (K) — G, (K). It is of the form z — 27, z € G, (K), for some integer
v € Z. In the Hilbert—-Mumford criterion, we may always replace \ by a positive

multiple, so that we may assume that ~ is divisible by r. Then, written in additive
notation,

X=a-2L.¢
T

is a one parameter subgroup of SL,.(K). So, we may view a one parameter subgroup
A of GL,(K) as a pair (A, d), consisting of a one parameter subgroup A of SL, (K)
and an integer 6 € Z. Finally, let o: GL,.(K) — GL(W) be a homogeneous
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representation, h its degree, and ¢ := gL, (k) its restriction to the special linear

group. For a point w € W and a one parameter subgroup A = (X, 9) of GL,(K), we
find the formula

(2) Ho(Aw) = ig(h,w) + h -5,

Proof of Lemma[LIl Note that the assumption on K implies that semistability may
be tested with the Hilbert—-Mumford criterion (see [26], Section 1.7.1, for a brief
discussion).

A one parameter subgroup of H is a tuple v = (4, ..., 1) with v; = (¥;, ;) a one
parameter subgroup of GL,, (K), ¢ = 1,...,¢, such that

(3) by 61+ 446, =0.
We will also use the obvious formula
(4) to(v, w) = max{ py, (vi, wi) | w; # 0 }.

ii) = i). Let v = (v1,...,1), vi = (4,0;), i = 1,...,t, be a one parameter
subgroup of H. Because of (3]), there is an index ¢ with d;, > 0. Since we assume
that w;, is p;,-semistable, we have

Ko (giovwio) > 0.
So, using (@) and (2)), we see
:UQ(Vv U}) 2 Mg, (;iov wio) + hio ’ 5io = 0.

The Hilbert—-Mumford criterion shows that w is p-semistable.

i) = ii). Assume first that w; = 0. Since w # 0, there is an index iy €
{2,...,t} with w;, # 0. Let us consider the case ig = 2. Set §; := lo, d2 := —{1,
and §; =0, ¢ = 3,...,t. Then, @) is satisfied. Next, define v; := (0,0;), i = 1, ..., ¢,
and v = (v1,...,1). This is a one parameter subgroup of H with

ug(u,w) =hy 09 = —hg-¥f1 <O0.

Now, suppose that w; # 0 and that w; is not gj-semistable. Pick a one parameter
subgroup 7 of SL,, (K) with ugz, (¥1,w1) < 0, a positive rational number 7;, such
that

Ha, (;l7wl) + hl -m < 07
and negative rational numbers 7;, ¢ = 2, ..., t, with
él'n1+"'+ét'nt20'

Choose s > 0, such that 6; = s-n; is an integer, i = 1,...,t, set vy := (s - 1,01),
v; = (0,0;), i = 2,...,t, and v := (v1,...,14); this is a one parameter subgroup of
H. Denoting by j1 < -+ < j, the elements of {i € {2,....;t} |w; # 0} and using
@) and (@), we deduce

ug(u,w) = max{ S - ugl(ﬁl,wl) + hy - 51,hj1 '6j1, "'7hju '5ju } < 0.

In both cases, we have found a contradiction to the hypothesis that w be p-
semistable. O
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2. PARABOLIC SWAMPS

Let C be a (possibly disconnected) reduced projective algebraic curve and N :=
{141, V1, ooy e, Ve } & set of 2¢ distinet smooth points on C. The case ¢ = 0, i.e., N =
@ is allowed. Finally, we fix an ample line bundle L on C. Define £ = ({1, ..., ¢;) with
;= deg(L¢,), i = 1,...,t. For a coherent Oc-module G, the multirank is defined

t

as r(G) := (1k(Gc, ), .-, tk(G|c,)), and the total rank as trk(G) := 3 £; - tk(Gc, ).
i=1

We say that G has uniform rank r, if tk(Gc,) =r, i =1,...,t

Remark 2.1. If we define

ey (G) = tri{(g)
> b
i=1
and
degg(g) = X(X7 g) - rkﬁ(g) ) (1 - pa(X))v
then

e the formula rke(G) = r holds true, if G has uniform rank r on X,

e the Riemann-Roch formula x(X,G) = deg,(G) + rke(G) - (1 — pa(X)) is
satisfied, by definition, and -

e the degree behaves additively on short exact sequences of coherent Ox-
modules.

Let &€ be a torsion free coherent Oc-module. A generalized parabolic structure
on & is the datum of a tuple ¢ = (¢i: &(u,} © E|{viy — Riyi=1,...,¢) in which R;
is a complex vector space and ¢; is a surjective C-linear map, i = 1 ,c. The tuple
t(g) := (dimc(R;),i = 1, ...,c) is the type of the generalized parabolic structure. A
submodule F C £ is saturated, if the quotient module £/F is torsion free, as well.
Suppose that (£, ¢) is a torsion free Oc-module which is endowed with a generalized
parabolic structure and F is a saturated submodule. Then, ¢ 45 =(q,r,i=1,...,0)
with

@7 Fiipy @ Flwy — S 8= 6(Fiuy @ Fiwy), =10

is a generalized parabolic structure on F. Let us also fix a tuple & = (K1, ..., Kc)
of positive real numbers. For a torsion free Oc¢-module (£,q) with generalized
parabolic structure, we set

Xe(€,q) == x(€) — Zm— - dim¢(R

A weighted filtration of £ is a pair (€., me) which consists of a filtration
Oztgogglg'-'ggsggs+1 =&

of £ by saturated submodules and a tuple me = (myq,...,ms) of positive rational
numbers. We define

w(Eeyaiq) : Zmz (xu(€, ) - trk(€:) = xu(Eir g, ) - trK(E)).

Next, let us also fix positive integers a and b. Then, an (a,b)-GPS-swamp
or, simply, a GPS-swamp is a tuple (€, q,¢) which consists of a torsion free Oc-
module &, a generalized parabolic structure g on £, and a non-trivial homomorphism
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@: (E94)®b — 0. Fix the total rank o and set

(5) 'Y= (i—a,.i—a,i,..i), i=1.,a—1
——
X (a—1) %

Suppose that (£,m,) is a weighted filtration of £ and define
Foi=(Iy, ., To) =Y mi- TWED D) o= Tuge,), i=1,.,5+1,
i=1

as well as

pEoimei) = = min AL(0) + o+ Dlia) | 916y, 0omes, o0 70
Given a positive rational number § € Q~, we say that the GPS-swamp (&, g, ¢) is
(K, 6)-(semi)stable, if the inequality

Xi(EosMe, @) + 6 - f1(Ea,me; 0)(>)0
is satisfied, for every weighted filtration (&, me) of £.

Remark 2.2. We fix the total rank a. Introduce R as the set of all tuples r =
(r1,...,7s+1) of natural numbers with 0 < r; < -+- < ry < rey1 = a and s > 0.
For r = (r1,...,7s41) € R, let C(r) C R® be the cone spanned by I'"), ... (") Tt
consists of all vectors (vy, ....,v,) that satisfy v; =+ =v,, <vp1 =" =0, <
Vg1 =+ < Vp 41 =+ =vq and vy +-+-+v, = 0. For s € {0,...,a—1},let P(s)
be the set of non-empty subsets of {1,...,s+1}*% Then, for r = (r1,...,7541) € R
and P € P(s),

P(r,P):Cr) — R
(1,0 v0) +— —min{v, +-- 4o [(i1,...,5) € P}
is a piecewise linear function. Note that the sets R and P(1) U - - U P(a — 1)
are finite, so that the above rule creates only finitely many piecewise linear func-
tions, and that, in the notation from above, p(€e,me; ) = P(r, P)(Is) for r =
(trk(&1), ..., trk(Eq1)) and P = { (i1, ...,ia) € {1,005+ 1} 0pe, goge,, o0 2
0}.
An (a,b)-GPS-swamp (&, q, ) is s-asymptotically (semi)stable, if

o 1(Ee,me;p) > 0 and

o (1(Es,me; ) = 0 implies x,(Ee,me;q)(>)0,
for every weighted filtration (&,,m,) of €.

The generic tensor field of a swamp. Generic semistability. In this section,
we would like to give an interpretation of the first condition in the definition of
asymptotic (semi)stability in terms of geometric invariant theory.

Let C be a curve as above and fix positive integers r,a,b. We let K; be the
function field of the irreducible component C;, n; := Spec(K;) its generic point,
i=1,...,t, and

Ee={miu---u{n}.
Suppose € is a torsion free Oc-module. The restriction of £ to = is denoted by E.
We view E as the tuple (E(1), ..., E(t)) with E(i) = (5,1, = 1,...,t. Observe that
E(4) is a K;-vector space, i = 1, ...,t. Introduce

W/ := Homg, ((E(i)®*)®", K;)
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and let g;: GL(E(7)) — GL(W/) be the natural representation of GL(E(7)) on
Wl i=1,..,t.

Next, let ¢: (£9%)%® — O¢ be a tensor field on £. The restriction of ¢ to 7;
yields a point w} € W/, i = 1,...,t. Since the transcendence degree of K; is one,

79

we may present that field as an algebraic extension of C(t) and, therefore, embed
it into the algebraic closure K of C(t), ¢ = 1,...,¢. Define

K;

and let w; € W; be the point defined by w}, € W/, i = 1,...,t. The point
w=(wy,.,w) EW1 B--- W, =W
is called the generic tensor field associated with . Define o: H — GL(W) as the

natural representation. If w is p-semistable, we say that o is generically semistable.

Lemma 2.3. The condition that p1(Ee, me; p) > 0 holds for every weighted filtration
(e, me) is equivalent to the fact that ¢ is generically semistable.

Proof. A weighted filtration (&,,me) of £ yields the filtration
0=EgCE & CE; CEsyy =E
of E and the weights
rl<---<I'(s+1).
For each index j € {1,...,t }, we get the filtration
0=FEo(j) CEi1(j) C--- CE(j) CEsy1(j) = E(j)
of E(j). We remove improper inclusions and get

E): 0=EjCE| ¢ - CE, CEl ., =E().

Note that, for some indices j € {1, ...,¢ }, we may have
El: 0CE(®).

We define
I} =min{ IG@) i€ {1,.,s+1}AE() =EL}, k=1,..8+1, j=1,..,t
and _ _ _

rl .= (ry, ...,ngH).
By the procedure described, e.g., in [26], Example 1.5.1.36 - adapted to one param-
eter subgroups of GL,. - the weighted flag (E, I'J) comes from some one parameter
subgroup A;: G, (K;) — GL(E(j)), j = 1,...,t. Although \; is not uniquely
defined, the value p(Aj,w’) is, j = 1,...,¢ ([26], Proposition 1.5.1.35). It is now

j
straightforward to check that

(6) /L(Eovmi;(/)) :max{ /L()‘lawi)v"'vﬂ()‘tawg}'
This shows that (€, me; ) > 0 holds for every weighted filtration (E,,ms) of &,
if  is generically semistable.

To prove the converse, we have to construct a weighted filtration (., me) from
the datum of a certain tuple (Aq,...,A¢) in which ); is a one parameter subgroup
of GL(E(y)), j = 1,...,t. So, first suppose that j € {1,...,¢} and \;: G (K;) —
GL(E(y)) is a one parameter subgroup. It yields a filtration

E): 0=EJCE ¢ - CE, CE ,, =E(j).
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and a vector I'J consisting of weights
r<...<ri,.
Next, suppose that we are given a tuple (A1,...,A¢) in which A;: G, (K;) —
GL(E(j)) is a one parameter subgroup, j = 1,...,t, such that the weighted fil-
trations (E3,17Y), j =1, ...,t, satisfy the constraint
t 5541
(7) S5 (D (ime, (B]) — din, (B]_,)) - 1Y) = 0.
j=1 k=1
Now, we let
rly<---<I'(s+1)
be the distinct weights occuring among the I’,g, k=1,..,s;+1,7=1,..t For
1€{l,..,s+1}and j€{1,..,t}, weset
Ei(j) == E],
where
k:=max{r|k € {1,.,8;+1}AT] < I'(i)}.
Set E; := (E;(1),...,Ei(¢)), 4 =1,...,s+ 1. So far, we have constructed a filtration
0=Eg GE G- CEs Ry = E
of E. Let ¢: = — C be the inclusion. Now, the natural homomorphism

E — ()

is injective, because £ is torsion free. We define

E = ENu(E)
and
& = Ker(E — (£/&)/Tors(£/E))), i=1,...t.
So,
o: 0=6CECCE&ECEn
is a filtration of £ by saturated subsheaves. We also define mq = (mq, ..., ms) by

rii+1) -1
meo= LEED O -y
«

S
By Constraint (), Iy = Y m; - D) satisfies Iye,) = 1'(i), i = 1,...,s+ 1. It
i=1
follows that Formula (@) holds true. First, we observe that the assumption implies
that the restriction of ¢ to C; is non-zero, j = 1,...,t. We use the argument from
the proof of Lemma [[.1l If, for example, the restriction of ¢ to C; were zero, we

would pick a negative integer 6; which is divisible by ¢; and set
Og=——-(la+---+{).

Define the one parameter subgroups A1 : G, (K1) — GL(E(1)), z — 2% - idg(1),
and \;j: Gy (K;) — GL(E(j)), z — 2% - idg(j), j = 2,...,t. For the weighted
filtration (&.,me) that was constructed above, we get

1W(Ee,Me;p) = —a -y < 0.
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This contradicts the assumption. Next, take a one parameter subgroup A1 : G, (Ky)
— SL,(E(1)) and use A = (A1,0,...,0). Since A; maps to the special linear group,
Constraint (7)) is satisfied. We get a weighted filtration (€., me) with

(A, wh) = pi(Ee, ma; ) > 0.

This shows that w/ is semistable with respect to the action of the special linear

group SL(E(1)). Since semistability is preserved under field extensions, we infer that

w1 is semistable with respect to the action of the special linear group SL(E(1) ® K).
Ky

In a similar fashion, we show that w; is semistable with respect to the action of

the special linear group SL(E(j) ® K), j = 2,...,t. Lemma [[I] implies that w is
K,

o-semistable. [l

Asymptotic semistability on smooth curves. Now, we assume that C is

smooth, i.e., that C; is smooth, ¢ = 1,...,t, and C; NC; = @, 1 < i < j < ¢

A torsion free sheaf on C is a tuple & = (E(1), ..., F(t)) in which E(4) is a locally

free O¢,-module, ¢ = 1,...,t. Slightly abusing notation, we will view E(i) as a
torsion free sheaf on C, so that

E=E(l)®---a E(t).
The slope of £ is

P 4 ())
X(E€) = Ty
So, we call & semistable, if
X(F) <x(€)

holds for every saturated subsheaf 0 C F C &.

Remark 2.4. Let i € {1,...,t }. For alocally free O¢,-module E, one usually defines
the slope as
deg(E)
W(E) = —=—=.
rk(E)

If we view E as a torsion free sheaf on C, we have
_ 1
X(E) = 7 (1(E) +1-9(Cy)).
For i = 1,...,t, E(i) is both a sub and a quotient object of £. The following is

an immediate consequence.

Lemma 2.5. A torsion free sheaf € = (E(1),..., E(t)) on C is semistable if and
only if, for every index i € {1,....t}, E(i) is either zero or a non-zero semistable
locally free Oc,-module with

X(E(@i) =xX(E).
A torsion free Oc-module admits a Harder—Narasimhan filtration
0= C& S C& Q&1 =¢.
We set
Ei=¢& /&1, i=1,..,s+1.
Then, &, is semistable, i = 1,...,s + 1, and

X(E1) > > X(Esqr).
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Moreover, we let

Xmax(€) :=X(E1) and  Xpin(€) := X(Est1)-

Remark 2.6. For i € {1,...,¢t} and a locally free O¢,-module E, one has likewise a
Harder-Narasimhan filtration

0=EoGCE1 G- CEGC By =E
in which F; := E;/E;_; is semistable, i = 1,...,u + 1, and
((Er) > -+ > p(Eyyr).
In this situation,
fimax(E) = p(E1)  and  fpimin(E) := p(Eui).
Now, Lemma generalizes to the following statement.

Lemma 2.7. For a torsion free sheaf € = (E(1),..., E(t)) on C, the identities

Xmax (&) = maX{ % < (max (E()) + 1 — g(Cy)) ‘z =1, t}

i:l,...,t}

Next, let (£,7) be a torsion free Oc-module endowed with a generalized parabolic
structure and fix k£ = (K1, ..., k) as before. The k-slope of (£, q) is

nED) =

and

hold true.

So, we call (€, q) k-semistable, if

Xe(F:05) < Xe(€,9)

holds for every saturated subsheaf 0 C F C £. For every pair (£, q), there is also a
Harder—Narasimhan filtration

O = (50;20> ,C«_ (81521) g e g— (gquS) g (55“1’15284’_1) = (57g)

in which (£;,1;) := (€i,q,)/(Ei-1,9, ) is K-semistable, i = 1,...,s + 1, and

Yﬁ(zlvzl) > > Yﬁ(35+17£s+1)'
As before, we define
Yﬁ,max(“:vg) = Yﬁ(zlafl) and Yﬁ,min(gag) = YE(ESJrlafs-i-l)'

Lemma 2.8. Let & be a torsion free Oc-module of uniform rank r, q a generalized
parabolic structure on &, t(q) = (t1,...,tc) the type of q, and £ a tuple of positive

real numbers. Define
t c
D:=r- (Zéz) . (Zlij tJ)
i=1 j=1

Then

Ymax(g) -D < _ﬁ,max(gvg) < Ymax(g)
and

Ymin (8) S Yﬁ,min((‘:vg) S Ymin(g) +D.
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Proof. We verify the statement for the maximal slope. Let F C £ be a saturated
subsheaf. It inherits a generalized parabolic structure ¢ - Now,

Y(‘F) -D < Yﬁ(f’ 2]:) < Yﬁ,max(gag)'

This proves the first inequality. On the other hand,

_ﬁ(]_-,g}_) = x(F) trk Zdlm(c

< ¥ di
= Xmax( tI’k ]_- Z Hn(C

S Ymax (5)
This gives the second inequality. (I

The main auxiliary result of this note is the following result.

Theorem 2.9. Fixr >0, x € Z, and a tuple K = (K1, ..., ke). Then, there exists
a constant K, such that, for every § > 0, every (k,0)-semistable (a,b)-GPS-swamp
(€ = (EQ),...,E(t)),q,¢) in which €& has uniform rank r and x(€) = x, every
index i € {1,...,t}, and every subbundle 0 C F C E(i), the inequality

u(F) <K
is satisfied.

Proof. This corresponds to Theorem 3.3.20 in [I4]. We present a simpler proof
which is a modification of the proof of Theorem 4.2.1 in [I0]. Let

0= (505q0) (81, ) GG (5Svﬂs) - (5s+1a25+1) = (5@)

be the Harder—Narasimhan filtration of (£,q). We take the filtration & : & &
E1C - €& C E1. Then, for any choice of me = (M1, ...,ms) € (Qs0)**, we
have

Xex(Ee ma; p) <0
The assumption on the semistability of (£, ¢, ) implies

Vmo S (Q>O)XS : /L(E‘.am.;g) > 0.

In the notation of Remark 2.2 we have r = (trk(&1), ..., trk(Es+1)) € R and &, ¢
define an element P € P(s). Let || - || be the euclidean norm on R* and || - ||co
the maximum norm. The function @(r, P) takes on a minimal value on {v €
C(r)||lull = 1}. According to [12], Lemma 2.3, the minimal value occurs on a ray
that is spanned by an integral vector. So, the minimal value must be positive.
Since there are only finitely many possibilities for &(r, P), we may find a positive
constant Ky > 0, such that the minimal value is at least Kj.

Suppose (i1, ...,7q) € {1,...,8+1}*%is an index for which the restriction of ¢ to
(£, @ - ®&;,)®? is non-zero. Then, we find an index jo € {1,...,#} and a non-zero
homomorphism

Eil (.70) Q@ Eia (]0) — Ocjo'
This implies

Mmin (Ezl (]0)) +-- Hmin (Eza (]O)) = HMmin (Ezl (.]0) X ® Eia (]0)) S 0.
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With Xpin (Ek (Jo)) := (1/€50) - (kmin(Ek (jo)) +1 = g(Cj,)), k = i1, ..., 1a, we infer
Xmin (B, (J0)) +* + Xomin (Ei, (Jo)) < a.
Lemma 2.7 implies
Xmin(€ir) + -+ + Xmin (i) < @
Using Lemma 2.8 we find

Y (3117 Zl) + + Xﬁ(gla7 ’La) = Yﬁ,min(gh’gil) + T + Yﬁ,min(gia7gia)
(8) < a-(D+1).

A

Set
Ki:=a-(x+D+1).
The vector Iy € C(r) is given as

@K(glufl) - X "'7YK(317£1) - X, "'7YK(€5+17£S+1) - X "'7YK(ES+17£S+1) - X)

trk(€1) x trk(€gq1) %

Introducing me = (mq, ..., ms) by

Xe(Eiv1,7501) — Xu(Eir1y)

m; = , t=1,..,s,
«
we have
F. _ Zmi . Ftrk(&)
i=1
By @),

1(Eesmes ) < K.
On the other hand,

Ewsmai ) = 0z PUID) = |1l 000 P) (7757 ) 2 [T - Ko
So,
Il < V- I < Va2

This implies a bound on X, ;,.x(€,¢). In view of Lemma 2.7 and 2.8, this proves
our claim. g

Corollary 2.10. Fiz r > 0, x € Z, and a tuple kK = (K1,...,kc). Then, there
exists a positive rational number 6o, such that, for § > do, an (a,b)-GPS-swamp
(& =(EQ),....,E(t)),q,¢) in which £ has uniform rank v and x(£) = x is (&,0)-
(semi)stable if and only if it is asymptotically k-(semi)stable.

Proof. The proof of Corollary 4.2.2 in [I0] may be easily adapted to the situation
of this corollary in order to infer it from the preceding theorem. (I
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Asymptotic semistability on nodal curves. In this section, C' will be a con-
nected projective curve with at most nodes as singularities. The set N is assumed
to be empty. For this reason, £ does not occur and will not appear in the notation.
The same applies to the acronym “GPS”.

Theorem 2.11. thm:MainAuz Fixr >0, x € Z.

i) There exists a constant H, such that, for every § > 0, every d-semistable (a,b)-
swamp (€, ) in which € has uniform rank v and x(€) = x, and every saturated
subsheaf 0 C F C &, the inequality

X(F)<H

is satisfied.

i) There exists a positive rational number do, such that, for § > 6o, an (a,b)-
swamp (€, @) in which € has uniform rank r and x(€) = x is 0-(semi)stable if and
only if it is asymptotically (semi)stable.

Proof. The proof of these assertions rests on a construction due to Bhosle [3] which
has been exploited in the realm of principal bundles on irreducible nodal curves
in [23], [24], and on reducible nodal curves in [I4], [I7]. Let us recall some of the
details. Look at the normalization v: C —s C of C and suppose £ is a torsion
free sheaf on C. Then, v*(€£) may have torsion. However, the torsion subsheaf
of £ may be described in terms of the stalks of £ at the nodes, using Seshadri’s
classification of the stalks of torsion free sheaves at nodes ([27], huitieme partie,
Proposition 2). Next, we form F := v*(£)/Tors(v*(£)). The description of the
torsion submodule of v*(€) shows that there are only finitely many possibilities
for the Euler characteristic of F ([24], Proposition 3.1, [14], Theorem 4.2.10, [17],
Proposition 5.3). On C, we now get the short exact sequence

(9) 0 € vi(F) R 0.

Let Ny, ..., N, be the nodes of C, and u;,v; the two points of C that lie over N;,
t =1,...,c. Then, R; := R ® C(N;) is a finite dimensional C-vector space, and
vo(F) ® C(N;) may be identified with F¢,.3 @ Fif,3- In other words, the above
short exact sequence provides us with a generalized parabolic structure ¢ on F.
Again, the dimension of R; is determined by the structure of the stalk of £ at Nj,
i = 1,...,t ([24], Proposition 3.1, [14], Theorem 4.2.10, [I7], Proposition 5.3). A
homomorphism ¢: (£9%)%" — O¢ induces a homomorphism @: (F&*)®? — O,
Note that any weighted filtration (E,, m., ) of € induces a weighted filtration (F, ms,)
of F. Since the total ranks of £ and F are equal, it follows readily that

/1*(]:-7 Me; SZ) = M(f,’., Me; SD)-
Furthermore, setting 1 = (1,...,1), it is also true that
X1(Fe,Me) = X(Ea,Ma).

This is immediate from the definitions and was originally used by Bhosle [3], Propo-
sition 4.2, in the context of semistable torsion free sheaves on nodal curves, by the
second author in [23], Proposition 5.2.2, [24], Proposition 3.2, in the context of
tensor fields and principal bundles on irreducible nodal curves, and by the first
author in [I4], Lemma 4.4.4, [I7], Proposition 5.9, in the context of tensor fields
and principal bundles on reducible nodal curves. These identities show that, for
d > 0, the (a,b)-GPS-swamp (F, ¢, ) is (1, 0)-semistable if and only if the swamp
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(&, ) is O-semistable. We fixed the total rank r and the Euler characteristic x of
E. This implies that F has also total rank r, and, as pointed out before, there are
only finitely many possibilities for the Euler characteristic of F. In view of these
facts, the theorem follows immediately from Theorem 2.9 and Corollary 2101 O

3. SINGULAR PRINCIPAL BUNDLES ON NODAL CURVES

As in the last section, we let C' be a connected projective curve with at most
nodes as singularities. Suppose that G is a semisimple linear algebraic group and
o: G — SL(V) a faithful representation. A pseudo G-bundle is a pair (€, 7) which
consists of a torsion free Oc-module £ of uniform rank r, r := dimc(V), and a
homomorphism

7: Sym* (€ @ V)¢ — O¢
of O¢-algebras. We set
Hom(V ® O¢, £Y)//G := Spec(Sym* (€ @ V)°).
Then, the datum of 7 corresponds to the datum of a section
s: C — Hom(V ® O¢,EY)//G.

Let C° C C be the complement of the nodes. The sheaf £ ¢. is locally free of rank
r and

Isom(V ® (’)Co,é’lvco)/G C Hom(V ® O¢,EY) /|G

is the frame bundle of the locally free sheaf E‘VCO on C°. A pseudo G-bundle (€, 1)
is said to be a singular principal G-bundle, if

UE,7) = s"(Isom(V ® Oco, & c=)/G) C C°

is dense in C. By means of the base change diagram

P, ) Isom(V ® Oco, £¢;0)
l S|u(e,) l y
UE,7) ———Iom(V ® Oce, EG0) /G

we obtain the principal G-bundle P(€,7) on U(E, 7).

Remark 3.1. As before, we let K; be the function field of C; and 7; := Spec(K;) the
generic point of that component, i = 1,...,t. A pseudo G-bundle (€, 7) is a singular
principal G-bundle if and only if

s(m;) € Isom(V%Ki,]E(i))/GKi, i=1,..,t

Here, E(i) := &qy,y and Gk, := G x  Spec(K;), i =1,...,t.
Spec(C)

A one parameter subgroup A: C* — G defines a parabolic subgroup Qg ()

of G. Via G C SL(V) C GL(V), we may view A as a one parameter subgroup
of GL(V) and get a parabolic subgroup Qarv)(A) (O Qa(A)) of GL(V). If A is
the constant one parameter subgroup, then Q¢()\) = G and Qgrvy(A) = GL(V).
Suppose that A = (A1,..., \¢) is a tuple in which ); is a one parameter subgroup of
G, i =1,...,t, and which is non-trivial in the sense that at least one of the entries
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of A is non-constant and that (£, 7) is a singular principal G-bundle. A reduction
of (£,7) to A is given by a tuple 8 = (81, ..., B;) of sections

Bi: Ul — P(E, 1),
U/ c UNC; a non-empty open subset, i = 1, ..., ¢.
Remark 3.2. Again, it suffices to specify g; at the generic point n;, i = 1,...,¢.

Now, we use the notation introduced in the proof of Lemma 2.3 So, we let
E = (E(1),...,E(t)) with E(i) = &y,3, ¢ = 1,...,t. The reduction B;,,} and A;
define a weighted filtration (Ei, I'7) of E(i), i = 1,...,t. (If \; is constant, then
(Ei, I'Y) = (0 € E(i), (0)).) Since oo ); is a one parameter subgroup of the special
linear group, the process described in the proof of Lemma gives a weighted
filtration (€(8)s, m(3)e) of £.

A singular principal G-bundle (€, 1) is (semi)stable, if for every non-trivial tuple
A = (A1, ..., At) of one parameter subgroups of G and every reduction 8 = (51, ..., 8¢)
of (£,7) to A, the inequality B

X(E(B)e;m(B)e)(2)0

is satisfied.

Theorem 3.3. Let G be a semisimple linear algebraic group, o: G — SL(V) a
faithful representation of G, C' a connected nodal projective curve, L an ample line
bundle on C, and x € Z an integer. Then, there exists a projective moduli scheme
SPBU/C/L/X for semistable principal G-bundles (€,7) with x(€) = x.

Proof. The first author defined a notion of J-semistability for pseudo G-bundles on
a reducible nodal curve, § € Qsg. The moduli space mentioned in the theorem
is the moduli space SPB(c)5™ of é-semistable pseudo G-bundles from [I5] for
large values of 4. In order to understand this, let us discuss some elements of the
construction.

There exist positive integers a and b, such that one may assign to every pseudo
G-bundle (€,7) an (a,b)-swamp (€, ;). For this note, that, for a torsion free
Oc¢-module £ and d > 0, the Reynolds operator yields a projection

(E@V)® — SymH(E@V) — Sym?(E @ V)C.

Since invariant rings are finitely generated, 7 is determined by a homomorphism
v PE@V)® — O,
d=1
e > 0 sufficiently large. Homogenizing v, yields ¢,. We refer to [I5], §5, for the
details.

Now, the assignment (£,7) — (&, ¢,) is injective on the level of isomorphy
classes and (€, ) is d-(semi)stable if and only if the associated (a, b)-swamp (&, @)
is d-(semi)stable in the sense of Section[2 § € Qsg. So, by Theorem 211l we need
to show that a) (€,7) is a singular principal G-bundle if and only if ¢, is generi-
cally semistable and that b), for a weighted filtration (€., ms) of &, the condition
1(Eeyme; ;) = 0 is equivalent to the condition that there are a non-trivial tuple
A = (A1,..., \) of one parameter subgroups of G and a reduction 8 of (£,7) to A

with (Ee,m4) = (£(8)e, m(B)e).-
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As far as a) is concerned, we have seen in the proof of Lemma that ¢, is
generically semistable if and only if, for every index i € {1,...,t}, the point wj is
non-zero and semistable with respect to the action of SL(E(7)) on W/. By [10],
Lemma 2.1.3, this is equivalent to the property that there exists a non-empty open
subset U/ C C° N C; with s(U]) C Isom(V ® OCO,SIVCO)/G, i=1,..,t

For b), we observe that the proofs of Lemma [[[T] and Lemma show that

1(Ee,ma; 0) = max{ p(Ni,w}) [i=1,..,t} =0

happens if and only if ); is a one parameter subgroup of SL(E(¢)) and u(\;, w}) = 0,
i =1, ...,t. This includes the possibility that A; is constant, for some of the indices
i € {1,..,t}. Proposition 2.1.4 in [I0] shows that one may assume without loss
of generality that A; is conjugate to a one parameter subgroup X; of G, so that
(E¢, I'Y) comes from a reduction 8;: U/ — P(E,7)/Qc(\,), for some open subset
U, cUNC;,i=1,..,t. O
Good choices of the faithful representation. Suppose that b: V %) V —Cis

a non-degenerate bilinear form. Let ¢: V. — VY, v — (w — b(v,w)), be the
corresponding automorphism. We say that o fizes b, if

Vge Gvo,weV: b(o(g)(v),0(9)(w)) = blv,w).

We will work with the commutative diagram

Hom(V ® Oy, EY) —— 24—~ Hom(V ® Ox,£Y) /G

\/

By the universal property of
H = Hom(V ® Ox, ") := Spec(Sym*(£ ® V),
there is a tautological homomorphism
P (Sym* (€ @ V)) — Oy

of Oy-algebras. The restriction of this homomorphism to the component of degree
one yields the homomorphism

p(€) — VY ® Oy.
Let b: VV%)VV —— C be the bilinear form defined by 1 ~'. Then, the above
homomorphism and b yield a bilinear pairing
braut: P*(E ® E) = p*(€) @ p*(E) — Oy
Push this forward to Hom(V ® O¢,£Y)//G and note that
PrE®E) =g (T (ERE)).

So, we get

P (€®E) ®q.(On) — ¢.(On).
Now,

O yc = ¢:(On)°.
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By the existence and properties of the Reynolds operator, O3 ¢ is a direct sum-
mand of the Oy yg-module ¢,(O%). This means that we obtain a homomorphism

Etaut: ﬁ*(g ®5) — O'H//G

of Oy //G—modules. The assumption on ¢ and b implies that the pullback of Daut
via g agrees over p~1(C°) with gtaut- Pulling back bay; via the section s yields the
bilinear form

bE,T): ERE — Oc.

Our last observation implies that the restriction of 3(5 ,7) to U(E, 7) is non-degene-
rate. So, the induced homomorphism

Y(E,T): E—EY

is an isomorphism over U(&, 7). Since & is torsion free, the homomorphism ¢ (&, 7)
is injective

Proposition 3.4. Assume that x(C,&) = dim¢(V) - x(C,O¢), Then, the homo-
morphism (€, 7) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Proposition [A.2] ii), in the appendix shows that x(C,&) = x(C,&Y). This
implies that the injective homomorphism (&, 7): & — £V is also surjective. [

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that there is a non-degenerate bilinear form b: V%) V —
C which is fived by o. Then,
UE,b)=C°

holds for every singular principal G-bundle (€,7) on C with x(C,&) = dim¢(V) -
x(C,Oc).

Proof. Let (€,7) be a singular principal G-bundle on C and ¢ € C°. We will use

_{c) as a shorthand notation for = ® C(c). By construction, ¢ (&, 7)(c) factorizes
Oc,ec
as

gle) vV i v I evie,

Here, h € Hom(V, £V {c)) is a homomorphism which maps to s(c¢) under the quotient
map ¢. Obviously, h must be an isomorphism, i.e., ¢ € U(E, 7). O

SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

The results of the present note and [I7] fully generalize the results of [24] to
reducible nodal curves. The explicit estimates given in Theorem [Z.9 and the obser-
vations on good choices of the faithful representation of the structure group together
with the construction in [I6] yield a reasonable generalization of Pandharipande’s
moduli space [I8]. Possible applications include the study of conformal blocks on
stable curves and modular interpretations of the degenerations obtained by Manon
[13] and Belkale and Gibney [2]. It will also be interesting to investigate, if the tech-
niques developed by Balaji [I] may be extended to get a Hilbert compactification
which generalizes the work [22] by the second author for GL,.(C).
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APPENDIX

We work in the setting outlined at the beginning of Section 2 except that we
won’t make use of the set N. Let us fix an invertible Oc-module /. For a coherent
Oc-module G, we define the N-dual of G as GX; := Hom(G,N), and the N -reflezive
hull of G as GY := (GX-)Xr- As usual, we write G¥ instead of Q(\éc. Since C'is a
Gorenstein variety, we is also an invertible Oc-module. In this case, we write
Gge = g:fc and G°° = gung/ For any invertible Oc-module N, there is a canonical
homomorphism ¢ty : G — G- Its kernel is the torsion submodule of G.

Remark A.1. i) Since N is invertible, the natural homomorphism
Hom(G, Ox) ® N — Hom(G, N)
X

is an isomorphism.

ii) Let NV be an invertible O x-module and define n; := deg(N¢, ), i =1, ...,t. For
a torsion free O x-module &, we get the short exact sequence ([@). The corresponding
sequence for £ @ N is @)KQAN, by the projection formula. This shows

XX, EQN) = X(X, v (F® u*(N))) — dimg(R).
Since the normalization v: X —» X is a finite morphism, we have
X(X, ve(F® V*(N))) = X()N(,]:(X) v*(N)).

The Riemann—Roch theorem on smooth curves implies

t
X(X, F@uv*WN)) =r- Zni + x(X, F).
i=1
Continuing this way, we compute

XX, EQN) =7 ni + x(X, F) — dime(R)

=1

=Y+ (X () — dime(R)
i=1

t
zr-Zni—i—x(X,E).

i=1
iii) Using the notation from the previous part for N' = wx, the formula
t

X(X,wx) => i+ x(X,0x)
i=1

and the equality x(X,wx) = —x(X, Ox) which follows from Serre duality show
¢
> ni=-2-x(X,0x).
i=1

Proposition A.2. Let N be an invertible Oc-module and £ a torsion free Oc-
module of uniform rank r.

i) The Oc-module E; is torsion free as well, and the canonical homomorphism
v € — EYY is an isomorphism.
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i) One has x(C,£°) = —x(C, &) and x(C,EY) = —x(C,E)+2-7-x(C,0¢). In
particular, if x(C,€) =r-x(C,0¢), then x(C,EV) = x(C,&).

Proof. 1) This is a local problem and, so, follows from [31], Corollary (2.3).
ii) By Serre duality,

X(C,E) = BO(C,E) — hO(C,£°), x(C,E°) = h°(C,E°) — hO(C,E%°).

So, the first equality follows immediately from Part i). The formulas from Remark
[Adlshow x(X,E°) = x(X,EY)—2-r-x(X, Ox). Plugging this into the first equality
gives the second one. ([l

Remark A.3. i) By Remark [ZT] the condition x(C,€&) = - x(C, O¢) is equivalent
to the condition deg,(€) = 0.

ii) Similar computations appear, for irreducible curves, even on non-Gorenstein
ones, in Section 3.1 of the (unpublished) work [5].
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