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Abstract.The Corlette-Donaldson-Hitchin-Simpson’s correspondence states that,
on a compact Kéhler manifold (X, w), there is a one-to-one correspondence between
the moduli space of semisimple flat complex vector bundles and the moduli space of
poly-stable Higgs bundles with vanishing Chern numbers. In this paper, we extend
this correspondence to the projectively flat bundles case. We prove that there is an
equivalence of categories between the category of w-semi-stable (poly-stable) Higgs
bundles (E,0g,$) with (2rca(E) — (r — 1)c2(E)) - [w]”™2 = 0 and the category
of (semi-simple) projectively flat bundles (E, D) with /—1Fp = a ® Idg for some
real (1,1)-form a. Furthermore, we also establish the above correspondence on some
compact non-Kéhler manifolds. As its application, we obtain a vanishing theorem
of characteristic classes of projectively flat bundles.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let E be a complex vector bundle of rank r over a compact complex manifold X.
A connection D in E is said to be projectively flat if the induced connection in the
principal PGL(r; C)-bundle is flat, or equivalently, the curvature Fpp takes values in
scalar multiples of the identity endomorphism of E. The bundle E is projectively
flat if and only if it admits a projectively flat connection. The moduli space of
fundamental group representations and the moduli space of flat vector bundles are
related by the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence. A Higgs bundle (E,0g,0) is a
holomorphic bundle (E,dg) coupled with a Higgs field § € QY°(EndFE) satisfying
Opf = 0 and A § = 0. Higgs bundles were introduced by Hitchin ([12]) and
developed by Simpson (|27, 28]). Under the assumption that (F,D) is a semi-
simple flat bundle over a compact Kéhler manifold (M, w), the theorem of Corlette
(B]) and Donaldson ([9]) on the existence of harmonic metric implies that there
exists a poly-stable Higgs structure (0g,6) on E. On the other hand, by the work
of Hitchin ([12]) and Simpson ([28]) on the Hitchin-Kobayashi correspondence for
Higgs bundles, one has a correspondence between the moduli space for semi-simple
flat bundles and the moduli space for poly-stable Higgs bundles with vanishing
Chern numbers. The motivation of this paper is to extend the Corlette-Donaldson-
Hitchin-Simpson’s correspondence to the projectively flat bundles case and the
non-Kahler case.

Suppose F is a projectively flat complex vector bundle over a compact complex
manifold X with rank r and ¢;(E) N QY1(X,C) N Q?(X,R) # (. Then we have a
connection D in E such that its curvature satisfies

(1.1) V=1Fp = a ®1dg,

where o € 2Z¢y(E) is a real (1,1)-form. A subbundle S C E is said to be D-
invariant if De € Q'(X,S) for any e € Q°(X,S). We say (E, D) is simple if it
has no proper D-invariant subbundle and (£, D) is semi-simple if it is a direct sum
of D-invariant subbundles. Given a Hermitian metric H on E, there is a unique
decomposition

(1.2) D =Dy +¢u,

where Dy is a unitary connection and g € Q*(End(E)) is self-adjoint with respect
to H. In the following, we denote the (1,0)-part (resp. (0,1)-part) of Dy by On
(resp. Om) and define

(1.3) Dy =0u +¥5°, Dy =0u +v%,

(1.4) Gu = (Dy)? = 0% + 0oy + o5’ A

One can check that v/—1tr (9gvy°) = V—1tr Gy is a real d-closed and d-closed
(1,1)-form. Furthermore, for any other Hermitian metric K on E, we have

(1.5) Gy — Gk = ED(h‘lD%(h)),

and

)

(1.6) V=1t (Dgby’) — vV—=Ttr Oy g°) = Taé log det(h),
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where h = K~'H, D, = D;{ — DlK. Hence we can define a fixed class in the
Bott-Chern cohomology,

(1.7) BC(E, D) = [V=Ttr (9gv ;") pc € Hgo (X, R).

Since v/—1tr (5Hz/1}1;0) is d-exact, if X satisfies the 99-lemma (specially X is Kihler),
then

(1.8) BC(E,D) = 0.

A natural question arises as follows. For any real (1,1)-from ¢ € BC(FE, D), does
there exist a Hermitian metric H on (F, D) such that

(1.9) V=1Gy = %c ® Idg?

In particular, if BC(E, D) = 0, does there exist a Hermitian metric H on (E, D)
such that Gy = 07 To solve this problem, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X,w) be a compact Hermitian manifold and (E, D) a simple
projectively flat complex vector bundle over X satisfying the condition ({I1l). Then
there must exist a unique Hermitian metric H on E such that

(1.10) V—=1A,G% =0,

where Gﬁ 1s the trace-free part of Gy, i.e. Gﬁ =Gy— %tr Gy®Idg. Furthermore,
if w is astheno-Kdhler, i.e. 00w™ 2 =0, then we have

(1.11) G4 =0.

Remark 1.1. Given a real (1,1)-form ¢ € BC(E, D), there exists a real function
© such that gtr Gy = %C—i— V=18dp. Letting H = e 2?H, according to formula
(I3), we have

(1.12) V-1Gy =V-1G; - %c ® Ildp.

Thus, by Theorem [I1l and conformal transformation, (I.9) can be solved if X
admits an astheno-Kdhler metric w.

A Hermitian metric H on (F, D) is called harmonic if it satisfies:

(1.13) V=IA,Gy = 0.

In the case that (X,w) is Kahler and D is a flat connection, (I.I3)) is equivalent to
D% = 0, the existence of harmonic metric was proved by Donaldson ([9]) and
Corlette ([3]). If BC(E, D) =0 and (X,w) is astheno-Kéhler, Theorem [Tl implies
that (F, D) must admit a harmonic metric H with Gy = 0. Different to Corlette
and Donaldson’s arguments by using the heat flow, we will use the continuous
method to solve the equation (ILI0), see section 3 for details.

In this paper, we also study some characteristic classes of projectively flat bundle
(E, D) with /=1Fp = a ® Idg, where « is a real (1,1)-form. Set

(1.14) voj1 (B, D, H) = (21v/—1) Jtr g T
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Like that in the flat bundle case, one can check that ve;11(E, D, H) is a real d-

closed form and the class [vaj41(E, D, H)] € H¥# (X, R) is independent of the
choice of Hermitian metrics. So we define the following class:

(1.15) voj41(E, D) = [(2mv/=1) Ttr g3t

for 7 > 0 . In the flat bundle case, this class was defined by Kamber-Tondeur
and Dupont ([14] [10]), and its Chern-Weil type description was given by Bismut
and Lott([1]). When (X,w) is a Kéhler manifold and (F, D) is a semi-simple flat
bundle, Reznikov ([20]) proved that the classes vej+1(E, D) necessarily vanish for
j > 1 (a simple proof can be found in [15]). As an application of Theorem [T}
we generalized Reznikov’s result to the projectively flat bundles on astheno-Kéahler
manifolds. In fact, we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let (E, D) be a projectively flat complex vector bundle over a com-
pact complez manifold X with /—1Fp = a ® Idg, where a is a real (1,1)-form
on X. If X admits an astheno-Kdhler metric w, then for any j > 1, the class
voj+1(E, D) must vanish.

In the following, we denote the space of connections in E by Apg, and set the
moduli spaces

(116) CDR(E,Q)Z{DE.AE | \/—_1FD:CY®IdE}/g,

(1.17) CHr(E, o) = {Semi-simple D € Ag | V—-1Fp = a®1dg}/G,

where G is the gauge group of E.

Now, we suppose that (X,w) is a compact Hermitian manifold of complex di-
mension n, and the Hermitian metric w satisfies the Gauduchon and astheno-Kahler
conditions, i.e. 90w™ ' = 0w"™ 2 = 0. These conditions ensure that the first and
second Chern numbers of holomorphic vector bundles are well-defined. Under the
Gauduchon condition, we can also assume that A, o = A, where A is a real num-
ber. Adding another condition that [ oM A (‘;’1%711), = 0 for any Dolbeault class
[n] € H*1(X), one can easily check that X satisfies the global d0-lemma, and then
BC(E,D) = 0. By Theroem [[T], there must exist a harmonic metric H on the
semi-simple projectively flat bundle (E, D), and then Gz = 0. Denote 0 = Oy

and 6 = 1/11111’0, then we obtain a Higgs bundle structure (F,dg, §) with
(1.18) V—1(Fyg +[0,0°"]) =a®1dg, 0dd=0.

It is not hard to find that (IIS) means the Higgs bundle (E,dg,6) is poly-stable
and

(1.19) A(E,0g) - [w" %] := (c2(E, 0p) —

1 _
=l (E,0p)) - [o" % = 0.

In the following, C%, ,(E) (resp. Cpoi(E)) denotes the moduli space of polystable
(resp. semi-stable) Higgs structures (g, #) on bundle E with the vanishing Chern
number (LI9). Hitchin ([I2]) and Simpson ([27]) proved the Higgs version of
Donaldson-Uhlenbeck-Yau theorem ([21], [8, 29]) which states that every poly-stable
Higgs bundle over a Kahler manifold must admit a Hermitian-Einstein metric H,
ie.

(1.20) V—1A,(Fg + [0,6*7]) = \dp,
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and it is also valid for compact Gauduchon manifolds (|2} [16, [19]). Therefore, for
any poly-stable Higgs structure (9, §) with the vanishing Chern number (LI9)), the
Hitchin-Simpson connection Dy g = Dy + 6 + 0*H with respect to the Hermitian-
Einstein metric H must be projectively flat. Then one can obtain a correspondence
between C3, ,(E) and C},z(F, «), i.e. we proved the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let (X,w) be a compact Hermitian manifold of dimension n sat-
isfying 00w™ ™t = 00w™ 2 = 0 and Jx 0l A % = 0 for any Dolbeault class
] € HYY(X), E be a complex vector bundle over X with rank v and ci(E) N
QY (M, C)NQA(M,R) # 0, i.e. thereis areal (1,1)-form a € 2Z¢cy(E). Then there
is a one-to-one correspondence between the moduli spaces C},,,(E) and C3p(E, a).

Remark 1.2. In [25, Proposition 2.1], the authors constructed some nontrivial ez-
amples of Hermitian metric w satisfying strongly Gauduchon and astheno-Kdhler
conditions. It is easy to see that these non-Kahler metrics must satisfy the condi-

tions in Theorem (I.3).

In [28], Simpson proved that there is an equivalence of categories between the
category of semi-stable Higgs bundles with vanishing Chern numbers and the cat-
egory of flat bundles over smooth projective varieties. The key in the proof of
Simpson’s correspondence is to prove that every semi-stable Higgs bundle with
vanishing Chern numbers is an extension of stable Higgs bundles with vanishing
Chern numbers. This has been generalized to the Kéhler case by Nie and the third
author ([22]). In this paper, we extend this key theorem to semi-stable Higgs bun-
dles with the vanishing condition (I.I9) and to the non-Kéhler case. We combine
the continuous method and the heat flow method to solve this problem. The key
technique here is to use e-regularity theorem (Theorem[6.2) of the Hermitian-Yang-
Mills flow. Let’s first consider the solution H, of the perturbed equation (5.12]) for
every 0 < ¢ < 1. In [23], under the assumption that the Higgs bundle (E, g, ) is
semistable, Nie and the third author have proved that

(1.21) sup |[vV—1A, (Fr, + [0,0*H<]) = X\ -1dg|g. — 0
X

as € = 0. The Chern-Weil theory and the vanishing condition (LI9) imply (see

G.3))
(1.22) 2([0r, 6|72 + |(Fii o) " |I72 — 0,

as € — 0, where (F 11‘,’119)L is the trace free part of F) ;119 Now, let’s evolve the metrics
H. along the Hermitian-Yang-Mills flow (Z.6), and denote H,(¢) is the long time
solution of (ZH). By the e-regularity theorem (Theorem [6.2]) and the parabolic
inequality (6.21]), we can show that for some positive ¢,

(1.23) 2101, ()81 3 + 1L 0y o) B = 0,

as ¢ — 0, i.e. we obtain the existence of approximate Higgs-projectively flat
structure. Using this and following Demailly-Peternell-Schneider’s argument ([6]),
we can show that the Harder-Narasimhan-Seshadri filtration of the Higgs bundle
(E, 0, 0) is by subbundles. So we prove that, on some non-Kihler manifolds, every
semi-stable Higgs bundle with the vanishing condition (T.I9) must be an extension
of stable Higgs bundles, i.e. we conclude the following theorem.
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Theorem 1.4. Let (X,w) be a compact Hermitian manifold of dimension n sat-
isfying 00w™ ' = 00w" 2 = 0, and ¢ = (E,0g,0) be a Higgs bundle over X.
Then € is semi-stable with the vanishing condition (II19) if and only if € admits a
filtration

(1.24) 0=¢C& C---C¢=¢
by Higgs subbundles such that the quotients Qj = (Qk,ggk,ﬁk) = & /E,_1 are sta-
ble Higgs bundles with vanishing Chern number (L19) and mcl (Qk,00,) =

mcl(E,gE) for every 0 < k <1[-—1.
As an application, we establish a correspondence between Cpo (F) and Cpr(FE, o),
i.e. we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.5. Let (X,w) be a compact Hermitian manifold of dimension n sat-
isfying 00w™ ™t = 0w™ 2 = 0 and Jx 0l A % = 0 for any Dolbeault class
] € HYY(X), E be a complex vector bundle over X with rank v and ci(E) N
QY (M, C)NQA(M,R) # 0, i.e. thereis areal (1,1)-form a € 2Z¢cy(E). Then there
is a one-to-one correspondence between the moduli spaces Cpol(E) and Cpr(E, a)
in the case rank(E) = 2.

We also find a nature one-to-one map between Cp(E) and Cpr(E, o) for higher
rank case, but as pointed in Remark @] this map only exists in Kéhler case, i.e.
we deduce the following result.

Theorem 1.6. Let (X,w) be a Kahler manifold of dimension n. Then there is a
one-to-one map between Cpo(E) and Cpr(E, ).

Actually, using Theorem [[.4] one may follow Simpson’s argument in ([28]) to get
a correspondence between Cp,i(E) and Cpr(FE, ) over Kéhler manifolds. However,
Simpson’s argument ([28]) is totally algebraic and highly abstract. We construct the
correspondence map more directly, so we write down here. It should be pointed out
that, by using Nie and the third author’s result ([22]), Deng also gives a constructing
proof of this correspondence for the flat bundle case in his thesis ([7]).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some basic concepts
and results about projectively flat bundles. In section 3, we study the equation
(CI0) and give a proof of Theorem [Tl In Section 4, we consider the characteristic
classes of projectively flat bundles and give a proof of Theorem In Section 5,
we recall some basic results of Higgs bundles over non-Kéahler manifolds and give a
proof of Theorem[I.3l In Section 6, we give some basic estimates and an e-regularity
theorem about the Yang-Mills-Higgs flow in the non-Ké&hler case. In Section 7, we
prove Theorem[L.4l In Section 8 and Section 9, we prove Theorem [[L5land Theorem
LL.6l
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Let (X,w) be a compact Hermitian manifold of dimension n, E be a projectively
flat bundle over X with rank r and ¢;(E) N Q"!(M,C) N Q*(M,R) # 0. We can
choose a real (1,1)-form a € 2Z¢; (E). Furthermore, if 9w™ ™! = 0, we can assume

(2.1) Apa = A,

where A is a real number. It is easy to check that there is a connection in E such
that:

(2.2) V=1Fp = a®ldg
and
—1
(2.3) 2¢5(E, D) — - —cl(E,D) =0.

For any metric H on (E, D), there is a unique decomposition
(2.4) D =Dy +vu,
where Dy is a unitary connection, ¥y € Q(End(E)) is self-adjoint and
(25) H(puer,e2) = %{H(Del, e2) + H(e1, Des) — dH (e1, e2)}
for any ey, eq € T'(E). We rewrite (2.2)) as
(26)  a®ldg =+v—1Fp =/—1(D% + Y5 Abg + Dy oty + g o D).

Considering the self-adjoint and anti-self-adjoint parts of the above identity, since
a is a real (1,1)-form, we have

(2.7) Dy(u) =0,

and

(2.8) V—1(D} 4+ v Abg) = a®Idg.
Then, we get

O+l AU =0, O + Uy Ay =0,
5H¢11rjo + angl =0,

oy’ =0, Ayt =0,

On0u + Onldy + | 1111’0, ?{’1] = —V/—-la®Ildg.

Denote by y (resp. dg) the (1,0)-part (resp. (0,1)-part) of Dg. Define DY,
Dy and Gy as that in (I3) and (TZ). Obviously 3J) implies

(2.9)

(2.10) Gy =-ay', (G =GY,
(2.11) tr Gy = tr (Agy’) = dtr (Yg°) = dtr (Y5°),
(2.12) otr (O y”) = —otr Ay y”) = 0.

If Gg = 0, then (E,dy, 1/1}1;0) will be a Higgs bundle and H is a Higgs-Hermitian
projectively flat metric.
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Lemma 2.1. Assume 00w"™ 2 =0, then

(2.13) V—=1IA,(Gyg)=0 < Gy =0
and
(2.14) V=IAL(GH) =0 < G4 =0.
Proof. The Riemann bilinear relations assert that
n—2 n
1L L w _ 12 L2 v
(2.15) /Xtr(GH/\GH)/\ T _/X(|GH| IWeH D

On the other hand, by (29), we have
tr (Orvy”) A tr (D)
(2.16) = —tr Oy ) At (Omyg)
=00 (tr ;' Atry”),

and
(2.17)
n n wn—Z
/Xtr(GH/\GH)/\ =)
wn72
:/Xtr(GH/\GH)/\ n—2)!
= / {—2tr (¥ A’ AYY AUYY) — tr Oy A duvy )} A w1
X (n—2)!
_ / (90t (BL° A %) — 2tr (W50 A L0 A O A %) A W
X (n —2)!
_ wn72
+/Xtr (Om (Orby’) Abg') A n—2)
—_ / tr (V=—Tla®@Idg Ay’ — ¥’ A (V=1a®@1dg)) Avy') A (HL;'
X - .

=0.

[
For any two Hermitian metrics H and K, let h = K~'H and D§ = D/I; — D,K.
By the expression (2.5]), one can deduce that

1 1 1
(2.18) 1/)H:§h7101/)Koh+ 51/1K+§(DK—h710DKoh),
and

" " 1

(2.19) Dy — Dy = §h*1D§<h.
Using the equalities (Z9), we know
(2.20) Dy 0Dy + Dy o Dy =0,
(2.21) Dy oDy + Dy oDy =—vV—la®ldg,
and

(2.22) D% (D%h) = D% o D} oh —ho D% o D = v—1(ah — ha)) = 0.



Then
Gy — Gk =Dy oDy — Dy oDy
1 " e ¢ (1.—1 e —-1pnc c
(2.23) :Z{QDK(h 'Djch) — Di (h™*Dgch) + h™ ' D (Dgch)}
1
:ZD(h_lDf(h).

This together with (2I8]) gives us that

(2.24) tr (V) =tr (Yx) — %dlogdet(h)
and
(2.25) tr (D) — tr (Oxy’) = tr (Gr) — tr (Gx) = %8510g det h.

By (ZI0), II), 2I2) and 225), we can define the following class in the Bott-

Chern cohomology.

Definition 2.1. Let (E, D) be a projectively flat complex vector bundle satisfying
the condition ([I1l) over a compact complex manifold X. We define

(2.26) BC(E, D) = [V—=Ttr (9uy ") sc € Hye (X, R).
Set s = log(h) = log(K ~'H), then by a similar discussion with [23] (or [30]), we
have
Proposition 2.1.
(2.27) (V=1A,D(h ' D%h),s)x = —(O(s)(Ds), Ds) ¢ + v/ —1A,00|s|%,

where

ey -1 y
- Z 5
(2.28) O@,y) = y—= Y
1, T =1y.
Proof. In an open dense subset U of X, choosing a suitable orthonormal basis
{e1, - ,e,} of E with respect to the metric K, we can assume
(2.29) h=>Y ete,®e
a=1
and
(2.30) 5 = Z AaCa ® .
a=1

Let D = d+ A, then Dg = d+ (A — A7) and ¢x = $(A + AT). Denote the
(1,0)-part and (0,1)-part of A by B and C. Computing directly shows

W' D5ch =Y dhaca @ + 3 (¥ —1)(CE — B)ea @ ¢,

a=1 «@
(2.31) 7

Ds =Y dhaea®e®+ Y (Mg — Aa)(B§ + C§ea @€
a=1 a#B
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Then

V=1Audtr (W' Dichs) = V=1Aud(XadAa)

2.32 " - -
(2:32) =Y 2V=TALAOAa + Y 200N
a=1 a=1
=v/—1A,00|s|3%
and
V—=1A,tr (R~ "D%h A Ds)
_Z\/ TAL(dNa A d)g)
+ (€ = ) (e = Ag)VTAL(CE — BE) A (B +CF)
(2.33) =
erTAe — 1
=- Z el = ﬁ()‘ﬁ =) (IBEP +1CE1%)
azn Mo Aa
==Y 00\, Ap)|(Ds)2].
o,
Combining all of the above, we complete this proof. 0

Proposition 2.2. For any real number \, we have
(2.34)
vV —1Awddc IOg(tl” (h)+tl" (hil)) 2 —4(|\/ —1AMGH—)\]dE|H+| \% —1AMGK—)\IdE|K)

and supy |log(h)|x < Ci| log(h)|lz2(x,x) + Cy, where Cy and Cy are positive con-
stants depending only on supy |[vV—1A,Gr — Mdg|m, supy |[V—1A,Gx — Mdg|k
and the geometry of (X,w).

Proof. Clearly ([223) yields
(2.35)  h(V-1A,(Gx — Gk)) :%\/—_meDf{h - i\/—_lAwD(h)h*D;(h).
Taking the trace on both sides, we see
%\/—_1Awddctr (h) — i|Dh S22
> —tr (h)(WV=1AuGr — Ndg|g + [V-1A,GKk — Nldg|k).
On the other hand, it holds that
(tr (h) 4 tr (R~ 1)V =1A,dd" log(tr (h) + tr (h™1))

(2.37) _ [tr(Dh) +tr (Dh !
B tr (h) 4+ tr (h™1)
According to Young’s inequality, we have
|tr (Dh) + tr (DR™1)|? _(d+e)tr (Dh)|? + (14 1)[tr (DA™1)[?
tr(h) +tr(h~t) tr (h) +tr (h™1)

(2.36)

ik + V1A, dde(tr (R) + tr (h™1)).

(2.38)
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Take € = tr (h~1)/tr (h), then
[t (Dh) + tr (Dh=1)2

(2:39) tr (h) +tr (h1)

<|Dh-h~Y2% + DR RV2)3,.

So
(2.40)
V=1A,dd®log(tr (h)+tr (h™1)) > —4(|V=1A,Gr—Ndg|g+|V—-1AGx —Ndg| k).

Noting

(2.41) log (%(tr (h) +tr (k™)) < [log(h)|x < /2 log(tr (h) + tr (K1)

and applying Moser’s iteration, we finish the proof. 0

3. PROOF OoF THEOREM [L1]

We first study the equation (II0) by using the continuous method. Let (E, D)
be a rank r projectively flat bundle over a compact Hermitian manifold (X, w), and
satisfy /—1Fp = a ® Idg for a real (1,1)-form «. Given a Hermitian metric H on
E, we set

(3.1) Herm(E, H) = {n € End(E) | n*" =n}
and
(3.2) Herm™ (E, H) = {p € Herm(E, H) | p is positive definite}.
If the metric w is Gauduchon, i.e. 90w™ ' = 0, we can define
wn—l
3.3 deg (E,D)= [ BC(E,D)A —.
(33) . (E.D) = [ BO(B.D)n s

Using conformal transformation, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose (X,w) is a compact Gauduchon manifold, then there exists
a Hermitian metric K on (E, D) such that

(3.4) tr (V—1A,Gx) =7,

deg, (E,D)

where the constant A\ = VAKX

Let K be a fixed background metric on E. Consider the following perturbed
equation

(35)  Le(h) := 4V —TAuGx + V—TIAuD(h~LD5h) — elog(h) — 4\Idg = 0,
where h € Herm™ (E, K) and ¢ € (0, 1].

Lemma 3.2. Assume that there exists a Hermitian metric K on (E,D) with
tr (V—1A,G ;) = 7, then we can choose a background metric K such that tr (v —1A,Gk) =
A, det(K~'K) =1 and the equation (33) has a solution for e = 1.

Proof. Define h; = exp(4v/—1A,G; — 4A\ldg) and choose K = IN{hfl as the fixed
background metric, then

(3.6) logdet(K ' K) = logdet(hy) = tr (4vV—1A,Gz — 4\ldg) = 0,
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tr (V—1A,Gk) = tr (V-1ALG ) + %\/—lAwaélogdet(hfl)

(3.7)
=7
and
(3.8) 4V —1M,Gx + V—=1A,D(hy*DShy) — log(hy) — 4\ldg = 0.

O

Proposition 3.1. Let tr (v—1A,Gk) = rX. If h is a solution of equation (33
for e € (0,1]. Then det(h) = 1.

Proof. Taking the trace on both sides of equation (B3] yields

(3.9) 2v/—1A,001log det(h) — elogdet(h) = 0.

Due to the maximum principle, we have logdet(h) = 0 and det(h) = 1. N
For any 0 < ¢ < 1, define

(3.10) Js = {e € [9,1] | there is a smooth solution to L.(h) = 0}

and

(3.11) J ={e € (0,1] | there is a smooth solution to L.(h) = 0}.

We will use the continuity method to show that Js = [0, 1] for any 0 < § < 1, hence
J = (0,1]. Tt is obvious that Js # 0. By the Fredholmness of an elliptic operator
over a compact manifold and the implicit function theorem, we know that Js is
open. Next, we conclude that Js is closed.

Lemma 3.3. Let h be the solution of L.(h) = 0 for e € [§,1]. Then
(3.12)  V=1A,09]log(h)[} > e|log(h)[5 — 4V ~=TALG Kk — Mdg|k|log(h)|x,

and
4
(3.13) sup | log(h)|x < —sup|vV—1A,Gk — Mdg|x < Cia,
X € X

where C12 is a constant depending only on 61, X\ and K.

Proof. Since the term (©(s)(Ds), Ds)k in (2.27) is nonnegative, this lemma comes
from Proposition 2.1l and the maximum principle. 0

Using the above C?-estimate, we can derive the C'-estimate and Lb-estimate by
Donaldson’s arguments in [8, Lemma 19]. But now we will give another proof by
the maximum principle.

Lemma 3.4. Let h be the solution of L.(h) =0 for e € [§,1]. Then

(3.14) sup Y3’ < Chs,

where H = Kh, C13 is a constant depending only on the background metric K, )\,
the bound of supy |logh|kx and the geometry of (X,w).

Proof. After a straightforward calculation, we can show
(3.15)
VEIALOBIE By IV + s, o5 1 + 200’ Ayl
— 2Re(0n(V=TAuGr), ¥ it — CIVOL [0 — 1R - 1051
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where C is a constant depending only on the geometry of (X,w), R is the curvature
of Chern connection. According to the equation ([B.1]), we obtain

5 < €
(316)  V=IA00WL 1 = = Caloyilr = 510m (og(h) vy |,

where C is a uniform constant depending only on (X,w). Notice that

(3.17) |01 (log(h))| 1 < Cah™*0hly < Csly’|m + Cu,
then
(3.18) VIR0 > = Col i — Colwi’ |,

where C’g, C’g, 6'4, C’g, and 5'6 are the constants depending only on supy |logh|x
and K. On the other hand, we have

(3.19)
V—1A,ddtr (h) =v—1A,tr (Dh A h™'D5h) + v/ —1A,tr (hD(h™ ' D%:h))
=|Dh - h=Y22 — 4tr (h(v=1A,Gx — Nldg)) + etr (hlog(h)),

and

(3.20) |Dh - h=Y/2|% > Cq|Dh - h=Y)% > Cs|},°% — Co,
hence it follows that

(3.21) V=IAudd°tr (h) >Cs|y 5" |4 — Cho,

where 6'7,6'8, ég and élo are the constants depending only on supy |logh|x, A
and K. Let f = [1;°|% + Atr (h), where A is large enough such that

(3.22) V=IAL00f > Cii |y’ % — Ciz,

where C11 and C are positive constants depending only on the background metric
K, the bound of supy |log h|x and the geometry of (X, w). The maximum principle
implies:

(3.23) m)é(lxh/l}joﬁf < (i3,

where C13 is a positive constant depending only on 6'11 and 6'12. 0

Combining Lemma B3] Lemma [34] and the L5-estimate of elliptic operator, we
immediately know h. is uniformly bounded in L% for € € [§,1]. Thus Js is closed
for [6,1] and J = (0, 1].

Lemma 3.5. Let (X,w) be an n-dimensional compact Gauduchon manifold, (E, D)
be a projectively flat bundle over (X, w) with rank r and satisfying /—1Fp = a®Idg
for a real (1,1)-form «, he be a solution of equation (334), sc =log(he). Then
(3.24)

_/ dtr (V=TALGx — Mdg)se) +/ (O(5¢)(Dse), Dse) ik — + €ls¢]| 22 = 0.

Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 211 0

Lemma 3.6. Let (E, D) be a simple projectively flat complex: vector bundle over a
compact Hermitian manifold (X,w) satisfying /—1Fp = a ® Idg for a real (1,1)-
form a, H and K be two Hermitian metrics on E. If A\,Gyg = A,Gg, then H = cK
for some positive constant c.
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Proof. By [238]), we have

(3.25) V—=1A,ddtr (h) > |Dh - h=Y/?|%,
where h = K~'H. Hence Dh = 0. Since (E, D) is simple and h*X = h, then
h = cIdg for some positive constant c. i

Theorem 3.1. Let (X,w) be an n-dimensional compact Gauduchon manifold,
(E, D) be a simple projectively flat bundle over (X,w) with rank r and satisfying
V—=1Fp = a® Idg for a real (1,1)-form o. Then there exists a unique Hermitian
metric H on (E, D) satisfying

(3.26) V=1A,Gr = Mg,
where the constant \ = %'

Proof. Lemma gives the uniqueness. Lemma B.1] guarantees that there exists
a Hermitian metric K on (F, D) with tr (vV—1A,Gz) = r\. By choosing a back-
ground metric K with tr (vV—1A,Gx) = r), as above we know that there exists
a solution h. of the equation (0] for any € € (0,1]. Under the assumption that
(E, D) is simple, we conclude that there is a uniform constant C13 independent of
e such that

(3.27) | log(he)| 2 < Cis.

Then Proposition 22 implies that || log(he)| L are uniformly bounded. By Lemma
B4 we can get the uniform C'-estimate and also the uniform Lb-estimate. Af-
ter choosing a subsequence of e, we can obtain a limiting metric H satisfying
V=IALGy = \dj.

Suppose EH log(he)|| 2 = +00. Then there is a sequence €¢; — 0, such that

(3.28) | log(he, )| L2 = 4o0.
Set
(3.29) sj=log(he,), i =lsjll2, uj=1;"s,
then
(3.30) lujlle =1, Jlujll~ < C*.
On the other hand, by Proposition Bl we have
(3.31) tr (u;) =0.
Based on Lemma [3.5 we derive
(3.32)
w" w™
— /X 4tr ((\/ —1ALGK — AIdE)uJ)F + lj /X<@(ZJ’U,J)(D’LLJ), DuﬁKH + €jlj =0.

According to the argument in [23] page 637],if T : R x R — R is a positive smooth
function such that T (A1, A2) < (A1 — A2)~! whenever A\; > Ay, it holds that

(3.33)
— / 4tr ((\/ —1A Gk — )\IdE)Uj)% +/ <T(Uj)(DUj),DUj>K% +¢l; <0, 7>0.
X X .
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Then we see u; is uniformly bounded in L?. By choosing a subsequence which is
also denoted by u;, we deduce u; — uo, weakly in L? as j — +oc. Then

(3.34) tr (o) = 0, Juoellze = 1, Jlusellz= < C*.

Following Simpson’s argument in [27, Lemma 5.5], we know the eigenvalues of
are constants almost everywhere. Let Ay < Ay < --- < Ay denote the distinct
eigenvalues. The fact that tr (us) = 0 and [Juso||z2 = 1 yields b > 2. Define
1, <A,
pa_{O, $2)\a+1.

Let 74 = pa(Uoo). From [27, Lemma 5.6], one can see that

(1) mq € L%?

(2) Wg =T, = Ta;

(3) (Id — mq)Dmg = 0.
Set V, = m,(E). By the condition that /—1Fp = a ® Idg for a real (1,1)-form a,
we know that (D%1)2 = 0, i.e. D%! determines a holomorphic structure on E. Since
(Id—m,) D%, = 0, the Uhlenbeck-Yau’s regularity theorem of L2-subbundle ([29])
states that V, is smooth outside an analytic subset % which is of co-dimension at
least 2. Then Vj, is a D-invariant subbundle of (E, D) on X \ . In the following, we
can extend V, to the whole X as a D-invariant subbundle of E, which is contradict
with the simpleness of E. Then, we get the uniform C°-estimate ([3.27)).

For any x € ¥, there exists a domain BcXx containing x such that a = /—1df3

for some 1-form [ defined on B. From

(3.35) V=1(D - f®@1dg)? = V—1D? —/=1d3 ® Id3, = 0,

we know that D — 8 ® Idg is a flat connection on E|s. On a small domain B

containing z, we can choose a local basis {ej, - ,e,} of F such that
ey ey

(3.36) Dl : | =8
er er

On X \ X, we have the following exact sequence

(3.37) 0—V,—F—Q,—0,
and
_( Dv, 1
(3.38) D_< 0" Do, >
D%, D D
(3.39) D? = < A O”D“;”o Va > = —V-la®Idg,
Qu

where 7 is a 1-form valued in Q} ® V,. So Dy, — 8 ® Idy, is also a flat connection
on Va|3\2. For any point y € B\ X, there exist a small domain B, C B\ X, and a

basis {é1,--- , &} of V, on B,, where | = rank(V,), such that

él €1 €1
(3.40) Dy, : =D| : =5

a

€ € €
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On the other hand, since V, C E, we can suppose

€1 (]
(3.41) Do = A

€] €r

Then (336) and (340) imply that dA = 0, i.e. A is a constant matrix. For another
point y1 € B\ X, if By, N B, # 0, it is easy to see that A, = C - A for some

€1
constant matrix C, and then A is a basis of V, on Byl U By. Since B\ X is
er
el
connected, A is also a basis of V, on B\ 3. Then Va|3\g can be extended
Er

to B. Because x is arbitrary, V, can be extended to the whole X.

Proof of Theorem [l Tt has been proved by Gauduchon ([11]) that there must
exist a Gauduchon metric @ in the conformal class of w. By Theorem B.I] we have
a metric H such that v/=TA5(G3) = 0, and equivalently

(3.42) V—1A,(Gg) = 0.

If 90w"~2 = 0, from Lemma 2] we know that the metric H satisfies G = 0.
N

Taking conformal transformation, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1. Let (X,w) be a compact Hermitian manifold and (E, D) a simple
projectively flat complex vector bundle over X satisfying /—1Fp = a ® Idg for a
real (1,1)-form a. Then for any real (1,1)-form ¢ € BC(E, D), there must ezist a
unique Hermitian metric H on E such that

(3.43) V=IA,(Gy + gg‘ ® Idg) = 0.

If 90w™ 2 =0 or dim® X =2, then the metric H satisfies

(3.44) VIGr = ¢ ® 1dp.
T

Let (E, D) be an SL(r, C)-flat bundle over a compact Hermitian manifold (X, w),
i.e. the corresponding representation p : m1(X) — GL(r,C) has image in SL(r, C).
There must exist a Hermitian metric K on (F, D) such that tr¢x = 0, and hence
tr (v —=1A,Gf) = 0 and BC(E, D) = 0. Then the following corollary holds.

Corollary 3.2. Let (E,D) be a simple SL(r,C)-flat bundle over a compact Her-
mitian manifold (X,w), then there must exist a unique Hermitian metric H such
that vV—1IA,Gg = 0. If 90w™ 2 = 0 or dim® X = 2, then the metric H satis-
fies Gg = 0, and there exists a Hermitian-flat Higgs bundle (E,D%’l,z/}}jo) with
tr w}{,O =0.
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4. CHARACTERISTIC CLASSES OF PROJECTIVELY FLAT BUNDLE

Let (E, D) be a projectively flat vector bundle over a compact complex manifold
X with v/=1Fp = a®1dg, where « is areal (1,1)-form. Letting H be a Hermitian
metric on the projectively flat bundle (E, D), we have the unique decomposition
D = Dy +v¢p.g. On the other hand, one can define D by

(4.1) dH(X,Y) = H(DX,Y)+ H(X,D*HY)
for any X,Y € T'(E), and then
1 .
(4.2) Yp.H = 5(D — D),
Setting
(4.3) v2j+1(E, D, H) = 2mv/=1)Ttr¢F 1,

and recalling that ¢¥p g is self-adjoint and (7)), we know that ve;11(E, D, H) is a
closed real form.

For any two Hermitian metrics H and K on E, we choose a smooth path Hy
connecting K and H with Hy = K and Hy = H, let hy = K~ 'H;. From 2IJ), it
follows that

1 _
(4.4) Yp,H, = 2 Yotp g oh + 1/JDK+ (DK hy'o Dk o hy),
and
0 1 _,0h _,0h _, Oh
(4.5) EwDJ{t = §{¢D,Ht ohy 18_1: — hy 18_; oYp.u, — Du,(hy 13—;)}'

By direct calculation, we obtain

0
§U2g+1(E D, H;) = (2mv— ) ( 125-;11,)
8¢D Hy

=(2j + (v D) Tt (e AwDHJ
(46) 2 + 1 | oh

=- 12 (@2nv=1)tr (D, (b 52 N )

__ % 2 (2 V=)~ Jdtr(h_laht/\wDHt)
(4.7)

2j+1

1
vaj11(E, D, H)—v2j11(E, D, K) = — (27r\/—_1)‘jd/0 tr (hy mpD g, )dt

and the class [vej41(E, D, H)| is independent of the choice of Hermitian metrics.
So we define the following class:

(4.8) vaj41(E, D) = [(2mv/=1) Ttr ¢yl ]
forj>0. ~
Let f: (E,D) — (E,D) be an isomorphism, i.e. = floDof. Givena

Hermitian metric on F, we set a Hermitian metric H on E by

(4.9) H(,-)=H(f(), /().
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According to the definition, we have
- 1 . - N N -
HWp g(X),Y) = g{H(DX,Y) +H(X,DY)—-dH(X,Y)}

(4.10) =%{H(D0f(X)7f(Y))+H(f(X)aD0f(Y))—dH(f(X)af(Y))}
=H(¢p,u o f(X), f(Y))
=H(f" o¢p,mo f(X),Y),

1.€e.

(4.11) VYpa=F"ovYpmof,
and then

(4.12) vojr1(E, D, H) = vo;11(E, D, H)
for j > 0.

Proof of Theorem[L.2. If the projectively flat bundle (E,D) is simple and w is
astheno-Kahler, by Theorem L] there is a Hermitian metric H such that G3 = 0,
ie.

(4.13) (Dy')? =0, Dy'dpy = 8tr¢D wr and Yy ARy = 0.
Then
U2j+1(E=D7H) (27T\/_) Ttr ("/JD H +¢D H)2j+l
(4.14)  =2rv/=1) 7t {(( 15,H A 1/’D,H)j (¥7 D,H A Z/JD,H)j) (1/) + 1/) )}
=0.

When (E, D) is not simple, we choose a D-invariant subbundle S of minimal
rank and we have the following exact sequence of bundles:

(4.15) 0—>S—FE—Q—0.

Take a bundle isomorphism f : S®&Q — E, then the pull-back of D can be expressed
as

(4.16) /(D) = (ODS Dz )

and one can check that

(4.17) V=ID =a®lds, v-1Dj =a®ldg, Dg-gsf =0.
Since S is of minimal rank, it must be simple and then

(4.18) v2j4+1 (S, Dg) = 0.

In the following, denote

i i . . /Hg 0
(4.19) E=S®Q, D=f"(D), H=(f")H, H:( )
0 Hp

where Hg and Hg are Hermitian metrics on S and @. It is easy to get that

. Dils 0
(4.20) D = e |
—_ B DQ



and
1
1 - ~ Yps,Hs 56
(4.21) Yy g ==(D—-D") = }
’ 2 1 * H
56 Q/JDQ,HQ
Setting
tHg 0
4.22 H, = 1 ,
(122 =l 1
one can find that
and
1/}D5-7H5 _/B
(4.24) U’D,f{t =1, -
5t B Ypg.H]g
For simplicity, we denote:
Yps,H 0
(4.25) == ( 5218 >
0 VDo, Ho
(4.26)
1 1 1
0 =B 1 0\ ([0 P 0 B /2
_ 2 _ 2 _ 2
Me=1, o )| 1.4 |1 0
—t2 *H O - «H O L «H O
Rl 58 55
(4.27) Woj1,26,t = Z EN My 220 M, - X2k
a4 Fagp1=2j—2k+1
and
(428) \I/2j+1.,2k+1,t = Z EalMt R L E Mt . Ea2k+2,

i+ toopy2=2j—2k

where «; is a nonnegative integer. It is not hard to observe that

(4.29) B M, - 2 My = t°E% My - 2% My,

(4.30) Woji1okt = ¥ W1 o1,

and

(4.31) tr (Wojq1,2k41,6) = 0.

Then
_ j j

(4.32) 7/1%]_}% = Z Vojt1,2k,t + Z Wojt1,2k+1,8,
' k=0 k=0

and

J
(4.33) tr {wggt} =tr {1/1125:;15} +tr {1/112:{;}%} + Z 29 { W41 001 }-
k=1

19
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By @7) and [@I2)), we know that

(4.34) [er (9357 Y] = ler {03 7 1 = [or {95 5},
and
(4.35) D = D) {Ws110611 =0

k=1

for any ¢ > 0. This implies

(436) [tI‘ {\Ij2j+1,2k,1}] = 0

for all 1 <k < j, then

(4.37) [tr {39 1} = Tor {0 B, Y+ [te {03 s

i.e.

(4.38) v2j11(E, D) = v2541(S, Ds) + v2;41(Q, D) = v2;11(Q, Dq)

for j > 0. Using (I7), we can prove the vanishing of ve;+1(E, D) by induction
on the rank.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.3]

Let (X,w) be a compact Hermitian manifold of dimension n and suppose that
00w™ 1 = 0 and 90w™ 2 = 0. Let (E,0g,f) be a rank r Higgs bundle over
X, H be a Hermitian metric on F. Define the Hitchin-Simpson connection by
Dpo =Dy +60+ 6* | where Dy is the Chern connection and 6* is the adjoint
of 6 with respect to H. The related curvature of Dy g is

(5.1) Fro=Fy +1[0,0°7] + 056 + 0p6*1.

The Chern character forms chy(E, g, H) € A¥¥(X) are defined by
= 1 v—1

(5.2) chi(E,0p, H) = Etr((ﬁFH)k)

Donaldson ([8, Proposition 6]) proved that, given two metrics H; and Hy on E,
there exists Ry_1(H1, Ha) € A¥=LF=1(X) such that

(5.3) chi(E,0p, Hy) — chip(E,0p, Hy) = \/—100Ry_1(H1, Hy),
for every 1 < k < min {r,n}. This means that every chy(E,dg, H) determines a
Bott-Chern cohomology class chi(FE, 0g) € Hgg (X).

Since dOw™ ™! = 00w =2 = 0, the following first and second Chern numbers are
well defined,

wn—l
(5.4) chi(E,0p)[w" ] :/Xchl(E,éE,H)/\ D
and
(5.5) cha(E,éE)[w”’Q]=/X0h2(Ev‘§EvH)A Tz)!'

By the direct calculations, we have

L[V w1

(56) Chl(E, 5E)[w" o tr (FH)Q) A\
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wn72

(n—2)!

812

/X tr (Fro A Frg) A
:% /X{tr (Fu A Fy) + 2tr (Fy A [0,07H))

5 +tr ([0,0°7] A [0,0°]) + 2t (OmO A O™ )} A D
:% /X{tr (Fu A Fy) + 2tr (Fy A [0,07H))

wn—Z

(n —2)!

— 200t (0 A0*T) + 2tr (0 A [Far, 0°7])} A

:ChQ(Ev 5E>[wn_2]7
and
r—1, =

87T2(C2(E7 5E) -
(58) 2 1,1\ 2 11, 12,@W"
= [ CAmOP + Fy) P = nalFi ) P

where (F}{lg)J- is the trace free part of F}{IH
For any torsion free coherent Higgs sheaf (F, 0x), define the w-degree and w-slope
by

n—1
(5.9) clegw(f)=/X01(det5f)A CESY
and
(5.10) po(F) = %-

We call (E,g,0) is stable (semi-stable) if ., (F) < (<)uy,(E) for every proper
coherent Higgs subsheaf F C E. A Higgs bundle (E, g, 6) is said to be admitting
an approximate Hermitian-Einstein structure, if for every § > 0, there exists a
Hermitian metric Hs such that

(5.11) sup [V=1Ay (Fu, + [0,0"]) — X - 1dg|u, < 0.
X

Let’s consider the following perturbed equation on (X, w):
(5.12) V1A, (Fg +[0,60*7]) = X\ -1dg + elog(K ' H) = 0,

where K is a fixed Hermitian metric on E. Making use of the continuous method
in [29] and applying the Fredholmness of the elliptic operators, one can see that
the above perturbed equation can be solved for any € € (0,1]. Letting H, be the
solution of the equation ([BI2]), we can conclude that (|23, Lemma 2.2])

(5.13)

1 _
5\/—1Aw68(| log(K'H.)|%) > e|log(K*H.)|%—|vV—1A, Fx o—Aldg| x| log(K ' H.)|x,

and then
(5.14) sup e|log(K ' H)|x < sup |V —1A,Fk. — Nldg|x.
X X

By conformal transformation, we can assume that the background metric K satisfies
(5.15) tr (vV—1A,(Fx +[0,0°%]) — X -1dg) = 0.
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Then, the equation (5I2]) and the maximum principle imply
(5.16) det(K'H,) =1

for every € € (0, 1]. B
If the Higgs bundle (E, Jg, 0) is semi-stable, we have ([23] Theorem 3.2])

(5.17) sup €| log(K ' H,) | = supe|log(K ' H,)|. — 0,
X X
as € — 0. Furthermore, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 5.1 ([23]). Let (X,w) be a compact Hermitian manifold of dimension n
satisfying 00w™ ! =0, and (E,0g,0) be a Higgs bundle over X. Then (E,Og,0) is

semi-stable if and only if it admits an approximate Hermitian-FEinstein structure.

For any Hermitian metric H on E, applying Lemma 2.7 in [28], we obtain
(5.18) V=1Au[0,0"]| 1 = 0,0 ]| g0 > a10]Fy, — a2|0l% .,

where a; and ag are positive constants depending only on r and n. By choosing
complex coordinates {z!,--- 2"} at the considered point, we deduce:

V=1M,0001%, . =IVO}. ., + Relg®®(V5, Vo, — Vo, V5,)0,0)
+2Re(9°V,V5,0,0)
=Re(~[V—~1A,Fp,,0],0) — Re(6:R.0) + |VO|%;,_,
+ 2Re(g*PV, Vz,0,0)
>Re([V—=1A,[0,60°7<],6],0) + Re(lelog(K ' H,),6],6)
+ VO3, . — C1lbl3, . — Co

(5.19)

where we have used that H, satisfies the perturbed equation (5.12) and dgf = 0,
Cy and Cs are positive constants depending only on the geometry of (X,w). Of

course (B.I8]) implies:

Re([V—=1Au[0,0%7<],6],0) = |V—1A,[0, 0" <] |3, ,
(5.20) 2 A
= 7|9|H€,w - a2|9|K,w'

Combining this and (&19), (Imb gives us that

(5.21) V—=1A,000%. ., > —Cj3

- a§|9|}l(,wa

where Cj is a positive constant depending only on supy |AwFk |k and the geom-
etry of (X,w). Then the maximum principle means:

(5.22) sup 0]%, ., < Cu,
X

where Cj is a positive constant depending only on supy |0 x.w, supx [AwFK 0|k
and the geometry of (X,w).
For a Higgs bundle (E,dz,0) and a Hermitian metric H on E, set D - =0z+0

and D = =O0f +6*H  sometimes we omit the subscript for simplicity. T he (D %)2 =
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0 and (D;{I)2 = 0. The Dolbeault cohomology groups are defined by
. Ker(D" : AWE) — ATYE
(5.23) Hip () = 2P AUE) = AT (F))
Im(D7 : A~H(E) = AY(E))

For a flat bundle (V, D), the de Rham cohomology groups are defined by

; Ker(D : AY(V) — A™H(V))

5.24 Hpp(V) = . . .

(5:24) pr(V) Im(D : A=Y(V) = AY(V))

Lemma 5.1. Suppose (E,0p,0,H) is a Higgs bundle over (X,w) with Frs =
(Dg g)*=0. If 00w™ = =0, then H)p(X, E) = HY, (X, E).

Proof. For any e € HY p(X, E), we have
(5.25) V—1A,09le|% = |Dgel% + |D zel%-

Integrating both sides of this equation derives e € HY (X, E’) Similarly, if e €
HY (X, E), we get

(5.26) V—=1A,00le|}, = |0gel% + 167 (e)[%.
Hence e € HY (X, E). N

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Suppose (E,dg,0) is a polystable Higgs bundle with the
vanishing Chern number ([I9). By the Hitchin-Kobayashi correspondence for
Higgs bundles over compact Gauduchon manifolds([2} 16} 19]), there is a Hermitian-

Einstein metric H on (E,dg,0). The identity (5.8) implies 06 = 0 and Fy +
0,07 = %tr Fy ®1dg, then the curvature of the related Hitchin-Simpson connec-

tion Dy ¢ satisfies

v—1

(527) \/—1FDH9 = tl"FH®IdE.

: r
Since [a]pr = [‘/?tr Fulpr = 2Zc¢1(E), there exists a 1-form 7 such that o =
Y=Ltr Fyy + dn. Set Dyg = D — /=10 © Idg, then
(5.28) VIF, | =a®lds.
If assume that A,a = A in advance, we have

v—1
(5.29) tr Fy = a.

r

wnfl

In fact, the conditions that 90w"™! = 9dw™™? = 0 and [ d[n] A Gy = 0 for
any Dolbeault class [] € H%(X) ensure the global 99-lemma holds on (X,w).

Because gtr Fy and « are both real (1, 1)-forms in the same class, there exists
a real function f such that

V=T

r

(5.30) tr Fy = a4+ v/ —100f.

The Hermitian-Einstein equation means that f is constant, so we have (5.29).
Conversely, assume (FE, D) is a semi-simple projectively flat bundle. Since (X,w)
satisfies the global 90-lemma, BC(FE, D) = 0. By Theorem [[T] there is a unique
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harmonic metric H such that Gg = 0. Thus (E,gH,w}{’O) is a polystable Higgs
bundle with vanishing Chern number (L19).

Let (91,61) and (92, 62) be two poly-stable Higgs structures on E with vanishing
Chern number ([LT9)), H; and Hy be the corresponding Hermitian-Einstein metrics,
Dy and D> be the corresponding Hitchin-Simpson connections. Set the induced
Higgs bundle

(531) (Ea 7E75): (E751791)®(E752792)*7
and the induced bundle
(5.32) (E,D) = (E,Dy) ® (E, Ds)*.

It is easy to see that (E, D) is a flat bundle. From Lemmal[5.1} we know HY (X, E) =
HY (X, E) Hence there is an equivalence of categories between the category of
poly-stable Higgs bundles with vanishing Chern number (L.I9) and the category of
semi-simple projectively flat bundles. So we have constructed a one-to-one corre-
spondence between the moduli spaces C},,,(E) and C}, 5 (F, @). U

6. THE YANG-MILLS-HIGGS FLOW

Suppose (X,J,g) is a compact Hermitian manifold of dimension n with the
associated Kihler form w satisfying 90w™ ™! = 90w™ 2 = 0. Let (E,Hy) be a
Hermitian vector bundle over X, Ap, be the space of connections on E compatible
with the metric Hy, and A}qfl) be the space of unitary integrable connections on FE.
Set

(6.1)  Bru, ={(4,0) € Ay' x Q"(End(E)) | 946 = 0,6 A ¢ = 0}.

The element (A, ¢) € Bg n, is called a Higgs pair which determines a Higgs bundle
(E, D%’l, ¢). Define the Yang-Mills-Higgs functional on the space of Higgs pairs
BE,HO by

(6.2) YMH(A, ¢) = / Fa + (6 6" 5012y + 20040 2, iy,
X

where dv, is the volume form.
Consider the following modified Yang-Mills-Higgs flow (it is the gradient flow of
Yang-Mills-Higgs functional in Kéhler manifolds case):

%it) = _\/__1(6A(t) - 5A(t))Aw(FA(t) + [¢(t), ¢*H° (t)]),
. 82—? = —[V=1Au (Faqy + [6(t), 6™ (1)), 0 (1)),

A(0) = Ao, ¢(0) = do.

As that in [I7], we can obtain the long time existence and uniqueness of solution
to the modified Yang-Mills-Higgs flow. Indeed, let H(t) be the long time solution
of the following Hermitian-Yang-Mills flow on the Higgs bundle (F,04,, ¢0)

SH(t)

(6.4) 05
H(0) = Ho,

= —2(V=TAL (Fprpy + [b0, &5 ]) — ALd),
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where A = %uw (E, 04, ). There is a family of complex gauge transformations

o(t) satisfying o*Ho(t)o(t) = Hy ' H(t), such that (A(t), ¢(t)) = o(t)(Ao, o) is a
solution of the modified Yang-Mills-Higgs flow, where

(6.5) 30’(140) =0 05,40 o 0’71, 8U(A0) = (O’*Ho)71 004, © O’*Ho;

(6.6) o(po) =codgoo L.

When there is no confusion, we denote (A(t), ¢(t)), H(t) and o(t) by (A, ¢), H and
o for simplicity. It is straightforward to check that

Iad™0 =g o0ds, 5 007!,
dap=0c00dyoo !,

Fa+[¢,¢"°) = a0 (Fu + [¢o, ¢5"")) 0071,
Dao(No(Fa +[6,0*™])) = 0 0 (Do (Au(Frr + [¢0,65"]))) 00
Along the flow, we have

YMH(A(t), ¢(t))

- /X Fag + (66,677 ()] 1, + 2000 0(0) 3y oy

(6.7)

*H
=/ | Fre) + [P0, ¢ (t)]ﬁq(t) + 2(0a G0y dvg

) = A (00T Dy = S5, )

= [ VA Fr)+ 0,65 ]) = A sy o
+ Mrank(E)Vol(X,w) — 872cha(E, 04, )[w™ 2]
= [ IVFIALEa) + (60,6 (0)]) ~ Mdlsf, do,
X
+ Mrank(E)Vol(X,w) — 872cha(E, 04, )[w™ 2.

Furthermore, if H(t) is a solution of the Hermitian-Yang-Mills flow (G4]), by the
same discussion as that in [27, Lemma 6.1], we get (I3, Lemma 1] or [30, Proposi-
tion 2.1])

(6.9) (% —2¢/—1A,00)tr (¥(t)) = 0,

0 _
(6.10) (57 = 2V=180N WOty = =20Dms),00 Y ()i

where we have set W(t) = /—TAy(Fr ) + [¢0, g H®) ) — AId for simplicity. By the
conformal transformation, we can suppose that tr ¥ (0) = 0, then we have

(6.11) tr () =0

(6.12) det(Hy'H(t)) =1, and trFy = tr Fy,
for all ¢ > 0. Based on (6.8) and (6.10), we establish the following proposition.
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Proposition 6.1. Let (A,) be a solution of the modified Yang-Mills-Higgs flow
(63), then supy |v/—1Ay(Fa+[¢, ¢*F°])—A\Id| g, is uniformly bounded and YMH (t)
is decreasing along the flow. Furthermore, if tr W(0) = 0, then tr Fyy = tr Fa, for
all t > 0.

It is well known that there are two connections on the tangent bundle 7X: Chern
connection and Levi-Civita connection. They are coincide on Kahler manifolds, but
they are different in non-Ké&hler manifolds case. In the rest of this section, we use
v (V) to denote the Chern connection (the Levi-Civita connection) on X with
respect to w, and V4 (V.4) to denote the induced connection in A*X ® End(E) by
D4 and V (V). Notice that for a smooth function f on a non-Kéhler manifold,
there holds

(6.13) Af =2/ =1A,00f + (df, V),

where V = #(—/—=1(0—90)w™ ') and A is the Beltrami-Laplacian. One has already
known that

(6.14) Vg=0, VJ=0, and T“'=0,
where T is the torsion tensor of V. In a local complex coordinate {2t 2"}, we
have
- 0 A 0
6.15 — =0.
( ) vazﬁ 0z« V = 0zP

Let us recall the Bianchi identity D4 Fa = 0, equivalently we have
(6.16) > VaxFa(Y,2) == Fa(T( Z),

where 3 is the rotation sum of X, Y, Z and V 4_x is the covariant derivative in the

direction X with respect to the connection V 4. In fact, for any 6 € Q2(X), it holds
that

(6.17) 0(X,Y,Z2)=>_Vx0(Y,Z)+ > 0(T(
For every Higgs pair (4, ¢), we know that 946 = 0, this is equivalent to
(6.18) V%o =o.

For this reason, in the following calculations, we will choose the Chern connection
V on the base manifold.
As that in [I7] Section 2.2], the following result comes from a direct computation.

Proposition 6.2. Let (A,¢) be a solution of the modified Yang-Mills-Higgs flow
(623), then

(6.19) <2¢—_1Aw65—%>|¢|2 > 2|V.ag*+Ca (|6 +1)* = Ca(|6[*+1)= 5|V adl ],

where the constants C1,Ca,Cs depend only on supy |¢o|m, and the geometry of
(X,w). So we get supy |¢|? < max{supy |po|?, C2/Cy + C3/4C1} for every t > 0.
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Proposition 6.3. Let (A,) be a solution of the modified Yang-Mills-Higgs flow
(63), and € be a closed (1,1)-form on (X,w) with A& = A for some constant A.
Then
Y T L

(V18,00 = =) |Vadl* — 2|VaVagl’
(6.20) > = Ci(|Fal + Rl + 61|V a9l

= C5([VRo| +|T| - [Fa])|¢] - [V a0,
and

(6.21)
(2/7TA00 — D)(Fa + [6, 6] — € @ IdpP? +200a0/?)
>2|V 4040 + |V a(Fa + 6, "] — ¢ @ 1dp)[?
— Cs(|T? + [VAT| + |Fa| + |Ru| + |V ad| + [6]*)(|Fa + [¢, 6" 0] — € @ Idp|* + 20490]?),

where the constants Cy,Cs,Cg depend only on the dimension of X and the rank of
E, R, is the curvature tensor of the Chern connection V with respect to w.

Proof. For any point p € X, we choose a local complex coordinate {z!,--- 2"}
centered at p and with g,3(p) = 6ap. Using the Bianchi identity (6.1G), da¢ = 0
and ¢ A ¢ = 0, we obtain
2v/=1A,00(|V a¢|?)
=2|VaVag|* = 2Re([V=1AuFa, Vaqd], Vaqé)
— 4Re([04 5 (V=TAL(Fa + [6,0"™])), 0], Va5 9)

(6.22) JH .
+4Re([[V 4, wa, °], 6], Vaqs)
+ 2Re([Fia, 9T, Vard) — 4Re([Fya, Va,adl, Va o)
+2Re((Vaa(diRy5) + Vaabi Ry s+ VaidpRh,s)dz",Va,0),
(6.23)
2V—TA,00(2|046|%)

=4V 104¢|* — 4Re([V=1A,Fa,040],04¢) + 4ARe((D2¢5 — Did,)VaVadz® A dz?,040)
— 8Re([0A(V=TAu(Fa + [6,6"7°))), 6], 049) + 8Re([[¢+, 9%], Di s — Df paldz” A d2",040)
+ 8Re([Fia + 01, ¢%] — G ©@ 1d g, ¢p]T1dz" AdzP,0a0)
— 8Re([(Fys + [0, 95] — &1a @ 1dp), Va,adgldz” Adz?,040)
— 8Re([[pa, 0a¢], 05], 0n0),

(6.24)
2v/=1A,00|F4 + [¢,¢"] — £ @ Idg |
=2|Va(Fa + [, ¢"] — @ 1dg)[?
+2Re((VaaVaa + VaaVaa)(Fa+ 6,67 —@1dp), Fa + [¢,6°] — £ ® 1dg),
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VaaVaa(Fa+p,¢] - ¢ 2Tdp)
=~ Vaal(Fy [¢/3 ¢5] — €57 1dp)Ths )d=? A dz7
+ Vs — DA¢E))d2" A dzY

+Va 7([DA¢,8 — Dg‘%, $2))d=? A dz
(6.25) + [Fay, (Fpa + (68, 65] — €8s ® 1dg)]dz® A dz?
— Rbos (Fla + 01, 85] — &1a @ 1dg)dz" A dz?
~ Rhs Far + [69,67] = €1 ® Idg)dz? A dzY

(ee%7

(
(

+ VA ( (Faa + [¢au ¢ ] §aa ® IdE))dzﬁ A dZ7
(T

— Vas(Thg(Fia + (61, 05] — &ia ® Idg))d2" A dz7,
and
VaaVaalFa+[¢, 07 — ¢ @1dg)
=V aa(TLs(Fs + [, %] — &5 ®1dg))dz" A dz?
+Vaa(Dids — Djba, ¢5))dz" A dz?
[Fsa, (Faq + [ba, 93] — oy ® 1dp)|d2? A dZ7
(6.26) sa(Fry + [0, 05] — &5 ® Idg)d2” A dzY
sa(Foi + [bas ¢7] — €0 @ IdE)dzB Adz7
+ vA ﬂ( 45(Fag + [¢a, 9] — baa ®1dg))dz" A dZ
—Vas(T, £ (For + [ba, 97) — €7 ® 1dp))d2" A d2”

+Vas([ba, DE6L — D2GL])d" A d2.
On the other hand, by the Yang-Mills-Higgs flow ([G3]), we have

O 19 a0l? = ~ARe((0 (v TTAEs +19,6"), 6], ¥ 4.46)
— 2Re([V=TAu(Fa + [0, 6""]), V4 50), Va50).

(6.27)

and
(6.28)
O (1Fa+ [6,6] — € ® 1dsl? +20040P)
=—2Re(V=1(0404 — 0404)As(Fa + [$, 6" 7)), Fa + [¢, "] — € ® Id )
— ARe([[V=1Ay(Fa + [¢,¢*™)), ¢], 9", Fa + [, 0"] = £ @ 1d )
+ 2Re([V=1Au(Fa + [¢, ")), [¢, 9*]], Fa + [¢, 6"7°] — £ @ 1)
—4Re(2[0a(V=TAu(Fa + [¢,0*7])), ¢] + [V=TAu(Fa + [¢,0*7°]), 040, 046).

Then, (622) and (627) mean ([G20), at the same time, (623), (624), ([G25]), (IB:)ZZI)
and (6.28) imply (G.21).

6.1. Monotonicity inequality and e-regularity. Regard X as a compact Rie-
mannian manifold of dimension 2n. For any zy € X, choose normal geodesic
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coordinates {x'}2", in the geodesic ball B, (zo)(r < ix, where ix is the injective
radius of X) such that zo = (0,---,0). Then it follows that
(6.29) |9ij () = 655 < Claf?, |0kgij(2)| < Clal, Va € By(xo),

where C' is a positive constant depending only on x.
Let u = (z,t) € X x R. For any uy = (z9,%) € X X RT, set

Sr(uo) = X x {t = to — %},
(6.30) T, (uo) = X x [to — 4r®, tg — 2],
P,(uo) = By(x0) x [to — 2, to + 7]
For simplicity, we denote S,.(0,0),T-(0,0), P.(0,0) by S,, T}, Pr.

Proposition 6.4. Let (A,) be a solution of the modified Yang-Mills-Higgs flow
with the initial value (Ag, o). For anyug = (zo,to) € X xR, r € (0, min{\/%0,ix/2}),
we have

(6.31) /‘ |V ad|2dvgdt < Cor®™
PT(UU)

where the constant Cy depends only on the geometry of (X,w) and supx |¢o|m, -
Proof. Choose f € C5°(Bay(x0)) satisfying 0 < f <1, f =1 on B,(xg), |df| < 4/r
and |Af| < 16/r? on Ba, (7o) \ By(70). According to Proposition [6.2] we obtain
(A= 2o

=oldf PO + 27167 AT + 47, dlo) + 12D~ D)o

>2/df *|6[* + 2f |61 Af = 8fldf| - ] - [V ad| + 2V adl?

— Caf*(|6* +1) = Csf219] - [Vag| = V] [0] - [V.ag

> 2|V agl? = C1 = Calldf I +|AS]),

where the constants C1, Cy depend only on the geometry of (X,w) and sup y |¢o|
and V is the 1-form defined in ([GI3). One can conclude this proposition by inte-
grating both sides of the inequality over X x [to — r2, to + r?]. 0

The fundamental solution of (backward) heat equation with singularity at ug =
(zo,t0) is

(6.32)

1 . (_|x—;v0|2
@nlto — )2 P\ 4(to — 1)

For simplicity, denote Gg,0)(z,t) by G(z,t).
Given 0 < R < ix, we take f € C§°(Bpg) satistfying 0 < f <1, f =1 on
Bgryy and [Vf| < 2/R on Br \ Brj;. Let (A, ¢) be a solution of the modified

Yang-Mills-Higgs flow with initial value (Ag, ¢o) and A = A+ ¢+ ¢*. For any
(z,t) € X x [0,+00), set

(6.34) (A, d)(x,t) = [Fy|?

and

(6.35) O(r) = r2/T ( )e(A,¢)f2GuOdvgdt.

(6:33)  Gug(,1) = Gag 1) (1) = ). t<to.



30

Theorem 6.1. Let (A, ¢) be a solution of the modified Yang-Mills-Higgs flow. For
any ug = (zo,to) € X x [0,T] and 0 < r; < ry < min{R/2,+/ty/2}, we have

(I)(T‘l) <C1o exp(Clo(rg - 7‘1))(13(7”2) + Clo(T‘g - T‘%)YMH(AQ, (bo)
+ CoR?>™2 / e(A, ¢)dv,dt,

PR(U())

(6.36)

where the constant Chog depends only on the geometry of (X,w).

Proof. Choose normal geodesic coordinates {x}2", in the geodesic ball Bg(wo).
Let © = r&, t = to + r2t. There holds that

O(r) =12 / e(A, ¢) 2 Gy dvydt
Tr(uo)

t()’r'

(6.37) / (A, 9)(, 1) ()G (2, )y det (g1) ()t

to— 4r
/ /R (r@, to + r’t) f*(r@)G(&, 1) /det (gi;) (r¥)didt.

Then one can see that

(6.38)

dd(r) -t B - NS
= —47‘3/_4 /R% e(A, ) (rz, to + 1) f2(rz)G(z,t)\/det (gi;) (r¥)dzdl

+r? /_; o {2'0;e(A, ) (r, to +r*0)} f2(ri)G(7, E)\/M(rj)djdg
+r /: R%{?(t — to)dse(A, ¢)(rE, to —|—TQE)}f2(r:E)G(:E,{)\/m(rj)d@dg

/ / (ra,to+r t) {fQ(Ti) det (g5)(r7)}G (7, t)dzdt
R2n dr
=L +1L+ 13+ 1.

First, we have
I, = r/ {2'0ie(A, @) (z, 1)} f2(2) Gy (v, t)dvydt
T (uo)
(6.39) = 27°R6/ (2" F g F ) F2 Gy dvgdt
T (uo)

= 2rRe / (2", F 0 (0, 0k )da? A da®, Fyr) 3Gy dugdt.
T,

T(uU)

From the Bianchi identity

(6.40) DyFy =DaFy +[6+", Fy] =0,

it follows that

Vil'yr (95,0k) = — i + ¢, Far jil + ViFy (0, 0k) + [0 + 05, Fur ]

6.41
(6.41) CVLE (00.0)) — (b6 + 6 Far ),



31

and
(2" F 4 (0i, O )dxd A dax® F o)
(6.42) =(z'Da(Fy jda®) — a'(Fy (V;0i,0k) + F oy (05, V0k))da? A da® F )
=(Da(@'Fy gpda®) — 2'F, (V;0;, 0k )da? Nda®, Fyr) — |Fy|?,
and
— (2" F 4 (0;,0;)da? A da®, F )
(@' Da(Fyr i da?) + 2 (Fp (Vi0;i, 05) + Fur (03, Vi0;))da? A da®, F )
=(Da(2'Fy j;da?) + 2 F 0 (V0;, 05)da? Nda® Fyr) — |F o],

(6.43)

Under the condition 90w™ 2 = 90w" ™! = 0, Demailly ([5]) proved
(6.44) O = V—1[A,,0] =7, 94 = —V—1[Ay,04] — 77,
where 7 = [A,, Ow]. Letting x ® Fyr = &' Fr ;:da’, we derive
Re(x ® Fyr, D F )
=~ Re(w® Fy, %2) 4 Re(w © Fyy,V"IA(B4 — 0)16, "))

+ Re(x ® F v, V=1A,([Fa, ¢] — [Fa, ¢*]))
— Re(x @ Fyr, (75 + 7°)F /).

(6.45)

It is not hard to find that
(6.46) (@' + &7, Fyrl, Fyr) = 0.

Because of (Fa + [¢,¢*])* = —(Fa + [¢,90"]), (040 + 0ad*)* = Oa¢ + 0ad*, we
know

Re([p+¢" 2 @ Fyl, Fyr)
(6.47) =Re([p+ 6", 2 © (Fa+[9,9"])], 040 + 0a0")

+ Re([p+ ¢", 2 © (9ad + 9ad™)], Fa + 6. 47]),

where
<[¢7 r0© (FA + [¢7 ¢*])]7 8A¢> :<.’II © (FA + [¢7 ¢*])7 \/__1AwaA[¢7 ¢*]>7
(6.48) . "
([0%, 2 © (Fa + [, ¢"])],049%) = — (& © (Fa +[$,6"]), V=1Au0al¢, ¢"])
and
([¢", 2 © (0ad + 0a0™)], Fa + [6,07])
= <£L‘ © (aA(Z5 + 5A¢*)7 \/__1Aw[FA + [¢7 ¢*]7 ¢]>
(6 49) + <‘T®(8A¢+5A¢*)a[\/__1Aw(FA+[¢7¢*])7¢]>a
' (9,2 © (Dag + 0ad")], Fa + [¢,6*])

=(z ® (0a¢ + 040"), V—1A,[Fa + [0, "], ¢*])
- <£L‘ © (aA(Z5 + 5A¢*)7 [\/__1AM(FA + [(ba (b*])v ¢*]>
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So

Re([p+¢%, 2O Fy], Fyr)
=~ Re(z © Fyr, vV=1Au((9a — 94)[9,67]))
(6.50) — Re(x © Fyr, V=1AL([Fa, ¢] — [Fa, "))

o6  0¢*
—R6< ®FA7E+ 8t>

Combining GAT), €12, G, (6A5), (66) and BE0), and using ¢ A ¢ = 0, we

deduce

Il+12:—4rRe/ (d(f*Guy) Nz ® Fyr, Fyr)dvgdt
Ty (uo)

8A

— 4rRe (xO Fy, > 2Gydv,dt

(o)

(6.51)

+4rRe (2" F y (V10;,05)da? A da®, Fyr) f2Gydugdt

r (UO)
—4rRe

(2@ Fy, (75 + 7)) PGy dvgdt.
r(u0)

Noting that

(6.52)
oA oA oA
<FA/5 |:¢7 W:b :<8A¢a |:¢a W:b + <FA + [(bv (b*]v |:¢a W:b
. 0A o 0A
=(V=1A0[046,0"), =) + (V=1Au[Fa + [0, 67],67], )
oA
- <[\/__1AW(FA + [¢7 ¢*])7 ¢*]7 W%
(6.53)
oA - oA oA
(Fars [0 G ]) = = (V=TAWI0a6" 91 ) = (V=TAW[Fa + (6,67 6], )
Al
{VTTAG(Es +19,6)), 61, 22,
and applying ¢ A ¢ = 0 again, one can get
oA oA
Re(D3Fy, 5} + Re(Fy |6+ 6", S |)
(6.54) )
‘ ’2— ‘ ‘ — Re{(t" +7*)F y 8A>
AD T



The flow and Stokes formula imply that

I3 :2r/ (t —t0)Ore(A, @) fGuyduvgdt
T

r (UO

8A 2
=—4 (t —to) +2 t
rRe /Tr(uo 0) ‘Bt‘ )dvgd
(6.55) oA
—4rRe/ (t —to){(Far, d(f*Guy) N 5 >dvgdt

T,

/

A
— 4rRe / (t = t) (7" + 7)) F s 2y P2 vyt

Let x- Fy = %xigijFA/ Jkdxk, and notice that 0;,G,, = m, then
(6.56)
L+ +15
aA’
=4rRe / ’| —x®Fy fQGuOdvgdt
T, (uo) | L‘o| 5t

1
—|—4TR€/ —(x-Fy —azOFy,a©F, — |t—t0|—>f2Gu0dvgdt
T (uo) [t = tol

+ 4rRe/ QF IV |t —
T,

|8t O F o) f2Gyydv,dt
T(uU)

+4rRe / (2'F 4 (V1.0i,0;)dx? A da®, F ) 3G dvgdt
TT(uo)

+ 4T‘R6/ (|t - td% — 2 @ Fy, (75 + 7)F ) 2 Gy dvydt.
T

T(uU)

Calculating straightforward, we obtain

1y :r/ e(A, ¢)z"0;(f?1/det(gij))Guo drdt
Tr(uo)
(6.57) =r / e(A, $)2f2'0; f Gy duvydt
Ty (uo)

+2 / e(A, p)z'tr (g7 0:9) f2Guydvydt.
2 )7, (o) '

Based on ([6.29) and [['%, | < Clz|, there exist constants Cy and Cy, such that
o |1 isi i 1? A6 2
@ Fy =2 ® Fy? = |50 = g")F yda'| < Calal* Py 2,

(6.58) (@' F 0 (V;05,0p)dad Ada, Fu) < Gyl Fy |2,
tr (g~ " Okg) < Chlal,

33
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and |(7* 4+ 7%)F 4 |> < C2|Fy|?. Due to (656) and (6.57), it holds

d®(r) 1 A 2,
> — ||t — tg| = — F, Gy dvgdt
dr _T/T(uo) |t—to|’| o gt Tt J*Guadts
~ |515|6 2 02
— Csr |FA/| f GuOdvgdt
T, (uo) It = tol

- r/ [t —to| - |2f " VLEF 4 |2 f2Gopdugdt
(6.59) Tr (o)

- C*gr/ [t —to| - |Fur |2 f2Guydvydt
TT(U/O
- C*gr/ |22 Fyr |22 Gy dvgdt
TT uo
2 [l (DA PGy duyd
TT('“'O)

According to Chen-Struwe’s arguments in [4], we know there exists a constant

Cy > 0 such that
(6.60) 7t = to] - |2[°Guy < Ca(1+ Gy,
’ r_1|x|2Gu0 < 64(1 + Guo)

on Ty (ug). Hence it follows that

|t — %ol
> —C5®(r) — C5rYMH(Ag, ¢o),

. 6
- Cgr/ ( i + |t —to| + |3:|2) |E |2 f2 Gy dvgdt
(6.61) T, (o)

where the constant Cs depends only on Cs and Cyy. As that shown in [24] (page 15),
we have

(6.62)
-1 2 £2 C(n)r 2
—r [t —to| - 12f 7 VFLF 4 |7 f*Gupdugdt > — o |F 4 |“dvgdt,
T, (uo) R Pr(uo)
2 C(n)r 2
—2r lz| - [V f]-|f] - |F o |"Guodvgdt > — Tan |Fyr |“dvgdt.
TT(’U,()) PR(U())
From above, it can be seen that
do - . C
(663) (T) Z —06(1)(7”) - OgTYMH(Ao, ¢0) - _61'/ |FA, |2dngt.
d'f‘ R2n PR,(UQ
Then integrating two sides of this inequality concludes this proof. 0

By the monotonicity inequality, we can derive the e-regularity theorem.

Theorem 6.2. Let (A(t),(t)) be a solution of the modified Yang-Mills-Higgs flow.
There exist positive constants €g, 00 < 1/4, such that if

(6.64) R*2n / e(A, ¢)dv,dt < e
PR(U())
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holds for some 0 < R < min{ix/2,/t0/2}, then for any § € (0,d0), we have

16
(6.65) sup e(4,¢) <
Psr(uo) (6R)4
and
(6.66) sup |Vaol> < Ciy,
Psr(uo)

where Cy1 is a positive constant depending only on R, &y, supx |éo|m, and the
geometry of (X,w).

Proof. Regard X as a real manifold. The proof is very similar to the one of Theorem
2.6 in [18].
For any ¢ € (0,1/4], define

_ RV
(6.67) f(r)=(26R—) PT?;%O)G(A@).

Since f(r) is continuous and f(20R) = 0, we know that f(r) attains its maximum
at some point 7o € [0,20R). Suppose (z1,t1) € Py, (z0,t0) is a point such that

(6.68) e(A4,9)(z1,t1) = sup e(A, ).

Pp.(xo,t0)

We claim that when €g, §g are small enough, f(rg) < 16. Otherwise, set

(6:69)  po= (26K —10)f(r0) "V = e(A, @) (w1, 1)V < 6R - 2.

Rescaling the Riemannian metric g = pg 2gand t =t + p(2)t~, we get

|Fa + [¢,0" 7112 = p§| Fa + [6, ¢* ]2,

(6.70) . .
0403 = po|0adly, [Vadls = plVadl;.
Setting

€po (xv E) = |FA + [(bv ¢*H0]|g27 + 2|6A¢|_tg] = pge(A7 (;5)(:E, 1+ pgf),
(6'71) bpo(x7t~) = |@A¢|?] = P3WA¢|§(%LL1 + pgf)v

Pi(21,0) = Bpyi(w1) x [, 7],
we have e, (z1,0) = pie(A, ¢)(z1,t1) = 1, and

S ep=ph s (A <pl s e(Ad)
(6.72) Py (z1,0) Ppo (z1,t1) Psryrg/2(z0sto0)

< pof(OR+10/2)(6R —10/2)~* < 16.

Thus

(6.73) |Fa + [, 6] 12 +2|040]2 <16,  on Py(z1,0).
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Combining this together with Proposition yields that

(85 = ) + ) = P8 — ) (V4083 + 1)
>200|V AV adly — Capl(|Falg + [Rulg + [6]2) |V 4l
(6.74) — Cspf(V Ruly + Tl  Falg) |l 1V a6l
— Csp§| TV a0lg|V AV a0

> = él(bpo + pé)

on Py (x1,0), where the constant C; depends only on the geometry of (X,w) and
supy |¢o|m,. Then by the parabolic mean value inequality and Proposition 6.4 we
observe

Csup (bp, +pp) <C [ (bpo + po)dvgdi
PI/Q(LEl,O) Pl(ml,O)
(6.75) _ Cpg—zn/ (IVag|2 + 1)dvgdt
Py (@1,t1)
< C*Pg < 027

where the constant Cy depends only on the geometry of (X,w) and supy |doz, -
Similarly, combining [@753), (673)) and Proposition [6:3, one knows that

0 -
(6'76) (AEI - 8_£)€P0 > _C3€Po

on P1/2 (z1,0), where the constant Cs5 depends only on the geometry of (X,w) and
supy |¢o|m,. Using the parabolic mean value inequality again, we can see that

1=cp(21,0) < sup e, < C/~ epydvgdt
(6.77) 151/4(””1*0) Py /5 (21,0)
< Cupg " / e(A, ¢)dvgdt,
Py (x1,t1)

where the constant Cy depends only on the geometry of (X,w) and supy |¢o| -
Choose normal geodesic coordinates centred at x1, and a smooth cut-off function

[ € C§°(Bprya(x1)) such that 0 < f < 1, f = 1 on Bgyy(x1), |df| < 8/R on

Bgrya(x1) \ Brya(z1). Taking 1 = pg and 72 = doR, applying the monotonicity
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inequality, we obtain
g [ e odngde
Ppo (z1,t1)

<0p? /P (A, )G oy 1y sayty vyt

oo (T15t1)
SCPg / €(A, ¢)G(11,t1+2p§)f2dvgdt
TP[) (11,t1+2pg)

(6.78) SCJ%/ e(A,0)G o, 1, 4202 dvgdt + C.83 R*YMH(Ao, ¢o)
Ty (w1,t142p%)

+C, (R/2)272”/ e(A, ¢)dvgdt

Prya(z1,t1)
<C.o5 *"R*" / e(A, ¢)dvydt + C.6F R*YMH(Ay, ¢o)
Pgr(xo,to0)
§é5(5(2)72n60 + 5(2)R2YMH(A07 (bo))a

where the constant Cs depends only on the geometry of (X,w) and supy |do, -
Choose ¢, dg properly such that CyCs (63~ *"eg + 02 R*YMH(Ayg, ¢9)) < 1, and then
a contradiction occurs. So f(rg) < 16, which implies

(6.79) sup e(A,¢) <16/(GR)*
Psr(uo)
Let 7 = 30R/2, then

(6.80) sup  e(A, @) = f(36R/2)(6R/2)~/* < 256/(6R)™.
P3sr/2(u0)

On Pss5/2(uo), from Proposition6.3] Proposition[6.4l and the parabolic mean value
inequality, we derive

sup (|@A¢|§ +1)<C (|@A¢|§ + 1)dv,dt
(6.81) Psr(uo) Pssr/2(uo)
S éﬁu

where the constant Cg depends only on R, o, supy |¢po|m, and the geometry of
(X, w).

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.4]

Theorem 7.1. Let (X,w) be a compact Hermitian manifold of dimension n satis-
fying 00w™ ! = 00w™ 2 =0, and (E,0p,0) be a semi-stable Higgs bundle of rank
r with the vanishing condition (I.I9). Then E admits a Hermitian metric K and a
family of Hermitian metrics Hy for s € (0,1] such that /—1Atr Fx is a constant
and

1
(7.1) sup(|Fy, + [6,0H] — —tr Fr @ Idp|y +2|0u,0|3.) — 0
X

as s — 0.
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Proof. By conformal transformation, we can choose a background metric K satis-
fying
(7.2) tr {vV—1A,(Fx +[0,60"%]) — X -1dg} = 0,

where the constant A = (rVol(X,w)) !chi(E,dg)[w™!]. Let H. be the solution of
the equation (512) for € € (0,1]. From (5.I6), we see that det(K'H.) = 1 and
then

(73) tr Fg, = tr Fx

for every e € (0,1]. Since the Higgs bundle (E, g, #) is semi-stable, by Theorem
B1 we know that

(7.4) sup [V —1A, Fu, o — Aldg|g, — 0
X

as € — 0. According to the identity (58) and (73], we have

n

1
/ |FH€,9——trFK®IdE|2w—'
D¢ T n:

w"l
(75) = [ ClvmoR <17 ) B

:/ |s/—1Aw(FH€79)—)\IdE|2w—'.
X n.

Consider the Hermitian-Yang-Mills flow with initial metric H.

OH.(t)

(7.6) HZ ()= = =2(V=TAu(Fp ) + 0,07 ]) — A1),
H(0) = H..

It is gauge equivalent to the following Yang-Mills-Higgs flow

8%,5@) = —V=1(0a,(ty — Oa.(t)) A (Fa. 1y + [0 (), 92 (1)),
. W0lt) — [ TThu(Fay + [6:0) 6 (1)) 66(0)]

A0) = Dy, 6c(0) = 6.

One can easily see that

(7.8) det(K1H(t)) = det(H 'H(t)) = 1
and then
(7.9) tr FHé(t) =trFg

for any € € (0,1] and ¢ > 0. According to Proposition [6.I we observe
(7.10)

1 w™ 1 w
/X Facw.ouw — ;tr Fx® IdEﬁiem = /X | Fr,(1).0 — ;tf Fr ® IdEﬁ{e(t)

n!

n

w’ﬂ
— /X W=1AuFw_1).0 —A101E|§1,€(t)H

g/ V=TAGFy, 5 — Ndply, 25
D' ‘nl!
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Even though we don’t have the uniform C?-estimate of He, by (5.22) and (5.14)),
we still have

(7.11) sup |63, , < Ca
X
and
w" «
(7.12) / \Fr. ol w— < Cs,
x n!

where C; and Cj are positive constants depending only on sup y |6 Koy SUPx [AwFi 0|k
and the geometry of (X,w). So, when we apply the small energy regularity for the
Hermitian-Yang-Mills flow (Z.6) (or equivalently the Yang-Mills-Higgs flow (Z1))
with different initial datas He, all the constants in Theorem [6.2] are independent of
€, in fact they depend only on supy |0k ., supx |[AwFrk |k and the geometry of
(X,w).

We can fix a pair of positive constants eo, d in TheoremB2satisfying CyCs (53_2"604—
Cs503(ix/2)?) < 1. Taking R = min{i, &, 1(rep) 7 (supy |tr Fx|?Vol(X,w)) "4}
and 0 < € < € for some ¢ small enough, we have

_on w™
R /P( s ool Ty
R(Uo '

7.13 _on 1 _ w”
( ) =R%2 / (lFAé(t),qbe(t) — —trFg ® IdEl%IE +r 1|t1“ FK|2)—'
Pr(uo) r n!

§€07

for any ug € X X [1,00). By Theorem [6.2] for any § € (0,d0), it holds that
SUD p, , (ug) E(Ae(t), De(t)) < % and supp, . (o) |Va, (1) ¢e(t)|7, < Cri. Therefore
for any 0 < € < €, we deduce

(7.14) sup e(Ac(t), ¢c(t)) < Ca
X x[1,00)

and

(7.15) sup |@Ae(t)¢€(t)|2 < 02’
X x[1,00)

where the constants Cy, Cy are independent of e. Combining (Z14), (ZI5) and the
inequality (621]) in Proposition [6.3] we can find a uniform constant Cs depending
only on supy 0|k ,w, supx |AwFKk,g|k and the geometry of (X,w), such that

(A - %)GFAS(t) T [9e(t), 06 ] — Tt Fre © 1dg? + 2004, (08 (B))
(7.16) "

. 1
> — Co(|Fa. 1) + [6e(t), pe (t) ] — ~tr P ® Idg|* + 2|04, 1) e (1))

for any 0 < e < ¢’ and t € [1,00). Applying the mean value inequality of parabolic
equation, one can see that there is a constant C; independent of € and ¢, such that
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for t > 2 and e small enough, there holds
(7.17)
. 1
sgp(|FHe(t) + (0,070 — ;trFK ® IdEﬁ]E(t) + 2|6H€(t)9|§16(t))

) 1
=S;P(|FAe(t) + [0 (), pe(t) ] — S PR ® Idg|3, +2[04. )@ (t)|7.)

w’ﬂ

2
S

. N 1
SC7/ (1Fa (t=1) + [pe(t = 1), 0c(t — 1) ey — ;trFK ® IdE|%{E +2[04, (4—1)@(t — 1)
X
g(}/ IV=TAuFr o — )\IdEﬁ{e%.
X .

Take t = 2, then we know {H.(2)} is a family of approximate Higgs-projectively
flat metrics, i.e.

N 1
(7.18) S;p(|FH€(2) +16,0 H5(2)] — ;tl“ Fr® IdEﬁ{e(z) + 2|8H€(2)9|§{€(2)) — 0

as € — 0. [

Replacing the Kéhler condition by the Gauduchon condition, one can easily get
the following lemma by a similar argument as that in [22] Proposition 2.2].

Lemma 7.1. Let (X,w) be a compact Hermitian manifold of dimension n, satisfy-
ing 00w™ ' = 00w "2 = 0. Let (E’, 5@, 9) be an approximate Higgs-Hermitian flat
Higgs bundle of rank r, i.e. there exist a sequence of Hermitian metrics H, such
that sup y |Ffle,§|He — 0 ase — 0. Ifs is a non-trivial O-invariant holomorphic
section of E, then ¢ has no zeros.

Proof of Theorem[I.4} The sufficiency is easy to show by directly calculating. Here
we only prove the necessity. Suppose (E,Jdg,0) is strictly semi-stable. There is a
torsion free coherent Higgs subsheaf S of minimal rank p with

(7.19)

deg,,(5) = (E)-

rankS rankF deg,,

Thus (S, 0s) is a stable torsion free Higgs sheaf, where g is the induced Higgs field.
In the following, we prove that (S,6s) is a Higgs subbundle, i.e. S is locally free.
Consider the following exact sequence of Higgs sheaves:

(7.20) 0—(S,05) = (E,0) = (Q,0g) — 0.

Let {H.} be the approximate Higgs-projectively flat metrics which are constructed
in Theorem [.Il We can define the bundle isomorphisms

(7.21) fo:S®Q—E

on X \ Z with respect to H, such that @ ~ St#< where Z is the singularity set of
S. Then the pull-back holomorphic structure and Higgs field on S & @ are

(7.22) f:(08) = ( 505 g; > f0) = < 905 HCQ )
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where 7. € Q%1(Q* ® S) is the second fundamental form and (. € QV°(Q* ® 9).
On the basis of Gauss-Codazzi equation, we know
(7.23)

fE(Fu, o) = (

By (1)), we have

1
(7.24) V=IU(FY, g = Ve A+ CAC) = —tr Fie ®1ds < 0w ®1ds,

1,1 * * 1,0 *
FHs,e,Gs — Ve N Ve +<E/\<e DS®Q*%+<E/\9Q+9§'/\<E>

0,1 * 1,1 *
Ds*®Q”Y:+<e NOs+ 0 NG FHQ,e;GQ =Y AYe+ (NG

where §c — 0 as € — 0. Since tr ([fg,6%]) = 0 and gtr(—% AYE+CNC) >0,
we conclude

k(S
(7.25) 0 < rank(S)dew — v =1tr Fyg . + —— ) i1 Fe
on X \ Z. The fact (ZI9) gives us
k n—1

/ (rank(S)dew — vV —1tr Frg, + rank(S5) tr Fe) A d '

(7.26) x (n—1)
:/ n- rank(S)éEw— — 0,
and
7.27 Vot g, — )
S,e

in the sense of current, as € — 0.

Let Kg be a smooth Hermitian metric on the determinant line bundle det(S) =
(APS)** such that

rank(S)

(728) vV _1AWFKS = )\5 = r vV —lAth‘ FK.
Set n = —1Fp_ — 2L /“Ttr Fye. We have
k(S n-?
O<—/ (V—=1tr Frg . — rank( )trFK)/\n/\ d
X * r (n —2)!
wn—?
7.29 = AnA
(7.29) /X NN G
w’n
— [ mP<
X n.
Hence n =0, i.e.
k(S
(7.30) VoI, = == () Tr .
r

Let us consider the Higgs bundle (E,dz,0) = (\PE® (det §)~1,6,), where 6, is the
induced Higgs field on AP E ® (det S)~1. Of course (1)) and (Z.30) imply the Higgs
bundle (E’ ,0 I 9) is approximate Higgs-Hermitian flat, i.e. there exist a sequence of
Hermitian metrics H, such that sup x |FH€,9|H€ — 0 as € — 0. A Higgs morphism
det(S) — APE can be seen as a f,-invariant section of APE ® (det S)~!. Lemma
[[I] tells us that the non-zero Higgs morphism det(S) — APE is injective. Then by
Lemma 1.20 in [6], we know that S is a Higgs subbundle of E.
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From the exact sequence of Higgs bundles, one can see that

(7.31) chi(8,0s) + ch1(Q,0q) = chi(E, dp),
and
(732) Chg(s, 55’) + ChQ(Q,gQ) = ChQ(E,gE).

By (730) and the Gauss-Codazzi equation, there exist metrics Kg and K¢ such
that

(733) ( )\/_tI‘FKS: ( )\/_tI‘FKQ: ( )\/_tI‘FK,
and then
1 — _
——chy (E, 8E) A\ Chl(E, 8E)
(7.34) rank(E)

_ — 1
:mchl(& 65) A chq (S, 65) + m

On the other hand, we know that (S, dg, fs) is stable and (Q, 9g, 0g) is semi-stable.
According to Theorem 5.1l we have the following Bogomolov type inequalities

chy (Q, EQ) A\ Chl(Q, EQ)

(7.35) (—2chs(S,05) + ————=ch1(S,0s) A chi(S,05)) - [w]" 2 >0

1
rank(S)

and

(7.36)  (~2ch2(Q.0q) + ch1(Q,9q) A ch1(Q,8q)) - [w]" ™ > 0.

1
rank(Q)

So we conclude that both (S, 0s,60s) and (Q,dg,0¢) satisfy the vanishing Chern
number condition (I9). Set (E1,0gm,) = (S,60s) and then establish the desired

filtration by induction on the rank. 0
8. PROOF OF THEOREM

First, under the assumption of Theorem [[.5] we can prove:

Lemma 8.1. Suppose (E,0g,0,H) is a Higgs bundle with metric H satisfying
FH79 =0. Then

(81) H%)R(XuE):Hbol(XuE)

Proof. We will show that for any [8] € Hp,;(X, E), there is a representative 3 € [4],
such that Dy g8 = 0. Consider the following equation

(8.2) V=1A,DyDpy = —k.

Making use of the continuity method, one can prove that the solvability of this
equation is equivalent to the one of

(8.3) /X<f<a,z9>Hw—T =0,

n.

for any ¥ € I'(X, E) satisfying D};ﬂ? = D;{19 = 0. By the assumption [y &

(szfll)! = 0 for any Dolbeault class [77] € H%(X) and Dy = 0, we know

(8.4) /<\/_A Dy, 0 /\/_a 801 )

n—l

( —; =0.
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Suppose v € I'(X, F) is a solution of
(8.5) V=IA,DyDyy = —V/—1A,Dyf.

Let 3 = B—|—D;~y, then \/—lAwD;{B = 0. According to ([6.44]), one can easily check
that

(8.6) \/_[AU-HDE] (DH) + 7, \/_[AU-HDH] (DE) + 7"

A simple computation gives

/X<\/_A DDy B, A,
:/X<\/—_1[AM,D}§]D}IB,B>H,UJ%

wn

’ o~ wn /o~ o~
= D, B1% = *D —
[ Db+ [ Db A

From Proposition 4.1 in [20], we can see that for any a € Q?(F) with Ay,a = 0,
there holds
i (d(wn72) A (Oél"l _ 042"0 _ 040’2))

(8.8) (T+7)a = D

Let o = D/HB Then using Stokes formula and D};B =0, we derive

n

s 5 5 w
/X<T DHﬂaﬂ>H,wH

/ <_ * (5(&;"*2) A (8HB~0’1 + 9*(51’0) - 3HBLO))7BO,1 + BLO>H1ww_n
; (n—2)! n!

=g A O (5 — o), 5
CJX
el R
Gy [ B A B B

1 5 n—2 51,0 31,0
+(n_2)!/X<9w N OB, ") g
1 5 n—2 A /31,0 57310 30,1
_m/x&u A (B0, 0550 + 03" i

Hence Dy 3 =0, and [3] € H)»(E).

Conversely, take [31] € Hpb(E). For any ¢ € T'(X, E) satisfying D0 = Dyt =
0, we have

(8.10) /<\/_A D'y, 9) /\/_8 B 9
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Assume 1 € I'(X, E) is a solution of
(8.11) V=IA,DyDypys = —V/—=1A, Dy 1.
Let 81 = 81 + D1, then s/—lAwD};Bl =0 and s/—lAleHﬁl = 0. Similar to (87),

we obtain

n

0 =/ (V=1[Ay, DD§; + D5 D)1, fr) ot
X n.

(8.12) n
_ / (V=TADDY B, B,
X
So
- "o~ ~ w™
(813) —2/ |DE'61|Hw 2/ <7_'*DEﬁ1’Bl>H7WW :07
. X *
and
(8.14) —2/ DBl or —2/ (7" Dy B, Br) oy = 0.
X n' X n.

Set A = fx<7_—*D;BbBl>H,w% +fx< Hﬂlaﬂl> MT Then
(8.15)

1 n—2 \ 15 710 710 1 n—2 0.1y 31,0
— g [ N O B — gy [ 06 0.5
1 n—2 5 20,1 70,1 1 a5, n—2 20,1 20,1
+m/aw N(OpBy, By >H—m/xaw ANOuB™ B ) u
n—2 %7 31,0 70,1 1 5 n—2 51,0 51,0
— g [ 0. 5 [ 802 7 0B, 5O

It is not hard to find that A = —A, so it is 1maginary. Adding (8I3) and (BI4),
we get A =0 and

(3.16) / D / AN
Hence [31] € Hp,,(X, E). a

8.1. From Higgs bundle to projectively flat bundle. First, we construct a
map j : Cpoi(F) — Cpr(E, a) in rank 2 case or when the length of the filtration in
Theorem [[4lis only 2. Let (E,dg,0) be a semi-stable Higgs bundle with vanishing
Chern number ([LT9). Now we discuss the following two cases that may occur.

Case 1. (E,0g,0) is polystable. By Theorem [[3] there is a projectively flat
connection on E denoted by Dg and (F, Dg) is semi-simple. Define j mapping
from the equivalent class of (E, dg,0) to the equivalent class of (E, Dg).

Case 2. (E, g, 0) is strictly semi-stable. By Theorem [[.4] there is a filtration

(8.17) 0CSCE.
It induces an exact sequence of Higgs bundles
(8.18) 0 — (S,0s,0s) = (E,08,0) = (Q,0q,0q) — 0,

where (S, 0s,0s) and (Q,Jg,0g) are stable Higgs bundles with vanishing Chern
number (LI9).
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Letting Hg and H¢ be Hermitian-Einstein metrics on the Higgs bundles (S, Js,0s)
and (@, dg,0q), we have

1
(819) FHSﬂS = m\/ —1tI'FHS ®Id5’
and
1
8.20 F = ————V—-1ltr F| Idg.
(8:20) Haba rank(Q) tie @ e
By ([33), we know that
1 1 1
8.21 —V—-ltr Fy, = ——v—ltr Fy, = ————vV—1ltr F
(8:21) rank(S) F o Hs rank(Q) T He rank(F) PR

where K is a Hermitian metric on E such that A, Fk is constant. For simplicity, we
denote the Hitchin-Simpson connections on (S, ds, fs) and (Q, dg, o) with respect
to the Hermitian-Einstein metrics by Dg and D¢. Due to (821)), the induced Higgs
bundle (Q* ® S, 0g-gs,00+-gs) is Higgs-Hermitian flat, i.e.

(8.22) Fpeapg. = 0.
For the exact sequence (8.18)), it determines a Higgs extension class in H Lo (Q*®
S). Choose a C* splitting f : S @® Q — E. The pull-back of dg and 6 on S & Q

can be written as:

_ 9 0
(5.23) f*(am—((f ag) ro=(y o)

where v € Q¥1(Q* ® S) is the second fundamental form and ¢ € Q19(Q* @ S).
Setting 8 = v + &, one can check that Dé*®s/3 = 0. The Higgs extension class
can be presented by (5. It is well-known that there is a one-to-one correspondence
between the equivalence class of Higgs extensions of (Q,0¢g) by (S,60s) and the
elements in H},,,(Q* ® S).

Let Hp+gs be the Higgs-Hermitian flat metric on Q* ® S, Dg-gs be the related
flat connection. Because of Lemma Bl there is a = 8+ D"~ € [8] satisfying
DQ*®SB = 0. Define f: S®Q — E to be

~ Ids Yy

(3.24) F=ro (0 IdQ),
then

. [Ds B
Define the connection Dg on E by

= Ds B
8.26 *(Dg) = ,
o Foo= (2 )
then (F, Dg) is projectively flat, i.e.

1
2 Fp, = ——V—-1tr F| 1d

(8.27) Dy rank(S) tr Fgy ® Idg,

and

(8.28) 0— (5, Dn..65) = (E,Dp) = (@, Drg.e) =0
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is an exact sequence of projective flat bundles. Define j mapping from the equivalent
class of (F, 0, 0) to the equivalent class of (F, Dg).

We claim this map is well-defined. It is sufficient to prove that the map j is
independent of the choice of filtrations. Suppose we have another filtration

(8.29) 0cScE.
The induced exact sequence is
(8.30) 0— (5,05,05) — (E,08,0) = (Q,05,05) — 0.
Choose a suitable splitting §: S @ Q — E. The pull-back of D}; is
. (Ds b
Q
and D’ p = 0. Define the projectively flat connection on E by
- Dg b
(8.32) J*(Dg) = (0 DQ) .

Now we need to show (F, Dg) ~ (E, ﬁE) First, we have a Higgs isomorphism

: LA . Dy
(3.33) P—glof:<seaQ,<Ds f))ﬂseacy,(S f’)»
0 D 0 D

Q Q
That is,
D// /B D/: p~
(8.34) Po< s ) =< S ,,>op.
0 DQ 0 DQ
Let
P P
(8.35) p=(" ],
P2 P2
then
(8.36)

(Pllng PfOB+Pf°DZQ>

DgoPl +poP} DgoP}+poP}
P}oDg Pjof+P:oDy '

Do P DjoP;
Comparing both sides of this equation, we get

D" (P3) = 0;

D' (Pl +po P} =0;

D' (P}) = Pjop =0

D' (P¥)+poP?—Plof=0.

(8.37)

Using D" (P}) = 0, we know v/—IA,D D" (P}) = 0. This means D' (P}) = 0. By
D/ﬁ = D/B = 0, one can obtain

(8.38) V=1IA,D'D"(Pl) =0, V=IA,D D" (P}) = 0.
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So D'(P}) = D"(P}) = 0 and D' (P2) = D"(P2) = 0. From equation (837) and

D'p = D'B = 0, we also have /—IA,D'D"(P2) = 0. Then D' (P2?) = 0 and
D" (P?) = 0. Together with all of the above, we see

Dy 0 D, 0
(8.39) pol % =" lor

0 Dy 0 Dg

Hence, (E, Dg) ~ (E, Dg).

8.2. From projectively flat bundle to Higgs bundle. Now we construct a
map ¢ : Cpr(E,a) — Cpe(F). Letting (E, D) € Cpr(E,a), by Theorem [[3, we
only need to consider the case that (F, D) is not semi-simple. Let (S, Dg) be a
D-invariant subbundle of (E, D) with minimal rank, then we have the following
exact sequence of projectively flat bundles

(8.40) 0— (S,Dg) = (E,D) = (Q,Dgq) — 0.

It is obvious that (S, Dg) is a simple projectively flat bundle. In the following, we
suppose that rank(E) = 2 or (Q, Dg) is simple. According to Theorem [[.3] we can
get Higgs structures (Js, fs) and (Jg, fg) on S and @ by choosing harmonic metrics.
It is straightforward to find that the induced Higgs bundle (Q*®S, dg+gs, 0g-os) is
Higgs-Hermitian flat, i.e. Fp,. , =0, where Dg-gs is the corresponding Hitchin-
Simpson connection.

Choose a C* splitting f : S® Q — E, then the pull-back of D can be expressed
as

. Ds  p

(s.41) ro=(y" )

and one can check that Dg+gsf8 = 0. Thus 3 determines a flat extension class
in HHx(Q* ® S) of the flat bundle (Q* ® S, Dg+gs). By Lemma B] there is a
B =B+ Dg+gs7 € [8] satisfying Dgg*®sﬂ = 0. Define f: S®Q — E to be

N Id
(3.42) f=fo(05 Idg),
then
. D 3
(8.43) F*(Dp) = (0 ° Dz ) .

Define the holomorphic structure 0 and Higgs field §z on E by
(e o : b5 70
8.44 *(Op) = _ d f*(0g)= .
(44)  F(0k) (0 o) md Foe=( 7
Then (E, 0, ) is a semi-stable Higgs bundle with vanishing Chern number (C19)
and
(8.45) 0— (S,és,os) — (E,gE,QE) — (QﬁQ,ﬁQ) —0

is an exact sequence of Higgs bundles. Define ¢ mapping from the equivalent class
of (E, D) to the equivalent class of (F,0g,0r). We can show that this definition
is well-defined. Because the proof is very similar as that for the map j, we omit it
here.
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Proof of Theorem[[3. From above, we define two maps ¢ and j. It is easy to see
ioj =lde, () and joi = Ide, (B, S0 @ and j are one-to-one maps, which
finishes the proof. 0

9. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we assume that (X,w) is a Kihler manifold. Let ¢ = (E,dg, 0)
be a semi-stable Higgs bundle over X with vanishing Chern number (LI9). By
Theorem [I.4] there is a filtration

(9.1) 0=¢Ce& C---C¢=¢

by Higgs subbundles such that the quotients Qj = (Q, g, , k) = €x/Ex_1 are sta-

ble Higgs buridles with vanishing Chern number (II9) and Wl(Qk)cl (Qk,00,) =
mcl (E,0p) = 5=[a]. Let Hj, be the Hermitian-Einstein metric on the stable

Higgs bundle (Qx,dg,,0k), then we have
(92) V_lFHkﬁk = a®IdQK.

So every induced Higgs bundle (Q} ® Q;, 5Q2®Q i 0Q:00 ;) is Higgs-Hermitian flat.
In the following, we denote

(9.3)  Dq, =Dy, +D,,. D, =g, +0k and Dg =0, +0;".

Take a smooth splitting f : ®!_,Q; — E, then the pull back of D;; can be
written as
D 0, ﬂi
(9.4) [(Dg) = S
0 - Dy,
In the following, we denote the induced Hitchin-Simpson connections on QF ® Q;

"

by D’ + D" for simplicity. The condition (Df)? = 0 implies
(DG,)? =0, i=1,---.1;
DB =0, i=1, 1

j—1

DB+ > Biapl=0 1<i<j-2<1-2.
k=i+1

(9.5)

Lemma 9.1. There exists a smooth splitting f : @élei — F, such that Bf satisfies
the equation (Q3) and D/Bf =0for1<i<j<l.

Proof. Let Bf“ =Bt 4 D”fyi“'l, where /1t € T(X, Qi1 ® Q;) satisfies

(9.6) V=IA,D' D 4+t = —/=TA,D gt

Since (QF,; ® Q;, ¢+ 2,901, ®q,) 1s Higgs-Hermitian flat, by [B.17), we have

i+1

(9.7) D't =o.
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Let h*! . @l _ Qr — @L_ Q) and bt = @l _ 1dg, ®~ ™. Define fi = foh}o

K2
---ohl_,. Then the straightforward computations show us

Dy, A} *
0 DQ2 B3 *
(9-8) fi(Dg) = g
0 0 Dy, , B,
0 0 Dy,

Inductively, suppose we construct a splitting f,, such that Bf satisfies the equa-
tion ([@.5) and D/Bg =0for1<j—i<p. Let g PH = grtett —I—D”*yi”p“, where
AP e (X, Qfpyr1 ® Qi) satisfies

(9.9) V=IA,D' D" 47 = _/ZTA, D gITPT

This equation can be solved in Kéhler manifolds case, because we have the following
integrability condition

(9.10) / (VEIALD BT ) g2 =0
X n.

for any ¥ € T'(Q};,1 ® Qi) satisfying D"9 = D'9 = 0, where H is the induced
metric with respect to the Hermitian-Einstein metrics Hy. Note that (Qf,, 11 ®
Qi75Qf+p+1®Qw9Q3+p+1®Qz‘) is Higgs-Hermitian flat. Calculating directly deduces

w’ﬂ
n!

0= [ (VTN (0 4 DB
X
= / (V=TIALD DB B g =
X n.
_ /X (V=I[Ay, DD G+t gietty, &

ol
‘Gitprlz W
:/ |D 5; i |H,w_|7
b'e n:

n

(9.11)

where in the second equality we have used the condition D”BZ‘LPH = D”ﬂfﬂ”l =
—.Z;;piﬂ BE A Pt and D/ﬁg =0for1<j—i<p. Thus D/ﬁfﬂﬂrl = 0. Set
i = @) 1dg, ®7; """ and define foi1 = fyohi o - ohf_, ;. Then fy4
is a splitting satisfying equation (@.5) and D 8] =0 for 1 < j —i < p+ 1. Finally
f = fi—1 is a splitting satisfying the conditions in this lemma. a

Remark 9.1. In non-Kdhler manifolds case, the equation (T49) may have no so-
lutions because the right hand side of the equation may not satisfy the integrability
condition.
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Proof of Theorem [[@. According to Lemma 0T} we can define a projectively flat
connection on E by

(9.12)

N
0 Dq, B35 - Bh
f*(Dg) = : :
0 0 DQZ—I Bll—l
0 .. ... 0 Do,

Then we can define a map j : Cpy(F) = Cpr(FE, ). Next, we will show this map
is well-defined. Suppose we have another filtration

(9.13)

OZéoCé1C"'Cél:€.

Let Q; = (Qi,géi,éi) = éi/éi_l and choose a suitable splitting g : 692:1(21- — F,
such that it satisfies the equations in Lemma[0.Il By the same way, we can define
a projectively flat connection Dg on E. Assume the pull-back of D; is

(9.14)

DQ1 [,ll
§"(Dp) = :

0 G

Set P =g 'o f=(P/), where P/ € T(X, QF® Qi). Then

(9.15)

This means

(9.16)

" Al L. 5
DQ1 B DQ1 1
Pol &+ o =] & o foP
0 -+ Dy, 0 DQz
D//(Bl)zo;

l
D'+ Y pFopl=0, 1<i<i-1
k=i+1

Jj—1
D'(P)=3"PfoBl=0, 2<j<l
k=1
l 7j—1

D"(P)+ > pkoPl - Profl=0, 1<i<i-1,2<j<L
k=i+1 k=1

Note that (Q;‘ ®Q;, 5@;@@ , HQ; ®Qi) is Higgs-Hermitian flat for any 7 and j. Using

D’ (P!) = 0, similar to the argument in Section 8, we can show D/(Pll) =0. By
induction, we can prove D/Pij = 0 for 1 < 4,5 < I, which implies (F,Dg) =~
(E,Dg). Therefore the map j is well-defined.

Conversely, we can also define a map i : Cpr(F,a) — Cpo(E) by the same way.
It is obvious that i o j = Id¢,,, and joi = Id¢,,(E,qa)- SO j is a one-to-one map
between CDol(E) and CDR(E, Ot). 0
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