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THREE INSTABILITY STRATIFICATIONS OF THE STACK OF HIGGS
BUNDLES ON A SMOOTH PROJECTIVE CURVE

ELOISE HAMILTON

ABSTRACT. We study three instability stratifications of the stack of twisted Higgs bundle of a fixed
rank and degree on a smooth complex projective curve. The first is the Harder-Narasimhan (HN)
stratification, defined by the instability type of the Higgs bundle. The second is the bundle Harder-
Narasimhan (bHN) stratification, defined by the instability type of the underlying bundle. While an
unstable HN stratum fibres over the stack parametrising Higgs bundles which are isomorphic to their
graded, this is not true for Higgs bundles of unstable bHN type. Obtaining such a fibration requires
refining the bHN stratification; this is the third instability stratification. After introducing these three
stratifications, we establish comparison results. In particular we obtain explicit criteria for determining
semistability of a Higgs bundle of low rank with unstable underlying bundle. Then we show how the
HN and bHN stratifications can be used to filter the stack of Higgs bundles by global quotient stacks
in two different ways. Finally we use these filtrations to relate the HN and bHN stratifications to GIT
instability stratifications, and the refined bHN stratification to a Bialynicki-Birula stratification.

1. INTRODUCTION

The stack of Higgs bundles. The classification problem for Higgs bundles, first considered by Hitchin
in 1987 [19], is encoded in the stack . 4(2) of Higgs bundles of rank r and degree d over a compact
Riemann surface ¥. The notion of slope semistability defines an open stratum J#°;(¥) parametrising
semistable Higgs bundles [3]. A quasi-projective moduli space for semistable Higgs bundles can be
constructed analytically using gauge theory [19, 5, 6], or algebraically using Geometric Invariant Theory
(GIT) [33, 40]. The richness of the geometry of this moduli space has contributed to Higgs bundles
becoming a central object of study in mathematics since their introduction; see for example [8, 37, 42]
for some surveys on the developments in the subject over the last thirty years.

While the semistable stratum and its associated moduli space are well-studied, less is known about
the structure of the stack as a whole and in particular whether moduli spaces with an explicit modular
interpretation can be constructed for Higgs bundles which aren’t necessarily semistable. The aim of
this paper is to study the stack of Higgs bundles beyond the semistable stratum, and by doing so to
open the door to the construction of moduli spaces for possibly unstable Higgs bundles.

Stratifications represent a useful tool for studying moduli stacks, one of the reasons being that they
break up the stack into pieces whose geometry is typically better behaved than that of the whole stack
and hence more amenable to the construction of coarse moduli spaces [2]. Stratifications are also at the
heart of Halpern-Leistner’s ‘Beyond GIT’ programme, according to which a solution to a classification
problem should consist in an algebraic stack together with a certain stratification of the stack, called
a O-stratification [12]. The results proved in the current paper relate to stratifications of the stack of
Higgs bundles, and can be split into three classes:

(A) the definition of three instability stratifications on the stack of Higgs bundles with an explicit
moduli-theoretic interpretation (see Theorem A below);

(B) a comparison of the three stratifications, both in arbitrary and low rank, with sharper results
obtained in low rank (see Theorem B below);

(C) an identification of the strata of each stratification as quotient stacks, and proofs that each
stratification can be recovered asymptotically from an algebraic stratification of the parameter
space involved in the definition of the quotient stacks (see Theorem C below).
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The results proved in this paper are all valid in the more general context of L-twisted Higgs bundles
on ¥, first considered in [35, 33]. For this reason we work throughout with the stack .7 4(3, L) of
L-twisted Higgs bundles instead. Given a line bundle L on ¥, the Higgs field ¢ of an L-twisted Higgs
bundle (E,¢) is a map ¢ : B — E ® L. Classical Higgs bundles are recovered if L is the cotangent
bundle.

Three stratifications. The stack of Higgs bundles on a smooth projective curve has the particularity
that it admits (at least) two instability stratifications with an explicit moduli-theoretic interpretation:
a stratification based on the instability type of the Higgs bundle itself (i.e. its Harder-Narasimhan type),
and a stratification based on the instability type of the underlying bundle (i.e. the Harder-Narasimhan
type of the underlying bundle). We call the former the Harder-Narasimhan (HN) stratification, and the
latter the bundle Harder-Narasimhan (bHN) stratification.

The HN stratification of the stack of Higgs bundles has appeared in work of Halpern-Leistner [13]"
and of Gurjar and Nitsure [11]*. By contrast the bHN stratification does not seem to have been studied
at the level of the stack of Higgs bundles, although it has been studied at the level of the moduli space
of semistable Higgs bundles with the purpose of comparing it with the Bialynicki-Birula stratification
of the moduli space induced by the Higgs field scaling action (see [15, 10, 22, 36]).

The HN stratification has the property that each unstable stratum fibres over a product of stacks of
semistable Higgs bundles of smaller rank under the map taking a Higgs bundle to its associated graded,
defined to be the direct sum of the successive semistable quotients in the HN filtration of the Higgs
bundle [13]. Obtaining the analogous structure of a fibration over moduli stacks of semistable objects
for the bHN strata is more subtle. It requires refining the bHN stratification, and doing so gives a
third stratification of the stack of Higgs bundles with an explicit moduli-theoretic interpretation. The
results we obtain concerning this refinement can be summarised as follows (see Section 3.3 for precise
definitions and statements).

Theorem A (The refined bundle Harder-Narasimhan stratification). Let 7 denote a HN type of rank
r, degree d and length s, and #"%4(X, L) the stack of Higgs bundles with underlying bundle of HN type
7. Then there is a stratification of /74(X, L), indexed by suitably defined equivalence classes of pairs
[, j] with 4,5 € {1,..., s}, such that each stratum %”TT[?J] (3, L) fibres over a product of moduli stacks
of semistable vector bundles and holomorphic chains of smaller rank.

The notion of a ‘bHN graded’ for a Higgs bundle which arises from Theorem A (see Definition 3.6 for
its explicit definition) does not seem to have been explored in the literature, even for semistable Higgs
bundles. Nevertheless, the notion we define relates closely to holomorphic chains, which represent an
important tool in the study of Higgs bundles through the Higgs field scaling action (see for example
[9]). The relationship between the bHN graded of a semistable Higgs bundle, as defined in this paper,
and its limit under the Higgs field scaling action merits further exploration (see Remark 3.8).

Comparison of the stratifications. The relationship between the HN and bHN stratifications, as
well as between the HN and refined bHN stratifications, is difficult to pin down in general: it is not
obvious whether the HN filtration of the Higgs bundle can be recovered from the HN filtration of the
underlying vector bundle. The comparison results which we establish can be summarised as follows.

Theorem B (Comparison results for the three stratifications). Given HN types p and 7, let j‘f;“ 4(2, L)
and sZ74(%, L) denote the substacks of Higgs bundles of HN type u and with underlying bundle of HN
type 7 respectively. Then we have:

In [13] the HN stratification is considered in the more general case of L-twisted G-Higgs bundles on a smooth projective
curve for G a semisimple group.

2In [11] the HN stratification is considered for A-modules on an arbitrary dimensional smooth scheme over a fixed base
scheme, and also over a field of possibly mixed characteristic (such objects correspond to classical Higgs bundles if the
underlying scheme is a smooth projective curve ¥ and if A = Sym®(TY)).
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(i) a given stratum J7, (%, L) intersects only a finite number of strata 274(%, L), and similarly a
given stratum #"%4(3, L) intersects only a finite number of strata A 4(3, L) (see Corollary 4.3);

(i) if » = 2 or deg L = 0, then the HN filtration of an unstable Higgs bundle coincides with the HN
filtration of its underlying bundle (see Proposition 4.6). Moreover, when r = 2 semistability
of a Higgs bundle with unstable underlying bundle can be established simply by checking the
Higgs field invariance of the unique destabilising subbundle (Corollary 4.7);

(iii) if r = 3, then the HN filtration of a Higgs bundle can be recovered from the HN filtration of its
underlying bundle and from the Higgs field (see Proposition 4.9). In particular, semistability
of a Higgs bundle with unstable underlying bundle can be established simply by checking the
Higgs field invariance and slopes of two explicitly defined subbundles (see Corollary 4.10);

(iv) the refined bHN stratification of 7. 4(2, L) does not in general coincide with its HN stratifica-
tion, unless » = 2. In particular the refined bHN stratum in which a Higgs bundle lies does not
in general determine the HN stratum in which it lies (see Section 4.3).

Theorem B (i) is a direct generalisation of a result obtained by Nitsure in the case where p is the
trivial HN type, namely that of a semistable Higgs bundle (see [33, Prop 3.2]). Theorem B (ii) in the case
where deg L = 0 can be viewed as a generalisation of a result by Franco given in [7] for classical Higgs
bundles on an elliptic curve, stating that if a Higgs bundle in this setting is semistable, its underlying
bundle is also semistable.

Recovering the stratifications from algebraic stratifications. It follows from our comparison
results that none of the three stratifications coincide in general. The third class of results in this
paper shows that each of the stratifications can be recovered algebraically, either from a GIT instability
stratification or from a Bialynicki-Birula stratification. The first step to obtaining these results is an
identification of the HN and bHN strata as quotient stacks, and this can be achieved using the set-up
from Nitsure’s GIT construction of the moduli space of semistable Higgs bundles in [33].

Vector bundles of rank  and degree d on ¥ can be parametrised for d sufficiently large by a subvariety
R,.4 of the Quot scheme parametrising quotient sheaves of OF™ where m = d + (1 — g) [32]. Nitsure
constructs a parameter space F; 4 for Higgs bundles for d sufficiently large, and which admits a map
f: Fr.qa — Ry q given by forgetting the Higgs field [33]. The natural action of GL(m) on R, 4 extends to
an action on F, 4 in such a way that GL(m)-orbits in F) 4 correspond to isomorphism classes of Higgs
bundles.

This parameter space can be used to filter the stack of Higgs bundles by quotients stacks in two
different ways, via the HN or bHN stratifications respectively. Moreover, the HN and bHN stratifications
of the quotient stacks can be recovered from GIT instability stratifications of F,. ; and R, 4 respectively,
while the bHN stratification can be recovered from a Bialynicki-Birula stratification. These results can
be summarised as follows.

Theorem C (Filtrations of 77 4(X, L) by quotients stacks and link with algebraic stratifications). Let
w and 7 denote HN types of rank r and degree d, and let m = d + r(1 — g). Let c%ﬂfd” and %J’Td(Z, L)
denote the substacks of Higgs bundles of HN type less than or equal to y and with underlyinjg bundle
of HN type less than or equal to 7T respectively. Similarly let FE; and sz = f_l(Ri;) denote
the corresponding subvarieties of the parameter space Fj 4. Then for d suﬁiciently large there are
isomorphisms of stacks

T

AT, L) = FE;/GL(m)} and A2(5, L) = [F2/ GL(m)| .

Moreover, the varieties RTS; and Frgj admit GL(m)-equivariant projective completions RTS; and Frgj
with linear GL(m)-actions such that for d sufficiently large:
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(i) the HN stratification of f%ffd" (3,L) coincides with the stratification of the quotient stack
[FE;L / GL(m)] induced by the GIT instability stratification associated to the linear action of
GL(m) on FE; (see Corollary 6.6);

(ii) the bHN stratification of %g;d(E,L) coincides with the stratification of the quotient stack
[sz / GL(m)] induced by the GIT instability stratification associated to the linear action of
GL(m) on Rf; (see Corollary 6.3);

(iii) the refined bHN stratification of #™4(X, L) coincides with the stratification of [F’¢/ GL(m)]
induced by the Bialynicki-Birula stratification associated to the action of a one-parameter sub-
group of GL(m) on F2% N Fr4 (see Proposition 6.9).

Theorem C (i) and (ii) are generalisations of existing results for vector and Higgs bundles on a smooth
projective curve. The first to mention is a result by Seshadri from [38], proved again by Newstead in [32],
which shows that semistability for vector bundles coincides with GIT semitability for the corresponding
points in a suitable parameter space. This result is extended to vector bundles of any fixed HN type
(i.e. not just the trivial HN type associated to semistable bundles) by Kirwan in [28]: a correspondence
is established between HN types and GIT instability types which satisfies the property that a vector
bundle has a given HN type if and only if it lies in the corresponding GIT unstable stratum in a suitable
parameter space.” Theorem C (ii) is proved directly from this result.

Seshadri’s result is extended to Higgs bundles by Nitsure in [33], which shows that semistability for
Higgs bundles can be made to coincide with GIT semistability for the associated points in a suitable
parameter space. The main result from which Theorem C (i) follows is Proposition 6.4, which shows
that under Kirwan’s correspondence between HN types and GIT instability types, a Higgs bundle has
a given HN type if and only if it lies in the corresponding GIT unstable stratum in Nitsure’s parameter
space. This result should be viewed as the Higgs bundle analogue of Kirwan’s generalisation to unstable
vector bundles of Seshadri’s result.

Theorem C (i) and (ii) show that there is an asymptotic agreement between the HN and bHN
stratifications of the stack of Higgs bundles and algebraic stratifications coming from GIT instability
stratifications, since the open substacks f%ffd" (%,L) and jf;f(E, L) can be made as large as necessary
by choosing p and 7 suitably large. These comparison results are not the first of their kind: in [20]
Hoskins compares HN stratifications to GIT instability stratifications on two different moduli stacks,
the stack of quiver representations and the stack of coherent sheaves on a smooth projective scheme,
and shows that they coincide when defined in a suitable way. Theorem C can therefore be viewed as
an analogue of these results for the stack of L-twisted Higgs bundles on a smooth projective curve.

Links with past and future work. The HN stratification for Higgs bundles appears to have been first
considered on an infinite-dimensional space parametrising these objects, rather than on their moduli
stack: in [17] Hausel and Thaddeus use the HN stratification to study generators for the cohomology
ring of the moduli space of semistable Higgs bundles. In [44], the same stratification is considered
by Wilkin who shows that it coincides with the analytic stratification of the parameter space by the
gradient flow of the Yang-Mills-Higgs functional, as a stepping stone to establishing a Morse theory for
the Yang-Mills-Higgs functional on the space of Higgs bundles over a compact Riemann surface.

At the level of the stack of Higgs bundles, the HN stratification was first studied by Gurjar and
Nitsure in [11], which shows that Higgs bundles of a fixed HN type form an algebraic stack. This
stratification is shown to be a O-stratification by Halpern-Leistner in [13], and this property along with
the theory of derived ©-stratifications is used to establish the equivariant Verlinde formula for the stack
of L-twisted G-Higgs bundles.

3This result was later generalised to sheaves on a smooth projective variety of arbitrary dimension by Hoskins and Kirwan
in [21].
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By contrast the bHN stratification of the stack of Higgs bundles, and by extension its refined bHN
stratification, do not appear to have been studied at the level of the stack of Higgs bundles, nor on a
parameter space for all Higgs bundles. It would be interesting to explore whether these stratifications
share similar properties to the HN stratification, in particular in relation to O-stratifications, and
whether they can be used to shed further light on the moduli space of semsistable Higgs bundles.

In a different direction, the study of the stack and its stratifications achieved in this paper can
also be viewed as a stepping stone to the construction of moduli spaces for Higgs bundles which are
not necessarily semistable, thanks to tools from Non-Reductive GIT. This has already been achieved
by Jackson in [24] in the case of sheaves with a length two HN type on a smooth projective variety.
The case of sheaves with arbitrary length HN type is adressed by Hoskins and Jackson in [25], with a
construction given under the assumption of ‘r-stability’ of the HN type. In future work we will address
the construction of moduli spaces for Higgs sheaves of fixed HN type, as well as of fixed bHN type,
building on the set-up and results of this paper. We note that in the more general case of Higgs sheaves
on an arbitrary dimensional smooth projective variety, a correspondence between the HN stratification
and a GIT instability stratification can be established by appealing to the spectral correspondence and
the existing correspondence for sheaves given in [21].

Structure of the paper. Section 2 provides some background. Section 3 introduces the three strati-
fications considered in this paper: the HN, bHN and refined bHN stratifications. Section 4 establishes
comparison results for the three stratifications. Section 5 describes two filtrations of the stack of Higgs
bundles by quotient stacks, using the HN and bHN stratifications respectively. Section 6 shows how
the HN and bHN stratifications of these quotients stacks can be obtained from GIT instability strati-
fications on the parameter spaces involved in the definition of the quotient stacks, and how the refined
bHN stratification can be obtained from a Bialynicki-Birula stratification of a suitable parameter space.

Conventions. We work throughout over C, although the results of this paper remain valid if we replace
C by an algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero. By variety we mean an integral scheme over
C, separated and of finite type.

Acknowledgements. This paper builds on work completed during my DPhil under the supervision
of Frances Kirwan. I am indebted to her for her help and support throughout. I am grateful also to
Gergely Bérczi, Victoria Hoskins, Joshua Jackson, Yuuji Tanaka and Steven Rayan for many useful
discussions.

2. BACKGROUND

In Section 2.1 we define stratifications of an algebraic stack. In Section 2.2 we give two prototypical
examples of such stratifications: the Harder-Narasimhan (HN) stratification of the stack of vector
bundles and the GIT instability stratification associated to the linear action of a reductive group on a
projective variety. In Section 2.3 we define the stack of L-twisted Higgs bundles on a smooth projective
curve.

2.1. Stratification of an algebraic stack. Stratifications represent a useful tool for studying the
geometry of algebraic stacks; they can be used to break up the stack into pieces whose geometry is
more tractable than that of the entire stack. We recall below the definition of a stratification.

Definition 2.1 (Stratification of an algebraic stack). A stratification of an algebraic stack 2 is a
decomposition
2 =12
A€A
into substacks 2 indexed by a discrete set A, such that the following properties hold:
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(i) the set A is partially ordered and for each A € A the set Ay := {N € A | X < A} is finite;
(ii) for each A € A there is a containment’
(1) e || 2y,
AN>A
so that each stratum 2 is a closed substack in
Zer= 20 || 2
AN>A

which is itself open in 2 .

The above definition is the stack-theoretic analogue of the Morse-theoretic stratification introduced
by Atiyah and Bott in [1] on the way to studying the moduli space of semistable vector bundles on
a smooth projective curve. The stratification they use is the HN stratification, which is the canonical
example of a stratification as defined above. We recall it in Section 2.2.1 below.

2.2. Examples.

2.2.1. Harder-Narasimhan stratification of the stack of vector bundles. Let ¥, 4(¥) denote the stack of
vector bundles of rank  and degree d on ¥; it is an algebraic stack of finite type over C. It is a classical
result that any vector bundle E on ¥ admits a unique filtration

0=E°CE'C.--CE*=F

such that each E*/E*~! is semistable and such that the slopes u(E?/E*"1) are strictly decreasing as
i ranges from 1 to s. This canonical filtration is called the Harder-Narasimhan (HN) filtration of E,
and we call the vector 7 = (dy/r1,...,d1/r1,d2/ra,...,ds/rs) the HN type of E, where d;/r; is the
slope of E'/E~1 and each d;/r; is repeated r; times. Note that if E has rank r and degree d then
d=dy+---+dsand r =11 4+ --- + rs, and we say that 7 has rank r and degree d, and we call s the
length of 7. The HN graded of E is the vector bundle gr E = E; @ --- ® E, where E; = E*/E*"! for
eacht=1,...,s.

The HN type induces a stratification of the moduli stack ¥, 4(X) of rank r and degree d vector
bundles on X.

Definition 2.2 (Harder-Narasimhan stratification of the stack of vector bundles). The HN stratification
of the moduli stack 77 4(3) of vector bundles is given by the decomposition

(2) %,d(z) = |_| TTd(E%

where the disjoint union is over HN types 7 of rank 7 and degree d and #7;(¥) C 7;. 4(%) denotes the
substack of vector bundles with Harder-Narasimhan type 7.

Note that if 79 denotes the HN type (d/r,...,d/r), then #73(%) coincides with the open stratum
7,25(2) of semistable vector bundles. The HN stratification is a stratification in the sense of Defini-
tion 2.1, with partial order on the set of HN types defined as follows. Each HN type 7 has an associated
convex polygon P, in the plane, given by connecting the vertices (d1/r1), ..., (ds,rs), and we say that
7 > 7' if P; lies strictly above P.,. The upper semi-continuity of the HN type with respect to this
partial ordering (see [39, Thm 3, Prop 10]) ensures that the HN stratification satisfies the properties of
Definition 2.1. The structure of #,7,(3) as an algebraic stack that is a locally closed substack 7;.4(¥)
follows from [34].

4In some settings the definition of a stratification involves a stronger condition than that given at (1), namely that equality
rather than inclusion holds. However as the stratifications studied in this paper do not satisfy this stronger condition,
the inclusion is the more natural condition for us.
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For each HN type 7 = (d1/r1,...,ds/rs) of rank r and degree d, there is a surjective algebraic map
gr: %Td(z) - H %Ssd(z)
i=1

given by E — (Eq,...,E;) where gr E := E1 & -+ ® E;. Thus a vector bundle of HN type 7 can be
thought of as an s-tuple of semistable vector bundles, together with some extension data indicating how
the vector bundle can be reconstructed from its graded pieces. This feature is also captured in the fact
that the HN stratification of ¥, 4(X) is a ©-stratification in the sense of [12, 14].

2.2.2. GIT instability stratifications. Another prototypical example of a stratification is a GIT insta-
bility stratification.” We assume that the algebraic stack is a global quotient stack of the form [X/G]
where G is a reductive group acting linearly on a projective variety X with respect to an ample line
bundle.

A G-invariant stratification of X (which induces a stratification of the quotient stack) can be obtained
as follows (see [27] for more detail). By taking a tensor power of the linearisation, we can assume that
G acts on X C P(V) via a representation G — GL(V). We fix a maximal torus T C G and an invariant
inner product on the Lie algebra t of T', which we use to identify t with its dual tV.

The V-representation of T' can be diagonalised so that T' acts with weight o; € t¥ on each projective
coordinate x; of P(V). Given a point & = [zg : --- : x,] € P(V), we let conv(z) denote the convex hull
of the set of weights a; such that x; # 0, viewed as a subset of t under the isomorphism tV = {.

By the Hilbert-Mumford criterion, a point = [zg : -+ - : x,] € X is semistable for the linear action
of G if and only if conv(g - z) contains the origin for every g € G. If x is unstable, then its ‘degree
of instability’ can be measured by how far away from the origin the closest point to the convex hull
conv(g-x) of g-x can be as g ranges over G. The GIT instability stratification makes this idea precise.

Fix a positive Weyl chamber t; C t and let B denote the set of all 5 € t4 such that 3 is the closest
point to the origin of conv(z) for some z € X.

Fix some § € B\ {0} and define

Zg ={[xo:-an] €X |z =0if ;- B# 6]}
and
;i =0if a; - B < ||B])?
Ys = ezl e X
g {[xo Tl € x; # 0 for some i such that «; - 3 = ||5][?

There is a retraction pg : Y3 — Zg given by z; — w; if o; - B = ||B]|* and z; — 0 otherwise.

Now let Stab3 C G denote the stabiliser of 8 € t¥ under the co-adjoint action of G on the dual
gV of its Lie algebra g. Then Zg is Stab S-invariant and the linear action of G on X induces a linear
action of Stab 8 on Z3. Identifying 3 as a character of Stab /3, we let Z 5" denote the semistable locus
for the above linear action of Stab 3 on Zg twisted by the character —f, and define Yie = plgl(ZgS).
Finally, we set Sg := GYﬁSS. The subvarieties Sg form the strata of the GIT instability stratification of
X, which is given by
(3) X =] 8s.

peB
where we set Sy = X*°. Each stratum S for 8 # 0 satisfies the property that

l6'11>11811

5Such stratifications are sometimes called HKKN stratifications due to Hesselink [18], Kempf [26], Kirwan [27] and Ness
[31].
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We note that each § # 0 has a corresponding one-parameter subgroup Ag : G,, — T, determining
the following parabolic subgroup of G (see [30, Prop 2.6]):

Py = {g €G | limAa(Hgrs(t™!) € G} .
By [27, Thm 13.5], for each 8 # 0 there is an isomorphism
(4) Sp = G xp, Yj°

The above property of the unstable strata will be used in Section 6.4.

2.3. The stack of L-twisted Higgs bundles. The stack studied in this paper is the moduli stack of
L-twisted Higgs bundles of rank r and degree d on a smooth projective curve 3. We define it below.

Definition 2.3 (Moduli stack of Higgs bundles). Fix a smooth projective curve 3, a line bundle L — ¥
with h%(3, L) > 0, and integers r € Z~¢ and d € Z. The definitions of L-twisted Higgs bundles of rank
and degree d on X, morphisms of such objects, families of such objects and equivalences of such families
are as follows:
(i) an L-twisted Higgs bundle of rank r and degree d on ¥ is a pair (F,¢) where E is a vector
bundle® of rank r and degree d on ¥ and ¢ : E — F ® L is a map of vector bundles;
(ii) a morphism from a Higgs bundle (E, ) to another (E’,¢’) is a morphism 1 : E — E’ of the
underlying bundles such that the diagram

E ¥ E

| E

EoLYY% pror,

commutes; it is an isomorphism if ¥ is an isomorphism of vector bundles;

(iii) a family of Higgs bundles parametrised by a scheme B is a pair (Ep, ¢p) where Eg — ¥ X B
is a vector bundle over ¥ x B of rank r and fibrewise degree d and ¢p : Ep - Ep ® m5,L is a
morphism of bundles where 7y : ¥ X B — X is the natural projection;

(iv) two families (Ep, ¢p) and (Eps, ¢ p/) parametrised by schemes B and B’ respectively are equiv-
alent if there exists an isomorphism ¢ : Eg — Ep/ such that the following diagram commutes:

Ep ¥5 E

l(bB l‘ﬁB’
Yp®idey
Ep®@nmylL —— Epr @ my L.

The stack of L-twisted Higgs bundles of rank r and degree d on X, denoted 72 q(3, L), is the moduli
stack associated to the above data. That is, as a category fibred in groupoids it associates to a scheme B
the category whose objects are families of L-twisted Higgs bundles of rank r and degree d parametrised
by B and whose morphisms are given by equivalences of families.

The stack 7. 4(3, L) is an algebraic stack, locally of finite type over Spec C (see [3, Thm 7.15]). Our
aim in this paper is to study stratifications of this stack.

3. THREE STRATIFICATIONS

In this section we describe three stratifications on the stack of Higgs bundles, each admitting an
explicit moduli-theoretic interpreation. The first is the HN stratification, determined by the instability
type of the Higgs bundle; we introduce it in Section 3.1. The second is the sheaf HN stratification,
determined by the instability type of the underlying bundle; we introduce it in Section 3.2. The third

6By vector bundle we mean a locally free sheaf of finite rank.
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stratification arises from trying to obtain for the bHN strata the structure of a fibration over a moduli
stack parametrising ‘associated graded’ objects, as is the case for the HN strata. This is the refined
bHN stratification, which we define in Section 3.3.

3.1. The Harder-Narasimhan stratification. A natural instability stratification of the stack of
Higgs bundles can be obtained by considering the analogue for Higgs bundles of the HN type for vector
bundles. Indeed, the notion of HN filtrations for vector bundles reviewed in Section 2.2.1 can be
extended to Higgs bundles (see for example [41, §3]): given any Higgs bundle (F,¢), there exists a
unique filtration

0=E°CE'C.-..CE*=E

satisfying the following conditions:

(i) E'is a ¢-invariant subbundle of E for each i = 1,...,s;
(i) (E;, ¢;) is semistable for each i, where E; = E*/E*~! and ¢; is the map E; — E; ® L induced
by ¢;

(iii) pw(E1) > p(B2) > -+ > p(Es) where E; := E*/E" fori=1,...,s.
This filtration is the HN filtration of (E, ¢). The vector p = (u(FE1), ..., uw(E1), w(E2), ..., u(Es)), where
each u(E;), is repeated rk(F;) times is the HN type of (E, ¢), which we say has rank r and degree d.
The HN graded of (E, ¢) is the Higgs bundle gr(E, ¢) = (E1,¢1)® - - D (Es, ¢s) where ¢; : B; — E; QL
is induced from ¢. Just as for vector bundles, the HN type induces a stratification of the stack of Higgs
bundles.

Definition 3.1 (HN stratification of 4. 4(X, L)). The HN stratification of the moduli stack 4. 4(X, L)
of Higgs bundles is the decomposition

(5) Hra(2, L) = | A5 1),

o
where the disjoint union is over HN types of rank r and degree d and J#/(%, L) C 7. 4(%, L) denotes
the substack of Higgs bundles with HN type pu.

Just like the HN stratification of ;. 4(X), the HN stratification of 4. 4(3, L) satisfies the properties
of Definition 2.1 (see for example [43, §2.1]). The structure of 7, (3, L) as an algebraic stack that is a
locally closed substack of .7 4(3, L) follows from [11, Cor 4.9]. Note that as in the vector bundle case,
if we let 1o denote the trivial HN type (d/r,...,d/r), then 53 (¥, L) coincides with the open stratum
H;°3(E, L) of semistable Higgs bundles.

Again as in the case of vector bundles, given a HN type u = (d1/71,...,ds/rs) there is an algebraic
map

s A0 D) = [[ 55 (5. 1)
i=1
given by (E,¢) — ((E1,¢1),...,(Es, ¢s)) where gr(E, ¢) = (E1,¢1) @ -+ @ (FEs, ¢s). A Higgs bundle
of HN type p is therefore determined by an s-tuple of semistable Higgs bundles together with some
extension data indicating how the Higgs bundles can be reconstructed from its graded pieces. This
feature is also captured by the fact that the HN stratification of 7 4(2, L) is a ©O-stratification in the
sense of [12] (see [13, §1.0.6]).

Remark 3.2 (Non-separatedness of the HN strata). It is an important fact that the stable stratum
(or the semistable stratum if 7 and d are coprime) of J°,;(3, L) is separated; this is what makes the
construction of an associated quasi-projective coarse moduli space possible. By contrast the HN strata
may not be separated. Indeed, given an unstable Higgs bundle (E, ¢), one can find a family of Higgs
bundles parametrised by A! such that for each non-zero t € Al the fibre over ¢ is isomorphic to (E, ¢),
while the fibre over 0 is isomorphic to gr(E, ¢) (see [33, Rk 4.5]). Since (E, ¢) may not be isomorphic to
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gr(E, ¢), it follows that the HN strata may not be separated. This precludes the possibility of obtaining
a separated coarse moduli space for a whole HN stratum in general, as any such coarse moduli space
would have to identify a Higgs bundle with its HN graded.

3.2. The bundle Harder-Narasimhan stratification. A second instability stratification of the stack
of Higgs bundles can be obtained by pulling back the HN stratification of ¥, 4(X), the stack of vector
bundles, via the natural forgetful map F : 5 4(, L) — ¥ 4(X) which maps a Higgs bundle to its
underlying vector bundle. The map F is a representable morphism of stacks (see [3, Cor 7.16]).

Definition 3.3 (Bundle HN stratification of 7 4(3, L)). The bundle HN stratification of the moduli
stack . 4(X, L) of Higgs bundles is the decomposition

(6) Hra(S,L) = | |42, L)

where the disjoint union is taken over HN types of rank r and degree d and s£"4(2, L) := F~Y(¥7,(%))

,’,1

for each such HN type 7.

When 7 is the trivial bundle HN (bHN) type 79 = (d/r, . ..,d/r), we denote s£"¢(3, L) by %4(3, L)
since it parametrises Higgs bundles with underlying semistable vector bundle.

Remark 3.4 (Comparison with the Bialynicki-Birula stratification of the moduli space of semistable
Higgs bundles). While the bHN stratification does not appear to have been studied in the literature
at the level of the stack of Higgs bundles, it has been considered at the level of the moduli space
of semistable Higgs bundles for the purpose of comparing it to the Bialynicki-Birula stratification of
the moduli space induced by the Higgs field scaling action. Indeed, in [15] Hausel proves that the
two stratifications coincide in rank two, while in [10] Gothen and Zuniga-Rojas show that this is no
longer the case in rank three (the rank four case is dealt with by Antén Sancho in [36]). In [22] Huang
compares the bHN stratification of the moduli space of rank three semistable Higgs bundles to its partial
oper stratification; the latter is compared to the Bialynicki-Birula stratification of the moduli space in
arbitrary rank in [4], using the theory of conformal limits.

Given a Higgs bundle (E,¢) of bHN type 7, we would like to define its associated ‘bHN graded’
sgr(E, ¢), just as we can define the HN graded gr(E) and gr(E, ¢) of a vector bundle E and Higgs
bundle (E, ¢) respectively. This is because the existence of an associated graded object endows the
unstable strata with the structure of a fibration over products of moduli stacks of semistable objects, a
useful tool in the study of the unstable strata.

Since the HN graded of a vector or Higgs bundle has the same HN type as the vector or Higgs bundle
itself, we would expect the bHN graded of a Higgs bundle of bHN type 7 to have bHN type 7. It is
reasonable therefore to expect the underlying bundle of the bHN graded of (E, ¢) to be gr E. However
the Higgs field of a Higgs bundle (E, ¢) does not necessarily preserve its bHN filtration and so each
graded piece F; need not have an associated Higgs field. For this reason there is no obvious way to
define its associated ‘bHN graded’ as a direct sum of Higgs bundles of smaller rank and degree. The
situation is therefore not as simple as in the case of the HN strata for vector bundles or the HN strata
for Higgs bundles. This issue is the motivation behind the definition of the refined bHN stratification,
introduced in Section 3.3 below.

3.3. The refined bHN stratification. In this section we introduce a third instability stratification
of the stack of Higgs bundles: a refinement of the bHN stratification. This refinement arises from
trying to define a ‘bHN graded’ for a Higgs bundle with a given bHN type 7. Section 3.3.1 is devoted
to proposing a definition of the ‘bHN-graded’ of a Higgs bundle of bHN type 7. In Section 3.3.2
we define the refined bHN stratification and construct the analogue of the surjective algebraic maps
gr: V(%) = [li=) Y. (B) and gr: A5, (5, L) — [[;-, 775, (3, L) for the refined bHN strata.
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3.3.1. bHN graded of a Higgs bundle. The definition of the bHN graded of a Higgs bundle (£, ¢) which
we give satisfies the property that its underlying bundle is the HN graded of F, namely gr E = E; &
.-+ @ E5. The Higgs field for the bHN graded of (E, ¢) then needs to be a well-defined Higgs field for
gr E, determined roughly by how much of the HN filtration of E is preserved by ¢. If the filtration is
preserved by the Higgs field, then the underlying bundle of the HN graded gr(F, ¢) of (E, ¢) coincides
with gr(E) and therefore its Higgs field is a well-defined Higgs field for gr(F). In this case, the bHN
graded of (E,¢) should coincide with its HN graded. If the HN filtration of E is not preserved by ¢,
then we would like to extract from ¢ a ‘component’ which, in a well-defined sense, is ‘most responsible’
for not preserving the HN filtration of F, and moreover which gives a well-defined Higgs field for the
HN graded gr E of E. This can be achieved as follows.

Let (E, ¢) have bHN type 7 and let 0 = E° C E! C ... C E® = E denote its bHN filtration. For each
ilet m; : E — E/E’ denote the quotient map. By taking a tensor product with idy, : L — L, we obtain
amap E® L — E/E*® L which we also denote by m; for simplicity. Given i and j, consider the map
mi_10@|gi : B9 — E/E"™1 ® L. Then if 7;_; o ¢|gs restricts to the zero map on £/~ C EJ, the map
descends to a map E’//E/~! — E'/E*"1® L. If moreover we have that m;04|g; : B9 — E/E'® L is the
zero map, then the image of m;_1 0 ¢|; is contained in E*/E*~! ® L. Under these two assumptions, we
obtain a well-defined map ¢;; : E//E’~! — E'/E'"!® L, which makes the following diagram commute:

g per T Ep/E-leL

! .

EiJEI"1 > E; is E'/ET'®@ L~ E; ® L.

The choice of 7 = (d1/r1,...,ds/rs) induces an ordering on the pairs (¢,5) for ¢,5 € {1,...,s}
given by (4,7) < (¢/,j") it di/ri —d;/r; < di/riv —dj /rj. As a consequence of the strict inequalities
dy/ry > -+ > ds/rs, we have that (z,7) > (¢, ) for any i’ > ¢ and that (i, 7) < (4, ') for any j' > 7. Note
that (s, 1) is the smallest pair under this ordering, and (1, s) the largest. Given 7, we let [i, j], denote the
equivalence class of (7, ) under the equivalence class (i, j) ~- (', ') if d;/ri —dj/rj = dir Jrir — dji /7).
Then 7 determines a strict ordering of the equivalence classes [i, j]-.

Lemma 3.5. If (E, ¢) is a Higgs bundle of bHN type 7 = (d1/71,...,ds/rs), then there is a well-defined
smallest equivalence class [i, j], such that ¢y is well-defined and non-zero for all (k,1) € [, j]-.

Proof. It suffices to show that if for a given equivalence class [7, j]-, the map ¢y, is well-defined and
equal to 0 for all (¢, ") < (4,7), then ¢y is well-defined for any (k,1) € [i,j].. We do so by strong
induction. For the base case, namely [i, j] = [s, 1] = {(s,1)}, it suffices to show that ¢4 is well-defined.
This is true since ms_1 0 ¢|g1 : B' — E/E*~! @ L trivially induces a map E; — Es ® L, given that
E°=0and E = E*.

As the inductive hypothesis, for a given equivalence class [, j], suppose that ¢; ;- is well-defined and
equal to zero for all (¢/,j") < (¢,7). Then in particular, ¢;11 ; and ¢; j—1 are well-defined and equal to
zero. The fact that ¢;41; is the zero map implies that ¢(FE7) is contained in E* ® L, whilst the fact
that ¢; j_1 is the zero map implies that the map m;_1 0 ¢|pi : B/ — E/E*"1 @ L restricts to the zero
map on E~!. This ensures that ¢;; : E; — E; ® L is well-defined. The same argument shows that
¢w : Ej — E; ® L is well-defined for any (k,1) € [¢, j],. O

Note that if this smallest equivalence class [i, j] of Lemma 3.5 satisfies j > 4 (and consequently [ > k
for any (k,1) € [i,]+), then ¢ must preserve the HN filtration of F and so the HN and bHN filtrations
of (E, ¢) coincide. This leads us to the following definition for the bHN graded of a Higgs bundle.

Definition 3.6 (bHN graded of a Higgs bundle). Let (E,¢) denote a Higgs bundle of bHN type 7,
and let gr E = E1 @ --- @ Es. Let [i,j]; denote the equivalence class associated to (E, ¢), as defined in
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Lemma 3.5, which we call the smallest equivalence class associated to (E, ¢). Let

buin= P ou: P E- P EoL

(kD €lig)- (COISI VT (k,D)€Elij]+

The bHN graded of (E, ¢) is the Higgs bundle

(gI’(E), (bmin) if i > j
gr(E, ¢) otherwise,

sgr(E, ¢) = {

where the map ¢min is extended in the natural way to a Higgs field for gr(E).

Example 3.7 (bHN graded when 7 has length 2). Suppose that 7 has length two and let (E, ¢) denote
a Higgs bundle of bHN type 7. Let gr E = E; @ E5. Then

0 o))
<E1®E2,< )) if po1 #0
¢21 0
(El @ Es, <¢11 / )) if 21 =0
0 ¢22

where ¢;; : F; — F; ® L is induced from ¢.

sgr(E, ¢) =

Remark 3.8 (Link with the Higgs field scaling action). The isomorphism class of sgr(FE, ¢) is always
fixed by the Higgs field scaling action, provided the smallest equivalence class [i, j], associated to (E, ¢)
satisfies ¢ > j. Indeed in this case sgr(E,¢) is a holomorphic chain, and these exactly correspond
to Higgs bundles whose isomorphism classes are fixed by the Higgs field scaling action (see [16]). If
moreover (E, ¢) is semistable, then an isomorphism class of Higgs bundles fixed by the scaling action
can also be obtained by taking the isomorphism class of the semistable limit lim;_,o(F,t¢) under the
scaling action. It is natural to ask how this limit compares to sgr(F, ¢).

When r = 2, the two coincide. Indeed, in this case [i,j], = [2,1], and the condition that ¢91 # 0
implies that (E, ¢) is semistable (we will prove this in Proposition 4.6 in Section 4 below), as is sgr(FE, ¢).
It follows then from [10, Prop 3.1] that [sgr(E, ¢)] = [lim;—o(F,t¢)]. In higher rank equality may no
longer hold. Indeed, in [10] Gothen and Zuniga-Rojas show that in rank three the underlying bundle of
lim; o (E, ¢) may not be the HN graded of E. However by definition the underlying bundle of sgr(E, ¢)
is always the HN graded of E. We put forward the following conjecture: if (E, ¢) is semistable and the
underlying bundle of lim;_,(F, ¢) is the HN graded of E, then the limit coincides with sgr(E, ¢).

3.3.2. Refinement of the bundle Harder-Narasimhan stratification. The notion of bHN graded for a
Higgs bundles established in Section 3.3.1 above leads to a natural refinement of the bHN stratification
of the stack of Higgs bundles.

Proposition 3.9 (Refinement of the bHN stratification of 7 4(3, L)). Let 7 # 79 denote a bHN type
of rank r and degree d, and of length s. For each [i, j],, let
%—n[;‘i_j] (Ev L) g %-nd(E? L)

denote the substack of Higgs bundles (E, ¢) such that the smallest equivalence class associated to (E, ¢)
is [i, j]-. Moreover, let
r,d L r,d
Al L) = || A5 L),
1<i<j<s
Then we have:
(7) AN, L) = || A (S Do

7,[0,0]"
1<j<i<s
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The resulting refinement of the bHN stratification of .77 4(X,L) is a stratification in the sense of
Definition 2.1. The strata are called the refined bHN strata of €, 4(, L). Moreover,

(8) AL (5, L) = A, L) 0 AT (S, L),

Proof. The equality (7) is clear by definition since each (E, ¢) of bHN type 7 lies in t%ﬂ:[;i]] (3, L) for
some (i,7). In order to show that (7) is a stratification of #"¢(%2, L) in the sense of Definition 2.1,
we need a suitable partial order on the indexing set. The decomposition given in (7) is indexed by
the union of the set {[i,j]- | ¢ > j} with the singleton set corresponding to collapsing all equivalence
classes [z, j] such that ¢ < j to one point. We denote its element by [0, 0], for simplicity. As seen in
Section 3.3.1, a bHN type 7 = (d1/r1,...,ds/rs) induces an ordering of equivalence classes [i, j] given
by [¢, 4]+ < [¢/,5]+ it di/ri —dj/r; < dy/riy —dj/rj. This provides a total order on the indexing set
for the decomposition of (7), with [¢, j]» < [0, 0], whenever ¢ > j.
Next we need to show that given an index [, j],, the union
|_| '%ﬂ[ﬂ '] (5,L)
[i",5']>13,4]
is closed in J#"%(X, L). To see this, it suffices to observe that (E, ¢) € Ugr 1, > (0.1 f%”[f, 71 (2,L) if
and only if ¢y, = 0 for all (k,1) < (4, ), which is a closed condition. We note that even though ¢y may

not always well-defined, as we have seen in Lemma 3.5 it is well-defined if ¢y = 0 for all (K',1") < (k,1).
Since ¢s1 is always well-defined, the condition that ¢x = 0 for all (k,1) < (4,j) is valid. Hence the

union
L A nED
[i",5']- <[]+
is open in J#%(%, L), and we have that 5 |; ;(3, L) is closed inside this open substack.

It follows from the above that the closure of each stratum ¢ (3, L) is contained in the union

(3,41

(S, LU |_| T it 31>

[i7,3"]+ >[i,5]+

%rd

as required for (7) to satisfy the conditions of Definition 2.1.

Combining the total order on the index set associated to a given bHN type 7 with the partial order
on the bHN types gives a partial order on the index set for the stratification of /¢ 4(X, L) obtained by
combining the stratification given in (7) for each bHN stratum.

To prove (8), we recall that by Proposition 4.1 (i) the HN and bHN types of (F, ¢) are equal if and
only if the corresponding filtrations coincide. But this is possible if and only if the smallest equivalence

classs [i, j], associated to (F,¢) satisfies ¢ < j, i.e. if and only if (E, ¢) € %T[O 0 (3, L). O

We conclude this section by endowing each of the strata of the refined bHN stratification (distinct
from the semistable stratum) with a surjective algebraic map to a simpler moduli stack, using the map
sending a Higgs bundle to its associated bHN graded. Note that restricting to the refined strata is
necessary to ensure that the map sending a Higgs bundle to its bHN graded is continuous.

Given a bHN type 7 = (d1/r1,...,ds/rs), fix an equivalence class [i, j], such that j < i. We consider
the associated refined bHN stratum f%”d (3,L). If [i,5]; = [0,0],, then sgr(F,¢) = gr(E,¢) and

5[6,4]
there is a well-defined map

(9) sgr: AL (5, L) = A, L) N ATH(S, L) — H =(2, L) N A0S, L)
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given by (E,¢) — ((E1,¢1),...,(Es,¢s)). Thus a Higgs bundle (F,¢) in this refined bHN stratum is
determined by an s-tuple of semistable Higgs bundles with underlying semistable bundle together with
some extension data indicating how the Higgs bundle can be reconsructed from its graded pieces.

If [i,5]; # [0,0], and (E,¢) € f%ifiij](E,L), then by definition sgr(E,¢) = (gr E, ¢min) where
Gmin = D1 1yefi ), Pri- Let n denote the cardinality of the set of pairs (k1) € [¢, j];. Then sgr(E,¢)
determines an n-tuple of holomorphic chains ((Ej, ¢xi), (Er ® L,0)) of rank 7y := (r;, ) and degree
dyi = (di,dy + rrdegL) (see [9]). Let €. [;;(%, L) denote the stack parametrising such objects.
Note that it is an algebraic stack as it admits a representable morphism to H(k,l)e[i,j]T Yy (B) X
Vi ditr deg L(2) given by the forgetful map sending ((Ei, ¢m), (Ex ® L,0)) to (E;, Ex ® L). We let
¢71;.;)(3, L) denote the open substack given by the preimage of [T, yepi i1 ¥rea, (2) X 773 (2)

T)[i)j] T Tk,di+1 deg L
under this map. Note that Fyx ® L is semistable if and only if Ej is. Then there is a map
r,d ss EE]
(10) ser t%‘ir,[i,j] (>, L) = H riodi < (g‘rv[iyj]

(k1) ¢ [i:5] -
k>l

given by mapping (F, ¢) to the n-tuple of holomorphic chains as described above, together with the
summands of the HN graded of F which do not appear in any of these holomorphic chains. Note that
the definition of this map ensures that the following diagram commutes:

r,d ser 58 58
jfr,(i,j)(EvL) ’ H(k,l)keé[;',j]r %‘k,dk X %T,[i,j]
| J
»7(%) = T 750, (2),

where the vertical map on the right is given by forgetting the morphism ¢;;.

The maps defined at (9) and (10) are the analogues for the refined bHN strata of the maps gr and
gr defined for the HN strata of the stack of vector bundles and the HN strata of the stack of Higgs
bundles. The existence of these maps imply that a Higgs bundle (E,¢) € 2 T,fjj] (%, L) is determined
by an associated s-tuple, namely its bHN graded, together with some extension data indicating how
the Higgs bundle can be reconstructed from its graded pieces.

Remark 3.10 (Non-separatedness of the refined bHN strata). Recall from Remark 3.2 that the HN
strata are not in general separated because a Higgs bundle can be deformed to its HN graded to which
it need not be isomorphic. By contrast it is not clear whether it is possible to deform a Higgs bundle in
a given refined bHN stratum to its associated bHN graded. Nevertheless it is possible to see that the
refined bHN strata are not necessarily separated in a different way, by looking at the Higgs field scaling
action.

For example, let r = 3 and fix a bHN type 7 of length three. Suppose moreover that [3,2], < [2,1],
(otherwise we just switch the roles of the two equivalence classes). Consider a Higgs bundle

0 0 O
(11) (B,¢9)=|E1©E2®E3,[¢21 0 0
0 ¢32 0
where ¢o1 and ¢32 are both non-zero, and F1 @ E2 ® F5 = gr E. Then (F,¢) € f%ﬂjfgdz] (%,L), and

moreover (E, ¢) is fixed by the Higgs field scaling action (see Remark 3.8). However, it is also possible
to obtain the Higgs bundle (11) with ¢2; set to zero (or similarly with @32 set to zero) as a limit of
(E, ¢) under the Higgs field scaling action, which is not isomorphic to (F,¢). This shows that the
refined bHN stratum is not separated.
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4. COMPARISON OF THE STRATIFICATIONS

In this section we compare the three stratifications defined in Section 3 above. In Section 4.3 we
compare the HN and bHN stratifications in arbitrary rank, while in Section 4.2 we go one step further
and compare the HN and bHN filtrations in three special cases: when deg L = 0 and when r = 2 or 3.
In Section 4.1 we compare the refined bHN stratification and the HN stratifications, specialising to the
three cases considered in Section 4.1.

4.1. Comparison of the HN and bHN stratifications. In this section we address the following
question: which bHN strata can a given HN stratum can intersect and conversely which HN strata can
a given bHN stratum intersect? Proposition 4.1 below establishes bounds on the maximal slope of the
HN type of a Higgs bundle in terms of that of its bHN type, and vice-versa. As a consequence of this
result we deduce in Corollary 4.3 that a HN stratum can intersect only a finite number of bHN strata

and vice-versa.

Proposition 4.1 (Relationship between bHN and HN types). Suppose that (E,¢) is a Higgs bundle
of HN type u = (dy/r1,...,ds/rs) and bHN type 7 = (d} /], ...,d;/r}). Then we have:
(i) p <7 with equality if and only if the HN and bHN filtrations of (E, ¢) coincide;

(ii) if rmax denotes the maximum of the r; for i = 1,...,s, then

U

d d d d
min —,—1 —rdeglL ) < -1 <1< -1 + Tmax deg L.
/ /
T ’I”1 T1 Tl T1

It follows from Proposition 4.1 (i) that the HN polygon of a Higgs bundle (E, ¢) lies below its bHN
polygon. Moreover, Proposition 4.1 (ii) provides upper and lower bounds on the possible maximal
slopes for the HN (bHN respectively) type of a Higgs bundle with a given bHN (HN respectively) type.

Remark 4.2 (Comparison with a result by Nitsure). In [33, Prop 3.2], Nitsure shows that if (E, ¢) is
a semistable Higgs bundle and 7 = (d} /7, ...,d;/r}) is its bHN type, then

(r—1)2

(12) &7, < u(E) + deg L.

In short, there is a limit to how unstable the underlying bundle of a semistable Higgs bundle can be.
Proposition 4.1 (ii) can be viewed as a generalisation of this result to unstable Higgs bundles. That is,
the right-most inequality of (ii) shows that if (E, ¢) is an unstable Higgs bundle then there is a limit to
how unstable the underlying bundle can be, which depends only on the HN type of (E, ¢).

We now prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. To prove (i), we first note that if p = 7 then the successive quotients associated
to both filtrations have the same rank. It follows then from the uniqueness of maximally destabilising
subbundles that the filtrations coincide. It is clear that if the filtrations coincide then so do their
associated types. The inequality 4 < 7 follows from [39, Thm 2] which states that if ¥ C F is a
subbundle, then F' lies on or below the HN polygon of E.

Suppose now that (E,¢) has HN type u = (dy/r1,...,ds/rs). Let 0=E° Cc E' C--- C E* = FE
denote its HN filtration (set E; = E*~!/E" for each i), and let 0 = E°c Bt ... C E" = E denote
its bHN filtration. While each quotient (E;, ¢;) is semistable as a Higgs bundle, its underlying bundle
may have a non-trivial HN filtration

0=E)CE c---CE=E/E""
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Let E%/ denote the preimage of Ef under the quotient map E* — E'/E"1, so that Ef ~ pii/pilL,
Note that by definition we have the equalities
Ei — E’i+l,0 — Ei,ti'
Since (E;, ¢;) is a semistable Higgs bundle for each 4, we can apply (12) to obtain that
i1 1 (ri — 1)
(13) H (Ez /Ej ) < u(E;) < (ki) + o deg L

foreachi=1,...,sand j=1,...,t;.
The HN filtration of E can be refined to include all of the subbundles E%7, giving a refined filtration

0=FE'cEc...cE""W cE*cE*c...cE* =F

of E. Although the slopes of these subbundles may no longer satisfy the decreasing condition, each
successive quotient

B phi—l (Ez',j/Eiq) / (Ei,jfl/Eifl) _ Ei/Ef—l
is a semistable vector bundle (note that B = EL1).

Suppose that ¢(E'") C EF' @ L but ¢(E'') ¢ EF-1 @ L (if | = 0 then EF! = EF-1Lt and we
replace E¥!=1 by EF~1Ltk-1=1) Then the restriction of the Higgs field to E'" induces a non-zero map
E'" — EF/ERSY @ L. Since both E'" and EF!/ERMI=1 @ L are semistable vector bundles, it follows
that

WEY) < p(BEMEM @ L) = p (B EMY) 4 deg L = pu (EL/ELY) + deg L

Combining this inequality with (13), we obtain that

d —1)2
w(E™y < £ 4 (M + 1> deg L.
Tk Tk

Now let ryax denote the maximum of the ranks r; for i = 1,...,s. Then
—1)2 1
M""lzrk_l'i__grmax
Tk Tk

since 7, > 1. Using the fact that dy/r; is maximal amongst all of the slopes d;/r; fori =1,...,s, we

obtain that
ay_di _da
(14) wE") = — < — 4 rmax deg L.
1 ™
Since E’' is the maximally destabilising subbundle of E, we have that x(E'") < u(E') and so from

(14) we obtain:

d d d d
L ppaxdeg L< = <L <Ly L deg L.
d;, 1 ] 1
Moreover since r > r; for all 7, in particular r > .« and so we see we obtain the desired sequence of
inequalities
/ d d d
—}—TdegL<—1< /1 <—1+rmaxdegL
1 T1 ’I”l T1

O

Corollary 4.3 (Intersection of the bHN and HN stratifications). If p is a HN type, then there is only
a finite number of possible bHN types 7 for a Higgs bundle (F, ¢) of HN type u. Similarly, if 7 is a
bHN type, then there is only a finite number of HNN types p for a Higgs bundles of bHN type 7.

Proof. Let p denote a HN type. If (E,¢) has HN type p then by Proposition 4.1 (ii), the steepest
slope arising in its bHN type 7 is bounded above by di /71 + rmax deg L, which depends only on p. But
the decreasing condition on the slopes of a HN type ensures that bounding the slope of the maximally



THREE INSTABILITY STRATIFICATIONS OF THE STACK OF HIGGS BUNDLES 17

destabilising subbundle bounds the number of allowable HN types of E. Thus there are only a finite
number of possible bHN types (with a fixed rank and degree) for (E, ¢).

If 7 denotes a bHN type and (FE, ¢) has bHN type 7, then by Proposition 4.1 (i) we have that u <7
where p is its HN type. There are therefore only finitely many possibilities for u. O

4.2. Comparison of the HN and bHN filtrations. In this section we address the following question:
how do the HN and bHN filtration of a Higgs bundle compare? This is a difficult question in general,
and we restrict to three special cases in which a complete answer can be given: when deg L = 0 (Section
4.2.1), when r = 2 (Section 4.2.2) and when r = 3 (Section 4.2.3). In the case where r = 2 and r = 3
we also obtain explicit criteria for determining when a Higgs bundle with unstable underlying bundle
is semistable.

4.2.1. When degL = 0. If deg L = 0, which is the case if ¥ is an elliptic curve and L is the canonical
line bundle on X, then it follows from Proposition 4.1 that the maximally destabilising bundles of the
HN and bHN filtrations of a given Higgs bundle always coincide. In fact in this case we can prove a
stronger result directly, without using Proposition 4.1. That is, we can prove directly that all of the
terms in the HN and bHN filtrations coincide.

Proposition 4.4 (When deg L = 0). If deg L = 0, and (E, ¢) is an L-twisted Higgs bundle on ¥ then
its HN and bHN filtrations coincide, so that J#"4(%, L) = H,7y(8, L) for any HN type 7.

Remark 4.5 (Comparison with a result by Franco). In [7], Franco studies Higgs bundles in the classical
sense (namely where L is given by the cotangent bundle) on an elliptic curve (hence in this case
deg L = 0), and proves that (F,¢) is semistable if and only if E is semistable (see [7, Prop 4.1]).
Proposition 4.4 can therefore be viewed as a generalisation of this result to unstable Higgs bundles.

Proof of Proposition 4.4. Suppose that deg L = 0 and that (E,¢) has HN filtration 0 = E° C E! C
... C E* and bHN filtration 0 = E'° ¢ B’ € ... C E’*. We show by induction that E* = E'* for each
1t =1,...,s (which implies that s = t).

The case where i = 0 is trivially true, so suppose that E¢ = E'" for all i < k. We wish to show that
EF1 = B'* Since EF = E'" is ¢-invariant, there is an induced map & : E/E’IC — E/E'k ® L. Let
denote the minimal i € {1,...,t} such that ¢(E'""'/E'*) C E"'/E’* ® L. Then ¢ induces a non-zero
map

E*YEY S (BN EM BT EM Y9 L=EYE T o L.

Since both vector bundles are semistable, we must have that
M (E/kJrl/E/k) <u (E/I/E/lfl ® L) —u (E/I/E/lfl) 7

where the equality follows from the assumption that deg L = 0. Hence it must be that [ = k, and so ¢
preserves E’k+l/E’k. Therefore ¢ preserves E'*T! and so EF+1 = prFFL, O

4.2.2. When r = 2. In the rank two case (we no longer assume that deg L = 0), a stronger result than
Proposition 4.1 is also true. In particular if a Higgs bundle of rank two is unstable then its bHN and
HN types coincide.

Proposition 4.6 (Relationship between HN and bHN types in rank two). Let (F, ¢) be a Higgs bundle
of rank 2. Then we have:

(i) if (E, ¢) is unstable, then its HN and bHN filtrations (and therefore types) coincide;

(ii) if (E, ¢) is semistable, then its bHN type 7 = (d}, d5) satisfies dj < (d 4 1) deg L/2;

Before proving Proposition 4.6, we deduce the following Corollary 4.7 which provides a criterion for
semistability of a Higgs bundle of rank 2 with unstable underlying bundle.
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Corollary 4.7 (Criterion for semistability of a rank 2 Higgs bundle with unstable underlying bundle).
Let 7 denote a bHN type of rank 2 and suppose that (F, ¢) has bHN type 7. Then (E, ¢) is semistable
if and only if ¢9; # 0, where ¢o1 : E* — E/E* ® L denotes the composition of the restriction of ¢ to
the maximally destabilising subbundle E'! of E with the quotient map E® L — E/E' ® L.

Proof. Suppose that (F, ¢) has bHN type 7 and ¢21 # 0. By Proposition 4.6 (i), we know that if (E, ¢)
is unstable, then its HN and bHN filtrations coincide. But since ¢o; # 0, the Higgs field does not
preserve E', which is a contradiction. So (E, ¢) is semistable. Conversely if (E, ¢) has bHN type 7 and
is semistable, then ¢ cannot preserve E' and so ¢ cannot be zero. O

Proof of Proposition 4.6. For (i), suppose that (E, ¢) is unstable of HN type u = (d1, d2) and bHN type
7 = (d,d,). Let 0 = E° C E* C E? = E denote its HN filtration and 0 = E'° C E'' C B> = E
its bHN filtration. Then d; < d} since otherwise E' would be a destabilising subbundle of E of larger
degree than E", contradicting the bHN type of (E, ¢).

The composition of the inclusion of E’ !into E with the quotient map E — E/E! produces a map
E'" — E/E'. Since both E'' and E! are line bundles, they are stable. If the map is non-zero, then
we must have that dj < dy, which is not possible since dy < dy < dj. Thus the map is zero and so
E'* C E'. As both have rank one, they must be equal. It follows that the two filtrations coincide. Part
(ii) follows immediately from (12). O

4.2.3. When r = 3. In rank three it is again possible to give a more explicit comparison of the HN and
bHN filtrations. To state the comparison it is useful to define the splitting type of a HN type.

Definition 4.8 (Splitting type of a HN type). Let 7 = (di/r1,...,ds/rs) denote a HN type. The
splitting type of T is the s-vector (ri,72,...,7s).

Proposition 4.9 (When r = 3). Let (E, ¢) denote a rank three Higgs bundle. We let E? and E’* denote
the terms in the HN and bHN filtrations respectively of (E, ¢). For each i let ¢} : E" = E/E'i ® L
denote the composition of the restriction of ¢ to E’* with the quotient map T EQ®L— E/E" & L.
Given a subsheaf 7 C G of a vector bundle G, let F denote the subbundle of G’ generically generated
by F. We define the subbundles F* and G* of E and E ® L respectively as follows:

o Fi .= W C E;
o G':=7/""(im(¢}))) CE® L.
Then the HN filtration of (E, ¢) can be recovered from the bHN filtration and from the Higgs field
¢, as per the following table.

Splitting type of bHN type Splitting type of HN type HN filtration in terms of bHN filtration

(1,1,1) Both filtrations coincide
(1,1,1) (2,1) E'@L=G'DFE'oL
(1,2) E'=F2CE"?
(1,1,1) n/a
(2,1) (2,1) Both filtrations coincide
(1,2) B! = F!
(17 17 1) n/a
(1,2) (2,1) EF'oL=G!
(1,2) Both filtrations coincide.

The entries ‘n/a’ indicate that the corresponding combination of splitting types for the bHN and HN
type of a rank three Higgs bundle cannot occur.

Before proving Proposition 4.9, we deduce the following Corollary 4.10 which provides necessary and
sufficient conditions for semistability of a Higgs bundle of rank three with unstable underlying bundle.
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While by definition checking semistability of a Higgs bundle requires checking a slope condition for
every Higgs field invariant subbundle, by Corollary 4.10 below we see that it is sufficient to check the
slopes of at most two subbundles, determined in terms of the bHN filtration of the Higgs bundle and
its Higgs field.

Corollary 4.10 (Criterion for semistability of a rank three Higgs bundle with unstable underlying
bundle). Let 7 denote a bHN type of rank 3 and suppose that (E, ¢) has bHN type 7. Let E'" denote
the terms in the bHN filtration of (E,¢). Using the isomorphism £ = E® L ® L~!, we identify
F?®@ L' C E®L®L™! as a subbundle of F. Then we obtain the following necessary and sufficient
conditions for semistability of (E, ¢):

Splitting type of bHN type 7 (E, ¢) is semistable if and only if
tk F?2 = 1 and if F? is ¢-invariant then deg F? < 2d/3, and

1,1,1
(L,1,1) tk G = 2 and if G'® L~ is ¢-invariant then deg G* < 2d/3+deg L
(2,1) tk F'! =1 and if F! is ¢-invariant then deg F* < d/3

(1,2) tk G! = 2 and if G'® L™ is ¢-invariant then deg G* < 2d/3+deg L.

Remark 4.11 (Link with the Bialynicki-Birula stratification). It follows from Corollary 4.10 above
that the slopes of the bundles F* and G’ defined in Proposition 4.9 play an important role in detecting
the semistability of a Higgs bundle of rank three. In fact these same two bundles and their slopes play
an important role in understanding the limit of a semistable Higgs bundle under the Higgs field scaling
action, as demonstrated by Gothen and Zutiga Rojas in [10].

Proof of Corollary 4.10. Suppose that (E,¢) has bHN type 7 of splitting type (1,1,1). By Proposi-
tion 4.9, the only possibly destabilising subbundles of E are F? and G' ® L~!. Suppose that the condi-
tions in the first row of the above table are satisfied. If neither of the two subbundles is ¢-invariant, then
(E, ¢) is clearly semistable. Suppose then that F? is ¢-invariant. Then pu(F?) = deg F? < 2d/3 = u(E).
Therefore F? does not destabilise (E, ¢) as u(F?) = deg F?. Now suppose that G! is ¢-invariant. Then
w(G* @ L71) = deg G'/2 — deg L < 2d/3, and therefore G! ® L' is not destabilising either. Thus
(E, ¢) is semistable.

Conversely, suppose that (E,¢) is semistable. Since F? is the kernel of ¢} : E? = E/E’2 ® L,
it is a subbundle of the rank two subbundle E’?. If F2? has rank two then it coincides with E’ 2,and
so F? is ¢-invariant and destabilising which contradicts semsitability of (E,$). We cannot have that
tk F2 = 0 as ¢} is a map from a rank two bundle to a rank one bundle. Thus rk F? = 1. Since
(E, $) is semistable, we must have that p(F?) = deg F? < u(E) = 2d/3. Now G! is a subbundle
of £ ® L containing E'*. If it has rank one, then E" = G' and so Gl is a destabilising subbundle
preserved by ¢, which contradicts semistability of (E,$). So G' has rank greater than or equal to
two. It cannot have rank three as 7} : E® L — E/E'" @ L is surjective and im ¢}, ¢ E/E"" @ L is a
strict subbundle. Therefore tk G = 2. If G! ® L1 is ¢-invariant, then since (E, ¢) is semistable we
must have that u(G! @ L~!) = deg G'/2 — deg L < 2d/3 = pu(E) which is equivalent to the inequality
deg Gt < 2d/3 + deg L.

The proofs in the cases where 7 has splitting type (2,1) or (1,2) are completely analogous, with the
difference that in both cases there is only one possibility for the potentially destabilising subbundle. [

We illustrate Proposition 4.9 and Corollary 4.10 below in an example.

Example 4.12. Consider the vector bundle E := O(2) @ O(1) ® O(—1) on P!. Fix a line bundle O(t)
on P! of degree t > 3. It has HN filtration 0 C O(2) C O(2) ® O(1) C E, and therefore HN type
(2,1, —1), of splitting type (1,1,1). Now let ¢3; € H°(Z, O(—3 +t)) denote a non-zero section, so that
¢31 determines a non-zero map O(2) = O(—1) ® O(t). Then ¢3; defines a Higgs field ¢ : E — E® O(t)
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given by
0 0 0
o= 0 0 0];
¢31 0 0

here ¢ is written in matrix form with respect to the decomposition of E = gr E given by its HN
decomposition. Then the map ¢4 : O(2) ® O(1) — O(—1) ® O(t) has kernel O(1), and so F? = O(1),
which is ¢-invariant. The map ¢} : O(2) — (O(1) ® O(—1)) ® O(t) has image O(—1) ® O(t), which
has preimage O(—1) ® O(t) under the quotient map m;. Therefore G! = (O(2) ® O(-1)) ® O(t).
Then G' @ L= = O(2) ® O(—1) is also ¢-invariant. Hence by Corollary 4.10, we have that (E, @) is
semistable if and only if deg F? < d/3 and deg G' < 2d/3 + deg L. While degG* =1+t < 4/3 + 1,
we have that deg F? = degO(1) = 1 > 2/3. Therefore (E, ¢) is not semistable. Moreover since G! is
not destabilising, by Proposition 4.9 we see that (E, ¢) must have HN filtration 0 = E° C F? C E and
therefore HN type p = (1,1/2,1/2) which has splitting type (1, 2).

We now prove Proposition 4.9 for which we proceed case by case. The two key results used throughout
are that if F — F is a non-zero map of semistable vector bundles then pu(F) < u(F'), and that all line
bundles are semistable.

Proof of Proposition 4.9. Let p and 7 denote the HN and bHN types of (E, ¢) respectively. We start
with the case where 7 has splitting type (1,1,1). To this end, suppose that 7 = (d},d),d5). Note
that d} + dj + d5 = d. As our first subcase, we suppose that p has splitting type (1,1,1), so that
= (d1,ds,ds). Note that we also have dy + da + d3 = d. The composition E'CcE— E/E? is a map
of semistable vector bundles (a rank one vector bundle is always semistable). Therefore if the map is
non-zero, then we must have that pu(E'") = d| < u(E/E?) = ds, which implies that d} < d; for each i
since dy > dg > d3 and d} > dj > df. So then

d=d\+dy+dy <d=dy +dy+ds

which is a contradiction. Therefore the composition is actually the zero map and so E'' C E?. We
now look at the composition E'* < E2 — E2/E' which is again a map of semistable vector bundles.
If non-zero, then there is an inequality of slopes d} < da, which implies that d} < d; since dy < dj.
This is a contradiction as E'' is the maximally destabilising subbundle of E, so E! cannot have strictly
larger degree. Therefore the composition must be zero and so E’ ' C E'. As both are line bundles and
hence of the same rank, they must be equal. We now show that E? = E’ 2. To do so, we consider the
composition E'*/E'" = E'’*/E! — E/E' — E/E?, which if non-zero forces the inequality d} < ds. But
then d5+dj < da+ds since df < df and ds < da, and so we cannot have d} +d5+ds = d = dy+da+ds (we
have already established that dj = dy). Thus the composition must be the zero map and so E'? C E2.
As both have the same rank, they must be equal. Thus the HN and bHN filtrations coincide.

For the second subcase, suppose that u has splitting type (2,1), and hence that u = (d1/2,d1/2,ds).
Note that di + ds = d. If the composition E'" < E — E/E* is non-zero, then there is an inequality
dy < ds as it is a map of semistable bundles. But di/2 > dy and so dy/2 > d} which contradicts
the fact that E'" is the maximally destabilising subbundle of E. Thus the composition is zero and so
E'" C E'. Now since E! is preserved by ¢, we must have that ¢(E'") C E'/E'" @ L, and therefore
G' =7, '(im¢))) € E' ® L. To show that they are equal, it suffices to show that G has rank two.
Now G! has at least rank one since it contains E'* ® L, yet it cannot coincide with E’ '® L as otherwise
its image under 7} would be trivial which would contradict the fact that E'" is not preserved by 6.
Therefore G' must have rank two.

For the third subcase we suppose that p has splitting type (1,2) so that u = (di,d2/2,d2/2). Note
that d; + dy = 0. Consider the composition E' — E — E/E’Q, which is a map of semistable vector
bundles. If non-zero we must have that d; < d;. But then since dy + d2 < dy + 2d; = 3d; (using the



THREE INSTABILITY STRATIFICATIONS OF THE STACK OF HIGGS BUNDLES 21

fact that di > d2/2), we obtain the following contradiction:
d=d; +ds < 3dy S?)dé <d/1+d12+dé =d.

Thus E' C E’*. We wish to show that E' = F2 := ker ¢,. The first step is to note that ¢ is not the
zero map. Indeed, if it is then E’ 2 s preserved by the Higgs field, which leads to E’ 2 /E*' destabilising
E/E! by a straightforward slope calculation. This contradicts the fact that p has splitting type (1,2)
and so we can conclude that ¢} is not the zero map. It follows that F? has rank one. Now since
E' C E? is preserved by the Higgs field, it must be contained in ker ¢y and therefore in F2. Both are
line bundles and therefore they are equal.

We now turn to the case where 7 has splitting type (2,1). Thus we suppose that 7 = (d} /2,d}/2,d5).
Note that d} + d = d. For the first subcase, suppose that p has splitting type (1,1,1), so that
u = (di,da,ds). Note that di + da + d3 = d. If the composition E* — E — E/E'1 is non-zero, then
dy < df as the composition is a map of semistable bundles. But then dy +ds +ds =d < d = d} + d}
which is a contradiction. Hence E* C E'". Since E'' is semistable, we must have that d; < d} /2. Now
if we assume that the composition E' % E— E/E? is non-zero, we must have that d} /2 < d3. But
then d /2 < d; since d3 < d; and so we have a contradiction. Thus E'' C E2. As both have the same
rank, they must be equal. But then E! C E2 = E'" is a destabilising subbundle, which contradicts the
fact that E'' is semistable. Therefore w1 cannot have splitting type (1,1, 1).

Fo the second subcase, suppose that p has splitting type (2,1), so that u = (d1/2,d1/2,ds). If the
composition E'' < E — E/E" is non-zero, then there is an inequality d} /2 < dy as the composition
is a map of semistable bundles. But then dy/2 > dy > d}/2 which contradicts the fact that E'" is
maximally destabilising for E. Hence the composition is zero and so E’ ! C E'. Since both have the
same rank, they are equal.

For the third subcase, suppose that p has splitting type (1,2) so that u = (d1,d2/2,d2/2). Note that
dy + do = d. If the composition E! < E — E/E’1 is non-zero, then dy < d} as the composition is a
map of semistable bundles. But then we obtain the contradiction

d=dy +dy <3dy <3dy < dy +dy =d,

where the second and third inequalities follow from the fact that di > d2/2 and that d}/2 > d
respectively. Therefore the composition is zero and so E* C E' !, Since E' must be preserved by the
Higgs field, we must in particular have that ¢(E') C E'' ® L so that E' C ker¢| =: F'. But since
we are assuming that p has splitting type (1,2), we know that ¢ does not preserve E' and therefore
ker ¢, is non-trivial. Since E/EY ® L has rank one and E’' has rank two, it follows that F! must have
rank one. Therefore the inclusion E' C F! is an equality.

Finally we consider the case where 7 has splitting type (1,2) and hence we suppose that 7 =
(dy,d5/2,d5/2). Note that dj + dj = d. For the first subcase we suppose that p has splitting type
(1,1,1) so that p = (dy, da,ds). Note that d +da+d3 = d. Our aim is to show that B! = E’l, and then
to conclude that E?/E! destabilises E/E’ ! which will give us a contradiction. To do so, we consider
the composition E'* < E — E /E?, which is a map of semistable bundles. If non-zero, then we have
that d} < ds, which implies that dj < dy. This contradicts the fact that E'" is maximally destabilising,
so the composition must be zero. Hence E'' C E2. If the composition Et s E? E?/E" is non-zero,
then we have that dj < ds as the composition is a map of semistable bundles. This leads to the same
contradiction as before, namely that d} < dy. Hence we must have that E't C E'. As both are line
bundles, they must be equal. But then E?/E' C E/E' = E/E’ Yisa destabilising subbundle, which
contradicts the semistability of E/E"".

For the second subcase, suppose that p has splitting type (2,1) so that p = (d1/2,d1/2,d2). If the
composition B’ < E — E/E" is non-zero, then we have that d} < dy. But dy < d; /2 so we obtain that
d} < di/2 which contradicts the fact that E’ s maximally destabilising. Therefore the composition
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is zero and so E'* C E'. Now since we have assumed that & has splitting type (2,1), we know that
E'" is not preserved by ¢, while E! is. Therefore we must have that im ¢, is contained in E*/E"" @ L.
Thus E"' ® L C 7}, "' (im ¢,) C E'® L. Hence E' ® L contains G := 7} ' (im ¢} ) as a subbundle. The
latter has rank two (since E’ ''® L can only be strictly contained in it given that ¢} is non-zero), and
therefore the inclusion must be an equality.

For the third and final subcase we suppose that u has splitting type (1, 2), so that u = (d1,d2/2,d2/2).
If the composition B! C E — E/E’" is non-zero, then we have that d; < d}/2 since the composition is
a map of semistable bundles. The fact that dj > d}/2 yields the contradiction

d=d,+dy,>dy/2+dy =3(dy/2) > 3d, > 3d/3=d

where the last inequality follows from observing that E! is destabilising so that d; > d/3. Therefore
the composition is zero and so E' C E’ ', As both are line bundles, they must be equal. 0

Remark 4.13 (Relationship between the HN and bHN filtrations and type in higher rank). The fact
that in rank two and three the HN filtration can be computed from the bHN filtration and the Higgs field
is quite special, and we do not expect it to be true in general. Indeed in our proofs of Proposition 4.6
and Proposition 4.9 we repeatedly appealed to the fact that line bundle are automatically semistable,
but line bundles no longer appear in higher rank and the argument no longer carries over.

4.3. Comparison of the HN and refined bHN stratifications. In this section we comment on the
relationship between the refined bHN stratification and the HN stratification, guided by the following
question: does the refined bHN stratum in which a Higgs bundle lies determine the HN type of a Higgs
bundle? We do so in the three special cases considered in Section 4.2, namely when deg L = 0, when
r = 2, and when r = 3. This is because these are the only cases in which we can completely describe
the relationship between the bHN and HN stratifications, a necessary first step towards describing the
relationship between the refined bHN and HN stratifications.

4.3.1. When deg L = 0.

Proposition 4.14 (The three stratifications when deg L = 0). If deg L = 0, then the HN, bHN and
refined bHN stratifications of 7. 4(X, L) all coincide.

Proof. By Proposition 4.4, when deg L = 0 the bHN and HN filtrations of (E, ¢) coincide. Therefore
given a bHN type 7, the refined bHN strata J, [; ;(¥, L) are all empty except for . .0)(2, L). Thus
the refinement of the bHN stratification is actually trivial, and so all three stratifications coincide. [J

4.3.2. When r = 2.

Proposition 4.15 (Refined bHN stratification when r = 2). The refined bHN stratification of .74 4(%, L)
is the intersection of the bHN stratification with the HN stratification.

Proof. The refined bHN stratification of #24(%, L) is given by

t%ﬂrld(EaL) %2[31 (%, L)u «%”2[30

(2, L).
By definition, the Higgs bundle (F, ¢) lies in ji” 2] (3, L) if and only if the map ¢2; : Ff — E5® L

is non-zero, where Ej ¢ E} is the HN graded of E. Thus E'* = Ej is not preserved by the Higgs field.
By Corollary 4.7 it follows that (E, ¢) is semistable. Conversely if (E, ¢) is semistable, then the Higgs
field cannot preserve E’" and so @21 is non-zero. Therefore
d , ss
HZL (S L) = A2, L) N A(E, D).
To finish the proof it suffices to appeal to Proposition 3.9, by which we have that

A2 0 (50 L) = AT, L) N A4 (S, ).
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4.3.3. When r > 3. In the above two cases, knowledge of the refined bHN stratum in which a Higgs
bundle (E, ¢) lies uniquely determines its HN type. However these represent very special cases, and in
general there is no reason to expect that knowing the refined bHN type of a Higgs bundle (E, ¢) (i.e.
knowing ‘how much’ of the bHN filtration is preserved by the Higgs field) determines the HN type of
(E, ¢). We can see this already when r = 3, thanks to Proposition 4.9. That is, let 7 denote a bHN type
and suppose that (E, ¢) € 3@?{3,1] (3, L). Then ¢31 # 0 and so none of the terms in the bHN filtration
of (E,¢) are preserved. This does not mean that (F,¢) is semistable, since ¢ may still preserve a
destabilising subbundle not appearing in the bHN filtration. A specific instance of this phenonemon
has already been given in Example 4.12. Thus in general the refined bHN stratum in which a Higgs

bundle lies does not determine its HN type (unless it is the highest refined bHN stratum).

5. FILTRATIONS OF THE STACK OF HIGGS BUNDLES BY QUOTIENT STACKS

In this section we use the HN and bHN stratifications to study the geometry of 7 4(X, L): we use
them to filter 7% 4(3, L) by an increasing union of quotients stacks in two different ways. These filtra-
tions will be used in Section 6 to relate the HN and bHN stratifications to GIT instability stratifications,
and the refined bHN stratification to a Bialynicki-Birula stratification.

The fact that the semistable stratum J7,°;(%, L) is a quotient stack follows from Nitsure’s construc-
tion of the moduli space M;% (3, L) of semistable Higgs bundles (see [33]). We use the set-up of [33]
to generalise the identification of the semistable stratum as a quotient stack to a compatible identifi-
cation of the remaining unstable strata as quotient stacks. To this end, in Section 5.1 we describe the
parameter space for Higgs bundles constructed by Nitsure in [33] and which enables the identification
of the semistable stratum as a quotient stack. In Section 5.2 we show how the bHN stratification of this
parameter space can be used to filter the stack of Higgs bundles by quotient stacks (see Theorem 5.3).
In Section 5.3 we prove the analogous result for the HN strata (see Theorem 5.6).

5.1. Nitsure’s parameter space for Higgs bundles. In this section we review Nitsure’s construction
of a parameter space for Higgs bundles. The parameter space parametrises Higgs bundles equipped with
some extra structure, and this extra structure is captured by the action of an algebraic group so that
two Higgs bundles in the parameter space are isomorphic if and only if they lie in the same orbit.
Nitsure’s construction builds on the construction of a parameter space for vector bundles presented by
Newstead in [32], and which first appeared in work of Mumford [29] and Seshadri [38].

5.1.1. Parameter space for vector bundles. Let m = d + (1 — g) and let @, 4 denote the Quot scheme
parametrising quotient sheaves ¢ : OF™ — & of rank r and degree d. We let OgTQT , — Uyq denote
the universal quotient sheaf on ¥ X @, 4. There is a natural GL(m) action on the scheme Q. 4 given by

A-g=qoA
for any A € GL(m). Define R, q C Q4 to be the subset of all ¢ : O%m — & € Qg satisfying the
property that:
(i) € is locally free (hence a vector bundle since ¥ is a curve);
(ii) the canonical map H(q) : H(X, 0£™) — H%(%,€) is an isomorphism.
The set R, g is a GL(m)-invariant open and reduced subset of Q, 4 (see [32, Thm 5.3]). Moreover,
by [32, Lem 5.2 & Thm 5.3] again, the following conditions are satisfied, provided d > r(2g — 1):
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i) the family U, 4|sxr,., of vector bundles over ¥ parametrised by R, 4 has the local universal
k) r,d )
property’ for families of vector bundles E of rank r and degree d satisfying:
(a) E is generated by its sections;
(b) HY(,B) = 0;
(i) two vector bundles in R, 4 are isomorphic if and only if they lie in the same orbit under the
GL(m) action on R, 4.

5.1.2. Extension to a parameter space for Higgs bundles. In [33], Nitsure extends this construction
to obtain a parameter space for Higgs bundles. Let HF, ; denote the functor from the category of
R, 4-schemes to the category of groups defined by

(f : S = Rr,d) — HO(S, WS*(idE Xf)*(TFEL X End(uhdbend)),
where 75, : ¥ x R — ¥ denotes the projection onto %°.

Remark 5.1 (Understanding the functor HF, 4). By the universal property of R, 4 for vector bundles,
an R, j-scheme f : S — R, 4 corresponds to a family Eg of vector bundles on > parametrised by S.
Then HF, 4(S — R, q4) can be interpreted as the group of all Higgs fields ¢g such that (Eg, ¢g) is a
family of Higgs bundles parametrised by S. In particular, if S is a point, then S — R, 4 is a vector
bundle E on ¥ and its image under HF,. 4 is the group H°(Z, L ® End E) of Higgs fields for E.

The functor HF, 4 is representable by a scheme f : F;. 4 = R, 4 which satisfies the following properties
(see [33, §3]):
(i) the family (EF, ,,¢r, ,) of Higgs bundles over ¥ parametrised by F) g, determined by the
identity map F, 4 — F) 4, has the local universal property for families of Higgs bundles (E, ¢)
of rank r and degree d such that E is generated by its global sections and H*(X, E) = {0};
(ii) the GL(m)-action on R, 4 lifts to an action on F, 4, given by A - (¢, ¢) = (4 - q, ¢);
(iii) two Higgs bundles in F, 4 are isomorphic if and only if they lie in the same orbit under the
GL(m) action on F, 4;
(iv) given (¢: OF™ — E,$) € F, 4, there is an isomorphism Aut(E, ¢) = Stabar(m)(q, ¢)-

Notation 5.2. If u is a HN type of rank r and degree d, then we let Fﬁd C F,.q and Fl:’d C Frq
denote the locally closed subscheme consisting of those Higgs bundles of HN type p and of bHN type
1 respectively. Similarly we let FE; C F,.qand F ;j C F,. 4 denote the open subscheme consisting of
those Higgs bundles of HN type smaller than or equal to p and of bHN type smaller than or equal to
1 respectively.

5.2. Filtration by quotient stacks via the bHN stratification. The bHN stratification of the
stack of Higgs bundles induces a filtration by open substacks, given by
H.a(S, L) = AL, L),
T
The aim of this section is to prove that each %g;d(E, L) is isomorphic to a quotient stack, and that
these isomorphisms are compatible with the natural inclusions f%ﬂf/d(Z, L)C %;;d(Z, L) for 7 < 7.

Theorem 5.3 (Filtration of the stack of Higgs bundles by quotient stacks via the bHN stratification).
Let 7 be a bHN type of rank r and degree d and fix some e € Z. Then for e sufficiently large, there is
an isomorphism

ALNE, L) = [FLETe ) GL(m + re)}

<t+re

7Given a moduli problem, a family &/ parametrised by a scheme B has the local universal property if given any family F
parametrised by a scheme B’, and any point b € B’, there exists an open neighbourhood U of ' and a map U — B such
that the restriction of F to U coincides with the pull-back of ¢ along the map U — B.

8The notation HF, 4 stands for ‘Higgs field’. See Remark 5.1.
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which restricts to an isomorphism

A8, L) = | FLre ) GL(m + re)}

T'+re

for each 7 < 7.

Note that if we fix a bHN type 7 of rank r and degree d and if L, is a line bundle on X of degree e, then
tensoring the underlying bundle of a Higgs bundle by L. gives an isomorphism of stacks %g;d(Z, L)
%;ffem(il, L). Now for a given rank r and degree d, the scheme F, 4 parametrises Higgs bundles (E, ¢
of rank r and degree d satisfying the property that E is generated by its sections and H'(%, E) = 0.
The key to proving Theorem 5.3 is therefore to show that given a bHN type 7 of rank r and degree d,
then provided the degree is sufficiently large (depending on 7), any Higgs bundle of bHN type 7 satisfies

the properties needed to be realisable as a point in F;. ;. We do so in Lemma 5.4 below.

Lemma 5.4. Let 7 = (di/r1,...,ds/rs) denote a HN type of rank r and degree d. Then if d >
dy/ri(r — 1) 4+ 2g — 1, any vector bundle E of HN type 7/ < 7 satisfies the property that:

(a) E is generated by its sections, and
(b) H'(S,E) = 0.

Remark 5.5 (Comparison with semistable vector bundles). Lemma 5.4 is a generalisation to unstable
HN types of the corresponding result for the trivial HN type 7o = (d/r,...,d/r), as stated in [32, Lem
5.2]. That is if d > r(2g — 1), then any semistable vector bundle E of rank r and degree d satisfies (a)
and (b). When considering unstable HN types, the bound on the degree depends not just on the rank
r but also on the maximal slope of the HN type. In the course of the proof of Theorem 5.6 we will see
that by tensoring any vector bundle of a HN type 7/ < 7 by a line bundle on ¥ of sufficiently large
degree (depending on 7), we can ensure that the degree of the resulting bundle satisfies the desired
inequality.

Proof of Lemma 5.4. We adapt Newnstead’s proof of [32, Lem 5.2] to the unstable case. We first show
(b) is satisfied if d > dy /r1(r—1)+2g—1. Fix a HN type 7 and suppose that E has HN type 7/ < 7. If
HY(Z, E) # 0, then using the isomorphism H!(3, F) = H(X, EY ® T*X)Y we can suppose that there
is a non-zero global section of EY ® T*X, or equivalently a non-zero homomomrphism h : £ — T*X.
Let H C E denote the subbundle generically generated by ker h. Then H has rank r — 1, and we have:

deg H > kerh > deg E — degT*Y. = d — (29 — 2).

Since E has HN type 7" < 7, the slope of any subbundle of E is bounded above by the maximal slope
dy/ry of 7. Thus

d
d—(2g—2) <degH < —(r—1),
1
which gives the contradiction

d
d<=2(r—1)429-2.
™

To prove that (a) is satisfied, let z € ¥ and consider the exact sequence
0727, F—-F— E, =0,

where 7, is the sheaf of ideals corresponding to the point z, and E, is torsion sheaf with support {z}
corresponding to the fibre of E at x. To show that F is generated by its sections, it is enough to show
that the induced map of global sections

HY(®,E) = H(®,E,) 2 E,

is surjective. We do so by showing that H'(X,Z, ® E) = 0. Since Z, is torsion-free and therefore locally
free as ¥ is a curve, it corresponds to a line bundle L,. Moreover, since F has HN type 7/, the tensor



26 ELOISE HAMILTON

product F ® L, has HN type 7" + deg(L,), where 7/ 4+ deg(L,,) is the HN type obtained by adding the
fixed constant deg(L,) to each entry of 7/. The exact sequence

0—-L,—0Oxs =k, —0

where k, denotes the skyscraper sheaf at x shows that the line bundle L, has degree —1 since k, has
degree 1. It follows that

deg(E® Ly) =deg(Z, @ E)=d—r>di/m(r—1)+29g—1—7r=(dy/r1 — 1)(r — 1) + 2g.

Therefore by the argument from the previous paragraph, applied to a vector bundle of HN type 7/ — 1,
we must have that H*(3,Z, ® E) = 0. O

We can now prove Theorem 5.3.

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Let (E, ¢) be a Higgs bundle of bHN type 7/ < 7. By Lemma 5.4, we know that
if d is sufficiently large (depending on the maximal slope appearing in 7) then E is generated by its
sections and H*(X, E) = {0}. Therefore (E, ¢) appears as a point in sz . It follows that the restriction
of the universal family (EF, ,, ¢r, ,) to sz x X C F;. g x ¥ has the local universal property for families
of Higgs bundles of bHN type 7" < 7. Note that the same is true if we restrict to a single bHN stratum
for a given 7" < 7. Using the fact that the stabiliser in GL(m) of a point in F, 4 is isomorphic to the
automorphism group of the corresponding Higgs bundles, we can conclude that there is an isomorphism
of stacks
AL, L) = [FLE G

This isomorphic restricts to an isomorphism for each stratum indexed by some 7 < 7.

To conclude the proof, we must deal with the case where d < d; /r1(r — 1)+ 2¢g—1. This can be done
by observing that if we tensor the underlying bundle of a Higgs bundle by a line bundle L. of degree
e € Z, then as long as e is sufficiently large we can ensure that the resulting Higgs bundle has degree
d+re> (di/r1+e)(r—1) +2g — 1 which is the bound needed for Lemma 5.4 applied to the HN type
7 + re. Thus we obtain for e sufficiently large the following isomorphisms:

<74e <T+e

ALAUE, L) & AR, L) [F“d”e /GL(m +re)] .
|
5.3. Filtration by quotient stacks via the HN stratification. In this section we prove the analogue

of Theorem 5.3 for the HN stratification of . 4(X, L). That is, the HN stratification of .7 4(3, L)
induces a filtration by open substacks

%«@(E, L)= U %,Sdu(zv L),
“w

and we prove the following

Theorem 5.6 (Filtration of 74 4(X, L) by quotient stacks via the HN stratification). Let p be a HN
type of rank r and degree d and fix some e € Z. Let m = d + r(1 — g). Then for e sufficiently large,
there is an isomorphism of stacks

A (5, L) = [FEL) GL(m + 7e)|

which restricts to an isomorphism
AL L) 2= [FLt / GL(m +re))|
for each p' < p.

The key to proving Theorem 5.6 is to show that given a HN type u of rank r and degree d, then
provided the degree is sufficiently large (depending on 1), any Higgs bundle of HN type u/ < u satisfies
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the properties needed to be realisable as a point in F;. 4. This is the analogue of the result for vector

bundles given in Lemma 5.4.

Lemma 5.7. Let u = (dy/r1,...,ds/rs) denote a HN type of rank r and degree d. Suppose that
d > (dy/m1 +deg L(rmax — 1))(r — 1) + 29 — 1 where mpmax = max{r; | ¢ € {1,...,s}}. Then the
underlying bundle of any Higgs bundle (E, ¢) of HN type u/ < u satisfies

(a) E is generated by its sections, and
(b) H'(S,E) = 0.

Remark 5.8 (Comparison with semistable Higgs bundles). Lemma 5.7 is a generalisation to unstable
HN types of the corresponding result for the trivial HN type po = (d/r,...,d/r), as stated in [33, Cor
3.4]. That is, if d > (r — 1)?deg L, then any semistable Higgs bundles (E,¢) of rank r and degree d
satisfies (a) and (b).

Proof of Lemma 5.7. Suppose that d > (dy/r1 + deg L(rmax — 1))(r—1)+2g—1. By applying Lemma 5.4
to the HN type p+ deg L(rmax — 1) obtained by adding the fixed constant deg L(rmax — 1) to each entry
of u, we know that any vector bundle E of HN type 7 < p + deg L(rmax — 1) satisfies (a) and (b). If
(E, ¢) has HN type p, then by Proposition 4.1 (ii) we know that its bHN type 7 = (d}/r},...,d;/r})
satisfies d} /r] < d1/r1 + deg L(rmax — 1). Note that the result remains true if we assume that (E, ¢)
has HN type p' < u. The inequality for d}/r] implies that 7 < u + deg L(rmax — 1), and therefore by
the above paragraph we can conclude that F satisfies (a) and (b). O

We can now prove Theorem 5.6.

Proof of Theorem 5.6. Let = (dy/r1,...,ds/rs) denote a HN type of rank r and degree d and suppose
that d > (dy/r1 + deg L(rmax — 1))(r — 1) + 29 — 1. Then by Lemma 5.7, any Higgs bundle of HN type
1 < p appears in the parameter space FE; . Thus the restriction of the universal family (Ef, ,, ¢F, ,)
to FE; x 3 C F, g x ¥ has the local universal property for families of Higgs bundles of HN type p/ < p.
Using the fact that the stabiliser in GL(m) of a point in F, 4 is isomorphic to the automorphism group
of the corresponding Higgs bundle, we can conclude that there is an isomorphism of stacks

A5 L) =2 [FEl GL(m))

T

To conclude the proof, we must deal with the case where d < (dy/r1 + deg L(rmax — 1)) (r—1)+2g—1.
But this case can be dealt with exactly as in the proof of Theorem 5.3. O

6. THE THREE STRATIFICATIONS AS GIT INSTABILITY AND BIALYNICKI-BIRULA STRATIFICATIONS

In this section we prove that each of the three instability stratifications defined in Section 3 can
be reconstructed from algebraic stratifications arising from the GIT constructions of the moduli space
of semistable vector bundles and Higgs bundles. More precisely, we show that the HN and bHN
stratifications can each be recovered from a GIT instability stratification, and that the refined bHN
stratification can be recovered from a Bialynicki-Birula stratification.

The GIT construction of the moduli space of semistable vector and Higgs bundles builds on the
identification of ”VEdT(E) and t%‘fd” (X,L) as quotient stacks: the group actions are linearised with
respect to an ample line bundle on a projective completion of the parameter spaces, thus enabling the
application of GIT. Sections 6.1 and 6.2 introduce the two projective varieties G(r,m)" and é(r, m)N
used to obtain these projective completions. In Section 6.3 we show that a correspondence can be
established between HN types and GIT instability types such that the GIT instability stratification
of the projective completions of the parameter spaces pull back to the bHN and HN stratifications
respectively. In Section 6.4 we show that the refined bHN stratification can be recovered from a
Bialynicki-Birula stratification.
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6.1. The auxiliary variety G(r,m)". We first define the variety and show that it admits a linear
GL(m)-action. We then establish a link between the variety R, q parametrising vector bundles on ¥
and G(r,m)". Finally we describe the associated GIT instability stratification.

6.1.1. Definition and linear GL(m)-action. Let G(r,m) denote the Grassmannian of r-dimensional quo-
tients of k™. There is a natural action of GL(m) on G(r,m) given by multiplication on the right. By
composing the Pliicker embedding of G(r,m) into a projective space with the Segre embedding of the
product of the projective spaces into a projective space, we obtain an embedding G(r,m)" — P(V)

V=) WKW.

1<k<N
The action of GL(m) on G(r,m)" can be viewed as the restriction of action of GL(m) on P(V) deter-
mined by the natural representation of GL(m) on the vector space V. This is a natural linearisation of
the GL(m) action on G(r,m)V.

where

6.1.2. Link between G(r,m)™ and the parameter space R, 4 for vector bundles. Any x € ¥ determines a
morphism ¢, : R, 4 — G(r,m) given by mapping a vector bundle E € R, 4 to the fibre E,. By choosing
N points x1,...,7x € %, we obtain a GL(m)-equivariant map ty, . .y : Rra — G(r,m)N. By [32,
Thm 5.6], if d is sufficiently large, then there exists a sequence of points in z1,...,zy € X such the
map tz,. zy ¢ Rra— G(r,m)Y is injective.

6.1.3. GIT instability stratification of G(r,m)™. The restriction of the GL(m)-representation on V to
the maximal torus T C GL(m) consisting of diagonal matrices gives a decomposition of V' into weight
spaces. We can choose a basis of V' with respect to which the action of T is diagonal. The basis we
choose is indexed by N-tuples I = (I},)X_, of subsets I of {1,...,m} of cardinality r, whose elements
are listed in increasing order. For each Iy, let Ij(j) denote its j-th element. Fixing a basis {e1,...,em}
of k™ yields a basis of V' consisting of vectors
Er = ® en (N Nep(r)-
1<k<N

We can assume that each e; is a weight vector for the action of 7" on k™. The corresponding torus
weight can be identified with a character y; of the Lie algebra t of T', defined by x;(a1,...,am) = a;.
Then each Ej is a weight vector for the action of T, and the associated weight is given by

ag = Z Z XTI (i) -
1<k<N 1<i<r

We fix a GL(m)-invariant inner product on t of T" and use it to systematically identify t with tV.

The inclusion G(r,m)™ — P(V) maps an element y = (y1,...,yn) € G(r,m)" to the point in P(V)
with homogeneous coordinates

N
yr = H dety,
k=1

where yy, is the submatrix of the rxm matrix y; obtained by picking out the r columns {I; (1), ..., Ix(r)}.
Setting X := G(r,m)", applying the definitions of Section 2.2.2 we have that

Zg:={y e G(r,m)N | yr =0if as- 8 #|8]|*}
and
Ys = {y € G(r, m)N lif ar- B < ||B||2 then y; = 0, and y; # 0 for some I such that oy - 8 = ||ﬁ||2},

with a retraction pg : Y3 — Z3. As seen in Section 2.2.2, the closed subvariety Zg is invariant under the
action of the subgroup Stab 3 C GL(m), which has a linearisation induced by that of GL(m) acting on
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G(r,m)N. We consider the semistable locus Z 53" determined by the linearisation obtained after twisting
by the character —x. Then Y3* = pgl(ng) and we have Sg := GL(m)YﬂSS, giving a stratification

G(r,m)N = |_| Sga.
BeB

N we first define the variety and show

6.2. The auxiliary variety @(r, m)N. As in the case of G(r,m)
that it admits a linear GL(m)-action. We then establish a link between the variety F, 4 parametrising

Higgs bundles on ¥ and é(r, m)™N. Finally we describe the associated GIT instability stratification.

6.2.1. Definition and linear GL(m)-action. Let U™ denote the universal bundle on G(r, m). The variety

~

G(r,m) is the projectivised bundle on G(r,m) defined by

G(r,m) := P(Og(r.m) ® EndU™) = P((Og ® End U™) @ (det U™) ™).
Points in G(r,m) are equivalence classes (y, [c: ¢]) where y is an r x m matrix, ¢ € k and ¢ is an r x r
matrix with ¢ and ¢ not both zero. The equivalence is given by (y, [c: ¢]) = (y, [Bc: B¢]) for any 5 € k*
and (y, [c: ¢]) = (ay, [(det @) Lc: (det @) "tagpa™t]) for any o € GL(r).

The action of GL(m) on G(r,m) induces an action on G(r,m). By [33, Prop 2.2], the line bundle
(’)@(hm)(l) on G(r,m) is very ample. Therefore the same is true for the line bundle ®£[:1 75 (0s(1))
on G(r,m)N where 7 : G(r,m) — G(r,m) denotes the projection onto the k' factor. Hence there is
an inclusion

G(r,m)N = P(VY)
where
R R N
Vi.=H° (G(r, m)N, Q7 (o@(nm)u))) .
k=1
By [33, §2] there is an identification HO(@,(’)é(l) ~ HY(G,det U™ & det U™ @ End U™) . Tt follows
that

N
V=V e V)
k=1
where
Vi = H%G(r,m),det U™) = H° (G(r,m)N, m; (det U™))
and

Ve = HY(G(r,m),det U™ @ End U™) 2 HO (G(r,m)N 7% (det U™ @ End U™)) .
Since the action of GL(m) on G (r,m)" is induced by the natural representation of GL(m) on each

Vi and V¥, we obtain a linear action of GL(m) on G(r,m)".

6.2.2. Link between @(r, m)N and the parameter space F, q for Higgs bundles. The fibre in F, 4 over a
vector bundle E € R, 4 can be identified with H°(X, End(E ® L), as noted in Remark 5.1. Thus a point
¢ in this fibre determines a morphism ¢ : E — E ® L. Fixing a basis for L, induces an endomorphism
¢y : By — E,, that is, a point in End E,. Thus we obtain a morphism 7, : Fy. g — é(r, m) given by

(E,¢) = (Es, [¢x 1 1])
and this morphism lies over the morphism ¢, : R, 4 — G(r,m). By choosing N points z1,...,2n5 € X,

we obtain GL(m)-equivariant maps ¢ and ¢ making the following diagram commute:

Fr,d 42’ @(Tv m)N

(15) | E

Rr,d ;’ G(Ta m)Na
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where 7 : @(r, m)N — G(r,m)N denotes the natural projection. To simplify notation we now omit r, d
and m from the notation.

While the map 7 : F — GV is not necessarily injective even for d and N sufficiently large, in contrast
to ¢, it is injective when restricted to certain open subsets of F}. ;. The open subset is defined as follows.
Given A > 0, let T4 denote the set of HN types of those vector bundles E of rank r and degree d on X
which satisfy the inequality u(E’) < u(FE)+ A for any non-zero subbundle E' C E. Let F4 C F denote
the open subvariety of Higgs bundles for which the underlying bundle has HN type in T4. Then by
[33, Prop 5.3], given any A > 0, for d (depending on A, r, g) and N (depending on d) sufficiently large,
there exists a sequence of N points x1,...,zy € X such that the restriction 7: Fy — GY is injective.

6.2.3. GIT instability stratification for G(r,m)N. The restriction of the representation of GL(m) on
V to the maximal torus T C GL(m) consisting of diagonal matrices gives a decomposition of V into
weight spaces. We can choose a basis of V= ®Jk\7:1("}lk S ‘72]“) with respect to which the action of T’
is diagonal. To define such a basis, we first consider the vector space V¥ = HO(G(r,m),det U™). Let
I C {1,...,m} be a subset of cardinality r, and let I(I) denote the I'" entry of I for I € {1,...,r},
when the elements are listed in increasing order. We define a global section S; € H(G(r,m),det U™)
by Si(y) = dety; where yy is the r X r submatrix of y obtained by taking the columns I(1),...,I(r).
The set of all sections Sy defined in this way forms a basis for H(G(r,m), det U™).

To give a basis for V¥ = H°(G(r,m),det U™ @ End U™), note that given a subset I C {1,...,m}
as above and elements 4,5 € {1,...,m}, we can define a section 0? of End U™ on the open subset of
G(r,m) consisting of all y such that S;(y) # 0. This section is defined by a}j (y) = yroijy; b where oy
is the 7 x r matrix with zeroes everywhere except for a one in the (ij)-th position. This allows us to
define a global section S¥ € HO(G(r,m),det U™ @ End U;™) by

S7(y) = Sr(y) - o7 (y).
Sections of the form S;j form a basis for the vector space H°(G(r,m),det U™ @ End U™).
More generally, we let I and J denote N-tuples of subsets I, ..., Iy, J1,...,Jn C {1,...,m} of car-

dinality r respectively, and we let ¢ and j correspond to IV choices i1,...,4x5 and ji, ..., N respectively
of elements in {1,...,7}. The vector space ®5€V:1 (Vir @ Var) then admits a basis consisting of elements

N N
SY =) 57 and S, = (X) S,
k=1 k=1

We let S; and S denote the associated dual basis vectors for VY o= ®n_, V. and vy = Qn_, Vol
respectively.

With the above set-up, we can compute the weights for the diagonalised action of the maximal torus
T C GL(m) consisting of diagonal matrices on VV. The basis vectors S’}j and S were chosen precisely
because they are weight vectors for the T-action. Again let t denote the Lie algebra of T. For each
I=1,...,mlet x; be the character of T given by diag(as,...,am) — a;, which upon differentiation at
the identity produces an element of t* = t. We also call this element y; for ease of notation. The torus
T acts on S; and S’}j by multiplication by the following respective characters:

N N
(16) ar=-% Y xianday :=>» <X1k<jk> — XL = > Xl) :

k=11el} k=1 lely

The embedding
G(r,m)N = P(VV)
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maps a point ¥ = ((y1,[c1 : 1)), .-, YN, [cN : dn])) to the point with homogeneous coordinates
N .. N . .

(17) = H cx det yy 5, and gy = H det yx, tr ((bkyklka}’;“yk;kl) .
k=1 k=1

Setting X = @(r, m)N and letting 25, }Afg and §ﬁ denote the analogues of Zg, Yg and Ss for X, the
above computations can be used to explicitly describe the GIT unstable strata Sz = GL(m)YﬁSS in the
GIT instability stratification

~

X :=G(r,m)N = |_| §/3
BeB

associated to the linear action of GL(m) on X.

6.3. The bHN and HN stratifications as GIT instability stratifications. In Sections 6.1.2 and
6.2.2 above we defined for any choice of N points on ¥ maps ¢ : R, 4 — G(r,m)N and7: F, 4 — é(r, m)N
making the diagram (15) commute. In this section we show that the bHN and HN stratifications of
F, 4 (more precisely of sz and FE; for a fixed bHN 7 and HN type u) coincide with the pull-backs
of the GIT stability stratifications of G(r,m)" and é(r, m)™ under the maps 7 o7 and 7 respectively,
provided the degrees appearing in 7 and p and N are sufficiently large. In Section 6.3.1 we consider the
case where we fix the bHN type; the case where we fix the HN type instead is treated in Section 6.3.2.

6.3.1. Relating bHN types to GIT instability types. In [27, §11] a correspondence 7 — [(7) is established
between HN types 7 for vector bundles and GIT instability types 8 associated to the linear action of
GL(m) on G(r,m)". Note that the latter are elements of the m-dimensional vector space t = t". The
corresondence is the following.

Definition 6.1 (7 — S(7) correspondence). Let 7 = (dy/r1,...,d1/r1,...,ds/rs) denote a HN type.
Let k; = —Nr; and m; = d; + (1 — g). Set k=>""_; k;. We define an associated vector

k1 k1 ko k
ﬂ(T) = <_5"'7_5_7"'7_S
my mi M2 ms
where each k;/m; appears m; times.
The sequence of strict inequalities di/r1 > --- > ds/rs implies a sequence of strict inequalities

ki/my > -+ > kg/ms (see [27, Prop 16.9]). It is shown in [28, Cor 11.5] that given a HN type
7= (di/r1,...,ds/rs), if the degrees d; are sufficiently large, there exists an N € Ny and N points
r1,...,xN € ¥ such that a vector bundle E' € R, 4 has HN type 7" < 7 if and only if t(E) lies in Sg(,,
where ¢ : R, 4 — G(r,m)" is the map determined by x1,...,7x. Proposition 6.2 below extends this
result to bHN types for Higgs bundles.

Proposition 6.2 (Relating bHN types to GIT instability types). Let 7 = (d1/r1,...,ds/rs) denote a
bHN type of rank r and degree d. Then if the degrees d; are sufficiently large, there exists an N € Ny
and N points z1,...,2x € ¥ such that a Higgs bundle (E, ¢) € F, 4 has bHN type 7/ < 7 if and only
if (E, ¢) lies in wfl(SB(T/)), where 7: F. 4 — @(r, m)" is the map determined by z1,...,2x.

Proof. By [28, Cor 11.5], if the degrees d; are sufficiently large then for N sufficiently large we can
choose N points on ¥ such that a vector bundle E € R, 4 has HN type 7/ < 7 if and only if «(E) lies
in Sg(;/y. The same N points give a map ¢ : F.q4 — G(r, d)N and we have the following commutative
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diagram:

FHURL,) —— 7 (Sp()

| [

Frg———— @(r, m

R.qg ——— G(r,m

T |

R, ———— Sy,

)N

)N

where 7/ is a HN type with 7/ < 7. Indeed, if (E, ¢) € F, 4 has bHN type 7" < 7, then we know that
to f(E,¢) = 1(E) lies in Sg(;y where f: F.4 — R, q is the forgetful map. Therefore 7(E, ¢) must lie
in 71 (Sg(;)), where 7 : G(r,m)N — G(r,m)"N is the natural projection. Conversely, if 2(E, ¢) lies in
Sg(rny for some 7/ < 7, then 7(i(E, ¢)) = «(f(E, ¢)) = «(E) lies in Sg(r+). Therefore £ € R, 4 has HN
type 7" and so (F, ¢) has bHN type 7. O

We conclude this section by noting its reformulation in terms of the stack of Higgs bundles.

Corollary 6.3 (bHN stratification in terms of a GIT instability stratification). Fix a bHN type 7 of
rank r and degree d. Then under the isomorphism

AL, L) 2 [FLiT) GL(m + re)]

established in Theorem 5.3, for e sufficiently large the bHN stratification of %;;d(Z, L) coincides with
the intersection of the pull-back to [@(r, m+re)N /GL(m + re)] of the GIT instability stratification

of [G(r,m +re)N /GL(m + re)| with its substack [F;fige/ GL(m + re)]

Proof. The result follows immediately from Proposition 6.2, by observing that if (F,¢) has bHN type
7= (dy/r1,...,ds/rs) and L, is a line bundle on X of degree d, then (E ® L., ¢ ® idy,) has bHN type
T+e=((d +me)/r1,...,(ds +rs€)/rs). Thus by choosing e sufficiently large we can ensure that the
degrees appearing in the bHN type 7 + e are large enough so that Proposition 6.2 can be applied. 0O

6.3.2. Relating HN types to GIT instability types. In this section we prove the analogue of Proposi-
tion 6.2 for HN types, namely

Proposition 6.4. Let u = (d1/r1,...,ds/rs) denote a HN type of rank r and degree d. Then if the

degrees d; are sufficiently large, for N sufficiently large there exists N points z1,...,zxy € X such
that a Higgs bundle (E,¢) € F.4 has HN type p/ < p if and only if ©(E, ¢) lies in Sg(,s), where
Ui Frg— CAv'(r, m)¥ is the map determined by x1,...,zy.

Remark 6.5 (Comparison with Kirwan’s result for vector bundles). We note that the above Proposi-
tion 6.4 is the generalisation to Higgs bundles of the analogous result for vector bundles, established in
[28, Cor 11.5] and which we have already used to prove Proposition 6.2.

Before proving Proposition 6.4, we note its reformulation in terms of the stack of Higgs bundles.

Corollary 6.6 (HN stratification as a GIT instability stratification). Fix a HN type p of rank r and
degree d. Then under the isomorphism

ALY, L) = [FEIe / GLm + re)]
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established in Theorem 5.3, for e sufficiently large the HN stratification of f%ffd" (3, L) coincides with
the intersection of the GIT instability stratification of [é(r, m +re)N / GL(m + re)| with its substack

[FEfES) GLm + o).

Proof. The result follows from Proposition 6.4, just as Corollary 6.3 follows from Corollary 6.3. g

We now turn to proving Proposition 6.4. Given a GIT instability stratification X = | | sepOp for a
linear G-action on a projective variety X, by definition Sg = GYj;* (see Section 2.2.2). Hence to show
that x € Sg, it suffices to show that g -z € Yj* for some g € G. This is the strategy we use to prove
the forward implication of Proposition 6.4, and we do so in two steps:

(i) firstly we show that ¢ -z € Y3 for some g € G (see Lemma 6.7);
(ii) secondly we show that pg(g-x) € Z5° (see Lemma 6.8).

Lemma 6.7. Let u = (dy/r1,...,ds/rs) denote a HN type of rank r and degree d. Then if the degrees
d; and N are sufficiently large, there are N points z1,...,zn € X such that if (E,¢) € F, 4 has HN
type u, then g -7(F, ¢) € }Afﬂ(u) for some g € GL(m), where 7: F. 4 — é(r, m)¥ is the map associated
to r1,...,TN.

Proof of Lemma 6.7. We wish to show that for d; and N sufficiently large, the image (g - (E, ¢)) lies
in 375( u)- We do so by using the set-up described in Section 6.2.3, which can be summarised as follows.
There is a GL(m)-equivariant embedding
Gr,m)N =PV @ V)

with GL(m) acting via a representation on V; and V5. Moreover, there is a basis of torus weight vectors
{8/} for V), indexed by N-tuples I of subsets Iy C {1,...,m} of cardinality r. Similarly there is a
basis of torus weight vectors {S‘}J } for 172, indexed by triples (I,i,7) where I is an N-tuple as above
together and i = (i1,...,in),7 = (j1,---,3n8) € {1,...,7}¥. The central torus in GL(m) acts with
weight a; € tV on E; and with weight a? on E}J (both weights are described explicitly at (16). Given
a point § € G(r,m)", its image in P(V,Y & V,’) has homogeneous coordinates §; and 3%, which can
also be written down explicitly — see (17).

Consider the HN filtration 0 = E° ¢ E* C --- C E® = E of (E,¢). By taking global sections we
obtain a filtration 0 = H°(X, E°) ¢ HY(Z,E') C --- € HY(XS,E®) = HY(Z,E) of HY(Z, E). Since
d > r(g — 1) we have that h'(X, F) = 0 and so the Riemann-Roch formula implies that h%(%, E) =
d—r(l —g) = m. We can thus fix an isomorphism H°(X, E) = k™, and from here on we identify
the two vector spaces. For ease of notation we set MY = HY(X, E7), so that we have a filtration
0=M°C M'C---C M*=Fk™ of k™. We note that dim M?/M?~! = m., for each v =1,...,s. Let
€1,.-.,en denote the standard basis of k™. By replacing 3 by ¢ - y for an appropriate g € GL(m), we
may assume that M7 is spanned by the basis vectors {e; | | < dim M7} for v = 1,...,s. For ease of
notation we relabel this new ¢ -4 as y.

Showing that § € }A/B(M) for sufficiently large d and N requires showing that the following three
statements are true for d and N sufficiently large:

(1) i @1 - B(u) < [13)|[? then G = 0;
(2) if a7 - B(u') < [IB(W)|I* then 77 = 0; ) )
(3) there is a non-zero coordinate, either 7y or 3, such that a; - B(u) = ||B(p)||* or &7 - B(p) =

B[

The proof of the above three statements are as follows.
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Proof of (1). Suppose that 7y # 0 for some I. We wish to show that @y - (1) > ||8(u)||?>. Recall that
Bu') = (k1/ma, ..., ks/ms) with each k; /m; repeated i times, where k; = —Nr; and m; = d; +7;(1—g).
Using the expression for a; given in (16), we have:

- E(21):

k=1 \l€Jy

:_ZZ #{ZE{]‘ 7‘}|m1+---+mv_1<Ik(l)§ml+...+mv}

kl'yl

:_ZZ 7#{[6{1 STk dimM’Y*1<Ik(Z)§dimM’Y}

k=1 1

e )
(19) :_ZZ( - 7“)#{16{1 r}|Ik(l)§dimM7}—Nrm—s.

y=1vy=1 s

Since ¥ = Hszl det(yx)r, by (17), and since by assumption gy # 0, it follows that det(yx)r, # 0 for
all k =1,...,N. Hence the columns I;(1),..., Ix(r) of the r x m matrix y; are linearly independent
vectors in k" for each k. In particular, the columns I;(l) such that Ix(l) < dim M7 are linearly
independent vectors in k", and these vectors are contained in yi(M7Y). Thus the number of integers
le{l,...,r} such that I}(l) < dim M" is bounded above by the dimension of the image yi(M?) C k".
But dim y(M7) =1k EY =r; +...4+ 1y, provided the degrees d, are sufficiently large. Hence following
on from (19), we obtain that

a1 Blw) —iix —-W)m+m+w—M%

>
k=1~=1 Ma+1
v-i—l ks
:—Z - N(ri+--+ry)—Nr—
m.y Mey41 mg

s—1 s 2
k& s k
> (2 B ) Gk ok ) b = 30— 30
S \my My ms L my
Proof of (2). Now suppose that ﬁj # 0. By (16) we have that aﬁj =ay + Eiv:l()gk(j) — XIo(s))- It
follows from (1) that @y - B(u) > ||8(p)||? since the assumption that g7 # 0 implies in particular that
det(yx) 1, # 0 for each k, by the expression for g}’ given in (17). Thus it suffices to prove that
N

(20) > (Xn) = XnuGin) - B') = 0.

k=1

We start by calculating Zszl X1.G) - B(p). First note that xy, (j,) - B(i) = ky/m, where v € {1,...,s}
is such that dim M7~ < I, (j) < dim M7. Therefore

S

k . _ . :
wak) Blu Z Dk e{1,...,N}| dim M"! < I (ji,) < dim M7}
’Y
— k'y 'v+1 . . k'v
=y (- #{ke{l,....,N} | I(jr) < dim M} + N—.
My Mey41 My

The same equality is valid with ji replaced by ij. It follows that

N s—1 k k . . .
Z(ka(jk) - Xlk(ik)) B(:u) = Z <_V - ’Y—> (#{k € {17 .- 'aN} | Ik(]k) < dlmM’Y}

k=1 F=1 \TMy o Myl
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—#{k € {1,...,N} | Ii(ix) < dim M7}).
Since ky/m~y > kyy1/my41 for every v =1,...,5 — 1, we need only show that
(21) Bk e {1, N} | L(x) < dim M7} > #{k € {1,..., N} | L(ix) < dim M7}

forally=1,...,s.
By assumption g} # 0, therefore using the expression for gy given in (17) we obtain that

tr( Pk Yk 1, TinjuYhz, ) 7 O
for every k =1,..., N. By the cyclic property of the trace, the equality

tr(Brtr, Tinin Uk, ) = (k)7 Ok (Wk) 1,00, 5,)

holds. Moreover, since by definition oy, j, is the r X r matrix with zeroes everywhere except for a one
in the (ixjx)-th entry, it follows that for any r x r matrix A there is an equality

tr(AUikjk) = Qg -
Setting A = (yk)l_quﬁk(yk)[k and using the fact that @\;’;jk # 0, we can deduce that the (jyi)-th entry
of the matrix (yk)l_kl¢k(yk)1k is non-zero.

The maps ¢, are induced by the Higgs field ¢, and each E7 in the HN filtration of (£, ¢) is preserved
by ¢. It follows that each yx(M7) is preserved by ¢y : k" — k". This property of ¢ implies that the
matrix (yk)l_quﬁk(yk)]k is block upper-triangular. As a result, if i), < dim yx(M7), then the same must
be true for ji since the (jgix)-th entry of (yk);;(bk(yk)]k cannot be zero.

Suppose that Ix (i) < dim M. Note that given any | € {1,...,r}, the inequality | < dim yz(M?)
holds if and only if I;, (1) < dim M?. This follows from the fact that we have chosen a basis {e1,...,en}
for k™ such that M7 is spanned by the basis vectors {e; | | < dim M7}. Therefore i;, < dim yx(M?7).
The result from the above paragraph implies that ji < dimy(M7), which is equivalent to the inequal-
ity Ix(jr) < dim M”. Hence the inequality given in (21) is true, and the required ineuqality of (20)
follows.

Proof of (3). It remains only to show that 3 has a non-zero projective coordinate such that the dot
product of the corresponding weight with 3(u) is equal to ||3(u)||?. Tt follows from the argument given
in (1) that a7 - B(u) = ||B(n)||? if and only if

ky=#{(, k)€ {1,...,s} x {1,...,N} | dim M < I;(I) < dim M"}
for every y =1,...,s and every k = 1,..., N. Similarly, it follows from the argument given in (2) that
&% - () = ||81[? if and only if
ky=#{(k) € {1,...,s} x {1,...,N} | dim M"~! < Ji(I) < dim M7}
for every y=1,...,s and every k =1,..., N and
dim M7t < I, (i) < dim M7 < dim M7™! < IL,(jx) < dim M?

for every k=1,..., N.

To identify such a non-zero coordinate, consider the HN graded gr(E, ¢) = (E1,9) & - & (Fs, ¢s)-
Each (E;, ¢;) is a semistable Higgs bundles of rank r; and degree d; and can be identified as a point
in Fy, g, for d; sufficiently large. Just as the map v : F,.q — CAv'(r, m)N was defined given a choice of
N points on X, a map 7; : Fr, 4, — a(ri,mi)N can be defined analogously for each i = 1,...,s. Let
}AQ- = ((yi1, [ci1 : di1]), - - {yin, [cin = din])) denote the image of (E;, ¢;) under z; for each 4, so that there
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is an associated element

S

~ ~

(22) Y= ((ans e s dnl)s s (Wons [ean = dan]) € [ Glriyma)™
i=1

Each @(ri, m;)N can be embedded into a large projective space, analogously to é(r, m)N. The

product of the resulting projective spaces for each i can itself be embedded in a larger projective space

via the Segre embedding. The key point is that the projective coordinates of Y inside this big projective

|2

space exactly correspond to the non-zero coordinates y; and ﬁj satisfying ay - 8(¢') = ||8(w)||* and

62? - B(u) = ||B(w)|[%. Since the coordinates of ¥ are projective, at least one is non-zero, and it
corresponds therefore to a non-zero coordinate y; or yy satisfying a7 - 8(u) = ||B(w)||? if it is §7 and

ay - B(p) = ||B(w)||? if it is F7. This shows that g - J € Yj(,) as required. O

Lemma 6.8. Let = (dy/r1,...,ds/rs) denote a HN type of rank r and degree d. Then if the degrees
d; and N are sufficiently large, there exists N points x1,...,zx € ¥ such that if (E, ¢) € F, 4 has HN
type u, then g -7(F, ¢) € ?ﬂs(su) for some g € GL(m), where 7: F, 4 — é(r, m)™ is the map associated
to xr1,...,TN.

Proof. Suppose that (E, ¢) € F, 4 has HN type . By Lemma 6.7, for d and N large enough there is some
g € GL(m) such that g -7((E, ¢)) € }A/B(M). For simplicity, let g be the identity and write § := 7(E, ¢).
By definition of }A/ﬂ( ) %
coincides with the image 7(gr(E, ¢)), and the component of Zg containing pg(y) can be identified with

, the point y lies in Yy, if and only if pg(,)(¥) lies in Eé?u)' The image pg(,) (V)

the product []7_, G(r;,m;)N. Note that under this identification Pp(u) () corresponds to the element
Y defined above at (22) in the proof of Lemma 6.7. By the Hilbert-Mumford criterion, ps(y) € Z\B(M)

lies in Z\Ef#) if for every one-parameter subgroup A of Stab 8(u) we have that u(f’i, A) > X-B(p), where

,u(f/i, A) denotes the negative of the weight with which the one-parameter subgroup A acts on the fibre
of the line bundle over limy, o A(t) - ¥; (see [27, Def 12.20]).”

Since by definition Y; = 7:(F;, ¢;) and each (E;, @) is semistable, we can apply [33, Prop 5.5] to
conclude that provided d; and N are sufficiently large then 2 lies in the GIT-semistable locus for the
action of SL(m;) on G(rs, m;)N. Therefore pu(Y;, A) > 0 for every one-parameter subgroup A of SL(m;).

Now any one-parameter subgroup A of GL(m;) can be written as the product of a one-parameter
subgroup of SL(m;) with a central one-parameter subgroup of GL(m;) given by ¢ — (¢%,...,t%) for some
a € k, where (t,...,t%) represents the matrix with ¢* on each diagonal entry. By abuse of notation let
A denote the corresponding element of the Lie algebra t; of the central torus T; in GL(m;), so that A =
(a,...,a). Then (t%,...,t%) acts on Y; with weight Nr;a = —k; tr A/m;. Therefore u(Y;, \) = k; tr \/m;.
It follows that any one-parameter subgroup A; of GL(m;), which we identify as an element of t; = k™,
satisfies ,u(ﬁ-, i) = ki tr A /m,.

Thus for a one-parameter subgroup A of [[;_; GL(m;), where we label by Aq,...,As the blocks on
the diagonal with each \; determining an element of t;, we have that

p(YV ) =t Ak = A B(u).
i=1
Hence Y = ps(y) € 2, 8s required. O
We can now prove Proposition 6.4, which follows easily from Lemma 6.7 and Lemma 6.8.

Proof of Proposition 6.4. If u = p then the result is true by [33, Prop 5.5]. Thus we can assume that
w is not the trivial HN type po. Given a HN type p of rank r and degree d, there is only a finite number
of HN types p’ of rank r and degree d such that ' < pu. Thus we can choose d and N large enough

9n [27, Def 12.20] the inequality is the other way around. This is because the definition of the Hilbert-Mumford weight
u(—, A) given there is the negative of the definition which we use in this paper, following [33, p77].
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such that the results of Lemma 6.7 and Lemma 6.8 are valid for any Higgs bundle of HN type p' < p,
rather than just those of HN type p. This yields the desired result. O

6.4. The refined bHN stratification as a Bialynicki-Birula stratification. In this section we
show that the refined bHN stratification of a given bHN stratum #"4(%, L) can be obtained from a
Bialynicki-Birula (BB) stratification associated to the action of a one-parameter subgroup of GL(m) on
a subvariety of G(r,m)".

By Proposition 6.2, we know that given a bHN stratum #"¢(3, L) there is for e and N sufficiently

large an isomorphism and inclusion of stacks
A58, L) 2 [FIEe  GL(m + re)] < [ 1 (Sa(r40))/ CL(m + re)] C [@(r, m +re)N / GL(m + re)]| .
As reviewed in Section 2.2.2, we have that
Sp(rve) = GL(m +re)Y5iy = GL(m +re) xp, . Yiin
where Pg(r4. is the parabolic subgroup of GL(m + re) associated to the maximally destabilising one-

parameter subgroup Ag(rire)(Gm) of GL(m + re). The action of Ag(;1re) on w‘l(YBS(ST+Te))

a BB stratification of the space. Proposition 6.9 below shows that taking the GL(m)-sweep of this
stratification and pulling it back to J"4(%, L) recovers the refined bHN stratification.

yields

Proposition 6.9. Let 7 = (di/r1,...,ds/rs) denote a bHN type of rank r and degree d. Then if the
degrees d; and N are sufficiently large, the refined bHN stratification of #7¢(3, L) can be recovered
from the stratification of

[ (S3r))/ GLOM)] = [GL(m)7 ™ (¥5,)/ GL(m)|

induced by the Bialyinicki-Birula stratification for the action of Ag(y(G,) on 7~ (YBS(ST_HG)) C @(T, m)N,

under the inclusion and isomorphism
AN, L) =2 [FP?) GL(m)| < [~ (Ss(ry)/ GL(m)] .
Proof. By definition, the refined bHN stratification of "%(3, L) is given by
r,d _ r,d r,d
AN L) = || A L u

[0,0] (3, L).
1<j<i<s
Suppose that the degrees d; appearing in 7 are sufficiently large so that there is an isomorphism and
inclusion

A4S, L) = [FP4) GL(m)] = [771(Sp(r))/ GL(m)] .
This is possible by Theorem 5.3 and Proposition 6.2. Let X := 71"1(YSS ). Then

B(T)
“H(Sp(n) =7 (Sp(r)) N GL(mM)X

We start by showing that the open stratum of the Bialynicki-Birula stratification associated to
the action of Ag(7)(G;,) on X pulls back to give the open stratum z%ir)i‘:)l](il, L) of the refined bHN
stratification of s74(%, L).

If G,, acts linearly on a projective variety X C P(V) with respect to a representation G,,, — GL(V)
(this is the case for the action of Ag(;)(G;,) on X), then the open stratum can be described as follows.
The representation V' decomposes into a sum of G,,-weight spaces ®iel V;. If we let Viyin denote the
non-zero weight space with minimal index and Z,in := X N P(Viuin), then the open Bialynicki-Birula
stratum is

Xnin := {,T e X | limy ot -z € Zmin}
In the case we are considering, the action of Ag(;)(G,y,) on 7T_1(YS(S ) C G(r,m)N CP(VV) is linearised
via the restriction of the representation GL(m) — — VV defined in Section 6.2.1.
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For a point ¥ = ((y1, [c1:01]),-- -, YN, [en:PN])) € w‘l(YBS(ST)) to be in the minimal weight space for
a1 (YE(ST)), it must be fixed by Ag(;)(Gy,). Thus in particular its projection to G(r,m)" under 7 must
be fixed by Ag(r)(G), since 7 is GL(m)-equivariant, and moreover it must lie in the minimal weight
space for Y,@(TSS). But by [23, Prop 4.2.0.2], this minimal weight space is precisely 25 Thus to

determine the minimal weight space in 7! (Yg(“;)), it suffices to determine the minimal weight space for

the action of Ag(;)(Gy,) on the fibre 77!(2) for any z € Z3(,y- We fix such a point z = ({21), ..., (2n)).
Then any point Z € 7~ 1(z) is of the form

Z= (<217 [01:¢1]>, Tt <ZN7 [CN:¢N]>)'

By definition of the action of GL(m) on G (r,m)N, the one-parameter subgroup A3(r)(Gr) acts trivially
on the coordinates ¢;, and via conjugation on the matrices ¢;. The weights of this action are therefore
given by
{O}U{ﬁ—ﬁ i,je{l,...,s},iyéj}.
m; m;

Since ki/mq > ko/ma > -+ > ks/my, it follows that the minimal weight is ks/ms — k1 /m;.

Given ¢ € Mat,x,(k), we can consider for each ¢, j € {1,..., s} the block ¢;; € Mat,,x,, (k). Matrices
¢ which are zero everywhere except for the bottom left entry ¢, are weight vectors for the conjugation

action of Ag(+)(Gy,) on Mat,x,(k) with weight ks/mg — k1/m1. Thus the minimal weight space for
the action of Ag(;)(G,,) on ﬂ"l(%) consists of points ((z1, [0:41]), - , (2N, [0:0N])) € 71"1(@) such
that ((z1),...,(2n)) € Z3{,, and such that for each k = 1,..., N the equality (¢x)i; = 0 holds for
i, € {1,...,s} except when i = s and j = 1 (note that this forces (¢x)s1 # 0).

It follows that the open stratum of the BB stratification corresponding to this minimal weight space
consists of points ((y1, [0:41]),- -, {yn, [0:¢n])) € w‘l(ﬁ) such that ((y1),...,(yn)) € Y4* and such
that (¢x)s1 # 0 for each k = 1,..., N. The intersection of this open stratum with the image of F’¢
under 7 can be interpreted in the following moduli-theoretic way: it consists of Higgs bundles (E, ¢)
with Harder-Narasimhan type 7 such that ¢4 # 0. Thus the resulting open stratum of J£™%(%, L)
coincides with the open stratum %ﬁfiill (3, L) of the refined stratification of J#"4(%, L).

The proof that the BB strata for higher weights k;/m; — k;/m; < 0 coincide with the strata
;15,5 (2, L) is completely analogous.

It remains therefore only to relate the highest stratum f%ff)’[g’o](E,L) = AN, L) N AT, L)
of the Higgs stratification to a BB stratum. We show that it is the stratum corresponding to the
zero weight space. Indeed, in the zero weight space for the action of A\g(;)(G.,) on wfl(%), points
v = ({y1,[cr:01]), -+, (yn, [en:ON])) € ﬂ"l(%) in the corresponding BB stratum satisfy the property
that each ¢; is a block upper triangular matrix (to ensure that there is no non-zero coordinate with
smaller weight).

Thus if a Higgs bundle lies in this Bialynicki-Birula stratum, then its Higgs field must preserve the
HN filtration (this follows from the fact that each ¢; is block upper triangular), so that its HN and bHN
types coincide. Conversely, if a Higgs bundle satisfies this property, then its image in w‘l(%) will
have zero weight simply based on the fact that it lies in F, 4. Indeed, the inclusion F/"¢ — é(r, m)N
maps F4 into the set of points ((y1, [c1:01]), - - , (yn, [en:dn])) € G(r,m)N such that all coordinates ¢;
are non-zero, and these coordinates have weight zero for the action of Ag(;)(Gy,). Thus the intersection
with F7*¢ of the BB stratum associated to the zero weight space for the action of Ag(,) on w‘l(%)

corresponds inside the HN stratum 27¢(X, L) to the intersection "4 (%, L) N AT (5, L). O
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