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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 Hr,d(Σ) of Higgs bundles of rank r and degree d over a compact

Riemann surface Σ. The notion of slope semistability defines an open stratum H ss
r,d(Σ) 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 Θ-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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2 ELOISE HAMILTON

The results proved in this paper are all valid in the more general context of L-twisted Higgs bundles

on Σ, first considered in [35, 33]. For this reason we work throughout with the stack Hr,d(Σ, L) of

L-twisted Higgs bundles instead. Given a line bundle L on Σ, the Higgs field φ of an L-twisted Higgs

bundle (E, φ) is a map φ : E → 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]1

and of Gurjar and Nitsure [11]2. 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 τ denote a HN type of rank

r, degree d and length s, and H r,d
τ (Σ, L) the stack of Higgs bundles with underlying bundle of HN type

τ . Then there is a stratification of H r,d
τ (Σ, L), indexed by suitably defined equivalence classes of pairs

[i, j] with i, j ∈ {1, . . . , s}, such that each stratum H
r,d
τ,[i,j](Σ, 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 µ and τ , let H
µ
r,d(Σ, L)

and H r,d
τ (Σ, L) denote the substacks of Higgs bundles of HN type µ and with underlying bundle of HN

type τ respectively. Then we have:

1In [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 Λ-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 Σ and if Λ = Sym•(TΣ)).
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(i) a given stratum H
µ
r,d(Σ, L) intersects only a finite number of strata H r,d

τ (Σ, L), and similarly a

given stratum H r,d
τ (Σ, L) intersects only a finite number of strata H

µ
r,d(Σ, L) (see Corollary 4.3);

(ii) if r = 2 or degL = 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 Hr,d(Σ, L) does not in general coincide with its HN stratifica-

tion, unless r = 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 µ is the

trivial HN type, namely that of a semistable Higgs bundle (see [33, Prop 3.2]). Theorem B (ii) in the case

where degL = 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 r and degree d on Σ can be parametrised for d sufficiently large by a subvariety

Rr,d of the Quot scheme parametrising quotient sheaves of O⊕m
Σ where m = d + r(1 − g) [32]. Nitsure

constructs a parameter space Fr,d for Higgs bundles for d sufficiently large, and which admits a map

f : Fr,d → Rr,d given by forgetting the Higgs field [33]. The natural action of GL(m) on Rr,d extends to

an action on Fr,d in such a way that GL(m)-orbits in Fr,d 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 Fr,d and Rr,d respectively,

while the bHN stratification can be recovered from a Bialynicki-Birula stratification. These results can

be summarised as follows.

Theorem C (Filtrations of Hr,d(Σ, L) by quotients stacks and link with algebraic stratifications). Let

µ and τ denote HN types of rank r and degree d, and let m = d+ r(1− g). Let H
≤µ
r,d and H

r,d
≤τ (Σ, L)

denote the substacks of Higgs bundles of HN type less than or equal to µ and with underlying bundle

of HN type less than or equal to τ respectively. Similarly let F≤µ
r,d and F r,d≤τ = f−1(R≤τ

r,d ) denote

the corresponding subvarieties of the parameter space Fr,d. Then for d sufficiently large there are

isomorphisms of stacks

H
≤µ
r,d (Σ, L) ∼=

[
F≤µ
r,d /GL(m)

]
and H

r,d
≤τ (Σ, L)

∼=
[
F r,d≤τ /GL(m)

]
.

Moreover, the varieties R≤τ
r,d and F≤µ

r,d admit GL(m)-equivariant projective completions R≤τ
r,d and F≤µ

r,d

with linear GL(m)-actions such that for d sufficiently large:
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(i) the HN stratification of H
≤µ
r,d (Σ, L) coincides with the stratification of the quotient stack

[F≤µ
r,d /GL(m)] induced by the GIT instability stratification associated to the linear action of

GL(m) on F≤µ
r,d (see Corollary 6.6);

(ii) the bHN stratification of H
r,d
≤τ (Σ, L) coincides with the stratification of the quotient stack

[F r,d≤τ /GL(m)] induced by the GIT instability stratification associated to the linear action of

GL(m) on R≤τ
r,d (see Corollary 6.3);

(iii) the refined bHN stratification of H r,d
τ (Σ, L) coincides with the stratification of [F r,dτ /GL(m)]

induced by the Bialynicki-Birula stratification associated to the action of a one-parameter sub-

group of GL(m) on F r,d≤τ ∩ F r,dτ (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.3 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 H
≤µ
r,d (Σ, L) and H

r,d
≤τ (Σ, L) can be made as large as necessary

by choosing µ and τ 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 Θ-stratification by Halpern-Leistner in [13], and this property along with

the theory of derived Θ-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 Θ-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 ‘τ -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 X is a

decomposition

X =
⊔

λ∈Λ

Xλ

into substacks Xλ indexed by a discrete set Λ, such that the following properties hold:
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(i) the set Λ is partially ordered and for each λ ∈ Λ the set Λλ := {λ′ ∈ Λ | λ′ ≤ λ} is finite;

(ii) for each λ ∈ Λ there is a containment4

(1) Xλ ⊆ Xλ ⊔
⊔

λ′>λ

Xλ′ ,

so that each stratum Xλ is a closed substack in

X≤λ := Xλ ⊔
⊔

λ′>λ

Xλ′ ,

which is itself open in X .

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 Vr,d(Σ) denote the stack of

vector bundles of rank r and degree d on Σ; it is an algebraic stack of finite type over C. It is a classical

result that any vector bundle E on Σ admits a unique filtration

0 = E0 ⊆ E1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Es = E

such that each Ei/Ei−1 is semistable and such that the slopes µ(Ei/Ei−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 τ = (d1/r1, . . . , d1/r1, d2/r2, . . . , ds/rs) the HN type of E, where di/ri is the

slope of Ei/Ei−1 and each di/ri is repeated ri times. Note that if E has rank r and degree d then

d = d1 + · · ·+ ds and r = r1 + · · · + rs, and we say that τ has rank r and degree d, and we call s the

length of τ . The HN graded of E is the vector bundle grE = E1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Es where Ei = Ei/Ei−1 for

each i = 1, . . . , s.

The HN type induces a stratification of the moduli stack Vr,d(Σ) of rank r and degree d vector

bundles on Σ.

Definition 2.2 (Harder-Narasimhan stratification of the stack of vector bundles). The HN stratification

of the moduli stack Vr,d(Σ) of vector bundles is given by the decomposition

(2) Vr,d(Σ) =
⊔

τ

V
τ
r,d(Σ),

where the disjoint union is over HN types τ of rank r and degree d and V τ
r,d(Σ) ⊆ Vr,d(Σ) denotes the

substack of vector bundles with Harder-Narasimhan type τ .

Note that if τ0 denotes the HN type (d/r, . . . , d/r), then V
τ0
r,d(Σ) coincides with the open stratum

V ss
r,d(Σ) 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 τ has an associated

convex polygon Pτ in the plane, given by connecting the vertices (d1/r1), . . . , (ds, rs), and we say that

τ > τ ′ if Pτ lies strictly above Pτ ′ . 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 V τ
r,d(Σ) as an algebraic stack that is a locally closed substack Vr,d(Σ)

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 τ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) of rank r and degree d, there is a surjective algebraic map

gr : V
τ
r,d(Σ) →

s∏

i=1

V
ss
ri,di(Σ)

given by E 7→ (E1, . . . , Es) where grE := E1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Es. Thus a vector bundle of HN type τ 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 Vr,d(Σ) is a Θ-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.5 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 ofX (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 ⊆ P(V ) via a representation G→ GL(V ). We fix a maximal torus T ⊆ G and an invariant

inner product on the Lie algebra t of T , which we use to identify t with its dual t∨.

The V -representation of T can be diagonalised so that T acts with weight αi ∈ t∨ on each projective

coordinate xi of P(V ). Given a point x = [x0 : · · · : xn] ∈ P(V ), we let conv(x) denote the convex hull

of the set of weights αi such that xi 6= 0, viewed as a subset of t under the isomorphism t∨ ∼= t.

By the Hilbert-Mumford criterion, a point x = [x0 : · · · : xn] ∈ X is semistable for the linear action

of G if and only if conv(g · x) 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+ ⊆ t and let B denote the set of all β ∈ t+ such that β is the closest

point to the origin of conv(x) for some x ∈ X .

Fix some β ∈ B \ {0} and define

Zβ := {[x0 : · · · : xn] ∈ X | xi = 0 if αi · β 6= ||β||2}

and

Yβ :=

{
[x0 : · · · : xn] ∈ X

∣∣∣∣
xi = 0 if αi · β < ||β||2

xi 6= 0 for some i such that αi · β = ||β||2

}
.

There is a retraction pβ : Yβ → Zβ given by xi 7→ xi if αi · β = ||β||2 and xi 7→ 0 otherwise.

Now let Stabβ ⊆ G denote the stabiliser of β ∈ t∨ under the co-adjoint action of G on the dual

g∨ of its Lie algebra g. Then Zβ is Stabβ-invariant and the linear action of G on X induces a linear

action of Stabβ on Zβ . Identifying β as a character of Stabβ, we let Zssβ denote the semistable locus

for the above linear action of Stabβ on Zβ twisted by the character −β, and define Y ssβ = p−1
β (Zssβ ).

Finally, we set Sβ := GY ssβ . The subvarieties Sβ form the strata of the GIT instability stratification of

X , which is given by

(3) X =
⊔

β∈B

Sβ ,

where we set S0 = Xss. Each stratum Sβ for β 6= 0 satisfies the property that

Sβ ⊆ Sβ ⊔
⊔

||β′||>||β||

Sβ′ .

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 β 6= 0 has a corresponding one-parameter subgroup λβ : Gm → T , determining

the following parabolic subgroup of G (see [30, Prop 2.6]):

Pβ =
{
g ∈ G

∣∣∣ lim
t→0

λβ(t)gλβ(t
−1) ∈ G

}
.

By [27, Thm 13.5], for each β 6= 0 there is an isomorphism

(4) Sβ ∼= G×Pβ
Y ssβ .

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 Σ. We define it below.

Definition 2.3 (Moduli stack of Higgs bundles). Fix a smooth projective curve Σ, a line bundle L→ Σ

with h0(Σ, L) > 0, and integers r ∈ Z>0 and d ∈ Z. The definitions of L-twisted Higgs bundles of rank r

and degree d on Σ, 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 Σ is a pair (E, φ) where E is a vector

bundle6 of rank r and degree d on Σ and φ : E → E ⊗ L is a map of vector bundles;

(ii) a morphism from a Higgs bundle (E, φ) to another (E′, φ′) is a morphism ψ : E → E′ of the

underlying bundles such that the diagram

E E′

E ⊗ L E′ ⊗ L,

ψ

φ φ′

ψ⊗idL

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

(iii) a family of Higgs bundles parametrised by a scheme B is a pair (EB, φB) where EB → Σ× B

is a vector bundle over Σ× B of rank r and fibrewise degree d and φB : EB → EB ⊗ π∗
ΣL is a

morphism of bundles where πΣ : Σ×B → Σ is the natural projection;

(iv) two families (EB , φB) and (EB′ , φB′) parametrised by schemes B and B′ respectively are equiv-

alent if there exists an isomorphism ψB : EB → EB′ such that the following diagram commutes:

EB E′

EB ⊗ π∗
ΣL EB′ ⊗ π∗

ΣL.

ψB

φB φB′

ψB⊗idπ∗

Σ
L

The stack of L-twisted Higgs bundles of rank r and degree d on Σ, denoted Hr,d(Σ, 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 Hr,d(Σ, L) is an algebraic stack, locally of finite type over SpecC (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 (E, φ), there exists a

unique filtration

0 = E0 ⊆ E1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Es = E

satisfying the following conditions:

(i) Ei is a φ-invariant subbundle of E for each i = 1, . . . , s;

(ii) (Ei, φi) is semistable for each i, where Ei = Ei/Ei−1 and φi is the map Ei → Ei ⊗ L induced

by φ;

(iii) µ(E1) > µ(E2) > · · · > µ(Es) where Ei := Ei/Ei−1 for i = 1, . . . , s.

This filtration is the HN filtration of (E, φ). The vector µ = (µ(E1), . . . , µ(E1), µ(E2), . . . , µ(Es)), where

each µ(Ei), is repeated rk(Ei) times is the HN type of (E, φ), which we say has rank r and degree d.

The HN graded of (E, φ) is the Higgs bundle gr(E, φ) = (E1, φ1)⊕· · ·⊕ (Es, φs) where φi : Ei → Ei⊗L

is induced from φ. Just as for vector bundles, the HN type induces a stratification of the stack of Higgs

bundles.

Definition 3.1 (HN stratification of Hr,d(Σ, L)). The HN stratification of the moduli stack Hr,d(Σ, L)

of Higgs bundles is the decomposition

(5) Hr,d(Σ, L) =
⊔

µ

H
µ
r,d(Σ, L),

where the disjoint union is over HN types of rank r and degree d and H
µ
r,d(Σ, L) ⊆ Hr,d(Σ, L) denotes

the substack of Higgs bundles with HN type µ.

Just like the HN stratification of Vr,d(Σ), the HN stratification of Hr,d(Σ, L) satisfies the properties

of Definition 2.1 (see for example [43, §2.1]). The structure of H
µ
r,d(Σ, L) as an algebraic stack that is a

locally closed substack of Hr,d(Σ, L) follows from [11, Cor 4.9]. Note that as in the vector bundle case,

if we let µ0 denote the trivial HN type (d/r, . . . , d/r), then H
µ0

r,d (Σ, L) coincides with the open stratum

H ss
r,d(Σ, L) of semistable Higgs bundles.

Again as in the case of vector bundles, given a HN type µ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) there is an algebraic

map

gr : H
µ
r,d(Σ, L) →

s∏

i=1

H
ss
ri,di(Σ, L)

given by (E, φ) 7→ ((E1, φ1), . . . , (Es, φs)) where gr(E, φ) = (E1, φ1) ⊕ · · · ⊕ (Es, φs). A Higgs bundle

of HN type µ 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 Hr,d(Σ, L) is a Θ-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 r and d are coprime) of H
s
r,d(Σ, 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, φ), one can find a family of Higgs

bundles parametrised by A1 such that for each non-zero t ∈ A1, the fibre over t is isomorphic to (E, φ),

while the fibre over 0 is isomorphic to gr(E, φ) (see [33, Rk 4.5]). Since (E, φ) may not be isomorphic to
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gr(E, φ), 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 Vr,d(Σ), the stack of vector

bundles, via the natural forgetful map F : Hr,d(Σ, L) → Vr,d(Σ) 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 Hr,d(Σ, L)). The bundle HN stratification of the moduli

stack Hr,d(Σ, L) of Higgs bundles is the decomposition

(6) Hr,d(Σ, L) =
⊔

τ

H
r,d
τ (Σ, L)

where the disjoint union is taken over HN types of rank r and degree d and H r,d
τ (Σ, L) := F−1(V τ

r,d(Σ))

for each such HN type τ .

When τ is the trivial bundle HN (bHN) type τ0 = (d/r, . . . , d/r), we denote H r,d
τ (Σ, L) by H r,d

ss (Σ, 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 Zuñiga-Rojas show that this is no

longer the case in rank three (the rank four case is dealt with by Antón 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, φ) of bHN type τ , we would like to define its associated ‘bHN graded’

sgr(E, φ), just as we can define the HN graded gr(E) and gr(E, φ) of a vector bundle E and Higgs

bundle (E, φ) 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 τ to have bHN type τ . It is

reasonable therefore to expect the underlying bundle of the bHN graded of (E, φ) to be grE. However

the Higgs field of a Higgs bundle (E, φ) does not necessarily preserve its bHN filtration and so each

graded piece Ei 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 τ . Section 3.3.1 is devoted

to proposing a definition of the ‘bHN-graded’ of a Higgs bundle of bHN type τ . In Section 3.3.2

we define the refined bHN stratification and construct the analogue of the surjective algebraic maps

gr : V τ
r,d(Σ) →

∏s
i=1 Vri,di(Σ) and gr : H

µ
r,d(Σ, L) →

∏s
i=1 H ss

ri,di
(Σ, 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 (E, φ) which

we give satisfies the property that its underlying bundle is the HN graded of E, namely grE = E1 ⊕

· · · ⊕ Es. The Higgs field for the bHN graded of (E, φ) then needs to be a well-defined Higgs field for

grE, determined roughly by how much of the HN filtration of E is preserved by φ. If the filtration is

preserved by the Higgs field, then the underlying bundle of the HN graded gr(E, φ) of (E, φ) coincides

with gr(E) and therefore its Higgs field is a well-defined Higgs field for gr(E). In this case, the bHN

graded of (E, φ) should coincide with its HN graded. If the HN filtration of E is not preserved by φ,

then we would like to extract from φ a ‘component’ which, in a well-defined sense, is ‘most responsible’

for not preserving the HN filtration of E, and moreover which gives a well-defined Higgs field for the

HN graded grE of E. This can be achieved as follows.

Let (E, φ) have bHN type τ and let 0 = E0 ⊆ E1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Es = E denote its bHN filtration. For each

i let πi : E → E/Ei denote the quotient map. By taking a tensor product with idL : L→ L, we obtain

a map E ⊗ L→ E/Ei ⊗ L which we also denote by πi for simplicity. Given i and j, consider the map

πi−1 ◦ φ|Ej : Ej → E/Ei−1 ⊗ L. Then if πi−1 ◦ φ|Ej restricts to the zero map on Ej−1 ⊆ Ej , the map

descends to a map Ej/Ej−1 → Ei/Ei−1⊗L. If moreover we have that πi ◦φ|Ej : Ej → E/Ei⊗L is the

zero map, then the image of πi−1 ◦φ|Ej is contained in Ei/Ei−1 ⊗L. Under these two assumptions, we

obtain a well-defined map φij : E
j/Ej−1 → Ei/Ei−1⊗L, which makes the following diagram commute:

Ej E ⊗ L E/Ei−1 ⊗ L

Ej/Ej−1 ∼= Ej Ei/Ei−1 ⊗ L ∼= Ei ⊗ L.

φ|
Ej

πj

πi−1

⊇

φij

The choice of τ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) induces an ordering on the pairs (i, j) for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , s}

given by (i, j) ≤ (i′, j′) if di/ri − dj/rj ≤ di′/ri′ − dj′/rj′ . As a consequence of the strict inequalities

d1/r1 > · · · > ds/rs, we have that (i, j) > (i′, j) for any i′ > i and that (i, j) < (i, j′) for any j′ > j. Note

that (s, 1) is the smallest pair under this ordering, and (1, s) the largest. Given τ , we let [i, j]τ denote the

equivalence class of (i, j) under the equivalence class (i, j) ∼τ (i′, j′) if di/ri − dj/rj = di′/ri′ − dj′/rj′ .

Then τ determines a strict ordering of the equivalence classes [i, j]τ .

Lemma 3.5. If (E, φ) is a Higgs bundle of bHN type τ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs), then there is a well-defined

smallest equivalence class [i, j]τ such that φkl is well-defined and non-zero for all (k, l) ∈ [i, j]τ .

Proof. It suffices to show that if for a given equivalence class [i, j]τ , the map φi′j′ is well-defined and

equal to 0 for all (i′, j′) < (i, j), then φkl is well-defined for any (k, l) ∈ [i, j]τ . We do so by strong

induction. For the base case, namely [i, j] = [s, 1]τ = {(s, 1)}, it suffices to show that φs1 is well-defined.

This is true since πs−1 ◦ φ|E1 : E1 → E/Es−1 ⊗ L trivially induces a map E1 → Es ⊗ L, given that

E0 = 0 and E = Es.

As the inductive hypothesis, for a given equivalence class [i, j]τ suppose that φi′j′ is well-defined and

equal to zero for all (i′, j′) < (i, j). Then in particular, φi+1,j and φi,j−1 are well-defined and equal to

zero. The fact that φi+1,j is the zero map implies that φ(Ej) is contained in Ei ⊗ L, whilst the fact

that φi,j−1 is the zero map implies that the map πi−1 ◦ φ|Ej : Ej → E/Ei−1 ⊗ L restricts to the zero

map on Ej−1. This ensures that φij : Ej → Ei ⊗ L is well-defined. The same argument shows that

φkl : Ej → Ei ⊗ L is well-defined for any (k, l) ∈ [i, j]τ . �

Note that if this smallest equivalence class [i, j]τ of Lemma 3.5 satisfies j ≥ i (and consequently l ≥ k

for any (k, l) ∈ [i, j]τ ), then φ must preserve the HN filtration of E and so the HN and bHN filtrations

of (E, φ) 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, φ) denote a Higgs bundle of bHN type τ ,

and let grE = E1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Es. Let [i, j]τ denote the equivalence class associated to (E, φ), as defined in
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Lemma 3.5, which we call the smallest equivalence class associated to (E, φ). Let

φmin =
⊕

(k,l)∈[i,j]τ

φkl :
⊕

(k,l)∈[i,j]τ

El →
⊕

(k,l)∈[i,j]τ

Ek ⊗ L.

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

sgr(E, φ) :=

{
(gr(E), φmin) if i > j

gr(E, φ) otherwise,

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

Example 3.7 (bHN graded when τ has length 2). Suppose that τ has length two and let (E, φ) denote

a Higgs bundle of bHN type τ . Let grE = E1 ⊕ E2. Then

sgr(E, φ) =





(
E1 ⊕ E2,

(
0 0

φ21 0

))
if φ21 6= 0

(
E1 ⊕ E2,

(
φ11 0

0 φ22

))
if φ21 = 0

where φii : Ei → Ei ⊗ L is induced from φ.

Remark 3.8 (Link with the Higgs field scaling action). The isomorphism class of sgr(E, φ) is always

fixed by the Higgs field scaling action, provided the smallest equivalence class [i, j]τ associated to (E, φ)

satisfies i > j. Indeed in this case sgr(E, φ) 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, φ) 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 limt→0(E, tφ) under the

scaling action. It is natural to ask how this limit compares to sgr(E, φ).

When r = 2, the two coincide. Indeed, in this case [i, j]τ = [2, 1]τ and the condition that φ21 6= 0

implies that (E, φ) is semistable (we will prove this in Proposition 4.6 in Section 4 below), as is sgr(E, φ).

It follows then from [10, Prop 3.1] that [sgr(E, φ)] = [limt→0(E, tφ)]. In higher rank equality may no

longer hold. Indeed, in [10] Gothen and Zuñiga-Rojas show that in rank three the underlying bundle of

limt→0(E, φ) may not be the HN graded of E. However by definition the underlying bundle of sgr(E, φ)

is always the HN graded of E. We put forward the following conjecture: if (E, φ) is semistable and the

underlying bundle of limt→0(E, φ) is the HN graded of E, then the limit coincides with sgr(E, φ).

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 Hr,d(Σ, L)). Let τ 6= τ0 denote a bHN type

of rank r and degree d, and of length s. For each [i, j]τ , let

H
r,d
τ,[i,j](Σ, L) ⊆ H

r,d
τ (Σ, L)

denote the substack of Higgs bundles (E, φ) such that the smallest equivalence class associated to (E, φ)

is [i, j]τ . Moreover, let

H
r,d
τ,[0,0](Σ, L) :=

⊔

1≤i≤j≤s

H
r,d
τ,[i,j](Σ, L).

Then we have:

(7) H
r,d
τ (Σ, L) =

⊔

1≤j<i≤s

H
r,d
τ,[i,j](Σ, L) ⊔ H

r,d
τ,[0,0].
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The resulting refinement of the bHN stratification of Hr,d(Σ, L) is a stratification in the sense of

Definition 2.1. The strata are called the refined bHN strata of Hr,d(Σ, L). Moreover,

(8) H
r,d
τ,[0,0](Σ, L) = H

r,d
τ (Σ, L) ∩ H

τ
r,d(Σ, L).

Proof. The equality (7) is clear by definition since each (E, φ) of bHN type τ lies in H
r,d
τ,[i,j](Σ, L) for

some (i, j). In order to show that (7) is a stratification of H
r,d
τ (Σ, 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]τ | i > j} with the singleton set corresponding to collapsing all equivalence

classes [i, j] such that i ≤ j to one point. We denote its element by [0, 0]τ for simplicity. As seen in

Section 3.3.1, a bHN type τ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) induces an ordering of equivalence classes [i, j]τ given

by [i, j]τ < [i′, j′]τ if di/ri − dj/rj < di′/ri′ − dj′/rj′ . This provides a total order on the indexing set

for the decomposition of (7), with [i, j]τ < [0, 0]τ whenever i > j.

Next we need to show that given an index [i, j]τ , the union
⊔

[i′,j′]>[i,j]

H
r,d
τ,[i′,j′](Σ, L)

is closed in H r,d
τ (Σ, L). To see this, it suffices to observe that (E, φ) ∈

⊔
[i′,j′]τ>[i,j]τ

H
r,d
τ,[i′,j′](Σ, L) if

and only if φkl = 0 for all (k, l) ≤ (i, j), which is a closed condition. We note that even though φkl may

not always well-defined, as we have seen in Lemma 3.5 it is well-defined if φk′l′ = 0 for all (k′, l′) < (k, l).

Since φs1 is always well-defined, the condition that φkl = 0 for all (k, l) ≤ (i, j) is valid. Hence the

union ⊔

[i′,j′]τ≤[i,j]τ

H
r,d
τ,[i′,j′](Σ, L)

is open in H r,d
τ (Σ, L), and we have that Hτ,[i,j](Σ, L) is closed inside this open substack.

It follows from the above that the closure of each stratum H
r,d
τ,[i,j](Σ, L) is contained in the union

H
r,d
τ,[i,j](Σ, L) ⊔

r,d⊔

[i′,j′]τ>[i,j]τ

Hτ,[i′,j′],

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 τ with the partial order

on the bHN types gives a partial order on the index set for the stratification of Hr,d(Σ, 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 (E, φ) are equal if and

only if the corresponding filtrations coincide. But this is possible if and only if the smallest equivalence

classs [i, j]τ associated to (E, φ) satisfies i ≤ j, i.e. if and only if (E, φ) ∈ H
r,d
τ,[0,0](Σ, L). �

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 τ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs), fix an equivalence class [i, j]τ such that j ≤ i. We consider

the associated refined bHN stratum H
r,d
τ,[i,j](Σ, L). If [i, j]τ = [0, 0]τ , then sgr(E, φ) = gr(E, φ) and

there is a well-defined map

(9) sgr : H
r,d
τ,[0,0](Σ, L) = H

r,d
τ (Σ, L) ∩ H

τ
r,d(Σ, L) →

s∏

i=1

H
ss
r,d(Σ, L) ∩ H

r,d
ss (Σ, L)
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given by (E, φ) 7→ ((E1, φ1), . . . , (Es, φs)). Thus a Higgs bundle (E, φ) 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, j]τ 6= [0, 0]τ and (E, φ) ∈ H
r,d
τ,[i,j](Σ, L), then by definition sgr(E, φ) = (grE, φmin) where

φmin =
⊕

(k,l)∈[i,j]τ
φkl. Let n denote the cardinality of the set of pairs (k, l) ∈ [i, j]τ . Then sgr(E, φ)

determines an n-tuple of holomorphic chains ((El, φkl), (Ek ⊗ L, 0)) of rank rkl := (rl, rk) and degree

dkl := (dl, dk + rk degL) (see [9]). Let Cτ,[i,j](Σ, L) denote the stack parametrising such objects.

Note that it is an algebraic stack as it admits a representable morphism to
∏

(k,l)∈[i,j]τ
Vrl,dl(Σ) ×

Vrk,dk+rk degL(Σ) given by the forgetful map sending ((El, φkl), (Ek ⊗ L, 0)) to (El, Ek ⊗ L). We let

C ss
τ,[i,j](Σ, L) denote the open substack given by the preimage of

∏
(k,l)∈[i,j] V

ss
rl,dl

(Σ)×V ss
rk,dk+rk degL(Σ)

under this map. Note that Ek ⊗ L is semistable if and only if Ek is. Then there is a map

(10) sgr : H
r,d
τ,[i,j](Σ, L) →

∏

(k,l)/∈[i,j]τ
k>l

V
ss
rk,dk

× C
ss
τ,[i,j]

given by mapping (E, φ) to the n-tuple of holomorphic chains as described above, together with the

summands of the HN graded of E which do not appear in any of these holomorphic chains. Note that

the definition of this map ensures that the following diagram commutes:

H
r,d
τ,(i,j)(Σ, L)

∏
(k,l)/∈[i,j]τ

k>l

V ss
rk,dk

× C ss
τ,[i,j]

V τ (Σ)
∏s
i=1 V ss

ri,di
(Σ),

sgr

F

gr

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

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, φ) ∈ H
r,d
τ,[i,j](Σ, 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 τ of length three. Suppose moreover that [3, 2]τ ≤ [2, 1]τ
(otherwise we just switch the roles of the two equivalence classes). Consider a Higgs bundle

(11) (E, φ) =


E1 ⊕ E2 ⊕ E3,




0 0 0

φ21 0 0

0 φ32 0







where φ21 and φ32 are both non-zero, and E1 ⊕ E2 ⊕ E3 = grE. Then (E, φ) ∈ H
3,d
τ,[3,2](Σ, L), and

moreover (E, φ) is fixed by the Higgs field scaling action (see Remark 3.8). However, it is also possible

to obtain the Higgs bundle (11) with φ21 set to zero (or similarly with φ32 set to zero) as a limit of

(E, φ) under the Higgs field scaling action, which is not isomorphic to (E, φ). 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 degL = 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, φ) is a Higgs bundle

of HN type µ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) and bHN type τ = (d′1/r
′
1, . . . , d

′
t/r

′
t). Then we have:

(i) µ ≤ τ with equality if and only if the HN and bHN filtrations of (E, φ) coincide;

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

min

(
d

r
,
d′1
r′1

− r degL

)
≤
d1
r1

≤
d′1
r′1

≤
d1
r1

+ rmax degL.

It follows from Proposition 4.1 (i) that the HN polygon of a Higgs bundle (E, φ) 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, φ) is

a semistable Higgs bundle and τ = (d′1/r
′
1, . . . , d

′
t/r

′
t) is its bHN type, then

(12) d′1/r
′
1 ≤ µ(E) +

(r − 1)2

r
degL.

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, φ) 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, φ).

We now prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. To prove (i), we first note that if µ = τ 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 µ ≤ τ follows from [39, Thm 2] which states that if F ⊆ E is a

subbundle, then F lies on or below the HN polygon of E.

Suppose now that (E, φ) has HN type µ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs). Let 0 = E0 ⊂ E1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Es = E

denote its HN filtration (set Ei = Ei−1/Ei for each i), and let 0 = E′0 ⊆ E′1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ E′t = E denote

its bHN filtration. While each quotient (Ei, φi) is semistable as a Higgs bundle, its underlying bundle

may have a non-trivial HN filtration

0 = E0
i ⊂ E1

i ⊂ · · · ⊆ Etii = Ei/Ei−1.
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Let Ei,j denote the preimage of Eji under the quotient map Ei → Ei/Ei−1, so that Eji
∼= Ei,j/Ei−1.

Note that by definition we have the equalities

Ei = Ei+1,0 = Ei,ti .

Since (Ei, φi) is a semistable Higgs bundle for each i, we can apply (12) to obtain that

(13) µ
(
Eji /E

j−1
i

)
< µ(E1

i ) ≤ µ(Ei) +
(ri − 1)2

ri
degL

for each i = 1, . . . , s and j = 1, . . . , ti.

The HN filtration of E can be refined to include all of the subbundles Ei,j , giving a refined filtration

0 = E0 ⊂ E1,1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ E1,s1 ⊂ E2,0 ⊂ E2,1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Es,ts = E

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

successive quotient

Ei,j/Ei,j−1 ∼=
(
Ei,j/Ei−1

)
/
(
Ei,j−1/Ei−1

)
= Eji /E

j−1
i

is a semistable vector bundle (note that E1′ = E1,1).

Suppose that φ(E′1) ⊆ Ek,l ⊗ L but φ(E′1) * Ek,l−1 ⊗ L (if l = 0 then Ek,l = Ek−1,tk and we

replace Ek,l−1 by Ek−1,tk−1−1). Then the restriction of the Higgs field to E′1 induces a non-zero map

E′1 → Ek,l/Ek,l−1 ⊗ L. Since both E′1 and Ek,l/Ek,l−1 ⊗ L are semistable vector bundles, it follows

that

µ(E′1) ≤ µ
(
Ek,l/Ek,l−1 ⊗ L

)
= µ

(
Ek,l/Ek,l−1

)
+ degL = µ

(
Elk/E

l−1
k

)
+ degL.

Combining this inequality with (13), we obtain that

µ(E′1) ≤
dk
rk

+

(
(rk − 1)2

rk
+ 1

)
degL.

Now let rmax denote the maximum of the ranks ri for i = 1, . . . , s. Then

(rk − 1)2

rk
+ 1 = rk − 1 +

1

rk
≤ rmax

since rk ≥ 1. Using the fact that d1/r1 is maximal amongst all of the slopes di/ri for i = 1, . . . , s, we

obtain that

(14) µ(E′1) =
d′1
r′1

≤
d1
r1

+ rmax degL.

Since E′1 is the maximally destabilising subbundle of E, we have that µ(E′1) ≤ µ(E1) and so from

(14) we obtain:
d′1
d′2

− rmax degL ≤
d1
r1

≤
d′1
r′1

≤
d1
r1

+ rmax degL.

Moreover since r ≥ ri for all i, in particular r ≥ rmax and so we see we obtain the desired sequence of

inequalities
d′1
r′1

− r degL ≤
d1
r1

≤
d′1
r′1

≤
d1
r1

+ rmax degL.

�

Corollary 4.3 (Intersection of the bHN and HN stratifications). If µ is a HN type, then there is only

a finite number of possible bHN types τ for a Higgs bundle (E, φ) of HN type µ. Similarly, if τ is a

bHN type, then there is only a finite number of HNN types µ for a Higgs bundles of bHN type τ .

Proof. Let µ denote a HN type. If (E, φ) has HN type µ then by Proposition 4.1 (ii), the steepest

slope arising in its bHN type τ is bounded above by d1/r1 + rmax degL, which depends only on µ. But

the decreasing condition on the slopes of a HN type ensures that bounding the slope of the maximally
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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, φ).

If τ denotes a bHN type and (E, φ) has bHN type τ , then by Proposition 4.1 (i) we have that µ ≤ τ

where µ is its HN type. There are therefore only finitely many possibilities for µ. �

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 degL = 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 degL = 0, which is the case if Σ is an elliptic curve and L is the canonical

line bundle on Σ, 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 degL = 0). If degL = 0, and (E, φ) is an L-twisted Higgs bundle on Σ then

its HN and bHN filtrations coincide, so that H r,d
τ (Σ, L) = H τ

r,d(Σ, L) for any HN type τ .

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

degL = 0), and proves that (E, φ) 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 degL = 0 and that (E, φ) has HN filtration 0 = E0 ⊆ E1 ⊆

· · · ⊆ Es and bHN filtration 0 = E′0 ⊆ E′1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ E′t. We show by induction that Ei = E′i for each

i = 1, . . . , s (which implies that s = t).

The case where i = 0 is trivially true, so suppose that Ei = E′i for all i ≤ k. We wish to show that

Ek+1 = E′k+1
. Since Ek = E′k is φ-invariant, there is an induced map φ : E/E′k → E/E′k ⊗ L. Let l

denote the minimal i ∈ {1, . . . , t} such that φ(E′k+1
/E′k) ⊆ E′l/E′k ⊗ L. Then φ induces a non-zero

map

E′k+1
/E′k → (E′l/E′k)/(E′l−1

/E′k)⊗ L = E′l/E′l−1
⊗ L.

Since both vector bundles are semistable, we must have that

µ
(
E′k+1

/E′k
)
≤ µ

(
E′l/E′l−1

⊗ L
)
= µ

(
E′l/E′l−1

)
,

where the equality follows from the assumption that degL = 0. Hence it must be that l = k, and so φ

preserves E′k+1
/E′k. Therefore φ preserves E′k+1

and so Ek+1 = E′k+1
. �

4.2.2. When r = 2. In the rank two case (we no longer assume that degL = 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 (E, φ) be a Higgs bundle

of rank 2. Then we have:

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

(ii) if (E, φ) is semistable, then its bHN type τ = (d′1, d
′
2) satisfies d

′
1 ≤ (d+ 1) degL/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 τ denote a bHN type of rank 2 and suppose that (E, φ) has bHN type τ . Then (E, φ) is semistable

if and only if φ21 6= 0, where φ21 : E1 → E/E1 ⊗ L denotes the composition of the restriction of φ to

the maximally destabilising subbundle E1 of E with the quotient map E ⊗ L→ E/E1 ⊗ L.

Proof. Suppose that (E, φ) has bHN type τ and φ21 6= 0. By Proposition 4.6 (i), we know that if (E, φ)

is unstable, then its HN and bHN filtrations coincide. But since φ21 6= 0, the Higgs field does not

preserve E1, which is a contradiction. So (E, φ) is semistable. Conversely if (E, φ) has bHN type τ and

is semistable, then φ cannot preserve E1 and so φ21 cannot be zero. �

Proof of Proposition 4.6. For (i), suppose that (E, φ) is unstable of HN type µ = (d1, d2) and bHN type

τ = (d′1, d
′
2). Let 0 = E0 ⊆ E1 ⊆ E2 = E denote its HN filtration and 0 = E′0 ⊆ E′1 ⊆ E′2 = E

its bHN filtration. Then d1 ≤ d′1 since otherwise E1 would be a destabilising subbundle of E of larger

degree than E′1, contradicting the bHN type of (E, φ).

The composition of the inclusion of E′1 into E with the quotient map E → E/E1 produces a map

E′1 → E/E1. Since both E′1 and E1 are line bundles, they are stable. If the map is non-zero, then

we must have that d′1 ≤ d2, which is not possible since d2 < d1 ≤ d′1. Thus the map is zero and so

E′1 ⊆ E1. As both have rank one, they must be equal. It follows that the two filtrations coincide. Part

(ii) follows immediately from (12). �

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 τ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) denote a HN type. The

splitting type of τ is the s-vector (r1, r2, . . . , rs).

Proposition 4.9 (When r = 3). Let (E, φ) denote a rank three Higgs bundle. We let Ei and E′i denote

the terms in the HN and bHN filtrations respectively of (E, φ). For each i let φ′i : E
′i → E/E′i ⊗ L

denote the composition of the restriction of φ to E′i with the quotient map π′
i : E ⊗ L → E/E′i ⊗ L.

Given a subsheaf F ⊆ G of a vector bundle G, let F denote the subbundle of G generically generated

by F . We define the subbundles F i and Gi of E and E ⊗ L respectively as follows:

• F i := ker(φ′i) ⊆ E;

• Gi := π′
i
−1(im(φ′i)) ⊆ E ⊗ L.

Then the HN filtration of (E, φ) can be recovered from the bHN filtration and from the Higgs field

φ, 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)

(1, 1, 1) Both filtrations coincide

(2, 1) E1 ⊗ L = G1 ⊇ E′1 ⊗ L

(1, 2) E1 = F 2 ⊆ E′2

(2, 1)

(1, 1, 1) n/a

(2, 1) Both filtrations coincide

(1, 2) E1 = F 1

(1, 2)

(1, 1, 1) n/a

(2, 1) E1 ⊗ L = G1

(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 τ denote a bHN type of rank 3 and suppose that (E, φ) has bHN type τ . Let E′i denote

the terms in the bHN filtration of (E, φ). Using the isomorphism E ∼= E ⊗ L ⊗ L−1, we identify

F 2 ⊗ L−1 ⊆ E ⊗ L ⊗ L−1 as a subbundle of F . Then we obtain the following necessary and sufficient

conditions for semistability of (E, φ):

Splitting type of bHN type τ (E, φ) is semistable if and only if

(1, 1, 1)
rkF 2 = 1 and if F 2 is φ-invariant then degF 2 ≤ 2d/3, and

rkG1 = 2 and if G1⊗L−1 is φ-invariant then degG1 ≤ 2d/3+degL

(2, 1) rkF 1 = 1 and if F 1 is φ-invariant then degF 1 ≤ d/3

(1, 2) rkG1 = 2 and if G1⊗L−1 is φ-invariant then degG1 ≤ 2d/3+degL.

Remark 4.11 (Link with the Bialynicki-Birula stratification). It follows from Corollary 4.10 above

that the slopes of the bundles F i and Gi 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 Zuñiga Rojas in [10].

Proof of Corollary 4.10. Suppose that (E, φ) has bHN type τ of splitting type (1, 1, 1). By Proposi-

tion 4.9, the only possibly destabilising subbundles of E are F 2 and G1⊗L−1. Suppose that the condi-

tions in the first row of the above table are satisfied. If neither of the two subbundles is φ-invariant, then

(E, φ) is clearly semistable. Suppose then that F 2 is φ-invariant. Then µ(F 2) = degF 2 ≤ 2d/3 = µ(E).

Therefore F 2 does not destabilise (E, φ) as µ(F 2) = degF 2. Now suppose that G1 is φ-invariant. Then

µ(G1 ⊗ L−1) = degG1/2 − degL ≤ 2d/3, and therefore G1 ⊗ L−1 is not destabilising either. Thus

(E, φ) is semistable.

Conversely, suppose that (E, φ) is semistable. Since F 2 is the kernel of φ′1 : E′2 → E/E′2 ⊗ L,

it is a subbundle of the rank two subbundle E′2. If F 2 has rank two then it coincides with E′2,and

so F 2 is φ-invariant and destabilising which contradicts semsitability of (E, φ). We cannot have that

rkF 2 = 0 as φ′1 is a map from a rank two bundle to a rank one bundle. Thus rkF 2 = 1. Since

(E, φ) is semistable, we must have that µ(F 2) = degF 2 ≤ µ(E) = 2d/3. Now G1 is a subbundle

of E ⊗ L containing E′1. If it has rank one, then E′1 = G1 and so G1 is a destabilising subbundle

preserved by φ, which contradicts semistability of (E, φ). So G1 has rank greater than or equal to

two. It cannot have rank three as π′
1 : E ⊗ L → E/E′1 ⊗ L is surjective and im φ′1 ⊂ E/E′1 ⊗ L is a

strict subbundle. Therefore rkG1 = 2. If G1 ⊗ L−1 is φ-invariant, then since (E, φ) is semistable we

must have that µ(G1 ⊗ L−1) = degG1/2− degL ≤ 2d/3 = µ(E) which is equivalent to the inequality

degG1 ≤ 2d/3 + degL.

The proofs in the cases where τ 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 P1. Fix a line bundle O(t)

on P1 of degree t ≥ 3. It has HN filtration 0 ⊆ O(2) ⊆ O(2) ⊕ O(1) ⊆ E, and therefore HN type

(2, 1,−1), of splitting type (1, 1, 1). Now let φ31 ∈ H0(Σ,O(−3 + t)) denote a non-zero section, so that

φ31 determines a non-zero map O(2) → O(−1)⊗O(t). Then φ31 defines a Higgs field φ : E → E⊗O(t)
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given by

φ :=




0 0 0

0 0 0

φ31 0 0


 ;

here φ is written in matrix form with respect to the decomposition of E ∼= grE given by its HN

decomposition. Then the map φ′2 : O(2) ⊕O(1) → O(−1) ⊗O(t) has kernel O(1), and so F 2 = O(1),

which is φ-invariant. The map φ′1 : 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 π′
i. Therefore G1 = (O(2) ⊕ O(−1)) ⊗ O(t).

Then G1 ⊗ L−1 = O(2) ⊕ O(−1) is also φ-invariant. Hence by Corollary 4.10, we have that (E, φ) is

semistable if and only if degF 2 ≤ d/3 and degG1 ≤ 2d/3 + degL. While degG1 = 1 + t ≤ 4/3 + t,

we have that degF 2 = degO(1) = 1 > 2/3. Therefore (E, φ) is not semistable. Moreover since G1 is

not destabilising, by Proposition 4.9 we see that (E, φ) must have HN filtration 0 = E0 ⊆ F 2 ⊆ E and

therefore HN type µ = (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 E → F is a non-zero map of semistable vector bundles then µ(E) ≤ µ(F ), and that all line

bundles are semistable.

Proof of Proposition 4.9. Let µ and τ denote the HN and bHN types of (E, φ) respectively. We start

with the case where τ has splitting type (1, 1, 1). To this end, suppose that τ = (d′1, d
′
2, d

′
3). Note

that d′1 + d′2 + d′3 = d. As our first subcase, we suppose that µ has splitting type (1, 1, 1), so that

µ = (d1, d2, d3). Note that we also have d1 + d2 + d3 = d. The composition E′1 ⊆ E → E/E2 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 µ(E′1) = d′1 ≤ µ(E/E2) = d3, which implies that d′i < di for each i

since d1 > d2 > d3 and d′1 > d′2 > d′3. So then

d = d′1 + d′2 + d′3 < d = d1 + d2 + d3

which is a contradiction. Therefore the composition is actually the zero map and so E′1 ⊆ E2. We

now look at the composition E′1 →֒ E2 → E2/E1 which is again a map of semistable vector bundles.

If non-zero, then there is an inequality of slopes d′1 ≤ d2, which implies that d′1 < d1 since d2 < d1.

This is a contradiction as E′1 is the maximally destabilising subbundle of E, so E1 cannot have strictly

larger degree. Therefore the composition must be zero and so E′1 ⊆ E1. As both are line bundles and

hence of the same rank, they must be equal. We now show that E2 = E′2. To do so, we consider the

composition E′2/E′1 = E′2/E1 →֒ E/E1 → E/E2, which if non-zero forces the inequality d′2 ≤ d3. But

then d′2+d
′
3 < d2+d3 since d

′
3 < d′2 and d3 < d2, and so we cannot have d′1+d

′
2+d

′
3 = d = d1+d2+d3 (we

have already established that d′1 = d1). Thus the composition must be the zero map and so E′2 ⊆ E2.

As both have the same rank, they must be equal. Thus the HN and bHN filtrations coincide.

For the second subcase, suppose that µ has splitting type (2, 1), and hence that µ = (d1/2, d1/2, d2).

Note that d1 + d2 = d. If the composition E′1 →֒ E → E/E1 is non-zero, then there is an inequality

d′1 ≤ d2 as it is a map of semistable bundles. But d1/2 > d2 and so d1/2 > d′1 which contradicts

the fact that E′1 is the maximally destabilising subbundle of E. Thus the composition is zero and so

E′1 ⊆ E1. Now since E1 is preserved by φ, we must have that φ(E′1) ⊆ E1/E′1 ⊗ L, and therefore

G1 = π′
1
−1(imφ′1)) ⊆ E1 ⊗ L. To show that they are equal, it suffices to show that G1 has rank two.

Now G1 has at least rank one since it contains E′1⊗L, yet it cannot coincide with E′1⊗L as otherwise

its image under π′
1 would be trivial which would contradict the fact that E′1 is not preserved by φ.

Therefore G1 must have rank two.

For the third subcase we suppose that µ has splitting type (1, 2) so that µ = (d1, d2/2, d2/2). Note

that d1 + d2 = 0. Consider the composition E1 →֒ E → E/E′2, which is a map of semistable vector

bundles. If non-zero we must have that d1 ≤ d′3. But then since d1 + d2 < d1 + 2d1 = 3d1 (using the
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fact that d1 > d2/2), we obtain the following contradiction:

d = d1 + d2 < 3d1 ≤ 3d′3 < d′1 + d′2 + d′3 = d.

Thus E1 ⊆ E′2. We wish to show that E1 = F 2 := kerφ′2. The first step is to note that φ′2 is not the

zero map. Indeed, if it is then E′2 is preserved by the Higgs field, which leads to E′2/E1 destabilising

E/E1 by a straightforward slope calculation. This contradicts the fact that µ has splitting type (1, 2)

and so we can conclude that φ′2 is not the zero map. It follows that F 2 has rank one. Now since

E1 ⊆ E′2 is preserved by the Higgs field, it must be contained in kerφ′2 and therefore in F 2. Both are

line bundles and therefore they are equal.

We now turn to the case where τ has splitting type (2, 1). Thus we suppose that τ = (d′1/2, d
′
1/2, d

′
2).

Note that d′1 + d′2 = d. For the first subcase, suppose that µ has splitting type (1, 1, 1), so that

µ = (d1, d2, d3). Note that d1 + d2 + d3 = d. If the composition E1 →֒ E → E/E′1 is non-zero, then

d1 ≤ d′2 as the composition is a map of semistable bundles. But then d1 + d2 + d3 = d < d = d′1 + d′2
which is a contradiction. Hence E1 ⊆ E′1. Since E′1 is semistable, we must have that d1 ≤ d′1/2. Now

if we assume that the composition E′1 →֒ E → E/E2 is non-zero, we must have that d′1/2 ≤ d3. But

then d′1/2 < d1 since d3 < d1 and so we have a contradiction. Thus E′1 ⊆ E2. As both have the same

rank, they must be equal. But then E1 ⊆ E2 = E′1 is a destabilising subbundle, which contradicts the

fact that E′1 is semistable. Therefore µ cannot have splitting type (1, 1, 1).

Fo the second subcase, suppose that µ has splitting type (2, 1), so that µ = (d1/2, d1/2, d2). If the

composition E′1 →֒ E → E/E1 is non-zero, then there is an inequality d′1/2 ≤ d2 as the composition

is a map of semistable bundles. But then d1/2 > d2 > d′1/2 which contradicts the fact that E′1 is

maximally destabilising for E. Hence the composition is zero and so E′1 ⊆ E1. Since both have the

same rank, they are equal.

For the third subcase, suppose that µ has splitting type (1, 2) so that µ = (d1, d2/2, d2/2). Note that

d1 + d2 = d. If the composition E1 →֒ E → E/E′1 is non-zero, then d1 ≤ d′2 as the composition is a

map of semistable bundles. But then we obtain the contradiction

d = d1 + d2 < 3d1 ≤ 3d′2 < d′1 + d′2 = d,

where the second and third inequalities follow from the fact that d1 > d2/2 and that d′1/2 > d′2
respectively. Therefore the composition is zero and so E1 ⊆ E′1. Since E1 must be preserved by the

Higgs field, we must in particular have that φ(E1) ⊆ E′1 ⊗ L so that E1 ⊆ kerφ′1 =: F 1. But since

we are assuming that µ has splitting type (1, 2), we know that φ does not preserve E1′ and therefore

kerφ′1 is non-trivial. Since E/E1′ ⊗L has rank one and E′1 has rank two, it follows that F 1 must have

rank one. Therefore the inclusion E1 ⊆ F 1 is an equality.

Finally we consider the case where τ has splitting type (1, 2) and hence we suppose that τ =

(d′1, d
′
2/2, d

′
2/2). Note that d′1 + d′2 = d. For the first subcase we suppose that µ has splitting type

(1, 1, 1) so that µ = (d1, d2, d3). Note that d1+d2+d3 = d. Our aim is to show that E1 = E′1, and then

to conclude that E2/E1 destabilises E/E′1, which will give us a contradiction. To do so, we consider

the composition E′1 →֒ E → E/E2, which is a map of semistable bundles. If non-zero, then we have

that d′1 ≤ d3, which implies that d′1 < d1. This contradicts the fact that E
′1 is maximally destabilising,

so the composition must be zero. Hence E′1 ⊆ E2. If the composition E′1 →֒ E2 → E2/E1 is non-zero,

then we have that d′1 ≤ d2 as the composition is a map of semistable bundles. This leads to the same

contradiction as before, namely that d′1 < d1. Hence we must have that E′1 ⊆ E1. As both are line

bundles, they must be equal. But then E2/E1 ⊆ E/E1 = E/E′1 is a destabilising subbundle, which

contradicts the semistability of E/E′1.

For the second subcase, suppose that µ has splitting type (2, 1) so that µ = (d1/2, d1/2, d2). If the

composition E′1 →֒ E → E/E1 is non-zero, then we have that d′1 ≤ d2. But d2 < d1/2 so we obtain that

d′1 < d1/2 which contradicts the fact that E′1 is maximally destabilising. Therefore the composition
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is zero and so E′1 ⊆ E1. Now since we have assumed that µ has splitting type (2, 1), we know that

E′1 is not preserved by φ, while E1 is. Therefore we must have that imφ′1 is contained in E1/E′1 ⊗L.

Thus E′1 ⊗L ⊆ π′
1
−1

(imφ′1) ⊆ E1 ⊗L. Hence E1 ⊗L contains G1 := π′
1
−1(imφ′1) as a subbundle. The

latter has rank two (since E′1 ⊗ L can only be strictly contained in it given that φ′1 is non-zero), and

therefore the inclusion must be an equality.

For the third and final subcase we suppose that µ has splitting type (1, 2), so that µ = (d1, d2/2, d2/2).

If the composition E1 ⊆ E → E/E′1 is non-zero, then we have that d1 ≤ d′2/2 since the composition is

a map of semistable bundles. The fact that d′1 > d′2/2 yields the contradiction

d = d′1 + d′2 > d′2/2 + d′2 = 3(d′2/2) ≥ 3d1 > 3d/3 = d,

where the last inequality follows from observing that E1 is destabilising so that d1 > d/3. Therefore

the composition is zero and so E1 ⊆ E′1. As both are line bundles, they must be equal. �

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 degL = 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 degL = 0.

Proposition 4.14 (The three stratifications when degL = 0). If degL = 0, then the HN, bHN and

refined bHN stratifications of Hr,d(Σ, L) all coincide.

Proof. By Proposition 4.4, when degL = 0 the bHN and HN filtrations of (E, φ) coincide. Therefore

given a bHN type τ , the refined bHN strata Hτ,[i,j](Σ, L) are all empty except for Hτ,[0,0](Σ, L). Thus

the refinement of the bHN stratification is actually trivial, and so all three stratifications coincide. �

4.3.2. When r = 2.

Proposition 4.15 (Refined bHN stratification when r = 2). The refined bHN stratification of H2,d(Σ, L)

is the intersection of the bHN stratification with the HN stratification.

Proof. The refined bHN stratification of H 2,d
τ (Σ, L) is given by

H
2,d
τ (Σ, L) = H

2,d
τ,[2,1](Σ, L) ⊔ H

2,d
τ,[0,0](Σ, L).

By definition, the Higgs bundle (E, φ) lies in H
2,d
τ,[2,1](Σ, L) if and only if the map φ21 : E′

1 → E′
2 ⊗ L

is non-zero, where E′
1 ⊕ E′

2 is the HN graded of E. Thus E′1 = E′
1 is not preserved by the Higgs field.

By Corollary 4.7 it follows that (E, φ) is semistable. Conversely if (E, φ) is semistable, then the Higgs

field cannot preserve E′1 and so φ21 is non-zero. Therefore

H
2,d
τ,[2,1](Σ, L) = H

2,d
τ (Σ, L) ∩ H

ss
2,d(Σ, L).

To finish the proof it suffices to appeal to Proposition 3.9, by which we have that

H
2,d
τ,[0,0](Σ, L) = H

2,d
τ (Σ, L) ∩ H

τ
2,d(Σ, L).
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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, φ) 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, φ) (i.e.

knowing ‘how much’ of the bHN filtration is preserved by the Higgs field) determines the HN type of

(E, φ). We can see this already when r = 3, thanks to Proposition 4.9. That is, let τ denote a bHN type

and suppose that (E, φ) ∈ H
3,d
τ,[3,1](Σ, L). Then φ31 6= 0 and so none of the terms in the bHN filtration

of (E, φ) are preserved. This does not mean that (E, φ) is semistable, since φ 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 Hr,d(Σ, L): we use

them to filter Hr,d(Σ, 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 H ss
r,d(Σ, L) is a quotient stack follows from Nitsure’s construc-

tion of the moduli space Mss
r,d(Σ, 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+ r(1 − g) and let Qr,d denote the Quot scheme

parametrising quotient sheaves q : O⊕m
Σ → E of rank r and degree d. We let O⊕m

Σ×Qr,d
→ Ur,d denote

the universal quotient sheaf on Σ×Qr,d. There is a natural GL(m) action on the scheme Qr,d given by

A · q = q ◦A

for any A ∈ GL(m). Define Rr,d ⊆ Qr,d to be the subset of all q : O⊕m
Σ → E ∈ Qr,d satisfying the

property that:

(i) E is locally free (hence a vector bundle since Σ is a curve);

(ii) the canonical map H0(q) : H0(Σ,O⊕m
Σ ) → H0(Σ, E) is an isomorphism.

The set Rr,d is a GL(m)-invariant open and reduced subset of Qr,d (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 Ur,d|Σ×Rr,d
of vector bundles over Σ parametrised by Rr,d has the local universal

property7 for families of vector bundles E of rank r and degree d satisfying:

(a) E is generated by its sections;

(b) H1(Σ, E) = 0;

(ii) two vector bundles in Rr,d are isomorphic if and only if they lie in the same orbit under the

GL(m) action on Rr,d.

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 HFr,d denote the functor from the category of

Rr,d-schemes to the category of groups defined by

(f : S → Rr,d) 7→ H0(S, πS∗(idΣ×f)∗(π∗
ΣL⊗ End(Ur,d|Σ×Rr,d

)),

where πΣ : Σ×R→ Σ denotes the projection onto Σ8.

Remark 5.1 (Understanding the functor HFr,d). By the universal property of Rr,d for vector bundles,

an Rr,d-scheme f : S → Rr,d corresponds to a family ES of vector bundles on Σ parametrised by S.

Then HFr,d(S → Rr,d) can be interpreted as the group of all Higgs fields φS such that (ES , φS) is a

family of Higgs bundles parametrised by S. In particular, if S is a point, then S → Rr,d is a vector

bundle E on Σ and its image under HFr,d is the group H0(Σ, L⊗ EndE) of Higgs fields for E.

The functor HFr,d is representable by a scheme f : Fr,d → Rr,d which satisfies the following properties

(see [33, §3]):

(i) the family (EFr,d
, φFr,d

) of Higgs bundles over Σ parametrised by Fr,d, determined by the

identity map Fr,d → Fr,d, has the local universal property for families of Higgs bundles (E, φ)

of rank r and degree d such that E is generated by its global sections and H1(Σ, E) = {0};

(ii) the GL(m)-action on Rr,d lifts to an action on Fr,d, given by A · (q, φ) = (A · q, φ);

(iii) two Higgs bundles in Fr,d are isomorphic if and only if they lie in the same orbit under the

GL(m) action on Fr,d;

(iv) given (q : O⊕m
Σ → E, φ) ∈ Fr,d, there is an isomorphism Aut(E, φ) ∼= StabGL(m)(q, φ).

Notation 5.2. If µ is a HN type of rank r and degree d, then we let Fµr,d ⊆ Fr,d and F r,dµ ⊆ Fr,d
denote the locally closed subscheme consisting of those Higgs bundles of HN type µ and of bHN type

µ respectively. Similarly we let F≤µ
r,d ⊆ Fr,d and F r,d≤µ ⊆ Fr,d denote the open subscheme consisting of

those Higgs bundles of HN type smaller than or equal to µ and of bHN type smaller than or equal to

µ 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

Hr,d(Σ, L) =
⋃

τ

H
r,d
≤τ (Σ, L).

The aim of this section is to prove that each H
r,d
≤τ (Σ, L) is isomorphic to a quotient stack, and that

these isomorphisms are compatible with the natural inclusions H
r,d
τ ′ (Σ, L) ⊆ H

r,d
≤τ (Σ, L) for τ

′ ≤ τ .

Theorem 5.3 (Filtration of the stack of Higgs bundles by quotient stacks via the bHN stratification).

Let τ be a bHN type of rank r and degree d and fix some e ∈ Z. Then for e sufficiently large, there is

an isomorphism

H
r,d
≤τ (Σ, L)

∼=
[
F r,d+re≤τ+re/GL(m+ re)

]

7Given a moduli problem, a family U 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 b′ and a map U → B such
that the restriction of F to U coincides with the pull-back of U along the map U → B.
8The notation HFr,d stands for ‘Higgs field’. See Remark 5.1.
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which restricts to an isomorphism

H
r,d
τ ′ (Σ, L) ∼=

[
F r,d+reτ ′+re /GL(m+ re)

]

for each τ ′ ≤ τ .

Note that if we fix a bHN type τ of rank r and degree d and if Le is a line bundle on Σ of degree e, then

tensoring the underlying bundle of a Higgs bundle by Le gives an isomorphism of stacks H
r,d
≤τ (Σ, L)

∼=

H
r,d+re
≤τ+e (Σ, L). Now for a given rank r and degree d, the scheme Fr,d parametrises Higgs bundles (E, φ)

of rank r and degree d satisfying the property that E is generated by its sections and H1(Σ, E) = 0.

The key to proving Theorem 5.3 is therefore to show that given a bHN type τ of rank r and degree d,

then provided the degree is sufficiently large (depending on τ), any Higgs bundle of bHN type τ satisfies

the properties needed to be realisable as a point in Fr,d. We do so in Lemma 5.4 below.

Lemma 5.4. Let τ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) denote a HN type of rank r and degree d. Then if d >

d1/r1(r − 1) + 2g − 1, any vector bundle E of HN type τ ′ ≤ τ satisfies the property that:

(a) E is generated by its sections, and

(b) H1(Σ, 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 τ0 = (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 τ ′ ≤ τ by a line bundle on Σ of sufficiently large

degree (depending on τ), 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 > d1/r1(r− 1)+2g− 1. Fix a HN type τ and suppose that E has HN type τ ′ ≤ τ . If

H1(Σ, E) 6= 0, then using the isomorphism H1(Σ, E) ∼= H0(Σ, E∨ ⊗ T ∗Σ)∨ we can suppose that there

is a non-zero global section of E∨ ⊗ T ∗Σ, or equivalently a non-zero homomomrphism h : E → T ∗Σ.

Let H ⊆ E denote the subbundle generically generated by kerh. Then H has rank r− 1, and we have:

degH ≥ kerh ≥ degE − deg T ∗Σ = d− (2g − 2).

Since E has HN type τ ′ ≤ τ , the slope of any subbundle of E is bounded above by the maximal slope

d1/r1 of τ . Thus

d− (2g − 2) ≤ degH ≤
d1
r1

(r − 1),

which gives the contradiction

d ≤
d1
r1

(r − 1) + 2g − 2.

To prove that (a) is satisfied, let x ∈ Σ and consider the exact sequence

0 → Ix ⊗ E → E → Ex → 0,

where Ix is the sheaf of ideals corresponding to the point x, and Ex is torsion sheaf with support {x}

corresponding to the fibre of E at x. To show that E is generated by its sections, it is enough to show

that the induced map of global sections

H0(Σ, E) → H0(Σ, Ex) ∼= Ex

is surjective. We do so by showing that H1(Σ, Ix⊗E) = 0. Since Ix is torsion-free and therefore locally

free as Σ is a curve, it corresponds to a line bundle Lx. Moreover, since E has HN type τ ′, the tensor
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product E ⊗ Lx has HN type τ ′ + deg(Lx), where τ
′ + deg(Lx) is the HN type obtained by adding the

fixed constant deg(Lx) to each entry of τ ′. The exact sequence

0 → Lx → OΣ → kx → 0

where kx denotes the skyscraper sheaf at x shows that the line bundle Lx has degree −1 since kx has

degree 1. It follows that

deg(E ⊗ Lx) = deg(Ix ⊗ E) = d− r > d1/r1(r − 1) + 2g − 1− r = (d1/r1 − 1)(r − 1) + 2g.

Therefore by the argument from the previous paragraph, applied to a vector bundle of HN type τ ′ − 1,

we must have that H1(Σ, Ix ⊗ E) = 0. �

We can now prove Theorem 5.3.

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Let (E, φ) be a Higgs bundle of bHN type τ ′ ≤ τ . By Lemma 5.4, we know that

if d is sufficiently large (depending on the maximal slope appearing in τ) then E is generated by its

sections and H1(Σ, E) = {0}. Therefore (E, φ) appears as a point in F r,d≤τ . It follows that the restriction

of the universal family (EFr,d
, φFr,d

) to F r,d≤τ ×Σ ⊆ Fr,d×Σ has the local universal property for families

of Higgs bundles of bHN type τ ′ ≤ τ . Note that the same is true if we restrict to a single bHN stratum

for a given τ ′ ≤ τ . Using the fact that the stabiliser in GL(m) of a point in Fr,d is isomorphic to the

automorphism group of the corresponding Higgs bundles, we can conclude that there is an isomorphism

of stacks

H
r,d
≤τ (Σ, L)

∼=
[
F r,d≤τ /Gd

]
.

This isomorphic restricts to an isomorphism for each stratum indexed by some τ ′ ≤ τ .

To conclude the proof, we must deal with the case where d ≤ d1/r1(r− 1)+2g− 1. This can be done

by observing that if we tensor the underlying bundle of a Higgs bundle by a line bundle Le of degree

e ∈ Z, then as long as e is sufficiently large we can ensure that the resulting Higgs bundle has degree

d+ re > (d1/r1 + e)(r − 1) + 2g − 1 which is the bound needed for Lemma 5.4 applied to the HN type

τ + re. Thus we obtain for e sufficiently large the following isomorphisms:

H
r,d
≤τ (Σ, L)

∼= H
r,d+re
≤τ+e (Σ, L) ∼=

[
F r,d+re≤τ+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 Hr,d(Σ, L). That is, the HN stratification of Hr,d(Σ, L)

induces a filtration by open substacks

Hr,d(Σ, L) =
⋃

µ

H
≤µ
r,d (Σ, L),

and we prove the following

Theorem 5.6 (Filtration of Hr,d(Σ, L) by quotient stacks via the HN stratification). Let µ 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

H
≤µ
r,d (Σ, L) ∼=

[
F≤µ+e
r,d+re/GL(m+ re)

]

which restricts to an isomorphism

H
µ′

r,d(Σ, L)
∼=
[
Fµ

′+e
r,d+re/GL(m+ re))

]

for each µ′ ≤ µ.

The key to proving Theorem 5.6 is to show that given a HN type µ of rank r and degree d, then

provided the degree is sufficiently large (depending on µ), any Higgs bundle of HN type µ′ ≤ µ satisfies
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the properties needed to be realisable as a point in Fr,d. This is the analogue of the result for vector

bundles given in Lemma 5.4.

Lemma 5.7. Let µ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) denote a HN type of rank r and degree d. Suppose that

d > (d1/r1 + degL(rmax − 1))(r − 1) + 2g − 1 where rmax = max{ri | i ∈ {1, . . . , s}}. Then the

underlying bundle of any Higgs bundle (E, φ) of HN type µ′ ≤ µ satisfies

(a) E is generated by its sections, and

(b) H1(Σ, 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 µ0 = (d/r, . . . , d/r), as stated in [33, Cor

3.4]. That is, if d > (r − 1)2 degL, then any semistable Higgs bundles (E, φ) of rank r and degree d

satisfies (a) and (b).

Proof of Lemma 5.7. Suppose that d > (d1/r1 + degL(rmax − 1))(r−1)+2g−1. By applying Lemma 5.4

to the HN type µ+degL(rmax−1) obtained by adding the fixed constant degL(rmax−1) to each entry

of µ, we know that any vector bundle E of HN type τ ≤ µ + degL(rmax − 1) satisfies (a) and (b). If

(E, φ) has HN type µ, then by Proposition 4.1 (ii) we know that its bHN type τ = (d′1/r
′
1, . . . , d

′
t/r

′
t)

satisfies d′1/r
′
1 ≤ d1/r1 + degL(rmax − 1). Note that the result remains true if we assume that (E, φ)

has HN type µ′ ≤ µ. The inequality for d′1/r
′
1 implies that τ ≤ µ + degL(rmax − 1), and therefore by

the above paragraph we can conclude that E satisfies (a) and (b). �

We can now prove Theorem 5.6.

Proof of Theorem 5.6. Let µ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) denote a HN type of rank r and degree d and suppose

that d > (d1/r1 + degL(rmax − 1))(r− 1) + 2g− 1. Then by Lemma 5.7, any Higgs bundle of HN type

µ′ ≤ µ appears in the parameter space F≤µ
r,d . Thus the restriction of the universal family (EFr,d

, φFr,d
)

to F≤µ
r,d ×Σ ⊆ Fr,d×Σ has the local universal property for families of Higgs bundles of HN type µ′ ≤ µ.

Using the fact that the stabiliser in GL(m) of a point in Fr,d is isomorphic to the automorphism group

of the corresponding Higgs bundle, we can conclude that there is an isomorphism of stacks

H
≤µ
r,d (Σ, L) ∼=

[
F≤µ
r,d /GL(m)

]
.

To conclude the proof, we must deal with the case where d ≤ (d1/r1 + degL(rmax − 1)) (r−1)+2g−1.

But this case can be dealt with exactly as in the proof of Theorem 5.3. �

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 V
≤τ
r,d (Σ) and H

≤µ
r,d (Σ, 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)N and Ĝ(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)N . We first define the variety and show that it admits a linear

GL(m)-action. We then establish a link between the variety Rr,d parametrising vector bundles on Σ

and G(r,m)N . 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 km. There is a natural action of GL(m) on G(r,m) given by multiplication on the right. By

composing the Plücker 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)N →֒ P(V )

where

V :=
⊗

1≤k≤N

m−r∧
km.

The action of GL(m) on G(r,m)N 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)N .

6.1.2. Link between G(r,m)N and the parameter space Rr,d for vector bundles. Any x ∈ Σ determines a

morphism ιx : Rr,d → G(r,m) given by mapping a vector bundle E ∈ Rr,d to the fibre Ex. By choosing

N points x1, . . . , xN ∈ Σ, we obtain a GL(m)-equivariant map ιx1,...,xN
: Rr,d → G(r,m)N . By [32,

Thm 5.6], if d is sufficiently large, then there exists a sequence of points in x1, . . . , xN ∈ Σ such the

map ιx1,...,xN
: Rr,d → G(r,m)N is injective.

6.1.3. GIT instability stratification of G(r,m)N . The restriction of the GL(m)-representation on V to

the maximal torus T ⊆ 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 = (Ik)
N
k=1 of subsets Ik of {1, . . . ,m} of cardinality r, whose elements

are listed in increasing order. For each Ik, let Ik(j) denote its j-th element. Fixing a basis {e1, . . . , em}

of km yields a basis of V consisting of vectors

EI :=
⊗

1≤k≤N

eIk(1) ∧ · · · ∧ eIk(r).

We can assume that each ei is a weight vector for the action of T on km. The corresponding torus

weight can be identified with a character χi of the Lie algebra t of T , defined by χi(a1, . . . , am) = ai.

Then each EI is a weight vector for the action of T , and the associated weight is given by

αI :=
∑

1≤k≤N

∑

1≤i≤r

χIk(i).

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

The inclusion G(r,m)N →֒ P(V ) maps an element y = 〈y1, . . . , yN 〉 ∈ G(r,m)N to the point in P(V )

with homogeneous coordinates

yI =

N∏

k=1

det yIk

where yIk is the submatrix of the r×mmatrix yk obtained by picking out the r columns {Ik(1), . . . , Ik(r)}.

Setting X := Ĝ(r,m)N , applying the definitions of Section 2.2.2 we have that

Zβ := {y ∈ G(r,m)N | yI = 0 if αI · β 6= ||β||2}

and

Yβ := {y ∈ G(r,m)N | if αI · β < ||β||2 then yI = 0, and yI 6= 0 for some I such that αI · β = ||β||2},

with a retraction pβ : Yβ → Zβ. As seen in Section 2.2.2, the closed subvariety Zβ is invariant under the

action of the subgroup Stabβ ⊆ 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 Zssβ determined by the linearisation obtained after twisting

by the character −χβ. Then Y
ss
β = p−1

β (Zssβ ) and we have Sβ := GL(m)Y ssβ , giving a stratification

G(r,m)N =
⊔

β∈B

Sβ .

6.2. The auxiliary variety Ĝ(r,m)N . As in the case of G(r,m)N , we first define the variety and show

that it admits a linear GL(m)-action. We then establish a link between the variety Fr,d parametrising

Higgs bundles on Σ and Ĝ(r,m)N . Finally we describe the associated GIT instability stratification.

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

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

Ĝ(r,m) := P(OG(r,m) ⊕ EndUmr ) ∼= P((OG ⊕ EndUmr )⊗ (detUmr )−1).

Points in Ĝ(r,m) are equivalence classes 〈y, [c : φ]〉 where y is an r ×m matrix, c ∈ k and φ is an r × r

matrix with c and φ not both zero. The equivalence is given by 〈y, [c :φ]〉 = 〈y, [βc :βφ]〉 for any β ∈ k∗

and 〈y, [c : φ]〉 = 〈αy, [(detα)−1c : (detα)−1αφα−1]〉 for any α ∈ GL(r).

The action of GL(m) on G(r,m) induces an action on Ĝ(r,m). By [33, Prop 2.2], the line bundle

OĜ(r,m)(1) on Ĝ(r,m) is very ample. Therefore the same is true for the line bundle
⊗N

k=1 π̂
∗
k(OĜ(1))

on Ĝ(r,m)N where π̂k : Ĝ(r,m)N → Ĝ(r,m) denotes the projection onto the kth factor. Hence there is

an inclusion

Ĝ(r,m)N →֒ P(V̂ ∨)

where

V̂ := H0

(
Ĝ(r,m)N ,

N⊗

k=1

π̂∗
k

(
OĜ(r,m)(1)

))
.

By [33, §2] there is an identification H0(Ĝ,OĜ(1))
∼= H0 (G, detUmr ⊕ detUmr ⊗ EndUmr ) . It follows

that

V̂ ∼=

N⊗

k=1

(V̂ k1 ⊕ V̂ k2 )

where

V̂ k1 = H0(G(r,m), detUmr ) ∼= H0
(
G(r,m)N , π∗

k (detU
m
r )
)

and

V̂ k2 = H0(G(r,m), detUmr ⊗ EndUmr ) ∼= H0
(
G(r,m)N , π∗

k (detU
m
r ⊗ EndUmr )

)
.

Since the action of GL(m) on Ĝ(r,m)N is induced by the natural representation of GL(m) on each

V̂ k1 and V̂ k2 , we obtain a linear action of GL(m) on Ĝ(r,m)N .

6.2.2. Link between Ĝ(r,m)N and the parameter space Fr,d for Higgs bundles. The fibre in Fr,d over a

vector bundle E ∈ Rr,d can be identified with H0(Σ,End(E⊗L), as noted in Remark 5.1. Thus a point

φ in this fibre determines a morphism φ : E → E ⊗ L. Fixing a basis for Lx induces an endomorphism

φx : Ex → Ex, that is, a point in EndEx. Thus we obtain a morphism ι̂x : Fr,d → Ĝ(r,m) given by

(E, φ) 7→ 〈Ex, [φx : 1]〉

and this morphism lies over the morphism ιx : Rr,d → G(r,m). By choosing N points x1, . . . , xN ∈ Σ,

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

(15)

Fr,d Ĝ(r,m)N

Rr,d G(r,m)N ,

ι̂

f π

ι
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where π : Ĝ(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 ι̂ : F → ĜN is not necessarily injective even for d and N sufficiently large, in contrast

to ι, it is injective when restricted to certain open subsets of Fr,d. The open subset is defined as follows.

Given A ≥ 0, let TA denote the set of HN types of those vector bundles E of rank r and degree d on Σ

which satisfy the inequality µ(E′) ≤ µ(E) +A for any non-zero subbundle E′ ⊆ E. Let FA ⊆ F denote

the open subvariety of Higgs bundles for which the underlying bundle has HN type in TA. 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, . . . , xN ∈ Σ such that the restriction ι̂ : FA → ĜN is injective.

6.2.3. GIT instability stratification for Ĝ(r,m)N . The restriction of the representation of GL(m) on

V̂ to the maximal torus T ⊆ GL(m) consisting of diagonal matrices gives a decomposition of V̂ into

weight spaces. We can choose a basis of V̂ =
⊗N

k=1(V̂
k
1 ⊕ V̂ k2 ) with respect to which the action of T

is diagonal. To define such a basis, we first consider the vector space V̂ k1 = H0(G(r,m), detUmr ). Let

I ⊆ {1, . . . ,m} be a subset of cardinality r, and let I(l) denote the lth entry of I for l ∈ {1, . . . , r},

when the elements are listed in increasing order. We define a global section SI ∈ H0(G(r,m), detUmr )

by SI(y) = det yJ where yI is the r × r submatrix of y obtained by taking the columns I(1), . . . , I(r).

The set of all sections SI defined in this way forms a basis for H0(G(r,m), detUmr ).

To give a basis for V̂ k2 = H0(G(r,m), detUmr ⊗ EndUmr ), note that given a subset I ⊆ {1, . . . ,m}

as above and elements i, j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, we can define a section σijI of EndUmr on the open subset of

G(r,m) consisting of all y such that SI(y) 6= 0. This section is defined by σijI (y) = yIσijy
−1
I where σij

is the r × r matrix with zeroes everywhere except for a one in the (ij)-th position. This allows us to

define a global section SijI ∈ H0(G(r,m), detUmr ⊗ EndUmr ) by

SijI (y) = SI(y) · σ
ij
I (y).

Sections of the form SijI form a basis for the vector space H0(G(r,m), detUmr ⊗ EndUmr ).

More generally, we let I and J denote N -tuples of subsets I1, . . . , IN , J1, . . . , JN ⊆ {1, . . . ,m} of car-

dinality r respectively, and we let i and j correspond to N choices i1, . . . , iN and j1, . . . , jN respectively

of elements in {1, . . . , r}. The vector space
⊗N

k=1 (V1k ⊕ V2k) then admits a basis consisting of elements

SijI :=

N⊗

k=1

SikjkIk
and SJ :=

N⊗

k=1

SJk
.

We let ŠJ and ŠijI denote the associated dual basis vectors for V̂ ∨
1 :=

⊗N
k=1 V

∨
1k and V̂ ∨

2 :=
⊗N

k=1 V
∨
2k

respectively.

With the above set-up, we can compute the weights for the diagonalised action of the maximal torus

T ⊆ GL(m) consisting of diagonal matrices on V̂ ∨. The basis vectors ŠijI and ŠJ were chosen precisely

because they are weight vectors for the T -action. Again let t denote the Lie algebra of T . For each

l = 1, . . . ,m let χl be the character of T given by diag(a1, . . . , am) 7→ al, which upon differentiation at

the identity produces an element of t∗ ∼= t. We also call this element χl for ease of notation. The torus

T acts on ŠI and ŠijI by multiplication by the following respective characters:

(16) α̂I := −

N∑

k=1

∑

l∈Ik

χl and α̂
ij
I :=

N∑

k=1

(
χIk(jk) − χIk(ik) −

∑

l∈Ik

χl

)
.

The embedding

Ĝ(r,m)N →֒ P(V̂ ∨)
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maps a point ŷ = (〈y1, [c1 : φ1]〉, . . . , yN , [cN : φN ]〉) to the point with homogeneous coordinates

(17) ŷJ =

N∏

k=1

ck det ykJk
and ŷijI =

N∏

k=1

det ykIk tr
(
φkykIkσ

ikjk
Ik

yk
−1
Ik

)
.

Setting X̂ := Ĝ(r,m)N and letting Ẑβ , Ŷβ and Ŝβ denote the analogues of Zβ , Yβ and Sβ for X , the

above computations can be used to explicitly describe the GIT unstable strata Ŝβ = GL(m)Ŷ ssβ in the

GIT instability stratification

X̂ := Ĝ(r,m)N =
⊔

β∈B

Ŝβ

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

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 ofN points on Σ maps ι : Rr,d → G(r,m)N and ι̂ : Fr,d → Ĝ(r,m)N

making the diagram (15) commute. In this section we show that the bHN and HN stratifications of

Fr,d (more precisely of F r,d≤τ and F≤µ
r,d for a fixed bHN τ and HN type µ) coincide with the pull-backs

of the GIT stability stratifications of G(r,m)N and Ĝ(r,m)N under the maps π ◦ ι̂ and ι̂ respectively,

provided the degrees appearing in τ and µ 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 τ 7→ β(τ) is established

between HN types τ for vector bundles and GIT instability types β associated to the linear action of

GL(m) on G(r,m)N . Note that the latter are elements of the m-dimensional vector space t ∼= t∨. The

corresondence is the following.

Definition 6.1 (τ 7→ β(τ) correspondence). Let τ = (d1/r1, . . . , d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) denote a HN type.

Let ki = −Nri and mi = di + ri(1 − g). Set k =
∑s

i=1 ki. We define an associated vector

β(τ) :=

(
k1
m1

, . . . ,
k1
m1

,
k2
m2

, . . . ,
ks
ms

)

where each ki/mi appears mi times.

The sequence of strict inequalities d1/r1 > · · · > ds/rs implies a sequence of strict inequalities

k1/m1 > · · · > ks/ms (see [27, Prop 16.9]). It is shown in [28, Cor 11.5] that given a HN type

τ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs), if the degrees di are sufficiently large, there exists an N ∈ N>0 and N points

x1, . . . , xN ∈ Σ such that a vector bundle E ∈ Rr,d has HN type τ ′ ≤ τ if and only if ι(E) lies in Sβ(τ ′),

where ι : Rr,d → G(r,m)N is the map determined by x1, . . . , xN . Proposition 6.2 below extends this

result to bHN types for Higgs bundles.

Proposition 6.2 (Relating bHN types to GIT instability types). Let τ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) denote a

bHN type of rank r and degree d. Then if the degrees di are sufficiently large, there exists an N ∈ N>0

and N points x1, . . . , xN ∈ Σ such that a Higgs bundle (E, φ) ∈ Fr,d has bHN type τ ′ ≤ τ if and only

if ι̂(E, φ) lies in π−1(Sβ(τ ′)), where ι̂ : Fr,d → Ĝ(r,m)N is the map determined by x1, . . . , xN .

Proof. By [28, Cor 11.5], if the degrees di are sufficiently large then for N sufficiently large we can

choose N points on Σ such that a vector bundle E ∈ Rr,d has HN type τ ′ ≤ τ if and only if ι(E) lies

in Sβ(τ ′). The same N points give a map ι̂ : Fr,d → Ĝ(r, d)N and we have the following commutative
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diagram:

(18)

f−1(Rτ
′

r,d) π−1(Sβ(τ ′))

Fr,d Ĝ(r,m)N

Rr,d G(r,m)N

Rτ
′

r,d Sβ(τ ′),

ι̂

ι̂

f π

ι

ι

where τ ′ is a HN type with τ ′ ≤ τ . Indeed, if (E, φ) ∈ Fr,d has bHN type τ ′ ≤ τ , then we know that

ι ◦ f(E, φ) = ι(E) lies in Sβ(τ ′) where f : Fr,d → Rr,d is the forgetful map. Therefore ι̂(E, φ) must lie

in π−1(Sβ(τ ′)), where π : Ĝ(r,m)N → G(r,m)N is the natural projection. Conversely, if ι̂(E, φ) lies in

Sβ(τ ′) for some τ ′ ≤ τ , then π(ι̂(E, φ)) = ι(f(E, φ)) = ι(E) lies in Sβ(τ ′). Therefore E ∈ Rr,d has HN

type τ ′ and so (E, φ) has bHN type τ ′. �

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 τ of

rank r and degree d. Then under the isomorphism

H
r,d
≤τ (Σ, L)

∼=
[
F r,d+re≤τ+e /GL(m+ re)

]

established in Theorem 5.3, for e sufficiently large the bHN stratification of H
r,d
≤τ (Σ, L) coincides with

the intersection of the pull-back to
[
Ĝ(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 r,d+re≤τ+e /GL(m+ re)

]
.

Proof. The result follows immediately from Proposition 6.2, by observing that if (E, φ) has bHN type

τ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) and Le is a line bundle on Σ of degree d, then (E ⊗ Le, φ⊗ idLe
) has bHN type

τ + e = ((d1 + r1e)/r1, . . . , (ds + rse)/rs). Thus by choosing e sufficiently large we can ensure that the

degrees appearing in the bHN type τ + e are large enough so that Proposition 6.2 can be applied. �

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

degrees di are sufficiently large, for N sufficiently large there exists N points x1, . . . , xN ∈ Σ such

that a Higgs bundle (E, φ) ∈ Fr,d has HN type µ′ ≤ µ if and only if ι̂(E, φ) lies in Ŝβ(µ′), where

ι̂ : Fr,d → Ĝ(r,m)N is the map determined by x1, . . . , xN .

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 µ of rank r and

degree d. Then under the isomorphism

H
r,d
≤µ (Σ, L)

∼=
[
F≤µ+e
r,d+re/GL(m+ re)

]
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established in Theorem 5.3, for e sufficiently large the HN stratification of H
≤µ
r,d (Σ, L) coincides with

the intersection of the GIT instability stratification of
[
Ĝ(r,m+ re)N/GL(m+ re)

]
with its substack

[
F≤µ+e
r,d+re/GL(m+ re)

]
.

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

We now turn to proving Proposition 6.4. Given a GIT instability stratification X =
⊔
β∈B Sβ for a

linear G-action on a projective variety X , by definition Sβ = GY ssβ (see Section 2.2.2). Hence to show

that x ∈ Sβ , it suffices to show that g · x ∈ Y ssβ 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 g · x ∈ Yβ for some g ∈ G (see Lemma 6.7);

(ii) secondly we show that pβ(g · x) ∈ Zssβ (see Lemma 6.8).

Lemma 6.7. Let µ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) denote a HN type of rank r and degree d. Then if the degrees

di and N are sufficiently large, there are N points x1, . . . , xN ∈ Σ such that if (E, φ) ∈ Fr,d has HN

type µ, then g · ι̂(E, φ) ∈ Ŷβ(µ) for some g ∈ GL(m), where ι̂ : Fr,d → Ĝ(r,m)N is the map associated

to x1, . . . , xN .

Proof of Lemma 6.7. We wish to show that for di and N sufficiently large, the image ι̂(g · (E, φ)) lies

in Ŷβ(µ). 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

Ĝ(r,m)N →֒ P(V̂ ∨
1 ⊕ V̂ ∨

2 )

with GL(m) acting via a representation on V1 and V2. Moreover, there is a basis of torus weight vectors

{ŠI} for V̂ ∨
1 , indexed by N -tuples I of subsets Ik ⊆ {1, . . . ,m} of cardinality r. Similarly there is a

basis of torus weight vectors {Ši,jI } for V̂2, indexed by triples (I, i, j) where I is an N -tuple as above

together and i = (i1, . . . , iN ), j = (j1, . . . , jN ) ∈ {1, . . . , r}N . The central torus in GL(m) acts with

weight α̂I ∈ t∨ on ÊI and with weight α̂ijI on ÊijI (both weights are described explicitly at (16). Given

a point ŷ ∈ Ĝ(r,m)N , its image in P(V ∨
1 ⊕ V ∨

2 ) has homogeneous coordinates ŷI and ŷijI , which can

also be written down explicitly – see (17).

Consider the HN filtration 0 = E0 ⊂ E1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Es = E of (E, φ). By taking global sections we

obtain a filtration 0 = H0(Σ, E0) ⊂ H0(Σ, E1) ⊂ · · · ⊂ H0(Σ, Es) = H0(Σ, E) of H0(Σ, E). Since

d > r(g − 1) we have that h1(Σ, E) = 0 and so the Riemann-Roch formula implies that h0(Σ, E) =

d − r(1 − g) = m. We can thus fix an isomorphism H0(Σ, E) ∼= km, and from here on we identify

the two vector spaces. For ease of notation we set Mγ = H0(Σ, Eγ), so that we have a filtration

0 = M0 ⊂ M1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ M s = km of km. We note that dimMγ/Mγ−1 = mγ for each γ = 1, . . . , s. Let

e1, . . . , em denote the standard basis of km. By replacing ŷ by g · ŷ for an appropriate g ∈ GL(m), we

may assume that Mγ is spanned by the basis vectors {el | l ≤ dimMγ} for γ = 1, . . . , s. For ease of

notation we relabel this new g · ŷ as ŷ.

Showing that ŷ ∈ Ŷβ(µ) for sufficiently large d and N requires showing that the following three

statements are true for d and N sufficiently large:

(1) if α̂I · β(µ) < ||β(µ)||2 then ŷI = 0;

(2) if α̂ijI · β(µ′) < ||β(µ)||2 then ŷijI = 0;

(3) there is a non-zero coordinate, either ŷI or ŷijI , such that α̂I · β(µ) = ||β(µ)||2 or α̂ijI · β(µ) =

||β(µ)||2.

The proof of the above three statements are as follows.
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Proof of (1). Suppose that ŷI 6= 0 for some I. We wish to show that α̂I · β(µ) ≥ ||β(µ)||2. Recall that

β(µ′) = (k1/m1, . . . , ks/ms) with each ki/mi repeated i times, where ki = −Nri andmi = di+ri(1−g).

Using the expression for α̂I given in (16), we have:

α̂I · β(µ) = −

N∑

k=1

(
∑

l∈Jk

χl

)
· β

= −

N∑

k=1

s∑

γ=1

kγ
mγ

#{l ∈ {1, . . . , r} | m1 + · · ·+mγ−1 < Ik(l) ≤ m1 + · · ·+mγ}

= −

N∑

k=1

s∑

γ=1

kγ
mγ

#{l ∈ {1, . . . , r} | dimMγ−1 < Ik(l) ≤ dimMγ}

= −
N∑

γ=1

s−1∑

γ=1

(
kγ
mγ

−
kγ+1

mγ+1

)
#{l ∈ {1, . . . , r} | Ik(l) ≤ dimMγ} −Nr

ks
ms

.(19)

Since ŷI =
∏N
k=1 det(yk)Ik by (17), and since by assumption ŷI 6= 0, it follows that det(yk)Ik 6= 0 for

all k = 1, . . . , N . Hence the columns Ik(1), . . . , Ik(r) of the r ×m matrix yk are linearly independent

vectors in kr for each k. In particular, the columns Ik(l) such that Ik(l) ≤ dimMγ are linearly

independent vectors in kr, and these vectors are contained in yk(M
γ). Thus the number of integers

l ∈ {1, . . . , r} such that Ik(l) ≤ dimMγ is bounded above by the dimension of the image yk(M
γ) ⊆ kr.

But dim yk(M
γ) = rkEγ = r1+ . . .+ rγ , provided the degrees dγ are sufficiently large. Hence following

on from (19), we obtain that

α̂I · β(µ) ≥ −

N∑

k=1

s−1∑

γ=1

(
kγ
mγ

−
kγ+1

mγ+1

)
(r1 + · · ·+ rγ)−Nr

ks
ms

= −

s−1∑

γ=1

(
kγ
mγ

−
kγ+1

mγ+1

)
N (r1 + · · ·+ rγ)−Nr

ks
ms

=

s−1∑

γ=1

(
kγ
mγ

−
kγ+1

mγ+1

)
(k1 + · · ·+ kγ) + k

ks
ms

=

s∑

γ=1

k2γ
mγ

= ||β(µ)||2.

Proof of (2). Now suppose that ŷijI 6= 0. By (16) we have that α̂ijI = α̂I +
∑N
k=1(χIk(j) − χIk(i)). It

follows from (1) that α̂I · β(µ) ≥ ||β(µ)||2 since the assumption that ŷijI 6= 0 implies in particular that

det(yk)Ik 6= 0 for each k, by the expression for ŷijI given in (17). Thus it suffices to prove that

(20)

N∑

k=1

(χIk(jk) − χIk(ik)) · β(µ
′) ≥ 0.

We start by calculating
∑N

k=1 χIk(jk) ·β(µ). First note that χIk(jk) ·β(µ) = kγ/mγ where γ ∈ {1, . . . , s}

is such that dimMγ−1 < Ik(jk) ≤ dimMγ . Therefore

N∑

k=1

χIk(jk) · β(µ) =

s∑

γ=1

kγ
mγ

#{k ∈ {1, . . . , N} | dimMγ−1 < Ik(jk) ≤ dimMγ}

=

s−1∑

γ=1

(
kγ
mγ

−
kγ+1

mγ+1

)
#{k ∈ {1, . . . , N} | Ik(jk) ≤ dimMγ}+N

kγ
mγ

.

The same equality is valid with jk replaced by ik. It follows that

N∑

k=1

(χIk(jk) − χIk(ik)) · β(µ) =

s−1∑

γ=1

(
kγ
mγ

−
kγ+1

mγ+1

)
(#{k ∈ {1, . . . , N} | Ik(jk) ≤ dimMγ}
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−#{k ∈ {1, . . . , N} | Ik(ik) ≤ dimMγ}).

Since kγ/mγ > kγ+1/mγ+1 for every γ = 1, . . . , s− 1, we need only show that

(21) #{k ∈ {1, . . . , N} | Ik(jk) ≤ dimMγ} ≥ #{k ∈ {1, . . . , N} | Ik(ik) ≤ dimMγ}

for all γ = 1, . . . , s.

By assumption ŷijI 6= 0, therefore using the expression for ŷijI given in (17) we obtain that

tr(φkykIkσikjkyk
−1
Ik

) 6= 0

for every k = 1, . . . , N . By the cyclic property of the trace, the equality

tr(φkykIkσikjkyk
−1
Ik

) = tr((yk)
−1
Ik
φk(yk)Ikσikjk)

holds. Moreover, since by definition σikjk is the r × r matrix with zeroes everywhere except for a one

in the (ikjk)-th entry, it follows that for any r × r matrix A there is an equality

tr(Aσikjk) = ajkik .

Setting A = (yk)
−1
Ik
φk(yk)Ik and using the fact that ŷikjkIk

6= 0, we can deduce that the (jkik)-th entry

of the matrix (yk)
−1
Ik
φk(yk)Ik is non-zero.

The maps φk are induced by the Higgs field φ, and each Eγ in the HN filtration of (E, φ) is preserved

by φ. It follows that each yk(M
γ) is preserved by φk : kr → kr. This property of φk implies that the

matrix (yk)
−1
Ik
φk(yk)Ik is block upper-triangular. As a result, if ik ≤ dim yk(M

γ), then the same must

be true for jk since the (jkik)-th entry of (yk)
−1
Ik
φk(yk)Ik cannot be zero.

Suppose that Ik(ik) ≤ dimMγ . Note that given any l ∈ {1, . . . , r}, the inequality l ≤ dim yk(M
γ)

holds if and only if Ik(l) ≤ dimMγ . This follows from the fact that we have chosen a basis {e1, . . . , em}

for km such that Mγ is spanned by the basis vectors {el | l ≤ dimMγ}. Therefore ik ≤ dim yk(M
γ).

The result from the above paragraph implies that jk ≤ dim yk(M
γ), which is equivalent to the inequal-

ity Ik(jk) ≤ dimMγ . Hence the inequality given in (21) is true, and the required ineuqality of (20)

follows.

Proof of (3). It remains only to show that ŷ has a non-zero projective coordinate such that the dot

product of the corresponding weight with β(µ) is equal to ||β(µ)||2. It follows from the argument given

in (1) that α̂I · β(µ) = ||β(µ)||2 if and only if

kγ = #{(l, k) ∈ {1, . . . , s} × {1, . . . , N} | dimMγ−1 < Ik(l) ≤ dimMγ}

for every γ = 1, . . . , s and every k = 1, . . . , N . Similarly, it follows from the argument given in (2) that

α̂ijI · β(µ) = ||β||2 if and only if

kγ = #{(l, k) ∈ {1, . . . , s} × {1, . . . , N} | dimMγ−1 < Jk(l) ≤ dimMγ}

for every γ = 1, . . . , s and every k = 1, . . . , N and

dimMγ−1 < Ik(ik) ≤ dimMγ ⇔ dimMγ−1 < Ik(jk) ≤ dimMγ

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

To identify such a non-zero coordinate, consider the HN graded gr(E, φ) = (E1, φ) ⊕ · · · ⊕ (Es, φs).

Each (Ei, φi) is a semistable Higgs bundles of rank ri and degree di and can be identified as a point

in Fri,di for di sufficiently large. Just as the map ι̂ : Fr,d → Ĝ(r,m)N was defined given a choice of

N points on Σ, a map ι̂i : Fri,di → Ĝ(ri,mi)
N can be defined analogously for each i = 1, . . . , s. Let

Ŷi = (〈yi1, [ci1 : φi1]〉, . . . 〈yiN , [ciN : φiN ]〉) denote the image of (Ei, φi) under ι̂i for each i, so that there
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is an associated element

(22) Ŷ := (〈y11, [c11 : φ11]〉, . . . , 〈ysN , [csN : φsN ]〉) ∈

s∏

i=1

Ĝ(ri,mi)
N .

Each Ĝ(ri,mi)
N can be embedded into a large projective space, analogously to Ĝ(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 Ŷ inside this big projective

space exactly correspond to the non-zero coordinates ŷI and ŷijI satisfying α̂I · β(µ
′) = ||β(µ)||2 and

α̂ijI · β(µ) = ||β(µ)||2. Since the coordinates of Ŷ are projective, at least one is non-zero, and it

corresponds therefore to a non-zero coordinate ŷijI or ŷI satisfying α̂ijI · β(µ) = ||β(µ)||2 if it is ŷijI and

α̂I · β(µ) = ||β(µ)||2 if it is ŷI . This shows that g · ŷ ∈ Ŷβ(µ) as required. �

Lemma 6.8. Let µ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) denote a HN type of rank r and degree d. Then if the degrees

di and N are sufficiently large, there exists N points x1, . . . , xN ∈ Σ such that if (E, φ) ∈ Fr,d has HN

type µ, then g · ι̂(E, φ) ∈ Ŷ ssβ(µ) for some g ∈ GL(m), where ι̂ : Fr,d → Ĝ(r,m)N is the map associated

to x1, . . . , xN .

Proof. Suppose that (E, φ) ∈ Fr,d has HN type µ. By Lemma 6.7, for d andN large enough there is some

g ∈ GL(m) such that g · ι̂((E, φ)) ∈ Ŷβ(µ). For simplicity, let g be the identity and write ŷ := ι̂(E, φ).

By definition of Ŷβ(µ), the point ŷ lies in Ŷβ(µ) if and only if pβ(µ)(ŷ) lies in Ẑ
ss
β(µ). The image pβ(µ)(ŷ)

coincides with the image ι̂(gr(E, φ)), and the component of Zβ containing pβ(ŷ) can be identified with

the product
∏s
i=1 Ĝ(ri,mi)

N . Note that under this identification pβ(µ)(ŷ) corresponds to the element

Ŷ defined above at (22) in the proof of Lemma 6.7. By the Hilbert-Mumford criterion, pβ(ŷ) ∈ Ẑβ(µ)

lies in Ẑssβ(µ) if for every one-parameter subgroup λ of Stabβ(µ) we have that µ(Ŷi, λ) ≥ λ ·β(µ), where

µ(Ŷi, λ) denotes the negative of the weight with which the one-parameter subgroup λ acts on the fibre

of the line bundle over limt7→0 λ(t) · Ŷi (see [27, Def 12.20]).9

Since by definition Ŷi = ι̂i(Ei, φi) and each (Ei, φ) is semistable, we can apply [33, Prop 5.5] to

conclude that provided di and N are sufficiently large then Ŷi lies in the GIT-semistable locus for the

action of SL(mi) on Ĝ(ri,mi)
N . Therefore µ(Ŷi, λ) ≥ 0 for every one-parameter subgroup λ of SL(mi).

Now any one-parameter subgroup λ of GL(mi) can be written as the product of a one-parameter

subgroup of SL(mi) with a central one-parameter subgroup of GL(mi) given by t 7→ (ta, . . . , ta) for some

a ∈ k, where (ta, . . . , ta) represents the matrix with ta on each diagonal entry. By abuse of notation let

λ denote the corresponding element of the Lie algebra ti of the central torus Ti in GL(mi), so that λ =

(a, . . . , a). Then (ta, . . . , ta) acts on Ŷi with weight Nria = −ki trλ/mi. Therefore µ(Ŷi, λ) = ki trλ/mi.

It follows that any one-parameter subgroup λi of GL(mi), which we identify as an element of ti ∼= kmi ,

satisfies µ(Ŷi, λi) = ki trλi/mi.

Thus for a one-parameter subgroup λ of
∏s
i=1 GL(mi), where we label by λ1, . . . , λs the blocks on

the diagonal with each λi determining an element of ti, we have that

µ(Ŷ , λ) ≥

s∑

i=1

trλiki = λ · β(µ).

Hence Ŷ = pβ(ŷ) ∈ Zssβ(µ) as required. �

We can now prove Proposition 6.4, which follows easily from Lemma 6.7 and Lemma 6.8.

Proof of Proposition 6.4. If µ = µ0 then the result is true by [33, Prop 5.5]. Thus we can assume that

µ is not the trivial HN type µ0. Given a HN type µ of rank r and degree d, there is only a finite number

of HN types µ′ of rank r and degree d such that µ′ ≤ µ. Thus we can choose d and N large enough

9In [27, Def 12.20] the inequality is the other way around. This is because the definition of the Hilbert-Mumford weight
µ(−, λ) 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 µ′ ≤ µ,

rather than just those of HN type µ. This yields the desired result. �

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 H
r,d
τ (Σ, 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 Ĝ(r,m)N .

By Proposition 6.2, we know that given a bHN stratum H r,d
τ (Σ, L) there is for e and N sufficiently

large an isomorphism and inclusion of stacks

H
r,d
τ (Σ, L) ∼=

[
F r,d+reτ+e /GL(m+ re)

]
→֒
[
π−1(Sβ(τ+e))/GL(m+ re)

]
⊆
[
Ĝ(r,m+ re)N/GL(m+ re)

]
.

As reviewed in Section 2.2.2, we have that

Sβ(τ+e) = GL(m+ re)Y ssβ(τ)
∼= GL(m+ re)×Pβ(τ+e)

Y ssβ(τ)

where Pβ(τ+e) is the parabolic subgroup of GL(m+ re) associated to the maximally destabilising one-

parameter subgroup λβ(τ+re)(Gm) of GL(m + re). The action of λβ(τ+re) on π−1(Y ssβ(τ+re)) yields

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 H r,d
τ (Σ, L) recovers the refined bHN stratification.

Proposition 6.9. Let τ = (d1/r1, . . . , ds/rs) denote a bHN type of rank r and degree d. Then if the

degrees di and N are sufficiently large, the refined bHN stratification of H r,d
τ (Σ, L) can be recovered

from the stratification of
[
π−1(Sβ(τ))/GL(m)

]
=
[
GL(m)π−1(Y ssβ(τ))/GL(m)

]

induced by the Bialyinicki-Birula stratification for the action of λβ(τ)(Gm) on π−1(Y ssβ(τ+re)) ⊆ Ĝ(r,m)N ,

under the inclusion and isomorphism

H
r,d
τ (Σ, L) ∼=

[
F r,dτ /GL(m)

]
→֒
[
π−1(Sβ(τ))/GL(m)

]
.

Proof. By definition, the refined bHN stratification of H r,d
τ (Σ, L) is given by

H
r,d
τ (Σ, L) =

⊔

1≤j<i≤s

H
r,d
τ,[i,j](Σ, L) ⊔ H

r,d
τ,[0,0](Σ, L).

Suppose that the degrees di appearing in τ are sufficiently large so that there is an isomorphism and

inclusion

H
r,d
τ (Σ, L) ∼=

[
F r,dτ /GL(m)

]
→֒
[
π−1(Sβ(τ))/GL(m)

]
.

This is possible by Theorem 5.3 and Proposition 6.2. Let X := π−1(Y ssβ(τ)). Then

π−1(Sβ(τ)) = π−1(Sβ(τ)) ∩GL(m)X.

We start by showing that the open stratum of the Bialynicki-Birula stratification associated to

the action of λβ(τ)(Gm) on X pulls back to give the open stratum H
r,d
τ,[s,1](Σ, L) of the refined bHN

stratification of H r,d
τ (Σ, L).

If Gm acts linearly on a projective variety X ⊆ P(V ) with respect to a representation Gm → GL(V )

(this is the case for the action of λβ(τ)(Gm) on X), then the open stratum can be described as follows.

The representation V decomposes into a sum of Gm-weight spaces
⊕

i∈Z
Vi. If we let Vmin denote the

non-zero weight space with minimal index and Zmin := X ∩ P(Vmin), then the open Bialynicki-Birula

stratum is

Xmin := {x ∈ X | limt7→0 t · x ∈ Zmin}.

In the case we are considering, the action of λβ(τ)(Gm) on π−1(Y ssβ(τ)) ⊆ Ĝ(r,m)N ⊆ P(V̂ ∨) is linearised

via the restriction of the representation GL(m) → V̂ ∨ defined in Section 6.2.1.
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For a point ŷ = (〈y1, [c1:φ1]〉, . . . , yN , [cN :φN ]〉) ∈ π−1(Y ssβ(τ)) to be in the minimal weight space for

π−1(Y ssβ(τ)), it must be fixed by λβ(τ)(Gm). Thus in particular its projection to G(r,m)N under π must

be fixed by λβ(τ)(Gm), since π is GL(m)-equivariant, and moreover it must lie in the minimal weight

space for Yβ(τ
ss
). But by [23, Prop 4.2.0.2], this minimal weight space is precisely Zssβ(τ). Thus to

determine the minimal weight space in π−1(Y ssβ(τ)), it suffices to determine the minimal weight space for

the action of λβ(τ)(Gm) on the fibre π−1(z) for any z ∈ Zssβ(τ). We fix such a point z = (〈z1〉, . . . , 〈zN〉).

Then any point ẑ ∈ π−1(z) is of the form

ẑ = (〈z1, [c1:φ1]〉, · · · , 〈zN , [cN :φN ]〉).

By definition of the action of GL(m) on Ĝ(r,m)N , the one-parameter subgroup λβ(τ)(Gm) acts trivially

on the coordinates ci, and via conjugation on the matrices φi. The weights of this action are therefore

given by

{0} ∪

{
kj
mj

−
ki
mi

∣∣∣∣ i, j ∈ {1, . . . , s}, i 6= j

}
.

Since k1/m1 > k2/m2 > · · · > ks/ms, it follows that the minimal weight is ks/ms − k1/m1.

Given φ ∈ Matr×r(k), we can consider for each i, j ∈ {1, . . . , s} the block φij ∈ Matri×rj (k). Matrices

φ which are zero everywhere except for the bottom left entry φs1 are weight vectors for the conjugation

action of λβ(τ)(Gm) on Matr×r(k) with weight ks/ms − k1/m1. Thus the minimal weight space for

the action of λβ(τ)(Gm) on π−1(Y ssβ(τ)) consists of points (〈z1, [0:φ1]〉, · · · , 〈zN , [0:φN ]〉) ∈ π−1(Y ssβ ) such

that (〈z1〉, . . . , 〈zN 〉) ∈ Zssβ(τ) and such that for each k = 1, . . . , N the equality (φk)ij = 0 holds for

i, j ∈ {1, . . . , s} except when i = s and j = 1 (note that this forces (φk)s1 6= 0).

It follows that the open stratum of the BB stratification corresponding to this minimal weight space

consists of points (〈y1, [0:φ1]〉, · · · , 〈yN , [0:φN ]〉) ∈ π−1(Y ssβ ) such that (〈y1〉, . . . , 〈yN 〉) ∈ Y ssβ and such

that (φk)s1 6= 0 for each k = 1, . . . , N . The intersection of this open stratum with the image of F r,dτ
under ι̂ can be interpreted in the following moduli-theoretic way: it consists of Higgs bundles (E, φ)

with Harder-Narasimhan type τ such that φs1 6= 0. Thus the resulting open stratum of H r,d
τ (Σ, L)

coincides with the open stratum H
r,d
τ,[s,1](Σ, L) of the refined stratification of H r,d

τ (Σ, L).

The proof that the BB strata for higher weights kj/mj − ki/mi < 0 coincide with the strata

Hτ,[i,j]τ (Σ, L) is completely analogous.

It remains therefore only to relate the highest stratum H
r,d
τ,[0,0](Σ, L) = H r,d

τ (Σ, L) ∩ H τ
r,d(Σ, 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 λβ(τ)(Gm) on π−1(Y ssβ(τ)), points

ŷ = (〈y1, [c1:φ1]〉, · · · , 〈yN , [cN :φN ]〉) ∈ π−1(Y ssβ(τ)) in the corresponding BB stratum satisfy the property

that each φi 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 φi is block upper triangular), so that its HN and bHN

types coincide. Conversely, if a Higgs bundle satisfies this property, then its image in π−1(Y ssβ(τ)) will

have zero weight simply based on the fact that it lies in Fr,d. Indeed, the inclusion F r,dτ →֒ Ĝ(r,m)N

maps F r,dτ into the set of points (〈y1, [c1:φ1]〉, · · · , 〈yN , [cN :φN ]〉) ∈ Ĝ(r,m)N such that all coordinates ci
are non-zero, and these coordinates have weight zero for the action of λβ(τ)(Gm). Thus the intersection

with F r,dτ of the BB stratum associated to the zero weight space for the action of λβ(τ) on π
−1(Y ssβ(τ))

corresponds inside the HN stratum H r,d
τ (Σ, L) to the intersection H r,d

τ (Σ, L) ∩ H τ
r,d(Σ, L). �
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[36] Sancho, Á. A. Shatz and Bialynicki-Birula stratifications of the moduli space of Higgs bundles. Hokkaido Mathe-

matical Journal 51, 1 (2022), 25 – 56.

[37] Schaposnik, L. Higgs Bundles – Recent Applications. Notices of the American Mathematical Society 67, 5 (May

2020), 625–634.

[38] Seshadri, C. S. Space of Unitary Vector Bundles on a Compact Riemann Surface. Annals of Mathematics 85, 2

(1967), 303–336.

[39] Shatz, S. The decomposition and specialization of algebraic families of vector bundles. Compositio Mathematica 35,

2 (1977), 163–187.

[40] Simpson, C. Moduli of representations of the fundamental group of a smooth projective variety II. Publications
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