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ON THE ESSENTIAL (p)-DIMENSION OF PARABOLIC BUNDLES ON CURVES

AJNEET DHILLON AND DINESH VALLURI

ABSTRACT. We study the essential dimension and essential p-dimension of the moduli stack of vector bundles over
a smooth orbifold curve containing a rational point. We improve the known bounds on this essential dimension and
obtain an equality modulo the famous conjecture of Colliot-Thelene, Karpenko and Merkurjev. In the case of essential
p-dimension we obtain an equality.

1. INTRODUCTION

Roughly, the essential dimension of a family of algebraic objects is the number of parameters needed to parameterise
a generic family of such objects. This heuristic definition points to its central role it plays in moduli problems. A
precise definition can be obtained by observing that there are two ways of defining the dimension of an algebraic
variety. Firstly, there is the Krull dimension and secondly one can define dimension as transcendence degree of the
function field over the base field. By lifting the second definition to the category of algebraic stacks one arrives at the
precise notion of essential dimension. This intriguing invariant is difficult to compute. There is a variation known as
the essential p-dimension, which is roughly the essential dimension ignoring prime to p information, that is easier to
compute. We will recall both of these definitions in section 4 below, see also [23] and [21].

The purpose of this paper is to study these invariants for the moduli stack of vector bundles on an orbifold curve,
with coarse moduli of genus at least two. We extend the results of [5] in two ways. Firstly, we extend them to essential
p- dimension. This has the virtue of being able to state and prove an equality that is not conjectural, see 6.3l Secondly
we consider smooth projective curves with an orbitfold structure, i.e. certain kinds of root stacks. The problem is
divided into two pieces as in [5]. Given a vector bundle € on an orbifold curve, it corresponds to a point of a moduli
stack of vector bundles. Hence there is a corresponding residual gerbe (&) with coarse moduli space k(€), the field
of moduli of €. The essential dimension of € breaks down into two component pieces. That of understanding the
essential dimension of the residual gerbe over the field of moduli and then understanding the transcendence degree of
the field of moduli over the base field.

The second of these two steps is carried out in section five, roughly amounts to understanding the tangent space
to the automorphism group of a parabolic bundle. We present a new approach to this, different to that inf5], using
deformation theory and filtered derived categories. This approach is useful in that it has potential to generalise to
principal bundles over groups other than the general linear group.

The results of this paper are confined to dimension one, due to the fact that the dimensions of the stacks that we
consider can be computed via Euler characteristics. This is no longer the case in higher dimension. Extensions of
Riemann-Roch to Deligne- Mumford stacks, see [28] and [I1I] play a pivotal role. We recall this theorem in section 3
and compute its terms in the case of an orbifold curve.

The essential dimension of vector bundles on an orbifold curve was first considered in [4]. The results of this paper
give a vast improvement over the results in [4]. For example, let’s consider a smooth projective curve X with a single
orbifold point € X point with orbifold structure Z/nZ. Vector bundles on this curve acquire an action of the group
Z/nZ over the orbifold point. Hence by ordering the eigenvalues of the action we obtain a filtration of the orbifold
point, that is a parabolic bundle. Let n; be the dimensions of these vector spaces in this filtration so that ng = r the
rank of the vector bundle being considered. Suppose that the vector bundle has degree d and set h = ged(n;, 7, d). Let
Bun;’d be the moduli stack of vector bundles with prescribed data where n = (ng > ny > ... > n.). In this paper we
show that

ed(Buni®) < r?(g — 1) + 1 + Flag,, + Z(p”p(h) -1).
plh

The last sum is over primes dividing k. The bound in [4] is more difficult to describe, but roughly it is of the form
ed(Bun) < r?(g — 1) + 1 + Flag,, +F(r).

where the function F(r) is quadratic in the rank r, see [4, 12.1] for details.
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In section 2 of the paper we start by recalling the parabolic-orbifold correspondence. This is an equivalence of
categories between vector bundles on a root stack and vector bundles with filtration on its coarse moduli space. The
third section is an overview of Riemann-Roch for orbifolds. We perform some calculations that will be useful later.
In section 4 we recall essential dimension and its variant essential p-dimension. We recall the conjecture in [10] and
state its p-analogue, see Il Some results from [5] are recalled and extended to essential p-dimension and orbifolds.
The fifth section studies the field of moduli of a parabolic bundle. We use deformation theory methods to understand
and bound the transcendence degree of the field of moduli. This is in contrast to the global methods in [5]. As stated
earlier, this may prove to be useful as these local calculations are more apt to generalisation to other groups. The final
section, section six, states and proves our main result
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2. THE PARABOLIC-ORBIFOLD CORRESPONDENCE

Let X be a scheme and £ a line bundle on X with section s € H° (X, L). If e is a positive integer, we may form the

root stack
q: XL,s,e — Xu

see [6]. A lift of an S-point, f : S — X to the root stack amounts to a line bundle with section (M, ¢) on S and an
isomorphism « : M®¢ — f*£ sending t° to s. The automorphisms are the obvious ones. It follows that there is a
universal root line bundle N on X . whose eth power is the pullback of £. We will refer to e as the ramification
indez of the construction.

On the other hand the data (£, s) and e determine a notion of parabolic vector bundle on X . This is a vector bundle
€ together with a filtration

Eo=EE2& D...2¢&
and an isomorphism & ® £~! = €, such that the composition
ERLT=E S E=ERO

arises from the section. There is a corresponding category Par(L, s, ) of parabolic vector bundles. We refer the reader
to [6] for details.
Theorem 2.1. Let X be a noetherian scheme. There is an equivalence of categories

Par(£,s,e) = Vect(Xg s.e)

Proof. See [0, 3.13]. Let us remark here that the parabolic bundle associated to a vector bundle € on X is obtained
by ¢«(E @ N78) = &,. O

Remark 2.2. The root stack admits a nice local description which explains the above correspondence quickly. Suppose
that X = Spec(R) is affine and £ is trivial. Then s € R. The scheme

R[]/ <t®—s>
has an action of the group scheme u.. The quotient stack is the root stack. The correspondence comes from the fact

that p.-equivariant objects are just graded objects. For details see [§].

The root stack construction is easily seen to be functorial in the following sense, given f : Y — X then the root
stack Yy«¢ o is the 2-pullback of X . along the morphism f :Y — X. In other words, there is a 2-cartesian diagram

g
Yf*sLl,e — XL,e

v s
y — 1, x

Proposition 2.3. In the above situation, suppose that Y — X is flat. Suppose that F is a vector bundle on X .
with corresponding parabolic vector bundle Fg O Fy ... D F.. Then the parabolic vector bundle corresponding to g*F is
Fo2f*F12...2 f*Fe.

Proof. Recall that vector bundle F; = ¢.(F@N~%) so that this result amounts to essentially flat base change. To make
this precise, the root stack is locally on X a p. quotient stack, [0 3.4]. The result now follows from flat base change
and the fact that the push forward g, amounts to taking pe-invariants of an equivariant sheaf. 0
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Now assume X is a projective variety over a ground field k. We fix Cartier divisors Dy, Ds,...,D; and positive
integers ey, ea,. .., e coprime to char(k). We let

be the corresponding root stack construction. Corresponding to this there are root line bundles (see [8]) written N;
on the root stack X. We write ¢ : X — Spec(k) for the structure map.

Lemma 2.4. . The morphism g is exact where q is the coarse moduli map q : X — X.

Proof. This follows from the local description of the root stack see Note that the stack is tame. O

Corollary 2.5. The derived functor Rq. preserves the amplitude of a bounded complez.
Theorem 2.6. The stack of coherent sheaves on X, written Cohy is algebraic.

Proof. The standard proof in [I8] can be made to work when combined with the following observations. Let F be a
coherent sheaf on X. We can find integers n;; and vector spaces H;; so that we have epimorphisms

Ox(—nij) @ Hij — ¢.(F @ N;7)
where 0 < j < e;. By adjointness we obtain a morphism
Ni ® Ox(—’nij) ®Hi;; = 7F.

Taking a direct sum of these maps we obtain an epimorphism, this follows form the local description, see 2.2] or
[7]. Further we can arrange for the appropriate higher cohomology to vanish using Serre vanishing. The needed
presentation comes from considering open subsets of Quot schemes.

For the existence of quot scheme in the current setting, see [26]. O

We will be interested in the case where X is a smooth projective curve over a field k. Our Cartier divisor will be a
closed point p € X or a finite collection of such points. The corresponding notion of parabolic vector bundle amounts
to vector bundle € on X and a k(p)-point of a flag variety Flag(&|y(py,n1,7n2,...,Me—1) parameterising subspaces

Vo=Ekp) 2Vi2...2 Ve D Ve ={0}

with dimy,) Vi = n,. If €, thought of as a vector bundle on the root stack via the previous theorem, is allowed to vary
in a flat family the numbers n; along with r = rk(€) and d = deg(&) do not change. We will refer to the collection

(T7 d7 (pu no, N1, N2, ... ;ne—lane))

as a parabolic datum. Notice that ng = rk(€) and n, = 0.
We will have occasion to consider many such points p1,...,p; with ramification indices e; and integers

(noi = tk(€),mi0 > n1; > N > ... > ne,i = 0) = n;.
A moduli stack of parabolic bundles, denoted
Bun:;flx
is obtained, here n = (ny,...,n;). As the forgetful morphism
Bun:ldx — Bun"?
is represented by Weil restrictions of flag varieties, we obatin an alternate proof that the stack is algebraic.

Remark 2.7. There is an internal hom object in the category of parabolic vector bundles. Indeed there is one in the
category of vector bundles on the root stack, hence the assertion follows from the correspondence 211 We would like to
describe the parabolic datum associated to the endomorphism bundle as this will be used later. Let & be a parabolic

bundle with datum (ng, n1,...n._1) at the Cartier divisor D. Then Hom(F,F) has datum (mg,m1, ..., me_1) where
ma= > (ni—nip)(ng = ).
d<i<e

A=i—j mod e

This can be seen by looking at the p.-action on a module of the form M ® MV in the local description, and
observing that n; — n;41 is the dimension of the space where the action has weight ¢* for some primitive eth root of
unity (.
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3. RIEMANN-ROCH FOR THE ROOT STACK

3.1. Riemann-Roch for Deligne-Mumford quotient stacks. In this section we recall a version of the Riemann-
Roch theorem for Deligne-Mumford stacks, see B9 below. There are other versions in [28] and [29]. We would like our
version of the theorem to hold in positive characteristic provided our stack is tame. As the theorem in [3.9]is stated in
characteristic zero, some discussion regarding modifications of arguments are needed. We do not need the full strength
of this result. We only need to consider the case where our stack is a quotient stack by a torus. Our discussion centres
around a rank one torus, higher rank modifications being left to the reader.

Notation 3.1. Let k& be an algebraically closed field (of arbitrary characteristic) and Y be a smooth k-scheme on
which T = G,, — Spec(k) acts properly, i.e., when the action map T XY — Y x Y is proper. In particular, this
implies that the stabilizers are finite. Assume that when the characteristic of k is non-zero it is coprime to the order
of all the stabilizers. Let N := Homgroups(T, Gm) be the group of characters of T. It is an infinite cyclic group, with
generator that we call t, so N =< t >. We can recover T as D(N), the diagonalizable group associated to N. Let
R =Z|N]®zQ = R(T) ®z Q = Q[t, t~!] be the ring of representations of T with coefficients in Q. We recall from [27]
a construction of Segal:

For every prime ideal P of R, we may associate a subgroup Tp of T called the support of P. These groups are given
by Tp = D(N/Kp), where

Kp:={neN/1-[n] € P}
With the notation above we have

Lemma 3.2. For T = Gy, the supports are classified as follows:

T {m if P = (t — (), where (; is a primitive I-th root of unity,
P =

G, otherwise.

Proof. When P = (t — ) we have Kp = {t e N=<t >| /1 —t' € (t — ()} =< t! >. Therefore Tp = D(N/Kp) =
D(<t >/ < t!>) = ;. When P is a prime ideal not of the form (t — (;) then there is no positive integer i such that
1 —t* € P. Hence Kp = {1} and D(N/Kp) = D(N) = Gy,. O

The T-equivariant G-theory of a scheme Y, Gg (Y) is a module over the ring of representations R(T). Moreover,
GE(Y) ® Q is supported at finitely many maximal ideals of R = R(T) ® Q.

Theorem 3.3 (Theorem 5.2 [13]). Let Y be a k-scheme with a T-action as described above. Let YT be the closed
subscheme of fized points of Y by Tp. We have a decomposition of T-equivariant G-theory with coefficeints in Q as
follows

Gy (V)@ Q=EP(Gi(Y") @ Q)p),
P

where P ranges over a finite number of ideals of the form P = (t — ;) for some primitive I-th roots of unity (i, which
includes (1 = 1. Here (G§ (Y") ® Q)(p) denotes the localization at the prime ideal P C R. In particular G§ (Y) ® Q is
supported at only finitely many closed points of Spec(R).

Proof. The key observation is that there exists an ideal J = (t¢ — 1) C R such that JGT(Y) = 0, see the proof of [I3|
Proposition 5.1]. Further, by the Chinese remainder theorem R/J = ®C R/(t — ¢) where ¢ ranges over the d-th roots

of unity. Theorefore, GF (Y) ® Q = (G (Y) ® Q) ®r R/J = @g(GOT(Y) ®Q)/(t—¢) = @C(GOT(Y) ® Q)—¢)- By
Thomason’s localization theorem [27, Theorem 2.1], for a prime ideal P C R the morphism of R p)-modules induced
by the equivariant embedding ip : YF <Y
(ip)s + (Go (Y7) ® Q)p) = (Gg (V) ® Q) )
is an isomorphism. Hence the theorem follows. |
For an ideal P = (t — (;) assume that Tp = y; acts trivially on Y. In such a case, for a T-equivariant sheaf F there

is a decomposition F = P, .4, Fy since the base field is tame. We define an operator tp : GIY)®Q - GI(Y)®Q
associated to a prime ideal P = (t — (;) as follows:

te([F]) = @ ¢~[F),
XETP

where k, is the weight of the character x : y; = Gu.
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Remark 3.4. When k = C the notion of tp coincides with the notion of t;, in [IT], Defintion 4.8] when h = ¢, identified
as a C-point of Gy,. Note that in [TI] if & is in the support of G-theory then it is necessarily an element of finite order
in C* and hence must be a primite [-th root of unity for some .

When k = C and Y = Spec(k), GF(Y) = R(T) is the representation ring of T. In this case the action of tp on a
character x coincides with the action of ¢;' on x as defined in section 2.6 of [12].

Lemma 3.5. Recall[31l IfP = (t — (;) C R and Tp = p acts trivially on' Y then (tp[F])T = [FT]
Proof. One argues as in [12, Lemma 2.8]. O
We recall some results from [13] and [16].

Theorem 3.6 ([I3] Theorem 3.1 or [I6] Theorem 4.6). Let p: Y' — Y be a finte T-equivariant morphism of schemes
such that T acts properly on'Y (and hence on Y’ by proposition 2.1 of [12]). Then there is a commuting square

GT(Y ), — CHA(Y')

[,
GT(Y)m, —— CH:(Y)

such that the horizontal maps are isomorphisms. Here m; = (t — 1) is the augmentation ideal in R = R(T) ® Q.

Proof. A finite morphism of schemes is proper. So we may apply the functoriality of the equivariant Riemann-Roch
morphism 7, to p by [I3] or [I6]. Moreover, to get the above commuting diagram one observes that GT(Y’) =
GT(Y')m,, where GT(Y’) is the completion of GT(Y’) at the augmentation ideal m; of R.

The horizontal maps are isomorphisms due to proposition 2.6 in [12]. O

Remark 3.7. In the above theorem if p is surjective then both the vertical maps are surjective as well. This is [12]
Lemma 3.5].

Now we will state the Riemann-Roch theorem for geometric quotients with[3.1l Note that this is a slightly generalized
version of [12] Theorem 3.1] for T = G,,. In particular, the following theorem does not assume that the base field k is
of characteristic 0. It does assume that the group action is tame, i.e., the characteristic is coprime to the order of all
stabilizers. We consider the equivariant G-theory and K-theory in the following theorem with coefficients in Q.

Theorem 3.8. Let Y be a smooth k-scheme with a proper T = Gy -action and Y — 7Z be a geometric quotient. Let
P C R be a prime ideal in the support of GE(Y), ip : YE < Y the embedding of the fived points of Y by Tp and Np
be the relative normal bundle of ip. Let jp : Z¥ — 7 be the induced inclusion on the quotients. Then for a € KE(Y),
we have

chT(tp(iiﬁ,a))

T
AT O N tdT(Tye)).

m2(aT) = D ¢y o(ip)l

PeSupp(a)
Here ¢y : CH3(Y) — CH*(Z) is the isomorphism induced by the geometric quotient Y — Z.

Proof. The key difference between this theorem and [I2], Theorem 3.1] is that we need to replace the elements (; in the
support of G-theory with a finite set of ideals of the form P = (t — {;) C R. By making these changes with the help of
B2 B3 and BAl the theorem verbatim follows the argument in [12]. We explain the key steps. Step 1 of the proof of
[12, Theorem 3.1] is a direct application of [13], Theorem 3.1(e)]. Step 2 uses a theorem of Seshadri [24, Theorem 6.1]
to reduce to the case of step 1. [24, Theorem 6.1] implies that given a geometric quotient Y — Z by a diagonalizable
group T, there exists a finite surjective T-equivariant map Y’ — Y such that T acts freely on Y’. We remark that [24
Theorem 6.1] is valid in any characteristic.

In step 3 of [I2) Theorem, 3.1] we only need to check that when fp := % € Gg (Y?)(p) then tp(8p) €
- P
Gg (Y?)(4—1)- This follows by seeing that tp((t — ;)) = tp(t) — { = ((t — 1) and hence tp takes (t — ()G (YF) to
(t = 1DGg (YP).
O

Now we recall the Riemann-Roch theorem for quotient Deligne-Mumford stacks from [12] and [I1].
If Y is algebraic stack we denote its inertia stack by I'Y. There is a projection f : IY — Y. The Euler class of a class
a € Ko(I'Y) will be denoted by A_1(«). On a class of a vector bundle V it is given by

Aa(V]) =D (1 INV].

%
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Finally there is a twisting operation

t:Ko(IY)®Q — Ko(IY) 2 Q
obtained by decomposing a vector bundle into eigenspaces for the inertial action and twisting by the eigenvalue. For
a precise construction we refer the reader to [12] §2.6] and [I1], §4.2]. An example will be computed below. We denote
the normal bundle to f : I'Y — Y by Ny .

Theorem 3.9. Let Y be a smooth Deligne-Mumford stack with coarse moduli space Z that is proper over the ground
field k of tame characteristic. We further assume that Y is a quotient stack by a torus T, so that [Y/T] =Y. IfV is
a vector bundle on Y then

B ch(tf*V)
x4, V) = /IH mtd(w)

Proof. Let o = [V] be the class of a vector bundle V on Y and Y =+ Z be the geometric quotient. A vector bundle
V on Y is equivalent to a T-equivariant bundle, also denoted by V, on Y. Observe that the K-theoretic direct
image of a® = [(m.V)7T] is given by x(Z,a™’). By the Riemann-Roch theorem for the proper map Z — Speck, the
pushforward |, 7 T2 (aT) € CH.(pt) = Q coincides with x(Z, aT). Now we may deduce the required formula using 3.8 by
observing that x(Z,aT) = x([Y/T], a), see [I1, Section 4.1] and the fact that the inertia stack admits a decomposition
I'Y =T1p[Y?/T]. See [11 4.19] and the reference contained within. O

3.2. Root stacks as quotient stacks. Let’s start by recalling the alternate construction of a root stack in [8]. For
every postive natural number n there is a morphism of quotient stacks

Pe : [Al/Gm] - [Al/Gm]
given by
z— 2°¢

and passing to quotients. The data of a line bundle and section (£, s) on X is the same as giving a Gy,-torsor E on
X and an G,-equivariant morphism o : E — A', indeed the section is obtained from

X =E/Gy — E xg,, A' = L.
The root stack is constructed as
Xigse) 2 E X1 /6] pe [A/Grl-
This realises the root stack as quotient stack by a torus,
[E Xop1.e A /G,

where Gy, acts on the right hand A' and the structure map A' — A! is raising to the eth power.

In the case where we have multiple line bundles, that is multiple parabolic points, a similar construction applies
and are stack will be a quotient stack by a split torus.

In the situation, where X is a smooth projective curve, the Riemann-Roch theorem, 3.9 applies to the root stack.
We will calculate the right hand side of the theorem in this section to obtain a more explicit form.

3.3. Statement of Riemann-Roch on a root stack. To set things up we let X be a smooth projective curve and
p; are closed points on X and let
X = X(r,e1),e(pmsem) -
be the root stack.
Given a vector bundle ¥ on X we set

deg(F) = /x &1(%)

Theorem 3.10. Suppose that k = k is algebraically closed. We preserve the notation above. Let F be a vector bundle
on X with parabolic datum (n;0,M;1, ..., Nie;) at p;. Then

87;71

d(ni,a — nidi1
X(T) = deg(T) + (1 — g k() - 3 3 Ao~ Patet),
i d=0 ‘
To simplify the notation we will present the proof when there is only one parabolic point, the general result is a
mild modification of the argument presented here. So for the remainder of this section, we assume:

Goal 3.11. Let X be a smooth projective curve over k = k, an algebraically closed field. Form a root stack X = Xpe
and let F be a vector bundle on X with root datum (ng,n1,...,ne) at p. Then
< d(ng — nas1)
X(3) = deg(F) + (1 - g)rk(F) - Y L)
d=0
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The proof will be given below in [B.6] after some preliminary calculations.
As a first step towards the proof of this result, we record here a description of the inertia stack of X.

Proposition 3.12. There is a decomposition

IX=X1I ] Bpe.

WE e
w#1

The identifications of the components with Bue can be made so that restriction of the root line bundle N to each B,
is the weight one representation of pe on a one dimensional space.

Proof. A detailed proof can be found in [6], 4.12], we sketch the result here. An S-point of X consists of a quadruple
(9, M, u, 1) where g : S — X is a morphism, M is a line bundle on S, u is a global section of M and ¢ : M™ — ¢*O(p)
is an isomorphism sending u” to ¢g*(s). Here s is the chosen section of O(p) vanishing at p. Isormophisms of the data
are defined in the obvious way.

If g*(s) # 0 then the data is rigid, in other words there are no automorphisms. If this section vanishes, a nontrivial
automorphism amounts to multipication by a nontrivial eth root of unity. These are the points of the inertia stack.
As the group . is abelian, an automorphism of point of the inertia stack is given by multiplication by an arbitrary
eth root of unity.

The statement regarding the restriction of the root line bundle N can be obtained by observing that M is the
pullback of N and the identification with p. is obtained via identifying G, = Aut(M). O

Calculation of the integral in breaks into two cases. The gerbe integral over | Jwepu. B and the integral over X.
w#1
It will be useful to introduce and use the following notation in the calculations.

Notation 3.13. (1) pe the eth roots of unity in k.
(2) w a primitive eth root of unity.
(3) X : pte = Gy, the inclusion.
(4) V, denotes the vector bundle on By, corresponding to a representation p.

We begin with the gerbe integral.

3.4. The gerbe integral. We will make use of the following facts.
(1) Ch.(Bu) ©2Q = Qlt)/et

2) /3%1 = 1/e

These can be found in the calculations of [I1] and the references contained therein. The second statement is easily
deduced.

Lemma 3.14. Consider the morphism f : IX — X restricted to
fi : Bﬂe — :X:,

where B, is one of the components of the root stack labelled by a nontrivial nth root of unity w®. The conormal bundle

to the morphism is V, (recall[3.13).

Proof. If G is a group scheme acting on Y the inertia subscheme 1Y is
1Y = {(g,2) e G x X|gz =z} C G x X,

more canonically it is the equaliser of
Gx X=X

where one of the morphisms is the projection and the other the action. We start by locally describing the inertial
scheme in our situation. The lemma is local on X so we may pass to Ox ), = R, a discrete valuation ring with parameter
s. Then by the local description, 2.2} we have that

Xloy, Z[R[t]] <t —s5> /pe].
The coaction of p. is given by
Rlt]) <t®*—s>— R[t,z] <t —s,2°—1> t— xt.
Under the decomposition

R[t,z]/ <t®—s,2°—1 > H R[t]) <t®— s>,

W€ e
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the component of the inertial scheme at w? is the coequaliser of
Rt s]/ <t®—s>= R[t,s]/ <t°—s>,

where the top arrow is the identity and the other sends ¢ — tw’. The inertial scheme near w?, i # 0, is R/s and its
ideal sheaf is < ¢ >. The conormal is hence < t > / < t> > which has a weight one action. O

Proposition 3.15. Preserving the notation above we let w be a primitive eth root of unity. Denote by N¢
power of the root line bundle restricted to the component of Bpu. labelled by w?. Then

ch(tf*Ne|,:) 1 wid
[atangy @ = (5=):

Proof. The line bundle restricts to x¢ on By,. Hence

i the dth

ch(tf*Ne|,i) ch(t[Vya])
ch(tA_1N7) — ch(t(l = [Vy1]))
ch(wid[de])

ch(1 —w[Vy—1])

B (132'31{1{610(23)))

Write ¢ = ¢1(N). This term isn’t important as it is torsion, see the facts at the start of this subsection. In fact all

chow groups in non-zero codimension are torsion and do not contribute to the integral. The result follows from the
fact that

Corollary 3.16. In the situation of the proposition, we have

ch(tf*N7|,:) 1/e—1-2d
— U d(Bpe) = - | ————
/H . B WA INT) (Bue) = 2 2

i#£0

Proof. We need the following identities pertaining to sums of rational functions in roots of unity:

SN -1 for 0<k<e
St =
= e—1 for k=0
ei 1 fe-1
Lawi—1 2
=1
w -1 iNd—1 i\d—2
_ = W 7T +W) " +...+1 d>0
wt—1
e—1 id
—1
Zw, = e—d O<d<e
< w'—1
=1
e—1 id
w" e—2d+1
- = — 0<d<
;wl—l 2 <esm

The first is well known. You could for example, sum it as a geometric series. The second follows from aplying dlog to

e—1
X871+,..+1: H(X_wz>
i=1
The third is an easy division. The fourth follows from the third and second by interchanging sums. The final identity
is an easy consequence of the previous ones.
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The required integral is

1 € wid 1 wi(dJrl)
g;l—w—i B E(oﬂ—l)

(e—2(d2+1)+1)

)

The tool for leveraging this calculation to a general vector bundle is the following proposition.

Proposition 3.17. Let F be a vector bundle on X with parabolic datum (r,p, (ng,n1,...,n.)). Then

e—1
* o (na—may1)
f SF'B;LC,wJ - @sz .
d=0

where i # 0.

Proof. By [6, 3.12] there is a Zariski neighbourhood U of p so that F|,-1(yy is a direct sum of line bundles. Using [8,
3.1.2], we may assume that 5"|,r71(U) is a direct sum of powers of root line bundles. We are now reduced to the case
that F = N*. By the identification of components of the inertia stack with Bpu., we have that N| Bpie,wi 1S isomorphic
to [V,u] where I =i mod e. Now, the parabolic line bundle corresponding to N* is given by

g — g (N0 = 0L

see [0, 3.11]. Recall that ¢ is the coarse moduli map ¢ : X — X. We write ¢ = ae + [. Then the number L%J jumps
one as a passes from [ to [ + 1 so that n; —n;4q1 = 1. O

3.5. The integral over X. The starting point for this calculation is a comparison of tangent sheaves of X and X.
Once again the calculation is entirely local at p, the stacks being isomorphic away from p. If R = Ox , then recall

Xlspec(r) = [Spec(R[t]/ < t° =5 >)/pe).
The pullback map on cotangent bundles is
Rds — R[t]dt/ < t®—s > ds = t°LdL.

Let G = coker(Tx — Tx). Dualising the above calculation we see that G is the coherent sheaf on X given by R[t]/t¢1
with p. action given by ¢t — wt. The sheaf can be globally resolved by line bundles on X as

0N 5 9y > G —0.

As Todd classes are multiplicative we find that

1 ~La).

Proposition 3.18. Let F be a vector bundle on X of rank r. We have

/ ch(F) td(X) :/ e(F)+r(1—g) + r(1—e)
X

x 2e ’

£d(20) = td(X)(1 +

where g is the genus of X.

Proof. There is a coarse map 7 : X — X. We have

/ch(&")td(%) = /(r—l—cl(&"))(l+cl(7r*(TX))/2)(1—
x x

/xcl(ff")—l-r/xcl(Tx)—l—T(l;e)/xcl(N)

= /cl(.’f)—i-r(l—g)—i—w.
x

e—1

a(N))

2e

Notice that [, c1(N) = 1 [, 7*O(p) by the defining property of the root line bundle. The last line, hence is by the
projection formula. 0
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3.6. Putting it all together. We will write [,. c1(F) = deg(¥).

Proof. of Recall we need to show that

o
|

X(F) = deg(F) + (1 — g) rk(F) — M_
0

Y
Il

This is now just a matter of putting the above calculations together. By [B.16] and B.17 We have that

h(tf*F9 i —1) SDdng -
/ Ch( f U-;) td(B/Le) — T(e ) _Z (nd nd"‘l)'
I wi Biie C (t)\,le) 2e =0 e
i£0
The result follows from O

Corollary 3.19. Suppose that k is not algebraically closed and the p; are closed points of X. Then

ei—l

X(F) = deg(F) + (1 — g) rk(F) =Y deg(p) > M '
( d=0 v

Proof. One can base change to an algebraically closed field. Note that in the diagram

Xp —2— X
ER
L} X

X5
the functors f*, g*,q«,dx are all exact so that flat base change applies, see 2.3 O

Let F be a parabolic vector bundle on X with parabolic datum as specified earlier given by
n; = (nio = I‘k(?) Z U Z Z Nie; :O)

at the points p; as previously specified.

Recall that in (Z7T) we described the parabolic datum on Hom(F,F). Lets write down the Euler characteristic
of this bundle under the hypothesis k¥ = k. To simplify the statement it will be helpful to introduce the notation
Flag, (V) for the flag variety parameterising sequences of subspaces

VWwown2o...V, =0
of a fixed vector space V' with dim V' = dim Vp = rk(F) such that dim V; = n;.

Proposition 3.20. In the above setting, in particular k = k, we have

l
X(Hom(F,F)) = (1 — g)1k(F)* = Y _ dim Flag,, (F,,)-
=1

Proof. We have deg(Hom(F,F)) = 0 by the the splitting principle, and rk(Hom(F, F)) = rk(F)2. To simplify notation

we may assume that F is ramified only at a single point p with parabolic data n, the general result follows by an easy
induction. By 2.7 and BI9]it is enough to prove that

i d(mg — mgy1)

E —4 L — dimFlag,, (tk(F],)),
e

d=0
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where my is defined in remark 2.7l To simplify notation, we write §; = n; — n;4+1. We get

e—l

Z md—md+1) _ lzd Z (5(5
d=0 Cam it Jj=d
mod e
e—1
= ! d Z 515]4— € — ) Z 515]
26 d=1 i—j=d i—j=—d
mod e mod e

Il

| =
%)
~
b@q

= Z (ni _nl-i-l)( nJ-i-l)

0<i<j<e—1

The dimension of the flag variety is
dim Flag,, (tk(5],)) an (ni—1 —ny).

One checks that these two formulas agree, recall n, = 0. O

If &, and €5 are coherent sheaves over X, for a field K D k, we denote

X(E:Q, 81) = dlmK HOHl(E:Q, 81) — dlmK EXt(EQ, 81)

When &; and &€, are vector bundles, x (€2, E1) coincides with x(Hom(Ea, E1)).

Remark 3.21. Recall, [Z2 that locally that the root stack is a quotient of R[X]/ < X¢ — s > by p.. The ring
R[X]/ < X°¢ — s > is Z/e-graded. An equivariant module over this module amounts to a graded module.

In our present situation of a root stack over a smooth curve, we see that a coherent sheaf € over X can be written
as a direct sum F @ T, where F is a vector bundle and T a torsion sheaf supported at finitely many points. We say
that n is the parabolic datum of € if n is the parabolic datum of F, in particular rk(€|,) := rk(¥F|,) for a point p in
Xk

Lemma 3.22. With the notation in[321], we have x(F,T) = —x(T,F) and x(T,T) = 0.

Proof. The question is local on the base so we may assume that our curve is Spec(R) where R is a DVR. Let ¢ be a
uniformizing parameter of R. For modules over a DVR the result is true by elementary calculations. The result for
the root stack follows from the previous remark by passage to graded modules. O

Lemma 3.23. For a coherent sheaf & over X,

!
X(&,&) = (1—g)r?* — ZdimFlagni(E

:Di)

i=1
Proof. From B2T] it follows that x(&,€) = x(F,F) + x(F,T) + x(T,F) + x(T,7). Now the lemma follows from
and O

4. ESSENTIAL DIMENSION
Let Fields/k be the category of field extensions of k. Consider a functor
F': Fields — Sets.

Given a field extension L/k and = € F(L) we say that a subextension K C L is a field of defintion of x, and write
x ~ K if there is an ¢’ € F(K) with F(i)(z') = = where i : K < L. We define the essential dimension of = by

edz = inf trdeg, K,
T~ K
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where the infimum is over all possible fields of definition. The essential dimension of F is defined to be

edF = sup edzx
z€F (L)
LeFieldsy,
Let p be a prime number. We will consider the following variation obtained by throwing away prime to p data, see
[21]. In the above situtation, we say that K is a p-field of definition of x and write x ~», K if there are inclusions in
Fields/k

K —— K’

J

L

with K'/L a finite extension of degree prime to p and 2’ € F(K) so that 2’ and x have the same image in F(K’). The
essential p-dimension of x is then defined by

edp,r = ian trdeg,, K,

where the infimum is over all possible p-fields of definition. Finally, the essential p-dimension of F is defined to be

edy = sup edyz
z€F (L)
LeFieldsy,
An algebraic stack produces such a functor F' by considering isomorphism classes of objects, the essential dimension
of which we refer to as the essential dimension of the stack.

Ezample 4.1. Consider a Gp-gerbe G over a field k of index n = pi* ... p%> with p; prime. Then we have

edg < (1),
=1

and this is conjecturally an equality. It is known to be an equality when o =1 or n = 6. See [10], [2I] and [I5]. The
situation for the essential p-dimension is simpler,

ed, § = vp(ind §) — 1.

This is easily reduced to the previous case by remarking that prime to p-torsion in the Brauer group can be removed
by passing to a prime to p extension.

In this article we will be concerned with the essential (p-) dimension of Bun;dx where X is a smooth projective curve
and the parabolic points are closed points. We will recall some theorems from [5] that will be useful in our context.

For now, lets work in a slightly more general context. Let X be a projective scheme with a k-point and choose a
collection D1, Ds, ... D of effective Cartier divisors and some positive integers e1, ..., e; and form the corresponding
root stack ¢ : X — X.

Consider a vector bundle F on the root stack defined over some field [ containing k. Let &(F) be the residual gerbe
in Bungéd of a parabolic bundle F. The coarse moduli space of this gerbe, is called the field of moduli of F and is
denoted k(F). There is a finite extension L/k(F) so that (L) # &, so we may find a parabolic vector bundle F that
is a form of F that is defined over L. Following [5], we consider

A= End(p.F")

where p : Xz, — Xj(g) is the projection. This is just the algebra of the ordinary vector bundle underlying 3’ which
preserves the parabolic structure.
One of the main results (stated for projective schemes) of [5] is:

Theorem 4.2. In the above situation, consider a field extension K D k(F). Setd = [L : k(F)]. There is an equivalence
of categories between the category of projective A @y K-modules of rank 1/d and the groupoid &(F) .

Proof. As stated above, this is [5], 5.3], and we assert that the proof goes through in our more general context of root
stacks. We describe here quickly the functors in each direction. To produce a module from a point of &(F)k, say &€
consider the module

M = Hom(p.(F) ® K, &).
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To see that M is projective of the correct rank, consider a field L containing [ and K, so that after base change to L,
€ and F are isomorphic. Observe that

M@k L

IR

Hom(p.(F) @ K, &)@k L
pHom(p(F) @ K, &) @k L
prsHom(p(F) @ L, E® L)
Hom(p.(F) ® L,F ® L),

1R

Il

using 2.3l Tt follows that M is projective of the correct rank.
In the opposite direction, given a module M over Ay, one considers the sheaf

T Fr XA M.

As per the argument in [5 5.3] these functors give the required equivalence. O

Armed with this result, we are reduced to studying the essential dimension of the functor of projective modules
over a finite dimensional algebra. We recall here some pertinent definitions and results from [5]. All proofs and
further details can be found there. We fix for now a finite dimensional (noncommutative) k-algebra A. Let j(A) be its
Jacobson radical. Given a nonnegative rational number r, we denote by Mod 4, the category of projective modules
over A of rank r. Recall that r is defined by dr = m where P is a projective module with P4 = A™. The functor

Mod 4, : Fields;, — Sets

that sends a field to isomorphism classes of projective A ®j K-modules of rank r, is a determination functor, that is

Mods, = {é*} a singleton

Proposition 4.3. (1) Ifn is a nilpotent two-sided ideal of A. Then Mod 4, = Mod 4y,
(2) If AX By x Bs then
Modpg, » x Modpg, » = Mod 4 .

(3) For coprime integers n and d we have
MOdAﬁl/d = MOdAﬂn/d.
Proof. See [5l 3.2,3.3,3.5]. O

Proposition 4.4. Let l/k be a finite prime to p extension. Consider the functors

Mod g, : Fields/k — Sets
Mody, , : Fields/l — Sets.

The edp(Moda,») = edp(Mody, r).
Proof. The inequality ed,(Moda ) > ed,(Mody, ) is clear. Take M € Mod4,,(L). If

K —— K’

]

L

is a p-field of definition for M then

IK —— IK'

]

L

is a p-field of definition for M ®j, [L where [L is a compositum. Further,
trdeg; [K = trdeg,, K.
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Proposition 4.5. Fix a prime p. Let € be an indecomposable vector bundle on Xk and suppose X has a k-point.
Then

dimy End(€)/j(€)) <rk(€) and vp(dimgEnd(E)/j(E)) < v,(rk(E)),
where j(&) is the Jacobson radical of End(€).

Proof. This is [5, Lemma 4.2] in the first case. The second case is similar, so let’s recall the proof. The ring
End(€)/j(End(€) is a division ring and the fiber over a rational point of X is a module over it. The result follows
from the fact that every module over a division ring is free. |

Finally we need the following result from [5].
Proposition 4.6. Let A be division ring with centre k. Then
ed,(Moda,») < ed(Mody ) < rdimg(A).
Proof. The assertion about essential p-dimension is trivial. The non-trivial inequality is by [5 3.7]. O

Proposition 4.7. Suppose that € is vector bundle on X of rank r. Then
edge)(B(€)) <r—1 edi(e) p(B(E)) <vp(r) — 1.
Recall that B(&)) is the residual gerbe of € in the stack of bundles.

Proof. The first assertion is proved in [5, 5.5] so we concentrate on the second. By standard arguments, see loc. cit.
we can assume that K/k(€) is a finite extension of degree d. We write 7 : Xx — Xj(p) for the projection. As in loc.

cit. we can decompose
re=@er
i

where €; is indecomposable and End(&;)/5(&;) = D; for some division ring. Further we have a decomposition

End(r.€)/j(€) = ]'_[Mnixm (Dy),

where M, «,(A) is the ring of n X n matrices over a ring A.
Each of the division rings decomposes as
D; = Q) Dy,
1

where D;; has index [, and the tensor product is over prime divisors of the index of D. Note that by the theory of
division rings we can split each of the factors D; ;- for [ # I’ by passing to a prime to [ extension of the ground field.
As the dimension of D;; is a power of I, we have by .5, dimy,gy Diy = vi(dimy(g) D;) < v (rk(E;)).
We have

edp(MOdEnd(ﬂ-*g))l/d)) = Z edp(ModMnani (Ds)» 1/d) by E{l
= > edy(Modp,, ni/d)
= Zedp(MOdDi,p)ni/d) bylﬂl
i .
< ngp(dlmk(E) D;) K9
> o, (k(E) by B3

The result follows from O

5. THE FIELD OF MODULI OF A PARABOLIC BUNDLE
In this section X will be a smooth projective curve over k. We form the root stack

X = X

p1,€1),.-(D1,e1)"

The points p; are distinct. Corresponding to this there are root line bundles (see [8]) written N; on the root stack X
and coarse moduli map

qg:X— X.
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Remark 5.1. In this situation we can find an open affine cover V; = Spec(R;) of X so that each open contains at most
one orbifold point. When there is an orbifold point in R;, of ramification index e say, the open set U; = ¢~1(V;) has
the following description. We can assume that the line bundles are trivial on V; and that s € R; is the section that
vanishes at the orbifold point. Then the scheme

R; = Ri[X]/ < X¢ —s >
has an action of the group scheme .. The quotient stack is the root stack. For details see [8]. It follows that vector
bundles on U; are just projective modules over R; with a grading by Homgroups(tte, Gm). By further shrinking the
open set they become free modules with grading.
When the section does not vanish, or there is no orbifold point, the action of . is free and the quotient is the open
set V; = U;. In this case vector bundles with action by g amount to vector bundles on V;. In particular, when the
orbifold point is removed from the open set, i.e over the open set U; \ p, this observation applies.

Definition 5.2. We will call a vector bundle J on a root stack Y essentially free if we can find a presentation for Y
as desribed in the remark, ie

Y =[RIX]/ < X —s>/uc],
and F corresponds to a free module on R[X]/ < X¢ — s > with p.-action.

If kK — A is a k-algebra we denote by X 4, X 4 etc the base change to A.

5.1. A review of deformation theory. Consider a vector bundle on F on X4 where k — A is a local Artinian
k-algebra. Consider a square zero extension of local Artinian k-algebras

0—-I—-B—A—0.

Given an open set V C X we will often abuse notation and write V' when we really mean ¢~ (V).

Proposition 5.3. In the above situation there is an affine cover U;,1 <1i < N, of X so that
(1) there is at most one orbifold point in each Uy,
(2) the vector bundle Fy, is essentially free,
(3) there is a lift of Fy, to a vector bundle F; on U; C X which is essentially free,
(4) given a homomorphism p: F — F there is a local lift to

(5) any two lifts of the homomorphism differ by a section of T(U;, Hom(F,F @4 I)).
Proof. The first two items follow from [E1 or [6, 3.12]. For the third and fourth we are in the situation of (Il Our
base changed stacks are
Spec(Rolt]/ < 1° — & >)/pe ¢ [Spec(Ralt]/ < ¢ — = >)/ue] = ¢~ (Ui)a.

Our vector bundle on [Spec(Ra[t]/ < t¢ —x >)/p] amounts to a direct sum of copies of Ra[t]/ < t¢ — x > with p.
action. The action can be chosen to act on each direct summand individually and is tantamount to a Homgroups (fte, Gm)-
grading. This lifts in the obvious way to Rp[t]/ < t¢ — x > along with an endomorphism. The fifth item is a standard
diagram chase. O

Consider an endomorphism 0 : F — F. There is an associated morphism
[0,—] = 0. — 06" : End(F) — End(F)

Let P(F,0) be the cone of 8, — 0, shifted by one, it is a complex concentrated in degrees 0 and 1. One should view
this complex as the dual of the cone of [0, —].

Theorem 5.4. In the above situation:

(1) There is an obstruction in H?(X, P(F,0) @ I) whose vanishing is necessary and sufficient for a lift of (F,8)
to DCB .
(2) When the obstruction vanishes, the space of lifts is an affine space abstractly isormophic to H* (X, P(F,0)®@aI).
(3) The automorphism of a lift is H*(X, P(F,0) @4 I).
Proof. We use Cech cohomology on a cover as in the previous proposition. A more canonical proof, using the cotangent
complex can be found in [I4] Ch. TV]. )

We write U;; = U; N U; and use analogous notation for higher intersections. Choose an isomorphism g;; : F; — f}"j
over U;; so that the following diagram commutes:
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0 —— Flu, ®al Filu., Fly,, — 0
(3) H [ H
0 —— ?‘Uij ®al Srj|Uij iﬂUij — 0.

To simplify notation we will write F; for F|y,.
On triple overlaps we have

9 gingij  Fi = F.
Now let 1 be the identity map of &F;. Using the diagram (3]), one finds that,
1= g3 gjkgis = cijr = Fi = Fi,
for some ¢;ji, sections of End(F) ®4 I over the triple intersection. Similary, on double overlaps we have
Tij - gijéigi;1 —0;:F; > TF; @41

We claim that (c;jx, ;) is a 2-cocycle. The Cech complex for P(F,8) looks like:

CO(U;, End(F)) —— CL(U;, End(F))) —2— C2(U;, End(F))

w w o

CO(U;, End(F)) —— CL(U;, End(F))) —2— C2(U;, End(F))

To check this we need to show

8(cijk) = 0
Arij) = 0,cijl
To check the first item observe that
U= (9958995, G5 9t 9319i5) (935" 951" 90) (93, Gragin)
= (L—cijr)(1+ g5 cimgis) (1 + ci) (1 = cira)

= 14 0(cijk)-
In the above, to pass from the second to last line, notice that giglcjklgij = cjr; by Bl To check the second condition,
Oijk) = Tij — Tik + Tjk
= gii0ig;;" — 05 — gubigy + O + gjkékgj’kl — 0y
= girgii0ig;; 95 — 9ir0ig" — 9inbigi;' + girOkgy
= 93 9519110:9;;' 935 9ir — 0i
= —[0,cijk]

We have used the diagram (B]) multiple times in the above.
If this cycle is exact, by say (b;j,7;) then we can alter the gluing data and lifts to

gij +bi;; and éi-i-Ti

so that they glue globally as needed. The verification that this works is a repeat of the calculations above.

For part (3), the identification is obtained by observing that if « is an automorphism of a lift that preserves the
lifted endomorphism, then 1 — « is a required global section of the complex. For part (2), any two lifts are locally the
same, as all modules involved are essentially free. One then reduces (2) to (3) to obtain the required cocycle. Details
are omitted. |
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5.2. A review of the filtered derived category. We will need to make use of the filtered derived category of an
abelian category A. The theory is spelled out in detail in [I4, Ch. V] but let us spend a few paragraphs recalling some
of its main points that will be needed.

Given an abelian category A, we denote by CF(A) the category of chain complexes in A equipped with a finite
descending filtration. Given an object C*® of CF(A) we will often denote its filtration by

F'(C*) D F"(C*)D...F™(C*) =0

The morphisms of the category are chain maps respecting the filtration. There is a functor denoted gr from CF(A)
to the category of graded complexes. Given an object M of CF(A) and an integer n, we can shift its filtration and
obtain a new object M (n) of CF(A) with

FY(M(n)) = F"™™(M(n)), and an unchanged underlying complex.

A filtered quasi-isomorphism is a morphism that is a quasi-isomorphim on all pieces of the filtration. The filtered
derived category, Dg1;(A) is obtained from CF(A) by inverting filtered quasi-isomorphisms. This allows to define the
filtered extension groups by

Ethlt (Lv M) = Homeilt (A) (L7 M[n])v

see [14, ChV. 1.2.3].
Consider two filtered complexes, L and M. We can forget the filtration and form the usual chain complex
Hom®(L, M) whose kth piece is

Hom"* (L, M) = | [ Hom(L!, M'*¥).
The differential has the usual sign rule. There is a subcomplex, Hom¢p 5 (L, M) of Hom®(L, M) defined by

HoméF(A) (L7 M) = H HOmﬁlt(A) (Ll, Mi-i-k)’

i.e those homomorphisms that preserve the filtration. This allows us to equip Hom® (L, M) with a filtration, given by
F™Hom® (L, M) := Homgp ) (L, M(n)).
One checks that there is a chain map
grHom®(L, M) — Hom®(gr L, gr M).

A filtered complex I°® is said to be filtered injective if F™I® is a complex of injectives for every n. If the underlying
abelian category has enough injectives then CF(A) has enough filtered injectives, [I4, Ch. V. 1.4.4]. We will make
use of

Lemma 5.5. If M is filtered injective then
grHom®(L, M) — Hom®(gr L, gr M).
is an isomorphism.

Proof. See [14, Ch. V 1.4.1]. O

Depending on how one develops the theory, one proves (or defines)
RHom®(L, M) := RHom*(L, 1)
where M — [ is a quasi-isomorphism and I is filtered injective.

Proposition 5.6. One has
Extpy, (L, M) = H"(F'RHom®(L, M)).

Proof. See [14, Ch. V, 1.4.6]. O

Remark 5.7. One way of obtaining a filtered sheaf is by starting with a sheaf €& equipped with a nilpotent morphism
6. We define F*€ = Im(#?). With this filtration we obtain a filtered morphism

0:&— &(1).
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5.3. Vector bundles with nilpotent endomorphism. Let Ail,, x denote the stack of vector bundles with nilpotent
endomorphism on X defined as follows. For a k-scheme S,

e Objects of Ml,, x(S) are pairs (G,8) where G is a vector bundle on Xs and 6 is a nilpotent endomorphism of
G. Each of the sheaves coker #* are assumed to be flat over S. Further 6™ = 0.
e A morphism between (G, 6) and (9',6’) is an isomorphism of sheaves o : § — G’ with af = '«

Note that this stack is algebraic as the forgetful functor Mlx ,, — Bunx is representable, see [25, 02ZY].

Our goal in this section is to prove that Ml, x is a smooth stack and find its dimension at a given K-point (E, ¢)
for a field K D k. We give a proof that is different to the one in [5]. The proof that we give is based upon deformation
theory arguments rather than the global construction in [5]. Part of the needed deformation theory has been stated in
[I7] using the cotangent complex. We will work things out from scratch so that we do not need to develop the theory
of the filtered cotangent complex.

Given a k-point (Go,8) of the stack Mlx , there is an induced descending filtration by the images of 6, that is
FiGy = Im(#%) so that F"Gy = 0. The sheaves FG are all locally free as X is smooth and of dimension 1.

Lemma 5.8. Consider a square zero extension of rings
0-I—-R—-R—0

and a split surjection of R-modules

1/1_;\
M ———» N.

Suppose that we have a lift of this diagram to a diagram of R-modules

iy el
Then the lift & can be chosen so that it splits p.
Proof. We have a diagram
0—— I®M M M 0
R
0—— I®N N N 0.

We have that pod — 15 gives a homomorphism N — I ® N as both of these maps lift 1x. Using the spliting this can
be extended to a morphism f: N — I ® M. The morphism ¢ — f lifts ¢ and is a splitting. O

Proposition 5.9. Recall our running root stack construction q : X — X over a curve. Conisder a square zero
extension of Artinian local k-algebras,

0—-I—B—A—0.

Consider a lift (S,0) of (So,60) to an A-point of Nilx ,,. Recall that there is an induced filtration on G by the images
of the powers of 6. Then there is an open cover V; of X so that on U; := q~(V;) we have that
(1) V; contains at most one orbifold point
(2) all the sheaves F'§ are essentially free as in[51l, and if the there is no orbifold point in U; they are free )
(3) there are lifts of F'G; to modules over Ox,|u, of the form described in[51l so that the quotients F'G;/F1§G
are all flat over B } } B
(4) there are lifts 0; of 0]y, to each F°SG; so that F7G; = Im67.
(5) there are isomorphims
gij - F0§i|Uij — Fogj

preserving the filtrations (but not 0!) so that the following diagrams commute:

Ui]‘

0 —— I ®F°S|y,, — F°Sylv,, — F°Sly,, — 0.
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Proof. The first two assertions are straightforward. The third would be easy except it is not perfectly clear how to
ensure flatness. To do this we induct on the filtration. Suppose that we have lifted Fi9j to FiSj. Then we have a
diagram

Fz'+1 9j

0 —— I®F'G;/F*'G; —— FiG;/F*'G, —— F'G; —— 0

The dotted arrow exists as F**1G; is of the form described in[5.Il The lift is construced by taking its preimage under
the map F'G; — F'G;/F"™'G;. The local criteria for flatness ensures the flatness of the quotient. The details are
worked out on [I9, page 127].

To construct the local lift of # we can proceed by a descending induction on the filtration. It is clear how to lift ¢
to F”flgj. For the induction step, choose an arbitrary lift of § to a surjection 7 : F”*igj — F"’i“gj. Any lift of
0 is surjective by Nakayama and as all the modules are, surjections will be split. In particular, the vertical arrows in
the diagram

Fn—igj ]:'n—i9|Uj

b }

Fn—i+1 9]’ I ]:n—i+19|Uj .

By the previous lemma the splittings can be chosen in a compatible way. We have an inclusion F”f”lgj C F”flgj

which gives two lifts of 6 to F’ n—itlg ;. First is the lift from the inclusion and 7 and there is the previously constructed
lift in the inductive step. These differ by a morphism

A Fn—i-l—lgj N Fn—i-l—lgj ®I.

The morphism can be extended to F ”*igj via the splitting. We keep the notation A for the extension. The required
inductive step is obtained by considering 7 + A.

To obtain the isormophisms, once again proceed by descending induction on the filtration. Notice that we may
extend as we have split surjections F* — F*t! and the kernels are free of the same rank on each open set. O

Let (£0,00) be a k-point of Ml, x. We view &y as a sheaf filtered by the images of 6, that is F'€y = Im(6}).
Consider the filtered complex

0[)77
P(DC, 80, eo)ﬁlt = [End((‘:o) [ — ) HOTI’Lﬁlt(go, 80(1))],

concentrated in degrees 0 and 1. Some words are in order regarding the differential. We view 6y as a filtered morphisms
&0 — &o(1) so that post composition with y is obviously defined. Note that 6y also gives a morphism Eo(—1) — &g
so that if ¢ is a section of the degree 0 sheaf then ¢ o8y : Eg(—1) — &p. We can shift filtration again to obtain the
required morphism. In summary,

[00, @] := bog — ¢bo,
suitably interpreted.
Theorem 5.10. We preserve the notation above. Consider a square zero extension
0>1I—-B—-A—-0

of artinian local k-algebras. Suppose we have a lift of (€9, 00) to an A-point (£,0) of Ml x. Then:

(1) There is an obstruction to lifting (€,0) to a B-point of Nil,, x in H*(X, FO(P @y I)).
(2) If the obstruction vanishes, the space of lifts is a torsor under H*(X, FO(P ®y I)).
(3) The automorphism group of a lift is identified with H°(X, FO(P @y I)).

Proof. Most of the work has already been done in the prior proposition. One just needs to modify [5.4] using the prior
proposition. This is now straightforward. O

Theorem 5.11. The obstruction constructed above vanishes so that the stack Ml x is smooth.
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Proof. We have an long exact sequence
— HY(X, FOHomg(8,E(1) @ I) = H*(X,FY(P®I)) — H*(X, F'&ndg (&) ® I) — .
The last term vanishes so it suffices to show that the map
[0,—]: H (X, F°Endg (&) ® I) — H' (X, FOHoma (€, E(1)) ® I)
is surjective. Now, as € is locally free and hence dualisable, one has
HY (X, F°(Endg(€))) = HY(X, FP'RHom(€E, €))
and a similar result holds for the other cohomology group. Now to prove surjectivity, by the five lemma, it suffices to
show that
HY (X, gr® REndgy (&) @ I) — HY (X, gr' RHomg (€, (1)) ® I)
for i > 0. By [14, Ch. V 1.4.8.1] and the discussion in 52 we have
HY (X, gr REndgy (&) @ I) = Ext'(gr&,gré) and HY(X,gr RHomaw(E, E(1)) @ I) = Ext!(gr&, gré)

The ath associated graded pieces of the morphism [0, —] look like
@, Ext!(gr &, grite &) —L s @, Extl(gri=! &, grite &)

Jo

@, Ext' (gr! €, gritotl g).

with @, Ext' (gr' €, gritot1 &) = gr® RHomgi (€, sE(1)). Given a class (z;) € @, Ext' (g1’ €, grito*! €) we proceed
by induction on ¢ to construct a preimage under [f, —| of this class. Let us call our constructed preimage to be (y;)
with y; € Extl(gri &, gr't® €). We can take yo = 0 and then y; can be chosen as

O:gri-le —grie.

Suppose that we have chosen yo, ..., yx. To construct the next extension class, consider the difference xgy1 — 0. (yx)

and argue as above.
O

Theorem 5.12. The stack Nil,, x is smooth over k. Its dimension at the K-valued point given by a coherent sheaf &
on Xg and 0 € End(€) with 0™ =0 s

: , - - : Im ¢!
dimg gy (Milp,x) = (9 — 1) Z e+ Z Z dim g Flagnj@ (W'pJ) )
i=1 i=1 j

where r; denotes the rank of the coherent sheaf Im(6°=1)/Im(0%) and ng-i) the parabolic datum of ITrf;:-l at p;.

For parabolic structures on coherent sheaves, potentially with torsion, recall remark[3.Z1.

Proof. By the above, we have that the dimension is given by

X(FP(P(E,0))) = x(F°&nd(&)) — x(F'Hom(&,&(1)))
= Z dimy, Hom(gr® &, gr’ &) — dimy, Ext! (gr’ &, gr® &).
i>0
The result follows from and [3.23] O

Lemma 5.13. Let C be the closure of a point by E in Bun;’d, then

dimy, € = trdeg, (k(F)) — dimg End(E)
Proof. The stack Bun;’d is locally a quotient stack as it is for ordinary vector bundles. One way to prove this is to
observe that the map forgetting the parabolic structure is representable in flag varieities. Hence, we may assume C to

be a quotient stack [U/H] for some scheme U and some algebraic group H . Let § < € be the residual gerbe. We
have the following Cartesian square

H

Q<

_
H
—_

Q+———C
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We have dimy(U) — dimy,(€) = dimy, H and dimy,gy R — dimy(g) § = dim H. Combining them with the equations
dimy R = dimy U (since R is an open dense subscheme of U) and dimy U = trdegy, k(U) = trdeg (k(3)) 4 dimyg) U
we get the required formula.

O

A parabolic vector bundle is said to be indecomposable if it cannot be written as a non-trivial direct sum of parabolic
vector bundles.

Remark 5.14. The category of parabolic vector bundles satisfies the bichain conditions in [I]. In particular by Lemma
6 in loc. cit., every endomorphism of an indecomposable bundle is either nilpotent or an automorphism.

Corollary 5.15. Assume that K is algebraically closed and that € is an indecomposable vector bundle with parabolic
datum n on Xg. Take ¢ to be a general element of the Jacobson radical j(€). Let r; be the rank of Im(¢*~1)/ Im(¢?).
Then

trdeg, k(&) <1+ (g—1)> r? + > dimg Flag, (],

g J

Proof. By the above remark we have Endy(€)/7(€) = K, notice that K is algebraically closed.
Let C be the closure of a point given by € in Cohx, . By the previous lemma,

dimy, C = trdegy, k(€) — dimg Endx (€)

We can find a natural number so that (j(€))™ = 0. Let N C Ml,, x be the closure of the points (&, ¢) with ¢ € j(&)
such that each of the sheaves Im(¢*~!)/Im(¢?) has rank 7;.
There is a forgetful morphism N — C whose generic fiber an open dense subscheme of j(&). So we have,

dimy N > dimy, € + dimg 5(&) = dimy C + dimg Endy(€) — 1 = trdeg;, k(E) — 1
From the previous theorem, 512, and [4, 11.1] we have,

n

trdeg, k(€) <1+ (g—1)> 7+ > dimg Flag, (],

=1 7

Remark 5.16. We have that k(E) = k(E ®k L) for any field L D K.

Lemma 5.17. We assume that g(X) > 2. Let & be a vector bundle of rank r, degree d and parabolic datum n over
Xg. If € is not simple, in other words € has an endomorphism that is not a scalar, then

trdegy, (k(€)) < (9 - 1)(r* =) + 2+ Z dimg Flag, (€]p,)

Proof. By the above remark we may assume K is algebraically closed. Hence by Krull-Schmidt € can be written as

a direct sum of indecomposable vector bundles €, over X i of rank r, > 1 and parabolic data n® = (nga) .. .nl(a)),

where nga) is the parabolic datum at the point p; . The above corollary says that

trdegy, k(€a) <1+ (g—1) > 17, + Y dimg (Flag, ) (Ealp,))
i j !
for some integers r;, > 1 such that El Tia = To. We also have that
Z Z dimg Flag_ ) (Ealp,) < Z dimg Flag,, (€, ),
a ’ i
see [, 11.1]. Using
trdeg;, k(€) < ) _ trdegy, k(€;)
J

we have
trdeg, k(&) <Y 1+ (g— 1) 1, + > dimg Flag,, (E,,)
J 1,0 J
Note that the sum ), , 7io =7 has at least two terms, (cf [5, 6.5]). Hence

trdeg, k(&) < (g —1)(r? —r) + ZdimK Flag,, (E]p,) +2— (g —2)(r —2)
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r > 2 and g > 2 implies (g — 2)(r — 2) > 0. So,

trdegy, k(&) < (g — 1)(r? —r) + > _ dimg Flag,, (E[,,) +2
J

6. ESSENTIAL DIMENSION ON CURVES

In this setion X is a smooth projective, geometrically connected curve over k with X (k) # &. We fix some closed
points p1,...,p; with degp; = f;. We will consider vector bundles of rank r and degree d and ramification indices e;
at each p;. We fix parabolic data [r = no > nj1 > ... > n4e, = 0] = n; at each p;. Let n = ((p1,n1),..., (pi,n;) be
the corresponding parabolic datum. The arguments in this section are modeled by those in [5].

A parabolic vector bundle F on X is said to be simple if End(F) = K. If F is simple then the morphism from the
residual gerbe to its moduli space

5(F) — Spec(k(F))
is banded by G,,. As a generic parabolic bundle is simple this is in fact the generic gerbe of the moduli stack. We
wish to understand the index of this gerbe.

Proposition 6.1. In the above situation, set h = ged(r,d,n;j). Then h = ind(S(F)) where §(F) is the generic gerbe.

Proof. The index of this gerbe divides h = ged(r,d, n;;). The proof will make use of twisted sheaves and we refer the
reader to [20] for an introduction and their relationship to the index. The universal parabolic bundle on

Bun? x X

n

produces twisted sheaves of ranks r and n;; on this stack.

We restrict them to the gerbe using the fact that X (k) # @. By [20] we see that the index divides r and the n;;.
We have another twisted sheaf obtained by taking 7. of a sufficiently ample twist of the universal bundle. Its rank is
computed by Riemann-Roch, see .10, and hence the index divides h.

Now choose a particular simple parabolic bundle F,. We can consider the moduli stack of Bun;’fjet(%) of parabolic

bundles where the underlying bundle has determinant det(F). The stack Bun’;? is a Grassman bundle over the moduli
stack of ordinary vector bundles and hence by [22] Theorem 6.1] and [2] the generic gerbe of B“"inot(%) has index h.
As the index can only drop by base change, it follows that our original gerbe had index h. In the case of a ground
field of characteristic 0, one could apply the main theorem of [3]. O

Proposition 6.2. Let F be a simple parabolic vector bundle with rank r, degree d and specified parabolic data. Then

l
ed F<r%(g— 1)+ 1+ ) fidimy,) Flag, + > p»® -1

=1 plh
and l
edip, F=1r"(g— 1)+ 1+ f;dimy,,) Flag,, +p" — 1.
i=1
Proof. One combines the above proposition with and [ 1] 0

Theorem 6.3. Set h = ged(r,d, ni;). We have
1
ed Bunh? <r?(g—1)+1+ Z fidimy,,,) Flag, + Zp”?’(h) -1
i=1 plh

Further,
l

ed, Buny® =r*(g—1) + 1+ Zfi dimy,p,) Flag,,, 4pr) — 1,
i=1
When the main conjecture of [I0] holds for r then the first inequality is an equality.

Proof. Using [£7] and its proof that
edpn F<r—1 edgg),p T < vp(r) — 1

for every parabolic bundle.

In the case where F is not simple we can combine this remark with 517 to obtain the result inequalities in the
assertions of the theorem.

The case of a simple bundle is the prior proposition.
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The conjecture of [10] relates the essential dimension of a gerbe to its index so that the equality is a consequence

of 611 O

[29]
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