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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we define A-quot-functors on Deligne-Mumford stacks. We prove that the
A-quot-functor is representable by an algebraic space. Then, we construct the moduli space of A-
modules on a projective Deligne-Mumford stack. We prove that this moduli space is a quasi-projective
scheme.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The moduli space of Higgs bundles was first introduced by N. Hitchin [20]. He gave an analytic
construction of the moduli space for rank two Higgs bundles over Riemann surfaces. C. Simpson
constructed the moduli space of A-modules on smooth projective varieties over C in an algebraic way,
and Higgs bundle is a special case of A-modules [33]. Based on the non-abelian Hodge correspondence,
there are many distinct approaches to study the moduli space of Higgs bundles. Our initial motivations
grew out of our interest in the moduli space of parabolic Higgs bundles. C. Simpson provided a non-
abelian Hodge correspondence in the non-compact case [32]: (tame) parabolic Higgs bundles are in
bijection with meromorphic flat connections with simple poles. It is well-known that the parabolic
bundles can be understood as bundles on root stacks (also called orbifolds and V-manifolds) [7, 14, 27],
which can be extended to twisted parabolic Higgs bundles and twisted Higgs bundles on root stacks
[15]. This brings up the question that whether the non-abelian Hodge correspondence can be extended
to root stacks, or more generally, Deligne-Mumford stacks. Based on the correspondence between
parabolic bundles and bundles over root stacks, the non-abelian Hodge correspondence holds on root
stacks in case of GL,,(C). However, for a general reductive (or semisimple) group G, the non-abelian
Hodge correspondence is not known for parabolic G-Higgs bundles. P. Boalch pointed out that in this
case, the correct choice to construct the non-abelian Hodge correspondence should be the parahoric
Higgs ¢-torsors instead of parabolic G-Higgs bundles (see [9, 10]). Similar to parabolic bundles,
parahoric ¥-torsors also correspond a certain type of bundles on root stacks (see [5, §5]). Although the
moduli space of parahoric ¢-torsors on Riemann surfaces is constructed [5], an algebraic construction
of the moduli space of parahoric Higgs bundles on smooth projective varieties is still missing, and the
existence of corresponding moduli space on root stacks (or Deligne-Mumford stacks) is unknown yet.
This paper is a first step to deal with the above problems, and we give an algebraic construction of
the moduli space of A-modules on projective Deligne-Mumford stacks.

Let X be a scheme, and let A be a sheaf of graded algebras over X. A A-module is a coherent sheaf
equipped with a A-structure. The A-module is derived from the Higgs bundle. Usually, a Higgs bundle
over a smooth projective variety is considered as a pair, which includes a vector bundle and a Higgs
field. Similarly, A-modules can be defined in this way. A A-module over a smooth projective variety
is also a pair (F, ®), where F' is a coherent sheaf and ® : A — End(F') gives a A-structure on F.

C. Simpson constructed the moduli space M(X) of coherent sheaves and the moduli space M (X)
of A-modules on smooth projective varieties decades ago [33]. Afterwards, the moduli space M(X)
of coherent sheaves on (projective) Deligne-Mumford stacks was constructed [28, 30], where X is a
Deligne-Mumford stack.

Therefore, the only mysterious object left in the above diagram is M (X), the moduli space of A-
modules on (projective) Deligne-Mumford stacks.

C. Simpson constructed the moduli space of p-semistable A-modules on a smooth “projective”
Deligne-Mumford stack X over C by using a simplicial resolution of X [34]. A smooth “projective”
Deligne-Mumford stack X here means that a Deligne-Mumford stack admits a smooth projective coarse
moduli space and a surjective étale morphism Yy — X such that Yy is a smooth projective variety over
C.

This paper aims at working on a more general type of Deligne-Mumford stacks, projective Deligne-
Mumford stacks over an algebraic space, and constructing the moduli space of A-modules on these
Deligne-Mumford stacks. The terminology projective Deligne-Mumford stacks in this paper is different
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from Simpson’s definition. Roughly speaking, a projective Deligne-Mumford stack is a tame Deligne-
Mumford stack over an algebraic space such that its coarse moduli space is projective over the algebraic
space. Compared with Simpson’s object, we are working on arbitrary characteristic under the condition
tameness, and we are not assuming that there exists an étale covering Yy — X such that Y} is a smooth
projective variety.

As we mentioned above, C. Simpson studied this problem a decade ago. His approach is based
on the choice of a special simplicial resolution of the Deligne-Mumford stack and the existence of the
moduli space of Higgs bundles on smooth projective varieties over C. More precisely, we suppose that
there exists a simplicial resolution Y, = [--- Y7 = Yy] — X of the Deligne-Mumford stack X, where
Y, are smooth projective varieties for ¢ > 0. Then, the existence of the moduli space of p-semistable
A-bundles on each Y; gives us the moduli space of p-semistable A-modules on the simplicial resolution
Y., and therefore the moduli space of p-semistable A-modules on X. We refer the reader to [34] for
more details.

In our case, such a resolution may not exist, and therefore Simpson’s approach may not work. As
shown in the diagram, there is another possible way left for us. We can try to construct the moduli
space of A-modules M (X) based on the existence of the moduli space of coherent sheaves M(X).

Now we review some results of the moduli space of coherent sheaves on Deligne-Mumford stacks.
Let S be an algebraic space over an algebraically closed field k, and let X be a Deligne-Mumford stack
over S with coarse moduli space 7 : X — X. Let G be a coherent sheaf over X. The quot-functor
@T&(g,x) on X has been defined and studied by M. Olsson and J. Starr [30]. The quot-functor

Quot (g, X) is proved to be representable by an algebraic space Quot(G, X') [30, Theorem 1.1], which
gives the existence of the moduli space of coherent sheaves on X. Furthermore, when S is an affine
scheme, or a noetherian scheme of finite type and X is a projective Deligne-Mumford stack, each
connected component of Quot(G, X) is an S-projective scheme [30, Theorem 1.5] [28, Theorem 2.17].
The connected components of Quot(G,X) are parametrized by integer polynomials P. Denote by
Quot(G, X, P) the S-projective scheme with respect to the polynomial P. Based on the result that the
connected components of Quot(G, X') are S-projective schemes, Nironi studied the moduli problem of
pe-semistable coherent sheaves on a projective Deligne-Mumford stack X using the geometric invariant
theory [28], where £ is a generating sheaf on X'. The modified Hilbert polynomial with respect to &€
and Ox (1) is defined as follows

Pe(F,m) = x(X, F®E @ 0x(m)), m>0,

where F is a coherent sheaf on X. The pg-semistability of F can be defined naturally (see §3.3).
Clearly, the semistability depends on the choice of the generating sheaf £, and this is the reason
why we call it pg-semistability. We omit the subscript £ and use the terminology p-semistability for
simplicity in the main body of the paper. When & is a root stack, with a good choice of the generating
sheaf &£, the pg-semistability is exactly the semistability of the corresponding parabolic bundles on the
coarse moduli space X.

Based on the construction of the quot-functor and the moduli space of coherent sheaves on Deligne-
Mumford stacks, we construct the quot-functor of A-modules on a Deligne-Mumford stack (over an
algebraic space) first, and then study the the moduli space of pg-semistable A-modules on a projective
Deligne-Mumford stack over an affine scheme (or a noetherian scheme of finite type). In summary, we
consider two moduli problems in this paper:

§5 the quot-functor @JMA(Q,X ) of A-modules (also called the A-quot-functor), where X is a
separated and locally Af’lnitely—presented Deligne-Mumford stack over an algebraic space S,

§6 the moduli problem M#%° (€, Ox (1), P) of pg-semistable A-modules with the modified Hilbert
polynomial P over X', where X is a projective Deligne-Mumford stack over an affine scheme
(or noetherian scheme of finite type) S, £ is a generating sheaf on X', Ox (1) is a polarization
on the coarse moduli space X and P is an integer polynomial.
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Compared with the second moduli problem M3 (€,0x(1), P), the setup of the first problem is more
general, in which the Deligne-Mumford stack X is not even a tame stack.

The prerequisite sections for studying the first moduli problem in §5 are §3.1 and §4.1, while the
prerequisite sections for the second one in §6 are §3.2-§3.8, §4 and §5.4-85.5. In conclusion,

(1) Deligne-Mumford stacks considered in §3.1, §4.1 and §5.1-§5.3 are separated and locally finitely-
presented over an algebraic space S.

(2) We consider projective (or quasi-projective) Deligne-Mumford stacks over an affine scheme S
in §3.2-83.8, §4, §5.4-§5.5 and §6.

Here is the structure of the paper.

In §2, we review the definitions and some properties of tame Deligne-Mumford stacks and projective
Deligne-Mumford stacks. As a tame (or projective) Deligne-Mumford stack X, the natural map = :
X — X to its coarse moduli space X induces an exact functor 7, : QCoh(X) — QCoh(X), where
QCoh is the category (or stack) of quasi-coherent sheaves. The functor m, may not be injective. If
there exists an injective exact functor F' : QCoh(X) — QCoh(X), then QCoh(X) can be probably
considered as a closed (or locally closed) subset of QCoh(X). In §2.2 and §2.3, we introduce the functor

Fe : QCoh(X) — QCoh(X)

where € is a generating sheaf. This functor F¢ is proved to be an injective exact natural transformation
for quot-functors [30, Proposition 6.2], and the injectivity of Fg also holds for quot-functors of A-
modules (see Lemma 5.8). This functor plays an important role when we study the moduli space of
pe-semistable coherent sheaves (see §3) and the moduli space of pg-semistable A-modules (see §6). In
§2.5, we give the definition of moduli problems and representabilities we consider in this paper. A
moduli problem is defined as a sheaf over the category of schemes over an algebraic space with respect
to the big étale topology (or fppf topology). This definition is equivalent to consider a moduli problem
as a category fibered in groupoids (CFG) satisfying the effective descent conditions [13, 29]. Given a
moduli problem, it is important to understand whether there exists a coarse moduli space or a fine
moduli space [19]. Furthermore, since we study the moduli problem related to coherent sheaves in this
paper, we also give the definitions of co-representability and universal co-representability [21].

In §3, we first review a general result that the quot-functor @Y&(g, X) is representable by an al-
gebraic space Quot(G, X), where X is a Deligne-Mumford stack over an algebraic space S (see [30,
Theorem 1.1] or Theorem 3.1). Afterwards, we give the definition of saturations, modified Hilbert
polynomials, pe-stability condition, Harder-Narasimhan filtrations and Jordan-Holder filtrations. Sat-
urations (see Corollary 3.5) and modified Hilbert polynomials (see §3.3) of coherent sheaves over X
are preserved under the functor Fg, while the pg-stability and two filtrations are not preserved (see
Remark 3.6). This is the reason why we have to study the pg-stability conditions in detail. Next, we
review properties of boundedness of pe-semistable coherent sheaves over a projective Deligne-Mumford
stack in §3.5 and §3.6. Note that there are two distinct properties called the boundedness. Boundedness
I is related to the regularity and the existence of a universal family, while Boundedness II is about the
upper bound of the global sections of pe-semistable coherent sheaves. Langer studied Boundedness
IT of p-semistable coherent sheaves on schemes in positive characteristic [23]. Based on the geometric
invariant theory, we give the construction of the moduli space of pg-semistable coherent sheaves on
projective Deligne-Mumford stacks.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 3.23). With respect to the situation above, we have the following results.
(1) The moduli space M**(E,Ox (1), P) is a projective S-scheme.
(2) There exists a natural morphism

M®$(E,0x(1), P) = M**(€,0x(1), P)

such that M**(E,Ox (1), P) universally co-represents ﬂSS(E,OX(l),P). The points in the
moduli space M**(E,Ox (1), P) represent the S-equivalent classes of p-semistable sheaves.
(8) M3(E,0x(1), P) is a coarse moduli space of M*(E,O0x (1), P).
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(4) If © € M*(E,0x(1), P) is a point such that Q° is smooth at the inverse image of xz, then
M5 (E,0x(1), P) is smooth at x.

Most of the materials in this section is included in [28, 30], but the construction of the moduli space
we give is slightly different from that in [28, §6]. The first two statements of the theorem are also
proved in [28, Theorem 6.22]. If the reader finds a proof of a statement in this section, it means that
we have not seen it in any reference.

In §4, we give the definition of sheaves of graded algebras A and A-modules. Sheaves of graded
algebras over smooth projective varieties are introduced in [33, §2], and we generalize the definition
to Deligne-Mumford stacks. Next, we define the pe-semistability of A-modules, A-Harder-Narasimhan
filtrations and A-Jordan-Hélder filtrations. In §4.3, we prove the Boundedness II of A-modules. Note
that Boundedness I of A-modules is not proved in this section, which is proved in §5.5, because the
proof of this property depends on the representability of the A-quot-functor.

In §5, we consider the A-quot-functor

Quot, (G, X) : (Sch/S)°P — Set.

For each S-scheme T, C)ﬁ&,\(g, X)(T) is defined as the set of Ox,-module quotients Gy — Fr such
that
(1) Fr € Quot(G)(T),
(2) Fris a Ap-module.
Here is the main result in this section.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 5.1). Let S be an algebraic space, which is locally of finite type over an
algebraically closed field k, and let X be a separated and locally finitely-presented Deligne-Mumford stack
over S. The A-quot-functor @Io/t,\(g, X) is represented by a separated and locally finitely presented
algebraic space.

We apply a theorem by Artin (see [4, Theorem 5.3] or Theorem 5.2) to prove this result. The
theorem by Artin lists all necessary conditions, under which a moduli problem is representable by an
algebraic space. These conditions are locally of finite presentation, integrability (or called effectivity),
separation, deformation theory and obstruction theory. There are many good references about the first
three conditions. We refer the reader to [13, 17, 18] for more details. The infinitesimal deformation
theory of Hitchin pairs was studied by I. Biswas and S. Ramanan [8]. They constructed a two-term
complex and proved that the first hypercohomology group of the two-term complex is exactly the
tangent space of the moduli space of Hitchin pairs over a smooth projective curve. Based on this idea,
we construct the deformation and obstruction theory for A-modules and prove that the theory satisfies
all of the conditions in the Artin’s theorem. In this paper, the deformation and obstruction theory
follows from Artin’s definition (see [4, §5] or §5.2.4).

We make a brief review about Artin’s theorem and necessary backgrounds in §5.2. We give the
statement of the main result Theorem 5.1 in §5.1, and the proof of this theorem is included in §5.3,
where we check that A-quot-functors satisfy all of the conditions in the Artin’s theorem. In §5.4, we
consider the case that S is an affine scheme (or noetherian scheme of finite type) and X’ is a projective
Deligne-Mumford stack over S. Under this condition, we prove that the functor Fg : QCoh(X) —
QCoh(X) induces a natural transformation

Fe : Quoty (G, X) — Quotp, a)(Fe(9), X),
which is a monomorphism (see Lemma 5.8). Together with the following result,

Proposition 1.3 (Proposition 5.11). Let X be a projective scheme, and let G be a coherent sheaf on

X. We fix a polynomial P. The A-quot-functor @EgtA(G,X, P) is represented by a quasi-projective
scheme.

we prove the following theorem.
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Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 5.12). Let S be an affine scheme (or a noetherian scheme of finite type) and

let X be a projective Deligne-Mumford stack over S. The A-quot-functor QE&LA(Q, X, P) with respect
to a given integer polynomial P is represented by a quasi-projective S-scheme.

The proof of Proposition 5.11 will be used in proving Proposition 6.3. In §5.5, we prove the
Boundedness I of A-modules (see Corollary 5.15). Theorem 5.12, Boundedness I of A-modules (see
Corollary 5.15) and Boundedness IT of A-modules (see Proposition 4.7) will be used to construct the
moduli space of pe-semistable A-modules in §6.

In §6, we focus on the moduli problem M3*(E, Ox (1), P) of pg-semistable A-modules on projective
Deligne-Mumford stacks. The version of this moduli problem on smooth projective varieties over C
is studied in [33]. We construct the moduli space M3*(E,Ox(1), P) of pg-semistable A-modules on
projective Deligng;Mumford stacks, and prove that this moduli space universally co-represents the
moduli problem M5*(€,O0x (1), P).

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 6.8).
(1) The moduli space M53(E,0x (1), P) is a quasi-projective S-scheme.
(2) There exists a natural morphism

M3 (E,0x(1), P) — M3 (E,0x(1), P)

such that M3P(E,O0x (1), P) universally co-represents .//\/lviS(E,OX(l),P), and the points of
MZ(E,0x(1), P) represent the S-equivalent classes of p-semistable A-modules with modified
Hilbert polynomial P. .

(8) M5 (E,0x(1),P) is a coarse moduli space of M5 (E,0x (1), P), and its points represent iso-
morphism classes of p-stable A-modules.

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank G. Kydonakis and L. Zhao for very helpful discussions
about the moduli space of Higgs bundles. Thanks S. Casalaina-Martin for sharing the idea about
the Artin’s theorem, and P. Boalch for a very helpful description of the parahoric torsors and the
non-abelian Hodge correspondence.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Tame Algebraic Stacks. Let k be an algebraically closed field, and let S be an algebraic space,
which is locally of finite type over an algebraically closed field k. An algebraic stack X over S is a
morphism X — S, which is also considered as a family of algebraic stacks over S. Let X be an algebraic
stack over S such that such that X" is locally of finite presentation over S with finite diagonal, where
finite diagonal means that the natural map Iy — X is finite, where Iy is the inertia stack. Under
these conditions, the algebraic stack X has a coarse moduli space X [29, Theorem 11.1.2]. Denote by
7 : X — X the natural morphism. Note that there is a natural morphism p : X — S such that

Xr—7rr X
a
S
An algebraic stack X', which has a coarse moduli space 7w : X — X, is tame if the induced functor
7 : QCoh(X) — QCoh(X)
is exact, where QCoh(x) is the category of quasi-coherent sheaves over *, which is a scheme, an algebraic
space or an algebraic stack. The category QCoh(x) has a natural stack structure [29]. If char(k) = 0,
the functor 7, is always exact and the nontrivial case comes from the positive characteristic. In [1],
the authors studied the tame stack in detail and proved several equivalent conditions in [1, Theorem
3.2]. We list some of the conditions as follows:
e The algebraic stack X is tame.
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e Let £k’ be an algebraically closed field with a morphism Spec(k’) — S. Let £ be an object in
X (Spec(k’)). Then the automorphism group scheme Autg (§) — Spec(k)’ is linearly reductive.

e There exists an fppf (or surjective étale) cover of the coarse moduli space X’ — X, a finite
and finitely presented scheme U over X’ and a linearly reductive group scheme G — X’ acting
on U together with an isomorphism

X xx X' 2 [U/G].

2.2. Two Functors: Fe and G¢. Let X be a tame algebraic stack. Let £ be a locally free sheaf over
X. We define two functors Fg : QCoh(X) — QCoh(X) and Gg : QCoh(X) — QCoh(X) as follows
Fe(F) =mHomo, (E,F), Geg(F)=n"F®E¢E,
where F € QCoh(X) and F' € QCoh(X). The functor Fy is exact since m, is exact and £V is a locally
free sheaf. If 7 : X — X is flat, then the functor G¢ is also exact.
The compositions of the above two functors
Gg o Fe : QCoh(X) — QCoh(X),
Fe o Gg : QCoh(X) — QCoh(X),
can be written in the following way
Gg o Feg(F) = n*mHomo, (E,F) ® &,
FeoGe(F) = mHomo, (E,7"F ®E).
We define the following morphisms
Oc(F) : Gg o Fe(F) = F,
ve(F): F — Fg o Gg(F).
The morphism ¢ (F) is exactly the adjunction morphism left adjoint to the identity morphism

T (FRE) S n(FoeY).

If F is a quasi-coherent sheaf on X', then the following composition is the identity

Fe(F) we(Fe(F)) Fe 0 G o Fe(F) Fe(0g(F)) Fe(F).

Similarly, let F’ be a coherent sheaf on X, then the following composition is also the identity

(pe(F 0 (Ge(F))

Ge(F) 2292 BN a6 By o Ge(F) Ge(F).

These properties are proved in [28, Lemma 2.9)].

2.3. Generating Sheaves. With the same setup as in §2.2, a locally free sheaf £ is a generator for
F € QCoh(X), if the morphism

Og(F) : m*mHomo , (E, F) @ E — F

is surjective. A locally free sheaf £ is a generating sheaf of X', if it is a generator for every quasi-coherent
sheaf on X.

If X is a tame separated Deligne-Mumford stack of the form X = [Y/G], where Y is a scheme and
G is a finite group acting on Y, then there exists a generating sheaf £ of X [30, Proposition 5.2].
Olsson and Starr also proved a more general result about the existence of a generating sheaf of a tame,
separated and finitely presented Deligne-Mumford stack X over S, where the stack X = [Y/GL,, g]
can be written as a global quotient [30, Theorem 5.7].

A locally free sheaf £ on X is w-very ample, if the representation of the stabilizer group at any
geometric point of X' contains every irreducible representation. Nironi showed that a locally free sheaf
€ on a tame Deligne-Mumford stack X is a generating sheaf if and only if £ is m-very ample [28,
Proposition 2.7]. This property follows from the proof of [30, Proposition 5.2].
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The existence of a generating sheaf £ helps us to define a monomorphism of the quot-functors [30,
Lemma 6.1]

Fe : Quot(G, X) — Quot(Fe(G), X),

where G is a coherent sheaf over X', and Quot(g X ) is the quot-functor over X and Quot(Fg (G),X)

is the quot-functor over X. The quot-functors Quot(g X) and Quot(Fg(g) X) are represented by
algebraic spaces Quot(G, X) and Quot(Fe(G), X) respectively [30, Theorem 1.1]. The monomorphism
F¢ can be improved to be a closed embedding of the corresponding algebraic spaces [30, Theorem 4.4]

Quot(G, X) < Quot(Fe(G), X).

This property allows us to study Quot(G, X) as a closed algebraic subspace of Quot(Fg(G), X). We
will review these properties in §3.

2.4. Projective Deligne-Mumford Stacks. Projective Deligne-Mumford stacks are the main object
we study in this paper. As its name, a projective Deligne-Mumford stack is not only a stack, but also
inherits some good properties from projective schemes. We briefly review the definition of some
properties of the projective Deligne-Mumford stacks. Readers can find those materials in [22, 28, 30].
Let k& be an algebraically closed field and let S be an algebraic space. With the same setup as

in §2.1, a Deligne-Mumford stack X over k is a projective stack (resp. quasi-projective stack), if X
is a tame separated global quotient and its coarse moduli space X is a projective (quasi-projective)
scheme. Kresch proved that the following conditions are equivalent of a Deligne-Mumford stack & in
characteristic zero [22, Theorem 5.3, Lemma 5.4]:

e X is projective (quasi-projective).

e X has a projective (quasi-projective) moduli space X and there exists a generating sheaf of X’.

e X has a closed (locally closed) embedding in a smooth projective Deligne-Mumford stack.

Now let X be a tame separated Deligne-Mumford stack over .S which can be written as a global
quotient. The stack X is a projective (resp. quasi-projective) Deligne-Mumford stack over S, if the
morphism X — S is the composition of 7 : X — X and p : X — S, where p is a projective (resp.
quasi-projective) morphism. In this case, we also say that X is a family of projective Deligne-Mumford
stacks over S. If X is a projective Deligne-Mumford stack over S, each fiber X5 over a geometric point
s of S is a projective stack over k. Note that a projective Deligne-Mumford stack X over S does not
mean that the morphism X — S is projective.

2.5. Moduli Problem. Let S be an algebraic space, which is locally of finite type over an algebraically
closed field k. A moduli problem F is a functor

F : (Sch/8)° — Set,

where (Sch/S)°P is the opposite category of schemes over S with respect to the fppf topology or the
big étale topology. The functor F sends a scheme T to a set of isomorphism classes of some objects.
This is the classical definition of a moduli problem.

Nowadays, people prefer to consider a moduli problem as a category M fibered over the category
(Sch/S) in groupoids. In other words, a moduli problem over (Sch/S) is a pair (./\/l F), where M is a
category fibered over (Sch/S) and F: M — (Sch/S) is a functor, such that F'~!(T) is a groupoid for
every T € (Sch/S).

There is a natural way to construct a functor F : (Sch/S)°P — Set from the pair (M, F). Given
T € (Sch/S), define F(T) = F~1(T). With respect to this construction, a moduli problem is a presheaf
over (Sch/S) with respect to the fppf or big étale topology. Furthermore, if Fis a category fibered
in groupoids (CFG) satisfying the effective descent conditions, then the corresponding functor Fisa
sheaf. There are many good references about the above constructions and properties [3, 13, 36].
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We still use the classical definition, as contravariant functors, of moduli problems, and all moduli
problems we consider in this paper are also sheaves. We will give some examples, which are closely
related to the moduli problems we consider in this paper, at the end of this subsection.

Let F : (Sch/S)°P — Set be a moduli problem. The representability is a very important property of
a moduli problem. Here are the definitions about the representability of F we consider in this paper.

(1) If there is an algebraic space (or a scheme) F such that F is isomorphic to Hom(e, F), then
we say that F' is a fine moduli space for the moduli problem, or the moduli problem F s
represented by F'.

(2) A moduli problem F is co-represented by an algebraic space (or a scheme) F if there is
a morphism « : F = Hom(e, F') such that for any S-scheme T and any morphism o' :
F — Hom(e,T), there is a unique morphism Hom(e, F) — Hom(e, T') such that the following
diagram commutes:

F ——=—— Hom(e, F)

| —

Hom(e, T)

(3) A moduli problem Fis universally co-represented by F, if there is a morphism « : F —
Hom(e, F') such that for any morphism 3 : T" — F, the fiber product Hom(e,T) Xtom(e,r) F
is co-represented by T

(4) We say that F' is a coarse moduli space of the moduli problem F , if there is a morphism
o : F — Hom(e, F) such that
(a) F co-represents F';
(b) the map ag : F(S) — Hom(S, F) is a bijection.

2.5.1. Moduli Problem of Coherent Sheaves on Deligne-Mumford Stacks. Let X be a separated and
locally finitely-presented Deligne-Mumford stack over .S. We define

M(X) : (Sch/S)°P — Set

the moduli problem of coherent sheavgg as follows. For each S-scheme T', we define Xt as X xgT and
Fr the pullback of F to Xr. Define M(X)(T') to be the set of coherent sheaves over Oy, such that

(1) Fr is a coherent Ox,-module;
(2) Fr is flat over T
(3) the support of Fr is proper over T

This moduli problem has a natural structure as a stack, which means that the moduli problem is a
sheaf over (Sch/S). Moreover, Nironi proved that M(X) can be covered by the quot-functors [28, §2],

and deduces that M(X) is an algebraic space [28, Proposition 2.26, Corollary 2.27]

2.5.2. Moduli Problem of L-twisted Hitchin Pairs on Deligne-Mumford Stacks. Let X be a separated
and locally finitely-presented Deligne-Mumford stack over S. We fix a line bundle (invertible sheaf) £
over X', which is considered as the bundle for twisting. Let F be a coherent sheaf over X. An L-twisted
Higgs field ® on the coherent sheaf F is a homomorphism

P F—>FRL.

An L-twisted Hitchin pair over X is a pair (F,®), where F is a coherent sheaf over X and @ is an
L-twisted Higgs field.
We define

My (X, L) : (Sch/S)°P — Set
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the moduli problem of L-twisted Hitchin pairs on X as follows. For each S-scheme T, we define the
following set

My (X, L)(T) = {(Fr, ®7) | Fr € M(X)(T), 7 : Fr — Fr @ pleL),

where py : X xg T — X is the natural projection. This moduli problem is also an algebraic stack [13]
and is proved by the author that the moduli problem M u (X, L) is represented by an algebraic space
[35]. In fact, the twisted Hitchin pairs is a special case of A-modules, where A is a sheaf of graded
algebras (see §4.1).

3. MoDULI SPACE OF COHERENT SHEAVES ON DELIGNE-MUMFORD STACKS

Quot-functors of coherent sheaves on a Deligne-Mumford stack X are proved to be represented by
algebraic spaces [30, Theorem 1.1], which is called the quot-spaces in this paper. Under some necessary
conditions, a quot-space is a scheme, and we call it quot-scheme. In this case, a quot-scheme of coherent
sheaves over X’ can be embedded into a quot-scheme on the coarse moduli space X of X’ [30, §6]. This
property enables us to construct the moduli space of p-semistable coherent sheaves on X.

In §3.1, we review the result of the representability of quot-functors on Deligne-Mumford stacks.
In the rest of this section, we work on a projective Deligne-Mumford stack with a given generating
sheaf £ on X and a given polarization Ox (1) on X. We give the definitions of saturations (§3.2),
modified Hilbert polynomials, p-stability condition (§3.3), Harder-Narasimhan filtrations and Jordan-
Holder filtrations (§3.4), and we review some properties of boundedness (§3.5 and §3.6). Most of these
properties can be found in [28, §2-§4] and [11, §2]. Otherwise we will give a proof (e.g. Corollary 3.5).
In §3.7, we review the geometric invariant theory (GIT).

The moduli space of p-semistable coherent sheaves on X is constructed as the GIT quotient of a
quot-scheme [28, Theorem 6.22]. In §3.8, we construct the moduli space of (p-semistable) sheaves on
a projective Deligne-Mumford stack X (over a scheme S of finite type) and give a slightly different
proof.

3.1. Quot-Functors. Let S be an algebraic space, which is locally of finite type over an algebraically
closed field k, and let X be a separated and locally finitely-presented Deligne-Mumford stack over
S. Denote by (Sch/S) the category of S-schemes with respect to the big étale topology. We take a
coherent sheaf G, and define the moduli problem

Quot(G, X) : (Sch/S) — Set

as follows. For each S-scheme T, we define Qﬁa(g, X)(T) to be the set of quotients [Gr — Fr] such
that

(1) Fr is a locally finitely-presneted quasi-coherent O x,.-module;

(2) Fr is flat over T

(3) the support of Fr is proper over 7'

The moduli problem @I&(g , X) is called the quot-functor. The quot-functor @Y&(g , X) has a natural
stack structure. o

Artin proved that the quot-functor Quot(G, X) is represented by a separated and locally finitely-
presented algebraic space over S when X is an algebraic space [4]. Olsson and Starr generalized this
result to Deligne-Mumford stacks.

Theorem 3.1 (Theorem 1.1 in [30]). With respect to the above notation, the quot-functor (m(g, X)
is represented by an algebraic space which is separated and locally finitely presented over S.

Denote by Quot(G, X) the algebraic space representing the quot-functor Qﬁa(g , X). The algebraic
space Quot(G, X) is called the quot-space. If there is no ambiguity, we would like to omit X', and use

the notations (m(g) for the quot-functor and Quot(G) for the quot-space.
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Now let X be a projective Deligne-Mumford stack. We choose a polarization Ox (1) on X and a

generating sheaf £ on X. The functor Fg induces a natural transformation
Fe : Quot(G, X) — Quot(F:(G), X),
which is proved to be an monomorphism.
Lemma 3.2 (Lemma 6.1 in [30]). For each T € (Sch/S), the map
Fe(T) : Quot(G, X)(T) — Quot(Fe(G), X)(T)

18 tnjective.

It is well-known that the quot-functor (m(Fg (G), X) is representable by disjoint union of schemes,

which are parameterized by integer polynomials (Hilbert polynomials). Therefore, we have the follow-
ing theorem.

Theorem 3.3 (Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 4.4 in [30]). Let S be an affine scheme, and let X be a
projective (resp. quasi-projective) Deligne-Mumford stack. The connected components of Quot(G, X)
are projective (resp. quasi-projective) S-schemes, which are parameterized by integer polynomials.

Nironi showed that the proof of the above theorem also works for noetherian schemes S of finite
type (see [28, Theorem 2.17]).

3.2. Pure Sheaves and Saturations. In this subsection, we discuss pure sheaves over a projective
Deligne-Mumford stack, of which the definition is similar to that of pure sheaves over a scheme [21,
§1.1] and the materials can be found in [28, §3]. We also define the saturation of a subsheaf 7/ C F
and prove that the saturation is preserved under the functor Fg.

Let X be a projective Deligne-Mumford stack with moduli space X over an algebraically closed field
k. We fix a polarization Ox (1) on X and a generating sheaf £ on X'. Let F be a coherent sheaf on X.
The support of F is defined to be the closed substack associated to the ideal

0>Z—>0x— End@X (]:)

The dimension of the support Z is defined as the dimension of the coherent sheaf F.
Let

Y x2Y =V s x
t

be an étale presentation of X. By the flatness of the maps s, ¢, 7/, we have
dim(F) = dim(7"* F).

A coherent sheaf F is pure of dimension d, if for every nontrivial subsheaf F’, the support of F is
of dimension d.
Similar to the case of schemes, for any coherent sheaf F over X', we have the filtration

0CTo(F)C--- CTy(F) =F,

where T;(F)/T;—1(F) is pure of dimension ¢ or zero. This filtration is called the torsion filtration of
F, and denote by

]:tor = Tdfl(‘/—")

the torsion part of F.
Given a projective Deligne-Mumford stack X', the pureness of a coherent sheaf F over X is preserved
by the functor Fg as explained in the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4 (Corollary 3.7 in [28], Proposition 2.22 in [11]). Let X be a projective Deligne-Mumford
stack, and let F be a coherent sheaf over X. The torsion filtration of F

0CTo(F) - CTu(F) =7,
is sent to the torsion filtration of Fg(F) under the functor Fg. In other words, Fe(T;(F)) = T;(Fe(F)).
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Given a coherent sheaf F over X, let F’' be a subsheaf of F. The saturation of F' is the minimal
subsheaf F/,, containing F’ such that F/F.,; is pure of dimension dim(F) or zero. From the definition,
the saturation of a given subsheaf 7' C F is exactly the kernel of the surjection

F = F|F = (FJF)/Tar(F|F).

If 7/ = Fl,., then we say that F’ is saturated. The saturation of a subsheaf is also preserved by the

functor Fg as proved in the following corollary.

Corollary 3.5. Let F be a sheaf over X and let F' be a subsheaf of F. The saturation Fl,, of F' is
preserved by Fg, i.e.

Fg(}—b{at) = (Fg(]:l))sat'
Proof. There are two natural projections
j: F=>F|F, p: F|F = (F|F))Tazr(F/F').

Let i : F — (F/F')/Ta—1(F/F’) be the composition of the above two projections. By the definition
of the saturation, we have the following short exact sequence

0= Floy = F 5 (FJF))Tyr(F)F') = 0.

Thus we have the following diagram

0 v — 0

|

L (FJF)/Tgr(F)F') —— 0

|

F L (FJF) Ty s (F)F) —— 0

|

0

0 F,

sat

l

0 —— Ty 1(F/F)—— F

|

0

<7
— H— N +—o

~

S

where the rows and columns are exact sequences.

The above diagram gives the following short exact sequence
0— F = Fipp = Ta—1(F/F') = 0.

sat

We apply the functor Fg to the above sequence and we have

0 —— Fe(F) —— Fe(Fly) — Fe(Tu—1(F/F)) —— 0

Eo ¥

0 —— Fe(F') —— (Fe(F))sat — Ty—1(Fe(F/F)) —— 0

IR

The first row is the short exact sequence by applying the functor F¢ to the previous one and the second
row is the short exact sequence for the sheaf Fg(F’). The two objects in the first column are the same.
In the third column, we have Fg(Ty_1(F/F")) = Ty_1(Fe(F/F')) by Corollary 3.4. Thus we have

Fg(‘}—b{at) = (Fg(]:l))sat-
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3.3. Modified Hilbert Polynomials and p-Stability Conditions. With respect to the same con-
ditions and notations in §3.2, let F be a coherent sheaf on X'. The modified Hilbert polynomial Pg(F,m)
is defined as

Pe(F,m) = x(X, F@E¥ @1 Ox(m)), m>0.

Since the functor 7, : QCoh(X) — QCoh(X) is exact, the modified Hilbert polynomial can be written
as the classical Hilbert polynomial for the coherent sheaf Fg(F)(m) over X,

Pe(F,m) = x(X, Fe(F)(m)), m>0.

Based on this property, the modified Hilbert polynomial is additive on short exact sequences. Also, if
F is pure of dimension d, the function Pg(F,m) is a polynomial (with respect to the variable m) and
we can write it in the following way

d i

m

Pg(f,m) = E ag’i(]:)_i' .
i=0 ’

We use the notation Pg(F) for the modified Hilbert polynomial of F. Given an integer polynomial P,
if we claim that P is the modified Hilbert polynomial of F, then it means that P = P¢(F).

The reduced modified Hilbert polynomial pg(F) is a monic polynomial with rational coefficients
defined as

Pe(F)
F) = .
pe(F) aealP)
The slope of F of dimension d is
. ag.q-1(F)
F)=—
:u5( ) Oéf,‘,d(]:)
The rank (or multiplicity) of F is
Qg d(]:)
r(F) = —"—-——.
(%) ag i(Ox)

A pure coherent sheaf F is pg-semistable (resp. pg-stable), if for every proper subsheaf 7' C F we
have

pe(F') < pe(F) (vesp. ps(F') < pe(F)).

A pg-semistable sheaf F is called polystable, if F is the direct sum of pg-stable sheaves. If there is
no ambiguity, we use the terminologies p-semistable sheaf, p-stable sheaf and p-polystable sheaf for
simplicity.

Now fixing an integer polynomial P (as the modified Hilbert polynomial), we define a new moduli
problem

Quot(G, P) : (Sch/S)°P — Set,

which can be considered as a sub-functor of the quot-functor Qﬁ&(g) with respect to the given
polynomial P. Given an S-scheme T', we define Quot(G, P)(T) to be the set of quotients [(Gr — Fr)]
such that

(1) (Gr = Fr) € Quot(G)(T);
(2) for each point ¢ € T', the modified Hilbert polynomial of (Fr); is P.

The functor @Y&(g , P) is also represented by an algebraic space by Theorem 3.1. Denote this algebraic
space by Quot(G, P). If S is an affine scheme (or a noetherian scheme of finite type), the algebraic
space Quot (G, P) is a projective S-scheme, which is a connected component of Quot(G) (see Theorem
3.3). Furthermore, any connected component of Quot(G) is of the form Quot(G, P) [30, §4].
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3.4. Harder-Narasimhan Filtrations and Jordan-Ho6lder Filtrations. The construction of the
Harder-Narasimhan filtration and the Jordan-Holder filtration of a coherent sheaf over a scheme is
well-known [21, §1.3 and §1.5]. Since the functor Fg is exact and the modified Hilbert polynomial Pg
is additive for short exact sequences, the construction of these two filtrations can be generalized to
coherent sheaves over a projective Deligne-Mumford stack X'. We give the definition and review some
results about these two filtrations in this subsection. Details can be found in [21, §1.3 and §1.5] and
(28, §3.4].

Harder-Narasimhan Filtrations. Let F be a pure sheaf of dimension d on X. A Harder-Narasimhan
Filtration of F is an increasing filtration

0 =HNy(F) CHN(F) C--- CHN(F) = F,
satisfying the following two conditions:
(1) The factors griN(F) = HN;(F)/HN,;_;(F) are p-semistable sheaves of dimension d for 1 <
1 <I.
(2) Denote by p;(m) the reduced modified Hilbert polynomial pg(gri™N(F), m) such that
pmax(]:) =pL > >pr = pmin(‘/—")-

For every pure coherent sheaf F on X, there is a unique Harder-Narasimhan filtration of F [28,
Theorem 3.22]. The proof of the Harder-Narasimhan filtration on X’ is similar to the case over a scheme
[21, §1.3]. The key to construct the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of F is to prove the existence and
uniqueness of the destabilizing subsheaf of F. We only give the definition of the destabilizing subsheaf,
and we refer the reader to [28] for the proofs.

Let F be a purely d-dimensional coherent sheaf on X. There is a subsheaf F4o C F such that

(1) for all subsheaves F' C F we have p(Fqe) > p(F');

(2) if pg(]:dc) = pg(]:/), we have ]:/ g ]:dc-
The subsheaf Fy, is called the destabilizing subsheaf of F. Note that Fq is p-semistable, saturated
and uniquely determined.

Jordan-Holder Filtrations. Let F be a p-semistable sheaf on X with reduced modified Hilbert
polynomial pg(F). A Jordan-Hélder Filtration of F is an increasing filtration

0= JHo(F) CJH,(F) C - C JH(F) = F
such that the factor gr{™(F) = JH;(F)/JH;_1(F) is stable with reduced modified Hilbert polynomial
pe(F,m) for 1 <i<I.

For every semistable sheaf F on X, there is a Jordan-Hélder filtration of F and the graded sheaf
gr’i(F) := @, gr{"(F) does not depend on the choice of the Jordan-Holder filtration [28, Theorem
3.23].

Two p-semistable sheaves F; and F5 with the same reduced modified Hilbert polynomial are S-
equivalent if the graded sheaves of the Jordan-Holder filtrations are isomorphic, i.e.

gr’(F) = gr’(Fy).
Remark 3.6. Unlike the pureness and the saturation, the Harder-Narasimhan filtration and the Jordan-
Holder filtration are not preserved by the functor Fg. More precisely, let
0 C HNo(F) CHNy(F) C--- CHNy(F) =F
be the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of the sheaf F. The filtration
0 C Fe(HNo(F)) € Fe(HNy(F)) € - -+ C Fe(HNy(F)) = Fe(F)

is not the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of Fg(F) in general. The same situation holds for the Jordan-
Holder filtration. Therefore the functor Fg does not preserve the p-semistability (resp. p-stability). In
other words, if F is p-semistable (resp. p-stable), the coherent sheaf Fg(F) may not be p-semistable
(resp. p-stable). A careful discussion is in [28, Remark 3.24].
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3.5. Boundedness of Coherent Sheaves I. In this subsection, we first review the definition and
some properties of the boundedness of coherent sheaves over a scheme. Then we extend these properties
to coherent sheaves over a projective Deligne-Mumford stack. We use the notation X for a scheme
over S in the first part of this subsection. In the second part of this subsection, X will be the coarse

moduli space of the given projective Deligne-Mumford stack X. Some materials can be found in [21,
§1.7] and [28, §4].

Boundedness over Schemes. Let F' be a coherent sheaf over a scheme X. The sheaf F' is m-regular
if we have H*(X, F(m —1i)) = 0. Denote by reg(F) the least integer m such that F is m-regular. The
number reg(F') is called the regularity of F, or more precisely, the Mumford-Castelnuovo reqularity of
F. If F is a m-regular coherent sheaf on X, for n > m, we have

e F'is n-regular;

o H(F(n))® H(Ox(1)) — H°(F(n + 1)) is surjective;

e [F(n) is generated by global sections.
Let F} and F, be two coherent sheaves over X. If F; is m;-regular, then there is an lower bound of
the regularity for the tensor product F} ® F5.

Lemma 3.7 (Corollary 3.4 in [12]). Let M be an m-regular finitely generated graded R-module and
let N be an n-reqular finitely generated graded R-module such that dim Torf(M, N)<1. Then M@ N
is (m + n)-regular.

This result can be easily generalized to the coherent sheaves. We omit the proof for the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.8. Let Fy be an m-regular coherent sheaf over X and let Fy be an n-reqular coherent sheaf
over X such that diim Torf(Fy, Fy) < 1. Then Fy @ Fy is (m + n)-regular.

Now we will give the definition of the boundedness. A family § of isomorphism classes of coherent
sheaves over X is bounded, if there is an S-scheme T of finite type and a coherent Ox,-sheaf § such
that

FC {F+ | t a closed point in T'}.

There are several properties equivalent to the property of the boundedness of the family % . We list
them as follows:

e The family § is bounded.

e The set of Hilbert polynomials {P(F)|F € F} is finite and there is a non-negative integer m
such that reg(F) < m for every F € 3. In other words, for any F € §, the coherent sheaf F is
m-regular.

e The set of Hilbert polynomials {P(F)|F € §} is finite and there is a coherent sheaf G such
that all F € § admit surjective morphisms G — F'.

e The coherent sheaves in {AS:' have the same Hilbert polynomial P. There are constants C;,
i=0,...,d = deg(P) such that for every F' € 3 there is an F-regular sequence of hyperplane
sections Hi,..., Hy such that hO(F|m].<iHj) < (C;. This property is known as the Kleiman
Criterion [21, Theorem 1.7.8]. B

By the Kleiman Criterion, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.9 (Theorem 3.3.7 in [21]). Let f : X — S be a projective morphism of schemes of finite
type over k. Let Ox(1) be an f-ample line bundle. We fix a polynomial of degree d and a rational
number po. Then the family of purely d-dimensional sheaves with Hilbert polynomial P on the fibers
of f such that the mazimal slope fimax < po 4s bounded. In particular, the family of semistable sheaves
with Hilbert polynomial P is bounded.
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Boundedness over Stacks. Let X be a projective Deligne-Mumford stack over S and denote by X
its coarse moduli space. Let £ be a generating sheaf of X. Let F be a coherent sheaf over X'. The
regularity of F (with respect to £) is defined to be the regularity of Fg(F), i.e.

regg (F) :=reg(Fe(F)).

If there is no ambiguity, a coherent sheaf F is m-regular if Fg(F) is m-regular.
With respect to this definition, we have the following lemma about the regularity of coherent sheaves
over X.

Lemma 3.10. Let F be a coherent sheaf over X, and let € be a generating sheaf. Suppose that m.F
is mo-reqular. Then, there exists an integer m such that F is m-reqular.

Proof. Since £ is a generating sheaf over X, m,£V is a locally free sheaf. There exists an integer me
such that m.£Y is me-regular. By assumption, we know that m.F is mo-regular. Take m = mg + me.
By Lemma 3.8, we know that 7, F ® m.£V is m-regular. By the exactness of the functor m,, Fg(F) is
m-regular. 0

A family % of coherent sheaves on X" is bounded, if there is an S-scheme T of finite type and a
coherent sheaf § on X x g T such that

3C {F+ | t a closed point in T'}.

There are some properties equivalent to the property of the boundedness in the version of stacks [28,
§4]. We list some of them as follows:

e The family § is bounded.

e The set of modified Hilbert polynomials Pe(F) for F € § is finite and there is a non-negative
integer m such that F is m-regular for every F € §

e The set of modified Hilbert polynomials {Pe(F)|F € F} is finite and there is a coherent sheaf
G such that all F € % admit surjective morphisms G — F.

e The family F¢(F) is bounded.

The above equivalent conditions tell us that if we want to prove the family § of p-semistable coherent
sheaves over X with the same modified Hilbert polynomial P is bounded, it is equivalent to prove that
the corresponding family Fg (%) over X is bounded. By Theorem 3.9, if we can prove that the maximal
slope fmax (Fe (F)) of the family Fg(F) of coherent sheaves is bounded, then the family § is bounded.

Let F be a p-semistable sheaf on X. We choose an integer m such that m.Endo, (£)(m) is generated

by global sections. Nironi proved the following inequality [28, Proposition 4.24]
frmax (Fg (F)) < fig (F) + mdeg(Ox (1)).
This inequality together with Theorem 3.9 gives us the following result.

Theorem 3.11 (Theorem 4.27 in [28]). Let f : X — S be a family of projective Deligne-Mumford
stacks with a family of moduli spaces X — S over an algebraically closed field k. Let £ be a generating
sheaf of X, and let Ox (1) be an f-ample line bundle. We fiz an integral polynomial P of degree d
and a rational number pg. Then the family 3 of purely d-dimensional sheaves with modified Hilbert
polynomial P on the fibers of f such that the mazimal slope [imax(F) < po is bounded. In particular,
the family of p-semistable purely d-dimensional sheaves with modified Hilbert polynomial P is bounded.

3.6. Boundedness of Coherent Sheaves II. In this subsection, we review the result of the upper
bound for the number of global sections of p-semistable sheaves on X.

Lemma 3.12 (Corollary 4.30 in [28]). For any pure p-semistable sheaf F of dimension d on a projective
stack X, we have

d+1 2

+

T(ﬂg(_7—‘)+17Ldeg(@xl(il))+T2+f(T)+%), if fimax (Fe(F))

0, Zf /lmax(FE(]:)) d

1

0 \%
h()(,}'®5)§{ )

N IV

r
-T

m‘+ )
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where T is the rank of Fe(F), m is an integer such that m.Endo,, (£)(m) is generated by global sections
and f(r) = -1+ 1.
i=1

Note that the condition fimax(Fe(F)) < 42 — r? is equivalent to

~ d—1
fig (F) +mdeg(Ox (1)) + 1% + f(r) + —— < d
by applying the inequality fimax(Fe(F)) < fig(F) + mdeg(Ox (1)) (see §3.5).

Corollary 3.13. There is an integer B, which depends on the following data

r: rank of Fg(F);

m: the integer such that m.Endo, (E)(m) is generated by global sections;
deg(Ox(1)): the degree of Ox(1);

e d: the dimension of the pure sheaf F,

such that
_ Y o
hO(X ]_‘®5V ®7T*Ox(m))< T%, Zf,umax(FS(]:))Z%—TQ—m
) - O, Zf ,amax(FS(]:)) < % —r2_m
Proof. First, we consider the case m = 0. Lemma 3.12 tells us that
N P 2 ypd=l o
W0, F e evy < [T OX IO it s (Fe (7)) 2 2 2
| 0 if fimax (Fe (F)) < 2 — 52

Let B be the integer m deg(Ox (1)) + 12 + f(r) + 451, We have

T<ﬂ5(]:) + i deg(Ox (1) +7%+ f(r) + %) _ ., lhe(F)+ B)!
d A((ie(F) + B) — d)!

< () +B)d'
- d!
Thus the inequality holds when m = 0.
Now we will prove this corollary by induction on d. It is easy to check that the statement holds
when d = 0. Suppose that the inequality holds for d < k — 1, and we will prove that the inequality
holds for d = k. By the exactness of the functor Fg, we know that

WX, F @ &Y @n*Ox(m)) = h(X, Fe(F)(m)).
Let Y be a generic hyperplane on X. We have the exact sequence
0— Fe(F)(m—1) = Fe(F)(m) = Feg(F)|ly(m) — 0.
Ifm < G — 2 — fipa(Fe(F)), we get
h(X, Fe(F)ly(m)) = 0.
Thus,
h(X, Fe(F)(m)) — h®(X, Fe(F)(m — 1)) = 0.
By induction, we have
hO(X, Fe(F)(m)) = h*(X, Fe(F)(m — 1)) = 0.
Ifm > — 2 — [ (Fe(F)), we have

(i (F) + B +m)*!
d—1)!

h(X, Fe(F)(m)) — h°(X, Fe(F)(m — 1)) <
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Consider h®(X, Fg(F)(m)) as a function f(m). We have

(e (F) + B' +m)*

flm) = fm 1) < FEEZ

Therefore, there exists a constant C' depending on d such that

fm) < (ae(F) +fil'!+0+m)d'

Take B = B’ + C. This finishes the proof of this corollary. 0

Remark 3.14. Let §*(P) be the set (or family) of p-semistable sheaves of pure dimension d on X with
the modified Hilbert polynomial P. Note that the slope fig(F) is uniquely determined by the modified
Hilbert polynomial P, where F € §**(P). Thus, there is an upper bound for the set

{(RO(X, FREY @n*Ox(m)) | F € F*(P)}.

3.7. Geometric Invariant Theory. In this subsection, we make a brief review about the geometric
invariant theory (GIT), which will be used to construct the moduli space of p-semistable sheaves and
the moduli space of p-semistable A-modules over a projective Deligne-Mumford stack X. There are
many very good references about this topic [21, 26].

Let G be a reductive algebraic group over an algebraically closed field k£ acting on a projective
k-scheme X . Given an action 0 : G x X — X, apair (Y,¢: X — Y) is called a geometric quotient of
X with respect to the G-action o, if it satisfies the following conditions:

(1) poo = ¢ops, where ps : G x X — X is the natural projection;

(2) ¢ is surjective and submersive;

(3) the image of ¥ = (0,p2) : G x X - X x X is X xy X;

(4) Oy = (¢.(0x))“.
We say that a geometric quotient (Y, ¢) is universal if for any morphism Y’ — Y, the pair (Y’,¢') is
a geometric quotient of X xy Y’ with respect to G, where ¢’ is induced by ¢. A geometric quotient
(Y, ¢) is good if o is closed and ¥ is separated.

Let £ be a G-linearized ample line bundle on X. A point z € X is semistable with respect to

a given G-linearized ample line bundle % if there is an integer n and an G-invariant global section
s € HY(X, #%™")% such that s(x) # 0. A point z is stable (with respect to .#) if it is semistable,
the stabilizer G, is finite and the G-orbit of z is closed in the open set of all semistable points in X.
Denote by X*° (resp. X*®) the set of all semistable points (resp. stable points).

Theorem 3.15 (Theorem 1.10 in [26]). Let X be a projective scheme and let G be a reductive group.
Let £ be a G-linearized ample line bundle on X . Then there is a projective scheme Y and a morphism
m: X% =Y such that m is a universal good geometric quotient for the G-action. There is an open
subset Y° C Y such that X* = 7= Y(Y®) and 7 : X° — Y is a universal geometric quotient. Finally,
there is a positive integer m and a very ample line bundle .4 on'Y such that L®™|xss = 7= ().

At the end of this section, we want to review Luna’s Etale Slicing Theorem. We refer the reader
to [21, 26] for more details. Recently, people proved a stacky version of Luna’s étale slicing theorem,
which generalizes the theorem to algebraic stacks (see [2]). In this paper, we only need the classical
version for schemes.

Theorem 3.16 (Luna’s Etale Slicing Theorem). Let G be a reductive group acting on a finite type
scheme X. Let X — X/G be the universal good geometric quotient. Let x € X be a point with a
closed G-orbit. Then there exists a Gy-invariant locally closed subscheme C C X passing through x,
where G is the stabilizer of x, such that the multiplication C x G — X induces a G-equivariant étale
morphism C xg, G — X.
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3.8. Moduli Space of Coherent Sheaves. In this subsection, we study the moduli problem of
p-semistable sheaves on a projective Deligne-Mumford stack X, and construct the moduli space
M?*5(E,0x (1), P) of this moduli problem. The existence of the moduli space has been proved by
Nironi (see [28, §5 and §6]), but we construct the moduli space in a slightly different way and we also
explore some properties of smooth points in this moduli space M*$(E, Ox (1), P).

Let S be a noetherian scheme of finite type, or an affine scheme. Let X’ be a projective (or
quasi-projective) Deligne-Mumford stack with coarse moduli space 7 : X — X over S. We choose a
polarization Ox (1) on X and a generating sheaf £ on X'. Let P be an integer polynomial (as modified
Hilbert polynomial), and d is the degree of P, which is a positive integer (as pure dimension).

We consider the moduli problem

M=5(E,0x(1), P) : (Sch/S)°P — Set.

Given an S-scheme T', we define ./\A/I/SS(E, Ox(1), P)(T) to be the set of equivalent classes of sheaves
Fron X ®g T such that

o Fr is a T-flat family of p-semistable sheaf;

e the modified Hilbert polynomial of each fiber of Fr is P;

e Fr is equivalent to another family of sheaves F7., if Fr = Fr ® p*L for some L € Pic(T).

“

We use the notation “ ~” for the equivalence relation, i.e. Fr ~ Fr.

The moduli problem M?%(£,Ox (1), P) is defined for the p-semistable sheaves. Similarly, we can
define a moduli problem ./\A/l/s(é' ,Ox (1), P) for the p-stable sheaves. In this section, we will show that
these two moduli problems are co-represented by projective (or quasi-prgi?gtive) S-schemes.

We first consider the quot-functor QE&C(Q,P). The quot-functor Quot(G, P) is represented by
a projective S-scheme Quot(G, P) (see Theorem 3.3 and [28, Theorem 2.17]), which parametrizes
quotients [G — F| with modified Hilbert polynomial P (see §3.3). Moreover, by Theorem 3.11 there
is a positive integer m such that for any element [ — F] € Quot(G, P), F is m-regular. Therefore
there is a natural embedding

Ym + Quot(G, P) — Quot(Fe(G), P) — Grass(H(X/S, Fe(G)(m)), P(m)),
which is a closed embedding as m increasing. Let £ be the canonical invertible sheaf on the Grass-
mannian Grass(H°(X/S, F¢(G)(m)), P(m)). Denote by .%,,, which is a very ample invertible sheaf on
Quot(G, P), the pullback of £ by the embedding ,,. Over a point [G — F], the fiber of the line
bundle .%,,, is AP(MHY(X/S, Fe(F)(m)).
_ Now we go back to the family of p-semistable sheaves. By Theorem 3.11, we know that the family
F°5(P) of purely d-dimensional p-semistable coherent sheaves with modified Hilbert polynomial P is
bounded. Thus we can find an integer m such that for any F € §*°(P), F is m-regular. Moreover, by
Remark 3.14, we can choose a positive integer N large enough such that for any F € F*¢(P), we have
P(N) > Pe(F,m) = h°(X/8, Fe(F)(m)).
Let V be the linear space S®PW) and note that
V = HY(X/S, Fg(F)(N)).
Denote by G be the coherent sheaf £ @ 7*Ox(—N). The above discussion tells us that any coherent
sheaf F € §*°(P) corresponds to a surjection [V ® G — F| together with an isomorphism
V = HY(X/S, Fe(F)(N)).
With respect to the above discussion, we consider the quot-scheme Quot(V ® G, P). By definition, this
quot-scheme parametrizes quotients [p: V ® G — F|. The quotient induces a morphism
a:V — H(X/S, Fe(F)(N)).

Now we define a subset @Q** C Quot(V ® G, P). The set Q*° includes all quotients [p: V ® G — F|
such that
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e F has pure dimension d and is a p-semistable sheaf with modified Hilbert polynomial P;
e the morphism o : V —» HO(X/S, Fe(F)(N)) induced by p is an isomorphism.
Both the above two conditions are open condition. Therefore, Q*° is an open subset of Quot(V ®g, P).
Also, Q*° parameterizes the family 3 (P) of sheaves. Similarly, we can construct Q* C Quot(V ®¢G, P)
including all p-stable sheaves.
Now we come to the part of GIT. There is a natural GL(V)-action on Quot(V ® G, P). For each
quotient [p: V ® G — F] € Quot(V ® G, P), there is a natural injective homomorphism

Aut(F) — GL(V)

such that the image is the stabilizer subgroup GL(V)[, of GL(V') at the quotient [p]. It is easy to
check that the center Z(GL(V)) of GL(V) is contained in GL(V'), of any point [p] € Quot(V ® G, P).
Therefore, we consider the action of SL(V') and PGL(V) instead of GL(V') (see [21, Lemma 4.3.2] and
[28, Remark 5.5]).

As we discussed above for the quot-scheme, there is natural embedding

Yy : Quot(V @ G, P) — Grass(HY(X, Fe (V ® G) (N)), P(N)),

where N is a large enough positive integer. We use the same notation £y for the line bundle over
the scheme Quot(V ® G, P). The group action SL(V) on Quot(V ® G, P) induces an action on the
line bundle .Zx, and it is easy to check that .Zx is SL(V)-linearized. Therefore, we can discuss the
semistable and stable points in Quot(V ® G, P) in the sense of GIT.

We will prove that a point [p: V ® G — F| € Quot(V ® G, P) is semistable (resp. stable) if and
only if F is p-semistable (resp. p-stable) (see Theorem 3.20). We will use Lemma 3.17, 3.18 and 3.19
to prove the statement.

Lemma 3.17. Let V and W be vector spaces, and let Grass(V ® W,d) be the Grassmannian of d-
dimension subspace in V@ W. A point [V @ W — U] € Grass(V ® W, d) is semistable with respect to

the action of SL(V') and invertible sheaf £ if and only if, for all nonzero proper subspaces H CV , we
have Im(H @ W) # 0 and

dim(H) < dim(V)
dim(Im(H @ W)) — dim(U)’

Proof. This is a special case of [26, Proposition 4.3]. O

Lemma 3.18. Let F be a p-semistable sheaf of dimension d with modified Hilbert polynomial P. For
all sufficiently large integers N, if F' C F is a subsheaf, then we have

hO(Fe(F))(N) _ P(N)
r(F") TR
Proof. Let F' C F be a subsheaf. We consider the Harder-Narasimhan filtration of HN4(F’), and

denote by HN;(F’) the terms in the filtration. Let H; = grZN (F') = HN;(F')/HN,_1(F’). Since Fg
is an exact functor, we have

WO(Fe(F)(N)) < 3 h(Fe(Hi)(N)).

Also, we have fig(H;) < fie(F) and > r(H;) = r(F').
By Corollary 3.13, we have '

(ﬂg(Hz) + B+ N)d.

R (Fe(Hi)(N)) < r(H;) P
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For simplicity, we do not consider the other case with dimension zero. Thus,

. ‘ 4
hO(Fe(F)(N)) < E T(Hi)(ME(Hz) +ng+N)

— i v d

< (r(F") 1)(us(f§!\7+3) ( +J\Cfl!+B) |

where v = min(fig (#H;)). For any A, we can always find a C' > A such that if v < pg(F) — C, we have

1 N+ B N + B)¢ N — A)
d! d! d!
On the other hand, we can choose A such that
_A\d
(N-AY _peEN) o,

d! - r(F) -
Therefore, if v < pg(F) — C, we have

WOF(F) _ BO(Fe(F)

r(F) r(F)
If v > pg(F) — C, it is equivalent to consider the saturation F,, of such a subsheaf F' C F.
The set of saturations F.,, of all such subsheaves F’ is bounded. Therefore, there are only finitely

many modified Hilbert polynomials. By the finiteness of the modified Hilbert polynomials and the
p-semistability of F, we can take a large enough N such that

pe(Faae(N)) < pe(F(N)).
Thus, we have the desired inequality

RO (L) ()
')

in this case. [l

<

In the classical case, the number C is determined by the multiplicity r and the degree d of the
Hilbert polynomial (see Theorem [21, Theorem 4.4.1]), which is an application of the Le Potier-Simpson
Estimate.

Lemma 3.19 (Lemma 6.10 in [28]). If F is a coherent sheaf on X that can be deformed to a pure
sheaf of the same dimension d, then there is a pure sheaf H of dimension d on X and a map F — H
such that the kernel is Ty_1(F) and Pe(F) = Pe(H).

The classical version of this lemma can be found in [21, Proposition 4.4.2] and [33, Lemma 1.17].
Nironi used a similar approach to prove this lemma.

Theorem 3.20. Let P be an integral polynomial with degree d. There exists a large integer N such
that a point [V @ G — F] € Quot(V ® G, P) is semistable (resp. stable) with respect to the action
of SL(V) and the line bundle ZLn, if and only if F is a p-semistable (resp. p-stable) sheaf of pure
dimension d and the map V — H(X, Fe(F)(N)) is an isomorphism.

Proof. We only give the proof of the semistable case, and the stable case can be proved similarly. The
proof includes three parts

(1) we first prove that p-semistability implies semistability;
(2) next, we prove the other direction under the assumption that F is pure;
(3) finally, we prove the general case based on Lemma 3.19.
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Let [p: V ® G — F| be a point in Quot(V ® G, P). Suppose that F is a p-semistable sheaf such
that V = HO(X, Fg(F)) is an isomorphism. We will prove that [p] is semistable.

We first take a positive integer M large enough such that Quot(V ® G, P) can be embedded into
Grass(V @ W, P(M)), where W = HY(X/S, F¢(G)(M)). Let H be a non-trivial proper subspace of V
such that the image of H ® G is non-empty. Let F' be the image of H ® G. We have

0>F'-H®G—F —0,

where F” is the kernel of the quotient H ® G — F’. Since M is a large enough integer, we can assume
that

hO(X/S, Fe(F')(M)) = pe(F', M), h*(X/S,Fe(F")(M)) = 0.
Based on the above property, we have a surjective morphism
HeW — H°(X/S, Fe(F'(M))) — 0.
Since F is p-semistable, by Lemma 3.18, we have
W (Fe(F)(N)) _ hP(Fe(F)(N))
r(F') - r(F)

Note that the polynomials Pe(F,m) all have first term r(F)m¢?. Thus, if the integer M is large enough,
we have

hO(F'(N))
Pe(F', M)

HO(F(I))
Pe(F, M) ’

<

and then,
dim(H) B hO(Fe(F')(N)) < P(N)  dim(V)

dim(Im(H®@ W))  Pg(F,M) ~ P(M) dim(U)’
This inequality holds for any non-trivial proper subspace H of V. By Lemma 3.17, the point [V ®G —
F] is semistable. This finishes the proof for one direction.
Now let [p: V ® G — F] be semistable in the sense of GIT. We will prove that F is p-semistable
and the map V — HY(X, Fg(F)(N)) is an isomorphism.
We first suppose that F is pure. Let F' be a subsheaf of F. By taking the pullback of the following
diagram

we find a subspace V' C V such that the quotient [V/ ® G — F'] is induced by [p]. Furthermore, F
and F’ have the same regularity and V' = HO(Fg(F')(N)). With the same notation as in the first
part of the proof, by taking N and M large enough, we have

hO(Fe(F')(N)) dim(H) < dim(V)  P(N)

Pe(F,M)  dim(Im(H®W)) ~ dim(U) P(M)’
This inequality gives us the following
Pe(F',N) < P:(F,N)
r(F) T r(F)
Therefore, F is p-semistable. Taking N large enough, the induced map
V = HY(X, Fe(F)(N))

is surjective. By counting the dimension, this map is an isomorphism. This finishes the proof when F
is pure.

N > 0.
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To complete the proof of this theorem, we will show that any semistable (GIT) point [p], the sheaf
F is pure. By Lemma 3.19, there exists a pure sheaf # and a morphism ¢ : F — H such that

e the kernel of p is Ty_1(F), i.e. the map p is generically injective;
e P:(F)=P:(H).

The map o induces an injective map
V = HO(X/S, Fe(F)(N)) — H(X/S, Fg(H)(N)).

Let H” be any quotient of H, and denote by F’ the kernel of the composition F — H — H”. We have
the following exact sequence

0—->F =F—>H—-H —0.
This implies

h?(Fe(H")(N)) = h°(Fe(F)(N)) — h°(Fe(F')(N))
(r (

>
> (r(F) = r(F))pe(F,N) = r(H")pe(F, N).

Therefore, H is p-semistable. Furthermore, V = h%(Fg(H)(N)). Note that g induces an injection
V — HY%(X/S,Fe(H)(N)). By counting the dimension, it is an isomorphism. This isomorphism
means that the map V ® G — H factors through F, i.e. the morphism p : F — H is surjective. Since
Pg(F) = Pg(H), we have F = H. This means that F is pure.

|

This theorem tells us that although @°° is defined as the set of p-semistable coherent sheaves, it
is exactly the set of semistable points in Quot(V ® G, P) under the action of SL(V). Similarly, Q° is
the set of stable points. Before we move on to the GIT quotient of @** (and Q*) and construct the
moduli space, we first discuss the orbit of a semistable point [p] € @** under the action of SL(V'). The
following two lemmas 3.21 and 3.22 are stated in [28, Theorem 6.20] without a proof, and we give the
proofs here.

Lemma 3.21. Let [V ®G — F;], i = 1,2 be two points in Q*°. The closures of the corresponding
orbits in Q*° intersect if and only if gr'™(Fy) = gr'H(Fy).

Proof. Let [p: V ® G — F| € Q*° be a point. Let
0=JHo(F) CJHi(F) C - CIH(F)=F

be the Jordan-Holder filtration of F (the same notation as in §3.4). To prove the lemma, it is enough
to show that we can construct a quotient [p: V ®G — gr'(F)] such that [p] is included in the closure
of the orbit of [p].

Since N is a large enough integer, we can assume that Fg(JH;(F))(N) is globally generated, and
let V<; be the subspace of V such that the quotient [V<; ® G — JH;(F)] is induced by [p] and V<; =
HO(X/S, Fe(JH;(F))(N)). Let V; := V<;/V<;—_1. We have the induced surjections V; ® G — gr%(F).
Summing up these induced surjections, we get a point [p: V ® G — gr'H(F)].

To show that [p] is in the closure of the orbit of [p], it suffices to find an one-parameter subgroup

A such that %ir% A(t) - [p] = [p]. The construction of such an one-parameter subgroup A is the same as
—
[21, Lemma 4.4.3]. Therefore, the point [p] is included in the closure of the orbit of [p] in Q*%*. O

Lemma 3.22. Let [p: V ® G — F] be a point in Q. The orbit of [p] is closed in Q** if and only if
F is p-polystable.

Proof. Suppose that F = @ F;" is p-polystable. Let [p' : V. ® G — F'] be a point in the closure of the
orbit of [p]. To prove that the orbit of [p] is closed, it suffices to show that F' = F.
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Since [p’] is in the closure of the orbit of [p], there is a smooth curve T (over S) parametrizing a flat
family Fr of sheaves on A" such that

(Fr)o =F',  (Fr)m\(oy = Or\joy @ F.

By the flatness of the family Fr and the stacky version of semicontinuity (see [28, Theorem 1.8]), the
function

T— N, t— hom(F;, (Fr):)

is semicontinous for each 4, where hom(F;, (Fr),) = dim(Hom(F;, (Fr)e)). If ¢t # 0, hom(F;, (Fr),) =
n;. The semicontinuity implies that n} = hom(F;, (Fr)o) > n;. Then, we have Z}'Z"Z C F'. Since F’

3
is p-semistable and F’, F are in the same flat family Fr, then the only possible case is n}, = n; and
F' = F.
O

Let
M*(E,0x(1), P) := Q% /SL(V)

be the good geometric quotient with respect to the group action SL(V') and line bundle £y given by
Theorem 3.15.

Theorem 3.23. With respect to the situation above, we have the following results.
(1) The moduli space M**(E,Ox (1), P) is a projective S-scheme.
(2) There exists a natural morphism

M®$(E,0x(1), P) = M**(€,0x(1), P)

such that M**(E,Ox (1), P) universally co-represents ﬂSS(E,OX(l),P). The points in the
moduli space M?**(E,Ox (1), P) represent the S-equivalent classes of p-semistable sheaves.

(3) M*(E,0x(1), P) is a coarse moduli space of M*(E,0x (1), P).

(4) If v € M*(E,0x(1),P) is a point such that Q° is smooth at the inverse image of x, then
M?(E,0x(1), P) is smooth at x.

Proof. The first two statements follow from Theorem 3.1, Theorem 3.15, Theorem 3.20 and Lemma
3.21. Nironi also stated (1) and (2) in [28, Theorem 6.22] and pointed out that M**(E,Ox (1), P) is
not a coarse moduli space.

Now we will prove the other two statements. By Theorem 3.15, there is an open subset M?® of
M?®3(E,0x (1), P) such that its preimage via the map Q®*/SL(V) is the set of stable points. By
Theorem 3.20, a point in Q** is stable if and only if it is p-stable. Therefore the open set M? is exactly
MH(E,0x(1), P). To prove that the set M?*(E,Ox (1), P) is a coarse moduli space, we only have to
check that there is a bijection

M?(E,0x(1), P)(S) = Hom(S, M*(E,0x(1), P)).
Clearly, two p-stable sheaves Fi, Fo are S-equivalent if and only if F; = F,. Therefore the bijection

is directly induced from morphism M*(E, Ox (1), P)(S) — Hom(S, M**(E, Ox (1), P)). This finishes
the proof of (3).

The proof of the last statement is similar to the classical case [21, §4], and we will use Luna’s Etale
Slicing Theorem (Theorem 3.16) to prove this statement. Let [p] be a point in M*(E, Ox (1), P). Tt
is easy to check the stabilizer of [p] in the group GL(V) is exactly Z(GL(V)), the center of GL(V).
By Luna’s Etale Slicing Theorem, Q* is a principal PGL(V)-bundle over M*(E,Ox (1), P). Moreover,
there is a locally closed subset C' C Q¢ of [p] such that the multiplication map C' x PGL(V) — Q*
induces an étale morphism C/PGL(V ), — M?*(€,Ox (1), P). Therefore, by the property of the étale
morphism, if the inverse image of [p] in Q° is smooth, then x € M*(E,Ox (1), P) is also a smooth
point. O
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4. A-MODULES ON PROJECTIVE DELIGNE-MUMFORD STACKS

In this section, we give the definition of A-modules on a Deligne-Mumford stack and prove some
properties of them. The setup of §4.2 and §4.3 is the same as §3.2 - §3.6. We are working on a
projective Deligne-Mumford stack X over an algebraically closed field k. In these two subsections, we
construct the Harder-Narasimhan filtration and Jordan-Hoélder filtration of A-modules (see §4.2), and
prove the second boundedness (see Proposition 4.7).

4.1. Graded Algebras and A-Modules over Projective Deligne-Mumford Stacks. A graded
ring R is a ring together with a direct sum decomposition R = Ry @ R1 & ... such that R-R- C Riyj

fori,7 > 0. A graded R-module M is an R-module with a direct sum decomposition M = @ M; such

that R;M; C M;; for all ¢,5. A graded R-algebra M is a graded R-module such that M; M C My
for all ¢, j. With respect to the above definitions of graded structures, a sheaf of graded algebras over
a stack can be defined in a similar way as in [33, §2].

Let S be an algebraic space, which is locally of finite type over an algebraically closed field k. Let X
be a separated and locally finitely-presented Deligne-Mumford stack over S. A sheaf of graded algebras
over X is a sheaf of Oy-algebras A with a filtration

AN CA C.. A CL

satisfying the following conditions.

) A has both left and right Ox-module structures.
2) —hmA and AACAHFJ
3) There is a natural morphism Oy — A, of which the image is Ag.
4) The graded sheaf Gr;(A) = A;/A;—1 is a Ox-module for i > 1.
5) The left and right Ox-module structures on Gr;(A) are equal. In other words, there is an

isomorphism such that Gr;(A); = Gr;(A),.
(6) Gr(A) := € Gr;(A) is generated by Gry(A). More precisely, the morphism of sheaves
=0

(1
(
(
(
(

%

GI’l (A) Roxr Qox GI’1 (A) — GI’Z(A)

is surjective.

Let U — X be a local chart of X', and we assume that U = Spec(A) is an affine scheme and the
morphism is étale. In this local chart, A(U) is a graded algebra over A.

A A-sheaf F is a sheaf on X together with a left A-action. A coherent A-sheaf (resp. quasi-coherent
A-sheaf) F is a A-sheaf such that F is coherent (resp. quasi-coherent) with respect to the O x-structure.
In this paper, a A-sheaf is also called a A-module. Similarly, a sheaf is called a Oy -module.

There are several ways to understand “an action of A”. Usually an action of A on F means that we
have a morphism

A — End(F).
Equivalently, this morphism can be interpreted as
ARF — F.

Sometimes we use the notation (F, ®) for a A-module, where F is a coherent sheaf and ® : A — End(F)
is the action of A on F.

By condition (6), the graded sheaf Gr(A) is generated by Gry(A), which is a coherent sheaf. There-
fore the sheaf A is also generated by A;. Now given an action of A on F, it gives a unique action of
Gr1(A) on F, and we have an injective map

Hom(A, End(F)) — Hom(Gr1(A), End(F)).
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If Gr1(A) is locally free, a morphism Gri(A) — End(F) induces a morphism
F = F®Gry(A)”.

Note that a morphism Gry(A) — End(F) may not induce a well-defined morphism A — End(F).
Let F be a coherent A-module on X. We say that F’ is a A-submodule of F, if

e F'is a subsheaf of F as the Ox-module;
e F' is preserved under the action of A, i.e. A ®gnqr) F' C F'.

The set of A-subsheaves of F can be obtained by tensoring every subsheaf of F by A, i.e.
SubSfA(F) = A ®@gpna(r) SubSt(F),
where SubSf(F) is the set of subsheaves of F, i.e.
SubSf(F) = {F'|F C F}.
Here are some properties of a A-module F, which are easy to check.

e The torsion part Fio, of F is preserved by A. Thus Fio, is a A-submodule.
e Let 7' be a A-submodule of F. Then F/F’ is a A-module.
e Let ' be a A-submodule of F. The saturation F_,, of ' is a A-module.

Now we give some examples of sheaves of graded algebras.

Sheaf of Differential Operators. Let Dy be the sheaf of differential operators over X'. Clearly,
Dy has a natural graded structure, of which the filtration (Dy); is the sheaf of differential operators
with order < 4. A derivation d on Dy is a map d : Dy — Dx such that

(1) d(ab) = (da)b + (—1)%a(db), where a is the order of a,

(2) d((Dx)i) € (Dx)i-1,

(3) d*> =0.
A basic example of a derivation is the Lie bracket d o (o) :=[2 500

This definition can be extended to any sheaf of graded algebras A. A derivation d of A is a map

d: A — A such that
(1) d(ab) = (da)b+ (—1)*a(db).
(2) d(A;) C A
(3) d*> =0.

Let v € Gry(A). There is a natural derivation d, defined by the commutator d,(a) := [v, a] = va—av.
Now we consider the class of v in Gri(A). We use the same notation v for the corresponding class
in Gry(A). There is a unique morphism o : Gri(A) — Hom(Q%,Ox). The morphism o is called the
symbol of A.

Denote by ©4 be the set of derivations of A. Note that ©4 has a natural structure of sheaves. Let
F be a coherent sheaf. A connection V on F is a Oyx-morphism V : Oy — End(F) satisfying the
following conditions.

(1) Vyo(s) = FV0(s).

(2) Va(fs)=0(f)s+ fVa(s).

(3) Vioy,0.1(s) = [Ve,, Vo, ](s)-
Note that d, is also a derivation for v € Gri(A). Thus Vg, is a homomorphism of F, which induces
an action of v on F. Thus a connection V gives us a well-defined A-action on F, i.e. a A-sheaf F.

L-Twisted Higgs Bundle. Now we consider the example, the L-twisted Higgs bundle. Let £ be
a locally free sheaf over X'. The sheaf of graded algebras corresponding to £ is defined as Ay :=
Sym®(L£*). Note that Gri(Az) = £*. In this case, a morphism Az — End(F) is uniquely determined
by Gri(Az) — End(F). If we start with a morphism Gry(Az) — End(F), this morphism will give us
a well-defined map

Gri(Az) @ F — F,
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and then,
Fo>FR(Gri(Ag))" = F = FL.
The induced map F — F ® L is exactly an L-twisted Higgs field.

4.2. p-Semistability of A-modules. In this subsection, we study the p-semistability of A-modules
and prove some properies of Harder-Narasimhan filtrations and Jordan-Holder filtrations for A-modules.

Let X be a projective Deligne-Mumford stack and with moduli space X over S. We fix a polarization
Ox(1) on X and a generating sheaf £ on X. With respect to the polarizations Ox (1) and &, we have
the reduced modified Hilbert polynomial pg(F) of a coherent sheaf F over X. The setup and notations
are the same as those in §3.2-§3.6.

Let A be a sheaf of graded algebras on X. A A-module F is pure of dimension d, if the underlying
structure as an O y-module is pure of dimension d.

A A-module F is p-semistable (resp. p-stable), if F is a pure coherent sheaf and for any A-subsheaf
F' C F with 0 < rk(F’) < rk(F), we have

pe(F',m) < pe(F,m), m>0, (resp. <).
A-Harder-Narasimhan Filtrations. Let F be a purely d-dimensional A-sheafon X. A destabilizing
A-subsheaf F2, is a A-subsheaf of F such that
(1) For all A-subsheaves F/ C F we have pg(F2) > pe(F').
(2) If pe(FL) = pe(F'), we have F' C FA.
Lemma 4.1. For any purely d-dimensional A-module F on X, there is a unique destabilizing A-

subsheaf FL.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to [21, Lemma 1.3.5]. We only give the construction of the
destabilizing A-subsheaf.
Consider the set of non-trivial A-subsheaves of the given A-sheaf F

SubSfy (F) = {F'|F is a A-subsheaf of F}.

We can define a partial-order on the set SubSfs(F) as follows. Let F; and F2 be two A-subsheaves
of F. We say that F1 < Fo, if F1 C Fo and pe(F1) < pg(F2). We take a maximal subsheaf 7/ C F
with respect to the partial order relation such that the coefficient ag ¢(F”’) is minimal among all such
maximal subsheaves. This subsheaf 7’ is exactly the destabilizing A-subsheaf of F. 0

Lemma 4.2. Let F be a purely d-dimensional A-module on X. We have
]:éxe = (A ®Snd(]—') ]:de)sata
where Fqe is the destabilizing sheaf of F.

Proof. We will prove that the sheaf (A®g,,q(7) Fde)sat satisfies the conditions of a destabilizing A-sheaf,
and then by the uniqueness of the destabilizing A-subsheaf, we will prove this lemma.

Clearly, the sheaf A ®¢pq(7) Fde is a A-subsheaf of F. Thus its saturation (A ®gnq(r) Fde)sat is also
a A-subsheaf of F. Given any A-subsheaf F’ of F, it is also a subsheaf of F. Therefore, we obtain

pe(F') < pe(Fae)-
This inequality gives
pe(F') = pe(A Qepar) F') < pe(A Qgnacr) Fae)-
We also have the following inequality about the saturation
Pe(A @ena(r) Fae) < pe((A @enar) Fae)sat)-
This implies that
pe(F') < pe((A @gnacr) Fae)sat)-
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This finishes the proof of the first condition of the destabilizing A-subsheaf.
Now we assume that pe(F') = pe (A @gna(r) Fde)sat). As a subsheaf of F, we have
pe(F') < pe(Fae)-
If pe(F') = pe(Fae), then F' is a subsheaf of Fgo. Thus F' is a A-subsheaf of (A ®@¢nq(r) Fae)sat- If
pg(]'—/) < pg(]:dc), then
pe(F') = pe(A @cnar) F') < pe(A @cnar) Fae) < pe((A @cnacr) Fae)sat)-
This contradicts the assumption that pg(F’) = pe((A @gna(r) Fde)sat)- O

Now we give the definition of the A-Harder-Narasimhan filtration. Let F be a A-module of pure
dimension d on X. A A-Harder-Narasimhan filtration of F is an increasing filtration

0 = HNo(F) CHNy(F) C--- CHN)(F) = F,

such that

(1) The subsheaves HN;(F) are A-modules for 1 <34 </|.

(2) The factors gri™N(F) = HN,(F)/HN,;_1(F) are p-semistable A-modules for 1 < i < [ of
dimension d.

(3) Denote by p; the reduced modified Hilbert polynomial pg(griN(F)) such that

pmax(]:) =pL > >pr = pmin(‘/—")-
Proposition 4.3. Let F be a A-module of pure dimension d on X. There is a unique A-Harder-

Narasimhan filtration of F.

Proof. The existence of the A-Harder-Narasimhan filtration is proved by induction. In the base step,
we take HNy(F) = F{. Then we consider the quotient sheaf F/F4, which is also a A-sheaf. By
induction, we can assume that there is a A-Harder-Narasimhan filtration of F/F42.. Thus we have a
A-Harder-Narasimhan filtration of F by taking the preimage of the A-Harder-Narasimhan filtration of

F|FA.
The proof of the uniqueness of the A-Harder-Narasimhan filtration is the same as the proof of the
classical case [21, Theorem 1.3.4]. O

A-Jordan-Hélder Filtrations. Let F be a p-semistable A-module on X with the reduced modified
Hilbert polynomial pg(F). A A-Jordan-Holder Filtration of F is an increasing filtration

0 C JHo(F) € JH(F) C - CIH(F) = F

such that the factors gry%(F) = JH;(F)/JH;_1(F) are p-stable with respect to the reduced modified
Hilbert polynomial pg(F) for 1 < i <|.

Proposition 4.4. Let F be a A-semistable sheaf on X. There is a A-Jordan-Hélder filtration of F,
and the graded sheaf gr'™(F) := @, gr/H(F) does not depend on the choice of the Jordan-Hélder
filtration.

Proof. The proof of the existence and uniqueness (up to isomorphism between the graded sheaves) is
the same as [21, Proposition 1.5.2]. O

Two p-semistable A-sheaves F; and Fy with the same reduced modified Hilbert polynomial are
called S-equivalent if the graded sheaves of the A-Jordan-Hoélder filtrations are isomorphic, i.e.

gr't (F1) = gr't (F2).
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4.3. Boundedness of A-modules II. Let %f\s (P) be the set of p-semistable A-modules of pure di-
mension d with the modified Hilbert polynomial P. In this subsection, we study the upper bound the
following set

(WX, F@ &Y @n*Ox(m)) | F € §X(P)}.
We prove that there is an upper-bound for the above set (see Proposition 4.7).
Lemma 4.5. Let F be a A-module of pure dimension d and rank r over X. Let F' be a subsheaf of
F, not necessarily preserved by A. Denote by F/. the image of the morphism A, ®o,, F' — F. Then
Fl is a A-subsheaf of F.
Proof. The proof of this lemma is the same as [33, Lemma 3.2]. O
Lemma 4.6. Suppose that there is an integer mqg such that m.Gri(A)(mg) is generated by global

sections. Then, there is an integer my such that Gri(A) is my-reqular. For any p-semistable A-module
F of pure dimension d and rank r, and any subsheaf F' C F, we have

fig(F') < fue (F) + br,
where b is an integer depending on my (or mg) and the generating sheaf £.

Proof. By assumption, we know m,Gri(A) is mo-regular. Therefore, by Lemma 3.10, we can find an
integer m; such that Grq(A) is mi-regular. This finishes the proof of the first statement.

The proof of the second part of this lemma is similar to [33, Lemma 3.3]. We include the proof
here for completeness. Note that a p-semistable A-module may not be a p-semistable coherent sheaf.
Denote by G the destabilizing sheaf of F (not the A-destabilizing sheaf). By the definition of the
destabilizing sheaf, it suffices to find a positive integer m and prove the inequality

fie(G) < fue(F) +mr.
Let G; be the image of A; ® G in F for i > 0. Note that Gy = G. By the definition of sheaves of graded
algebras, we have the following surjections of coherent sheaves

A®G —Gi1 =0
for 0 <4 < r. The above surjections induce

Gri(A) ® (Gi/Gi—1) = Gi+1/Gi — 0

for 1 <i < r. We know that the coherent sheaf Fg(Gri(A))(mq) is generated by global sections. Thus
we have the following surjective map

VeE&er*Ox(—mi) = Gri(A) — 0,
where
V =H%X,Gr1(A) ® Y @ 7 0x (m1)) = H*(X, Fg(Gri(A))(m1)).
This surjection induces the following one
VeE&®(Gi/Gi1) @1 Ox(—=m1) = Git1/Gi — 0.

We take the quotient Oy-module Q; of G; with smallest reduced modified Hilbert polynomial of any
quotient Oy-module, 0 < i < r. By definition of destabilizing sheaf, Qy = Gy = G.
We discuss the quotient Q;11 in the following two cases.

(1) If Q;+1 has a nontrivial subsheaf which is a quotient of G;, by the smallest property of Q;, we
have

pe(Qi) < pe(Qit1)-
This inequality induces that fig(Q;) < fig(Qit1)-
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(2) Otherwise, Q;11 is a quotient of G;11/G;. By the surjection
VRER(Gi/Gi—1) @ T Ox(—m1) = Git1/Gi — 0,
we obtain that Q;1 is a quotient of V® € ® (G;/Gi—1) ® 7*Ox(—m1), we have
pe(V®E® Qi @m Ox(—m1)) < pe(Qit1)-
Equivalently,
pe(V®E®Qi,n—mi) < pe(Qiy1,n).
Therefore,
fre (€ ® Qi) —ma < fig(Qit1)
For the generating sheaf £, we can find a surjection
Ox(—mg)®N — €.
Therefore, we have
fig(Qi) — m1 —me = fie(Ox(—me)®N © Qi) —mi1 < fie (€ ® Qi) —ma < fig(Qiy1)
Take b = mq + mg. In conclusion, we always have
fie(Qi) — b < fig(Qiy1).
Taking the sum over 4, we have
fig(Qo) < fie(Qr) + br.

Now we consider the polynomial pg(Q,.). By the definition of Q,., we have pg(Q,.) < psg(G,.). Moreover,
we have pe(G,) < pe((Gr)sat), where (G,)sar is the saturation of G,.. By Lemma 4.5, the sheaf G, is a
A-module. Thus, we have

pe(Qr) < pe(Gr) < pe((Gr)sat) < pe(F).

The above inequalities of reduced modified Hilbert polynomials imply the following inequalities of
slopes

/lE(Qr) S ﬂg(gr) S ﬂé‘((gr)sat) S ﬂf(]:)
Note that fig(Qp) is exactly fig(G). We have
fig(G) = f1g(Qo) < f1e(Qr) + br < fig(F) + br.
g

Proposition 4.7. Let X be a projective stack with polarizations £, Ox(1). Let gf\S(P) be the set
of p-semistable A-sheaves of pure dimension d with the modified Hilbert polynomial P. There is an
upper-bound for the set

(WX, FREY @ m*Ox(m)) | F € T (P)}.

The upper-bound depends on the following data

P: the polynomial;

m: the integer such that m.Endo, (€)(m) is generated by global sections;
deg(Ox(1)): the degree of Ox(1);

b: the integer found in Lemma 4.6.

Note that the dimension d and the rank r are determined by the given integer polynomial P.
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Proof. Let F be an element in gff Although F is a p-semistable A-module, the coherent sheaf F may
not be p-semistable as an Oy-module. Thus we take the Harder-Narasimhan filtration
0=FCFHC---CH=F

of 7. Denote by griN(F) = F;/Fi_1 the quotient sheaf, where 1 < i < I. Let r; be the rank of
Fe(griN(F)). By Corollary 3.13, we know that there is an integer B; such that

(fie(Fi/Fiz1) +m + B;)?
d! '
By Lemma 4.6, we can find an integer b;, which only depends on A, £ and r, such that
fig (Fif Fiz1) < fie(F) + b;.
Take B = sup{b; + B;,1 < i <}. We have the following inequality

A B d
WX, F [ Fir @ €% 0 7 O(m)) < r HETIEH B

WX, Fi) Fio1 @ €Y @ 1 Ox(m)) < 14

Thus we have

(e (F) + m + B)“
d! ’

l
WX, FoE @ 0x(m) <Y (X, Fi/Fii @& @n*Ox(m)) <7
=1

where r is the rank of Fg(F). Note that r, d and fig(F) are uniquely determined by the given
polynomial P. This finishes the proof of this lemma. O

5. A-QUOT-FUNCTORS

In this section, we define the A-quot-functor on Deligne-Mumford stacks and prove one of the main
results in this paper that the A-quot-functor is represented by an algebraic space (Theorem 5.1). The
method of proving this property is based on a theorem by Artin [4, Theorem 5.3]. This theorem states
that a functor is representable by an algebraic space if the functor satisfies a series of conditions.
Therefore, proving the representability of the A-quot-functor is equivalent to check all conditions in
the theorem by Artin. As an application of this result, we show that the A-quot-fucntor on a projective
Deligne-Mumford stack is represented by a quasi-projective scheme (see Theorem 5.12).

In §5.1, we give the definitions, and state the main theorem (Theorem 5.1). In §5.2, we review
the Artin’s theorem (Theorem 5.2) and some necessary backgrounds about the conditions listed in the
theorem. There are many good references about the background here. We refer the reader to [4, 13, 18]
for more details.

The proof of the representability of the A-quot-functor is discussed in §5.3. We discuss the defor-
mation and obstruction theory of A-quot-functors carefully in §5.3.4 and §5.3.5, and the deformation
theory will help us to calculate the tangent space of the moduli space of A-modules in §6.

After we finish the proof of Theorem 5.1, we consider the case that X is a projective Deligne-
Mumford stack on a scheme S in §5.4. In this case, the A-quot-functor is represented by a quasi-
projective scheme. Olsson and Starr considered these problems for quot-functors [30, §6], and we
extend their approach to A-quot-functors. At the end of this section, we prove the boundedness of the
family of p-semistable A-modules (Corollary 5.15 in §5.5).

5.1. Definitions and Results. Let S be an algebraic space, which is locally of finite type over an
algebraically closed field k, and let X’ be a separated and locally finitely-presented Deligne-Mumford
stack over S. Denote by (Sch/S) the category of S-schemes with respect to the big étale topology or
fppf topology. Let A be a sheaf of graded algebras. We take a coherent Ox-module G, which is not
necessary to be a A-module, and define the functor

Quot, (G, X) : (Sch/S)°P — Set
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as follows. For each S-scheme T', we define (m/\ (G, X)(T) to be the set of Ox,-module quotients
Gr — Fr such that

(1) Fr € Quot(G)(T);

(2) Fris a Ap-module.
The functor @Y&A(g,x) is called the A-quot-functor, and we will use the notation @I&A(g) for
simplicity.

Recall that the moduli space of Higgs bundles over a smooth projective variety is an algebraic
stack (see [13, §7]). With the same idea and proof, the A-quot-functor Q_l\l_/()tA (G) has a natural stack
structure. In other words, the A-quot-functor is a sheaf with respect to the big étale topology of
(Sch/S).

Given a coherent sheaf 7, F can be equipped with distinct A-structures, which are defined by the
action of A on F. As an example, when A acts trivially on F, the action of A on F is the same as Oy
on F. In this case, the A-module F is exactly the same as its Ox-module structure. A A-structure on
F is given by a morphism A — End(F). The set of all morphisms

Homop,, (A, End(F)) = Home, (A @ F, F)

gives us all possible A-structures on F. Thus a A-module F is a pair (F,®), where F is a coherent
sheaf and ® : A ® F — F is a morphism. Based on the discussion above, @I&A(g)(T) is the set of
pairs (Fr, ®7) such that

(1) Gr —» Fr € Quot(g)(T);

(2) @r: Ar @ Fr — Fr is an Oy -morphism.

By definition, we know that A is a sheaf of graded algebras, which may not be a coherent sheaf.
When constructing the moduli space and proving some properties, a coherent sheaf is a better option.
Note that Gri(A) is a coherent sheaf and Grq(A) contains all generators of A. Therefore, a A-structure
on F induces a Gri(A)-structure on F. We have the following injective map

Homo,, (A, End(F)) — Homoe,, (Gr1(A), End(F))
as we discussed in §4.1. Thus we work on the morphism Gri(A) — End(F) in some special situations.

The goal of this section is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. The A-quot-functor (Sﬁo/t,\(g) is represented by a separated and locally finitely presented
algebraic space.

Denote by Quot, (G) the algebraic space representing (m A(G).

5.2. A Theorem by Artin. Before we prove Theorem 5.1, we review some properties of a moduli
problem and a theorem by Artin [4, Theorem 5.3]. We will use the Artin’s theorem to prove Theorem
5.1. In this subsection, we always assume that S is an algebraic space, which is locally of finite type
over an algebraically closed field k, and a moduli problem

F : (Sch/S)°P — Set

is a presheaf over (Sch/S) with respect to the big étale topology or fppf topology, which can be
considered as a category fibered in groupoids.

5.2.1. Locally of Finite Presentation. Let F — G be a morphism of moduli problems, which is
considered as a morphism between CFG. We say that the morphism is locally of finite presentation, if
for every filtered colimit of Og-algebras A =lim A; and every commutative diagram

—

SpecA —— F

A
ar -
l //// J{ )

lim SpecA; —— G
N
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there exists a unique dashed arrow lifting the morphism lim SpecA; — G. A moduli problem Fis
—

locally of finite presentation if the morphism F—Sis locally of finite presentation.

5.2.2. Integrability (Effectivity). There are various definitions of integrability, which is also called
effectivity. Most of the definitions of integrability are similar, and the difference comes the condition
on the map

- A : - A n+1
F(A) = lim F(A/m™*Y), n> 1.

The one we take in this paper comes from [4]. We refer the readers to [13, 18] for the other definitions
of integrability.

Let F : (Sch/S)°P — Set be a moduli problem. Let A be a complete noetherian local Og-algebra
and denote by m the maximal ideal of A. We prefer to use the notation F'(A) instead of F(Spec(A)).
Given a positive integer n, as a contravariant functor (for S-schemes), we have a natural map F (A) —
F(A/m™*1). Thus we have a canonical map

S0 B e ntl
F(A) — @F(A/m ).
Let (Fp)n>1 be an element in lim F(A/m™*+1). If there is an element 7/ € F(A) such that 7’ induces
= —
F1 € F(A/m?), then we say that the map F'(A) — lim F'(A/m"*!) has a dense image.
—

The moduli problem Fis integrable if for every complete noetherian local ring A, the canonical map

F(A) — lim F(A/m™1) is injective and the image is dense in lim F(A/m"1).
— —

5.2.3. Homogeneity. An infinitesimal extension of S-schemes is a closed embedding T' < T” such
that the ideal sheaf I/ is nilpotent. A well-known example is the ring of dual numbers D = Z[e]/(€?).
There is a natural embedding T < T'[e] := T Xgpec(z) Spec(D), of which the ideal is nilpotent.

Let T < T' be an infinitesimal extension of S-schemes and let f : T — R be an affine S-morphism.
Then there is a universal S-scheme R’ completing the following diagram [37, §2.1]

T ——T'

A CFG F is homogeneous if for each diagram above, the natural morphism
F(T) — F(T") X F (R F(R)
is an equivalence of categories. The homogeneity is also called the Schlessinger’s condition [31].

Let f: F — F' be a morphism of moduli problems. We say that f is homogeneous, or that X is
homogeneous over ), if for any S-scheme T and any morphism T — F ', the fiber product Fxx w1 is
homogeneous. This property is also called the relative homogeneity.

Now we consider an example. Let S be an algebraic space, which is locally of finite type over an
algebraically closed field k£ and let X be a separated and locally finitely-presented Deligne-Mumford
stack over S. Let £ and F be two quasi-coherent sheaves over X'. Denote by

Hom(E,F) : (Sch/S)°P — Set
the moduli problem of homomorphisms between £ and F such that
Hom(E,F)(T) := Hom(Er, Fr)

for every S-scheme T'. The moduli problem SZom(E,F) is representable by algebraic spaces locally
of finite type [24, Proposition 2.3], which also implies that sZom(E,F) satisfies the Schlessinger’s
condition.
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5.2.4. Deformation Theory. An infinitesimal extension of an Og-algebra A is a surjective map of
Og-algebras A’ — A such that the kernel M = ker(A’ — A) is a finitely generated nilpotent ideal.

Let F : (Sch/S)°P — Set be a functor. Let Ag be a noetherian Og-domain. A deformation situation
is defined as a triple

(A — A— Ay, M)

where A’ — A — Ay is a diagram of infinitesimal extension, M = ker(A’ — A) a finite Ap-module and
¢ € F(Ap). We have a natural map F(A) — F(Ap). Let & be an element in F(Ap). Denote by Fe(A)
the set of elements in F'(A) whose image is £ € F(Ag).

The deformation theory we consider in this paper is described in [4, Definition 5.2]. A deformation
theory for F consists of the following data and conditions

(1) A functor associates to every triple (Ao, M, &) an Ap-module D = D(Ag, M, ), and to every
map of triples (Ao, M, &) — (By, N, n) an linear map D(Ag, M, &) — D(By, N,n).

(2) For every deformation situation, there is an operation of the additive group of D(Ag, M, &) on
F}(A’ ) such that two elements are in the same orbit under the operation if and only if they
have the same image in ﬁg (A), where ﬁg(A’ ) is the subset of F(A’) of elements whose image
in F(Ag) is €.

5.2.5. Artin’s Theorem.

Theorem 5.2 (Theorem 5.3 in [4]). Let F be a functor on (Sch/S)°P. Given a deformation theory for

F, then F is represented by a separated and locally of finite type algebraic space over S, if the following
conditions hold:

(1) F is a sheaf with respect to the fopf-topology (or big étale topology).
(2) Fis locally of finite presentation.
(3) F is integrable.
(4) F satisfies the following conditions of separation.
(a) Let Ay be a geometric discrete valuation ring, which is a localization of a finite type Og-
algebra with residue field of finite type over Og. Let K,k be its fraction field and residue
field respectively. If€,m € ﬁ(AO) induce the same element in ﬁ(K) and ﬁ(k), then & = 1.
(b) Let Ag be an Og-integral domain of finite type. Let §,n € ﬁ(Ao). Suppose that there is
a dense set S in Spec(Ag) such that &€ = 1 in F(k(s)) for all s € S. Then &€ =1 on a
non-empty open subset of Spec(Ayp).
(5) The deformation theory satisfies the following conditions.
(a) The module D = D(Ag, M,&) commutes with localization in Ay and is a finite module
when M is free of rank one.
(b) The module operates freely on Fe(A') when M is of length one.
(c) Let Ay be an Og-integral domain of finite type. There is a non-empty open set U of
Spec(Ap) such that for every closed point s € U, we have

D @4, k(s) = D(k, M @4, k(s), &)

(6) Suppose that we have a deformation situation (A" — A — Ao, M, §).
(a) Let Ay be of finite type and M of length one. Let

B —— B —— A,

I

A —— A —— Ay
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be a diagram of infinitesimal extensions of Ay with B’ = A’ x4 B. Ifb € ﬁ(B) is an
element lying over & whose image a € ﬁ(A) can be lifted to ﬁ(A’), then b can be lifted to
F(B'). This condition is the homogeneity.

(b) Ao is a geometric discrete valuation ring with fraction field K and M free of rank one.
Denote by AK, A the localizations ofA A’ respectively. If the zmage of £ in F(AK) can
be lifted to F(Al), then its image in F(Ag Xk Ax) can be lifted to F(Ag x g Al).

(c) With the same notations as 6(b), let M be a free module of rank n and € € FV(A) Sup-
pose that for every one-dimensional quotient My, of My the lifting of £k to f(A}() 18
obstructed, where Ay — Aj, — Ak is the extension determined by Mj.. Then there is a
non-empty open set U of Spec(Ag) such that for every quotient € : M — M™* of length one
with support in U, the lifting of & to ﬁ(A*) is obstructed, where A’ — A* — A denotes
the resulting extension.

We want to remind the reader that Olsson and Starr applied Theorem 5.2 to prove that the quot-
functor Quot(G) is represented by an algebraic space (see Theorem 3.1 or [30, Theorem 1.1]). Therefore,
the quot-functor Quot(G) satisfies all of the properties in Theorem 5.2. To prove that the A-quot-

functor is represented by an algebraic space, we have to check that the functor 61\1_(;5 A(G) satisfies all
of the conditions in the Artin’s theorem.

5.3. Proof of Theorem 5.1. We use the notation M := @I&A(g) for the A-quot-functor and

= QE&(Q) for the quot-functor. It is easy to check that M is a sheaf with respect to the fppf (or
big étale topology), and we omit the proof here. We refer the reader to [13] for details.

The quot-functor M’ is represented by an algebraic space, and M’ satisfies all conditions in Theorem
5.2 (see Proof of [30, Theorem 1.1]). The proofs of locally of finite presentation (§5.3.1), integrability
(85.3.2) and separation (§5.3.3) depend on the corresponding properties of M’. In §5.3.4, we construct
the deformation theory of M and prove that the deformation theory satisfies the conditions listed in
Theorem 5.2(4). The obstruction theory is discussed in §5.3.5.

5.3.1. Locally of Finite Presentation. Let A := lim A, be the colimit of Og-algebras A,,. There
—
are natural maps M(A4,) — M(A) for n > 1. These maps induce the following one
h_r)nM(An) — M(A).
To prove that M is of locally of finite presentation, we have to show that the above map is bijective.
Let (Fpn, ®y)n>1 be an element in lim M(A,,), where F,, € M'(4,,) and ®,, : A ® F,, — F,. Recall
- —_—

that M’ is locally of finite presentation. Thus there exists a unique F € M’(A) corresponding to
(Fn)n>1. By [16, (8.2.5)], the map

lim Hom(A ® Fy,, Fr,) — Hom(A @ F, F)
—

is also bijective. Therefore we can find a unique element (F,®) corresponding to the given element
(Frny @r)n>1 € hm./\/l(An). This finishes the proof.

5.3.2. Integrability. Let A be a complete noetherian local Og-algebra and denote by m the maximal
ideal of A. After changing the base, we consider X' as a stack over A. Let X be the stack X :
lim X'(A/m"*1). There is a natural morphism j : X — X. Let F be a coherent sheaf over X Denote
—

by F the sheaf j*F. Before we prove the integrability, we first review the following lemma.

Lemma 5.3 (Lemma 2.2 in [30]). Let 1 and Fa be coherent sheaves over X with proper support over
A. For every integer n, the map

Extf,, (Fi, Fa) = Bxt  (F1, F2)

18 an isomorphism.
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Now we will prove that M is integrable, i.e., the map
A : A n+1
M(A) = @M(A/m )

is injective and has a dense image.

Let (F,®) € M(A), where ® : A® F — F. We will find a unique element (F,,®,),>1 in
lim M(A/m" 1) corresponding to the given pair (F, ®). Recall that M’ satisfies all of the conditions
—

in Theorem 5.2. Thus the morphism
(A . (A n+1

M'(A) — {in./\/l (A/m™)
is an injection. We take an element F € M’(A), which corresponds to a unique element (F,) €
lim M’(A/m"™*1). By Lemma 5.3, we have
—

Hom(Gr1(A) ® F, F) — limHom(Grq(A) @ Fp, Fr)
—

is bijective. This bijection induces that the map
Hom(A ® F,F) — limHom(A ® Fp, Fpn)
—

is also a bijection. As a result, ® corresponds to a unique map (®p)p>1 € {iinHom(A ® Fny Fn).
Therefore the natural map
M(A) — {iﬂlM(A/m"“)
is injective. - -
Now we will prove that the map M(A) — @M(A/ m”*1) has a dense image. The proof is similar
to that of the injectivity. We take an element

(F @),z € lim M(A/mH),

where F,, € M'(A/m™ 1) and @, : A ® F, — Fp. Since M’ is integrable, we can find an element
F € M'(A) such that F induces F; € M'(A/m?). Let (F)n>1 € lim M’(A/m"1) be the element
= —

corresponding to F, where 7] = F;. By Lemma 5.3, we know that the map
Hom(A ® F,F) — l(ingom(A ® F, Fr)

is bijective. Let (®])n,>1 be an element in limHom(A ® F), F}) such that ®, = ®;. The element
= —

(®7,)n>1 corresponds to a unique map ¢ : A®F’ — F'. In conclusion, given an element ((F, ®5)),,> 1,
we find a pair (F, ®) which induces (Fi, ®1).

5.3.3. Separation. The quot-functor M’ satisfies the separation condition (4). If Fy, Fa € M'(Ap)
induce the same element in M'(K) and M’(k), then F; = Fa. Let £ = (F1, ®1),n = (Fa, P2) be two
elements in M. If they induce the same element in M(K) and M(k), we have 1 = F,. This also
implies that Hom(A, End(F1)) = Hom(A, End(Fz)). Therefore, @1 = @5, and £ = n. This finishes the
proof for condition (4a).

The proof of condition (4b) is the same, and we omit the proof here.

5.3.4. Deformation Theory. In this section, we calculate the Ap-module M¢(Ag[M]) and prove
that this module is the deformation theory for M.

Let us consider a special case first. Let A" = Ag[M] := Ao ® M. Let X4, := X xg Spec(4yp) and
Xaom) = X xs Spec(Ag[M]). Denote by 7 : Xayar) — Xa, the natural map. Let (F,®) be an
element in M(Ag), where ® : Agpeca,) ® F — F. Equivalently, ® can be considered as a morphism
P : Agpec(a,) — End(F). For simplicity, we use A for the sheaf Agpec(a,) in this section. With respect
to the above notation, the morphism & is

P:ARF - For®:A— End(F).
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Define F' = F Xgpec(4,) SPec(A’). Abusing the notation, we write 7' as F @ F[M]. For a section s of

End(F)[M], the corresponding automorphism of 7' is denoted by 1+ s. Moreover, if v+ w is a section

of End(F'), where v is a section of End(F) and w is a section of End(F)[M], we have
p(1+s)(v+w) =v+w+p(s)(v),

where p is the natural action of End(F) on itself.
The deformation complex Cy;(F,®) is defined as follows

O (F, @) : C%(F) = End(F)[M] 225 0L, (F) = Hom(A, End(F)[M)),
and the map e(®P) is given by

(e(®)(s)) (A) = —=p(s)(D(A)),
where s € End(F)[M] and X € A are sections. If there is no ambiguity, we omit the notations M, F,
® in the complex C},(F, ®) and use the following notation
C* €0 = gnd(F)[M] <2
for the deformation complex.
Now we are ready to calculate M¢(Ag[M]). The following proposition is a generalization of Theorem
2.3 in [8].

Proposition 5.4. Let £ = (F, ®) be a A-module in M(Ag). The set M¢(Ao[M]) is isomorphic to the
hypercohomology group H*(C®), where C*® is the complex

Ct = Hom(A, End(F)[M])

0* 0 = End(F)[M] <2

where the map e(®) is defined as above.

C' = Hom(A, End(F)[M]),

Proof. Let U = {U; = Spec(A;)}icr be an étale covering of X’ by affine schemes, where I is the index
set. The covering U of X also gives an étale covering {U; xg Spec(Ag)} of X4,. Define U;[M] =
U; x s Spec(Ag[M]). Set

End(F)[M]

U;[M] = Czov Hom(Avgnd(f)[M])lUi[M] = Cilv
where C? and C} are Ag-modules. Similarly, modules C?j (resp. Cilj) are restrictions of C° (resp. C1)
to U;;[M] = U;[M] N U,;[M]. We consider the following Cech resolution of C*:

0 0
| |

0 co P o 0
b

We calculate the first hypercohomology H!'(C*®) from the above diagram. Let Z be the set of pairs
(sij,ti), where s;; € C?j and t; € O} satisfying the following conditions:

(1) sij + sjk = sik as elements of C?jk.

(2) ti —t; = e(®)(s4;) as elements of Cy;.
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Let B be the subset of Z consisting of elements (s; — s;,e(®)(s;)), where s; € C?. By the definition of
the hypercohomology, we have

H'(C*) = Z/B.

We will prove that for each element in H'(C®), it corresponds to a unique A-module on X’ Ao[M]» Of
which the restriction to X4, is (F,®). In other words, there is a bijective map between H'(C*®) and
M (Ao[M]).

We first prove that there is a natural map H'(C*®) to M¢(Ag[M]). Given an element (s;;,;) € Z,
we want to construct a A-module (F', ®") on X4 5 such that

]:I|XA0 = F, (I)I|XA0 =~ O,

We first give the construction of F'. For each U;[M], there is a natural projection = : U;[M] —
Ui x5 Spec(Ay). Take the sheaf Fj = 7" (F|y, x sspec(4y))- By the first condition of Z, we can identify
the restrictions of F; and F; to Uy;;[M] by the isomorphism 1 + s;; of F/;. Therefore we get a well-

2

defined quasi-coherent sheaf 7’ on X4,y such that the restriction of 7' to X4, is F.
Now we want to construct a morphism &' : A — End(F’). Note that

End(F') =2 End(F) ® End(F[M)).
We also know that the morphism &’ satisfies
|y, = .
Thus on each affine set U;[M], we define the following morphism
O, +t;: A — End(F)),

where ®; is the restriction of ® to the open set U; x g Spec(Ap). By the second condition of the pair
(8ij,ti), 1.e. t; —t; = e(P)(s45), we have

e(®; +ti)(1 + s45) =D, + t5.
Therefore {®; +¢; }ier can be glued together to give a global homomorphism &' : A — End(F’). Given
an element (s;5,¢;) in Z, we construct a A-module (F/, ®’) in M¢(Ag[M]).

Let (s;5,t;) be an element in B. In other words, s;; = s; — s; and t; = e(®)(s;). The identification
of F| = F} on U;;[M] is given by the isomorphism
1+Sij :1—|—(SZ—SJ)

Consider the following diagram

1+s;
! Ny
i B i

J{l-i-sq‘,j J{Id

1+s;
F‘/ J /—_'I
j ij

The commutativity of the above diagram implies that E’ is trivial. Similarly, we have
e(fbi + ti)(l + Sl) = o,.

Therefore the associated Hitchin pair (F', @) is isomorphic to (7*F,7*®). In other words, for any
element in B, the corresponding A-structure is trivial.

The above construction gives a well-defined map from H'(C*®) to M¢(Ao[M]).

Now we will construct the inverse map from M¢(Ag[M]) to H'(C®). Let (F',®') € M¢(Ao[M]) be
a A-module over X4 (ps) such that

(]:/|XA07(I)I|XAO) =§= (]:7 (I))
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We still use the covering {U;[M]}ier of Xy, [ar to work on this problem locally. Clearly, F; = F'|u,1an
is the pull-back of F'|x, . The coherent sheaf F’ can be obtained by gluing 7] together. Thus the

automorphism 1 + s;; of F;; over the intersection U;;[M] should satisfy the condition

Sij + Sjk = Sik
on Ujjr[M], where s;; is an element in End(F)[M]|y,,ar)- Now we consider the morphism
& : A — End(F') = End(F) ® End(F)[M],
which is given by ®; 4 ¢; on the local chart U; x g Spec(Ayp), where
Qi = @y, x sSpec(Ao) : A = End(F)

U; X sSpec(Ao)

and
ti : A= End(F)[M]|v, x spec(Ao)-
By the compatibility condition of ®; + t; on U;;[M], we have
e(®i+t;)(1 + si5) = ©; + t5.
This gives us
e(®)(sij) =t; — t;.

Therefore, (si;,t:) € Z.
The above discussion gives us a well-defined map from Mg (Ag[M]) to H(C®). It is easy to check
that these two maps are inverse to each other. We finish the proof of this proposition. g

Corollary 5.5. The deformation complex

e(®)

C*: C° = End(F)[M] — C* = Hom(A, End(F)[M])

has the following long exact sequence
0= H(C*) = H(Xa,,C% — H°(X4,,C")
— HY(C*) —» H'(Xa,,C%) = H'(Xa,,C") = H*(C*) — - -
Proof. This long exact sequence follows directly from the definition of hypercohomology (see [§]). O

Corollary 5.6. Let 0 — My — My — M3z — 0 be a short exact sequence for finitely generated
Ap-modules. We have a long exact sequence for hypercohomology

ce o HY(Cyy, ) = HY(Cyy,) = HY(CYy) = HTH(CY, ) — -

Now we fix a A-module £ = (F,®) € Mg(Ao[M]) and consider the corresponding deformation
complex

0* - 0 = gnd(F)[M] <2 ¢ = Hom(A, End(F)[M]).
We will check that the deformation theory of M with respect to the triple (Ag, M, &) is given by the
Ag-module H(C*).

(5a) It is well-known that the Ag-module H?(X4,,®) commutes with localization in Ag, where o
is a coherent sheaf. Thus the Ag-module H'(C*®) also commutes with localization in Ay by
applying the Five Lemma to the long exact sequence in Corollary 5.5. Now let M be a free
Ap-module of rank one. This case is exactly the infinitesimal deformation and we use the
notation Agle] := Ag[M]. By the finiteness theorem of cohomology over Deligne-Mumford
stacks [29, §11.6], the modules H*(X4,,C?) are finitely generated for 0 < 4,5 < 1. Thus,
H'(C*®) =2 M¢(Aple]) is also a finitely generated module by the long exact sequence in Corollary
5.9.
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(5b) We assume that A = Ag and A" = Ag[M]. We will define an action D = M¢(Ag[M]) on itself
and show that this action is free. By Proposition 5.4, we know that

Me(Ag[M]) 2 H' (C*) = Z/B,

where Z is the set of pairs (s;;,t;) such that s;; € C’% and t; € C} satisfy the following
conditions

(a) sij + Sjk = sik as elements of C?jk,
(b) ti —t; = e(®)(s45) as elements of Cf;.
There is a natural action of Z on itself

(812 t3)(sij, ti) = (35 + sij 1 + i),

where (s};,t;), (sij,t:) € Z. This action can be naturally extended to a well-defined action of
Z/B on itself, which is also a free action. Therefore we define a free action D = M¢(A[M])
on itself.

(5¢) The condition of (5¢) is a local property. We may assume that X is an algebraic space and
S is an affine scheme Spec(A4g). Before prove the condition (5c), we first review the following
lemma.

Lemma 5.7 (Lemma 6.8, 6.9 in [4]). Let X be an algebraic space of finite type over an affine
scheme S = Spec(Ay), where Ag is an integral domain. Let F, G be two coherent sheaves on
X, and we fix a non-negative integer q. Then there is a non-empty open set U of S such that
for each s € U, the canonical map is an isomorphism

Ext%(F,G)s — Ext% (Fs, Gs),

s

and
HY(X,F)s = HY(X,, Fs).
By the above lemma, we can find a non-empty open set U of Spec(Ag) such that
HY(X,07), = H'(X,,C)), i20,j=12
for s € U. Thus we have
HY(C*)s = H'(CY)

by applying Five Lemma to the long exact sequence in Corollary 5.5, where C? is the restriction
of the complex C*® to the point s. We finish the proof of the condition (5c¢).

5.3.5. Obstruction Theory. Fix a deformation situation (A" — A — Ag, M, ), where M is a free
Ag-module of rank n. For any quotient € : M — M*, let A’ — A* be the quotient of A’ defined by
M.

M— A —— A

MY —— A —— A
We can define the deformation situation (A* — A — Ao, M*,§) (see §5.2.4). For any element
(F*,®*) € Me(A*), we want to lift it to a well-defined element in M¢(A’). The obstruction for

this lifting property comes from the vanishing of the second hypercohomology group H?(Cg. ). By
Corollary 5.6, we have a long exact sequence for the hypercohomology groups

e HY(Cpy) = HY(CY) = HY(CYye) = HA(Cporl) — - ..

Such a lifting exists if and only if the morphism H*(C%,) — H'(C$,.) is surjective. Thus the vanishing

of the second hypercohomology H?(Cy, ) is necessary and sufficient for the existence of such a lifting.
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The condition (6a) is exactly the homogeneity of the functor M. Note that there is a natural
forgetful functor

M= M, (F,®)— F.

The quot-functor M’ is homogeneous [30]. If the forgetful functor is relatively homogeneous,
we can prove that the functor M is homogeneous [13, Lemma 10.18]. We know that the fiber
of the forgetful functor at a sheaf F is s€om(A® F, F), which is homogeneous as we discussed
in §5.2.3. Therefore the forgetful functor is relatively homogeneous, and the moduli problem
M is homogeneous.

There is a natural map

i Xar = Xagxpear,

which is induced by the natural inclusion Ay xx A% — A%. The induced functor i, is left
exact on the category of quasi-coherent sheaves, and denote by ¢* the left adjoint of the functor
ix. We have the following isomorphisms

EXt%;{ (i*]:l,]:g) = EXtZXoXKA'K (]:1, i*]:Q), q >0,

for quasi-coherent sheaves F; over X4, Al and F3 over X Al - Given a coherent sheaf F over
X, we consider the deformation complex

0* - 0 = gnd(F)[M] <2 €' = Hom(A, End(F)[M]).
We have
Hq(XA’K ) CS&;() = Hq(XAoXKA’Kv C%OXKA}()v
HY(Xp,, Oy ) 2 HY(Xags e Clig e ar,)-
Therefore,

H2(C,'4/K) = HQ(OZOXKA'K)

by applying Five Lemma to the long exact sequence in Corollary 5.5. It follows that the
obstructions of lifting elements to M(Ay xx A% ) and lifting elements to M(A%) are the
same.

The proof of the condition (6¢) is similar to that of the condition (5¢). The difference is that we
worked on the deformation H!(C*®) in the condition (5c), while the condition (6c) focuses on
the obstruction H?(C*®). We use the same notation as in the statement of (5¢). Let £ € M(A).
Suppost that for every one-dimensional quotient My — M, there is a non-trivial obstruction
to lift {x € M(Ak) to M(A%), where A} is the extension defined by Mj,. We want to prove
that there exists an open subset U C Spec(Ap) such that £ cannot be lifted to M(A*).

Let N be the kernel of M — M*, and we consider the deformation complex C};

0% - 0% = End(F)[N] 22 €L = Hom(A, End(F)[N)).

By Lemma 5.7, we can choose an open set U of S such that
H(X,C))s = HI(Xs, (CR)s): ¢20,
for s € U. This implies that
H?(C})s = H((CR)s)

for s € U. Thus for every quotient M — M™* of length one with support in U, the lifting of £
to F(A*) is obstructed. This finishes the proof of the condition (6¢).
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5.4. A-Quot-Functors on Projective Deligne-Mumford Stacks. Let S be an affine scheme or
a noetherian scheme of finite type. Suppose that X is a projective Deligne-Mumford stack over S.
Let £ be a generating sheaf of X. We fix a polynomial P, which is considered as a modified Hilbert
polynomial, and a coherent sheaf G over X. We define the quot-functor

Quot, (G, P) : (Sch/S)° — Set
for A-modules with respect to the given polynomial P as follows. Let T' € (Sch/S) be an S-scheme.
The set Quot, (G, P)(T') contains the coherent sheaves Fr such that

(1) Fr € Quot(G, P)(T) (sce §3.3),
(2) Fris a Ap-module.
(3) The modified Hilbert polynomial of Fr is P.

We will prove that the functor Qagt A (G, P) is represented by a quasi-projective S-scheme in this subsec-
tion (see Theorem 5.12). We first show that the functor Fg induces a closed immersion Quot, (G, X, P) —
Quoty (Fe(G), X, P) (see Lemma 5.8 and 5.10). Next, we prove that the Quot, (Fg(G), X, P) is a
quasi-projective scheme (see Proposition 5.11). The construction of this proposition will be used in §6
(Proposition 6.3). Finally, these results give the main theorem (Theorem 5.12).

Recall that the functor Fg : QCoh(X) — QCoh(X) is an exact functor (see §2.2). This functor can
be generalized to a natural transformation

Quoty (G X, P) — Quotys () (Fe(G). X. P),
where C,/z:fo/t A(G, X, P) is the quot-functor of A-modules with modified Hilbert polynomial P over X
and Quot g, x)(Fe(G), X, P) is the quot-functor of Fg(A)-modules with Hilbert polynomial P over X.

Note that Fg(A) is still a sheaf of graded algebras, and the modified Hilbert polynomial is fixed under
the functor Fg. We still use the same notation Fg for this natural transformation.

Lemma 5.8. The natural transformation
Fe : Quot, (G, X, P) — Quoty, (5 (F(G). X, P)
18 a monomorphism.
Proof. We have to show that for each S-scheme 7', the morphism
Fe(T) : Quoty (G, X, P)(T) — Quoty (x)(Fe(G), X, P)(T)

is an injection. We will omit 7" for simplicity.
Let (F,®: A®F — F) be an element in Quot, (G, X, P). We have

(Fe(F), Fe(®) : Fe(A® F) — Fe(F)) € Quotp, (5 (Fe(G), X, P)

under the transformation Fe. The natural transformation Fg is a monomorphism when restricting to
the quot-functor Quot(g, X, P), i.e. the morphism

Fe : Quot(G, X, P) — Quot(F(G), X, P)

is an injection [30, Lemma 6.1]. Thus the coherent sheaf F corresponds to a unique coherent sheaf
F¢(F). Now we will show that F¢ is also an injection for the morphism ® : A ® F — F, and we only
have to prove that if

Fe(®): Fe(A®F) — Fe(F)

is trivial, i.e. ker(Fg(®)) = Fe(A ® F), then @ is also a trivial morphism. Note that there is a short
exact sequence

0= ker(®) 5> A0 F 2 F.
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Applying the exact functor Fg to the above sequence, we have
0 — Fe(ker(®)) = ker(Fe(®)) —» Fe(F®A) — Fe(F).

Since Fy is an exact functor, ker(Fg(®)) & Fg(F ® A) if and only if ker(®) = F ® A. Therefore the
functor Fg is also an injection for the morphism. O

Remark 5.9. Recall that 7 : X — X is the natural map to the coarse moduli space X, and m, :
QCoh(X) — QCoh(X) is an exact functor. The exact functor induces a natural transformation
T Cm(g,X,P) — Qagt(m (G), X, P). Note that this natural transformation is not injective in
general. This is also one of the reasons why people introduces the generating sheaf £ and define the

functor Fg.

Lemma 5.10. The monomorphism Fg is relatively representable by schemes, and Fg is a Fg is a
finitely-presented finite monomorphism.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is the same as [30, Proposition 6.2] by applying Lemma 5.8. O

Proposition 5.11. Let X be a projective scheme, and let G be a coherent sheaf on X. We fix a
polynomial P. The A-quot-functor Quot, (G, X, P) is represented by a quasi-projective scheme.

Proof. In this proposition, we will construct the scheme representing (m LG, X, P).
We fix a positive integer k. Denote by @1 the quot-scheme Quot(Ar ® G, X, P). For each S-scheme
f:T — S, the set Q1(T) parameterizes the isomorphism classes of quotients

A ®G)—= Fr—0
with modified Hilbert polynomial P, where Fr is a coherent sheaf over Xrp.

There exists an open subscheme Q2 C @ such that any quotient [pr] € Q2(T') has the following
factorization.

(A ®G) or Fr
\H‘*(ik@ﬂ% y’
f(Ar) @ Fr

where the induced map p%. : f*G — Fr is a quotient in Quot(G, P)(T).

If a quotient map is in @2, the coherent sheaf has a Ag-structure. Next, we will construct a scheme
of @3 such that the coherent sheaf has a A-structure.

Let [pr : f*(Ar ® G) — Fr] be a point in Q2(T). Denote by pf : f*(G) — Fr the quotient map in
the factorization of pp. Let I be the kernel of the quotient map

0= K= f5(G) & Fr > 0.

The quotient map pr induces the morphism f*(A; ® G) — Fr, which gives us the following map
There exists a closed subscheme Q3 C @2 such that the induced map f*(A1) ® K — Fr is trivial.

Now let [pr] be a quotient in Q3. By the discussion above, the quotient map pr induces the following
one

f*(Al X G) — ]:T-

Therefore we have the following factorization

AV eq) Fr

(M) ® Fr
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For each positive integer j, we have a morphism

J

ffM®--- @A) @ Fr = Fr,

which is induced by the morphism @ : f*(A1) ® Fr — Fr. Denote by K; the kernel of the surjection

J

AMA®--QMA = A; =0
This gives us a well-defined map
A (Kj) @ Fr — Fr.

Given a positive integer j, there exists a closed subscheme Q4 ; C Q3 such that [pr] € Q4,;(T) if the
corresponding map f*(K;) ® Fr — Fr is trivial. Denote by Q4,0 the intersection of all of these closed
subschemes ()4 ;, j > 1. The conditions for Q3 and (J4,oc guarantee that a coherent sheaf F with a
Ap-structure is also a A-module.

Now a quotient [pr : f*(Ar ® G) = Fr] € Qu,00(T) gives a f*(Ay)-structure on Fp. This structure
induces a f*(Aq)-structure on Fr. We know that A; generates A. Thus, a f*(A1)-structure will give
us a f*(A)-structure on Fr, which will induce a f*(Ag)-structure. Note that this f*(Ag)-structure
may not be the same as the previous one. However, there is a closed subset Q5 C (4,00 such that
these two structures are the same.

The locally-closed subset Q5 C Q1 = Quot(Ax®G, X, P) is the quasi-projective scheme representing
Quot, (G, X, P).

O

By Lemma 5.10, the functor
Fe : Quot, (G, X, P) — Quot s, () (Fe(G), X, P)

is relatively representable by schemes, and the moduli problem (51?0/t Fe(a)(Fe(G9), X, P) is representable
by quasi-projective scheme by Proposition 5.11. Therefore, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.12. Let S be an affine scheme (or a noetherian scheme of finite type) and let X be a

projective Deligne-Mumford stack over S. The A-quot-functor QE&@A(Q, P) is represented by a quasi-
projective S-scheme.

Denote by Quot, (G, P) the space representing @T&A(g, P).

Corollary 5.13. Let S be an affine scheme (or a noetherian scheme of finite type) and let X be a
projective stack over S. Then the connected components of Quot,(G) are quasi-projective S-schemes.

Proof. The connected components of CSJ(Tt A(G) are parameterized by integer polynomials (as modified
Hilbert polynomials). This corollary follows from Theorem 5.12 immediately. O

5.5. Boundedness of A-modules I. In this subsection, we will prove that the family of p-semistable
A-modules of pure dimension d with a given modified Hilbert polynomial P is bounded.

Let f: X — T be a family of projective stacks with a family of moduli spaces X — T over an
algebraically closed field k, where T is a scheme. Let £ be a generating sheaf of X', and let Ox (1) be
an f-ample line bundle. We fix an integer polynomial P of degree d and a rational number pyp.

Corollary 5.14. Let 3 be the family of purely d-dimensional A-modules with modified Hilbert polyno-
mial P on the fibers of f : X — T such that the maximal slope [fimax(Fe(F)) < po. The family § is
bounded.

Proof. By Lemma 5.10, it is equivalent to consider the family Fg(F) over X. The family Fg(F) is
bounded by [33, §3]. Therefore the family § is bounded. O
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Corollary 5.15. The family of p-semistable A-modules of pure dimension d with a given modified
Hilbert polynomial P on X is bounded.

Proof. By Corollary 5.14, we only have to show that the slope [imax(Fg(F)) is bounded. The property
of boundedness of the slope is given by Lemma 4.6. This finishes the proof of this corollary. g

6. MODULI SPACE OF A-MODULES ON PROJECTIVE DELIGNE-MUMFORD STACKS

In this section, we will construct the moduli space of A-modules on projective Deligne-Mumford
stacks. The setup is the same as §3.8. Let S be a noetherian scheme of finite type, or an affine scheme,
and let X be a projective Deligne-Mumford stack over S. Let £ be a generating sheaf over X and let
Ox (1) be a polarization over X, the coarse moduli space of X.

By Theorem 5.12, Quot, (G, P) is a projective scheme. Based on this result, we study the moduli
problem of p-semistable A-modules over X

M3E(E,0x(1), P) : (Sch/S)°P — Set.

Given an S-scheme T, .//\/lvf\s(E,OX(l),P)(T) is the set of T-flat families of p-semistable A-modules
on X ®g T of pure dimension d with modified Hilbert polynomial P with respect to the following
equivalence relation “ ~ 7. Let (Fr, ®r), (Fp, ®) € MP(E,0x(1), P)(T) be two elements. We say
(Fr,®r) ~ (Fp, ) if and only if Fr =2 F @ p*L and &p = @, ® 1,-1, for some L € Pic(T).

Lemma 6.1. Given a polynomial P, there is a positive integer No depending on A, € and P such that
for any m > Ny and any p-semistable A-module F with Hilbert polynomial P on X, we have
(1) HY(X/S, FREY@n*Ox(m)) is locally free of rank P(m) and H'(X /S, FREV @m*Ox(m)) =0
foriv>0.
(2) The map

HY(X/S, F2&E @ 0x(m))®@ER@7*Ox(—m) = F =0
18 surjective.

Proof. By Corollary 5.15, we know that the family of p-semistable A-modules of pure dimension d with
a given modified Hilbert polynomial is bounded. Note that a A-module is also an Oxy-module. Thus
there is an integer Ny such that when m > Ny, for any element F in this family, the A-module F is
m-regular. By the equivalent conditions of boundedness and regularity in §3.5, the integer m satisfies
the requirements in the lemma. O

The p-semistability of coherent sheaves and A-modules on a projective scheme are open conditions
[21, 33]. This statement can be directly generalized to A-modules over X.

Lemma 6.2. Given an S-scheme T, let Xpr — T be a family of projective stacks over T' and let Fr
be a family of A-modules on Xp. There is an open subset T C T such that Fy is p-semistable if and
only if t € T**. The same argument holds for p-stable A-modules.

Now we will construct a quasi-projective scheme parametrizing elements in %ff(P), which is the set
of p-semistable A-modules of pure dimension d with the modified Hilbert polynomial P. We first give
the idea of the construction and then prove the statements in detail (see Proposition 6.3).

By Lemma 6.1, we can take an integer m such that for any A-module (F, ®) € %f\S(P), the coherent
sheaf F is m-regular. Moreover, by Proposition 4.7, we can choose an integer N such that for any
(F,®) € 35 (P), we have

P(N) = Pe(F,m) = h*(X/S, Fe(F)(m)).

Let V be the linear space ST(V). Let G be the coherent sheaf £ ® 7*Ox (—N). The above discussion

tells us that each A-module (F, ®) € %ff (P) corresponds to a surjection [V ®G — F] together with an
isomorphism V = HO(X, Fg(F)(N)). Note that this correspondence does not take the A-structure ®
into account. Therefore, the quot-scheme Quot(V ®G, P) is so small that it cannot cover all A-modules.
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We have to find a larger quot-scheme which can cover all A-modules of pure dimension d with Hilbert
polynomial P.

Let k be a positive integer. We consider the quot-scheme Quot(Ax ® V ® G, P). Given an element
[p: M @V ®G — F] € @, suppose that the quotient map ¢ have the following factorization

ARV G & F

100’ y

A, @ F

such that

e the induced morphism p’ : V ® G — F is an element in Quot(V ® G, P);

e &, : A ® F — F is a morphism.
If a quotient [p : A, ®V ®G — F] has this factorization property, we say that [p] admits a factorization.

The map ®y, in the factorization will give a A-structure on F under some good conditions. Given a

A-module (F, @), the coherent sheaf F is included in Quot(V ® G, P) by Lemma 6.1 and the morphism
®: A®F — F induces a map Py, : A, ® F — F naturally. Therefore a A-module corresponds to an
element in Quot(Ar ® V ® G, P) uniquely. On the other hand, for each element [p: Ay @V ® G —
F] € Quot(Ar ® V ® G, P), we have a natural map

VRG> A VRG> F.

This induces a natural morphism o : V. — H(X/S, Fe(F)(N)).
In summary, let N be a large enough integer. We want to find a subset Q%° of Quot(A, @V ®G, P)
such that Q%° contains all elements [p: Ay ® V ® G — F]| satisfying the following conditions
e a quotient [p] admits a factorization and induces a unique A-structure on F;
e F is a p-semistable A-module;
o V= HX/S, Fe(F)(N)).
Here is the formal setup of this problem. We fix a polynomial P. Let Ny be the positive integer
determined by Lemma 6.1. We choose integers m, N as discussed above, and we consider the following
moduli problem

05 : (Sch/S)P — Set,

and for each S-scheme T, @f\S(T) is the set of pairs (Fr, ar) such that
(1) Fr is a p-semistable A-module with the modified Hilbert polynomial P on Xr,
(2) ar : Vp =2 HY( X7 /T, Fg(Fr)(N)) is an isomorphism.
The proof of the following proposition is similar to that of Proposition 5.11.

Proposition 6.3. The functor @ff is representable by a quasi-projective scheme Q%° over S.

Proof. Let V be the linear space ST() and let G be the coherent sheaf £ ® 7*Ox(—N). We fix a
positive integer k. Denote by Q1 the quot-scheme Quot(Ar®V ®G, P). For each S-scheme f: T — S,
the set Q1(T') parameterizes the isomorphism classes of quotients

f*(Ak®V®g)—>]'—T—>O

with modified Hilbert polynomial P, where Fr is a coherent sheaf over Xp.

There exists an open subscheme Q2 C () such that any quotient map pr € Q2(T) admits a
factorization. More precisely, let [pr : f*(Ar ® V ® G) — Fr] be a quotient in Q2(T). The map pr
can be factored in the following way

AV RQG) rr Fr

w)&)} y

f(Ag) @ Fr
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where the induced map pf. : f*(V®G) — Fr is a quotient in Quot(V®G, P)(T'). As we discussed early
in this section, a quotient map pr admitting a factorization gives us a quotient map pf. : f*(V®G) —
Fr and a f*(Ag)-structure on the coherent sheaf Fr.

If a quotient map is in @2, then the coherent sheaf will have a Ag-structure. However, this may
not give a A-structure for the coherent sheaf. We will explore the conditions, under which a coherent
sheaf with a Ag-structure is a A-module.

Let [pr : f*(Ak®@V ®G) — Fr| be a point in Q2(T). Denote by pf. : f*(V ®G) — Fr the quotient
map in the factorization of pr. Let K be the kernel of the quotient map

0=K—= ff(Veg) X Fr—o.
The quotient map pr induces the morphism f*(A; ® V ® G) — Fr, which gives us the following map
ffA) @K = ff(MeVeG) = Fr.

There exists a closed subscheme Q3 C Q2 such that the induced map f*(A1) ® K — Fr is trivial.
Now let [pr] be a quotient in Q3. By the discussion above, the quotient map pr induces the following
one

Therefore we have the following factorization

FFAV®0) Fr

(M) @ Fr

For each positive integer j, we have a morphism

J

fflAMr®--- @A) Fr — Fr,

which is induced by the morphism @ : f*(A1) ® Fr — Fr. Denote by K; the kernel of the surjection

J

AMe-QMA = A; =0
This gives us a well-defined map
fH(Kj) @ Fr — Fr.

Therefore given a positive integer j, there exists a closed subscheme Q4 ; C Q3 such that [pr] € Q4,;(T)
if the corresponding map f*(K;) ® Fr — Fr is trivial. Denote by Q4,00 the intersection of all of these
closed subschemes @4, 7 > 1. The conditions for Q3 and Q4. guarantee that a coherent sheaf F
with a Ay structure is also a A-module.

The above discussion tells us that a quotient [pr : f*(Ax @V ®G) = Fr] € Qu4,00(T) gives a f*(Ay)-
structure on Fp. This structure induces a f*(Aj)-structure on Fp. We know that A; generates A.
Thus a f*(Aj)-structure will give us a f*(A)-structure on Fr, which will induce a f*(Ag)-structure.
Note that this f*(Ag)-structure may not be the same as the previous one. However, there is a closed
subset Q5 C Q4,00 such that these two structures are the same.

After that, let Qs C Q5 be the open subset such that if F € Qg, then we have V = H(X, Fe(F)(N)).

Finally, by Lemma 6.2, there is an open subset Q%° C Q¢ such that F is a p-semistable A-module
if and only if F € Q%°. O

Now we come to the part of GIT. With the same reason as in §3.8, we consider the SL(V)-action.
There is a natural embedding

YN Quot(Ar, ® V ® G, P) — Grass(H° (X, Fg(Ar, ® V ® G)(N)), P(N)),



48 HAO SUN

Let Zn be the pullback of the canonical invertible bundle over the Grassmannian, and %y is an ample
line bundle on Quot(A; ® V ® G, P). There is a natural group action SL(V) on Quot(Ar ® V ® G, P),
which induces an action on the line bundle .%Zy. Given a group action SL(V') on Quot(A; ®V ® G, P)
and an ample line bundle £y over Quot(Ax @V @G, P), semistable (resp. stable) points of Quot(A; ®
V ® G, P) are well-defined.

Denote by Quot®* (A, ®V ®G, P) the set of semistable points in Quot(A; ®V ®G, P) with respect to
the group action SL(V') and the line bundle .y . Next, we will show that Q5* C Quot(Ar®V ® G, P)
(Lemma 6.4) and the closure of any SL(V')-orbit of any element [p] € Q%’ is also included in Q3® (Lemma
6.5). Based on these results, we can prove that given two elements [p; : Ay @ V ® G — F;] € Q%
i = 1,2, the closures of the orbits of these two elements intersect if gr'™(F;) = gr'H(F,) (Lemma 6.6).

Lemma 6.4. There is a large enough integer N such that the subscheme Q%° C Quot(Ar @V ® G, P)
is included in Quot® (A, @V ® G, P).

Proof. Let [p: A,®@V ®G — F] be a point in Quot(Ar®V ®G, P). We will prove that if the A-module
F (induced by [p]) is a p-semistable A-module, then the point [p] is also semistable with respect the
invertible sheaf Zx and the action of SL(V).

We have a natural monomophism

Quot(Ar ® V ® G, P) = Quot(Fe (A, @ V ®G), P)
[Ak V®G— ]:] — [Fg(Ak RV ® g) — Fg(f)],
which is induced by the exact functor Fg (see [30, Lemma 6.1] or §3.1). Let V'’ be a subspace of V.

Denote by F' the subsheaf of F generated by V'. Let F.,, be the saturation of F’. Note that F.,, is
a A-module and its A-structure coincide with the one induced from Ay ® FZ,, — Fiae by the property
of Q5. Therefore F,,, is a A-submodule of F.
In summary, we have V' C HY(X, Fg(F.;)(N)) C H°(X, Fe(F)(N)). This gives us the following
inequalities
dim V' _ h0(Fe(Foa) (V)

FF) S r(Fla)

Note that 7(F’) = r(Fla)-
Now we are working on the coherent sheaves Fg(F) and Fg(F,

sat) on X.
o If ‘iiznf‘,/), < %, we can choose M large enough such that Pg(e, M) approximates r(e)M¢9,

where @ = F, F'. Then, we have
dim V' - P(N)
Pe(F', M) ~ Pe(F,M)

o If dri(”}‘,/)/ = %, then we know that the A-submodule F.,,
Hilbert polynomial as F. Therefore, F.,, is a p-semistable A-module. Also, the equality
dimV’ _ P(N)
r(F) — r(F)

has the same reduced modified

implies that
hO(Fe(F)(N)) = h°(Fe(Flap) (V).

We have F = F.,;. In this case, F and F’ has the same reduced modified Hilbert polynomial.
Combining these two cases, the point [p] is a semistable point by Theorem 3.20. O

Lemma 6.5. Given any point [p] € Q3F, the closure of any SL(V)-orbit of [p] in Q% is contained in
3%, where the closure is taken in Quot™ (A, @V ® G, P).

Proof. Based on the Hilbert-Mumford Criterion [26, Theorem 2.1], we need to find the limit point
of any one-parameter subgroup action on a given point in Q%°. Let ¢ : G,, — SL(V) be an one

parameter-subgroup. The vector space V can be decomposed as V = @V, where t - v, = t*v, for
(0%
Vo € V. Therefore we can define a filtration V>3 := @ V, of V.
a>p
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Let [pr : A ® V ® G — F] be a point in Q%°. The filtration F>g of F is defined as
Fop = pr(Ar @ Vop @ G),
and the graded part is
Fp=pr(As @V @G).
With respect to the one-parameter subgroup ¢ and the point pz, the limit point is
[pr =A@V ®G— F'] € Quot™ (A @V @G, P),
where F' = ?]:5. It suffices to show that the point pr is contained in Q3.

Now let J 5 be the saturation of F>g. By the property of saturation, %% g are A-modules (see
§4.1). Define 3 := %5/ #% 341, which are also A-modules. Therefore, proving [pr] € QF, it
suffices to prove that

e 3 is a p-semistable A-submodule of F;
o the reduced modified Hilbert polynomial of .73 is the same as that of F;
o Fl = EB%

B

Now we will prove the above statements. Note that there is a natural map Fg — 53, and the
image of this map is denoted by .#3. The composed morphism
AL @V RG— F = Fg— 3
induces a map V — HY(X, Fg(.#3)(N)). Let Js be the kernel of V. — H(X, Fg(#3)(N)). We have
dim(J5) > P(N) = i°(X, Fe(55)(N)).

Denote by _#3 the subsheaf of F generated by the image of Ay ® Jg ®G. The following graph explains
the relation of the above notations.

Js v Vs HO(X,Fe(F3)(N))
I8 F Fs Iz C Hp

Note that #3 maps zero in /73 and also in .#3. This implies that
r(Js) < 1(F) —1(Ip)-
Since pr € Quot®* (A ® V ® G, P), by Lemma 3.17, 3.18 and Theorem 3.20, we have
dim(Jg) < P(N)
S T or(F)
Combing the above three inequalities, we have
P(N) _ WO(X, Fe(F5)(N))
r(F) ~ r(75) '

We will prove that J#% 3 is a p-semistable A-submodule of F with the same reduced modified Hilbert
polynomial by induction on 5. Suppose that the statement holds for /% 5,1. Then F/# 41 is a
p-semistable A-module. Note that #g C #3 C F /5 11, which implies

WX, Fe(F5)(N)) _ WX, Fe(A3)(N)) _ P(N)

r(75) - r(A3) ()
Together with the inequality 1:((1}7)) < hD(X’f‘(g;f)ﬁ JN) e discussed above, we have

o h(X, Fe(I5)(N)) = h°(X, Fe(A5)(N);
o the reduced modified Hilbert polynomials of F, J¢3 are the same.
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Therefore, 73 is a p-semistable A-module. This also implies that J#% 3 is p-semistable. This finishes
the proof by induction.
The above proof also tells us that

e 3 is a p-semistale A-submodule of F;
e The reduced modified Hilbert polynomials of .73 are the same;
o hO(X, Fe(Ip)(N)) = (X, Fe(A5)(N)).
The only thing left is 7/ = € .#3. To prove this isomorphism, we show Fg = 3.
Since the integer N is 1arge enough, Fg(.#3)(IN) and Fg(s3)(IN) are generated by global sections.
By Lemma 5.8, the equality h%(X, Fe(#5)(N)) = h%(X, Fe(#4%)(N)) implies that .5 = #%. Recall
that .3 is defined as the image of Fj3 in 3. Therefore we have 7z = 73, and

F =P Frs =P .
B B
This finishes the proof of this lemma. O

Lemma 6.6. Let [A, @V ® G — F;], i = 1,2 be two points in Q3. The closures of the correspond-
ing orbits in Q3 intersect if and only if gr'™(F1) = grH(Fy) with respect to the A-Jordan-Hélder
filtrations.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is the same as the proof of Lemma 3.21. 0
By Theorem 3.15, let Quot®*(Ar, ® V ® G, P)/SL(V') be the good geometric quotient. Denote by
©: Quot® (A @V ®G,P) = Quot* (A, @ VG, P)/SL(V)

the morphism.
Lemma 6.7. The image o(Q3°) is a locally closed subscheme.
Proof. The proof is same as [33, Lemma 4.5, 4.6]. O
Let
MZ(€,0x(1), P) = QY /SL(V)
be the GIT quotient, and let M3 (£, Ox (1), P) be the set for stable points in M3 (€, Ox (1), P). In
this section, we only give the proof for the semistable case. In fact, the stable case can be proved

similarly.
The discussion in this section gives the following theorem.

Theorem 6.8.
1) The moduli space M3?(E,Ox (1), P) is a quasi-projective S-scheme.
A ]
(2) There exists a natural morphism

M3 (E,0x(1), P) = M (E,0x(1), P)

such that M3P(E,0x (1), P) universally co-represents .//\/IVRS(E,OX(I),P), and the points of
MZ(E,0x(1), P) represent the S-equivalent classes of p-semistable A-modules with modified
Hilbert polynomial P. .

(8) M5(E,0x(1),P) is a coarse moduli space of M5 (E,Ox (1), P), and its points represent iso-
morphism classes of p-stable A-modules.

Example 6.9. Let X be a projective Deligne-Mumford stack over an affine scheme S. Let £ be
a fixed line bundle over X. Similar to §2.5.2, we can define the moduli problem of p-semistable £-
twisted Hitchin pairs M$3(X, L). In §4.1, L-twisted Hitchin pairs can be considered as A-modules.
Therefore, the moduli space of p-semistable L-twisted Hitchin pairs M35 (X, £) exists and universally

co-represents the moduli problem Mﬁf (X, L).
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