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Abstract. For a stable curve of genus g ≥ 2 and simple Lie algebra of type A or
C, we show that the conformal blocks algebra A on Mg is finitely generated and
establish an explicit connection to Schmitt and Muñoz-Castañeda’s compactification
of the moduli space of G-bundles.

1 Introduction

Let C0 be a stable curve over C of genus g ≥ 2, and G a simple, simply connected algebraic group.
When C0 is smooth, Ramanathan defined a notion of semistability for G-bundles on C0 and constructed
a projective moduli space MG(C0) of semistable G-bundles [33]. These moduli spaces fit together into
a flat, projective family MG →Mg over the stack of smooth genus g curves. But, the moduli space of
G-bundles over a singular curve is no longer projective, just as in the case of vector bundles, where one
needs to include torsion-free sheaves in order to obtain compactifications.

The problem of compactifying moduli of vector bundles on singular curves has a long and rich history
and has been studied extensively, for example in [36], [29], [30], or [32] (see [5], section 11, for a brief his-
torical account). On the other hand, there is no agreed-upon compactification of the moduli of G-bundles
for singular curves, although there are several out there. For example, Sun constructed a compactifica-
tion for G = SL(r) in [40] using certain classes of torsion-free sheaves, and in [12] Faltings constructed
compactifications for orthogonal and symplectic groups using torsion-free sheaves with a symmetric or
alternating bilinear form.

Ultimately, one would like to construct, for any G, a stack MG →Mg over the stack of stable curves
that satisfies:

1. the morphism MG →Mg is flat and projective;

2. MG corepresents a moduli functor that generalizes the notion of semistable G-bundles;

3. the moduli space of semistable G-bundles forms a dense open substack of MG.

So far, no such compactification is known, but there are several very interesting and useful compactifica-
tions at hand.

In this paper, we will focus on one particular compactification, which is the moduli space of “singular
G-bundles” introduced by Schmitt ([34], [35]). Fixing a faithful representation G ⊂ GL(V ), a singular
G-bundle on C0 consists of a uniform rank r = dimV torsion-free sheaf E and a section

τ̂ ∶ C0 → Hom(E , V ⊗OC0
)�G,

which should be thought of as a degenerate version of a reduction of structure group from GL(V ) to G.
Every G-bundle E gives a singular G-bundle (E , τ̂), where E = E ×G V and τ̂ is the natural reduction of
structure group. Conversely, if E is a locally free sheaf and τ̂(C0) ⊂ Isom(E , V ⊗OC0

)/G, then we get a
G-bundle as the pullback

E Isom(E , V ⊗OC0
)

C0 Isom(E , V ⊗OC0
)/G.τ̂
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A singular G-bundle which gives a G-bundle over a dense open subset of C0 is called “honest.”
In [28], Schmitt and Muñoz-Castañeda defined a notion of semistability for honest singular G-bundles

and proved the existence of a projective moduli space of semistable honest singular G-bundles. Moreover,
they showed that if V has a G-invariant, nondegenerate bilinear form, then an honest singular G-bundle
gives a G-bundle over the whole smooth locus of C0 (loc. cit. theorem 3.5). There is a relative moduli
space of singular G-bundles overMg constructed in [27], and, although it does not necessarily meet the
criteria for a compactification we described above, it serves as a very useful starting point.

However, there is another very natural candidate for a compactification, which comes from conformal
blocks and is of geometric interest, but lacks a modular interpretation. For a G-module V , let D(V ) be
the line bundle on the stack of G-bundles BunG(C0), whose fiber over a G-bundle E is the determinant
of cohomology

detH0(C0,E ×G V )∗ ⊗ detH1(C0,E ×G V )

of the vector bundle E ×G V . Let A(C0) be the section ring

A(C0) = ⊕
m≥0

H0(BunG(C0),D(V )
m),

which has connections to the algebra of conformal blocks ([5], section 9). Specifically, if dV is the Dynkin
index of V (see [20]) and g the Lie algebra of G, then we have that

A(C0) = ⊕
m≥0

V∗
g,mdV

(1)

is the dV -th Veronese subalgebra of the conformal blocks algebra. By the work of several authors ([11],
[3], [20], [21]), when C is a smooth curve there is an ample line bundle Θ(V ) on Ramanathan’s moduli
space MG(C) and an algebra isomorphism

⊕
m≥0

H0(MG(C),Θ(V )
m) ≅ ⊕

m≥0

H0(BunG(C),D(V )
m).

In particular MG(C) ≅ ProjA(C).
Letting A = ⊕m≥0 p∗D(V )

m for the relative stack of G-bundles p ∶ BunG → Mg, the stack ProjA
seems like quite a nice compactification of MG – it is flat over Mg with normal integral fibers and
agrees with Ramanathan’s moduli space over the locus of smooth curvesMg. However, we have to show
that A is a finitely generated algebra in order to consider ProjA a compactification. Finite generation
was proved by Belkale-Gibney in the case G = SL(r) ([5]), and Moon-Yoo generalized this to parabolic
SL(r)-bundles on pointed curves in [25]. Note that one does not necessarily expect finite generation for
these algebras – the fact that the spaces H0(BunG(C0),D(V )

m) are even finite-dimensional is already
surprising, since we only know this through the connection to conformal blocks (finite-dimensionality of
conformal blocks is proven in [41]).

Our aim is thus two-fold: a) prove finite generation of A for other groups G, and b) relate A to the
moduli of singular G-bundles in hope of finding a modular interpretation for ProjA. So far, we have
succeeded only in the case of type A or C Lie groups. Our main results for these groups are as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let V be a finite-dimensional representation of a simple, simply connected Lie group of
type A or C. Then for any stable curve C0 of genus g ≥ 2 the algebra

A(C0) = ⊕
m≥0

H0(BunG(C0),D(V )
m) (2)

is finitely generated.

Our proof is based on Belkale-Gibney’s, the main point being to show that A(C0) is isomorphic (in suffi-
ciently high degree) to the section ring of an ample line bundle on a normalized moduli space of singular
G-bundles (theorem 6.5). Technically this isomorphism is only for certain choices of representation V ,
but the choice of representation does not matter for finite generation by equation (1). The crux of the
proof is a pole calculation that shows sections on BunG(C0) extend to a (suitably normalized) stack of
singular G-bundles. We show that there is no pole in type A or C, but there may be for type B, D
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(example 4.15). However, this pole is bounded by a number that scales linearly with m (the m appearing
in (2)), and we believe this should allow theorem 1.1 to generalize to other groups (see the discussion at
the end of example 4.15 – one still needs to show the new line bundle correcting the pole descends to an
ample line bundle on the appropriate moduli space).

In section 7, we explain how the proof of theorem 1.1 implies finite generation of the sheaf of algebras
A onMg, and taking X = ProjA we obtain the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a simple, simply connected Lie group of type A or C, and let g ≥ 2. Then there
is a flat, relatively projective family X →Mg such that

1. the fiber over a smooth curve is Ramanathan’s moduli space of semistable G-bundles;

2. the fiber over an arbitrary curve is a normalized moduli space of semistable honest singular G-
bundles (for any choice of representation which is as in section 3).

Please note that, in item 2., the moduli space we deal with is possibly a bit smaller than usual, as we are
only able to include the singular G-bundles which are in the closure of BunG(C0). It seems important to
determine whether BunG(C0) is dense in the stack of honest singular G-bundles (for appropriate choices
of representation), but we are so far unable to do so. Also we should clarify that our moduli spaces
are not explicitly the normalizations of the usual moduli spaces of singular G-bundles, but rather we
normalize the “master space” of which the usual moduli space is a GIT quotient. See section 5.6 for the
exact definition of the moduli spaces.

Since normalizations do not behave well with base change, item 2. of theorem 1.2 only applies to
fibers over fixed stable curves, i.e. we are not able to give a modular interpretation of X = ProjA over a
family of stable curves. This would be an interesting problem to resolve in future work. There are other
approaches to compactification that perhaps one could use, for example in [2] Balaji recently constructed
a Gieseker-type moduli space over SpecC[[t]] that provides a relative compactification compatible with
a degeneration of a smooth curve into an irreducible curve with one node (see also [24], [38]). It would
be interesting to see how his moduli spaces relate to conformal blocks. It is also possible that ProjA
has no true modular interpretation, for example the Satake compactification A∗g of the moduli space Ag

of principally polarized abelian varieties of dimension g ≥ 2 ([1], [10]) has no known modular interpre-
tation. However, A∗g is known to be a “minimal” compactification, in the sense that any other smooth
toroidal compactification maps canonically to A∗g ([10], theorem 2.3). We wonder if the conformal blocks
compactification ProjA has such a property.

1.1 Organization of the paper

Section 2 is background on torsion-free sheaves, singular G-bundles, and their semistability. We show
that the definition of semistability is independent of the choice of polarization (proposition 2.5).

The rest of the paper is divided into three parts. Section 4 is done at the stack level and is devoted
to showing that sections of D(V ) over BunG(C0) extend to the normalization of the stack of honest
singular G-bundles (technically, we only deal with the closure of BunG(C0) in this stack). For this, we
have to show that sections on BunG(C0) extend over a one-parameter family of G-bundles degenerating
into an honest singular G-bundle. We show that any such family can be lifted to a family of descending
G-bundles on the normalization of C0 (sects. 4.3, 4.4), and using a factorization of H0(BunG(C0),Dl)
(lemma 4.10) we are able to show that sections extend by way of an explicit pole calculation (sect. 4.6).

Sections 5 and 6 deal with the actual moduli spaces and go through the geometric invariant theory
setup necessary to prove theorem 1.1. We outline the construction of a polarized, normalized moduli space(X , L) of semistable honest singular G-bundles (sects. 5.1-5.6) due to Schmitt and Muñoz-Castañeda
[28]. After identifying L (sect. 6.1), we establish an injection H0(X , L) ↪ H0(BunG(C0),Dl) (section
6.2), which is an isomorphism by the above section extension property.

In the last section (sect. 7), we show how this implies finite generation of A and prove theorem 1.2,
as well as discuss the connection to conformal blocks.

Acknowledgements. Thanks to P. Belkale, N. Fakhruddin, A. Gibney, S. Kumar, A. Muñoz-Castañeda,
and A. Schmitt for useful comments and suggestions.
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2 Background

2.1 Preliminaries

A coherent sheaf E on a Noetherian scheme X is torsion-free if every nonzero coherent subsheaf E ′ ⊆ E
is supported in dimension dimX . The torsion subsheaf T (E) ⊆ E is the maximal subsheaf supported in
dimension < dimX (this exists and is coherent), and E is torsion-free if and only if T (E) = 0. If X is a
reduced curve over an algebraically closed field, then E is torsion-free if and only if it has one-dimensional
support and has depth one at every closed point of its support.

Suppose X is projective over a field, and L is an ample line bundle on X . The Hilbert polynomial of
a coherent sheaf E is the polynomial

PE(n) = χ(E ⊗Ln).
We may express

PE(n) = dimE

∑
k=1

ak(E)nk

k!

for some coefficients ak(E) ∈ Z, and the rank and degree of E are defined as

rkE =
ad(E)
ad(OX) , deg E = ad−1(E) − rkE ⋅ ad−1(OX),

where d = dimX (take ak(E) = 0 for k > dimE). We will say that E has uniform rank r if its restriction
to every component of X is rank r.

2.2 Singular G-bundles

Let X be a projective variety over C, G a reductive algebraic group, and V a rank r representation of G.

Definition 2.1. A singular G-bundle on X is a pair (E , τ) consisting of a uniform rank r torsion-free
sheaf E and a nontrivial algebra homomorphism

τ ∶ Sym∗(V ⊗ E)G → OX .

Note that τ is given by a section

τ̂ ∶ X → Hom(E , V ∗ ⊗OX)�G ∶= Spec Sym∗(V ⊗ E)G.
Every G-bundle E → X gives a singular G-bundle (E , τ), where E = E ×G V and τ̂ is the natural

reduction of structure group

X = E/G→ (E ×G GL(V ))/G = Isom(E , V ∗ ⊗OX)/G.
Conversely, given a singular G-bundle (E , τ) such that E is locally free and τ̂(X) ⊆ Isom(E , V ∗⊗OX)/G,
we get back a G-bundle E →X as the pullback

E Isom(E , V ∗ ⊗OX)

X Isom(E , V ∗ ⊗OX)/G.τ̂

Hence, we will use the term “G-bundle” interchangeably for the singular G-bundles which give G-bundles
under the above construction. It will also be important for us to distinguish a certain class of “honest”
singular G-bundles, which are very close to being G-bundles.

Definition 2.2. A singular G-bundle (E , τ) is called an honest singular G-bundle if there is a dense open
subset U ⊆X with EU locally free and τ̂(U) ⊆ Isom(EU , V ∗ ⊗OU)/G.
Thus, an honest singular G-bundle is one which gives a G-bundle over a dense open subset of X .
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2.3 Semistable singular G-bundles on nodal curves

Now suppose X is a connected (possibly reducible) nodal curve with ample line bundle L, and G is
semisimple. In [28], Schmitt and Muñoz-Castañeda defined a notion of semistability for honest singular
G-bundles on nodal curves and showed that there is a projective moduli space of semistable honest
singular G-bundles. To give the definition of semistability, we first define a reduction of a singular G-
bundle to a tuple of one-parameter subgroups. Let ηi = SpecKi, 1 ≤ i ≤ t, be the generic points of the
irreducible components of X .

Definition 2.3. ([28], section 3) Let (E , τ) be an honest singular G-bundle and E → U the induced
G-bundle over a dense open subset U ⊆X. For a tuple λ⃗ = (λ1, . . . , λt) of one-parameter subgroups of G,
define a reduction of (E , τ) to λ⃗ to be a tuple s⃗ = (s1, . . . , st) of points si ∈ Eηi

/P (λi)Ki
, where

P (λi) = {g ∈ G ∶ lim
t→0

λi(t)gλi(t)−1 exists in G}
is the parabolic subgroup associated to λi.

The semistability condition involves weighted filtrations associated to each reduction of the singular
G-bundle. A weighted filtration of a sheaf E is a pair (E●,m●) consisting of a filtration by subsheaves

0 = E0 ⊂ E1 ⊂⋯ ⊂ Eq+1 = E

and a sequence of rational numbers m● = (m1, . . . ,mq). Given an honest singular G-bundle (E , τ) and a

reduction s⃗ of (E , τ) to λ⃗, we can form a weighted filtration (E●,m●) as follows. Let P̃ (λi) ⊆ GL(V ) be
the parabolic subgroup for λi in GL(V ), and let λi1 < ⋯ < λ

i
qi+1 be the distinct weights of λi acting on

V ∗. Via the embedding
E/P (λi)↪ Isom(EU , V ∗ ⊗OU)/P̃(λi),

the sections si give partial flags
0 =W i

0 ⊂W
i
1 ⊂ ⋯ ⊂W

i
qi+1 =W

i

in W i = Eηi
for 1 ≤ i ≤ t. So we have a weighted flag at each fiber Eηi

, and we take the “direct sum” of
these weighted flags to get a weighted flag in W = Eη1

⊕⋯⊕ Eηt
. This is done as follows. Let

µ1 <⋯ < µq+1

be the distinct values of the λij , and for each 1 ≤ i ≤ t and 1 ≤ j ≤ q + 1 define Wj(i) = W i
k, where k is

maximal such that λik ≤ µj . Then we have a filtration of W given by

0 =W0 ⊂W1 ⊂ ⋯ ⊂Wq+1 =W,

where Wj =Wj(1)⊕⋯⊕Wj(t). Let Ej = E/(E ∩ ι∗Wj), and define the filtration 0 ⊂ E1 ⊂⋯ ⊂ Eq+1 = E by

Ej = ker[E → Ej/T (Ej)].
The weights m● = (m1, . . . ,mq) are defined by mj = (µj+1 − µj)/r.
Definition 2.4. ([28], section 3) A singular G-bundle (E , τ) is semistable if it is honest and, for every
nontrivial tuple of one-parameter subgroups λ⃗ (i.e. not all constant) and reduction s⃗ of (E , τ) to λ⃗, we
have

q

∑
j=1

mj(χ(E)rk (Ej) − χ(Ej)rk (E)) ≥ 0, (3)

where (E●,m●) is the weighted filtration constructed from (λ⃗, s⃗) as above. We say (E , τ) is stable if strict
inequality holds for every such (λ⃗, s⃗).

A somewhat surprising fact about this type of semistability is that it does not depend on the choice
of polarization.
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Proposition 2.5. Semistability for honest singular G-bundles does not depend on the choice of polariza-
tion L.

Proof. Note that the second term χ(Ej)rk (E) appearing in (3) does not depend on the polarization,
because E is uniform rank, and because Euler characteristics never depend on polarization. Thus, looking
only at the first term χ(E)rk (Ej), it suffices to show that

q

∑
j=1

mjrk (Ej) (4)

is independent of polarization.
Let X1, . . . ,Xt be the irreducible components of X , and let 1 ≤ j1 < ⋯ < jqi+1 ≤ q + 1 be the indices

such that µjk = λ
i
k. Then

rkEj ∣Xi
= dimWj(i) = dimW i

k

for jk ≤ j < jk+1. Hence for each component Xi we have

q

∑
j=1

mjrk (Ej ∣Xi
) = 1

r

q

∑
j=1

(µj+1 − µj)dimWj(i).
Since the ranks dimWj(i) are the same for the summands indexed by jk ≤ j < jk+1, the sum breaks into
several telescoping sums and simplifies to

1

r
( qi

∑
k=1

(λik+1 − λik)dimW i
k + r(µq+1 − λiqi+1)) = µq+1 −

1

r

qi+1

∑
k=1

λik(dimW i
k − dimW i

k−1),
which is just equal to µq+1, because λ

i ∶ Gm → G→ GL(V ) lands in SL(V ) if G is semisimple.
Thus, we have shown that

q

∑
j=1

mj(rkEj ∣Xi
) = µq+1 (5)

for each component Xi. To compute (4) in terms of (5), we will use the following rank formula. For any
torsion-free sheaf F on the nodal curve X , there is an exact sequence ([36], section 7.1)

0→ F →
t

⊕
i=1

F ∣Xi
→ T → 0

with T a torsion sheaf (supported only at points where two components meet). It follows that

rkF =
1

degL

t

∑
i=1

dirkF ∣Xi
, (6)

where di = degL∣Xi
. Combining (5) and (6) we get

q

∑
j=1

mjrk (Ej) = µq+1 (7)

as well, which proves the proposition.

Remark 2.6. The semistability inequality (3) can therefore also be written as

∑q
j=1mjχ(Ej)
µq+1

≤
χ(E)
r

, (8)

or alternatively
q+1

∑
j=1

µjχ(Ej/Ej−1) ≥ 0. (9)
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It is interesting to compare this, in the case G = SL(r), to the usual definition of semistability for sheaves,
which requires

χ(E ′)
r′
≤
χ(E)
r

(10)

for every nonzero subsheaf E ′ ⊆ E with r′ = rkE ′. If G = SL(r) and X is irreducible, then semistability
of a singular G-bundle is equivalent to semistability of the underlying sheaf, so we can think of definition
2.4 as a generalization of sheaf semistability (perhaps it seems most natural when we write both notions
of semistability in the form (9)).

2.4 Good choices of representation

We continue to assume that X is a projective, connected nodal curve, and G a semisimple group with a
faithful representation G ⊂ GL(V ). For our purposes later on (e.g. prop. 4.8), it will be important that
the singular G-bundles we deal with are not just honest, but even give G-bundles over the entire smooth
locus of X . Schmitt and Muńoz-Castańeda showed that every honest singular G-bundle will have this
property if the representation V is chosen appropriately.

Proposition 2.7. ([28], theorem 3.5) Assume that V has a G-invariant, nondegenerate bilinear form.1

Then any honest singular G-bundle (E , τ) with deg E = 0 gives a G-bundle over the smooth locus of X.

Proof. Let us sketch the proof from [28]. We first construct a bilinear form E ⊗ E → OC0
as follows.

Consider the morphisms

Hom(E , V ∗ ⊗OC0
) Hom(E , V ∗ ⊗OC0

) �G

C0

q

p

p

Over H ∶= Hom(E , V ∗ ⊗OC0
) = Spec Sym∗(V ⊗ E) there is a universal map

p∗Sym∗(V ⊗ E)→ OH,

whose degree one part gives a map
p∗E → V ∗ ⊗OH.

Let f ∶ V → V ∗ be the isomorphism induced by the bilinear form on V , and B† ∶ V ∗⊗V ∗ → C the bilinear
form given by f−1. Then we have a bilinear form on p∗E ,

ψ ∶ p∗E ⊗ p∗E → V ∗ ⊗ V ∗ ⊗OH

B†

Ð→OH.

Note that the universal map p∗Sym∗(V ⊗E)→ OH is G-equivariant, hence so is ψ by G-invariance of B†.
Since

p∗E ⊗ p∗E ≅ p∗(E ⊗ E) = q∗p∗(E ⊗ E),
we get by adjunction a map

ψ ∶ p∗(E ⊗ E) → q∗OH.

By the equivariance, the image lies in (q∗OH)G = OH�G. Pulling back ψ by the section τ̂ ∶ C0 → H �G
gives a bilinear form ϕ ∶ E ⊗ E → OC0

.

It easy to check that, for any smooth point x ∈ X , the map E ∣x → E ∣∗x induced by ϕ factorizes as

E ∣x τ̂x
Ð→ V ∗

f−1

ÐÐ→ V
τ̂
∗

x
Ð→ E ∣∗x, (11)

where τ̂x ∈ Hom(E ∣x, V ∗) denotes any preimage of τ̂(x) ∈ Hom(E ∣x, V ∗) � G. In particular, E → E∨ is
surjective (on stalks, not just fibers) at any smooth point where τ̂(x) ∈ Isom(E ∣x, V ∗)/G. Since E and

1Every group has such a representation, because if V is any representation, then V ⊕ V ∗ has an invariant, nondegenerate

bilinear form.
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E∨ have the same multirank, this implies that E → E∨ is an isomorphism over the maximal open subset
of the smooth locus where (E , τ) gives a G-bundle. Then E → E∨ is injective over a dense open subset,
so it is injective everywhere because E is torsion-free. By [28], appendix, we have χ(E) = χ(E∨) for any
degree zero torsion-free sheaf on a nodal curve, so E → E∨ is an isomorphism, and the factorization (11)
implies that τ̂(x) ∈ Isom(E ∣x, V ∗)/G for every smooth point x ∈ X . Thus (E , τ) is a G-bundle over the
entire smooth locus.

3 Notation

The following notation will be fixed for the remainder of the chapter. Let C0 be a stable curve of genus
g ≥ 2 with normalization ν ∶ C → C0. Let S be the set of nodes of C0, and for x ∈ S let ν−1(x) = {x1, x2}.
Let G be a simple, simply-connected algebraic group, and fix a faithful representation G ⊂ GL(V ) of rank
r. We will assume that V has a nondegenerate bilinear form preserved by G, so that by proposition 2.7
every degree zero honest singular G-bundle on C0 gives a G-bundle on C0 − S. In particular this is true
of any honest singular G-bundle which is a flat limit of G-bundles.2 For a singular G-bundle (E , τ) and
point x ∈ C0, we denote by τ̂x ∈ Hom(E ∣x, V ∗) any preimage of τ̂(x) ∈ Hom(E ∣x, V ∗) �G.
4 Section extension problem

4.1 Overview

We will work with the following stacks.

• BunG(C0) the stack of G-bundles, whose fiber over a scheme T is the groupoid of G-bundles on
C0 × T .

• SBG(C0) the stack of singular G-bundles, whose fiber over a scheme T is the groupoid of singular
G-bundles on C0 ×T (we require that the underlying sheaf is flat over T and its restriction to each
fiber over T is torsion-free, uniform rank r).

• SB∗G(C0) the open substack of honest singular G-bundles (meaning fiberwise honest over the base).

• SB0
G(C0) the closure of BunG(C0) in SB∗G(C0).

All are algebraic stacks locally of finite type over C. BunG(C0) is smooth and connected ([4], proposition
5.1) and forms a dense open substack of SB0

G(C0).
Let D be the determinant of cohomology line bundle on the stack of coherent sheaves Coh(C0), whose

fiber over a sheaf E is
detH0(C0,E)∗ ⊗ detH1(C0,E).

Let the pullback of D to BunG(C0) along the contraction map

BunG(C0)→ Coh(C0),
E ↦ E ×G V

also be denoted D.
The stack SBG(C0) similarly carries a determinant of cohology line bundle, and the goal of this section

is to show that sections of D over BunG(C0) extend to the normalization of SB0
G(C0). Recall that an

algebraic stack S is normal if there is a smooth surjection U → S with U a normal scheme. Any locally
Noetherian algebraic stack S has a normalization S̃ → S, which is defined by the property that S̃ → S is
representable and, for any scheme T and smooth morphism T → S, the base change S̃ ×S T → T is the
normalization of T .

We will prove:

Theorem 4.1. Suppose G is a simple Lie group of type A or C, and the representation V is chosen as
follows:

2Indeed, proposition 2.7 applies, because degree is constant in flat families.

8



(i) if G = SL(n), choose V =W ⊕W ∗, where W = Cn is the standard representation;

(ii) if G = Sp(2n), choose V = C2n the standard representation.

Let Y be the normalization of SB0
G(C0), and let D denote the pullback of D to Y.Then for any l ≥ 0, the

restriction map
H0(Y,Dl) → H0(BunG(C0),Dl)

is an isomorphism.

Note that sections can be restricted from Y to BunG(C0), because BunG(C0) is smooth and therefore
forms an open substack of Y.

4.2 Brief outline of proof of theorem 4.1

The plan for the proof of theorem 4.1 is as follows. For k a characteristic zero field, let A = k[[t]],
K = k((t)). We have to show that, for any map

f ∶ SpecA→ SB0
G(C0)

sending SpecK into BunG(C0), the pullback of a section on BunG(C0) has no pole at t = 0. We first
recall the definition of descending G-bundles from [34] and show that any map f as above lifts to the
stack of descending G-bundles (sect. 4.4). This allows us to reduce to doing the pole calculation in the
stack of descending G-bundles, as described in situation 4.9. Using a factorization of H0(BunG(C0),Dl)
(lemma 4.10), we are then able to compute the pole explicitly (sect. 4.6).

4.3 Descending G-bundles

Bhosle introduced (e.g. [7]) the following method to model torsion-free sheaves on C0 in terms of certain
bundles on the normalization C, which we call “Bhosle bundles.” A Bhosle bundle is a pair (F , q⃗)
consisting of a rank r vector bundle F on C and a collection q⃗ = (qx)x∈S of rank r quotients

qx ∶ F ∣x1
⊕F ∣x2

→ Qx.

Every Bhosle bundle yields a torsion-free sheaf

E = ker[ν∗F →⊕
x∈S

(ix)∗Qx]
on C0, and every torsion-free sheaf on C0 arises this way (see [39], lemma 2.1, for the proof in the
irreducible case; the reducible case is similar). If the coordinate maps qx1

, qx2
are isomorphisms, then

−q−1x2
qx1

gives an identification F ∣x1

∼
Ð→ F ∣x2

, and E is the vector bundle resulting from gluing the fibers
of F along this identification. If one of the qxi

is not an isomorphism, then E is not locally free, but the
local structure of E is still determined by the ranks of the qxi

(see loc. cit.).
The analagous model for G-bundles is called a “descending G-bundle” (see [34], section 4.3, for the

definition of families).

Definition 4.2. A descending G-bundle is a triple (F , σ, q⃗), where (F , σ) is a G-bundle on C (presented
as a singular G-bundle), and (F , q⃗) is a Bhosle bundle such that the image of

Sym∗(V ⊗ E)G → ν∗Sym
∗(V ⊗F)G ν∗σ

ÐÐ→ ν∗OC (12)

is contained in OC0
⊂ ν∗OC , where E is the induced torsion-free sheaf.

Remark 4.3. Note that, even though ν∗ does not commute with Sym, there is a natural map

Sym∗(ν∗(V ⊗F)) → ν∗Sym
∗(V ⊗F),

and (12) is obtained from the composition

Sym∗(V ⊗ E)→ Sym∗(ν∗(V ⊗F)) → ν∗Sym
∗(V ⊗F).
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Notation 4.4. For a descending G-bundle (F , σ, q⃗), we will write qxi
for the restriction of qx to F ∣xi

and κxi
= det qxi

○ (det σ̂xi
)−1, i = 1,2.

By design, every descending G-bundle (F , σ, q⃗) on C gives a singular G-bundle (E , τ) on C0. The
assignment (F , σ, q⃗)↦ (E , τ) has the following property (which can be generalized to families).

Proposition 4.5. Suppose (F , σ, q⃗) and (F ′, σ′, q⃗′) are descending G-bundles which produce actual G-

bundles (E , τ) and (E ′, τ ′) on C0. Given an isomorphism (E , τ) ∼Ð→ (E ′, τ ′), there is a unique isomorphism

(F , σ, q⃗) ∼Ð→ (F ′, σ′, q⃗′) making the following diagram commute:

0 E ν∗F ⊕x∈SQx 0

0 E ′ ν∗F
′ ⊕x∈SQ

′
x 0

Proof. The proof is straightforward, see e.g. [26] section 4.3.

The next proposition gives a version of the descending G-bundle condition that is easier to use in
practice (see the examples following the proposition). Recall the Schur functor Sλ associated to an integer
partition λ = (λ1 ≥ ⋯ ≥ λd ≥ 0), which associates a subspace Sλ(M) ⊆ M⊗∣λ∣ to each finite-dimensional
vector space M . A map of vector spaces f ∶M →M ′ induces a map Sλ(f) ∶ Sλ(M)→ Sλ(M ′).
Proposition 4.6. A triple (F , σ, q⃗) consisting of a G-bundle (F , σ) on C and a Bhosle bundle (F , q⃗) is
a descending G-bundle if and only if the map

Sλ(ker qx) (Sλ(pr
1
),Sλ(pr

2
))

ÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ Sλ(F ∣x1
)⊕ Sλ(F ∣x2

) Sλ(σ̂x1
)−Sλ(σ̂x2

)
ÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ Sλ(V )∗ → (Sλ(V )G)∗ (13)

is zero for every partition λ and node x ∈ S. If all qxi
are isomorphisms, then this is equivalent to the

requirement that the gluing functions

−σ̂x2
q−1x2

qx1
σ̂−1x1
∶ V ∗ → V ∗

lie in G ⊂ GL(V ∗).
Proof. Recall that OC0

is the kernel of the map

ν∗OC → (ν∗OC)∣x = ⊕
x∈S

k(x1)⊕ k(x2)→⊕
x∈S

k(x),
where the last map is given by (a1, a2)↦ a1−a2 in each summand. So, it suffices to check the descending
G-bundle condition at the fiber over each node. The image of Sym∗(V ⊗ E) in ν∗Sym

∗(V ⊗ F)∣x =
Sym∗(V ⊗F ∣x1

)⊕ Sym∗(V ⊗F ∣x2
) is the same as the image of

(Sym∗(pr1),Sym∗(pr2)) ∶ Sym∗(V ⊗ ker qx)→ Sym∗(V ⊗F ∣x1
)⊕ Sym∗(V ⊗F ∣x2

),
so the requirement for descent is that the composition

Sym∗(V ⊗ ker qx)G → Sym∗(V ⊗F ∣x1
)G ⊕ Sym∗(V ⊗F ∣x2

)G → k(x1)⊕ k(x2)→ k(x) (14)

is zero for all nodes x ∈ S, where the first and last map are as above and the middle map is (ν∗σ)∣x =(σ∣x1
, σ∣x2

). The first part of the proposition then follows from the decomposition

Sym∗(V ⊗M) ≅ ⊕
λ⊢d,

d≥0

Sλ(V )⊗ Sλ(M).

for any vector space M .
For the second assertion, let

g = −σ̂x2
q−1x2

qx1
σ̂−1x1
∈ GL(V ∗),
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so that
ker q = {(v∗, gv∗) ∶ v∗ ∈ V ∗}

as a subspace of V ∗ ⊕ V ∗ (using the σ̂xi
to identify F ∣xi

with V ∗). By the first part of the proposition,
the descent requirement becomes

w∗(gw) = w∗(w)
for all w ∈ Sλ(V )G, w∗ ∈ Sλ(V )∗. This is the same as saying f(g) = f(e) for every G-invariant function f
on GL(V ∗), or rather g = e as points of GL(V ∗)/G (note that GL(V ∗)/G is affine sinceG is reductive).

Remark 4.7. The proposition is actually quite usable. As shown in the proof, the requirement for descent
is that a certain algebra homomorphism

Sym∗(V ⊗ ker qx)G → C⊕C

has image contained in the diagonal subalgebra of C ⊕ C. So, it suffices to check (13) only in degrees
λ containing algebra generators for C[End(V )]G = C[End(V ) �G], where G acts by g ⋅ f = f ○ g−1 on
End(V ). Proposition 4.6 can then be used to show that, for the following classical groups G ⊂ GL(V ),
a descending G-bundle consists of a G-bundle (F , σ) with a Bhosle structure q⃗ satisfying the following
conditions.

1. For G = SL(V ), we only need κx1
= (−1)rκx2

.

2. If V is a symplectic space and G = Sp(V ), then the reduction of structure group σ̂ gives a symplectic
form ψ ∶ ∧2F → OC, and the descending G-bundle condition becomes: ker qx is isotropic for the
symplectic form ⟨(v1, v2), (w1,w2)⟩ = ψx1

(v1,w1) −ψx2
(v2,w2)

on F ∣x1
⊕F ∣x2

.

3. If V is a quadratic space and G = SO(V ), then the condition is the same as for symplectic groups,
with the addition that κx1

= (−1)rκx2
.

4.4 Lifting one-parameter families to the Bhosle stack

Next we will show that any family of singular G-bundles given by a map f as in section 4.1 lifts to a
family of descending G-bundles.

Proposition 4.8. Let T be a smooth curve with a closed point 0 ∈ T , and let (E , τ) be a family of singular
G-bundles on C0×T that gives a G-bundle on the complement of S×0. Then (E , τ) is induced by a family
of descending G-bundles (F , σ, q⃗) on C × T .
Proof. Let F = (ν∗E)∨∨, and let j ∶ U ↪ C × T be the inclusion of U = C × T − ν−1(S) × T . Note
that F is locally free by [18], corollary 1.4, and satisfies j∗F ≅ j∗ν∗E . Since C × T is normal, we have
j∗j
∗OC×T ≅OC×T , hence j

∗ν∗τ extends to an algebra homomorphism σ ∶ Sym∗(V ⊗F)G → OC×T .
Since σ is nondegenerate in codimension one (nondegenerate meaning σ̂ lands in Isom(F , V ∗⊗OC)/G),

it follows that σ is nondegenerate everywhere, because the degeneracy locus is the divisor where det σ̂ ∶
detF → O vanishes. Thus, (F , σ) is a G-bundle. To get the quotient maps q⃗, just take the ones we get
from pulling back E over T − {0} and extend to t = 0 using properness of Grassmannians (the condition
on ker qx given by proposition 4.6 will continue to hold at t = 0 since it is defined by the vanishing of a
map of vector bundles on T ).

Now, (F , σ, q⃗) induces a family of torsion-free singular G-bundles (E ′, τ ′) on C0 which agrees with the
original family over U ′ = C0 × T − S × 0. Both E and E ′ are flat families of depth 1 sheaves parametrized
by a smooth curve, so they are S2 sheaves on C0 × T by [17], 6.3.1. Hence both equal their pushforward
from U ′. To see τ = τ ′, note that the inclusion OC0×T ⊆ j∗OU ′ gives an inclusion

HomC0×T (M,OC0×T ) ⊆ HomC0×T (M, j∗OU ′) = HomU ′(j∗M,OU ′).
for any sheafM. Since τ = τ ′ over U ′, the two families coincide and the proposition is proved.
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4.5 Setup for pole calculation

Recall that A = k[[t]], K = k((t)). Let BhG(ν) be the stack of descending G-bundles, and Bh0G(ν) the
open substack where all qxi

are isomorphisms. Let π ∶ BhG(ν) → SB∗G(C0) be the natural projection,
which restricts to an isomorphism

Bh0G(ν) ∼Ð→ BunG(C0).
By proposition 4.8, a map f ∶ SpecA → SB0

G(C0) as in section 4.1 lifts to a map f̃ ∶ SpecA → BhG(ν)
sending SpecK into Bh0G(ν). Thus, to prove theorem 4.1 it suffices to show the following.

Situation 4.9. For any map f̃ ∶ SpecA → BhG(ν) sending SpecK into Bh0G(ν) and any section s in
H0(Bh0G(ν), π∗Dl) = H0(BunG(C0),Dl), we must show f̃∗s has no pole at t = 0.

In order to compute the pole of f̃∗s, we will use the following factorization of H0(BunG(C0),Dl). Let
E be the universal family of G-bundles parametrized by BunG(C), and for a dominant integral weight λ
of G and point x ∈ C let

E
λ
x = Ex ×G V λ,

where V λ is the irreducible representation of G with highest weight λ.

Lemma 4.10. ([5], lemma 6.4) Let dV be the Dynkin index of the G-module V (see [20]). Then the
pullback map p ∶ BunG(C0)→ BunG(C) induces an isomorphism

⊕
λ

H0(BunG(C),Dl ⊗⊗
x∈S

E
λx

x1
⊗ E

λ∗x
x2
) ∼Ð→ H0(BunG(C0),Dl), (15)

where the sum is over all functions λ assigning a dominant integral weight λx of level ≤ ldV to each node
x ∈ S, and λ∗x denotes the highest weight of (V λx)∗.

The isomorphism in the lemma has the following formula. Let E → C0 be a G-bundle and s a section
in the λ-component on BunG(C). Picking trivializations of F = ν∗E at x1 and x2 for each x ∈ S gives
a collection of transition elements gx ∈ G, and we may express s∣F as a sum of terms α⊗⊗x∈S(vx ⊗ v∗x)
with α ∈ D(E)l, vx ∈ V λx , v∗x ∈ V

λ∗x , where E = E ×G V . Then as a section on BunG(C0), s∣E is the
corresponding sum of the terms (∏x∈S v

∗
x(gxvx))α.

4.6 Pole calculation

We will resolve situation 4.9 by bounding the pole of f̃∗s in proposition 4.12. Before carrying out the pole
calculation, let me point out the following two items. First, if (F , σ, q⃗) is a family of descending G-bundles
given by a map f̃ as in situation 4.9, then by proposition 4.6 the gluing function gx = −σ̂x2

q−1x2
qx1

σ̂−1x1
is in

G(K) for each node x ∈ S. But, the element gx ∈ G(K) is only well-defined up to the left and right action
of G(A), as it depends on a choice of G(A)-coset representatives of the σ̂xi

∈ Isom(F ∣xi
, V ∗ ⊗ A)/GA.

Recall that the double cosets G(A)/G(K)/G(A) are parametrized by dominant one-parameter subgroups
of a maximal torus of G, where an OPS ϕ corresponds to the K-point

γϕ ∶ SpecK → SpecC[t, t−1] = Gm

ϕ
Ð→ G.

Thus, we may always put f̃ into a “normal form,” i.e. pick coset representatives of the σ̂xi
such that, for

each x ∈ S, we have gx = γϕx
for some dominant OPS ϕx.

We also have the following identities between D and DBh, where DBh is the determinant of cohomology
line bundle on BhG(ν). The exact sequence

0→ E → ν∗F →⊕
x∈S

Qx → 0 (16)

for a Bhosle bundle (F , q⃗) shows that there is an isomorphism

π∗D
∼
Ð→ DBh ⊗⊗

x∈S

detQx, (17)
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whereQx is the “universalQx” vector bundle. If (E , τ) is a G-bundle on C0 (not just a singularG-bundle),
then the exact sequence

0→ E → ν∗ν
∗E →⊕

x∈S

E ∣x → 0 (18)

gives a canonical isomorphism

D(E) ≅ D(ν∗E)⊗⊗
x∈S

detE ∣x ≅ D(ν∗E), (19)

where the second map is given by det τ̂ ∶ detE
∼
Ð→O. If (E , τ) is induced by a Bhosle bundle (F , σ, q⃗), then

we have a natural isomorphism of exact sequences (16) and (18) by lemma 4.5, and the two identities
(17) and (19) get related by the following lemma.

Lemma 4.11. Let B be a ring. For an exact sequence of finitely generated projective B-modules

0→M1 →M2 →⋯ →Mn → 0,

the canonical isomorphism detM●
∼
Ð→ B is functorial with respect to isomorphisms of exact sequences.

Proof. We mean that, for any isomorphism f● ∶M● →N●, the following diagram commutes:

detM● detN●

B

detf●

This is easy to check for a short exact sequence, and the general case can be done by induction.

Now we are ready for the pole calculation. In the following proposition, note that any free rank one
A-module has a well-defined valuation function – denoted “ord” – given by picking an isomorphism to
A (the choice of isomorphism does not affect the valuation). Recall that κxi

= det qxi
○ (det σ̂xi

)−1 for
a descending G-bundle (F , σ, q⃗) and node x ∈ S. Let us also write gx = −σ̂x2

q−1x2
qx1

σ̂−1x1
, and let ϕx be

the dominant coweights such that γϕx
∈ G(A)/G(K)/G(A) represents the double coset of gx (cf. the

discussion at the beginning of the section).

Proposition 4.12. Let s be a section in the λ-component of H0(BunG(C0),Dl), where λ is an assignment
of a level ≤ ldV dominant integral weight λx to each node x ∈ S (see lemma 4.10). Let (F , σ, q⃗) be a family
of descending G-bundles given by a map f̃ as in situation 4.9. Then f̃∗s vanishes to order at least

∑
x∈S

(l ⋅ ordκx1
+w0λx(ϕx)) (20)

at t = 0, where w0 is the longest element of the Weyl group of G.

Proof. Let (E , τ) be the family of singular G-bundles on C0 induced by (F , σ, q⃗). As a section on
BunG(C), we have (using lemma 4.10)

s∣(F ,σ) = β ⊗⊗
x∈S

vx ⊗ v∗x

for some β ∈ D(F)l, vx ∈ V λx⊗A, v∗x ∈ V
λ∗x⊗A. We need to transfer β back to D(EK)l using isomorphism

(19), then apply isomorphism (17) to get an element of D(FK)l ⊗⊗x∈S(detQx)l. As ν∗EK and FK are
isomorphic Bhosle bundles, there is an induced isomorphism of exact sequences (16) and (18). The
isomorphism E ∣x×K → Qx ⊗K is the composition

E ∣x×K ∼
Ð→ ν∗E ∣x1×K

∼
Ð→ F ∣x1×K

qx1

ÐÐ→ Qx ⊗K. (21)

Consider the diagram

D(ν∗EK) D(ν∗EK)⊗⊗x∈S detE ∣x×K D(EK)

D(FK) D(FK)⊗⊗x∈S detF ∣x1×K D(FK)⊗⊗x∈S detQx.

(det τ̂)−1 (18)

(16)

(det σ̂)−1 detqx1
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The right-hand square is commutative by lemma 4.11 and equation (21), and the left-hand square is
commutative because the isomorphism ν∗EK → FK respects the singular G-bundle structures. Hence,
the diagram commutes. The “canonical route” (given by lemma 4.10 and isomorphism (17)) to transfer
s from BunG(C) to BhG(ν) is to move the element β ∈ D(FK)l ≅ D(ν∗EK)l along the top row and
down the last column. This is the same as the map along the bottom row, which is just tensoring with

⊗x∈S κx1
. Thus,

s∣(F ,σ,q⃗) = (∏
x∈S

v∗x(γϕx
vx))β ⊗⊗

x∈S

κlx1

as a rational section on BhG(ν). Writing v and v∗ as sums of weight vectors, we see that the order of
v∗(γϕv) at t = 0 is at least w0λ(ϕ), because w0λ is the lowest weight of V λ. This proves the proposition.

4.7 Conclusion of proof of theorem 4.1

To conclude the proof of theorem 4.1, we have to show that the quantity appearing in equation (20) is
nonnegative for type A and C groups. This shows that the section f̃∗s from situation 4.9 has no pole at
t = 0. For this we need a simple lemma.

Lemma 4.13. Let M,N be free A-modules of the same rank, and q ∶M ⊕M → N a surjective A-module
map such that q1, q2 are isomorphisms over K. Suppose there is an A-basis {ei} of M with respect
to which q−12 q1 is a diagonal matrix diag(ta1 , . . . , tan). Then ord det q1 is the sum of the ai which are
nonnegative.

Proof. We may find a K-basis {fi} of N ⊗A K such that q1 ∶ ei ↦ fi, q2 ∶ ei ↦ t−aifi. The elements fi
must lie in the A-submodule N ⊆ N ⊗A K. Let mi ≥ 0 be maximal such that f ′i = t

−mifi remains in N .
Note mi ≥ ai because q2(ei) = t−aifi ∈ N , so image(q) consists of A-linear combinations of the f ′i . Hence
the f ′i form a basis of N , and we may assume M = N = Ar, q1 = diag(tmi), q2 = diag(tmi−ai). As q is
surjective, for each i we either have mi = ai or we have mi = 0 and ai < 0.

Proposition 4.14. Suppose G is a simple Lie group of type A or C, and the representation V is chosen
as follows:

(i) if G = SL(n), choose V =W ⊕W ∗, where W = Cn is the standard representation;

(ii) if G = Sp(2n), choose V = C2n the standard representation.

Then the quantity in equation (20) is nonnegative.

Proof. We will show that, for each node x ∈ S, we have

l ⋅ ordκx1
+w0λx(ϕx) ≥ 0. (22)

Thus, we will drop the subscripts indicating the node, and just consider an arbitrary dominant coweight
ϕ and a dominant weight λ of level ≤ ldV . Assume that the representation G↪ SL(V ) sends the maximal
torus of G into the subgroup of diagonal matrices. Then by lemma 4.13 the term ordκ in (22) is equal
to the sum of all the nonnegative diagonal entries in the matrix representation of ϕ ∈ g ⊂ sl(V ).

The proof of the proposition is now to just check cases (i) and (ii). For simplicity we replace w0λ in
equation (22) with −λ, which is fine since λ and −w0λ have the same level.

Case (i): Give V =W ⊕W ∗ the standard basis e1, . . . , en, e
∗
1 , . . . , e

∗
n. In this basis we have

ϕ = diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn,−ϕ1, . . . ,−ϕn),
for some integers ϕ1 ≥ ⋯ ≥ ϕn with ϕ1 +⋯ + ϕn = 0. Let λ = (λ1 ≥ ⋯ ≥ λn = 0) be a dominant weight of
SL(n) at level λ1 ≤ ldV = 2l. Then the inequality (22) becomes

l(∣ϕ1∣ +⋯+ ∣ϕn∣) ≥ λ1ϕ1 +⋯+ λnϕn. (23)
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Let j be the index such that ϕj ≥ 0 and ϕj+1 < 0. Since ϕ1 +⋯+ϕn = 0, we have

l ⋅ (∣ϕ1∣ +⋯+ ∣ϕn∣) = 2l ⋅ (ϕ1 +⋯ +ϕj)
≥ λ1(ϕ1 +⋯+ ϕj)
≥ λ1ϕ1 +⋯+ λnϕn.

Thus inequality (23) holds.
Case (ii): Our conventions will follow [14], lecture 16. A dominant coweight of sp(2n) is represented

by a diagonal matrix ϕ = diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn,−ϕ1, . . . ,−ϕn) with ϕ1 ≥ ⋯ ≥ ϕn ≥ 0 integers. A dominant
weight is given by a decreasing sequence of integers λ = (λ1 ≥ ⋯ ≥ λn ≥ 0), and the level of such a weight
is (λ, θ) = λ1. Since V has Dynkin index dV = 1, we assume λ1 ≤ l. Then inequality (22) is

l ⋅ (ϕ1 +⋯+ ϕn) ≥ λ1ϕ1 +⋯ + λnϕn,

which clearly holds.

Example 4.15. Proposition 4.14 fails when V is the standard representation of a type B or D Lie group
(corresponding to the Lie algebras so(2n+1), so(2n) repsectively). Note that for these groups the standard
representation has Dynkin index dV = 2. A different choice of representation will not help, because, for
any other representation, we will get sections of D(V )m for a large m that still have poles (in fact we
can take m = 1, since every representation of a type B or D Lie group has Dynkin index divisible by 2).

Here is a counterexample to proposition 4.14 for type Bn. Let l = 1, and choose λ = 2ω1 for one of the
nodes and λ = 0 for all the others. So λ is a weight of level 2 ≤ ldV and defines a component

H0(BunG(C),D(V )⊗ E
λ
x1
⊗ E

λ∗

x2
) ⊂ H0(BunG(C0),D(V )), (24)

as in lemma 4.10. Let ϕ = diag(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn,−ϕ1, . . . ,−ϕn,0) be a dominant coweight of so(2n + 1), where
ϕ1 ≥ ⋯ ≥ ϕn ≥ 0 are integers. Then the inequality (22) is

ϕ1 +⋯+ϕn ≥ 2ϕ1,

which can clearly fail, e.g. if ϕ = (1,0, . . . ,0,−1,0, . . . ,0,0). Thus sections in (24) may not extend to the
normalized stack of singular bundles.

One hope is that perhaps the λ-component (24) vanishes. However, this is not the case. Suppose the

normalization is C = P1. Then H0(BunG(C),D(V )⊗ E
λ
x1
⊗ E

λ∗

x2
) is identified with the dual of

Vλ ⊗ V ∗λ
g ⋅ (Vλ ⊗ V ∗λ ) + imT 3,

where T = f (2)
θ

is the lowest root vector of g acting on the second tensor factor of Vλ ⊗ V ∗λ (see e.g. [6],
second proof of lemma 6.5). It is easy to verify directly that, for g = so(5) and λ = 2ω1, we have T 3 = 0
and

Vλ ⊗ V ∗λ
g ⋅ (Vλ ⊗ V ∗λ )

is nonzero (in fact one-dimensional, spanned by any nonzero weight vector of weight zero).
However we can control the pole order in the following way. Recall that ϕ is the “type” of the family

parametrized by Speck[[t]] → BhG(ν), i.e. we have q−12 q1 = tϕ for this family of Bhosle bundles. Unlike
λ, the ϕ does not depend on l in any way, so we have allowed it to be an arbitrary dominant coweight.
However, since the boundary of BunG(C) in the Bhosle stack is the divisor E where det q1 = 0, we
should require that det q1 vanishes to order exactly one at t = 0 in order to compute the correct pole order
(although it makes no difference for detecting the existence of a pole). By lemma 4.13, there are only
finitely many ϕ with this property, and it follows that the pole order is bounded above by a number N that
scales linearly with l. Then we can replace L = DBh with L′ = L(NE), and, since sections over BunG(C)
extend to L′, we should be able to carry out the rest of the paper in the same way to generalize our results
to arbitrary groups. What remains to be shown is that the line bundle L′ descends to an ample line bundle
on the appropriate moduli space.
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5 Moduli of singular G-bundles

In this section, we summarize the GIT construction of the moduli space of singular G-bundles due to
Schmitt and Muñoz-Castañeda ([28]), which we will use to prove theorem 1.1 in section 6. We continue
to focus on the case of a nodal curve, but all of the material in this section can be generalized to higher
dimensional smooth varieties (see [15]).

5.1 Parameter spaces of singular G-bundles

Fix an ample line bundle L on C0, and let Q be the quot scheme of coherent quotients q ∶W ⊗L−n → E
with Hilbert polynomial P, where W is a vector space of rank P (n). Let Ẽ be the universal quotient
sheaf over C0 ×Q. To build a parameter space of singular G-bundles, we recall the following well-known
result.

Theorem 5.1. ([13], theorem 5.8) Let p ∶ Z → S be a projective morphism to a Noetherian scheme S,
and let F ,G be coherent OZ-modules. If G is flat over S, then the functor that sends an S-scheme T to
the set HomZT

(FT ,GT ) is representable by a scheme HZ/S(F ,G) which is affine and finite type over S.

It is easy to show as a consequence:

Corollary 5.2. Let Z → S be a projective morphism to a Noetherian scheme S. If S● is a quasicoherent,
finitely generated, graded OZ-algebra, then the functor that sends a scheme T to the set of OZT

-algebra
homomorphisms ST → OT is representable by a finite type affine S-scheme.

Proof. Pick a generating submodule F ⊆ S● that is coherent, and note that there is a closed subscheme of
HZ/S(F ,O) parametrizing morphisms F → O such that Sym∗F → O factors through the multiplication
map Sym∗F → S●.

Using this, we define two parameter schemes of singular G-bundles (an affine version and a projective
version), as follows.

Definition 5.3. Define the affine parameter space of singular G-bundles Q̃ to be the affine Q-scheme
granted by corollary 5.2 in the case Z = C0×Q, S = Q, S = Sym∗(V ⊗ Ẽ)G. Then Q̃ represents the functor
that sends a scheme T to the set of pairs (q, τ) consisting of a quotient (q ∶ W ⊗ L−nT → E) ∈ Q(T ) and
an algebra homomorphism

τ ∶ Sym∗(V ⊗ E)G → OC0×T

on the quotient sheaf.

This scheme has a natural projectivizationQ, which will be our projective parameter space of singular
G-bundles.

Proposition 5.4. There is a projective Q-scheme Q parametrizing, over a scheme T , the triples (q,M, τ)
consisting of a quotient (q ∶ W ⊗ L−nT → E) ∈ Q(T ), a line bundle M on T , and a morphism of graded
OC0×T -algebras

τ ∶ Sym∗(V ⊗ E)G → OC0
⊗ Sym∗M,

which is surjective in large degree. There is a surjective rational map Q̃⇢Q defined away from the zero
section.

Proof. The universal quotient and the Reynolds operator induce a closed embedding Q̃ ↪ Q × AN+1,
where

AN+1 =
d

⊕
i=0

HomC(Symi(V ⊗W ),H0(Lin))
for sufficiently large d > 0. Since π ∶ Q × (AN+1 − 0) → Q × PN is a Gm-bundle and Q̃ is Gm-stable,
there exists by descent theory a unique closed subscheme Q ⊆ Q × PN with π−1(Q) = Q̃ − (Q × 0). Since
π−1(Q)→Q is a Gm-bundle, Q represents the stack quotient [(Q̃ − (Q × 0))/Gm] and has the universal
property that to give a map T → Q is to give a map T → Q, a Gm,T -torsor M → T , and a morphism of

Q-schemes M → Q̃ − (Q × 0). This is easily seen to be equivalent to the description of Q given in the
proposition.
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Next we want a polarization of Q. We have already embedded Q ↪ Q × PN , and, for a large enough
m > 0, we may follow this with Grothendieck’s embedding

Q↪ Gr(W ⊗H0(Lm), f),
(q ∶W ⊗L−n↠ E) ↦ (W ⊗H0(Lm)↠ H0(E ⊗Lm+n))

to get a GL(W )-equivariant embedding

Q↪ Gr(W ⊗H0(Lm), f) × PN , (25)

where Gr(⋯) is the Grassmannian of quotients. As above, we also have the embedding

Q̃ ↪ Gr(W ⊗H0(Lm), f) ×AN+1,

that makes Q̃ the (partial) affine cone over Q with respect to the embedding (25).

Definition 5.5. Let Lm(k1, k2) be the pullback of the GL(W )-linearized line bundle O(k1)⊠O(k2) under
the embedding (25).

5.2 Semistable tensor fields

Semistability for singular G-bundles is defined in terms of their associated “tensor fields.” The rough idea
is to pick a generating submodule of Sym∗(V ⊗E)G, use the Reynolds operator to drop the G-invariance
requirement, and then “homogenize” (we will give the explicit construction in the next subsection). The
result is a very simple object of the following form, which retains all of the information about the singular
G-bundle (up to scalars) and allows us to get a much simpler definition of semistability.

Definition 5.6. A tensor field on a sheaf F is a nonzero morphism ϕ ∶ (F⊗b)⊕c →OC0
for some b, c.

Gomez-Sols introduced the following definition of semistability for tensor fields. Recall that a weighted
filtration of a sheaf F is a pair (F●, l●) consisting of an increasing filtration

F● = (0 ⊂ F1 ⊂ ⋯ ⊂ Fp+1 = F)
by distinct subsheaves and a sequence of positive rational numbers

l● = (l1, . . . , lp).
Let a = degL. Given a tensor field (F , ϕ) of rkF = r and a weighted filtration (F●, l●), define the vector

λ(l●) = p

∑
i=1

liξri ,

where ri = rkFi and
ξj = (aj − ar, . . . , aj − ar, aj, . . . , aj)

with aj − ar repeated aj times and aj repeated ar − aj times. Write λ(l●) = (λ1, . . . , λar) and define

µ(F●, l●, ϕ) = −min{λari1 +⋯ + λarib ∶ ϕ∣(Fi1
⊗⋯⊗Fib

)⊕c ≠ 0},
where the min is taken over all i1, . . . , ib ∈ {1, . . . , p + 1}, possibly nondistinct. (All the ranks are scaled
by a since they might not be integers).

Definition 5.7. ([16], definition 1.3) Let δ ∈ Q>0. A tensor field (F , ϕ) is δ-semistable if F is torsion-free
and

p

∑
i=1

li(rkFi ⋅PF − rkF ⋅PFi
) + δµ(F●, l●, ϕ) ≥ 0 (26)

for every weighted filtration (F●, l●). We say (F , ϕ) is δ-stable if strict inequality holds for every such(F●, l●).
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5.3 Tensor field associated to a singular G-bundle

Recall that Ẽ is the universal quotient sheaf on the quot scheme Q. Picking a d such that Sym∗(V ⊗ Ẽ)G
is generated in degree ≤ d, we may associate to every point (E , τ) ∈Q a tensor field

⊕
a⃗

(V ⊗ E)⊗d! →⊕
a⃗

d

⊗
i=0

SymaiSymi(V ⊗ E) RG
ÐÐ→⊕

a⃗

d

⊗
i=0

SymaiSymi(V ⊗ E)G τ
Ð→ OC0

, (27)

where RG is the Reynolds operator and the sum is over a⃗ = (a0, . . . , ad) with a1 + 2a2 +⋯+ dad = d!. It is
shown in [26], sect. 2.2.3 (or [15], sect. 5) that this assignment is injective on Gm-equivalence classes and
defines a proper injective morphism from Q into a parameter space of tensor fields. We therefore define:

Definition 5.8. A point of Q is δ-semistable if the associated tensor field is δ-semistable.

5.4 Characterization of GIT semistability

LetQ(1) be the closure of the set of torsion-free, uniform rank r quotient sheaves inQ, and letQ(1) =Q×Q
Q(1). Recall the SL(W )-linearized ample line bundle L = Lm(k1, k2) onQ. Following Simpson’s approach
for semistable sheaves ([37]), Gomez-Sols proved that L-semistability and δ-semistability coincide in the
following sense.

Theorem 5.9. ([16], theorem 3.6) Assume m,n are sufficiently large. There is a number α such that, if
k2

k1

= α, then a point (q, τ) ∈Q(1) is L-semistable if and only if (E , τ) is a δ-semistable singular G-bundle

and W →H0(E ⊗Ln) is an isomorphism.

5.5 Semistability for large values of δ

By theorem 5.9, we thus get a projective moduli space of singular G-bundles Q(1) �L SL(W ). The
downside is that the definition of δ-semistability is somewhat difficult, and the δ-semistable singular G-
bundles are too large a class of objects, in that we may not get a G-bundle over C0 − S or even over a
dense open subset of C0. However, Schmitt and Muñoz-Castañeda have recently shown that, for large
values of δ, the moduli space parametrizes only honest singular G-bundles which are semistable in the
sense of definition 2.4. There are analagous results for smooth varieties of arbitrary dimension, even in
positive characteristic ([15], theorems 5.4.1 and 5.4.4).

Theorem 5.10. ([28], theorem 3.3) There is a δ0 > 0 such that, for δ > δ0, the following hold:

1. any δ-semistable singular G-bundle with Hilbert polynomial P is honest;

2. for any honest singular G-bundle with Hilbert polynomial P , δ-(semi)stability is equivalent to
(semi)stability as in definition 2.4.

5.6 Set-up for finite generation

We can now define the moduli space which will be used to prove theorem 1.1 in the next section. We
introduce the following schemes related to Q:

• Q0 ⊆ Q(1) the open subset parametrizing torsion-free, honest singular G-bundles such that the
map W → H0(E ⊗Ln) is an isomorphism (in particular h1(E ⊗Ln) = 0);

• QG ⊆Q0 the open subscheme of G-bundles;

• M the normalization of QG (closure taken in Q);

• M0 ⊆M the preimage of Q0.

Define X = Xm(k1, k2) as the GIT quotient

M�Lm(k1,k2) SL(W )
with respect to the following choices:
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• L is an ample line bundle on C0;

• P = PO⊕r ;

• δ > δ0 as in theorem 5.10 and m,n, k1, k2 are chosen as in theorem 5.9.

Remember, as mentioned in the introduction, that we are not sure if QG contains all of the honest
singular G-bundles! But, it is necessary for us to work with this smaller moduli space, e.g. the key result
of section 4 – proposition 4.8 – only applies to singular G-bundles which are in the closure of BunG(C0).
6 Proof of theorem 1.1

In the previous section, we constructed a polarized moduli space (X , L), where L = Lm(k1, k2) (or a suf-
ficiently large multiple thereof that descends to X ). After identifying L with determinant of cohomology,
we will establish an injection

H0(X , L)↪ H0(BunG(C0),D(V )l)
for sufficiently divislbe l, and show that this map is an isomorphism by way of theorem 4.1. This will
prove theorem 1.1.

6.1 Line bundle identities

Let PN be the projective space from section 5.1 such that Q ↪ Q × PN , and recall that Lm(k1, k2) is a
tensor product of line bundles

Lm(k1, k2) =OQ(k1) ⊠OPN (k2).
For a vector bundle G on C0, let DG be the line bundle on Q whose fiber over a quotient sheaf E is the
determinant of cohomology of E ⊗ G, i.e.

DG ∣E = detH0(E ⊗ G)∗ ⊗ detH1(E ⊗ G).
The standard determinant of cohomology line bundle (corresponding to G = OC0

) will continue to be
denoted D.

Lemma 6.1. The line bundles DG have the following properties.

(i) DG has a natural GL(W )-linearization, where a scalar matrix t ∈ GL(W ) acts on DG as multipli-
cation by t−χ(E⊗G).

(ii) OQ(−1) = DLm+n .

(iii) If p ∈ C0 is a smooth point, and E is a torsion-free sheaf on C0, then there is a natural isomorphism

D(E ⊗O(p)) ≅ D(E)⊗ det(E ∣p)∗,
which induces a GL(W )-equivariant isomorphism of line bundles

DO(p) ≅ D ⊗ det(Ẽ ∣p)∗,
where Ẽ is the universal quotient sheaf on Q ×C0.

Proof. Items (i), (ii) are well known, see e.g. [19]. For (iii), since E is a vector bundle in a neighborhood
of p, there is an exact sequence

0→ E → E ⊗O(p)→ E ∣p → 0.

Then use the fact that determinant of cohomology is multiplicative with respect to short exact sequences.

19



Proposition 6.2. Assume n is divisible by g − 1, so that χ(E) divides P (n), and let

l = −
P (m + n)P (n)

χ(E)
(note that χ(E) = r(1 − g) is negative, so l is positive). Then, over Q0, there is a GL(W )-equivariant
isomorphism

OQ(P (n)) ≅ Dl.

Proof. First note, since the map W → H0(E ⊗Ln) is an isomorphism for E ∈ Q0, the line bundle DLn is
trivial over Q0, isomorphic to detW ∗⊗OQ. Furthermore, over Q0×(C0−S), the universal quotient sheaf
Ẽ is a vector bundle with trivial determinant, so for any smooth point p ∈ C0 the line bundle det(Ẽ ∣p)
is trivial over Q0. These two observations combined with (iii) of lemma 6.1 show that D itself is trivial
over Q0, as is OQ(1) = DLm+n .

Hence, in order to show OQ(P (n)) ≅ Dl as equivariant line bundles, we just have to show that they
have the same linearization. The difference in linearization is given by a character of GL(W ), which is
determined by the action of the center of GL(W ). Since a scalar matrix t ∈ GL(W ) acts on OQ(P (n)) =
D−P (n)
Lm+n by tP (m+n)P (n), and acts on Dl by t−lχ(E), our choice of l ensures that OQ(P (n)) ≅ Dl.

6.2 The injection H0(M, L)SL(W) ↪ H0(BunG(C0),Dl)
Recall that D also denotes the determinant of cohomology line bundle on BunG(C0) with respect to the
contraction map

BunG(C0)→ Coh(C0),
E ↦ E ×G V.

In this section we prove:

Proposition 6.3. If n, k1, k2 are sufficiently divisible, then there is an injection

H0(M, Lm(k1, k2))SL(W) ↪ H0(BunG(C0),Dl),
where l is given by

l = −
k1P (m + n)

χ(E) . (28)

The proof of the proposition is as follows. In lemma 6.4 below, we show QG is smooth, so that it is
an open subscheme of M, hence restriction gives a map

H0(M, L)SL(W) ↪ H0(QG, L)SL(W),
where Q̃G is the preimage of QG in Q̃. Since QG = Q̃G/Gm and the center of SL(W ) acts trivially on
sections of L under the assumptions of the proposition, we have

H0(QG, L)SL(W) = H0(QG, L)PGL(W) = H0(Q̃G, L)GL(W).

The pullback of OPN (1) to Q̃G is trivial, so by proposition 6.2

H0(Q̃G, L)GL(W) = H0(Q̃G,Dl)GL(W).

Note that Q̃G is a GL(W )-bundle over an open substack

YLn = [Q̃G/GL(W )] ⊂ BunG(C0)
parametrizing G-bundles E such that the associated vector bundle E = E ×G V has E ⊗ Ln globally
generated and h1(E ⊗ Ln) = 0. If n is sufficiently large, then YLn contains the locus of semistable
G-bundles, so its complement has codimension ≥ 2 (see [21], proof of 1.6, or [22], section 3), thus

H0(Q̃G,Dl)GL(W) = H0(YLn ,Dl) = H0(BunG(C0),Dl).
It remains to show QG is smooth.
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Lemma 6.4. QG is a smooth, irreducible variety.

Proof. Since Q̃G
→ QG is smooth, it suffices to prove the lemma for Q̃G. But Q̃G is a GL(W )-bundle

over the open substack YLn ⊂ BunG(C0) ([42], section 4), and BunG(C0) is smooth over SpecC and
connected ([4], proposition 5.1), so Q̃G is smooth and irreducible.

6.3 Conclusion of finite generation

Using theorem 4.1, we will show that the injection we have set up is an isomorphism and conclude finite
generation of ⊕k≥0H

0(BunG(C0),Dk).
Theorem 6.5. Let G be a type A or C simple, simply connected Lie group, with the representation V

chosen as in proposition 4.14. Let L = Lm(k1, k2), and assume l, n, k1, k2 are as in proposition 6.3. Then
we have an algebra isomorphism

⊕
k≥0

H0(M, Lk)SL(W) ∼Ð→⊕
k≥0

H0(BunG(C0),Dkl).

Proof. As M→Q
G
is finite, the L-semistable locus in M is the preimage of that in Q, in particular it is

contained in M0 by theorem 5.10. Hence,

H0(M, Lk)SL(W) = H0(M0, Lk)SL(W)
by [31], lemma 4.15. Since sections of Dkl on BunG(C0) are identified with sections of Lk on QG,
and since M is normal, we need to show that sections of Lk over QG have no pole at t = 0 for a map
Spec k[[t]]→Q0∩QG sending the generic point into QG. As k[[t]] is local, any such map factors through
Q̃, and the pullback of L to Q̃0 is Dl by proposition 6.2 (where Q̃0 ⊆ Q̃ is the preimage ofQ0), so we reduce
to showing that sections of Dl over BunG(C0) have no pole at t = 0 for a map Speck[[t]] → SB0

G(C0)
sending the generic point into BunG(C0). This is what is shown in theorem 4.1.

Corollary 6.6. Let G be a type A or C simple, simply connected Lie group. For any stable curve C0 of
genus g ≥ 2, the algebra ⊕k≥0H

0(BunG(C0),Dk) is finitely generated.

Proof. Since ⊕k≥0 H
0(BunG(C0),Dkl) ≅ ⊕k≥0 H

0(M, Lk) is finitely generated, this follows from [5],
lemma 8.4.

7 Compactifications over Mg and conformal blocks

7.1 Conformal blocks vector bundles

LetMg,n be the stack of stable n-pointed curves of genus g, and let g be the Lie algebra of the simple,

simply connected group G. For a positive integer l and dominant integral weights λ⃗ = (λ1, . . . , λn) of
level ≤ l, there is a vector bundle V

g,l,λ⃗ onMg,n called the vector bundle of conformal blocks.

Let us briefly recall its construction from [9]. Let ĝ = (g⊗ k((t)))⊕ k ⋅ c be the affine Lie algebra of g,
where c is central and the Lie bracket is defined by

[x⊗ f, y ⊗ g] = [x, y]⊗ fg + (x, y)Res(f ′g)c.
For each dominant integral weight λ of g there is an irreducible representation Hλ of ĝ, and we put
Hλ⃗ =⊗

n
i=1Hλi , which is an irreducible representation of

ĝn = (g⊗ k((t))⊕n)⊕ k ⋅ c.
Suppose π ∶ C → S is a proper flat family of genus g nodal curves parametrized by a smooth k-variety S,
and let p⃗ = (p1, . . . , pn) be disjoint sections pi ∶ S → C of π whose images lie in the smooth locus of π.
Assume that S = SpecA is affine, that C − (⋃n

i=1 pi(S)) is affine with coordinate ring B, and that we are
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given isomorphisms ηi ∶ ÔC ,pi(S)
∼
Ð→ A[[t]]. Then the ηi make g⊗kB a Lie subalgebra of ĝn ⊗k A, and we

define
V

g,l,λ⃗(C , p⃗) =Hλ⃗ ⊗k A/(g⊗k B) ⋅ (Hλ⃗ ⊗k A).
The case of a general S can be dealt with by a descent argument ([9], proposition 2.1, and the discussion
following it).

For each conformal blocks bundle V
g,l,λ⃗, the sum ⊕m≥0V

∨

g,ml,mλ⃗
has a natural structure of a flat sheaf

of algebras on Mg,n ([23]). For a marked curve (C0, p⃗), let ParbunG(C0, p⃗) be the stack parametrizing(E,s1, . . . , sn) consisting of a G-bundle E → C0 and points si ∈ Epi
/B for a fixed Borel subgroup B ⊂ G.

Let p ∶ ParbunG,g,n →Mg,n be the corresponding relative stack. In [4], it is shown that for each conformal
block V

g,l,λ⃗
, there is a line bundle L

G,l,λ⃗
on ParbunG,g,n with p∗LG,l,λ⃗

≅ V∨
g,l,λ⃗

(such isomorphisms exist

for any family of stable curves, not just globally over Mg,n), and by [5] theorem 9.2 this induces an
algebra isomorphism

⊕
m≥0

H0(ParbunG(C0, p⃗),LG,l,λ⃗(C0, p⃗)m) ≅ ⊕
m≥0

V∨
g,ml,mλ⃗

(C0, p⃗)
for all (C0, p⃗) ∈ Mg,n. The line bundle LG,l,λ⃗ is related to determinant of cohomology in the following
way. For a representation V of G, let NV,l,λ⃗ be the line bundle on ParbunG,g,n whose fiber over a parabolic

bundle (E,s1, . . . , sn) ∈ ParbunG(C0, p⃗) is the tensor product of

• [detH∗(E ×G V )⊗ detH∗(V ⊗OC0
)−1]l,

• the fibers of the line bundles Epi
×B C−λi → Epi

/B over the elements si.

If V is irreducible, then NV,l,λ⃗ ≅ LG,dV l,λ⃗, where dV is the Dynkin index of V [4]. In the case of no
marked points (n = 0), then even for reducible V we have NV,l ≅ LG,dl, where d is the sum of the Dynkin
indices of the irreducible summands of V , and thus

⊕
m≥0

H0(BunG(C0),D(V )m) ≅ ⊕
m≥0

V∨
g,md(C0)

for any V . Therefore, when g is sl(n) or sp(2n), corollary 6.6 and [5] lemma 8.4 give finite generation of
the conformal blocks algebra for any stable curve C0 ∈Mg.

7.2 Finite generation of the sheaf of conformal blocks algebras

We would like to show that A = ⊕m≥0V
∨
g,m is finitely generated as a sheaf of algebras on Mg. Recall

thatMg has a smooth atlas Hg →Mg, where Hg is a smooth, irreducible variety [8]. To show that A is
finitely generated, it suffices to show that there is a uniform constant d such that, for each closed point
C0 ∈Mg, the fiber A(C0) is generated in degree ≤ d (for then A is generated in degree ≤ d by Nakayama’s
lemma). We will prove this by showing that, for any family of stable curves T →Mg parametrized by a
variety T , there is a constant d = d(T ) such that A∣t is generated in degree ≤ d for all t ∈ T . The proof is
by induction on dimT , so that we are free to replace T by a dense open subset.

Let me sketch the adjustments needed for the relative setting. Let π ∶ C → T be a family of stable
curves parametrized by a variety T (we can assume T is smooth and irreducible), and fix a relatively
ample line bundle L on C /T . All of the parameter schemes from section 5 have relative versions:

• Q̃C /T and QC /T are defined in the same way, but over a relative quot scheme

QC /T = QuotC /T (W ⊗L−n, P );
• Q̃C /T and QC /T again come with closed embeddings into QC /T ×T AN+1

T and QC /T ×T PN
T ;

• there is a Grothendieck embedding QC /T ↪ Gr ×T PN
T , where

Gr = GrT (π∗(W ⊗Lm), f)
is a relative Grassmannian, and we define L = Lm(k1, k2) to be the relatively ample line bundle
OGr(k1) ⊠OPN

T
(k2) on QC /T .
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Define δ-semistability in the relative case as fiberwise δ-semistability over T . The number δ0 from
theorem 5.10 can be chosen uniformly over T by [26], theorems 4.4.17 and 4.4.18 (δ0 depends “only on
numerical inputs,” the only one of which that depends on the base curve is the degree of the polarization,
but we can just use the canonical polarization). By [27], theorem 2.16, the numbers m,n from theorem
5.9 can be chosen uniformly over T (the resulting α depends only on P,m,n, δ). Since L-semistability
coincides with Lt-semistability on the fibers Qt, t ∈ T ([37], lemma 1.13), the analogue of theorem 5.9
holds in the relative setting.

The schemes Q0
C /T ,Q

G
C /T ,MC /T can all be defined in the analagous way – the only hitch is that the

restriction of MC /T to a point t ∈ T is not the same as MCt
since normalization does not commute with

base change. But we are free to replace T by an open subset, so we only need this to work generically.

Lemma 7.1. ([5], lemma 10.3) Let U ⊆ Y be schemes over a smooth variety S over a field of characteristic
zero. Assume U → S is smooth and the fibers over closed points are irreducible. Also assume Y → S is
proper. Let N be the normalization of the closure of U in Y . Then there is a dense open subset V ⊆ S
such that the fibers of N over the closed points of V are normal irreducible varieties.

Thus, shrinking T , we can assume MC /T ∣t = MCt
for all t ∈ T . Let B = (⊕k≥0 q∗L

k)SL(W), where
q ∶ MC /T → T and L = Lm(k1, k2) is the ample linearization on MC /T (we may have to twist L by
a line bundle on T in order for it to be ample, or we can just assume T is affine). Replacing L by a
sufficiently large multiple, we have B∣t = ⊕k≥0H

0(MCt
, Lk

t )SL(W) for all t ∈ T . One may establish an
injection of B into a Veronese subalgebra A(N) =⊕k≥0AkN as in section 6.2, and we know B∣t → A(N)∣t is
an isomorphism for all t ∈ T by theorem 6.5. Thus B ≅ A(N). Since B is a finitely generated OT -algebra,
so is A by [5] lemma 8.4.

7.3 The family X→Mg and modular interpretations

Let A be the conformal blocks algebra onMg, and X (C0) =M �L SL(W ) the moduli space defined in
subsection 5.6. By theorem 6.5,

ProjA(C0) ≅ X (C0)
for every closed point C0 ∈Mg. The last section showed that A is finitely generated, so taking X = ProjA
we have the following. Note that item 1. is by a theorem of Kumar-Narasimhan-Ramanathan, [20].

Theorem 7.2. Let G be a simple Lie group of type A or C, and let g ≥ 2. Then there is a flat, relatively
projective family X→Mg such that

1. the fiber over a smooth curve is Ramanathan’s moduli space of semistable G-bundles;

2. the fiber over an arbitrary curve is a normalized moduli space of semistable honest singular G-
bundles.

Note that the theorem gives an interpretation of the fibers of ProjA →Mg over fixed stable curves, but
we have not given an interpretation over families of stable curves, since the varieties X may not base
change well in the relative setting.
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[13] B. Fantechi, L. Göttsche, L. Illusie, S. L. Kleiman, N. Nitsure, A. Vistoli, Fundamental Alge-
braic Geometry. Grothendieck’s FGA Explained, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, Vol. 123,
American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2005.

[14] W. Fulton, J. Harris Representation theory. A first course, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, 129.
Readings in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1991.
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