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ON THE IMAGE OF HITCHIN MORPHISM FOR ALGEBRAIC
SURFACES: THE CASE GL,

LEI SONG AND HAO SUN

ABSTRACT. The Hitchin morphism is a map from the moduli space of Higgs bundles .Zx
to the Hitchin base #x, where X is a smooth projective variety. When X has dimension
at least two, this morphism is not surjective in general. Recently, Chen-Ngb introduced a
closed subscheme @7x of #x, which is called the space of spectral data. They proved that the
Hitchin morphism factors through «/x and conjectured that «x is the image of the Hitchin
morphism. We prove that when X is a smooth projective surface, this conjecture is true for
vector bundles. Moreover, we show that «x, for any dimension, is invariant under proper
birational morphisms, and apply the result to study «/x for ruled surfaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout the paper, we work over an algebraically closed field k£ of characteristic zero.
Let M x be the moduli space of semistable Higgs bundles of rank n over a smooth projective
variety X over k. Let

Bx =P H(X,5"T*X)
=1

be the Hitchin base, where T%X is the cotangent bundle of X. The Hitchin morphism hx :
Mx — PBx was introduced in Hitchin’s seminal work [I1] for algebraic curves. The morphism
was proved to be dominant by Beauville-Narasimhan-Ramanan [I], and was later on proved
to be proper by Nisture [13] and Simpson [I7], and hence surjective in the case of algebraic
curves. The properness and surjectivity of the Hitchin map are elementary and important
properties in the study of Mx, which includes for instance connected components [6] [12],
cohomology ring [9] 10], Langlands duality and mirror symmetry [§].

In a more general setting and for higher dimensional varieties, Simpson showed that the
Hitchin morphism is still proper [16} [I7], but the surjectivity does not hold in general. Re-
cently, Chen and Ngo6 took an attempt to understand the image of the Hitchin morphism
and obtained a higher dimensional analogue of the BNR correspondence [I]. In [2 [3], they
considered the moduli stack .#Zx of Higgs bundles on X, and introduced a closed subscheme
ix : JZJZX — ﬁx, where

oy = Sect(X, Chow™(T% /X))

is called the space of spectral data (see §2). They showed the Hitchin morphism factors through
the space of spectral data
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M X

sdx lhx
i
JZ{X —> ﬁx,

and conjectured that the morphism sdx is surjective. The morphism sdy is called the spectral
data morphism.

Conjecture 1.1 (Conjecture 5.2 in [3]). For every point a € </x(k), the fiber sdy'(a) is
nonempty.

In fact, the conjecture is stated for G-Higgs bundles, where G is a split reductive group.
In case the dimension d = 2 and G = GL,,, the conjecture is verified by Chen and Ngé for
spectral data in an open subset .Q{)? (k) C @x(k); and it is verified for some minimal surfaces,
such as ruled surfaces and nonisotrivial elliptic surfaces for all a € @/x(k), see [3] for more
precise statements.

In this article, we prove the conjecture in case d = 2 and G = GL,, for an arbitrary smooth
projective surface:

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem [A.3)). Let X be a smooth projective surface. Let M x be the moduli
stack of Higgs bundles of rank n over X. Then the image of the Hitchin morphism hx :
Mx — Bx is dx, i.e. sdx : Mx — Dx is surjective.

The GL,, case is the starting point for general results. We believe this approach is applicable
to some special reductive groups. However, instead of using the language of “spectral cover”
and working on the problem case by case, we are looking forward to seeing a proof of this
conjecture in the language of “cameral cover” (see [4], and the idea of the cameral cover in
this case is briefly stated in [3, §5]).

Here is an overview of the proof of the main result and the structure of the paper. Let
Chow"(T%/X) be the relative Chow variety of n-points on T’y over X. Chen and Ng6 defined
the space of spectral data <7y to be the space of sections X — Chow"(T%/X), and a section
a is called a spectral datum. Note that o/x has a natural scheme structure, cf. §2 for an
elaboration.

For the relative Chow variety, there is a natural stratification

Chow"(T%/X) = [ [ Chowp(T%/X),
I

where the union is taken over all partitions of n. Chen and Ngb showed that given a spectral
datum a : X — Chow"(T% /X)), if the generic point of X under a lies in Chowj.) (T /X)),

then there is a finite flat cover X, — X such that the Higgs bundles over X with spectral
datum a correspond to the Cohen-Macaulay sheaves of rank one on X, (see [3, Theorems 7.1
and 7.3]). In particular, for such general a, then sd;(a) is nonempty.

Now given an arbitrary a € o/x(k), we assume that ¢ maps the generic point of X to the
stratum Chow), (T /X), where p = (1%1...5%) is a partition of n. Therefore, a induces a

morphism X — Chow),(T% /X). Since X is smooth, the spectral datum a factors through the
normalization Chowy; (7% /X )nor. Abusing the notation, we use the same notation a : X —

Chow' (T /X)""

. We observe the isomorphism, which is analogous to [5, Exercise 7.4.2],

) nor

Chow),(T% /X) = Chow™ (Tx /X) xx -+ xx Chow™ (T /X)
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still holds (Proposition [B.3). It follows that a yields a collection of spectral data (a;)i<i<s,

a;: X — Chow?liai)(T;‘(/X) = Chow® (T / X).
This gives a decomposition of the given spectral datum a, which is the key point to prove the
main result.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem [B.5). Let X a smooth projective surface. Given a spectral da-
tum a : X — Chow"(T%/X), suppose that the generic point of X is mapped to the stra-
tum Chowy, (T /X) with p = (1%1292...5%). Then there exist spectral data a; : X —

Chow?fai)(T;(/X), i=1,---,s, such that

S
a = Z iai.
i=1
Since a; maps the generic point of X to Chow‘()‘l"ai)(T;( /X), there exists a Higgs bundle
(E;, ¢;) corresponds to a; according to [3l Theorem 7.3]. Then the direct sum
S
(E7 ¢) = @(Ew qbi)ealv
i=1
is a Higgs bundle of rank n corresponding to the spectral datum a. This gives the surjectivity
of sdx : .//)((k‘) — %X(k‘)
In §5, we prove the birational invariance of &/x for any dimensional smooth variety X.

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem [(.3). Let x : X' — X be a birational proper morphism between
smooth varieties. Then the natural morphism o/x — x induced by x is an isomorphism as
k-schemes.

As a quick application, we apply the result, bypassing the requirement in [3] of each fibres
in a certain fibration to be reduced, to study the spaces of spectral data of ruled surfaces.
There are a number of interesting questions to be addressed in the future.

(1) As we stated above, in the surface case, we can construct a Higgs bundle for any given
spectral data; however, we do not find a “cover” X, — X such that we can get a
correspondence between Higgs bundles with spectral data a over X and some special
rank 1 sheaves over X,. In Remark [4.4] we discuss a finite, flat cover X, — X based
on an arbitrary spectral datum a, which may help to give the correspondence.

(2) In this article, we have only considered Higgs bundles (GL,-case). It would be very
interesting to generalize the result to G-Higgs bundles over higher dimensional varieties
in the language of cameral covers. This is of course the full statement of Chen and
Ngo’s conjecture.

(3) The classical Hitchin morphism is given for the moduli space of semistable Higgs
bundles, and the conjectural image of the Hitchin morphism is for the moduli stack of
Higgs bundles. It is natural to ask if @7x is the image of the Hitchin morphism is for

the moduli space M5 (P) of Higgs bundles with respect to some Hilbert polynomial
P?
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2. MODULI STACKS OF HIGGS BUNDLES, HITCHIN BASE AND SPECTRAL DATA
In this section, fix the rank n, we discuss three moduli stacks on a smooth projective (or
quasi-projective) variety X over k:

e the moduli stack of Higgs bundles .#x;
e the moduli stack of the Hitchin base %x;
e the moduli stack of spectral data 7,

and they are the main objects we work on. In this paper, we only focus on the Higgs bundles,
i.e. GL,-Higgs bundles, but some of the constructions can be extended to G-Higgs bundles
(see |2 3] for more details).

Let CéLn C g[i be the closed subscheme consisting of d-tuples (z1,...,xq) € g[i such that
z; and z; commutes, i.e. [z;,x;] = 0 for all indices ¢,j. The scheme Qf‘éLn is also known as
the commuting scheme (see [14]). There are two group actions on QéLn:

e Given g € GL,, the GL,-action on Qf‘éLn is defined as
(x1,...,2q) — (ad(g)(x1),...,ad(g)(xq))-

e Given h € GLg4, the GLg4-action on @dGLn is defined as

(T1y...,xq) = (z1,...,24)h.

We first consider the GL,-action on QéLn. The Chevalley restriction theorem gives us a
GLg-equivariant morphism

klat] @t — K[t

where t C gl,, is a Cartan subalgebra and &,, is the permutation group. Restricting the
morphism to Q:éan we have a GLg-equivariant lifting

(€1, /GLn] — Spec(k[t/)°")

of [CdGLn /GL,] — CdGLn /GL,, along with the Chevalley restriction morphism. Let V be a
vector space of dimension d. Therefore, we have

Spec(k[t?])®") = Chow™(V),
where Chow™ (V') is the Chow variety of n points on V. Then we have the morphism
(¢t /GL,] — Chow™(V).
By [2, Lemma 2.1}, we know that there is a closed embedding
Chow"(V) <= V x S?V x --- x S™V,
and this induces the following morphism
(€&, /GL,] = Chow™(V) <= V x S?V x -+ x S"V.

As a d-dimensional vector space, there is a canonical GLg-action on V. We define the
quotient stacks

o = [Chow™(V)/GLy], P :=[V x S?V x --- x S"V/GLy).
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By the definition of quotient stacks, for each k-scheme S, Z(S) is the set of pairs (E,¢),
where F is a rank d vector bundle (as a GLg4-principal bundle) over S and

¢:E—>VxS*Vx- xSV
is a GLg-equivariant map. Note that the GLg-equivariant map ¢ corresponds to a unique ele-
n .
ment in @ H°(S, S°E). Therefore, we have the following isomorphism as sets (or groupoids)

i=1
by restricting to a fixed vector bundle E over S,

B(S)|p = éHO(S, S'E).
=1

This isomorphism also implies that %(S)|g has a scheme structure.
For the quotient stack <7, given a k-scheme S, <7 (S) is the set of pairs (E, ), where E is
a rank d vector bundle over S and

¢ : E — Chow"(V)

is a GLg-equivariant map. This map is equivalent to an element in Chow™(E/S), where
Chow™(E/S) is the relative Chow variety. In other words, we have

< (S)|g = Sect(S, Chow"(E/S)),
where Sect (.S, Chow™(FE/S)) is the set of sections.

2.1. Moduli stack of Higgs bundles. Recall that there is a natural GLg-morphism on
[QéLn/GLn]. Denote by # := [QéLn/GLn x GLg4] the quotient stack. Let S be a scheme, and
then the S-points of .Z are triples (V, E, 0), where

e V is a vector bundle of rank d (GL4-principal bundle) over S;
e F is a vector bundle of rank n (GL,-principal bundle) over S;
e 0 c HYS, End(E) ® V) is a Og-linear morphism such that § A § = 0.

Now we fix a smooth quasi-projective variety X of dimension d. Let T be the cotangent
bundle over X. We define a contravariant functor

Mx : (Sch/k)P — Sets
as follows. Let S be a scheme, and define Xg := X X S. Denote by 7 : Xg — X the natural
projection. There is a natural morphism
(€, /GL, x GLg] — [*/GLg4] = BGLy,
which induces the morphism

(€&, /GL, x GLg)(Xs) — BGLa(Xs).

Note that 7*T% is a dimension d vector bundle over Xg, which corresponds to a point [7*T%] €
BGL4(Xs). We define .#x(S) to be the preimage of [7*T%] in [QfCéLn/GLn x GLg|(Xg), which
parametrizes pairs (E, 6) such that

e F is a rank n vector bundle over Xg;
e 0 € H'(Xg,End(E) ® m*T%) is a section such that 6 A § = 0.

It is easy to check that .#x is a stack, which is actually the stack of Higgs bundles on X.
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2.2. Hitchin base %x. We have a natural morphism % — BGL, of stacks. We define the
following contravariant functor
PBx 1 (Sch/k)P — Sets
as follows. For each scheme S, we define the space
PBx(8) == B(Xs)|xe1y) € B(Xs)

to be the preimage of the point [7*T%| € BGL4(Xg) under the map #(Xs) — BGL4(Xs).
Thus,

n
Bx(5) = P H (X5, 5'7*T),
i=1
where S%*T;} is the ¢-th symmetric product of 7*T'5. Based on the above definition, it is easy
to check that %y has a natural stack structure. Furthermore, we can rewrite H%(Xg, Sim*T%)
as

H®(Xg, S'n*T%) = Hom(S, H(X, S'T%)).
Therefore,
Bx(S) = é Hom(S, H(X, S'T%)).
i=1
Then, the stack Zx is representable by the scheme @}, H(X, S'T%), i.e.
PBx () = Hom(x, éHO(X, SIT%)).
i=1

This gives the following lemma.

n .
Lemma 2.1. The moduli stack Bx is represented by @ HO(X, S'T%).
i=1

n .
Abusing the notation, we also use Zx for the scheme @ H°(X, ST%), which is known as
i=1
the Hitchin base.

2.3. Space of spectral data /. Similar to Zx, we can define the the functor
oy : (Sch/k)P — Sets

such that for each scheme S, define &7x (S) C 7 (Xg) to be the preimage of the point [7*7T%]
under the map &/ (Xg) — BGLg(Xg). We know that

x(S) = Sect(Xg, Chow" (7" Tx / Xg)).
With the same discussion as for Zx, we have
x (S) = Hom(S, Sect (X, Chow™ (T /X))).
This gives the following lemma.
Lemma 2.2. The stack o/x is representable by the scheme Sect(X, Chow™(T% /X)), i.e.
o/x () = Hom(*, Sect(X, Chow" (T /X))).
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We use the same notation «x for the corresponding scheme Sect(X, Chow™(T%/X)). An
element a € fx is called a spectral datum and 7x is called the space of spectral data.
Sometimes, we use the notation «7§ to highlight the integer n.

Remark 2.3. Bx and x are claimed to be schemes [2] 3], and here we give the constructions
from the viewpoint of moduli stack.

Remark 2.4. Let U — X be a morphism of schemes. Since .# is a stack, we have a natural
map 4 (X) — #(U). Furthermore, this map induces a morphism .#x — .#y as stacks.
The same argument also works for morphisms &/x — o4y and Zx — PBy. As a special case,
if U is an open subscheme of X, then we have a natural morphism oy — 7.

Remark 2.5. Recall that the closed embedding
Chow"(V) <= V x S?V x --- x S™V,

induces the closed embedding ix : @x — Bx ([3, §6 and §7]). Chen and Ngo6 showed that
the Hitchin morphism hyx : .#x — PBx factors through «/x. More precisely, there exists a
map sdx : .#x — x such that hx =ix o sdx.

Mx

sdx \th
Ko
ix
adx —— Bx

The morphism sdx is called the spectral data morphism. When X is a smooth curve, we have
dx = PBx, and hence sdx is surjective. But for higher dimensions, o/ is smaller than Bx
in general.

3. DECOMPOSITION OF SPECTRAL DATA

In this section, we prove a decomposition theorem (Theorem B.5]) for spectral datum a €
/x, where X is an algebraic surface. This decomposition theorem is an important tool to
prove the main theorem (Theorem [£3]). In §3.1, we briefly review some relevant facts about
Chow varieties, and we refer the reader to [5, Chapter 7] for more details. In §3.2, we generalize
some results to the relative case, and prove the decomposition theorem.

be the Chow variety of n points on X. Let p be a partition of n. We will write u = (nq,...,ng
or pp = (141292 ... s%) interchangeably. Define a locally closed subset Chow};(X) of Chow" (X
as

3.1. Classical case. Let X be a smooth projective (or quasi-projective) surface. Let Chow™(X)
)
)

k
Chow), (X) := {Z n;zi | zi € X distinct points }.

7

Then, there is a stratification of Chow™(X):
Chow™(X) = [ ] Chow7:(X),
w

where p ranges over all partitions of n.
Given a partition g = (1*12%2 ... %), we have a natural morphism

Chow® (X) x Chow®?(X) x - -+ x Chow® (X) — Chow™(X)
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defined as
(21,29,...,25) > 21 + 229 + -+ - + s25.

Indeed this morphism gives the normalization of Chow},(X).

Lemma 3.1 (Exercise 7.4.2 in [0]). Given a partition p = (1%1,292 ... s%), we have
Chowl(X)" 2 Chow™ (X) x -+ x Chow® (X)),

where ChOWZ(X)nor is the normalization of the closure of Chowy,(X).

3.2. Relative case. Let X be a smooth projective surface. Denote by T the cotangent
bundle over X. The Chow variety Chow” (T’ /X) is defined as follows

Chow™(T%/X) :=Tx xx -+ xx Tx /Gn,

n

where &,, is the symmetric group. Similar to the classical case, we define a locally closed
subset Chow);(T% /X) of Chow"(T%/X) with respect to the partition x, and then we have a
stratification of Chow" (T /X),

Chow"(T%/X) = [ [ Chowp(Tx/X),
I

where p ranges over all partitions of n.
For ease of notation, set

[ Chow® (T%/X) := Chow™ (T%/X) x x Chow®?(T% /X) x x - x x Chow® (T /X),
j=1,X
where the subscript X under the symbol szl’ y indicates that the product is taken over X.
Similarly set

n
I 7% =T% xx - xx T% .
j=1,X

n

We summarize some facts:

Lemma 3.2. For anyn > 1 and a partition p = (1% ...s%), the following hold:

n

(i) the scheme HX T% is smooth over X;
j:17
(ii) the scheme Chow,(Tx /X) is smooth over X;
(iii) the scheme Chow™(T%/X) has rational singularities, in particular it is normal and
Cohen-Macaulay;
S

a1+ Fas
(iv) the product [] Chow™ (T%/X)= [ T%/Ga, X - - X 64, has rational singu-
J=1,X j=1,X
larities, in particular, it is normal and Cohen-Macaulay. O

Given a partition p = (1%12%2 ... 5%) of n, we define a morphism

(%) 7u: ] Chow® (T%/X) — Chow™(T%/X)
j=1,X
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as

(21,22, .., 2s) > 21 + 229 + - - + 825.
The following is a key observation, which is a relative version of Lemma B.11

Proposition 3.3. Given a partition p = (1*1...s%), the morphism 1, gives the normaliza-
tion of Chow}, (T /X).

Proof. The generic point of the product is mapped to the generic point of ChowZ(T)*( /X)
by 7,. Thus 7, induces a proper, surjective morphism from szl’ x Chow® (T% /X) to
Chow),(T%/X). Also, note that by Lemma (iv), the product [[;_; yx Chow® (T /X)
is a normal variety.

To see it is indeed the normalization, we shall utilize Lemma [34] which says one can check
normalization locally. Take an open covering {U;} of X such that T% |y, = U; x A%, We have
the commutative diagram with Cartesian squares

IT;-1,0, Chow® (T, /U7)

IT;_1 x Chow® (T%/X) Chowy (I7;. /U;)S Chow" (T}, /U;)

l /

X

where Chow; (T /U;) is the closure of Chow}; (T /U;) in Chow" (17 /U;). We have the iso-
morphisms

Chow,, (175 /U;) = Chow),(A%) x U,

[ Chowes(zy,/U:) = (] Chow? (A2)) x Us.
J=LU; j=1

Thus by Lemma 3] 7, is the normalization of Chow},(7y; /U;). Applying Lemma 3.4}, we get
7, is the normalization of Chow), (T /X). O
Lemma 3.4. Let X be an integral scheme and X a normal integral scheme. Given a morphism

v:X — X, suppose there exists an open covering U; of X such that v; : U', = V_I(UZ') — U;
s the normalization for each i. Then v is the normalization.

Proof. This follows from the universal property of normalization [7, IT Ex. 3.8]. O

With respect to Proposition [B.3], we obtain the decomposition of spectral data. It will be
used to prove the main result (Theorem [43]) in §4.

Theorem 3.5. Let X be a smooth projective surface. Given a spectral datum a : X —
Chow"(T%/X), suppose that the generic point of X is mapped to the stratum Chow),(T% /X)
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with p = (11292 ... s%). Then there exist spectral data a; : X — Chow?l"ai)(T;(/X), i=
1,---,s, such that

s

a = E iai.

i=1

Proof. By the assumption, a induces a morphism X — ChOWZ(T %/X) over X. By Proposition
3.3 it holds that

Chow), (T /X

) nor

>~ Chow™ (T%/X) xx -+ xx Chow™ (T%/X).

Since X is smooth, there exists a unique a’ fitting into the diagram

nor

Chow!} (T% /X)

X ——— Chow!}(T% /X) — Chow™(T%/X)
Here a’ is equivalent to data (a;)1<i<s, where

a;: X — Chow(()‘fai)(T;{/X).

S
Finally by the commutativity of the diagram, we conclude that a = > ia;. O
i=1

4. THE IMAGE OF THE HITCHIN MORPHISM FOR SURFACES

Given a spectral datum a : X — Chow"(T%/X), we first briefly review the construction
of the spectral cover )Z'a — X, and the correspondence between Cohen-Macaulay sheaves
of generic rank one over X, and Higgs bundles over X [3, §7]. Next, we show that given
two Higgs bundles, their direct sum corresponds to the sum of the corresponding spectral
data (Lemma [4.2). Finally, we prove the main theorem that sdyx : .#x — </x is surjective
(Theorem [A.3]) with the help of Theorem

Define X, as the pullback in the following diagram

X, —— Cayley™(T%/X)

X ——2—— Chow"(T%/X)
where Cayley™ (1% /X) is a subscheme of Chow" (1% /X) xx T% ([3l §6]).
Theorem 4.1 (Theorems 7.1 and 7.3 in [3]). Given a spectral datum a : X — Chow"(T% /X)
such that a maps the generic point of X into Chow?ln)(Tf(/X), there exists a unique finite

flat covering , : X, — X such that

(1) there exists an open subset U C X of codimension at least 2 such that for every point
z € U, the fiber (7o) ' (z) is a point of Hilb™(T%/X) lying over the point a(z) €
Chow"(T%/X);

(2) there is a natural morphism Ty : )Z'a — T factoring through vq : Xq — T% such that
the following diagram is commutative;
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iz

(3) X, is the Cohen-Macaulayfication of X ;
(4) the fiber si}l (a) is isomorphic to the stack of Cohen-Macaulay sheaves of generic rank

one over X,.

The correspondence demonstrated in the theorem can be understood in the following way.
Given a Cohen-Macaulay sheaf L of generic rank one over X, its pushfoward ¢, L is a sheaf
over X,. Via 4, the sheaf (i;).L has a natural structure as a S(T’x)-module, where S(Tx) is
the symmetric product of the tangent bundle Tx. Furthermore, it is a finite S(T’x)-module.
Therefore, it corresponds to a spectral data in &y, which is exactly a, and also corresponds
to a Higgs bundle (F, ¢) over X.

The correspondence between a finite S(Tx )-module L and a spectral data a can be under-
stood in the following way. For each = € X, we can equip L]fl(x) with a cycle

CyC(L‘nfl(:c)) = Z leny(L‘ﬂfl(x)) Y.
yen1(z)

Then, the S(T'x)-module L corresponds to a if for each € X, we have

a(r) = cyc(Llr-1(a))-

Theorem M1 only works for spectral data a € &x which map the generic point of X into
Chow’(“ln)(T)*( /X). Given an arbitrary spectral datum, we can follow the approach in the
theorem to construct X,, but the correspondence is not clear. We will discuss this issue in
Remark [4.4]

Lemma 4.2. Given a pair of spectral data a; : X — Chow™ (T%/X), i = 1,2, let (E;, ¢;) be
Higgs bundles on X whose spectral data are a;. Then (E1 @ Ea,¢1 @ ¢2) is a Higgs bundle
with the spectral datum aj + az : X — Chow™™*(T% /X).

Proof. The pair (E1®Es, ¢1®d2) is obviously a Higgs bundle on X . By the correspondence [17,
Lemma 6.8], there exist coherent sheaves F; on T such that m, F; ~ E;. Thus, m,(F| ® F3) ~
FE1 & Es. For any x € X,

a1(r) + ag(w) = cyc(Li|r—1()) + cyc(Lalr—1()) = cye((L1 + La)|r-1(z)) = (a1 + a2)(z).
This finishes the proof. O

Theorem 4.3. Let X be a smooth projective surface. The image of the Hitchin map hx :
Mx — Bx is Hx, i.e. sdx : Mx — x is surjective.

Proof. We will show that given any spectral datum a € o/x, we can construct a Higgs bundle
(E,$) € sdy'(a) C .#x. By Theorem I} this is equivalent to finding a S(Ty)-module L
corresponding to the spectral datum a. Now given a spectral datum a : X — Chow"(T% /X),
suppose that the generic point of X is mapped into some stratum ChowZ(T;{ /X), where
p= (191,222 . s%). By Theorem 3.5 we have

a=aj+ 2az + -+ sag,
where the spectral datum a; maps the generic point of X into Chow(la (Tx/X). Therefore,

by Theorem [A.1], for each 4, one can construct a spectral cover Xal. of X
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X, » Xa,
s
X

such that 7, : X,, — X is a finite flat morphism and the morphism Z,, : X,, — T 'y factors
through ¢; : Xo, < T Then, the S(T'x )-module (z;).O  corresponds to the spectral datum

a;. By Lemma[4.2] the sheaf

g

Tx

S
L=z
i=1
S
corresponds to the spectral data > ia;, which is exactly a. Therefore, sd;(1 (a) is nonempty.

=1
O

Remark 4.4. Although Theorem E.3] gives the surjectivity of the morphism sdx : .#x — x,
we do not find a cover X, — X such that Higgs bundles over X with spectral datum a will
correspond to some special sheaves over )Z'a. On the other hand, for any a € /x(k), we can
construct a finite, flat cover X, — X following Chen and Ngo’s idea in [3]. However, the
generic rank one sheaves over X, do not correspond to Higgs bundles of rank n over X. We
give the construction and explain the reason as follows.

Let a : X — Chowy,(T%/X) be a spectral datum, where p = (1*1,...,5%). As discussed
in §3, it can be regarded as a morphism

a=(a,...,as): X = Chow™ (Tx/X) xx -+ xx Chow®* (Tx/X),

where a; maps the generic point of X to Chow‘(xfai)(T;‘( /X). Let U’ be an open subset of
X such that a;(U") C Chow‘(xfai)(T;(/X) for all i. By the properness of the Hilbert-Chow
morphism, one can find an open subset U of X with codim(X\U, X) > 2 and there exists a
unique morphism

a:U — Hilb*™ (Tx/X) xx -+ xx Hilb% (T /X)
fitting into the commutative diagram

U —— Hilb™ (T} /X) xx - xx Hilb® (T} /X)

J T lHilberthhow

U “"aly — Chow™ (T%/X) xx -+ xx Chow™ (T%/X)

and this morphism also induces an inclusion U «— T’.
Now pulling back via a the product of universal families

Zon(Tx [ X) X x -+ xx Za (T /X),

we get a finite, flat cover of U, which is a closed subscheme of T;5. Then applying Serre’s
extension theorem [I5, Proposition 7], we get a finite, flat cover )A(:a — X factoring through
T%. This cover has degree Y ; ; ; < n in general. Therefore generic rank one sheaves over
Xa do not correspond to rank n Higgs bundles over X. We do not know whether one can
consider some special sheaves over )A(:a to give the correspondence.
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5. BIRATIONAL INVARIANCE OF THE SPACE OF SPECTRAL DATA

The purpose of this section is to show that for a smooth variety X of any dimension, the
space of spectral data @x is a birational invariant. Then we apply the result to show the
space of spectral data for ruled surfaces are affine spaces, building on a result of [3], which
assumes all fibres in a fibration are reduced.

Lemma 5.1. Let x : X’ — X be a birational morphism of smooth varieties. Then the natural
morphism ofx — @x is a closed immersion of schemes.

Proof. We have the commutative diagram

JZ{X —— JZ{)(I

*

Bx —> By,

where ix and ixs are closed immersions by [2, Lemma 2.1] and

n n
X P HX,S'T) - P HU(X', 5'Tx)
i=1 i=1
is an injection. From the diagram, we conclude that the natural morphism is a closed immer-
sion. g

Lemma 5.2. Let U be an open subset of a smooth variety X with codim(X\U, X) > 2. Then
Ax — Ay 1s an isomorphism.

Proof. Recall for any k-scheme T, the T-points of @7x are
JZZ)((T) = { XT e ChOWn(T;;—T/T/XT) }

e

XT7

By Lemmalb.J]and the Yoneda Lemma, we shall show that the natural map /x (1) — 2 (1)
induced by j is surjective for all such T

First we consider the case Ty, = T Ik is trivial, i.e. Ty ~ X x V, where dim V' = r. Then

it holds that
Chow" (T, )7/ X1) = Chow™ (V) x X7
and an analogous isomorphism for Ur.

Given a spectral datum a € o7 (T), it is equivalent to a morphism a : Up — Chow"(V),
which for ease of notation will also be denoted by a. By the key lemma [2, Lemma 2.1], it
gives rise to a morphism

Ur —V x S*V x .- x S"V,
which in turn amounts to
Ur = Txpyp X 8Ty p X -+ X S"Tx p

by the triviality of the relative cotangent bundle. This is exactly an element in

D H(Ur, ST, )
i=1
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Claim: for each 7 > 0, we have
HY (X7, 5T, )r) = H*(T,O0r) @ H'(X, S'Tx ;)
Given this Claim and from Remark 2.4] we obtain that the natural map
H°(X7, STy p) = H°(Ur, S'T};, /)
is an isomorphism for each 7 > 0. Thus we get
ae@H (X1, S'Tx, 1).
i=1
We can view a as a morphism
a:Xr = VxSV x---x 8",

which is equivalent to a section a € @x (7).
To prove the Claim above, consider the fibred product

Xr—2 o X

y— Spec(k).

It holds that
Txryr = 9 Tx g

Since X is smooth, T’ Ik is locally free, hence

SiT;cT/T = Q*Si(T;(/k)
for all 4 > 0. By flat base change, it therefore follows that
H(X7,5'T%, /7)
H(X1,g"S'(T5 1))
H°(Speck, hu(p1)+9*S* (Tx 1))
H°(Speck, h.h*¢..S"(Tx 1))
(
(

12

H°(Speck, hOr @k 9.5 (T 1,))
~ HT,Or)® HY(X, S%( X/k))-

This proves the Claim.

In general, we take an affine open covering {X;} of X such that 7% /k\ X, is trivial for every
i. Put U; = UnN X;. For all 4, it holds that codim(X; — U;, X;) > 2. By the preceding
argument, @7x,(T) — <, (T) is surjective for all 7. Since j* is actually injective, we can lift
section locally and then glue the resulting sections together. This finishes the proof of this
lemma. ]

Theorem 5.3. Let x : X' — X be a birational proper morphism of smooth varieties. Then
the natural morphism oy — &/x: induced by x is an isomorphism as k-schemes.
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Proof. By the valuative criterion for properness, one can find an open subset j : U — X with
codim(X — U, X) > 2 and a morphism v : U — X’ such that x o v = j. As a result, we have
the commutative diagram of schemes

'y

I\

A —— aty,

where the bottom map is an isomorphism by Lemma[5.2l Therefore &7y — &/x/ is an isomor-
phism. O

Example 5.4. Let Y < X be a smooth subvariety. Denote by 7 : X = BLy(X) — X the
blow up of X along Y. Then one has the injection of vector bundles

0—=mTx = T5.

Note that Chow™(T%/X) x x X Chow"(ﬂ*T)*(/)Z'), and the injection above induces a mor-
phism Chow”(ﬂ*T)*(/)A(:) — Chow”(T;?/)A(:).

Now given a spectral datum ay : X — Chow, (7% /X), we define a new spectral datum a g
as the compositions of the following morphisms

ag: X =X xx X 220 Chow"(T%/X) xx X = Chow"(r*T%/X) — Chow"(T%/X),

which gives a map @/x(k) — @/5(k) between the k-points. By Theorem B3] the map is
bijective.

Corollary 5.5. For any projective ruled surface X, o/x = Bx. In particular it is an affine
space.

Proof. By Theorem[5.3] we can assume X is minimal, i.e. it does not contain a smooth rational
curve I with I'? = —1. If X = P2, then &/y = %y is a point; otherwise X ~ P¢(FE) for some
smooth curve C' and a vector bundle E of rank two, so &7y ~ @/, and hence &/x = By, see
[3, Prop. 8.1] and the following remark. O
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